
CITY OF BEAVERTON COUNCIL AGENDA 

FINAL AGENDA 

FORREST C. SOTH CITY COUNCIL CHAMBER REGULAR MEETING 
4755 SW GRlFFlTH DRIVE APRIL 9, 2007 
BEAVERTON. OR 97005 6:30 P.M. 

CALL TO ORDER: 

ROLL CALL: 

PROCLAMATIONS: 

Days of Remembrance: April 15-22, 2007 

Community Development Week: April 9 - 15, 2007 

PRESENTATIONS: 

07066 Cross Connection and Fats. Oils and Grease Programs Presentation 

VISITOR COMMENT PERIOD: 

COUNCIL ITEMS: 

STAFF ITEMS: 

CONSENT AGENDA: 

07067 Traffic Commission Issue No.: 
TC 61 1: Stop Control on Public Driveways in Peterkort Village Subdivision 
TC 612: Revisions to Traffic Enhancement Fund Project Allocations 
TC 613: Revised Traffic Calming Project Rankings for 2007 
TC 614: Parking Restrictions on Public Driveways in Peterkort Village 
Subdivision 

CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD: 

07068 Selection of Primary Vendors for the City Wide Expansion and Support of 
Voice over Internet Protocol (VolP) Project 

07069 Contract Change Order - Construction Engineering and Inspection Services - 
Summer Creek (Murray Boulevard) Bridge Project No. 3229 



07070 Bid Award - Summer Creek Bridge (Murray Boulevard Extension), CIP Project 
No. 3229 

PUBLIC HEARING: 

07071 Oulman Ballot Measure 37 Claim for Compensation M37 2006-0006 

WORK SESSION & 
ACTION ITEM: 

07072 Economic Gardening Pilot Program and Transfer Resolution (Resolution No 
3895) 

ORDINANCES: 

First Reading: 

07073 An Ordinance Amending Beaverton Code Section 8.02.015(A) and Repealing a 
Portion of Beaverton Code Section 8.02.015(E) and Declaring an Emergency. 
(Ordinance No. 4434) 

EXECUTIVE SESSION: 

In accordance with ORS 192.660 (2) (h) to discuss the legal rights and duties of the 
governing body with regard to litigation or litigation likely to be filed and in accordance 
with ORS 192.660 (2) (e) to deliberate with persons designated by the governing body to 
negotiate real property transactions and in accordance with ORS 192.660 (2) (d) to 
conduct deliberations with the persons designated by the governing body to carry on 
labor negotiations. Pursuant to ORS 192.660 (3), it is Council's wish that the items 
discussed be disclosed by media representatives or others. 

ADJOURNMENT: 

This information is available in large print or audio tape upon request. In addition, 
assistive listening devices, sign language interpreters, or qualified bilingual interpreters 
will be made available at any public meeting or program with 72 hours advance notice. 
To request these services, please call 503-526-2222lvoice TDD. 



PROCLAMA TlON 
OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 
CITY OF BEAVERTON 

WHEREAS, 

WHEREAS. 

WHEREAS, 

the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development's 
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program has 
operated since 1975 to provide local governments with the 
resources required to meet the needs of person of low- and 
moderate-income, and CDBG funds are used by thousands 
of neighborhood-based, non-profit organizations throughout 
the nation to address pressing neighborhood and human 
service needs; and 

the Community Development Block Grant program has had 
a significant impact in assisting low- and moderate-income 
individuals and families with home repair, fire and life safety, 
public and community services, and public facilities 
construction: and 

Beaverton, Oregon, USA and other local governments have 
clearly demonstrated the capacity to administer and 
customize the CDBG program to identify, prioritize and 
resolve pressing local problems. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, ROB DRAKE, MAYOR, City of Beaverton, Oregon, do 
hereby proclaim the week of April 9 -Apr i l  15, 2007, as: 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT WEEK 

in Beaverton, Oregon, and urge all citizens to join us in 
recognizing the Community Development Block Grant 
program and the important role it plays in our community. 

Mayor 



PROCLAMA TION 
OFFICE OF THE MX YOR 

CITY OF BEAVERTON 

WHEREAS, the Holocaust was the state-sponsored, systematic persecution and annihilation of European 
Jewry by Nazi Germany and its collaborators between 1933 and 1945. Jews were the 
primary victims - six million were murdered; Gypsies, the handicapped, and Poles were 
also targeted for destruction or decimation for racial, ethnic, or national reasons. Millions 
more, including homosexuals, Jehovah's Witnesses, Soviet prisoners of war and political 
dissidents, also suffered grievous oppression and death under Nazi tyranny; and 

WHEREAS, the history of the Holocaust offers an opportunity to reflect on the moral responsibilities of 
individuals, societies, and governments; and 

WHEREAS, we the people of the City of Beaverton should always remember the terrible events of the 
Holocaust and remain vigilant against hatred, persecution, and tyranny; and 

WHEREAS, we the people of the City of Beaverton should actively rededicate ourselves to the 
principles of individual freedom in a just society; and 

WHEREAS, the Days of Remembrance have been set aside for the people of the City of Beaverton to 
remember the victims of the Holocaust as well as to reflect on the need for respect of all 
peoples; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to an Act of Congress (Public Law 96-388, October 7, 1980) the United States 
Holocaust Memorial Council desighates the Days of Remembrance of the Victims of the 
Holocaust to be Sunday, April 15 through Sunday, April 22, 2007 including the Day of 
Remembrance known as Yom Hashoah, April 15; 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, Rob Drake, Mayor of the City of Beaverton, Oregon, do hereby proclaim as the 
week of Sunday, April 15 through Sunday, April 22,2007 as: 

DAYS OF REMEMBRANCE 

in memory of the victims of the Holocaust, and in honor of the survivors, as well as the 
rescuers and liberators, and further proclaim that we, as citizens of the City of 

Beaverton, should strive to overcome intoleran~i'and indifference through learning and 
remembrance. 

Rob Drake 
Mayor 



AGENDA BlLL 

Beaverton City Council 
Beaverton, Oregon 

SUBJECT: Cross Connection and Fats, Oils and FOR AGENDA OF: 04-09-07 BlLL NO: 07066 
Grease Programs Presentation 

Mayor's Approval: 

DEPARTMENT OF ORIGIN: Public Work 

DATE SUBMITTED: 04-03-07 

CLEARANCES: City Attorney 

PROCEEDING: Presentation EXHIBITS: 

BUDGET IMPACT 

EXPENDITURE AMOUNT APPROPRIATION 
REQUIRED $ NA BUDGETED $ NA REQUIRED $ NA 

HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE: 

Cross Connection is a system management function performed in conjunction with the Fats, Oil and 
Grease inspections; by Public Works employees. The goal is to protect the safety and integrity of the 
public water system from cross connections to other utilities by enforcement of the Beaverton Code 
and Oregon Department of Human Services Administrative Rules, which require the installation, 
inspection, operation, maintenance, and annual testing of backflow devices. This activity is funded 
through the Water Fund. 

INFORMATION FOR CONSIDERATION: 
The City's domestic potable water system must be free of any connection to any other utility in order to 
provide safe drinking water. Occasionally during the course of construction activities a water supply 
pipe can be mistakenly and inadvertently connected in way that could allow contamination into a small 
part of the system. When new construction is planned and submitted for permit review proposed 
connections are confirmed to be satisfactory and to include the necessary devices to protect the 
integrity of the drinking water system. Subsequent site inspections verify the installations as consistent 
with approved plans. Irrigation systems can provide a means through which contamination can be 
introduced into the water system mostly at individual residences and businesses. To prevent such a 
possibility, city codes require the installation of an approved backflow prevention device. As backflow 
prevention devices can malfunction, all such devices must be inspected annually and certified to be 
functioning properly. Following the creation of the Public Works Department it was possible to combine 
the Fats, Oils and Grease Program with the Cross Connection Program since site visits to the same 
locations were common and two services could be delivered jointly. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Listen to the presentat~on. 

