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Board of Directors Regular Meeting

April 4, 2011
5:30 p.m. Executive Session; 7:00 p.m. Regular Meeting

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

AGENDA

5:30 PM

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

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

7:45 PM

8:15 PM

8:30 PM

1. Executive Session*
A. Personnel
B. Legal
C. Land

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

A. Beaverton Police Department Citizen Commendation Award: Allison Berg
B. Special Districts Association of Oregon Outstanding Service Award –

Volunteer Category: Janet Allison
C. Trails Advisory Committee

5. Audience Time**
6. Board Time
7. Consent Agenda***

A. Approve:  Minutes of March 7, 2011 Regular Meeting
B. Approve:  Monthly Bills
C. Approve:  Monthly Financial Statement
D. Approve:  Conestoga Recreation & Aquatic Center Shared Parking 

Agreement with Beaverton School District, Including Easements
E. Approve:  Bid Award for Pedestrian Pathway and Parking Lot 

Replacements
F. Approve:  Proclamation of National Water Safety Month 
G. Approve:  Authorization to Bid Fanno Creek Trail Project
H. Approve: Washington County Request for Road Right-of-Way, 

Permanent Easements and Temporary Construction Easements in 
Allenbach Acres Park and Bethany Lake Park for the 185th Avenue
Widening Project

8. Unfinished Business
A. Award:  Conestoga Recreation & Aquatic Center Construction Contract
B. Approve: Resolution Appointing Parks Bond Citizen Oversight Committee 

Members
C. Update:  Athletic Fields Inventory 
D. Information: General Manager’s Report

9. New Business
A. Review:  Aging Facilities Study

10. Adjourn

*Executive Session: Executive Sessions are permitted under the authority of ORS 192.660.  Copies of the statute are available at the offices of 
Tualatin Hills Park & Recreation District.  **Public Comment: If you wish to be heard on an item not on the agenda, or a Consent Agenda item, you 
may be heard under Audience Time with a 3-minute time limit.  If you wish to speak on an agenda item, also with a 3-minute time limit, please wait until 
it is before the Board.  Note: Agenda items may not be considered in the order listed.  ***Consent Agenda: If you wish to speak on an agenda item on 
the Consent Agenda, you may be heard under Audience Time.  Consent Agenda items will be approved without discussion unless there is a request to 
discuss a particular Consent Agenda item.  The issue separately discussed will be voted on separately.  In compliance with the Americans with 
Disabilities Act (ADA), this material, in an alternate format, or special accommodations for the meeting, will be made available by calling 503-645-6433 
at least 48 hours prior to the meeting. 
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MEMO 
 
 
 
DATE: March 30, 2011
TO: The Board of Directors
FROM: Doug Menke, General Manager

RE:

Agenda Item #4 – Presentations

Information Regarding the April 4, 2011 Board of Directors Meeting

Attached please find a memo from Jim McElhinny, Director of Park & Recreation, reporting that 
Chief Geoff Spalding with the Beaverton Police Department will be at your meeting to present 
Allison Berg, Head Lifeguard and Instructor at Beaverton Swim Center, the Beaverton Police 
Department’s Citizen Commendation Award.

A. Beaverton Police Department Citizen Commendation Award: Allison Berg

B. Special Districts Association of Oregon Outstanding Service Award – Volunteer 
Category: Janet Allison

Attached please find a memo from myself reporting that Janet Allison will be at your meeting in 
order to be recognized by the Board for receiving the Special Districts Association of Oregon 
Outstanding Service Award in the Volunteer category.  

Agenda Item #7 – Consent Agenda

C. Trails Advisory Committee
Attached please find a memo from Hal Bergsma, Director of Planning, reporting that the Trails 
Advisory Committee will be at your meeting to make their annual presentation to the Board.  

Attached please find Consent Agenda items #8A-H for your review and approval.

Action Requested: Approve Consent Agenda Items #7A-H as submitted:
A.
B.

Approve:  Minutes of March 7, 2011 Regular Meeting

C.
Approve:  Monthly Bills

D.
Approve:  Monthly Financial Statement

E.

Approve:  Conestoga Recreation & Aquatic Center Shared Parking Agreement 
with Beaverton School District, Including Easements

F.
Approve:  Bid Award for Pedestrian Pathway and Parking Lot Replacements

G.
Approve:  Proclamation of National Water Safety Month

H.
Approve:  Authorization to Bid Fanno Creek Trail Project
Approve: Washington County Request for Road Right-of-Way, Permanent 
Easements and Temporary Construction Easements in Allenbach Acres Park 
and Bethany Lake Park for the 185th Avenue Widening Project

Agenda Item #8 – Unfinished Business

Attached please find a memo from Hal Bergsma, Director of Planning, reporting that the 
Conestoga Recreation & Aquatic Center expansion project, funded via the 2008 Bond Measure, 

A. Conestoga Recreation & Aquatic Center Construction Contract
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went out to bid on February 11 with the bid opening on March 16. Hal will be at your meeting to 
provide an overview of the memo and to answer any questions the Board may have.   

Action Requested: Board of Directors approval to award a contract to Skyward 
Construction Inc., for the amount of $3,640,000, and to 
authorize the General Manager or his designee to execute the 
contract for the construction of the Conestoga Recreation & 
Aquatic Center expansion project.

B. Resolution Appointing Parks Bond Citizen Oversight Committee Members
Attached please find a memo from myself requesting Board of Directors discussion of the seven 
remaining applications received to serve on the Parks Bond Citizen Oversight Committee and 
appointment of up to three of those applicants to the Committee, each for a term of two years.

Action Requested: Board of Directors approval of Resolution 2011-09 Appointing 
Parks Bond Citizen Oversight Committee Members. 

C. Athletic Fields Inventory
Attached please find a memo from Jim McElhinny, Director of Park & Recreation, reporting that 
Scott Brucker, Superintendent of Sports, will be at your meeting to provide an overview of the 
athletic fields inventory update and to answer any questions the Board may have.

Action Requested: No action requested.  Board information only.

Attached please find the General Manager’s Report for the April Regular Board meeting.

Agenda Item #9 – New Business

D. General Manager’s Report

Other Packet Enclosures

A. Aging Facilities Study
Attached please find a memo from Keith Hobson, Director of Business & Facilities, providing an 
update regarding development of a means of analyzing the cost and benefits of maintaining, or 
possibly enhancing, existing facilities versus the cost and benefits of replacing them.  Keith, 
along with Todd Chase of FCS Group, the project consultant, will be at your meeting to provide 
an overview of the memo and to answer any questions the Board of Directors may have. 

Action Requested: No Board of Directors action is requested.  The Aging 
Facilities Study is presented for Board information and 
review only.

Management Report to the Board
Monthly Capital Report
Monthly Bond Capital Report

System Development Charge Report
Newspaper Articles
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[4A] 

 
MEMO 

 
 
 
DATE:  March 18, 2011 
TO:  Doug Menke, General Manager 
FROM: Jim McElhinny, Director of Park & Recreation 

RE: Beaverton Police Department Citizen Commendation Award: Allison Berg

Allison Berg, Head Lifeguard and Instructor at Beaverton Swim Center, is a recipient of the 
Beaverton Police Department’s Citizen Commendation Award, for her response to a victim of a 
serious traffic accident on 158th Avenue on October 10, 2010. 

Geoff Spalding, Beaverton Police Chief, will be present at the April 4, 2011 Board of Directors 
meeting to present the award. 
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[4B] 

 
MEMO 

 
 
 
DATE:  March 21, 2011 
TO:  Board of Directors 
FROM: Doug Menke, General Manager 

RE: Special Districts Association of Oregon Outstanding Service Award – 
Volunteer Category: Janet Allison

Former THPRD Board Member Janet Allison was honored February 12 with the Special 
Districts Association of Oregon Outstanding Service Award in the Volunteer category.  The 
award recognizes extraordinary, sustained volunteer contributions to a special district.   

Janet has a long and notable list of volunteer achievements to her credit, including service on 
numerous THPRD boards and committees and as current chair of the Tualatin Hills Park 
Foundation.     

Janet will be present at your April 4, 2011 Regular Board meeting to be recognized by the Board 
of Directors for this prestigious award.  
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[4C]

MEMO 

DATE: March 18, 2011 
TO: Doug Menke, General Manager 
FROM: Hal Bergsma, Director of Planning 

RE: Trails Advisory Committee

The Trails Advisory Committee will be in attendance at the April 4, 2011 Board of Directors 
meeting to make their annual presentation to the Board.  Wendy Kroger, Committee Chair, will 
highlight the activities of the committee during the past year as well as their goals for the coming 
year. 

Attached please find the current Trails Advisory Committee roster. 



Committee Member Representing Member 
Since Address Phone Fax Term

Expires
Wendy Kroger 

Chair
Southeast 
Quadrant May 2005 

Email

February 
2013 

Joseph Barcott 
Secretary At-Large April 2006 February 

2013 

Kevin Apperson At-Large July 2006 February 
2012 

John Gruher At-Large December 2010 February 
2013 

Susan Hanson At-Large October 2009 February 
2012 

Tom Hjort Southwest
Quadrant February 2005 February 

2012 

Mary O’Donnell At-Large October 2009 February 
2012 

Jim Parsons At- Large September 2010 September
2012 

Barbara Sonniksen  Northwest
Quadrant February 2005 February 

2012 

Rotating Member 
Beaverton Bicycle 

Advisory 
Committee 

Ex-Officio Member Representing Address Phone Fax Email Term
Expires

Steve Gulgren THPRD 5500 SW Arctic Drive, Suite 2 
Beaverton, OR 97005 

503/629-6305 
ex 2940 503/629-6307 sgulgren@thprd.org n/a

Margaret Middleton City of Beaverton 
Engineering Div/ Public Works Dept 

P.O. Box 4755 
Beaverton, OR   97076-4755 

503/526-2424 503/350-4052 mmiddleton@ci.beaverton.or.us n/a

Mel Huie / Robert 
Spurlock Metro 600 NE Grand Avenue 

Portland, OR 97232-2736 503/797-1731 503/797-1588 
mel.huie@oregonmetro.gov

robert.spurlock@oregonmetro.gov n/a

Joy Chang Washington 
County 

155 N First Avenue 
Hillsboro, OR 97124 503/846-3873 503-846-4412 Joy_Chang@co.washington.or.us n/a

Kevin Sutherland Beaverton School 
District 

16550 SW Merlo Road 
Beaverton, OR 97006 503/591-1911 Kevin_Sutherland@beaverton.k12.or.us n/a

Tualatin Hills Park & Recreation District
TRAILS ADVISORY COMMITTEE ROSTER 

Last Updated: November 2010
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Tualatin Hills Park & Recreation District 
Minutes of a Regular Meeting of the Board of Directors 

 
 

Present:
William Kanable (via telephone) President/Director 
Bob Scott Secretary/Director  
Joseph Blowers Secretary Pro-Tempore/Director 
John Griffiths Director 
Larry Pelatt Director 
Doug Menke General Manager 

Agenda Item #1 – Executive Session (A) Legal (B) Land 
Secretary, Bob Scott, called Executive Session to order for the following purposes: 

To consider information or records that are exempt by law from public inspection,
and
To conduct deliberations with persons designated by the governing body to
negotiate real property transactions.

Executive Session is held pursuant to ORS 192.660(2), which allows the Board to meet 
in Executive Session to discuss the aforementioned issues. 

Secretary, Bob Scott, noted that representatives of the news media and designated staff 
may attend the Executive Session.  All other members of the audience were asked to 
leave the room.  Representatives of the news media were specifically directed not to 
disclose information discussed during the Executive Session.  No final action or final 
decision may be made in Executive Session. At the end of the Executive Session, the 
Board will return to open session and welcome the audience back into the room. 

Agenda Item #2 – Call Regular Meeting to Order 
Secretary, Bob Scott, called the Regular Meeting to order at 7:05 p.m. 

Agenda Item #3 – Action Resulting from Executive Session 
Joe Blowers moved the Board of Directors authorize staff to acquire a site in the 
northeast quadrant of the District for a future community park, pursuant to a 
commitment of the 2008 Bond Measure, based on findings which shall be made 
available for public review after the acquisition has been completed.  Larry Pelatt 
seconded the motion.  Roll call proceeded as follows:  

A Regular Meeting of the Tualatin Hills Park & Recreation District Board of Directors was held at the 
HMT Recreation Complex, Peg Ogilbee Dryland Training Center, 15707 SW Walker Road, 
Beaverton, on Monday, March 7, 2011.  Executive Session 6:00 p.m.; Regular Meeting 7:00 p.m. 

[7A] 
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Bill Kanable  Yes 
John Griffiths Yes 
Larry Pelatt Yes 
Joe Blowers  Yes  
Bob Scott Yes 
The motion was UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 

Joe Blowers moved the Board of Directors authorize staff to acquire a site in the 
northeast quadrant of the District for a future linear park, pursuant to a 
commitment of the 2008 Bond Measure.  Larry Pelatt seconded the motion.  Roll 
call proceeded as follows:  
John Griffiths Yes 
Bill Kanable  Yes 
Larry Pelatt Yes 
Joe Blowers  Yes  
Bob Scott Yes 
The motion was UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 

Joe Blowers moved the Board of Directors authorize staff to acquire an easement 
for a trail to access a neighborhood park in the southwest quadrant of the District 
as part of a development project for that park called for by the 2008 Bond 
Measure based on findings that shall be made available for public review after the 
acquisition has been completed and subject only to the closing of the transaction 
in compliance with the permitted exceptions letter dated March 3, 2011, sent by 
District staff to the property owner and in compliance with the terms and 
conditions contained in the public right-of-way and easement agreement 
executed on January 4, 2011.  Larry Pelatt seconded the motion.  Roll call 
proceeded as follows:  
Bill Kanable  Yes  
John Griffiths Yes 
Larry Pelatt Yes 
Joe Blowers  Yes  
Bob Scott Yes 
The motion was UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 

Larry Pelatt moved the Board of Directors authorize the General Manager and 
Legal Counsel to amend the lease agreement with Peregrine Sports to address 
issues discussed during Executive Session.  Joe Blowers seconded the motion.  
Roll call proceeded as follows:  
John Griffiths Yes 
Bill Kanable  Yes 
Joe Blowers  Yes  
Larry Pelatt Yes 
Bob Scott Yes 
The motion was UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 



        Page 3 - Minutes: Regular Meeting of the Board of Directors, March 7, 2011 

Larry Pelatt moved the Board of Directors withdraw Agenda Item #5, Public 
Hearing Requesting Exemption from Competitive Bidding Process for Athletic 
Fields Construction Project, and Agenda Item #10A, Aging Facilities Study, from 
this evening's meeting agenda.  Joe Blowers seconded the motion.  Roll call 
proceeded as follows:  
John Griffiths Yes 
Bill Kanable  Yes 
Joe Blowers  Yes  
Larry Pelatt Yes 
Bob Scott Yes 
The motion was UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 

President, Bill Kanable, was excused from the meeting.  

Agenda Item #4 – Presentation: Beaverton Urban Redevelopment Agency Update 
Doug Menke, General Manager, introduced Don Mazziotti, Community Development 
Director for the City of Beaverton, to give an update on the City’s Urban Redevelopment 
Agency (BURA) and the activities that have taken place since his last presentation to 
the Board on October 4, 2010.

Don provided a detailed overview of the BURA’s recent activities via a PowerPoint 
presentation, a copy of which was entered into the record, and which included the 
following topics:

BURA adopted district boundary
Goals and objectives
Project proportions
Project types and programs
Maximum indebtedness

Don noted that the intent will be to return at the Board of Directors’ June Regular 
meeting to seek concurrence from the Park District on the BURA’s proposal, and 
offered to answer any questions the Board may have.

Larry Pelatt asked for additional information as to how incentive programs would 
improve the tax base.  Would it be by improving the value of the property and moving 
the tax base up, or by attracting more customers to the area?

Don provided an example of a large industrial area on the east side of Highway
217 along Western Avenue, noting that about half of the buildings are
substandard in that area.  The functionally obsolete buildings would need to be
replaced, but for those that could be redeveloped, tenant improvements could
actually increase the value of the building substantially and, therefore, the
valuation carried on the tax role.

Larry asked whether the small business storefronts in downtown Beaverton would 
benefit from the incentive programs.

Don replied that those businesses would be impacted by the project category of
storefront improvements and historic conservation.
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John Griffiths referenced the creek restoration work proposed as a project category and 
asked if there is an estimate for how many linear feet of creeks would be restored. 

 Don replied that he could not answer that question exactly as the plan has not 
been completed; however, the desire is to daylight the creek system as much as 
possible, clear as much as possible, and add some attributes to allow for greater 
storage in order to enable a change in the floodway boundaries, which would 
then enable development in areas that are currently off limits.  He noted that this 
process would take some time, but would make a huge difference to the 
development and landscape features, as well as create an amenity that has been 
lost for a long period of time.

John asked if the end result would look like a riparian corridor.
 Don replied that the vision is that the areas would be used by both pedestrians 

and include natural waterway features for wildlife, although in order for this to 
happen, the water temperature needs to be reduced significantly.  

John asked if the edges would be reforested.
 Don confirmed this, noting that they would also clear out non-native vegetation.

There have been some conceptual designs attempting to vision the project and 
how it could be an amenity that will support adjoining development, while also 
lowering the water temperature and welcoming wildlife and human use together.

In reviewing the chart included within the PowerPoint presentation, John Griffiths asked 
whether the figures noted are annual or cumulative. 

 Don replied annual. 
John asked for confirmation that basically the District’s tax assessment would be frozen 
for that particular area, even though its cost to deliver services would not be.  

 Keith Hobson, Director of Business & Facilities, confirmed this, noting only for 
within the specified boundary. 

Larry commented that after year 2055-56, the District would be negative $5.7 million, 
net present value.

 Don confirmed this, noting that the District would then begin to gain revenue 
rather dramatically every year.  He stated that if the bonds are able to be paid off 
earlier, which he believes is likely, those numbers would change significantly.
But, if the District wants to ask what the cost of the improvements are to us as an 
entity, in terms of net present value, it would be $5.7 million.  The question then 
becomes, will there be a base increase exceeding $5.7 million subsequent to 
year 2040-41, and the answer is yes. 

Joe Blowers commented that he has seen many iterations of the proposed boundary 
map and that the adopted boundary makes the most sense to him.

 Don concurred, noting that it has been downsized from over 1,200 acres to just 
over 900. 

John Griffiths asked whether the recent development in Lake Oswego was done under 
an urban redevelopment initiative.

 Don confirmed this and provided some background information on the project, 
noting that it was a much smaller district and had complications due to mercury 
contamination.
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John noted that the results of the urban redevelopment district in Lake Oswego were 
wonderful.  He commented that in his opinion, there are areas of Beaverton that would 
qualify as blighted, so adding elements that would be uplifting to the whole area would 
be wonderful.  

 Don agreed, noting that he believes the creek plan especially has an opportunity 
to induce investment and cause people to be interested and attracted to a feature 
that is otherwise is missing.

Secretary, Bob Scott, thanked Don Mazziotti on behalf of the Board of Directors for the 
informative presentation.

Agenda Item #5 – Public Hearing: Request for Exemption from Competitive 
Bidding Process for Athletic Fields Construction Project 
This item was removed from this evening’s agenda. 

Agenda Item #6 – Audience Time 
There was no testimony during Audience Time. 

Agenda Item #7 – Board Time 
There were no comments during Board Time.

Agenda Item #8 – Consent Agenda 
Larry Pelatt moved the Board of Directors approve Consent Agenda items (A) 
Minutes of February 7, 2011 Regular Meeting, (B) Monthly Bills, (C) Monthly 
Financial Statement, (D) Resolution Appointing Historic Facilities, Natural 
Resources & Recreation Advisory Committees Members, (E) Resolution for 
Appropriation of Funding for Full Faith and Credit Obligations, Series 2010 B & C, 
for the Fiscal Year Commencing July 1, 2010, (F) Resolution Authorizing Local 
Government Grant Program Application, (G) Intergovernmental Agreement with 
Clean Water Services for Restoration Work at Bauman Park, and (H) Resolution 
Rescinding the Prequalification Process from the Public Contract Rules.  John 
Griffiths seconded the motion.  Roll call proceeded as follows: 
Joe Blowers  Yes  
John Griffiths Yes 
Larry Pelatt  Yes 
Bob Scott  Yes 
The motion was UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 

Agenda Item #9 – Unfinished Business 
A. Bond Program 
Doug Menke, General Manager, introduced Hal Bergsma, Director of Planning, Keith 
Hobson, Director of Business & Facilities, and Bob Wayt, Director of Communications & 
Outreach, to provide an overview of the memo included within the Board of Directors 
information packet.

Hal, Keith and Bob provided a detailed overview of the memo, which included a 
summary of upcoming public meetings and hearings related to bond projects, an 
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overview of the most recent Parks Bond Citizen Oversight Committee meeting, and an 
update on outreach efforts for the bond program, and offered to answer any questions 
the Board may have.

Bob Scott noted that a topic that has been brought up at the last few Oversight 
Committee meetings is a perceived notion that the District is not moving quickly enough 
on land acquisition.  He believes staff did a great job in explaining what the process is 
and why it takes as long as it does, and that the explanation helped ease the Committee 
members’ concerns on the subject.

Larry Pelatt commented that he has heard from many residents that are surprised by 
the number of projects being completed through the 2008 Bond Measure Program.  He 
has also heard a lot of compliments regarding the District’s website for bond projects.

B. Resolution Appointing Parks Bond Citizen Oversight Committee Members 
Doug Menke, General Manager, provided an overview of the memo included within the 
Board of Directors information packet, noting that there are currently six positions 
available on the Parks Bond Citizen Oversight Committee.  Notice of the six vacancies 
was published and applications to serve on the Committee were accepted from January 
12, 2011, through February 11, 2011.  Ten applications were received, three of which 
were from Committee members requesting reappointment to the Committee, while the 
rest of the applications were from people who would be new to the Committee. 

Doug noted that in discussion with President, Bill Kanable, and Board representative to 
the Oversight Committee, Bob Scott, the recommendation is to consider appointment of 
the three Committee members who reapplied, and the six applicants that would be new 
to the Committee, as separate items.  In addition, the recommendation is to use a 
scoring matrix for the seven new applicants that the Board members could then 
complete prior to the April Board meeting, at which time the other positions would be 
appointed.

 Joe Blowers expressed support for these recommendations. 
 Larry Pelatt commented that if the Board is pleased with the work of the three 

applicants seeking reappointment to the Committee, he is supportive.  
 John Griffiths replied that he supports the recommended process as well.

Larry Pelatt moved the Board of Directors appoint the three current members of 
the Bond Oversight Committee who would like to be reappointed to the 
Committee for a term of two years and that staff develop a scoring matrix for the 
remainder of applicants, which will be offered for Board consideration for 
appointments at the April Regular Board meeting.  Joe Blowers seconded the 
motion.  Roll call proceeded as follows:  
John Griffiths Yes 
Joe Blowers  Yes  
Larry Pelatt  Yes 
Bob Scott  Yes 
The motion was UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 
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C. Resolution Approving Revised District Compiled Policies Chapter 8 – 
District Property 

Doug Menke, General Manager, provided an overview of the memo included within the 
Board of Directors information packet requesting Board approval of two new sections 
proposed for District Compiled Policies Chapter 8, District Property, pertaining to the 
Naming of District Property and Private Sponsorships, as well as the accompanying 
proposed District Operational Procedures.  The draft policies were first presented to the 
Board at their February 7, 2011 Regular meeting and have also been presented to the 
District’s Advisory Committees and Legal Counsel for review.  Doug offered to answer 
any questions the Board may have.

Bob Scott asked whether the language regarding Private Sponsorships is common 
amongst other park districts.

 Doug confirmed this, noting that the proposed language was gleaned from a 
variety of existing policies from other agencies and that Bob Schulz, 
Development Director, who has a strong background in sponsorships, assisted in 
the development of the language as well.

Larry Pelatt moved the Board of Directors approve Resolution 2011-08, Approving 
District Compiled Policies Chapter Eight as Amended.  Joe Blowers seconded the 
motion.  Roll call proceeded as follows:  
John Griffiths Yes 
Joe Blowers  Yes  
Larry Pelatt  Yes 
Bob Scott  Yes 
The motion was UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 
 
D. General Manager’s Report 
Doug Menke, General Manager, provided a detailed overview of the General Manager’s 
Report included within the Board of Directors information packet, which included the 
following topics: 

 Greenhouse Gas Emissions Inventory 
o Keith Hobson, Director of Business & Facilities, provided a brief overview 

of a new initiative to calculate the District’s baseline greenhouse gas 
emissions inventory level.

 Rx for Play 
o Jim McElhinny, Director of Park & Recreation, provided a brief overview of 

a new partnership with Oregon Parks & Recreation Department and 
Kaiser Permanente in a program called Rx for Play that provides healthy 
opportunities for overweight children and their parents. 

 Board of Directors/Budget Committee Meetings Schedule 
Doug offered to answer any questions the Board may have regarding the General 
Manager’s Report. 

Greenhouse Gas Emissions Inventory
John Griffiths asked how only the District’s greenhouse gas emissions will be calculated 
exclusive of other area contributors.
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 Keith replied that the program will look at District operations only, not secondary 
impacts, such as residents driving to parks or activities.  The inventory will be 
based on inputs rather than outputs, such as the number of gallons of gas used.

John asked whether the study is going to be based mainly on fuel consumption.
 Keith replied that while fuel consumption will be a large contribution, the study 

will also look at utilities. 
 Bruce Barbarasch, Superintendent of Natural Resources & Trails Management, 

noted that the study will also factor in the products purchased by the District and 
how much greenhouse gas output is caused by that activity.  

John asked whether employees’ commutes will be a component. 
 Keith replied that it will not as that is something the District does not necessarily 

have immediate control over.
 Larry Pelatt noted that the City of Portland is involved in a similar study and the 

formulaic metric used is very interesting.
John asked if the District has target greenhouse gas emission goals.  

 Keith replied not yet, but goals can be established after determining the current 
level.  He noted that, to some degree, the study is being done after the District 
has already taken steps to reduce emissions through the Energy Savings 
Performance Contract.  Once the study shows us our major greenhouse gas 
emission sources, the District will be able to determine what can reasonably be 
done to reduce it.

Joe Blowers asked whether the study will include the new 112th facility and the 
efficiency of routing maintenance vehicles from a more centralized location. 

 Bruce replied that it will look back retrospectively, but the consultant will also train 
District staff to use the software to be able to continue to calculate the levels in 
the future.  In the past, the District has been fairly opportunistic in this area, and 
this will allow us to be more strategic.  

Rx for Play
Larry asked whether this program potentially breaks HIPPA privacy rules. 

 Jim replied that it does not as the District is not receiving sensitive medical 
information, only that the child needs physical activity. 

Bob Scott asked whether the District provides a discount to encourage participation. 
 Jim replied that it does not, but that staff works with participants to expose them 

to classes and programs and make suggestions based on their interests.
Larry stated that he thinks the program is a wonderful idea.

