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MEMORANDUM
CITY OF TUALATIN

TO: Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council
FROM: Sherilyn Lombos, City Manager LL

DATE: September 21, 2009

SUBJECT: Work Session for September 28, 2009

Work Session will begin at 5:00 p.m.

5:00 p.m. (5 min) — Council / Commission Meeting Agenda Review.

Action requested: Council review the agenda for the September 28" City
Council and Development Commission meetings.

5:05 p.m. (30 min) — Sign Design Standards in Central & General Commercial
Planning Districts. The Council has had several discussions regarding freestanding
monument and pole signs in the central and general commercial planning areas. Your
last direction was to prepare a code amendment that requires higher standards for signs
in these planning areas, restricts pole signs along arterial streets and encourages the
transition of non-conforming signs to meet the new standards. Attached is a memo and
a powerpoint presentation that will be used to help facilitate this discussion.

Action requested: Direction from the City Council regarding design standards
and restrictions for signs in CC & CG.

5:35 p.m. (45 min) — Historic Preservation Ordinance Revisions. Council has
expressed interest in a review of and revisions to the historic preservation ordinance. At
the last discussion regarding this topic in December 2008, you gave some initial
direction about what you would like to see an historic preservation program include. We
have conducted some research and have had discussions with the Historical Society
and now need further direction from the Council.
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Action requested: Direction from the Council regarding components of a historic
preservation ordinance.

6:20 p.m. (25 min) — City Financing of Private Projects Discussion. Tualatin’s code
currently allows for the city to serve as the financer for certain parts of a development
(i.e., SDC fees) or to finance an entire project with the benefitting property owners
paying the city back (i.e., a Local Improvement District). This is commonly referred to
as Bancroft Bonding, although cities rarely use the “bancroft bond” as the mechanism,
the concept is still that the city serves as the financer. The code currently mandates
that any time the City serves as the financer of a project, a 15% administrative fee must
be added; this is to cover our administrative costs, as well as to discourage projects
from using the city as a bank as there are a number of reasons why the city does not
want to get into the lending business. The city is currently serving as the financer of
some fees associated with the Robinson Crossing Il project (SDC & building permit) and
the developer of the project believes that the 15% admin fee is way too high and has
requested that the code be changed. Staff would like the Council to discuss this issue
and provide direction.

Action requested: Direction from the City Council on whether to amend the
provisions of the code that require a 15% administrative fee when the city serves
as financer of all or part of a project.

6:45 p.m. (10 min) — Council Communications & Roundtable. This time is the
Council’'s opportunity to brief the rest of the Council on committee meetings, follow-up
on items, and any other general Council information that needs to be discussed.

Action requested: This is an open Council discussion.
Upcoming Council Meetings & Work Sessions: Attached is a three-month look ahead

for upcoming Council meetings and work sessions. If you have any questions, please
let me know.

Dates to Note: Attached is the updated community calendar for the next three months.

As always, if you need anything from your staff, please feel free to let me know.
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TO: Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council
THROUGH: Sherilyn Lombos, City Manager C“g._/

FROM: Doug Rux, Community DevelopmeWctorf% %v. De

William Harper, Associate Planner
DATE: September 28, 2009

SUBJECT: SIGN DESIGN WORK SESSION Il

ISSUE BEFORE THE COUNCIL:

Update on proposed Plan Text Amendment (PTA) PTA-08-06 amending the Tualatin
Development Code (TDC) relating to freestanding signs, sign design review standards
and process and a transition/amortization process for non-conforming freestanding signs.

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS:

1. Should the City adopt design and material standards for freestanding monument
and pole/pylon signs in the Central and General Commercial Planning Districts,
restrict freestanding pole signs from Arterial streets and have sign code and non-
conforming sign provisions that encourage or require both new and existing signs
to meet the standards?

2. Ifyes,

* What are the appropriate standards for freestanding sign design and what is
the impact on both the community and local businesses? What is an
appropriate review process for Sign Design that is suitable for administration
and for applicants?

= Wil restricting freestanding pole signs from Arterial street frontages result in
more attractive freestanding signage in the CC and CG Planning Districts
while allowing for adequate identification of businesses on all commercial
street frontages?