Agenda Bill No: 07066 



AGENDA BlLL 

Beaverton City Council 
Beaverton, Oregon 

SUBJECT: Traffic Commission Issue No. : FOR AGENDA OF: 4-09-07 BILL NO: 07067 

TC 611: Stop Control on Public 
Driveways in Peterkort Village Mayor's Approval: 
Subdivision . TC 612. Revisions to Traff~c 
Enhancement Fund Project 
Allocations 

DEPARTMENT OF ORIGIN: Public Works 

DATE SUBMITTED: 4-02-07 
TC 61 3. Revised Traffic Calming 
Project Rankings for 2007 
TC 614: Parking Restrictions on 
Public Driveways in Peterkort Village 
Subdivision 

CLEARANCES: Transportation 
City Attorney 

PROCEEDING: Consent EXHIBITS: 1 Vicinity Map 
2. City Traffic Engineer's reports on 

lssues TC 61 1-614 
3. Final Written Orders on TC 612- 

614 
4. Draft minutes of the meeting of 

March 1, 2007 (excerpt) 

BUDGET IMPACT 
EXPENDITURE AMOUNT APPROPRIATION 
REQUIRED $0 BUDGETED $0 REQUIRED $0 

HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE: 

On March 1, 2007, the Traffic Commission considered the subject traffic issues. The staff reports are 
attached as Exhibit 2. 

INFORMATION FOR CONSIDERATION: 

The Commission removed lssue TC 61 1 from its consent agenda and accepted public testimony on the 
issue. Following discussion, the Commission voted to deny the TC 61 1 request. 

The Commission held public hearings on lssues TC 612, 613 and 614. Following the hearings, the 
Commission voted to support the staff recommendations on all three issues. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

Approve the Traffic Commission recommendations on lssues TC 61 1 through 614, 

Agenda Bill No: 07067 



Vicinity Map for March 2007 \ 
Drawn By: 2 Date. 2/12/07 

TC Issues: 61 1 and 614 
Reviewed By' Date. - 

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 
Approved By. 2 - 

City Of Beaverton ENGINEERING DIVISION 
1 



EXHIBIT 2 

CITY TRAFFIC ENGINEER'S REPORT 
ISSUE NO. TC 611 

Stop Control on Public Driveways in Peterkort Village Subdivision 

February 12,2007 

Background Information 

Within the Peterkort Village Subdivision, there are several unnamed narrow roadways 
that function as shared driveways to serve the adjoining residences. These narrow 
roadways are located within public rights of way and are, therefore, public roadways. It 
is not clear to the City Traffic Engineer whether these roadways should be considered as 
streets or driveways or alleyways under the applicable vehicle codes. This report will 
refer to the roadways as "public driveways." 

Currently, there are no stop or yield signs on the public driveways. The City Traffic 
Engineer proposes to install stop signs on each public driveway where it intersects a 
street. 

During review of Issue TC 614, staff noted that the east-west streets in the Peterkort 
Subdivision have stop signs at each cross street. However, the public driveways have no 
control. While most drivers do stop at the entrances to the cross streets, the legal 
requirement is unclear. Due to fences and other obstructions, sight distance is limited. 
For safety, it is important that all vehicles stop before crossing the sidewalk and entering 
the cross street. Posting of stop signs will provide clarity to all drivers. 

Existing Law 

State law (ORS 81 1.505) requires a driver "to stop when emergingfrom an alley, 
building, private road or driveway in a business or residence district ... " Under State 
law, "Alley means a sheet or highway primarily intended to provide access to the rear or 
side oflots or buildings in urban areas and not intended for through vehicular iraf$c. " 
State law does not define driveways. The public driveways in Peterkort Subdivision, in 
some locations, are the primary access to residences. Therefore, the public driveways 
may not strictly fit the definition of alleys. 

Formal action by the Traffic Commission and Council will eliminate any legal questions. 
After signs are posted, there should be no question that traffic on the public driveways is 
required to stop before crossing the sidewalk and entering the cross street. 

Auulicable Criteria 

Applicable criteria from Beaverton Code 6.02.060A are: 

l a  (provide for safe vehicle, bicycle and pedestrian movements) 

Issue No. TC 61 1 
City Traffic Engineer's Report 
Page 1 



Ig (carry anticipated traffic volumes safely). 

Conclusions: 

The installation of stop signs will assure that there is no question of legal requirements 
for vehicles to stop before entering a cross street from a public driveway. Due to limited 
sight distance, a full stop is necessary for the safety of pedestrians and cross traffic. 
Therefore, the recommended action satisfies Criteria l a  and lg. 

Recommendation: 

Install stop signs on the unnamed public driveways in the Peterkort Subdivision, 
requirin all traffic on the public driveways to stop before entering SW I l lth Avenue, a S W 1 10 Avenue, S W Valeria View Drive, and SW 1 OsLh Terrace. 

Issue No. TC 61 1 
Cily TrafJic Engineer S Report 
Page 2 



, 
i 

PROPOSED STOP 

PROPOSED AFFECTED 
DRIVEWAYS 

TC 61 1 

0 NORTH 

1" = 250' 

Y - 
2 
LD 
0 
t 
ffl 
C 
0 .- - 
0 .- - 
"7 

i? 
F 
m 
a 
(U 
0) 
m - - 
5 
r 
0 
f 
a, .- 
a, 
a - 
? 
0 
/ 

b 
0 
0 
N 
/ 

ffl 
in 
r: .- 
3 
9 
0 
/ 

ffl 

8 .- 
6 In 
n 
m 
0 
/ . . > 

I 
Stop Control On 

Public Driveways in Peterkort Village Subdivision 

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 
ENGINEERING DIVISION 

TRANSPORTATION SECTION 

\ 
Drawn By: 2 Date: 2/12/07 

Revlewed By: Date: - 

Approved By: - 4 



MEMORANDUM 
Beaverton Police Department 

DATE: February 28,2007 

TO: Randy Wooley 

FROM: Jim Monger 

SUBJECT: TC611&614 

Chief David G. Bishop 

I concur with the recommendation as outlined in the City Traffic Engineer's Reports dated 
February 22, 2007 to restrict parking as outlined in TC 614 and to install stop signs as detailed in 
TC611. 



CITY TRAFFIC ENGINEER'S REPORT 
ISSUE NO. TC 612 

(Revisions to Traffic Enhancement Fund Project Allocations) 

February 12,2007 

Background Information 

Funding for the Traffic Enhancement Program was part of the tax base measure approved 
by the voters in 1996. The funds are to be used for improvements to the traffic signal 
system and neighborhood traffic relief. In 1997 the City Council directed staff to work 
with the Traffic Commission to develop recommendations for specific projects to be 
funded under the Program. 

In past actions, the Traffic Commission and the City Council have approved allocation of 
Traffic Enhancement Program funds to 31 projects. Most of these projects have been 
completed. Attachment A shows revised cost estimates for the 3 1 projects. Those 
marked with an asterisk are final costs for completed projects. Attachment A includes 
proposed revisions as discussed below. 

No additional revenues are expected in future years except for any interest that may 
accrue to the fund. 

Proposed Revisions 

General: Additional projects have been completed. Final costs are known on these 
projects. Most have been completed below the original cost estimate, providing 
additional funding for other projects. 

Project #26 (Signal Software): This item was to upgrade the software that allows staff to 
remotely monitor signal timing and signal performance. The intent was to replace 
obsolete software and to prepare for future connection to a regional system of signal 
coordination. Recently we learned that there is a way to use the software and license that 
have been purchased by City of Portland, at no cost to Beaverton. The catch is that we 
need a connection to the regional fiber optic system in order to take advantage of the 
opportunity. The fiber optic connection raises the cost but it also substantially advances 
the goal of being able to participate in the regional system in the future. In order to take 
advantage of this opportunity, staff is recommending that the funding for Project #26 be 
increased from $30,000 to $70,000. 