Agenda Item #10 – New Business 
A. Aging Facilities Study 
This item was removed from this evening’s agenda. 
 
B. AM Kennedy Park Master Plan 
Steve Gulgren, Superintendent of Planning & Development, introduced David Lewis, 
Park Planner, and Michelle Mathis, Project Manager with GreenWorks, the project 
consultant.  Steve provided a brief overview of the memo included within the Board of 
Directors information packet, noting that throughout the master planning process for AM 
Kennedy Park, staff and the consultant have worked hard to balance the bond measure 
promise as well as the many goals and priorities that the community has for the site, 
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ensuring that the park delivers great value in terms of recreational, transportation, 
community and environmental benefits.  Steve noted that staff is requesting Board 
approval of the master plan this evening, which would allow staff to proceed with the 
planning processes necessary to complete the construction of the new neighborhood 
park, including the multi-use youth athletic field, in accordance with the 2008 Bond 
Measure.

David Lewis provided a detailed overview of the public process in developing the master 
plan, as well as the negotiated shared use parking agreement for the site.  In addition, 
the written comments submitted by the public for this project were provided to the Board 
of Directors, a copy of which was entered into the record.

Michelle Mathis provided a detailed overview of the various elements included within the 
proposed master plan via a PowerPoint presentation, a copy of which is included within 
the Board of Directors information packet.

Larry Pelatt asked about the topography of the open space area in the southeast corner 
of the site. 

 Michelle replied that it is fairly flat, enough so to accommodate a game of Frisbee 
or catch.

Bob Scott asked whether the District would be required to upgrade the parking lot as 
part of the shared use agreement. 

 Keith Hobson, Director of Business & Facilities, replied that the lot is kept in fairly 
good condition as-is and that the District would help with cleaning, maintenance, 
and future repairs.

Bob asked how the District plans to ensure that patrons park only in the area 
designated for their use. 

 Keith replied that as part of the agreement, the District will provide signage to 
ensure that patrons park in the designated area.  

John Griffiths asked for additional information regarding the long strip of property south 
of the park’s property line, just east of the end of Laurel Street. 

 David replied that he believes it is the road right-of-way owned by the City of 
Beaverton.

John asked for confirmation that there has been no pushback from the neighborhood 
regarding the plans for development.

 Doug Menke, General Manager, replied that parking was the primary concern at 
the first neighborhood meeting and that staff worked hard to address it to the 
neighborhood’s satisfaction.

John asked how many trees would be removed for construction of the multi-use field. 
 Joe Blowers commented that some of the trees on the site are old fruit trees.  He 

asked whether any significant Douglas fir trees would be removed for the field. 
 Michelle confirmed that some Douglas firs would be removed, noting that there 

are 605 trees on the site and 87 will be removed, 40 of which are invasive or fruit 
trees.
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John asked what sports groups would use the field and whether the backstop would 
potentially get in the way. 

 Doug Menke, General Manager, replied that it is a multi-use field, so sports 
included would be soccer, football, lacrosse, baseball and softball.

 Jim McElhinny, Director of Park & Recreation, replied that the backstop should 
not pose any issues.

Larry asked whether the field is going to be synthetic turf. 
 Doug replied that it will be a natural turf field.

John asked if there is any danger of balls going into Laurel Street or whether this would 
be mitigated by the age groups programmed for the field. 

 Scott Brucker, Superintendent of Sports, provided a brief overview regarding how 
the size of the field, age of the users, site aspects, and programming would 
prevent balls from going into the street.

Joe asked whether any invasive plant species would be removed from the eastern 
portion of the site as part of the construction project. 

 David confirmed this, noting that the creek, vegetative corridor, and western edge 
of the property would be addressed as well.  

Bob alluded to budget concerns for this project and asked for confirmation that the 
budget is being monitored. 

 Doug confirmed this, noting that the Board will see this project come back prior to 
it being bid in order to regroup on the budget and whether some of the amenities 
will need to be bid as alternates.  Staff will do everything possible to manage the 
project and understand the costs before going to bid.

 Steve noted that as the project goes through more design and construction 
documents, the budget will become clearer.  

John asked what type of surface is being proposed for the plaza. 
 Michelle replied that the current estimate is for colored concrete, but pavers will 

be considered as well.

John asked whether the proposed bridge location is on City of Beaverton or District 
property.

 Steve replied that it is mainly on District property, but closer to the street it is on 
City of Beaverton property.

 Hal Bergsma, Director of Planning, noted that the next step in the process is 
going to the City for Planning Commission approval.  

 Joe commented that there has been a de facto bridge there for years, noting that 
there is definitely some demand for it. 

Larry and John both expressed support for the master plan, commenting that it is very 
well done. 

 Joe agreed, commenting that he was initially concerned by the tree removal 
aspect, but it is less than he anticipated. He noted that the field location proved 
problematic in trying to avoid as many trees as possible, as well as impact to the 
wetland.
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Recording Secretary, 
Jessica Collins

Larry Pelatt moved the Board of Directors approve the AM Kennedy Park Master 
Plan and authorize the General Manager, or his designee, to proceed with future 
design phases and land use processes.  Joe Blowers seconded the motion.  Roll 
call proceeded as follows:  
John Griffiths Yes 
Joe Blowers  Yes  
Larry Pelatt  Yes 
Bob Scott  Yes 
The motion was UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 

Agenda Item #11 – Adjourn 
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 8:20 p.m.

   
Bill Kanable, President    Bob Scott, Secretary 

                       











% YTD to Full
Current Year to Prorated Prorated Fiscal Year
Month Date Budget Budget Budget

Program Resources:
Aquatic Centers 127,268$      1,500,091$  1,547,141$       97.0% 2,676,715$
Tennis Center 61,378         580,728      630,665           92.1% 911,366
Recreation Centers & Programs 151,167       2,447,392   2,781,432        88.0% 4,957,990
Sports Programs & Field Rentals 35,941         608,590      724,198           84.0% 1,235,833
Natural Resources 11,351         101,109      111,598           90.6% 278,996

Total Program Resources 387,105       5,237,910   5,795,035        90.4% 10,060,900

Other Resources:
Property Taxes 786,761       22,473,482 22,446,688      100.1% 23,628,093
Interest Income 5,245           40,115        124,250           32.3% 175,000
Facility Rentals/Sponsorships 12,583         114,712      144,955           79.1% 265,000
Grants 109,372       181,807      181,807           100.0% 753,150
Miscellaneous Income 94,611         522,510      230,522           226.7% 720,382
Debt Proceeds -               9,532,166   8,975,000        106.2% 8,975,000

Total Other Resources 1,008,572    32,864,792 32,103,223      102.4% 34,516,625

Total Resources 1,395,677$   38,102,702$ 37,898,258$     100.5% 44,577,525$

Program Related Expenditures:
Parks & Recreation Administration 58,958         513,076      399,270           128.5% 701,705
Aquatic Centers 266,299       2,392,879   2,513,491        95.2% 3,585,579
Tennis Center 75,592         579,013      616,212           94.0% 893,061
Recreation Centers 337,418       3,157,864   3,507,634        90.0% 5,046,955
Programs & Special Activities 124,251       1,206,044   1,237,004        97.5% 1,840,780
Athletic Center & Sports Programs 164,536       1,072,889   1,137,768        94.3% 1,721,283
Natural Resources & Trails 96,253         826,547      993,608           83.2% 1,476,387

Total Program Related Expenditures 1,123,307    9,748,312   10,404,988      93.7% 15,265,750

General Government Expenditures:
Board of Directors 17,922         109,375      1,299,018        8.4% 1,947,553
Administration 108,391       1,002,729   1,164,867        86.1% 1,715,562
Business & Facilities 1,061,758    10,062,121 10,610,514      94.8% 15,789,456
Planning 106,298       854,656      887,359           96.3% 1,332,371
Capital Outlay 161,819       7,354,367   6,349,402        115.8% 12,827,074

Total Other Expenditures: 1,456,188    19,383,248 20,311,160      95.4% 33,612,016

Total Expenditures 2,579,495$   29,131,560$ 30,716,147$     94.8% 48,877,766$

Revenues over (under) Expenditures (1,183,818)$  8,971,142$  7,182,111$       124.9% (4,300,241)$

Beginning Cash on Hand 3,848,900   4,300,241        89.5% 4,300,241

Ending Cash on Hand 12,820,042$ 11,482,352$     111.6% -$

Tualatin Hills Park & Recreation District

General Fund Financial Summary
February, 2011
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MEMO 

 
 
 
DATE:  March 23, 2011 
TO:  Doug Menke, General Manager 
FROM: Hal Bergsma, Director of Planning 

RE: Conestoga Recreation & Aquatic Center Shared Agreement with Beaverton 
School District, Including Easements

Introduction 
When the Conestoga Recreation & Aquatic Center was built, two parking agreements were 
recorded between the Beaverton School District (BSD) and THPRD, before any of the final site 
plans were finalized.  The onsite and offsite parking and maintenance agreements were 
recorded in April 1996, with the original property purchase.  The parking layout was completed 
in 1998, and did not match the original agreement.  The City of Beaverton Planning Commission 
required a new parking agreement for the land use approval for the recreation center expansion.  
The proposed new agreement was created to account for existing and new conditions 
generated by the new project. 

Background 
The original parking agreement dictated that THPRD would share 146 parking spaces with 
BSD.  However, there are currently only 143 spaces available, as three spaces have been lost 
to re-striping and the addition of ADA parking over the years.  BSD would share 144 parking 
spaces with THPRD.  The proposed parking agreement shares all of the existing 143 THPRD 
parking spaces, plus the 21 new spaces at the south end of the expansion project, for a total of 
164 spaces.  Staff determined it was logical to share all of the THPRD spaces, because it could 
be confusing to differentiate the 21 new spaces as “THPRD only” while the remainder of the 
parking was shared.   

The property lines around the recreation center do not follow easily defined edges for landscape 
and utility maintenance.  As an example, the BSD property line is three feet north of the north 
wall of the recreation center.  The lawn between this property line and the access driveway is 
BSD property, but has always been maintained by THPRD.  Another example relates to the 
storm water retention pond onsite.  As part of the facility expansion project, THPRD will be 
enlarging the storm water retention pond that is located on both THPRD and BSD property. 
THPRD has always maintained the storm water retention pond and the proposed agreement will 
clearly define the maintenance duties and access rights.  

Staff hired Caswell Hertel Surveyors, Inc. to prepare this maintenance and shared parking 
agreement.  Attorneys from BSD, THPRD and the City of Beaverton have all reviewed and 
approved the document. 

Proposal Request 
Completion of the maintenance and shared parking agreement is a condition of occupancy for 
the recreation center expansion project.  Staff is requesting Board of Directors approval of the 
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maintenance and shared parking agreement, including easements so that the recreation center 
expansion project can obtain occupancy when the project is completed. 

Benefits of Proposal 
The maintenance and shared parking agreement will properly identify shared uses and rights for 
access and parking between BSD and THPRD.  Its approval will allow the District to receive an 
occupancy permit for the recreation center expansion project from the City of Beaverton when 
the project is complete. 

Potential Downside of Proposal 
There is no apparent downside to this proposal. 

Action Requested 
Board of Directors approval of the Conestoga Recreation & Aquatic Center maintenance and 
shared parking agreement, including easements with Beaverton School District, and 
authorization for the Director of Planning to sign the agreement for THPRD. 



MAINTENANCE AND SHARED     
  PARKING AGREEMENT 
  
   BETWEEN 
BEAVERTON SCHOOL DISTRICT 
16550 SW MERLO RD 
BEAVERTON, OR 97006 
 
   AND                                                                    
TUALATIN HILLS PARK & 
RECREATION DISTRICT 
15707 SW WALKER RD 
BEAVERTON, OR 97006 
                              
 After Recording Return To            
TUALATIN HILLS PARK & 
RECREATION DISTRICT 
15707 SW WALKER RD 
BEAVERTON, OR 97006 
**************************************************************** 

MAINTENANCE AND SHARED PARKING AGREEMENT 
SOUTHRIDGE HIGH SCHOOL 

CONESTOGA REC & AQUATIC CENTER 
 

 THIS AGREEMENT, Made and entered into this          day of            
   2011, by and between the BEAVERTON SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 48 
hereinafter called the BSD, and the TUALATIN HILLS PARK & RECREATION 
DISTRICT, hereinafter called THPRD; 
 

WITNESSETH: 
 WHEREAS: BSD is the record owner of the following described real estate 
in Washington County, State of Oregon, to-wit: 
Parcel 2 of Partition Plat No. 1996-035, a duly recorded Partition Plat in 
the Washington County Plat Records, and has the unrestricted right to grant 
the easement hereinafter described relative to said real estate; 
 AND WHEREAS: THPRD is the record owner of the following described real 
estate in Washington County, State of Oregon, to-wit: Parcel 1 of Partition 
Plat No. 1996-035, a duly recorded Partition Plat in the Washington County 
Plat Records, and has the unrestricted right to grant the easement 
hereinafter described relative to said real estate; 
 AND WHEREAS: The two properties are adjacent to each other, and the 
amenities built on the two properties cross over from one property to the 
other and are of mutual benefit to both parties. 
 
MAINTENANCE AND PARKING EASEMENT- 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, in view of the premises and in consideration of no 
Dollars exchanged but in consideration of the mutual benefits gained by both 
parties, they agree as follows: 
 
 BSD does hereby agree to maintain all the landscaping, asphaltic 
surfaces for driveways and parking, curbs, utilities (including but not 
limited to, electrical lines, communication lines, sanitary sewer lines, 
storm sewer lines, catch basins, manholes, utility vaults, irrigation 
sprinkler systems, water lines) that lie Northerly and Westerly of that line 



described in Exhibit “A” and shown on Exhibit “C” as attached hereto. THPRD 
does hereby grant access easement over THPRD’s portion of said property, 
allowing BSD to accomplish said maintenance. THPRD also grants parking 
easement over any parking spaces that lie Westerly of that line described in 
Exhibit “A” and as shown on Exhibit “C and noted on Figure A as “26 Space 
Easement” as attached hereto. Said easement specifically refers to the 26 
parking spaces in the West 31 feet of the South 373 feet, excepting the 
South 134 feet thereof, of Parcel 1, Partition Plat No. 1996-0035. 
 
 THPRD does hereby agree to maintain all the landscaping, asphaltic 
surfaces for driveways and parking, curbs, utilities (including but not 
limited to, electrical lines, communication lines, sanitary sewer lines, 
storm sewer lines, catch basins, manholes, utility vaults, irrigation 
sprinkler systems, water lines) that lie Southerly and Easterly of that line 
described in Exhibit “A” together with the electrical line, area lights and 
light standards along “Spur Line ‘B’” as attached hereto. BSD does hereby 
grant access easement over BSD’s portion of said property, allowing THPRD to 
accomplish said maintenance. 
 
 Any maintenance work performed on the other party’s property shall be 
coordinated with the other party prior to the work. Further all reasonable 
efforts will be made to minimize, to the greatest extent possible, any 
disruption of the intended use of the property. This may include performing 
the work after hours or during periods when the facility is not being used. 
 
 Any work performed on the other party’s property will return the area 
where the work was performed to the condition it was in prior to performing 
the work. 
 
 
SHARED PARKING 
 
 Included as a reference document with this agreement is “Figure A” 
titled, “Southridge/THPRD Campus Parking Facilities”.  Figure A is a current 
aerial map of the property referenced in this agreement.  The primary 
purpose of Figure A is to provide a visual reference for all parking areas 
owned and operated by BSD and THPRD at this location. 
 
As shown on Figure A, THPRD hereby agrees to share the use of 164 parking 
spaces with BSD, said spaces being: 

90 THPRD (SHARED) spaces referenced as “South East” parking area on 
Figure A; 
53 THPRD (SHARED) spaces referenced on east side of dotted line in 
parking area titled “South West” on Figure A; 
21 THPRD (SHARED) spaces referenced as “New Lot” on Figure A. 

  
As shown on Figure A, BSD hereby agrees to share the use of 144 parking 
spaces with THPRD, said spaces being: 

34 BSD (SHARED) spaces referenced as “West Center” parking area on 
Figure A; 
84 BSD (SHARED) spaces referenced on west side of dotted line in 
parking area titled “South West” on Figure A; 
26 BSD (SHARED) spaces referenced on south side of dotted line in 
parking area titled “East Center” on Figure A. 

 



During normal operating conditions both parties, BSD and THPRD, are expected 
to park in their respective parking areas as outlined on Figure A. Normal 
operating conditions can be defined as days when school is in session with 
no other conflicting events happening at the same time.  
 
For situations beyond normal operating conditions, BSD’s Southridge High 
School Athletic Director and THPRD’s Conestoga Recreation Aquatic Center 
Supervisor, or other designees appointed by BSD or THPRD, shall work 
together to schedule activities at their respective facilities to avoid 
conflicts in peak parking demand. As herein further described by the 
Southridge High School "Special Events Parking Plan" (SEPP), which is 
referenced as attached document titled “Figure B”. 
 
DRIVEWAYS 
 
 Declaration of Reciprocal Access Easement, BSD hereby grants to THPRD 
and THPRD hereby grants to BSD, nonexclusive easements on, over, and across 
the existing roadways and sidewalks on Parcels 1 and 2 for the purposes of 
vehicular and pedestrian access, ingress and egress to and from Parcels 1 
and 2 (the “Access Easement”). Each of the parties hereto shall have the 
right to use the Access Easement for the purposes provide herein and may 
grant a revocable license to their employees, agents, officers, directors, 
and invitees (including the general public) to use the Access Easement to 
gain vehicular and pedestrian access, ingress, and egress to and from 
Parcels 1 and 2. 
 
 
 
 
STORM WATER RETENTION POND 
 
 An existing Storm Water Retention Pond is located on the Property 
described in Exhibit “C”. attached hereto. Said pond is located on said 
Parcel 1 (owned by THPRD) and Parcel 2 (owned by BSD). THPRD desires to 
increase the capacity of said pond by excavation and adding retaining walls, 
adjusting the location of inlets and outlets. BSD will grant an easement to 
THPRD, for the modification of said pond and joint use of the storage 
capacity, both now and in the future, within said pond. In consideration of 
said easement, THPRD shall assume all maintenance responsibilities for said 
pond. THPRD also grants to BSD easement rights for storm water flow through, 
and joint use of the storage capacity of storm water in said pond. 
 
 
 Except as to the rights herein granted, BSD shall have the full use and 
control of Parcel 2, Partition Plat No. 1996-035. 
 Except as to the rights herein granted, THPRD shall have the full use 
and control of Parcel 1, Partition Plat No. 1996-035.  
  
 The maintenance agreement, parking easement and shared parking 
agreement described above shall continue forever.  
 This agreement shall bind and inure to the benefit of, as the 
circumstances may require, not only the immediate parties hereto but also 
their respective heirs, executors, administrators and successors in interest 
as well. 
 In construing this agreement, where the context so requires, the 
singular includes the plural and all grammatical changes shall be made so 



that this agreement shall apply equally. The undersigned have caused their 
names to be signed and their seals affixed by an officer or other person 
duly authorized to do so by its board of directors. 
  
 Except as to the rights herein granted, BSD shall have the full use and 
control of Parcel 2, Partition Plat No. 1996-035. 
 
 Except as to the rights herein granted, THPRD shall have the full use 
and control of Parcel 1, Partition Plat No. 1996-035.  
  
 The access easement and shared parking agreement described above shall 
be considered covenants running with the land and shall inure to the benefit 
of, and be binding upon, the parties hereto and their successors and 
assigns.  
   
 Termination, Modification, and Abandonment: This Agreement may be 
terminated, modified, or abandoned at any time by recording in the real 
property records of Washington County, Oregon, an Instrument executed by the 
parties, referring to this Agreement and declaring the easements provided 
for herein terminated, modified or abandoned. 
 
 Indemnification, THPRD, as to Parcel 1, BSD, as to Parcel 2, to the 
greatest extent permitted by applicable law including, Article XI,¶7 of the 
Oregon Constitution and Oregon Tort Claims Act, shall forever defend, 
indemnify and hold the other harmless for any claim, loss or liability 
arising out of or in any way connected with that party’s use of the Access 
easement and the Shared Parking Agreement. 
 
 Oregon Law; Attorney Fees, This Agreement shall be interpreted, 
construed and enforced in accordance with the law of the State of Oregon. If 
any suit, action or proceeding is brought by the parties to declare, 
interpret, or enforce any rights under this Agreement, of for the breach of 
any warranty, representation, covenant, term or condition hereof, the 
prevailing party in such suit, action or proceeding, including at 
arbitration, at trail, or appeal to an appellate court arising there from, 
or on an petition for review, shall be entitled to recover reasonable 
attorney fees in addition to costs and disbursements.  
 
 Severability, The determination that one or more provisions of the 
Agreement is invalid, void, illegal or unenforceable shall not affect or 
invalidate the remainder. 
 
 In construing this agreement, where the context so requires, the 
singular includes the plural and all grammatical changes shall be made so 
that this agreement shall apply equally. The undersigned have caused their 
names to be signed and their seals affixed by an officer or other person 
duly authorized to do so by its board of directors. 



 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this instrument of 
their own free will on                                , 2011. 
 
 
 
                                ,                                      ,  
Ron Porterfield                       Hal Bergsma      
Deputy Superintendent for         Director of Planning 
Operations and Support Services    Tualatin Hills Park and 
Beaverton School District No 48    Recreation District 
 
****************************** 
STATE OF OREGON,    ) 
                    )ss. 
County of Washington) 
 
  This instrument was acknowledged
before me on                 , 
2011, by Ron Porterfield as Deputy 
Superintendent for 
Business Support Services for 
Beaverton School District No 48 
 
                              , 
Notary Public for Oregon 
 
 
 
 

 ******************************** 
STATE OF OREGON,    ) 
                    )ss.       
County of Washington)         
 
  This instrument was acknowledged 
before me on                     , 
2011, by Hal Bergsma as Director 
of Planning for Tualatin Hills 
Park & Recreation District         
 
                          , 
Notary Public for Oregon 

   
 



EXHIBIT “A” 
MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT LINE 

 
  AN AGREEMENT LINE IN PARCEL 1 AND PARCEL 2 PARTITION PLAT 

NUMBER 1996-035 IN THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 28, 

TOWNSHIP 1 SOUTH, RANGE 1 WEST OF THE WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN, 

WASHINGTON COUNTY, STATE OF OREGON, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY 

DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

 

   BEGINNING AT A POINT ON THE EAST LINE OF SAID PARCEL 2 WHICH 

BEARS N04°15'30"W 586.20 FEET AND N89°48'36"W 45.00 FEET FROM A 

2 INCH BRASS DISC AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SAID SECTION 28; 

THENCE NORTHWESTERLY 1.49 FEET ALONG THE ARC OF A 64.72 FOOT 

RADIUS CURVE TO THE LEFT, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 01°19'04", 

(THE LONG CHORD BEARS N85°53'11"W 1.49 FEET); THENCE N89°48'36"W 

73.31 FEET; THENCE N78°30'48"W 37.45 FEET; THENCE N80°41'32"W 

15.93 FEET; THENCE SOUTHWESTERLY 95.65 FEET ALONG THE ARC OF A 

485.94 FOOT RADIUS CURVE TO THE LEFT, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 

11°16'40",(THE LONG CHORD BEARS S89°24'22"W 95.49 FEET); THENCE 

SOUTHWESTERLY 86.76 FEET ALONG THE ARC OF A 817.42 FOOT RADIUS 

CURVE TO THE LEFT, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 6°04'52", (THE LONG 

CHORD BEARS S81°53'58"W 86.72 FEET); THENCE S77°26'45"W 43.18 

FEET; THENCE SOUTHWESTERLY 35.63 FEET ALONG THE ARC OF A 37.73 

FOOT RADIUS CURVE TO THE LEFT, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 

54°06'07", (THE LONG CHORD BEARS S46°51'04"W 34.32 FEET) TTO POINT 

“A”; THENCE SOUTHWESTERLY 15.40 FEET CONTINUING ALONG THE ARC OF 
A 37.73 FOOT RADIUS CURVE TO THE LEFT, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE 

OF 23°23'28", (THE LONG CHORD BEARS S08°06'16"W 15.30 FEET); 

THENCE S00°03'05"W 43.19 FEET; THENCE S00°00'42"E 32.21 FEET; 

THENCE S00°09'42"W 81.18 FEET; THENCE SOUTHEASTERLY 6.25 FEET 

ALONG THE ARC OF A 4.17 FOOT RADIUS CURVE TO THE LEFT, THROUGH 

A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 85°55'04", (THE LONG CHORD BEARS S42°47'50"E 

5.68 FEET); THENCE S89°06'05"E 14.77 FEET; THENCE S00°21'18"E 51.17 

FEET; THENCE S89°38'41"W 14.25 FEET; THENCE SOUTHEASTERLY 13.68 

FEET ALONG THE ARC OF A 4.03 FOOT RADIUS CURVE TO THE LEFT, 

THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 194°39'39", (THE LONG CHORD BEARS 

S01°21'54"E 7.99 FEET); THENCE S89°29'24"E 14.00 FEET; THENCE 

S00°21'18"E 47.81 FEET; THENCE S44°38'42"W 4.24 FEET; THENCE 

S45°21'18"E 4.24 FEET; THENCE S00°21'18"E 48.23 FEET; THENCE 

N89°55'23"W 14.07 FEET; THENCE SOUTHWESTERLY 14.36 FEET ALONG THE 

ARC OF A 4.26 FOOT RADIUS CURVE TO THE LEFT, THROUGH A CENTRAL 

ANGLE OF 193°01'39", (THE LONG CHORD BEARS S04°41'47"W 8.47 FEET); 

THENCE S89°59'42"E 13.25 FEET; THENCE S00°21'18"E 32.12 FEET; 

THENCE S44°38'42"W 4.24 FEET; THENCE S45°21'18"E 4.24 FEET; THENCE  

S00°21'18"E 31.90 FEET; THENCE NORTHWESTERLY 4.23 FEET ALONG THE 

ARC OF A 3.55 FOOT RADIUS CURVE TO THE LEFT, THROUGH A CENTRAL 

ANGLE OF 68°16'02", (THE LONG CHORD BEARS N62°41'44"W 3.98 FEET); 



THENCE N89°11'01"W 10.29 FEET; THENCE SOUTHWESTERLY 7.01 FEET 

ALONG THE ARC OF A 4.86 FOOT RADIUS CURVE TO THE LEFT, THROUGH 

A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 82°37'40", (THE LONG CHORD BEARS S48°18'17"W 

6.42 FEET); THENCE SOUTHEASTERLY 39.16 FEET ALONG THE ARC OF A 

47.90 FOOT RADIUS CURVE TO THE LEFT, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 

46°50'27", (THE LONG CHORD BEARS S29°08'24"E 38.08 FEET); THENCE 

S00°10'08"W 22.25 FEET; THENCE N89°38'53"W 77.72 FEET; THENCE 

S00°08'50"W 75.87 FEET TO A POINT ON THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID 

PARCEL 2 AND THE TERMINUS POINT OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED LINE. 