* Is a5 year/10 year sign transition/amortization program to remove or
replace non-conforming freestanding signs an adequate and fair method to
bring signs up to the proposed standards?
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BACKGROUND:
At the December 8, 2008 and April 27, 2009 Council Work Sessions, the Council:
e Discussed creating design standards for freestanding signs and a process for
reviewing sign design;
o Looked at restrictions on freestanding pole signs, and;
» Discussed creating a process for transitioning existing nonconforming freestanding
signs to new standards.

The intent of the Council’s efforts is to improve the appearance of both new and existing
signs in the City.

At the April 27, 2009 Work Session, Council requested staff initiate a draft amendment to
the TDC that would allow the Council to consider a package of sign revisions that would
include provisions to:

e Revise the standards for freestanding signs to require design elements for pole
signs and add a sign design review process similar to the “Level | Single Family
Residential Architectural Review” process;

o Allow only monument-style freestanding signs on Arterial Streets in the Central
Commercial (CC) & General Commercial (CG) Planning Districts. Restrict pole
signs to Collector & Local Commercial streets where taller signs can increase the
visibility of a business to nearby higher-capacity arterial streets such as SW
Nyberg Street, SW Tualatin-Sherwood Road and SW Boones Ferry Road; and:;

e Add a program to require or encourage the transition of non-conforming pole signs
to a sigh meeting new standards.

The Community Development Department prepared the proposed amendment to the sign
code (PTA-08-06) in response to the Council’s direction. The proposed amendment PTA-
08-06:

1. Revises the Sign Regulations to create a sign design process and standards that
will apply to freestanding monument and pole signs in the CC & CG Planning
District. The proposed sign design review process for freestanding signs will be a
Level | ministerial process with specific and optional structure, site and exterior
sign design standards for the applicant to choose from. Attachment B is a DRAFT
Level | Sign Review Worksheet that summarizes the proposed standards.

2. Revises the CC & CG Planning District freestanding sign standards in TDC
38.220(1) to add provisions requiring lower-profile monument-style freestanding
signs for locations on arterial street frontages and restricting taller pole signs
compliant with the proposed sign design standards to collector and local
commercial streets.
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3. Revises the Non-conforming Sign provisions of TDC Chapter 35 (revise 35.200 &
add 35.210) to require non-conforming freestanding signs in the CC and CG
Planning Districts to be removed or replaced within 5 years of adoption of the
proposed ordinance (or up to 10 years from when a sign permit to construct the
sign was issued). Due to Federal Law, signs within 660 ft. of the I-5 Freeway will
be exempted from the time-based removal or replacement requirement.
Replacement signs will have to meet the current sign dimension, location and
design standards of TDC 38.220 with consideration of the allowance for reducing
the height and size of a non-conforming sign in TDC 35.200(2);

On July 27, 2009, Staff met with Tualatin Chamber of Commerce CEO Linda Moholt and
President Bob Dye to review the proposed sign design, sign standards and non-
conforming sign revisions. The Tualatin Planning Advisory Committee (TPAC) reviewed
this proposal at the August 13, 2009 meeting and again at the September 10, 2009
meeting. The proposed PTA-08-06 is scheduled for a public hearing before Council on
October 26, 2009.

GOALS:

The Council’s interest in the appearance and consistency of signage in the City’s
commercial areas is associated with Tualatin Tomorrow Community Vision and Strategic
Action Plan Strategy GHT 18 Urban Design Standards calling for “.. flexible standards to
promote ongoing community attractiveness...”

DISCUSSION:

In the July 27, 2009 meeting with Staff, Ms. Moholt and Mr. Dye considered the proposed
sign design and sign transition program in respect to their experience with the Tualatin
business community and the Chamber of Commerce. While generally accepting of the
proposed new standards and process, Ms. Moholt expressed concerns about the
additional expenses for businesses replacing existing signs with signs that meet new
design standards. Mr. Dye believed that having standards that result in more attractive
and consistent signage can be a benefit to the community and business and was
generally supportive.