Project #27 (Canyon Road Signal Timing): Potential consultants have submitted 
proposals for this project and costs are better known. It is proposed to expand the scope 
of this project to include better coordination between the signals on Canyon and the 

Issue No. TC 612 
Cify Traffic Engineer S Report 
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signals on Farmington, with the goal of reducing the frequency of cross-street backup 
from Farmington signals causing a blockage at Canyon intersections, especially at Cedar 
Hills and at Watson. Staff proposes to increase the funding for this project from $50,000 
to $60,000 in order to include the additional engineering work. 

Project #29 (Mid-Block Pedestrian Safety Improvements): This project was intended to 
cover projects at two locations. Costs of those projects are running much lower than 
estimated. Staff proposes to add two additional improvements under this category. One 
is the curb extensions and pedestrian crossing on SW 6" Street at Westbrook Club House, 
approved under Issue TC 600 in October. The other is a curb extension on Sexton 
Mountain Drive at SW 152"* Avenue, intended to improve sight distance for both 
pedestrians and motorists attempting to cross a curved section of Sexton Mountain Drive. 
To cover the additional work, staff proposes to increase the allocation from $25,000 to 
$35,000. 

Project #31 (Traffic Calming Reserve): Previously, it was intended that any savings from 
other projects would go into this reserve fund. As a result, this reserve potentially has 
much more money than is needed for the current projects. Also, there was previously 
concern that the reserve would run out and there would be no new funding for future 
traffic calming projects. We are now assured that road funds will be available in the 
future to fund additional traffic calming projects if needed. Therefore, staff proposes to 
reduce the traffic calming reserve to $100,000 which appears to be adequate for all of the 
projects mentioned in Issue TC 613. This proposal frees up funding to cover the 
increases proposed for Projects #26,27 and 29. 

Applicable Criteria 

l c  (meet the overall circulation needs of the City); 
Ig (carry anticipated traffic volumes safely); 
3 (all decisions shall comply with officially approved policies of the City Council). 

Conclusions: 

Each of the proposed projects is intended to improve traffic circulation or to 
improve traffic safety or both, satisfying Criteria l c  and lg. 
The Traffic Commission is following the funding process established by the 
Council in 1997, satisfying Criterion 3. 

Recommendation: 

Approve the revised project allocations for the Traffic Enhancement Program as 
shown in Attachment A and detailed in this report. 

Issue No. TC 612 
City Traffic Engineer's Report 
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Attachment A 
Traffic Enhancement Program 

Projected Expenditures 
01/22/2007 

Project Previous Budqet Cost to  Date Estimated 

Total Cost 

1. Traffic Calming Phase 1 
(Waterhouse, Canyon Ln., 130th, 
Conestoga. Haystack11 35th) 

2. School Zone Flashing Beacons 

3. Expert Panel 

4. Signal Detection Improvements 

5. ProtectedlPermitted Signal Mod 

6. Signal Modifications 
(BrockmanlBridletraiI, DenneylK~ng. 
5thlLombard, 5thlHall) 

7 New Signal at Murray & 6th 

8. New Signal at Scholls Ferry & Davies 

9. Traffic Calmlng Phase 2 
(Be1 Aire. 152nd) 

10. In-house Engineering Costs 
(Surveying and other staff time outside 
Transportation Division) 

11. Traffic Calming Phase 3 
(LaurelwoodlBirchwood187th. Sorrento, 
Davies) 

12. Traffic Calming Phase 4 
(Ericksonll7th, 141st, Fieldstone, 
Nora, 6th) 

13. New S~gnals 
Cedar HillslFairfield 
FarmingtonlErickson 
(To be determined) 

14. Pedestrian Countdown Signals 

15. Traffic Calming Phase 5 
(Heather Lane; 170th Dr.) 

Page 1 Traffic Enhancement Budget - Jan 07 revised 
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16. Signal Revisions at B-H & Griffith 

17. Traffic Calming Phase 6 
(Indian Hill. 6th, Davies, 155th) 

18. Accessible Pedestrian Signals 

19. Advance Street Name Signing 

NEW PROJECTS 

20. Beacons at Southridge & Sunset 

21. Upgrade Controls for Ex. Beacons 

22. Ped Countdown Signals Phase 2 

23. Accessible Ped Signals R e S e ~ e  

24. Signal Interconnect on Hall & Millikan 

25. Detect. Replace. at Allen & Erickson 

26. Signal Software Upgrade 

27. Canyon Road Signal Timing 

28. Signal Revisions at Hall & Nimbus 

29. Mid-Block Ped Safety Improvements 

30. Traffic Counting Equipment 

31. Traffic Calming Reserve 

Estimated Totals 2,566,916 1,964,552 

* Asterisk indicates that the project is complete and that cost shown is final cost. 



CITY TRAFFIC ENGINEER'S REPORT 

ISSUE NO. TC 613 
(Revised Traffic Calming Project Rankings for 2007) 

February 12,2007 

Background Information 

The City's adopted traffic calming procedures provide that each year the Traffic 
Commission will consider the ranking of eligible traffic calming projects for funding. To 
be eligible, projects must meet the established eligibility criteria and the applicants must 
submit a petition demonstrating that at least 5 1 percent of the residents want the City to 
consider traffic calming for their street. The hearing on project rankings is also the time 
for the Commission to hear any appeals of the City Traffic Engineer's determination of 
eligibility. 

In October of 2006, the Commission reviewed the 2007 rankings under Issue TC 601. 
During the hearing on TC 601, the Commission heard an appeal of staff determination 
that SW 6" Street in the Westbrook neighborhood was not eligible for traffic calming. 
The Commission continued TC 601 and asked staff to collect new speed data on SW 6" 
Street following completion of a proposed new pedestrian crossing on the street. The 
pedestrian crossing has not yet been constructed; therefore, the new data on 61h Street has 
not yet been collected. 

In October 2006, Laurelwood Avenue was the only other street considered for ranking. 
In 2004, under Issue TC 568, Laurelwood Avenue between Beaverton-Hillsdale Highway 
and Scholls Ferry Road was ranked as the only eligible project for 2005. Staff did not 
recommend any funding for the Laurelwood project because the adjoining properties are 
located outside the city limits and do not contribute to the Traffic Enhancement Fund, 
which funds the traffic calming program. Residents have been unsuccessful in finding 
other fimding sources. Consequently, the project has not proceeded and remains on the 
eligible list. 

Recently, three additional petitions have been received. Staff is asking the Commission 
to rank these new projects so that the work with the neighborhoods can proceed. 
Attached Table 1 shows the proposed rankings. The Laurelwood project remains on the 
list but is not recommended for funding. After new data is available on 6" Street, staff 
will bring the new data to the Commission to determine whether 6" Street should be 
added to the rankings. 

The Traffic Enhancement Fund has adequate funding to cover the proposed new projects 
plus 61h Street (if needed). Therefore, staff is recommending that the three new projects 
be funded now and that 6th Street be funded later if it is determined to be eligible. 

Issue No. TC 613 
City Traffic Engineer's Reporl 
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Applicable Criteria 

Applicable criteria from Beaverton Code 6.02.060A are: 

#3 (comply with officially approved policies of the City Council, specifically the 
Neighborhood Traffic Calming Program Procedures). 

Conclusions: 

1. The projects shown in Table 1 meet the eligibility criteria of the Neighborhood 
Traffic Calming Program Procedures. 

2. The projects shown in Table 1 have been ranked in accordance with the Project 
Ranking Criteria and Scoring Process of the Procedures. 