 
EXHIBIT “B” 

 SPUR LINE “B”: A SPUR LINE WHICH IS DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

BEGINNING AT PPOINT “A” AS DESCRIBED IN EXHIBIT “A”; THENCE 

S35°33’20”W 20.89 FEET; THENCE S46°30’48”W 12.68 FEET; THENCE 

S36°56’42”W 16.13 FEET; THENCE S26°27’13”W 29.63 FEET; THENCE 

S00°25’51”W 119.37 FEET TO TERMINUS POINT OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED 
LINE.  
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RECORDING REQUESTED BY 
AND WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO: 

Tualatin Hills Park & Recreation District 
15707 SW Walker Road 
Beaverton, OR 97005 

SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDERS’ USE ONLY 

GRANT OF RECIPROCAL EASEMENTS 

THIS GRANT OF RECIPROCAL INGRESS AND EGRESS EASEMENTS 
(“Agreement”) is dated as of January ___, 2011, by and between the Beaverton School District, 
an Oregon school district organized under ORS Chapter 334 (“BSD”), and Tualatin Hills Park 
and Recreation District, an Oregon park and recreation district organized under ORS Chapter 
266 (“THPRD”). 

RECITALS 

A. BSD is the record owner of the following described real estate in Washington County, 
State of Oregon: Parcel 2 of Partition Plat No. 1996-035, a duly recorded Partition Plat in the 
Washington County Plat Record, and depicted in “Exhibit C” of the Maintenance and Shared 
Parking Agreement between BSD and THPRD, dated _______ (“Maintenance and Shared 
Parking Agreement”) (“BSD Property”). 

B. THPRD is the record owner of the following described real estate in Washington 
County, State of Oregon: Parcel 1 of Partition Plat No. 1996-035, a duly recorded Partition Plat 
in the Washington County Plat Record, and depicted in “Exhibit C” of the Maintenance and 
Shared Parking Agreement (“THPRD Property”). 

C. The two properties are adjacent to each other, and the amenities built on the two 
properties cross over from one property to the other and are of mutual benefit to both parties.  In 
order to provide for the joint use, joint parking, and joint maintenance, BSD and THPRD desire 
to grant each other reciprocal ingress, egress and parking easements in accordance with this 
Agreement’s terms and the terms of the Maintenance and Shared Parking Agreement, 
incorporated into this Agreement by reference.  The parties intend for the easements to be 
appurtenant to their respective properties and run with the properties if they are sold or 
transferred in the future to different owners. 

1. BSD Grant of Easement.  Subject to the terms of this Agreement and the 
Maintenance and Shared Parking Agreement, and for good and valuable consideration, the 
receipt of which BSD acknowledges, BSD hereby grants to THPRD, and THPRD accepts, a non-
exclusive easement on, over and across BSD’s Property, for the use and benefit of THPRD, its 
officers, officials, employees, agents, licensees, invitees, successors and assigns for vehicular 
and pedestrian ingress and egress and vehicular parking. 
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2. THPRD Grant of Easement.  Subject to the terms of this Agreement and the 
Maintenance and Shared Parking Agreement, and for good and valuable consideration, the 
receipt of which THPRD acknowledges, THPRD hereby grants to BSD, and BSD accepts, a non-
exclusive easement on, over and across THPRD’s Property, for the use and benefit of BSD, its 
officers, officials, employees, agents, licensees, invitees, successors and assigns for vehicular 
and pedestrian ingress and egress and vehicular parking. 

3. Indemnity Obligations.  Subject to the limitations of the Oregon Constitution and 
the Oregon Tort Claims Act, BSD will indemnify THPRD, its officers, officials, employees and 
agents against any and all liability for personal injury or damage to life or property arising out of 
or related to the use of the access and parking easement by BSD, its officers, employees, agents, 
students or invitees under this Agreement provided, however, the BSD will not be required to 
indemnify THPRD for any such liability arising out of the wrongful acts of THPRD, its officers, 
employees, agents, licensees or invitees.  Subject to the limitations of the Oregon Constitution 
and the Oregon Tort Claims Act, THPRD will indemnify BSD, its officers, officials, employees 
and agents against any and all liability for personal injury or damage to life or property arising 
out of or related to the use of the access and parking easement by THPRD, its officers, 
employees, agents, licensees or invitees under this Agreement provided, however, the BSD will 
not be required to indemnify THPRD for any such liability arising out of the wrongful acts of 
THPRD, its officers, employees, agents, students or invitees.  

4. Termination, Modification, and Abandonment.  With the prior written consent of 
the City of Beaverton, this Agreement may be terminated, modified, or abandoned by recording 
in the real property records of Washington County, Oregon, an instrument executed by the 
parties, referring to this Agreement and declaring the easements provided for herein terminated, 
modified or abandoned.  If a termination, modification or amendment of this Agreement is a 
condition precedent to the consummation of a sale, assignment or other transfer of BSD’s 
Property or THPRD’s Property, BSD or THPRD, as applicable, shall not unreasonably withhold 
consent to such termination, modification or amendment, provided that it is not inconsistent with 
the intent of this Agreement and the Purchase Agreement and that the City of Beaverton has 
consented in writing prior to the termination, modification or amendment. 

5. Agreement Runs with the Land.  These reciprocal easements will run with the land 
and will inure to the benefit of and be binding upon the parties and their successors in interest.  
Reference herein to BSD and THPRD and their respective rights and obligations under this 
Agreement shall include reference to any successors in interest of BSD and THPRD. 

6. Reasonable Care.  BSD and THPRD shall each exercise reasonable care in the use 
and enjoyment of the easements and in exercising any of their respective rights under this 
Agreement. 

7. Cooperation.  BSD and THPRD shall in good faith cooperate with each other in 
connection with their respective rights and obligations under this Agreement, including, but not 
limited to, performing any acts and executing any further documents that may be reasonably 
necessary to effectuate the purposes of or rights conferred under this Agreement.   
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8. Notices.  All notices and requests under this Agreement shall be in writing and shall 
be sent by personal delivery, facsimile (with hard copy to follow the next business day by 
overnight mail), by certified or registered mail, postage prepaid, return receipt requested, or 
through a nationally recognized overnight mail carrier such as FedEx to the following street 
addresses:

BSD:      THPRD:

Beaverton School District   Tualatin Hills Park & Recreation. Dist. 
16550 SW Merlo Rd.    15707 SW Walker Road 
Beaverton, OR 97006    Beaverton, OR 97005 
Attention: Deputy Superintendent for  Attention: Director of Planning 
Operations and Support Services 

All notices shall be effective upon the earlier of personal delivery or receipt of a facsimile 
confirmation statement, if sent by facsimile, or receipt of confirmation of delivery, if delivered 
by a nationally recognized overnight mail carrier or seventy-two (72) hours after deposit in the 
United States mail.  Either party may change its address or designate a new street address for 
notices under this Agreement by notice complying with the terms of this Section. 

9. Interpretation. This Agreement shall be construed in accordance with and governed 
by the laws of the State of Oregon.  If any provision of this Agreement or application thereof to 
any person or circumstances shall to any extent be invalid, the remainder of this Agreement shall 
not be affected and each provision of this Agreement shall be valid and enforced to the fullest 
extent permitted by law 

10. Counterpart Execution.  This Agreement may be executed and acknowledged in 
counterpart originals and all such counterparts shall constitute one (1) Agreement.  Signature 
pages may be detached from the counterpart originals and attached to a single copy of this 
Agreement to physically form one (1) document.   

[SIGNATURES FOLLOW ON NEXT PAGE] 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this instrument has been executed as of the date first set 
forth above. 

“BSD”:

___________________________________
Ron Porterfield 
Deputy Superintendent for 
Business Support Services 
Beaverton School District No 48 

“THPRD”:

__________________________________
Hal Bergsma 
Director of Planning 
Tualatin Hills Park and Recreation District 

STATE OF OREGON)   
                                     )  ss. 
County of Washington) 

     This instrument was acknowledged before 
me on _____________________, 2010, by 
Ron Porterfield as Deputy Superintendent for 
Business Support Services for Beaverton 
School District No 48 

___________________________________
Notary Public for Oregon 

STATE OF OREGON)   
                                     )  ss. 
County of Washington) 

     This instrument was acknowledged before 
me on _____________________, 2010, by Hal 
Bergsma as Director of Planning for Tualatin 
Hills Part and Recreation District 

___________________________________
Notary Public for Oregon 
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DATE:  March 16, 2011 
TO:  Doug Menke, General Manager 
FROM: Keith Hobson, Director of Business & Facilities 

RE: Bid Award for Pedestrian Pathway and Parking Lot Replacements

Introduction 
Staff is requesting approval to award the contract to overlay asphalt pathways and a parking lot 
to Eastside Paving Inc. in the amount of $249,108.  

This project is budgeted in the FY 2010/11 General Fund Capital Projects in two replacement 
categories:  

Parking Lot Repair (1 site - Harman Swim Center) $113,200    
Asphalt Pathway Replacement and Repair (8 sites) $390,369
Total Asphalt Replacement Budget $503,569 

Background 
The asphalt parking lot at the Harman Swim Center is scheduled for replacement in 2011.  
Portions of the parking lot have surface cracks, failing curbs, and potholes.  The entry driveway 
will be removed and replaced.  A failed section of the parking lot on the east side of the building 
will be removed and replaced.  Failed curbs will be replaced and the lot will be re-striped.   

Pedestrian pathways at the eight budgeted park sites, plus two additional sites, will be replaced 
or overlaid, depending on the condition of the trail.  Examples of items to be repaired include 
surface cracks, uplifting, erosion, and drainage failures. 

Pedestrian path locations and approximate replacement length:
Eight budgeted sites 

Beaverton Creek Wetlands Park 2,360 LF 
Burntwood West Park 1,937 LF 
Hazeldale Park 2,300 LF 
Rosa Park  1,200 LF 
Barlow Square Path 395 LF 
Greenway and Fanno Creek Parks 1,826 LF 
Wildhorse Mini-Park 2,160 LF 
Downing Trail 733 LF 

Two additional sites added due to pathway conditions 
Raleigh Park 200 LF 
Ridgewood Park 73 LF 
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Pedestrian pathways will be repaired in full-length sections.  Within each section, severely 
damaged asphalt will be removed and replaced and the remaining areas will receive an asphalt 
overlay.  Upon completion, each section will have a uniform appearance of continuous asphalt 
overlay. 

Staff retained the services of landscape architects MacKay & Sposito to complete the design, 
cost estimating, bidding, permitting, and construction management.  Design, permitting, and 
construction management costs are approximately $23,000. 

Although the Harman Swim Center parking lot and pedestrian path replacements were 
budgeted separately in the FY 2010/11 Capital Replacement Budget, the construction projects 
have been combined to increase volume and lower bid costs. 

The bid opening was held Thursday, February 24, 2011.  Nine bids were received, with Eastside 
Paving Inc. submitting the low bid of $217,368 base bid and $249,108 with alternates included.  
Bid alternates include additional site work to correct drainage issues, tree root problems, 
erosion problems, and drain line failures. 

Bid results are as follows: 

Bidder Base Total Bid Alternate Total
Eastside Paving Inc. $217,368 $31,740 $249,108
Kodiak Pacific $257,452 $37,638 $295,090
Brix Paving Inc. $260,537 $41,782 $302,319
Coast Pavement Services Inc. $271,750 $55,600 $327,350
Houck Construction $302,000 $62,400 $364,400
Signature Paving Services Inc. $319,550 $82,355 $401,905
Hoss Paving Inc. $333,106 $77,956 $410,906
Eagle-Elsner Inc. $368,000 $77,800 $445,800
Baker Rock Resources Inc. $428,705 $96,895 $525,600

Proposal Request 
Staff is requesting approval to award the contract for the bid and proceed forward with the 
project. 

MacKay & Sposito conducted reference checks of the proposed contractor, focusing on related 
experience in the technical areas required to complete the project and on the quality and 
performance of similar projects.  Eastside Paving Inc. has successfully performed comparable 
work in the Portland metropolitan area and meets the necessary performance requirements.  
Staff is satisfied that the contractor has sufficient prior work experience in the technical areas 
required for this project and that the quality of past performance meets accepted standards. 

The proposed work schedule follows: 
Award Bid April 4, 2011 
Pre-Construction Meeting  April 14, 2011 
Construction Begins  April 25, 2011 
Construction Ends  June 15, 2011 

Benefits of Proposal 
Award of this bid will provide repair and overlay of over 13,000 linear feet (approximately 2.5 
miles) of pedestrian pathway and the parking lot at Harman Swim Center.  The project was 
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funded in the capital budget for FY 2010/11, and the bid amount will provide significant 
budgetary savings. 

Potential Downside of Proposal 
During the construction period, portions of asphalt pathways or parking areas may be 
temporarily out of service.  Provisions will be made to notify patrons in advance and minimize 
patron impacts. 

Action Requested 
Board of Directors approval to award the contract for asphalt replacement, including all bid 
alternates, to Eastside Paving Inc., in the amount of $249,108. 
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DATE:  March 10, 2011 
TO:  Doug Menke, General Manager 
FROM: Jim McElhinny, Director of Park & Recreation 

RE: Proclamation of National Water Safety Month

The National Recreation and Park Association has identified May 2011 as National Water 
Safety Month.  Submitted for consideration for the April 4, 2011 Board of Directors meeting is a 
proclamation in observance of National Water Safety Month. 

Action Requested 
Board of Directors recognition and endorsement of the attached proclamation declaring May 
2011 as National Water Safety Month in the Tualatin Hills Park & Recreation District. 



TUALATIN HILLS PARK & RECREATION DISTRICT 
 
 PROCLAMATION 
 
 By the Board of Directors

WHEREAS, individuals and organized forms of recreation and the creative use of free time 
are vital to the happy lives of all of our citizens and education, athletic and recreation 
programs throughout the Tualatin Hills Park & Recreation District encompass a multitude of 
activities that can result in personal accomplishment, self-satisfaction and family unity for all 
citizens, regardless of their background, ability level or age; and 

WHEREAS, citizens of the Tualatin Hills Park & Recreation District should recognize the 
vital role that swimming and aquatic-related activities relate to good physical and mental 
health and enhance the quality of life for all people; and 

WHEREAS, the Tualatin Hills Park & Recreation District is extremely proud of the 
swimming facilities, aquatic programs and other related activities of their Park District and 
their contribution to providing to all ages a healthy place to recreate, a place to learn and 
grow, to swim, build self-esteem, confidence and a sense of self-worth which contributes to 
the quality of life in our community; 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, Bill Kanable, Board of Directors President, Tualatin Hills Park 
& Recreation District, do hereby declare the month of May 2011 as

NATIONAL WATER SAFETY MONTH

And do urge all those in the Tualatin Hills Park & Recreation District to support and promote 
this observance. 

Signed this 4th day of April 2011. 

________________________________                _______________________________
Bill Kanable, President                                       Bob Scott, Secretary  
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DATE:  March 23, 2011 
TO:  Doug Menke, General Manager 
FROM: Hal Bergsma, Director of Planning 

RE: Authorization to Bid Fanno Creek Trail Project

Introduction 
Staff is seeking the Board of Directors approval to take the Fanno Creek Trail (Scholls Ferry 
Road to the former Greenwood Inn site) project out to bid. 

Background 
This project was initiated in 1999 as a grant project, receiving federal funds from the Oregon 
Department of Transportation (ODOT).  In 2005, the project was switched from an ODOT 
administered project to a System Development Charge (SDC) funded project.  Since 2006, the 
project has been slowed due to lengthy land acquisition negotiations and design/engineering 
changes to the trail in response to jurisdictional requirements of Clean Water Services (CWS) 
and the City of Beaverton (CoB).  Land use approval from the City was received in October 
2010.  The site development and building permit process was initiated in January 2011. 

Alta Planning + Design, the design consultant for the project, has completed construction 
drawings and staff is in the process of obtaining site development and building permits from the 
CoB.  Staff anticipates all permits to be secured in early spring 2011.  The project is currently 
scheduled to go out to bid in mid April 2011. 

Proposal Request 
The current project construction cost estimate is $1,521,214.  The current remaining 
construction budget is $891,126.  Staff anticipates that the project will receive competitive bids 
due to the economy.  Competitive bids would help to reduce the construction funding shortage. 
Staff has requested additional project funding from the SDC fund in the FY 2011/12 Budget to 
cover any construction cost deficit. 

With Board approval, staff and the consultant will proceed with preparing and advertising the bid 
packages.  Staff will return to the Board of Directors June 6, 2011 meeting to seek approval of 
the construction bid.  The anticipated construction period would start in July, and would be 
completed by November 2011. 

Benefits of Proposal 
This project fills a major gap in the Fanno Creek Trail and improves access to the regional trail 
system and other THPRD parks and recreational facilities.  This project also creates high quality 
open space and natural areas for local residents and the overall community that will provide 
improved water quality, wildlife habitat, and increased flood storage capacity.  In addition, 
THPRD staff and consultants have worked on this project for over 12 years.  So it will be good 
to finally complete the project. 
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Potential Downside of Proposal 
The downside of this proposal is the additional SDC funds needed to complete the project. 

Action Requested 
Board of Directors authorization for staff to go to bid in mid-April 2011 for the construction of the 
Fanno Creek Trail project. 
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DATE:  March 22, 2011 
TO:  Doug Menke, General Manager 
FROM: Hal Bergsma, Director of Planning 

RE: Washington County Request for Road Right-of-Way, Permanent Easements 
and Temporary Construction Easements in Allenbach Acres Park and 
Bethany Lake Park for the 185th Avenue Widening Project

Introduction 
Pursuant to the Park District’s policy and procedures for considering requests for easements on 
Park District property, including right-of-way, Washington County is seeking Board of Directors 
approval to acquire additional road right-of-way, as well as permanent and temporary 
easements, for their NW 185th Avenue widening project in Allenbach Acres Park and Bethany 
Lake Park. 

Background 
The County’s project will widen 185th Avenue between Westview High School and West Union 
Road from three lanes to five lanes with two travel lanes in each direction and a center turn 
lane.  Improvements include sidewalks, bike lanes, street lighting, NW 185th Avenue and NW 
West Union Road intersection upgrades, retaining walls, culvert upgrades, landscaping and a 
water quality facility.  The project budget, including soft costs, is $5.1 million.  Funding for the 
project comes from the County’s Major Streets Transportation Improvement Program (MSTIP). 

The construction for the road widening is scheduled to begin in May or June 2011.  The 
estimated completion date is by the end of 2011. 

As shown in the attached exhibits, the County wants to acquire a permanent drainage, wall and 
public utility easement of 2,190 square feet and right-of-way totaling 5,232 square feet on the 
east side of 185th Avenue in Allenbach Acres Park and a permanent drainage, wall and public 
utility easement of 5,624 square feet on the west side of 185th Avenue in Bethany Lake Park.
The County also needs two small (about 200 square feet each) temporary construction 
easements on each side of 185th Avenue to set utility poles in existing right-of-way.  

According to Section 5.02.01 of the Park District’s Policies and Procedures, Easements on 
District Property, all permanent easement requests, including right-of-way, greater than 350 
square feet shall be approved by the Board of Directors.  Additionally, any Temporary 
Construction Easement that is associated with a Permanent Easement request that is greater 
than 350 square feet in size will need Board of Directors approval along with the Permanent 
Easement request.  

Park District procedures specify that compensation shall be negotiated by staff and should 
include consideration of one or all of the following measures: 
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1. Fair market values of the easement area (to be determined by a property appraisal 
acceptable to staff which is paid for by the applicant, or by an amount determined by 
staff from recent District property appraisals prepared for similar properties).  
Consideration will be made by the Board that the cost of the easement may include the 
cost of staff time to review and process. 

2. Park Improvements. 

3. Donation(s) of land. 

4. The minimum compensation amount shall be $750 per project.  The Board or General 
Manager may waive the compensation requirement if it is felt that it would be in the 
District’s best interests to do so. 

Washington County has had a taking and damages appraisal prepared by a licensed 
professional appraiser.  The appraisal sets a total value for all the easements and right-of-way 
needed by the County of $8,350.  County staff has formally offered to pay that amount although 
they have also asked if the Park District would donate the easements and right-of-way.  County 
staff has not demonstrated why a donation would be in the best interests of the Park District. 

Proposal Request 
Staff recommends that the Board approve dedication of the permanent easements and right-of-
way requested by the County as well as granting the temporary easements requested in 
exchange for the County’s offer of compensation, with the condition that the County provides 
the written assurances specified in Section 5.02.01.E.3 of THPRD’s policies and procedures 
including (1) a commitment to provide required liability insurance indemnifying the District; (2) a 
commitment to provide a maintenance bond/surety for 110% of the estimated cost (to be 
verified by a qualified landscape architect or engineer) for any necessary restoration/re-
vegetation of District property; (3) submission of an acceptable restoration/re-vegetation plan, if 
needed; (4) a commitment to take adequate measures to protect public safety during and after 
construction; (5) a commitment to assume all costs for processing an approved easement 
through appropriate city and/or county land use fees and legal procedures; and (6) a 
commitment to properly notify adjacent neighbors of construction activities at least one week 
prior to the beginning of construction. 

Benefits of Proposal 
The proposed road widening project will be of benefit to the community, including Park District 
patrons.  The addition of sidewalks and bike lanes will allow improved public access to Park 
District facilities in the vicinity of the project including the planned improvement of the Rock 
Creek Trail through Allenbach Acres Park.  Crossings of the trail at 185th Avenue and West 
Union Road will be constructed as part of this project.  (The Park District has entered into an 
intergovernmental agreement with the County to have them manage the construction of the 
crossings at the Park District’s cost.) 

Potential Downside of Proposal 
There is no apparent downside to the proposal. 

Maintenance Impact 
There should not be any maintenance impact. 
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Action Requested 
Board of Directors approval of the following items: 

1. Approval of Washington County’s easement and right-of-way requests for the NW 185th

Avenue widening project, subject to compensation in the amount of $8,350 and with the 
conditions of approval specified in the proposal request; and  

2. Authorization for the General Manager or his designee to execute the documents for the 
dedication/granting of the easements and right-of-way as presented. 
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DATE:  March 23, 2011 
TO:  Doug Menke, General Manager 
FROM: Hal Bergsma, Director of Planning 

RE: Conestoga Recreation & Aquatic Center Construction Contract

Introduction 
Staff requests Board of Directors approval of the most qualified (low) bid for the Conestoga 
Recreation & Aquatic Center expansion project and authorization for the General Manager or 
his designee to execute the contract with Skyward Construction Inc., for the amount of 
$3,640,000. 

Background 
The Board of Directors approved funding for the Conestoga Recreation & Aquatic Center 
expansion as a project in the facility upgrade category of the 2008 bond measure.  The 
Conestoga Recreation & Aquatic Center expansion project will include a new fitness room, new 
classroom, new women’s locker room, remodeling to create an ADA restroom and laundry 
room, refinish the men’s locker room, new splash pad, relocated playground equipment and 
restroom building, and new landscaping.  

The project went to bid on February 11, 2011, and the bid opening was March 16, 2011.  A total 
of three bids were received with the most qualified (low) bid submitted by Skyward Construction 
Inc., with a base bid of $3,640,000.  The cost estimate for the 100% construction bid documents 
was $3,678,158, the difference being $38,158 less than the cost estimate.  Staff has reviewed 
the bid and has determined that Skyward Construction Inc. is responsible and has submitted a 
qualified bid.  Brown Contracting Inc. had the lowest bid, but was deemed “not responsible” as 
their list of example projects had very few buildings; mostly site and concrete work.   

The overall revised project budget based on the January 31, 2010 Monthly Bond Capital 
Projects Report is approximately $5,500,500.  The overall project budget estimate including the 
low bid is $5,351,000, which is $149,500 under budget.  Staff had included the three bid 
deductive alternates in case the project bid went over budget.  There is one deductive alternate 
that staff could deduct, but would like the option to do so at a later date.  The surge tank 
flooding repairs alternate is completely independent of the main project and can be done at any 
time.  These repairs were not in the original scope of work and were added for additional 
protection to the new splash pad equipment to be installed in the lower pump room that has a 
history of flooding.  The value of this deductive alternate is $34,276.  Staff recommends 
deferring the decision to remove that alternate at a later date based on how the project 
progresses financially.  As the main defense against flood damage to the pump room, there is a 
large floor drain being added to the boiler room in the bid and is not an alternate. 

All permit documents have been submitted to the City of Beaverton.  The site development 
permit has been completed and staff expects to have the building permit by March 31, 2011. 
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Notice to Proceed is tentatively set for April 20, 2011.  Construction substantial completion is 
tentatively set for November 30, 2012.  The facility will remain open during construction, except 
for some temporary area shutdowns. 

Proposal Request 
Staff is seeking Board of Directors approval of the most qualified (low) bid of $3,640,000 
including the three project alternates from Skyward Construction Inc., for the construction of the 
Conestoga Recreation & Aquatic Center expansion project. 

Benefits of Proposal 
Approval of the bid and completion of the project construction from Skyward Construction Inc., 
will allow the Conestoga Recreation & Aquatic Center to serve the patrons with better fitness, 
classroom and play facilities. 

Potential Downside of Proposal 
There is no apparent downside to this proposal. 

Action Requested 
Board of Directors approval to award a contract to Skyward Construction Inc., for the amount of 
$3,640,000, and to authorize the General Manager or his designee to execute the contract for 
the construction of the Conestoga Recreation & Aquatic Center expansion project. 
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Tualatin Hills Park & Recreation District 
PROJECT AWARD RECOMMENDATION REPORT

Project: Conestoga Recreation & Aquatic Center Expansion Project 

Contractor: Skyward Construction Inc
Contractor worked for THPRD previously:  Yes 

Contractor references checked:  Yes 
Contractor registered with appropriate boards:  Yes 

SCOPE OF WORK
Location: 9985 SW 125th Ave.

Beaverton, OR 97008 
Description: New fitness room, classroom, women’s locker room, splash pad and misc. 

additional interior remodeling 
FUNDING SOURCE

Funding Sources: Amount: Page:
2008 Bond Measure – Total Project Budget $5,300,000  

Current Project Budget (as of 12/31/10) $5,500,541
 

PROPOSALS RECEIVED

PROJECTED PROJECT SCHEDULE
Invitation to Bidders  February 11, 2011 
Mandatory Pre-Bid Conference  February 23, 2011  
Sealed Bids Due   March 16, 2011   
Bid Opening  March 16, 2011  
Final Bid Review / Memo to Board March 18, 2011 
THPRD Board Meeting to Approve Bid April 4, 2011 
Notice of Intent to Award  April 5, 2011 
Notice to Proceed  April 20, 2011 
Preconstruction Site Meeting (approx.) April 28, 2011 Time TBD 
Preconstruction Conference with City May 2 – 6, 2011, Time and Date TBD 
Site Mobilization (approx.) May 4, 2011 
Desired Project Duration - Notice to 
Proceed to Substantial Completion. 

