
CITY OF BEAVERTON COUfiICIL AGENDA 

FINAL AGENDA 

FORREST C. SOTH CITY COUNCIL CHAMBER 
4755 SW GRlFFlTH DRIVE 
BEAVERTON, OR 97005 

REGULAR MEETING 
JANUARY 8,2007 
6:30 P.M. 

CALL TO ORDER: 

ROLL CALL: 

PRESENTATION: 

Oath of Office to City Council Positions 1, 2 and 5 
Bruce S. Dalrymple, Betty Bode and Dennis Doyle 

07001 Presentation of the Distinguished Budget Presentation Award and 
Certificate of ~eco~nit ionfor Budget Keparation to J1oanne Harrington for 
the City's FY 2006-07 Annual Budget Document 

07002 Presentation of the Certificate of Achievement for Ex~cellence in Financial 
Re~ortina and the Award of Financial Reporting Achievement to J.J. 
~ c h u l z  for the C i s  FY 2004-05 comprehensi;e Annual Financial Report 

VISITOR COMMENT PERIOD: 

COUNCIL ITEMS: 

STAFF ITEMS: 

CONSENT AGENDA: 

Minutes of the Special Meeting of July 24, 2006, and the Regular 
Meetings of November 13 and December 4,2006 

07003 A Resolution Adopting the City of Beaverton Habitat Friendly 
Development Practices Guidance Manual (Resolution No. 3885) 

07004 Authorize the Mayor to Sign an Amendment to the Intergovernmental 
Agreement with Washington County Oregon, to Continue to Participate in 
the Department of Homeland Security's Urban Area Security Initiative 
Grant Awarded to the City of Portland (Resolution No. 3886) 

07005 Liquor License: New Outlet - Pizza Schmizza; Change of Ownership - 
Tanya's European Deli 

07006 Staffing Change - Increase Court Clerk Position from .75 FTE (Full Time 
Equivalent) to a 1 .O FTE and Transfer Resolution (Resolution 3887) 



Contract Review Board: 

07007 Bid Award -Wilson Drive Waterline Replacement Project 

07008 Rejection of Bid - Beaverton Central Plant Building E & F Underground 
Piping and Mechanical Room Project #2027-07 

PUBLIC HEARING: 

07009 Rose Biggi Avenue Street Vacation (SV 2004-0002) 

ORDINANCES: 

First Reading: 

07010 An Ordinance Amending Ordinance No. 4060, Engineering Design 
Manual and Standard Drawings (Ordinance No. 4417) 

0701 1 An Ordinance Amending Ordinance No. 2050, the Development Code, By 
Amending and Adding Provisions Relating to Transpl~rtation TA 2006- 
001 1 (Ordinance No. 441 8) 

07012 An Ordinance Amending Ordinance No. 4187, Figure 111-1, the 
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map and Ordinance No. 2050, the Zoning 
Map for Property Located in the General Vicinity of West Stark Street, 
North of US 26 and West of SW Corby Drive; CPA 20006-00141 
ZMA 2006-0017 (Ordinance No. 4419) 

0701 3 ZMA 2006-001 8, Corridor Court Rezone; An Ordinance Amending 
Ordinance No. 2050, the Zoning Map for Two Properties Located in North 
Beaverton from Office Commercial (OC) to Community Service (CS) 
(Ordinance No. 4420) 

Second Reading: 

06234 An Ordinance Amending Ordinance No. 4187, Figure 111-1, the 
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map and Ordinance I\lo.2050, the Zoning 
Map for Two Properties Located in Central Beaverton; CPA 2006-00151 
ZMA 2006-0020 (Mobile Home Corral) (Ordinance 4416) 

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 designatedl by the governing 
body to negotiate real property transactions and in accordance with ORS 1!)2.660 (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 irpon 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. 



AGENDA BILL 

Beaverton City Council 
Beaverton, Oregon 

SUBJECT: Presentation of the Distinguished Budget FOR AGENDA OF: 0110 
Presentation Award and Certificate of 
Recognition for Budget Preparation to Mayor's Approval: 
Joanne Harrington for the City's FY 
2006-07 Annual Budget Document DEPARTMENT OF ORIGIN: Finance 

DATE SUBMITTED: 12/21/06 

CLEARANCES: None 

PROCEEDING: Presentation EXHIBITS: Award Letter from GFOA 
Copy of Certificate of Recognition 

for Budget Preparation 

BUDGET IMPACT 

EXPENDITURE AMOUNT APPROPRI/IIDN( 
REQUIRED $-0- BUDGETED $-0- REQUIR.ED $-0- 

HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE: 
The Government Finance Officers Association of the United States and Canada (GFOA) has 

~~ -~~~ , - ~  -~ ~, 
presented a Distinguished Budget Presentation Award to the City of Beaverton for its annual budget 
document for fiscal year beginning July 1, 2006. In order to receive this award, the City must publish a 
budget document that meets program criteria as a policy document, as an operations guide, as a 
financial plan, and as a communications device. This award is the highest form of recognition in 
governmental budgeting. This is the nineteenth consecutive year that the City has received this award. 

INFORMATION FOR CONSIDERATION: 
When the Distinguished Budget Presentation is awarded, a Certificate of Recognition is also presented 
to the individual designated by the City as the person primarily responsible for having earned the 
certificate. The Certificate of Recognition will be presented to Joanne Harrington as the person 
primarily responsible for preparing the award-winning document. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Present the Distinguished Budget Presentation Award plaque and the Certificate of Recognition to 
Joanne Harrington. 

Agenda Bill No. 07001 



Government Finance Officers Association 
203 North LaSalle Street, Suite 2700 
Chicago, Illinois 60601 - 12 10 
312.977.9700 fax: 312.977.4806 

November 27.2006 

The Honorable Rob Drake 
Mayor 
City of Beaverton 
4755 SW Griffth Drive 
Beaverton, OR 97005 

Dear Mayor Drake: 

I am pleased to notify you that City of Beaverton, Oregon has received the Distinguished Budget 
Presentation Award for the current fiscal year from the Government Finance Officers 
Association (GFOA). This award is the highest form of recognition in governmental budgeting 
and represents a significant achievement by your organization. 

When a Distinguished Budget Presentation Award is granted to an entity, a Certificate of 
Recognition for Budget Presentation is also presented to the individual or depatment designated 
as being primarily responsible for its having achieved the award. This has been presented to: 

Joanne Harrington, Budget Coordinator 

We hope you will arrange for a formal public presentation of the award, and that 
appropriate publicity will be given to this notable achievement. A press release is 
enclosed for your use. 

We appreciate your participation in GFOA's Budget Awards Program. Through your 
example, we hope that other entities will be encouraged to achieve excellence in 
budgeting. 

Sincerely, 

Stephen J. Gauthier, Director 
Technical Services Center 

Enclosure 

I 
/ 

Washington, DC Office 
1301 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W, Suite 309 ' Washington, DC 20004 ' 202.393.8020 ' fax: 202.393.0780 



Government Finance Officers Association 
203 North LaSalle Street, Suite 2700 
Chicago, Illinois 60601-1 210 
312.977.9700 fax: 3 12.977.4806 

November 27,2006 

PRESS RELEASE 

For Further Information Contact 
Stephen J. Gauthier (312) 9'77-9700 

..................................................................................... 

Chicago--The Government Finance Officers Association of the United States and Canada (GFOA) 
is pleased to announce that City of Beaverton, Oregon has received the GFOA's Distinguished 
Budget Presentation Award for its budget. 

The award represents a significant achievement by the entity. It reflects the commitment of the 
governing body and staff to meeting the highest principles of governmental budgeting. In order to 
receive the budget award, the entity had to satis& nationally recognized guidelin'zs for effective 
budget presentation. These guidelines are designed to assess how well an entity's budget serves as: 

a policy document 
a financial plan 
an operations guide 
a communications device 

Budget documents must be rated "proficient" in all four categories to receive the award. 

When a Distinguished Budget Presentation Award is granted to an entity, a Certificate of Recognition 
for Budget Presentation is also presented to the individual or department designated as being 
primarily responsible for its having achieved the award. Tbis has been presented to Joanne 
Harrington, Budget Coordinator. 

For budgets including fiscal periods 2004, 1,027 entities received the Award. Award recipients have 
pioneered efforts to improve the quality of budgeting and provide an excellent exanlple for other 
governments throughout North America. 

The Government Finance Officers Association is a nonprofit professional association 
serving 16,000 government finance professionals throughout North America. The 
GFOA's Distinguished Budget Presentation Awards Program is the only national awards 
program in governmental budgeting. 

a 
k 

Washington, DC OEce 
1301 Pennsyllvania Avenue, N.W., Suite 309 . Washington, DC 20004 202.393.8020 ' fox 202.393.0780 

u.ww.gfoa.org 



The Government Finance Officers Association 
o f  the United States and Canada 1 

presents this 

CERTIFICATE OF RECOGNITION FOR BUDGET PREPARATION 

Joanne Harrington, Budget Coordinator 
City of Beaverton, Oregon 

The Cert$cate of Recognition for Budget P~eparation is presented by the Government 
Finance Oficers Asson'ation to those individuals who haue been instrumental in their 
government unit achieving a Distinguished Budget Presentation Award. The 
Distinguished Budget Presentation Award which is the highest award in governmental 
budgeting, is prerented to thoregovernment units whose budgets are ju&ed to adhere to 
program stun&& 

Executiue Director & $ $ $ % + / - ~  

 ate November 27,2006 



AGENDA BlLL 

Beaverton City Council 
Beaverton, Oregon 

SUBJECT: Presentation of the Certificate of FOR AGENDA OF: 01108/07 BILL NO: 07002 

Achievement for Excellence in Financial 
Reporting and the Award of Financial Mayor's Approval: 
Reoortina Achievement to J.J. Schulz for J 
the' ~ i t y ' s ~ ~  2004-05 Comprehensive DEPARTMENT OF ORIGIN: Finance mp@ 
Annual Financial Report 

DATE SUBMITTED: 12/21/06 

CLEARANCES: None 

PROCEEDING: Presentation EXHIBITS: Award Letter from GFOA 
Copy of Award of Financial 

Reporting Achievement 

BUDGET IMPACT 

EXPENDITURE AMOUNT APPROP- 
REQUIRED $-0- BUDGETED $-0- REQUIRED $-0- 

HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE: 
The Government Finance Officers Association of the United States and Canada, (GFOA) has awarded 
the Certificate of Achievement for Excellence in Financial Reporting to the (City of Beaverton for its 
comprehensive annual financial report (CAFR) for the fiscal year ended June 30, 2005. The Certificate 
of Achievement is the highest form of recognition in governmental accounting and financial reporting, 
and its attainment represents a significant accomplishment by a government and its management. 
This is the twenty-seventh consecutive year that the City has received the certificate. 

In order to receive this Certificate, the City must publish an easily readable and efficiently organized 
CAFR that conforms to program standards. The CAFR must satisfy generally accepted accounting 
principles and be audited in accordance with generally accepted auditing standards. The City's CAFR 
has been judged by an impartial panel to meet the program's high standards including demonstrating a 
constructive 'spirit of full disclosure' to clearly communicate its financial story to potential users and 
user groups. 

INFORMATION FOR CONSIDERATION: 
When a Certificate of Achievement is awarded, an Award of Financial Reporting Achievement is also 
presented to the individual designated by the City as the person primarily responsible for having 
earned the certificate. The Achievement Award will be presented to J.J. Schulz as the individual 
primarily responsible for preparing the award-winning document. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Present the Certificate of Achievement plaque and the Award for Financial Reporting Achievement to 
J.J. Schulz. 

Agenda Bill No. 
07002 



Government Finance Officers Association 
203 N. LaSalle Street - Suite 2700 
Chicago, 1L 60601 

Phone (3 12) 977-9700 Fax (312) 977-4806 

April 19,2006 
RECEIVED 

APR % 4 2006 

The Honorable Rob Drake 
Mayor 
City of Beaverton 
P.O. Box 4755 
Beaverton OR 97076-4755 

Dear Mayor Drake: 

We are pleased to notify you that your comprehensive annual financial report for the fiscal year ended June 30, 2005 
qualifies for a Certificate of Achievement for Excellence in Financial Reporting. The Certificate of Achievement is the 
highest form of recognition in governmental accounting and financial reporting, and its attainment represents a significant 
accomplishment by a government and its management 

The Certificate of Achievement plaque will be shipped to: 

Patrick F. O'CIaire 
Finance Director 

under separate cover in about eight weeks. We hope that you will arrange for a formal presentation of the Certificate and 
Award of Financial Reporting Achievement, and that appropriate publicity will be given to this notable achievement. To 
assist with this, enclosed are a sample news release and the Certificate Program "Results" for reports with fiscal years 
ended during 2004 representing the most recent statistics available. 

We hope that your example will encourage other government officials in their efforts to achieve and maintain an 
appropriate standard of excellence in financial reporting. 

Sincerely, 
Government Finance Officers Association 

Stephen J. Gauthier, Direct01 

Technical Services Center 



Government Finance Officers Association 
203 N. LaSalle Street - Suite 2700 
Chicago, IL 60601 

Phone (312) 977-9700 Fax (312) 977-4806 

04/19/2006 

NEWS RELEASE 
For Information contact: 

Stephen Gauthier (312) 977-9700 

(Chicago)--The Certificate of Achievement for Excellence in Financial Reporting has been 

awarded to City of Beaverton by the Government Finance Officers Association of the United 

States and Canada (GFOA) for its comprehensive annual financial report (CAFR). The Certificate 

of Achievement is the highest form of recognition in the area of govemne~rtal accounting and 

financial reporting, and its attainment represents a significant accomplishment by a government 

and its management 

An Award of Financial Reporting Achievement has been awarded to the individual(s), 

department or agency designated by the government as primarily responsible for preparing the 

award-winning CAFR. This has been presented to: 

J. J. Schulz, Senior Accountant 

The CAFR has been judged by an impartial panel to meet the high standards of the program 

including demonstrating a constructive "spirit of full disclosure" to clearly communicate its 

financial story and motivate potential users and user groups to read the CAFR 

The GFOA is a nonprofit professional association serving approximately 16,000 government 

finance professionals with offices in Chicago, IL, and Washington, D.C. 



The Government Finance Officers Association 
of the United States and Canada 

I presents this 

AWARD OF FINANCIAL REPORTING ACHIEVEMENT 

J. J. Schulz 
Senior Accountant 

City of Beaverton, Oregon 

The award of F'inancral Reporting Achievement is presented by the Government F~irnance Oficers 
Association to the individual(s) designated as instrumental in their government unit achieving a 
Certificate of Achievement for Excellence in Financial Reporting. A Certijicate of Achievement 
is presented to those government units whose annualfinancial reports are judged to adhere to 
program standards and represents the highest award in governmentfinancial reporting. 

Executive Director 

Date April 19,2006 



BEAVERTON CITY COUNCIL 
BUSINESS ROUNDTABLE 
SPECIAL CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
JULY 24,2006 

CALL TO ORDER: 

The Regular Meeting of the Beaverton City Council was called to order by Mayor Rob 
Drake in the Forrest C. Soth City Council Chamber, 4755 SW Griffith Drive, Beaverton, 
Oregon, on Monday, July 24, 2006, at 6:30 p.m. 

ROLL CALL: 

Present were Mayor Drake, Couns. Catherine Arnold, Betty Bode, Bruce Dalrymple, 
Dennis Doyle, and Cathy Stanton. Staff present were City Attorney Alan Rappleyea, 
Chief of Staff Linda Adlard, Economic Development Program Manager Robert Pochert 
and City Recorder Sue Nelson. Others in attendance were Governor Kulongoski's 
Economic Revitalization Team Member Mark Ellsworth; Economic Intelligence Specialist 
Christine Hamilton-Pennell, City of Littleton, Colorado; Director Dan Ripke, Center for 
Economic Development, California State University at Chico. 

Coun. Stanton MOVED, SECONDED by Coun. Bode, that the Cons~ent Agenda be 
approved as follows: 

06131 Authorization for the Mayor to Award Contract for Beaverton Central Plant West 
Expansion 

Coun. Stanton said she wished to amend the Recommended Action for Agenda Bill 
06131, to ensure that the bid award does not exceed the budget allocation. 

Coun. Stanton MOVED, SECONDED by Coun. Bode that the Recommended Action 
under Agenda Bill 06131 be amended by adding the phrase that the bid award "is not to 
exceed $727,950, without coming back to the City Council." 

Coun. Stanton said the agenda bill authorized the Mayor to award the bid to the lowest 
responsible bidder. She said she wanted to ensure that the bid awa,rd would not be over 
the amount budgeted for the project; and that if the bid is higher than the budgeted 
amount that the award would be brought back to the Council. She said she wished to 
take this extra step since this project was not in the Capital lmprovernents Plan (CIP). 



City Council Special Meeting 
Minutes - July 24,2006 
Page 2 

Question called on the motion. Couns. Arnold, Bode, Dalrymple, Doyle, and Stanton 
voting AYE, the MOTION CARRIED unanimously. (5:O) 

PRESENTATION: 

06132 Economic Gardening Presentation 

Chief of Staff Linda Adlard said the Council has considered the question of how the City 
could support local businesses; and how to handle economic development. She said 
when she reviewed the information on economic gardening, she thought it was a 
concept the City should consider. She said economic gardening helps businesses with 
initiative grow. She said the speakers had a great deal of experienc:e and success with 
their economic gardening programs. 

Christine Hamilton-Pennell, Economic Intelligence Specialist, City of Littleton, Colorado, 
reviewed Littleton's history and demographics, and gave an overview of Littleton's 
Economic Gardening Program. She said in the 1980's Littleton's local industries 
suffered an economic setback with massive layoffs and many businesses closed. To 
help the local economy recover, the Council hired Economic Development Manager 
Chris Gibbons whose charge was to help strengthen and grow local businesses. She 
said Gibbons and the Deputy City Manager Jim Woods connected with a Think Tank 
called Center for the New West and through their study, they developed the concept of 
economic gardening. 

Hamilton-Pennell said that Gibbons and Woods investigated why the traditional 
economic development approach toward job recruitment had not wa'rked. She said 
throuahout the studv the; shared the information thev learned with the Council and 
citizens. She said what ihey discovered was that cointry-wide 75-95% of all new jobs 
come from existina businesses; and 81% of those businesses have less than ten 
employees and less than $200,000 in revenue. She said (:hey also discovered 
that three to five percent of all the companies produced the majority of the jobs; these 
were entrepreneurial companies that grew about 25% per year. She summarized that 
what they learned was that economic gardening is about entrepreneurs; entrepreneurs 
are people who perceive an opportunity and create an organization to do it. She said 
these entrepreneurial companies that are producing the majority of the jobs are called 
gazelles. Entrepreneurs create businesses, jobs, events and they are involved in 
essential and supportive activities. She reviewed entrepreneurial statistics world-wide. 

Hamilton-Pennell said they learned that entrepreneurs need places where there is 
support for new ideas and innovations, where there is a favorable regulatory 
environment, and where there is support for the arts and diversity. She said they also 
need a workforce, peer networks, basic infrastructure, marketing and finance 
information. She said from this Littleton created an Economic Gardening Program that 
has an entrepreneurial approach to economic development. She said it was their strong 
belief that entrepreneurs create the jobs, not economic development. She said this 
program was built on growing and improving local businesses; it is a long-term 
commitment, not a quick fix. She said the city had to be willing to take its assets and 
use them differently over a period of time; it would not have immediate returns. She said 
additional information was available on Littleton's Web site www.littletongov.org. 



City Council Special Meeting 
Minutes - July 24, 2006 
Page 3 

Hamilton-Pennell reviewed what local government could do to support entrepreneurs. 
She said the three areas where government could help were information, infrastructure 
and connections. She said regarding infrastructure, Littleton: invested heavily in light 
rail; has a historic preservation program; developedlimproved its trail systems and parks; 
rebuilt the street systems; helped improve the theater and museum; has a high-quality 
library; and has several programs to help counsel and support the youth (this resulted 
from the Columbine incident). She said Littleton also: developed education connections 
between the schools and local industries; Councilors and staff know and support local 
businessmen and businesses; provides connections to various resources such as the 
Small Business ~dministration,'financial experts, etc.; and provides newsletters and 
information to the businesses to keep them informed on what is happening in the city . . - 
and what services are available in all government levels. 

Hamilton-Pennell concluded that in 1990 Littleton had 15,000 jobs; in 2005 they had 
almost 35,000 jobs. She said during that same period of time, the population grew only 
23%; in the Denver metro area the population only grew 37%. She said while they could 
not positively say this was due to economic gardening, during that period Littleton did not 
spend any money in recruitment incentives or tax breaks to bring businesses into the 
city. She said also during this time, the sales tax revenue tripled. 

Hamilton-Pennell reviewed the services that Littleton provides the businesses. 
Geographic Information Systems (GIs) provide computer mapping and database 
research to help businesses improve marketing, decision makhg and competitiveness. 
She said Littleton subscribes to several information services, including demographic, 
economic marketing, and lifestyle data services and provides this information to the 
businesses. She reviewed how this information is used to help businesses improve 
marketing and services. She reviewed how the city staff works with businesses to help 
them grow, including helping develop business strategies and niche marketing, 
identifying markets/customers, and providing access to early notice of construction and 
development projects. She said over the years they have had stronig support from the 
Councils and the citizens for this program. She said there were several communities 
throughout the country that were following this program. 

Coun. Stanton asked at what levels jurisdictions fall into the catego?{ of gazelle; such as 
the State of Colorado. She referred to the statistic that 3-5% of the companies were 
gazelles and produced 70-80% of the jobs; she asked if that was job growth or jobs. 

Hamilton-Pennell said there were states that were more entrepreneurial than other 
states and Colorado was high on that list. She said those statistics were national and 
the gazelle companies produced 70-80% of the new jobs. She said this refers to 
businesses not jurisdictions. 

Dan Ripke, Director Center for Economic Development, California State University at 
Chico, reviewed their experience with economic gardening. He said their original 
funding was from the Federal Government and their first model was a single county. He 
said the problem they encountered in the rural areas was that they did not educate the 
people. He said they did have success with the first grant; they created 47 jobs and 
seven new businesses in the community. 



City Council Special Meeting 
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Ripke said the second pilot program was done through an Economic Development 
Administration Grant for a multi-county area, again in a poverty stricken area, and they 
had to do a Swiss-cheese approach to identify rural areas and busiriesses in that area. 
He said this program worked well because they worked with partners (other cities, 
counties and workforce pools) to get the word out about the program. He said the third 
pilot program was a rural technical assistance program and they partnered with a small 
company and used venture capital. He said these programs were very successful. He 
said three vears aao Governor Schwarzeneaaer eliminated fundina for economic 
developmeht in ~ i i f o rn ia .  He said as a re& the State's econom~c development offices 
were adopted by other jurisdictions. He said in his office, they adopted six of the 
economic devekpment offices. He said that increased their resource pool and they are 
using the additional resources to track the results of their economic gardening efforts. 

Ripke said they were able to teach business owners how to use the information 
resources to improve their business. He said business success rates have increased 
and new markets have been created. He said business owners saw this as a positive 
use of their tax dollars. He reviewed cases of companies that were successful under 
this program. He explained how demographic trends are important in market planning 
and future projections. He reviewed workforce and population demographics and how 
planning for future marketing relies heavily on identifying the population's customer and 
workforce demographics. 

Ripke said critical success factors for their program were: having a comprehensive 
resource center; a fast response time, especially with information; getting the best 
advertising; having a proactive system; understanding the information and knowing how 
to use the resources you provide; developing the infrastructure; and not treating all 
entrepreneurs the same. 

Coun. Doyle asked if there were business owners who provide this service, at a higher 
cost, who are upset that the city or university provide the service. 

Hamilton-Pennell said they were not trying to displace the private sector. She said if 
someone comes to them and says the city is displacing their service, then the city does 
not provide that service. She said in Littleton's experience that only happened once with 
a video conferencing company, so the city stopped offering that service. She said the 
majority of their clients are so small that they are not good potential clients for the private 
sector. She said once the companies get bigger, they often go off on their own. She 
said they also have a policy of not spending more than $150 per year per business in 
out-of-pocket costs; that does not count database subscriptions. 

Coun. Doyle said he appreciated what they were doing and he knew there were 
businesses in this area that would use these services if they were available at a lower 
cost. 

Hamilton-Pennell said if they find that a company is large enough to pay for these 
services, they will refer them to others who can do the work for them. She said they do 
this because they do not have the time to be a marketing department for a business. 
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Ripke said these programs were a walking brochure for the value oi: the information. He 
said the consulting firms like to send their clients to get the service. He said clients will 
go to the Small Business Development Centers (SBDC) and see the value of 
counseling, mentoring and coaching, but they need a great deal of hand-holding. He 
noted the SBDCs cannot do the clients' work for them. He said consulting firms will do 
the work but they are expensive. This is why these programs are valuable. 

Hamilton-Pennell said they do have marketing consultants who do free seminars and 
provide free training to these businessmen. 

Coun. Stanton noted California and Colorado received more taxes from businesses than 
Oregon. She asked what this would do for Beaverton as it only receives property tax. 
She questioned what niche this would fit into since this was not coming from tax dollars; 
the City could not say that it was giving value back to the businesses that had given 
value to the City. 

Hamilton-Pennell said one way would be to focus on the fact that economic gardening 
creates jobs. She said if the community has good jobs with good salaries, then value 
will be captured at the business and retail level which makes those businesses more 
successful and raises the total value of the community. She said that was more indirect 
than sales tax revenue. 

Ripke said in Chico they used money from different programs. He said in Mendocino 
Countv the Workforce Investment Board financed the program and through this proaram . - 
fundei other regional initiatives (regional and sustainable agriculture, and the retirement 
cluster). He said Sonoma County financed its program and targeted specific industries . - 
they wanted in the region. He said they are now speaking with-two ~ a t i v e  American 
tribes to target their resources. He said they can focus the programs efforts in specific 
areas. He said it would help if the City could prove the economic impact potential of the 
program; and partnering with the private sector, particularly with financial institutions that 
stand to profit from such a program, is possible. He noted Umpqua Bank has sponsored 
their brochures; so the bank's logo goes on the information brochure that they use. He 
said a pilot project could also be done. 

Hamilton-Pennell said funds could also be leveraged through the Workforce 
Development Centers and many economic gardening programs were going in that 
direction. 

Ripke said Oregon also received a Kellogg Grant for a pilot program in eastern Oregon. 

Coun. Bode asked if they did partnerships with community colleges for education. She 
said in this region there were many high-tech engineers looking for venture capital which 
is not in abundance in this area, as it is in Seattle. She asked if they helped people by 
showing them how to present their company and develop their businless plans. 

Hamilton-Pennell said venture capital is such a small part of financing that it can never 
be guaranteed that someone will get it. She said venture capital sources are not 
interested in investing until a company has been in business three to five years, they're 
showing high return on investment, they are looking for an exit strategy and some way 
they can be involved in that business. She said good ideas attract money if they are 
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really solid and the majority of people who get their companies off the ground do not get 
venture capital; they get funding from friends, banks, their own personal investments and 
credit card loans. She said even if the business was in Seattle, the chances of getting 
venture capital were very slim. She said people have to understand how to turn their 
idea into a business without venture capital. She said very few of the really successful 
companies were started with outside financing. 

Ripke said there are recognized regional angel networks and regional venture capital 
resources working to keep capital investments in the region to ensure that the business 
and its management stay local. He said the dark side of venture capital is that the 
investors wish to make a return on their investment and if a decisiori has to be made to 
off-shore a business to keep it profitable, the board of governance will decide to do what 
is profitable. 

Mayor Drake said one of the interesting concepts in this region is that of working 
together; the cities have gotten together and realized it is better to work together toward 
each others mutual benefit rather than to cannibalize one another in developing 
business. 

Hamilton-Pennell agreed and said they support any community that wants to start an 
economic gardening program because they are not seen as competitors; the region as a 
whole can benefit from all businesses being successful. 

Ripke gave an analogy of growing a business and having a garden. He said while the 
factors are different, the nurturing factors are the same. He said they found that 
business, like gardening, is regional. Just as a redwood would not survive in the desert, 
if a business is doing well in a region it is better to strengthen and help that 
entrepreneur. The help they provide to businesses through economic gardening is like 
providing a little water and fertilizer to the plant. 

Mayor Drake asked if they had encountered much criticism regarding government 
helping private business. 

Hamilton-Pennell said this was a politically charged issue. She said on the whole, 
people have no objection to government helping small business. She said in Littleton 
there is a large Libertarian sector that is adamantly opposed to government subsidizing 
comoanies to come into the communitv. She said a Wal-Mart is orooosina to come into 
~ittl6ton and the Libertarian group is opposed to that; they think {he city is-supporting this 
development. She said the same group is very supportive of the Economic Gardening 
program because they see it as ~ u $ ~ o h i n ~  the independent business owner. She saib 
because they are working with small business, they have not had that criticism. 

Ripke said economic gardening is an opportunity to reinvest in the local business just 
like Beaverton's facade improvement program. 

Coun. Doyle said this makes a great deal of sense in combination with the Open 
Business Technology Center. He said such a program could serve comprise 80% of the 
businesses in Beaverton; and if the City could help that 80%. it could not hit a bigger 
home run. He said he hoped the City could pursue this as this is the! type of thing 
municipal government should do for its community. 
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Mayor Drake said this was a major policy issue so staff was asking for Council approval 
to go in this direction. 

Coun. Stanton asked if they had heard anything about the Open Technology Business 
Center. She said when this was discussed three years ago, she was extremely 
supportive because it was infrastructure; it provided the ground for someone with an 
idea to come in and grow a business that would benefit the community. She said she 
would need a different model to embrace this as it does not fall into the same 
infrastructure level. She said while she would like to support this, she wanted to hear an 
update on the incubator before the City decides to branch out. 

Hamilton-Pennell said when Littleton started the program the first year the budget was 
$70,000; that was for the director's salary and supplies. She said the first employee the 
director hired was a half-time reference librarian because of the value of the database 
research. She said their current budget was just under $600,000, which is less than the 
economic development budaet of most cities and it is less than the !subsidy most cities 
give to Wal-Mart to locate totheir town. 

Ripke said there were many different ways to do economic gardening. He said 
Littleton's was very unique and very successful, which was why they continued to invest 
in the program. He said the Tomato on Steroids out of Kern County was another 
example; he said it was targeted at certain businesses. He said that could be another 
way to handle a first-run program. 

Coun. Dalrymple asked if Littleton was as big as it would get or was there additional land 
that could be annexed for growth. 

Hamilton-Pennell said Littleton was at 95% build out and would not be getting any 
additional land. 

Coun. Dalrymple asked Ripke if they had any outreach programs related to areas that 
were outside of the city limits of Chico. 

Ripke said they did not have outreach programs, but his work was regional and he 
covered more than 30% of the State of California. He said he worked with counties and 
cities individually to develop programs to meet their specific needs. 

Coun. Stanton noted that Ripke did not differentiate between incorporated and 
unincorporated boundaries. 

Ripke said that was correct. He said because everything is regional, especially in terms 
of business, employment and spending, one cannot differentiate between the two. 

Coun. Arnold noted Ripke had referred to having strong well-educated local partners. 
She asked if he was talking about other districts or the Chamber of Commerce. 

Ripke said the Chamber of Commerce was an excellent partner and they have excellent 
network connections; as were workforce organizations, labor organii:ations, business 
improvement districts, historic districts and redevelopment agencies. He said the 
education involves knowing what can and cannot be done, especially within the industry. 
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He said it was important to meet with business and industry representatives as they are 
very vocal about what should and should not be done within the cornmunity. He said 
when the benefit of economic gardening can be proven to business and industry, they 
will support the program. 

Hamilton-Pennell said in Littleton they worked closely with the Arapahoe Community 
College and industry leaders, to help start curriculum that relates to the needs of 
industry. She said they worked with them to develop an e-cornmerc:e course study. She 
said higher education has lost 90% of its state funding so the biggest challenge has 
been how to get the education sector back up to what it can be, to support the needs of 
business and industry throughout the state. 

Coun. Bode said Oregon was experiencing the same disparity between education and 
industry needs. She used the health industry and education in this rregion as an 
example of the disparity between where services are needed and where the education 
centers are located. 

Ripke said they were working to bring the two together in northern California, 

Hamilton-Pennell reviewed a few examples of where education has responded quickly to 
industry needs. 

Mayor Drake thanked them for sharing their expertise. 

ADJOURNMENT 

There being no further business to come before the Council at this time, the 
meeting was adjourned at 8:40 p.m. 

Sue Nelson, City Recorder 

APPROVAL: 

Approved this day of , 2007, 

Rob Drake, Mayor 



D R A F T  

BEAVERTON CITY COUNCIL 
REGULAR MEETING 
NOVEMBER 13,2006 

CALL TO ORDER: 

The Regular Meeting of \he Beaverton City Council was called to order by Mayor Rob 
Drake in the Forrest C. goth Council Chamber, 4755 SW Griffith Drive, Beaverton, 
Oregon, on Monday, Noyember 13,2006 at 6:34 p.m. 

I 

ROLL CALL: I 

, 
Present were Mayor  rake, Couns. Catherine Arnold, Betty Bode, Elruce S. Dalrymple, 
and Dennis Doyle. ~ o u n l  Cathy Stanton was excused. Also present were City Attorney 
Alan Rappleyea, Chief of Staff Linda Adlard, Finance Director Patrick O'Claire, 
Community Developme t Director Joe Grillo, Public Works Director Gary Brentano, 
Library Director Ed Houqe, Human Resources Director Nancy Bate., c, Police Chief David 
Bishop, Development Services Manager Steve Sparks, Principal Planner Hal Bergsma, 
Senior Planner Barbara kryer, Associate Planner Leigh Crabtree and Deputy City 
Recorder Catherine ~anSen. 

I 

PRESENTATIONS: ! 

0621 1 2006 International ~ssodiation of Chiefs of PoliceIMotorola Webber Seavey Award for 
Quality in Law ~nforcembt  

Mayor Drake said the Cif# received the Webber Seavey Award from the International 
Association of Chief of P lice (IACP). He said focus work completed by the Beaverton 1 Police Department staff I d to the City competing for and receiving tliis award. He said 
the City, through the held of Senator Gordon Smith, received a grant to develop an 
Identity Theft and Fraud prevention Program. It was for this prograrn that the City 
received the Seavey ~w4rd .  He read a letter from Senator Smith congratulating the City 
for receiving the award. He presented the award to Police Chief David Bishop and said 
it was being presented tc) all the members of the Police Department. 

! 
B isho~ thanked Mavor ~dake and said he was acce~tina this award for the entire 
community, the police ~ d ~ a r t m e n t  and the City council-and Mayor. He presented a 
medallion to the Mayor ahd explained the IACP provided medallions that would be aiven 
to all the key peopli respbnsible for achieving this award. He said he was giving this to 
Mayor Drake for he was h e  first person to start the dialogue with Senator Smith that 
resulted in the formation bf this program. He said the Police Departrnent was extremely 
proud of the Program and its partnership with the community. 
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Mayor Drake thanked him for the medallion and said it would be displayed at City Hall. 

06212 Presentation of Shields and Swearing In of Newly-Appointed Sergeant and Five Officers 
to the Beaverton Police Department 

Mayor Drake said he started the tradition of swearing in the police officers at the Council 
meetings to introduce them to the community and welcome them to the City. 

Police Chief David Bishop swore in newly-promoted Sergeant Jeffrey DeBolt and the five 
new oflicers Nathaneal Brown, Christopher Freeman, Marlin Kendall, Matthew Reed and 
Bradley Sutton. 

Mayor Drake presented the shields to the sergeant and officers. 

Bishop thanked the families and friends who were present and said the officers could not 
do this job without their support. 

06220 U. S. Mayors Climate Protection Agreement (Resolution No. 3882) 

Mayor Drake said this summer Beaverton citizen Barbara Wilson asked that the Council 
review and consider adopting the Mayors Climate Protection Agreement. He said he 
reviewed the information available on-line regarding the agreement and he conferred 
with staff to determine what work the City has done to promote a healthier environment. 
He said the City has intentionally embarked on environmental progr,ams in order to be an 
eco-friendly and more responsive agency. He said this agreement was not a binding 
document, but it was about looking forward and it was consistent wiih programs the 
Council has supported in the past. He invited Ms. Wilson to speak. 

Barbara Wilson, Beaverton, and Steve Couche, Portland, introduced themselves. 
Wilson thanked the Mayor for moving the agreement along expeditiously. She said 
global warming was an environmental emergency to which no one was paying attention. 
She said she appreciated the City's efforts to consider the Climate F1rotection 
Agreement. She explained how Mayor Nicholson from Seattle became interested in 
global warming and spearheaded the movement to have cities adopt this agreement. 
She said as an avid hiker, she has noticed the environment changing over the last 25 
years, especially in glacial and wetland areas. She said the phenomena of glaciers 
receding was occurring, world wide and has affected the global climate. She urged the 
Council to pass the Climate Protection Agreement. 

Steve Couche said his first eight years were spent in Cedar Hills and he had memories 
of the extensive wetlands in this area. He said these wetlands and glaciers were 
disappearing with the climate change. He said scientists are predicting that ocean levels 
could increase by 40 feet and that would seriously damage the coastal cities. He said 
the environment has already experienced an increase in droughts; as that worsens it 
will bring more famine and shrinking food supplies. He said this is a potential calamity 
for the world and something has to be done. He said he appreciated that the City has 
joined the many other cities in signing this agreement. He said it was important to tell 
the legislators in Washington D.C. that this is a crisis and action is needed at a national 
level because this country was one of the worst offenders. 
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Coun. Dalrymple referred to page three, Item seven of the agreement, "Practice and 
promote sustainable building practices using the U. S. Green Buildi~ng Council's LEED 
program or a similar system." He said he was concerned about the immediate impact 
that would have on the budget if this was adopted now versus ramping up to this through 
the next budget cycle. He asked what the best way would be to approach this issue. 

Mayor Drake said this agreement was a guideline, not a contract. He said this would not 
upset the budget, but the City would look at how it could gradually honor the points in the 
agreement in the future. He said the City could move toward being more conservation- 
minded. He said this does not have a timeline and overnight changes are not intended 
because the City would not want to increase costs unduly or upset the budget. 

Coun. Dalrymple said that was good as long as it was a guideline that the City could 
work towards. He said this would also give the City the opportunity to do research and 
understand what this provides; and also to determine which points were of the most 
benefit to the community and which were affordable. 

Mayor Drake said the intent was that this was the first step in this journey. He said the 
City has been smart in its approach to being conservation-minded; {:he steps the City has 
taken were done incrementally for good fiscal management, and to be a good steward 
and role model for the community. He said the City has practiced this for a number of 
years. He noted the City has been recognized as a Tree City USA since 1995 and the 
planting of trees does a great deal to promote a healthy community. 

Coun. Bode said she appreciated how Wilson partnered with the City in getting this 
agreement adopted. She said on page 2 of Agenda Bill 06220 there was a list of the 
many activities that the City has been engaged in for a number of years that were 
conservation minded. She noted this agenda bill was posted on the City's Web site for 
those who may wish to read it in full. She said the City would continue to do more and 
she thanked Wilson for bringing this forward. 

Coun. Arnold said she appreciated her bringing this forward and she was pleasantly 
surprised to see what City has done so far. She said this was a great move forward. 

Coun. Arnold MOVED, SECONDED by Coun. Doyle, that the Council adopt Agenda Bill 
06220 and endorse the U.S. Mayors Climate Protection Agreement as presented in 
Resolution No. 3882. 

Coun. Doyle said that adopting this agreement gives the City credence to go to the 
national legislators and let them know that Beaverton, which is the fifth largest city in the 
state, supports this agreement and urges the legislators to follow the example being set 
by the mayors in this country. He said since the city councils were the closest governing 
bodies to the citizens of this country, that should speak volumes to the federal legislators 
who are making these laws. He said it was long overdue. 

Coun. Dalrymple said he has known Wilson for a long time as she had previously 
brought environmental issues to the Tualatin Hills Parks and Recreation District Board. 
He said he appreciated her dedication to the issue and that she worked with the 
agencies to create good stewardship. 
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Question called on the motion. Couns. Arnold, Bode, Dalrymple and Doyle voting AYE, 
the MOTION CARRIED unanimously. (4:O) 

Wilson thanked the Council for adopting the agreement. She said she saw this as the 
beginning and asked how the public could be brought on board. She said this has to be 
accepted by the 83,000 citizens of Beaverton and they have to be informed that they 
have an important part in making this agreement successful. She asked how the City 
could inform the citizens of their role in this issue. 

Mayor Drake said there were many ways this could be done. He said by adopting the 
agreement the City has made a strong statement. He said the City was already doing 
many of the things that it needed to do and citizens were seeing this. He said the City 
looks at this agreement to determine how it can meet the standards of the agreement in 
an economically responsible manner and possibly stretching itself a bit to meet the 
goals. He said there was always opportunity for input through the budget process or as 
the City crafts new programs. He said the City would need to think further on ways to 
provide public outreach. 

Wilson stressed that this issue needs to be addressed and public outreach is needed. 
She said experts on this subject have said that there is only ten years to get this under 
control; after that, the problem cannot be corrected. She said the reason for this was 
that the problem increases exponentially; once the arctic ice cap is gone, there is no way 
to get it back. She said there were things that everyone must do in order to reduce the 
carbon emissions that come from Beaverton. She said individuals have to know what 
their carbon footprint is and what they can do to reduce it. 

Mayor Drake said this was a team effort and covered much more than just the City of 
Beaverton. 

Wilson asked that the Council and Mayor let the legislators, and others in their sphere of 
influence, know that the City has passed this agreement and it is imlportant. 

VISITOR COMMENT PERIOD: 

Bill Kroger, Beaverton, said he was the Chair of the Washington County Behavioral 
Health Council. He said the Council is an advisory board to the Washington County 
Commissioners and the Department of Health and Human Services, and deals with 
mental health and addiction problems in Washington County. He said the Council was 
comprised of professionals in the field, lay volunteers, consumers arid family members. 
He said there were many pressing mental health and addiction problems facing the 
County. He said the top five problems they were facing in the comrr~unity were: Oregon 
Health Plan issues; service improvements for people with addiction problems; 
implementing the evidence-based practices program; employment services for the 
mentally ill; and improvement of community based services for children. He said they 
have presented this information to the Washington County legislators and candidates, 
who have a great interest in this issue. He said it was their hope tha:t the Council would 
become familiar with these issues and help them to spread the word. 
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Coun. Doyle said this was a critical issue in the community. He asked if the legislators 
gave them any feedback on their true awareness of what the community and state are 
facing in relation to these issues; and if the legislators offered any guidance as to what 
they may try to accomplish in the next session. 

Kroger said they had a lively discussion. He said Mitch Greenwick, who was well aware 
of these issues, wanted the three counties to work in tandem. He said that had been 
tried but it does not work well. He said the discussion went on for an hour and the 
candidates learned from the discussion. He said it was hard to say if it specifically 
helped. He said at least they were more informed now than they had been. 

Mayor Drake thanked Kroger for speaking. He added that the mental health 
professionals in this group were the top professionals in the County. He said the Council 
has excellent connections in its membership but the challenge they face is bigger than 
the resources available. 

Coun. Bode asked what phone number people could use to reach the Council. 

Kroger said he could be reached at 971-645-6889 and he could refer them to the proper 
individual for whatever services were needed. 

COUNCIL ITEMS: 

Coun. Arnold said the City's Holiday Tree Lighting would be on December 1, 2006, at 
The Round at 6:00 p.m. She invited everyone to attend. It was noted that public parking 
would be available at the Westgate Theater parking lot and there would be guides to 
assist people with parking. 

STAFF ITEMS: 

Chief of Staff Linda Adlard reminded the Council that the Budget Cclmmittee meeting 
would be held on Thursdav. November 16. 2006. She also noted that the Council's 
holiday greeting would be recorded by ~ualatin Valley Community Television on 
December 4 at 6:00 p.m., in the Council Chambers. 

CONSENT AGENDA: 

Coun. Bode MOVED, SECONDED by Coun. Dalrymple, that the Consent Agenda be 
approved as follows: 

Minutes of the Regular Meeting of October 16, 2006 

06213 Liquor Licenses: Change of Ownership - Izzy's Restaurant 

06214 Classification Changes 

Question called on the motion. Couns. Arnold, Bode, Dalrymple, and Doyle voting AYE, 
the MOTION CARRIED unanimously. (4:O) 
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Coun. Arnold said that at last week's meeting the Council passed a motion and had first 
reading of an ordinance to amend the Comprehensive Plan. She said one of the 
changes that was approved also needs to be reflected in the Development Code. 

Coun. Arnold MOVED, SECONDED by Coun. Doyle, that the Council direct staff to 
initiate an application to amend the appropriate sections of the Development Code text 
so that the hearing notice for Type 3 and 4 applications to amend the Development 
Code and the Zoning Map is provided to Neighborhood Association Committee (NAC) 
Chairs and the Committee for Citizen Involvement Chair in the same manner as what 
was proposed in Ordinance No. 4187 to amend the Comprehensive Plan. 

Mayor Drake explained this was the second step of what Council had already adopted; it 
implements what Council has already passed. 

Coun. Dalrymple asked if this was missed in the motion at the last meeting. 

Mayor Drake said that was correct. 

Question called on the motion. Couns. Arnold, Bode, Dalrymple an13 Doyle voting AYE, 
the MOTION CARRIED unanimously. (4:O) 

WORK SESSION: 

061 94 TA 2006-0003 (PUD Text Amendment) (Rescheduled from 10/16/06 meefing) 
(NOTE: Discussion of this item also covered Bill 06195, Ordinance IFirst Reading for the . 
PUD Text Amendment) 

Mayor Drake said he discussed this item with Coun. Dalrymple today and after the work 
session the ordinance may be referred back to the Planning Commission for additional 
review and public comment. 

Senior Planner Colin Cooper introduced Shelly Holly and Magnus Bernhardt from 
Parametrix, the land use consultant firm that prepared the draft Planned Unit 
Development (PUD) Ordinance. Cooper presented a Powerpoint presentation on the 
history of PUDs in Beaverton. He said in 2002 the Development anld PUD Codes 
underwent a significant reorganization. He said the changes to the PUD Code included 
the removal of the four-acre minimum area requirement, the 20% open space 
requirement was quantified, and minimum yard setbacks were specified. He said the 
PUD Code was currently being revisited because the Planning Commission was not 
happy with the PUD developments that it was reviewing. He said staff had also 
promised to revisit sections of the reorganized Code to determine how they were 
working. He reviewed examples of PUD applications that were not well received by the 
Planning Commission or the surrounding neighborhoods. 

Magnus Bernhardt, Parametrix, consultant, gave an overview of the process used to 
review and revise the PUD Code. He said the purpose of the Code amendment was to 
improve the quality of the PUD applications that the City receives. He said they 
developed good baseline standards and incentives that would improve the quality of the 
applications. 



Beaverton City Council 
Minutes - November 13,2006 
Page 7 

Bernhardt said that thev reviewed the Citv's PUD Code. and the PLlD ordinances of six 
otherjurisdictions; thenthey tested the PUD ievisions using an existing site in 
Beaverton. He said they also researched form-base code and low-ilmpact development 
code as they felt those codes would generate innovative ideas that they could teit in 
developing concepts for the existing site in Beaverton. He said the critical PUD 
elements that were discussed by staff and the Planning Commission were: thresholds; 
minimum open space standards; parking; design review; density requirements; setback 
restrictions; minimum parcel size; incentives for increased density and reduction in open 
space; and design flexibility. He said the model site had many of the challenges that 
developers face when developing property (natural resources, wetlands, trees, irregular 
shape and was in an existing neighborhood). He said the proposed project yielded 13 
units and one open space lot. He said they looked at form-base code (where function 
follows form to encourage development flexibility by regulating the form of environment, 
not the land use or density), at zoning, site character, and architectural components. He 
reviewed the three plans they developed for this site. He said they developed three 
ideas as development incentives: a green roof; encouraging more solar passive gain; 
and cohesive open space within the PUDs. He said the proposed PUD Code has 
graphics that support the narrative and the new incentives would lead to better projects. 

Cooper reviewed the major issues that were raised and resolved. He said the minimum 
threshold was important to the Planning Commission, so the bar was raised to two 
acres. He said the Commission was concerned with ensuring compatibility and 
attractive infill PUD development, so the minimum setback was set at 15 feet. He said 
the Commission's other major concern was having useable open space, rather than 
many small lots, so a minimal dimensional standard was created. The Commission was 
concerned about the lack of innovative, high-quality design within the single-family lots, 
so design standards for single-family residential were created for PlJDs only, not 
throughout the City. He said bonuses were included for innovative work, such as solar 
gain and affordable housing. He said also a new threshold was included, so that when a 
developer asks for more than three variances, adjustments or flexible setbacks (in any 
combination), that they then would be required to do a PUD. He said with all these new 
factors, the Commission enthusiastically supported these revisions. 

Coun. Arnold asked for information on the development bonuses. 

Cooper said the Planning Commission wanted to see innovative development so the 
ordinance contained a variety of incentives. He said there were incentives for open 
space, architectural incentives such as solar access and green roof features, and there 
was an affordable housing component to provide for one or two unit!; in a project. 

Coun. Arnold referred to page 27 of the proposed ordinance (Agenda Bill 06195), 
"Affordable housing is defined as housing affordable to households earning up to 100% 
of the median household income in Washington County, or less as adjusted for family 
size as determined by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD).' 
Housing prices and or rents shall be limited to that level through deed restriction." She 
asked what "that level" referred to. 

Cooper said that referred to two thresholds, the 100% of the median or as determined by 
the U.S. Department of Housing. 
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Mayor Drake explained HUD sets income standards and what a fannily of certain size 
would need to earn to qualify at a certain level. He said affordable housing in the region 
is set by HUD as a certain percentage of the median income level. He said .the 
percentage was flexible but HUD would set the standard. 

Coun. Arnold asked what percentage of the 100% income represents the affordable 
amount. 

Mayor Drake said HUD sets standard and it could vary. 

Coun. Bode said the current standard was 40%. 

Coun. Arnold said it seemed that some PUDs were designed to do infill development 
and the open spaces were an after thought. She said she did not like that because it 
created the need for a homeowners association which did not make sense as they were 
not maintaining a real planned community. She said she appreciated the work that was 
done to make these more functional, so that they are creating something that has value 
in those open spaces. She said she appreciated the time staff gave her outside of the 
meeting to help her understand these issues. 

Coun. Doyle asked if builders look for these incentives to design inn~ovative projects. 

Cooper said he thought the likelihood was low, but the City wants to provide the 
opportunity for a developer who does want to do these things. He said as an example, a 
homebuilder might partner with Habitat for Humanity to take advantage of the incentive 
for affordable housing. 

Coun. Doyle said it was commendable that the Planning Commissic~n and staff 
incorporated this into the Code and that it was easy to understand. He said he was glad 
to see the opportunity provided in a manner that is fair to the developer. He said he 
looked forward to seeing what type of applications this will bring forvvard. 

Coun. Dalrymple said he had a number of items to discuss. He said his first concern 
was phasing (page 8, Agenda Bill 06195). He said if he was putting a development 
together with its many components, it might take longer than the two years that this 
program would allow. He said a developer doing a large project has another element of 
risk, because if it has to come back in two years to go through another process, that 
might mean there are other restrictions or impacts to the original approval that might 
negatively impact the ownership and the original master plan. He said from that 
perspective he would like this to be longer than two years. He said his second concern 
was density and lot dimensions (page 14). He asked what would happen if the adjacent 
parcels were not developed to the Comprehensive Plan level. He questioned how a 
developer could coordinate. He said he thought it would be best served if it was 
coordinated with the Comp Plan, at the maximum use decided for a site. He said he did 
not think that was clear in the text. 

Coun. Dalrymple referred to page 14, Item B (Agenda Bill 06195) that referenced "Area 
over 25% slope" when talking about the transfer of density. He questioned what that 
meant. He said if he was doing a PUD, he hoped he could take the area that could not 
be built upon and transfer that density to another area and then try to do the best 
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possible project for the type of building unit being developed. He said he needed clarity 
on that issue for he was not sure he was thinking along the same lines as the Planning 
Commission. He said as a developer, he was thinking of the highest and best use and 
getting the maximum potential out of the property, for livability and for equity investors. 

Coun. Dalrymple asked if open space could be less than 20%. He said in this area with 
the Urban Growth Boundary and other constraints, property values were soaring. He 
said it costs a lot to buy property; if 20% has to be dedicated to open space, the cost of 
that 20% will have to be spread among the other units, so this pushes the price of 
homes up. He said this will make housing more difficult for people to afford. He said he 
did not know if that had been considered from a financial impact as much as more from 
a perception of what will be provided in the community. He said he thought in that 
regard there was a balance in how one looked at open space. 

Coun. Dalrymple referred to page 85, ltem A.l (Agenda Bill 06195) which set limits on 
attached single family units to four units per structure in the R-10 an~d R-7 residential 
zone. He said in other parts of the country new architectural practices were introducing 
a big-house concept. He said the big-house design was a new inno'vative style for high- 
density housing, that has six to 12 units in a building that looks like a large estate home. 
He said that might be something the City wants to foster. He referred to the standards 
on page 94, ltem C, that said "No more than 40% of the gross land dedicated may have 
slopes greater than five percent." He confirmed this refers to open space and said that 
this standard becomes a penalty because of the high cost of the land. He said that 
could be negative and questioned how this was reviewed by the team members. 

Coun. Dalrymple said his biggest concern was the issue of pocket parks. He said from 
his many years on the Tualatin Hills Park and Recreation District (THPRD) Board, 
pocket parks were too small and the cost to maintain them was significantly higher. He 
noted THPRD is the park provider for the City and asked if the District was involved in 
reviewing these amendments. He said the THPRD was in the midsl, of doing its 20-year 
Master Plan Update and it would be to the City's advantage to have the District comment 
on these standards. He highly encouraged involving the THPRD. l ie  referred to the 
reduction of setbacks on page 106, ltem 2, and said that in looking at many 
developments throughout the country, the setbacks are minimal on many street 
frontages and when automobiles are parked in front of the garage, they lap over onto the 
sidewalk blocking the walking area. He said he hoped setback stan~jards would be set 
for standard automobile size so that there would be no lapping over into the walking 
area. He said in considering the American Disabilities Act, reduced visibility and 
negotiating around cars that block the sidewalk become an issue especially for seniors 
and children at play. 

Coun. Dalrymple said that for these reasons he would like to send this proposed 
ordinance back to the Planning Commission and staff. He stressed it was important to 
get everyone's buy-in and include THPRD in this review. 

Mayor Drake asked staff if THPRD was in the noticing process and if  the issue of pocket 
parks was discussed with the District. 

Cooper said THPRD was notified but there was no joint discussion o'n the pocket parks 
issue. 
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Mayor Drake said it would be good to send the document back for i~nput from the 
THPRD. He asked for additional Council comments. 

Coun. Bode said she was concerned with the 15-foot setback due to visibility. She 
asked if the 20% open space was contiguous. She said in the past it seemed that the 
open space was divided into small parcels and spread throughout the developments. 
She said when she was on the Planning Commission she felt duped when one of the 
projects that was presented as an affordable housing project, was n~ot what she 
considered affordable housing once it was built. She said as the amount of land 
decreases, the City needs to be cautious in its development regulations. She said she 
thought it would be good to go back and look at these issues. 

Coun. Doyle said he had no problem referring this back to the Planning Commission and 
staff. He said many good issues were raised and he would like to hear the response to 
Coun. Dalrymple's comments. 

Mayor Drake said Coun. Dalrymple's comments from a developer's viewpoint were 
valuable and presented in a constructive manner. 

Coun. Bode said the issues of pocket parks, traffic, development costs and open space 
were important and she agreed this should be referred back to the Commission and 
staff. 

Coun. Dalrymple said they had discussed what constitutes acceptance in open space 
(setback areas, buffer areas and vegetative corridors). He said all this was important 
when trying to attract developers. He said without real clarity on this standard, 
developers might choose to pass on potential development. He said he was very 
appreciative of the work the Commission and staff did to develop this ordinance. He 
said he was trying to take a proactive approach to enhance the ordinance and make it 
an outstanding document. 

Coun. Dalrymple MOVED, SECONDED by Coun. Doyle, that the Council refer TA 2006- 
0003 (PUD Text Amendment) back to the Planning Commission and staff for additional 
review to include input from THPRD, to consider comments made at the Council Work 
Session, to hold an additional public hearing at the Planning Commission level, and to 
bring the ordinance back to Council. 

Mayor Drake said Council was not suggesting a wholesale rewrite of the ordinance, 
rather a consideration of the comments and suggestions raised at th~e work session. He 
said he was intrigued by Coun. Dalrymple's comparisons of projects and how they could 
be handled differently. He said he thought the proposed document end proposed 
modifications would promote flexibility and creativity, which the City always tries to do as 
it evolves as an agency. 

Question called on the motion. Couns. Arnold, Bode, Dalrymple and Doyle voting AYE, 
the MOTION CARRIED unanimously. (4:O) 

RECESS: 

Mayor Drake called for a brief recess at 8:13 p.m. 
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RECONVENED: 

Mayor Drake reconvened the meeting at 8:22 p.m. 

0621 5 Tualatin Basin Goal 5 lmolementation 
(Discussion on this item included Agenda Bills 06216, 06217 and 013218, the first reading 
of ordinances to amend the Comprehensive Plan, Development Co~de and Beaverton 
Code related to the Tualatin   as in Goal 5 Program.) 

Senior Planner Barbara Fryer and Associate Planner Leigh Crabtre~e presented a 
Powerpoint presentation on the Tualatin Basin Goal 5 Program. Fryer said they have 
worked on this Program for six years; it started with Metro adopting the inventory of 
regionally significant resources and was now at the point where the Program was to be 
adopted by the City. She said the proposed amendments to the Comprehensive Plan 
and Development Code comply with the Statewide Planning Goal and the Metro Urban 
Growth Management Functional Plan. She said the proposal was to amend five 
chapters of the Comprehensive Plan, the Glossary, and the Natural Resources 
Inventory. Also, the Development Code would be amended to add a new section to 
Chapter 60 and definitions to Chapter 90. She said City Code Section 5.05 would have 
minor edits and Section 9.05 was amended to include maintenance as a requirement for 
storm water facilities. 

Fryer reviewed Habitat Benefit Areas (HBA) on two sites and the HBA Preservation 
Program (in the record). She said this was a voluntary program; inc:entives are offered 
to get developers to do preservation activities. 

Associate Planner Leigh Crabtree reviewed HBAs in relation to the IDevelopment Code. 
She said the new section in Chapter 60 was in response to comments that the Tualatin 
Basin Goal 5 Steering Committee received from stakeholders, the Citizen Involvement 
Committee, the Development Liaison Committee and the Planning Commission. She 
said it was determined that instead of changing multiple sections of the Development 
Code, it would be better to write one chapter that deals with providing incentives. She 
said the first major incentive was HBA Preservation, including preservation, 
enhancement, mitigation and creation of HBAs. She said the proposed incentives 
mostly apply to non-single-family residential areas, but there are opportunities for single- 
family residential. The Planning Commission made the decision that it wished to have 
single family residential match what already exists, but flexibility has been provided as 
needed. She said the incentive that would apply to single family residential was open 
space reduction for an equal amount of HBA preserved. She said incentives for other 
zones included changing the building envelope and building height bonus. 

Fryer reviewed low-impact development techniques. She reviewed examples of eco- 
roofs and roof-top gardens, and described the features of each. She said eco-roofs are 
appearing on new and retro-fitted buildings. She also reviewed parking lot landscape 
islands, landscape swales, storm water planters and rain gardens. :She reviewed 
projects where these techniques were used in Hillsboro, Portland and Milwaukie. 
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Crabtree reviewed the credits for use of low-impact development techniques (in the 
record). She said the objective was to convert normal landscaping to capture storm 
water. She said on streets, the landscape standard reduction meant that standard 
landscaping was swapped for detention landscaping. 

Fryer said at this meeting Council would consider three ordinances to amend the 
Beaverton Code, the Comprehensive Plan and the Development Code to enact the 
Tualatin Basin Goal 5 Program. She said the ordinances would receive first reading at 
this meeting and second reading on December 4, 2006. She said the timeline was to 
have the Program adopted by January 2007. She said Tigard, Tualatin and Sherwood 
have adopted these amendments; Hillsboro and Washington County have not yet 
completed their amendments. She said staff would report back to Council in a year on 
how well the Program was working. She said they did not know if these incentives were 
sufficient so that a developer would take advantage of the Program. She said the 
Planning Commission, the Committee for Citizen Involvement and tlie Development 
Liaison Committee supported this proposal. She said the City of Portland has provided 
greater incentives and that is why so many of these features are seen in Portland. She 
said staff also developed a guidance manual that will explain to developers how to 
implement this Program; the manual will be brought to Council for adoption in January. 

Coun. Bode thanked staff for their hard work. She said it was interesting to see the high 
amount of public involvement that went into this project. She said she would support this 
program and favored moving forward. 

Coun. Dalrymple said he was glad to see this Program has moved forward. He asked 
staff if they knew why Washington County was lagging behind, since it was always in the 
lead in trying to make this happen. 

Fryer said the County's ordinance went before County Planning Cornmission and the 
Commission asked to pull the Planned Unit Development section. She said that section 
would go through the cycle next year as they missed the window for this year. 

Coun. Dalrymple said in his experience, there were times when a municipality would not 
approve a gravel parking lot because oil dripping from automobiles \~ould contaminate 
the soil; so the parking lot would have to be paved. He said now they were talking about 
using pervious materials such as grasscrete for parking areas. He questioned how 
these materials were used in this process and if they were part of the Program. 

Fryer said pervious materials were included to a certain extent. She said pervious 
concrete and pavement, paver blocks, grasscrete and a plastic cell product were being 
considered for the Program. She said they were still working with the engineering 
division to get a particular process approved. She said they want to be sure that 
groundwater contamination does not occur, that the life of the product will meet the 
standards, and that maintenance issues are accommodated. She said they want to be 
sure that these issues are taken care of before the materials becom~e a part of the 
Program. She said this will probably be included in the guidance manual. 

Coun. Dalrymple said he was concerned about maintenance issues; that he did not want 
the City to have to cut the grass on people's parking lots because of these materials. He 
said he supported its use in other areas but was cautious about using it in parking lot 



Beaverton City Council 
Minutes - November 13,2006 
Page 13 

areas. He asked if a property was in the HBA, and this Program is voluntary, what 
would happen in the future. He asked if this was a voluntary program because of Ballot 
Measure 37. 

Fryer said that the program was voluntary because of Measure 37; this basin area 
already has regulations in place that protect the land that is not protected in other 
jurisdictions. She said they wanted to go above the norm through a voluntary incentive- 
based program. 

Coun. Dalrymple asked if this would come back for adoption by elected officials before it 
reached a regulatory standpoint. 

Fryer confirmed that was correct. She said if the Program was ever considered to be 
anything but voluntary, it would first go through an extensive public process. 

Mayor Drake said with Ballot Measure 37, anything that the City would do beyond a 
voluntary approach would be susceptible to a Measure 37 claim. He said if the voters 
ever invalidated Ballot Measure 37, any change to the Comprehensive Plan or 
Development Code would go through a public process with an intense notification 
procedure. 

Coun. Arnold said she thought it sounded like no areas have any regulation, it is all 
voluntary. She stressed that was not true. She said there are area:; in the inventory that 
have regulations in place. 

Fryer said that was correct; the City was not repealing any regulations that are already in 
place. She said Clean Water Services' Vegetative Corridors were still applicable in all 
the inventory areas. She said the areas beyond the vegetative corridors are considered 
the Habitat Benefit Areas and would be part of this voluntary program. She said the low- 
impact development techniques would be applied throughout the city, regardless of 
whether it is a HBA or not. 

Coun. Arnold asked that staff explain Section 60.12.47.C2 (page 25, Agenda Bill 06218). 
She said it sounds like if they build a structure parking place it is one? less space overall 
in the total count of the parking requirements. 

Crabtree said a better explanation was that by providing incentives for structured 
parking, they were trying to reduce the impervious area of the surface parking lot. She 
said currently parking requirements were tied to surface parking only, not parking 
structures. She said a developer would receive a credit for eliminating surface parking 
spaces by integrating the required parking into a parking structure. 

Coun. Arnold asked if she had a requirement for 40 parking spaces, if she built two- 
tiered parking how many spaces would she have to provide. 

Fryer said she would still need to provide 40 spaces but the number of surface spaces 
would be reduced by the number of spaces in the parking structure. 
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Principal Planner Hal Bergsma said that under Metro Code requirernents, cities and 
counties have to set maximum parking ratios. He said if the requirement was for a 
minimum of 30 spaces and maximum of 40, if 20 spaces were provided in a parking 
structure, then the surfacing parking requirement would be reduced to 20 spaces. The 
objective is to reduce the amount of impervious area. 

Mayor Drake said the goal was to reduce the imprint. He noted that by building a multi- 
story parking structure less flat land surface has to be paved for a parking lot that does 
not allow the ground to absorb the water runoff. 

Coun. Arnold asked how the trees and existing canopy intermesh with existing tree 
requirements. 

Crabtree said the current Code requires mitigation for trees in a significant grove, 
significant trees, historic trees and trees in significant resource areas. She said the 
Planning Commission asked staff to develop an incentive for develclpers to keep the 
trees and canopy for water absorption and to preserve the trees that do not fallinto the 
significant tree categories. She said in order to maintain the canopy and water 
absorption; they were trying to preserve the trees that do not require mitigation. 

Coun. Arnold asked if that meant if there were trees on a property that were not 
significant trees and they wanted to keep the trees, the developer could do less 
landscaping somewhere else. She also asked if the developer used this incentive and 
the trees died due to the construction, would he be required to replace the tree. 

Crabtree said the incentives are to allow less landscaping in another area in order to 
preserve the trees. She said a developer would have to replace the trees that died if this 
was done as an incentive. She said developers were required to take specific actions to 
protect the trees from the construction and keep the failure from occurring. 

Coun. Arnold asked what would happen if a new owner decided to cut the trees down. 

drabtree said that would fall into a different category of Code violation and violation of a 
land use order. She said it would have to come back in for a tand use review. 

Mayor Drake said Code Enforcement would deal with that and there would be some 
impact so that they would have to offset the loss of the trees. 