3. Therefore, Criterion #3 is satisfied. 

Recommendation: 

Approve the project rankings shown in Table 1 as the Neighborhood Traffic 
calming project ranking for 2007. 
Approve funding for traffic calming on the projects shown in Table 1, except for 
the Laurelwood project, using funding allocated for traffic calming in the Traffic 
Enhancement Program. 
Direct staff to schedule the rankings for additional discussion after new traffic 
data is available regarding 61h Street. 

Issue No. TC 613 
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CITY TRAFFIC ENGINEER'S REPORT 
ISSUE NO. TC 614 

Parking Restrictions on Public Driveways in Peterkort Village Subdivision 

February 12,2007 

Background Information 

Within the Peterkort Village Subdivision, there are several unnamed narrow roadways 
that function as shared driveways to serve the adjoining residences. These narrow 
roadways are located within public rights of way and are, therefore, public roadways. It 
is not clear to the City Traffic Engineer whether these roadways should be considered as 
streets or driveways or alleyways under the applicable vehicle codes. This report will 
refer to the roadways as "public driveways". 

Mr. Nick Bennett inquired about parking regulations in the public driveways near his 
home. In response, staff reviewed applicable codes and asked the Fire Marshall to review 
parking in all of the Peterkort public driveways. The Fire Marshall indicates that the 
public driveways are fire lanes and that parking should be prohibited in order to provide 
for emergency access. 

Because the roads in Peterkort are public, the Fire Marshall lacks authority to regulate 
parking on the public driveways. However, emergency access is one of the criteria to be 
considered by the Traffic Commission. 

Staff has also heard verbal comments from residents that parking is needed in the public 
driveways, as it is the only convenient location for loading or unloading for some of the 
homes. 

Existing Law 

State law does not address parking in alleys. City Code (Section 6.02.3 10 B) prohibits 
parking of "a vehicle in an alley other than for the expeditious loading or unloading of 

3 ,  persons or materials, and in no case for aperiod in excess o f30 consecutive minutes. 
City Code does not define an alley. However, the State Vehicle Code defines the term as 
follows: "Alley means a streef or highway primarily intended to provide access to the 
rear or side of lots or buildings in urban areas and not intended for through vehicular 
haflc .  " The public driveways in Peterkort Subdivision, in some locations, are the 
primary access to residences. Therefore, the public driveways may not strictly fit the 
definition of alleys, and it is not clear how the State definition applies to the City Code 
requirement. 

The public driveways have a paved width of 16 to 18 feet. Current city design standards 
provide for no on-street parking on a street of this width. 

Issue No. TC 614 
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If parking is to be prohibited, as requested, formal action by the Traffic Commission and 
Council will eliminate any legal questions. After signs are posted, there should be no 
question that parking is prohibited. 

Staff proposes to treat the public driveways as alleys for purposes of parking control. 
Parking would be prohibited but brief stops for loading or unloading would be allowed. 

Applicable Criteria 

Applicable criteria from Beaverton Code 6.02.060A are: 

Id (accommodate the parking needs of residents and businesses in a safe and 
equitable fashion); 
l e  (assure safe access and reasonable response times for emergency vehicles). 

Conclusions: 

Prohibition of parking in the public driveways will assure adequate space for emergency 
response and adequate width for residents to maneuver at garage entrances. Allowing for 
brief stops for loading and unloading will help to satisfy the needs of residents. A time 
limit on the loading/unloading stop will assure that the vehicle operator is nearby and 
could move the vehicle, if needed, in an emergency. Therefore, the recommended action 
satisfies Criteria i d  and le. 

Recommendation: 

Except as provided below, prohibit parking in the unnamed public roadway 
located south of SW Adele Drive and north of SW Washington Street and 
extending from SW 1 0 5 ~  Terrace on the east to SW 11 1" Avenue on the west. 
Except as provided below, prohibit parking in the unnamed public roadways in 
the area bounded by Valeria View Drive on the west, SW 105'~ Terrace on the 
east and SW Washington Street on the north. 
In the unnamed streets described above, allow parking for the expeditious loading 
or unloading of persons or materials, but no case for a period in excess of 30 
consecutive minutes. 

Issue No. TC 614 
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PROPOSED RESTRICTED = PARKING LOCATIONS 

Parking Restriction On 
\ 

Drawn By. 2 Date: 2/12107 
Public Driveways in Peterkort Village 

Reviewed By: Date: - 
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

ENGINEERING DIVISION Approved By: - 
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December 19,2006 
Nicholas Bennett 
268 SW Valeria View Dr. 
Portland, OR 97225 

RECEIVED 
U E C  2 6 2006 

ENGINEERING DEPT. 

Attn: Randy Wooley, Public Works 
City of Beaverton 
PO Box 4755 
4755 S W Griffith Dr. 
Beaverton, OR 97076 

Mr. Wooley: 

I am writing to obtain the specific traffic guidelines for the alleyway behind my residence 
at 268 SW Valeria View Dr.(see attached Map). Our neighborhood was built in 2002 and 
has no signage to designate the alleyway as a fire lane or no parking area. The alley is 
not wide enough to have vehicles parked and allow for other vehicles mainly emergency, 
to pass by. 

Recently, many new neighbors have taken it upon themselves to park in the alley 
overnight causing congestion fmm other residents driving to their garages as well as the 
garbage trucks in the morning. I see this as a hazard to any emergency vehicles wanting 
to make passage to any residence in the area 

Is it possible to have someone come andfor write a letter that explains the traffic flow 
guidelimes for the alleyways in and around our neighborhood? I appreciate your time and 
information on this issue. 

Sincerely, 

Nick Bennett 
(503) 644-9239 



268 Sw Valeria View Dr 
Portland OR 
97225-6974 US 

FEEL FREE 
--,i~-tr,r.i;E*~c; .~P"z.,.7~~c;lJT wVFP'-> 
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Randy Wooley 

From: Dalby, John K. [John.Dalby@tvfr.com] 

Sent: Friday, January 19, 2007 2:32 PM 

To: Randy Wooley 

Subject: RE: Peterkort alleys 

Hi Randy. 

I surveyed the property and noted there are designated parking places wlthin the public roadway The private 
roadways (alleys) are requlred flre apparatus access and therefore not approved for vehlcle parklng. 

John K Dalby. Deputy Fire Marshal II 
Tualatin Valley Fire 8 Rescue. North Divlsion 
14480 SW Jenkins Road 
Beaverton. OR 97005-1 152 
503-356-4723 

From: Randy Wooley [mailto:rwwley@ci.beaverton.or.us] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2007 11:36 AM 
To: Dalby, John K. 
Subjed: Peterkort alleys 

John. 

H a v e  you had a chance to  look at parking in the alley driveways serving many o f  the homes in Peterkort 
Subdivision? D o  they serve as f i re access lanes? Does parking need to be prohibited in these roadways? 

Randy Wooley 

C i t y  o f  Beaverton. 



Randy Wooley 

From: Sue Nelson on behalf of Mailbox Citymail 
Sent: Thursday, March 01, 2007 9:36 AM 
To: Randy Wooley 
Subject: FW: Issue TC 614 Parking Restrictions on Publc Driveways in Peterkort Village 

-----Original Message----- MAR - 1 2007 
From: Jamie Varblow [mailto:jvarblow@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 01,2007 8:41 AM r~(;~NEERING ... DE?T 
To: Mailbox Citymail 
Subject: Issue TC 614 Parking Restrictions on Publc Driveways in Peterkort Village - 
I am writing in favor of parking restrictions on public driveways in Peterkort Village subdivision. I am a 
resident of Peterkort Village and have witnessed and been affected by residents parking in the alleys behind 
their homes. The neighbor behind my house consistently parks in the alley in order to leave their garage open 
for their children to play. We have asked them several times to not park in the alley, as it makes backing out of 
our house incredibly difficult, but they still park there. I have also witnessed the garbage trucks struggling to get 
by without hitting cars parked in the alley. I know that they have left notes asking people to not park in the alley 
in order that they might pass eeely, but the cars remain. 
I am concerned that if the garbage trucks have difficulties passing, then certainly an ambulance or fire truck 

would have the same difficulty. 