11 months  (approx. end of March 2012) 

Low 
to 
High 
Bid

Contractor Bid Amt. Deductive 
Alternate     

# 1 

Deductive 
Alternate     

# 2 
(#3 not 
used) 

Deductive 
Alternate     

# 4 

Completed 
Bid Forms 

and 
Qualified

1 Brown 3,563,356 44,004 63,914 34,276 no 

2 Skyward 3,640,000 34,000 72,000 11,600 yes 

3 Corp Inc 3,704,408 33,000 78,000 31,600 yes 
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MEMO 

DATE:  March 25, 2011 
TO:  The Board of Directors 
FROM: Doug Menke, General Manager 

RE: Resolution Appointing Parks Bond Citizen Oversight Committee Members

On March 2, 2009, the Board of Directors appointed twelve members of the public to the inaugural 
Parks Bond Citizen Oversight Committee.  Six of the members were appointed to two-year terms, 
which have recently expired.  Notice of the six vacancies was published and applications to serve on 
the Committee were accepted from January 12, 2011 through February 11, 2011. 

Ten applications were received in response to the announcement of the vacancies; three from 
members requesting reappointment to the Committee (Rob Massar, Marc San Soucie, and Barbara 
Wilson), and seven from people who would be new to the Committee.  

As you will recall, at the March 7, 2011 Regular Board meeting, the Board reappointed the three 
former Committee members and requested that staff develop a scoring matrix, to be filled out by 
each Board member, in order to address the remaining applicants for discussion at the April 4, 2011 
Regular Board meeting.  The completed scoring matrix will be provided to the Board in advance of 
the April 4, 2011 Regular Board meeting.   

The establishment of the Committee by the Board designates the membership size of the 
Committee to be no less than seven and no more than twelve members.  Please find attached a 
current Committee roster.  The next meeting of the Committee is currently scheduled to be held 
sometime in May 2011.  

Park District staff requests Board discussion of the seven remaining applicants (applications 
attached) and appointment of up to three members to the Parks Bond Citizen Oversight Committee, 
per the attached resolution, each for a term of two years.     

Action Requested 
Board of Directors approval of Resolution 2011-09 Appointing Parks Bond Citizen Oversight 
Committee Members.  
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RESOLUTION 2011-09 
TUALATIN HILLS PARK & RECREATION DISTRICT, OREGON 

A RESOLUTION APPOINTING  
PARKS BOND CITIZEN OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE MEMBERS 

WHEREAS, the Tualatin Hills Park & Recreation District Board of Directors must appoint 
committee members by resolution; and  

WHEREAS, the committee members shall be appointed by the Board for two-year terms; and  

WHEREAS, the selected committee member applicants have demonstrated their interest and 
knowledge in the Committee’s area of responsibility. Now, therefore 

THE TUALATIN HILLS PARK & RECREATION DISTRICT RESOLVES AS 
FOLLOWS:

 The Board of Directors approves the appointment of the following people to the Parks 
Bond Citizen Oversight Committee: 

1.________________________________

2.________________________________

3.________________________________

Duly passed by the Board of Directors of the Tualatin Hills Park & Recreation District this 4th

day of April 2011. 

      ____________________________________ 
Bill Kanable, Board President 

      ____________________________________ 
      Bob Scott, Board Secretary 

ATTEST: 

________________________________
Jessica Collins 
Recording Secretary



Committee Member Email Term Expires 

Wink Brooks 

Address Phone

April 2012 

Wendy Kroger April 2012 

Rob Massar March 2011 

Fred Meyer March 2011 

Anthony Mills April 2012 

Deanna Mueller-Crispin March 2011 

Stephen Pearson April 2012 

Jack Platten April 2012 

Dan Plaza March 2011 

Marc San Soucie, Chair March 2011 

Tualatin Hills Park & Recreation District 
Parks Bond Citizen Oversight Committee            

Updated: April 7, 2010 



Paul Waldram April 2012 

Barbara Wilson March 2011 

Ex-Officio Member Address Phone Email 

Bob Scott 
Board of Directors bscott@thprd.org N/A

Keith Hobson 
Director of Business & 
Facilities

15707 SW Walker Road 
Beaverton, OR 97006 503-645-6433 (W) khobson@thprd.org N/A

Hal Bergsma 
Director of Planning 

15707 SW Walker Road 
Beaverton, OR 97006 503-645-6433 (W) hbergsma@thprd.org N/A
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MEMO 

 
 
 
DATE:  March 23, 2011 
TO:  Doug Menke, General Manager 
FROM: Jim McElhinny, Director of Park & Recreation 

RE: Athletic Fields Inventory

Annually staff inventories athletic fields that are available for use in the coming year and 
identifies those fields that are considered out of play.  The inventory of out of play athletic fields 
provides a current and ongoing list of athletic fields that are not available for use in a particular 
season or for a particular sport.  This inventory assists with updating current available athletic 
field hours by season and sport for the allocation process with Park District programs and 
affiliated user groups.  

The term “field out of play” denotes the loss of available hours necessary to be made up through 
scheduling changes, allocation changes or field use changes.  Not all of the listed athletic fields 
will be out of play for an entire year; some will be out of play for one sport season, while others 
will be out of play for an entire year or lost indefinitely. 

FY 2006-07 number of athletic fields available: 300 
o During FY 2006-07, the Park District maintained an inventory of 300 athletic 

fields (173 football/soccer/lacrosse fields and 127 baseball/softball fields), the 
majority of them being multiple use sites with overlapping fields. 

During the latter part of FY 2006-07 through FY 2008-09 several fields were out of play for 
various reasons.  Construction projects on Beaverton School District (BSD) properties for work 
specified in the BSD bond for school expansion was the major reason for athletic fields being 
out of play and/or lost.  

FY 2009-10 number of athletic fields available: 278 
o As of July 1, 2009, there were 34 individual athletic fields that were out of play 

from the FY 2006-07 inventory. 
o 23 athletic fields were listed as out of play and had the potential to return to the 

available inventory for allocation and use.  
 12 athletic fields were returned to the inventory of available athletic fields 

during FY 2009-10. 

FY 2010-11 number of athletic fields available: 282 
o Staff anticipated an available inventory of 279 athletic fields by the end of FY 

2010-11, a net loss of 21 fields during the five-year period between FY 2006-07 
and FY 2010-11.

o In spring 2011, the first bond developed athletic field at Meadow Waye Park 
opened a full season ahead of schedule.  
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o In spring 2011, an additional two athletic fields were made available at Jacob 
Wismer Elementary School.  These two fields were not previously in the 
inventory, resulting in a net gain of two athletic fields in the northeast quadrant. 

FY 2011-12 number of athletic fields anticipated to be available: 283 
o Staff anticipates one additional athletic field, 112th Street synthetic turf field, to be 

available in FY 2011-12.  
o The next new athletic fields scheduled to become available will be AM Kennedy 

Park and Winkelman Park in spring of 2013. 

Action Requested 
No Board of Directors action is requested.  The athletic fields inventory is presented as 
information only. 
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MEMO 

DATE:  March 24, 2011 
TO:  The Board of Directors 
FROM: Doug Menke, General Manager 

RE: General Manager’s Report for April 4, 2011
 
Metro's Regional Flexible Funds Program 
Semi-annually Metro allocates federal funds throughout the region for transportation projects and 
programs.  Previously referred to as the MTIP (Metro Transportation Improvement Program) 
process, the process has now become the Regional Flexible Funds Allocation.  The process is 
important to the District because a substantial portion of the funds are available for active 
transportation projects, such as sidewalks, on-street bike paths and major off-street trails.  In the 
most recent MTIP process the District was awarded $2.4 million to construct Segment 18 of the 
Westside Regional Trail between Kaiser Ridge Park and Kaiser Woods Park, linking the Rock Creek 
Trail and the future Bronson Creek Trail.  Previously the District received funding to study and 
develop a preferred design for the Fanno Creek Trail crossing of Hall Boulevard. 

This time around, Metro has decided to modify the process to (1) delegate much of the decision-
making about which projects to fund to the county level and (2) direct that construction projects be at 
a larger scale so as to significantly enhance the regional transportation system.   

In Washington County decisions about which projects to recommend to Metro for funding will be 
made by the Washington County Coordinating Committee (WCCC).  WCCC members include 
elected officials from all cities in the County as well as a member of the Board of County 
Commissioners who chairs the committee.  Government agencies with an interest in transportation, 
including TriMet, the Port of Portland and the Oregon Department of Transportation attend WCCC 
meetings as non-voting members.  I have recently begun to attend WCCC meetings for the District.
Hal Bergsma, our Director of Planning, is my alternate and attends meetings of the WCCC Technical 
Advisory Committee which consists of transportation planning staff from participating jurisdictions. 

In the next funding cycle, for FY 2014 and 2015, it is anticipated that approximately $5.6 million will 
go to Washington County and its cities for Active Transportation and Complete Streets.  Metro has 
set a minimum total cost for these projects (including local share) of $3 million for construction and 
$200,000 for development.  This means the WCCC can probably submit no more than one or two 
active transportation construction projects and one active transportation development project for 
Metro approval.  Factors that are likely to be considered in evaluating proposed active transportation 
projects include: 

 Provides a safe, green and efficient travel experience 
 Will be used by a high number of people 
 Supports growth in 2040 Centers 
 Must address environmental justice and underserved community needs and impacts 
 Has limited alternative sources of funding  
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It is likely that the county process for selection of projects to be funded will be very competitive.  
Projects that benefit multiple jurisdictions are likely to be favored.  In internal staff discussions we 
have concluded that completion of additional segments of the Westside Trail should be our highest 
priority project that would be of benefit to both Washington County and the City of Beaverton.  Hal 
and I will actively participate in the selection process, which is beginning now, and will be open to 
project ideas that may be suggested by other participants.  We would welcome project suggestions 
from members of the Board and will keep the Board informed of the process as it evolves. 

Solar Energy Initiatives 
Staff continues to pursue options for installation of solar arrays to generate electricity.  McKinstry 
has been engaged to complete design and feasibility assessment for potential projects.  The highest 
viability projects will be used in the Feed-In-Tariff (FIT) application at the beginning of April 2011.  
Staff will be meeting with McKinstry in late March to review the proposed projects for submittal. 

Another solar joint-purchase option was also explored as coordinated by the Partners for a 
Sustainable Washington County Community (PSWCC).  At this time, the District opted to proceed 
with having McKinstry develop the FIT application rather than engage another party.  However, 
should the District be awarded the FIT, a Request for Proposals (RFP) will be prepared for the 
actual installation of the solar arrays.  Through this RFP, all options will be considered, including the 
joint-purchase through PSWCC.   

Interactive Activities Guide 
To improve convenience for patrons, an interactive feature has been added to the online activities 
guide on the District’s website.  Major sections of the guide are marked with tabs for easy reference.  
When a patron rolls his/her mouse over a tab, the section name is highlighted; clicking on the tab 
immediately flips to that section.  This saves the user from having to go through the guide page by 
page.  The interactive feature offers other benefits to online users, including bookmarking.  This 
change became effective with the summer 2011 activities guide – online version.  Early response 
from the public has been positive.   

Board of Directors Meeting Schedule 
The following dates have been proposed for the Board of Directors meeting schedule over the next 
few months:

 May Regular Board Meeting – Monday, May 2, 2011 
 June Regular Board Meeting – Monday, June 6, 2011 
 June Budget Adoption Meeting – Monday, June 20, 2011 
 July Regular Board Meeting – No Meeting Scheduled 
 August Regular Board Meeting – Monday, August 1, 2011 

Also, a reminder that the annual Budget Committee Work Session is taking place later this month on 
Monday, April 18, 2011 in the Elsie Stuhr Center’s Manzanita Room.  
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MEMO

DATE: March 16, 2011
TO: Doug Menke, General Manager
FROM: Keith Hobson, Director of Business & Facilities

RE: Aging Facilities Study

Introduction
Given the age of some District facilities, there has been an expressed need to develop a means 
of analyzing the cost and benefits of maintaining, or possibly enhancing, existing facilities 
versus the cost and benefits of replacing them.  Staff contracted FCS Group to conduct a pilot 
study on the Garden Home Recreation Center with the intent that this study would provide a 
methodology that can be used on other facilities.

Background
Through the development of the bond package, the District encountered questions about the 
feasibility of enhancing or expanding existing facilities that might be nearing the end of their 
useful life.  While some of the more critical items were addressed through the structural 
upgrades funded by the bond measure, the question about facility expansions or more 
significant upgrades remained outstanding.  

Given prior proposals for expansion of the Garden Home Recreation Center, and given the age 
of the facility, staff determined that Garden Home would be the appropriate site on which to 
conduct a pilot assessment of cost and benefits of maintaining, enhancing, or replacing this 
facility.  The consulting firm FCS Group was contracted to conduct this study and develop an 
aging facility assessment methodology for the District to use in facilitating future investment 
decisions for older District facilities.

Proposal Request
FCS Group will be presenting the proposed assessment methodology that they developed for 
use by District staff to complete aging facility studies on older structures where future 
investment questions are at stake.  Results of the assessment of the Garden Home Recreation 
Center are included in the Aging Facilities Assessment Pilot Project Findings FCS Group memo 
attached to this document.

The assessment methodology applies a life cycle cost analysis. Once data has been collected 
and analyzed, and a S.W.O.T. (Strengths, Weaknesses, Opportunities and Threats) 
assessment has been completed, improvement scenarios are then evaluated.  Each scenario is 
a different level of investment funding including routine maintenance, functional 
upgrades/remodel or complete building replacement. Life cycle costing is then used to calculate 
the cumulative costs to complete each level of improvement.  Results with the least negative 
costs are the preferred improvement approach.  In the case of Garden Home, the preferred 
results are to continue routine maintenance only.  The second ranking option for this site is a 
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complete building replacement, with functional upgrades/remodel being the least attractive 
option.

Benefits of Proposal
The aging facility assessment methodology as developed by the FCS Group will provide the 
District with a tool to assess future investment levels for specific buildings within their inventory.  
Using a consistent methodology to evaluate facilities will give an apples-to-apples comparison 
between different older facilities.  In the case of Garden Home Recreation Center, it gives 
strategic ranking of the three options for the facility which helps guide future decision making.

Potential Downside of Proposal
There is no apparent downside to the report, other than the cost to obtain necessary 
engineering and architectural analysis to conduct the assessment.

Maintenance Impact
There is no immediate maintenance impact.

Action Requested
No Board of Directors action is requested.  The Aging Facility Study is presented for Board 
information and review only.
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Memorandum

To: Keith Hobson, Business and Facilities Director Date: February 15, 2011
Ann Mackiernan, Operations Analysis Manager
Tualatin Hills Park & Recreation District

From: Don Ganer, Todd Chase, and Bob Yakas

RE: Aging Facilities Assessment Pilot Project Findings 

INTRODUCTION/SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 
FCS GROUP was retained by the Tualatin Hills Park & Recreation District (THPRD) to develop an 
assessment methodology to assist THPRD in effectively evaluating aging recreation facilities in its 
portfolio. FCS GROUP undertook this pilot study based upon our experience with financial feasibility 
studies, cost of service studies, and life-cycle cost studies to develop a aging facilities assessment protocol 
evaluation method for consideration and future use by THPRD. 

This memorandum is intended to provide a step-by-step approach to consistently evaluating aging 
recreation facilities and properties owned by THPRD. The findings utilize existing available studies and 
preliminary assumptions that can be refined in the future to provide more detailed estimates and analyses 
for decision-making purposes. 

The approach recommended for evaluating and comparing recreation facility improvement scenarios or 
options includes steps that start with data collection and analysis of facility conditions and improvement 
alternatives (steps 1 and 2). Interim steps identified define specific improvement scenarios and create 
assessment factors to be used for assessing their ability to address key issues (steps 3 and 4). The Life 
Cycle Cost (LCC) analysis in Step 5 includes a consistent method for calculating the net economic value 
or return on investment for each defined improvement alternative.

The combination of these steps can serve as a pilot approach for evaluating and comparing facility 
investment options. For potentially costly or controversial facility improvement decisions, THPRD must 
carefully consider and weigh the more subjective evaluation criteria that result from Step 4 with the 
quantified economic evaluation results from Step 5 before making a final decision regarding the preferred 
facility investment approach. This allows THPRD to ascertain issues like safety and community 
preferences along with measures of economic return on investment. 

As shown in Table 1, the results of the LCC analysis generally indicate that there is a higher economic 
value associated with Scenario C: New Construction, followed by Scenario A: No Action, and then 
Scenario B: Upgrade and Remodel. For example, if we assume a 5.0 percent annual discount rate, the net 
present value of cash flows for Scenario C is negative $24.4 million, and Scenario A is negative $23.0 
million. Both of these estimates are less negative than Scenario B, which is negative $26.5 million. Hence, 
the results indicate that scenarios A and C should be refined for further consideration, but Scenario B may 
not merit such consideration from an economic return on investment standpoint.

Table 1. Net Present Value of Life-Cycle Costs, Comparison of Improvement Scenarios

FCS GROUP
Solutions-Oriented Consulting
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Discount Rate 
Assumption

Scenario A
No Action

Scenario B
Upgrade & Remodel 

Scenario C
New Construction

3% ($30,200,000) ($32,800,000) ($28,200,000)

4% ($26,300,000) ($29,400,000) ($26,200,000)

5% ($23,000,000) ($26,500,000) ($24,400,000)

Source: Based on findings shown in Appendix D.

In addition to LCC analysis, it is important that TP&R also work with the local community to evaluate the 
quantitative and qualitative benefits that would likely result from potential facility investment scenarios, 
including: 

Increased Efficiency 
Increased Safety
Additional Space (more community programs)
O&M Savings (and related fiscal and environmental benefits)
Public Perceptions and Opinions 

BACKGROUND
The pilot study focused on the Garden Home Recreation Center situated at Garden Home Road and 
Oleson Road in unincorporated Washington County. THPRD selected this facility as the pilot, because of 
the significant capital investment requirements and available background engineering/architectural studies 
for this facility.

The three background studies referred to in our effort include: 

1. Garden Home Recreation Center – Building Evaluation Study – August 15, 2008 by Richard 
Leonard, AIA, AICP (Leonard report)

2. Garden Home Recreation Center – Building Evaluation – August 15, 2008 by Peterson Structural 
Engineers, Inc. (PSE report)

3. McKinstry Report – Steam Boiler Replacement – August 8, 2008 (McKinstry report)

The Leonard report provided a summary description of the existing facility, reviewed consistency of the 
existing facility with current Building Code requirements, and evaluated the conditions of the exterior 
building envelope. The report identified major building improvement projects to extend the service life of 
the building; the land use zoning requirements for the facility were also summarized. The conclusions of 
the Leonard report were: 

The building and grounds are generally well maintained and serviceable
The facility generally meets current Building Code standards
The facility’s energy efficiency requirements are deficient
THPRD should anticipate significant costs to improve energy efficiency and to extend the 
serviceable life of the building
The site is large enough to accommodate expansion or redesign of the facility

The PSE report was conducted to complete a basic structural evaluation of the existing facility for 
determining structural and seismic deficiencies, as well as the magnitude of potential upgrades to the 
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structural system. PSE performed an American Society of Civil Engineers (ASCE)-31 Tier 1 evaluation.
The Tier 1 evaluation identifies “ areas that historically have had poor seismic performance in similarly 
constructed buildings that may impact life-safety.” The project site is classified as an area of high 
seismicity. The Leonard report was included in the appendix to the PSE evaluation report.

The report evaluated several different areas of the site. A technical analysis was completed for each 
building area including:

Area A – Gymnasium/Auditorium
Area B – Administrative/Exercise
Area C – Classroom Wing
Area D – Library Wing
Area E – Walkway

The evaluation analyzed various structural components and developed findings of deficiencies and 
recommendations for:

Roof level
Shear walls,
Vertical components
Lateral resisting elements
Miscellaneous structural components

The evaluation performed by PSE found significant deficiencies in certain structural elements of the 
facility that have implications for the safe performance of the buildings in a seismic event. However, the 
report states: “We did not observe any immediate life safety concerns that need to be addressed 
immediately. It appears that the building is being fairly well maintained and we have assumed that typical 
maintenance and repair issues will continue to be addressed.” Immediate recommendations of this report 
for continued operation of the facility in its current configuration included:

Inspect flat or “bathtub” sections of the roof following any significant rain or snow event
Maintain adequate drainage of roof areas
Protect floor beams in the basement “boxing area” from damage by heavy bags
Do not use the gym for high occupancy assembly events

The McKinstry report outlined costs and savings of replacing one of the main boilers responsible for 
heating of the entire Garden Home Recreation Center facility. The report recommended that the existing 
oil-fired boiler be replaced with a high efficiency gas-fired steam boiler. It outlined total project costs and 
net savings on energy, utility costs, and O&M.

APPROACH
Step 1. Data Collection and Analysis
FCS GROUP reviewed the existing reports along with other data and topographic information on the 
facility provided by THPRD. THPRD staff conducted a site visit allowing the team to visually access all 
the spaces, rooms, and program areas of the facility. It was apparent that the recommendations of the PSE 
and Leonard reports had implications for future operating and maintenance (O&M) and upgrade costs for 
the facility, and we based our assumptions on the preliminary, estimated costs outlined in each report.
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Step 2. Strengths, Weakness, Opportunity and Threats (SWOT) Analysis
In evaluating facilities, it is essential to have an understanding of the strengths and weaknesses of the 
facility along with the opportunities and threats inherent in the place. The Strengths, Weakness, 
Opportunity and Threats (SWOT) lists these characteristics and helps establish a baseline understanding of 
what is being evaluated. A SWOT list contains many subjective items, but they provide a critical 
understanding the history and long-term future of a facility.

The SWOT analysis for the Garden Home Recreation Center, presented in Table 2, illustrates pertinent 
features and characteristics of the facility.

Table 2. Garden Home Recreation Center SWOT Analysis

Strengths
Supportive Population/Demographics
Location
Mix of uses/services/programs
Identity
Proximity to residential neighborhoods
Transit Connection
Well maintained – over all

The facility is well recognized and used in the 
community. There is a historic connection to the 
facility by many patrons. It is easily accessed by 
various modes of transportation. The facility is well 
maintained and in general very serviceable 
condition.

Weaknesses
Age – Mechanical/Electrical/Plumbing 
(M/E/P)
Seismic fitness
Land Locked
Space configuration/program limitation
Size Limitation
Parking Restrictions

Some of the biggest weaknesses of the facility are 
its age and the adaptation of spaces to program 
needs. The facility is somewhat limited by its land 
area for expansion, parking at times is inadequate 
and there are structural issues identified that could 
be potential hazardous in a major seismic event. 

Opportunities
Additional program space availability -
Absorb leased spaces
Expansion to outdoor hard-surfaced play
area
Interior Remodel/reconfigure
Exterior upgrade
Extension of usable life

There are spaces now leased that could be used 
for expanded program needs. There is space for 
building additions on the hard surfaced play areas, 
but those would be sacrificed. The exterior could 
be updated to provide a more contemporary 
appearance and certain systems could be 
upgraded to provide a longer usable life. 

Threats
Seismic fitness
HVAC
Physical configuration
Parking limitations
Other, nearby, newer recreation centers

Seismic upgrades should be made to prevent 
hazardous conditions in the event of an 
earthquake. The HVAC system is costly and 
inefficient. Parking is often limited and discouraging 
to patrons, and newer nearby recreation facilities 
might lure patrons from using this facility. 

Step 3 - Develop Preliminary Improvement Alternatives and Assessment Factors
Our assessment factors assume continuation of a THPRD facility on this site. Whether upgrading and 
enhancing the existing facility or constructing a new facility, the Garden Home Recreation Center is an 
established, well-utilized facility in this part of the metropolitan region. The facility maintains a clear 
association with the surrounding neighborhoods and resident users that is difficult to quantify, but 
influences the decisions for the future of this facility. This factor must be taken into account for similar 
facilities.
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Older neighborhood facilities like the Garden Home Recreation Center are cherished places within the 
communities, providing historic continuity to the neighborhood. This “sense of place” cannot readily be 
replaced by new facilities without significant disruption to a neighborhood and its residents. Potential 
gained from a new facility may displace the emotional connection and loyalty to an older facility.
Maintaining and upgrading an existing, older building often pays dividends in good will – something not
readily quantifiable by a study of this type.

Our approach to evaluating the options available with older facilities considered four levels of investment.
Based on the facility evaluation reports, some level of investment is needed at the Garden Home 
Recreation Center, as would be the case with most older facilities. The preliminary improvement cost 
estimates for each investment scenario are based upon current industry standards for the Portland 
Metropolitan area and are expressed in constant 2011 dollars.

GARDEN HOME RECREATION CENTER IMPROVEMENT SCENARIOS

Scenario A. Tenant Improvement Scenario (No Action)
Tenant Improvements (TI) form the baseline investment strategy. With the TI, we assume a minimal level 
of improvements: paint, patch, and repair, along with a degree of improvements to the roof, and a
modicum of weatherization to improve energy efficiency. Our cost estimate for TI is $70/SF and our 
estimate for Garden Home Recreation Center is based upon one quarter (25 percent) of the total facility 
square footage.

Scenario B. Remodel and Upgrade Scenario
B1. Major Remodel and Addition Scenario

The next investment strategy would include a major remodeling effort and expansion. This effort 
incorporates everything assumed under the TI, and also addresses some of the structural issues outlined in 
the structural engineer’s report. This scenario provides for HVAC upgrades and more in-depth 
weatherization. In addition, this scenario involves the addition of operational or program space, either 
through re-using space occupied by lease tenants (such as the library or day care) or by building a modest 
addition to the facility. For planning purposes, we assumed construction costs of $111/SF, and a facility 
expansion to 60,030 square feet.

B2. Functional Upgrade Scenario

The PSE report addresses certain “functional upgrades for seismic and life safety.” This investment 
scenario assumes an upgrade of all structural components, roof, exterior envelope, and some interior 
upgrades. The upgrades include HVAC (update or replace) and a thorough weatherization program. No 
additional space is assumed in this option. For planning purposes, we based our estimates on the costs in 
the PSE report: $80/SF calculated over the entire 53,030 SF of the facility. 

Scenario C. Building Replacement/New Construction Scenario
This scenario assumes demolishing the existing facility and designing and building an entirely new facility 
on the existing site. For planning purposes we assumed construction cost estimates for design and 
construction of $190/SF, and a increase in the overall facility to 80,000 square feet.

Table 3 summarizes the facility issues and associated upfront capital costs addressed under each of the 
Garden Home Recreation Center improvement scenarios. Options for addressing versus examining key 
facility issues are noted for each of the improvement scenarios. 
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Table 3. Garden Home Recreation Center Improvement Scenario Matrix

Step 4. Evaluation of Scenarios
Table 4 outlines the benefits of each of the Garden Home Recreation Center improvement scenarios,
which provides a subjective rating regarding whether a major or minor benefit is expected with respect to 
certain criteria. It should be noted that the actions included within each scenario are not mutually 
exclusive. Hybrid scenarios may be developed that include some aspects of various scenarios. For 

No Action - 
Tenant 

Improvements 2

Functional 
Upgrade - 

Seismic/Life Safety

Remodel & 
Addition - 

Interior/Exterior 3

Demolition/ 
New 

Construction

$70/SF $80.00/SF $111/SF $190/SF

12,508 53,030 60,530 80,000
$880,000 $4,200,000 $6,700,000 $15,200,000 

Notes:
1 Includes tanks, cisterns, wells (water), wells (dry), sewer, water, gas lines, tunnels, etc.