Coun. Arnold asked what tree box filters were. 

Fryer said it was an underground vault that looks like a gutter systern, where water flows 
and drains into a large tree area; the water flows through the tree bc~x and through the 
filter system that is established as part of that tree. She said the water would be taken 
up and filtered by the tree system that could reduce the amount of water discharged 
through the storm system. 

Coun. Arnold said there was some overlap in the section on Open Space Development 
Incentive Options and the HBA section. She asked if there was a way to reference the 
Open Space section in the PUD. 
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Fryer said the intent of these regulations was that one would not need to go through a 
PUD to get these incentives. 

Coun. Arnold asked what open space meant in this ordinance, since it was not the 
PUD's definition of open space; and if someone doing a PUD could take advantage of 
these incentives. 

Fryer said there were requirements for multi-family developments to have a certain 
amount of open space and that is what this ordinance addressed. She reiterated that 
one did not have to do a PUD to get these incentives, though someone doing a PUD 
could use these incentives. 

Mayor Drake thanked staff for the presentation. 

ORDINANCES: 

Mayor Drake noted that Agenda Bill 06195 was being pulled and referred back to the 
Planning Commission as result of the previous work session. Also, Agenda Bill 06219 
was being pulled and would be brought back in the future. 

Coun. Doyle MOVED, SECONDED by Coun. Bode, that the rules be suspended, and 
that the ordinances embodied in Agenda Bills 06216, 06217, 06218, be read for the first 
time by title only at this meeting, and for the second time by title onby at the next regular 
meeting of the Council. Couns. Arnold, Bode, Dalrymple, and Doyle voting AYE, the 
MOTION CARRIED unanimously. (49) 

First Reading: 

Rappleyea read the following ordinances for the first time by title only: 

06195 PULLED - TA 2006-0003 (PUD Text Amendment) (Ordinance No. 4409). 
(Rescheduled from 10/16/06meeting) - This ordinance was referred back to the Planning 
Commission and did not receive first reading. 

06216 An Ordinance Amending Chapters Five and Nine of the Beaverton Code Related to the 
Tualatin Basin Goal 5 Program (Ordinance No. 4412) 

06217 An Ordinance Amending Comprehensive Plan Chapters 3,4, 5,6, 7, 8, the Glossary 
and Volume Ill (Ordinance No. 4187) Related to CPA 2006-0012 (Ordinance No. 4413) 

06218 An Ordinance Amending Development Code Chapters 60 and 90 (as Amended through 
Ordinance 4265) Related to TA 2006-0009 (Ordinance No. 4414) 

06219 PULLED -An Ordinance Repealing the 72-Hour Parking Prohibition: Section 6.02.310 of 
the Municipal Code (Ordinance No. 4415). This was pulled prior to the meeting for 
revisions and will be brought back to Council at a future meeting. 

Second Reading: 

Rappleyea read the following ordinances for the second time by title only: 
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06208 An Ordinance Amending Comprehensive Plan Chapters I, 2 and the Glossary 
(Ordinance No. 4187) Related to CPA 2006-0001 (Ordinance No. 4395) 

06209 TA 2006-0008 (Design Review Threshold Modifications) (Ordinance No. 4410) 

06210 ZMA 2006-0006 Momeni Property at Main Avenue and Allen Boule\fard Zoning Map 
Amendment (Ordinance No. 441 1) 

Coun. Doyle MOVED, SECONDED by Coun. Bode, that the ordinances embodied in 
Agenda Bills 06208, 06209 and 06210 now pass. Roll call vote. Couns. Arnold, Bode, 
Dalrymple, and Doyle voting AYE, the MOTION CARRIED unanimo'usly. (4:O) 

OTHER BUSINESS: 

Mayor Drake said he received statistics comparing traffic on Highway 217 with other key 
roads in the metro area (1-5, 1-205, US 26 and Oregon 99). He said Highway 217 
received 114,000 cars per day; 1-5 has 134,000 cars per day; and the other roads are in 
between the two. He said the amount of traffic that Highway 217 carries is significant. 

ADJOURNMENT 

There being no further business to come before the Council at this time, the meeting 
was adjourned at 9:13 p.m. 

Catherine Jansen, Deputy City Recorder 

APPROVAL: 

Approved this day of ,2007. 

Rob Drake, Mayor 



BEAVERTON CITY COUNCIL 
REGULAR MEETING 
DECEMBER 4,2006 

CALL TO ORDER: 

The Regular Meeting of the Beaverton City Council was called to order by Mayor Rob 
Drake in the Forrest C. Soth Council Chamber, 4755 SW Griffith Drive, Beaverton, 
Oregon, on Monday, December 4,2006, at 6:39 p.m. 

ROLL CALL: 

Present were Mayor Drake, Couns. Catherine Arnold, Betty Bode, Bruce S. Dalrymple, 
Dennis Doyle and Cathy Stanton. Also present were City Attorney Alan Rappleyea, 
Chief of Staff Linda Adlard, Finance Director Patrick O'Claire, Community Development 
Director Joe Grillo, Public Works Director Gary Brentano, Library Director Ed House, 
Human Resources Director Nancy Bates, Police Captain Stan Newland, Building Official 
Brad Roast and Deputy City Recorder Catherine Jansen. 

Mayor Drake explained for the audience that the public hearing for the Text Amendment 
Appeal (APP 2006-0005 -Appeal of TA 2006-0007 Code Applicability for Annexed 
Areas Amendment - Agenda Bill 06255) would be continued to February 12,2007, at the 
request of Washington County. 

PRESENTATIONS: 

06222 Presentation by Susan McLain, Metro Councilor 

Mayor Drake introduced Metro Councilor Susan McLain and said this was McLain's final 
month in office. He thanked her for her service and said he has enjoyed working with 
her. He said her replacement Kathryn Harrington would be an outstanding councilor. 

McLain thanked Mayor Drake and said she has enjoyed working with the City and Mayor 
Drake. She said she enjoyed her 16 years of service and was excited about going back 
to teaching at Glencoe High School. McLain said this would be her iast report and she 
would concentrate on the three areas where she has spent most of her time in the last 
six months. 

McLain said she and Metro Councilor Rod Park have been trying to develop ways for the 
Metro area cities and counties to work more closely with outlying areas such as Yamhill 
and Banks on land use issues. She said these cities are interested in sharing resources 
and experiences to better serve the public and be conscientious in dealing with 
infrastructure costs. She said they have worked on having these cities participate in the 
Mayor's seminar, on sharing technical information, e-mail connectiorls and mapping 
resources. 
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McLain said she also worked on reviewing the issues that have come to Metro over the 
last 16 years to determine what worked well and what did not. She said she was doing 
this to figure out what issues needed to be brought to the Legislature this year and to 
determine where the cities and counties can work together on a legislative agenda that 
can be presented in a unified voice to Salem. She said they have three or four issues 
that looked promising. 

McLain said she spent a great deal of time working on the Greenspace Bond Measure. 
She said it was delightful to have this as a going-out project for she was on the Council 
when the first bond measure was passed in 1995. She said everyone has been a 
winner with this measure and it has been a pleasure to watch the greenspace programs 
develop. She noted the Measure was passed in all three counties and in almost all 
jurisdictions. She said that was a reaffirmation of the public's suppcrrt for this type of 
endeavor. She said 2007 would be an exciting year as the Metro Council works through 
the refinement process. 

McLain said she wished to remind the City of the Nature in the Neighborhoods Grant 
Program. She noted the City previously received these grants for Camille Park and the 
Golden Pond area. She said the second round of grants was coming and grant 
proposals were due January 18, 2007. She said there was over $500,000 in grant 
money available. She noted there were many important projects on which work should 
continue and there were various grant funds available. She said Metro has always been 
happy to support partnerships with otherjurisdictions and parks projects have exceeded 
all of Metro's and the cities' expectations. 

McLain concluded by saying that she has known Kathryn Harrington for many years and 
she is delighted that Harrington is her replacement. She said Harrington was dedicated, 
hard working, has high goals and high visibility, and she understands the diversity of 
District 4. She said she has enjoyed being a Metro Councilor but she is looking forward 
to having more time with her family. 

Coun. Doyle thanked her for her service and dedication. 

VISITOR COMMENTS PERIOD: 

There were none. 

COUNCIL ITEMS: 

Coun. Arnold said that the City's Holiday Open House would be helcl on December 12, 
from 500  p.m. to 7:00 p.m., in the City Hall Council Chambers. She invited everyone to 
attend. 

Coun. Doyle said last Wednesday the Beaverton Police Athletic League (PAL) had its 
annual dinner and silent auction and raised $3,500, which was double the amount they 
hoped to raise. He said PAL had reopened, was doing well and hoped to grow. He said 
PAL makes a difference in the lives of many children. 
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Coun. Stanton said the National League of Cities Conference would begin December 5 
in Reno, Nevada. She said she was going along with the Mayor and Couns. Arnold and 
Doyle. 

Coun. Stanton invited everyone to view the beautiful Christmas tree in the plaza at The 
Round. She said the tree came from the back yard of Vern Williams, a long-time 
Beaverton resident. She said the City's tree lighting was last Friday and she heard it 
was wonderful. 

STAFF ITEMS: 

Community Development Director Joe Grillo said today was the filing deadline for phase 
one of the Ballot Measure 37 claims. He said as of 500 p.m. today, the City had 
received a total of ten additional Measure 37 claims; one each from Mr. Williams, 
Harmony Investments, Mr. Grabhorn, Mr. Hemstreet, Mr. Oulrnan, Mr. Jaihouni and four 
claims from the various interests in the Peterkort properties. He said staff has not had 
the opportunity to review the claims. He added the City has 180 days to conduct a 
hearing and render a decision. 

CONSENT AGENDA: 

Coun. Bode MOVED, SECONDED by Coun. Stanton, that the Consent Agenda be 
approved as follows: 

Minutes of the Regular Meeting of November 6, and the Special Meeting of 
November 16,2006. 

06223 Liquor Licenses: New Outlet - Blue Iguana Bar and Grill 

Contract Review Board: 

06224 Ratification of Contract Award for Chiller Procurement for the Beaverton Central Plant. 

Coun. Arnold said she had a few corrections to the minutes of November 6 that she 
gave to the City Recorder. 

Question called on the motion. Couns. Arnold, Bode, Dalrymple, Doyle and Stanton 
voting AYE, the MOTION CARRIED unanimously. (50) Coun. Stanton abstained from 
voting on both sets of minutes as she was not in attendance at those meetings. 

PUBLIC HEARING: 

06225 APP 2006-0005 - Appeal of TA 2006-0007 (Code Applicability for Annexed Areas 
Amendment) 

Mayor Drake said a request had been received from Washington County Planning 
Manager Brent Curtis for a continuance of this matter for at least 60 days. He said 
February 12, 2007, was the closest meeting after the 60 days requested. 
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Coun. Stanton MOVED, SECONDED by Coun. Doyle that Council continue the public 
hearing on APP 2006-0005, the appeal of TA 2006-007 (Code Applicability for Annexed 
Areas Amendment) to February 12, 2007, at 6:30 p.m. Couns. Arnold, Bode, Dalrymple, 
Doyle and Stanton voting AYE; the MOTION CARRIED unanimously. (5:O) 

06226 Adopt Resolution and Authorize Implementation of Building, Mechanical, Plumbing and 
~lectrical Permit Fee Increases (Resolution No. 3883) 

Coun. Stanton referred to a question she submitted earlier as to why the Plumbing Fee 
Schedule did not have the Other Inspections and Fee Charges that all the other fee 
tables and schedules have. She asked if she understood his answer to say that the 
Other Inspection and Fee Charges would be incorporated in the future. 

Building Official Brad Roast replied that was the intention; the similar language would be 
incorporated in the future when appropriate. 

Coun. Stanton said she would appreciate the standardization as that helps her find 
thingswhen she is reviewing the schedule. She thanked Roast for doing an excellent 
job and said that she preferred doing small increases incrementally every year. 

Coun. Dalrymple said Roast was forecasting the five and ten percenlt increases, in 
relationship to the number of permits and inspections. He asked why Roast picked 
these percentages for the fee increases. 

Roast said he arrived at the five percent increase for the building and mechanical 
permits by reviewing the forecasted revenues and expenditures for the upcoming fiscal 
year and analyzing the revenues generated from a two percent and Len percent increase 
to determine where the City would be financially. He said he wanted to keep the fee 
revenue sufficient to maintain the Contingency Fund so the City would not be losing 
money. He said for the electrical permits, the City was doing a small catch-up. He said 
the true percentage to make the electrical permits self-supporting was in the range of 
25% to 50%. He said the City was doing smaller incremental increases because the 
development industry does not want to see large increases. He said the ten percent 
increase for electrical permits was reasonable to continue to improve the fee structure. 
He said the increase would continue annually until the fee schedule covers operation 
costs and maintains the Contingency Fund level. 

Coun. Dalryrnple asked regarding the fees, if there were any performance standards for 
any of the departments relative to monitoring expenses in the depart~ments for the work 
that is done; or if staff was just forecasting based on what they felt the workload would 
be. 

Roast said it was based on the anticipated workload. He said regarding performance 
measures, they did not know what the workload would be daily or month-to-month, so 
staff has to do an educated guess based on past development and what is anticipated in 
the future. He said staff then does a spreadsheet of the percentages to forecast 
anticipated revenues based on anticipated activity. 

Coun. Dalrymple said for this year the bottom line was that the City was doing catch-up 
and trying to maintain a certain contingency level and net aggregate. 
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Roast said that was correct. 

Coun. Doyle asked that next time this is presented he would like to see that information 
and also the other cities' fees in comparison to what Beaverton charges. 

Mayor Drake opened the public hearing and asked if anyone wished to testify. 

No one came forward to testify. 

Mayor Drake closed the public hearing. 

Coun. Doyle MOVED, SECONDED by Coun. Stanton that Council approve Agenda Bill 
06226 containing Resolution No. 3883, A Resolution to Increase Building, Mechanical, 
Plumbing, and Electrical Permit Fees. 

Coun. Stanton said she would support the motion because the responsible thing for the 
City to do is to make these permits as self-supporting as possible, to cover the City's 
costs. 

Question called on the motion. Couns. Arnold, Bode, Dalrymple, Doyle and Stanton 
voting AYE, the MOTION CARRIED unanimously. (50) 

ORDINANCES: 

Mayor Drake noted Coun. Stanton had a question regarding the 72-hour parking 
prohibition (Agenda Bill 06219, Ordinance 4415). 

Coun. Stanton said she was remembering that the Council previously discussed towing 
cars that were on the street for either 48 or 72 hours. She said she thought it was a 
Code Enforcement issue and asked if anyone else remembered this discussion. 

Chief of Staff Linda Adlard said the City previously reduced the amount of time that an 
automobile, that was not registered to the owner of the property that it was parked in 
front of, could sit on a street before towing could be implemented. She said what is 
currently happening is that if a car is parked in front of its registered owner's home and 
sits for more than 72 hours, they are being ticketed for $10.00. She said this is irritating 
to the homeowners. She said this section should have been removed earlier. 

Mayor Drake said the intent of the original Code amendment was to deal with 
abandoned vehicles, not to inconvenience people who park their cars in front of their 
own homes. 

Coun. Arnold asked about vehicles parked in citizen's yards and not used at all. 

Adlard explained that parking a vehicle in a yard is illegal in the City of Beaverton. She 
said Code Enforcement would notify the owner, tag the car, and if it is not removed it 
would be towed away. 
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Coun. Stanton MOVED, SECONDED by Coun. Doyle, that the rule:; be suspended, and 
that the ordinance embodied in Agenda Bill 06219 be read for the first time by title only 
at this meeting, and for the second time by title only at the next regular meeting of the 
Council. Couns. Arnold, Bode, Dalrymple, Doyle and Stanton voting AYE, the MOTION 
CARRIED unanimously. (5:O) 

First Reading: 

Rappleyea read the following ordinance for the first time by title onlqc 

06219 An Ordinance Repealing the 72-Hour Parking Prohibition, Section 6.02.310 of the 
Municipal Code (Ordinance No. 4415) 

Second Reading: 

Rappleyea read the following ordinance for the second time by title only: 

06216 An Ordinance Amending Chapters Five and Nine of the Beaverton Code Related to the 
Tualatin Basin Goal 5 Program (Ordinance No. 4412) 

06217 An Ordinance Amending Comprehensive Plan Chapters 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, the Glossary 
and Volume Ill (Ordinance No. 4187) Related to CPA 2006-0012 (Ordinance No. 4413) 

06218 An Ordinance Amending Development Code Chapters 60 and 90 (Ordinance No. 2050 
as Amended through Ordinance 4265) Related to TA 2006-0009 (Ordinance No. 4414) 

Coun. Stanton MOVED, SECONDED by Coun. Doyle, that the ordinances embodied in 
Agenda Bills 06216, 06217 and 06218 now pass. Roll call vote. Courns. Arnold, Bode, 
Dalrymple, Doyle and Stanton voting AYE, the MOTION CARRIED unanimously. (5:O) 

ADJOURNMENT 

There being no further business to come before the Council at this time, the meeting 
was adjourned at 7:26 p.m. 

Catherine Jansen, Deputy City Recorder 

APPROVAL: 

Approved this day of ,2007. 

Rob Drake, Mayor 



AGENDA BlLL 

Beaverton City Council 
Beaverton, Oregon 

SUBJECT: A Resolution Adopting the City of FOR AGENDA OF: 1/08/017 BILL NO: 07003 

Beaverton Habitat Friendly 
Development Practices Guidance Mayor's Approval: 
Manual 

DEPARTMENT OF ORIGIN: CDD 

DATE SUBMITTED: 12/26/06 \I 

CLEARANCES: City Attorney 
Planning 

PROCEEDING: Consent EXHIBITS: A. Proposed ~esolution 
B. Guidance Manual 

BUDGET IMPACT 
I EXPENDITURE AMOUNT APPROPRIATION I I REQUIRED $0 BUDGETED $0 REQUIRED $0 I 
HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE: 
Local governments in the Tualatin Basin collaborated on a program to implement Metro's Goal 5 
Nature in the Neighborhoods Program. On November 13, 2006, City Council held a work session 
on the Tualatin  asi in Goal 5 implementation. Staff noted the necessity of bringing back a guidance 
manual in January to assist in implementation of the program and to provide some guidelines for 
construction of the low-impact development techniques. The Tualatin Basin program is a voluntary 
incentive-based program of habitat friendly development practices and lovv-impact development " 

techniques that the City Council approved on December 4, 2006 through Ordinances 4412, 4413, 
and 4414. 

INFORMATION FOR CONSIDERATION: 
Staff conducted an internal review of the document. Staff anticipates that this will be a fluid 
document with appropriate changes as necessary through adoption of subsequent resolutions. A 
final document will be produced in color with improved graphics. The content will remain the same, 
but the format, clarity of graphics, and location of the graphics will be improveld. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
City Council approve the resolution adopting the City of Beaveton Habitat Irriendly Development 
Practices Guidance Manual. 

Agenda Bill No: 
07003 



RESOLUTION NO. 3885 

A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE ClTY OF BEAVERTON HABITAT FRIENDLY 

DEVELOPMENT PRACTICES GUIDANCE MANUAL 

WHEREAS, the City of Beaverton collaborated with local governments in the Tualatin Basin 
to form the Tualatin Basin Partners for Natural Places; and 

WHEREAS, the Tualatin Basin Partners for Natural Places, through an intergovernmental 
agreement with Metro, developed a program that facilitates and encourages 
habitat friendly development practices and low impact development techniques in 
the Tualatin River Basin; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Beaverton adopted Ordinance Numbers 4412, 4413, and 4414 to 
implement the Tualatin Basin Goal 5 Program; and 

WHEREAS, the overall program called for a guidance manual to provide guidelines to 
implement the habitat friendly development practices and low impact 
development techniques; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Beaverton prepared a Guidance Manual to assist in preparing 
development applications using habitat friendly development practices and low 
impact development techniques. 

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE ClTY OF BEAVERTON, OREGON: 

The City Council adopts the City of Beaverton Habitat Friendly Practices Guidance Manual 
attached as Exhibit A. 

Adopted by Council this day of , 2007 

Approved by the Mayor this day of , 2007 

Ayes: Nays: 

ATTEST: APPROVED: - 

SUE NELSON, City Recorder ROB DRAKE, Mayor 

Res. 3885 Agenda Bill 07003 -- 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

1 .I Purpose of these Guidelines 

Developed and reviewed through inter-departmental staff, this 

manual presents key information that will help elected officials, 

City staff, property owners and land developers understand 

and implement habitat friendly development practices in the 

City of Beaverton. 

1.2 Background 

Beginning in 1999, Metro began review of riparian corridors 

and wildlife habitat on a regional basis. Statewide Planning 

Goal 5 empowers Metro to conduct this review and to 

determine which resources might be regionally significant. 

Metro accomplished this by identifying regionally significant 

riparian corridors and wildlife habitat as Classes I, II and Ill and 

upland habitat as Classes A, B and C. Metro determined that 

the regional program applies to only Classes I and II habitat. 

Metro's inventory completes step 1 of the Goal 5 process. 

0 
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In 2002, local governments in the Tualatin River Basin formed the Tualatin Basin Partners for Natural 

Places (Partners). The Partners signed an intergovernmental agreement with Metro that stipulated that 

the basin governments would use the Metro inventory and would work together to conduct an 

Environmental, Social, Economic and Energy (ESEE) consequences analysis and develop a cooperative 

program (steps 2 and 3 of the Goal 5 process). The Partners prepared an €SEE analysis and determined 

that the program would facilitate and encourage habitat friendly development practices in Classes I and II 

riparian corridorslwildlife habitat and in Class A upland habitat. These areas are named Habitat Benefit 

Areas (HBA). The City of Beaverton decided to include riparian corridor class Ill as a Habitat Benefit 

Area. 

These guidelines implement the program described above. 

The document provides additional tools to address habitat 

protection, tree preservation, and stormwater quality and 

quantity facilities. While all the tools may not be 

technologically feasible throughout the city, each technique 

has merit. Tools may be more effective if trained together 

as railcars in a train as using more than one treatment can 

effectively treat stormwater quality. Some techniques, 

depend~ng upon the design, may reduce the need to 

provide stormwater quantity facilities on site. 

o 
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1.3 Habitat Friendly Development Practices 

Habitat friendly development practices approved by the City include: 

o preserving, enhancing, mitigating and creating habitat benefit areas, 
o providing additional and preserving existing tree canopy, 
o amending site soils, 
o redirecting flows from downspouts, 
o constructing eco-roofs and rooftop gardens, 
o building rain gardens, 
o integrating parking into the development, 
o integrating tree box filters, 
o using pervious pavement or reducing pavement, and 
o using cutoff lighting near habitat benefit areas. 

All the practices are described in the chapters that follow. 

1.4 Connections of these Guidelines to Other Efforts and Policies 

Overlapping jurisdictions, purposes, and resources combine to form the basis for the program. Initially, 

the Federal Endangered Species Act, triggered by the listing of salmonid species, activated Metro and 

Clean Water Services to develop their respective Nature in the Neighborhoods Program and Healthy 

Streams Plan. Fuithei, Clean Vdaier Services reyiiiaies discharges .to tine Tuaiaiin River and its tributaries 

pursuant to the Federal Clean Water Act and Total Maximum Daily Load allocations, as determined by the 

Department of Environmental Quality. Clean Water Services' Design and Construction Standards require 

erosion control practices, construction of stormwater quality pretreatment, and preservation of vegetated 

corridors for clean water. Metro developed water quality, flood management and fish and wildlife 
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conservation regulations in the mid to late 1990s. Also in the late 1990s, Metro began developing the 

Nature in the Neighborhoods program by inventorying resources according to the Statewide Planning 

Goal 5 processing requirements. Figure 1-1 graphically depicts the inter-relationship between federal, 

state, regional, Tualatin Basin and local regulations. 

I City of 6caveflon and other Tualatin Basin Pannsrs - 
1%) kl t t ~ : i < g . b <  ~ ~ ~ , : a ~ ,  I ~ I \ ~ ; ~ ~ I I I + I ~  f+(Yi,:>l, it~tt.: , +:~I.:III?I~ 3:i I 

Figure 1-2 Overlapping Natural Resource Programs 
Source: Modified graphic from City of Sherwood 

I-r. 
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1.5 How to Use these Guidelines 

These guidelines serve as the starting point for addressing water quality and quantity on a particular site. 

The guidelines expand the toolbox beyond the tools provided in the Clean Water Services Design and 

Construction Standards. The tools include the habitat friendly development practices noted earlier. The 

manual explains some design criteria for these techniques and suggests the benefits of using these 

techniques. 
- - 

The manual is organized by topic of interest. 
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2. BACKGROUND CONCEPTS 

2.1 The Hydrologic Cycle 

Figure 2-1 pictorially describes the 

relationship between precipitation, 

evaporation, surface runoff and 

groundwater recharge known as the 

hydrologic cycle. Precipitation evaporates 

or transpires, flows across the surface to a 

stream corridor or other water body, or 

moves into the soil. 

Surface runoff occurs when the infiltration 

capacity of the soil is exceeded. Surface 

runoff also occurs when materials do not 

allow water to pass through. Pervious 

surfaces allow water to infiltrate or 

percolate into the soii. iiiipervioiis 

surfaces do not allow the soil to absorb 

any water. Examples of impervious 
Figure 2-1: The hydrologic cycle. 
Source: Stream Corridor Restoration: Principles, Processes, and Practices, 10198, 

the Federal Interagency Stream Restoration Working Group (FISRWG). 
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surfaces include asphalt and concrete, hard packed soil and gravel, and roofs. 

2.2 Tualatin Basin Watershed 

The Tualatin River watershed extends from the Coast Range to 

the West Hills to the Chehalem-Parret Mountains. The Tualatin 

River includes over 900 miles of streams. Beaverton includes 

three major creek basins: Beaverton Creek, Fanno Creek and 

Summer Creek. These basins are divided into smaller 

subbasins as shown at right. 

Each subbasin has varying degrees of Effective Impervious 

Area. Reducing or eliminating Effective Impervious Area on site 

can assist in maintaining and restoring the health of the stream. 

Low Impact Development practices are the key tool in 

maintaining consistent hydrology. 

Many of the stream basins in the Tualatin Basin, especially 

within the city limits of Beaverton, have been modified from their 

originai siate bji deveiopiileiit. Ciean Water Services' vegetated 

corridor requirements regulate retention of riparian habitat and 

bioremediation of stormwater. The soils, plants, and 

microorganisms in the vegetated corridor break down pollutants 

before they reach the Tualatin River. 
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2.3 Tualatin Basin Hydrology 

Hydrology is the study of how water 

flows into and through stream corridors. 

How fast, how much, how deep, how 

often, and when water flows all influence 

hydrology. 

Rainfall, in a 24-hour period, varies from 

an annual average of 0.5 inches in 

August to an annual average of 6.41 

inches in December. Looking at the 

percent occurrence of 24-hour rainfall 

volumes, over 80 percent are 0.5 inches 

or less. Most of the stormwater falls in 

low-intensity storms from September 

through June. Moderate-intensity storms 

occur throughout the year and occur 

more frequently from October to April. 

The frequency of high-intensity storms 

increases from November through 

Average Monthly Precipitation 
1971 through ZOO0 

JAN FEB MAR APR MliY I U N  JUL AUG SEP OCT NO" DEC 

Percent Occurrence of 
24-hour Rainfall Volumes 

High-intensity event z 

\ 
Low-intensity 
event < 0.1 inch 
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February. (Source: Oregon 
Distribution of rainfall by storm size 

Climate Service, Oregon (in inches) 

State University) 

Low impact development 

techniques work best on small $ I" 

events, less than 0.5 inches of 

rainfall in a 24-hour period. 8~ 

The rainfall data to the right 

suggests that LID techniques 

will successfullv reduce runoff .  an feb mar apr may jun ~ u l  eug pep oct no" dec 

from the majority of storms. Months 

v h 0 1 - 0 5  00.5-10 0 1 0 4  
Low-intensity events that are 

less than 0.5 inches of rain in a 24 hour period typically produce runoff only if there has been at least 0.05 

inches of rainfall per hour. September brings the first consistent small storms, which initially remove dust, 

pollutants, trash, and debris accumulated on roads, parking lots, roofs, and other hard or paved surfaces. 

These storms carry significantly greater concentrations of pollutants than later storms, although the first 

rainfall of any storm event carries more pollutants than rainfall towards the end of the storm. LID 

techniques help mitigate this first flush of pollutants. 

P 
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2.4 Soil and Groundwater Conditions 

Soil structure, farming, drain tiles, logging and development affect the permeability of soils. Most of the 

deposits in the Tualatin Valley are silts and clays or a mixture of both. In the headwaters areas, above 

200 feet in elevation, cobble and rock are the predominant soil structure. Soils are grouped according to 

hydrologic characteristics. The groups are indicators of infiltration rates, porosity, and degree of water 

transmission. 

The Natural Resource Conservation District, US Department of Agriculture, classifies hydrologic soil 

groups as A through D. 

Group A consist of soils having a high infiltration rate (low runoff potential) when thoroughly wet. 

These soils are deep, well drained to excessively drained sands or gravels. These soils have a high 

rate of water transmission. 

Group B consist of soils having a moderate infiltration rate when thoroughly wet. These consist 

chiefly of moderately deep or deep, moderately well or well drained soils that have moderately fine 

to moderately coarse texture. 

Group C have a slow infiltration rate when thoroughly wet. These consist chiefly of soils that have a 

layer that impedes the downward movement of water or soils that have moderately fine or fine 

texture. These soils have slow rate of water transmission. 

R.* 
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Group D soils have a very slow infiltration rate (high runoff potential) when thoroughly wet. These 

consist chiefly of clay soils that have a high shrink-swell potential, soils that have a permanent high 

water table, soils that have a fragipan or clay layer at or near the surface, and soils that are shallow 

over nearly impervious material. These soils have a very slow rate of water transmission. 

Hydrologic group A does not exist in Beaverton. Review of the Washington County Soil Survey, published 

by the Natural Resource Conservation District, reveals that Beaverton includes predominantly hydrologic 

groups B, C, and D. As noted above, A and B soils are generally well suited for infiltration, while C and D 

soils are poorly suited for infiltration. Soil testing is important in hydrological groups C and D to determine 

the actual infiltration rate of the soil at the depth proposed for the low impact development technique. 

Beaverton's water table fluctuates season to season and year to year. Individualized tests are needed to 

determine actual depth to water table. 

2.5 Impacts of Urbanization 

The amount of impervious cover increases dramatically with development. Typical single family 

development in an area like Beaverton is greater than 35% impervious. Development in Beaverton's 

downtown area is between 75% to 100% impervious materials (e.g. roads, sidewalks, parking lots, 

rooftops). Figure 2-2 displays the water table affected by varying degrees of impervious surface. As 

noted in the figure, higher percent impervious material results in greater runoff. Impervious cover directly 

affects surface runoff and stream degradation. This increase in surface runoff directly affects the peak 

w 
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discharge to a stream. As noted in Figure 2-3, these changes affect the amount and speed of surface 

water runoff in the watershed. 

Source: Stream Corridor Restoration: Principles, Processes, and Practices, 10198, 

by the Federal Interagency Stream Restoration Working Group (FISRWG). 

Changes in land use from forest and agriculture to urban impervious cover affect the hydrologic cycle. 

More specifically, the increase in impervious cover raises the discharge curve higher and steeper (Q 

shown on Figure 2-3j. 

Impervious areas include rooftops, roadways, parking lots, sidewalks and driveways. Because these 

areas create such a sharp jump in the amount of water entering the stream and at much greater velocities, 

less water percolates into the groundwater table and streams become incised and eroded. Effective 
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Impervious Area (EIA) is impervious area that is directly connected to the storm drainage system. 

Rooftops, parking lots, sidewalks and driveways are typically directly connected to the storm drainage 

system. By reducing EIA and by absorbing and holding water on site using various techniques described 

in this manual, streams can return to a lower and less steep runoff curve (volume and speed of water 

flow). 

2.5 Current Stormwater Management 

Current stormwater management includes stormwater regulations, storm 

system capital improvements, pollution prevention, maintenance and water 

quality monitoring. Storm water regulation guides new development in the 

design and construction of stormwater facilities, including pre-treatment of 

stormwater. Capital improvements include stormwater outfalls, facilities, 

pretreatment, and pipes. Regulation, inspection, and enforcement of erosion 

control and pollutant source controls helps prevent pollution. Maintenance 

includes catch basins, storm lines, water quality and quantity facilities, and 

street sweeping. Water quality monitoring occurs on selected streams 

throughout the Tualatin Basin. In Beaverton, there are four monitoring 
- - 

stations, one on Beaverton Creek, two on Bronson Creek, and one on Fanno hydrographs before and 

Creek. after urbanization 
Source: Stream Corridor 

Despite implementing the Best Management Practices (BMPs), water quality ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ i ~ ~ :  principles 

in the Tualatin Basin continues to decline due to continuing development. Processes, andpractices, 10/98, 
by the Federal Interagency 
Stream Restoration Working 

N Group (FISRWG). 
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Older development, not constructed under current regulations, contributes more pollutants in the Basin on 

average compared to newer development. Primary pollutants include phosphorus, bacteria, volatile solids 

(affecting the amount of dissolved oxygen in the stream), and high water temperature in streams and 

effluent discharge from the sanitary sewer system. 

2.6 Sustainable Stormwater Management 

Sustainable stormwater 

management strives to 

achieve and maintain 

the hydrologic balance 

that existed before 

development. This is 

the goal of LID 

techniques found in this 

manual. While the goal 

is laudable, achieving it 

on all properties, even 

through a voluntary 

incentive-based 

program, will be 

/ LID techniques @' 
reduce ran& vo lhe ,  I 
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difficult. As noted above, the soils in Beaverton typically have slow rates of infiltration. The best result 

that most development sites can aspire to is reducing the time, velocity and volume of the flow entering 

the storm water system, streams and the Tualatin River. 

Sustainable stormwater tries to maintain the hydrologic cycle through the use of natural systems. LID 

techniques can contain the water flow from most small, low-intensity storms. Medium storms require 

larger detention facilities, while large storms rely on detention facilities and pipes to carry water through 

the storm water system. In all cases, low impact development techniques provide some relief by slowing 

storm water flow. For example, rain gardens, when sized correctly, can slow or infiltrate the roof runoff 

from buildings. Figure 2-4 compares the intensity of storm with the type of low impact development that 

may be beneficial. All techniques can slow stormwater, some can detain the flow, and some can retain 

the flow. Slowing the flow increases the lag time in Figure 2-3. Detaining the flow increases the lag time, 

reduces the peak, and extends the time of the curve (flattens the curve). Retaining the flow eliminates the 

curve by retaining the storm water on-site. Retention basins evaporate and infiltrate stormwater to 

eliminate runoff from the site. Beaverton's hydrologic soil groups infiltrate slowly, limiting the effectiveness 

of retention basins as useful solutions in this area. 

LID techniques are discussed in detail in Chapter 7. 

ZQ 
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3. GOALS 

The goals of the integrated program begin at the statewide level and filter down to the local level as shown in the 

following bullet points: 

Statewide Planning Goal 5 protects and 
\\ 

.- . .--- -. ----'-7 
conserves natural resources, historic , 

,\ 
Statewide Plsnncng W 5  

resources, scenic resources and open space. '\, 
,/' 

\ . . . . . . . . I 

o Metro's Goal 5 program goal attempts to 

provide uniform definition of regionally 

significant fish and wildlife habitat and 

baseline techniques (Habitat Friendly 

Development Practices or HFDPs) for local 

governments to limit impacts to those habitat 

areas. 

Clean Water Services' goal is to implement 

the 'lean water Act to improve water quality Figure 3-1 Hierarchy gflnterrelated Programs 
by reducing water temperature, bacteria and Source: City of Beaverton 

other pollutants in the Tualatin Basin 

Watershed. 

rn 
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The Tualatin Basin program goals are to facilitate and encourage HFDPs to support natural systems that 

provide wildlife with food, shelter, and clean water and to limit impacts to the Tualatin River watershed. 

The City's Goal 5 program attempts to: 

o Limit impacts on Fanno, Beaverton and Summer Creeks and their tributaries by working toward 

sustainable development and zero EIA on all sites. HFDPs, low impact development (LID) and 

Clean Water Act implementation work toward this goal. 

o Promote preservation, enhancement and restoration of HBAs. 

o Promote smart growth infill and redevelopment practices through incentives to use LID and 

preserve, enhance, mitigate and create HBA. 

o Build with natural functions and retain natural systems. 

o Use best management practices to guide decisions regarding site design, development and 

construction. 

o Encourage HFDPs by adopting options that allow for flexibility in site design. 
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4. SITE ASSESSMENT 

"Site assessment 

includes an inventory of 

on-site and adjacent off- 

site conditions. 

Specifically, the site 

assessment process 

should evaluate 

topography, soils, 

hydrology, vegetation, 

and water features to 

identify how stormwater 

moves through the site 

prior to development. 

The site should align 

roads, lots, and 

structures and implement 

construction practices to 

preserve and use these 

R3 
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features to retain natural hydrologic functions. In almost all cases, low impact development requires on- 

site inventory and assessment and cannot be properly planned and implemented through map 

reconnaissance alone." (LID Technical Guidance Manual for Puget Sound) 

4.1 Soil Analysis 

Soil analysis is necessary to learn if any soils on site are suitable for infiltration. If the soils do not allow for 

infiltration, then the retention techniques (those that retain water and allow it to infiltrate and evaporate) 

are not recommended. Knowledge of soils types is also necessary to determine the amount of gravel to 

place under structures for water storage. 

Assessment Techniques 

Methods recommended for determining infiltration rates fall into two categories: 

1. Texture or grain size analysis using U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) Soil Textural 

Classification (Rawls survey) or ASTM D422 Gradation Testing at Full Scale Infiltration Facilities. 

2. In-situ infiltration measurements using a Pilot Infiltration Test, small-scale test infiltration pits (septic 

test pits), and groundwater monitoring wells. 

Grain size analysis and infiltration test present important but incomplete information. Soil stratigraphy 

should also be assessed for low permeability layers, highly permeable sandlgravel layers, depth to 

groundwater, and other soil structure variability necessary to assess subsurface flow patterns. Soil 

22.3 
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characterization for each soil unit (soil strata with the same texture, color, density, compaction, 

consolidation and permeability) should include: 

Grain size distribution 
Texture class 
Percent clay content 
Cation exchange capacity 
Colorlmottling 
Variations and nature of stratification 

(Washington Department of Ecology (August 2001) Stormwater Management Manual for 

Western Washington. (Publication Numbers 99-11 through 99-15). Olympia, Washington: 

Water Quality Program. (Through PSAT) 

Consult a geotechnical engineer or soil scientist for initial assessment and soil pit recommendations. 

4.2 Hydrologic Patterns and Features 

Hydrology provides the foundation for the use of LID techniques. Knowing the site hydrology determines 

the types of LID techniques to use and the potential locations. 

Assessment Techniques 

ldentify hydrologic features on site. 
ldentify and map surface flow patterns. 
ldentify volume, duration and energy of storm flows. 
ldentify ground water table levels with shallow hand-augured monitoring wells. 
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4.3 Vegetation and Habitat 

Protection of native tree canopy and the understory beneath the canopy reduces the effective impervious 

area and maintains natural stormwater evapotranspiration. Native tree canopy also provides habitat for 

small mammals and birds, and open space. Vegetated corridor, wetland, and habitat benefit area 

protection provides the following functions: 

Dissipate stream energy and erosion associated with high-flow events. 
Filter sediment and maintain floodplain. 
Improve flood water retention and groundwater recharge. 
Provide nutrients to the aquatic food web. 

0 Provide habitat for a high diversity of terrestrial and aquatic biota. 
Provide shade and temperature regulation. 

4.3.1 Tree Canopy and Understory Assessment Techniques 

The following are steps to conduct a basic inventory and assessment of the function and value of on-site 

native vegetation: 

ldentify forest areas on the site by size 
ldentify species and condition of ground cover and shrub layer, 
ldentify tree species and canopy cover. 

N 
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4.3.2 Vegetated Corridors Assessmenf Techniques (Clean Water Services' Stormwafer Permit Process) 

Clean Water Services (CWS) is a service district formed under ORS Chapter 451 with lead responsibility 

for urban surface water management in urban Washington County, including the city of Beaverton and 

other cities. To protect water quality, the District adopted rules that affect how and where development can 

occur by requiring vegetated corridors, enhancement, and mitigation for impacts to Water Quality 

Sensitive Areas. 

Water Quality Sensitive Areas are land features which serve as water quality filtering systems, protect 

aquatic communities, or that improve the water quality and quantity management of the storm and surface 

water system, and include any drainage system with a basin greater than 10 acres, wetlands, rivers, 

streams, springs, lakes and ponds. Stormwater facilities are not considered sensitive areas. The 

vegetated corridor, adjacent to a Water Quality Sensitive Area should be preserved and maintained to 

protect the water quality functions of the sensitive areas. Vegetated corridor rules apply to development, 

which is as all human-induced changes to improved or unimproved real property. 

Section 1.02.14, the CWS Design and Construction Standards (CWS Resolution and Order 04-9) requires 

a Stormwater Connection Permit for all development. However, prior to issuance of the Stormwater 

Connection Permit, a developer will need either: 

A. A Pre-Screen Site Assessment by CWS that states that no Water Quality Sensitive Areas are on 

or within 200 feet of the development site; or 
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6. A Service Provider Letter from CWS, which states that CWS has reviewed and concurs with the 

proposed site plan. (NOTE: A Service Provider Letter must be included with a land use or building 

permit application to the City.) 

In order to get a Service Provider Letter and a Stormwater Connection Permit from Clean Water Services, 

a development applicant must comply with the current Design and Construction Standards, available at 

http://www.cleanwaterservices.org/. This means that if a project is proposed that meets the definition of 

"development", a Pre-Screen Site Assessment must be completed and a Site Certification and Natural 

Resource Assessment may be required. Chapter 3 of the Design and Construction Standards contains the 

regulations pertaining to Water Quality Sensitive Areas. Appendix C outlines the Natural Resource 

Assessment Methodology, and Appendix D provides information on Landscape Standards. 

The CWS Permit FAQs section on their website has answers to common questions. For additional 

questions about Clean Water Services' water quality protection regulations or the permitting process, 

contact: Clean Water Services, 2550 SW Hillsboro Highway, Hillsboro, OR 97213, Phone: (503) 681- 

5100, Fax: (503) 681-4439 web site: http://www.cleanwaterservices.orgl 

4.3.3 LA/et\aiid Assessiiieiii Teciiiiiqiies 

Wetland assessments are required for wetlands greater than 0.25 acres and follow the US Army Corps of 

Engineers (Corps) Wetlands Delineation Manual. Corps of Engineers Wetlands Delineation Manual 
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(Technical Report Y-87-I), Document # ADA 176 734. NTIS: Order Department, Springfield, Virginia 

22161. Phone (703) 487-4650, FAX Order (703) 321-8547. 

A Corps permit may be required if filling wetlands greater than 0.25 acres. A Department of State Lands 

permit may be required for fill and removal of wetlands. More information can be found at 

http://www.usace.armv.mil/ and http://www.oregon.gov/DSLlindex.shtml 

4.3.4 Habitat Benefit Area Assessment Techniques 

City of Beaverton Habitat Benefit Areas consist of Metro's Regionally Significant Riparian Corridors 

Classes I, II, and Ill and Upland Wildlife Habitat Class A. Habitat Benefit Area maps are found in the 

City's Comprehensive Plan, Volume Ill: Statewide Planning Goal 5 Resource Inventory Documents and on 

the City of Beaverton web site http://www.beavertonoregon.40v/ These areas exclude lands already 

regulated through the City's Goal 5 program and the Clean Water Services' Design and Construction 

Standards for Sensitive Areas and Vegetated Corridors. 

4.3.5 Avoid, Minimize, Mitigate Impacts to Vegetation, Vegetated Corridors, Wetlands and Habitat Benefit 

Areas 

Vegetation, vegetated corridors, wetlands and HBA are important resources providing flood control and 

water quality functions. Avoiding damage to existing wildlife habitat through preservation of HBA, native 

vegetation, vegetated corridors and wetlands maintains these functions currently provided by the natural 
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Resource. Minimizing impacts to natural resources can be accomplished by limiting the amount of habitat 

disturbance to only those areas required for development of a site. Mitigating impacts to existing wildlife 

habitat should be used when avoidance and minimization options are limited. Mitigation using LID 

techniques, enhancement of vegetation can improve remaining on-site habitat andlor down-stream 

habitat. 

Preservation is an important component to managing stormwater in the Tualatin Basin. In 

Beaverton, limited riparian habitat is left to preserve. The few habitat areas that exist are mostly 

developed floodplain. Tree preservation provides significant opportunities to manage stormwater on 

site. Preservation retains habitat in its natural state. The most important aspect of watershed 

health is retention of natural systems. 

Enhancement minimizes impacts to areas that have been preserved. Developed floodplain, 

degraded habitat, vegetated corridors, degraded wetlands and piped streams provide opportunities 

for enhancement. Enhancement includes removing invasive plant species, planting a mix of native 

vegetation, and removing impervious surfaces - such as compacted earth. 

Mitigation is the act of compensating for impacts to habitat benefit areas, vegetation, vegetated 

corridors, and wetlands. Mitigatior! can inc!uds using !ow impart deve!oprnent techniques adjacent 

to the habitat benefit areas, removing piped systems or removing impervious surfaces within habitat 

benefit areas and enhancing preserved areas. Mitigation can occur off-site, but preferably is within 

the same subbasin. 
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Creation includes constructed wetlands and streams with a mix of wetland or riparian vegetation 

and constructed upland habitat with a plant palette including herbaceous, shrub and tree layers. 

Creation can also include creating a native plant forested area with a mix of hardwoods and 

conifers, short and tall shrubs, and small herbs. Creation of new habitat requires close monitoring, 

weeding and may require irrigation in the first few years. 

4.4 Floodplains 

The objective for floodplain area assessment and management is to maintain or restore: (1) the 

connection between the stream channel, floodplain, and off channel habitat; (2) mature native vegetation 

cover and soils; and (3) pre-development hydrology that supports the above functions, structures, and 

flood storage of the basin. 

Floodplain Assessment Technique 

Identify the 100-year floodplain and channel migration zone. 

4.5 Site Assessment 

Multiple levels of site assessment produce the overall site assessment map. Each level provides key 

information that is placed on top of one another to direct site development and LID choice. The graphic to 

on the next page provides a summary of the site assessment process. 
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5. CLEARING AND GRADING 

Modern site development techniques result in compacted soils, little topsoil, and few soil micro-organisms, 

if any. Native soils provide water storage and infiltration, while engineered soils provide little, if any water 

storage and infiltration. "Minimizing site disturbance as a primary strategy to control erosion reduces the 

extent of grading, retains vegetation cover, and is the most cost-efficient and effective method for 

controlling sediment yield (Corish, 1995)." (LID Technical Guidance Manual for Puget Sound). Native 

vegetation and soils can be protected and integrated into the project, provided cuts and fills do not impact 

the root zones of the vegetated areas. 

Tools to assess the minimum amount of clearing and grading include: 

Analyze site conditions and minimize alteration of contours, topography, native vegetation and soils. 
Design smaller building envelopes or construct special foundation designs that fit the building onto 
the land rather than reshaping the land to fit the building to protect native soils and vegetation. 
Use minimal foundation excavation techniques. 
Minimize unnecessary mass grading and soil compaction, wherever possible. 
Stockpile topsoil and replace after construction. 
Inventory and protect a diversity of native trees as part of the site design and construction 
processes. 
In areas intended for stormwater management and infiltration, deep-till and loosen soils compacted 
during site grading to restore their natural infiltration capacity. 

e Plant native vegetation in lieu of turf grass and non-native ornamental plants. 
Fence preserved areas, both the vegetation and the topsoil stock pile. 
Install signs on the fenced areas to remind construction personnel to eliminate activity in these 
areas. 
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Hold pre-construction meetings with construction personnel to note the stock pile and vegetated 
areas and the importance of staying out of those areas. 
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6. SITE DESIGN AND SOLUTIONS 

6.1 Facilities Illustration 
The following two graphics illustrate how the various techniques may be used on a residential site 
and a c'oKnercial;industrial or multiple-use site. 
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Pervious Parking 
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6.2 Roads and Parking 

Reducing impervious area, minimizing or eliminating effective impervious area and concentrated flows are 

results of using low impact development techniques for road construction. Goals of LID type streets include 

designing to avoid natural resources, providing a connected network of streets and multi-use pathways, and 

providing sufficient access for emergency vehicles. 

The following techniques can be used to minimize the amount of pavement on a site. Cul-de-sacs can be 

modified to include bioretention in the center. This reduces the overall impervious area while continuing to 

provide emergency vehicle and automobile access. Hammerheads can be used instead of cul-de-sacs, where 

feasible to eliminate impervious area. 

Figure 6-1: 
de-sac 
alternatives 
Source: PSAT 

40 foot cul-de-sac. 5,026 sq. ft. of 
impervious cover, compared to 3,770 
sq. ft. with bioretention. Maximum 
cul-d-sac length is 150 feet unless 
sprinklers are provided 

30 foot cul-de-sac. 2,827 sq. ft. of 
impervious cover, compared to 1,200 
sq. ft. with a hammerhead. Private 
streets onlv 
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A Streets can be designed with traffic calming to reduce overall impervious area and to 

increase bioretention. An example constructed in the city of Portland is shown in the 
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Streets designed with flow-through planters, 

tree box filters, and bio swales attenuate 

stormwater and are aesthetic alternatives to 

turf. A flow-through planter at SW 12'~ Avenue 

in the city of Portland is featured to the right 

and 

This 

below 

The Clty of Beaverton, Hab~tat fr~endly Development Practices (4 



constructed in Seattle, features a green street with a narrowed drive width, traffic calming, parking bays for 

homeowners, a sidewalk on one side and a bio-swale. 

The curvilinear roadway, one of the most prominent features of the project, is 14 feet wide (18 feet wide at the 

intersections). The project team was focused on reducing the paved surfaces where possible. The roadway is 

wide enough for 2 standard size cars to pass each other slowly. 
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Parking lots can be designed with bioswales, bioretention, and flow-through planters to provide for additional 

storm attenuation and quality treatment. The photographs on this page and the next depict different parking lot 

treatments. 

Glencoe Elementary School Parking Lot 
825 SW 51st, Portland Oregon 
Project: Landscape Swale 
Impervious Area: 15,000 sq ft  of parking lot 

Liberty Center Parking Garage 
650 NE Holladay, Portland Oregon 
Project: Landscape Swaies 
Impervious Area: 35,000 sq ft of parking garage 
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Parking lot swales integrated into the landscaping between parking rows at the Oregon Museum of 

Science and Industry (OMSI) in Portland Oregon. Landscape swales are monitored through OMSI. 
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6.3 Lot Layout 

The lot layout graphics on this 

page depict a subdivision with 

13 lots configured as 

approved and with two habitat 

friendly alternatives. One 

option yields 13 lots and the , 
other yields 14 lots. 
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6.4 Landscape 

Landscaping adds drama and visual appeal to a development. Native plants in the landscaping provide food for 

wildlife and additional stormwater attenuation. In lieu of native plants, drought tolerant non-native species 

minimize the need for watering and maximize the storage capability of the site. Conifer trees absorb water all 

year long. Deciduous trees absorb more water than conifers while the leaves are present on the trees. The 

following photos depict natural or drought tolerant landscapes. Lists and photos of native plants can be found at 

the following three web sites: 

b b  
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7. LOW IMPACT DEVELOPMENT (LID) TECHNIQUES 

Low Impact Development techniques include eco-roofs, roof gardens, rainwater collection systems, bioretention 

areas, construction site soil amendments, alternate pavement surfaces, trees, contained planters, flow-through 

planters, and infiltration planters. Each technique may be applied on its own or in groups called trains. When 
i 
I 

I multiple techniques are trained together, water quality and quantity may be addressed. This section includes 

information about the technique and specifications, 

where possible. 

7.1 Eco-roof 

Eco-roofs are designed with shallow, light-weight soil 

profiles (1 to 5 inches) and ground cover plants adapted 

to the harsh conditions of the roof top environment. Eco- 

roofs can be installed on almost any roof with slopes up 

to 40 degrees, but slopes between 5 and 20 degrees are 

most effective. Roofs sloped greater than 20 degrees 

require a lath grid to hold the soil substrate and drainage 

aggregate i!! p!zce. 

Many manufacturers market proprietary systems that 

include the root barriers, growing medium and 

suggested vegetation. Construction of the structural support commensurate is with the anticipated water 

!& 
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storage, following appropriate building codes. A leak detection system is recommended to quickly detect and 

locate leaks. A signed document from a structural engineer is necessary to certify that the design is 

appropriate. A plumbing permit is also required. 

&A 
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7.2 Roof gardens 
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Roof gardens are designed with a relatively deep soil profile (6 inches and deeper) and are often planted with 

groundcovers, shrubs and trees. Flat roofs function best for this type of roof. Public spaces are often provided as in the 

graphic on the right. A signed document from a structural engineer is needed to certify that the design is appropriate. A 

plumbing permit is also required. 

(Graphics City of Portland Stormwater Management Manual) 
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7.3 Roof Rainwater Collection Systems I Water Storage and Harvesting 

Typically, the collection or harvesting of rainwater from rooftops is applied to landscaping and sometimes used 

as domestic, non-drinking water supplemental supply.. The practice is particularly applicable in medium to high- 

density development where the roof is likely to be equal to or greater than the road, driveway and sidewalk 

impervious surface contribution. The practice serves the purpose of water conservation and elimination or a 

large reduction of the stormwater contribution from rooftops. This LID technique can be used for new or retrofit 

projects in residential, commercial or industrial development. Rainwater harvesting technology is well developed 

and components are readily available, but they should be designed by a qualified engineer or experienced 

designer. The highest precipitation occurs during the time when the lowest demands for irrigation exist, so to 

make rainwater harvesting effective at reducing storm flows and to provide a summer water source the system 

requires use of large storage reservoirs or cisterns. Therefore large reservoirs or cisterns are needed to make 

rainwater harvesting effective for the dual purpose of reducing storm flows and providing a summer irrigation 

supply. 

A general rule for sizing rain barrels or cisterns is that one inch of rainfall on a 1,000 square foot roof will yield 

approximately 600 gallons of runoff. 
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7.4 Bioretention Cells 

Bioretention cells are also called rain gardens. These are very 

similar to current stormwater detention facilities. They are 

typically shallow landscaped depressions with a designed soil 

mix and plants adapted to the local climate and soil moisture 

conditions that receive stormwater from small contributing areas. 

These facilities are designed to closely mimic natural conditions; 

they are small-scale, dispersed facilities that are integrated into 

the site as a landscape amenity. These landscaped amenities 

can be applied to individual lots for rooftop, driveway and other on-lot impervious surfaces; shared facilities 

located in common areas for individual lots, areas within loop roads or cul-de-sacs, landscaped parking lot 

islands, within rights-or-way along roads and in common landscaped areas in apartment complexes or other 

multi-family housing designs. 

Bioretention cells include an overflow drain piped to the stormwater 

system. They incorporate the same design features as the cells, have 

gentle side slopes and flow depths less than 12 inches. Biodetention is a 

design that uses vegetated barriers arranged in hedgerows across a 

slope to disperse, infiltrate and treat stormwater. Common design 

elements include pretreatment, flow entrance, ponding area, under-drain, 

filter materials, surface overflow, hydraulic restriction layers, plant 
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material, mulch layer, soil and compost. 

Infiltration requires suitable soils. Bioretention 

cells should be setback a minimum 10' and 

located down grade from home foundations and 

property lines. This application functions best in 

drainage areas with relatively flat slopes (5%) 

but will work in slopes greater than 1% to less 

than 33%. Drainage area for filtration design is 2 

acres maximum 'per 1 acre maximum 

impervious: 

U 

Prince Georges Co. Maryland, 2002 

fln, BWtrr & 
NRCS soil types A and B work well for infiltration 

while soil types C and D require an underdrain. 

The drainage area for infiltration design is 2 

acres maximum per % acre maximum 

impervious. The minimum depth to bedrock and 

seasonally high water table is 3 feet. Side 

slopes of the cell shall not be greater than 3:1, 

slope of the surface shall not exceed I%, 

ponding depth should be no greater than 6 inches, and maximum allowable pooling depth is 18 inches. The 

elevation difference from the inflow to the outflow should be approximately 4-6 feet when an underdrain is used. 
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Soils used in construction of the Bioswale should be a 

well blended homogenous mixture of 50-60 % 

construction sand (AASHTO M-6 or ASTM C-33 with 

grain size of 0.02" to 0.04"); 20-30% top soil (sandy 

loam, loamy sand, or loam texture per USDA textural 

triangle with less than 5 % clay content); and 20-30% a 
wwcaiwe 

organic leaf compost is necessary to provide a soil <*"'. s - m w @ *  
tta Prince Georges County, 2002 

medium with a high infiltrationlfiltration capacity. Soil 

shall be a minimum depth of 30 inches. 

Underdrain gravel blanket shall be double 

washed stone, 1 1/2 inch in size. Pea gravel shall 

be washed, river-run, round diameter, '% - % in 

size. Mulch shall be fresh shredded bark not 

exceeding 3 in depth. 
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Graphics Courtesy City of Portland 
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City of Portland 
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7.5 Amending Construction Site Soils 

Coiisiiiciion praciices ijipicaiiy reiiiwe the iipper iajiers of soii, coiiipad exposed sub-soiis low in oryaiiic 

matter, and alter the site's hydrology by converting the predominately subsurface flow to predominantly surface 

flow. These areas can be enhanced with the addition of organic matter. The landscape component of the 

project enhances water storage, attenuates storm flows and when property installed and maintained, 

incorporates compost into the disturbed soils and can restore hydrologic functions, pollutant absorption and 
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biofiltration, reducing erosion, and increasing sediment infiltration as well as other functions. To effectively 

enhance the hydrologic capability of the soils, the topsoil should have a minimum organic content of 10% by dry 

weight for all planning beds and other landscaped areas, pH should be between 5.5 and 7.0 or as required by 

the individual plants selected for the site, minimum depth should be 8 inches, except within dripline of trees 

where it should be 3 to 4 inches in depth, planting beds should be mulched within 2 to 3 inches of organic 

material and subsoils (except around trees) should be scarified to a depth of at least 4 inches and some topsoil 

should be mixed to prevent stratification. 
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7.6 Alternate Pavement Surfaces 

Alternate pavement surfaces are designed to accommodate pedestrian, bicycle and motor vehicle traffic while 

allowing infiltration, treatment and storage of stormwater. Alternate pavement surfaces are designed with 

aggregate storage to function as infiltration facilities with relatively low infiltration rates (as low as 0.1 inchlhour). 

When water is not introduced from adjacent areas, these systems have a lower contribution to infiltration area 

ratio than conventional infiltration facilities (1 : I )  and are less likely to have excessive hydraulic loading. Directing 

surface flows to permeable paving surfaces from adjacent areas is not ea-,... ., , 

, -  :i . , ' . , * 
recommended due to potential sediment loading. Flows from buildings can be 

piped underground to a quality facility and slowly released into the infiltration 

facility, if the facility is designed to accommodate the additional flows. Types of 

alternate pavement surfaces include open-graded concrete (Portland cement 

permeable concrete), hot-mix asphalt pavement (permeable hot-mix asphalt), 

aggregate pavers (EcoStone permeable interlocking concrete pavers), and 

plastic grid systems (Gravelpave2 flexible plastic grid system). (Puget Sound 

Action Team) Source: City of Portland 

Types C and D soils require summer storm quality treatment of pervious pavement drainage. 
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Alternate pavement surfaces may substitute for conventional pavement on parking areas and areas with light 

traffic, provided that the grades, subsoils, drainage characteristics, and groundwater conditions are suitable. 

Slopes should be flat or very gentle. Soils should have field-verified permeability rates of greater than 1.3 

centimeters (0.5 inches) per hour, and there should be a 1.2 meter (4-foot) minimum clearance from the bottom 

of the system to bedrock or the water table. Two common modifications made in designing porous pavement 

systems are (1) varying the amount of storage in the stone reservoir beneath the pavement and (2) adding 

perforated pipes near the top of the reservoir to discharge excess storm water after the reservoir has been filled. 

The use of alternate pavement surfaces is highly constrained, requiring highly permeable soils, restricted traffic, 

and specific maintenance agreements. 

The base layer is often composed of larger aggregate (1.5 to 2.5 inches) with smaller stone (leveling or choker 

course) between the larger stone and the surface. Typical void space in base layers ranges from 20 to 40 

percent. Depending on the target flow control standard and physical setting, retention or detention requirements 

can be partially met in the aggregate base. Aggregate base depths of 18 to 36 inches are common depending 

on storage needs and provide the additional benefit of increasing the strength of the surface by isolating 

underlying soil movement and imperfections that may be transmitted to the surface. The final layer is the 

separation and water quality treatment layer. The separation layer is a non-woven geotextile fabric that provides 

a barrier to prevent fine soil particles from migrating up and into the base aggregate. If required, the water 

quality treatment layer filters pollutants from surface water and protects groundwater quality. The treatment 

media can consist of a sand layer or an engineered amended soil. (Puget Sound Action Team) 
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7.7 Trees 

Tree surfaces provide stormwater management by intercepting, evaporating and storing rainfall before the 

rainfall can accumulate as surface runoff. The city of Beaverton protects certain trees through its tree 

preservation program. Groves and individual trees designated as significant are regulated. Community trees 

are limited to removal of up to 4 trees per year without a development permit. For more information about the 

City's tree program, go to http:1lwww.beavertonorec1on.aovldepartmentslCDDlCDD devcode chap60.html The 

Trees and Vegetation section can be located alphabetically in this Development Code chapter. Additionally, a 

tree permit is required for tree removal in the right-of-way. Other points to consider when developing around 

trees are: 

Voluntary preservation of trees that are not regulated is encouraged. 
To preserve the health of the tree during construction, the fencing requirements in Chapter 60 of the 
Development Code, link found above, should be followed. The fence is located outside the tree 
canopy. 
Trees of all kinds should not be topped. 
Homeowners with Oregon white oak trees should limit watering under the canopy of the tree and 
should limit planting to native vegetation under the tree canopy. Planting grass can invite disease in 
these oak species. 
Regular inspection of the trees should be made to ensure that the tree is healthy. If in doubt, contact 
an arborist for an evaluation of your tree. 
Trees should be selected based on soil type, intensity of sunlight and space. Tree canopy provides the 
main benefit for stormwater quality. 
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Tree Box Filters are used in urban areas as bioretention 

facilities. Water is directed to the tree box filter where it is 

filtered through the vegetation and soil before entering a catch - =assST -TWi 

basin. Trees are irrigated with the water runoff entering the tree \ f&smm 
"2, 

box filter. Tree box filters include a container filled with a soil a m  
mixture, a mulch layer, under-drain system and a shrub or tree. 

Runoff is directed into filter media and can include storage 

underneath to control volume. 

Minnehaha Creek Watershed 
District (left), Center for 
rn 1 echnoiogy Evaiuaiion.. . (top) 

W g l m  CahiFSLlnaFrsmmw 
s - m  
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4 . b  

The Ctty of Beaverton, Hab~tat  Fr~endly Development Pract~ces Gu~dance Manual Chapter 700 18 



7.8 Contained planter 

Contained planters are basically plants in a planter at least 12 deep with a growing mix and filter fabric. 

Contained Planters can be used in ultra urban locations to provide additional filtration and aesthetic 

features. While the contained planters do not provide nearly as much stormwater quality and quantity 

relief that the other techniques in this chapter provide, contained planters do reduce the overall effective 

impervious area of hardscapes where they are used. 

Qa 
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7.9 Flow-through planters 

Flow-through planters typically slow and detain stormwater runoff from a roof, street, sidewalk or site in general. 

Planters can be incorporated into the landscape in developments, especially ultra urban landscapes to provide 

attenuation and water quality treatment. Flow-through planters are fully contained so they are ideal for soil 

conditions C and D and for retrofit sites with compacted soils. Examples include Liberty Parking Garage, SW 

Street (shown in Roads and Parking, Chapter 6), and Portland State University. 
w w  
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7.10 lnfiltration planters 

Beaverton soils in hydrologic groups C and D limit the applicability of infiltration planters. In areas where soils 

drain well, hydrologic groups A and B, infiltration planters effectively return stormwater to the ground instead of 

the storm system. Infiltration planters are not recommended next to building unless there is adequate fall away 

from the building to prevent long term saturation of the soils. 

63 
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8.0 CREDITS 

The City of Beaverton encourages use of the LID techniques through a credit program administered in the 

Beaverton Development Code, Chapter 60. The new section is titled "Habitat Friendly Development". In order 

to approve a requested credit, engineered drawings and calculations need to be completed and submitted with 

the land use application for development review. Credits may be earned through preservation of habitat or by 

using LID techniques. Credits must be used on site. Use of credits is limited to the amount of credit given on a 

particular project. Preservation credits are commensurate with the amount of land preserved. Credits toward 

landscape standard, parking lot island standard, or open space standard, the cumulative credit value cannot 

exceed 50 percent of the standard for the project site, with the exception of credit for installation of a rain garden, 

which is 75 percent. 

In exchange for preserving habitat, enhancing habitat, mitigating habitat loss or creating habitat, the building 

envelope may be moved, up to 5 feet from the property line, in order to preserve an equal amount of habitat on 

the opposite side of the offset. Additionally, the lot sizes can be averaged in exchange for preservation. In 

order to qualify for lot size averaging, the preservation area must equal one lot within the underlying zoning 

district. No lot can be reduced below 80 percent of the minimum lot size and no lot may be increased greater 

than 120 percent of the underlying zoning district lot area standard; If the preservation is equal to two or more. 

lots, then the applicant can use both lot size averaging and offset set backs. 

Preservation of habitat also qualifies for an open space requirement reduction. The reduction cannot exceed 50 

percent of the open space standards in the Development Code. 
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A building height increase of 12 feet is given for Eco-roofs, Roof top gardens and habitat preservation. In 

Multiple-Use zoning districts the height can be increase up to 3, 12-foot increments. For proposals abutting the 

R4, R5, R7, R10, and RA zoning districts the additional building height must be set back two feet for every one 

feet of height increase. For example, a 36 foot height increase, would require a 72 foot setback for the building 

height area. 