Thank you very much. 
Jamie Varblow 
241 SW 105th Terrace 
Portland, OR 97225 
503-287-431 I 



Linda Popkin 

From: "Linda Popkind < r n i l e e 5 0 3 ~ c a s t W Q  
To: <rwoolev@cibeaverMn.or.uu 
Cc: "charlei &#erellw <butehwlf@comcast.neP 
Sent: Wednesday, February 28,2007 946 PM 
Subjed: parking modificaton 

We feel that people should not park in the alleys in Peterkart because it makes it Impossible to get out of a garage 
8, it presents a safety hazgrd for emergencvy vehicles. 

Llnda & Ron Popkin 

Hi Randy, 
We noticed that there are now NO PARKINGTOW AWAY SIGNS on SW I IOTH between Ceieate &Adele Dr. 

We feel they are also needed on Valeria Dt betweer~ Celeste & Adele Dr. Valeria View is a narrow but major 
street in that section & people uoe it to accass neighborhoods nolth of 107th as well as Peterkort There ia a red 
Honda SUV " permanently parked " OR VNV 907 very near the alley between Celeste Adele Dr. his makes it 
difficult to go into the alley &difficult to see around the vehicle On the way out. It also is not seen when people 
wme amund the corner on Adele Dr. to Valena. The street is not wide enough to accomodate parked vehicles & 
moving vehialee at the same time. 
Please advise us on this issue. 

Linda 8, Ron Popkin 



STATE OF OREGON 

County of Washlnpton 

Doc : 2001008659.1 
R r c t :  2 7 1 7 4 7  

AFTER RECORDING RETUlZh! TO: 02/02/2001 12:37:21pm 
VENTURE PROPERTIES. INC. 
4230 Galewood Street b'1W 
Lake Oswego. Oregon 97035 

COVENANTS, CONDITIONS AND RESTRICTIONS 
FOR 

PETERKORT VILLAGE 

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS. that Venture Properties, Inc. (hereinafter 
"Declarant") hereby declares and records the following covenants, conditions and restrictions 
pertaining to and binding the following descrihed real property, to wit: 

he duly recorded plat of 
PETERKORT VILLAGE, filed February 2 , 2001. in Plat Bock 135 , Pages 

1,2,3,4,5&6 , Records of the County of Washington and State of Oregon. 

DECLARATIQN 

This Declaration establishes a plan for the private ownership o i  Lots and buildings constructed 
thereon The Declaration further establishes certain restrictions on the various uses and acti\,ities that may 
be pennined in Petrrkon Village and further establ;shes the right of the Declarant to promulgate rules and 
regulations which may further define and limit permissible uses and activities consistent with the 
provisions of the Declaration. 

NOW, THEREFORE, the undersigned hereby covenants, agrees. and declares that all of Peterkort 
Village as defined herein and the buildings and structures hereafter constructed rherson zre. and will he. 
held, sold, and conveyed subject to the following covenants. conditions, restrictions. All provisions i)f 

this Declaration shall be binding upon al! parties having or acquiring any right, title. or interest in 

race, c&i, r~iigi6t-j~ ~c;;;, h~<!::i: .:%.: :, 
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Pcterkon Village or any pan thereof. and shall inure to the benefit of Lhe Owners [hereof and are 
intended to be and shall in all rcspcts  he regarded as covrnants running with the land. 

1. LAND USE AND BUILDING TYPE No lot shall he used except for residential purposes 
Homes must be constructed of new materials and all homes must be constructed on site. 
Ma~.~fac tured  and mohile homes a r t  prohibited. Declarant may use residential structures 
currently consrructed and/or constructed in the f u m e  as model honies and sales offices for 
whatever time frame may be designated by Declarant. 

2. DWELLING. Each dwellirg shall have a double car garage except certain town homes 
located on Lots 40 through 71 which have tandem and single car garages and double wall 
constmction (plywood or  equal covered with viwjl, cedar or  o t h x  siding approved by 
Declarant) on all four sides. Roofs shall be architectural composition (Firehalt brand name) 
and have a 25-year guarantee or similar asphalt composition rooting approved by Declarant. 
The total floor area of the main structure, exclusive of open porchss and garages, shall be not 
less than 1.100 square feet for a one-story o r  two-story dwelling. 

3. BUILDING LOCATION. Building 1ocatior.s shall conform to the setbacks per the 
Annexation Agreement between City of Beaverton and Venture Properties, Inc., dated 
December 13. 2000. unless otl7rrwise approved by the City of Beavenon or ;Vashington 
County Those setbacks are as follows: 

Front yard setback from back of walk to structure shall be no less than 10' 
nor greater than 15' on all lots except those lots located adjacent to Celeste 
Lane or Valeria View which shall have a ~naximum setback of 20' 
Corner side yard setbacks shall be 10' from back of sidewalk 
Front yard setback to garage face shall be no less than 18' from back of 
s~dewdlk 
No interior nllnimum setbacks are required except as necessary to comply 
w ~ t h  Washington County Development and C A B 0  codes. 

41 1 Screening and Bufferins. which requires a 15 foot rear yard 
setback on Lots 4-16. 18-22, 26. 27 and 32 through 43.  
431 Transit Oriented Design Principles. Srandards and Guidelines. 
which requires that garages be recessed at least 5 fert from the 
ground floor fi-ont of the dwelling or  porch. 
Oregon I and 2 Farnily Dwellins Specialty Code which requires a 
two (2) foot clearance between the propen! line and any m e  ( I )  fcot 
projection beyond the extrrior &all ti~at arc not i -5r fil-e rated. 

Peterkon Village 
Covenants. Cond~lions and Res:r~ct~ons 

January 26.ZOOl 
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4. UTILITY EASEMENTS. Easements liir installar~cw and maintenance ofutiiit~ex and drainage 
faciltties are reserved as shown on the recordcd plat W~thin  these easements. no structure. 
planting or other material shall be placed or permitted to remain wiiich may damage or 
interfere with rhe tnstallation and maintenance r>f utilities or which may change the direction of 
flow of drainage channels in the easernenl. or wh~ch  may ohstmct c!r retard the flow of water 
through drainage channels in the eawments. After initial sale of each lot. the easemen! area of 
each lot and all improvements in i t  shall k n~aintatned cont~nuously by the owner of the lot. 
except for rhose improvements fc.r which a public authority or  utility ccnipany is responsible. 

5. IRRIGATION EASEMENT. Declarant reserves a 12" easement over lots 83 and 84. which 
NnS adjacent to ihz public utility easement ("P.U.E.") abutting SW 105'"errace. for the 
ptirpose of running irrigation mainline between Open Space Tracts D and E. Those lot Owners 
shall exercise caution in digging within rhe easement. 

6. PRIVATE ACCESS EASEMENTS ("PVAE"). Declarant reserves Easements for private 
driveway access for Lots 156 through 172 which are located adjacent to Celeste Lane and are 
3s shown on the recorded plat and are subject to the recorded Declaration of Private Access 
Easement and Maintenance Agreement. No Owner shall use the PVAE for storage or parking 
of vehicles, boats or  any other property. 

7. LWDERGROUND SERVICE No outdoor overhead wire or  ser\.ice drop for the distribution 
of elecrric energy or  for telecomn~unications purposes. nor any pole, tower, or  other structure 
supporring said outdoor overhead wires shall be erected, placed or maintained within this 
subdivision All owners of lots or trzcts within this subdivision, their heirs. successors, and 
assigns shall use underground service wircs to connect their premises and the structures 
thereon to the underground electric. cable, or telephone utility facilities provided. 

8. NLrISAh'CES. No noxious or offensive zctivity shall he carried out anywhere in Peterkort 
Village, nor shall anything be done thereon which may he o r  may become an annoyance or 
nuisance to the neighborhood. 