At the August TPAC Meeting considering PTA-08-06, Ms. Moholt encouraged a business-
friendly approach and again expressed her concerns about the high costs of signage for
businesses, especially with sign design standards and a sign replacement program. She
offered to obtain some estimated cost comparisons for simple freestanding signs and for
signs with more complex design features and materials that are the intent of the sign
design program. TPAC members agreed to consider Ms. Moholt's information and also
requested to have freestanding sign examples to consider at the next meeting.
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At the September 10 meeting, TPAC discussed the proposal briefly. Ms. Moholt (in
attendance) asked for additional time to collect some sign cost estimate information and
present it at the next meeting. TPAC agreed and decided to continue the review to the
October 8 meeting. Staff will include information and recommendation developed at the
October TPAC with the October 26 Council Staff Report for PTA-08-06.

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff seeks direction from Council on the suitability of the proposed changes to the Sign
Code and Non-conforming signs as proposed in PTA-08-06.

Attachments: A. PowerPoint Presentation
B. Draft Level | Sign Design Review Standards Worksheet
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Level | (Clear & Objective) Sign Design Review Standards

The Level | Sign Design Review standards differ for each of two aspects of
sign structure and sign feature including support columns/base, setback,
landscaping and sign shape and material design elements. The standards
apply to all freestanding signs in the CC and CG Planning Districts. The
following table displays the standards as they apply to each elevation of a
freestanding sign:

Sign Support Pole, Sign Sign
Column or Base Structure  Exterior
Width/Sign Face Design Design

With (minimum) Elements Elements
(minimum  (minimum)

Monument 75% 3 3
[38.075(4)(a)]
Pole 30% 3 3
[38.075(4)(a)]

The amount of required support pylon or column width in elevation may be
reduced in two percent (2%) increments to not less than ten percent (10%)
of the sign face width for each additional Sign Design Element provided.

As shown below, there are 5 Sign Design Structure & Site Elements and 5
Sign Design Exterior Elements to select from in meeting the Level | (Clear
& Objective) Sign Design Review standards for each freestanding
monument and pole sign:

Sign Design Elements-Sign Structure & Site

Sign Support Two or more individual pole, pylon or column supports

Features separated by a minimum of 24 inches. [38.075(4)(a)(iii)(A)] AAAULLAAAASAAAAAL

Monument-style | Monument style monalithic sign with the sign support or
sign base base occupying 756% or greater-of the sign face width
[38.075(4)(a)ii)(B)]

Attachment B
Draft Level 1 Sign Design
Review Standards Worksheet



Sign Setback

Sign is setback a minimum of 5 feet from property lines, measured to any feature
of the sign structure. i
[38.075(4)(a)(ii)(C)]

4 Property
H’f\n 11| e

Pole, Pylon or
Column Support
Width

The width of pole, pylon or column supportis a minimum of 24",
[38.075(4)(a)ii)D)]

Landscaping at
base of sign

Landscape features including shrubs and ground cover or hardscape features
including decorative rock or masonry located at the base of the freestanding sign.
[73.190(1)(a)(iv)(D)]

Sign Design Elements-Sign Exterior

Sign Structure &
Frame
Decorative
Features

Sign frame & structure elements including trim, cap, wing, grill exposed bracketing
and other decorative features. [38.075(4)(a)iii)(A)]

g

Variation i.n Sign
Shape & Profile

ST
Varying sign profile elements including use of asymmetrical & survilinear shapes,
planes and irregular height of sign features [38.075(4)(a)iii)(B)]

Q"MF}




Variety of

-

Use of three (3) or more exterior sign materials that

exterior 3 are elements of the site’s building architecture,
materials including masonry, concrete, ceramic, stucco, metal
= . fabric, metal tubing and wood timber materials.
s L ' [38.075(4)(a)iii)(C)]
"-.-: ‘%? ;
il e b B STene eNee
i Dtcen
i W Marac\
Dimensional Use 3-dimensional (raised) sign letter and
Lettering & graphic copy ". [38.075(4)(a)(iii)(D)]

Graphic Features

Indirect/Halo
lllumination of
Sign Copy

Use of “halo”, baffled and shrouded indirect illumination sources with minimal (less
than 20 percent) direct (exposed incandescent bulb, neon tube, LED or LCD
electronic bulbs) and internal (ﬂuc;escent tube lighting behind translucent panel)
illumination. [73.190(1)(a)(ivXE)]