-2 
0 
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9.0 Maintenance 

Operation and maintenance 

of facilities is the key to 

success. Site designers 

must prepare an Operations 

and Maintenance Manual for 

owners and maintenance 

staff to reference when they 

have questions about the 

techniques used on the 

project. Contents should 

include: as-built plans, 

operating instructions for 

weirs and valves, a 

vegetation list, vegetation 

maintenance schedule and 

maintenance checklists. A 

legally binding and 

enforceable maintenance 

agreement will be executed 
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Small Events property owners or 
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Small Events 

City of Beaverton City of Beaverton 
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Medium Events 

2 to 25 year storms 

Flood Risk 

Management Events 

> 25 year storms 

contain and convey 

City of Beaverton 

property owner 

City of 
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City of Beaverton 

Property owner 
property owner 
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between the practice owner and the City. 

9.1 Eco Roofs and Roof Gardens 

Maintenance is important and the system should be inspected for proper operation throughout its life span. At a 

minimum, eco-roofs should be inspected twice annually and roof gardens should be inspected four times 

annually. The facility owner should keep a maintenance log recording inspection dates, observations and 

important horticultural cycles. Structural and drainage components must be maintained as well as drain inlets. 

Vegetation should be maintained at a minimum of 90 % coverage. Weeding, plant removal and replacement, 

and invasive or nuisance plant removal should be completed regularly according to the manufacturer's 

recommendations. Irrigation is generally not required, but should be applied to the subsurface or by drip 

irrigation, if need. Written guidance and training for operating and maintaining roof gardens should be provided 

along with operation and maintenance agreement to all property owners and tenants. 

9.2 Roof rainwater collection systems 

Maintenance is specialized and must be completed regularly. Maintenance includes debris removal from the 

roof, gutter cleaning, downspout screens cleaned and in good condition, pre-filters cleaned monthly, filters 

changed every six months, UV units cleaned every six months and bulb changed at 12 months (for potable 

waierj, storage tanks shouid be chlorinated quarteriy and inspected and debris removed. Additionai 

maintenance may be required. 

9.3 Raingardens and bioretention cells 
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Maintenance includes some watering until plants are established, erosion control of flow entrances, ponding 

area, and surface overflow areas, weeding and occasional plant material replacement and annual mulching. 

Nutrient amendments and pesticide application should not be needed. 

Table 1. Typical maintenance activities for bioretention areas (Source: ETA and Biohabitats, 1993) 
................ 

Activity Schedule 
..................................................... 

Remulch void areas 

Treat diseased trees and shrubs 

Mow turf areas 
..... 

Water plants daily for 2 weeks 

......... .... ... .................. ..... -- 
Inspect soil and repair eroded areas 

Remove litter and debris 
......... ........ ........... ......... .. 

Remove and replace dead and diseased vegetation i 
Add mulch 

Replace tree stakes and wires 
...... - - 

At project completion 

. . . . .  -- -- 
Monthly 

---. ....... ....... .- -. - 

Twice per year 

Once per year 
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9.4 Soil Amendment 

Maintenance predominantly focuses on minimizing foot traffic and equipment to prevent compaction and 

erosion, planting immediately after amending soil, and minimizing or eliminating the use of pesticides and 

fertilizers. 

9.5 Alternative Pavements 

Annual or semi-annual sweeping or vacuuming of surface debris is recommended for pavement or pavers. If 

clogging occurs, the filtration media below the surface may need to be replaced. Manufacturers should be 

consulted for specific maintenance requirements. Porous pavements need to be maintained. Maintenance 

should include vacuum sweeping at least four times a year (with proper disposal of material), followed by high- 

pressure hosing to free pores in the top layer from clogging. Potholes and cracks can be filled with patching 

mixes unless more than 10 

percent of the surface area needs 

repair. Spot-clogging may be fixed 

by drilling 1.3 centimeter (half- 

inch) holes through the porous 

pavement layer every few feet. 

The pavement should be 

inspected several times during the rn~aa-m 

first few months following 

installation and annually 
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thereafter. Annual inspections should take place after large storms, when puddles will make any clogging 

obvious. The condition of adjacent pretreatment devices should also be inspected. (US EPA Office of Water 

EPA 832-F-99-023) 

9.6 Trees 

Tree maintenance includes watering in the summer during the first one to three years. Annual maintenance 

requires raking and disposing of leaves and debris, weeding, pruning dead branches and controlling pests. 

9.7 Contained Planters 

Maintenance includes occasional watering, weeding, and checking drainage. 

9.8 Flow-Through Planters 

Maintenance includes replacing overgrown or dead plants, removing sediment, cleaning and repairing pipes, 

and maintaining proper drainage. Inlet areas require periodic debris removal. 

9.9 Infiltration Planters 

Replace overgrown or dead plants, remove sediment, clean and repair pipes, and clear debris from inlets. 
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10. CASE STUDIES 

10.1 Clean Water Services, Operations & Maintenance Facility, Beaverton, OR 

Location: 2025 SW Merlo Court, Beaverton Oregon 

Summarv: This project represents a state of the art stormwater facility. The building is a showcase and 

model for those wishing to use alternative stormwater techniques. 

Site Area: 5.08 Acres 

Desisn: WBGS in Eugene Oregon 

Owner: Clean Water Services 

General Contractor: Baugh-Skanska 

Date Completed: fall of 2003 

Stormwater Benefits: The facility employs a green roof, porous pavement, green street without curbs 

swales, gardens, reinforced gravel in storage yard and the traditional roof directs runoff to scupper 

gardens. All aspects of the site are functioning well. About 213 of the plants on the green roof were 

replaced because they weren't spreading to cover the roof. Some of the soil medium was replaced to 

achieve the proper pH. Native plants from the Tualatin Hills Park and Recreation District to the south 

have migrated to the site. The porous pavement is used by employees only and has held up to use and 

has not needed vacuuming maintenance. The site has been oversized to accommodate stormwater and 

impervious surfaces from the proposed low income development to the north of the site. 

iL 
Q) 
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APPENDICIES 

11.2 Buckman Heights and Terrace, Portland, OR 

Location: 430 and 303 NE 16 '~   venue, Portland Oregon 

Summarv: These two projects represent an example of green, mixed use and mixed income 

developments. The buildings have been widely recognized locally and nationally, particularly for their 

transportationlland use strategies and stormwater management techniques. 

Site Area: 2.8 acres 

Units: 274 

Density: 72 units per acre and 152 units 

Parkinq: 128 

Desiun: Murase 

Developer: Prendergast & Associates 

Owner: Prendergast & Associates 

General Contractor: Walsh Construction 

Date Completed: 1998, 2000 

per 
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Stormwater Benefits: Stormwater infrastructure includes: landscape infiltration, landscaped swales, 

permeable surfaces, stormwater planters, a 2,000 square foot green roof, and a back-up dry well. Native 

plants in landscaped areas reduce the need for irrigation. Rain sensors in irrigation system shut off 

irrigation when it isn't needed. 

Parkinq Strateqies: Bicycle facilities provide incentives not to use a car. Included in the facilities are the 

following: secure indoor bike storage for 90 bikes, a loaner bike, a bike respire work stand, tire pump, 

lockers, and the presence of bike lanes in the surrounding area. Another alternative to owning a car (and 

parking it) is the car sharing program offered by the development. When residents cannot get somewhere 

via the four high-frequency bus lines, light rail, bike lanes or pedestrian routes, then can call and reserve a 

car, enter a code to access it in the garage, and return it when finished (trip data is sent wirelessly to the 

service provider). The parking that is offered at the apartments is mostly under-building parking to reduce 

impervious surface coverage. 

11.3 New Seasons - Division St, Portland, OR 

Location: Corner of SE Division and loth Avenue in Portland Oregon 

Summary: The project exemplifies sustainable stormwater management by integrating stormwater into 

biiildiiiy and site developiiieiii. 

Parkina: 78 spaces 

Owner: New Seasons Market 

-I 
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Stormwater Benefits: The interconnected stormwater facilities ring the building and received runoff from 

the building's rooftop, outdoor plaza and parking lot. Three stormwater planters within a 6-foot planting 

strip between the curb and sidewalk slows and filters runoff from Division Street. Stormwater from a roof 

downspout showers a sculpture at the buildings entrance. The design has the potential to removed about 

1,000,000 gallons of stormwater runoff from the sewer system. Landscape spaces are designed to 

manage stormwater runoff as a resource instead of a waste. 

I 1.4 New Columbia, Portland, OR 

Location: South Columbia Boulevard in North Portland 

Summarv: An affordable housing project with rental, senior, and for sale units. The site includes new 

parks and public facilities. 

Site Area: 82 acres 

Units: 850 

Desinn: Mithun, Inc, Robertson Merryman Barnes Architects, Micheal Willis Architects, Urbsworks, Inc, 

KPFF Consulting Engineers, ABHT Structural Engineers, Murase Associates, Greenworks, Blumac 

International, Parametrix, Inc. 

Owner: Housing Authority of Portland 

General Contractor: Walsh Construction 

Date Completed: 2005, 2006 

4 
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Stormwater Benefits: Seven acres of land is set aside in park space with a 4 acre park featured in the 

middle of the development. The site uses a 28' wide skinny street to reduce impervious area. The 

stormwater design includes an education exhibit, the irrigation system uses no potable water, and 

landscaping and building envelopes are designed to reduce heat islands. Low Impact Development used 

on site includes 101 pocket swales, 31 flow-through planters boxes and 40 public infiltration dry wells. 

Storm water from the public streets is treated in biofiltration areas, located within the public rights-of-way. 

Additionally, the alleys in the project use porous pavement. At the centerline of the alleys a strip of porous 

pavers sits on top of a soakage trench. Stormwater from the private property enters the soakage trench 

through the pavers and filters to 30' deep drywells located at either end of the alley. Finally, mature 

broad-canopy trees were preserved on site to reduce stormwater runoff and reduce soil erosion. 

(;a 
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Appendix 1 : Street Tree List 
All trees shall be healthy grown nilrsgry stock, be a minimum of 1-112 inch caliper at 6 inches above ground level, and be 
at t ias? ~$7-0~feet high; All' tfees shalf have a single straiiht trunk, a well- developed' leader with tops and roots 
.- ~. . -. .. ' 
characterist~c of the s@cies'cu[tivar , ,  , , ,-- or variety! All trees must be free of,insects, diseases, mechanical injury, and other 
6bjeEtionable'featu'res when plan$ed. 

€$ST&~~robf3qck. , , . ., . , I ,  $fialll&i"e A.I:~!. a rlot,system % .~ .. iuffici&rit to insure survival andhealthygrowth. Balled and. burlap (B&B) stock 
shall leave a natural~sbund'6afl , , . ,, sufficied to insure~survival and healthy growth: All trees that are grafted are to be grafted 
at a minimum height of 7 inches above ground level. 

Street Trees 

1. Trees permitted in minimum 3-foot planting area with no overhead utility wire conditions: 

Cherry, Columnar Sargent Flowering - Prunus sargenfii 'Columnaris' 

Dogwood, Cornelian Cherry - Cornus mas 

Dogwood, Eastern - Cornus florida 

Dogwood, Kousa - Cornus kousa chinesis - Hornbeam, Pyramidal European - Carpinus betulus 'Fastigiata' 

. Maple, Norwegian Sunset - Acer truncatum x A. platanoides 'Keithsform' 

s Maple, Pacific Sunset - Acer truncatum x A. platanoides 'Warrenred' 

Ob 
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Oak, Skyrocket English - Quercus robur 'Fastigiata' 

Pear, Aristo~crat Flowering - Pyrus calleryana 'Aristocrat' 

Pear, Autumn Blaze Flowering - Pyrus calleryana 'Chanticleer' 

Pear, Capital Flowering - Pyrus calleryana 'Capital' 

Pear, Princess Flowering - Pyrus calleryana 'Princess' 

Pear, Redspire Flowering - Pyrus calleryana 'Princess' 

Plum, Krauter's YesuVius Flowering - Prunus cerasifera 'Krauter's Vesuvius' 

Plum, Newport Flowering - Prunus cerasifera 'Newport' 

Plum, Thundercloud Flowering - Prunus cerasifera 'Thundercloud' 

2. Trees permitted in minimum 4-foot planting area where no overhead utility wire conditions exist: 

Ash, Flowering - Fraxinus ornus 

Ash, Globe European - Fraxinus excelsior 'Globosum' 

Ash, Golden Desert - Fraxinus oxycarpa aureafolia 'Golden Desert' 

. Cherry, Shubert Select Flowerrng or Canada Red Chokecherty - Prunus vlrginiana 'ShuberZ' 

Cherry, Yoshino Flowering - Prunus x yedoensis 

Chokecherw, Red Canada or Shubert Select Flowering - Prunus virginiana 'Shubert' 

Crabapple, Profusion - Malus 'Profusion' 

Crabapple, Red Baron - Malus 'Red Baron' 

Crabapple, Royalty - Malus 'Royalty' 

eo 
Q The C ~ t y  of Beaverton, Habttat Friendly Development Practices Gu~dance Manual 



Crabapple, Spring Snow - Malus 'Spring Snow' 

Crabapple, Sugar Tymne - Malus 'Sugar Tyme' 

Ginkgo, Mayfield - Ginkgobiloba 'Mayfield' 

Glorybower, Harlequin - Clerondendrum trichotomum 

Goldenrain - Koelreuteria paniculata 

Goldenrain, Columnar - Koelreuteria paniculata 'Fastigiata' 

Hawthorn, Columnar - Crataegus monogyna 'Stricta' 

Hawthorn, Lavalle - Crataegus x lavallei 

Hawthorn, Washington - Crataegus phaenopyrum 

Lilac, Japanese Tree - Syringa reticulata 

Maple, Crimson Sentry Norway - Acer platanoides 'Crimson Sentry' 

Maple, Doric Red - Acer rubrum 'Doric' 

Maple, English Hedge - Acer campestre 

Maple, Flame Amur - Acer ginnala 'Flame' 

Maple, Globe Norway - Acer platanoides 'Globosum' 

Maple, Paperbark - Acer griseurn 

Maple, Tatarian - Acer tataricum 

Olive, Russian - Elaeagnus angustifolia 

Pear, Chanticleer Flowering - Pyrus calleryana 'Chanticleer' 

Pear, Cleveland Select Flowering - Pyrus calleryana 'Cleveland Select' 
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Pear, Trinity Flowering - Pyrus calleryana 'Trinity' 

Redbud, Eastern - Cercis canadensis 

Serviceberry, Cumulus - Amelanchier laevis x grandiflora 'Cumulus' 

Serviceberry, Pyramidal Shadblow - Amelanchier canadensis 'Pyramidalis' 

Serviceberry, Robin Hill Apple - Amelanchier x grandiflora 'Robin Hill' 

Snowbell, Japanese - Styrax japonica 

3. frees permitted in minimum 6-foot planting area with no overhead utility wire conditions: 

Ash, Flame - Fraxinus osycarpa 'Flame' 

Ash, Raywood - Fraxinus osycarpa 'Raywood' 

Beech, Tricolor European - Fagus sylvatica 'Purpurea Tricolor' 

Ginkgo - Ginkgo biloba 

Ginkgo, Autumn Gold - Ginkgo biloba 'Autumn Gold' 

* Ginkgo, Fairmont - Ginkgo biloba 'Fairmont' 

Ginkgo, Princeton Sentry - Ginkgo biloba 'Princeton Sentry' 

Ginkgo, Shangri-la - Ginkgo biloba 'Shangri-la' 

Honeylocust, Skyline - Gleditsia triacanthos 'Skyline' 

Horsechestnut, Briotii Red - Aesculus x carnea 'Briotii' 

Horsechestnut, Ruby Red - Aesculus x carnea 'Ruby Red' 

Katsura - Cericidiphyllum Japonicum 
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Linden, DeGroot Littleleaf - Titia cordata 'DeGroot' 

Linden, Glenleven Littleleaf - Tilia cordata 'Glenleven' 

Linden, Redmond Crimean - Tilia cordata 'Greenspire' 

Locust, Globe - Robinia pseudocacia 'Umbraculifera' 

Magnolia, Southern - Magnolia grandiflora 

Mapfe, Armstrong - Acer x freemanii 'Armstrong' 

Maple, Bowhall Red - Acer rubrum 'Bowhall' 

Mapie, Cavalier Norway - Acer platanoides 'Cavalier' 

Maple, Columnar Norway - Acer platanoides 'Columnare' 

Maple, Crimson King Norway - Acer platanoides 'Crimson King' 

Mapfe, Green Mountain Sugar - Acer saccharum 'Green Mountain' 

Maple, Greencolumn Black - Acer nigrum 'Greencolumn' 

Maple, Karpick Red -Acer rubrum 'Karpick' 

Mapfe, Legacy Sugar - Acer saccharum 'Legacy' 

Maple, Parkway Norway - Acer platanoides 'Columnarbroad' 

Map!@, Scan!on Red - ,Acer r ~ h r ~ m  'Scarr!~!' 

Oak, Skymaster English -Quercus robur 'Pyramich' 

Pagoda Tree, Regent Japanese - Sophora japonica 'Regent' 

Stewartia, Japanese - Stewartia pseudocamellia 

Tuliptree, Arnold - Liriodendron tuiipfera 'Fastigiaturn' 

ec, 
W The C ~ t y  of Beaverton, Hab~tat Fr~endly Development Pract~ces Gu~dance Manual 



4. Trees permitted in minimum 8-foot planting area with no overhead utility wire conditions: 

Ash, Autumn Applause White - Fraxinus americana 'Autumn Applause' 

Ash, Autumn Purple White - Fraxinus americana 'Autumn Purple' 

Ash, Bergeson Green - Fraxinus pennslyvanica 'Bergeson' 

Ash, Patmore Green - Fraxinus pennsylvanica 'Patmore' 

r Ash, Summit Green - Fraxinus pennsylvanica 'Summit' 

Birch, Jacquemontii - Betula jacquemontii 

Birch, River - Betula nigra 

Blackgum, Sourgum, or Black Tupelo - Nyssa sylvatica 

Coffeetree, Kentucky - Gymnocladus dioicus 

Cork Tree, Amur - Phellodendron amurense 

Elm, Chinese or Lacebark Elm - Ulmus parvifolia 

Elm, Homestead - Ulmus 'Homestead' 

Elm, Lacebark or Chinese Elm - Ulmus parvifolia 

Filbert, Turkish - Corylus 

w Hackberry, Common - Celtis occidentalis 

Hophornbeam, American - Ostrya virginiana - Linden, Green Mountain Silver - Tilia tomentosa 'Green Mountain' 

Linden, Redmond - Tilia americana 'Redmond' 
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Linden, Redmond Crimean - Tilia euchlora 'Redmond' 

Linden, SterlingSilver - Tilia tomentosa 'Sterling' 

Maple, Arrowhead Sugar - Acer saccharum 'Arrowhead' 

Mapfe, Autumn B lae -Acer kbrum x A. saccharinum ;~utumn Blaze' 

Maple, Autumn Flame Red - Acer rubrum 'Autumn Flame' 

Maple, Celebration - Acer x freemanii 'Celzam' 

Maple, Cleveland - ~~ Norway - Acer platanoides 'Cleveland' 

Maple, Emerald Queen Norway - Acer platanoides 'Emerald Queen' 

Mapte, October Glory Red - Acer rubrum 'October Glory' 

Maple, Red Sunset Red - Acer rubrum 'Red Sunset' 

Mapfe, Schwedleri Norway - Acer platanoides 'Schwedleri' 

Maple, Spaethii Sycamore - Acer pseudoplatanus 'Atropurpureum' 

Mapte, Superform Norway - Acer platanoides 'Superform' 

Mulberry, Kingan Fruitless - Morus alba 'Kingan' 

Oak, Burr - Quercus macrocarpa 
...,. . . ,~ - . 

@&, English - Quercue robur 

Oak, Forest Green Hungarian or Italian - Quercus frainetto 'Schmidt' 

Oak, Northern Red - Quercus rubra 

Oak, Pin - Quercus palustris 

Oak, Sawtooth -Quercus acutissima 
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Oak, Scarlet - Quercus coccinea 

Oak, Shingle - Quercus imbricaria 

* Oak, Shumard - Quercus shumardii 

Oak, Swamp White - Quercus bicolor 

Oak, Westminster Globe - Quercus robur 'Michround' 

Poplar, Yellow or Tuiliptree - Liriodendron tulipifera 

Rubber Tree, Hardy - Eucommia ulmoides 

Sourgum, Black Tupelo, or Blackgum - Nyssa sylvatica 

w Sweetgum - Liquidambar sturaciflua 

. Sweetgum, Festival - tiquidambar styraciflua.'Festival' 

Sweetgum, Golden - Liquidambar styraciflua aurea 'Golden' 
~ ~ 

e Tuliptree or Yellow Poplar - Liriodendron tulipifera 

Tupelo, Black, Blackgum or Sourgum - Nyssa sylvatica 

Yellow Wood - Cladrastis kentuckia 

Zelkava, Green Vase - Zelkova serrata 'Greenvase' 

Zelkovs, Village Green - Ze!knua serreta 'VI!lage Green' 

5, Trees permitted by PGE and City of Beaverton for use under power~wires: 

Amur Maple - Acer ginnala 

Hedge Maple - Acer campstre 
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Paper Bark Maple - Acer griseum 

Apple Service Berry - Amelanchier 

shadblow Service1 Berry - Amelanchier canadensis 

Eastern Redbud - Cercis canadensis 

Glorybower - Clerodendrum trichotomum 

Flowering Dogwood - Cornus florida 

Japanese Dogwood - Cornus kousa 

Washington Hawthorn - Crataegue phaenopyrum 

Lauelle Hawthorn - Crataegus x lavallei 

Globe-Headed Europeon Ash - Fraxinus excelsior globosum 

Flowering Ash - Fraxinus ornus 

Golden Desert Ash - Fraxinus oxycarpa aufeopolia 

Golden Rain Tree - Koelreuteria paniculata 

Golden Chain Tree - Laburnum x waterii 

Flowering Crabapple - 'Spring snow' or 'indian magic' - malus 

Flowering! Cherry - 'M?. fugi' - prunes 

Flowering Pear - 'Cleveland select' - pyrus calleryana 

Japanese Snowball - Styrax japonia 
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Appendix 2: Plant Lists 
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Appendix 3: Alternate Pavement Surfaces Design Specifications 

The general categories and specifications of paving systems include: 

Open-graded concrete or hot-mix asphalt pavement, which is similar to standard pavement, but with reduced 

or eliminated fine material (sand and fines) and special admixtures incorporated (optional). As a result, 

channels form between the aggregate in the pavement surface and allow water to infiltrate. 

o Permeable hot-mix asphalt is similar to standard hot-mix asphalt; however, the aggregate fines 

(particles smaller than No.30 sieve) are reduced, leaving a matrix of pores to conduct water to the 

underlying aggregate base and soil. This surface can be used for light to medium duty applications 

including residential access roads, driveways, utility access, parking lots and walkways; however, 

porous asphalt has been used for heavy applications such as highways. (PSAT) 

Properly installed and maintained permeable asphalt has a service life that is comparable or longer 

than conventional asphalt. As long as runoff is not directed to the permeable asphalt from adjacent 

surfaces, the estimated long term infiltration rate may be as low as 0.1 inchlhour. Soils with low 

infiltration rates should have under-drains to prevent prolonged saturated soil conditions at or near the 

ground surfsce within the pavement section. (PSAT) 

Specifications from the Puget Sound Action Team Low Impact Development Technical Guidance 

Manual for the Puget Sound: 

Subqrade 
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Soil conditions should be analyzed by a qualified engineer for load bearing given anticipated soil 
moisture conditions. 

After grading, the existing subgrade should not be compacted or subjected to excessive 
construction equipment traffic. 
If using the base course for retention in parking areas, excavate the storage bed level to allow 
even distribution of water and maximize infiltration across entire parking area. 
immediately before base aggregate and asphalt placement, remove any accumulation of fine 
material from erosion with light equipment and scarify soil to a minimum depth of 6 inches. 

Aqclreqate baselstoraqe bed 

Minimum base depth for structural support should be 6 inches (Washington State Department 
of Transportation, 2003). 
Maximum depth is determined by the extent to which the designer intends to achieve a flow 
control standard with the use of a below-grade storage bed. Aggregate base depths of I 8  to 
36 inches are common depending on storage needs. 
Coarseaggregate layer should be a 2.5 to 0.5 inch uniformly graded crushed (angular) 
thoroughly washed stone (AASHTO No. 3). 
Choker course should be 1 to 2 inches in depth and consist of 1.5 inch to U.S. sieve size 
number 8 uniformly graded crushed washed stone for final grading of base reservoir. The 
upper course is needed to reduce rutting from construction vehicles delivering and installing 
asphalt and to more evenly distribute loads to the base material (Diniz, 1980) 

Installation sf aqqreqate baselstoraqe bed 

Stabilize area and install erosion control to prevent runoff and sediment from entering storage 
bed. 
Install approved non-woven filter fabric on subsoil according to manufacturer's specifications. 
Whereinstallation is adjacent to conventional paving surfaces, filter fabric should be wrapped 
up sides to top of base aggregate to prevent migration of fines from densely graded material 
to the open graded base, maintain proper compaction, and avoid differential settling. 
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Overlap adjacent strips of fabric at least 24 inches. Secure fabric 4 feet outside of storage bed 
to reduce sediment input to bottom of area storage reservoir. 
Install coarse (1.5 to 2.4 inch) aggregate in maximum of 8 inch lifts and lightly compact each 
lift. 
Install a 1 to 2 inch choker course evenly over surface of coarse aggregate base. 
Following placement of base aggregate and again after placement of the asphalt, the filter 
fabric should be folded over placements to protect installation from sediment inputs. Excess 
filter fabric should not be trimmed until site is fully stabilized (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 
2003). 

Top Course 

Parking lots: 2 to 4 inches typical. 
Residential access roads; 2 to 4 inches typical. 
Permeable asphalt has similar strength and flow properties as conventional asphalt; 
accordingly, the wearing course thickness is similar for either surface given equivalent load 
requirements (Diniz, 1980) 
Choker course should be 1 to 2 inches in depth and consist of 1.5 inch to U.S. sieve size 
number 8 uniformly graded crushed washed stone for final grading of base reservoir. The 
upper course is needed to reduce rutting from construction vehicles delivering and installing 
asphalt and to more evenly distribute loads to the,base material (Diniz, 1980). 
A small percentage of fine aggregate is necessary to stabilize the larger porous aggregate 
fraction. The finer fraction also increases the viscosity of the asphalt cement and controls 
asphalt drainage characteristics. 
Total void space should be approximately 16 percent (conventional asphalt is 2 to 3 percent! 
(Diniz, 1980). 

Bituminous asphalt cement 

Content: 5.5 to 6.0 percent by weight dry aggregate. The minimum content assures adequate 
asphalt cement film thickness around the aggregate to reduce photo-oxidation degradation 
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and increase cohesion between aggregate. The upper limit is to prevent the mixture from 
draining during transport. 
Grade: 85 to 100 penetration recommended for northern states (Diniz, 1980). 
An elastomeric polymer can be added to the bituminous asphalt to reduce drain-down. 
Hydrated lime can be added at a rate of 1.0 percent by weight of the total dry aggregate to 
mixes with granite stone to prevent separation of the asphalt from the aggregate and improve 
tensile strength. 

General installation 

Install permeable asphalt system toward the end of construction activities to minimize 
sediment problems. The subgrade can be excavated to within 6 inches of final grade and 
grading completed in later stages of the project (Cahill et al., 2003). 
Erosion and introduction of sediment from surroundina land uses should be strictly controlled 
during and after construction. Erosion and sediment controls should remain in place until 
area is completely stabilized with soil amendments and landscaping. 
Adapting aggregate specifications can influence bituminous asphalt cement properties and 
permeability of the asphalt wearing course. Before final installation, test panels are 
recommended to determine asphalt cement grade and content compatibility with the 
aggregate. (Diniz, 1980). 
Insulated covers over loads during hauling can reduce heat loss during transport and increase 
working time (Diniz, 1980). Temperatures at delivery that are too low can result in shorter 
working times, increased labor for hand work, and increased cleanup from asphalt adhering to 
machinery (personal communication Leonard Spodoni, April 2004). 

Portland cement permeable concrete is used extensi\!ely for stormwatsr management in Florida and 

Georgia. The cities of Seattle and Olympia have tested materials and installed several projects 

including parking lots, sidewalks and driveways. Permeable Portland cement is similar to conventional 

concrete without the fine aggregate (sand) component. The mixture is a washed coarse aggregate 

(318 or 518 inch), hydraulic cement, admixtures and water, yielding a surface with a matrix of pores that 
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conducts water to the underlying aggregate base and soil. Permeable concrete can be used for light to 

medium duty applications including residential access roads, driveways, utility access, parking lots and 

walkways. Permeable concrete can also be used in heavy load applications. The City of Renton 

Washington is testing sections in their aggregate recycling yard within preliminary results of good 

structural performance after being subjected to regular 50,000 to 100,000 pound vehicle loads for three 

years. As with the asphalt surface, if properly installed and maintained, the surface should have a 

surface life comparable to conventional concrete. 

Three classes of permeable concrete are prevalent: (1) the standard mix using washed course 

aggregate (318 or 518 inch), hydraulic cement, admixtures and water; (2) a Stoneycrete mixture which is 

similar to the standard mix, but incorporates a strengthening additive; and (3) Percocrete which uses a 

higher percentage of sand, incorporates an additive to enhance strength and the pore structure, and 

produces a smoother surface texture. Specifications for Stoneycrete and Percocrete can be obtained 

from the manufacturers. As long as runoff is not directed to the permeable asphalt from adjacent 

surfaces, the estimated long term infiltration rate may be as low as 0.1 inchlhour. PSAT 

Specifications from the Puget Sound Action Team Low Impact Development Technical Guidance 

Manual for Puget Sound: 

Subarade 

Soil conditions should be analyzed by a qualified engineer for load bearing given anticipated soil 
moisture conditions. 
After grading, the existing subgrade should not be compacted or subjected to excessive 
construction equipment traffic. 
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Immediately before base aggregate and asphalt placement, remove any accumulation of fine 
material from erosion with light equipment and scarify soil to a minimum depth of 6 inches (U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers, 2003). 

Aqqreqate baselstoraqe bed 
Minimum base depth for structural support should be 6 inches (FCPA, n.d.). 
Maximum depth is determined by the extent to which the designer intends to achieve a flow 
control standard with the use of a below-grade storage bed. Aggregate base depths of 18 to 36 
inches are common when designing for retention or detention. 
The coarse aggregate layer varies depending on structural and stormwater management needs. 
Typical placements include round or crushed washed drain rock (1 to 1.5 inches) or 1.5 to 2.5 
inch crushed washed base rock aggregate (e.g., AASHTO No.3). 
The concrete can be placed directly over the coarse aggregate or a choker course (e.g., 1.5 inch 
to US Sieve size number 8, AASHTO No. 57 crushed washed stone) can be placed over the 
larger stone for final grading. 

Installation of aqqreqate baselstoraqe bed 
Stabilize area and install erosion control to prevent runoff and sediment from entering storage 
bed. 
If using the aggregate base for retention in parking areas, excavate storage bed level to allow 
even distribution of water and maximize infiltration across entire parking area. 
Install approved non-woven filter fabric on subsoil according to manufacturer's specifications. 
Where installation is adjacent to conventional paving surfaces, filter fabric should be wrapped up 
sides to top of base aggregate to prevent migration of fines from densely graded material to the 
open graded base, maintain proper compaction, and avoid differential settling. 
Overlap adjacent strips of fabric at least 24 inches. Secure fabric 4 feet outside of storage bed to 
reduce sediment input to bottom of area storage reservoir. 
Install coarse ( I  .5 to 2.4 inch) aggregate in maximum of 8 inch lifts and lightly compact each lift. 
If used, install a 1 to 2 inch choker course evenly over surface of coarse aggregate base 
(typically No. 57 AASHTO) and lightly compact. 
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Following placement of base aggregate and again after placement of the asphalt, the filter fabric 
should be folded over placements to protect installation from sediment inputs. Excess filter fabric 
should not be trimmed until site is fully stabilized (US. Army Corps of Engineers, 2003). 

Top Course 
Parking lots: 2 to 4 inches typical. 
Residential access roads; 2 to 4 inches typical. 
Unit weight: 120 to 130 pounds per cubic foot (permeable concrete is approximately 70 to 80 
percent of the unit weight of conventional concrete) (FCPA, n.d.) 
Void space: 15 to 21 percent according to ASTM C 138. 
Water cement ratio: 0.27 to 0.35. 
Aggregate to cement ratio: 4:l to 5.1. 
Aggregate: several aggregate specifications are used including: 

318 inch to No. 16 washed crushed or round per ASTM C 33. 
a 318 inch to No. 50 washed crushed or round per ASTM D 448. 

518 inch washed crushed or round 
In general the 318 inch crushed or round produces a slightly smoother surface and is 
preferred for sidewalks, and the 5.8 inch crushed or round produces a slightly stronger 
surface. 

Portland cement; Type I or II conforming to ASTM C 150 or Type IP or IS conforming to ASTM C 
595. 
Admixtures: Can be used to increase working time and include: Water ReducinglRetarding 
admixture in conformance with ASTM C 494 Type D and Hydration stabilizer in conformance 
with ASTM C 494 Type B. 
water: Use potable water. 
Fiber mesh can be incorporated into the cement mix for added strength. 

Installation of top course 
See testing section below for confirming correct mixture and proper installation. 
If mixture contains excess water the cement paste can flow fromthe aggregate, resulting in a 
weak surface layer and reduced void space in the lower portion of surface. With the correct 
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water content,.the delivered mix should have a wet metallic sheen, and when hand squeezed the 
mix should not crumble or become a highly plastic mass (FCPA, n.d.) 
Cement mix should be used within 1 hour after water is introduced to mix, and within 90 minutes 
if an admixture is used and concrete mix temperature does not exceed 90 degrees Fahrenheit 
(U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 2003). 
Base aggregate should be wetted to improve working time of cement. 
Concrete should be deposited as close to its final position as possible and directly from the truck 
or using a conveyor belt placement. 
A manual or mechanical screed can be used to level concrete at 2/2 inch above form. 
Cover surface with 6-mil plastic and use a static drum roller for final compaction (roller should 
provide approximately 10 pounds per square inch vertical force). 
Edges that are higher than adjacent materials should be finished or rounded off to prevent 
chipping (standard edging tool is applicable for pervious concrete). 
Cement should be covered with plastic within 20 minutes and remain covered for curing time. 
Curing: 7 days minimum for Portland cement Type I and II. No truck traffic should be allowed for 
10 days (US Army Corps of Engineers, 2003). 
Placement widths should not exceed 15 feet unless contractor can demonstrate competence to 
install greater widths. 
High frequency vibrators can seal the surface of the concrete and should not be used. 
Jointing: shrinkage associated with drying is significantly less for permeable than conventional 
concrete. Florida installations with no control joints at 60 foot spacing cut to % the thickness of 
the pavement (FCPA, n.d. and US Army Corps of Engineers, 2003) Expansion joints can also 
facilitate a cleaner break point if sections become damaged or are removed for utility work. 

Testing 
Differences in local materials, handling, and placement can affect permeable concrete performance. 
The following tests should be conducted even if the contractor has experience with the material to 
ensure proper performance. 

The contractor should place and cure two test panels, each covering a minimum of 225 square 
feet at the required project thickness, to demonstrate that specified unit weights and permeability 
can be achieved on-site (Georgia Concrete and Products Association [GCPA], 1997). 

I-L 

0 
4 The Clty of Beaverton, Hab~tat fr~endly Development Pract~ces Gu~dance Manual Append~x 3 rn 8 



Test panels should have two cores taken from each panel in accordance with ASTM C 42 at 
least 7 days after placement (GCPA, 1997). 
Untrimmed cores should be measured fro thickness according to ASTM C 42. 
After determining thickness, cores should be trimmed and measured for unit weight per ASTM C 
140. 
Void structure should be tested per ASTM C 138. 
If the measured thickness is greater than '% inch less than the specified thickness, or the unit 
weight is not within * 5 points per cubic foot, or the void structure is below specifications, the 
panel should be removed and new panels with adjusted specifications installed (US Army Corps 
of Engineers, 2003). If test panel meets requirements, panel can be left in place as part of the 
completed installation. 
Collect and sample delivered material once per day to measure unit weight per ASTM C 172 and 
C 29 (FCPA, n.d.). 

Aggregate or plastic pavers that include cast-in-place or modular pre-cast blocks. The cast-in-place 

systems are reinforced concrete made with reusable forms. Pre-cast systems are either high-strength 

Portland cement concrete or plastic blocks. Both systems have wide joints or openings that can be 

filled with soil and grass or gravel. 

o Eco-Stone permeable interlocking concrete pavers are high-density concrete pavers that allow 

infiltration through a built-in pattern of openings filled with aggregate. When compacted, the 

pavers interlock and transfer vertical loads to surrounding pavers by shear forces through fine 

aggregate in the joints. Eco-stone interlocking pavers are placed on open-graded sub-base 

aggregate topped with a finer aggregate layer that provides a level and uniform bedding material. 

Properly installed and maintained, high-density pavers have high load bearing strength and are 

capable of carrying heavy vehicle weight at low speeds. Properly installed and maintained 
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pavers should have a service life of 20 to 25 years. This system is applicable to industrial and 

commercial parking lots, utility access, residential access roads, driveways and walkways. As 

long as runoff is not directed to the permeable asphalt from adjacent surfaces, the estimated 

long term infiltration rate may be as low as 0.5 inchlhour. Soils with lower infiltration rates should 

have under-drains at the bottom of the base course and the drain-down time for the base should 

not exceed 24 hours. (PSAT) 

Specifications from the Puget Sound Action Team Low Impact Development Technical Guidance 

Manual for Puget Sound: 

Subqrade 

Soil conditions should be analyzed by a qualified engineer for load bearing given anticipated soil 
moisture conditions. California Bearing Ratio Values should be at lest 5 percent. 
For vehicle traffic areas, grade and compact to 95 percent modified proctor density (per ASTM D 
1557) and compact to 95 percent standard proctor density for pedestrian areas (per ASTM D 
698) (Smith, 2000). Soils with high sand and gravel content can retain useful infiltration rates 
when compacted; however, many soils become essentially impermeable at this compaction rate. 
For detention designs on compacted soils that will provide very low permeability, adequate base 
aggregate depths and under-drain systems should b e incorporated to reduce risk of continued 
saturation that can weaken subgrades subject to vehicle traffic (Smith, 2000) 

Aqqreqate baselstoraqe bed 
Minimum base thickness depends on vehicle loads, soil type, and stormwater storage 
requirements and freeze thaw conditions. Typical depths range from B to 22 inches; however, 
increa~eddept~scan~~be . . . . . , .-... . . , .  . ,  applied for increased storage capacity (Smith, 2000). Interlocking 
concrete Paver Institute guidelines for base thickness should be followed. 
Minimum base depth for pedestrian and bike applications should be 6 inches (Smith, 2000) 
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ASTM No. 57 crushed aggregate or similar gradation is recommended for the sub-base (smith, 
2000). 
ASTM No. 8 is recommended for the leveling or choker course. 

Installation of Aqqreqate Baselstorage Bed 
Stabilize area and install erosion control to prevent runoff and sediment from entering storage 
bed. 
If using the base course for retentionin parking areas, excavate storage bed level to allow even 
distribution of water and maximize infiltration across entire parking area. 
Install approved non-woven filter fabric on subsoil according to manufacturer's specifications. 
.Where installation is adjacent to conventional paving surfaces, filter fabric should be wrapped up 
sides to top of base aggregate to prevent migration of fines from densely graded material to the 
open graded base, maintain proper compaction, and avoid differential settling. 
Overlap adjacent strips of fabric at least 24 inches. Secure fabric 4 feet outside of storage bed to 
reduce sediment input to bottom of area storage reservoir. 
Install No. 57 aggregate in 4 to 6 inch lifts 
Compact the moist No. 57 aggregate with at least 4 passes of a 10-ton (minimum) steel drum 
roller. Initial passes can be with vibration and the final two passes should be static (Smith, 
2000). Testing for appropriate density per ASTM D 698 or D 1557 will likely not provide accurate 
results. The Interlocking Concrete Pavement Institute specification recommends that adequate 
density and stability are developed when no visible movement is observed in the open-graded 
base after compaction (personal communication, Dave Smith ICPI). 
Install three inches of No.8 aggregate for the leveling or choker course and compact with at least 
4 passes of a 10-ton roller. Surface variation should be within * 1/2 inch over 10 feet. The No. 8 
aggregate should be moist to facilitate compaction into the sub-base (Smith, 2000). 
Asphalt stabilizer can be used with the N0.57 stone if additional bearing support is needed, but 
should not be applied to the No.8 aggregate. To maintain adequate void space, use a minimum 
of asphalt for stabilization (approximately 2 to  2.5 percent by weight of aggregate). An asphalt 
grade of AC20 or higher is recommended. The addition of stabilizer will reduce storage capacity 
of base aggregate and should be considered in the design (Smith, 2000). 
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Following placement of base aggregate and again after placement of pavers, the filter fabric 
should be folded over placements to protect installation from sediment inputs. Excess filter fabric 
should not be trimmed until site is fully stabilized. 
Designs for full infiltration of stormwater to the subgrade should have a positive overflow to 
prevent water from entering the surface layer during extreme events. Designs with partial or no 
exfiltration require under-drains. All installations should have an observation well (typically 6 inch 
perforated pipe) installed at the furthest downslope area (Smith, 2000) 

Top Course Installation 
Pavers should be installed immediately after base preparation to minimize introduction of 
sediment and to reduce the displacement of base material from ongoing activity (Smith, 2000). 
Loosen and evenly smooth % to 1 inch of the compacted No. 8 stone. 
Place pavers by hand or with mechanical installers and compact with a 5000 lbf, 75 to 90 Hz 
plate compactor. Fill openings with No.8 stone and compact again. Sweep to remove excess 
stqne from surface. The small amount of finer aggregate in the No.8 stone will likely be 
adequate to fill narrow joints between pavers in pedestrian and light vehicle applications. If the 
installation is subject to heavy vehicle loads, additional material may be required for joints. 
Sweep additional material (ASTM No. 89 stone is recommended) and use vibratory compaction 
to place joint material (Smith, 2000). 
Do not compact within 3 feet of unrestrained edges (Pentec Environmental, 2000). 
Sand placed in paver openings or used as a leveling course will clog and should not be applied 
for those purposes. 
Cast-in-place or pre-case concrete (approximately 6 inches wide by 12 inches high0 are the 
preferred material for edge constraints. Plastic edge confinement secured with spikes is not 
recommended (Smith, 2000). 

o Gravelpave2 ~ ~~ flexible plastic grid system is a lightweight grid of plastic rings in 20" wide x 20" long 

x 1" high units with a geotextile fabric heat fused to the bottom of the grid. Flexible grid systems 

conform to the grade of the aggregate base, and when backfilled with appropriate aggregate top 
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course, provide high load bearing capacity and has an expected service life of 20 years when 

properly installed and maintained. Typical uses include alleys, driveways, utility access, loading 

areas, trails and parking lots with low traffic speeds (1 5 to 20 mph maximum). If runoff is not 

directed to the system from adjacent surfaces, the estimated long-term infiltration rate may be as 

low as 0.5 inchlhour. Soils with lower infiltration rates should have underdrains in the base 

course to prevent prolonged saturated soil conditions within the top course section. (PSAT LID 

Technical Guidance Manual for Puget Sound). 

Specifications from the Puget Sound Action Team Low Impact Development Technical Guidance 

Manual for Puget Sound: 

Soil conditions should be analyzed by a qualified engineer for load bearing given anticipated soil 
moisture conditions. 
After grading, the existing subgrade should not be compacted or subject to excessive 
construction equipment traffic. 
Immediately before base aggregate and top course, remove any accumulation of fine material 
from erosion with light equipment. 

Aqqreqate baselstoraqe bed 
Minimum base thickness depends on vehicle loads, soil type, and stormwater storage 
requirement. Tjipical rniiiirnlim depth is 4 to 6 inches for driveways, aileys, and parking iots jiess 
base course depth is required for trails) (personal communication, Andy Gersen, July 2004). 
Increased depths can be applied for increased storage capacity. 
Base aggregate is a sandy gravel material typical for road base construction (Invisible 
Structures, 2003). 

Aggregate Grading: U.S. Standard Sieve Percent Passing 
% 100 
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Base Course 
Stabilize area and install erosion control to prevent runoff and sediment from entering storage 
bed. 
If using the base course for retention in parking areas, excavate storage bed level to allow even 
distribution of water and maximize infiltration across entire parking area. 
Install approved non-woven filter fabric on subsoil according to manufacturer's specifications. 
Where installation is adjacent to conventional paving surfaces, filter fabric should be wrapped up 
sides to top of base aggregate to prevent migration of fines from densely graded material to the 
open graded base, maintain proper compaction, and avoid differential settling. 
Overlap adjacent strips of fabric at least 24 inches. Secure fabric 4 feet outside of storage bed to 
reduce sediment input to bottom of area storage reservoir. 
Install in 4 to 6 inch lifts maximum. 
Compact each lift to 95 percent modified proctor. 

TOP Course Aqqreqate 
Aggregate should be clean, washed angular stone with a granite hardness. 

Aggregate Grading: U.S. Standard Sieve Percent Passing 
4 100 
8 80 

16 50 
30 30 
50 15 

I00 5 

Top Course Installation 
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Grid should be installed immediately after base preparation to minimize introduction of sediment 
and to reduce the displacement of base material from ongoing activity. 
Place grid with rings up and interlock malelfemale connectors along unit edges. 
Install ~ . .-. anchors at an average rate o f6  pins per square meter. Higher speed and transition areas . 

(for example where vehicles enter a parking lot with a plastic grid system from an asphalt road() 
or where heavy vehicles execute tight turns will require additional anchors (double application of 
pins).Loosen and evenly smooth %to 1 inch of the compacted No.8 stone. 
Aggregate should be back dumped to a minimum depth of 6 inches sot that delivery vehicle 
exists over aggregate. Sharp turning on rings should be avoided. 
Spread gravel using power brooms, flat bottom shovels or wide asphalt rakes. A stiff bristle 
broom can be used for finishing. 
If necessary, aggregate can be compacted with a plate compactor to a level no less than the top 
of the rings or no more than 01.25 inch above the top of the rings (Invisible Structures, 2003). 
Provide edge constraints along edges that may have vehicle loads (particularly tight radius 
turning). Cast-in-place or pre-cast concrete edging is preferred. 
Do not compact within 3 feet of unrestrained edges (Pentec Environmental, 2000). 
Sand placed in paver openings or used as a leveling course will clog and should not be applied 
for those purposes. 
Cast-in-place or pre-case concrete (approximately 6 inches wide by 12 inches high0 are the 
preferred material for edge constraints. Plastic edge confinement secured with spikes is not 
recommended (Smith, 2000). 

Limitations of the alternate pavement systems include construction and landscaping material yards and other 

similar places that can deposit excessive sediment on the surface, steep erosion prone areas, concentrated 
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pollutant spill areas such as gas stations, stuck stops, and industrial chemical storage sites, seasonally high 

groundwater areas, fill soils, areas where maintenance is unlikely, uses where sealing the surface may be 

performed, where regular, heavy application of sand is used to maintain traction in winter, and placement with 

less than 2 feet clearance above bedrock. 

Performance has been tested over a size-year period at the University of Washington. Typical rainfall rates are 

approximately 0.05 inchlhour in the Puget Sound region with brief downpours of 1 to 2 incheslhour. Porous 

asphalt infiltrated 13 inlhr after 3 years of service with NO MAINTENANCE. Pervious concrete infiltrated 240 

inlhr after 6 years of service with NO MAINTENANCE. Pervious pavers infiltrated 0.58 inlhour (no information 

on length of service or maintenance regime). In terms of pollutant removal, a six-year parking lot demonstration 

project found toxic concentrations of copper and zinc in 97 percent of the surface runoff samples from an asphalt 

control parking stall. Copper and Zinc in 31 of 36 samples from the permeable parking stall - that produced 

primarily subsurface flow - fell below toxic levels and a majority of samples fell below detectable levels. Motor 

oil was detected in 89 percent of the samples from the surface flow off the asphalt stall. No motor oil was 

detected in any samples that infiltrated through the permeable paving sections. 

Permeable pavement should have field-verified minimum permeability rates greater than 0.3 incheslhour. 

Contributing runoff from offsite should be limited to a 3:l ratio of impervious area to pervious pavement area. 

Design storms should be infiltrated within 48 hours. 2% maximum slope. 3 foot minimum depth to bedrock and 

depth to water table. SCS Soil Type A, B. 
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AGENDA BILL 

Beaverton City Council 
Beaverton, Oregon 

SUBJECT: Authorize The Mayor to Sign An Amendment FOR AGENDA OF: 1/8/07 'BILL NO: 07004 
to the intergovernmental Agreement With 
Washington County Oregon, to Continue to Mayor's Approval: 
Participate in the Department of Homeland 
Security's Urban Area Security Initiative DEPARTMENT OF ORIGIN: Emergency + 
Grant Awarded to the City of Portland Management 

DATE SUBMITTED: 1211 5/06 

CLEARANCES: Finance 
Police 
City Attorney 
Mayor's Off. 

PROCEEDING: Consent Agenda EXHIBITS: 1. Resolution 
2. Amendment 
3. Original Agreement 
4. FY06 UASI Grant Agreement 
5. Summary of amount awarded to 

Beaverton 

BUDGET IMPACT 

EXPENDITURE AMOUNT APPROPRIATION 
REQUIRED $0 BUDGETED $0 REQUIRED $0 

HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE: 
In December 2004 the City Council approved the City of Beaverton entering into an agreement with 
Washington County in order to participate in two grants awarded to the portland metropolitan area by 
the Department of Homeland Security under the Urban Area Security Initiative (UASI). The grants 
were provided to the State, who, in turn, sub-granted to (i.e., contracted with) the city of Portland, who, 
in turn, entered into agreements with the counties participating in the UASI program. These 
agreements are intended to ensure compliance with the grant requirements and the procurement and 
reporting processes. 

INFORMATION FOR CONSIDERATION: 
The original IGA with Washington County covered the FY-03 and FY-04. grant awards and the first 
amendment incorporated the FY05 grant award; this second amendment is required to incorporate the 
FY06 grant award. The contract between the State and Portland is nearly identical in content to the FY 
06 contracts the City of Beaverton signed with the state for its State Homeland Security, Citizen Corps, 
and Law Enforcement Terrorism Prevention Program grants. 

The grant will be providing $37,000 for the purchase of Type 11 800 MHz portable radios and chargers 
for the Beaverton Police Department. The equipment will actually be purchased by the City of Portland 
through their procurement process and then it will be delivered to the City of Beaverton. There are no 
match requirements for these grants and all of the equipment and supplies purchased will belong to the 
City once the paperwork is done. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Council authorize the Mayor to sign the amendment to the IGA with Washir~gton County. 

Agenda Bill No: 
07004 



EXHIBIT 1 

RESOLUTION NO. 3886 

AUTHORIZE THE MAYOR TO'SIGN AN AMENDMENT TO 
THE INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH 
WASHINGTON COUNTY OREGON, TO CONTINUE TO 
PARTICIPATE IN THE DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND 
SECURITY'S URBAN AREA SECURITY INITIATIVE GRANT 
AWARDED TO THE CITY OF PORTLAND 

WHEREAS, the City Council approved the City of Beaverton entering into an agreement with 
Washington County in order to participate in two grants awarded to the Portland metropolitan area by 
the Department of Homeland Security under the Urban Area Security lnitititive (UASI); and, 

WHEREAS, the City Council approved an amendment to the agreement to enable the City to 
receive an additional grant under the Urban Area Security lnitiative (UASI) award in FY05; and, 

WHEREAS, these agreements are intended to ensure compliance with the grant requirements 
and the procurement and reporting processes; and, 

WHEREAS, the City has received another award under the Urban Area Security Initiative 
(UASI) for FYO6; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Beaverton approves the 
amendment to the Intergovernmental Agreement to continue to participate in the Department of 
Homeland Security's Urban Area Security lnitiative grant awarded to the Ckly of Portland and 
authorizes the Mayor to execute said agreement 

Adopted by the Council this - day of ,2007 

Approved by the Mayor this - day of ,2007 

Ayes: - Nays: 

ATTEST: APPROVED: 

SUE NELSON, City Recorder 

Resolution No. 3886 

ROB DRAKE, Mayor 

Agenda B i l l  07004 



EXHIBIT 2 

AMENDMENT 

This is the second amendment to an existing intergovernmental agreement (IGA) between 
Washington County, Oregon (County) and the City of Beaverton, Oregon (City) for the 
coordination of activities related to the purchase of equipment, supplies, professional services, 
and training being funded by the United States Department of Homeland! Security's Urban Areas 
Security Initiative (UASI) grant program. A copy of the original IGA, identified as BCC #04- 
1267, and the previous amendment, identified as BCC #05-1096, are attached. 

Background 

Washington County entered into an agreement with the City on January 10,2005 for 
management of FY-03 and FY-04 UASI grant funds awarded to the City. The agreement 
committed the County to coordinate grant-related procurement, reimbursement and reporting 
activities with the City and obligated the City to comply with the terms of the FY-03 and FY-04 
grant contracts and with the grant procurement and reimbursement processes. The County's 
agreement with the City was amended on November 10,2005 following award of a FY-05 UASI 
grant to the Portland Urban Area That amendment extended the initial agreement, committed 
both parties to compliance with the FY-05 grant contract and conditions, and continued the 
relationships and obligations contained in the initial agreement. 

The County's agreement with the City, as amended, is open-ended and remains in effect until the 
mutual covenants expressed in the agreement have been fully satisfied or until it is terminated 
due to the failure of one of the parties. 

Since adoption and amendment of the initial agreement, the Portland Urban Area has been 
awarded a FY-06 UASI grant totaling $8,240,000 and the adopted grant program budget includes 
funding for the City. With one exception, the FY-06 UASI grant contract is similar to those for 
the FY-03,04, and 05 grants and the procurement and reimbursement procedures remain 
unchanged. The major exception in the FY-06 grant contract is a requirement that all agencies 
directly benefiting from UASI grant funds must certify their compliance with the FY-06 
implementation requirements of the National Incident Management System (NIMS). 

Both parties to the earlier agreement, as amended, desire to continue the relationships and 
obligations contained in that agreement, while acknowledging and committing themselves to 
compliance with the FY-06 UASI grant contract and conditions. 

Agreement 

1. The County agrees: 

To continue coordination of grant-related procurement, reimbursement, and reporting 
activities with the City consistent with the processes developed to manage those activities 
and with the City's prior UASI grant agreement with the County. 

2. The City agrees: 



a) That it has read the award conditions and certifications for the FY-06 UASI grant, 
that it understands and accepts those conditions and certifications, and that it 
agrees to comply with all the obligations and be bound by any limitations 
applicable to the grantee under that grant document; and 

b) To continue compliance with the purchasing and reimbursement processes 
required by the grants, the City's prior UASI grant agreement with the County, 
and the grant administrator; and 

c) To continue compliance with all other obligations contained in the City's prior 
UASI grant agreement with the County. 

3. The parties agree to incorporate by this reference the entire FY-06 UASI grant into this 
amended IGA, with the specific intent that the City will be obligated to adhere to the FY- 
06 UASI grant tenns, obligations and conditions to the same extent and under the exact 
same conditions agreed to for the FY-03,04, and 05 UASI grants. 

4. This amendment shall be effective upon final signature of the ppaies, and shall continue 
in effect until all mutual covenants expressed in the original agreement, as previously 
amended, and this amendment have been fully satisfied or until the agreement, as 
amended, is terminated due to the failure of one of the parties hereto to perform. All 
other provisions of the ement shall remain in effect. 

MINUTE ORDER # 

APPROVED AS TO FORM 

Attorney 

Citv of Beaverton 

APPROVED AS TO FORM 

Date 

Date 
Attorney 



EXHIBIT 3 

INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT 

Between 

WASHINGTON COUNTY, OREGON 
and 

THE CITY OF BEAVERTON, OREGON 

THIS IS an intergovernmental (IGA) between Washington County (County) and the city 
of Beaverton (Agency) entered into pursuant to the authority granted in ORS Chapter 190 for the 
coordination of activities related to the purchase of equipment, supplies, professional services, 
and training being M e d  by the United States Department of Homeland Security's Urban Area 
Security Initiative (UASI) grant program. 

Recitals 

WHEREAS, the United States Department of Homeland Security, Office for Domestic 
Preparedness, provided UASI grant funding in the amount of $6,764,956 in Fiscal Year 2003 and 
$8,112,992 in Fiscal Year 2004 to the state of Oregon for distribution to the Portland, Oregon 
Urban Area to address the area's unique equipment, training, planning, and exercise needs and to 
assist the area in building an enhanced and sustainable capacity to prevent, respond to, and 
recover from threats or acts of terrorism; and 

WHEREAS, the state of Oregon awarded UASI Grant # 03-071 to the city of Portland, 
Office of Emergency Management (POEM), as Grantee, for Fiscal Year 2003 in the amount of 
$6,764,956, a copy of which is attached to this Agreement and incorporated herein as Exhibit A; 
and 

WHEREAS, the state of Oregon awarded UASI Grant #04-071 to the city of Portland, 
Office of Emergency Management (POEM), as Grantee, for Fiscal Year 2001 in the amount of 
$8,112,992, a copy of which is attached to this Agreement and incorporated herein as Exhibit B; 
and 

WHEREAS, UASI Grants #03-071 and #04-071 are intended to increase the ability of the 
Portland, Oregon Urban Area, which includes jurisdictions in Multnornah, Clackamas, Columbia 
and Washington counties in Oregon and Clark County in Washington, to prevent, respond to, and 
recover from chemical, biological radiological, nuclear and explosive (CBh'VE) events; and 

WHEREAS, after extensive, coordinated discussions between state and urban area 
officials, a list of equipment, supplies, professional senices, and training to be purchased for or 
by jurisdictions in the urban area has been developed; and 



WHEREAS, the city of Portland, as Grant Administrator, is required to oversee and 
coordinate the expenditure of the UASI grant funds and has developed procedures to guide the 
procurement, delivery, and reimbursement processes; and 

WKEREAS, the city of Portland, as Grant Administrator, is required to make periodic 
reports to the state of Oregon regarding the expenditure of the UASI grant funds and has 
developed procedures to coordinate the collection and submission of information and documents 
needed to support the reporting process; and 

WHEREAS, the city of Portland and all other urban area jurisdictions that receive direct 
benefit from UASI grant purchases are required to comply with all terms ofthe UASI grants 
including, but not t i t e d  to, obiigations regarding access to records and supplanting of funds; 
and 

WHEREAS, the city of Portland entered into agreements with the urban area counties to 
secure their commitment to follow the city-developed procurement, delivery, reimbursement, and 
reporting procedures, to ensure their compliance with all t e r n  ofthe UASE grants, and to 
obligate them to coordinate with and obtain similar assurances fiom directly benefiting 
jurisdictions within the respective counties; and 

WHEREAS, the County entered into an agreement with the city of Portland on 
September 1,2004 and accepted responsibility for coordinating the UASI grant processes within 
the County. 

NOW, THEREFORE, the Parties agree as follows: 

1. The County agrees: 

To coordinate grant-related procurement, reimbursement, and reporting activities 
with directly benefiting jurisdictions in the County consistent with the processes 
developed by the city of Portland to manage those activities. 

2. The Agency agrees: 

a) That it has read the award conditions and certifications for grants #03-071 
and #04-071, that it understands and accepts those conditions and 
certifications, and that it agrees to comply with all the obligations, and be 
bound by any limitations applicable to the city of Portland, as grantee, 
under those grant documents; 

b) To comply with the purchasing and reimbursement processes required by 
the grants, this Agreement, and the city of Portland; 



To appropriately use and conserve all UASI funded equipment, supplies 
and/or materials provided for CBRNE incident prevention, preparedness, 
response, and recovery; 

That all equipment, supplies, and services provided by the city of Portland 
to the Agency are as described in the approved grant budget documents, 
which the Agency has seen. 

To treat all single items of equipment valued over $5,000 as fixed assets 
and to provide the city of Portland with a list of such equipment showing 
dates of purchase, equipment description, serial num~bers, and locations 
where the equipment is housed or stored. 

That any request or invoice it submits for reimbursement of costs for 
Agency staff training is consistent with the training identified in the 
approved grant budget documents, which the Agency has seen. 

That the Agency understands and accepts full financial responsibility and 
may not be reimbursed for costs incu~ed for training which has not been 
approved by the state and the U.S. Department of Homeland Security, 
Office for Domestic Preparedness, even though that training may appear 
on the approved gant budget documents. 

That the Agency will not deviate from the items listed in the approved 
grant budget documents without first securing written authority from the 
city of Portland. 

That any public statement by the Agency referring to the receipt of UASI 
funded equipment, supplies, services, or training shall indicate that the 
funds for the purchase came from the U.S. Department of Homeland 
Security, Office for Domestic Preparedness, Urban Area Security Initiative 
grant program and the percent or dollar amount of federal funds used in 
the purchase. 

To maintain and retain accounting and financial records in accordance 
with Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP) and the standards 
of the Office of Comptroller set forth in the May 2002 Office of Justice 
Program (OJP) Financial Guide, including without limitation in 
accordance with the Office of Management and Budget ( O m )  Circulars 
87, A-102, A-122, A-128, A-133. [All of these documents are to be 
retained for a minimum of six years after the contract has been awarded 
and available for review, upon request, to federal, state, and city of 
Portland employees or their agents or officers. Review may occur at any 
time, even after six years, if the records are still available.] 



k) To obtain copies of all federal regulations with which the Agency must 
comply. 

1) Not to supplant its local fimds with federal and to, instead, use the federal 
funds to increase the amount of fimds that, in the absence of federal aid, 
would be made available to the Agency to fund programs within the Urban 
Area Security Initiative grant program guidelines. 

m) To list the city of Portland as a party to be held harm~less and, subject to 
the i i i t s  of the Oregon Tort Claims Act and the Oregon Constitution, 
indemnified by the Agency and any contractor or subcontractor thereof, for 
any injury to person or property arising out of the equipment, supplies, or 
senices provided under this Agreement, and as a party to whom a listed 
duty is due. 

3. Effective Date and Duration. This Agreement shall be effective from the date 
both parties have signed and shall continue in effect until all mutual covenants 
expressed herein have been fully satisfied or until the Agree~ment is terminated 
due to the failure of one of the parties hereto to perform. 

4. Amendment. This Agreement may be amended by written agreement of both 
parties but must remain consistent with the requirements of the Urban Area 
Security Initiative program, the UASI grants ftom the state to the city of Portland, 
and the city of Portland's UASI grant agreement with the County. 

5. Termination. Either party may terminate this Agreement in the event the other 
fails to comply with its obligations under the Agreement. If the Agreement is 
terminated due to the Agency's failure or inability to comply with the provisions 
of the grants or the Agreement, the Agency will be liable to the city of Portland 
for the full cost of any equipment, materials, or services provided by the city of 
Portland to the Agency, and of any penalties imposed by the state or federal 
government. Each party will notify the other, in writing of its intention to 
terminate this Agreement and the reasons therefore. The other party shall have 
fourteen days, or such other time as the parties may agree, &om the date of the 
notice in which to correct or otherwise address the compliance failure which is the 
subject of the notice. 

6 .  Governing Law. This contract shall be governed by and constmed in accordance 
with the laws of the state of Oregon, without regard to principles of conflicts of 
law. Any claim, action, suit or proceeding that arises from or relates to this 
contract shall be brought and conducted exclusively within the Circuit Court of 
Washington County for the state of Oregon. In the event a claim is brought in a 
federal fonun, then it shall be brought and conducted solely and exclusively in the 
United States District Court for the District of Oregon. 



7. Counterparts. This contract may be executed in several counterparts, each of 
which shall be an original, all of which shall constitute one and the same 
instrument. 

8. Survival. The terms, conditions, representations and all wmanties in this 
contract shall survive the termination or expiration of this contract. 

9. Force Majeure. Neither party shall be held responsible for delay or default 
caused by fire, riot, acts of God, or war where such cause was beyond reasonable 
control. Each party shall make all reasonable efforts lo remove or eliminate such 
a cause of delay or default and shaU, upon cessation of the cause, diligently pursue 
performance of its obligations under this contract. 

10. Indemnification. Subject to the limits of the Oregon Tort Claims Act and the 
Oregon Constitution, the Agency shall hold harmless, indemnify and defend the 
County, its commissioners, employees and agents &om any and all claims, 
damages, losses, and expenses, including but not limited to reasonable attorneys 
fees arising out of or resulting h m  agency's performance of or failure to perform 
the obligations of this contract. 

11. Third Party Beneficiaries. The County and the Agency are the only parties to 
this contract and are the only parties entitled to enforce its terms. Nothing in this 
contract gives, or is intended to give, or shall be construed to give or provide any 
benefit or right, whether directly, indirectly, or otherwise, to third persons unless 
such persons are individually identified by name herein. 

12. Successors in Interest. The terms of this Agreement shall be binding upon the 
successors and assigns of each party hereto. 

13. Entire Agreement. The parties agree and acknowledge that this Agreement is a 
complete, integrated agreement that supersedes any prior understandings related to 
implementation of the FY-03 and FY-04 UASI program grants and that it is the 
entire agreement between them relative to those grants. 

Washington County 

Date I Z - ] ~ - O ' /  

APPROVED AS TO FORM 

Attorney 



Citv of Beaverton 

Daie 1/17/@5 

Date /// 0 / O T  



AMENDMENT 

This is an amendment to an existing intergovernmental agreement (IGPL) between 
Washington County, Oregon (County) and the City of Beaverton, Oregon (City) for the 
coordination of activities related to the purchase of equipment, sspplies, professional 
services, and training being funded by the United States Department of Homeland 
Security's Urban Area Security Initiative (UASI) grant program. A copy of the original 
IGA, identified as BCC # 04-1267 is attached. 