9. TEMPORARY STRUCTURES. No structure of a temporary character. trailer, basement. 
tent, shack, garage. barn, or other outbuild~ng shall he used on any lot at any time as a 
dwelling either !emporarily or permanently. Declarant may cse trailer or other temporary 
structures for sales andlor construclion purposrs. Accessory uses. including storage sheds. 
shall he subject to City of Beqvertor~ Development Cude. 

10. PARKING. Parking of hoats. trailer RVs and like eqcipment shall not he allowed on punlic 
rights-of-way or  in a driveway fi)r inorc than twenty-fwr (24) hours. unless enclosed hrhind 

Pelerkorl V!llage 
Covenants. Corid~l~ons and Restr,cttons 

January 26. 2001 
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frncing on Lots 1-39. No permanent storage for any of the above is allowed on any Lot. 
'Tracts A. B C. D nor E. No vehicle in disrepair, si:ting on blocks. or otherwise appearing 
inoperable shall he visihle from the street for any aggregate period in excess of fourteen (14) 
days. 

11. SIGNS. No signs shall !x erected on any lot except one ( I )  sign of nor more than five (5) 
square feet advenising the property for sale 01- rent. or signs used by Declarant or  other 
builders to advertise the property d u r ~ ~ ~ g  the consrruction and intttal sale period. However. 
Declarant may erecr and maintain signs of any size at model homes and Tracts A. B. C. D and 
E pursuant to City of Beavenon's sign ordinance. 

12. OIL AND MINING OPERATION. No oil drtlltng, oil development operations, oil refining, 
quarrying or mining operations of any kind shall be permitted upon or  in any lot, nor shall oil 
welis, tanks, tunnels, mineral excavations or shafts be permitted upon or in any lot. No 
derrick c r  other structure designed for use in boring for oil or  natural gas shall be erected, 
mintained or permitted upon any lot. 

13. LIVESTOCK AND POULTRY. No animals, livestock, or  poultry of any kind shall be 

I raised, bred, .?r kept on any lot, except that dogs, cats. or other household pets may be kep: 
provided that they are not kept, bred, or maintamed tor any conunercial purpose. 

14. GARBAGE API'D REFUSE DISPOSAL. No lot shall be used or maintained as a dumping 
ground for rubbish or  trash. Declarant may use containers for recycling or  construction debris 
during the build-out of Peterkort Village. Garbaxe or orher waste shall not be kept on any lot 
except in sanitary containers. All contamers for the storaxe or disposal of such material shall 
be kept in a clean and sanitary condirion. Homes with alleys may have (2) trash contairlers 
visible on trash collection days only. 

15. SCIWENING AND BUFFERIKG. Declarant or its heirs and assigns shall install fencing and 
landscaping on lots 4-16, 18-22. 26. 27 and 32-43 consistrnr with the conceptual Screening and 
Buffering Plan for perimeter lots abuttlnp existing sing:e-family residenhal ne~yhhorhoods as 
required by Washington County Conditions of approval V.F.4. of Casefile 55-456. 
Specifically. screening and buffering is as follows: 

a. Lots 4-9 shall have a Type 3 Bufl'er which corlsists ofthc ti>llo\bing: 

i.) 4 Carl~p;; l'rccs pcr 100 ket 
i t . )  4 Ondcrstory Trees per i00  kCt 
i l O Shrubs pcr I00 kc t  

Peterkcrt Vallage 
Covenants. Cond~l~ons and Restr~ctions 

January 2E.2001 
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i i )  6 l:oc~t Site ohscur~ng Fence 

I-ots 10- 16. 18-27.26-27 and 32-43 shall h3l.c a Typc 2 RulTcr which consists orthe 

i i i  ) 5 Foot (or greater) WoodICyclone Barrier Fcoce 

16. HOME AND YARD MAINTENANCE. The maintenance. upkeep and repair of individual 
homes shall be the sole responsibility of each individual Owner. Owners shall maintain their 
Lots and homes and all appearances thereto at all times All lawns shall be adequately watered 
and kept mowed and properly trimmed. Each Owner shall be obligated to maintain all 
landscaping (inclcding lawn) on Owner's Lot in a healthy and attractive state and in a manner 
comparable to that on  the other Lots in Peterkon Village. Each Owner is responsible for the 
operation, repair and maintenance including winterization and spring stan-up of their c-n 
private front yard sprinkler system installed by Declarant during home construction. Lot 
Owners are responsible for watering and mainmiring the street trees in front of their lots and 
puarantee the survival and replacement of approved street trees for one ( I )  year after planting. 
Lot Owners shall comply with all erosion and drainage regulations regal-ding all propeny 
wlthill Yeterkor; Village, including streets and sidewalks. promulgated by any city. county or 
stat; agency with jurisdiction over the property within Prterkort Village. 

17. ATTACHED HOME MAINTENANCE. The maintenance, upkeep and repair of  each 
attached home (Duets and 'Town Homes) shall be the sole responsibility of each individual 
Owner and in accordance with Section 16 above. Owners of attached homes shall strive to 
jointly cooperate with each other during the maintenance, repair or replacement of the exterior 
of an adjoining home. Each home may be painted a separate but complementary color. Owners 
of each attached home may repalnt their home a different color than the color originally 
painted by Declarant subject to approval of the Architectural Control Cornrnittee. Repair or 
replacement of siding must be with the type originally installed by Declarant unless both 
adjoining homeowners agree to replace all the siding on edch adjoinin% home with a different 
type of sid~ng. All rooting must be repaired or replaced wirh the type and color of rcufing 
originzlly installed by Declarnnt unless both adjoinlng homeowner agree to replace all roof ig  
on each adjoinlng home with another type andlol- color of roofitlg suhject to appro~al  of the 
Architectural Control Cornmiltee. 

18. PRJVATE WATER LINE EASEMENTS. Private water line easements on Tracts D and E 
are for the benefit of Lots 80. 81. 82. 85 and 86. Repair and maintenance of  the prib'ate water 
lines within the easements shall he by the respectivr Lot Owner. 

Pe:erkorl Vtllage 
Covenants. Cond!flons and Restricttons 

January ?6. 2001 
Page 5 of 8 

-. . . . - - 



19. TRACTS A, B, C, D and E. Tracts A. 0. C. D and E shall initially he owned by Declarant. 
Declarant. its heirs and assigns w ~ l l  furnish, install and maintain public accessways lorated on 
Tracts B and C. and the park areas located on Tracts A. D and E improvements to each of the 
park areas shall include at least two (2) of the amenities required by Washington County 
Development Code Section 43 1 -?.3B(I). 

20. ROCK WALLS. Engineered boulder rock walls have been Installed on or  betweer, lots 
during the development of Peterkort Village. Homeowners sha!l riot add additional rock tc or 
alter these existing walls without the prior written approval of Declarant and the applicable 
governing jurisdiction. 

21. SLOPE AREAS. Declarant has developed a storm drainage system that addrzsses water run- 
off for the entire property as opposed to run-off between individual lots. This means that 
unfiltered surface water and sediment can trsverse other lots before reaching a public storm 
water facility, with the understanding that prior to reaching a gutter. street or  storm warer 
facility, the water will be filtered. Silt fencing has been installed in conjunction withthe final 
site grading. in areas designated on the construction documents that meets the local storm 
water agency's guidelines for surface erosion coiltrol. Usually, the normal location for silt 
fencing 1s on or  adjacent to the property line to protect rear and side sloring areas and adjacent 
to the curb to protest front sloping areas. It should be noted that the purpose of silt fzncing is 
to control erosion only, and that storm water and some sediment can be expected to travel 
downh~ll from higher elevation lots through lower elevalion lots to its final destination in a 
public storm water facility. No structure, planting or othcr rnaterlal shall be placed or 
permitted to remain or  other activities undertaken which may damage 3r interfere with the 
grading plan devrloped by the Declarant. This includes altering the defined slope areas, 
attempting to change the storm water direction or performing any action that creates erosion. 
Once the Declarant has conveyed title to any subsequent purchaser, either to a Homeowner or 
other Homcbuilder. the established sloping areas of each lot and all improvements on each lot 
shall be maintained continuously by the Owner of the lots to preserve Declzrant's designed 
drainage and grading plan, except for those improvements for whlch a public authority or 
utility company is responsible. 