D"Mﬁr
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MEMORANDUM
CITY OF TUALATIN

TO: Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council
THROUGH: Sherilyn Lombos, City ManagerL&/
FROM: Doug Rux, Community Development Director IS{=_.
Colin Cortes, Assistant Planner C. C.
DATE: September 28, 2009
SUBJECT: HISTORIC PRESERVATION HOLISTIC REVIEW (PTA-09-03)

ISSUE BEFORE THE COUNCIL:
The issue before the Council is amending the historic preservation ordinance and how
to do so.

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS:
During the last work session, Council desired that an ideal historic preservation
program:

Allow for reconstruction of a structure, including partial reconstruction or a replica,
reuse of materials, including facades and architectural details (on or within a
replacement building or another building on or off-site); and incorporation of a
structure into a new structure.

Define more terms to facilitate ordinance implementation, including to specify the
roles of sites and view corridors or view sheds in addition to structures.

Rely primarily on economic incentives and less on regulatory mandates.
Designate a limited set of identified structures for highest priority for preservation
and draft a list based on the written recommendations of the Tualatin Historical
Society (THS) in Attachment B.

Recognize a secondary tier of structures and accord lesser preservation priority;
these structures would be subject to less stringent preservation as suggested in
the first bullet above.

Make historic preservation attractive to owners of candidate structures and
publicize historic preservation among the general public.

Have outside parties fund the vast majority of historic preservation.

Whenever possible, obtain support for historic designation by owners of candidate
structures.

Cease owner negligence of historic structures by adopting minimum maintenance
standards and enforcing them.
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BACKGROUND:

The Council expressed the desire to take a holistic review of the Tualatin historic
preservation program following PTA-08-03, an approved Plan Text Amendment
regarding historic demolition criteria. Based on initial evaluation, staff provided an
overview of the City’s current historic preservation program and possible improvements
to the program for the Council work session on December 8, 2008. The Council
sketched the first outlines of a desired program and directed staff to return to help
further define what the historic preservation program could be.

Staff met with the board of the Tualatin Historical Society (THS) on 1/05/2009 to solicit
its comments on historic preservation in Tualatin. Yvonne Addington, President, e-
mailed comments on 4/21/2009, found in Attachment B. Staff created a map
(Attachment C) to show the locations of the structures mentioned in the e-mail.

GOALS:
The relevant strategies in the Tualatin Tomorrow Community Vision & Strategic Action
Plan (June 2007) are:

Strategy PRN 10: Natural and Cultural History Preservation.
Preserve and celebrate Tualatin's natural history through public awareness activities,
events and community facilities.

Strategy GLC 10: Community Information.
Work to maximize community resources to keep community members informed through
regular, consistent, dedicated sources of information.

The relevant objective in the Strategic Management Plan (2009) is:

Goal No. 2

Manage development, redevelopment, and projected change that will occur within the
city to maintain Tualatin’s quality and what the citizens value as a community.
Two-year Performance Objective 9 (Objective 2.9).

Review the historic ordinance.

DISCUSSION:
Based on the policy considerations, staff researched possible options as described
below:

Draft more definitions

Concepts not yet defined that the historic preservation ordinance could define include:
e adaptive re-use
e alteration (both major and minor)
o conflicting use
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demolish

exterior

historic

historic resource

historic significance (distinct and above and beyond meaning 50+ years old)
inventory

maintenance

preservation

primary resource

secondary resource

protect

reconstruct

real market value

rehabilitation

replacement

restoration

scenic or view corridor or viewshed
site

structure

Most of these concepts are not defined in the TDC, and many could be defined solely
for the historic preservation ordinance. Having a clearer idea of what historic
preservation should accomplish helps in defining such terms. For example, what would
make a historic resource significant? What would be the criteria to qualify a structure as
a primary or secondary resource? How would the program handle sites and view
sheds?

Allow for reconstruction, including constructing a full replica or partial reconstruction,
and reuse, which might involve facades, prominent structural volumes, and the reuse of
architectural details (on or within a replacement building or another building on or off-
site).