Background 

Washington County entered into an agreement with the City on January 10, 2005 for 
management of FY-03 and FY-04 UASI grant funds awarded to the City. The agreement 
committed the County to coordinate grant-related procurement, reimbursement and 
reporting activities with the City and obligated the City to comply with the terms of the 
FY-03 and FY-04 grant contracts and with the grant procurement and reimbursement 
processes. The County's agreement with the City is open-ended and remains in effect 
until the mutual covenants expressed in the agreement have been fully satisfied or until it 
is terminated due to the failure of one of the parties. 

Since adoption of the earlier agreement, the Portland Urban Area has been awarded a FY- 
05 UASI grant totaling $10,391,037 and the adopted grant program budget includes 
funding for the City. The FY-05 UASI grant contract is substantially similar to those for 
the FY-03 and FY-04 grants and the procurement and reimbursement procedures remain 
unchanged. 

Both parties to the earlier agreement desire to continue the relationships and obligations 
contained in that agreement, while acknowledging and committing themselves to 
compliance with the FY-05 UASI grant contract and conditions. 

Agreement 

1. The County agrees: 

To continue coordination of grant-related procurement, reimbursement, and 
reporting activities with the City consistent with the processes developed to 
manage those activities and with the City's prior UASI grant agreement with the 
County. 

2. The City agrees: 

a) That it has read the award conditions and certifications for the FY-05 
UASI grant, that it understands and accepts those conditioins and 
certifications, and that it agrees to comply with all the obligations and be 
bound by any limitations applicable to the grantee under that grant 
document; and 



b) To continue compliance with the purchasing and reimbursement processes 
required by the grants, the City's prior UASI grant agreement with the 
County, and the grant administrator; and 

c) To continue compliance with all other obligations contained in the City's 
prior UASI grant agreement with the County. 

3. The parties agree to incorporate by this reference the entire FY-05 UASI grant 
into this amended IGA, with the specific intent that the city will be obligated to 
adhere to the FY-05 UASI grant terms, obligations and conditions to the same 
extent and under the exact same conditions agreed to for the FY-03 and FY-04 
UASI grants. 

4. This amendment shall be effective upon final signature of the parties, and shall 
continue in effect until all mutual covenants expressed in the original agreement 
and this amendment have been hlly satisfied or until the agreement, as amended, 
is terminated due to the failure of one of the parties hereto to perform. All other 
provisions of the original intergovernmental agreement shall remain in effect. 

Washington Countv 

APPROVED AS TO FORM 

Date 8CT 1 8 2005 

Date S , Zoo< 
Attorney 

Date !$(/"//a s 

APPROVED AS TO FORM 

Date N'\ /e~&a/  r- -5- 
AYPROVED WASXIXGTON COUWCY 

BOA'dD O F  COMMISSIONERS 

....... MINUTE ORDER # 0.5.~3.66 



EXHIBIT 4 

OREGON OFFICE OF HOMELAND SECURITY 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES DIVISIO'N 

URBAN AREAS SECURITY INITIATIVE - CFDA # 97.008 

G W T A  WARD CONDITIONS AND CERTIFfCA TIONS 

PROGRAM NAlME: Portland Urban Area EYM UASI Grant GRANT NO: #06-071 

GRANTEE: City of Portland M 2006 AWARD: $8,240,000 

ADDRESS: Portland Office of Emergency A\VARJ3 PERIOD: 9/l/OG thtu6/30/08 
Management (POEM) 
1001 SW Fifth Avenue, Suite 650 
Portland, OR 97204 

PROGRAM CONTACT: Shawn Graff TELEPHONE: (503) 823-2691 
strau~n.pff@;ci.portiand.oc.us FAX (503) 823-3903 

FISCAL CONTACT: Sarah Liggett TELEPHONE: (503) 823-2055 

BUDGET 
REVENUE 

Federal Grant Funds $8,240,000 

TOTAL REVENUE: $8,240,000 
EXPENDITURES 

Equipment 
CBRNE Incident Response Vehicle 
CBRNE Operational and Search and Rescue 
Informanon Technology 
Interoperable Communications 
Medical Supplies - MCI/POD 
0 ther Equipment 
Physical Secur~ty Enhancement 
Power Equipment 

Exercises 
Planning 
Training 
Administration 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES: $8,240,000 

This document along with the terms and condiuons and grant apphcation artached hereto and any other document referenced 
constitutes an agreement between the C < i  Jusuce Services Divlr~on (CJSD) of the Oregon Office of Homeland Security and 
the Grantee. No wmer, consent, modification or change of terms of this agreement shall be binding unless agreed to in \tGting 
and s p e d  by both the Grantee and CJSD. Such waiver, consent, mo&fiiatlon or change, it made, shall be effecuve only in the 
specific instance and for the specific purpose gwen. There are no understandings, agreements, or representadons, oral or written, 
not specified herem regardmg this agreement. The Grantee, by nlgnamre of its authorized representative, hereby acknowledges 
that he/she has read chis agreement, understands it, and agrees to be bound by its terms and conditions (mduding dlreferences 
to other documents). Failue to comply with agreement and xmth applicable state and federal rules and guidelines may iesult 
m the v.~thhol&ng of reimbursement, the termination or suspension of the agreement, denial of fume grants, and/or damages to 
CISD. 



TERMS AND CONDITIONS 

I. CONDITIONS OF AWARD 

a. The Grantee agrees to ooerate the orozram as described in the a~~lication and to emend funds in accordance v - a. 

wit.. the approved budeet unless rhe Grantee receives prioc written approval b~ CISD to modify the prowam . . 
or budget: 'CJSD may kthhold funds for any elpend&re not wttudjie apprbveh budget or in excess of 
amounts aooroved bv CISD. Fadme of the Grantee to ouerate the momam in accordance with the wdtten , , < 

agreed upon objectives contained in the grant application and budget will be grounds for immediate suspension 
and/or terminadon of the grant agreement. 

B. The Grantee amees that all publications created with fundine under thL grant shall prominently contarn h e  - - - 
folio+ statement: 'This document war prepared under a grant horn the Office of Grants and T d g ,  
United States Deoarhnent of Homelaad Securi*. Points of view or oninions exmessed in this document aie 
those of rhe authors and do not necessadly represent the official position or pohcies of the Office of Grants 
and TrainLig or the US. Depamnent of Homeland Security." 

C. The Grantee agrees &at, when pcacticable, any equtpment putchased mtb giant funding shall be prominently 
marked as follows: 'l'urcbaredwith h d s  provided by the U.S. Department of Homeland Security." 

D. By accepting FY 2006 funds, the Grantee certifies that it has met NIMS compliance activltia outlined in the 
NIMS Imphentation Masix for Stare, TribaL or Locd Jurisdictions or x d  meet these requirements by 
September 30,2006. The NIMS Implementation Matrix LF available in Appendk G of the FY 2006 Homeland 
Secudty Grant P r o p m  Guidance and Application Kit at: 

E. ?i4ainienance. Rerendon. and Access to Records: -iudits 

1. Mamtemce and Retention of Records. The Grantee agrees to maintam xccounung and h n c i a l  
records in accordance with G e n d y  Accepted Accoun&g Pdnciples (GhhP) and the standards of the 
Of& of Grants and Tcawng, Oftice of Grant Operations (OGO) set forth in the J a n u q  2006 
F k c l a l  hhmgement Guide, including d o u r  h i tadon in accordance with Office of lknagement 
and Budget (OAlB)Cir&s A-87, A-102, A-122, A-128,'i-133. All &cia1 records, supporung 
documents, statistical records and all other records pertinent to this p n t  or agreements under this grant 
shall be retained by the Grantee fox a mitimum of five years for purposes of Stace oEOregon or Federal 

set forth. A copy is avahble ar 
h c ~ ~ - ! ! ~ - ~ w . d h s ~ ~ o ~ ~ i i ; ~ t ~ n - r - r e b ' a ~ s e & b i ~ ~ ~ G r ~ n s  Fmenciaitiaz~~ecme~~:Guid~.~df 

2 Retention of Equipment Records. Records for equipment shall be retained For a period of three years 
From the date of the disposition or replacement or transfer at the discretion of the awayding agency. 
Title to all equipment and supplies purchased 1~1th funds made av&ble under the State Homeland 
Secunty Grant Program (SHSGP) shall vest in the Grantee agency that purchased the property, ifit 
prov~des written certification to CJSD that it d use the property for purposes consistent wth ihe 
Homeland Secwity Grant Program. 

3.  Access to Records. CJSD, Oregon Secretaq of Sate, the Office of the Comptroller, the General 
Accounting Office (G2iO), or any of their authorized reprerentauves, shall have thc nght of access to 
any pemnent books, documents, papers, or other records of Grantee and any coniractors or 
subconrracron of Grantee, which are pertinent to the giant, in order to make audtts, e-nations, 
excerpts, and transcripts. Ihe tight OF access is not lirmted to the required retention period but shall lasr 
as long as the records are retained. 



4. &. If Grantee expendr $500,000 or more in Federal funds (from all sources) in its Gscal year, 
Grantee shall have a single organization-wide audit conducted in accordance with the prowiom of 
OME C'imkr A-133. Copier of a i l  audits must be submitted to CJSD mi& 30 days of completion. If 
Grantee expends less than $500,00Oin its fiscal year in Federal b d s ,  Grantee is exempt from Federal 
audit requicements for rhat gear. Records must be available for review or audit by appropriate officials 
as provided in ken I.E.I herein. 

5. Audit Costs. Audit costs for audits not requed in accordance w~th OMB Circular A-133 are 
unallowable. If Grantee did not expcnd f 500,000 or more in Federal funds m its heal year, but 
contracted mith a certified public accountant to perform an audit, costs for performance of that audit 
shall not be charged to the p t .  

1. Matchinrr . Funds. This Grant does not require matching funds. 

2. Smlan t in~ .  . The Grantee certifies that federal funds x d  not be used to supplant state or local funds, 
but will be used to increase the amount of funds that, m the absence of federal aid, would be made 
amdzble to the *tee to fund program consistent with Homeiand Securiq G m t  Program 
,pidelines. 

G. w. Failure of the Grantee to submit the required program, financial or audit repom, or to 
resolve program, financial, or  audit issues may result in the suspension of grant payments and/or 
termination of rhe grant agreement. 

1. Fromess Re~orts. I n k 1  Strateq Im~lementation Plan IISPI. and Biannuai Strategr. Implementation 
Report (BSIR). The Grantee agrees to submit two types of setn-annual reports on its progress in 
rneedng each of its agreed upon goals and objectives. One is a narrative progress report that addresses 

iniomrauon regar- the acuvities carned out under the FY 2006 Homeland Security Grant 
Program and how they address identified proiect specific goals and objectives. Progress reports axe due 
January 15,2007; July 16,2007; January 15,2M)8; and July 15,2008 or vvhenever Requests for 
Reimbursement are submitted, whichever comes first. Narrative reports mag be submitted 
separately or included in the "Project Notes" section of the BSIR. 

The second is a set of web-based applications that details ha= funds are Lnked to one or more projects, 
which in turn must support specific goals and objecdves in the State oi Urban Area Homeknd Securiq 
w. The &st ieport, the Initial Stcategy Implementadon Plan (ISIP), ir due by August 27,2006 
and will be completed by the Criminal Justice Senices Division. 

Biannual Strategy Implementation Reports (BSIR) must be received no later than January 15,2007; 
July 16,2007; January 15,2008; and July 15,2008. h final BSIR will be due 90 days after the grant 
award period. 

Examples of infomaaon to be captured m the ISIP and BSIR indude: 
Total dollar amount received horn each fundmg source (e.g., Law Enforcement Terrorism 
Prevention Program State Homeland Secutiq Progzam, Ctdzen Corps). 
Projects(s) to be accomplished with Funds provided during the grant auard per~od 
State or Urban Area Homeland Security Srrategy goal or objective supported by the project($). 
Amount of funding designated foi each discipline from each grant funding source. 
Soluaon area which expendirures will be made and the amount that will be expended under each 
solution area framrach grant funding soucce~ 
Metic and or narrative discussion indicaung proleci progress 1 success. 

Any progress repoa, Initial Strategy Implementation Plan, or Biannual Strategy 
Implementation Report that is outstanding for more than one month past rhe due date may 
cause the suspension and/or termination of the granr Grantee must ntceive pnor written approval 
Gom CJSD to extend a progress repoa requirement past its due date. 



2. Financial Reimbursement Re~ons.  

a. In order to receive reimbursement, the Grantee amees to submit a s h e d  Request for 
Reimbursement (RFR) &ch indudes supporting documentation for all &mt expenditures. 
RFRs mav be submitred auarterlv but no less Gwuentlv than semi-annuallv during the tern of the . , " 
p t  agreement At a minimum, RFRs must be received no later than January 31,2007; July 31, 
7.Q07; January 3 1  2008, and July 31,2008. 

Reimbursements for expenses wiu bs withheld if progress reports are not subnutted by the 
specihed dates or are mcomplete. 

b. Reimbursement rates for travel expenses shall not exceed those allowed by the State ofOregon 
Requests for reimbursement for travel must be supported with a detailed statement identibing the 
person who traveled, the purpose of the travel, the times, dates, and places of travel, and the actual 
expenses or authodzed rates incwred. 

c Reimbursements d only be made for actual expenses Licmed during the grant petiod The 
Gcantee agrees that no grant funds may be used for expenses incurred before September 1,2006 
or after June 30,2008. 

d Grantee shali be accountable for and shall repay any overpaymenr, audit disallowances or any other 
breach o f ~ n t  that resula in a debt owed to the Federal Government CfSD shall apply interest, - 
penalties, and adminisaauve costs to a delinquent debt owed by a debtor pursuant to the Federal 
Ckims Collection Standards and OMB Ckcukr A-129. 

3.  Procurement Standards 

a. Grantees shall foUow the same policies and procedures it uses for procurement Gomits non- 
Federal h d s .  Gcantees shall use theu own procuement procedures and regulauons, provided that 
the procurement conforms to appticsble Federal and St& law and swdards. 

b. h U  procurement rransactions, whether negotiated or competitively btd and without regard to dollar 
value, shall be conducted in a manner so as to provide maximum open and free competition. -4-U 
sole-source procurements in excess of$lM1,000 musr receive prior wfcen approxal &om the 
Cdminal J u r k  Semces Division. Int~agency agreements berween unif~ of government ate 
excluded &om t h s  

c. The Grantee shall be alert to organizational con&c& of interest or non-competitive practices . 
among contractors that may restrict oc eliminate compztition or othervise resaaLi trade. 
Conmctorr chat develoe or draft soeahcadons. reaukemenfs. statemen- of w o k  andlor Requests . 
for Proposals (RFP) for a proposed procurement shall be excluded €tom biddtng or subrmmne a 

, , 
provided for non-competitive procurement and should mclude a description of the program and 
what is being contracted for, an explanation of why it is necessary to contract noncompetiuvely, 
time constmmts and any othu pertinent infomtion. Grantees may not proceed wth a sole source 
procurement x~ithout prior written approval Oom the C&1 Justice Services Division. 



H. Indemnification. The Grantee shall, to the extent permitted by the Oregon Constimuon and by the Oregon 
T o n  Ckims Act, defend, save, hold harmless, and indemnify the State of  Oregon and CJSD, their officers, 
employees, agents, and members from all claims, suits and actions ofwhatsoever nature resulting from or 
arising out of the activities of Gmtee, its o f k r s ,  employees, subcontractors, or agents under this grant. 

Grantee shall requLe any of its contractors or subcontractors to defend, rave, hold harmless and indemnify the 
State of Oregon, Cruninal Justice S e ~ c e s  Division, and the Oregon Office of Homeland Secudy, theL- 
officers, employees, agents, and members, from all claims, suiw or actions of whatsoever name resulting from 
or &sing out of the activitizs of subconaactor under or pursuant to this grant. 

Grantee shall, if tiablli~ insurance is required of any of its contractors or subconrractors, also require such 
contractors or subconcgctors to provide that the State of Oregon, Cdminal lustice Services DivLion, and the 
Oregon Office of Homeland Sec;dcj and their ofkt rs ,  empl&s and meibets are Additional Insureds, but 
only with respect to the contractor's or subcontractor's s e m e s  performed under this grant. 

I. Co~arieht and Patents. 

1. &gyri&t. If this agreement or any program Funded by this agreement results in a copyright, the CJSD 
and the U.S. Department of Homeland Secudry ieserve a royaltg-free, nonexclusive and irrevocable 
license to reproduce, publish or otherwise use, and to authoriie others to use, for government purposes, 
the work or the copyright to any work developed under this agreement and any nghts of copyright to 
which Graniee, or its contractor or subcontractor, purchases ownership with grant support 

2. P s .  If tbis agreement or any program funded by this agreement results in the production of 
patentable items, patent &hts, processes, or inventions, the Grantee oc r n ~  of irs contractors or 
iubcantractors shall imme-&ely notify CJSD. The CJSD d provide the~rantee  with Further 
insmction on whether ~rotection on the item will he sought and horn the rirhtr: in the irem d be " 
allocated and administered in order to protect the public interest, in accotdance wirh federal guideha 

J- No Im~lied Waiver. Cumulative Remedies. The failure of Grantor to exercise, and any delay in exercising any 
right, power, or privilege under this Ameement shall not operate as a waiver therenf, nor shdl any sin~le or - - . - 
partial ereruse of any cighq power, or privilege under this Agreement preclude any other or further exercise 
thereof or the exercise of any other such nghq power, or pr~dege. The remedies provided herein are 

cumulauve and not exclusive of any remedies provlded by law 

K Governing Law. Venue: Consent to !urisdictioa This Agreement shdl be governed by and constlued in 
accordance with the laws ofthe Stare of Oregon without regard to prinupies ofcontlicts of law Any claim, 
action, suit, or proceeding (collecnvely, " C W )  benveen Crantor (and/or any other agency or deparrment of 
the State of Oregon) and Grantee that arises fcom or relates to this ,%eemsnt shall he brought and conducted 
solely and exclusively within the Circuit Court for the State of Oregan:~regan: provided, however, if the CkLn must be 
brought in a federal €0- then it shall be brought and conducted solely and exclusively within the United 
Statcs District Coua for the District of Oregon. Grantee, By Execution Of This Agreement, Hereby 
Consents To The In Personam Jurisdiction Of Said Cows .  

L. &&L. Except as orhemse expressly provided in ths Section, any cornmumcations benveen the parties 
hereto or notice to be given hereunder shall be given in t&g by personal delivery, facslillle, or &g the 
same by regstered or certified d, postage prepaid to Grantee or Grantot at the address or number set foah 
on page 1 of this Agreemeni, or to such other addresses or numbers as either party ma)- hereafter indicate 
pursuant to this section. .lny communication or notice so addressed and sent by registered or certified mail 
shalt be deemed delivered upon receipt or refusal of xeceipt. Any communicanon or notice dekveuered by 
facsimile shall be deemed to be given when receipt of the nansmission is generated by the rransmitdng 
machine Any cornmumcation or notice by personal deirvq shali be deemed to be given when actually 
delivered. The parties also communicate by telephone, reguk mail or other means, but such 
communicauons shall not be deemed Notices under this Section unless receipt by the othei patq 1s expressly 
acknowledged in u;ridng by the receiving parry. 

M Successors and hssylls. This Agreement shall be biding upon and inure to the benefit of Grantoi, Grantee, 
and their respective successors and assigns, except thac Grantee may not assign or iransfer its nghts or 
obLgauons hereundei or any interest herein Mithoout the prior consent in urnung of Grantor. 



N. Suroival. All provisions of this .4greement set forth in the following sections shall survive ternat ion of this 
Agreement: Section 1.C (Maintenance, Retention and Access to Records; Audits); Section 1.E (Repocts); and 
Section 1.F (indemnification). 

0 .  Severabiliq. If any term or provision of this Agreement is declared by a cwrr of competent jurisdicdon to be 
fiegal or in conflict aith any law, the validity of the remaimg tenns and provisions shall not be affected, and 
the rights and obligations of the parties shall be constmed and enforced as if this Agreement did not con& 
the particular term or provision held to be invalid. 

P. Rektionshio of Parties. The parties w e e  and acknowledge that their relationship is that of independent 
conaac% parties and neither party hereto shall be deemed an agent, pamer, joint venhrer or related entity of 
the other by reason of this Agreement 

11. Grantee Compliance and Certifications 

. - . . 
Debarment and <uspension, 28 CFR 6art 69 and ~ ~ C F R  Parr 67.) 

B. Standard Assurances and Cel?i6cations Remrdine L0bb .G~ K e  Anti-Lobbying Act, 18 U.S.C. 5 1913, was 
amended to expand sigditicantly the restdcdon on use of appropriated h n d q  for lobbying This expansion 
also makes the anti-lobbying rcsuicnons enforceable large civil penalties, with civil tines between $10,000 
and$100,000 per each individual occurrence of lobbying activity These restrictions are in addition to the anti- 
lobbyiog and lobbying disclosure resmctions imposed by 31 U.S.C. s 1352. The Office of Management and 
Budget (OMB) is cunently in the process of amendmg the OW3 cost citcukrs and the common rule (caditied 
at 28 C.F.R part 69 for WJ grantees) to reflect these modifications. However, in the interest of fd ulldisciosun, 
all applicants must understand thar no federally-appropriated funding made available under this grant program 
m y  be used, either direcdy or indxectly, to support rhe e-t, cepeai, moditication or adoption of any Law, 
regulation, or poky, at any level of government, without the express approval of the US Depamnent of 
Justice. Any violanon of this prohibiaon is subject to a minimum $10,000 hne for each occurrence. Thk 
prohibition applies to all activity, even if currently allowed within the parameters of the existing OMB circulars. 

C. Compliance with A~~licable Law The Grantee a p e s  to comply wzth all applicable laws, regulations, and 
guidelines of the State of Oregon, the Federal Government and CJSD in the performance of this agreement, 
including but not limired ro: 

Tbe provisons of 28 CFR applicable to =ants and cooperative azreements includmg Part 18, 

u 

Operating Policies; Part 30, Interpvemmend Review of Deparunent of Jlstice Programs and 
Activities; Part 42, Non-Dischation/Equal Employment Opportunity Policies and Procedures; Part 
61, Procedures for Implementing the National Environmental Pohcy Act; Pan 63, Floodpiain 
IManagement and Wedand Prorecdon Procedures, and Federal laws or regukilons appltcable to Federal 
assistance programs. 

Unifom Relocation .%ssistance and Real Propeq licquis~tions Act of 1970 (P.L. 91-646). 

Section 102(a) of the Flood Disaster Prorection Act of 1973, P.L. 93-234,87 Stat97, approved 
December 31,1976. 

Section 106 of the National Histotic Preservation Act of 1966 as amended (16 USC 470), Executive 
Order 11593, and the Archeological and Hitotical Presenration Act of 1966 (16 USC 569s-I et seq.) 

National Environmental Policy Act of 1969,42 USC 4321 et seq. 

Flood Disaster Protecnon Act of 1973, 42 USC 4001 et seq. 

Clean .%r .ict, 42 USC 7401 et seq. 

Clean Wzter Act, 33 USC 1368 et seq. 

Federal Water Pollution Contcol .kt  of 1918, as amended, 33 USC 1251 et seq. 

Safe Drinking Water Act of 1974,42 USC 300fet seq. 



Endangered Species Act of 1973,16 USC 1531 et seq. 

Wdd andscenic Rivers Act of 1968, as amended, 16 USC 1271 et seq. 

Historical and Archaeological Dam Preservation Act of 1960, as amended, 16 USC 469 et seq 

Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972,16 USC 1451 et seq. 

Coastal Bar& Resources Act of 1982, 16 USC 3501 et seq. 

Indian SelfDetermination Act, 25 USC 450f. 

Hatch Political Activity Act of 1940, as mended, 5 USC 1501 et seq. 

h l  Weihe Act of 1970,7 USC 2131 et seq. 

Demonstration Citics and Metcopohm Development . k t  of 1966.42 USC 3301 et seq. 

Federal Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 (as appropriate). as amended, 29 USC 201 er seq. 

1. The Grantee, and all its contracton and subcontractors, cettihes that no person shall be excluded from 
participation in, denied the benefirs of, subjected to dischination undu, or deniedempl~~metlr in 
connection with any activity iunded under this agreement on the bask of race, colot, age, religion, 
national or% handicap, or gender. The Grantee, and all its conuactors and subcontcactors, assures 
compliance with the following laws: 

n Non-discrimination requirements of the Omnibus Cdme Control and Safe Stzeets Act of 1968, as 
amended; 

b. Title IV of the C i d  &his Act of 1964, as amended; 

c. Secnon 504 of the Rehabilimion Act of 1973, as amended; 

d. Ti& I1 of theAhedcans with Disahdities .kt (ADA) of 1990 

e. lide IX of the Educaaon Amendments of 1972; 

f The -1ge D k c M o n  Act of 1975; 

g. The Department of Justice Nondiscrimination Regulations 28 CFR Part 12, Subpacts C, D, E, and 
G; 

h. The Deparment of Justice re,&tions on disability disctimimuon, 28 CFR Part 35 and Part 39. 

2. In the event that a Federal or State court or admLustcative agency makes a hding ofdiscdmination 
after a due prowss hearing on the grounds of race, color, ageige, religion, national origin, han&ap or 
gender against the Grantee or any of its contractors or subcontractors, the Grantee or any of its 
contractors or subcontractors will forward a copy of the finding to the Criminal Justice Services 
Divis~on (CJSD). CJSD wdl fonvard a copy of the finding to the Office for Civd kghts, Office of 
Justice Programs. 

E. Civil Rights Comptiance. All recipients of  federal grant funds are required, and Gcantee agrees, ro compl~ with 
nondkcrimination reqwemenm ofTitle VI of the C i d  Rights Act of 1964, as amended, 42 U.S.C 5 2000d et 
seq. (prohibiting discriminadon m proprns or activities on the basis of race, color, and national oiign); 
Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968, as amended, 42 U.SC. 53789d(c)(l) (prohibiting 
discrimination in employment ptacrices or in program and activities on the basis of race, color, rekgion, 
national origin, and gender); Section 501 of  the Rehabilitation Act of 1973,29 U.S.C. 5 791 et seq @rotubiung 
dLcdmination in employment practices or in programs and activities on the basis of dkabiity); Tide I1 of the 
Americans with Disahiities .kt  of 1990, 42 U S.C. $ 12131 (prohibiting discrimination in semces, programs, 
and activiues on the basffi of thsabity); The Age Dlscdmination Act of 1975.12 U.S.C. 5 6101-07 @rohibimg 
discrimination in programs and actrvities on the bask of age); andTitle IXof the Education .imendments of 
1972,20 U.S.C 5 1681 et seq. brohibiting &scrimination in educational programs or acdviues on the basis of 
gender). 

-City of Portland 



F. Eoual Em~lovment O ~ o o ~ h ~ n i t v  Pmp-ram If the Granteg or any ofits contractors or subcontractors, has 50 
or more employees, is recei* more than $25,000 pursuant to this agreement, and has a service population 
with a minority representation of three percent or more, the Grantee, or any of its contractors or 
subcontractors, agree5 to formulate, implement and maintain an equal employment opportu~ty program 
reladng m employment pracdces aEfecting minority persons and women. if  the Grantee, or any of its 
contractors or suhumtractors, has 50 or more employees, is receivingmore than $25,000 pursuant to this 
agreemenr, and has a service population with a minority representation of less than three percent, the Grantee 
or any of its contractors or subcontractors, a p e s  to formulate, implement and d t a i n  an equal employment 
oppocixt+ program relating to its practices affecting women. The Grantee, and any of its contractors and 
subcontractors, cerufies that an equal employment opportunity program as re+ed by t h ~  section will be in 
effect on or before the effective date of& ameement Anv Grantee. and anv of its conu;ictors or " 
subcontractors, recei- more than $500,WO, either duangh this aEeement or in awegate c m t  lunds in an7 -- - - 
fiscal yeat, shall in addit& submit a copy of its equal empioyment i p p o ~ t y  pkn at the same time as the 
a~~lication submission with the understandine that the a~~lication for funds mav not be awarded ~ r i o r  to . > " a & 

appz6v.d of the Granree's, or any of us conmctors or sukontractors, equal employment oppormniq program 
by the Office €01 Civil Rights, Office of Justice Programs. 

If required to fomukte an Equal Employment Opportunity Program FEOP),  the Grantee must maintain a 
a n e n t  copy on file which meets the applicable requlemenrs. 

G. Servica to Lmited E d s h  Proficient KER Persons. Recipients of ODP financial assistance are tequLed to 
comply with saraal fedeel civil dgbn laws, including Tide VI of the Civil P+n Act of 1964, as amended. 
These laws prohibit discrimination on ihe basis of uce, color, religion, mtional origin, and sex in thc delivery 
of  services. National orjgln discrimination includes disclirmnauon on the basis of h t e d  English praficiency. 
To ensure compliance with Ti& Vl, redplents are ccquiced to take reasonable steps to ensure that LEP 
persons have meaningful access to their programs. Meaningful access may enmil providing language assistance 
services, includinc oral and written transladon, where necersaw Grantees are encoura~ed to consider the need - - 
for language services for LEP persons served or encountered both in developmg theis proposals and budgets 
and in mnducdne rheL  roer rams and activik. Reasonable costs zsrociated with orovidiwmeanineful access - . - " 
for LEP individuals are considered allowable program costs. For addiaonal information, please see 
hto.il~v-irl.j.len eov. 

H. National Environmental Policv Act (NEPA): Speaal Condition for U.S. Department of lustice Grant 
Proerams. 

1. Prior to obligadng grant funds, Grantee agrees to &st determine if any of the following activities will be 
related to the use of the grant funds. Grantee undersrands that this special condition applies to its 
following new activities whether or not they are bang speci6cally funded urith these grant funds. That 
L, as long as the activity is being conducted by the Grantee, a contractor, subconaactor or any third 
party and the activity needs to be undeaaken in order to use these grant funds, this special condition 
must ticst be met. The activities covered by this special condition are: 
a. newconstruction; 
b. minor renovation or remodeling of a property either (a) listed on or %ble for lisdng on the 

National Regictet of Histotic Places or @) located within a 100-year floodplain, 
c. a renovation, lease, 01 any other proposed use of a buikdmg or facility that dl either (a) result in a 

change in its basic prior use or @) sipficandy change its size; and 
d. implementation of a new program involving the use of chemicals other than chemicals that are (a) 

purchased as an ~ncidental component of a fm&d activity and @) ua&tionally used, for example, 
m office, household, recieationa< or educational environments. 

2. .kpkation of%s Special Condition to Grantee's Existine Programs or hcti6ties: For any of the 
Grantee's or in contractors' or subcontractors' existing progrsms or activities rhar d be funded by 
d~ese grant funds, the Gmtee,  upon specific request from the Office For Domestic Preparedness, 
agrees to cooperate with the Office for Domestic Preparedness in any preparation by the Office for 
Domestic Preparedness of a national or program environmental assessment of that funded program or 
nctivifi. 



I. Cemtkation Remdinc D w  Free Worlmlace ResuLements. Grantee certifies that it wiu provide a drug-free 
workplace by: 

1. l 'uhlishg a statement nodfpg employees that the unlawful manufacum, distribution, dispensk, 
possession or use of a controlled substance is prohibited in the Grantee's workplace and spedEying the 
actions that will be taken against employees for violation of such prohibition; 

2. Establishing a drug-& a-eness program to inform employees about 

a. The dangers of drug abuse in the workplace; 
b. The Grantee's policy of mainraining a drug-free workplace; 
c. '4ny avaiiable drug counsehg, rehabilitadon, and employee assistance programs; and 
d. Tne penalties rhat may be imposed upon employees for drug abuse violations occurdng in the 

workplace. 

3. Re-g t h t  each employee e w e d  in the perfonmnce of the grant be given a copy of the 
employer's statement required by paragraph (a). 

4. Notifging the emplopee that, as a condition of employment under the award, the employee wik 

a. Abide by the terms of the sratemenf and 
h. Notify the employer of any cdminal drug s a t e  conviction for a violation occurdng in the 

wo~kplacc not later that 6ve days aker such conviction. 

5. Noa@ing the Grantee within ten days after receiv~ng notice from an employee or otherwise receiving 
actual notice of such conviction. 

6.  T & q  one of the following actions, within 30 days of receiving notice, wit11 respect to any employee 
who is so convicted: 

a Talhng appropriate pezsonnel action against such an employee, up to and mcludmg termination; or 
b. Requidng such employee to participate satisfactorily in a drug abuse assistance or rehabilitation 

program approved for such purposes by federal, state, or local health, law enforcement, or other 
appropriate agency. 

7. M&kg a good faith effort to conunue to -fain a drug-free wor!pcplace. 

III. Suspension or Termination of Funding 

The Cdminal Justice SCMC~S Division m y  suspend fundmg in whole or in part, t&ate funding, or impose another 
sanction on a State Homeknd Securiq Grant Program recipient for any of the following reasons: 

A. Failure to comply subsrandally with the requirements or statutory objecuves of the Urban Area Security 
Initiative guidelines issued thereunder, or other piovisions of fedeial law. 

B. Failwe m make satisfactory progress toward the go& and objecava set hah in t ie  approved Roject 
Justification(s). 

C. Failure to adhere to the requirements of the grant award and standardor specialcon&tions. 

D. Proposing or implementing substanttal plan changes to the extent that, if ori+Uy submitted, the application 
would not have been selected. 

E. Failing to comply substantially with any other applicable federal ar state stahlce, regulation, or grudeline. Before 
mposing sanctions, the Crirmnai Justice Services Division will provide resonable notice to the Grantee of its 
intent to impose sancnons and d attempt to resolve the problem informally. 



-d 

N. Grantee Reprevensarione and Warrattties 

Grantee reprcscnts and uarrauts to Gmanror as follourr: 

A. FYI~tencr an* %. Grmrce is a po&caI ddivjsion of ,be Statc of Oregmr. %ant- i n  ~OCLT 

aurhonry w sransact rhe lxwiness in whvhih it is eagaged and M powsr, alrrhonrj, and legal right to uecutc and 
delpver t h  i t p e m m r x o d  hrcar and pcrfom i s  obtigzionr hcramdt. 

5. Auiho"?. Nq Conttttndp~.  The making and pcrfomm~lce by Grantee of rhir Agreement (a) have been duly 
a~~thoriacd ,dl rrmsary %c&m o€ C r a t e ,  (I?) do nor and 4l nor n o h ~ s  any piovieioo of any applicable 
law, rulc, or regulaaon or order of any court, rtguhrory commission, board or other admioisaaave agency or 
ury provision of b r e e ' r  anidesofhrparationorhpb aad (cj do not md &ill not rcsuh m t k  bmxk 
of. or coohtimre a deEault or requize any consenr und- any orher a@ecrncnt or insmunmr to &ich Granree rs 
a party or by which Grantee or any of irs proper& arc bound or affected 

c. . . . TLis Agreemcn~ has hem duly mtbonzcd, emured =ad ddwezrd on bchSf oC Grantee 
~d FmsfffUfcs the kgd, =lid, and &daxgnMigmmn wfGr.ntce, enforccdldc in accorctann: with irs terns. 

D. m. No aurhos~,&on, umsmr, liccnpc, appsov*l of* filing or regtsuanou uirh, or notificanno to, any 
govern-1 body M rcguhteq ~ap=rko!ya&o+ is vqukc f  fmtk wzcuma. dctincry or pe&rmagce 
bg Granvt nrthio Agreement 

10 .z0.06 
Carmen Mtrio. Direcror Datc 
Gi&r Juslice .%p.iceces Div'slon 
Oregon Office cf Homeland Security 
4760 P o d a d  Road NE 
Salem, OR 97?4i 
(503) 3723424345 ex? 545 

Tom Pot t r+r ,  Mayor 

- 
S&nawre of Aitthoiized ti& of Grantee hgu~cy Dare ' 



EXHIBIT 5 

FY 06 UASl Grant 
Beaverton Award 

Power 
Equipment 

Interoperable 
Communications 
Equipment 

Wall Mount Battenj 
for XTS 2500 Radios Not a 
Motorola Charger I 4,000.00 
800 MHz Type II Radios 

Total Award 1 $37,000.00 

(Motorola XTS 2500) 
Includes extra battery, 
shoulder microphone and 
extended warranty. 33,000.00 



AGENDA BlLL 

Beaverton City Council 
Beaverton, Oregon 

SUBJECT: LIQUOR LICENSE 

NEW OUTLET 
Pizza Schmizza - Cedar Hills 
3180 SW Cedar Hill Boulevard 

CHANGE OF OWNERSHIP 
Tanya's European Deli 
3821 SW 1 17Ih   venue 

PROCEEDING: Consent Agenda 

FOR AGENDA OF: 01/08/07 BlLL NO: 07005 

MAYOR'S APPROVAL: 

DEPARTMENT OF ORIGIN: Police @ 
DATE SUBMITTED: 12/26/06 

EXHIBITS: None 

BUDGET IMPACT 

EXPENDITURE AMOUNT APPROPRIATION 
REQUIRED $ 0  BUDGETED $ 0  REQUIRED $ 0  

HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE: 
Backaround investiaations have been com~leted and the Chief of Police finds that the a ~ ~ l i c a n t s  have 
met trhe standards and criteria as set forth in B.C. 5.02.240. The City has published in a'newspaper of 
general circulation a notice specifying the liquor license applications. 

INFORMATION FOR CONSIDERATION: 
Pizza Schmizza, Inc. is opening a new establishment and has made application for a Limited On- 
Premises Sales License under the trade name of Pizza Schmizza - Cedar Hills. The establishment will 
serve pizza and will operate seven days a week from 11:OO a.m. to 10:OO p.m. There will be no 
entertainment offered. A Limited On-Premises Sales License allows the sale of malt beverages, wine, 
and cider for consumption at the licensed business, and the sale of kegs of malt beverages to go. 

Tanya's European Deli, formerly licensed by the OLCC to Tatiana and Bill Fleisher, is undergoing a 
change of ownership. German and Yelena Shteyman, have made application for an Off-Premises 
Sales License under the same trade name of Tanya's European Delis. The establishment is a deli. It 
will operate Monday through Friday from 10:OO a.m. to 9:00 p.m., and Saturday from 11:OO a.m. to 6:00 
p.m. There will be no entertainment offered. An Off-Premises Sales License allows the sale of malt 
beverages, wine, and cider to go in sealed containers. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
The Chief of Police for the City of Beaverton recommends City Council approval of the OLCC license 
applications. 

Agenda Bill No: 07005 



AGENDA BlLL 

Beaverton City Council 
Beaverton, Oregon 

SUBJECT: Staffing Change - Increase Court Clerk FOR AGENDA OF: 01-08-07 BILL NO: 07006 
Position from .75 FTE (Full Time 
Equivalent) to a 1.0 FTE and Transfer Mayor's Approval: 
Resolution 

DEPARTMENT OF ORIGIN: 

PROCEEDING: Consent Agenda 

DATE SUBMITTED: 01-02-07 

CLEARANCES: Finance 

EXHIBITS: Transfer Resolution 

BUDGET IMPACT 
EXPENDITURE AMOUNT APPROPRIATION 
REQUIRED $64,296 BUDGETED $57,750* REQUIRED $6,546* 
* Account Number 001-45-0751-233 General Fund - Municioal Court Ooerations Proaram - Court Clerk oosition. 
The Amount Budgeted represents the wages, payroll taxes and fringe benefits for a .?5 FTE (full time erqbivalent) 
Court Clerk position. The Expenditure Required represents increasing this position to a 1.0 FTE effective January 
1 through the end of the fiscal year. The Additional Appropriation is available from the General Fund Contingency 
Account and would be established in the attached Transfer Resolution. 

HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE: 
The Beaverton Municipal Court Administration function operates with a staff that includes six Court 
Clerks (5.75 FTE). 

INFORMATION FOR CONSIDERATION: 
In the last year: 

Cases Filed by Charge over all have increased 11%. This does not take into account, nor can we 
measure how many times our court clerks deal with a defendant from the time they are charged 
until the case is closed. 
Criminal Hearings and Violations Hearings have increased 10%. 
Other Hearings Held per FTE have increased 17%, which means every Court Clerk is doing 17% 
more this year than last. 
Cases Filed per FTE has risen 22% 
Warrants Issued per FTE has risen 22% 
Collection Letters are new this year and we estimate an average of 750 per court clerk. 
Cases sent to Collection, which involves several letters and data tracking are new this year and will 
average 700 per court clerk. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

City Council adopt the attached transfer resolution. 

Agenda Bill No: 07006 



RESOLUTION NO. 3887 

A RESOLUTION APPROVING TRANSFER OF 
APPROPRIATION WITHIN THE GENERAL FUND OF 
THE CITY DURING THE FY 2006-07 BUDGET YEAR 
AND APPROVING THE APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE 
FUND 

WHEREAS, the City Council reviews and approves the annual budget; and, 

WHEREAS, during the year the Council must authorize the transfers of appropriations from 
one category of a fund to another fund or from categories within a fund; and, 

WHEREAS, an additional appropriation of $6,546 is needed in the Personal Services 
Category of the Municipal Court Fund to increase Court Clerk headcount by .25 FTE, and the 
expenditure appropriation is available in the Contingency Category of the fund; now therefore, 

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BEAVERTON, OREGON: 

Section 1. The Finance Director is hereby authorized and instructed to transfer the 
following appropriations: 

- $6,546 out of the Contingency Category of the General Fund into the Personal Services 
Gategory as indicated below: 

Personal Services -Court Clerk 
Fringe Benefits 
Contingency 

Adopted by the Council this - day of ,2007. 

Approved by the Mayor this - day of ,2007 

Ayes: 

ATTEST: 

Nays: - 

APPROVED: 

Sue Nelson, City Recorder Rob Drake, Mayor 

Resolut ion No. 3887 Agenda B i l l  No.: 07006 



AGENDA BlLL 

Beaverton City Council 
Beaverton, Oregon 

07007 SUBJECT: Bid Award -Wilson Drive Waterline FOR AGENDA OF: 01-08-07 BlLL NO: - 
Replacement Project 

Mayor's Approval: 

DEPARTMENT OF ORIGIN: Public Works 

DATE SUBMITTED: 12-21-06 

CLEARANCES: Purchasing 

PROCEEDING: Consent Agenda EXHIBITS: 1. CIP Project Data SheeVMap 
(Contract Review Board) 2. Bid Summary 

3. Funding Plan 
4. Agenda Bill No. 06179 

BUDGET IMPACT 
EXPENDITURE AMOUNT 
REQUIRED * 

* See attached Fundinc 

APPROPRIATION I 
BUDGETED * REQUIRED * 

1 Plan (Exhibit 3). The Wilson Drive Waterline replacement project is 
one of many projects budgeted in Program 3701 (Water System lmprovements with a total 
budgeted appropriation of $1,185,000) and Program 3950 (Storm Maintenance and 
Replacements with a total budgeted appropriation of $760,000). As shown in Exhibit 3, this 
project's cost is $35,306 more than the amount budgeted for this project. The original budget 
did not include either the proposed storm drainage repairs or street subsurface repairs from 
previous waterline breaks. The cost of the additional work can be absorbed within the existing 
appropriations in Programs 3701 and 3950. 

HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE: 
The Wilson Drive Water Replacement project has been added to the FY 2006107 Capital 
lmprovements Plan (CIP) under CIP Project Number 4070 (Exhibit 1) as an emergency waterline 
replacement project. 

The existing 8-inch cast iron waterline between 142" Avenue and Wilson Court has broken 
several times in the recent past resulting in damaged street pavement and major inconvenience 
and irritation to adjacent residents. 

The City plans to repave the street in the spring of 2007 after the underground utility work is 
complete. 

The project was first advertised in September 2006; however, at that time only one bid was 
received. The City Council rejected the bid on September 18, 2006, lbecause the bid was 
excessively expensive ($219,154.85 - see Exhibit 4). 

Agenda Bill No: 07007 



INFORMATION FOR CONSIDERATION: 
The invitation for bid was advertised in the Daily Journal of Commerce on November 14, 2006. 
A mandatory pre-bid meeting was held on November 28, 2006. Twelve contractors attended the 
pre-bid meeting. Eight (8) bids were received and opened on December 14, 2006, at 2:00 p.m. 
in the Finance Department conference room (Exhibit 2). Werbin West Contracting of Portland, 
Oregon, submitted the lowest responsive bid in the amount of $135,305.60. The overall bid 
amount is $27,992 or 17 percent less than the Engineer's Estimate (Exhibit 3). The primary 
reason for the difference was that the bid amount for temporary and final pavement restoration 
was approximately one-half the Engineer's Estimate ($34,589). 

Staff reviewed the qualifications of Werbin West and investigated their recent performance on 
projects for Tualatin Valley Water District ( W D ) .  W D  gave Werbin West high marks. In the 
fall of 2003, Werbin West completed the Lombard Avenue (Farmington Road - Broadway) 
Waterline project for the City in a satisfactory manner. Staff finds that Werbin West Contracting 
has satisfied the bid requirements to construct waterline improvements in a built-up, urban 
environment. 

With City Council approval of the bid award, a Notice to Proceed (NTP) would be issued to the 
Contractor on or about January 22, 2007. The project contract requires substantial completion, 
which includes all work other than punch-list corrections and final cleanup, within 60 days of the 
NTP. This means the project's estimated substantial completion date is March 22, 2007. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Council, acting as Contract Review Board, award the contract to Werbin West Contracting in the 
amount of $135,305.60, in a form approved by the City Attorney, as the lowest responsive bid 
received for the Wilson Drive Waterline Replacement project, 

Agenda Bill No: 
07007 



City of Beaverton 
2006-2007 CIP Proiect Data 

I I I 

Proiect Justification: The existing cast iron water main experiences frequent breaks and damages 
the roadway. The storm manholes improve maintenance access. 

Proiect Status: Design was completed by City staff in Aug 2006. Thg project was advertised 
and bid in Sep 2006; however, only one bid was received and rejected by City 
Council in Sep 2006. Project was readvertised for construction in Nov 2006 
and scheduled to be awarded to Werbin West Contracting in Jan 07. 
Estimated project start date is 1-22-07. 

Estimated Date of Com~letion: 03/22/2007 
Estimated Project Cost: $175,000 
First Year Budaeted: FY06107 

Proiect Number: 4070 

Proiect Name: Wilson Dr Waterline Replacement 
Project Description: Replace approximately 430 lineal feet of existing 8-inch cast iron water line on 

Wilson Dr from 142nd Ave to Wilson Ct and 140 feet of 2-inch water line on 
Wlilson Ct. Also install two storm drainage manholes, two catchbasins and 33 
feet of 10-inch PVC pipe at Wilson Ct. 

Funding Data: 

Map: 

Proiect No. Fund No. Fund Name 

4070 3701 Water Improvements 

3950 Storm MaintlReplacernent 

PROJECT NO. 

% 

Total for FY: ' $1 45,306 



BID SUMMARY 
CITY OF BEAVERTON 

TO: Mayor & City Council 

FROM: Purchasing Division SUBJECT: Bid Opening 

Bids were opened on DECEMBER 14Tli, 2006 at 2:00 PM in tho FINANCE DEPARTMENT 
For: WILSON DRIVE WATERLINE IMPROVEMENTS FY 2006-07 Witnessed by: :JIM BRINK 

i 

: m  
I X 
I I 
I - 

The Purchasing process has been confirmed. Signed: ; rn 
,/ 7 

/z-/'"--A /n 1 h) !  
The above amounts have been checked: Date: 

N 

VENDOR 
NAME AND CITY, STATE 

Landis & Landis 
Construction, Portland, OR 
Canby Excavating 
Canby, OR 
C & B Construction 
Hillsboro, OR 
Civilworks NW Inc. 
Vancouver, WA 
Clackamas Construction Inc 
Boring, OR 
Cipriano & Sons Construction 
Boring, OR 
Integrity Excavating & 
Construction 
Battleground, WA 
Werbin West Contracting Inc. 
Portland, OR 

SCHEDULE 
"A" 

GENERAL 

$69,013.70 

$54,415.12 

$49,079.96 

$59,639.00 

$94,397.20 

$76,699.20 

$65,994.50 

$49,313.60 

SCHEDULE 
"B" 

WATER 
IMPROVEMENTS 

$80,308.00 

$72,216.40 

$76,993.40 

$63,855.00 

$96,720.00 

$85,201.00 

$70,247.00 

$72,030,00 

SCHEDULE 
"C" 

STORM 
DRAINAGE 

IMPROVEMENT 
$15,154.00 

$22,119.90 

$22,012.04 

$15,127.00 

$23,913.00 

$19,799.80 

$18,092.00 

$13,962.00 

BID AMOUNT 

$164,475.70 

$148,751.42 

$148,085.40 

$138,621.00 

$214,030.20 

$181,700.00 

$154,333.50 

$135,305.60 



Fund Number and Name 

-. 



AGENDA BlLL 

Beaverton City Council 
Beaverton, Oregon 

06179 SUBJECT: Reject Bid - Wilson Drive Waterline ' FOR AGENDA OF: 09-18-06 BILL NO: - 
Replacement Project 

Mayor's Approval: 

DEPARTMENT OF ORIGIN: Public Works 

DATE SUBMITTED: 09-1 

CLEARANCES: Purchasing 

PROCEEDING: Consent Agenda EXHIBITS: 1. CIP Project Data SheetIMap 
(Contract Review Board) 2. Bid Summary 

BUDGET IMPACT 
EXPENDITURE AMOUNT APPROPRIATION 
REQUIRED BUDGETED REQUIRED 1 
HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE: 
The Wilson Drive Water Replacement project has been added to the FY 2006107 Capital 
Improvements Plan (CIP) under CIP Project No. 4070 (Exhibit 1) as an emergency waterline 
replacement project. 

The existing &inch cast-iron waterline between 142"' Avenue and Wilson Court has broken 
several times in the recent past resulting in damaged street pavement and inconvenience and 
concern to adjacent residents. 

The City plans to repave the street in the spring of 2007 after the underground utility work is 
complete. 

INFORMATION FOR CONSIDERATION: 
The invitation to bid was advertised in the Daily Joumal of Commerce on 14ugust 30, 2006. A 
mandatory pre-bid meeting was held on September 7, 2006. Six contractors attended the pre- 
bid meeting. Only one (1) bid was received and opened on September 13, 2006, at 2:00 p.m. in 
the Finance Department .conference room (Exhibit 2). The bid from CR Woods Trucking of 
Sherwood, Oregon, in the amount of $219,154.85 was $84,898.45, or 63% higher than the 
Engineer's Estimate of $134,256.40. 

Many of the unit prices of the only bid received are excessively high compared to those 
provided for recent projects, even considering the increased costs for ductile iron products. For 
example, the unit price provided for a 6-inch gate valve was $1,088 whereas the unit price 
provided in May 2006 for another capital improvement project was $550. 

Agenda Bill No: 06179 



Staff recommends that the bid received be rejected and the project be rebid because the bid 
price is considered well above market value and that a more competitive bid can be obtained. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Council, acting as Contract Review Board, reject the bid received from CR Woods Trucking of 
Sherwood, Oregon, finding that price is too costly to justify the acceptance of the offer and that 
it does not serve in the best interest of the City and direct staff to rebid the project. 

Agenda Bill No: 
06179 



AGENDA BlLL 

Beaverton City Council 
Beaverton, Oregon 

SUBJECT: Rejection of Bid - Beaverton Central FOR AGENDA OF: 01/08/07 BlLL NO: 07008 
Plant Building E & F Underground 
Piping and Mechanical Room Mayor's Approval: 
Project #2027-07 

DEPARTMENT OF OR1 

DATE SUBMITTED: 12-22-06 

PROCEEDING: Consent Agenda 
(Contract Review Board) 

CLEARANCES: Purchasing 
Finance , 
City a t t o r n e y 5  

' Central Plant 

EXHIBITS: 1. Linc Facility Services Letter 
2. Bid Schedule 

HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE: 
The City owns the BCP (Beaverton Central Plant) which provides space conditioning to all the buildings 
at The Round. As a result of agreements signed with DPP Commercial Investments LLC (the 
developer), the City is committed i o  serve new buildings as they are developed. The ~ o u n d  is 
approximately half built out with another 300,000 square feet scheduled to be built over the next two 
years. 

The construction of Building "F" located to the north of the Tri-Met tracks and across from the Coldwell 
Banker building has begun. Construction on Building " E  located on the south side Tri-Met tracks and 
next to the 24 Hour Fitness building is expected to begin within the next 30 days. BCP service to these 
buildings was anticipated in the approved budget and capital plan. 

In order to assure reasonable coordination with building site utilities, construction of BCP's service 
extension is planned to begin within the next 60 days. Project timing is also driven by BCP's use of 
specialty ductile iron pipe which can take as much as six weeks for delivery. 

INFORMATION FOR CONSIDERATION: 
The invitation for bid was advertised in the Daily Journal of Commerce on December 4, 2006. There 
was no pre-bid meeting held. Only one (1) bid was received and opened on December 19, 2006 at 
2:00 p.m. in the ~ inance Department conference room (Exhibit 2). The bid from Triad Mechanical Inc. 
of Portland, Oregon, in the amount of $366,045.00 for Building " E  and $231,397.00 for Building " F  for 
a grand total of $597,442.00 was $297,000 or 99% higher than the Engineer's Estimate of $300,000.00. 
Linc, Construction Manager for the BCP build out, has reviewed the Triad Mechanical Inc, bid and 
recommends that it be rejected based on the high bid price. 

~ a g - d ~   SUB B P C U ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  P , P I ~ E  F sdre,- I U 0 0 6 d o c  112 Agenda Bill No: 07008 



RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Council, acting as Contract Review Board, reject the bid from Triad Mechanical, Incorporated, because 
it does not serve in the best interest of the City and direct staff to re-bid the project. 

C-iadwda bllrUiB BPCUnaeigm Piping E F bidwesi 12-ZMBdOC 2/2 

. - - - - - -. . - - - - - -- .. 

Agenda Bill No: 
07008 
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. ... ; . facility services 
--.;; ,. . . ..%.., -*..-!- -.--;, 

~ L i n c ~ a r a p m  

EXHIET 

Stan Maier, Facility Manager EXHIBIT 1 
12725 SW Miliikan Way, Suite 110. Beaverton, OR. 97005 
Phone: 503.626.4040 . Fax: 503.627.0650 . www.lincFs.com 

Date: 12/20/06 

To: Lonnie Dicus 

From: Stan Maier 

Subject: Triad Proposal for Buildings E & F Underground Piping and Mech. Rm. Project 

I have reviewed the bid proposal submitted by Triad Mechanical Inc. for the Beaverton Central 
Plant - Building "E" and " F  Underground Piping and Mechanical Room Project that was 
presented on December 19,2006. As you are aware this was the "only" proposal received from 
the RFP that was posted by the City of Beaverton on December 4,2006. The Total combined 
proposal cost is $597,443 less a $7,000 discount if they are selected for the combined work 
which would put the total project cost at $590,443, this cost is significantly above our engineers 
estimate and budget for this project. 

In light of the fact the city received only one proposal for this project leads me to believe the city 
may be paying a premium for how the underground piping and mechanical room installations 
were bundled together in the request for bid. We should also consider that given only a single 
proposal was received a more aggressive solicitation may be warranted as regulations allow. 
Accordingly, I believe it is probable the city can secure more competitive bids for the above- 
mentioned work and recommend the Triad Mechanical Inc. bid be formally rejected. 

By me end of this week I will have a specific recommendation on how the city may want to 
proceed in re-bidding this project to insure we are receiving the best possible price for this 
project. 



EXHIBIT 2 

BID SCHEDULE FOR BID PROPOSAL 
BEAVERTON CENTRAL PLANT -BUILDING "En & "F" UNDERGROUTJD PIPING AND 

MECHANICAL ROOM PROJECT #2027-07, (PAGE 1 OF 2) 

CLOSES: DECEMBER 19,2006 AT 2:00 PM 

1. Contractors may choose to bid on one or both Bid Schedules. If contractor chooses to bid on both 
schedules, indicate any discount available. The City reserves the right to award Bid Schedule -"A" 
or Bid Schedule - "B" separately or award both "A" and "B" to the same co~ntractor, or to award no 
bid, whichever is in the best interest of the City. Contract will be awarded based on the lowest 
responsive bid from a responsible bidder. 

1. BID SCHEDULE "A" 

BUILDING 'En 

TOTAL FOR BUILDING "E" $ 3 (O(p ,.n .cl(, 00 
2. BID SCHEDULE "B" 

ITEM 
NO. 

1. 

2. 

BUILDING "F" 

TOTAL FOR BUILDING L 6 ~ "  $ 9 Z i , , ? 9 7 .  do 

DESCRIPTION 

Underground Piping 

Mechanical Room Installation 

3. BID DISCOUNT - Will only be applied if bidder is awarded both Schedule "A" & "B" 
I I I I I 

UNIT 

L U ~ ~ S U ~  

LU~PS- 

TOTAL 

$ a3>;-?1a. 00 
/ 

$ / 30 ,333  .dG 

Item 
No. 

' ITB - Beavaton Central Plant - Building E & F U n d a p m d  Piping & Mechanical Room Project, Close: December 19,2006 @ 200 PM 
Page 6 Construction Contract & Bid D m e n t s  
Appmved as to Farm, Beaverton City Attorney-Updated 11-09-06 

1. 

Description 

Bidder Discount if awarded both 
Schedule "A" & "B" (shown in dollars) 

Unit 

Lump Sum 

Total 



AGENDA BILL - . - -, 
, / - . , . -> :  2 " .  ;: ?:,': 

Beaverton Citv Council 
Beaverton, Oregon 

SUBJECT: Rose Biggi Avenue Street Vacation FOR AGENDA OF: 01 
(SV2004-0002) 

Mayor's Approval: 

DEPARTMENT OF ORIGIN: CDD 

DATE SUBMITTED: 12-19-06 

CLEARANCES: City Attorney &$ 
Dev. Services= 

PROCEEDING: Public Hearing EXHIBITS: Staff Report dated 12-1 9-06, 
including petitions from area 
property owners Consenting to 
street vacation approval. 

BUDGET IMPACT 

EXPENDITURE AMOUNT APPROPRIATION 
REQUIRED $0' BUDGETED, $0 REQUIRED' $0 

HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE 
On July 22, 2004, Mr. Domonic Biggi, the applicant representing property owners along the west side 
of SW Rose Biggi Avenue, submitted the proposal for SV2004-0002 rlzquesting that City Council 
approve the vacation of public right-of-way located along the west side of that street. Since thattime, 
the applicant revised the proposal and worked to make the application complete by receiving the 
necessary petition signatures of property owners in the area. The application was deemed complete on 
November 8, 2006. The applicant intends that the portion of right-of-way to be vacated be limited to 
that area not necessary for future street improvements to SW Rose ~ i ~ ~ i  Avenue. The purpose of 
vacating right-of-way is to provide additional land for future development of private properties., The 
area under consideration for street vacation is located:'along the west side of the street generally 
between SW Beaverdam Road and the Tri-Met Light Rail trackway. 

INFORMATION FOR CONSIDERATION: 
Staff has prepared the report, dated December 19, 2006, that evaluates Development Code criteria for 
a street vacation and the relevant sections of ORS 271-080. Findings are provided within the staff 
report that concludes the applicant's request meets the applicable criteria for approval. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Staff recommends that the Council conduct a public hearing and approve S1d2004-0002 with conditions:. 
Staff further recommends that the City Council direct staff to prepare findings based on the CounciKd 
decision and return to Council with an~ordinance for adoption. I f  the vacation is approved, some:oTdfithe 
recommended conditions of approval are to be satisfied prior to adopting an ordinance. ,, . , , < .  . . 

, . : ,  , 

, ,  . 

07009 Agenda Bill No: : 



Exhibit Name: Detail Map Exhibit Number: 1 

I MILLIKAN WAY I 

Depattment: Community Development 
Division: Development Services Application #: SV2004-0002 
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Exhibit 2 Materials Submitted bv Staff 

Exhibit 1 Vicinitv - Detail Map 

2 - 3  

Exhibit 2.1 Staff Report for SV 2004-0002, dated December 17, 2006, 
including map of Estimated Street Vacation Affected Area, 
and the following attachments: 

Table of Contents 

Attachment A: Analysis and Findings of Street Vacation approval 
criteria 

Attachment B: Facilities Review Committee Technical Review 
and Recommendations 

Attachment C: Recommended Conditions of Approval 

Exhibit 2.2 Tri-Met letter, dated December 5, 2006 

Exhibit 2.3 Map of SW Rose Biggi Avenue showing proposed street 
vacation area 

Exhibit 2.4 Map of proposed Rose Biggi Avenue Improvement showing 
proposed street vacation area 
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Exhibit 3. Materials Submitted bv Applicant 

Exhibit 3.1 Applicant's Revised Materials for SV 2004-0002, dated 
October 2006, containing: 

Map showing Proposed Street Vacation, Property 
Ownership and Affected Area. 

List of Owners and Properties in Affected Area 

List of Owners and Properties Consenting to Street 
Vacation Petition 

Street Vacation Petition Signature forms 

Exhibit 3.2 Applicant's Original Materials for SV 2004-0002, dated July 
22, 2004, containing: 

Letter of Incompleteness, by City of Beaverton, 
dated August 12, 2004 

Application form and Letters, received July 22, 2004 

Maps showing Original Proposal 

Clean Water Services documentation 

Neighborhood Review Meeting Materials, occurring on 
July 15, 2004 

Pre-Application Conference letter, January 15, 2003 

Table of Contents: 12119106 
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CITY of BEAVERTON 
- - - 

4755 S.W. Griffith Drive, P.O. Box 4755, Beaverton, OR 97076 Gerreral Information (503) 526,2222 V/TDD 

STAFF REPORT 

HEARING DATE: Monday, January 8, 2007 

TO: City Council 

FROM: John Osterberg, Senior Planner 

PROPOSAL: S t ree t  Vacation of a port ion of SW Rose Biggi 
Avenue right-of-way 

SUMMARY: 

LOCATION: Between SW Beaverdam Road and the Tri-Met Light 
Rail trackway, along the west side of SW Rose Biggi 
Avenue. The proposed vacation abuts Tax Lots 1100, 
1200, 1401 and 7100 of County Tax Assessor Map 1S1- 
16AA. 

The applicant, Dominic Biggi, representing abutting 
property owners, Pinion, Chesney, Davis, and Umrein, 
has submitted a petition requesting approval of a 
Street Vacation (SV) for a portion of the Rose Biggi 
Avenue right-of-way, located along the west side of 
that street. The applicant intends that the portion to 
be vacated be limited to that area of right-of-way 
which is not necessary for future street improvements 
t o  Rose Biggi Avenue. The purpose of vacating right- 
of-way is to provide additional land for future 
development of private properties. 

APPLICANT'S Peter Finley Frye, AICP 
REPRESENTATIVE: 2153 SW Main St. #I05 

Portland, OR 97205 

APPLICANT: Domonic Biggi 
PO Box 687 
Beaverton OR 97075-0687 

RECOMMENDATIONS: Approval of SV2004-0002 (Street Vacation of a 
portion of SW Rose Biggi Avenue right-of-way), 
subject to conditions identified at  the end of this report. 

Staff Report SV 2004-0002 
December 19,2006 



BACKGROUND FACTS 

Key Application Dates 

I A~plication I Submittal Date I Deemed Comnlete 
I SV2004-0002 I July 22,2004' I November 8, 2006 
* Street Vacation requests are not subject to a 120 day decision requirement. 

Existing; Conditions Table 

Zoning I Regional Center - Transit oriented (RC-'l%) 
Current / The subject area is linear in shape located along the west side of 

/ to the north 
Site Size / Unknown until a legal description is submitted to the City, as  a 

Development SW Rose Biggi Avenue, north a i d  south of SW Milliban Way. 
The site is undeveloped, except that it contains undyrground 
public utilities and vehicle access to the Tri-Met signal building 

NAC 
Comprehensive 
Plan 

- 

condition of approval. 
Central Beaverton 

Land Use: Regional Center (RC) 
Street Functional Classification Plan: SW Rose Biggi Avenue 
and SW Millikan Way are designated as  "Collector" streets. 
(Figure 6.4: 06/10/04) 
Street Imurovement Master Plan: The Street Improvement 
Master Plan (Table 6.3 date: 06/10/04)) identifies improvements 
to SW Rose Biggi Avenue to provide a 2-Lane Collector street in 
the subject area. 
Bicycle Master Plan: SW Rose Biggi Avenue is not identified on 
the plan. 

) 

Pedestrian Master Plan: SW Rose Biggi Avenue is identified as  
proposed for sidewalks in the future, as part of street 
improvements. 

I 
I Surrounding I 

Uses 
i 

1 ~ 

Zoning: 
North: RC-TO 

Staff Report SV 2004-0002 
December 19,2006 

south: RC-TO 
East: RC-TO 
West: RC-TO 

Uses: 
North: Tri-Met LRT trackwav " 

and Signal Building 
South: retail development 
East: undeveloped area 

across street for retail 
uses 

West: partially developed 
area for retail uses 



Processing Recluirements 

Street Vacations are a Type 3 procedure, in accordance with Section 50.45.6 of the 
Development Code, with the decision making authority the City Council. Specific 
additional noticing requirements for Street Vacations include newspaper noticing of 
two (2) consecutive weeks prior to the public hearing. The notice was published on 
November 23 and 30, 2006. A copy of the notice was available a t  City Hall and the 
City Library. The site was posted on December 13, 2006,'which was greater than 
minimum 15 days prior to the hearing of January 8,2007, as required by the Code. 

STAFF REPORT ATTACHMENTS 

Attachment A: SV2004-0002 - Analysis a n d  Findings: 
Criteria for Street Vacation Approval. 

Attachment B: Facilities Review Committee: 
Technical lieview and Findings for Streer Vacation .Appl.o~al. 

Attachment C: Conditions of Approval for SV2004-0002. 

Staff Report SV 2004-0002 
December 19,2006 





ATTACHMENT A 

ANALYSIS and FINDINGS o f  
STREET VACATION APPROVAL CRITERIA 

SV2004-0002 (SW Rose Biggi Avenue; 
Vacation o f  a Portion o f  the Right-of-way). 

Section 40.75.15.1.C of the Development Code states that in order to approve 
a Street Vacation, the decision making authority shall make findings of fact 
based on evidence provided by the applicant demonstrating that all of 
following criteria are satisfied: 

Provided below are the staff responses to the Street Vacation approval 
criteria as  cited above. 