22. SIGHT DISTANCE AT INTERSECTIONS. No fence. wall. hedge. or shruh planting which 
obstructs sight lines at *!:vations tretwren three (3) and re11 (10) fee[ above the roadways shall 
be placed or  pt-rmlttrd lo  remain on any corner lot withln the triangular area forn~ed by the 
street properly lines and a line connecting 1ht.m at points twenty (20) feet from the intersection 
of the street lines, or  in the case of a rounded properry corner, koni the interseciion of the 
strrr! properly lines extended. The same sight-line limitations shall apply on any lot wlthin trn 

Pelerkon V~llaqe 
Covenanls. Cond~t~ons and Res!ricl~ons 
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(10) feet from the intersection of a street property line with the edge of a driveway or alley 
pavement. No tree shall he permitted to remain within such d~stances of such intersections 
unless the foliage line is maintained at suflicient height to prevent obstruction of such sight 
11nes. 

23. H O M E  OWNER ASSOCIATION. No home owner association exists at Petekon Village. 
Upon completion of initial constructton of all of the homes in Peterkort Village. indtvidual lot 
owners may vote to form a Home Owner Association in the event that 51 % of the voting 
Owners favor the formation of a Ilome Owner Associalion, an Association shall be formed by 
the Owners. Each Lot shall receive one vote. 

24. ARCHITECTURAI, CON'TROL. Archttectural control of houses and accessory structures 
shall be by Declarant. All plans. specifications and exterior color of houses or accessory 
structures must be approved by Declarant in writing prior to start of construction. .Any 
modifications to approved plans shall be approved by Declarant in writing as well. After initial 
construction of homes on  all lots in the subdivision, architectural conrrol by Declarant shall 
cease. Upon the vote of 51 % of the Owners in iavor of continued Architectural Control, such 
control shall pass to an Owner's Committee consisticg of five (5) Owners elected by a vote of 
the Owners. 

25. H O M E  OFFICES. No business venture shall he conducted on a Lot or  in or about any 
property in Peterkon Village except for one-room offices which are not designated b) exterior 
sign(s) and which do iiot become an undo burden on or  nuisance to the Peterkort Village 
neighborhood 

26. ENTRANCE SIGN. In the event an entrance monument is erected on any Lot or Tract within 
Peterkon Village. such monument shall be maintained and repaired by the homeowners. and 
costs s h a r d  equally by all homeowners in the subdivision. The Declarant has no resporsibility 
in the maintenance or  repair of any monoment. 

27. ANTENNAS AND SATELLITE DISHES. No antennas, aer~als  or  satellite dishes shall he 
permitted on any part of a lot or residence. excrpt for "mini" satellite dishes which do not 
exceed two ( 2 )  feet I!! diameter and are not located in the front yard. 

28. TERM. These Covenants. Condit~ons and Restrictions shall run with the land and shall he 
binding on all owners of the described property and a11 persons claiming under them for a 
period of  thirty (30) years from the date lhese Covenant arc recorded after which time said 
Covenants shall be automatically extertded for successive periods of ten (10) years unles:; an 

Pelerkort V~llage 
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instrument signed hy a majority of the fhrn Owners of the Lots has k e n  recorded. agreeing to 
rescind or change said Covenants in whole or in part. 

29. ENFORCEMENT. Enforcement shall he hy prtseedings at law or in equity by any propeny 
Owner or Declarant agains? any person or person violatins or attempt~ng to viulate any 
Covenant. Condition or Restriction. either to restrain violation or to recover damages. Neithec 
Dzclarant nor Declarant's successors or assigns shall be liable to any Owner. Occupant, cr to 
any other person for its enforcement or failure io enforce a;ly pr~vision of this Declaration. 

30. SEVERABILITY. lnval~dation of any one of these Covenants. Conditiuns or Restrictions by 
judgment or court order shall not in any way affect any of the other provisions. which shall 
remain in full force and effect. 

31. AMENDMENT. These Covenanrs. Conditions and Restrictions may be amended by an 
instrument signed by a majority of the current lot owners and rccorded with the County 
Recorder, agreeing to change said Covenants in whole or in part; provided however. that if 
Declarant owns at least one lot, these covenants cannot be amended without Declarant's written 
consent. Declarant reserves the righ.. as long as i t  owns at least one lot, to amend these 
Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions in any way without ~pproval of any lor owners 

DECLARANT: 

c Venture Properties. Inq:,,, 

Dated / r ?(; ~ c ? C  1 - 

STATE OF OREGON, County of Clacka~rias ) ss 

Personally appeared Chr~sty W~egel wl~o, bang duly sworn. did say that she is the President of 
Venture Properties. Inc. and that said instrument was signed on behalf oisaid corporation by authority 
or its board of directors. and acknowledge said instrument to hc its voluntary act and deed. - 

My Comniission Expires. l2 /2(.k '3 
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EXHIBIT 3 

ClTY O F  BEAVERTON 

FINAL WRITTEN ORDER O F  THE TRAFFIC COMMISSION 

REGARDING ISSUE NUMBER TC 612 

(Revisions to Traffic Enhancement Fund Project Allocations) 

1. A heanng on the issue was held by the Traffic Commission on March 1,2007. 

2. The following criteria were found by the City Traffic Engineer to be relevant to the issue: 
l c  (meet the overall circulation needs of the City); 
l g  (carry anticipated traffic volumes safely); 
3 (all decisions shall comply with officially approved policles of the City Council) 

3. In making its decis~on, the Traffic Commssion relied upon the following facts from the staff 
report and public testimony: 

The City Council previously directed staff to work with the Traffic Commssion to 
develop recommendations for specific projects to be funded under the Traffic 
Enhancement Program. 
The Traffic Commission and City Council have previously approved allocation of the 
Traffic Enhancement Program funds to 31 projects. 
The City Traffic Engineer has recommended revisions to the project allocations to reflect 
cost savings on some completed projects and the need for increased allocations on other 
projects. 

4. Following the public hearing, the Traffic Commission voted &aye, nay) to recommend 
the following action: 

Approve the revised project allocations for the Traffic Enhancement Program as shown in 
Attachment A and as detailed in the Clty Traffic Engineer's report for Issue TC 612. . 

5 .  The Traffic Commission decision was based on the followmg find~ngs: 
Each of the proposed projects is intended to improve traffic circulation or to improve 
traffic safety or both, satisfying Criteria l c  and lg. 
The Traffic Commission is following the funding process establ~shed by the Councll in 
1997, sat~sfy~ng Cr~terion 3. 