 2  assumes 1/4 of the facility for T1 and and remodel; required four times ov er 20 years.
 3 assumes facility renov ation at $100 per sf plus 7,500 addition at $190 per sf.

= Address Issues

= Examine Issues

  ADA

Options

Facility Issue Item

Capital Cost Estimate

Capital Cost

Architectural

  Interior Modification

  Exterior Modification

Site

  Paint/Patch/Repair

Structural

  Roof

  Shear Wall

  Vertical Connections

  Miscellaneous Components

  Lateral Resisting Components

Mechanical/Electric/Plumming

  HVAC

  Plumbing

  Energy/Weatherization

Planning Lev el Unit Cost

Improv ement Square Feet

  Parking

  Walkways

  Outdoor Play Areas

  Play fields

  Play Structures

  Underground facilities 1
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example, all of the structural upgrades in Scenario B1 could be included with Scenario B2 as one 
redevelopment scenario.

The potential benefits that result from the investment scenarios are outlined below.

Increase Efficiency – Certain options increase energy efficiency. For example, updates to or 
replacement of HVAC, and weatherization investments improve energy utilization efficiency.
Increase Safety – Some of the recommended improvements improve the safety of the entire 
facility while others improve the safety of certain areas. For example, structural upgrades bring the 
entire facility into compliance with seismic safety requirements while repair and maintenance of 
the outdoor play area roof improve the safety of that particular element.
Additional Space – New space or reutilized operational/program space provides for new or 
expanded activities or leased by tenants, thereby generating additional operating income.
Upgraded Space – Improving the configuration of existing operational/program space may entail 
expanding the existing exercise space or relocating a use to a more appropriate space.
O&M Costs – Most improvements will have a positive (cost savings) impact on operating and 
maintenance costs. For example, a weatherization effort such as replacing single pane windows 
with insulated systems positively impact energy costs.
Public Opinion – How users may respond to facility improvements is a subjective assessment, but 
one that needs to be addressed. A new facility will undoubtedly be well received by the majority of 
the community, but a certain portion of the community may object to the loss of an older, familiar 
building. Certain improvements will go unnoticed by the general public, such as structural 
upgrades for seismic safety. Any building addition or cosmetic improvements should be received 
favorably by users and the general public, but without a major impact.

Table 4. Garden Home Recreation Center Potential Benefits Matrix

Increase 
Efficiency

Increase 
Safety

Additional 
Space

Upgrade 
Space

Reduce 
O&M Costs

Perceived 
Public Benefit

= Major Impact

= Minor Impact

Demolition/New 
Construction

Options

Potential Benefits

No Action - Tenant 
Improvements

Functional Upgrade - 
Seismic, Life & Safety

Remodel & Addition - 
Interior & Exterior
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The two matrices (Tables 3 and 4) indicate that prior to any major improvement (such as remodeling or 
adding new square feet of program space), THPRD should consider functional upgrades to the existing 
buildings at Garden Home Recreation Center as a first step, prior to constructing any additions to the 
facility. Functional upgrades include, but are not limited to safety, structural, seismic, weatherization and 
HVAC update/replacement. The “No Action” option (Scenario A) represents a continuation of the 
ongoing maintenance program at the facility, and would entail some level of periodic investment (such as 
re-roofing, painting, paving, etc.).

If THPRD decides that it is important to remodel an existing facility, and perhaps build additional space, 
complete structural and seismic upgrades (Table 4, “Functional Upgrade”) to the existing facility should 
be the first investments made. The costs of these upgrades would then be added to any remodel or addition 
effort in order to determine the magnitude of investment required to create an efficient, fully 
programmable and safe facility. This scenario is hereafter referred to as Scenario B: Remodel and 
Upgrade.

Step 5. Conduct Life-Cycle Cost Analysis
THPRD will need to undertake a Life-Cycle Cost (LCC) analysis as the next step towards a decision. LCC
is an economic assessment of a facility’s structure, systems, and components that considers all of the 
significant costs to an owner over a defined long-term time period with results quantified in dollar 
amounts. Agencies often use LCC to assess the consequences of facility capital investment decisions or 
improvement scenarios and to estimate the annual operation and maintenance costs (O&M) for budgeting 
purposes.

FCS GROUP performed a preliminary LCC evaluation for the Garden Home Recreation Center as a 
baseline analysis to ascertain the relative net present value of facility improvement scenarios. THPRD may 
use or refine this LCC approach as a consistent means for comparing facility investment options among 
other aging facilities within the district.

LCC Definition

A definition of life-cycle costs by the Federal Office of Management and Budget (OMB) is: 
“The total cost of a system, building, or other product, computed over its useful life. It includes all 
relevant costs involved in acquiring, owning, operating, maintaining, and disposing of the system or 
product over a specified period of time, including environmental and energy costs.”

Life-cycle costing is intended to provide an owner with an adequate analysis of total costs over a defined 
long-term time period (not necessarily the entire life span of a facility).

In order to produce a reasonable LCC, THPRD must identify key assumptions with respect to: 

Annual income and expense estimates for facility improvement scenarios. (NOTE: For this 
preliminary LCC analysis, FCS GROUP utilized adopted THPRD budgets for current facilities and 
converted revenues and operating expenses to a dollars per net usable square foot basis. This 
includes potential utility cost savings from energy efficiency upgrades, as well as new revenue that 
may be generated by expanded programs onsite.)
Facility floor area in gross and net usable square feet.
Timeframe for the LCC analysis - current analysis assumes 30 years, but this could be extended.
Upfront capital costs for facility improvements (it should be noted that “sunk costs” are not 
typically included in LCC analysis since the LCC analysis is forward looking).
Periodic major maintenance costs and replacement reserve assumptions.
Escalation rates (for revenues and costs);
Discount rates (for converting future dollars to present dollar amounts).
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The escalation rate and the discount rate assumed in the LCC analysis must be consistently applied to all
improvement alternatives in order to generate an equitable comparison. Escalation rates are commonly 
established based on trends in various indices, such as the Consumer Price Index, ENR Construction Cost 
Index, or other measure. Discount rates are usually set at levels that match expected levels of inflation 
(such as the CPI); or they may be set higher to reflect the cost of financing (debt costs or prime lending 
rate), some level of targeted return on investment (U.S. long-term Treasury bond index), or another 
measure of investment opportunity.

Step 5.1. Document Annualized Income and Expenses (before debt service)

In this step, annualized assumptions for the No Action Alternative are compared with one or more of the 
facility investment scenarios. Using information provided by THPRD and the improvement scenarios
developed in Step 3, this step in the LCC process compares the annualized revenue and cost impacts of 
each chosen alternative. The preliminary revenue and operating expense estimates for the improvement 
scenarios were established based on the District’s budget for Garden Home Recreation Center for FY 
2010/2011, which is provided in Table 5.

      Table 5. Garden Home Recreation, Annual Budget FY 2010/2011

Source: Tualatin Hills Park and Recreation District staff.

FCS GROUP utilized the annual budget for the existing Garden Home Recreation Center facility to 
estimate unit cost assumptions for revenues and expenses by usable square feet of building floor area. Key 
assumptions for annual (stabilized year) revenues and operating expenses take into account the existing 

Annual Budget
Budget Per Net 

SF**
Estimated Income from Program Revenue $1,329,000 $41.00
Expenses
Direct Variable Costs

Programs & Instruction ($862,917) ($23.33)

Building Maintenance ($80,927) ($2.19)
Subtotal ($943,844) ($25.52)

Direct Fixed Costs
Administration - General ($721,823) ($19.52)
Maintenance - Admin. ($11,613) ($0.31)
Building Maintenance ($389,043) ($10.52)

Vehicle & Equipment/Maintenance ($5,712) ($0.15)

Subtotal ($1,128,191) ($30.51)

Grand total Expenses ($2,072,035) ($56.03)
Net Operating Income 

(before Direct Cost allocation) ($743,000) ($15.03)
Notes:

*excludes indirect overhead allocations
**Facility Floor Area Assumptions:

Gross Square Feet 53,030 

Less Common Area 16,049 

Net Square Feet 36,981 
Percent Usable        70%
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and potential new usable square feet of building area for each of the three improvement scenarios (see 
Table 6). 

The analysis provided in Table 6 provides a comparison of stabilized year annual net operating revenue 
(before debt service or capital facility improvement costs) for each of the selected improvement scenarios. 
The results shown in Table 6 indicate Scenario A: No Action is expected to have a total net operating cost 
(direct revenue less direct expenses) of approximately $912,000 per year. In comparison, Scenario B:
Upgrade and Remodel is expected to have a slightly more favorable net operating cost of $696,000 per 
year.  Scenario C: New Construction is expected to generate the most favorable net operating cost of 
approximately $496,000 per year (before debt service).

Appendix A contains the unit cost assumptions associated with the annual revenue and expense estimates.

Table 6. Annual Expense/Revenue Estimates for Garden Home Recreation Center

Revenue
  Net Program Revenue 1,329,412$       1,736,350$        2,640,400$       
  Other Revenue -$                   -$                     -$                    
  Total Revenue 1,329,412$   1,736,350$     2,640,400$       
Net Program Revenue Per Net SF $41.00 $41.00 $47.15

Expenses
 Operating Expenses
   Administration -$ -$ -$
    Programs & Instruction (862,917)$ (988,198)$ (1,306,708)$
    Building Maintenance (80,927)$ (88,042)$ (98,038)$
   Other -$ -$ -$

   Subtotal (943,844)$ (1,076,240)$ (1,404,745)$
 Fixed Operating Expenses
    Administration -  General (721,823)$ (826,619)$ (1,093,050)$
    Maintenance - Admin. (11,613)$ (13,299)$ (17,585)$
    Building Maintenance (389,043)$ (445,525)$ (530,212)$
    Vehicle & Equiptment Maint. (5,712)$ (6,541)$ (8,650)$
   Other -$ -$ -$

Subtotal (1,128,191)$ (1,291,985)$ (1,649,497)$
Total Operations Expenses (2,072,035)$ (2,368,225)$ (3,054,242)$

 Non-Operating Expenses
   Interest Expense -$ -$ -$
   Depreciation - Facilities -$ -$ -$
   Depreciation - Equipment  $                -    $                 -    $                -   
   Replacement Reserves (Percent of fixed exp.) 15% 5% 5%
   Replacement Reserves (Amount)  $      (169,229)  $         (64,599)  $        (82,475)
   Other -$                   -$                     -$                    

Total Non-Operating Expenses (169,229)$         (64,599)$            (82,475)$           
Total Operating & Non-Operating Expenses
(before debt service) (2,241,264)$ (2,432,824)$    (3,136,717)$     
Net Operating Income (before debt service) (911,852)$     (696,474)$       (496,317)$         
Annual escalation assumption 3% 3% 3%
Facility Size
  Gross 53,000              60,500                80,000               
  Net Usable 36,981              70% 42,350                70% 56,000               70%
  Net Programmable (as % of net usable space) 30,241              82% 34,727                82% 47,600               85%
Capital Cost (2011 dollar estimate) 945,000$          10,900,000$     15,200,000$     

Funding Assumptions

Pay as you go, 
repeat  every 7 

years four 
times 20-year bond* 20-year bond*

* Debt service assumptions are based on a 20-year term with a 5.5% interest rate and 110% reserve requirement.

Note: budgets are stated in constant FY 2010/2011 dollar amounts (and after first full year of project opening for Alts. B and C.)

C. New Construction
Annual Budget Est.

A.  No Action B. Upgrade & Remodel Alt.
Annual Budget Est. Annual Budget Est.
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Step 5.2. Document Annualized Net Income after Capital Costs and Debt Service

In this step, assumptions are established regarding the cost, timing and financing of capital improvement 
costs and major renovation costs (that go beyond what the replacement reserves can fund).

This preliminary analysis assumes that the tenant improvement costs in Scenario A are “pay as you go” 
expenditures through THRPD budgeted revenues and reserves. The estimated $945,000 in tenant 
improvement costs covers primarily windows, roofing, carpets, furniture, lighting, and furniture, 
appliances, and equipment. Scenario A assumes these expenditures occur upfront, and then repeated every 
seven years (year 1, year 7 and year 14). This scenario also assumes that the constant dollar estimate of 
$945,000 escalates at an annual rate of 3.0 percent to arrive at future year dollar amounts.

Under Scenarios B and C, THPRD would presumably issue long-term debt financing. The terms for both 
scenarios assume 20-year terms, 5.5 percent annual interest, and a 110 percent reserve requirement 
financed in addition to the expected construction costs. Table 6 shows the upfront capital cost estimates 
for each improvement scenario. Refer to Appendix B and Appendix C for estimated debt amortization 
assumptions for Scenarios B and C, respectively.

Step 5.3. Estimate Remaining Facility Asset Value at End of Life-Cycle Time Period

In addition to the net income forecasts documented in Step 5.2, a LCC analysis should consider the 
remaining life of the facility or asset (building) at the end of the life-cycle period.  In this case, we have 
assumed that the asset life of the building under Scenario A is 30 years into the future. Under Scenario B 
with significant seismic improvements and building rehabilitation, we have assumed that the asset life is 
extended to 40 years, and with Scenario C, it is assumed that the new facility would have a 60 year life 
span.  Hence, at the end of the 30-year planning period, the remaining asset value would be zero with 
Scenario A; 25% of facility cost (times escalation allowance) with Scenario B; and 50% of facility cost 
(time escalation allowance) with Scenario C.

Step 5.4. Perform Life-Cycle Cost Analysis

This step of the LCC analysis combines the results from the net operating income analysis (Step 5.1) and 
annualized capital cost and debt service analysis (Step 5.2) and remaining asset value (Step 5.3) into a 
long-term schedule that depicts annual net operating income after debt service over the planning period. 
Discount rates are established to evaluate the net present value of future year dollar revenues or 
expenditures. For this analysis, FCS GROUP assumed a 30-year planning period and evaluated the net 
present value of the life-cycle costs (net operating income after debt service) by assuming discount rates of
3.0 percent, 4.0 percent and 5.0 percent.

Table 6 summarizes the result of this preliminary LCC analysis. As shown in Table 7, and based on the 
assumptions described above, the results of the LCC analysis generally indicate that there is a higher 
economic value associated with Scenario C: New Construction, followed by Scenario A: No Action, and 
then Scenario B: Upgrade and Remodel. For example, if we assume a 5.0 percent annual discount rate, the 
net present value of cash flows for Scenario C is negative $24.4 million, and for Scenario A is negative 
$23.0 million. Both of these estimates are less negative than for Scenario B, which is negative $26.5
million. Hence, the results indicate that scenarios A and C should be refined for further consideration, but 
Scenario B may not merit such consideration from an economic return on investment standpoint.
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Table 7. Net Present Value of Life-Cycle Costs, Comparison of Improvement Scenarios

Discount Rate 
Assumption

Scenario A
No Action

Scenario B
Upgrade & Remodel 

Scenario C
New Construction

3% ($30,200,000) ($32,800,000) ($28,200,000)

4% ($26,300,000) ($29,400,000) ($26,200,000)

5% ($23,000,000) ($26,500,000) ($24,400,000)

Source: Based on findings shown in Appendix D.

5.4. Refine Life-Cycle Cost Analysis Assumptions and Conduct Sensitivity Analysis

In this final step of the LCC analysis, the results from Steps 5.3 and 5.4 could be used to refine optional 
improvement scenarios. Additional analysis could include more refined or detailed cost estimates, 
funding/financing assumptions, or revenue assumptions for each scenario. New hybrid scenarios may also
be developed for consideration to help mitigate expected costs and/or to enhance future revenues; thereby 
generating a more positive return on investment for THPRD and its customers.

CONCLUSIONS AND NEXT STEPS
This memorandum is intended to provide a step-by-step approach to consistently evaluating aging 
recreation facilities and properties owned by THPRD. The findings utilize existing available studies and 
preliminary assumptions that can be refined in the future to provide more detailed estimates and analyses 
for decision-making purposes. 

The approach recommended for evaluating and comparing recreation facility improvement scenarios or 
options includes steps that start with data collection and analysis of facility conditions and improvement 
alternatives (steps 1 and 2). Interim steps identified define specific improvement scenarios and create 
assessment factors to be used for assessing their ability to address key issues (steps 3 and 4). The LCC
analysis in Step 5 includes a consistent method for calculating the net economic value or return on 
investment for each defined improvement alternative.

The combination of these steps can serve as a pilot approach for evaluating and comparing facility 
investment options. For potentially costly or controversial facility improvement decisions, THPRD must 
carefully consider and weigh the more subjective evaluation criteria that result from Step 4 with the 
quantified economic evaluation results from Step 5 before making a final decision regarding the preferred 
facility investment approach. This allows THPRD to ascertain issues like safety and community 
preferences along with measures of economic return on investment. 
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APPENDIX A
UNIT COST ASSUMPTIONS FOR ANNUAL OPERATING 
AND EXPENSES BY IMPROVEMENT SCENARIO
(PER SQUARE FOOT OF NET USABLE FLOOR AREA)

A. No Action* B. Upgrade & Remodel C. New Construction

Unit Cost

Variation 
from A to 

B** Unit Cost

Variation 
from A to 

C** Unit Cost

Revenue
Net Program Revenue Per Net 
Usable  SF $41.00 0.0% $41.00 15.0% $47.15 

Direct Expenses

Variable Operating Expenses
Administration $0.00 0.0% $0.00 0.0% $0.00 

Programs & Instruction ($23.33) 0.0% ($23.33) 0.0% ($23.33)

Building Maintenance ($2.19) -5.0% ($2.08) -20.0% ($1.75)

Other $0.00 0.0% $0.00 0.0% $0.00 

Subtotal 
Fixed Operating Expenses

Administration - General ($19.52) 0.0% ($19.52) 0.0% ($19.52)

Maintenance - Admin. ($0.31) 0.0% ($0.31) 0.0% ($0.31)

Building Maintenance ($10.52) 0.0% ($10.52) -10.0% ($9.47)

Vehicle & Equipment Maint. ($0.15) 0.0% ($0.15) 0.0% ($0.15)

Other $0.00 0.0% $0.00 0.0% $0.00 

Subtotal `
* derived from existing adopted budget for Garden Home Recreation Center, estimated by THPRD.
** based on expected change in energy costs, derived from supporting studies and assumptions.
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1. The Park District’s summer 2011 activities guide was mailed in late March to all 
residences within THPRD boundaries. As usual, the summer camp guide was part of 
the book and was also sent separately to Beaverton elementary schools for delivery to 
parents.  Copies of the activities guide and summer camp guide were also distributed to 
THPRD facilities and certain community locations, and both have been available on 
www.thprd.org since March 10.  Registration for summer programs begins April 16 at 
8:00 a.m. 

2. Park District managers have begun meetings with key neighborhood groups to inform 
them about plans for the 112th Avenue site and to answer questions. The first meeting 
was with the Vose Neighborhood Association Committee (NAC) on March 17 in tandem 
with the District’s scheduled bond measure update to the group.  THPRD will present to 
four additional NACs in April-May: Central Beaverton, Denney Whitford/Raleigh West, 
Highland, and South Beaverton.

3. THPRD’s new grant-writing consultant has been busy working with staff on proposals for 
the district and the Tualatin Hills Park Foundation. The consultant edited the proposals 
and made suggestions for improvement to the final applications.  The largest request,
$70,000, was to the Oregon Parks & Recreation for a Local Government Grant that 
would help upgrade Camille Park.

Aquatics
Sharon Hoffmeister, Superintendent of Aquatic Program Services

1. Aloha Swim Center was closed for repairs March 19-27. Projects completed include 
resurfacing of the dressing room floors and installation of the control panel for the 
ultraviolet (UV) unit.  With the UV unit now operational, we can begin using the pool 
blankets installed last September.

2. During National Water Safety month in May, we will again be promoting our Helping 
Hands Campaign. This event helps raise funds for the Aquatics Advisory Committee in 
order to providing matching funds with Parent-Teacher Organizations at local elementary 
schools to provide the Learn to Swim program for their students.
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Maintenance
Dave Chrisman, Superintendent of Maintenance Operations

1. Staff recently completed equipment overhauls for the Toro mowing fleet. The fleet 
includes six high production mowers and eight trim mowers. Overhaul activities included
engine tune-ups, belt adjustments, spindle replacements, blade replacements, bearing 
replacements, bearing lubrications, mow deck adjustments and hydraulic fluid 
replacements. The winter maintenance program begins in November and is completed 
in February.  The spring mowing program will begin soon to coincide with the start of the 
baseball season.  

2. Staff has been working with contractors to complete irrigation and landscape upgrades 
at Matrix Hill Park. A new irrigation system installation is underway, which includes a 
drip system for newly installed landscape at the front of the park, and another system for 
the landscape along the bank leading to the top of the hill.  Three quick coupler valves 
have been installed to provide water access to spray-wash the pathway. A new control 
system will also be installed at the site.  

Natural Resources & Trails Management
Bruce Barbarasch, Superintendent of Natural Resources & Trails Management

1. Sustainability. The Sustainable Purchases Fund, which is dedicated to small, in-house 
sustainability projects, awarded funds for low-flow showerheads and toilets, reusable 
mugs, electric hand-dryers, and a utility bike.

2. Month of Green. The Sustainability Committee and Interpretive Center staff are 
preparing for April’s Month of Green activities which include: staff trainings, posters, 
Nature Days in the Parks, and a Green Garden Fair.

3. ADA Trail Access. Staff are interpreting and working on an action plan for new ADA 
rules which allow additional types of motorized access for disabled individuals on trails.

4. Volunteer Report. Two hundred fifty volunteers worked in nine different parks over the 
last month, including Vale, Chantal Village, Rosa, Brookview, and Morrison Woods 
Parks.  Our volunteers contributed approximately 810 hours of time, valued at $14,600.  
Eagle Scout, Keith Crisologo, recently created five large, fly-like model bugs for Bug 
Fest.  Eagle Scouts are also working on restoration projects in Vale and Brookview 
Parks, as well as building educational materials for the Interpretive Center.

Planning & Development
Steve Gulgren, Superintendent of Planning & Development

1. Bond Projects: Staff continues to move forward on the two remaining play equipment 
replacement projects: Waterhouse Park and Lost Park. For the Waterhouse Park 
project, staff is finalizing drawings for jurisdictional submittal. For the Lost Park project, 
staff is preparing to release the Request for Quotes (RFQ) for contractor cost quotes. 
Both projects should to be under way by late spring and should be completed by the end 
of the summer.

2. PCC Site Improvements: Staff continues to work on two projects at the PCC Rock Creek 
Recreation Facility. The first project involves fencing related to the dog park as well as 
additional project fencing and netting. Staff has submitted the land development 
application to Washington County and is anticipating approval by the end of March. The 
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second project relates to the construction of an additional grant funded restroom. Staff 
is waiting for the final approval from PCC to proceed with the land development 
application submittal to the County.

3. 2011 Recreational Trails Program Grant (Cedar Mill Trail): Staff made a presentation to 
the Recreational Trails Program Advisory Committee on March 8. The proposed trail 
would connect 107th Avenue through Cedar Mill Park to the adjacent school. The total 
estimated project cost is $80,000 and the grant request is for $50,000. Therefore, the 
District match would be $30,000. The trail project was one of 20 projects that were 
presented to the review committee. Staff will be notified of the results sometime in April 
or May.

Programs & Special Activities
Lisa Novak, Superintendent of Programs & Special Activities

1. The Bethany Lake Community Garden is almost half-full at this time. All other THPRD
community gardens are full.

2. Tennis Center staff has been working closely with the USTA/PNW, and has chosen April 
10 to host a 10 & under tennis event. This one-day event will be followed by a regular 
program opportunity for the players to sign up. This new program will run during the 
month of May.

3. Park Maintenance staff has constructed two new tennis backboards to be placed at 
Sunset Park and Cedar Mill Park. The park court backboard inventory is now at 11. 

4. The Stuhr Center will honor over 100 volunteers during National Volunteer Week with a 
lunch on April 12.

5. The Jenkins Estate is now on www.myportlandwedding.com, the premier wedding web 
site for venues.  The Estate has had several tours and two bookings from the site in 
three weeks.

Recreation
Eric Owens, Superintendent of Recreation

1. Cedar Hills Recreation Center staff attended a gathering for local Cedar Hills community 
leaders at Cedar Hills United Church of Christ. The focus was networking and sharing 
various perspectives about needs in our area and challenges facing local residents.  The 
group was very interested in the Rec Mobile activities as well as the enrichment 
programs offered in our after school program.  Another meeting is scheduled for April to 
further examine additional collaborative opportunities.

2. The Garden Home Recreation Center Winter 2011 gymnastics show was held March 18.
There were approximately 70 kids from 10 different winter term classes who participated.  
Preparing for this show is a large team effort by staff from Programming, Building 
Maintenance, Skill Techs, and Ball Field Maintenance, who brought in additional 
bleacher seating for all the spectators.  It was another great show this year.

3. The Bureau of Environmental Services sewer project at the Garden Home Recreation 
Center is nearly complete. The field area is open for use and the new play structure is 
open. Remaining items are plantings, seeding of grass areas, and resurfacing the 



Page 4 of 7

pervious parking surface in the north end of the Garden Home Recreation Center 
property.

Security Operations
Mike Janin, Superintendent of Security Operations

1. Five, one-hour classes were recently held for all employees regarding THPRD's 
Emergency Response Program. This year, we presented a class entitled, THPRD 
Emergency Response Program - the last three years in review.  Overall, 235 employees 
attended.  Staff did a refresher on program content and reviewed five cases that were 
substantial in nature for employee involvement.  One more class will be available at the 
end of March.

Sports
Scott Brucker, Superintendent of Sports

1. Fields: The month of March was very wet, resulting in limited play on fields.  Baseball 
and softball play was rained out for the majority of the month, while soccer and lacrosse 
reviewed play daily in an effort to limit field damage.  The National Weather Service 
long-range models are predicting a wetter than usual April as well.

2. Special Events: On Saturday, April 9, the Athletic Center will be hosting the 2nd annual 5-
on-5 Hoop Extravaganza Basketball Tournament.  Final rosters are due April 4.

3. Facility Use: Staff is continuing facility use discussions with the Beaverton School 
District, targeting gym use.  Staff is working to make gym time usage more efficient, and
adding more early time slots available to the middle school teams.

Business Services
Cathy Brucker, Finance Manager

Nancy Hartman-Noye, Human Resources Manager
Mark Hokkanen, Risk and Contract Manager

Ann Mackiernan, Operations Analysis Manager
Phil Young, Information Services Manager

1. During the month of April, employees will be conducting earthquake drills. Departments 
participate by practicing the Drop, Cover and Hold technique and evacuation 
procedures.  Some departments also include the general public in educational sessions 
and practice evacuation scenarios.  This is an annual requirement for public employers.