1. The proposal satisfies the threshold requirements for a Street 
Vacation application. 

{Section 40.75.15.A.l) Threshold: 
'Xbandonment or otherwise vacation of a n  existingpublic 
transportation right-of-way or public easement that is within the 
City of Beauerton. " 

The applicant's proposal is to vacate existing City of Beaverton street right- 
of-way for a portion of SW Rose Biggi Avenue. Staff find that the proposal to 
meets the threshold for a Street Vacation, meeting the criterion for approval. 

Therefore, s taf f  find that the  criterion is met. 

2. All City application fees related to the application under 
consideration by the decision making authority have been 
submitted. 

On July 27, 2004, the City of Beaverton received the appropriate fee of 
$857.00 for a Type 3 Street Vacation (SV) application. Staff find the 
payment of the application fee meets the criterion for approval. 

Therefore, staff  find that the criterion is met. 

3. The proposed Street Vacation meets the eligibility provisions of 
ORS 271.080. 

SV 2004-0002 
Rose Biggi Ave Street Vacation 
SV Criteria for Approval 



ORS 271.080 Vacation in incorporated cities;petition; 
consent of property owners: 

( I )  Whenever any person interested in  any real property in  
an incorporated city in  this state desires to vacate all or part of 
any street, avenue, boulevard, alley, plal, public square or other 
public place, such person may file a petition therefore setting 
forth a description of the ground proposed to be vacated, the 
purpose for which the ground is proposed to be used and the 
reason for such vacation. 

(2) There shall be appended to such petition, as a part 
thereof and as a basis for granting the same, the consent of the 
owners of all abuttingproperty and of not less than two-thirds in 
area of the real property affected thereby. The real property 
affected thereby shall be deemed to be the land lying on either 
side of the street or portion thereofproposed to be vacated and 
extending laterally to the next street that serves as aparallel 
street, but in  any case not to exceed 200 feet, and the land for a 
like lateral distance on either side of the street for 400 feet along 
its course beyond each terminus of the part proposed to be 
vacated. Where a street is proposed to be vacated to its termini, 
the land embraced in  an extension of the street for a distance of 
400 feet beyond each terminus shall also be counted. 

In  the vacation of any plat or part thereof the consent of the 
owner or owners of two-thirds in area of the property embraced 
within such plat or part thereof proposed to be vacated shall be, 
sufficient, except where such vacation embraces street area, when, 
as to such street area the above requirements shall also a,uply. 
The consent of the owners of the required amount ofproperty 
shall be in  writing. 

State law requires a street vacation submittal to include a petition cqntaining 
the names of all property owners abutting the right-of-way to be vacated and 
consenting property owners of land representing a minimum of two-thirds of 
the affected land area surrounding the proposed vacation. The affected area 
for this request is that area, (shown on Exhibit 2.1) which extends 200 feet to 
the east and west and 400 feet to the south and north from the portion of SW 
Rose Biggi Ave. right-of-way, that is proposed t o  be vacated. The application 
materials, under Exhibit 3, includes area calculations and petition signatures 
that show that all abutting owners, and owners of real property representing 

SV 2004-0002 
Rose Biggi Ave Street Vacation 
SV Criteria for Approval 



approximately 67 percent of the affected area, have satisfactorily consented 
to the vacation. (See Exhibit 3.1). Therefore, the eligibility po~rtions of ORS 
271.080 are met. 

Staff note the portion of ORS 271.080 (2) regarding vacation of subdivision 
plats does not apply to the current proposal. State law also requires 
newspaper notice and notice signs to be posted on the site. Staff find that the 
all provisions of state law have been met. 

Therefore, staff find that t h e  cri terion is met. 

4. The proposed Street Vacation will not adversely impact street 
connectivity as identified in the Transportation Element of the 
Comprehensive Plan. 

The City of Beaverton's Comprehensive Plan Chapter 6 Transportation 
Element; Functional Classification Plan depicts Rose Biggi Avenue as a 
Collector street. Table 6.3, the Street Improvement Master Plan lists Rose 
Biggi Avenue as a northlsouth connection that is needed within the 
Beaverton Regional Center. 

Previous land use approval by the City of PTF 2006-0001, the Rose Biggi 
Street Improvement (CIP Project #3314), was final on May 30, 2006. This 
street improvement is for an approximately 500 foot street extension between 
SW Millikan Way and SW Crescent. The proposed vacation of a portion of 
the Rose Biggi right-of-way is subject to only the portion of right-of-way that 
is not necessary for the street improvement; so that the vacation, if approved, 
will not modi& the street improvement plan approved by the City. Staff 
find future north/south connectivity will be achieved as  intended by the 
Comprehensive Plan's Transportation Element and that approval of the 
street vacation will not adversely impact street connectivity. 

Therefore, staff f ind that t h e  criterion is  met. 

5. The proposed Street Vacation will not adversely impact police, 
fire, and emergency service in the area. 

Staff have provided the opportunity for City Police and Tualatin Valley Fire 
and Rescue to comment on the proposed street vacation, but neither agency 
has provided responses to indicate an adverse impact would occur to the 
delivery of emergency service in the area if the street vacation was approved. 

SV 2004-0002 
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North of Millikan Way, the current right-of-way is not being utilized as  a 
street. Previous review of the Rose Biggi Street Improvement project found 
that the street, when completed, would satisfactorily provide access for 
emergency services. In the interim period until the Rose Biggi street 
extension is completed, SW Millikan Way is available for emergency access to 
serve properties at the northwest and southwest corners of its intersection 
with Rose Biggi Ave. Approval of the street vacation will allow for private 
use of right-of-way not that is not necessary for the future street alignment, 
and will not reduce the ability of emergency services to serve properties in 
the area. 

Therefore, staff f ind that t h e  cri terion is  met. 

6. That the vacation of the street will not hinder accessibility to any 
above ground or underground public facilities. 

Through the Facilities Review Committee review and associated conditions of 
approval, the Committee has recommended four (4) conditions of approval 
requiring the applicant to submit easements and related documentation to 
ensure that maintenance access to City utilities and to Tri-Met facilities, will 
be provided. Staff cite the findings contained in the Facilities Review report 
for Criteria #1 and #2, (Development Code Section 40.03.1 and 40.03.2, 
respectively), as  applicable to Street Vacation Criterion #6. 

Therefore, staff find that by satisfying conditions of approval,  t h e  
cri terion is met. 

7. Applications and documents related to the request, which will 
require further City approval, shall be submitted to the City in 
the proper sequence. 

The SV application requires a public hearing with the City Council, pursuant 
to Section 50.45 of the Development Code. Four (4) conditions of approval 
are recommended, which require the applicant to submit easements and 
related documentation to ensure that maintenance access to City utilities and 
to Tri-Met facilities, will be provided to the City prior to adoption of a final 
ordinance by City Council. Therefore, required documents will be submitted 
to the City in the proper sequence. 

Therefore, staff find that t h e  cri terion is met. 

SV 2004-0002 
Rose Biggi Ave Street Vacation 
SV Criteria for Approval 



SUMMARY O F  FINDINGS: For the reasons identified above, staff find 
that  the applicant's Street Vacation petition satisfies the approval criteria 
pursuant to Section 40.03 and 40.75.15.1.C of the Development Code. The 
Street Vacation also complies with the applicable portions or ORS 271.080 
through 271.230. 

At the discretion of the City Council, recommended conditions of approval in 
the Facilities Review Technical Review and Recommendation Report may be 
adopted, modified, deleted, or added to the recommended conditions of 
approval. Additional findings may be required if the conditions of approval 
are modified, deleted, or added. 

STREET VACATION CONCLUSION 

Based on the facts and findings presented, staff conclude the proposal, 
SV2004-0002 (SW Rose Biggi Avenue; Street  Vacation), meets the 
criteria for approval. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Based on the facts and findings presented, staff can recommend approval of 
SV2004-0002 (SW Rose Biggi Avenue; S t ree t  Vacation), subject to the 
conditions of approval found in Attachment C of this report. 

SV 2004-0002 
Rose Biggi Ave Street Vacation 
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ATTACHMENT B 

FACILITIES REVIEW COMMITTEE 
TECHNICAL REVIEW AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

ROSE BIGGI AVE. STREET VACATION 
SV2004-0002 

Section 40.03 Facilities Review Committee: 
The Facilities Review Committee has conducted a technical review of the 
applications, in accordance with the criteria contained in Section 40.03 of the 
Development Code. The Committee's findings and recommended conditions of 
approval are provided to the decision-making authority. As they will appear in the 
City Council's Decision and Order, the Facilities Review Conditions, found under 
Attachment C, may be re-numbered and placed in different order. 

The decision-making authority will determine whether the application as  presented 
meets the Facilities Review approval criteria for the subject application and may 
choose to adopt, not adopt, or modlfy the Committee's findings, below. 

The  S t ree t  Vacation, SV2004-0001 is  applicable only t o  Facilities 
Review Committee Criteria #1, #2, and #11. 

1. All critical facilities and services related to the development haue, or 
can be improved to have, adequate capacity to serve tiheproposal at the 
time of its completion. 

Chapter 90 of the Development Code defines "critical facilities" to be services that 
include public water, public sanitary sewer, storm water drainage and retention, 
transportation, and fire protection. 

The proposal for vacation of a portion of the Rose Biggi right-of-way now before City 
Council does not modify the previous approval by the City for PTF 2006-0001, the 
Rose Biggi Street Improvement. The design of the street improvement does not 
require the use of existing right-of-way along the west side of Rose Biggi Avenue, 
north of Beaverdam Road. The Committee supports the street vacation request to 
vacate right-of-way that is unnecessary for the future street alignment. 

The Committee has identified the need for a combined public utility and maintenance 
vehicle access easement for critical facilities over the entire portion of the area to be 
vacated north of Millikan Way and a public utility easement for the entire portion of 
the area to be vacated south of Millikan Way. Easements are necessary in order to 
provide the City and franchsed private utilities with maintenance access to a 
substantial number of existing underground water, sewer stormwater drainage, 
power, communication, and natural gas facilities. In addition, access to the existing 
Tri-Met LRT signal building is needed; however, such access can be provided over the 
Facilities Review and Recommendations 
Rose Biggi Ave. Street Vacation 
SV 2004-0002 



same area as  the City's easements. Because the only available maintenance vehicle 
access must come from the existing driveway apron on Millikan, west of the area to 
be vacated north of Millikan Way, an access easement through the applicant's 
parking lot is needed. 

At the time of completeness review, a need was identified by staff for additional 
access easements or authorization by private utilities for access. Staff also 
determined there was a need to document existing and planned facilities due to the 
vacation and to learn of any requests from the utilities. The applicable utilities are 
Comcast Cable, Northwest Natural Gas, Verizon Telephone, Portland General 
Electric, and Beaverton Central Plant (formerly known as Micro-Climates). The 
Committee conclude that a blanket-type easement over the property would provide 
the City and Tri-Met with maintenance access and would be adequate to serve as 
access for the private utilities listed above. Because draft easement language to 
address the City's and to Tri-Met's access needs have yet to be provided for review, 
staff recommend conditions of approval to require the necessary easements prior to 
the adoption of an ordinance vacating right-of-way. 

Therefore, by meeting the conditions o f  approval, the Committee find that 
the criterion for approval will be met. 

2. Essential facilities and services are available or can be made available 
prior to occupancy of the development. In lieu of  providing essential 
facilities and ser-vices, a specific plan strategy may be submitted that 
demonstrates how these facilities, services, or both will be provided 
within five years of occupancy. 

Chapter 90 of the Development Code defines "essential facilities" to be services that 
include schools, transit improvements, police protection, and on-site pedestrian and 
bicycle facilities in the public right-of-way. The applicant's narrative addresses this 
criterion for each of the proposed applications. 

The proposal for vacation of a portion of the Rose Biggi right-of-way now before City 
Council does not modify the previous approval by the City of PTF 2006-0001, the Rose 
Biggi Street Improvement. Also, potential future development of the property, after 
vacation of right-of-way, will be reviewed according to the requirements of the 
Development Code in effect at  that time. 

Tri-Met currently uses a substantial portion of the right-of-way proposed for vacation 
(north of Millikan Way), to access the LRT signal building. Tri-Met has submitted 
comments, dated December 5, 2006, which note Tri-Met's support for the vacation 
provided that needed access easements are provided and recorded and that LRT 
related utilities shall either be relocated or otherwise protected by a utility easement. 
Facilities Review and Recommendations 
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The Committee find that the provision of transit improvements is an essential 
facility, and that staffs recommended conditions of approval are satisfactory to 
address the matter of Tri-Met's access and easement needs. As part of the conditions 
intended to establish easements to provide the City and franchised private utilities 
with maintenance access to existing underground water, sewer stormwater drainage, 
power, communication and natural gas facilities, the access to the Tri-Met LRT signal 
building will  be provided over the same area as the City's easements. 

The Committee have reviewed the proposal for adequate essential facilities and have 
found that vacation of the unnecessary portion of the Rose Biggi Ave. right-of-way, as 
conditioned, will not reduce the ability of the City or Tri-Met to provide essential 
street and transit facilities, respectively. Such street facilities that will accommodate 
police and emergency service to the surrounding area, including Tri-Met facilities, 
will be provided by the City's Rose Biggi Street Improvement project. By meeting the 
conditions of approval, the Committee find that the criterion for approval will be met. 

3. The proposal is consistent with all applicable provisions of Chapter 20 
(Land Uses) unless the applicable provisions are subject to an 
Adjustment, Planned Unit Development, or Variance which shall be 
already approved or considered concurrently with the subject proposal. 

The street vacation is not a proposed development of land and therefore Criterion #3 
is not applicable. Potential future development of the property, after vacation of 
right-of-way, will be reviewed according to the requirements of the Development Code 
in effect a t  that time. 

Therefore, t h e  Committee find t h e  cri terion is  no t  applicable t o  t h e  s t ree t  
vacation request.  

4. The proposal is consistent with all applicable provisions of Chapter 60 
(Special Regulations) and that all improvements, dedications, or both 
required by the applicable provisions of Chapter 60 (Special 
Regulations) are provided or can be provided in rough proportion to 
the identified impact(s) of the proposal. 

The street vacation is not a proposed development of land and therefore Criterion #4 
is not applicable. Potential future development of the property, after vacation of 
right-of-way, will be reviewed according to the requirements of the Development Code 
in effect at  that time. 

Facilities Review and Recommendations 
Rose Biggi Ave. Street Vacation 
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Therefore, t h e  Committee f ind t h e  cri terion is no t  applicable t o  t h e  s t ree t  
vacation request.  

5. Adequate means are provided or can be provided to ensure continued 
periodic maintenance and necessary normal replacement of the 
following private common facilities and areas: drainage ditches, roads 
and other improved rights-of-way, structures, recreation facilities, 
landscaping, fill and excavation areas, screening and fencing, ground 
cover, garbage and recycling storage areas and other facilities, not 
subject to periodic maintenance by the City or other public agency; 

The street vacation is not a proposed development of land and therefore Criterion #5 
is not applicable. Potential future development of the property, after vacation of 
right-of-way, will be reviewed according to the requirements of the Development Code 
in effect a t  that time. 

Therefore, the Committee f ind t h e  cri terion is  no t  applicable t o  t h e  s t reet  
vacation request.  

6. There are safe and efficient vehicular and pedestrian circulation 
patterns within the boundaries of the site. 

The street vacation is not a proposed development of land and therefore Criterion #6 
is not applicable. Potential future development of the property, after vacation of 
right-of-way, will be reviewed according to the requirements of the Development Code 
in effect a t  that time. 

Therefore, t h e  Committee f ind t h e  cri terion is  no t  applicable t o  t h e  s t ree t  
vacation request.  

7. The on-site vehicular and pedestrian circulation system connects to the 
surrounding circulation system in a safe, efficient, and direct manner. 

The street vacation is not a proposed development of land and therefore Criterion #7 
is not applicable. Potential future development of the property, after vacation of 
right-of-way, will be reviewed according to the requirements of the Development Code 
in effect a t  that time. 

Therefore, t h e  Committee f ind t h e  cri terion is no t  applicable t o  t h e  s t reet  
vacation request.  

Facilities Review and Recommendations 
Rose Biggi Ave. Street Vacation 
SV 2004-0002 



8. Structures and public facilities and services serving the site are 
designed in accordance with adopted City codes and standards at a 
level which will provide adequate fire protection, including, but not 
limited to, fire flow, and protection from crime and accident, as well as 
protection from hazardous conditions due to inadequate, substandard 
or ill-designed development; 

The street vacation is not a proposed development of land and therefore Criterion #8 
is not applicable. Potential future development of the property, after vacation of 
right-of-way, will be reviewed according to the requirements of the Development Code 
in effect at  that time. 

Therefore, the Committee find the criterion is not applicable to the street 
vacation request. 

9. Grading and contouring of the site is designed to accommodate the 
proposed use and to mitigate adverse effect(s) on neighboring 
properties, public right-of-way, surface drainage, water storage 
facilities, and the public storm drainage system. 

The street vacation is not a proposed development of land and therefore Criterion #9 
is not applicable. Potential future development of the property, after vacation of 
right-of-way, will be reviewed according to the requirements of the Development Code 
in effect at  that time. 

Therefore, the Committee find the criterion is not applicable to the street 
vacation request. 

10. That access and facilities for physically handicapped people are 
incorporated into the site and building design, with particular 
attention to providing continuous, uninterrupted access routes. 

The street vacation is not a proposed development of land and therefore Criterion #10 
is not applicable. Potential future development of the property, after vacation of 
right-of-way, will be reviewed according to the requirements of the Development Code 
in effect a t  that time. 

Therefore, the Committee find the criterion is not applicable to the street 
vacation request. 

Facilities Review and Recommendations 
Rose Biggi Ave. Street Vacation 
SV 2004-0002 17 



11. The proposal contains all applicable application submittal 
requirements as specified in Section 50.25.1 of the Development Code. 

The applicant submitted the application on July 22, 2004 and was deemed complete 
on November 8, 2006. At the time of completeness review, the City identified a need 
for access easements or authorization by private, franchised utilities and to document 
existing facilities or planned facilities for this street right-of-way and learn of any 
requests from the utilities. Because draft easement language to address the City's, 
Tri-Met's or private utility access needs were not submitted with the application, staff 
have recommended conditions of approval to require necessary easements to preserve 
the existing rights of the utilities and Tri-Met or require the independent 
authorizations of the interested parties. The Committee find that all applicable 
submittal requirements, identified in Section 40.75.15.1.D and 50.25.1 are contained 
within this proposal or are otherwise addressed by recommended conditions. 

Therefore, t h e  Committee find t h e  proposal meets t h e  criterion for 
approval. 

Summarv  of F i n d i n ~ s  

SV2004-0002 S t ree t  Vacation Application 
The Facilities Review Committee finds that the proposal complies with all applicable 
the technical criteria of Section 40.03. The Committee recommends that the 
decision-making authority APPROVE the proposal and adopt the conditions of 
approval found under Attachment C. 

Facilities Review and Recommendations 
Rose Biggi Ave. Street Vacation 
SV 2004-0002 



ATTACHMENT C 

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 

STREET VACATION of port ion of SW ROSE BIGGI AVE. 
SV2004-0002 

If the application is ultimately approved staff recommend the following 
conditions of approval  to  the City Council: 

SV2004-0002 Street Vacation 
Pr ior  t o  f inal  adoption of t h e  Street  Vacation Ordinance, the 
applicant  shall: 

1. Have the owner of Tax Lot lS116AA07100 (4220 SW CEDAR HILLS 
Legal: STEEL'S ADDITION TO BEAVERTON, LOT PTS 11-12, ACRES: 
1.38) grant to the City of Beaverton and to Tri-Met a 20 foot wide 
vehicular-access easement from the most easterly driveway of the 
property onto Millikan Way, across the property or other suitable path, so 
that the facilities within the vacated right-of-way area can be accessed for 
maintenance purposes. The exact area encumbered shall be as  approved 
by the City's Public Works Director and Tri-Met in consideration of 
maintenance-vehicle turning radius tolerances and the exact location of 
the most easterly terminus of the easement in relation to the existing 
facilities. (Site Development Div./JJD). 

2. Either provide a blanket public utility easement over the entire area to be 
vacated, and provide a blanket vehicular access easement over the area 
north of Millikan Way to be vacated, prior to the City's adoption of the 
vacation ordinance, 
OR 
Submit a letter from each utility authorized to work in City right-of-ways 
that documents existing or planned facilities for this street right-of-way, 
and which state requests from the utilities in regard to use of the vacated 
area. Additionally, provide documentation from Tri-Met regarding any 
needed easements for access to the service building, or any appurtenances 
thereof, located in the area north of Millikan Way. The applicable utilities 
subject to this condition are Comcast Cable, Northwest Natural Gas, 
Verizon Telephone, Portland General Electric, and Beaverton Central 
Plant (formerly known as  Micro-Climates). (Site Development Div./JJD) 

Conditions of Aooroval 
A 

Street Vacation: Rose Biggi Ave. 
SV 2004-0002 



Approval is also subiect t o  t h e  following conditions: 

3. The final vacation ordinance may include measures that address and 
preserve any rights requested by the above listed parties, under Condition 
#2, above, or as  otherwise determined under the legal authority of the 
City Council to consider such matters. (Site Development Div./JJD) 

4. Easements, required under Condition's #1 and #2 above, shallbe executed 
by the property owner except that Tri-Met may choose to prepare and 
record the Tri-Met easement documents. Easements and a legal 
description of the area encumbered, shall be prepared in a form ready for 
recording by Washington County, and shall be recorded after their 
approval by the City Engineer and City Attorney, and Tri-Met staff. (Site 
Development Div./JJD). 

Conditions of Approval 
SV 2004-0002 
Rose Biggi Ave. Street Vacation 



EXHIBIT 2.2 

Doc C: CP020567 

John Osterberg, Senior Planner 
Development Services Division 
City of Beaverton 
P.O. Box 4755 
Beaverton, OR 97076 

~~ .. ~~ ~ ~ ~ 
~~ ~~ 

~ ~~~ - 

Re: SV 2004-0002 Rose Biggi Street Vacation 

Dear Mr. Osterberg: 

TriMet cunentlv uses a significant aortion of the area vromsed for vacation to access a - A 

signal/communications building, which supports light rail operation. The area proposed 
for vacation may also incIude utilities associated with light rail operation. 

As previously discussed with the petitioner's representative, TriMet's support for the 
vacation is conditioned. on: 

Provision of a permanent access easement across Biggi-controlled property to the 
signaVcommunications building. 
The applicant shall provide TriMet with a legal description and map of the access 
easement for review and approval. 
TriMet will prepare the final easement document for the petitioner to execute. 
TriMet will record the document. 
Any utility systems in the area proposed for vacation which serve TriMet property 
shall be relocated into public right of way or otherwise protected by a utility 
easement. 

TriMet requests that the vacation be granted only when the above conditions are satisfied, 

Sincerely, 

W . ~  , 

Jillian etweller 
Land Developmen? Planner 

C: John Baker, Real Property Manager, TriMet 

in-County MetrapoIitanTransporiatio~: District of Oregon 710 NE Holladay Street, Portland, Oregon 97232 0 503-238-RIDE TTY 503-238-5811 trirnet.org 

- -- - - - - . .-. - 
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EXHIBIT 3.1 

Exhibit 3. Materials Submitted bv Applicant 

Exhibit 3.1 Applicant's Revised Materials for SV 2004-0002, dated 
October, 2006, containing: 

Map showing Proposed Street Vacation, Property 
Ownership and Affected Area. 

List of Owners and Properties in Affected Area 

List of Owners and Properties Consenting to Street 
Vacation Petition 

Street vacation Petition Signature forms 





plAP KIT 
1 S1 I6AA 06800 
1S116AA 07200 
iS116A4 07100 
1S116AA 08100 
1S116AA 01401 
1S116AA 00800 
1S116AA 08700 
1Sll6AA 00801 
1S116AA 05400 
1S116AA 02700 
IS1 16AA 05200 
1S116AA 01300 

v ' i s 1 1 6 ~  01301 
1S116AA 02600 
1S116AA 01100 
1S116AA 01200 
ISIIBPA 03300 
1S116AA 05700 
1S116AA 00600 
IS1 I6AA 02900 
1S116AA 85101 
1S116AA 05100 
1S116AA 00700 
1Sll6AA OIWl 
1S116AA 01000 
ZS116AA 02600 
1S116AA 02800 
1S116AA 03000 
1S116AA 03100 
1S116AA 07000 

' 1S118AA 05301 

- - 
1S116AA 05001 
ISlI6AA 06000 
ISlleAA 05102 
ISIIBAA 03200 

OWNEK 
R57271 City of Beaverton 
R2048816 Trl-Met 
R67253 Louise R Pinion 
R2117007 The Round 
R123743 Kathleen Johnson 
R123645 Louise R Pinion 
R2117015 The Round 
R123654 Louise R Pinlon 
R124216 Caaee Center LLC 
R123887 Richard Sotehan & Elbabeth Klm 
R124190 Preston Baseel 
R123716 Pam & Les DavislJoseph & Linda Chesney 
R123725 Shiley ~ o o r e  
R123878 Carolyn Guhler 
R123690 Pam & Les DavisNoseph & Linda Chesney 
R123707 Pam & Les DavisNoseph & Llnda Chesney 
R2117W8 The Round 
R124243 Eton Lane LtmIHerbert Walker 
R123627 Richard Sotehan & Elkabeth Klrn 
13123912 Steve & Laura Biggl 
R124172 Thompson Adams 
R124163 Thompson Adams 
R123636 Kathleen Johnson 
R123681 Pam & Les DavisNoseph & Linda Chesney 
R123672 Pam & Les DavIsNoseph &Linda Chesney 
R12386Q Carolyn GuWer 
R123903 Beaverton 
R123912 Patricia Hunkapiilar 
R123921 Patricia Hunkaplllar 
R57299 Louise R Pinion 
R124207 .Preston Baseel 
R124154 Thompson Adams 

~~ - - - ~- ~~ 

R124145 Michael & Jane Vaden 
R124161 Thompson Adams 
R123949 Richard & Allce Llncke 

4012 SE 17lh, Portland 97202 
19831 NW Rock Creek 97229 

11 VanWlnkle, San Anselmo CA 94960 
18831 NW Rock Creek 97220 

19831 MW Rook Greek 97229 
P.O. Box 3821, Bellview, WA 98006 
12775 SW Beaverdam 97005 
6977 SW Terra Del Mar 97007 
6770 NW Century, Hlllsboro 97124 
2500 SW 178th, Aloha 97007 
12925 SW Canyon 97005 
6770 NW Century, Hillsboro97124 
6770 NW Century, Nillsboro 97124 

P.O. Box 14746, Portland 97294 
12775 SW Beaverdam 87006 
P.O. Box 1698 97075 
4500 SW Hail 97005 
4600 SW Hall 97005 
1 I VanWlnkle, San Anselmo CA 94960 
6770 NW Century, Hlllsboro 97124 
6770 NW Century, Hillsborn 97124 ' , 
12925 SW Canyon 97005 
P.O. Box 4755 97076 
21 185 NW Evergreen 101, Hllsboro 97124 
21185 NW Evergreen 101. Hllsboro 97124 
19831 NW Rack Creek 97229 
6977 SW Terra Del Mar 97007 
45W SW Hall 97005 
- - - --- - - 

12750 SW Canyon 
4500 SW Hail 97005 
6744 SW Ralelghwood. Portland 97226 

s r ~  
3850 SW Cedar Hills 

Are3 
@5,4@3 SQMKE EL!% 

4055 SW Watson 31.204.55 
4220 SW Cedar Hllls 
12700 SW crescent 
no address 
4260 SW Rose Biggi 
12726 SW Mlllikan 
12765 SW Beaverdam 
12870 SW Canyon 
12655 SW Cenyon 
12850 SW Canyon 
12675 SW Beaverdam 
12905 SW Beaverdam 
12925 SW Cenyon 
4275 SW Rose Blggi 
4255 SW Rose Biggi 
12625 SW Crescent 
12920 SW Canyon 
12775 SW Beaverdam 
12825 SW Canyon 
12800 SW Canyon 
12810 SW Canyon 
12825 SW Beaverdam 
I2856 SW Beaverdam 
4246 SW Rose Blggi 
12825 SW Cenyon 
2320-2390 SW Rose Biggi 
12795 SW Canyon 
12775 SW Canyon 
4280 SW Cedar HNls 
no address 
no  address^ ~ ~ 

~~ - 

12750 SW Canyon 
no address 
12755 SW Canyon 280.00 

-3aa,se1 f i A  L ACRS 
U3 246,374 



OWNEE 
R57271 City of Beaverton 
R57253 Loulse R Plnion 
R2117007 The Round 
R123743 Kathleen Johnson u ~ f l ~ ~ ~  
R123645 Louise R Pinion 
R2117015 The Round 
R123654 Loulse R Plnion 
R123716 Pam & Les Davlsldoseph & Linda Chesney 
R123890 Pam & L ~ E  OavisNoseph & Linda Chesney 
R123707 Pam & Les DavlsNoseph & Linda Chesney 
R2117008 The Round 
R123636 Kathleen Johnson 
Rl23681 Pam & Les DavisNoseph & Linda Chesney 
R123672 Pam & Les DavisIJoseph i ~ i n d a  Chesney 
R123903 Beaverton 
R57299 Louise R Plnion 

M A I L m e S  
( . ~  8 , '  .,I, $ , 

19831 NW Rock Creek 97229 

11 Vanwinkle, San Anselmo CA 94860 
19831 NW Rock Creek 97229 

19831 NW Rook Creek 97229 
6770 NW Century, Hillsboro 97124 
8770 NW Century, Hlllsboro 97124 
6770 NW Centuly, Hillsboro 97124 

11 Vanwinkle, Sen Anselmo CA 54960 
6770 NW Century, Hillsborn 97124 
6770 NW Century. Hlllsboro 97124 
P.O. Box 4755 97078 
19831 NW Rock Creek 97229 

L 
3950 SW Cedar Hills 
4220 SW Cedar Hills 
12700SW Crescent 
no address 
4250 SW Rose Biggi 
12726 SW Mllilkan 
12755 SW Beaverdam 
12875 SW Beaverdam 
4275 SW Rose Biggk 
4255 SW Rose Biggi 
12624 SW Crescent 
12625 SW Beawnlam 
12655 SW Beaverdam 
4245 SW Rose Biggi 
2320.2390 SW Rose Biggi 
4190 SW Cedar Hills 

OWNERS P E T ~ T I ~ ~ ~  
LAND A* 
65.465 

28,687.50 
20,825 

20,908.80 
19,166.40 

16,150 
15,628.00 
11,325.60 
7,405.20 
7,405.20 

6,900 
4,356 
4,356 
4,356 

3.920.40 
2,826 



The petifion mi& be signed by all abutting p m  owners, and ihe *ers of 
n o t l e s s i h a n 2 / 3 o f t h e a ~ a ~ j a s ~ m o n ~ e ~ c h e d ~ v a c a t i m  
Map). AU signatures must be i@& and pmpeproperly notarized. fndividual I and 
copomte n o b y  forms are attached for your use. 

v a ~ a f a l i o f - t h a f p o & o f ~ ~ o s e ~ ~ ~ , ~ i n ~ ~ o f ~ ~ o n ,  
Washington CountJI. Oregan, as shown on the &ached S t r e e t V a ~ n  Map. 

I 

Signature I 



ALlFORNlA ALL-PURPOSE ACKNOWLEDGMENT 
'C.e-e-eG-4 % 6 

State of California 

/ .  - 
on f l b \ j  la; 2003 before m e , J I I D m  h 

Date 

personally appeared ~ L L ~ P  /?kc /?f l l~h 
Nameis) oiStgnei(rl 

evidence 

acted, executed the instrument. 

fraudulent removal and reattachment of this form to another document 

Description of Attached Document 

Title or Type of Document: 

Document Date: 

Signer(s) Other Than Named Above: 

Capacity(ies) Claimed by Signer 

Corporate Officer - Title($: 
Partner - Limited General 

Guardian or Conservator 

Signer Is Representing: 

a less ~at8onai ~ o l a ~ m c # a t # o n .  a m  oe s o m h e ,  PO ~ ~ ~ 2 4 0 2 .  ~h~t-m,  ~~91313-2402 .rwna~owlnn~njorg Pmd No 5907 Reorder MIToli-Free 1-800675-5827 
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John Osterberg 
City of Beaverton 
4755 SW Griffith Drive 
P.O. Box 4755 
Beaverton, OR 97076 

Re: Map &Tax LotNo. 1S116AA-01401 

Dear Mr. Osterberg: 

With this letter I am stating my support of the potential City Council 
motion to consent to the vacation of property along Rose Biggi Street that was 
not developed as a public street. I am the owner of Tax Lot IS1 16AA-01401 
and property at the comer of Rose Biggi and Beaverdam Road which is commohly 
known as 12825 Beaverdam Road. 

Very truly yours, 

Kathleen A. Umrein (Johnson) 



CALIFORNIA ALL-PURPOSE ACKNOWLEDGMENT 

State of California 

personally appeared 

Description of Attac 

Title or Type of Document: 

Document Date: 

Signer(s) Other Than Named Above: 

Capacity(ies) Claimed by Signer 

1- h -  Umierh ($ah* 

Partner - Limited General 
Attorney-in-Fact 

Signer Is Representing: 

O lB93 Nailand NDlilrYlissac8at8an. %%X De Soto Ave., PO Mx2402. Chafswonh, CA913152402. w w  naoanalnotalyorg Prod No 5907 Reader  dl Toll-Free laW~87S8827 

32 



STREET VACATION PETITION 

The petition must be signed by all abutting property owners, and the owners of 
not less than 213 of the affected area (as shown on the attached Street vacation 
Map). All signatures must be in and properly notariied. Individual and 
corporate notary forms are attached for your use. 

We, the owners in fee simple of the following described property, consent to the 
vacation of all of that portion of SW Rose Biggi Avenue, in the City of Qeaverton, 
Washington County, Oregon, as shown on the attached Street vacatioh Map. 

P.3 L& 5 /DOB /L70  /, // 000 
print) Property ~escription' 

3fi4 

Signature (Property Description qontinued) 

Signature 

Signature 

Notary 



STREET VACATION PETITION 

The petition must be signed by all abutting property owners, and the owners of 
not less than 213 of the affected area (as shown on the attached Street vacation 
Map). All signatures must be in and properly notarized. Ind'~d~i3l  and 
corporate notary forms are attached for your use. 

We, the owners in fee simple of the following described property, consent to the 
vacation of all of that portion of SW Rose  Biggi Avenue, in the City of Beaverton, 
Washington County. Oregon. as shown on the attached Sireet vacatioh Map. 

IS 11 6 4 A  68700  

l s l l 6 A A  6?i/00 
Property Description. ~ . .-,. 

(Property Description Oontinued) 

Signature 

Signamre 

Notary 



ALL- PURPOSE ACKNOWLEDGMENT 

State of California } ss. 
County of Los Anqeles 1 

On October 17. 2006 before me, Cera F. McTaque, Notary Public, personally appeared 
*************** ............................................. 

I 

X personally known to me - OR - - 

instrument the 
behalf of 
the instrument. 

NOTARY (PRINT) 

\&I- I- I 
NOTARY'S COMrSSlON EXPIRES 

OPTIONAL INFORMATION i 

The information below is not required by law. However, it could prevent fraudulent attachmen] of this 
acknowledgment to an unauthorized document. I 

I 

CAPACITY CLAIMED BY SIGNER (PRINCIPAL) 
n Individual 
[7 Corporate Officer 

TITLE@) 

Partner@) 
Attorney-in-Fact 
Trustee(s) 
Guardlian/Conservaior 
Other: 

SIGNER IS REPRESENTING: 
hAME CF ?E?SON(S CZ 3.T -"'..ES' 

I 
TITLE OR TYPE OF DOCUMENT 1 

NUMBER OF PAGES 

DATE OF DOCUMENT 

Other: 



OCT 14,2004 16:18 The Beaverton RounCl 
I m ' i d  3 :  3 503934010 

Page 1 
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 he petition must be signed by all abuitirrg p~~wrb, ~wners, and the owners Pf 
ncribthan2Moffhf3ibfFectWfm(a~shownontheattachedStreetvacatiMI 
Map). AU &3ig&ms must be and properfy gS%i@@. IdNidual and, 
~ f e n o l ; a r y i o m t s ~ a t b a d W d f o r y o u t ~ .  

.- 
s i i '  
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STREET VACATION PETITION 

The petition must be signed by all abutting propee owners, and the owners of 
not less than 213 of the affected area (as shown on the attached Streel vacation 
Map). ATI signatures must be and properly notarized. Individual and 
corporate notary forms are attached far your use. 

We, the owners in fee simple of the following described property, conqent to the 
vacation of all of that portion of SW Rose Biggi Avenue, in the City of Beaverton, 
Washington County, Oregon, as shown on the attached Street Vawtion Map. 

c,+ij, o F  B e s u e J i m  
/ S I I ~ A A O ~ ~ ~ O O  
1 s  / t 6 A A 0 & ~ 0  

s Name (please print) Property Description- 
3950 skj q d c r  l-hlk'"' 
330 - 2396 5 t W  P a r  i3 i~ I 

amperky Description continued) 

Signature ~.Ic$ L- @rp-.- 



EXHIBIT 3.2 

Exhibit 3. Materials Submitted bv Applicant 

Exhibit 3.2 Applicant's Original Materials for SV 2004-0002, date8 July 
22, 2004, containing: 

Letter of Incomplet,eness, by City of Beaverton, 
dated August 12,2004 

Application form 

Maps showing Original Proposal 

Clean Water Services documentation 

. Neighborhood Review Meeting Materials, occurri4g on 
July 15, 2004 I 

I 

Pre-Application Conference materials, January 14, 2003 



CITY of BEAVERTON 
- 

4755 S.W. Griffith Drive, P.O. Box 4755, Beaverton, OR 97076 General Information (503) 526-2222 V/TDD 

August 12,2004 

Domonic Biggi 
7140 SW Crestdale Ct. 
Portland, OR 97225 

RE: SV 2004-0002 Rose Biggi Street  Vacation - Comvleteness Staths: 
Dear Mr. Biggi: 

Thank you for submitting the application materials for the vacation of public right-of-way 
of a portion of Rose Biggi Avenue. On August 11, 2004, the City of Beaverton Facilities 
Review Committee finished its review of the application and determined that the 
application was incom~lete. The Committee's determination is based solely on the failure 
to supply required information and fee. In order for the applicatio* to be deemed 
complete, we respectfully request that following issues be addressed. 

COMPLETENESS ISSUES - 
Application Checklists for  each application requires certain dlements to be 
identified o n  t h e  plans submitted for review. Provided below is a listing of 
the i tems found no t  t o  have  been included with  your  applicat$on submittal. 
The  following items mus t  be  addressed and submitted i n  brder for  t he  
application t o  be  deemed complete. In some instances, \staff provide 
information, unde r  'FYI', that a r e  no t  completeness requirem+nts, b u t  have 
been included in this  le t ter  for  your assistance. 

l . C  WRITTEN STATEMENT REQUIREMENTS 
Staff Response: Overview: Staff received information that  is not comblete. 

1. Submittal  of petition information required bv Oregon Revised Statutes - 
(ORS 271.080): I 

The map submitted of the surrounding 'affected area' was not correctly determined. 
Primarily, the map does not illustrate any area north of the Tri-Met broperty, and 
this is part of the affected area required by ORS. Staff have includekl an 
approximate map, that is up to date, of the correct affected area with this letter. 

I 

Currently, the submittal does not contain adequate information. Infbrmation is 
necessary from you that will show that, the ORS requirement for evidence that the 
owners of two-thirds of the land area support your request, is met. without such 
information it would be difficult for City Council to determine whether the ORS 

August 12,2004 
Completeness Street Vacation 
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requirements have been met. In an effort to make it clear what new or revised 
information is needed, staff recommend the following: 

(1). Provide a map of "affected area" outer boundary and label that map with the 
names of property owners on each lot. 

(2). Provide a calculation of the g& "real property" in acres, within the boundary. 
To determine net area: 
[a]: Do not include street right-of-way area as  real property. 
b]: Do include Tri-Met property used for Westside LRT in your real 

property calculation, in addition to all privately owned real property. 
(3). State the number of acres that represents two-thirds (66.7%) qf the net 

affected area of real property. 
(4). State the total number of acres under ownership of the persons listed in your 

petition and/or separate letters. This figure must equal or exceed the 
acreage of item 3, above. 

2. Fee Payment: - 

To address the recent change in fees, effective July 1, 2004, please submit a check - .  

for $26.00 to provide the additional fee. Bring in the checkit the time when you 
submit the addition materials listed above. 

FYI. Not Completeness Items 

3. Facilities Review Criteria 
The Development Code requires that all Type 3 applications must be found to be 
consistent with the Facilities Review criteria of Section 40.03. A Street Vacation 
application is such a Type 3 request. Because the application form did not list this 
as an application requirement, staff cannot require that it now be required. However, 
please familiarize yourself with the criteria and feel free to submit written comment 
on how the street vacation request will be consistent with those criteria. 

4. Utility and Access Easements 
Prior to approval, the applicant will need to provide evidence that easements are in 
place or will be provided to the City, Tri-Met and private utilities (such as NW 
Natural Gas; PGE, Verizon, Corncast, etc) to ensure access to above or below ground 
utilities. Staff recommend a t  this time that the applicant begin contacting these 
utilities to determine their needs for access and determine what easements will be 
needed across private property, assuming approval of the street vacation. The 
City will require that service provider letters by affected utilities and Tri-Met be 
submitted prior to final approval. 

APPLICATION COMPLETENESS OPTION 
Per the provisions of Oregon Revised Statute (ORS) 227.178(2), "If an application for a 
permit, limited land use decision or zone change is incomplete, the governing body or its 
designee shall notify the applicant of exactly what information is missing within 30 days 
of receipt of the application and allow the applicant to submit the missing information. 

August 12,2004 
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The application shall be deemed complete for the purpose of subsection (1) of this section 
upon receipt by the governing body or its designee of the missing information. If the 
applicant refuses to submit the missing information, the application shall be deemed 
complete for the purpose of subsection (1) of this section on the 31st day after the 
governing body first received the application." 
Due to issues remaining on this project, two Application Completeness Option forms are 
provided as an  attachment to this letter. Please check the appropriate box, sign, date, and 
return to the Development Service Division as  soon as  possible. If Option 1 is requested, 
the form should be sent back to the Development Services Division, immediately, by 
Mondav, August 16,2004. 

If Option 2 is requested, the 180* day of this application will be February 7,. 2004. 

RE-SUBMITTAL 
When you are ready t o  re-submit your applications, and submit  yodr application 
for  a S t ree t  Vacation, please provide th ree  (3) collated sets that each  include: 
copies of the s t ree t  vacation maps  a n d  a r e a  calculations. Additional copies will be 
required a t  a later time when your project has been scheduled for final review and 
processing. 

One set of the original application materials is kept on file at  the Development Services 
Division. At the time of a future application, we can provide the informatiob on file to assist 
you in preparing your materials. For information about application requirements, forms, 
fees and schedules, please contact the Development Services Counter at  50q-526-2420. 

If you have any questions regarding this letter or any other aspect of our prpcess, please 
don't hesitate to call. I am including a list of the primary members of the Facilities Review 
Committee who were involved in the completeness review. 

LAND USE & PROCESS: John Osterberg - 503-526-2416 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING: Don Gustafson - 503-350-4057 
SITE ENGINEERING & UTILITIES: Jim Duggan - 503-526-2442 

Thank you and we look forward to working with you to complete your applidation. 

Sincerely, 

Senior Planner 

cc: Don Gustafson, Senior Transportation Planner 
(5): Lampa; Whyte (2); Counter; Dept. file 

Attachments: 1. Staff map of the approximate boundary of the affected area. 
2. Application Completeness Option form 

August 12, 2004 
Completeness Street Vacation 41 
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CITY OF BEAVERTON 
Community DPrelopment Depament 
Development Sew- Division 
4755 SW GMfh Dnve 
PO Box4755 
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APPLICANT: D Use mailing address for meetin4 notification. - 
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PRE-APPLICATION DATE: 
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July 21,2004 

Scott Whyte 
City of Beaverton 
Community Development Department 
4755 SW Griff~th Drive 
Beaverton, OR 97005 

Dear Scott 

Thank you for your help and input on this project. As a non-professional consultant, 
your patience with me is appreciated. 

Pursuant to Beaverton City code, let this letter serve as our written statemkt for Street 
Vacation approval for the 500 square feet located on the far east end of tax lot 7100 
(1 S116AA). The property is located on the northwest corner of Rose Biggi Avenue and 
Milliken Way. 

The proposed Street Vacation will not have any adverse affect on street connectivity, 
the City Transportation Plan, police service, fire service, or any othef emergency 
service. Nor does the proposed Street Vacation affect any water, sewerqge, or storm 
drain issues. 

This proposal does not hinder any above ground or underground public fkcilities. The 
property owners have already granted perpetual service easements $or all public 
services on or around the property. 

We have obtained consent from over 213 of abutting p r o m y  owners a& required by 
ORS 271.080 

Enclosed and attached is all other support documentation and application iees. 

Regards, 

Domonic Biggi V 

~pplicant's Representative 

Dornbn@beavertonfoods.corn 
Direct phone (503)924-4039 



Dominic Biggi 
% Beaverton Foods 
7100 NW Century Blvd 
Hiilsboro, Oregon 

June 9,2003 

Dear Dominic: 

I wanted to let you know that Mr. and Mrs. Ckesney and I met with Coqn Cooper, 
Senior Planner for the City of Beaverton on June 2,2003. This meeting klfillef our "Pre- 
Application Conference" requirement for out petition to vacate property located along 
Rose Biggi Way in Beaverton. 

One of things that came out of this conference was the hesuggestion that &e 
combine our application with yours, both for cost effectiveness and because we were told 
that the Beaverton City Counsel prefers to take these Street Vacation Petitions bn a group 
basis rather than individually. I 

I know that you have dready initiated your Street Vacation Petition, holwever, 
those present at the meeting Erom the City of Beaverton did not think it was tod late for us 
to still combine forces. This would simplify things for all involved and I believ! that I 
speak for the Chesney's when I say that we are all willing to split at least the $1193. in 
fees associated with this process. 

You mentioned on the phone that you had retained someone to move tkjs process 
forward. We be willing to split the costs of the service as well, if we have pore 
information. I understand that we will need a survey as well. Have you already ketained 
someone for the survey of the area affected by your street vacation petition? T ere may hi be some cost saving by the three property holders combing forces on this issue as well. 

At the meeting, I was nominated to contact you about these issues whict I am 
doing by this letter. The next step, as I understand it, is a report to be issued by Colin 
Cooper regarding the proposed street vacation.' 

Could you contact me at your earliest convenience? 

Best, 

"\(&&A 
Kathleen Umrein 

Cc: Linda Chesney 
Colin Cooper 

lo+ N f i , ~ k / ~ P g  
SAW A N S E I M O  C c f i  
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Proposed Activjty 

ORTcIal use onlybslwvMjshe 

Y hl NA Y N NA 

Sensitive Area Composite Map S!cxmmier inbslrueture maps 

Locally adopted studies or maps Other' 
I 

Based on a review of the a b v e  information and the requirements of Glean W&r 
Sewices Design and Construction Standards Resolution and Order No. 0444: 

=Sensitive areas potentially exist on site or within 200' of the site. THE &PUCANT 
MUST o m  a s r ~  CERTIFICATION PRW TO ~SSUANCE OF A S$RVICE 
PROVIDER LEiTER OR SaO&MWATER CONNECTkOM PERMK. H Sensitive Areas 
exisf on the site or within 200 feet on aiJjakent pr~pgrth,  a Natural Resources 
AsseSsm.nt Rep& may also be mquiredl. 

a &nsit!ve areas do laat appear to exist on site orwithin 200' of the s k .  This pre- 
screening site assessmen% does NOT elimbate the need to evaluak and (protect 

qmli  tyepnsitfwe arm5 if they are sobwquently di=oweraad on your 
property. NO FURTHER SITE -8ESSMEMT OR SERVICE PROVIDER LETTER :Bas 

' 
EQUIEB.  WjS FORM WLL SERVE A$ W W m m T l O N  TO ISSUE dB 
STORWATm 6868bBECnOM BERMIT. 

0 B he pmpasd actpdiq bes me3 m e  the dGnS8jon de~b?jwmnB. MQ SITE 
ASSESMEMT 08 SERWCE PROVIDER LETTER 18 REQUIRED. 



June 23,2004 

Re: Proposed Street Vacation at 
NW comer of Rose Biggi Ave. & Millikan Way 
Beaverton, Oregon 

Dear Property owner, NAC Representative and Beaverton resident, I 
I 
I 

I am writing this letter on the behalf of Louise Biggi Pinion and the Rose ~ ( ~ ~ i  Trust. In 
2000, the named parties gave the City of Beaverton property needed for tlpe expansion 
of Mill Street. Mill Street has since been renamed Rose Biggi Ave.  ere remains 
approximately 500 square feet of land that was not needed for the roap project. It 
borders the site that Beaverton Foods previously occupied and is owned by Louise 
Biggi Pinion and the Rose Biggi Trust. They are attempting to have theunused land 
vacated back to its original ownership I 

I 
I 

We are scheduled to discuss our application in detail for the member of/ the NAC as 
prescribed by Beaverton City Code on July 15%, 2004 @ 8:OOpm in th Community 
Center on 5% Ave. across fram the Library. 7 ~ 
Thank you for your consideration and we look forward to chatting with you. i 

I 
I ; 

Regards, I 

Domonic Biggi 
Trustee for the Rose Biggi Trust 
Phone (503) 924-4039 
Dombg@beavertonfoods. w m  





CENTRAL BEAVERTON NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION 

MINUTES OF THE JULY 15,2004 MEETING 

The July meeting was called to order by Chairman Charles Wilson at 7 0 5  p.m. at the 
Beaverton Community Center at Fifth and H a .  Committee members present were 
Chairman Charles Wilson, Vice Chair Card Franklin, Recorder Vem Williams, CCI 
Representative Alfred Louchs,, and D.A.Tobiason (Toby). Also attending wete Officer 
Nathan Maycou, Janet Young, of the City of Beaverton, and Dornonic Biggi. , 

The minutes of the last meeting were corrected to read that one Kiosk is locatch at Fifth 
and Hall (not Sixth), and will be opened on July 21d, not July 1. The minutes *ere 
approved as corrected. I 

Officer Nathan Maycou gave an update on recent happenings in law enforcemknt. 
W ~ t i  seems to be down, thieves were apprehended stealing goods from a "B 't" auto. 
Fraud and identity theft is a continuing problem. We are advised to lock our c 1 s at all 
times and to avoid identity theft by collectine mail from mail boxes as soon as bossible - r 
after delivery and destroying all documents containing personal identification +umbers 
and financial account numbers before placing them in the trash. Thieves have been 
known to reassemble shredded documents tiobtain these identity numbers. N t much 
can be done about persons soliciting funds at the freeway ramps and other loca 'ons on 
public rights of way. 1 i 

i 
Janet Young of the City of Beaverton presented a report and discussion on the eaverton 
Downtown Regional Center Development Strategy. A major concern in high- 'I ensity 
development is parking. Such development may necessitate structured parkin , and 
problems in financing parking structures. 4 

I 

Janet also reported on the Hall and Watson venue improvements. The Hall str t 
improvements are essentially completed, but some work on Watson remains to be 
completed pending financing. She also reported that about twenty thousand p pie 
patronized the Farmers Market on July 3. 

1 I I 

+ Domonic Big& presented the case for the rededication of a small parcel of land (less than 
5000 square feet) at the north end of Rose Biggi Avenue. Tbe .. Committee saw bo 
problem with this proposal. I I 

I 

A1 Louchs reported that the Citizens for Commurjty Involvement (CCI) has ag n asked 
for a letter concerning the proposals for increasing the carrying capacity of Hw 1 .217. 

I 

The treasury balance is now $1635.86, but will be reduced by $200.00 upon pakment of 
that amount to the "Hicks in the Park" program authorizes by the Comnnittee 04 June 17. 

Vern Williams moved to adjourn, seconded by Toby Tobiason, passed unanimdus~~. 
Adjourned at 9:03. VSW, 7/19/04 



NOTICE SIGN MOCK-UP 

[Use this form and fill in the blank spaces with the 
provided on the notice sign posted at the site if 
available from the City] 

I 

PUBLIC MEETING 
I 
I 

I 

On A I 

Preliminary Development Proposal 
I 

Affecting I 

-t-isic L0-t 7/02 
/ 5if Q AP3 

PROPOSED 
i 

I 
h:\forms\neighborhood meeting\eurrent nrmtngpacket elements\mockup.doc I 

I 
I 
I 

51 

5&r?EEk f iC'A 
I 

A meeting to discuss the preliminary 
development proposal is scheduled for 

I I 
I 
I 9 

ALL INTERESTED PERSONS MAY ATTEND 1 
I 

FOR MORE INFORMATION I 
CONTACT: 

* 

*MO& :C ~ C G & ) .  
I 

9&L[-qei "37 
- 



- 

Meeting Date: 
I 

- PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY- I 

-. . . .. -. -. . . -. - 
NAME Address Phone/Email Organization , 

. . . .  . . , 
. . 

. . . .. . s .  ' .  . .  , . . , . . . .  . . . . , .; . , . . . . 
, . . . . .  . , . , . . .. 

. . ... 
. , 

Please send original sign up-sheet to the Neighborhood Office, P.O. Box 4755, 
Beaverton, OR 97076. To request a copy please contact the Neighborhood Program at 

(503) 526-2543. 



\ 2153 S W M a i n  Street ,  #105, Portland, Oregon U S A  97205 Fax 6 0 3 )  274-1415 pfinleyfry@aol.ram 

Applicanffowner: Domonic Biggi 
P.O. Box 687 
Beaverton, Oregon 97075-0687 

ApplicanffConsultant: Peter F. Fry 
2153 SW Main Street #I05 
Portland, Oregon 97205 

503-274-2744 
503-274-1415 FAX 

Location: Westside Light RaillSW Rose Biggi AvenueIHenry ~ t r l e t  
1S116AA I 

Proposal: We propose to vacate the unused and, now, unnecessary 
SW Rose Biggi Avenue north of Henry Street and south of 
Light Rail. SW Rose Biggi Avenue has now been fully 
curves to the east rendering this right-of-way of no 



AGENDA BILL 

Beaverton City Council 
Beaverton, Oregon 

SUBJECT: An Ordinance Amending Ordinance No. FOR AGENDA OF: 011 08 ld7 BILL NO: 07010 

4060, Engineering Design Manual and 
Standard Drawings Mayor's Approval: 

DEPARTMENT OF OR1 

DATE SUBMITTED 

CLEARANCES: 

PROCEEDING: First Reading EXHIBITS: 1 ordinan+ 

BUDGET IMPACT ~ 
EXPENDITURE AMOUNT APPROP IATION 
REQUIRED $0 BUDGETED $0 REQUIRE $0 I 
HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE: 
The Engineering Design Manual and Standard Drawings amendment resp to updates and 
additions of engineering standards. A multi-year coordinated effort by Community 
Development, City ~ t t o m e ~  departments and-~ualatin Valley Fire and- Rescu produced the draft 
ordinance that is proposed for adoption as Exhibit 1. e 
INFORMATION FOR CONSIDERATION: 
The proposed changes to the Engineering Desig~? Manual and 
include simplifying the title, defining and clarifying standards for 
driveways and parking lot aisles, adding new text, and clarifying and at times 
The amendments are proposed in order to continue to improve the 
Several new drawings are added and several existing drawings are 

The process for review and comment on the proposed changes in early 2005 with 
the development of initial text amendments to define driveways and establish 
standards. After meeting with the development community Liaison 
Committee, staff proceeded with an intergovernmental and 
standards. Tualatin Valley Fire and Rescue and City staff 
private streets need to be built to public standards. 
through the Manual's Design Modification Process. Subsequent in-house s of the amendment 
resulted in additional updates and clarifications to various other chapters 

The proposed Ordinance embodies the changes made to the Manual. The Ordi ance is ready for the 
required readings. It is important to process this ordinance with the ordina ce that amends the 
Development Code, TA 2006-001 1, which is also scheduled for First Rea ing at this meeting. 
Together, these amendments clarify and at times add related transportati n provisions to the 
Development Code and remove engineering standards from the Development C de and place them in 
the updated Engineering Design Manual. The amendments have completed thei final City review and 
are ready to be processed for first reading. i 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
First Reading. 



4417 ORDINANCE NO. - 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 4060, 
THE ENGINEERING DESIGN MANUAL AND STANDARD DRAW 

BY REVISING TEXT AND ADDING STANDARD DRAWING$ 

WHEREAS, BC 9.05.045(C) authorizes the City Engineer to m 
"Engineering Design Manual and Standard Drawings" as the working 
applicable technical standards adopted by the City Council; and, 

Now, therefore, ~ 
WHEREAS, the purpose of the proposed amendment is to update, 

and delete text where appropriate in the Engineering Design Manual to 
information and standards up to date and understandable; 

Section 1. Findings and Purpose. As developments are 
city, the city may require that public improvements be included 
Uniformity in the design, construction, and administration of 
is required to allow the improvements associated with one 
with public improvements associated with other 
the public through consistency in the operational 

c-arify, add, 
keep the 

To aid in the consistent interpretation, application, and 
development requirements, the City has authorized its City 
standards relating to the design, construction, and 

As required by the BC 9.05.045(C), the City Engineer will continue to m 'ntain and 
update as appropriate the "Engineering Design Manual and Standard Drawi gs" as the 

whether by resolution or oidinhce. 

i 
working compilation of all applicable technical standards adopted by the Ci y Council, 1 

Section 2. The Engineering Design Manual and Standard 
No. 4060, is hereby mended as set forth in Exhibit A, which 
therein by reference and adopted. 

Section 3. Savings Clause. 
A. Nothing in this Ordinance shall affect a site development pe 

permit related to the devklopment of land issued before the effective 
Ordinance. 

C)rdinan$e No. 4 4 1 7  L 
Agenda ~i/L1 No.07010 



B. Nothing in this Ordinance shall affect a site development pernjit or other 
permit related to the development of land issued on or after the effective date of this 
Ordinance, provided the City first received the application for the permit before the 
effective date of this Ordinance. I 

i 
i 

C. Nothing in this Ordinance shall affect the City's 
application for a site development permit or other permit related 
land, provided the City fnst received the application for the 
date of this Ordinance. 

Section 4: Severability. It shall be considered that it is the 
the adoption of this Ordinance, that if any part of the ordinance 
any tribunal of competent jurisdiction, i.e., the Land Use 
Conservation and Development Commission, to be 
as in compliance with applicable statewide 
ordinance shall remain in force and 
that the remaining parts are so 
upon the unconstitutional or 
would not have been enacted 
the remaining parts, 
accordance with legislative intent. 

First reading this - day of ,2007. 

Passed by the Council this - day of . 2007. ~ 
Approved by the Mayor this - day of ,2007. 1 

ATTEST: APPROVED: 1 

I 
SUE NELSON, City Recorder ROB DRAKE, Mayor 

I 
$ . 44'17 Ordinan e No 2 
I Agenda B+11 No.07010 - 



EXHIBIT A 

! 
Strikeouts are deletions, bold underlined text are additions. 

Notes to provide the reader with information about the proposed changes are1 in italics, 

Section 1: For brevity, the Engineering Design Manual and 
amended to delete "and Standard Drawings" from the title. The 
remain in Chapter VIII after adoption of this amendment. 

Section 2: The Engineering Design Manual and Standard Drawings Ab reviations and 
Definitions chapter is amended to read: 

Common driveway means a private drive serving two or more tax lots. I 

Parking lot means paved surfaces on public or private property intended for the rnbvement and 
storage of 6 (six) or more vehicles. 

Driveway means a private drive primarily giving vehicle access from a public 
street to a building or structure or other improvement on abutting proper 

Parking lot aisle means a passage for parking lot vehicle circulation. ~ 

or private 
7. 

Street means ' m a  public way, road, hiehwav, M, thoroughfare a d  or place, including b:idges, viaducts 
and other structures, used or intended for use of the general public for pedeltrian, bicycle, 
and vehicular travel as a matter of right, or 

(2) when used with the word "private" as a modifier, means a non-public 
hiehwav, thoroughfare or place, including bridges, viaducts and other btructures, 
exclusivelv used or intended for the exclusive use bv the owners of the Anderlving 
proper*, or, with the owner's consent, other persons, for pedestrian, bicycle, 
vehicular, including emergency vehicle travel. 

I 

z b l i c  
a parking lot. 

street and 



Section 3: The Engineering Design Manual and Standard Drawings, Chagter I, General 
Design Requirements, 115 Submittal Requirements is amended to read: 

***** 
115.2 Design Plan Format 

***** 
D. Site Development Plans shall be organized as follows: 

6. Approved Preliminary Plat (if & the proposed development is a 
division). 

***** 
115.5 Other Requirements 

***** 
E. Other Submittals 

Final Plat (if the proposed development is a land division). For and proposed 
subdivision and any land division with public improvements, if the kina1 Plat is 
designedldrawn on a CAD system, and the digital file is readily avaklable as an 
AutoCAD DWG file. the applicant is encouraged to submit to the dity, in addition 
to the Mylar c o w  of the Final Plat, a digital file for the Final Plat ok a "partial" 
Final Plat showing only the interior and exterior lot lines, right-of-hay lines, and 
street centerlines, as a DWG file provided on a CD or  by email or oh the Design 

& Engineer's ftp site. (While not mandatorv, submittal of this DWG b e  mav 
expedite the City's acceptance of the completed development's public 
improvements. 

/ 115.7 Review Procedure 

Seven (7) hardcopy sets of complete plans for the development, Leetins the 
requirements of Sections 115.1 through 115.6, or as directed by 
Engineer, shall be submitted for review. In  addition to the hardcopy 
complete plans submitted for review, the design engineer shall 
City digital copies of each of the files listed below and in the 
prescribed below. (It is understood that these files shall be 
exclusivelv for the City's internal uses as described below.) 

1. The digital files for the plans submitted for review, on 
used by the City primarily for interim updating of its 

%e City 
sets of the 

pubmit to the 
fo:mat 

provided 

C'D-RW (to be 
r ~ a d  and utility 

system maps until the complete plans are approved by h e  City), and 
I 



2. A digital file for the Plat of the development, on CD-Rw (also to be 
used by the City primarilv for interim updating of its G I s  maps of the 
Citv until the plat is approved by the City.) 1 

3. Format. 
a. If the plans or plat wcrc prepared usinv ,iutoC.11) Land Desktop 

sofhvare, the digital file shall be suhmitted in ,iutoCAD DIVG 
format. 

b. If the plans or plat were prepared in software other han AutoCAD 
Land Desktop, they shall be converted to DWG fordat, except that 
dcsirn engineers not equippcd to make such conversions in-house 
shall, as an alternative, suhmit their pluns or plat in hardcopv form 
to the City for scanning. 

c. If the plans or plat were hand-drawn, the design en 
submit a hardcopy set of the plans and plat to the C ~ J  for 
scanning. I d. Plans submitted in hardcopv format shall be full-siz,-d copies. 

e. Digital copies of plans and plats initially submitted dursuant to 
these requirements shall be marked "PRELIMINA&Y - NOT 
FOR CONSTRUCTION" and, at the discretion of the design 
engineer, shall display a disclaimer as to completenebs, accuracy or 
y e s i g n  

Section 4: The Engineering Design Manual and Standard Drawings, Cha 
Design Requirements, 14 Structures is amended to read: 

engmeer. 
Once the complete plans have been approved bv the City, the esign engineer 
shall submit to the Citv digital copies of the drawing fdes for tde approved 

140.1 General ~ 

plans (for use bv the City in permanently updating the City's 
svstem maDs and GIs-maps.) The format for these plans shall 

Structures in public rights-of-way and easeme 
tested in accordance with the requirements of 

ODOT, 
the additional or exclusionary requirements contained in this Manual. 6 In cases of 
conflict or disagreement, the most stringent requirements among them, as determided by the City 
Engineer, shall take precedence. I 

I 

road and utility 
be as 



140.2 Design Criteria 

I Maior roadwav, roadside, and drainage structures shall conform to the design criteria in 
this section and section 210.13 of this Manual. The project construction drawinds and Special 
Provisions for bridges and other maior roadwav, roadside, and drainage struckures shall state 
the ODOT requirements and design criteria that aptly to the 
project. I 

I 
I 

These The detailed design criteria for rnaior roadwav, roadside, $nd drainage 
struetures zse contained in the ODOTIAPWA Orezon Standard Suecifications h r  
Construction, ODOT's ?&m&&%M T::t P r m  Bridge Design Manual dnd 
Accompanying Standard Drawings, AASHTO's Roadside 

Standard 
characteristics of maior concrete structures not fullv addressed by these standards. shall 
conform to the design criteria in the The latest editions of &zj+&m ~nternatzbnal Building 

For purposes of this Manual, the following structures are not considered maidr struetures: 
curb, curb and gutter, sidewalks, driveways. catch basins, street inlets and otder drainage 
inlets connected to storm drain pipes 15-inches in diameter or  smaller. These struetures 
shall conform to this Manual, the Citv's Standard Drawinzs, and the ODOTIA~WA Orepon 
StandardSuecifications for Construction, but not to ODOT's or CWS's standaid drawings 
unless said standard drawings are explicitlv referenced. For drainage structures, in c:~scs of 
conflict or disaereement hehveen the Citv's standards and C\VS's standards, the Cih.'s 
standards shall Povern, unless directed otherwise bv the City Engineer. ~ 
Concrete for major roadway, &mebemd roadside, and drainage structures shah1 be Class 5000 
- % concrete unless otherwise specified in the ODOTIAPWA,Orepon Standardl~necifications 
for Constrrtction or uppro\~cd bv the Citv Engineer. Ilcinforcing steel for all structures 
be as specified in the OI)OTlIIP1V.4 Orecon Standar(1 Suecifications for Corrstrrrction. 
Concrete for poured-in-place curb, curb and eutter. sidewalks, 4 driveway$, catch basins, 
street inlets. and other drainage inlets shall be Class 4000 - % concrete. condrete for pre- 
cast catch basins, street inlets, and other pre-cast drainaee inlets shall be clash 4000 - % 
unless otherwise specified or approved. The eoncrete for poured-in-place undlerground 
utilih. structures shall be Class 3000 - % concrete. The concrete for pre-cast undcrground 
utilim structorcs shall conform to the applicable .4ST\1 stundard(s). 