6. The decision of the Traffic Commission shall become cffectlve upon formal approval of the 
City Council. 

d-- 
SIGNED THIS /DAY O F  MARCH 2007 

TC 612 Final Order 
Page I 



Attachment A 
Traffic Enhancement Program 

Projected Expenditures 
01 12212007 

Proiect Previous Budset Cost to Date Estimated 

Total Cost 

1. Traffic Calming Phase 1 $75.157 
(Waterhouse, Canyon Ln.. 130th, 
Conestoga, HaystacWl35th) 

2. School Zone Flashing Beacons 21 7.073 

3. Expert Panel 3,248 

4. Signal Detection Improvements 323,817 

5. Protectedlpermitted Signal Mod. 50.000 

6. Signal Mod~fications 177,774 
(BrockmanIBridletrail, DenneylKing, 
5th/Lombard, 5thlHall) 

7. New Signal at Murray & 6th 259,278 

8. New Signal at Scholls Ferry & Davies 0 

9. Traffic Calming Phase 2 
(Be1 Aire, 152nd) 

10. In-house Engineering Costs 20,000 
(Surveying and other staff time outside 
Transportation Division) 

11. Traffic Calming Phase 3 187,960 
(Laurelwood/Birchwood/87th, Sorrento, 
Davies) 

12. Traffic Calming Phase 4 34,566 
(Ericksonll7th, 141st. Fieldstone, 
Nora, 6th) 

13. New Signals 
Cedar HillslFairfield 
FarmingtonlErickson 
(To be determined) 

14. Pedestrian Countdown Signals 

15. Traffic Calming Phase 5 
(Heather Lane; 170th Dr.) 
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16. Signal Revisions at B-H & Griffith 

17. Traffic Calming Phase 6 
(Indian Hill, 6th. Davies. 155th) 

18. Accessible Pedestrian Slgnals 

19. Advance Street Name Signing 

NEW PROJECTS 

20. Beacons at Southridge & Sunset 

21. Upgrade Controls for Ex. Beacons 

22. Ped Countdown Signals Phase 2 

23. Accessible Ped Signals Reserve 

24. Signal Interconnect on Hall & Millikan 

25. Detect. Replace. at Allen & Erickson 

26. Signal Software Upgrade 

27. Canyon Road Signal Timing 

28. Signal Revisions at Hall & Nimbus 

29. Mid-Block Ped Safety Improvements 

30. Traffic Counting Equipment 

31. Traffic Calming Reserve 

Estimated Totals 2,566,976 1.964.552 

* Asterisk indicates that the project is complete and that cost shown is final cost. 
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CITY O F  BEAVERTON 

FINAL WRITTEN ORDER OF THE TRAFFIC COMMISSION 

REGARDING ISSUE NUMBER TC 613 

Revised Traffic Calming Project Rankings for 2007 

1. A hearing on the issue was held by the Traffic Commiss~on on March 1, 2007 

2. The following criteria were found by the City Traffic Engineer to be relevant to the issue: 
#3 (comply with officially approved pol~cies of the C ~ t y  Council, specifically the 
Neighborhood Traffic Calming Program Procedures). 

3. In mak~ng its decis~on, the Traffic Commiss~on relied upon the following facts from the staff 
report and public testimony: 

The projects shown in attached Table 1 have satisfied the requirements of Steps 1 through 
5 of the Neighborhood Traffic Calming Program Procedures. The projects have satisfied 
the ehgibility cnteria and have submitted the project request pet~tion required by Step 4. 
In accordance with the Project Ranking Criteria and Scoring Process, the projects have 
been scored and ranked as shown in Table 1. 
No other projects have satisfied the eligibility and petition requirements for the current 
year's program. 
The Commiss~on prev~ously cont~nued Issue TC 601 to provide for review of an appeal 
rece~ved from the Westbrook neighborhood regarding eligib~lity of SW 6'h Strect for 
traffic calming. The Commission directed that this issue be scheduled for additional 
discussion after complet~on of a proposed new pedestrian crosslng on 6'' Street. The 
proposed new crossing has not yet been constructed. 
It was previously determined that Traffic Enhancement Program funding 1s not 
appropriate for the Laurelwood project because the adjoining properties do not contnbute 
to the Traffic Enhancement Program. 

4. Following the public hearing, the Traffic Commission voted @aye, L nay) to recommend 
the followmg action: 

Approve the project rankings shown in attached Table 1 as the Neighborhood Traffic 
Calming project rankmgs for 2007. 
Approve fund~ng for traffic calming on the projects shown in Table 1, except for the 
Laurelwood project, using fundmg allocated for traffic calming in the Traffic 
Enhancement Program. 
Direct staff to schedule the rankings for additional discussion after new traffic data is 
available regarding SW 6' Street. 

5. The Traffic Commission decision was based on the follow~ng findings: 
The projects shown in Table 1 meet the ehgibil~ty criteria of the Neighborhood Traffic 
Calming Program procedures. 
The projects shown in Table 1 have been ranked in accordance with the Project Ranking 
Criteria and Scoring Process of the Neighborhood Traffic Calming Program Procedures. 

TC 613 Final Order 
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No other projects have satisfied the eligibility and petit~on requirements for the current 
year's program. 
Therefore, Criterion #3 1s satisfied. 

6.  The declsion of the Traffic Commiss~on shall become effective upon formal approval of the 
City Council. 
I 

SIGNED THIS 1'1 DAY OF MARCH 2007 
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Table 1 

TRAFFIC CALMING RANKING LIST FOR 2007 

FUNCTIONAL CLASS 
* A = Arterial 
' C = Collector 
* N = Neighborhood Street 

LOCATION 

Weir Rd.ll70th Ave. 
between Red Rock Way & 
Mount Adams Dr. 

Menlo Dr. between 
Farmington Rd. & Allen 
Blvd. 

Laurelwood Ave. between 
Beaverton Hillsdale Hwy. 
& Scholls Ferry Rd. 

I 10th Ave. between Cabot 
St. & Center St. 

V) 

G- 

Y '  

C 

N 

N 

C 

cn z 

W 
lx 
O 
0 
0 

2 e 

74 

66 

57 

36 

0 

0 

5 

0 

20 

20 

10 

0 

Y 

1 

2 

3 

4 

0 

0 

0 

0 

24 

15 

12 

15 

0 

0 

0 

0 

30 

30 

30 

2 1 

0 ,  

0 

1 

0 
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CITY O F  BEAVERTON 

FINAL WRlTTEN ORDER O F  THE TRAFFIC COMMISSION 

REGARDING ISSUE NUMBER TC 614 

Parking Restrictions on Public Driveways in Peterkort Village Subdivision 

1. A hearing on the issue was held by the Traffic Commission on March 1,2007 

2. The following criteria were found by the City Traffic Engineer to be relevant to the issue: 
Id (accommodate the parking needs of residents and businesses in a safe and equitable 
fashion); 
le (assure safe access and reasonable response times for emergency vehicles). 

3.  In maklng its decision, the Traffic Commission relied upon the following facts from the staff 
report and public testimony: 

The subject public driveways function as alleys but the City Traffic Engineer finds it 
unclear whether the driveways qualify as alleys under the definitions of State and local 
traffic laws. The City Traffic Engineer recommends that parking restrictions be 
established for the driveways, using the same restrictions imposed on alleys under the 
City Code. 
The Fire Marshall has determined that thc driveways are fire lanes and that parking 
should be proh~bited. 
City standards call for no parking on narrow public streets such as the subject driveways. 

4. Following the public hearing, the Traffic Commission voted Cff aye, nay) to recommend 
the following actlon: 

Except as provided below, prohibit parking in the unnamed publ~c roadway located south 
of SW Adele Drive and north of SW Washington Street and extending from SW 105'~ 
Terrace on the east to SW 11 1" Avenue on the west. 
Except as prov~ded below, prohibit parking in the unnamed public roadways in the area 
bounded by Valena View Drive on the west, SW 105" Terrace on the east and SW 
Washington Street on the north. 
In the unnamed streets described above, allow parlung for the expeditious loading or 
unloading of persons or materials, but in no case for a period in excess of 30 consecutive 
minutes. 

5. The Traffic Commission decision was based on the following findings: 

The proposed parking restrictions are needed for safety, especially for emergency vehicle 
access. The proposed restrictions would allow bnef parhng for loading and unloading to 
address the needs of the residents. Therefore, Criteria Id is satisfied. 
The proposed parking restrictions will provide for emergency veh~cle access as requested 
by the Fire Marshall, satisfying Criteria le. 
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6 .  The decislon of the Traffic Commlsslon shall become effective upon formal approval of the 
City Council. 

53- SIGNED THIS 1 DAY OF MARCH 2007 

TC 614 Final Order 
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