2. The HMT Recreation Complex and East Annex graduated from the Oregon OSHA 
Safety and Health Achievement Recognition Program (SHARP) program. After a one-
year deferral, the first of three facility-based groups has completed the five-year 
evaluation process.  The SHARP program’s focus is for employers to become self-reliant 
in managing their own safety and health program and to incorporate safety and health 
into the core values of the organization.  THPRD is the first park and recreation agency 
in the nation, and the largest multi-site agency in Oregon, to complete this program.

3. In support of THPRD’s outreach initiatives, Human Resources Department staff 
participated in the Diversity and Government Career Fair on March 30. The career fair, 
sponsored by the State of Oregon, was held at the Ambridge Center in Portland.  The 
event focused on job placement for candidates from multicultural backgrounds, and 
attracted over 900 job-seekers.  Over 35 governmental and professional organizations 
participated in the event.
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Tualatin Hills Park and Recreation District
Monthly Capital Project Report
Estimated Cost vs. Budget
Through 02/28/11

Description
Prior Year Budget 

Amount
Budget Carryover to 

Current Year

New Funds 
Budgeted in Current 

Year
Cumulative Project 

Budget
Current Year 

Budget Amount
 Expended Prior 

Years 
 Expended         

Year-to-Date 
 Estimated Cost to 

Complete 
 Basis of 
Estimate 

 Project 
Cumulative  Current Year  Project Cumulative  Current Year 

(1) (2) (3) (1+3) (2+3) (4) (5) (6) (4+5+6) (5+6)
GENERAL FUND
 CAPITAL OUTLAY DIVISION
CARRY FORWARD PROJECTS
Off-leash Dog Park Construction 50,000                        50,000 - 50,000 50,000 - 140 49,860 Budget 50,000 50,000 - -
Land Acquisition- Jenkins Estate Right of Way                        90,000                        90,000 - 90,000 90,000 - - 90,000 Budget 90,000 90,000 - -
John Quincy Adams Young House Renovation 100,000                          4,500 - 100,000 4,500 86,171 - 4,500 Budget 90,671 4,500 9,329 -
Stuhr Center- Bequest Funded Project 75,000                        63,000 - 75,000 63,000 6,443 - 63,000 Budget 69,443 63,000 5,557 -
GIS Development                        35,508                        29,042 - 35,508 29,042 15,689 855 25,934 Award 42,478 26,789 (6,970) 2,253
Board/Conference Room-Audio                          8,000 5,982 8,000 5,982 1,591 82 5,900 Budget 7,573 5,982 427 -
Software Upgrades 20,000 20,000                                  - 20,000 20,000 - 25 19,975 Budget 20,000 20,000 - -
Challenge Grant Competitive Fund 30,000 30,000                                  - 30,000 30,000 - - 30,000 Budget 30,000 30,000 - -
John Marty Park Community Garden 16,750 7,700                                  - 16,750 7,700 15,016 - 7,700 Budget 22,716 7,700 (5,966) -
HMT Administration Center Front Office Remodel 85,000 55,530                        88,450 173,450 143,980 26,840 10,640 604 Deferred 38,084 11,244 135,366 132,736
Barnes School Field Irrigation Restoration 35,000 33,929                                  - 35,000 33,929 1,101 19,000 14,929 Budget 35,030 33,929 (30) -
Athletic Field Turf Renovation 45,000 45,000                                  - 45,000 45,000 - - 45,000 Budget 45,000 45,000 - -
Ridgewood View Park Improvements 44,000 44,000                                  - 44,000 44,000 - - 44,000 Budget 44,000 44,000 - -
Bethany Lake Cmmnty Garden Exp 15,000 15,000                                  - 15,000 15,000 100 5,297 9,703 Budget 15,100 15,000 (100) -
Utility Vehicle 10,000 10,000                                  - 10,000 10,000 - 11,932 - Complete 11,932 11,932 (1,932) (1,932)
GH Window Rplcmnt - Game Room 9,000 4,000                          5,000 14,000 9,000 - 8,927 - Complete 8,927 8,927 5,073 73
50M North Window Reseal 16,000 15,033                        10,967 26,967 26,000 967 22,170 - Complete 23,137 22,170 3,830 3,830
Jenkins Main House Dishwasher 3,700 3,700                                  - 3,700 3,700 - - - Deferred - - 3,700 3,700
Stuhr Ctr Supply Fan Motor 3,500 3,500                                  - 3,500 3,500 713 - - Deferred 713 - 2,787 3,500
Admin Office Condensing Unit 8,500 6,815                        20,000 28,500 26,815 1,702 8,439 6,642 Award 16,783 15,081 11,717 11,734
HSC Domestic Hot Water Hldg Tank 32,000 15,000                                  - 32,000 15,000 - 14,320 - Complete 14,320 14,320 17,680 680
Ridgewood Park Irrigation 25,000 25,000                                  - 25,000 25,000 - 11,338 13,662 Budget 25,000 25,000 - -
Forest Hills Park Irrigation 30,000 30,000                                  - 30,000 30,000 - - - Deferred - - 30,000 30,000
Forest Hills Park Bench 1,810 1,810                                  - 1,810 1,810 - - 1,800 Award 1,800 1,800 10 10
Signage Master Plan 75,000 75,000                                  - 75,000 75,000 995 - 75,000 Budget 75,995 75,000 (995) -
Rock Creek Trail Improvement 6,500 6,500                                  - 6,500 6,500 - - 6,500 Budget 6,500 6,500 - -
HMT Admin Bldg Skylight 38,000 38,000                                  - 38,000 38,000 - 34,880 - Complete 34,880 34,880 3,120 3,120
Athletic Ctr Pathway Lighting 23,000 19,300                                  - 23,000 19,300 2,340 765 595 Deferred 3,700 1,360 19,300 17,940

TOTAL CARRYOVER PROJECTS                      931,268                      747,341                      124,417                   1,055,685                      871,758                      159,668                      148,810                      515,304                   823,782                   664,114                        231,903                        207,644 

ATHLETIC FACILITY REPLACEMENT
Resurface Tennis Courts (2 sites) 39,000 39,000 39,000 - 38,398 - Complete 38,398 38,398 602 602
Long Jump Court Resurface 2,000 2,000 2,000 - 1,600 - Complete 1,600 1,600 400 400
Bball/Sftball Backstop Rplcmnt 1,500 1,500 1,500 - 1,500 - Complete 1,500 1,500 - -
Basketball Asphalt Pads 4,500 4,500 4,500 - 5,569 - Complete 5,569 5,569 (1,069) (1,069)
Install Bleacher Backs & Rails 6,600 6,600 6,600 - 6,396 - Complete 6,396 6,396 204 204
Athletic Field Lamps & Ballasts 2,500 2,500 2,500 - 2,500 - Complete 2,500 2,500 - -
Court Resurfacing 15,000 15,000 15,000 - 12,994 - Complete 12,994 12,994 2,006 2,006

TOTAL ATHLETIC FACILITY REPLACEMENT 71,100 71,100 71,100 - 68,957 - 68,957 68,957 2,143 2,143
ATHLETIC FACILITY IMPROVEMENT
Baseball/Softball Field Netting 5,000 5,000 5,000 - - 5,000 Budget 5,000 5,000 - -
Indoor Basketball Score Boards (AC) 9,500 9,500 9,500 - 7,234 - Complete 7,234 7,234 2,266 2,266
Kiosk - Greenway Park 3,000 3,000 3,000 - - 3,000 Budget 3,000 3,000 - -
HMT South Athletic Field Irrgtn Rplcmnt Study 15,000 15,000 15,000 - 14,641 359 Award 15,000 15,000 - -
Turf Field @ Jacob Wismer Elementary - - - - 10,976 - Complete 10,976 10,976 (10,976) (10,976)

TOTAL ATHLETIC FACILITY IMPROVEMENT 32,500 32,500 32,500 - 32,851 8,359 41,210 41,210 (8,710) (8,710)

PARK AND TRAIL REPLACEMENTS
Drinking Fountains 41,000 41,000 41,000 - 26,775 14,225 Budget 41,000 41,000 - -
Stuhr Center Irrigation Repair - - - - 3,000 - Complete 3,000 3,000 (3,000) (3,000)
Signage (Master Plan Project) 50,000 50,000 50,000 - 17,738 32,262 Budget 50,000 50,000 - -
Concrete Sidewalk Repair 130,039 130,039 130,039 - 10,514 61,151 Deferred 71,665 71,665 58,374 58,374
Asphalt Path Rplcmnt & Repair 390,369 390,369 390,369 - 9,907 380,462 Budget 390,369 390,369 - -
Fence Replacement (3 sites) 22,500 22,500 22,500 - - 22,500 Budget 22,500 22,500 - -
Tables & Benches (2 sites) 4,500 4,500 4,500 - 4,282 - Complete 4,282 4,282 218 218
Bridge & Boardwalk Repair (3 sites) 200,000 200,000 200,000 - 2,262 124,769 Deferred 127,031 127,031 72,969 72,969
Parking Lot Repair (1site) 113,200 113,200 113,200 - 662 112,538 Budget 113,200 113,200 - -
Slurry Seal Parking Lots 60,786 60,786 60,786 - 50,804 2,661 Award 53,465 53,465 7,321 7,321
Play Structure (3 sites) 259,000 259,000 259,000 - 59,134 199,866 Budget 259,000 259,000 - -
Matrix Hill Woods Natural Area - - - - 15,202 7,000 Award 22,202 22,202 (22,202) (22,202)

TOTAL PARK AND TRAIL REPLACEMENTS 1,271,394 1,271,394 1,271,394 - 200,280 957,434 1,157,714 1,157,714 113,680 113,680

Project Budget Project Expenditures Estimated Total Costs Est. Cost (Over) Under Budget
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Tualatin Hills Park and Recreation District
Monthly Capital Project Report
Estimated Cost vs. Budget
Through 02/28/11

Description
Prior Year Budget 

Amount
Budget Carryover to 

Current Year
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Budgeted in Current 
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Cumulative Project 

Budget
Current Year 

Budget Amount
 Expended Prior 
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 Expended         
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 Project 
Cumulative  Current Year  Project Cumulative  Current Year 

(1) (2) (3) (1+3) (2+3) (4) (5) (6) (4+5+6) (5+6)

Project Budget Project Expenditures Estimated Total Costs Est. Cost (Over) Under Budget

PARK AND TRAIL IMPROVEMENTS
Memorial Benches 8,000 8,000 8,000 - 858 7,142 Budget 8,000 8,000 - -
Outdoor Tent 1,500 1,500 1,500 - - 1,500 Budget 1,500 1,500 - -
RTP Grant - Fanno Creek Trail Bridge 48,000 48,000 48,000 - - - Award - - 48,000 48,000
MTIP Grant - Fanno Crk Trl/Hall Crsg 359,000 359,000 359,000 - - - Award - - 359,000 359,000
LGGP Grant - PCC Complex Rstrms 35,000 35,000 35,000 - - 35,000 Budget 35,000 35,000 - -
LGGP Grant Match- Cedar Hills Play Equipment                        50,000 50,000 50,000 - - - Award - - 50,000 50,000

TOTAL PARK AND TRAIL IMPROVEMENTS                      501,500                      501,500                      501,500                                  -                             858                        43,642                     44,500                     44,500                        457,000                        457,000 

CHALLENGE GRANTS
Challenge Grants 97,500 97,500 97,500 - 13,920 83,580 Budget 97,500 97,500 - -

TOTAL CHALLENGE GRANTS 97,500 97,500 97,500 - 13,920 83,580 97,500 97,500 - -

BUILDING REPLACEMENTS
Harman Swim Ctr Boiler                        40,000 40,000 40,000 - 39,310 - Complete 39,310 39,310 690 690
GH Boiler Room Roof & Gutter Rplc                        11,000 11,000 11,000 - 10,228 - Complete 10,228 10,228 772 772
Jenkins Tea House Roof/Gutter Rplc                          3,400 3,400 3,400 - 2,614 - Complete 2,614 2,614 786 786
Jenkins Water Tower Roof/Gutter Rplc                          7,800 7,800 7,800 - 5,784 - Complete 5,784 5,784 2,016 2,016
Jenkins Eqpmnt Shed Roof Rplc                          8,200 8,200 8,200 - 3,602 - Complete 3,602 3,602 4,598 4,598
Jenkins Root Cellar Roof Rplcmnt                          2,800 2,800 2,800 - 6,800 - Complete 6,800 6,800 (4,000) (4,000)
GH Gym Landing Roof Rplcmnt                          1,500 1,500 1,500 - 5,960 - Complete 5,960 5,960 (4,460) (4,460)
AC Wood Floor Refinish                        12,000 12,000 12,000 - 10,000 - Complete 10,000 10,000 2,000 2,000
Str Manzanita Wood Floor Refinish                          1,250 1,250 1,250 - - 1,300 Award 1,300 1,300 (50) (50)
CH Wood Floor Rfnsh - Rms 5&6                          3,200 3,200 3,200 - 1,943 - Complete 1,943 1,943 1,257 1,257
CRA Wood Floor Rfnsh - Gym & Aerobics                          4,700 4,700 4,700 - 4,190 - Complete 4,190 4,190 510 510
Garden Home Carpet (Office)                        10,900 10,900 10,900 - - 10,900 Budget 10,900 10,900 - -
BSC Pool Non-skid Floor - Dressing Rms                        25,000 25,000 25,000 - 25,588 - Complete 25,588 25,588 (588) (588)
GH Tile Floor - Room 7                          9,000 9,000 9,000 - - 8,969 Award 8,969 8,969 31 31
50M South Windows Recaulk                        12,500 12,500 12,500 - 10,325 - Complete 10,325 10,325 2,175 2,175
CRA Pool Circulation Pumps (Lap & Leisure)                        10,500 10,500 10,500 - 10,252 - Complete 10,252 10,252 248 248
CRA Lap Chemtrol                          2,950 2,950 2,950 - 2,555 - Complete 2,555 2,555 395 395
CRA Leisure Chemtrol                          2,950 2,950 2,950 - 2,555 - Complete 2,555 2,555 395 395
50M Pool Tank Resurface                      205,000 205,000 205,000 - 69,206 135,794 Budget 205,000 205,000 - -
Waterslide (2) SPLASH                          9,000 9,000 9,000 - - 9,000 Budget 9,000 9,000 - -
50M Pool Filter Covers                          5,500 5,500 5,500 - 4,518 - Complete 4,518 4,518 982 982
50M Pool Filter Grids (6)                          2,800 2,800 2,800 - 3,419 - Complete 3,419 3,419 (619) (619)
50M Dive Tower Repair                          4,500 4,500 4,500 - 4,500 - Complete 4,500 4,500 - -
50M Dive Tower Steps Repair                          9,000 9,000 9,000 - 8,845 - Complete 8,845 8,845 155 155
50M Dive Boards (2)                          6,800 6,800 6,800 - 6,414 - Complete 6,414 6,414 386 386
Raleigh Recharge Pool Filters                          4,200 4,200 4,200 - 3,824 - Complete 3,824 3,824 376 376
RSC Circuit Breaker Panel (Pump Rm)                          4,000 4,000 4,000 - 2,376 214 Award 2,590 2,590 1,410 1,410
Relamp West Air Structure                          2,000 2,000 2,000 - 894 - Complete 894 894 1,106 1,106
CRA Parking Lot Light Bulbs                          3,200 3,200 3,200 - 1,064 - Complete 1,064 1,064 2,136 2,136
TC Exterior Light Pole Standards                          7,000 7,000 7,000 - 2,861 - Complete 2,861 2,861 4,139 4,139
50M Interior Paint (Pool Area)                        12,000 12,000 12,000 - 1,649 1,351 Award 3,000 3,000 9,000 9,000
ASC Light Fixtures Lobby/Dress                          6,500 6,500 6,500 - 2,531 3,969 Budget 6,500 6,500 - -
50M Pool Exterior Paint                          3,300 3,300 3,300 - 2,382 - Complete 2,382 2,382 918 918
Tennis Exterior Paint                          1,000 1,000 1,000 - 1,034 - Complete 1,034 1,034 (34) (34)
Jenkins Gate House Exterior Paint                          2,800 2,800 2,800 - - 2,800 Award 2,800 2,800 - -
Athletic Ctr Exterior Paint                          2,000 2,000 2,000 - - 1,500 Award 1,500 1,500 500 500
Str Ctr Compressor (Weight Rm)                          6,500 6,500 6,500 - 3,164 - Complete 3,164 3,164 3,336 3,336
SSC Men's Locker Room Heater                          3,500 3,500 3,500 - 6,521 - Complete 6,521 6,521 (3,021) (3,021)
Str Ctr Supply Fan Motor (Weight Rm)                          3,500 3,500 3,500 - - - Deferred - - 3,500 3,500
Str Ctr Sewer Line                        12,000 12,000 12,000 - 7,800 - Complete 7,800 7,800 4,200 4,200
HSC Retube Water Heat Exchanger                          6,000 6,000 6,000 - 6,000 - Complete 6,000 6,000 - -
ASC Dressing Rm Non-skid Floors                        16,000 16,000 16,000 - - 14,060 Award 14,060 14,060 1,940 1,940
GHRC Roof and Gutter                                  - - - - 6,000 - Complete 6,000 6,000 (6,000) (6,000)

TOTAL BUILDING REPLACEMENTS                      507,750                      507,750                      507,750                                  -                      286,708                      189,857                   476,565                   476,565                          31,185                          31,185 
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Project Budget Project Expenditures Estimated Total Costs Est. Cost (Over) Under Budget

BUILDING IMPROVEMENTS
Asbestos Abatement 9,000 9,000 9,000 - 7,200 - Complete 7,200 7,200 1,800 1,800
Chemical Storage Sheds 900 900 900 - 699 - Complete 699 699 201 201
Sump pump Wells/Drainage - AC 40,000 40,000 40,000 - 31,469 - Complete 31,469 31,469 8,531 8,531
JQAY Grading & Fndtn Rpr Plan Dvlpmnt 10,000 10,000 10,000 - - 10,000 Award 10,000 10,000 - -
Community Benefit Fund Project 325,000 325,000 325,000 - 3,969 321,031 Budget 325,000 325,000 - -
Mntnc Facility Acquisition Costs 5,326,842 5,326,842 5,326,842 - 5,312,093 18,048 Award 5,330,141 5,330,141 (3,299) (3,299)
Mntnc Facility Renovation Costs 2,367,618 2,367,618 2,367,618 - 34,130 2,333,488 Budget 2,367,618 2,367,618 - -

TOTAL BUILDING IMPROVEMENTS 8,079,360 8,079,360 8,079,360 - 5,389,560 2,682,567 8,072,127 8,072,127 7,233 7,233

ENERGY SAVINGS PERFORMANCE CONTRACT
Energy Saving Improvements 1,675,000 1,675,000 1,675,000 346,936 1,138,567 166,720 Award 1,652,223 1,305,287 22,777 369,713

TOTAL ENERGY SAVINGS PERFORMANCE CONTRACT 1,675,000 1,675,000 1,675,000 346,936 1,138,567 166,720 1,652,223 1,305,287 22,777 369,713

ADA PROJECTS
Repair Gatehouse ADA Ramp                          1,500 1,500 1,500 - 1,474 - Complete 1,474 1,474 26 26
Aloha Swim Ctr ADA Lift                          6,900 6,900 6,900 - 8,421 - Complete 8,421 8,421 (1,521) (1,521)
CRA ADA Lift                          5,500 5,500 5,500 - 5,215 - Complete 5,215 5,215 285 285
Commonwealth Prk N Trail Realignment                        69,000 69,000 69,000 - 1,863 67,137 Budget 69,000 69,000 - -
All Terrain Wheelchair 2,500 2,500 2,500 - 925 - Complete 925 925 1,575 1,575

TOTAL ADA PROJECTS 85,400 85,400 85,400 - 17,898 67,137 85,035 85,035 365 365

EQUIPMENT AND FURNISHINGS
60" Banner Latex Printer/Plotter 28,272 28,272 28,272 - 28,146 - Complete 28,146 28,146 126 126
Athletic Center AED - - - - 1,879 - Complete 1,879 1,879 (1,879) (1,879)

TOTAL EQUIPMENT AND FURNISHINGS 28,272 28,272 28,272 - 30,025 - 30,025 30,025 (1,753) (1,753)
TOTAL CAPITAL OUTLAY DIVISION 931,268                    747,341                    12,474,193               13,405,461               13,221,534               506,604                    7,328,434                 4,714,600                 12,549,638             12,043,034             855,823                       1,178,500                    
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Project Budget Project Expenditures Estimated Total Costs Est. Cost (Over) Under Budget

INFORMATION SERVICES DEPARTMENT
System/workstn Replcmnt 65,000 65,000 65,000 - 34,431 30,569 Budget 65,000 65,000 - -
Server Replacements 35,000 35,000 35,000 - 21,580 13,420 Budget 35,000 35,000 - -
LAN/WAN Replcmnt 5,000 5,000 5,000 - - 5,000 Budget 5,000 5,000 - -
Printers/Network Printers 5,000 5,000 5,000 - 900 4,100 Budget 5,000 5,000 - -
Telephones 18,897 18,897 18,897 - 19,546 - Complete 19,546 19,546 (649) (649)
Misc. Application Software 20,000 20,000 20,000 - 3,918 16,082 Budget 20,000 20,000 - -
Springbrook Software Upgrade 48,800 48,800 48,800 - 16,422 32,378 Award 48,800 48,800 - -
Backup Generator 50,000 50,000 50,000 - 30,988 - Complete 30,988 30,988 19,012 19,012
Computer Workstation 3,400 3,400 3,400 - - 3,400 Budget 3,400 3,400 - -
Volunteer Tracking Software 7,500 7,500 7,500 - - 7,500 Budget 7,500 7,500 - -

TOTAL INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY IMPROVEMENTS 258,597 258,597 258,597 - 127,785 112,449 240,234 240,234 18,363 18,363

TOTAL INFORMATION SYSTEMS DEPARTMENT -                                -                                258,597                    258,597                    258,597                    -                                127,785                    112,449                    240,234                  240,234                  18,363                         18,363                         

MAINTENANCE DEPARTMENT
BUILDING EQUIPMENT REPLACEMENT
Tennis Court Sweeper 10,000 10,000 10,000 - 9,999 - Complete 9,999 9,999 1 1

TOTAL BUILDING EQUIPMENT REPLACEMENT 10,000 10,000 10,000 - 9,999 - 9,999 9,999 1 1

FLEET REPLACEMENTS
Utility Vehicle (1) 13,000 13,000 13,000 - 12,611 - Complete 12,611 12,611 389 389
Trim Mower 39,000 39,000 39,000 - 36,806 - Complete 36,806 36,806 2,194 2,194
2 Yard Dump Truck (1) 28,000 28,000 28,000 - 28,331 - Complete 28,331 28,331 (331) (331)
Top Dresser (1) 7,500 7,500 7,500 - 7,500 Budget 7,500 7,500 - -
Aerators (2) 12,000 12,000 12,000 - 11,394 - Complete 11,394 11,394 606 606
Large Rotary Mower 85,000 85,000 85,000 - 83,772 - Complete 83,772 83,772 1,228 1,228
Trim Rotary Mower 50,000 50,000 50,000 - 50,558 - Complete 50,558 50,558 (558) (558)
Compact Hybrid SUV 34,000 34,000 34,000 - 33,549 - Complete 33,549 33,549 451 451
15 Passenger Van 26,000 26,000 26,000 - 24,350 - Complete 24,350 24,350 1,650 1,650
Full Size Crew Cab Pickup 21,200 21,200 21,200 - 20,837 - Complete 20,837 20,837 363 363
Full Size Crew Cab Pickup 29,000 29,000 29,000 - 21,412 - Complete 21,412 21,412 7,588 7,588

TOTAL  FLEET REPLACEMENTS 344,700 344,700 344,700 - 323,620 7,500 331,120 331,120 13,580 13,580

TOTAL MAINTENANCE DEPARTMENT -                                -                                354,700                    354,700                    354,700                    -                                333,619                    7,500                        341,119                  341,119                  13,581                         13,581                         

GRAND TOTAL GENERAL FUND 931,268                    747,341                    13,087,490               14,018,758               13,834,831               506,604                    7,789,838                 4,834,549                 -                      13,130,991             12,624,387             887,767                       1,210,444                    
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SDC FUND
LAND ACQUISITION
Land Acquisition (SE Quadrant) 250,000 250,000 - 250,000 250,000 1,868 - 250,000 Budget 251,868 250,000 (1,868) -
Land Acquisition (FY 11) - - 260,000 260,000 260,000 - 41 259,959 Budget 260,000 260,000 - -
Bonny Slope/BSD Land Acquisition - - 240,000 240,000 240,000 - 240,000 - Complete 240,000 240,000 - -
112th Facility/Field Site - - 1,000,000 1,000,000 1,000,000 - 928,064 - Complete 928,064 928,064 71,936 71,936
TOTAL LAND ACQUISITION 250,000 250,000 1,500,000 1,750,000 1,750,000 1,868 1,168,105 509,959 - 1,679,932 1,678,064 70,068 71,936

IMPROVEMENT/DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS
PCC Rock Creek Construction (related costs) 10,140,372 - - 10,140,372 - 9,204,861 10,071 - Complete 9,214,932 10,071 925,440 (10,071)
Beaverton Powerline Trail Segments 7-11 802,500 65,000 - 802,500 65,000 951,489 8,979 - Complete 960,468 8,979 (157,968) 56,021
Synthetic Turf Field Matching Funds 800,000 600,000 - 800,000 600,000 200,000 - 600,000 Budget 800,000 600,000 - -
Fanno Creek Trail 1,311,950 1,129,766 - 1,311,950 1,129,766 284,468 67,200 1,062,566 Budget 1,414,234 1,129,766 (102,284) -
MTIP Grant Match for Westside Trail 40,000 30,000 - 40,000 30,000 - - 30,000 Budget 30,000 30,000 10,000 -
Bonny Slope/BSD Trail Development 175,000 175,000 - 175,000 175,000 - - 175,000 Budget 175,000 175,000 - -
LWCF Grant Match/Schiffler Park Pavillion 50,000 50,000 - 50,000 50,000 - - 50,000 Budget 50,000 50,000 - -
Jackie Husen Park Construction 190,844 190,844 - 190,844 190,844 - 17 - Complete 17 17 190,827 190,827
PCC Rec Complex Site Amenities 72,000 47,000 - 72,000 47,000 25,074 588 46,412 Budget 72,074 47,000 (74) -
MTIP Grant Match-Fanno Creek Trail/Hall Blvd Crossing 41,000 39,000 - 41,000 39,000 - - 39,000 Budget 39,000 39,000 2,000 -
LGGP Grant Match-PCC Restroom 35,000 35,000 - 35,000 35,000 - 207 34,793 Budget 35,000 35,000 - -
Winkleman Park Master Plan 100,000 25,000 - 100,000 25,000 78,257 20,973 - Complete 99,230 20,973 770 4,027
LGGP Grnt-Cedar Hills Play Equip - - 50,000 50,000 50,000 - 50,000 Budget 50,000 50,000 - -
112th St. Field Construction - - 1,000,000 1,000,000 1,000,000 - 17,220 982,780 Budget 1,000,000 1,000,000 - -
Winkleman Park Phase I - - 282,000 282,000 282,000 - 1,911 280,089 Budget 282,000 282,000 - -
Undesignated Projects - - 2,103,003 2,103,003 2,103,003 - - 2,103,003 Budget 2,103,003 2,103,003 - -
TOTAL DEVELOPMENT/IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS 13,758,666 2,386,610 3,435,003 17,193,669 5,821,613 10,744,149 127,166 5,453,643 16,324,958 5,580,809 868,711 240,804