Section 5: The Engineering Design Manual and Standard Drawings, Chapter I, General 
Design Requirements, 145 Design Modifications is amended to read: i ~ 

***** 
145.1.1 Requested Modification 

A. An applicant or design engineer may request that the City Engineer modi a City 
standard relating to, and only for, a specific project by submitting a written equest for 
such modification to the City engineer. The vvritten request shall state the i mired 
modification, the reason for the requested modification, the conditions in 

existing standard and the proposed modification. 
145.1.5 that apply to the desired modification, and a comparison between 

B. The written request shall be in a form approved by the Citv and shall ibclude, a t  a 
minimum. the following: 

1. A completed "Request for Design Modification" form. ~ 
2. An accompanying letter or  narrative providing the following: ~ 

a. The information required in 145.1.1.A for the requested Desig 
Modification(s) organized in a manner that addresses each re 

C. The written request shall be accompanied by three (3) copies of a deveiopment plan 

applicant's rationale for selecting each of the criteria that the adplicant 

or set of development plan(s), depending on the scope and cornpleuih. cf the 
development, for evaluation bv the Citv Engineer. Such pl:tn or plans shall depict the 

submits as a basis for approval of the requested Design Modific; 
c. A description of existing and future conditions that are relevant 

requested Design Modification, and; 
d. The causative relationship between said conditions and the 

Modification(s). 

entire proposed development and all of the proposed public improvemknts to be 

tion(s); 
to each 

reqqested Design 

includetl in the development and other information required bv sections 115.1 
throurh 115.1 of this manual, all at the level of dctail required bv the Citv Engineer. 

D. If land use approval is required for the proposed development. the apdlicant shall 
s D  
development plan(s) to the Citv Engineer rarior to or concurrent with shbmittal of the 
land use application. I 

I 7 



E. If land use approval is not required, the applicant is encouraged to submit the written s 
conceptual or schematic stage of plan preparation for tlie development that tvould 
ordinarilv be rc~ui rcd  bv the Cih. for a land use application submittal. 

In such cases, the applicant should submit the written recluest and the 1,equired 
supporting information and plan(s) to the City Engineer no later than -,vhcn the 
application for a Site Development Permit is suhmittcd. Failure to do so mav result 
in delay of the permit process. I 

I 

L A n y  request for modification of a City standard for a specific project shod be supported 
with reference to pertinent nationally accepted specifications or standards. 1 

Section 6: The Engineering Design Manual and Standard Drawings, Cha ter I, General 
Design Requirements, 150.4 Safety Requirements is amended to read: P 

Section 7: The Engineering Design Manual and Standard Drawings, Cha ter I, General 
Design Requirements, 120 Street Design is moved into Chapter 11 210 Stre t Design. 
Both Chapter I and Chapter II are renumbered appropriately and Chapter II text is 
amended to read: ! I 

150.4 Safety Requirements 
The contractor is responsible for observing the safety of the work and 
property coming into contact with the work. The contractor shall con 
a manner as to comply 
work zones shall confo 

Control Handbook for Operations of 3 Days or Less," published by O D ~ T ,  is used bv 
the City as a guideline. In  general. lane closures will not be approved oh arterial or 

I 

210.1 Subgrade Elevation I 

! 

collector streets for the period between Thanksgiving and New Years 
Traffic' Engineer may restrict the hours when lane closures are allowed.* 
necessdrv to maintain traffic capacity. ~t the city's discretion, a traffic 
be submitted and approved prior to construction. 

***** 
210.2 Structural Section 

Dsy. The City 

cdlntrol plan shall 



&%A 210.3 Functional Classification ~ 
I 
I 

The functional classification of existing and proposed roads is established by 
Beaverton Comprehensive Plan. Streets shall be designed to the minimum st 
manual. The design of regionally significant streets designated in 
Transportation Plan shall consider the function of the street and character 
uses. Metro's publications Creating Livable Streets: Street Design for 
Streets: Innovative Solutions for Stormwater and Street Crossings are 

128;2 210.4 Access ~ 
Access to public streets shall conform to the requirements of the Comprehensi e Plan and the 
Development Code. The City Engineer shall have the authority to limit access d designate 
access locations on public streets under the jurisdiction of the City. Access to treets and 
highways under Washington County or State of Oregon jurisdiction must be fo mally 
approved by those entities at the applicant's initiative and expense. i 

KXL5 210.5 Design Speed 

Arterials 45 miles per hour 
Collectors 35 miles per hour 
Neighborhood Routes 25 miles per hour 
Locals 25 miles per hour 

Design speeds shall be as follows: 

Design speed is the maximum safe speed that can be maintained over 
roadway when traffic, weather, and other conditions are so favorable 
the roadway govern. The City Engineer may approve a lower 
can be shown that the 85th percentile speed of traffic will be lower than the 
standard during all hours. The design speed is the minimum speed that 
of safe road geometry. The design speed shall not prohibit the use of 
or signing, where appropriate, to encourage lower traffic speeds. 

I 

210.3 6 Horizontal Alignment ~ 
Alignments shall meet the following requirements: ~ 
A. Center line alignment of improvements should be parallel to the center line 

way. 
B. Center line of a proposed street extension shall be aligned with the existing 

line. 

of the right-of- 

street center 



C. Horizontal curves in alignments shall meet the minimum radius requirements as shown in 
Table 11-a. 

I 

Reversing horizontal curves shall be separated by no less than 50 feet of tange~t. On arterials, the 
separation shall be no less than 100 feet. 

I I 

I 

MINIMUM CURVE R A D ~ S  (FT.) FOR 
VARIOUS CROSS SLOPES 

Notes in 

Superelevations will be required as directed by the City Traffic Engineer. Where 
used, street curves should be designed for a maximum superelevation rate of 4 
dictates sharp curvature, a maximum superelevation of 6 percent is justified if 
enough to provide an adequate super elevation transition. 

On local streets, requests for design speeds less than 25 miles per hour 
topography, right-of-way, or geographic conditions, which impose an economic h 
applicant. Requests must show that a reduction in centerline radius will not 
There will be posting requirements associated with designs below 25 miles 

Source: American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials, A olicy on 
Geometric Design ofHighwqs and Streets 2001, Fourth Edition. (Standards for 3 ow-Speed Urban - .  - .  
Streets). 

210.4 Z Vertical Alignment ~ 
Alignments shall meet the following requirements: ~ 
A. Minimum tangent street gradients shall be one-half (0.5) percent along the rown and curb. 
B. Maximum street gradients shall be fifteen (15) percent for local streets and k eighborhood 

routes, and ten (10) percent for all other streets. Grades in excess of fifteen (15) percent 
must be approved by the City Traffic Engineer on an individual basis. 

C. Local streets intersecting with a neighborhood route or greater functional clbsification 
street, or streets intended to be posted with a stop sign, shall provide a landing averaging 
five (5) percent or less. Landings are that portion of the street within twentt (20) feet of 
the projected curb line of the intersecting street at full improvement. I 

I 
I 
I 10 



D. Grade changes of more than one (1) percent shall be accomplished with vertical curves. 
E. At street intersections, the crown of the major Qugher classification) street 'hall continue 

through the intersection. The roadwav section of the minor street will flatt a n to match the 
longitudinal grade of the major street at the projected curb line. 

F. Street grades, intersections, and super elevation transitions shall be 
concenkations of storm water to flbw across the travel lanes. 

G. Off-set crowns shall be allowed only with the specific prior approval 
Engineer and must conform to the Standard Drawing for off-set crowns. 

H. Slope easements shall be dedicated or obtained for the purposes of 
right-of-way. 

I. Streets intersected by streets not constructed to full urban 
match both present and future (as far as practicable) 
street. The requirements of this manual shall be met 

When new streets are built adjacent to or crossing drainage ways, the followin standards shall 
govern the vertical alignment: 1 
Functional Classification Vertical Standard I 
Freeways 
and Arterials 

Collectors 

Neighborhood Routes and 
Local streets (residential) 

Local streets 
(non-residential) 

Travel lanes shall be at or above the 1 0 year 
flood elevation. P 
Travel lanes shall be at or above the 
flood elevation but not lower than 
6 inches below the 100 year flood 

Travel lanes shall be at or above the 
flood elevation but not lower than 6 
below the 100 year flood elevation. 

Travel lanes shall be at or above the 
flood elevation but not lower than 
6 inches below the 50 year flood 

If alternate access is available for properties served by a particular local street, 
be considered for approval by the City Engineer that would set the travel 
10 year flood elevation but not lower than 6 inches below the 25 year 



Vertical curves shall conform to the values found in Table I1 b. 

Table 11 b - DESIGN CONTROLS FOR CREST AND SAG VERTICAL CUI 

Table 11-b assumes that street lighting exists. The City Traffic Engineer may re 
value for sag vertical curves if the roadway will not be lighted. 

DESIGN 

a 
15 
20 
25 
30 
35 
40 
45 

-210.8 Width 

The street standard drawings in Chapter VIII provide the minimum road width 
functional classification of the road. Modifications to minimum street desig 
allow deviations from the City's street width standard may be requested t 
per section 145 of this manual. 

Source: American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials, A Polr 
Design ofHighways andsheets 2001, Fourth Edition. 

MINIMUM RATE OF VERTICAL 
CURVATURE, K 

CREST SAG 

It should be noted that public utility easements beyond the right-of-way are t y ~  

- 
3 
7 
12 
19 
29 
44 
6 1 

In locations where traffic signals exist or are anticipated for installation within 
provide additional right-of-way to accommodate signal poles and cabinets clea 
sidewalk. 

5 
9 
13 
19 
26 
34 
44 

When the standard drawings show on-street parking, parkin9 may be alla 
required. In determining the locations of on-street parking, consideration 
given to sight distance, truck access, and emergencv access as appropriate 
and proposed development along the street. 

When the standard drawings show no on-street parking. parking may be : 
street section is widened to add a parking lane. On local streets, the minir 
parkine lane is seven (7) feet. On collector streets and arterial streets, the 
width of a parking lane is eight (8) feet. 

Where on-street parking is allowed on local streets, curbtight sidewalks rn 
but only with the City Engineer's express approval. When curbtight side1 
to the on-street parking are allowed, the width of the curbtight sidewalk a 
street parking shall be the standard curbtight sidewalk width plus one (1) 

VES 

y of Geometric 

luire a higher K 

standards by 
1 standards to 
I the applicant 

cally required. 

- 
we years, 
of the 

ved but is not 
should be 
for existing 

llowed if the 
um width of a 
ninimum 

~y be allowed, 
alks adiacent 
jacent to on- 
~dditional foot. 



Transitions from thc one-foot wider curbtight sidewalk width to thc standard sidewalk 
width sl~all be accomplished hv u section of sicleaulk that is at least ten (101 feet Ion&+ 

Deviations from the City's sidewalk design standard require a Sidewalk ~ks i rm 
Modification per the Development Code. 

I 

Street right of way shall extend a minimum of 0.5 feet beyond the outside $dge of the 
sidewalk. 

%&&w%-The eqwed standard street width may be developed in stages 
development is occurring on only one side of the proposed street and where 
to the reasonable development of properties. Staging may be allowed if 
minimum depth and setbacks on adjoining lots or to match the existing 
streets. 

If staging is approved, the initial stage shall provide 
City's Engineering Design Manual 
to the proposed first stage of 
shall include a minimum 20-foot pavement width for vehicular travel and any hdditional 
right-of-way, shoulder improvements, and drainage improvements as required or the half 
street to be fully functional. movedfiom Development Code t 

. . .  
Staging shall only be approved where future development can 
reasonably be expected to complete the AW standard w i d t m g  shall only 

42OA 210.9 Number of Lanes ~ 

be approved where sufficient right-of-wav for completion to standard width 
exists or will be provided bv future development. 

The Comprehensive Plan identifies the number of lanes for each class of 
lanes may be required at intersections in excess of the minimum street 
Chapter VIII. Right-of-way may also be needed in addition to that 
street Standard Drawings to accommodate the increased number of 

already 

210.5-a Intersection Sight Distance Policy ~ 
Section 8: The Engineering Design Manual and Standard Drawings, Cha 
renumbered subsection 210.10.1 Visibility at Intersections is amended to r 

I 
210.10.1 Visibility at Intersections 



All work within the public right-of-way and adjacent to public streets and akcessways shall 
comply with the standards of this section. 

I 

1. Except as otherwise provided in this section, no fence, berm, wall, combercial sign, 
vehicle, hedge, off-street parking space, or other planting or structure hhall be erected, 
planted, placed, or maintained within a sight clearance area. If the relati ?L n of the 
surface of the lot to the streets is such that visibility is already obscured] nothing shall 
be done to reduce visibility within the sight clearance area. I ***** I 

***** I 

Section 9: The Engineering Design Manual and Standard Drawings, Chapter II Streets, 
210.12 Cul-de-sacs, Eyebrows, Turnarounds is amended to read: 

21 0.12. Cul-de-sacs, Eyebrows, Turnarounds ~ 
B. Cul-de-sacs shall not be more than 200 feet in length: 

C. The minimum curb radius for transitions into cul-de-sac bulbs shall be $5 feet, and the 

Section 10: The Engineering Design Manual and Standard Drawings, Ch pter II Streets, 
subsection 210.8 Driveways. is renumbered 210.13 and is amended to read as follows: a 

right-of-way radius shall be sufficient to maintain the same right-of-way to 
in the adjacent portion of the road. 

D. In a cul-de-sac serving only residential uses and having no more than dve (5) abutting 

-210.13 Driveways ~ 

curb spacing as 

residential units. the dimensions of the cul-de-sac bulb may be redncpd 
the standard drawing "minimum cul-de-sac standards." 

A. Desivn standards. Drivewavs shall be designed and constructed to  id standards per 
this Manual and the appropriate Standard Drawings in Chapter VIII. ~ 

I 

as shown in 

B. Elevations of Drivewavs. Driveways and private property access vrovibing vrimaw 
emergency vehicle access to habitable structures shall be designed withitravel lanes at 



or above the 25-year flood elevation but not lower than six (6) inches below the 100- 
year flood elevation. 

I 
I 

C. Comer Clearance for Driveways. Comer clearance shall be based on an inbersection 
analysis and shall conform to the following minimum distances: i 

MINIMUM DISTAN E BETWEEN 
FACE OF CURB OF I TERSECTING 
STREET AND NEAR 1 IDE EDGE OF FOR LOTS FRONTING ON: 

Arterials and Collectors 

Note: Street Functional Classifications are identified in the Comprehensive Plan Tra 
Element Figure 6.4. 

DESIGN 
SPEED 

(MILES PER HOUR) 

Neighborhood Routes 
Local Streets 

D. If the minimum standards in this subsection would prohibit access to the 
with restricted turn movements acceptable to the City Traffic Engineer 

25 
30 

E. Minimum driveway spacing between driveways on arterials and collectors hall also 
conform to the comer clearance standards of this section. 1 

DRIVEWAY (FEET) 
150 1 
180 1 

45 
50 

F. Driveway Approaches I 

230 
350 
50 
25 

The City Traffic Engineer has the authority to limit access and access ons (Ordinance 
No. 4303). Access to streets and highways under Washington County 
jurisdiction must be formally approved by those entities at the applicant's ilJtitiative and 
expense. 

The following specifies the minimum requirements for driveways: 1 

2. Driveways shall not be permitted in conflict with existing; or proposed m+&e&w% . . 
v n o n - a c c e s s  reserve strips. ~ 

I 

1. Driveways shall be constructed to Citv standards per this Manual 
appropriate standard drawing in Chapter VIII. 

3. Concentrated surface runoff shall not be allowed to flow over commerc a1 driveways or 
sidewalks into the street. i I 

and the 



4. Driveways approaches shall meet the minimum intersection sight distance 
requirements for street intersections. 

I 

G. Driveway Grades. I 
I 

1. The minimum and maximum longitudinal grades for driveways sh$ll be as shown 

family residential tax lots or condominium units), the maximum loddtudinal slope 
of the shared driveway within its intersections with each individualdriveway shall 

i 

2. The maximum longitudinal grades shown on the Standard ~ rawin$s  do not applx 
to driveways less than 20 feet in length and drivewavs behind curbtbght sidewalks. 
Such driveways, including, their aprons, shall be designed individualllv by 
qualified designers to ensure that the slope of each driveway is not 40 steep as to 
prohibit adequate undercarriage clearance for any conventional 
passenger vehicle using the driveway. 

3. On common residential drivewavs (i.e., driveways sewing two or 

the 100-year flood elevation. ~ 

unmodified 

mire single 

be no steeper than 5 percent. 
4. The finished grade elevations of common drivewavs in residential 

designed at or above the 25-year flood elevation but not lower than 

H. Driveway Width. - 

areas shall be 
6 inches below 

surface, not including the width of the driveway apron in the right-of-wav, 
shall have a minimum and maximum unobstructed width -'?"as shown in 
the Standard Drawings. 

2. Commercial Driveway Width. 

1. Residential Driveway Width. 
a. For a residential drivewav sewing a single tax lot or condomini 

required hard surface shall have a minimum and maximum undbstrncted 
width as shown in the Standard Drawings. It shall be the appliqant's 
responsibility to determine the correct width of the driveway 
these minimum and maximum widths and with the dimensions 
area or garage sewed by the driveway. 

b. For a residential driveway eq&&w%& - serving four or more 

coi~sistent with 
of the parking 

&& single- 

a. For a commercial drivewav, the required hard surface shall have 
and maximum unobstructed width as shown in the Standard 

b. If the driveway will serve more than one tax lot, an easement or 
written agl-eement shall assure the following,: (1) that safe access 

family residential tax lots or condominium units,  hem^ the requirjed hard 

a minimum 
Dr~wings. 

similar 
and egress is 

provided for each tax lot; (2) that maintenance of the drivewav havement to 
ensure safe access and egress is provided: and, (3) that control of 
drainage from the drivewav and surrounding area is provided to 
propertv that is contiguous to the driveway. 

storm 
protect 



Once approved, the maintenance easement or agreement shall be rdcorded with 
Washington Countv and a copy of the recorded agreement or easedent shall be - 

provided to the City Engineer. 

I 
J. Parking Lot Drivewavs and Parking Stalls. 

I 

2. Driveway Location. park in^ lot driveways shall be located not &loser than ten 
(10) feet to a side lot line. except that driveways serving two adiabent properties 
may be provided at the common lot line. 

1. Parking Lot Driveway Width. For a parking lot driveway, the 
surface shall have a minimum and maximum unobstructed width 
Standard Drawings. 

3. Parking Stall Location. On parking lot driveways that connect or private 
street, there shall be no parking stalls within 20 feet of the pblk 
within 20 feet of the back of sidewalk on a vrivate street. 

reauired hard 
i s  shown in the 

Stalls 

Parking Lot Aisle 

Public Street 1 

K. Joint-use Agreement for Common Driveways. 1 
The applicant seeking a permit for a common drivewav shall provide dbcnments 
defining ownership, use rights, and allocation of space ("lanes") for vedicles and 
pedestrians using the driveway. I 
1. The documents shall provide perpetual ioint-use rights for each of &e tax lots 

sewed by the drivewav in a ioint-use agreement or similar documedt and shall 
include a drawing of the driveway, lot lines, and adiacent buildings drawn to 
scale. I 

I 



2. If a drivewav serving more than one tax lot is within a development for which a 
plat is not required, the drivewav may be allowed only when provision of 
perpetual ioint-use rights for each tax lot served by the driveway is demonstrated 
in writing by the applicant in a ioint-use agreement or  similar doeuknent with the 
aforementioned accompanving drawine, and the documents shall bk submitted to 
the Citv Engineer at the time of applieation for a Site Development kermit or 
Right-of-way Permit. Once the agreement is approved, the applicant shall have 
the agreement recorded with Washington Countv and shall provid$ a copy of the 
recorded agreement to the Citv Engineer. 

3. If the driveway is within a development requiring a plat, the docudents shall 

L. Maintenance Agreement for Common Driveways ~ 

2. If a drivewav serving more than one tax lot is within a developmend for which a 

the Citv Engineer. 

1. The applicant seeking a permit for a common drivewav shall provide documents 
defining ownership, use rights, and rights and allocation of liabilitvfor 
maintenance and for damages arising out of neglect. The documenks shall provide 

If the driveway is within a development requiring a plat, the docudents shall 

for perpetual maintenance of the drivewav in a ioint-use agreement 
document and shall include a drawing of the drivewav, lot lines, and 
buildings drawn to scale. 

include the aforementioned information and accompanying drawink and shall be 
submitted with the plat for review. 

or similar 
adjacent 

3. If a drivewav serving two or  more multi-family residential tax lots, hhree or more 
commercial or industrial tax lots, or four or more single family residential tax Lots 
or  condominiums units is within a development for which a plat is dot required, 
the drivewav ma\, he allowed onlv when tlic provision bv the propertv owners for 
perpetual drive\va\. msintennnec, safe access and egress, and safe and eontrolled 
convevance of storm drainage from the common drivewavs connectbd to 
individual drivewavs and adjacent arcas is demonstrated in writing in a 
maintenance agreement or other approved document provided bv the applicant. 
The document shall ensure perpetual maintenance of the entire drideway. The 



document shall define ownership of the driveway, use rights. and allocation of 
liability among the owners of the property for maintenance, and shall include a 
drawing of the driveway(s), lot lines and adiacent buildings drawn /o scale. The 

Site Development Permit or Right-of-way Permit. Once the maintknance 
agreement is approved, the applicant shall have the maintenance adreement 
recorded with Washington Countv and shall provide a copy of the decorded 
agreement to the Citv Engineer prior to approval of the Site ~evelobment Permit. 

If the driveway is within a development requiring a plat, the maintdnance 
documents, including the information prescribed above, and the afdrementioned 
accompanvin~ drawings(s) shall be submitted with the plat for revikw. 

1. A ioint-use agreement or  crossover easement as described above. 1 

M. Documentation to be provided by the applicant. 
As a minimum, the applicant shall submit the following documentation, 
Engineer for approval of common driveways prior to approval of the 
Development Permit for the proposed development: 

2. A maintenance agreement or similar dedication as described above1 
3. A description of the applicant's physical provisions for driveway mbintenance, 

to the City 
Site 

safe access and egres,, and conveyanec of storm drainagc from the common 
drivetvavs in the design of the development, including but not limited to the 
following: : 

a. The tvpe(s) of maintenance to be performed on the common d 
ensure the safe conveyance of storm drainage, prevention of thetransport of 
soil and other erodable materials adiacent to and deposited on the driveways 
to the storm drainage system, unobstructed access and egress fob private 
utilitv and other service vehicles and emergency vehicles, unobsiructed sight 
clearance at intersections, and frce drainage of the dri\renavs in the proposccl 
clevelopment in conformance with all other storm drainage requirements of 

storm water collcction svstrm sewing the common driven.avs and parking lots, 
related easements, ant1 point(s) of connection of the private system to the 

this Manual. 
b. The proposed finished grades of the common driveways and 
c. Typical driveway cross-sections for the common driveways. 
d. The method(s) to be used for ensuring proper drainage of the 

driveways, connected individual driveways, and adiacent unpavled 
including but not limited to site gradinv. the layout of the publiq 

public storm drainage system. 
Applicants are hereby advised that the information required he "ein is not for 

and drainage. 

I--- 
Plumbing Code a~proval ,  but for review of the coordination of cbn-site grading 

I 
I 

-- 

adiacent areas. 

ccmmon 
areas, 

and private 



e. The name or  names of the entity or entities responsible for drive= 
maintenance. safe access and egress, and controlled conveyance of storm 
drainage from the driveway and surrounding area. I 

I 
N. Driveway and Parking Lot Pavement Desigin and Construction 

I 

i 
1. Applicability. The requirements of this subsection apply to new drhewavs, new 

3. Pavement Standards. Pavements for driveways, parking lots. and darking 
maneuvering areas shall be constructed to the following minimum $tandards: 

parking lots, and to reconstruction of existing driveways and parkin~g 
which the reconstruction involves instaIlation of new curb. 

2. Storm Water Detention. If a proposed parking lot is to include a stbrm water 
drainage detention pond, the applicant is advised to refer to chap& I11 for 

a. Pavement Strength. The pavement structural section submitted bv the 
Engineer shall be designed to support an 80,000-pound truck inall local 

lots in 

related requirements pertaining to the design and construction of 
detention ponds, because those requirements may affect the overall 
proposed parking lot and its drivewav(s). 

\ve:ither conditions and ground conditions. 
b. Subgrade. The parkins surface shall be placed on a stnble\\.ell-compacte;l 

pwrking lot 
design of the 

subgrade. 
c. Pavement Thicknesses. - 

ii. Commercial and Industrial Areas. On private property, in 
industrial areas, the minimum pavement section shall be 3 

I over 2 inches of compacted %-inch - 0 inch compacted crushed rock aggregate 
leveling course over 8 inches of compacted 1 % inch - 0 inch c shed rock 
aggregate base course or shall be 5 inches of Portland cement c 
inches of compacted 1 % inch - 0 inch crushed rock aggregate 
subgrade compacted to 95 percent AASHTO T-99. 

4. All required parking spaces shall be striped. Compact spaces sda l~  be - 
identified by pavement markings using the word "Compact." ~ b t t e r  size for 
pavement marking shall be minimum 12-inch high letters. A si$n mav be used 
to sup~lement the pavement marking. ~ 



5. Parking spaces in parking lots along the outer boundaries of a parking area, except 
where specifically prohibited, shall be designed to include a continuous curb a 
minimum of four (4) inches high located not less than six (6) feet fi9m the property 
line. The purpose of the curb is to prevent a motor vehicle from extknding over an 
adjacent property line or a street right-of-way. The curb shall be a l+irrier-type curb 
per the standard drawing for "Type A Replacement Curb," except that it may be 
four (4) to six (6) inches high rather tlnan six (6) inches high as shah in that 
standard drawing. I i 

Section 11: The Engineering Design Manual and Standard Drawings, II Streets, 
210.15 Sidewalks is amended to add: 

***** 

Section 12: The Engineering Design Manual and Standard Drawings, Ch=pter II Streets, 
210.22 Private Streets is added to read: 1 

E. The connection of sidewalks of different widths shall be accomplished 
section of sidewalk The transition section shall be a t  least ten (10) 
deflection angles from the centerlines of the Wo connected sidewalks 
45 degrees without the City Engineer's express prior approval. 

210.22 Private Streets ~ 

bv a transition 
feet long. Its 

$hall not exceed 

A. When allowed in development. private streets shall meet the requireme 
Development Code and i%kmmd-the public street design standards i 

B. Private streets shall also complv with Fire Code for load and fire appadatns access 
requirements. The Engineer shall provide a pavement section designed tosupport an 

C. hlodifications to n~inimum street design standards to allow cleviatiuns from the Cih's 
street width standard mav he rcqucsted hv the applicant per section 145 of this 

80,000-pound truck in all local weather conditions and ground conditions. 

210.17j 

- - 

D. Documents defining ownership, use riehts, and allocation for liability fbr 
maintenance shall be submitted to the City prior to or  in eoniunction dith final 

manual. Deviations from the City's sidewalk design standard require a 
Design Modification per the Development Code. 

approval. 

-- 

Sidewalk 



E. A sign per Standard Drawing 416 Private Street Sign shall be posted ai  each entrance 
to a private street from a public street. 

F. A request for a private street to become a public street under Citv iur~ 
be made to the Citv Engineer and shall include: 

1. Documentation that the subiect street meets all City standards or s 
acceptable to the Citv Eneineer, or written assurance that any rep: 
improvements needed to meet the City's standards will be complet 
acceptance of the street for maintenance by the Citv, and that anv 
required will meet all City permitting requirements. 

2. Documentation that the street pavement has a Pavement Conditio~ 
70 or greater. The City's Operations Department shall be the only 
approved by the City to determine the IPCI, and upon receivinea v 
from the applicant, shall provide the PC1 to the applicant in writin 
reasonable time after receiving said reauest. 

3. Documentation demonstrating that right of way exists to Citv stand 
evidence that property owners are prelaared to dedicate the right o 

2XkB &Utilities and Other Work in a Public Right-of-way 

A. General 

£MA9 212 Trenching and Street Cuts 

Section 13: The Engineering Design Manual and Standard Drawings, Ch 
subsection 210.17 is deleted and subsequent sections renumbered: 

diction mav 

andards 

d prior to 
mprovements 

Index (PCI) of 

ritten request 
;within a 

wav. 

pter II 





Section 14: The Engineering Design Manual and Standard Drawings, Chapter I l l ,  Storm 
Drainage, 310 is amended to read: 

I 
I 

***** 1 L. Manhole barrels that are less that 36-inches high from top of manhole   over to top of 
pipe shall he constructed using short cones (or "shortv" cones) rather than "flat-tops" 
unless otherwise specified by the City Engineer. Short cones shall be a4 

C. The City does not allow outside drop manholes in new sewer lines. All 
drops, pollution control, and flow control manholes shall be constructed with 
structural partition. No fiberglass or plastic panel partitions will be allodfed. . . 

Water quality vaults with a minimum horizontal 

manufactured bv C;tsc:~dc Concrete l'roducts, Inc., Scappoose, Oregon. or Ilanson 
Pipe and l'roducts, I'ortland, Oregon. (Other manufacturers' short cones mev be 

enclosed inside 
-?ipe or 

tte 

dimension of five 

approved by the Citv Engineer as a Design Modification if, in the i u d d e n t  of the 

feet by seven and one-half feet may have a partition as specifically approved 
Engineer on a case-by-case basis. 

approved short cone would he too high). The use of a flat-top in such cbses requires 
the express prior approval of the Citv Engineer as a Design ~odif icat idu pursuant to 
Section 145. The structural design of flat-tom shall conform to CWS standards, 
except that the CWS "optional rubber gasket flat top" is not approved /by the Citv. 

City Enpineer, the manufacturer has submitted sufficient structural caLculations 

M. All manholes, including 60-inch and larger oversized manholes (manhdles with 
diameters greater than 48-inches), shall have tongue and eroove or key lock ioints 
with flush exterior walls a t  the ioints. Bell and spigot pipe with the outdide diameter 
of the bells larger than the outside diameter of the pipe is not acceptabie. This 
precludes the use of Clean Water Services' (CWS) standard drawing do. 030 
"Precast Rubber Gasket Manhole" in CWS's "Design and constructioh Standards 
for Sanitary Sewer and Surface Water Management." The manhole ioknts shown in 
this standard draw in^ are not approved for use in the Citv of Beavertoh. 

I 

demonstrating that their short cone meets all City requirements.) Plat,.tops 
be used in the construction of shallow manholes that are less than 20-irches 

N. Pipe maoo!'~cturcrs supplvin~ ovrnizcd manholes imanholcs with diameters greater 
than Winches) in the Cihr of Rca\,crton shall use the wet pour pre-cast process for 

may only 
high 

the manufacture of flush-walled manhole ioints. During the wet pour wrocess, the ~ 
1 - 24 

from top of manhole cover to top of pipe (i.e., in cases where the shorteet available 



manufacturer shall provide block-out openings in the walls of the manholes for pipe 
pcuctntions. Each such opening shall he provided with additional steej 
reinforcement around it whcrc required to meet ASTRl standards for manholes. 

0. All manhole ioints shall be grouted with "Tams Speedcrete Redline" nbn-shrink 
, g r o u t k r o u t  after 
initial mixing. Auv re-tempered grout shall be reiected. i 

i 
I 

P. Contraw to ASTM Standard Specification No. C 478. Section 9. the ~ i t v  of 
Beaverton does not allow the repair of manhole products used in new rhanholes, 
except that the Citv may allow a repair on a project-specific basis whe+e the City 
finds that there are sufficient extenuating circumstances, a repair metdod acceptable 

Q. Storm water structures employing proprietarv water quality equipmedt within the 

d s  
submitted to the Citv before the repair(s) islare made. Anv manhole 
exhibiting imperfections in manufacture, damage during handling or 
shall be reiected, except in the following cases: 

1. The City Engineer mav approve a repair of a new manhole if the albplicant 
submits a Request for Design Modification detailing the extent of tde defect or 
damage, the method of repair and all other documentation reqnireb bv section 

structure sh;~ll be 0ran.n to sc:~le. The equipment's mauufacturcr, moclel number, 
outside dimensions. "in" and "out" pipe siles, materials, invert elevations and 

are 
products 
cther damage 

145 of the Manual and the Citv Engineer, the repair is made in 
the repair method that the Citv Engineer has approved previouslv, 
passes all tests required bv the Citv. 

2. The City Engineer mav allow the repair of a manhole with a pre-cast 
a pipe penetration that becomes nnnecessaw or  is incorrectlv located 

i s p e r f o r m e d  

passes all tests reqnired bv ASTM C 478 and the City. 
3. Generally, the City Engineer will only approve Requests for Design 

method(s) of attachment, shall be clearlv noted in the drawings. The niinimum 

acc~rdance with 
and the repair 

opening for 
if the repair 

8.2.1.6 and 

Modifications 
for field repairs if the repairs are vew minor and do not affect the $tructural 
integritv of the manhole. Manhole products that are field-repaired 
pass the tests referenced above shall be reiected. Reiected repairs 

and do not 
xxav be 

corrected no more than three 13) times, after which the Citv ~nginder  mav 
require that the unsatisfactorilv repaired product or products be rdplaced bv a 
new, defect-free product or products meeting all Citv requirements, 
to the Citv. Field repairs made without the Citv Engineer's prior 
be reiected without exception. 

4. Manhole channels constructed with insufficient depth shall be repaired 
removing the defective channel completelv and re-pouring the channel 

and at no cost 
a7proval shall 

onlv bv 
to the 

correct depth in accordance with CWS standards. Adding a laver df non-shrink 
grout to the top of the manhole floor to increase the channel's depth is not 
acceptable. 

I 



clearance between any equipment, supports, or connections that requires side access 
for maintenance, repair or replacement and any interior wall shall be iwentv-seven 
(27) inches except for removable filter-cartridee canister installations. 

R. Non-shrink grout used in storm water structures shall be "Tams ~peedcrete Redline" 
non-shrink erout or "Allcrete" non-shrink grout. Contractor shall nod re-temper 
grout after initial mixine. Any re-tempered erout shall be rejected. 1 

I 
S.& Type CG-2 catch basins may be used as access structures, but in no cas - 

consecutive catch basins on a storm sewer line be used as access 

T. $&Unless expressly approved by the City Engineer, no repair sleeves shall e installed on - 
new lines. P 

U. 8: No manhole shall be placed where future maintenance access cannot be ssured. Where - i practical, a hard all-weather surface capable of supporting an 80,000-pounc vehicle in all 
weather conditions shall be constructed to provide access to manholes in c mmon areas or 
parks. Maintenance accesses shall conform to the following requirements: i 
1. The hard, all-weather surface shall meet the following minimum criteri : "r 

a. Three (3) inches of class 'V asphaltic concrete; over two (2) 
inch compacted crushed rock; over six (6) inches of 1 '/z inch 
crushed rock; over subgrade compacted to 95-percent 

b. The design engineer may submit a certified road design capable of dupporting an 
80,000-pound vehicle in all weather conditions. 

2. The access shall include strengthened sidewalk sections designed for 
crossings per the Standard Drawings for sidewalks where 
cross. 

3. Maximum grade shall be ten (1 0) percent with a maximum three (3) per 
All turn-arounds and landings shall have a maximum slope of five (5) 
direction. 

4. The minimum pavement width shall be 12 feet on straight runs and 15 el on curves. 
Curves shall be designed with a minimum of a 40-foot interior radius. f 

5. The access shall be designed with approved grading and drainage to pr tect the access 
and adjacent land from erosion and flooding from concentrated and div rted surface 
drainage. 

i 
I 

V. P. To the extent commercially reasonable and practicable, catch - 
streets serving residential lots shall only be of the type approved by the 
streets and for the specific conditions of service. (Catch basins of the 



private drainage systenls are discouraged by the City in residential subdivisions becaust: 
they require frequent maintenance, which often becomes an onerous burden on the lot 
owners served by the private streets.) Private-type catch basins shall be us&d only within 
residential subdivisions as expressly directed by the City Engineer. An endineer desiring 
to include a private-type catch basin in a private road or street design withih a residential 
subdivision shall submit to the City Engineer a written request for 
by cost data, technical information, references, and documentation 
request. The requirements of this paragraph shall not in any way obligate the City to 
maintain catch basins connected to private drainage systems, regardless of atch basin 
type, whether approved by the City Engineer or not. f 

W. +Prior to acceptance, all new public storm sewer lines shall be - 
mandrelled and TV scanned in accordance with the City's 
Such work shdl be performed prior to paving over said 
during the maintenance period or as directed by the City Engineer. 

Section 15: The Engineering Design Manual and Standard Drawings, Ch pter Ill, Storm 
Drainage, add new section 316 Parking Lot Detention Ponds to read: a 
316 Parking Lot Detention Ponds ~ 

. This section applies to parking lot detention ponds that occupv all, or rlarts of, the 
paved or  landscaped areas of a parking lot, or a comhination thereof. 

H. .Applicants arc i~dviscd to refer to Chapter I1 for related requirements pertaining to 
parking lots and their drive\vavs, because those requirements may affect the design of 
the parking lot detention pond. ~ 

C. 

such requests, which is entitled "Request for a Modification of the ~ngineering 
Design Manual.'' If an applicant wishes to use the formal application $rm, copies 
are available in hard copy at the City's Eneineering Department or onbne from the 
Eneineering Department's webpage at the City's Internet website. otherwise, the 
applicant mav use any application format s h e  prrfcrs. In any case the request shall 
hc \vrll orcankcd and reasonahlv clear and shall contain at least the information 
required by section 145 of the Manual. In  addition, the reguest shall bb accompanied 
bv preliminarv construction plans containins a site plan, a grading plah, and a plan 
showing the approximate area of the proposed detention ponding in plbn view, 
subiect to completion of the final grading ~ l a n .  



If the general concept is given preliminary, conceptual approval by the Citv 
Engineer, the applicant shall submit a completed formal Request for IJesign 
Modification form. supporting information, and construction plans to the Citv for 
review in accordance with section 145 of the Manual. Three (3) copiesof the 
complctcd formal request form, supportin2 information, and the construction plans 
shall he suhmitted in hard cop\ form to th2 CiW Engineer for review. 'l'hc Citv 
Engineer may require additional information for clarification pnmose$. If the 
b h  

1. Maximum depth of standing water in all parking lot detention ponhs shall not 
exceed six (6) inches. An unrestricted catch basin, approved oveflbw device, 

D. When a parking lot storm water detention pond is authorized bv the 
the following standards shall apply: 

approved overflow conveyance route or other approved means shall be provided 
to ensure the maximum pond depth is not exceeded. 

City Engineer, 

2. No more than fifty (SO) percent of the area of any parking lot on a 
be designed to be inundated bv detention ponding. 

irropertv shall 

3. When any part of a landscaped area of a parking lot is within a 

concrete. stone or concrete pavers or other hard, durable surfacing. 

6. No parking lot detention pond shall obstruct pedestrian access to vkhic~es. 
buildings or other improvements or areas sewed by the parking lod. 

detention pond 
asphalt 
or a 

5. No more than thirtv (30) percent of the area of any parking stall shkll be within a 
parking lot detention pond area except as otherwise r e~u i red  by 
and 7. below. 

subsections 6. 



7. No part of a parking lot detention pond area shall be located withid any parking 
stall, access aisle or accessible route provided for persons with disabilities. 

I 
I 

8. In areas of parking lots designed for vehicular traffic, the detention' pond areas 
may not slope less than one (1) percent or more than five (5) percedt. 

9. All parking lot detention ponds shall be designed and constructed i such a 
manner so as to provide a maximum water surface elevation 0.25 feet lower than 
anv and all structures clcsiened to contain the pond (LC., a 0.25-foot freehoard 
shall be provided.) ~ 

11. No parking lot detention pond shall have a maximum or overflow dyater surface 
elevation that is higher than one (1) foot below the lowest habitablelfloor elevation 
of buildings within the proximitv of the pond. Under no circumstabce shall 
detention ponds or related storm water facilities be designed in such a manner 

10. Where curbinp is used to contain a parking lot detention pond, 
shall not be used. A standard "Type A Replacement Curb." as shown 
Standard Drawings, shall be used. 

that svstem failure would cause flooding in anv habitable building Gea or 
compromise the structural integritv of the foundation of a habitablk building. 

I 

extruded curbing 
in the 

12. No parking lot detention pond shall be designed to occupv any part 
lot under a building. Whenever the possibility of flooding an 
parking facility or other uninhabited building area exists, care shah 

of a park in^ 
underground 

be taken to 

13. All construction plans relating to parking lot detention pond areas Shall include a 
note stating that "Grading is critical to proper functioning of the dktention 
svstem. and grades for detention pond areas shown on the plan(s) 
followed." 

14. The design volumes of parking lot detention ponds shall be shown 
and, prior to paving, all detention pond areas shall be inspected for 
with the desim volumes. The Design Eneineer or Architect shall 
design pond volume(s) hadhave been properly constructed in full 
the plans. 

floodproof electrical equipment areas and other building appurtenbnces with 

rlust be strictlv 

dn the plans 
consistencv 

certifv that the 
accordance with 

15. In addition to meeting the requirements above, those areas of parkng 
as detention ponds shall meet all other requirements of the Manual, 

overflow andlor private pump svstems being provided to drain suci 
facility. 

lots serving 

a flooded 



Section 16: The Engineering Design Manual and Standard Drawings, Chapter IV, Traffic 
Devices and Street Illumination, section 450 Street Illumination is amended to read: 

450 STREET ILLUMWATION i 
450.1 General Design 

All street lighting shall be designed using the Illuminating Engineering Society - - - - - - - 
moditied in this manual. Strcct lighting fixture sh.lc and aesthetic elements shall he 
dctcrmined through the dcvclo~ment re\.ie\v proccss. All street light polcs should be located 
ne& property lines and at least 25 feet from any trees, unless otherwise pre-approv 
the Operations Director. 

Section 17: The Engineering Design Manual and Standard Drawings, 
Sanitary Sewer System, 510 General is amended and renumbered to read. 

6. Pipe manufacturers supplying oversized manholes (manholes with kiameters 

Chapter V, 

510.B. 
4. All manholes, including 60-inch and larger oversized manholes, sh 1 11 have tongue 

and groove or key lock ioints with flush exterior walls at  the ioints. 
spigot pipe with the outside diameter of the bells larger than the 
of the pipe is not acceptable. This precludes the use of Clean Water 

Bell and 
oulside diameter 

Services' 
/CWS) standard drawing No. 030 "Precast Rubber Gasket Manholk' in CWS's 
"Design and Construction Standards for Sanitaw Sewer and ~urfabe  Water 
Management." The manhole ioints shown in this standard drawing 
approved for use in the City of Beaverton. 

5. Manhole barrels that are less that 36-inches high from top of manh 

are not 

~ l e  cover to 
top of pipe shall be constructed using short cones (or "shortv" cone$) rather than 
"flat-tops" unless otherwise specified bv the Citv Enpineer. Short dones shall be 
as manufactured by Cascade Concrete Products, Inc., Scappoose, dregon, or 
Hanson Pipe and Products, Portland, Oregon. (Other manufactur$rsY short cones 

structural design of flat-tops shall conform to CWS standards, excebt that the 
CWS ''optional rubber gasket flat top" is not approved by the ~itv.N. 



process to manufacture manholes with flush-walled manhole iointsl During the 
wet pour process. the manufacturer shall provide block-out openinks in the walls 

8. Paving rings are not allowed without the City's Engineer's written appr val except on 
overlay projects. t 

of the manholes for pipe penetrations. Each such opening shall be 
additional steel reinforcement around it as required to meet ASTM 
pre-cast manholes. 

7. All manhole ioints shall be grouted with "Tams Speedcrete ~edlin$" non-shrink 

9. Adjustment of manhole castings shall conform to the City's standard dr wing for same. i 

provided with 
standards for 

grout o r  "Allcrete" non-shrink grout. Contractor shall not re-temner 
initial mixing. Anv re-tempered grout shall be reiected. 

grout after 

C. Contraw to ASTM Standard Specification No. C 478, Section 9, the C& of 
Beaverton does not allow the repair of manhole products used in new dnanholes, 
except that the Citv may allow a repair on a ~roiect-specific basis whede the Citv 
finds that there are sufficient extenuating circumstances. a repair metdod acceptable 
to the Citv is proposed, and sufficient additiona1 maintenance securitiek are 
submitted to the Citv before the repair(s) islare made. Any manhole phoducts 
exhibiting imperfections in manufacture, damaee during handling or 
shall be reiected, except in the following cases: 

Repair of new manhole components shall conform to the following reqdirements: 

cther damage 

1. The Citv Engineer mav approve a pro~osed repair of a new manho e component 
that is defective or  damaged if the applicant submits a Request for besign 
Modification detailing the extent of the defect o r  damaee, the methbd of repair 
and all other documentation required by Section 145 of the Manual and the City 

2. 

Citv Engineer mav reiect the field-repair and reauire correction of 
may require that the repaired manhole product be replaced with a 

3. The City Engineer may allow the repair of a manhole with a pre-cast 

the repair or 
lew one. 

opening 
f"b1ock-out") for a pipe penetration that is incorrectlv located or bkcomes 
unnecessarv if the repair is performed 0v the manufacturer pursuant 
478, section 8.2.1.6 and passes all tests required bv ASTM C 478 and 

to ASTM C 
the City. 
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4. Manhole channels constructed with insufficient depth shall be repaired only by 
removine the defective channel completely and re-pouring the chaanel to the 
correct depth in accordance with CWS standards. Adding a layer bf non-shrink 
grout to the top of the manhole floor to increase the channel's depth is not 
acceptable. 

G.D. - The City does not allow outside drop manholes in new sewer lines. All 
drops must be constructed with pipe; no partitions will be allowed. 

F.E. All inside drop manholes must be 60-inch diameter or larger diameter s 
equivalently sized rectangular structures approved by the City Engineer. 

Section 18: The Engineering Design Manual Chapter VII Bicycle a 
Facilities is amended to read: 

720.9 Structures ~ 
Shared-use paths constructed on steep hillsides slopes or along drainage ditcheh 
is steeper than 3 to 1 shall be protected with a handrail system. I where the 
An overpass, underpass, small bridge, or facility on a highway 
provide continuity to a shared-use path. F T h  
s k d d  be the same as the approach clear width of the paved s 

***** I 

Section 19: The Engineering Design Manual and Standard Drawings Cha ter Vlll is 
amended as follows: b 
1. Drawing No. 104 and Drawing No. 11 1 minimum infill standards are del ted. e 
2. Drawing No. 103 is amended to add a Note 5: Note 5: For cul-de-sac reduirements, see 

Beaverton Standard dwg 110. 

3. Drawing No. 110, Notes 2 through 5 are deleted, Note 6 renumbered a Note 2, and 4 Note 3 added as follows: Note: 3. On a cul-de-sac sewing only residential uses and 
having no more than five abutting residential units, the dimensions of the dul-de-sac bulb 
may be reduced to provide a minimum 24-foot radius to face of curb, a mihimum 30-foot 

I 



c e d  from back 
of curb) and easements for street trees and street lighting outside the righa of way. 

! 
4. Drawing No. 130 shall be replaced by new or re-numbered Drawings N . 130, 131 

and 135 through 138. t 
5. In Drawing No. 210, "NTS" (Not To Scale) shall be removed from 

because it duplicates the explanation in Section 810.2 and therefore do 
in other drawings. Also, the reference to "2" of 3/4" - 0 gravel base" 
to read " 2  of compacted 3/4" - 0 crushed rock aggregate base." 

6. In Drawing No. 21 I, the reference to "2" of 3/4" - 0 gravel base" shall be hanged to 
read " 2  of compacted 3/4" - 0 crushed rock aggregate base." P 

7. In Drawing No. 215, the reference to "2" of 3/4" - 0 rock shall be change to read "2" of 
compacted 3/4" - 0 crushed rock aggregate base. t 

9. Drawing No. 217, "Sidewalk Transition Section" is added. 

10.Drawing No. 236, "Standard Block Wall" is added. 

8. In Drawing No. 216, the reference to "2" of % - 0 rock shall be changed 
compacted 3/4" - 0 crushed rock aggregate base." 

11.Drawing No.s 300 "Pipe Trench 
Trench Backfill and Surface 
Paved Streets," 305 Street Cut in PCC Pavement Perpendicular or 
Centerline," 306 "Street Cut in PCC Pavement Parallel to 
A.C. Pavement lnlay Example 'A-I' for Utility Cut or 
Pavement lnlay Example 'A-2' for Utility Cut or 
lnlay Example 'A-3' for Utility Cut or Trench," 
Example 'B-I' for Utility Cut or Trench," 314 
'B-2' for Utility Cut or Trench," 315 
Utility Cut or Trench," 336 "Short 
series drawings are renumbered. 

to "2" of 

12. In Drawing No. 400, add note #3. ~ 
13. In Drawing No. 415, the type face is changed, and notes and dimensio s shall be 

added. 4 
14. Drawings No. 416 "Private Street Sign" and No. 417, "Private Driveway Sign" are 

added. 

15. In Drawings No. 665, No. 670, and No. 671, the sump is added or chanbed and the 
notes are reorganized for clarity. 
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PAVED WIDTH 
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7 " :  

I 

PARKING TRAVEL LANE TRAVEL LANE PARKING 

h u 2.5% MIN. 2.5% MIN. -----, 

6.5' 

SIDEWALK PLANTER 
L1 

t- 57 

ROW 1 1 
28' 

PAVED WIDTH 

SIDEWALK PLANTER PCANTER SIDEWALK 

L2 
FOR ADT OF SO0 VEHICLES PER DAY 

I 44' 
ROW I 
20 

PAVED WIDTH I 
10 I 10' 

TRAVEL LANE TRAVEL LANE 

1-4 
SIDEWALK PLANTER 

NO PARKING 
FOR ADT OF SO0 VEHICLES PER DAY 

NOTES: 1 

. 
DEPARTMENT 

I 
TRAFFIC ENGINEER I DATE I DRAWNBY I DRAWING NO. 

1. A planter strip is required on all Local Streets. 
2. Paved width and planter strip are measured to face of curb. 
3. Provide 0.5 feet from right-of-way line to the back of sidewalk for maintenance 

survey monument protection. 
4. Street trees and street lights are required and shall be located within the planter 
5. For cul-de-sac requirements, see Beavefion Standard dwg 110. 

and 

strip. 



f \ 
I a 

5' SIDEWALK 

6.5' PLANTER STRIP 

PAVED WIDTH 
SEE NOTE 1 

RIGHT-OF-WAY 
SEE NOTE 1 

NOTES: 
1. See Beaverton Standard Dwg 103 for Local Street right-of-way and paved width 
2. Length of cul-de-sac shall not exceed 200 feet. 
3. On a cul-de-sac sewing only residential uses and having no more than five abutting 

residential units, the dimensions of the cul-de-sac bulb may be reduced to provide: 
a. a minimum 24 foot radius to face of curb, 
b. a minimum 30 foot radius to right of way, 
c. a minimum 5 foot wide curb tight sidewalk (measured from back of curb). 

with easements for street trees and street lighting outside of the right of way. 

L 

standards. 

1 
2 

> 

PUBLIC WORKS MINIMUM 
DEPARTMENT CUL-DE-SAC STA~DARDS 

DRAWN BY 
Randall R. Wooley 3 -20 -06  JR - CPD 

J 

! 3.5 



BOX SECTION 

NOTES: 1 
1. Standard monument box for AC pavement shall be cast iron with 8-inch minimum in ide diameter, 

Olympic Foundry # M1014'or equal. 
2. Matching monument box cover shall be cast iron wit11 MON or MONUMENT cast int the top face, 

Olympic Foundry # 14 - 6169 or equal. 
3. New manholes are to be located a minimum of 4 feet from center of its base to mon I ment box. 

PUBLIC WORKS 
DEPARTMENT 

\ 1 
STANDARD AC MONPMENT BOX 

I 

CITY ENGINEER 
Terry Waldeie, P.E. 

/ 

DATE 

5 - 0 9 - 0 6  

DRAWN BY 

JR - CPO 

DRAWING NO. 

130 



f I 5 

I 

I 
BOX SECTION 

NOTES: 

1. Monument box for PCC pavement shall be cast iron with 8 inch minimum inside 
Foundry # MI015 or equal. 

2. Matching monument box cover shall be cast iron with MON or MONUMENT cast i 
Olympic Foundry# 14 - 6174 or equal. 

3. New manholes are to be located a minimum of 4 feel from center of its base to 

\ 

diameter, Olympic 

to the top face, 

monument box. 

1 

PUBLIC WORKS 
DEPARTMENT 

CITY ENGINEER DATE DRAWN BY RAWlNG NO. 
Terly Waldele, P.E. 4 -27-06  JR - CPD 131 



TANDARD AC MONUMENT BOX 
SEE Beavefion Standard 

AC PAVEMENT 

BASE COURSE 

AC PAVEMENT 

CENTERLINES 

PUBLIC WORKS 



METAL CAP SET AT PCC MONUMENT BOX 
MIDPOINT OF BOX SEE Beaverton Standard 

BASE COURSE 

COMPACTED 
TO MIN 95% 

COMPACTED 

CENTERLINES 



f I \ 

I 

URFACE COURSE 

BASE 

METAL 
CAP 

NATIVE GROUND 

CENTERLINES 

NOTES: 

1. All monuments shall use either 5/8 inch 0 x 30 inches long iron rod or 3/4 inch 0 x 3C 
long iron pipe. 

2. All monuments shall be in accordance with the Oregon Revised Statutes Chapters 

\ 

PUBLIC WORKS GRAVEL 

i 

COURSE 

inches 

92 and 209. 

I 

DEPARTMENT CENTERLINE MONUMENTS 

CITY ENGINEER DATE DRAWN BY ?AWING NO 
Teny Waldele, P.E. 4 - 2 7 - 0 6  JR - CPD 137 



PCC MONUMENT BOX 
SEE Beaverton Standard 

METALCAPSETAT 
MIDPOINT OF BOX 1 

Dwg 131 
,PCCCO, 

BASE COURSE 

TO MIN 95% PVC PIPE EXT INDING 1" 
BELOW SPACER BLOCKS 

BASE COURSE 
(IF REQUIRED) 
COMPACTED 
TO MIN 95% 

NATIVE 

SEE NOTE 1 

CENTERLINES 

NOTES: 
1. All monuments shall use either 5/8 inch 0 x 30 inches long iron rod or 5$ inch 0 x 30 iiches 

long iron pipe. 

Cement Concrete. 

1 2. All monuments shall be in accordance with the Oregon Revised Statutes Chapters 9 and 209. 
3. Monument box shall be set within a 6 inch wide, round collar of 5,000 psi, high-early Portland 

4. Place 3 - Tx2" spacers, cut from 2" concrete patio block, evenly spaced to match fin sh grade. 
5. For post-monumentation on existing concrete surfaces, core-drill or diamond saw-cu, is required. 

PUBLIC WORKS 
DEPARTMENT 

RAWING NO. 
Terry Waidele, P.E. 5 - 1 0 - 0 6  JR - CPD 138 41 



f ----- 

CONTRACTION 

USEEXTGEXPA 
JOINT OR SAWC 
PLACE COLD JOINT (TYP.) 

SECTION A-A AGGREGATE BASE 
6"x6x10 GA. MESH 
1 w  ABOVE BASE 

2. Concrete shall have a minimum breaking strength of 4,000 psi after 28 days. 
3. Curb joint shall be a troweled joint with a minimum 112 inch radius along back of curb. 

7. Weepholes,not to be placed in wing. 

driving surface in excess of 1/16 inch, then the gutter shall also be removed and rep1 

PUBLIC WORKS 
DEPARTMENT DRIVEWA~~ 

CITY ENGINEER DATE DRAWN BY CRAWING NO. 
Terry Waldele, P.E. 5 - 0 5 - 0 6  JR - CPD 210 J 



* * " + * * " *  
* * - " - * 

* * * *  
. " * * .  

2" OF COMPACT 
AGGREGATE BASE 314" - 0 CRUSHE 

SECTION A-A 

equal extending from top of base to finished grade. 



AND LOCAL STREETS 

2" OF COMPACTED 314" -0 
COMPACTED SUBGRADE 

STANDARD SIDEWALK & PLANTER STRIP 

exceed 45 feet. 

sidewalks, and  sidewalk panels' widths and lengths. 



, - J -  .---, r ?  

fl ' - 
LC. 

\ 
I-' I 

/ 
I / I  \ \  '. 

\ 
VARIES IN REGIO~AL C E ~ T E R , ~  -1 

/ 

CURB JOINT 
SEE NOTE 4 1 

AND LOCAL STREETS 1 

COMPACTED SUBGRADE 
CRUSHEDR CK 

CURB TIGHT SIDEWALK AGGREGATE BASE 9 
WHENPREAPPROVED ~ 

NOTES: 

I .  Concrete shall have a minimum compressive strength 
specif cations. 

2. Sidewalk panels shall be square with their length 
in the Regional Center, Town Center, Station 
6 feet, in which cases their 

3. Expansion joints to be 
points of tangency in curb as shown on 
exceed 45 feet. 

4. For sidewalks adjacent to the curb and 
shall be troweled with a minimum 112 inch radius. 

5. Sidewalk shall have a minimum 
of a driveway shall have a minimum thickness of 6 inches. See Beaverton Standard 

mesh. Location of 40 foot long section to be as directed1 by City Engineer. 

by the City Engineer. 

Dwg 241. 

of sidewalks, and sidewalk panels'widths and lengths. 

6. Where vehicular access across sidewalk is required by City, a 40 foot long section 
provided in the access area, shall be 6-inches thick and shall be reinforced with 

7. Finish with broom and edge all joints. 
8. Street trees, treewells and grates are required except wliere specifically 

9. For sidewalk widths around grated treewells, and tree grate 

10. For sidewalk repairs, replacements and installations in 

T 
- 

PUBLIC WORKS 
DEPARTMENT 

\ 

CURB TIGHT SI EWALK 
(WHEN PREAPP OVED) 

TRAFFIC ENGINEER 

C~ty Of Beaverton Randall R Wooley 
DATE 

5-05-06 

DRAWN BY 

JR - CPO 

&AWING NO 

216 



' TRANSITION 

STRAIGHT ROADWAY 

CUL-DE-SACS & CURVES 

a specific project approved by City Engineer. 
2. For Standard Sidewalk information see Beaverton Standard Dwg 215. 

\ 

PUBLIC WORKS STANDARD TO CURB TIGHT 
DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK TRANSITION 

TRAFFIC ENGINEER DATE DRAWN BY DRAWING NO. 
Randall R. Wooley 5 - 0 9 - 0 6  JR - CPD 217 

/ 
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CAP AS REQUIRED 
HEIGHT VARIES AS REQUIRED 

CORNER FRONT VIEW 

FILTER FABRIC ABUTTING SIDEWALK 

DRAIN ROCK 

ERFORATED PIPE 

CROSS SECTION 

vary, see specifications. 

\ 

PUBLIC WORKS 
DEPARTMENT STANDARD BLOOK WALL 

CITY ENGINEER DATE DRAWN BY RAWING NO. 
Terry Waldele, P.E. 5 - 1 2 - 0 6  JR - CPD 236 

'4 



WlDE OR LESS 
(2) 12" MIN FOR 

TRENCHES WIDER COMPACTED 

AASHTO 1-99 

EXISTING PAVEMENT CLASS A BACKFI 
TO 90% OF MAX 
ASHTO T-99 AND 

(1) CONTROLLED 
DENSITY FILL 
(CDF) AS PER SEC 
210.19 FORTRENCHES 
12" WlDE ORLESS IN 
STREETS WITH 
CLASSIFICATIONS 
HIGHER THAN 
RESIDENTIAL 

(2) 314' - 0' AGGREGATE 
COMPACTED TO 
95% OF MAX DENSITY 
PER AASHTO 1-99 AND 
ODOT/APWA SPEC 
00405 FOR ALL OTHER 
TRENCHES 

Standard Dwgs 309 & 310. 
3. For PCC pavement required width of cut see Beaverton Standard Dwgs 309 & 310. 
4. Match existing pavement material(s). Thickness shall be as follows: 

strength class 5,000 psi PCC approved by City Engineer. 

6. For conduit trench requirements see Beaverton Standard Dwg 301. 

I 
\ 

PUBLIC WORKS PIPE TRENCH 
DEPARTMENT AND SURFACE 

CITY ENGINEER DATE DRAWN BY +AWING NO. 

City Of Beaverton Terry Waldele, P.E. 6 - $ 0 - 0 4  JR - CPD 
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I 
I 

I 
I 

TRENCHES 12 
WIDE OR LESS ------------ 

(2) 12" MIN FOR 
TRENCHES WIDER 

RESURFACING 

314" -O" AGG. BASE 

95% OF MAX. DENS 

TRENCHES 12" WIDE OR 
LESS IN STREETS WITH 
CLASSIFICATIONS HIGHER \ 
THAN RESIDENTIAL 
SEE NOTE 5 

(2) 314" - 0' AGGREGATE 
COMPACTED TO 95 % OF 
MAX DENSITY PER 
AASHTO T-99AND 
ODOT/APWA SPEC 00405 
FOR ALL OTHER 
TRENCHES 

requirements, see Engineering Design Manual sections 210.18 & 210.19. 

Standard Dwgs 309 & 310. 



NEW EDGE LIN 

EDGE LINE 
OF EXISTING 
PATCH, 
CURB OR 

T-CUT WIDTH VARIES EDGE OF 
SEE NOTE 3 STREET 

SEE NOTE 5 ~ 
1 CROSS SECTION 

NOTES: I 

nearest of (a) or (b). 

1. This drawing applies to trench cuts and other kinds of street cuts. 
2. For T-cut dimensions, see Beaverton Standard Dwgs 300 & 301. 
3. On all non-local streets, width of T-cut shall be a minimum of three feet. On al 

streets, width of T-cut shall be a minimum of twelve-inches plus the trench width. 
4. If new edge of pavement is less than three feet from another patch, curb or ed'ge 

street, replace the pavement in between. 
5. If more than one existing patch edge is within the three foot zone, remove 

to the far edge of the pre-existing patch. 
6. New edge of pavement (edge line) shall not lie in a wheel path. Width of T-cut 

be widened where necessary to move the edge line out of the wheel path and 
a. to location that is 6 inches from the nearest lane line, or 
b. to the location required by note 3 or 4 above as applicable, whichever is thq 

PUBLIC WORKS STREET RESURFAZING ON 
DEPARTMENT ASPHALT CONCRETE 

CRAWING NO. 
Terry Waldele, P.E. 

local 

of 

pavement 

shall 
either: 



BUS ROUTES 
WITH APPROVED 

REMAINING CONCRETE 
SEE NOTE 1. WHERE PAVEMENT 

HIGH EARLY STRENGTH 
5,000 PSI PCC 

UNDISTURBED SUBGRADE 
AASHTO T-99 

1. OPTION A (not allowed on Arterial 

surface to remain. One side of utility cut is to be along existing joint. OPTION B: S 

PUBLIC WORKS 



SAWCUT AND SAWCUT FULL 

CONCRETE - SEE NOTE 1 INSTALL #5 TIE 

INSTALL #5 TIE BARS, 

HIGH EARLY STRENGTH 
5,000 PSI PCC 314"-0 AGG BACKFIL 

UNDISTURBED SUBGRADE TO 95% MAX DENS1 
AASHTO T-99 









TRAVEL LANE, 

JOG IN INLAY 

TRAVEL LANE 
OR TURN LANE 
TRAFFIC FLOW 

EXAMPLE "6-1" 

PUBLIC WORKS 

56 







f I > 
I 
I 
I 
I 

! 
STANDARD OR SUBURBAN STYLE 

FRAME & COVER AS SPECIFIED 

----------- 
IF REQUIRED 

REINFORCING STEEL 
SEE NOTE 2 

5" MIN SEE NOTE 5 

JOINT 
SEE NOTE 3 

I I I I 
I I _ _ - - -  I I 
I T------ 
I 1  

-1 I 
1 1 SEE NOTE6 

I I I I 
I I I I 
I I I I 
I I I I 
I I I I 

NOTES: 

1. Manhole cone shall be manufactured by Cascade Concrete Products Inc, Hanso 
& Products lnc or approved equal and conform to the requirements of ASTM C- 
applicable provisions of Beaverton Standard Dwg 304, 

2. Reinforcing steel is grade 60. Steel area is 0.12 square inch per foot, (D3 on 3 in 
2 inches clear of the external surface. 

3. All joints and rubber gaskets shall conform to the requirements of ASTM C-433. 
4. Concrete shall have a 28 day ultimate strength of 4000 psi. 
5. Two reinforced polypropylene steps shall be provided at the locations shown. 
6. Lower section height varies and is to be deternmined by engineer. 

\ 
1 

Pipe 
78 and 

h spacing), 

d 

PUBLIC WORKS 
DEPARTMENT CONE 

CITY ENGINEER DATE DRAWN BY RAWING NO. 
Terry Waldele, P.E. 5 -10 - 06 JR - CPD 336 

59 



\ r I 

I 

DRIVE RIVET 

2 DRIVE RIVETS 
SET 90" APART 

NOTES: 
1. Sign post shall be inserted a minimum of 12-inch 
2. See Chapter 4 of the Engineering Design Manua 

, 
\ 

AqSEMBLY 
I 

DRAWING NO. 

400 
J 

3. Cap and crosspiece to be of the same style. 

L 

PUBLIC WORKS 
DEPARTMENT TYPICAL SIGN 

TRAFFIC ENGINEER 

City Of Beaverton Randall R. Wooley 
DftTE 

5-03-06 

DRAWN BY 

JR - CPO 



CITY OF BEAVERTON 

.75" BORDER 

2. All letters shall be black and series are as noted. 

PUBLIC WORKS FUTURE STREET ELTENSION 
DEPARTMENT 



T 
I 

\ 

I 
I 

0.375" BORDER 

substrate. 

shemeting. 

I . 
STREET 

BLACK LETTERING ON WHITE BACKGROUND 

NOTES: 
I. Flat blanks shall be 0.080 inch gauge with 6063 T6 alodine coated aluminun- 
2. All letters shall be black series "C". 
3. Background shall be white 3M Scotchlife brand High Intensity Reflective 
4. For sign mounting, see Beaverton StandardDwg 400. 

\ 

PUBLIC WORKS 
DEPARTMENT 

PRIVATE 
SIGN 

City Of Beaverton Randall R. Wooley 
TRAFFIC ENGINEER DRAWING NO. 



0.375" SPACE -' 1 

0.375" BORDER 

BLACK LETTERING ON WHITE BACKGROU N D 

NOTES: 
1. Flat blanks shall be 0.080 inch gauge with 6063 T6 alodine coated aluminu 
2. All letters shall be black and series are as noted. 
3. Background shall be white 3M Scotchlite brand High Intensity Reflective sh 
4. For sign mounting, see Beaverfon Standard Dwg 400. 

\ 

-WAY 

DRAWING NO. 

417 

'63 

PUBLIC WORKS 
DEPARTMENT 

PRIVATE DRIV 
SIGN 

TRAFFIC ENGINEER 
Randall R. Wooley 

DATE 

3-21-06 

DRAWN BY 

MC-TD 



COPPER PlPE 

LADDER WITH 

SPOOL FLG x PE 

DOOR APPROVED 

2 PlPE SUPPO 
BOLTED TO F 

CHECK VALVE 

CINCH ANCHORS 

3. Vault door mechanisms shall not project below the ceiling of the vault interior. 

have clear access from vault door. 

Plumbing Code (SOPC). 
6. Check valve to be union style (compression) or install 

union with check valve. 
7. Slope interior toward end of floor for sump or gravity 



OREGON STATE OREGON STATE 
PLUMBING CODE PLUMBING CODE 

LADDER WITH 

NONSHRINK GROU 

TO DAYLIGHT 

2 PIPE SUPPORTS 
BOLTED TO FLOOR 

Plumbing Code (SOPC). 
4. Vault door mechanisms shall not project below the ceiling of the vault interior. 
5. Aluminum ladder with extension to be O.S.H.A. approved, 

(Utility Vault Co. 1672 or equal). Ladder to have clear 
access from vault door. 

6. Slope interior toward center of floor for sump or gravity 
drain outlet. For alternate floor end drain, see Beaverton 
Standard Dwg 665. 

PUBLIC WOR 



N F B R  CONNECTION 
PER NFPA 13 LADDER WITH 
LOCATION APPROVED 
BY FIRE DISTRICT 

CHECK VALVE 

ADDER EXTENSION 

2 PIPE SUPPORTS 
BOLTED TO FLOOR 

Plumbing Code (SOPC). 

have clear access from vault door. 
5. Vault door mechanisms shall not project 

below the ceiling of the vault interior. 
6. Slope interior toward center of floor for 



Beaverton City Council 
Beaverton, Oregon 

SUBJECT: An Ordinance Amending Ordinance FOR AGENDA OF: 011 08 107 JILL NO.: O7O1' 

No. 2050, the Development Code, BY 
Amending and Adding Provisions Iblayor's Approval: 
Relating to ~rans~ortatibi TA 2006- 
001 1 DEPARTMENT OF 

DATE SUBMITTED: 12/26/06 

CLEARANCES: City Attorne 

PROCEEDING: First Reading EXHIBIT: 1. Ordinance , 

2. Land Use0 
3. PC Minutes 

1211 3/06 
4. Staff Report 
5. Staff Memo 
6. Comment M 

BUDGET IMPACT ~ 
EXPENDITURE AMOUNT 
REQUIRED$O BUDGETEID $0 

HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE: 
On November 29, 2006, the Planning Commission held a public hearing to r TA 2006-001 1 
Transportation-related Text Amendment. TA 2006-0011 proposes to Code 
sections 40.57 Public Transpdation Facility, 40.70 sidewa1k'~esi~n 60.55.20 Traffic 
Impact Analysis, 60.55.30 Minimum Street Widths, 60.55.35 Access 90 Definitions. 
The amendment clarifies text in Public Transportation Facilities a new Sidewalk 
Design Modification application and process for dimensions of 
sidewalks to accommodate constraints, clarifies removes 
engineering standards from the Street Widths 
for jurisdictional wetland. 

At the November 29 Public Hearing, the Planning Commission continued the pub1 c hearing on TA 
2006-001 1 and asked staff to address issues identified in the public discussion. Con erns focused on 
Section 2, Sidewalk Design Modification, and Section 4, Minimum Street Widths. he hearing was 
continued so that staff could address the issues. In a December 6, 2006, mem to the Planning 
Commission, staff recommended approval of TA 2006-0011 to the City Council ith the changes 

with the modifications proposed in the December 6, 2006, memo. 

:: 
identified in that memo. The Commission deliberated and recommended approval f TA 2006-001 1 b 
Agenda Bill No: 07011 I 

INFORMATION FOR CONSIDERATION: 
The proposed ordinance (Exhibit 1) embodies TA 2006-001 1. The Ordinance 
required readings. It is important to process this ordinance with the ordinance 
Engineering Design Manual that is also scheduled for First Reading at this meeting. 

is ready for the 
hat updates the 
Together, these 



amendments clarify and at times add related transportation provisions to the Code and 
remove engineering standards from the Development Code and place 
Engineering Design Manual. These two amendments have completed their 
ready to be processed for first reading. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
First Reading. 

Agenda Bill No: 07011 



ORDINANCE YV0. - 44 18 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 2050, 
THE DEVELOPMENT CODE, BY AMENDING AND ADDING PRO 

RELATING TO TRANSPORTATION TA 2006-0011 

WHEREAS, the purpose of the proposed amendment to the City 
Development Code is to clarify text within the Public Transportation 
section, propose a new Sidewalk Design Modification application and 
to the location and dimensions of sidewalks to accommodate 
Impact Analysis subsections, remove engineering standards 
that are more appropriately contained in the Engineering 
add a definition for jurisdictional wetland; and 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission conducted a public hearing on 
2006, and continued the item and made a decision on December 13, 2006, 
approval of proposed TA 2006-001 1 based upon the Staff Report dated 
modified by the Memorandum dated December 6,20'06; and 

WHEREAS, the Council consented to approval and adoption of criteria 
request and findings thereon in the Staff Report dated November 9, 2006, as 
Memorandum dated December 6, 2006, and, further, approved the 
amendment as set forth in Exhibit A, and incorporated herein by reference. 

WHEREAS, the land use order was memorializing the Planning 
recommendation; and 

Now, therefore, I 

Commission's 

THE CITY OF BEAVERTON ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS: ~ 
Section 2. Savings Clause. I 

Section 1. Ordinance No. 2050, Development Code, is hereby amended 
Exhibit A, which is hereby incorporated therein by reference and adopted. 

A. Nothing in this Ordinance shall a'ffect a site development permit o other permit 
related to the development of land issued before the effective date of this Ordinanc . 

B. Nothing in this Ordinance shall affect a site development permit o other permit 
related to the development of land issued on or after the effective date of .s Ordinance, 
provided the City first received the application for the permit before the effecti e date of this 
Ordinance. 1 

as set forth in 

Agenda Bill No. 07011 



C. Nothing in this Ordinance shall affect the City's consideration of an a 
site development permit or other permit related to the development of land, prc 
first received the application for the permit before the effective date of this Ordina 

Section 3. Severability. It shall be considered that it is the legislativ~ 
adoption of this Ordinance, that if any part of the ordinance should be determined 
of competent jurisdiction, i.e., the Land Use Board of Appeals or the Land Cc 
Development Commission, to be unconstitutional or not acknowledged as in cc 
applicable statewide planning goals, the remaining parts of the ordinance shall I 

and acknowledged unless: (1) the tribunal determines that the remaining parts , 
afid inseparably connected with and dependent upon the unconstitutional or m 
part that it is apparent the remaining parts would not have been enacte 
unconstitutional or unacknowledged part; or (2) the remaining parts, stand 
incomplete and incapable of being executed in accordance with legislative intent. 

First reading this - day of ,2007. 

Passed by the Council this - day of ,2007. 

Approved by the Mayor this - day of ,2007. 

ATTEST: APPROVED: 

SUE NELSON, City Recorder ROB DRAKE, Mayor 

Agenda Bill No. 07011 
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Exhibit A I 
Strikeouts are deletions; bold underlined text are insertions. 1 

Section 1: The Development Code section 40.57 is amended to read: ~ 
40.57. PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION FACILITY [ORD 433 ; November 

20041 P 
40.57.05 Purpose I 

40.57.10 Applicability ~ 
* A 

establish a process for review of new 
significant expansion of major transportation facilit 

const:iuction or 
.es. 

This section applies 

-A - - - J  - ---- 

+for Collectors, Arterials, Principal Arterials, and 
and the areas adjacent to the rights of wav where 
changes will occur as a result of such construction. 

Freeways, 
~hvs ica l  



40.57.15 Application. I 
There is a single Public Transpoi-tation Facility applica ion which is 
subject to the following requirements. I 

1. Public Transportation Facility, I 

1. A new facilitv will be constructed 
transportation facilitv existed previouslv. 

2. The work includes construction activities 
public right of way or easement. including 
staging areas and stock~iling of materials. 

3. The work involves the acauisition of new 

where no 

outside a 
contractor 

right of way. 
4. The work includes the construction of transit shelters. 



Section 2: The Development Code is amended to add a new section 40.7 

40.70. SIDEWALK DESIGN MODIFICATION 

40.70.05 Purpose. 

The Sidewalk Design Modification al~plication shall be adplicable to 
all streets in the Citv. 

40.70.15. Application. ~ 
There is a single Sidewalk Design Modification applicaticbn 
subiect to the following requirements. 

which is 

A. Threshold. An appllication for ~idewakk Design 
Modification shall be reauired when one of the 
thresholds applv: 

1. The sidewalk width, planter strip width, 
minimum standards specified in the 
Design Manual are proposed to be modified. 

following 

or both 
Engineering 



B. Procedure Tvpe. The Tvpe 1 procedure. as described in 
Section 50.35 of this Code. shall applv to an Ia~plication 

2. The dimensions or locations of stree4 
specified in the Engineering Design 
proposed to be mtodified. 

tree wells 
Manual are 

- 

for sidewalk Design Modification. The decision 
authoritv is the Director. 

1. The proposal satisfies the threshold rehuirements 
for a Sidewalk Design Modification application. 

making 

C. Approval Criteria. I:n order to approve 
Design Modification application, the decision 
authoritv shall make findings of fact based 
provided bv the applicant demonstrating 
followinp criteria are satisfied: 

2. All Citv application fees related,to the application 
under consideration bv the decisidn making 

a Sidewalk 
making 

on evidence 
that the 

authoritv have been submitted. ~ 
3. One or more of the following criteria are1 satisfied: 

a. That there exist local topographic 
which would result in anv of the 

conditions, 
following: 

i. A sidewalk that is located 
below the top surfaceof a 

above or 
finished curb. 

ii. A situation in which construbtion of the 

i. An existing structure prevents the 
construction of a standard sihewalk. 

Engineering Design Manual 
street cross-section would 
steep slope or retaining wall 
prevent vehicular accesE 
adjoining propertv. 

b. That there exist local physical 
such as: 

ii. An existing utilitv device pievents the 
construction of a standard sidlewalk. 

standard 
reauire a 
that would 

to the 

conditions 



iii. Rock outcroppings prevent the 
construction of a standarb sidewalk 
without blasting. 

d. That additional risht - , of wa :;is{q:ed to 
construct the En ineerin Desi n Manual 
standard and the ad'oinin ro ert is not 
controlled bv the applicant. 

c. That there exist environmental 
such as a Significant Natural 
Jurisdictional Wetland. Clean Water 
Water Quality Sensitive Area. 

conditions 
Res~urce Area, 

Services 
Clean Water 

ma.? impose conditions on the approval of Sidewalk 
Design Modification a~oplication to ensure bompliance 

Services required Vegetative Corridor. or 
Significant Tree Grove. 

5. Applications and documents related to 
which will require further City approval, 
submitted to the City in the proper sequence. 

with the approval criteria. 1 

dhe request, 
have been 



F. Appeal of a Decision. Refer to Section 50.65. i 
G. Expiration of a Decision. Refer to Section $0.90. 

Extension of a Decision.. Refer to Section 50.9,.  H. 

Section 3: The Development Code section 60.55.20 is amended to read: 

60.55.20 Traffic Impact Analysis. ~ 
F. Mitigation Identification. In order to protect the public 

system fkom potentially adverse impacts of the 
identified need for public services within the 
the development, or both, the Traffic 
methods of mitigating on-site and 
proposed phases of the development. 

The analysis shall make recommendations for improveme ts  necessary j for safe and efficient traffic floor and bicycle, pedestrian. and transit 
movement and access based on and roughlv proportional 
identified impacts. Buildout Year, Long-Range Forecast 
project phasing impacts shall be considered. 

The traffic impact analysis shall discuss the estimated levkls of impact, 

to the 
Year, and 

improvements, and mitigations., and shall demonstrate 
recommended mitigations are roughly ~roportional 
identified impacts. . . . 

G. Recommendations. The Traffic Impact Analysis report 
state the mitigation measures recommended by the analysis 
summarize how the recommended mitigations 
proportional to the identified impacts. The recommended 
and highway mitigation measures shall be shown on a 
that depicts existing and recommended improvements. 

how the 
to the 

(shall clearly 
and shall 

are roughlv 
street 

scaled drawing 



Section 4: The Development Code section 60.55.30 is amended to read: 

60.55.30 Minimum Street Widths. Mini 





60.55.35 Access Standards.  [ORD 4302; May 20041 I 
1. The development plan shall include street plans that dem 

safe access to and from the proposed development 
system will be provided. The applicant shall also show 
private access to, fi-om, and within the proposed 
preserved. [ORD 4103; April 20001 

2. No more than 25 dwelling units may have access onto 
street system unless a greater number is authorized 
Section 40.70.15.2. of this Code. 

3 .2 .  Intersection Standards. - 

Section 5: The Development Code is amended to acknowledge the name 
the Engineering Design Manual and Sfandaraf Drawings to the Engine 
Manual. 

Section 6: The Development Code Section 90 is amended to add 
definition: 

Jurisdict ional  Wetland. A wetland identified by a jurisdict on's Local 
Wetland Inventory o r  as determined by e i ther  t h e  Oregon Divis'on of Sta te  
Lands o r  t h e  United Sta tes  Army Corp of Engineers. In gen ral, i t  is  a 
wetland that a government body requires t o  be  considered o r  r viewed a s  
defined under  its regulations. 1 



THE CITY OF BEAVERTON, OREGON 1 
IN THE MATTER OF .\ REQUI:ST TO AMEND ) ORDI.:H NO. 1932 
BEAVER'ION DEVEI.OPhlEW CODE SECTIOSS ) TA2006-0011 RECOMlIENDING APPROVAL OF 
40 57 P I  'HI.IC TRANSPORTA'rION FACILITYI. TRANSPORrr.4TION - REI.:\TED TEXT . \. - --- - --- ~~~ . - ~ - ,, ~ ~ ~- 

40.70 (SIDEWALK DESIGN MODIFICATION. < AMENDMENT I 
60.55.20 (TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS), 60.55.30 < 
(MINIML%~ S'I'KEET WIDTHS), 60.55.3; (ACCESS 5 
S'rZW.4RDS) AND CHAPTER 90 (DEFINITIONS) ) 
Ci"RAYSP0RTATION - RELATED TEYL' > 
AMENDMENT). CITY OF BEAVERTON, 
APPLICANT. i 

The matter of TA2006-0011 (Transportation - related Text 

initiated by the City of Beaverton, through the submittal of a 

application to the Beaverton Community Development Department. 

Pursuant to Ordinance 2050 (Development Code), 

Ordinance 4405, Section 50.50 (Type 4 Application), the 

conducted a public hearing on November 29, and 

considered oral and written testimony and exhibits for 

ORDER NO. 1932 1 

the Beaverton Development Code. 

TA.2006-0011 (Transportation - related Text Amendment) proposes 

Development Code Section 40.57 (Public Transportation Facility), 40.70 

Design Modification), 60.55.20 (Traffic Impact .Analysis), 60.55.30 (Minirlum 

to amend 

(Sidewalk 

Street 

Widths), 60.55.35 (Access Standards), and Chapter 90 (Definit:.ons), 

acknowledge the name change of the Engineering Design Manual. 

The Planning Commission adopts by reference the November 9, 

Report, as amended by the Memorandum dated December 6, 2006, as 

contained in Section 40.85.15.1.C.l-7 applicable to this request contai 

now, therefore: 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that pursuant to Section 50.50.1 of the 

Development Code, the Planning Commissiom RECOMMENDS 

TA2006-0011 with the following changes to TA2006-0011: 

and 

2006, Staff 

to criteria 

led herein; 

Beaverton 

APPROVAT., of 



Section 4, subsections 60.55.30.1. and 60.55.30.2. will be re sed to read: 

Any project-specific modifications 6e !_f the standards. .. .i 
= Section 4, add criterion 6. The proposed Sidewalk Desim 

Standard Dra wings to Engineering Design Manual. 

Section 6 ,  the word Engineers will be capitalized. 

Motion CARRIED by the following vote: 1 
AYES: Maks, Kroger, Bobadilla, Winter, and Johanse 
NAYS: None. 
ABSTAIN: None. 
ABSENT: Pogue and Stephens. 

Dated this \q* day of I$*--c, ,2006. 

To appeal the decision of the Planning Commission, as 

Use Order No. 1932 an appeal must be filed on an  Appeal 

Director at the City of Beaverton Community Development 

no later than 430  p.m. on t(idry : 29 ,2006. 

PLANNING COMM 
FOR BEAVERTON, 

STEVEN A. SPAR@ AICP 
Development Services Manager 

Chairman 

ORDER NO. 1932 1 .  



- 
PLANNING COMMISSIONNIINUTES 1 

November 29,2006 I 
CALL TO ORDER: Chairman. Eric Johansen called 

to order at 6:30 p.m. in the 
Hall Council Chambers a t  
Drive. 

ROLL CALL: Present were Chairman 
Planning Commissioners 

Melissa Bobadilla, and Dan Maks. 
Stephens, Shannon Pogue, 

Senior Planner John Osterberg, Associate 
~ l a h n e r  Laura Kelly, City Tran portation 
Engineer Randy Wooley, ! Senior 
Transportation Planner Margaret iddleton, 
Assistant City Attorney Ted Nae ura, and 
Recording Secretary Sheila Martin 
represented staff. 

The meeting was called to order by Chairman Johan 
presented the format for the meeting. 

2~ VISITORS: 1 
29 
30 airman Johansen asked if there were any visitors in 
31 address the Commission on any non-agenda 
32 none. 

STAFF 

Staff indicated that e no co~mmunications a t  this tim . 
\ b 

NEW BUSINESS: '\ 
\ I 

Chairman Johansen opened the Public 
for Public Hearings. There were no disquali 
Commission members. No one in the 
any Commissioner to hear any of the agenda items, t 
the hearing or requested that the hearing be postponed to 



Planning Commission Minutes November 29,2006 I Page 6 of 10 

Motion CARRIED, unanimously. ~ 

Chairman Johansen outlined the applicable approval crit 
regard to this application and described the hearing process. 

A 2006-0011 - TRANSPORTATION-RELATED 
AMENDMENTS 
The City is seeking approval of a text amendment to the 
Code that clarifies text on Public Transportation 
applications, proposes a new Sidewalk Modification applichtion 
process for modifications to the localtion and dimensions of 
accommodate constraints, clarifies two Traffic Impact 
subsections, removes engineering standards from the Street 
subsection, updates references, and adds a definition for 
wetland. 

Senior Transportation Planner Margaret Middleton 
Transportation Engineer Randy Wooley and presented 
for a Text Amendment to the Development Code. 
Transportation Text Amendment is necessary 
follows: 

TEXT 

Development 
Facilities 

and 
sidewalks to 

Analysis 
Widths 

juribdictional 

The amendment is part of the City's effort to 
upon the current Code and the current 
by simplifying and clarifying existing 
address the challenges of new development; 

In updating, simplifying, and clarifying the portions 
and the Engineering Design Manual, staff 
engineering standards within the Code and 
and place the properly into the Engineering 
staff is currently amending, conclurrent with 

The Engineering Design Modification process in the 
Design Manual does not adequately address the need 
to modify the location and dimension of sidewalks or 
landscaping to address existing conditions or 
"stand alone" application with the proposed 
Width standards (which included sidewalk 
Therefore, a new Type 1 application 
Commission review of this component. 
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Ms. Middleton described the different sections of the proposed 
amendment, recommended approval of the proposal, and ffered to 
respond to questions. I 
Chairman Johansen questioned whether the established 

be consistent with the criteria. 
creates a situation where the addition of any additional lots 

Ms. Middleton responded that staff has attempted not to 
situation, adding that this involves existing develop 
environmental factors. 

Commissioner Kroger expressed concern with conflicts 
public process and standardizing these issues into the 
and specifically with providing the public with the 
provide input into these standards. Ms. Middleton 
Engineering Design Manual receives public 
Council process. 

Referring to page 3 of 9, which addresses the purpose sta ement of 
sidewalk design, Commissioner Winter questioned whether his could 
involve sidewalk ramps that are not connected to any sidewal~s. i 
Ms. Middleton responded that the ramp is part of the sidewal . f 
Chairman. Johansen requested further information with reg rd to the 
sidewalk design modification. i 
Ms. Middleton advised Chairman Johansen that this 
requested by the Community Development Department, b 
removal of the street width standards from the Code, addin 
had been concern with regard to the absence of any pro 
with environmental and existing conditions that constrain 
and dimensions of sidewalks and landscape strips. 
application allows review of such constraints to assur 
connectivity. 

PUBLIC TESTIMONY I 
MARK SAN SOUCIE observed that while he is generally i 
this proposal, he would like to comment on Sections 3, 4, 5 ,  
pointed out that the approval criteria for a design review 
do not detail modifications to the standards and design 
that he is not clear with regard to any 
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modification as  permitted through this type of applica 
expressed his opinion that the contents of the Engineeri 
Manual do receive public review as appropriate. 

City Transportation Engineer Randy Wooley explained th  
modifications allowed by design review, noting that this 
a judgment call. 

Commissioner Maks expressed concern with potential is 
might arise with the design review modifications. 

Chairman Johansen suggested including some type of guar 
this type of process can not be used simply for the 
increasing the number of lots. 

Ms. Middleton agreed that this could be addressed. I 
Commissioner Maks expressed his opinion that the proc dure for 
modifying a sidewalk should be simplified, and suggested hat  staff 
should make some changes to this section. I 
The public portion of the Public Hearing was closed. I 
Expressing his approval of most of the issues involved in 
Amendment, Commissioner Maks emphasized that he wou 
direct staff t'o review the sidewalk design review modification ection. i; 
Commissioner Winter concurred with the comments of Com issioner 
Maks. t 
Observing that he agrees with Commissioners Maks an 
Commissioner Stephens suggested that staff also consider 
the possibilities for sidewalk design in order to limit 
existing design standard, adding that there are 
flexibility with regard to sidewalk designs. 

Commissioner Kroger noted that she is more concerned 
relationship between the Planning Commission and the admi 
of the Engineering Design Manual. 

Commissioner Bobadilla expressed her agreement with 
Commissioners, adding that she is also concerned with 
the Commission will no longer have the ability to 
applications or receive input from the public. 
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1 

2 Commissioner Pogue and Chair 
3 approval of this proposal. 
4 

7 Transportation-Related Text Am 
8 December 13, 2006. 
9 Motion CARRIED, unanimously. 

10 
I 1 APPROVAL O F  MINUTES 

Minutes for the July 12, 2006, 
Maks MOVED and Commissione 
the minutes be approved, as amended. 

23 

26 

28 Commissioner Kroger 
29 SECONDED a motion that t 
30 

31 Motion CARRIED, unanimously, w 
32 Bobadilla and Stephens, who abstain 
33 

34 Minutes for the October 1 
35 Maks MOVED and Commissioner Kroger S 
36 the minutes be approved as submitted. 
37 
38 Motion CARRIED, unanimously, with the exception 
39 Kroger and Pogue, who abstained from voting on this iss 
40 

41 Minutes for the November 1, 2006, meeting submitted. Com 
42 Winter MOVED and Commissioner Kroger SECONDED 
43 that the minutes be approved as submitted. 
44 



PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES I 

December 13,2006 I 
CALL TO ORDER: Chairman Eric Johansen called th  meeting 

to order a t  6:30 p.m. in the Beav rton City 
Hall Council Chambers at  4755 S GrifFth 
Drive. I 

ROLL CALL: Present ,were Chairman Eric 
Planning Commissioners Scott 
Wendy K~:oger, Melissa Bobadilla, 
Maks. Commissioners Ric Step 
Shannon Pogue were excused. 

Senior Transportation Planner 
Middleton, City Transportation 
Randy Wooley, Associate Planner 
Senior Planner Colin Cooper, A 
Planner John Osterberg, Assi 
Attorney Ted Naemura and 
Secretary Sheila Martin represen 

The meeting was called to order by Chairman Johan en, who 
presented the format for the meeting. I 

VISITORS: ~ 
Chairman Johansen asked if there were any visitors in 
wishing to address the Commission on any non-agenda 
There were none. 

STAFF COMMUNICATION: ~ 
Staff indicated that communications would be addressed lat r in the 
meeting. I 

OLD BUSINESS: ~ 
Chairman Jolhansen opened the Public Hearing and read t 
for Public Hearings. There were no disqualifications of 
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Commission members. No one in the audience challenged t 
any Commissioner to hear any of the agenda items, to 
the hearing or requested that the hearing be postponed 
He asked if there were any ex parte contact, conflict 
disqualifications in any of the hearings on the agenda. 
response. 

CONTINUANCE: 1 

process for modifications to the location and dimensions of si ewalks to 
accommodate constraints, clarifies two Traffic Impact Analysis 
subsections, removes engineering standards from the Stre t Widths 
subsection, updates references, and adds a definition for juri 4 dictional 

I. CPA 2006-0011 -- TRANSPORTATION -  RELATE^ 
AMENDMENTS 
(Continued from November 29, 2006) 
The City is seeking approval of a text amendment to the 
Code that clarifies text on Public Transportation 
applications, proposes a new Sidewalk Modification applicqition 

wetland. ~ 

TEXT 

Development 
Facilities 

and 

Chairman Johansen outlined the applicable approval cri 
explained the hearing process. 

Senior Transportation Planner Margaret Middleton 
City Transportation Engineer Randy Wooley, and 
Cooper and explained that staff transmitted a Memorand 
Commission dated December 6, 2006, addressing the 
expressed a t  the Public Hearing of November 29,2006. She 
that staff also received the memo from Marc San 
December 7, 2006. She responded to his question by 
does still require an application for a Public 
an extension. This requirement is stated 
40.57. 

Senior Planner Colin Cooper explained that he is available t 
to questions that had been brought up a t  the previous 
specifically related to the developer to use the process to 
requirements. He clarified that what is proposed 
amendment does not actually change the potential for 
do that. 

City Transportation Engineer Randy Wooley discussed the 
this proposal and staffs intentions with this text 



STAFF REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION 1 

EXHIBIT 4 
p~~ ~-~~~~ p- , 

CITY of BEAVERTON 

TO: Planning Commission 

4755 S.W. Grif f i th  Drive, P.O. Box 4755, Beaverton, OR 97076 General 

CITY OF BEAVERTON 

STAFF REPORT DATE: November 9,2006 ~ 

Information (503) 526-2222 V/TDD 

SUBJECT: TA 2006-001 1 (Transportation-related Text 

REQUEST: Amendment to Development 
Transportation Facility, 
60.55.20 Traffic Impact 
Widths, 60.5 5.3 5 
text on Public 

jurisdictional wetland. 

APPLICANT: City of Beaverton 

AUTHORIZATION: Ordinance 2050 @evelopment Code), effective thro 
4405) 

APPLICABLE 
CRITERIA: Ordinance 2050, effective through Ordinance 4405, 

40.85.15.1 .C.l-7 (Text Amendment Approval 

HEARING DATE: Wednesday, November 29,2006 

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends the following: 
1. Open the public hearing. 
2. Receive all public testimony. 
3. Close the public hearing. 
4. Considering the public testimony and the facts anof 

presented in the staff report, deliberate on issues 

PC Meeting of November 29,2006 1 

findings 
i3entified by 

I 
TA 2006-001 1 
Transwortation-related Text Amendment 

the Commission and the public. 
5. Recommend APPROVAL of text amendment ap 

2006-0011 (Transportation-related Text 
City Council. 

21 

~lication TA 
Amendment) to the 



PROPOSAL OVERVIEW ~ 
The text amendment proposal is necessary in order to clarify when a Public 
Facility application is necessary, to clarify minimum street width provision 
delete engineering standards that have been moved to the Engineering 
add an application for Sidewalk Design Modification that will provide 
the location andor dimensions of sidewalks, planter strips, and 
account for physical, environmental, existing development, or 
Sidewalk Design Modification application can be used if there 
other application with which it can be included. The proposal 
jurisdictional wetland. TA 2006-001 1 Transportation-related 
Exhibit A. 

PUBLIC COMMENTS 1 
The notice of application specified November 17,2006, as the due date for written omments to 
be addressed in the staff report and recommendation. As of the date of issuance fo the staff 
report and recommendation, there were no written comments submitted to the reco d. i 
FACTS AND FINDINGS I 
Section 40.85.15.1.C of the Development Code specifies that in order to approve a ext 
Amendment application, the decision-making authority shall make findings of fact ased on 
evidence provided by the applicant that all of the criteria specified in Section 40.85 15.1.C.l-7 
are satisfied. The following are the findings of fact for TA 2006-001 1 (Transports on-related 
Text Amendment): 1 
I. The proposal satisfies the tlzreshold requirements for a Text Amendment pplication. f 
Section 40.85.15.1.C specifies that an application for a text amendment shall be 
there is proposed any change to the Development Code, excluding changes to 
TA 2006-001 1 (Transportation-related Text Amendment) proposed to amend 
the Development Code. Therefore, staff find that approval criterion one has been 

2. All City application fees related to the application under consideration by he decision- 
making authority have been submitted t 

Policy Number 470.001 of the City's Administrative Policies and Procedures 
fees for a City-initiated application are not required where the application fee 
from the City's General Fund. The Public Works Department, which is a 
initiated the application. Therefore, the payment of an application fee is 
that approval criterion two is not applicable. 

TA 2006-001 1 
Transportation-related Text Amendment 
PC Meeting of November 29,2006 
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3. The proposed text amendment is consistent with the provisions of the Me ro Urban 
Growtlz Management Functional Plan. t 

The requested changes to the Development Code improve upon the City's 
consistency with the Regional Transportation Plan, which is a component 
Management Functional Plan. Specifically, the amendment improves upon curre 
review processes dealing with street components by clarifying requirem 
current effort to remove engineering standards fiom the Development Code and 
them in the Engineering Design Manual. Additionally, it proposes a ne 
application that will address sidewalk design modifications necess 
topographic and environmental conditions. This application has beco 
continues to infill and redevelop. Finally, the amendment provides cl 
reasons to the Public Transportation Facility, traffic impact analysis, and Min 
sections. In conclusion, the new sections, deletions, and clarifications enable 
and redevelop consistent with Metro plans. Stafffmd that approval c 

4. The proposed text amendment is consistent with the City's comprehensiv$ plan. 

The proposed text amendment implements and is thus consistent with the City's C 
Plan because it adds Development Code text and refines existing text that canies 
of the Comprehensive plan.- he text amendment responds directly to the followin 
Comprehensive Plan goals, policies, and actions: f 
6.2.1. Goal: Transportation facilities designed and consmcted in a manner to enh 
Beaverton's livability and meet federal, state, regional, and local requirements. 

6.2.1.a) Policy: Maintain the livability of Beaverton through proper locatio 
of transportation facilities. 
Action: Design streets and highways to respect the characteristics of the 
land uses, natural features, and natural hazards, and community amenities. 
Action: Recognizing that the magnitude and scale of capital facilities 
aesthetics and environmental quality the City will continue to require 
impact analyses as speciJied in the Development Code. 

6.2.2. Goal: A balanced transportation system. 
6.2.2.a) Policy: Develop and provide a safe, complete, attractive, 
system of pedestrian ways and bicycle ways, i~ncluding bike 
multi-use paths, and sidewalks according to the pedestrian 
the Development Code and Engineering Design Manual 
requirements. 

The amendment clarifies several requirements of the Development Code and remo 
engineering standards that are more appropriately housed in .the Engineering 
The amendment also provides a new application that will make it easier for 
with site constraints; as the City i&lls, such constraints are more common. 
will set up a process to acknowledge and address constraints within the 
it easier for both the developer and City. Therefore, the amendment 

TA 2006-001 1 
Transportation-related Text Amelldment 
PC Meeting of November 29,2006 
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above goals and policies. Staff find that the proposed text amendment is 
Comprehensive Plan. Therefore, staff find that approval criterion four 

5. The proposed text amendment is consistent with other provisions within t e City's 
Development Code. t 

The proposed changes to the Development Code refine and clarify existing text 
new text related to development requirements. Therefore, staff find that 
has been met. 

6. The proposed amendment is consistent with all applicable City ordinance 
and regulations. 

The proposed amendment is consistent with Comprehensive Plan goals and policie as 
demonstrated above in approval criterion four and five, responds to and is consiste t with the 
Development Code and its amendment requirements and procedures, is authorized y the 
Beaverton Code, and moreover responds to ORS 197.175 city-related responsibiliti s. 
Therefore, staff find that approval criterion six has been met. I 
7. Applications and documents related to the re<quesf, which will require 

approval, shall be submitted to the City in theproper sequence. 

All application documentation is submitted in proper sequence. If approved, doc entation for 
a fee for the new application will be submitted to the City in the proper sequence. herefore, 
staff find that approval criterion seven has been met. 1 
B. CONFORM.4NCE WITH STATEWIDE PLANNING GOALS: 1 

Since the proposal is a text amendment to the Development Code, a demonstration 
compliance with the Statewide Planning Goals is not required. ORS 197.225 
Statewide Planning Goals only be addressed for Comprehensive Plan amendments. 
Nevertheless, staff make it a practice to review the Statewide Planning Goals 
ensure that the proposed amendments remain consistent with the City's 
amendment. The proposed text amendment's conformance to relevant 
is briefly discussed: 

The City is in compliance with this goal through its establishment of the Comm 
Involvement and the Neighborhood Association Committees. These committees p 
widespread citizen involvement and distribution of information. The proposed tex 
to the Development Code will not change the City's commitment to providing 
citizen involvement o r  cause the City to be out of compliance with Goal 0 
proposed amendment was distributed using adopted procedures. On October 
sent to the Department of Land Conservation and Development a minimum o 
the initial hearing. On October 26, 2006, notice was sent to the Committee 

Goal One - Citizen Involvement: To develop a citizen involvernentprogram that 
oppovtunity for citizens to be involved in all phases of the planningpuocess. 

;nsures the 

TA 2006-001 1 
Transportation-related Text Amendment 
PC Meeting of November 29,2006 
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Goal Two - Land Use Planning: To establish a land use planningprocess andp 
framework as a basis for all decisions and actions related to use of land and to 
adequate factual base for such decisions and actions. 

Involvement, other local governments and posted at City Hall and the Library. On 
2006, notice was published in the Beaverton Valley Times. 

The City of Beaverton adopted a Comprehensive Plan along with implementing 
Development Code. These land use planning processes and policy framework 
decisions and actions, such as the proposed amendment. The proposed 
amendment was processed in accordance with Section 40.85 Text 
Type 4 Application. Section 40.85 contains approval criteria for 
to apply during its consideration of the text amendment. Section 
specifies the required notice procedures to ensure pubplic 
The policies and processes are established and have 
satisfied. 

October 12, 

CONCLUSIONS ~ 
Based on the facts and findings presented, staff concl~lde that the proposed text am 
the Development Code is consistent with all of the applicable text amendment 
in Section 40.85.15.1.C.l-7. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION I 
Staff recommend the following: 
1. Open the public hearing. 
2. Receive all public testimony. 
3. Close the public hearing. 
4. Considering the public testimony and the facts and findings presented in the 

deliberate on issues identified by the Commission and the public. 
5. Recommend APPROVAL of text amendment application herein 

TA 2006-0011 (Transportation-related Test Amendment), to 

TA 2006-001 1 
Transportation-related Text Amendment 
PC Meeting of November 29,2006 

25 



DRAFT 

Exhibit .A 

Strikeouts are deletions; bold underlined text are insertions. 

Section I: The Development Code section 40.57 is amended to read: 

40.57. PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION FACILITY [ORD 433 
20041 

40.57.05 Purpose I 

A A 

establish a process for review of new const$uction or 
significant expansion of maior transportation facilities. 

40.57.10 Applicability I 



DRAFT 

40.57.15 Application. I 
There is a single Public Transportation Facility applicat 
subject to the following requirements. 

1. Public Transportation Facility. I 

proposal: 

1. A new facilitv will be constructed kvhere no 
transportation facility existed previouslv. 

2. The work includes construction activities outside a 
public right of wav or easement. including. contractor 
staging areas and stockpilinrc of materials. 

3. The work involves the ac~uisition of new ri 
4. The work includes the construction of transit shelters. 



DRAFT 

Section 2: The Development Code is amended to add a new section 40.7 to read: t 
40.70. SIDEWALK DESIGN MODIFICATION 1 
40.70.05 Purpose. I 

40.70.15. Application. I 
The Sidewalk Design Modification application shall be 
all streets in the Citv. 

apblicable to 

There is a single Sidewalk Design Modification applicatiop 
subject to the following reauirements. 

which is 

A. Threshold. An application for Sidewalk 
Modification shall be reauired when one of the 
thresholds ap~lv :  

Design 
following 

1. The sidewalk width. ulanter stria widt-3, 
minimum standards suecified in the 

or both 
Eugineering 

Design Manual are proposed to be modified. 
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2 
specified in the Engineering Design 
proposed to be modified. 

tree wetreels 
Manual are 

B. Procedure Tvpe. The Type 1 procedure, as dkscribed in 

1. The proposal satisfies the threshold reduirements 
for a Sidewalk Design Modification applikation. 

Section 50.35 of this Code. shall apply to an 
for Sidewalk Design Modification. The decision 
authority is the Director. 

C. Approval Criteria. In order to approve a 
Design Modification application. the decisicbn 
authority shall make findings of fact based on 
provided bv the applicant demonstrating 
following criteria are satisfied: 

a.pplication 
making 

Sidewalk 
making 

evidence 
that the 

3. One or more of the following criteria are katisfied: 

2. All City application fees related to the dpplication 
under consideration bv the decisioh 
authority have been submitted. 

making 

a. That there exist local topographic 
which would result in anv of the 

aonditions, 
following: 

i. A sidewalk that is located 
below the top surface of a 

b. That there exist local physical honditions 
such as: 

above or 
finished curb. 

ii. A situation in which construction 
engineer in^ Design Manual 
street cross-section would 
steep slope or retaining wall 
prevent vehicular access 
adioining propertv. 

i. An existing structure prebents the 
construction of a standard sidkwalk. 

of the 
standard 

reauire a 
t~hat would 

to the 

ii. An existing utility device prevents the 
construction of a standard sidbwalk. 
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iii. Rock outcroppings prekent the 
construction of a standarc 
without blast in^. 

c. That there exist environmental 
such as a Significant Natural 
Jurisdictional Wetland. Clean Water 
Water Q.uality Sensitive Area. 
Services reauired Vegetative 
Significant Tree Grove. 

sidewalk 

conditions 
Resource Area, 

Services 
Clean Water 
Corridor. or 

d. That additional right of wav is rleauired to 
construct the Engineering ~ e s i d n  Manual 
standard and the adjoining propcertv 
controlled b.v the applicant. 

4. The proposal complies with provisions 
60.55.25 Street and Bicvcle and 
Connection Reauirements and 60.55.30 
Street Widths. 

is not 

of Section 
Pedestrian 
Minimum 

5. Applications and documents related to 
which will reauire further Citv approval, 
submitted to the Citv in the proper seauence. 

F. Appeal of a Decision. Refer to Section 50.65. I 

f i e  reauest, 
have been 

E. conditions of A~proval. The decision makind 
mav impose conditions on the approval of a 
Design Modification aw~lication to ensure 
with the approval criteria. 

G. Expiration of a Decision. Refer to Section 5d.90. 

authority 
Sidewalk 

compliance 

H. Extension of a Decision. Refer to Section 50.93.1 
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Section 3: The Development Code section 60.55.20 is amended to read: ~ 
60.55.20 Traffic Inlpact Analysis. I 

F. Mitigation Identification. In order to protect the public t 
system from potentially adverse impacts of the proposa 
identified need for public services within the impacted 
the development, or both, the Traffic Impact Analys 
methods of mitigating on-site and off-site deficiencies 
proposed phases of the development. 

The analysis shall make recommendations for improvemenis necessary 
for safe and efficient traffic flow and bicycle, pedestrian, 
movement and access based o n  and roughlv proport ional  
identified impacts. Buildout Year, Long-Range Forecast 
project phasing impacts shall be considered. 

The traffic impact analysis shall discuss the estimated leveis 
improvements, and mitigations a n d  shall demonstraee 
recommended mitigations a r e  roughlv sroport iot ial  
identified impacts. . . . 

Section 4: The Development Code section 60.55.30 is amended to read: 

and transit 
t o  t h e  

Year, and 

of impact, 
how t h e  

t o  t h e  

G. Recommendations. The Traffic Impact Analysis report 
state the mitigation measures recommended by the analysis 
summarize how t h e  recommended mitigations are 
proport ional  t o  t h e  identified impacts. The recommended 
and highway mitigation measures shall be shown on a scaled 
that depicts existing and recommended improvements. 

60.55.30 Minimum St ree t  Widths. Mini 

dhall clearly 
a n d  shall 

roughlv 
street 

drawing 
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I 
I 
I 

1. Anv "roiect specific modifications to the standard$ contained 
in the Engineering Design Manual regarding the1 widths of 
features relating to the movement of vehicles, indluding but 
not limited to rights of way. travel lanes. ~ a r k i n g  banes.-bike 
lanes, drivewav awons, curb radii, or other such fedtures shall 
be ~rocessed in accordance with the provisions 
the section 145 Design Modifications of the Engineering 
Manual. 

cdntained in 
Design 
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below 

60.55.35 Access Standards.  [ORD 4302; May 20041 ~ 
1. The development plan shall include street plans that 

safe access to and &om the proposed 
system will be provided. The apptlicant 
private access to, from, and within the 
preserved. [ORD 4103; April 20001 

2. No more than 25 dwelling units may have access onto 
street system unless a greater number is authorized 
Section 40.70.15.2. of this Code. moved f?om previous secti 

3.2. Intersection Standards. - 

Section 5: The Development Code is amended to acknowledge the na e change of 
the Engineering Design Manual. I 
Section 6: The Development Code Section 90 is amended to add t 
definition: 

Jurisdict ional  Wetland. A wetland identified by a jurisdiction's Lo a1 Wetiand 
Inventory or as  determined by either the Oregon Division of State L nds or the 
United States Army Corp of engineers. In general, it is a wet1 nd that a 
government body requires to be considered or reviewed as  definec under its 
regulations. I 



MEMORANDUM 
City of Beaverton 
Public Works Department 
Engineering Division 

To: Planning Commission I 
From: Margaret Middleton, Senior Transportation Planner I 
Date: December 6,2006 I 
Subject: TA 2006-0011 

At the November 29 Public Hearing, the Planning Commission continued the pub1 c hearing on TA 
2006-001 1 and asked staff to address issues identified in the public discussion. C ncerns focused 
on Section 2, Sidewak Design Modification, and Section 4, Minimum Street Widt s. Other 
comments are addressed as well. 1; 
In response to the Planning Commission's request that staff review the 
Design Modification section being misused to avoid the sidewalk 
Transportation and Development Services staff reviewed the 
proposed by the text amendment is currently available to an 
Design Manual Modification request. Such modifications 
authority of the City Engineer. 

In reviewing the proposed Development Code text contained in Section 2, staff confident of 
the original analysis. We reviewed all of the regulations found in Chapter 40 
Review, Design Review, and Land Division sections, as well as the 
Special Requirements, which ensure that an applicant cannot use 
application as a way to not respond to the sidewalk requirement. 
that safe pedestrian circulation will not be compromised, staff 
approval criterion to the proposed Sidewalk Design 
proposed Section 40.70.15.C.: 

Development Services staffwill attend the continued hearing to address this issue frther. 

6. The proposed Sidewalk Desien Modification provides safe and efficien 
circulation in the site vicinity. 

The Commission also asked staff to make sure that Approval Criteria was 
potential situations covered. The subject amendment has undergone 
engineering, operations, and development services staff since mid 
the development community in fall 2006. At this point, it is felt 
instances the Commission can provide that need to be 
identified the appropriate constraints and left 

pedestrian 

Section 4: The Commission was concerned that deleting the engineering the Code is 
counterproductive to their ability to perform their function. The subject 
subsection that was inadvertently left in the Code during the final 2004 
and Engineering Design Manual. To correct this oversight, the Street 

35 proposed to be removed from the Code. However, the sidewalk 



application so that the link to development is maintained. A stand-alone applicatidn for Sidewalk 
Design Modification is necessary so that each component of a development may 
separately. This avoids a situation where the whole development is challenged 
constrained component. For example, the City cannot require a developer to 
right-of-way from an unwilling seller in order to build a sidewak and 
standard, when, perhaps, the sidewalk could be built curb-tight. 

Additional concerns discussed at the meeting: 
The Engineering Design Manual should be reviewed by the public. 
Response: The Manual is under the authority of the Beaverton Code and imp 
Site Development Ordinance. The Manual is adopted by ordinance and unde 
review through the ordinance process. In developing the subject amendment 
Liaison Committee reviewed both the Code and Manual amendments. In ad 
Economic Alliance did outreach on the Manual amendment, publishing an 
the link to access the amendment that was posted on the City's public web 
2006. 

The Code should allow low impact developillent strategies. 
Response: The subject amendment is not 
September 6 and October 11 work sessions and action at the October Public 
and Comprehensive Plan amendments for Tualatin Basin Goal 5 
Low Impact Development (LID) practices that th~e City will 
resulted in a draft guidance manual for new development 
with credits. The Commission approved the Goal 5 
Council adopted them on December 4. Please 
Crabtree at 526-2458 if you need additional information. 

RECOMMENDATION: 
Based on the staff report, public hearing, and Commission consideration and discu 
recommends the following: 

1. Consider public testimony and the facts and findings presented in the staff rep 
the issues identified; and, 

2. Recommend APPROVAL of TA 2006-001 1 to tlie City Council with the 
changes and any additional changes from deliberation at the December 13 

Section 4, subsections 60.55.30.1. and 60.55.30.2. will be revised to read: 
specific modifications % of the standards.. . 
Section 4, add criterion 6. The proposed Sidewalk Design Modification 
safe and efficient pedestrian circulation in the site vicinity. 
Section 5 will be clarified to read: The Development Code is amended 
the name change from Engineering Design Manual and Standard Drawings 
Engineering Design Manual. 
Section 6, the word Engineers will be capitalized. 

Any project- 

provides 

to acknowledge 
to 



Date: December 7,2006 

Beaverton Planning Commission 
Comments re: TA 2006Q011, Transportation-Related Amendment 
Public Hearing Date: December 13,2006 

I am afraid I cannot attend the December 13 hearing, and so these written comm 

At the November 29,2006 hearing on TA 2006-001 1, l brought up a few points, r 
were addressed in the hearing. One item did not receive discussion, however, a1 
some questions about it. 

Comparing old and new wording, the new wording off section 40.57.15.1 .A (Ex A, 
appears to no longer require a Public Transportation Facility application for an ex 
widening of facilities located within an existing right of way. Is this intentional? N 
that aspects of some of these widening projecfs could conceivably be of general 
and excepting them from this application type could  reduce public review in these 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Marc San Soucie 
17970 NW Rapid St. 
Beaverton OR 97006 
503-645-5229 
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AGENDA BILL 

Beaverton Ci.ty Council 
Beaverton, Oregon 

SUBJECT: An Ordinance Amending Ordinance No. FOR AGENDA OF: 
4187, Figure 111-1, the Comprehensive Plan 
Land Use Map and Ordinance No. 2050, Mayor's Approval: 
the Zoning Map for Property Located in the 
General Vicinity of West Stark Street, North DEPARTMENT OF 
of US 26 and West of SW Corby Drive; CPA 
2006-0014/ZMA 2006-001 7 DATE SUBMITTED 

CLEARANCES: City Att 

PROCEEDING: First Reading EXHIBITS: Ordinance 
Exhibit A - Map 
Exhibit B -Staff Rep I rt 

BUDGET IMPACT ~ 
EXPENDITURE u 
REQUIRED $0 BUDGETED $0 REQUIRED $0  

HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE: 
On December 6, 2006, the Planning Commission held a public hearing on the request to assign a 
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map designation and Zoning Map designation o property that was 
annexed to the City in 2005. The request is to designate these parcels Town Cen er (TC) on the City's 
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map and to designate them Town Center - High ensity Residential on 
the Zoning Map. The Planning Commission voted to approve the requests a submitted. These 
decisions have not been appealed. i 
The City land use designations will take effect 30 days after Council appro al and the Mayor's 
signature on this ordinance. t 
INFORMATION FOR CONSIDERATION: 
These Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map and Zoning Map Amendments are assign designations 
for parcels that have been annexed into the City and are governed by the ashington County - 
Beaverton Urban Planning Area Agreement (UPAA). In this case, the UPAA specific as to the 
appropriate Land Use Map and Zoning Map designations, and discretion to assign our 
most similar designations to the County's designatior~s. 

This ordinance makes the appropriate changes to Ordinance No. 418 , Figure 111-1, the 
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map and Ordinance I\Io.2050, the Zoning Map. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
First Reading 

~ ~ e ( n d a  Bill No: 07012 



ORDINANCE NO. 4.419 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 4187, 
FIGURE 111-1, THE COMPREIiENSIVE PLAN LAND USE 
MAP AND ORDINANCE NO. 2050, THE ZONING MAP 
FOR PROPERTY LOCATED IN THE GENERAL 
VICINITY OF WEST STARK STREET, NORTH OF US 
26 AND WEST OF SW CORBY DRIVE; CPA 2006- 
0014lZMA 2006-001 7 

WHEREAS, The intent of the proposed amendments to the Comprehensive 
Map and Zoning Map is to assign appropriate City land use 
parcels that have been annexed into the City through a 

WHEREAS, On December 6, 2006, the Planning Commission held a public hea ing to 
consider these amendments to the Comprehensive Plan Land Use nd Zoning 
Maps and voted to recommend approval of the Town Center (TC) 
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map designation and the Town Cen er - High 
Density Residential (TC - HDR) Zoning Map designation in place of the County 
designations of Transit Oriented: Residential 24-40 units per acre ( 0 :  R 24-40) 
and Institutional (Inst); and I 

WHEREAS, The Council incorporates by reference the Community 
staff report on CPA 2006-0014lZMA 2006-0017 by Associate 
Kelly, dated November 16, 2006; now, therefore, 

THE CITY OF BEAVERTON ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS: 1 
Section 1. Ordinance No. 4187, the Comprehensive Plan Land Use 

designate the subject property located in the general vicinity of 
Street, north of US 26 and west of SV\Ir Corby Drive, Town 
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map, as shown on Exhibit 
with the Washington County - Beaverton Urban Planning 
(UPAA). 

Section 2. Ordinance No. 2050, the Zoning Map, is amended to zone the Sam property 
specified in Section 1 Town Center - High Density Residential (TC HDR), as 
shown on Exhibit "A", in accordance with the UPAA. f 

First reading this day of ,2007. 
Passed by the Council this ,2007. 
Approved by the Mayor this day of ,2007. 

ATTEST: APPROVED: 

I 

SUE NELSON, City Recorder ROB DRAKE, Mayor i 

I 01 
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CITY of BEAVERTON 
4755 S.W. Griffith Drive, P.O. Box 4755, Beaverton, OR 97076 General inforbation (503) 526.2222 V/TDD 

STAFF REPORT 
TO: Planning Commission REPORT DATE: Novem er 16, 2006 P 
AGENDA DATE: December 6,2006 ~ 
FROM. Laura Kelly, Associate Planner, Development Servic 

SUBJECT: To designate twenty eight parcels with a new City L nd Use 
designation (CPA2006-00111) and new zoning district ZMA2006- 
0017). The properties were annexed under two (2) se arate 
annexations, which became effective on January 8 , 2  05 and 
May 17,2005. i 

REQUEST: Amend the City's Comprehensive Plan Land Use 
Town Center, and the City's Zoning Map to 
(Town Center- High Densi.ty Residential) 
of the current Washington County 
(Transit Oriented: Residential 24-40 
and Inst (Institutional). 

APPLICANT: City of Beaverton 

APPROVAL Comprehensive Plan Section 1.3.1, Develop 
CRITERLk Section 40.97.15.4.C 

LOCATION: The properties are located son West Stark Street, we 
Drive and north of US:26 (Sunset Highway). 

EXISTING USE: See the following section 

RECOMMEND.AT1ON 
Based on findings in this report that the criteria contained in 
Section 1.3.1 and Development Code 
recommends approval of the Town Center (TC) 
designation and Zoning Map 
Residential (TC-HDR) for the subject 



I 
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EXISTING CONDITIONS EXH@lT 1.2 
Twenty seven properties are designated County TO:R24-40 (TranSit Oriented 
Residential - 24-40 dwellings per acre district) and one property (IS10 
designated INST (Institutional) by Washington County. The 
total approximately 17.9 acres. The property information includes: 

The purpose of the proposed amendment to the Comprehensive Plan 
is to assign appropriate City Land Use designations to parcels 
of Beaverton through a different process. The Washington 
Urban Planning Area Agreement (UPAA) calls for the City 
similar Land Use Map designations to those of the 
properties are designated Transit Oriented by 
Hills - Cedar Mill Community Plan. The 
Comprehensive Plan designation because 

CPA 2006-0003lZMA 2006-0002 
05 
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UPAA was adopted. The Metro 2040 Growth (Concept Map also shows these as 
Town Center and both the County and the City adopted the Town center to comply 
with Metro requirements. Staff finds that the City Land Use Map desigination most 
similar to the County's Town Center overlay and Transit Oriented desiqnation is 
our Town Center designation. For these reasons staff recommends the 

Center. 
;1 Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map be amended to show these parcels s Town 

The remaining parcel is designated Institutional. The UPAA directs the City to 
apply land use designations 'for properties with Institutional designati ns based on I the most restrictive abutting land use designation. Since the on1 properties 
abutting the parcel are proposed for the Ciws Town Center designatio , staff finds 
the most restrictive abutting City Land Use designation is our T wn Center 
designation. I 

SUMMARY OF ZONING MAP AMENDMENT 1 

The purpose of the proposed amendment to the Zoning Map is to assign bppropriate 
City Zoning designations to parcels annexed into the City of Beaverton t rough a 
different process. The Washington County - Beaverton Urban Planning rea 
Agreement (UPAA) calls for the City to assign our most similar Zoning ! esignations 
to those of the County's. Twenty seven of the properties are designated 'bransit 
Oriented R:24-40 by Washington County on the Cedar Hills - Cedar Mil 
Community Plan. The UPAA is not specific as to the correct Zoning Map 
designation because these designations did not exist when the UPAA w s adopted. 
Staff finds that the City Zoning Map designation most similar to the COL nty's 
Transit Oriented R:24-40 designation is our Town Center-High Density esidential 

amended to show these parcels as TC-HDR. 

1 
(TC-HDR) designation. For these reasons staff recommends the Zoning 

The remaining parcel is designated Institutional. The UPAA directs the City to 
apply Zoning designations for properties with Institutional designatio s based on 
the most restrictive abutting Zoning designation. Since the only propert es abutting 
the parcel are proposed for the City's TC-HDR designation, staff fin s the most 
restrictive abutting City Zoning designation is our TC-HDR designation. I 
Adoption by t h e  City Council and Planning Commission of an amend ent to the 
Plan must be supported by findings of fact, based on the record, that emonstrate 
the criteria of Comprehensive Plan Section 1.3.1 (Amendment Criteria have been I met. The City Council and Planning Commission may adopt by refe ence facts, 
findings, reasons, and conclusions proposed by the City staff or others. kff irmative 
findings to the following criteria are the minimum requirements for  add Use Map 
amendments. I 

I 
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Compliance wi th  Plan Amendment Criteria: I 

1.3.1.1. The proposed amendment is consistent and compatible with the 
Statewide Planning Goals. 

i 
Of the 19 Statewide Planning Goals, Goals 1,2 and 5 are applicable to t e proposed 
map amendment. All 19 goals are addressed below: h 

Goal One: Citizen Involvement 
To develop a citizen involvement program that insures t h e  opp  r tun i ty  for 
citizens t o  b e  involved in all phases of the planning process. n 
This proposed application for a Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map am 
and zone change is subject to the public notice requirements of the City 
Comprehensive Plan Section 1.3.4.3, Development Code Section 50.45 
Code Section 3.07.1130. The following summarizes public involvement 
opportunities and notification requirements specified in these sections: 

Mailing notice to DLCD, Metro, the City's Neighborhood Office 
of the Committee for Citizen Involvement (CCI) a t  least 
to the initial public hearing. 
A Public Hearing before the Planning Commission that 
20 days in advance in the Valley Times and posted 
places. Thirty days prior to the hearing, notice must be 
of the subject property by certified mail and twenty 
notice must be mailed to residents and owners of 
the subject property. 

The Planning Commission a t  their hearing considers written 
testimony before they make a decision. The procedures 
Plan Section 1.3.4.3 and Development Code Section 
and public hearing opportunities on the proposed 
Map amendment and zone change as required by 
These procedures will be followed. 

Finding: Staff finds that the City through its Charter, 
Plan and Development Code, Metro through applicable 
Urban Growth Management Functional Plan and 
numerous statutes have created proper ,~rocedures to 
opportunity to have input in this proposed 
amendment process and that thoseprocedures 

The City of Beaverton adopted a Comprehensive Plan, which includ s text and i 

Goal Two: Land Use Planning 
T o  establish a land use  planning process a n d  policy framework 
for all decisions a n d  actions related to use  of land a n d  t o  
adequa te  factual  base for such decisions a n d  actions. 

a s  a basis 
assure  a n  

I 
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maps, in a three-part report (Ordinance 1800) along with im4lementation 
measures, including the Development Code (Ordinance 2050) in t he  late 1980's. 
The City adopted a new Comprehensive Plan (Ordinance 4187) in 
that was prepared pursuant to a periodic review work program 
State Department of Land Conservation and Development 
Plan, including a new Land Use Map, was the subject of 
and considerable analysis before being adopted. The 
supporting adoption were 
Orders from the Department of Land 
which was issue on December 31, 2003. 
framework described in the 
basis for decisions and actions, such as the subject amendments. 

This property is currently designated INST and TO: R24-40. The 
County Comprehensive Framework Plan places the property withi 
design type, consistent with the Metro 2040 Growth Concept. The 
reference any of the Transit Oriented designations because they d 
was written. Since the County has designated this property Tow 
Comprehensive Framework Plan staff recommends the Compreh 
Use Map be amended to show this parcel as Town Center. 

Washington County's Comprehensive Framework Plan is implem 
Community Plans. County Community Plan documents consist o 
District Map, a Significant Natural and Cultural Resources Map 
Each Community Plan Map shows the adopted land use designation 
within the planning area. The Significant Natural and Cultural 
shows the general location of three categories of natural resource 
and wetlands, wildlife habitat, and areas with a combination of 
wetlands and fish and wildlife habitat; properties subject to the Cou 
and Cultural Resource Overlay District; the location of scenic views 
park deficient areas; and potential parWopen spacelrecreation 
Community Plan text provides a written description of the Com 
Community Design Elements and Areas of Special Concern. 
speclfic policy design elements are sometimes included in the Co 

City staff has reviewed the Cedar Hills-Cedar Mill Community Pla 
Natural and Cultural Resources (SNCR) map to determine if any for 
specific policies. The map shows Johnson Creek, which flows 
property, as  a water area arealwetland. Land along the 
wildlife habitat. The significance of these designations 
under Statewide Planning Goals 5, 6 and 7. 

Most of the subject property is identified in the Cedar Hills-Cedar Mill Community 
Plan as Area of Special Concern (ASC) Number 16. The text of the ost recent 
version of the community plan states the following about ASC #16: 1 

I 

"Regarding street connectivity, properties within ASC #16 shall b 
consistent with the Design Option listed in Section 3.07.630 of 
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Growth Management Functional Plan." 

At the time this text was adopted by Washington County, in 2000, the referenced 
section of the Urban Growth Management Functional Plan related to transportation 
issues. In 2002 the section was amended by Metro. It no longer relates to 
transportation issues. All such issues are now addressed in t i e  Regional 
Transportation Plan. Staff contacted Metro staff to determine what t e referenced 
section said, and found that it relates to design standards for street onnectivity, 
calling for mapping local street, bike and pedestrian connections to adjacent 
developing residential and mixed use areas a t  intervals no more t an 530 feet 
"...except where prevented by topography, barriers such as  railroads or freeways, or 
environmental constraints such as major streams and rivers." Washin 1 on County 
subsequently adopted a local street connectivity map for the Cedar ills - Cedar 
Mill Community Plan that identifies "Local Street Connectivity ands" and 
required and potential street connections. The subject area was not 'dentified on 
the map, and is not identified on similar maps adopted by the City tha; are located 
in Chapter Six, the Transportation Element of the Comprehensive Plan. I 
Connectivity between the subject =ea and adjacent properties i 
presence of the Sunset Highway (a freeway) to the west, Johnson 
stream) to the south and existing development (an apartment proje 
The area can only be accessed via Barnes Road to the east. The 
provisions in its Development Code (Section 60.55.25) establishi 
and pedestrian connection requirements pursuant to requirem 
Planning Goal 12, Transportation and the Metro Regional Tr 
When the subject area develops it will be subject to these requirements. 

Pursuant to the UPAA (Section 1II.A.) the City is only required 
whether City adoption of policies applicable to annexed areas is 
accordingly. The City is not obligated to incorporate County 
specific areas into its Comprehensive Plan when those areas 
case, the intent of the Community Plan language pertaining 
through application of the provisions of Development Code 

Finding: Staff finds that the City and Washington County have 
a land use planning process and policy ,framework as basis 
land use and zoning designations for recently annexed 
amendments comply with Goal Two. 

Goal Three: Agricultural Lands 
To preserve a n d  mainta in  agricultural lands. 

The City of Beaverton is an urban incorporated city with land use a 
within its city limits. Properties designated as Agricultural Lands 
Washington County; however these lands do not abut the City of B 
ORS cited in this section of OAR 660-015-0000(3) only applies to c 
Chapter 660, Division 33, Section 0020 (1) (c) states that "Agricult 
applied to Goal 3, does not include land within acknowledged 

CPA2006-0003lZMA2006-0002 
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boundaries. The proposed amendment will not affect any property outsiae the Metro 
Urban Growth Boundary; therefore, the proposal will not affect aby property 
designated as  agricultural land. 

Finding: OAR 660-033-0020(1) (c) applies the term 'cagricu~tdra~ lands" 
only to areas outside urban growth boundaries. The City of B 
within the Metro urban growth boundary. Therefore, 
inapplicable to this proposed amendment. 

Goal Four: Forest Lands 
T o  conserve forest lands b y  maintaining the  forest land base an 
protect the  state's forest economy b y  making possible economic 
efficient forest practices that assure the continuous growing an 
harvesting o f  forest tree species as the  leading use on forest lan 
consistent with sound management o f  soil, air, water, and fish 
resources and t o  provide for recreational opportunities and a 

The guidelines for this goal indicate that "forest lands are those lands 
as  forest lands as  of the date of adoption of this goal amendment." 
3, the ORS cited for implementation of this goal only apply to 
006-0020 states that Goal 4 does not apply within urban 
therefore, the designation of forest lands is not required. 
an urban incorporated city having land use authority only 
inside the Metro urban growth boundary. The City 
affect any property designated as forest land. 

Findings: OAR 660-006-0020 states that Goal 4 does not apply 
growth boundaries. The City of Beaverton is within the Metro 
boundary. This goal does not apply to this amendment. 

Goal Five: Natural Resources, Scenic and Historic Areas. and  den Spaces 
To  protect natural resources and conserve scenic and historic adeas and 
open spaces. ~ 
As noted in the discussion under Statewide Planning Goal Two, 
County's Community Plan documents include a Significant Natural 
Resources Map and related text. The County Significant Natural 
Resources Map shows the general location of w-ater areas and wetlands. 

Metro's Nature in the Neighborhoods Program became effective in May 
Metro program requires local governments to implement a program to: 

Conserve, protect, and resource a 
corridor system, from the stream's headwaters to their 
streams and rivers, and with their floodplains in a 
with upland wildlife habitat and with the 
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Control and prevent water pollution for the protection of the health 
and safety, and to maintain and improve water quality throughoh the 
region. 

The local governments in the Tualatin River Basin collaborated to deveJop a 
voluntary, incentive-based program to achieve the goals of the Metro P 
Tualatin Basin local governments have 60 days from the date that the 
of Land Conservation and Development acknowledges the Metro amen 
complete implementation of the Tualatin Basin program. DLCD is ex 
acknowledge Metro's amendment in late November. The city of Beav 
the first ordinance reading for the proposed implementing language 
13, 2006. Second reading is scheduled for December 4,2006. If the 
occurs as  planned, the ordinances adopting the City's program woul 
early January, consistent with the expected 60 day timeline. Upon 
voluntary, incentive-based tools will be available for complying w 
water quality, water quantity and landscape standards. The pr 
will not affect the City's implementation of this program. 

Existing regulations within the City's Development Code and Clean W 
Design and Construction Standards for Sanitary Sewer and 
Management (CWS D&C Standards) will apply to development 
subject properties. Thus, existing regulations such as the City's 
plan requirements, CWS Vegetated Corridors regulations, and 
Lands wetland delineation and removallfill permitting 
development of the resources. Additionally, the largest 
lS103BB00600, is owned by the Wetlands Conservancy 

Findine  Staff finds that the regionally significant natural reso 
area will be adequately protected through CWS, City, and State 
as  well a s  ownership of the largest property by the Wetlands 

Goal Six: Air, Water and Land Resources Qualitv 
T o  maintain  a n d  improve t h e  quality of air ,  water  a n d  land reso rces of 
the state. 4 
The proposed amendment does not physically affect 
implementation measures are found in Chapter Six: 
City's Comprehensive 
in Chapters 5 (Public Facilities and 
Quality Element). Chapter 8 also 
Implenlentation measures for air, 
Development Code. The 
Drawings, the Beaverton Municipal Code, and the Clean Water 

proposed amendment. 