Total - SDC Fund
14,008,666               2,636,610                 4,935,003                 18,943,669               7,571,613                 10,746,017               1,295,271                 5,963,602                 18,004,890             7,258,873               938,779                       312,740                       

KEY
Budget Estimate based on original budget - not started and/or no basis for change

Deferred Some or all of Project has been eliminated to reduce overall capital costs for year.
Award Estimate based on Contract Award amount or quote price estimates

Complete Project completed - no additional estimated costs to complete.
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BOND CAPITAL PROJECTS FUND

New Neighborhood Parks Development
SE 91-901 AM Kennedy Park 1,285,250                                   12,094 1,297,344 65,605                   14,348                   79,953                   1,217,391               Budget 1,297,344               -                     6.2%

Project Budget Project Expenditures

SE 91 901 AM Kennedy Park 1,285,250                                   12,094 1,297,344 65,605 14,348 79,953 1,217,391 Budget 1,297,344                                    6.2%
SW 91-902 Barsotti Park 1,285,250                                   12,450 1,297,700 -                             -                             -                             1,297,700               Budget 1,297,700               -                     0.0%
NW 91-903 Kaiser Ridge Park 771,150                                        7,470 778,620 1,265                     20,654                   21,919                   756,701                  Budget 778,620                  -                     2.8%
SW 91-904 Roy Dancer Park 771,150                                        7,463 778,613 -                             5,459                     5,459                     773,154                  Budget 778,613                  -                     0.7%
NE 91-905 Roger Tilbury Park 771,150                                        7,463 778,613 -                             -                             -                             778,613                  Budget 778,613                  -                     0.0%

Total New Neighborhood Parks Development 4,883,950             46,940                  4,930,890        66,870                40,461                107,331              4,823,559            4,930,890            - 2.2%

Renovate & Redevelop Neighborhood Parks
NE 91-906 Cedar Mill Park & Trail 1,125,879                       10,906 1,136,785 -                             -                             -                             1,136,785               Budget 1,136,785               -                     0.0%
SE 91-907 Camille Park 514,100                         4,862 518,962 31,553                   66,089                   97,642                   421,320                  Budget 518,962                  -                     18.8%
NW 91-908 Somerset West Park 1,028,200                         9,960 1,038,160 -                             297                        297                        1,037,863               Budget 1,038,160               -                     0.0%
NW 91-909 Pioneer Park and Bridge Replacement 544,934                         5,262 550,196 3,101                     33,348                   36,449                   513,747                  Budget 550,196                  -                     6.6%
SE 91-910 Vista Brook Park 514,100                         4,971 519,071 1,595                     27,325                   28,920                   490,151                  Budget 519,071                  -                     5.6%

Total Renovate & Redevelop Neighborhood Parks 3,727,213                35,961                     3,763,174            36,249                   127,059                 163,308                 3,599,866               3,763,174               -                     4.3%

New Neighborhood Parks
NW 98-880 New Neighborhood Park - NW Quadrant                  1,500,000                       13,680 1,513,680 -                             2,223                     2,223                     1,511,457               Budget 1,513,680               -                     0.1%
NE 98-745 New Neighborhood Park - NE Quadrant                  1,500,000                       14,531 1,514,531 -                             34,900                   34,900                   1,479,631               Budget 1,514,531               -                     2.3%
SW 98-746 New Neighborhood Park - SW Quadrant                  1,500,000                       14,531 1,514,531 -                             982,116                 982,116                 532,415                  Budget 1,514,531               -                     64.8%
SE 98 747 N N i hb h d P k SE Q d t 2 553 279 2 553 279 (1 038 748) B d t 1 514 531 168 6%SE 98-747 New Neighborhood Park - SE Quadrant                  1,500,000                       14,531 1,514,531 -                             2,553,279              2,553,279              (1,038,748)              Budget 1,514,531               -                     168.6%
NW 98-748 New Neighborhood Park (North Bethany)                  1,500,000                       14,531 1,514,531 -                             51,549                   51,549                   1,462,982               Budget 1,514,531               -                     3.4%
UND 98-749 New Neighborhood Park - Undesignated                  1,500,000                       14,531 1,514,531 164,571                 (114,396)                50,175                   1,464,356               Budget 1,514,531               -                     3.3%

Total New Neighborhood Parks                  9,000,000                       86,335              9,086,335                    164,571                 3,509,671                 3,674,242                 5,412,093                  9,086,335                       - 40.4%

New Community Park Development
SW 92-915 SW Community Park 7,711,500                       74,691 7,786,191 2,051                     61                          2,112                     7,784,079               Budget 7,786,191               -                     0.0%

Total New Community Park Development                  7,711,500                       74,691              7,786,191                        2,051                             61                        2,112                 7,784,079                  7,786,191                       - 0.0%

New Community Park
NE 98-881 New Community Park 10,000,000                       96,799 10,096,799 12,950                   49,110                   62,060                   10,034,739              Budget 10,096,799              -                     0.6%

Total New Community Park                10,000,000                       96,799            10,096,799                      12,950                      49,110                      62,060               10,034,739                10,096,799                       - 0.6%

Renovate and Redevelop Community Parks
NE 92-916 Cedar Hills Park 6,194,905                       59,591 6,254,496 77,186                   28,815                   106,001                 6,148,495               Budget 6,254,496               -                     1.7%
SE 92-917 Schiffler Park 3,598,700                       33,722 3,632,422 206,561                 150,329                 356,890                 3,275,532               Budget 3,632,422               -                     9.8%

Total Renovate and Redevelop Community Parks                  9,793,605                       93,313              9,886,918                    283,747                    179,144                    462,891                 9,424,027                  9,886,918                       - 4.7%

Natural Area PreservationNatural Area Preservation
NE 97-963 Roger Tilbury Memorial Park 30,846                            299 31,145                   -                               5                              5                              31,140                     Budget 31,145                     -                       0.0%
NE 97-964 Cedar Mill Park 30,846                            299 31,145                   -                               29                            29                            31,116                     Budget 31,145                     -                       0.1%
NE 97-965 Jordan/Jackie Husen Park 308,460                         2,988 311,448                 -                               28                            28                            311,420                   Budget 311,448                   -                       0.0%
NW 97-966 NE/Bethany Meadows Trail Habitat Connection 246,768                         2,390 249,158                 -                               -                               -                               249,158                   Budget 249,158                   -                       0.0%
NW 97-967 Kaiser Ridge Park 10,282                            100 10,382                   -                               -                               -                               10,382                     Budget 10,382                     -                       0.0%
NW 97-968 Allenbach Acres Park 41,128                            398 41,526                   38                            -                               38                            41,488                     Budget 41,526                     -                       0.1%
NW 97-969 Crystal Creek Park 205,640                         1,992 207,632                 -                               -                               -                               207,632                   Budget 207,632                   -                       0.0%
NE 97-970 Foothills Park 61,692                            590 62,282                   1,333                       2,246                       3,579                       31,021                     Award 34,600                     27,682             10.3%
NE 97-971 Commonwealth Lake Park 41,128                            388 41,516                   1,900                       2,917                       4,817                       13,194                     Award 18,011                     23,505             26.7%
NW 97-972 Tualatin Hills Nature Park and Bridge Replacement 90,800                            878 91,678                   213                          830                          1,043                       90,635                     Budget 91,678                     -                       1.1%
NE 97-973 Pioneer Park 10,282                              99 10,381                   32                            -                               32                            10,349                     Budget 10,381                     -                       0.3%
NW 97-974 Whispering Woods Park 51,410                            476 51,886                 3,954                     14,935                   18,889                   17,297                    Award 36,186                    15,700           52.2%
NW 97-975 Willow Creek Nature Park 20,564                            196 20,760                 514                        1,225                     1,739                     19,021                    Budget 20,760                    -                     8.4%
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Project Budget Project Expenditures

SE 97-976 AM Kennedy Park 30,846                            299 31,145                 -                             45                          45                          31,100                    Budget 31,145                    -                     0.1%
SE 97-977 Camille Park 77,115                            747 77,862                 -                             100                        100                        77,762                    Budget 77,862                    -                     0.1%
SE 97-978 Vista Brook Park 20,564                            199 20,763                 -                             -                             -                             20,763                    Budget 20,763                    -                     0.0%
SE 97-979 Greenway Park/Koll Center 61,692                            598 62,290                 19                          405                        424                        61,866                    Budget 62,290                    -                     0.7%y , , , g ,
SE 97-980 Bauman Park 82,256                            793 83,049                 608                        304                        912                        82,137                    Budget 83,049                    -                     1.1%
SE 97-981 Fanno Creek Park 162,456                         1,574 164,030               -                             203                        203                        163,827                  Budget 164,030                  -                     0.1%
SE 97-982 Hideaway Park 41,128                            398 41,526                 -                             20                          20                          41,506                    Budget 41,526                    -                     0.0%
SW 97-983 Murrayhill Park 61,692                            535 62,227                 11,256                   9,369                     20,625                   2,797                      Award 23,422                    38,805           88.1%
SE 97-984 Hyland Forest Park 71,974                            618 72,592                 14,244                   1,503                     15,747                   56,845                    Budget 72,592                    -                     21.7%
SW 97-985 Cooper Mountain 205,640                         1,992 207,632               -                             5                            5                            207,627                  Budget 207,632                  -                     0.0%
SW 97-986 Winkleman Park 10,282                            100 10,382                 -                             9                            9                            10,373                    Budget 10,382                    -                     0.1%
SW 97-987 Lowami Hart Woods 287,896                         2,788 290,684               131                        452                        583                        290,101                  Budget 290,684                  -                     0.2%
SW 97-988 Rosa/Hazeldale Parks 28,790                            277 29,067                 275                        -                             275                        28,792                    Budget 29,067                    -                     0.9%
SW 97-989 Mt Williams Park 102,820                            996 103,816               -                             -                             -                             103,816                  Budget 103,816                  -                     0.0%
SW 97-990 Jenkins Estate 154,230                         1,489 155,719               942                        483                        1,425                     154,294                  Budget 155,719                  -                     0.9%
SW 97-991 Summercrest Park 10,282                              95 10,377                 798                        1,029                     1,827                     5,737                      Award 7,564                      2,813             24.2%
SW 97-992 Morrison Woods 61,692                            598 62,290                 -                             28                          28                          62,262                    Budget 62,290                    -                     0.0%
UND 97-993 Interpretive Sign Network 339,306                         3,287 342,593               -                             784                        784                        341,809                  Budget 342,593                  -                     0.2%
NW 97-994 Beaverton Creek Trail 61,692                            598 62,290                 -                             -                             -                             62,290                    Budget 62,290                    -                     0.0%
NW 97-995 Bethany WetlandsBronson Creek 41,128                            398 41,526                 -                             -                             -                             41,526                    Budget 41,526                    -                     0.0%
NW 97-996 Bluegrass Downs Park 15,423                            149 15,572                 -                             -                             -                             15,572                    Budget 15,572                    -                     0.0%
NW 97-997 Crystal Creek 41,128                            398 41,526                 -                             -                             -                             41,526                    Budget 41,526                    -                     0.0%
UND 97 914 Restoration of new properties to be acquired 643 023 6 231 649 254 649 254 Budget 649 254 0 0%UND 97-914 Restoration of new properties to be acquired 643,023                         6,231 649,254               -                             -                             - 649,254 Budget 649,254                  - 0.0%

Total Natural Area Preservation                  3,762,901                       36,250              3,799,151                      36,257                      36,954                      73,211                 3,617,435                  3,690,646           108,505 2.0%

Natural Area Preservation - Land Acquisition
UND 98-882 Natural Area Acquisitions 8,400,000                       81,350 8,481,350 3,884                     22,138                   26,022                   8,455,328               Budget 8,481,350               -                     0.3%

Total Natural Area Preservation - Land Acquisition                  8,400,000                       81,350              8,481,350                        3,884                      22,138                      26,022                 8,455,328                  8,481,350                       - 0.3%

New Linear Park and Trail Development
SW 93-918 Westside Trail Segments 1, 4, & 7 4,267,030                       40,481 4,307,511            154,425                 116,744                 271,169                 4,036,342               Budget 4,307,511               -                     6.3%
NE 93-920 Jordan/Husen Park Trail 1,645,120                       15,221 1,660,341            147,392                 52,782                   200,174                 1,460,167               Budget 1,660,341               -                     12.1%
NW 93-924 Waterhouse Trail Segments 1, 5 and West Spur 3,804,340                       35,873 3,840,213            178,553                 128,691                 307,244                 3,532,969               Budget 3,840,213               -                     8.0%
NW 93-922 Rock Creek Trail #5 & Allenbach, North Bethany #2 2,262,040                       21,516 2,283,556            72,245                   117,219                 189,464                 2,094,092               Budget 2,283,556               -                     8.3%
UND 93-923 Miscellaneous Natural Trails 100,000                            969 100,969               -                             6,024                     6,024                     94,945                    Budget 100,969                  -                     6.0%
NW 91-912 Nature Park - Old Wagon Trail 359,870                         2,693 362,563               142,618                 96,070                   238,688                 -                              Complete 238,688                  123,875         100.0%
NE 91-913 NE Quadrant Trail - Bluffs Phase 2 257,050                         2,486 259,536               1,525                     5,220                     6,745                     252,791                  Budget 259,536                  -                     2.6%
SW 93-921 Lowami Hart Woods 822,560                         7,474 830,034               90,005                   55,568                   145,573                 684,461                  Budget 830,034                  -                     17.5%
NW 91-911 Westside - Waterhouse Trail Connection 1,542,300                       14,896 1,557,196            8,832                     6,233                     15,065                   1,542,131               Budget 1,557,196               -                     1.0%

Total New Linear Park and Trail Development 15,060,310               141,609                   15,201,919          795,595                 584,551                 1,380,146              13,697,898              15,078,044              123,875         9.2%

New Linear Park and Trail Land Acquistion
UND 98-883 New Linear Park and Trail Acquisitions 1,200,000                       11,559 1,211,559 11,693                   490,858                 502,551                 709,008                  Budget 1,211,559               -                     41.5%

New Linear Park and Trail Land Acquistion 1,200,000                11,559                     1,211,559            11,693                   490,858                 502,551                 709,008                  1,211,559               -                     41.5%

Multi-field/Multi-purpose Athletic Field Development
SW 94-925 Winkleman Athletic Field 514,100                         4,958 519,058 4,460                       4,117                       8,577                       510,481                   Budget 519,058                   -                       1.7%
SE 94-926 Meadow Waye Park 514,100                         4,552 518,652 86,967                     299,732                   386,699                   14,479                     Award 401,178                   117,474           96.4%
NW 94-927 New Fields in NW Quadrant 514,100                         4,980 519,080 23                            -                               23                            519,057                   Budget 519,080                   -                       0.0%
NE 94-928 New Fields in NE Quadrant 514,100                         4,977 519,077 -                               32                            32                            519,045                   Budget 519,077                   -                       0.0%
SW 94-929 New Fields in SW Quadrant 514,100                         4,980 519,080 501                          168                          669                          518,411                   Budget 519,080                   -                       0.1%
SE 94-930 New Fields in SE Quadrant 514,100                         4,980 519,080 -                               -                               -                               519,080                   Budget 519,080                   -                       0.0%

Total Multi-field/Multi-purpose Athletic Field Dev. 3,084,600                29,427                     3,114,027              91,951                     304,049                   396,000                   2,600,553                2,996,553                117,474           13.2%
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Deferred Park Maintenance Replacements
UND 96-960 Play Structure Replacements at 11 sites 810,223                         3,198 813,421                 544,115                   115,770                   659,885                   68,809                     Award 728,694                   84,727             90.6%
NW 96-720 Bridge/boardwalk replacement - Willow Creek 96,661 936 97,597 - - - 97,597 Budget 97,597 - 0.0%NW 96-720 Bridge/boardwalk replacement - Willow Creek 96,661 936 97,597 - - - 97,597 Budget 97,597 - 0.0%
SW 96-721 Bridge/boardwalk replacement - Rosa Park 38,909                     377                          39,286                   -                               -                               -                               37,000                     Award 37,000                     2,286               0.0%
SW 96-722 Bridge/boardwalk replacement - Jenkins Estate 7,586                       10                            7,596                     28,430                     -                               28,430                     -                               Complete 28,430                     (20,834)            100.0%
SE 96-723 Bridge/boardwalk replacement - Hartwood Highlands 10,767                     104                          10,871                   -                               985                          985                          26,815                     Award 27,800                     (16,929)            3.5%
NE 96-998 Irrigation Replacement at Roxbury Park 48,854                              63 48,917                   41,902                     -                               41,902                     -                               Complete 41,902                     7,015               100.0%
UND 96-999 Pedestrian Path Replacement at 3 sites 116,687                            150 116,837                 118,040                   -                               118,040                   -                               Complete 118,040                   (1,203)              100.0%
SW 96-946 Permeable Parking Lot at Aloha Swim Center 160,914                   1,559                       162,473                 17,594                     177,430                   195,024                   -                               Complete 195,024                   (32,551)            100.0%
NE 96-947 Permeable Parking Lot at Sunset Swim Center 160,914                   1,559                       162,473                 -                               -                               -                               162,473                   Budget 162,473                   -                       0.0%

Total Deferred Park Maintenance Replacements 1,451,515                7,956                       1,459,471              750,081                   294,185                   1,044,266                392,694                   1,436,960                22,511             72.7%

Facility Rehabilitation
UND 95-931 Structural Upgrades at Several Facilities 317,950                   2,914                       320,864                 101,787                   3,461                       105,248                   215,616                   Budget 320,864                   -                       32.8%
SW 95-932 Structural Upgrades at Aloha Swim Center 406,279                   3,834                       410,113                 18,186                     2,243                       20,429                     389,684                   Budget 410,113                   -                       5.0%
SE 95-933 Structural Upgrades at Beaverton Swim Center 1,447,363                14,021                     1,461,384              -                               17,206                     17,206                     1,444,178                Budget 1,461,384                -                       1.2%
NE 95-934 Structural Upgrades at Cedar Hills Recreation Center 628,087                   6,084                       634,171                 -                               -                               -                               634,171                   Budget 634,171                   -                       0.0%
SW 95-935 Structural Upgrades at Conestoga Rec/Aquatic Center 44,810                     434                          45,244                   -                               -                               -                               45,244                     Budget 45,244                     -                       0.0%
SE 95-937 Structural Upgrades at Garden Home Recreation Center 486,935                   4,717                       491,652                 -                               -                               -                               491,652                   Budget 491,652                   -                       0.0%
SE 95-938 Structural Upgrades at Harman Swim Center 179 987 1 720 181 707 4 215 10 145 14 360 167 347 Budget 181 707 - 7 9%SE 95-938 Structural Upgrades at Harman Swim Center 179,987 1,720 181,707 4,215 10,145 14,360 167,347 Budget 181,707                  - 7.9%
NW 95-939 Structural Upgrades at HMT/50 Mtr Pool/Aquatic Center 312,176                   2,959                       315,135                 11,703                     49,388                     61,091                     254,044                   Budget 315,135                   -                       19.4%
NW 95-940 Structural Upgrades at HMT Administration Building 397,315                   3,737                       401,052                 20,017                     10,600                     30,617                     370,435                   Budget 401,052                   -                       7.6%
NW 95-941 Structural Upgrades at HMT Athletic Center 65,721                     84                            65,805                   66,000                     -                               66,000                     -                               Complete 66,000                     (195)                 100.0%
NW 95-942 Structural Upgrades at HMT Dryland Training Center 116,506                   1,129                       117,635                 -                               9,250                       9,250                       108,385                   Budget 117,635                   -                       7.9%
NW 95-943 Structural Upgrades at HMT Tennis Center 268,860                   2,604                       271,464                 -                               7,277                       7,277                       264,187                   Budget 271,464                   -                       2.7%
SE 95-944 Structural Upgrades at Raleigh Swim Center 4,481                       6                              4,487                     5,703                       -                               5,703                       -                               Complete 5,703                       (1,216)              100.0%
NW 95-945 Structural Upgrades at Somerset Swim Center 8,962                       12                            8,974                     4,350                       -                               4,350                       -                               Complete 4,350                       4,624               100.0%
NE 95-950 Sunset Swim Center Structural Upgrades 1,028,200 9,902                       1,038,102              10,381                     -                               10,381                     1,027,721                Budget 1,038,102                -                       1.0%
NE 95-951 Sunset Swim Center Pool Tank 514,100                   276                          514,376                 294,280                   -                               294,280                   -                               Complete 294,280                   220,096           100.0%

Total Facility Rehabilitation 6,227,732                54,433                     6,282,165              536,622                   109,570                   646,192                   5,412,664                6,058,856                223,309           10.7%

Facility Expansion and Improvements
SE 95-952 Elsie Stuhr Center Expansion and Structural Improvements 1,997,868                       18,695 2,016,563 120,811                   72,695                     193,506                   1,823,057                Budget 2,016,563                -                       9.6%
SW 95-953 Conestoga Rec/Aquatic Expansion & Splash Pad 5,449,460                       51,081 5,500,541 311,026                   198,586                   509,612                   4,990,929                Budget 5,500,541                -                       9.3%
SW 95-954 Aloha ADA Dressing Rooms 123,384                            158 123,542 178,434                   267                          178,701                   -                               Complete 178,701                   (55,159)            100.0%
NW 95-955 Aquatics Center ADA Dressing Rooms 133,666                         1,174 134,840 21,793                     158,056                   179,849                   1,114                       Award 180,963                   (46,123)            99.4%
NE 95-956 Athletic Center HVAC Upgrades 514 100 655 514 755 306 914 14 907 321 821 - Complete 321 821 192 934 100 0%NE 95-956 Athletic Center HVAC Upgrades 514,100 655 514,755 306,914 14,907 321,821                 - Complete 321,821 192,934 100.0%

Total Facility Expansion and Improvements 8,218,478                71,763                     8,290,241              938,978                   444,511                   1,383,489                6,815,100                8,198,589                91,652             16.9%

ADA/Access Improvements
NW 95-957 HMT ADA Parking and other site improvement 735,163                         7,013 742,176                 2,024                       11,729                     13,753                     728,423                   Budget 742,176                   -                       1.9%
UND 95-958 ADA Improvements - undesignated funds 116,184                         1,125 117,309                 -                               335                          335                          116,974                   Budget 117,309                   -                       0.3%
SW 95-730 ADA Improvements - Barrows Park 8,227                              80 8,307                     -                               -                               -                               8,307                       Budget 8,307                       -                       0.0%
NW 95-731 ADA Improvements - Bethany Lake Park 20,564                            199 20,763                   -                               25,566                     25,566                     -                               Complete 25,566                     (4,803)              100.0%
NE 95-732 ADA Improvements - Cedar Hills Recreation Center 8,226                              80 8,306                     -                               -                               -                               8,306                       Budget 8,306                       -                       0.0%
NE 95-733 ADA Improvements - Forest Hills Park 12,338                            120 12,458                   -                               -                               -                               12,458                     Budget 12,458                     -                       0.0%
SE 95-734 ADA Improvements - Greenway Park 15,423                            149 15,572                   -                               -                               -                               15,572                     Budget 15,572                     -                       0.0%
SW 95-735 ADA Improvements - Jenkins Estate 16,450                            159 16,609                   -                               -                               -                               16,609                     Budget 16,609                     -                       0.0%
SW 95-736 ADA Improvements - Lawndale Park 30,846                              40 30,886                   16,626                     -                               16,626                     -                               Complete 16,626                     14,260             100.0%
NE 95-737 ADA Improvements - Lost Park 15,423                            149 15,572                   -                               -                               -                               15,572                     Budget 15,572                     -                       0.0%
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Tualatin Hills Park and Recreation District
Monthly Bond Capital Projects Report
Estimated Cost vs. Budget
Through 02/28/11

Quad-
rant

Project 
Code Description

Initial Project 
Budget Adjustments 

Current Total 
Project Budget   

FY 10/11
 Expended Prior 

Years 
Expended         

Year-to-Date 
 Total Expended to 

Date 
 Estimated Cost to 

Complete 
 Basis of 
Estimate 

 Project Cumulative 
Cost 

 Est. Cost 
(Over) Under 

Budget 

 % Total 
Expended to 

Project 
Cumulative 

Cost 

(1) (2) (1+2) (4) (5) (4+5)=(6) (7) (6+7)=(9) (3-9) (6)/(9)

Project Budget Project Expenditures

NW 95-738 ADA Improvements - Rock Creek Powerline Park (Soccer Fld) 20,564                            199 20,763                   -                               -                               -                               20,763                     Budget 20,763                     -                       0.0%
NW 95-739 ADA Improvements - Skyview Park 5,140                              50 5,190                     -                               -                               -                               5,190                       Budget 5,190                       -                       0.0%
NW 95-740 ADA Improvements - Waterhouse Powerline Park 8,226                              80 8,306                     -                               -                               -                               8,306                       Budget 8,306                       -                       0.0%
NE 95-741 ADA Improvements - West Sylvan Park 5,140 50 5,190 - - - 5,190 Budget 5,190 - 0.0%NE 95-741 ADA Improvements - West Sylvan Park 5,140 50 5,190 - - - 5,190 Budget 5,190 - 0.0%
SE 95-742 ADA Improvements - Wonderland Park 10,282                              99 10,381                   -                               -                               -                               10,381                     Budget 10,381                     -                       0.0%

Total ADA/Access Improvements 1,028,196                9,592                       1,037,788              18,650                     37,630                     56,280                     972,051                   1,028,331                9,457               5.5%

Community Center Land Acquisition
UND 98-884 Community Center 5,000,000                       48,462 5,048,462 5,046                       574,717                   579,763                   4,468,699                Budget 5,048,462                -                       11.5%

Total Community Center Land Acquisition 5,000,000                48,462                     5,048,462              5,046                       574,717                   579,763                   4,468,699                5,048,462                -                       11.5%

Bond Administration Costs
UND Debt Issuance Costs 1,393,000                                - 1,393,000 24,772                     -                               24,772                     1,368,228                Budget 1,393,000                -                       1.8%
UND Technology Needs 18,330                                - 18,330 21,370                     -                               21,370                     -                               Complete 21,370                     (3,040)              100.0%
UND Office Furniture 7,150                                - 7,150 3,940                       -                               3,940                       -                               Complete 3,940                       3,210               100.0%
UND Admin/Consultant Costs 31,520                                - 31,520 17,978                     14,346                     32,324                     (804)                         Budget 31,520                     -                       102.6%

1,450,000                -                               1,450,000              68,060                     14,346                     82,406                     1,367,424                1,449,830                170                  5.7%

Grand Total 100,000,000             926,440                   100,926,440        3,823,255              6,819,015              10,642,270             89,587,217              100,229,487            696,953         10.6%
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Date:

To: Board of Directors

From: Keith Hobson, Director of Business and Facilities

Re: System Development Charge Report for January, 2011

Below please find the various categories for System Development Charges, i.e., Single Family, 
Multiple Family, Manufactured Housing Unit, and Non-residential Development.  Also listed are the 
collection amounts for both the City of Beaverton and Washington County, and the 1.6%
handling fee for collections through January, 2011.