Construction Standards contain additional water quality 
such as erosion control. Thus, this Statewide Planning 
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Finding: Staff finds that the proposed amendment does not change the 
landscape or the mechanisms to implement this goal, thus t h i ~  goal does 

I not apply. I 

Goal Seuen: Areas Subject to Natural Disasters and ~ a z d r d s  
T o  protect people and property from natural disasters and haza ds. 

The proposed amendment does not physically affect the landscape. he City has 
appropriate measures in place through Comprehensive Plan Chapter 8 
(Environmental Quality and Safety), the Beaverton Developmen Code, the 
Beaverton Municipal Code, and the Beaveriton Engineering Design \ anual and 
Standard Drawings. The proposed amendment will not affect any o f t  
cited above. Thus, this Statewide Planning Goal does not apply to the 

Finding: Staff finds that the proposed amendment does not hange the 
landscape or any implementation measure for this goal, thus t h  s goal does 
not apply. i 

Goal Eight: Recreation Needs 
T o  satisfy the recreational needs o f  the citizens o f  the state 
and, where appropriate, t o  provide for the siting o f  necessary 
facilities including destination resorts. 

The proposed amendment does not physically affect the landscape. 
Hills Park and Recreation District (THPRD), Metro, and the City 
provide for the recreational needs of the area residents and 
resorts" are applicable to rural lands within counties. 
proposed amendment is urban incorporated lands. The 
not affect the City's ability to implement proposals for 
this Statewide Planning Goal does not apply to the amendment. 

Findings: Staff finds that the proposed amendment doesn't 
landscape and does not affect the City's ability to implement 
recreational facilities, thus this goal does not apply. 

Goal Nine: Economy o f  the State 
T o  provide adequate opportunities throughout the state for a variety o f  
economic activities vital t o  the health, welfare, and prosperity f Oregon's 
citizens. /I 
Economic development, proposed industrial facilities or employment 
affected by the proposed amendment. The permitted uses in the TC-HIIR 
substantially similar to the uses permitted in the TO: R24-40 zone. 
CPA or ZMA action affects the City's ability to provide areas for industrial 
employment centers or provide for economic development. Thus, thi:; 

CPA2006-0003lZMA2006-0002 
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Planning Goal does not apply to the amendment. 
I 

Finding: Staff finds that the proposed amendment doesn't affebt the City's 
i ability to implement this goal, thus this goal does not apply. 

Goal Ten: Housing 
To provide for t h e  housing needs of citizens of the state. 

Oregon Administrative Rules (OAR) Chapter 660, Division 7 provides buidelines to 
the Portland Metropolitan Area with regard to compliance with Go 1s Ten and 
Fourteen,. referred to as  the Metropolitan Housing Rule. The stateme t of purpose 
for this rule is as follows: "The purpose of this rule is to assure opport nity for the 
provision of adequate numbers of needed housing units and the efficie use of land 
within the Metropolitan Portland (Metro) urban growth boundary to provide 
greater certainty in the development process and so to reduce housing costs. OAR 
660-007-0030 through 660-007-0037 is intended to establish by rule reg onal density 
and mix standards to measure Goal 10 Housing compliance for cities nd counties 
within the Metro urban growth boundary, and to ensure the effi ient use of 
residential land within the regional UGB consistent with Goal 14 U banization." 

an  overall density of ten or more dwelling units per net buildable acre. 

I 
The rule requires in OAR 660-007-0035 that new development in Beav 

The proposed amendment does not physically affect the landscape. T e permitted 
uses in the TC-HDR zone are substantially similar to the uses permitt d in the TO: 
R24-40 zone. The proposal would not affeci; the City's ability to im lement the 
Metropolitan Housing Rule or other implementing procedures for G a1 10. The 
proposed amendment will not affect the City's buildable land supply, anufactured 
homes, or potential government-assisted housing nor needed housing nits. Thus, 
this Statewide Planning Goal does not apply to the amendment. i 
Findings: Staff finds that the Town Center ~ompreheAsive Plan 
designation and the TC-HDR zoning designation comply with Goal Ten, 
OAR 660-007-0035 and Metro's Inner Neighborhood design type. i 

Goal Eleven: Public Facilities and Services 
To plan a n d  develop a timely, orderly a n d  efficient arrangeme t of public 
facilities a n d  services t o  serve as a framework for u rban  a n d  ru ra l  
development. " 
The City of Beaverton adopted a Comprehensive Plan (Ordinance 4187 
2002 that was prepared pursuant to a periodic review work program 
the State Department of Land Conservation and Development 
Public Facilities and Services Element, implements the 
Administrative Rules (OAR660-011-0000 through 
guidelines for compliance with Goal 11. 
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All public facilities, as defined by OAK. 660-011-0005(7), are avaijable to and 
adequate to serve this site at  this time and this amendment dojs not affect 
compliance with this goal. 

I 
Finding: Staff finds that the proposed amendment do 
compliance with Goal 11, thus thisgoal does not apply. 

Goal Twelve: Transloortation 
To provide and encourage a safe, convenient and economic tra 
system 

Oregon Administrative Rules (OAR) 660-012-000 through 660-012-007 , referred to 
as  the Transportation Planning Rule (TPR), provide guidance on com liance with 
Statewide Planning Goal Twelve. Transportation System Plan (T P), adopted 
pursuant to OAR Division 12, fulfills the requirements for public facilit'es planning 

or planned transportation facilities. This section is cited as follows: 

1 required under Oregon Revised Statutes (ORS 197.712(2)(e)), Goal 1 and OAR 
Chapter 660, Division 12 as they relate to transportation facilities. Vol me 4 of the 
Comprehensive Plan contains the City's adopted TSP, effective June 6, 2003. OAR 
660-012-0060 requires local governments to review Comprehensive P1 n and land I use regulation amendments with regard to the affect of the amendmen- on existing I 
"A plan or land use regulation amendment significantly affects a t 
facility if it would: 

(a) Change the functional classification of an existing or planned t 
facility (exclusive of correction of map errors in an adopted plan) 

(b) Change standards implementing a functional classification syst 
(c) As measured at  the end of the planning period identified i 

transportation system plan: 
(A)AUow land uses or levels of development that would re 

levels of travel or access that are inconsistent with 
classiGcation of an existing or planned transportation 

(B)Reduce the performance of an existing or planne 
facility below the minimum acceptable perfor 
identified in the TSP or comprehensive plan; or 

(C)Worsen the performance of an existing or plann 
facllity that is otherwise projected to perform be 
acceptable performance standard identified 
comprehensive plan." 

The City of Beaverton adopted a Comprehensive Plan, which inclu 
maps, in five volumes. The first volume in.cludes a Chapter on 
planning in the City. 

The proposal will not allow uses or levels of development that are n t currently P 
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allowed or that are inconsistent with the functional classification of a 
transportation facility, will not reduce the performance standard identified in the 
TSP or comprehensive plan, or worsen the performance of an existing or planned 
transportation facility. This Statewide Planning Goal does not apply to the 
amendment. 

Finding: Staff finds that the proposed amendment doesn't 
allowed density or uses on any property nor does it change the 
thus this goal does not apply. 

Goal Thirteen: Energy Conservation 
To conserve energy. 

The City of Beaverton has adopted a section of Chapter 7 of 
Plan addressing Goals 5 and 13 with regard to energy resou 
amendment does not physically affect the landscape, or chan 
implement Chapter 7 of the Comprehensive Plan. Statewide Pla 
guidelines state "Land and uses developed on the land shall be 
controlled so as to maximize conservation of all forms of energy, ba 
economic principles." Techniques included in the guideline are a 
size, dimension, and siting controls; b) building height, bulk and 
density of uses, particularly those which relate to housing densitie 
of light, wind and air; e) compatibility of and competition between 
use activities; and f) systems and incentives for the collection, reuse 
metalhc and nonmetallic waste. The Beaverton Development Co 
Municipal Code incorporate techniques a through f into the lan 
solid waste disposal processes. Thus, this Statewide Plannin 
implemented but will be unaffected by this proposed amendment. 

Finding: Staff finds that the proposed amendment does not affe t the City's 
ability to implement the Comprehensive Plan related to energy resources, 
thus this goal does not apply. I 

Goal Fourteen: Urbanization 
To provide for an orderly a n d  efficient transit ion from ru ra l  t o  
use, to  accommodate u rban  population and u rban  
u r b a n  growth boundaries, t o  ensure  efficient use  of 
for  livable communities. 

Metro, the regional government for Clackamas, Multnomah, and ashington 
Counties, amends the regional urban growth boundary to maintain the 0 year land 4' supply. The City of Beaverton abuts land which is outside the reg onal urban 
growth boundary only on its southw-est flank. All lands brought inside 
Metro must be planned pursuant to Title I1 of the Metro 
Management Functional Plan prior to urbanization. 

CPA2006-0003/ZMA2006-0002 
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The subject properties have been inside the Regional UGB since its inc&tion. Thus, 
this goal is not applicable. i 

I 

Finding: S ta f f  finds that the Metro, Washington County and 
appropriate mechanisms in place to provide for the orderly 
transition from rural to urban land. This goal is not 
amendment. 

The City of Beaverton stream resources flow into the Tualatin River. 
River flows into the Willamette River. However, the Willamette River 
miles from the city's corporate limits. Thus, this goal is inapplicable 
within the City of Beaverton. 

Goal Fifteen: Willamette River Greenwav 
To protect, conserve, enhance and maintain the natural, scenic! 
agricultural, economic and recreational qualities of lands 
Willamette River as the Willamette River Greenway. 

Finding: S ta f f  finds that the Willamette River is at least 10 mil s from the 
city limits. Therefore, this goal is inapplicable to thi proposed 
amendment. I 

historical, 
along the 

Goal Sixteen: Estuarine Resources 
To recognize and protect the unique environmental, 
values of each estuary and associated wsetlands; and 
where appropriate develop, and where appropriate 
environmental, economic, and social values, 
Oregon's estuaries. 

The City of Beaverton is a land locked jurisdiction over 80 miles f ro4 the Pacific 
Ocean. The City does not have any river resources; however, the 
tributaries of the Tualatin River. The Tualatin River flows into 
River, so it does not have estuarine resources. 
inapplicable to this proposal. 

Finding: Staff finds that the City does not have estuarine reso 
vicinity of the city limits. The nearest estuarine resources may 
80 miles away. Therefore, this goal is inapplicable to 
amendment. 
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Goal Seventeen: Coastal Shorelands 
To conserve, protect, where appropriate, develop and where appropriate 
restore the resources and benefits of all coastal shorelands, iecognizing 
their value for protection and maintenance of water qualit$, fish and 
wildlife habitat, water-dependent uses, economic resources a 
and aesthetics. The management of these shoreland a 
compatible with the characteristics of adjacent coastal 
reduce the hazard to human life and property, and the 
upon water quality and fish and wildlife habitat, resulti 
and enjoyment of Oregon's coastal shorelands; and to red 
human life and property, and the adverse effects on wate 
and wildlife habitat resulting form use and enjoyment o 
shorelands. 

Finding: Staff finds that the City is greater than 80 miles from he nearest 
coastal shoreland. Therefore, this goal is inapplicable to th' 4 proposed 

The City of Beaverton is over 80 miles &om a coastal shoreland. Thus 
inapplicable to this amendment. 

amendment. I 

this goal is 

Goal Eighteen: Beaches and Dunes 
To conserve, protect, where appropriate develop, and where a propriate 
restore the resources and benefits of coastal beach and dune ar  as; and to 
reduce the hazard to human life and property from natur 1 or man- 
induced actions associated with these areas. I 
The City of Beaverton is at  least 80 miles from the nearest beach and dune area. 
Consequently, this goal is inapplicable to this proposal. 

Finding: Staff finds that the City is greater than 80 miles 
beaches and dunes. Therefore, this goal is inapplicable to 
amendment. 

Goal Nineteen: Ocean Resources 
To conserve marine resources and ecological functions for the urposes of 
providing long-term ecological, economic, and social value and enefits to 
future generations. I:) 
The City of Beaverton is a n  inland city approximately 80 miles 
Pacific Coast. Therefore, Goal Nineteen is inapplicable to this 

Finding: Staff finds that the City is approximately 80 mil 
Therefore, this goal is inapplicable to this proposed amendment. 
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SUWY FINDING: Staff finds that the proposed ~ o m ~ r e h e n s i v e  
Plan Amendment is consistent with the Statewide Planning 
Goals and the requirements of Criterion 1.3.1.1 are met.! 

1.3.1.2. The proposed amendment is consistent and compatible z i th  Metro 
Regional Urban Growth Goals and Objectives and the 
Regional Framework Plan. ttr0 

Facts and Findings: 
Metro's Urban Growth Management Functional Plan Section 3.07.830 r k auires that - 
any Comprehensive Plan change must be consistent with the 
Functional Plan. The City is only 
Growth Management Functional Plan, which is an Element 
The Regional Framework Plan (which includes the 
Management Functional Plan) does not contain 
applicable to decisions of this type. Washington County went through a 
comprehensive planning process and 
should be applied to the property, 
Residential 24-40 units to the acre and Institutional. 

FINDING: Staff finds that the requested Land Use Map designati 
Center is consistent and compatible with regional plans and 
The requirements of Criterion 1.3.1;2 are met. 

1.3.1.3 The proposed amendment is consistent and compatib e with the 
Comprehensive Plan and other applicable local plans. i 

Facts and Findings: 
The following Comprehensive Plan Chapters are addressed below: 1, 2, 
8, and 9. 

Chapters 1 and 2, Procedures and Public Involvement 
respectively 
The procedures for amending the Comprehensive Plan found within 
been complied with, including appropriate noticing. The Planning 
hold an initial hearing where public testimony and evidence will be 
record and used for the Planning Commission's deliberations. 
Commission will make a recommendation to City Council, 
appropriate procedures for holding a hearing or adopting the 
Commission findings. 

Finding: Staff  finds that the proposal is a quasi-judicial map a endment. 
Staff finds that the appropriateprocedures in Chapter 1 and su marized 
in Chapter 2 of the Comprehensive Plan have been met. Thus, thi  proposal 
is in compliance with Chapters 1 and 2. :: 
CPA2006-0003/ZMA2006-0002 
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Finding: Staff finds that thepolicies found in Chapter 3 are met ! 

Chapter 3 Land Use Element. 
Section 2.6.3 of the City Comprehensive Plan addresses Annexation Related Map 
Amendments. This section explains that Comprehensive Plan and Zoning map 
amendments of annexed properties are subject to the provisions of the ~ J P A A  (the 

Chapter 4 Housing Element. 
The City is implementing City Comprehensive Plan And Zonin 
consistent with the requirements of the UPAA. The Co 
Comprehensive Framework Plan design type designation for 
adopted pursuant to Title 1 of the Metro Urban Growth Managem 
Plan, is Town Center, To be consistent with the requirement in the 
City should, "...convert COUNTY plan and zoning designations to 
zoning designation which most closely approximate the density, us 
standards of the COUNTY designations", the City proposes to 
Center Comprehensive Plan Map designation on the property. 
designation that most closely approximates the existing County de 
Transit Oriented- Residential (R24-40 units per acre) is the T 
Density Residential (TC-HDR) zone. The City TC-HDR zone allo 
of 40 dwelling units per acre, which is analogous to the County zoning. 

UPAA is Section 3.15 of the Plan). The UPAA does not reference TO: 
Town Center because these designations did not exist when it was written. 
the UPAA is not specific the City is to assign the most similar designations 
County designations. For Institutioilal designations, the UPAA directs 
apply the most restrictive abutting Land Use and Zoning designations. 
has defined this property in its Comprehensive Framework Plan as beir.g 
Center Area which matches our Town Center Land Use Map designation 
Metro's Town Center designated. Staff is unaware of any other relevan-; 
affecting this decision. The Town Center Land Use designation allows 
zoning designations. Staff concludes that Town Center is the appropriate 
Map designation. 

Finding: Staff finds that thepolicies found in Chapter 4 are 
to the proposed amendment. 

R24-40 or 
When 
to the 

the City to 
The County 

a Town 
and 

plans 
ibr TC-HDR 

Land Use 

Chapter 5 Public Facilities and Services Element. 1 
As noted in the Goal 11 discussion, the proposal does not physicalli affect the 
landscape, or affect corporate boundaries, or the City's public facility 
permitted uses in the TC-HDR zone are substantially similar to the 
in the TO: R24-40 zone. The proposal would not affect the 
implement the Public Facilities Plans, Capital Improvement Plan, 
Area Agreement (UPAA), Urban Service Area, Storm Water and 
Potable Water System, Sanitary Sewer System, Schools, Parks 
Police and Fire and Emergency Medical Services. Urban 
Services and Urban Service Area definitions have been 
Administrative Rules, the Beaverton Development 

CPA2006-0003lZMA2006-0002 
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Washington County UPAA. Thus, the policies, plans and actions f@nd in this 
chapter are inapplicable to the proposed amendment. 1 

! 
I 

Finding: Staff finds that thepolicies found in Chapter 5 are inabplicable 
to the proposed amendment. I 

Chapter 6 Transportation Element. 
Discussion under Goal 12 assists in the understanding of the applic 
Transportation Element and the policies and actions found 
amendment. The proposal does not affect any of the text found 
implement a change to the physical landscape of any property. 
existing transportation facilities in the TSP, and the tables 
Chapter 6 of the Comprehensive Plan remain unaffected by this 

Finding: S ta f f  finds that the policies found in Chapter 6 are 
to theproposed amendment. 

Chapter 7 Natural, Cultural, Historic, Scenic, Energy and 
Resources Element. 

The proposed amendment does not affect the City's ability to 
provisions in this chapter. 

Finding: S ta f f  finds that theproposed amendment does not af fe  
ability to implement this Chapter. 

Chapter 8 Environmental Quality and Safety Element. 
This proposed amendment does not affect Sections 8.2 Water Qua 
Quality, 8.4 Noise, 8.5 Seismic Hazards, 8.6 Geologic Hazards, 8.7 
or 8.8 Solid and Hazardous Wastes. 

Finding: S ta f f  finds that the policies found in Chapter 8 are ina plicable 
to the proposed amendment. Y 
Chapter 9 Economy Element. 1 
Economic development, proposed industrial facilities or employment ce 
affected by the proposed amendment. The permitted uses in the 
substantially similar to the uses permitted in the TO: R24-40 
CPA or ZMA action affects the City's ability to provide areas for 
employment centers or provide for economic development. 

Finding: S ta f f  finds that thepolicies found in  Chapter 9 are ina plicable 
to the proposed amendment. 4 

- . 

Code, Engineering Design Manual and Standard Drawings, Clean 
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Design and Construction Standards and the Beaverton Municipal Code! Thus, the 
! requirements of Criterion 1.3.1.3 are met. 

1.3.1.4 Potential effects of the proposed amendment have 
and will not be detrimental to quality of life, 
economy, environment, public health, safety or welfare. 

It is the intent of the UPAA to provide for a smooth transition from C 
designations to City designations by adopting designations that most 
approximate the County's designations. The transition does not sign 
public services, economic factors or environmental elements. Reside 
business owners may benefit from the application of City designat 
property when applying for development services since City empl 
familiar with City regulations than County regulations. Staff fin 
proposed amendments will not be detrimental to quality of life, i 
economy, environment, public health, safety or welfare. 

FINDING: Staff finds that the potential effects of the proposed mendment 
will not be detrimental to quality of life, including th economy, 
enuironment, public health, safety or welfare. Criterion 1.3.1. is met for 
the annexation related Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map a m  ndment of 
Employment as proposed in this staff  report. i 
1.3.1.5 The benefits o f  the proposed amendment will 

adverse impacts on surrounding areas, public 
services. 

The UPAA was developed to ensure that City designation of annexed 
have minimal impact to surrounding areas, public facilities and 
assumption behind this is that the County went through a 
evaluation and review process prior to assigning plan 
development approvals. The City reviewed impacts 
as  part of the annexation review process prior to 
(ANX2004-0013 and ANX2004-0015). No 
services were identified. 

FINDING: Staff finds the benefits of the proposed Land Use Map 
will offset potential adverse impacts on surrounding areas, 
and services. Criterion 1.3.1.5 is met for the proposed 
Land Use Map amendment. 

1.3.1.6 There is a demonstrated public need, which will be 
the amendment as compared with other 
same designation as the proposed amendment. 

CPA2006-0003iZMA2006-0002 
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This amendment is associated with an annexation that will add prdperty to the 
City. It  is necessary for property within the City to have City Land ~ s k  and Zoning 
designations in place of the County designation. 

FINDING: Criterion 1.3.1.6 does not apply to annexation related 
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map amendments. 

SUMMARY FINDING: Staff finds that Comprehensive Plan Criteria 
1.3.1.1 through 1.3.1.6 are satisfied based on the findin 4 s above 

CITY ZONING MAP AMENDMENT FINDING "i 
Adoption by the City Council and Planning Commission of an  amen ment to the 
Zoning Map must be supported by findings of fact based on the evidenc provided by 
the applicant demonstrating the criteria of the Development C de Section 
40.97.15.4.C (Discretionary Annexation Related Zoning Map Amendme t - Approval 
Criteria) have been met. The City Council and Planning Commission ay adopt by 
reference facts, findings, reasons, and conclusions proposed by the ity staff or 

requirements for Zone Map amendments. 

i 
others. Affirmative findings to the following criteria are t h  minimum t 
40.97.15.4. C Approval Criteria I 
1. The proposal satisfies the threshold requirements for a Di 
Annexation Related Zoning Map Amendment application. 

There is one threshold requirement, which is "The change of zoning 
designation as a result of annexation of land to the City and the Urb 
Area Agreement (UPAA) does not specify a particular corresponding 
designation and discretion is required to determine the most simi 
designation." The UPAA does not list TO: R24-40 because the de 
exist at  the time it was written. The UPAA directs the City to 
designations for properties with Institutional designations bas 
restrictive abutting Zoning designation. Although the designa 
Institutional property has been included in this Zoning Map 
does not require discretion and has therefore been excluded 
Criteria 2-5. 

FINDING: Staff finds that the proposed request satisfies the threshold 
requirement for a Discretionary Annexation Related Zo ing Map 
Amendment application. n 
2. All City application fees related to the applicat 
consideration by the decision making authority have been 

Because the City is acting as the applicant of this rezone, no fees are req ired i. 
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FINDING: Sta f f  finds that this criterion is  not applicable. 

3. The proposed zoning designation most closely appro3c'imates the 
density, use provisions, and development standards o f  the Washington 
County designation which applied to the subject propert4 prior to 
annexation. I 
The UPAA does not list TO: R24-40. The County has designated 
Center in their Framework Plan and staff is recommending that 
show this area as Town Center. The Comprehensive Plan 
Matrix which is contained in Section 3.14 of the Comprehensive 
TC-HDR, TC-MU or TC-MDR in Town Center areas. The 
retail/commercial in nature and, therefore, is not an 
R24-40. TC-HDR has a minimum of 24 units per 
TC-MDR has a minimum of 18 units per net acre 
our closest available match to their TO: R24-413. 

FINDING: Staf f  finds that the proposed zoning 
available districts to those of the County's as 
the County's overlay designation of Town Center. 

4. The proposed zoning designation is consistent with 
contained within the UPAA concerning the application of 
zoning district designations. 

The UPAA does not reference the currently County zoning 
require that we assign our most similar zoning designations 
the County. The zoning matrix contained in section 3.14 of 
allows three zoning districts in the Town Center Land 
TC-HDR, TC-MU and TC-MDR. The TC-MU is 
nature and, therefore, is not an appropriate match 
has a minimum of 24 units per net acre and a 
minimum of 18 units per net acre and a 
available match to their TO: R24-40 as 
with the guidance provided by the UPAA. 

FINDING: Staff finds that the proposed zoning designations ar our most 
similar designation to those applied b.y the County as specified b f the UPAA - 

and, therefore, is consistent with it. 
- 

- 1  
5. Applications and documents related to the request, which 
further City approval, shall be submitted to the City in the 

The City processes Land Use Map and Zoning Map Amendments (C 
property being annexed into the City and there are no other 
this property pending. The property owner may, in the 
the City for modification or development of the 
proposed at  this time. 
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FINDING: Staff finds that there are no proposals related to this dequest that 
will require further City approvals and, therefore, no additional 
applications or documents are required. 

PROCESS ~ 
Submission Requirements: An application for a Discretionary Annexation 
Related Zoning Map Amendment shall be made by the submitta of a valid 
annexation petition or an executed annexation agreement. The pro erties were 
annexed under two (2) separate annexations, which became effective o January 8, 
2005 and May 17,2005. . I 
Public Hearing: Annexation Related Land Use Map amendme 
procedures in the Comprehensive Plan and Annexation Relate 
amendments follow the procedures in the City Charter and the De 
When the UPAA is not specific as to exactly which designation 
processes require a public hearing before the Planning Commissio 
UPAA is not specific about either the Land Use Map or Zoning 
nor is it applicable. This circumstance requires the Land Use M 
amendments to have a public hearing before the Planning Com 
Map amendment will be processed as a Type 3 application. 
been scheduled before the Planning Commission on Novem 
proposed amendments. 

Public Notice: Section 43 of the City Charter, Section 1.3.4. 
Comprehensive Plan and Section 50.45.2 of the Development Code p 
notice to he provided for a public hearing on these types of applications. 

Notice as described below for hearings on annexation related 
Z U ' s  must be provided not less than twenty (20) calendar days 
City Planning Commission hearing. Property owners must, as  
City Charter, be sent notice by certified mail at least thirty 
prior to the hearing. 

Notice was mailed to DLCD, Metro, the City's Neighborhoo Office and 
the CCI Chair on September 28, 2006 (See Exhibit 1.3) F 
Notice of the hearing was advertised in the Beaverton Vall 
November 9, 2006 (See Exhibit 1.4). 

* Notice was posted at  three locations, the Beaverton 
Beaverton City Hall and the Beaverton Community 
31, 2006. 

e Notice was mailed on October 31, 2006 (See Exhibit 1.5). 

* No other notice has been required by Planning Commis 
Council as of the date of this report. 
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Decision: Following a Planning Commission aktion, a Planning Comqiission order 
will be prepared and mailed to the property owner and any persod submitting 
written comments prior to or at  the hearing or testifying before the Planning 
Commission during the hearing. 

I 

Appeals: Appeals of the Commission decision regarding CPA's and rezones are 
made to the City Council. The procedure for filing such an  appeal and t e manner of 
the hearing is governed by Section 1.3.6 of the Comprehensive Plan for he CPA and 
Section 50.70 of the Development Code for tlie ZMA. The appeal req est must be 
made in writing and delivered to the City within 10 calendar days of he land use 
order date. In addition, there is a non-refundable $620.00 fee, hich must 
accompany the request for hearing. i 
120-Day Rule: This rezone request is quasi-judicial. The applicant (dity of 
Beaverton) has waived the 120-day rule (Oregon Revised Statutes C apter 
227 Section 178). The CPA is not subject to the 120-day rule. t 
FINDING: Applicable procedural requirements have been me, for these 
proposed Land Use Map and Zoning Map amendments. 1 

CONCLUSION 

Based on the findings in  this report, staff concludes that ame 
the Land Use Map to show Town Center, and the Zoning Map 
Town Center-High Density Residential (TC-HDR) in place 
County's Transit Oriented: Residential 24-40 (TO: R24-40), 
Center-High Density Residential (TC-HDR) in place 
Institutional (INS) is appropriate. 

Exhibits: 1.1 through 1.5 1 

25 
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4755 S . 1  Gciffi th Drive. P O .  Box 4755, B e a v e r t o n ,  OR '37076 General 1.f~ 

AFFIDAVIT OF NOTICE MAILING 
..................... 

ANXICPN ZMA NUMBER CPA 2006-001 71 ZMA. 2006-0014 
ANXICPN ZMA NAME: STARK AND CORBY DRIVE AND US:26 

I, Nancy Marshall, hereby confirm that on the 28& day of September, 2006, I ma 

in Attachment A to those listed on Attachment B. 

State of OREGON ) 
County of Washington) 

.-J$* 
Signed and swornlaffirmed before me this day of 2.06 by xmy 

%& a/-&&& 
\J 

Notary Public for the State of Oregon 

My commission expires: i 7 - r r  -6") 

-- - 
nation (503) 526.2222 V/TDD 

ed the notice shown 



i 1 
rn Notice of 

Proposed Amendment 
THIS FORM MUST BE RECEIVED BY DLCD 

45 DAYS PRIOR TO THE FIRST EVIDENTIARY HEARING 
PER ORS 197.610, OAR CHAPTER 660 -DIVISION IS AND SENATE BILL 543, 

EFFECTIVE JUNE 30,1999 

Jurisdiction: Citv of Beaverton 

Date First Evidentiary hearing: 1 1/8/2006 

Date this Notice of Proposed Amendment was mailed to 

17 Comprehensive Plan Text Amendment 

Is this a REVISED Proposal previously submitted to 

Land Use Regulation Amendment Zoning Map Amendment 

[7 New Land Use Regulation Other: ~ 
I 

Briefly Summarize Proposal. Do not use technical terms. Do not write "See Attached". (&it of 500 characters) 
 mend the Citv domprehensive Plan Map and Zonina Map to askan 
ten annexed parcels located on Stark Street between Corbv Drive 

Local Contact: Laura Kelly Phone: (503) 526-2548 Ext nsion: 

Address: 4755 SW Griffith Drive City: Beaverton i 1 Zip: 97005 

Fax Number: 503-526-3720 Email Address: ~ke~~y@ci.beakerton.or.us 

zonina to ' 

and US:26 

Plan Map Changed from: County R24-40 & Institutional to: City of Beaverton 

Zone Map Changed from: County R24-40 & Institutional to: City of Beaverton 

Location: Stark Street, west of Corby Drive Acres Involved: I 8 
Specify Density: Previous: 24-40 unitslacre (R24-40) 8 0 unitslacre New: 24-36 units1 

Applicable Statewide Planning Goals: 1, 2, 5, 10, 14 

Is an Exception Proposed? YES  NO 
Affected State or Federal Agencies, Local Governments or Special Districts: 

Washington County, Clean Water Services 

DLCD File No.: 27 

(Sunset Hiahwav!. All parcels are currentlv zoned Countv TO:R24-40 except one 
  arc el which is zoned County Institutional. 

I 

Town Center 

TC-HDR 

cre 



SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS I 
I 

This form must he received by DLCD at least 45 dlavs ~ r i o r  to the first evidenkiarv hearing, 
I 

per ORS 197.610, OAR Chapter 660 - Division 18 I 
i 

and Senate Bill 543 effective on June 30,1999. ! 

1. This for must be submitted by local jurisdictions only. I 
2. When submitting, please print this form on green paper. 1 
3. Send this Form and TWO ('21 Copies of the Proposed Amendment to: 1 

ATTENTION: PLAN AMERTDMENT SPECIALIST 
DEPARTMENT OF LAND CONSERVATION & DEVELOP 

635 CAPITOL STREET NE, SUITE 150 
SALEM, OREGON 97301-2540 

4. Unless exempt by ORS 197.610 (21 proposed amendments must be received at the DLCD's SALEM 
OFFICE at least FORTY-FIVE (45) days before the first evidentiary hearing o the proposal. 
The first evidentiary hearing is usually the first public hearing held by the jurisd ction's planning 
commission on the proposal. 1 

5. Submittal of proposed amendments shall include the text of the amendment and other information 
the local government believes is necessary to advise DLCD of the proposal. the specific 
language being added to or deleted from the acknowledged plan or land use 
description of the proposal is not adequate. 

6. Submittal of proposed map amendments must include a map of the affected area sh existing and 
proposed plan and zone designations. The map should be on 8-112 x I1 inch 
tax account number, address or general description is not adequate. Text of 
for change request should be included. 

7. Submittal of proposed amendments which involve a goal exception must include th proposed language 
of the exception. 4 

8. Need More Copies? You can copy this form on to 8-112x11 meen uauer only; or 
Office at (503) 373-0050; or Fax your request to:(503) 378-5518; or email your 
mara.ulloa@state.or.us - ATTENTION: PLAN AMENDMENT SPECIALIST. 



/VICINITY MAP I , 

9/22/06 N 
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

cm OF BEAVERTON Planning Services division 9 9  . - 



Neighborhood ASSN. 
CCI 
BEAVERTON NEIGHBORHOOD 
OFFICE 
METRO 

METRODATARESOURCECENTER BOB TENNER 
ROBERT KNIGHT 
600 NW GRAND, AVE. 
PORTLAND OR 97232-2736 

CCI 
7&5 SW WILSON AVE 
BEAVERTON OR 97008 

Beaverton beighborhood Office 



C . h % / b ~  L/%hp 
Charlotte Allsop (Accounting Mafiager) 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 
November 9,2006 

EXH I 

- 
6605 SE Lake Road, Portland, OR 97222. PO 

Box 22109 Portland, OR 97269-2109 
Phone: 503-684-0360 Fax: 503-620-3433 

Email: legals@commnewspapers.com 

AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION 
State of Oregon, County of Washington, SS 

I, Charlotte Allsop, being the first duly sworn, 
depose and say that I am the Accounting 
Manager of the Beaverton Valley Times, a 
newspaper of general circulation, published 
at Beaverton, in the aforesaid county and 
state, as defined by ORS 193.010 and 
193.020, that 

City of Beaverton 
CPA2006-0014lZMA 2006-001 7 
Vr7473 

Acopy of which is hereto annexed, was 
published in the entire issue of said 
newspaper for 
1 

Successive arla consecutive weeks in the 
following issues 
November 9,2006 

Z!*C);. C,,L*U? 
NOTA* PUBLIC FOR OREGON 
My commission expires-b,&"E; m-7 

1 

AccW97979 PO 76995 -- 

Renee Coker 
City of Beaverton 
PO Box 4755 
Beaverton, OR 97076 

Size:2 x 6.25 
Amount Due: $m 
'remit to address above 

.;, .<: ,i-', . , I 
, , , ,,. , - ,. 

;&J~J@&@D ; 
- ,  i J  i .- 

['on ~e&esdad  
before lbe City $ - !  $f2~~~$,yj@*,,i 
&*.sj'hari,*i #,=mi 
,~>!;:., , *..,,,, *. -,,&::"! d 
%*,;*R:a>*# ~f&&?iRL&@?. 
.after & heehg: 
i..~ .. - i i  .,: :. : 

,?$ : $ ~ s q  agiR&a- 
tatemen@ or &i- 
a rbe , I  Plq$pg 
: issue' preclaes 
i on that issue:! 



AFFIDAVIT OF NOTICE MAILING 1 
*****************I*** 

in Attachment A to those listed on Attachment B. I 

CPA! ZMA NUMBER CPA 2006-OOI4/ ZMA 2006-0017 
CPAI ZMA NAME: West Stark Street 

I, Nancy Marshall, hereby confirm that on the 31' day of October, 2006, I mailed 

State of OREGON ) 
County of Washington) 

SY OLjt&- ZW6by Signed and sworn/affirmed before me this 31 day of 

the notice shown 

Notary Public for the State of Oregon 

MY commission expires: 01-21~09 



ATTACHMENT 
NOTICE T o  M O R T W E ,  LIENmLDm vENDoR OR SELLER: IF Y o u  mmm THIS NoTIbE, I T w s T  BE 
PROPERLY FORWARDED TO PURCHASER I 

! 

on Wednesday, December 6, 2006, at 6:30 p.m. on the following applications: 

You may contact Laura Kelly, Associate Planner, if you have any 
information on  this matter at 1503) 526-2548, at the Beaverton Community D 
second floor of City Hall, or  by email at 1kellv~ci.beaverton.or.us 

The hearing is conducted for the purpose of receiving testimony from interested 
described above. The Comprehensive Plan and Development Code require that notice 
and residents within 500 feet of the subject property and to the chairperson of Comm 
(CPO) I. 

Any person may appear before the Planning Commission at the hearing and be 
opposition to the request. Specific criteria for the Comprehensive Plan Map Ame 
1.3.1 of the Comprehensive Plan. The specific criteria for the Zoning Map A 
Development Code Section 40.97.15.4.C. Written testimony is acceptable if rece 
the hearing. However, interested parties are encouraged to submit their writte 
Development Department by the end of the business day on December 6.200 
8:OOam to 4:30 pm Monday through Friday except holidays. VV'tten comments s 
City of Beaverton Community Development Department, P.O. Box4755, Beaverton, Oregon 
of the application, supporting documents and the staff report will be available for 
October 17, 2006 (at least twenty (30) calendar days prior to the public hearing 
reasonable cost at the City of Beaverion, Community Development Department. 
not be  available at the public hearing. The staff report can 
htt~://w.ci.beaverton.or.us/departments/~ddld dev proiects.html 

Following the public hearing, the Planning Commission can do one of the following: 
1) Recommend denial of the application to the City Council. 
2) Recommend approval of the application to the City Council. 
3) Continue the application to a future hearing date. 

A participant in the hearing may request, before the close of the hearing, that the record remain o 
days after the hearing. An appeal must be filed within ten days of the Planning Commission's order 
must meet the requirements of Section 1.3.6.4. of the Comprehensive Plan andlor Section 
Code. Failure of an issue to be raised in person or by letter with sufficient specificity to 
opportunity to respond to the issue may preclude appeal to the Land Use Board of Appeals 

I 

- - -  



THIS INFORMATION IS AVAILABLE IN LARGE PRINT OR AUDIOTAPE UPON REQUEST. DDITION, ASSISTED 
LISTENING DEVICES, SIGN LANGUAGE INTERPRETERS, OR QUALIFIED BILINGUAL CAN BE 
MADE AVAILABLE AT ANY PUBLIC MEETING WITH 72 HOURS ADVANCE 
SERVICES, PLEASE CALL (503) 526-2222NOICE TDD OR EMAIL LWmail@ci.beauerton.or,us~ 

I 
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ATTACHMENT B 

PADILLA, JEANETTE R & MARTIN 
306 SW FRENWOOD WAY 
BEAVERTON OR 97005 

CARLSON, BRENT & NEELAN, IAN 
PO BOX 124 
MARYLHURST OR 97036 

JACOBSON, ERIK 
275 SW FRENWOOD WAY 
BEAVERTON OR 97005 

WALKER, SUSAN 
216 SW FRENWOOD WAY 
BEAVERTON OR 97005 

SILASKI, KELLl & GAVlN W 
162 SW FRENWOOD WAY 
BEAVERTON OR 97005 

RODEN, EILEEN I & RONALD R CO- 
TR 
108 SW FRENWOOD WAY 
BEAVERTON OR 97005 

MCMURRICK, DEBBIE 
181 SW FRENWOOD WAY 
BEAVERTON OR 97005 

DARLOW, GREG A 
324 SW FRENWOOD ST 
BEAVERTON OR 970015 

KEHAGIARAS, EPAMINONDAS A 
JO ANNE 
335 SW FRENWOOD YVAY 
BEAVERTON OR 97005 

ZUCKERMAN, JOHN M & PAMELA 
JONES 
10627 SW MCKINNEY ST 
TUALATIN OR 97062 

FISHER, GLEN & CATHEY 
10120 N MIDWAY 
PORTLAND OR 97203 

BRAMBANI, JOAN 
144 SW FRENWOOD WAY 
BEAVERTON OR 97005 

GARRISON, GREGORY D & 
CAMILLE L 
90 SW FRENWOOD WAY 
BEAVERTON OR 97005 

WOODYARD, GREGG BART AND 
JANET ANNE 
199 FRENWOOD WAY 
BEAVERTON OR 97005 

JOHNSOY, THEODORE J 
342 SW FRENWOOD WAY 
BEAVERTDN OR 97005 



GSL CEDAR MILL INVESTORS LLC 
1107 NW 14TH AVE 
PORTLAND OR 97208 

BARNES RD PROFESSIONAL 
CAMPUS BLDG B LLC 
3275 DOGWOOD DRIVE S 
SALEM OR 97302 

WETLANDS, CONSERVANCY, INC, 
PO BOX 1195 
TUALATIN OR 97062 

KOREAN FIRST SOUTHERN 
BAPTIST CH 
12170 W STARK ST 
PORTLAND OR 97229 

POLLOCK, RALPH B AND LUClE L 
12310 W STARK STREET 
PORTLAND OR 97229 

RODRIGUEZ, ROBERTO &MEJIA, 
LIZANDRO &, REGINO 
490 SW 121 ST AVE 
PORTLAND OR 97225 

CAMPBELL, DIANA 
3512 E 13TH ST 
VANCOUVER WA 98661 

NUNEZ, GERARD0 & SANDOVAL, 
ALBERT0 
404 & 406 SW 121 ST PL 
PORTLAND OR 97225 

TIMM, BRYAN LAND KATHRYN A 
2664 NW 126TH AVE 
PORTLAND OR 97229 

LARSON, LESTER L AND 
DARLENE C 
1425 NW 87TH AVE 
PORTLAND OR 97229 

PORTLAND GENERAL. ELECTRIC C TEUFEL PliOPERTlES LLC ET AL 
121 SW SALMON ST 17TH FL 12345 NW BARNES RD 
PORTLAND OR 97204 PORTLANII OR 97229 

BARNES PROFESSIONAL CAMPUS 
LOTS 1-6 
6750 NW GALES CREEK RD 
FOREST GROVE OR 97116 

CHOBAN, GEORGE 
4245 NW 174TH 
PORTLAND OR 97229 

MASSINGI-L, KEITH L 
12020 SW BARNES RD 
PORTLAND OR 97225 

WETLANDS CONSERVANCY, THE 
PO BOX 1195 
TUALATIN OR 97062 

EBY, HAZEL A & MARVIN D 
TRUSTEES WASHING ON, JESSE JR 

12350 W STARK ST 505 SW S RING LN 

PORTLAND OR 97229 PORTLAN OR 97225 s 
HOUCK, HUGH S REV TRUST 
12765 SW 17TH AVE 
BEAVERTON OR 97008 

ABRAMOWITZ, ROY AND HOPE, 
LINDA G PEDERSO , WILLIAM JR &SUSAN 

448 SW 121ST PLACE 32655 NW EACH RD 

PORTLAND OR 97225 

k 
H ~ L L S B O R ~  OR 97123 

WATSON, RONALD A & CLAUDIA 
4359 NW TAM-O-SHAMTER WAY 
PORTLAND OR 97229 

GREGG, DENA 
37518 SODAVILLE CUTOFF DRIVE 
LEBANON OR 97355 

TUALATIN HILLS PARK AND 
RECREATI N DISTRICT 
15707 SW ALKER RD 
BEAVERT N OR 97006 1 , 3 6  



MCPHERSON, DONALD S 
11990 SW CORBY DR # I  
PORTLAND OR 97225 

KERSEY, ANGELA D 
11990 SW CORBY DR #2 
PORTLAND OR 97225 

WEBSTE~, JANE L 
11990 SVI( CORBY DR #3 
PORTLAND OR 97225 

IVERSON, TAMRA 
11 990 SW CORBY DR #4 
PORTLAND OR 97225 

COLLINS, RYAN E & KING, SARA M 
11990 SW CORBY DR #5 
PORTLAND OR 97225 

MILES, BEN 
11990 SW CORBY DR #7 
PORTLAND OR 97225 

GRIFFIN, JEROME 
11990 SW CORBY DR #8 
PORTLAND OR 97225 

LL, IAN & T ANNE 

ANNETT, JOSEPH R & COLVIN, 
THOMAS I JR 
1849 N KlLPATRlCK ST 
PORTLAND OR 97217 

HEDDINGER, TASHA L 
11990 SW CORBY DR#10 
PORTLAND OR 97225 

CLARK, LINDSAY ANNE 
11990 SW CORBY DR#13 
PORTLAND OR 97225 

NASMAN, KATIE 
11990 SW CORBY DR #I4  
PORTLAND OR 97225 

ANNETT, JOSEPH R & COLVIN, 
THOMAS I JR 
1849 N KlLPATRlCK ST 
PORTLAND OR 97217 

BATISTA, SACARIA & ANA 
4281 SE CEDAR ST 
HlLLSBORO OR 97123 

WATSON, SIDNEY EARL & MARIA BLY, ROGER B & JENNIFER M 
11905 SW EELVIDERE PL 
PORTLAND OR 97225 

VOLK, IRENE M 
560 SW SPRING LN 
PORTLAND OR 97225 

ORDWAY, GREGORY J & BROWN- 
ORDWAY, PAMELA 
14138 NW LAKESHORE CT 
PORTLAND OR 97229 

SHURTLEFF, LINDA 4 
540 SW SPRING LANE 
PORTLAND OR 97225 

SMITH, THOMAS CHARLES & 
GRACE H KRIBS, JUSTIN & AKlKO 

12063 SW TAYLOR CT 
PORTLAND OR 97225 12039 SW TAYLOR CT 

PORTLAND OR 97225 

FREEMAN, KATHLEEN I &JASON 
252 SW FRENWOOD WAY 
BEAVERTON OR 97005 

THOMPSON, RANDY L 
270 SW FRENWOOD WAY 
BEAVERTON OR 97005 

BODILY, ~ENNIS L & PRISCILLA 



AGENDA BILL 

Beaverton City Council 
Beaverton, Oregon 

SUBJECT: ZMA2006-0018, Corridor Court Rezone; an FOR AGENDA OF: 
Ordinance Amending Ordinance No. 2050, 
the Zoning Map for Two Properties Located Mayor's Approval: 
in North Beavedon, from Office Commercial 
(OC) to Community Service (CS). DEPARTMENT OF 

CLEARANCES: City 

43 

PROCEEDING: First Reading EXHIBITS: 1. Ordinance 
2. Land Use Order N . 1929 I 

EXPENDITURE AMOUNT APPROPRIATION 
REQUIRED $0 BUDGETED $0 REQUIRED $0 

HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE: 
On December 6. 2006, the Plannina Commission held a public hearing to consi b er an application to 
amend ~rdinande No.'2050, the zoning Map, by redesignating the cated at 17200 and 
17225 NW Corridor Court from Office Commercial (OC) to Community Service (C 

The Planning Commission has recommended approval of the request to rezo e the property from 
Office Commercial (OC) to Community Service (CS) on the Zoning Map. 

INFORMATION FOR CONSIDERATION: 

The sites of the Zoning Map amendment are specifically identified as Tax Lots and 01001 on 
Washington County Tax Assessor's Map 1N130DC, and are generally located north side of 
Cornell Road and south side of Highway 26. Tax Lot 01100 is 0.84 acres in size 
0.77 acres in size. 

Since no City Council hearing is required and no appeal was filed from the PI nning Commission's 
decision, this ordinance making the proposed change to the Zoning Map is being presented for a first 
reading at this time. 1 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

First Reading 

Agedda Bill No: 07013 



ORDINANCE NO. -4420 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 2050, THE 
ZONING MAP FOR TWO PROPERTIES LOCATED IN NORTH 
BEAVERON, FROM OFFICE COMMERCIAL (OC) TO 
COMMUNITY SERVICE (CS); ZMA2006-0018 

WHEREAS, on December 6, 2006, the Planning Commission conducted a 
consider an application to amend Ordinance No. 2050, 
redesignating two properties located at 17200 and 17225 
from Office Commercial (OC) to Comrnunity Service (CS); and 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission received testimony and exhibits and ecommended 
approval of this zone change; and I 

WHEREAS, no appeals were filed with the City; and I 
WHEREAS, the City Council adopts as to criteria applicable to this 

thereon the Planning Services Division Staff 
attached hereto as Exhibit B and the Planning 
1929; now, therefore, 

THE CITY OF BEAVERTON ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS: 1 

Section 1. Ordinance No. 2050, the Zoning Map, is amended to designate roperties on 
Tax Lots 1N130DC01100 and 1N13013C01001 Community Servic (CS) on the 
City of Beaverton Zoning Map, as S ~ O \ N ~  on Exhibit A. f 

First reading this day of ~ . 2007. 

Passed by the Council this day of 1 2007. 

Approved by the Mayor this day of ~ , 2007. 

ATTEST: APPROVED: 1 

SUE NELSON, City Recorder ROB DRAKE, Mayor 

Ordinance No. 4420 - Page 1 AgendaABill No. 



ZMA2006-0018 10/18/06 N 
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lN130DCO1001 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 17200 B 17225 
NW CORRlDOR CT 0 0 
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CITY of BEAVERTON EXHIBIT B 
;i/ 4755 S.W Griffich Drive. P . 0 .  Box 4755. Beavcrton. OR 97076 G a m l  In; matian (503, 5lbiiii VlIDD zi r 

STAFF REPORT I 
TO: Planning Commission REPORT DATE: October 

AGENDA DATE: December 06,2006 I 
FROM: Jeff Salvon, Senior Planner, Planning Services 

SUBJECT: ZMA2006-0018,17200 and 1'7225 NW Corridor Court 
Amendment: To assign a City Zoning Map 
recently annexed to the City through a 
parcels are identified on tax map 
01001. 

REQUEST: Amend the City's Zoning Map to show Community S mice (CS). e 
APPLICANT: City of Beaverton I 
APPROVAL Development Code Section 40.97.15.1.C 
CRITERIA: 

LOCATION: The properties are located a t  17200 & 17225 Corridor 
Court. They are located on the north side of 
south of Highway 26. 

EMSTINGUSE: The property at  17200 NW Corridor Court is 
contains an office building. The property a t  
Court is 0.77 acres and is developed with a 

RECOMMENDATION I 
Based on findings in this report that the criteria contained in Develo 
Section 40.97.15.1.C, are met, staff recommends approval of the 



Public Hearing 12/6/06 
17200 Corridor Court ZMA 



SUMMEIRY 

The properties proposed for rezone contain a single story office buildi 
acre parcel and a day-care facility on a 0.77 acre parcel. Both 
within a small commercial area which is primarily 
between the Sunset Highway (classified as a freeway in 
Plan) and Cornell Road (classified as an  arterial). 

BACKGROUND 1 
The parcels proposed for this rezone were annexed into the City 
subsequent to that action were rezoned from Washington C 
Commercial designation to Beaverton's Office Commercial (OC) de 
decision as to how these properties should be redesignated after bei 
determined in 1988 by the adoption of the Urban Planning Area Ag 
between the Washington County and the City of Beaverton. Unde 
properties that are annexed into the City of Beaverton will be 
zoning classification which most closely approximates the des 
been assigned to the properties by Washington County. Sinc 
which city zone designation is to be applied has been evaluate 
advance of the rezone, the actual zone reassignment process re 
a t  the time it is processed. The current proposal follows th  
qualify under the terms of the UPAA, and is discretionary i 
public hearing. 

The current proposal is being made at  the request of the owner of 
17200 Corridor Court who has expressed a concern over an  
between the Washington County's Office Commercial 
Office Commercial designations. The point of 
although the zoning that was applied to the 
the City's OC designation contains use 
were previously permitted under the 
has pointed out, the resulting use 
basis for a Measure 37 claim. That 
waiver on the condition that the 
Service. 

An additional inconsistency exists in the fact that the day care 
currently exists on the 17255 Corridor Court property, is not 
OC zone - although it qualifies as  a legal non-conforming 
inconsistencies that exist between the County's OC 
zone can be viewed in  the following table: 

Public Hearing 12/6/06 
17200 Corridor Court ZMA 



I 

Common Retail Uses I Wash. Co. OC District / ~ e a v e r 6 n  OC Zone 
I I ! 

I 

Not perhitted 

I I 1 square feetluse 
Retail businesses such as I Accessory use* -type 2 1 Not perdpitted 

Service station - car wash 
Drive-in restaurants 
Personal service businesses such as 
laundry, dry cleaner, photo studio, 
barber, shoe repair up to 5,000 

1 hardware, variety, drug, clothing ( 1 1 1 
a1 use 

Convenience store Accessory use* -type 2 Not perrpitted 
*uses are accessorv to office commercial complex and scaled to serue the tenants o f  ihe complex or 

'hpe 2 

Accessory use* -- type 2 

. . 
surrounding ofice commercial area 1 

Not per&itted 

Not per 

ANALYSIS OF ANNEXATION RELATED ZONING MAP 
AMENDMENT 

4 

The choice as  to which zone is most appropriate for meeting the needs 
well as the property owner was based upon several considerations. 
was given to zoning that would not require changing the 
designation for each property. Section 3.1. (b) identifies 
appropriate area for which the Corridor designation was 
applied. Maintaining the Corridor designation would 
objectives that had previously been established for the area. 

Second, in regard to application of the CS District, section 20.10.05 
Development Code states that; "the Community Service" or 
intended to provide for businesses compatible with and of similar 
commercial activity found principally along Beaverton-Hillsdale 
Road, T.V. Highway, Cedar Hills Boulevard, Sunset Highway and 

Finally, section 3.2 of the Comprehensive Plan states that " ... corri 
nodes of residential and employment that may be integrated, but more 
side by side". Adjacent parcels, to the east of the 12700 Corridor Ct. 
to the east and west of the 17225 Corridor Court property are zoned 
commercial node centered around the cul-de-sac. Maintaining 
adjacent properties would contribute to the nodal concept and 
of both the Comprehensive Plan and Development Code sited above. 

A comparison of use discrepancies that will result from rezoning of tbe property 

Public Hearing 12/6/06 
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&om OC to CS reveals that while rezoning the properties will permit retail sales, 
office uses will be restricted to those that involve on site service prbvision only. 
Such uses include medical, insurance, real estate, and 
those services straddle the line between corporate 
service provision, a determination as  to compliance 
director's interpretation. It should be noted however 
exposure of the subject parcels it is likely that office 
service provision will prevail in securing lease 

as  remote. 

Currently, office uses on the property are codned  to on-site medical 
are fully compliant with both the OC and CS zones. Given this 
regards the likelihood of future M37 claims resulting from the 

COMPLIANCE WITH REZONE CRITERIA 1 
Ordinance 2050 (Development Code) Section 40.97.15.C details the req 
for quasi-judicial zoning map amendments: 

40.97.15.1.C. Approval Criteria ~ 
1. The proposal satisjfies the threshold requirements for a Quasi-Judicial Zoning Map 

Amendment application. 

Section 40.97.15.1.A.l of the City of Beaverton Development Code speci- es that the 
threshold criterion for a quasi-judicial zoning map amendment is "th change of 
zoning designation for a specific property or limited number of specific properties." 
The proposal applies to two specific properties. I 
FINDING: Staff finds that the proposed rezone satisfies t h  threshold 
requirements for a quasi-judicial Zoning Map amendment. 1 

2. All City application fees related to the application under consideration 
making authority hrrve been submitted. 

Because the City is acting as  the applicant of this rezone, no fees are req ired. i. 
PINDING: Staff finds that this criterion is not applicable to this applic tion. I 

3. Theproposal conforms with applicablepolici~es of the City's Comprehensi e Plan. i. 
The Zoning District Matrix (Section 3.14 of the Comprehensive Pla 
which specific zoning designations are compatible within the more 
Comprehensive Plan designations. As can be seen in the table below, 
and CS Zones are compatible and fall under the umbrella of the 
Plan designation concept. 

Public Hearing 12/6/06 
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This point relates directly to the provisions expressed within the City's 
Comprehensive Plan. Section 3.10 of the Comprehensive Plan ad@esses what 
development within the corridor designation should look like, what sbecific areas 
and streets of the City this designation was tailored to influence, and hich zoning 
districts are appropriate for this designation. As demonstra ed in the 
Comprehensive Plan and Zoning District Matrix (below), both the OC nd CS zones 
are regarded as acceptable zoning applications within the conceptua framework 
associated with the Corridor designation. i 
FINDING: Staff finds that the proposed amendment conforms wit1 applicable 
policies of the City's Comprehensive Plan 1 

4 Applications and documents related to the request, bhich  will 

1 Neighborhood Service, R-1, R-2, R-3.5, R-4, Comdor-~ul t i~le  Use 
' 

Employment h s  / Campus Industrial 
Industtial I Industrial Park, Light Industrial, Campus Industrial 
Neighborhood Resrdential 

Lonlng ulsmct 
Regional Center RC-E, RC-OT, RC-TO 

(equivalent to Metro's Inner and Oufer Neighborhood Design Types) 
LOW Deusity R-10 I 
Standard Density R-7, R-5 

Medium Density, R-3.5, R-2 
High Density R- 1 

Any of the plan designations cited above Institmianal 1 
require further City approval, shall be submitted to the pity in the 

Station C o m u n m  
T o m  Center 
Main Street 
Camdor 

proper sequence. I 

In fulfilling the role as the applicant of this proposal, staff has mpiled all 
necessary documentation to provide adequate review of the proposal. t 

rn 
TC-HDR, TC-MU, TC-MDR 
Office Commercial, Neighborhood Service, Convenience Smice Center 
General Commercial, Convenience Service Center. Office Commercial. 

FINDING: Staff finds that all documents related to the request, 
require further City approval, have been provided in the proper sequenc 

R-1, R-2 
Communitv Service. 

5 I n  addition to the criteria stated in Section 40.97.15.1.C.I hrough 4, 
above, the following criteria shall apply to Quasi-Judic a1 Zoning 
Map Amendment which would change the zone designa ion to the 
Convenience Service (C-V) zoning district. i 
a. There is a public need for the 

be served by changing the zoning district 
property in question as compared with 
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b. The public interest is best carried out by approving the proposal 
at this time. 

I 

FINDING: Staff finds that these criteria are not applicable to proposeb rezone. 

6. The proposal shall include a Traffic linpact Analysis tha meets the 
requirements of 60.55.20. The analysis shall demon trate that 
development allowed under the proposed zoning can meet the r quirements 
of 60.55.10.1, 60.55.10.2, 60.55.10.3, and 60.55.10.7. The a alysis shall 
identify the trafic imuacts from the r a n ~ e  of uses allowe 1 under the - 
proposed zoning and Bemonstrate that these impacts can b 
mitigated a t  the time of development. LORD 4302; May 20041 

This criterion is particularly relevant where a new development is 
However, the proposed amendment involves the rezoning of 
improvements are already in place and no change in the 
anticipated. Therefore, in attempting to determine if a 
for the purposes of this application, staff opted to meet 
following section. 

FINDING: Staff finds that this criterion is not applicable to proposed +zone. 

7. As an alternative to 40.97.15.1. C 6, the applicant may provide 
that the potential traffic impacts from development under the 
zoning are no greater than potential impacts from 
existing zoning. LORD 4302; May 20041 

In attempting to determine if a traffic impact analysis is warranted for 
application, staff observed the variety of uses permitted in each zone 
the ITE manual to identify a worst case traffic impact scenario that 
Ultimately, among all the uses that could occur, staff determined 
restaurants with a drive-through window possessed the greatest 
generate traffic in each case. This use is permitted outright in 
conditionally in the OC zone.. Because this use has the 
zoning designations, staff determined that the prospect of rezoning 
would not impart significant traffic impacts. Staff has determined - 
requirement that a traffic impact analysis be conducted for the sake of t k s  proposal 
is not required. 

PROCESS: 
Quasi-judicial zoning map amendments require a public hearing 
Planning Commission. A public hearing has been scheduled before t 
Commission on December 6, 2006 for the proposed amendments. 
will be given in accordance with Section 50.45 of the 
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Appropriate notice has been given to the Department of Land Consdrvation and 
Development (DLCD), Metro, the NAC, and to Washington County LUT. 

I 

1. Legal notice was published in the Beaverton Valley Times on 
2006. 

2. Notice will be posted a t  the Post Office, Beaverton Library 
or before November 9, 2006. 

November 9,2001. 

3. Notice will be mailed to the Neighborhood Association Comm 
property owners within 500 feet of the proposed rezones o 

Notice for proposed quasi-judicial rezones must be provided at  
calendar days prior to the City Planning Commission 
requirements for this rezone will be met or exceeded. The 
not requested staff to provide additional notice for this amendment. 

Following a Planning Commission action, a land use order will be p epared and 
mailed to the property owner and any person submitting written c mments or 
testifying before the Planning Commission during the process. I 
Appeals of the Commission decision regarding rezones are made to the 
The procedure for filing such an  appeal and the manner of the 
by Section 50.70 of the Development Code for the Rezone. The 
be made in writing and delivered to the City within 10 calendar 
order date. In addition, there is a non-refundable 
accompany the request for hearing. 

FINDING: Applicable procedural requireme:nts have been met for t 
rezone application. 

SUMMARY FINDINGS: 

Staff finds that the proposed rezoning conforms to the City's Compreh 
and all applicable statutory and ordinance requirements in effect a t  this 
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BEFORE THE PLANNING COMMISSION ROR 
I 

THE CITY OF BEAVERTON, OREGON 1 

IN THE MATTER OF ZMA2006-0018. A ) 1 
REQUEST TO AillEND THE CITY ZOhTNG ) 
MAP APPLICABLE TO THE PROPERTIES ORDER NO. 1929 
LOCATED AT 17200 & 17225 NW ) APPROVING REQUEST 
CORRIDOR COURT. 
CITY OF BEAVERTON, APPLICANT. 1 

1 

The matter came before the Planning Commission on 

2006, on a request for a City Zoning Map amendment to assign 

to parcels annexed to the City through a prior process. The 

2006, as to the applicable criteria contained in Section 40.97.15.1. of the 

[age 

located at  17200 & 17225 NW Corridor Court on the north side of 

Road and south of Highway 26 and are more specifically described 

Lots 01100 and 01001 on Washington County Assessor's Map 1N130DC. 

property a t  17200 NW Corridor Court is 0.84 acres and contains 

building. The property at  17225 NW Corridor Court is 0.77 acres 

developed with a day-care facility. 

Pursuant to Ordinance 2050 (Development Code), Sections 

50.58, the Planning Commission conducted a public hearing and 

testimony and exhibits. 

The Planning Commission adopts the Staff Report dated 

ORDER NO. 1929 

Cornell 

as Tax 

The 

an office 

and is 

53.55 and 

considered 

October 17, 



Development Code (effective prior to adoption of Ordinance 4404 - 

Development Code update) and findings thereon; now, therefore: 1 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that ZMA2006-0018 is AP ROVED 4 

based on the facts and findings of the Planning Commission on Dekember 6, 

Motion CARRIED by the following vote: I 
AYES: Maks, Bobadilla, Bobadilla, Kroger, tephens, 

Winter, and Johansen. 
NAYS: None. 
ABSTAIN: None. 
ABSENT: Pogue. i 

r-l".  Dated this 14 day of ,2006. 

To appeal the decision of the Planning Commission, as artic lated in I 
Land Use Order No. 1929, an appeal must be filed on an App a1 form 1 
provided by the Director a t  the City of Beaverton Community Dev lopment i 
Department's office by no later than 430 p . .  on 

PLANNING COMMIS 
FOR BEAVERTON, 0 

Senior  lah her Chairman I 

u Planning Services Manager 

ORDER NO. 1929 bage 



AGENDA BlLL 

Beaverton City Council 
Beaverton, Oregon 

1/08/07 
SUBJECT: An Ordinance Amending Ordinance No. FOR AGENDA OF: +H4fOej BILL NO: 06234 

4187, Figure Ill-1, the Comprehensive Plan 
Land Use Map and Ordinance No. 2050, Mayor's Approval: 
the Zoning Map for Two Properties Located 
in Central Beaverton; CPA 2006-00151ZMA DEPARTMENT OF 
2006-0020 (Mobile Home Corral) 

DATE SUBMITTED: 

CLEARANCES: City Att 

PROCEEDING: First-fkmfFiig EXHIBITS: Ordinance I 

HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE: 

This ordinance is before the City Council to assig~n City Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map and 
Zoning designations for two properties annexed on January 13, 2005, repla ing the Washington 
County land use designation. r 

Second Reading and Passag EUDGET IMPACT 
EXPENDITURE AMOUNT APPROPRI 
REQUIRED $0 BUDGETED $0 REQUIRED 

The Urban Planning Area Agreement (UPAA) is specific on the appropriate Land 
Map designations for these parcels, thus no public hearing is required. The land use 
designation is Neighborhood Residential - High Density (NR-HD) and the 
designation is Residential - 1,000 square foot minimum land area per 
land use designations will take effect 30 days after Council approval and 
ordinance. 

{TION 
$0 

INFORMATION FOR CONSIDERATION: I 
This ordinance makes the appropriate changes to Ordinance No. 418 , Figure 111-1, the 
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map and Ordinance Flo. 2050, the Zoning Map. 1 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

E Z S E W  
Second Reading and Passage 

Agedda Bill No: 06234 



4416 I 

ORDINANCE NO. 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 4187, FIGURE 
111-1, THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN LRND USE MAP AND 
ORDINANCE NO. 2050, THE ZONING MAP FOR TWO 
PROPERTIES LOCATED IN CENTRAL BEAVERTON; CPA2006- 
0015/ZMA2006-0020 (Mobile Home Corral)  

WHEREAS, The two properties were annexed under Ordinance 4335 in Janu 2005, thus 
the properties are being redesignated in this ordinance from the 
use designation to the closest corresponding City designations 
the Beaverton -Washington County Urban Planning Area 
and 

WHEREAS, Since the UPAA is specific on the appropriate designations for 
not a discretionary land decision and, therefore, no public 
and 

WHEREAS, The Council adopts as to criteria applicable to this request and 
the Community Development Department staff report by 
Salvon, dated October 30, 2006, attached hereto as Exhibit 

THE CEN OF BEAVERTON ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS: I 
Section 1. Ordinance No. 4187, the Compreherisive Plan Land Use Map, i amended to 

designate the subject properties on Map and Tax Lots IS110 DO0800 and 
1S110CD00801 Neighborhood Residential - High Density, as sh n on Exhibit 
"A" and in accordance with the UPAA. E 

Section 2. Ordinan~e No. 2050, the Zoning Map, is amended to 
Map and Tax Lots IS1  lOCD00800 and IS1 
square foot per dwelling unit, as shown on 
UPM.  

First reading this 1 1 t h  day of December 1 ,2006. 

Passed by the Council this day of +, 2007. 

Approved by the Mayor this day of ,2007. 

ATTEST: APPROVED: 1 

I 
SUE NELSON, City Recorder ROB DRAKE, Mayor 
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