     Type of Dwelling Unit Current SDC per Type of Dwelling Unit
     Single Family $5,462.18
     Multi-Family $4,084.58

$5551.00 with 1.6% discount = 
$4,151.00 with 1.6% discount =

March 21, 2011

MEMORANDUM

     Non-residential $141.70

City of Beaverton Collection of SDCs Receipts Collection Fee Total Revenue
2,438 Single Family Units $6,120,667.73 $182,284.80 $6,302,952.53

15 Single Family Units at $489.09 $7,336.35 $221.45 $7,557.80
1,399 Multi-family Units $2,624,822.68 $80,892.66 $2,705,715.34

0 Less Multi-family credits ($7,957.55) ($229.36) ($8,186.91)
188 Non-residential $446,642.73 $13,413.99 $460,056.72

4,040 $9,191,511.94 $276,583.54 $9,468,095.48

Washington County Collection of SDCs Receipts Collection Fee Total Revenue
6,254 Single Family Units $17,549,212.09 $477,555.07 $18,026,767.16
-300 Less Credits ($623,548.98) ($19,285.02) ($642,834.00)

1,844 Multi-family Units $3,883,845.63 $115,073.18 $3,998,918.81
-24 Less Credits ($47,323.24) ($1,463.61) ($48,786.85)
95 Non-residential $281,242.85 $7,577.46 $288,820.31

7,869 $21,043,428.35 $579,457.08 $21,622,885.43

Recap by Agency Percent Receipts Collection Fee Total Revenue
4,040 City of Beaverton 30.45% $9,191,511.94 $276,583.54 $9,468,095.48
7,869 Washington County 69.55% $21,043,428.35 $579,457.08 $21,622,885.43

11,909 100.00% $30,234,940.29 $856,040.62 $31,090,980.91

     $144.00 with 1.6% discount =



System Development Charge Report, January, 2011, Page 2 of 2

Single Family Multi-Family Non-Resident Total
2,453 1,399 188 4,040
5,954 1,820 95 7,869
8,407 3,219 283 11,909

Total Receipts to Date $30,262,251.19

Total Payments to Date
Refunds ($2,002,300.89)
Administrative Costs ($18.65)
Project Costs -- Development ($17,177,683.73)
Project Costs -- Land Acquisition ($8,599,034.65) ($27,779,037.92)

$2,483,213.27

Recap by Month, FY 2010-11 Receipts Expenditures Interest SDC Fund Total
through June 2010 (1) $28,965,853.93 ($26,372,400.35) $1,980,915.82 $4,574,369.40
July $258,786.87 ($45,004.00) $1,951.69 $215,734.56
August $212,203.52 ($277,290.59) $2,015.92 ($63,071.15)
September $206,243.59 ($88,916.20) $1,949.24 $119,276.63
October $164,543.24 ($22,290.37) $2,021.22 $144,274.09
November $120,847.99 ($9,276.06) $1,875.60 $113,447.53
December $153,250.28 ($958,050.36) $2,051.73 ($802,748.35)
January $180,521.77 ($5,809.99) $2,011.59 $176,723.37
February $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
March $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

     City of Beaverton
     Washington County

Recap by Dwelling

March $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
April $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
May $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
June $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

$30,262,251.19 ($27,779,037.92) $1,994,792.81 $4,478,006.08

(1) Net of $1,029,273 of SDC Credits awarded for park development projects.

Projected SDC receipts through June 30, 2010 per the budget were $31,054,171. Actual receipts were 
$27,469,334.  This fiscal year's projected total receipts per the budget are $3,166,719.



Tualatin Hills Park and Recreation District
Systems Development Charge -  Monthly Accounting, Year-to-Date FY 2010-11

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

Unit Rate    Revenue      Collection Fee       Total
Improvement

Fee (1)
Reimbursement

Fee (1)
Collection/

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

331 Single Family Units 2,327.03 770,250.47 23,818.53 794,069.00 703,667.30 18,324.67 72,077.03 794,069.00
205 Single Family Units 2,457.01 503,687.05 15,577.95 519,265.00 460,148.68 11,983.04 47,133.28 519,265.00
281 Single Family Units 2,638.40 741,390.40 22,929.60 764,320.00 677,305.11 17,638.15 69,376.74 764,320.00
303 Single Family Units 2,891.57 876,145.71 27,097.29 903,243.00 800,412.26 20,844.07 81,986.68 903,243.00
167 Single Family Units 3,466.78 578,952.26 17,905.74 596,858.00 554,541.83 8,577.74 33,738.42 596,858.00
25 Single Family Units 6,674.47 166,861.75 2,706.70 169,568.45 169,568.45 0.00 0.00 169,568.45
22 Single Family Units 6,777.79 149,111.38 2,375.87 151,487.25 151,487.25 0.00 0.00 151,487.25
29 Single Family Units 6,076.20 176,209.80 3,129.03 179,338.83 179,338.83 0.00 0.00 179,338.83
3 Single Family Units 5,462.18 16,386.54 325.59 16,712.13 16,712.13 0.00 0.00 16,712.13

464 Multi-family Units  1,454.03 674,669.92 20,866.08 695,536.00 545,663.32 86,768.81 63,103.87 695,536.00
0 Multi-family Units  1,616.99 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0 Less Credits (7,957.55) (229.36) (8,186.91) (6,422.81) (1,021.33) (742.77) -8,186.91

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

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

332 Multi-family Units  2,224.21 738,437.72 22,838.28 761,276.00 660,481.17 58,355.03 42,439.76 761,276.00
0 Multi-family Units  2,445.37 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

102 Multi-family Units  2,666.53 271,986.06 8,411.94 280,398.00 280,398.00 0.00 0.00 280,398.00
4 Multi-family Units  4,989.86 19,959.46 329.88 20,289.34 20,289.34 0.00 0.00 20,289.34
0 Multi-family Units  5,067.60 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0 Multi-family Units  4,543.13 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0 Multi-family Units  4,084.58 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

188 Non-residential Various 446,642.73 13,413.99 460,056.72 429,595.87 0.00 30,460.85 460,056.72
4,040   Total 9,207,898.48 276,909.13 9,484,807.62 8,365,298.18 391,277.09 728,232.31 9,484,807.624,040   Total 9,207,898.48 276,909.13 9,484,807.62 8,365,298.18 391,277.09 728,232.31 9,484,807.62

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

Unit Rate    Revenue Collection Fee       Total
Improvement

Fee (1)
Reimbursement

Fee (1)
Collection/

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

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

(118) Less SFR Credits 2,203.84 (260,053.12) (8,042.88) (268,096.00) (237,574.30) (6,186.83) (24,334.87) -268,096.00
714 Single Family Units 2,327.03 1,661,582.84 51,294.16 1,712,877.00 1,517,872.54 39,527.93 155,476.53 1,712,877.00
732 Single Family Units 2,457.01 1,798,531.32 55,624.68 1,854,156.00 1,662,100.04 38,930.26 153,125.70 1,854,156.00
528 Single Family Units 2,638.40 1,393,075.20 43,084.80 1,436,160.00 1,274,207.02 32,828.31 129,124.68 1,436,160.00
324 Single Family Units 2,981.57 936,868.68 28,975.32 965,844.00 865,049.50 20,431.32 80,363.16 965,844.00
350 Single Family Units 3,466.78 1,213,373.00 37,527.00 1,250,900.00 1,160,571.29 18,310.10 72,018.63 1,250,900.00
157 Single Family Units 6,674.47 1,047,891.79 16,963.23 1,064,855.02 1,064,855.02 0.00 0.00 1,064,855.02
281 Single Family Units 6,777.79 1,904,558.99 30,295.56 1,934,854.55 1,934,854.55 0.00 0.00 1,934,854.55
158 Single Family Units 6,076.20 1,598,040.60 28,359.99 1,626,400.59 1,626,400.59 0.00 0.00 1,626,400.59

2 Single Family Units 5,462.18 10,924.36 217.06 11,141.42 11,141.42 0.00 0.00 11,141.42
117 Multi-family Units  1,454.03 169,830.51 5,552.49 175,383.00 137,591.83 21,879.20 15,911.97 175,383.00
41 Multi-family Units  1,616.99 66,296.59 2,050.41 68,347.00 53,619.73 8,526.36 6,200.91 68,347.00
68 Multi-family Units  1,694.59 115,232.12 3,563.88 118,796.00 93,198.08 14,819.92 10,778.00 118,796.00

194 Multi-family Units  1,789.65 347,192.10 10,737.90 357,930.00 280,803.97 44,652.13 32,473.90 357,930.00
(24) Less MFR Credits 1,789.65 (47,323.24) (1,463.61) (48,786.85) (38,274.36) (6,086.21) (4,426.28) -48,786.85
508 Multi-family Units  1,889.56 959,896.48 29,687.52 989,584.00 776,350.46 123,451.60 89,781.94 989,584.00
563 Multi-family Units  2,029.24 1,142,101.28 35,322.58 1,177,423.86 923,714.97 146,884.81 106,819.67 1,177,423.86
139 Multi-family Units  2,224.21 309,165.19 9,561.81 318,727.00 250,048.36 39,761.51 28,917.10 318,727.00
118 Multi-family Units  2,666.53 314,650.54 9,731.46 324,382.00 278,771.01 26,406.42 19,204.45 324,382.00
48 Multi-family Units  4,989.86 254,716.08 4,330.01 259,046.09 259,046.09 0.00 0.00 259,046.09
16 Multi-family Units  5,067.60 81,081.60 1,303.56 82,385.16 82,385.16 0.00 0.00 82,385.16
0 Multi-family Units  4,543.13 45,431.30 811.40 46,242.70 46,242.70 0.00 0.00 46,242.70
0 Multi-family Units  4,084.58 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

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

32 Manufactured Housing 2,445.37 78,251.84 2,420.16 80,672.00 80,672.00 0.00 0.00 80,672.00
95 Non-residential       Various 281,242.85 7,577.46 288,820.31 272,838.95 0.00 15,981.36 288,820.31, , , , , ,

7,869   Total 21,054,352.71 579,674.14 21,634,026.85 19,501,277.90 702,216.03 1,430,528.37 21,634,026.85

Recap by Agency    Revenue     Collection Fee        Total      Percent
Improvement

Fee (1)
Reimbursement

Fee (1)
Collection/

Admin Fee (1) Total SDC Fee
City of Beaverton 9,207,898.48 276,909.14 9,484,807.62 30.48% 8,365,298.18 391,277.09 728,232.31 9,484,807.62
Washington County 21,054,352.71 579,674.14 21,634,026.85 69.52% 19,501,277.90 702,216.03 1,430,528.37 21,634,026.85

  Total 30,262,251.19 856,583.28 31,118,834.47 27,866,576.08 1,093,493.12 2,158,760.68 31,118,834.47

Add Allocation of interest earned 1,994,792.81 1,627,391.55 146,002.93 221,398.24 1,994,792.81
Grant rec'd (Wa Cty) & Coparanis pledge 24,000.00 0.00 0.00 24,000.00 24,000.00

Less SDC Credits for Land Donation Paid in Cash x (1,336,701.66) (1,215,149.84) 0.00 (121,551.82) (1,336,701.66)
Refunds of SFR Fees Collected in Error x (665,599.23) (597,657.08) (1,227.24) (66,641.39) (665,599.23)
Administrative Costs Paid x (18.67) 0.00 0.00 (18.67) (18.67)
Collection Fees paid to City and County (856,583.26) (149,226.94) 0.00 (707,356.32) (856,583.26)

0.00 0.00 0.00
Project Costs 0.00 0.00 0.00

Inger Land Acquisition (690,517.55) (690,517.55) 0.00 0.00 (690,517.55)
Husen Land Acquisition (448,254.93) (448,254.93) 0.00 0.00 (448,254.93)
Fanno Trail Matching (392,408.91) (392,408.91) 0.00 0.00 (392,408.91)
Stover/JQAY Acquisition (164,160.04) (164,160.04) 0.00 0.00 (164,160.04)
PGE Land Acquisition (3,500.00) (3,500.00) 0.00 0.00 (3,500.00)
Rock Creek/Bethany (775,329.38) (775,329.38) 0.00 0.00 (775,329.38)
Camp Rivendale (628,794.95) (628,794.95) 0.00 0.00 (628,794.95)
Conestoga Play Structure (27,951.70) (27,951.70) 0.00 0.00 (27,951.70)
Synthetic Turf Project (315,242.42) (315,242.42) 0.00 0.00 (315,242.42)
Stuhr Building Expansion (148,261.65) (148,261.65) 0.00 0.00 (148,261.65)
Bluffs Park Development (107,645.65) (107,645.65) 0.00 0.00 (107,645.65)
Foege Park Development (130,871.23) (130,871.23) 0.00 0.00 (130,871.23)
Kelvin Land Acquisition (46,448.00) (46,448.00) 0.00 0.00 (46,448.00)
Beaverton Pwrln Trail (944,717.32) (944,717.32) 0.00 0.00 (944,717.32)
Kaiser Woods (1,016,829.86) (1,016,829.86) 0.00 0.00 (1,016,829.86)
PCC Athletic Fields MP & Construction (10,161,040.65) (10,161,040.65) 0.00 0.00 (10,161,040.65)
Synthetic Turf Field 2 (531,551.57) (531,551.57) 0.00 0.00 (531,551.57)
Winkleman Land Acquisition (27,000.00) (27,000.00) 0.00 0.00 (27,000.00)
BSD Synth Turf Field Matching Funds (200,000.00) (200,000.00) 0.00 0.00 (200,000.00)
Nature Park Infrastructure (38,362.62) (38,362.62) 0.00 0.00 (38,362.62)Nature Park Infrastructure (38,362.62) (38,362.62) 0.00 0.00 (38,362.62)
HMT Play Structure Phase II (195,277.74) (195,277.74) 0.00 0.00 (195,277.74)
Other Land Acquisition (thru FY07) (627,196.85) (627,196.85) 0.00 0.00 (627,196.84)
Novice Skate Park (209,707.59) (209,707.59) 0.00 0.00 (209,707.59)
CRA Backyard Master Plan (103,987.26) (103,987.26) 0.00 0.00 (103,987.26)
Mt. Williams Land Acquisition (1,600,220.00) (1,600,220.00) 0.00 0.00 (1,600,220.00)
Tennis Air Structure (528,651.17) (528,651.17) 0.00 0.00 (528,651.18)
Lowami Hart Woods Phase I (88,366.77) (88,366.77) 0.00 0.00 (88,366.77)
Garden Home Parking Lot Expansion (300,050.89) (300,050.89) 0.00 0.00 (300,050.89)
Aloha Park School Fields Restoration (107,196.50) (107,196.50) 0.00 0.00 (107,196.50)
Old Wagon Trail Rplcemnt Design (33,927.72) (33,927.72)        0.00 0.00 (33,927.72)
Land Acquisition (thru FY08) (42,999.52) (42,999.52)        0.00 0.00 (42,999.52)
Rystadt Property Acquisition (88,001.85) (88,001.85)        0.00 0.00 (88,001.85)
March Property Acquisition (932,569.52) (932,569.52) 0.00 0.00 (932,569.52)
Brady Property Acquisition (355,708.77) (355,708.77) 0.00 0.00 (355,708.77)
Nopper/Turner Property Acquisition (268,913.36) (268,913.36) 0.00 0.00 (268,913.36)
Winkleman Park Initial Site Imp. (65,860.98) (65,860.98) 0.00 0.00 (65,860.98)
Land Acquisition (thru FY09) (13,448.91) (13,448.91) 0.00 0.00 (13,448.91)
Young House & Property (10,157.09) (10,157.09) 0.00 0.00 (10,157.09)
Bonny Slope/BSD Land Acquisition (826,075.81) (826,075.81) 0.00 0.00 (826,075.81)
Winchester Land Purchase (522,803.32) (522,803.32) 0.00 0.00 (522,803.32)
MTIP Grant/Westside Trail (283.20) (283.20) 0.00 0.00 (283.20)
TE Grant Match/Westside Trail (283.20) (283.20) 0.00 0.00 (283.20)
PCC Site Amenities (25,852.22) (25,852.22) 0.00 0.00 (25,852.22)
Land Acquisition (thru FY 10) (2,268.51) (2,268.51) 0.00 0.00 (2,268.51)
Church of Christ Property (274,367.00) (274,367.00) 0.00 0.00 (274,367.00)
Winkleman Park Master Plan (99,229.60) (99,229.60) 0.00 0.00 (99,229.60)
Crist Property (750,318.62) (750,318.62) 0.00 0.00 (750,318.62)
Land Acquisition (thru FY 11) (41.00) (41.00) 0.00 0.00 (41.00)
SW Quadrant Land Acquisition (928,064.00) (928,064.00) 0.00 0.00 (928,064.00)
Bonny Slope/BSD Trail Development 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
LWCF Grt Mtch/Schiffler Park 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Jackie Husen Park Const. (0.98) (0.98) 0.00 0.00 (0.98)
MTIP Grt Mtch/FCT-Hall Crossing 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
LGGP Grt Mtch/PCC Restrooms 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
LGGP Grt Mtch/Cedar Hills Play Equip 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total SDC Fund Cash Increase (Decrease) 4,478,006.08 1,731,215.39 1,238,268.81 1,508,590.72 4,478,006.08
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The Beaverton Valley Times, Mar 11, 2011

The Tualatin Hills Park and Recreation District has acquired more land with bond
measure funding that voters approved in November 2008.

Three adjacent properties totaling 6.67 acres at the northeast corner of Farmington Road and
Southwest 165th Avenue will be combined to form a new neighborhood park, riparian corridor and
wetland. They were purchased for $990,000 in bond measure funds.

Most of that land was a 6.29-acre property formerly owned by Sterling Savings Bank. It is now vacant
except for three uninhabited homes, which will be removed. The other two properties that make up the
future park site were single-family homes acquired from private owners. Those homes will be retained as
rentals until the park is developed.

A separate acquisition, for a property just north of Bronson Road and Sunset Highway at Northwest
174th Avenue, will become a natural area and future trailhead for the Bronson Creek Trail. The 2.84-acre
site was purchased for $424,500 in bond funds.

“These acquisitions are the result of months of research and negotiation designed to meet our needs
while achieving the greatest value for taxpayers,” said Doug Menke, THPRD’s general manager.

The park district has now acquired land for three new park and recreation sites as part of bond
measure implementation. The first site, an 8.66-acre parcel in Southeast Beaverton to be used for a
future neighborhood park, was purchased in August 2010.

No funding is currently available to develop the sites. Once it is secured, a master planning process will
be conducted to determine how each site should be developed, said Bob Wayt, park district spokesman.
Each master plan will be subject to review by the public and approval by the park district board.

For now, public access to the sites is not allowed.

The park district’s bond measure funds are earmarked for land acquisition and dozens of improvement
projects focused on parks, trails, natural area preservation and athletic fields. The measure is also
supporting expansions of the Elsie Stuhr Center and the Conestoga Recreation & Aquatic Center and
replacement and rehabilitation of aging facilities.

Copyright 2011 Pamplin Media Group, 6605 S.E. Lake Road, Portland, OR 97222 • 503-226-6397
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March 17, 2011

Great Dog Walking Trails Within the Park District
At the Tualatin Hills Park & Recreation District, we have dozens 
of parks and miles of trails, which means a multitude of 
opportunities to walk your dog.  Here are just a few suggestions.  
For more detailed information, visit www.thprd.org and enter 
“Dog walking parks” in the search box in the upper left corner.

Visit the THPRD table at Pooches on the Green on 
March 19.  And don't miss Bow Wow Bash at 
Garden Home Recreation Center on August 6.

www.thprd.org      503/645-6433

Rock Creek Trail at Bethany Lake
Park at Bethany Lake Park off 185th, 
just south of West Union Avenue.

Willow Creek Nature Park
Park at the Waterhouse Soccer Field on 
NW Silverado & Mission Oaks Drive.

Jenkins Estate
8005 SW Grabhorn Road, south of 
209th and Farmington Road. Park at 
Camp Rivendale.

Lowami Hart Woods Park
Entrances along Hart Road between 
152nd and Forest.

Hyland Forest Park
Northeast of SW Murray and SW 
Sexton Mountain Drive.

Fanno Creek Trail/Denney Road
Trailhead is in the northernmost 
portion of Fanno Creek Park, just 
west of Highway 217, on the south 
side of Denney Road.

Hazeldale Off-leash Dog Park 
Access off 196th and Farmington.

Garden Home to Fanno Creek
Start at the Garden Home Recreation 
Center, 7475 SW Oleson Road.

Dogs must be on leash, except in the dog park.
Dogs are not allowed in the Tualatin Hills Nature Park

or Cooper Mountain Nature Park.
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Proposed North Bethany service district avoids pitfalls, heads toward
May 17 Washington County ballot
Published: Thursday, March 17, 2011, 3:07 PM     Updated: Thursday, March 17, 2011, 3:51 PM

 
By Dana Tims, The Oregonian

A proposal to finance the first new roads in Washington County's fledgling North Bethany area will appear on the

May 17 ballot after all.

Although the county's commissioners indicated for months they wanted to place a North Bethany county service

district proposal on the May ballot, they needed to wait for all-but-certain guarantees that a bill in Salem would

become law before they could actually proceed.

Following a full-court press and more than a few sleepless nights for the county's legislative lobbyists, Senate Bill

306 passed the Oregon Senate Wednesday by a 20-8 vote.

Gov. John Kitzhaber is expected to sign it shortly.

The proposed service district asks the 109 registered voters who live within the 851-acre

boundaries of the county's North Bethany subarea to approve a permanent tax rate of

$1.25 per $1,000 of assessed value. For the owner of an average Washington County

house, that equates to about $250 annually.

In crafting the ballot measure, county commissioners ultimately decided to drop language

that could have directed a nickel of the $1.25 toward future purchase of land in North

Bethany to be used for a library or some other civic purpose. The board is now pursuing a

plan to tap a county timber fund in hopes of partnering with Tualatin Hills Park &

Recreation District to buy an acre of land in the area north of U.S. 26 for a future library.

The need for a legislative fix involving the proposed service district came to light only recently.

County counsel Dan Olsen, while reviewing statutes pertinent to special-district formations, found internal problems

involving a 2008 statewide vote that eliminated the so-called double majority rule.

The rule, which prior to its elimination resulted in a number of local money measures being defeated, said that

measures raising property taxes required both a majority vote and a turnout of at least 50 percent of all registered

voters.

One part of the 2008 law said that measures seeking to establish permanent tax rates can appear on ballots in any

Proposed North Bethany service district avoids pitfalls, heads toward Ma... http://blog.oregonlive.com/northof26/print.html?entry=/2011/03/propose...
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May or November election. Another section, however, seemed to confine such elections to May or November

elections in even-numbered years only.

"We just need a technical fix in the language," Olsen said at the time. "Nothing more than that."

Getting that fix, as it turned out, took some doing.

First, the county was able to apply its own language to a bill originally introduced by the Metro Council, but which that

body ended up not needing. In the halls of Salem, such "gut-and-stuff" maneuvers are relatively common.

The bill then had to win enough support to get on a fast track for committee hearings and work sessions.

Things seemed to waiver a bit in late February, when SB 306 was passed out of the Senate on a surprisingly narrow

18-12 vote. Matters only got more complicated when the bill needed minor, but time-consuming amendments to pick

up enough support to make it through the House.

The Senate then had to "concur" with those amendments, which it quickly did.

The commissioners, meanwhile, were facing a deadline of their own.

Since March 15 was the last day the board could apply for a ballot title for the May election, commissioners had to

gamble that the bill -- which had not yet officially cleared the Senate -- would ultimately do so.

To their relief, it did.

Board Chairman Andy Duyck acknowledged that there had been a few tense moments during the entire process,

but he described any real risk that the bill actual falter as minimal.

"I would have bet money it would pass," Duyck said Thursday. "We'd explained to legislators that it was really a

housekeeping matter and, for the most part, they agreed."

All that's left now is for North Bethany's 109 registered voters to approve the proposed service district. If enacted,

it will raise about $13 million toward the estimated $69 million needed to pay for the first phase of the area's

extensive transportation needs.

"It's certainly a little different to have something on the ballot with such a small group of people getting to decide

their fate," Duyck said.

As for the 109 voters in North Bethany, he added, "The number of voters who participate in this election is bound to

be less than that. It would be pretty rare in any election to see a 100 percent turnout."

– Dana Tims

Proposed North Bethany service district avoids pitfalls, heads toward Ma... http://blog.oregonlive.com/northof26/print.html?entry=/2011/03/propose...
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The Portland Timbers' Kenny Cooper fights for the ball against the
Colorado Rapids, Sat., Mar. 19, 2011, in Denver, Colo.

Place your
bid

Visit the Tualatin
Hills Park
Foundation
website to place
your bid.

Bidding is ongoing
until 6 p.m. on
March 29. The
winner will be
announced April 4.

Tualatin Hills Park Foundation is auctioning four Portland Timbers tickets to
sold-out Chicago game
Published: Thursday, March 24, 2011, 2:30 PM     Updated: Thursday, March 24, 2011, 5:28 PM

By
Dominique Fong, The Oregonian

The Tualatin Hills Park Foundation is auctioning a four-ticket

package to see the Portland Timbers play in the team's

sold-out home-opener against the Chicago Fire team.

The online auction, which has a $500 starting bid, started

Thursday and will benefit the foundation's "Who Should Play"

program, which helps families that cannot afford sign-up fees for

classes with the Tualatin Hills Park & Recreation District.

As part of the agreement the park district has with the Timbers,

the district receives four regular season tickets each year of the

10-year contract.

The Timbers must also donate $5,000 each year to the

foundation.

The tickets are located in Section 122, Row L, seats 19-22 (aisle seats near the goal box), according to

the seating map.

The deadline for the online auction is 6 p.m. on March 29. The winner will be announced April 4.

In the event of a tie, the foundation will contact the top bidders and offer them a chance to place a final

bid.

The tickets are for the Timbers' first home game at Jeld-Wen Field, where dozens of people lined up

Tuesday to buy single-game tickets. All season tickets have been sold out.

The foundation is a nonprofit that helps raise extra money for park district activities, such as more

access for people who are disabled. The park district is the largest special district in Oregon, serving more than 200,000 people in

the greater Beaverton area.

-- Dominique Fong; @BvrtnReporter

© 2011 OregonLive.com. All rights reserved.
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