Other cities in the U.S. allow for reconstruction. Because most states do not mandate
historic preservation as Oregon does through Goal 5, many cities nationally have
historic guidelines rather than historic regulations and so are not applicable.
Additionally, most focus on preservation of landmarks in whole and so do not address
reuse of details or fagades. Additionally, many cities have historic districts and
regulations that focus on district character, and the distribution of historic structures in
Tualatin does not lend itself to a district designation.

Four particular cities that could be models for Tualatin are Bend, Hillsboro, and
Portland, Oregon and Miami Beach, Florida. Bend is subject to Goal 5 as is Tualatin,
and is a moderately populous town. Hillsboro is proactive about preserving historic
resources. Portland does not regulate but addresses reuse of materials. Miami Beach
has formulated regulations to deal with demolition by neglect and even flagrant
demolitions without permit approvals — including through mandating reconstruction of a
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historic structure — creating strong incentives for property owners and developers to
maintain historic structures.

Features of interest from these local historic preservation programs include:

Bend, Oregon

Differentiates among “historic,” “historic resource,” “historic resources of
statewide significance,” and “historical significance” to allow for a structure be
historic if not 50 or more years of age.

Allows for reconstruction.
To lessen possible contention over property value, defines “real market value” by
defaulting to statute (ORS 308.205), and distinguishes between “reconstruction”

(which implies past loss of a structure) and “replacement” (virtual wholesale
replacement).

Defines concepts of minor alteration, restoration, and rehabilitation.
Demolished structures may be administratively delisted.

Requires that local planning advisory committee and SHPO be recipients of a
notice of application.

Hillsboro, Oregon

The City places any site designated a cultural resource by Washington County
on a cultural resource inventory upon annexation and protects it via the City’s
historic preservation ordinance.

Defines “historic” as 50 or more years of age, yet defines additional phrases such
as “historic resource” and “historic significance” to allow for a structure be historic
if not 50 or more years of age.

Portland, Oregon

The City does not require reuse of materials or preservation of facades following
demolition, but does have guidelines encouraging their reuse.

The City focuses on cast iron facades and pieces, particularly within the
Skidmore Old Town Historic District.

The guidelines note that the use or reuse of cast iron on other existing
contributing structures or on additions to those buildings does not meet the
Secretary of the Interior’'s Standards, Standard 3, for the Rehabilitation of historic
buildings. Standard 3 states: “Each property will be recognized as a physical
record of its time, place, and use. Changes that create a false sense of historical
development, such as adding conjectural features or elements from other historic
properties, will not be undertaken.” In short, the federal government discourages
reuse of historic materials in this way.

Preserving or reusing original facades or materials, without transferring them
elsewhere, is more appropriate. The preserved fagade sitting in open air across
from Skidmore Fountain is an example of this.
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Miami Beach, Florida

¢ Requires minimum maintenance, referring to state building code, and specifies
standards for minimum maintenance.

e Requires that anyone who demolishes a historic structure without permit
approval must construct a replacement structure with the same height, massing,
and square footage of the previous structure. This applies even if the City
approves the demolition after the fact.

¢ Allows the City through a historic commission to reserve the right to require
construction of a replica, defined as “the physical reconstruction, inciuding all
original dimensions in the original location, of a structure in totality, inclusive of
the reproduction of primary facade dimensions and public area dimensions with
appropriate historic materials whenever possible, original walls, window and door
openings, exterior features and finishes, floor slab, floor plates, roofs and public
interior spaces.”

o Allows the City to relax requirement only if the replacement structure is
consistent with the context and character of an immediate area (i.e. the historic
district) and the property owner made reasonable effort to maintain the structure
per minimum maintenance requirements.

Rely primarily on economic incentives and less on regulatory mandates.

Federal and state financial incentives include two tax credit programs, yet these
programs apply only to structures on the National Register, that is, only the Sweek
House would be eligible. Through the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO),
Oregon provides five kinds of grants, some of which wouid apply to historic structures at
large. Of these, two programs could provide funding if Tualatin becomes a Certified
Local Government (CLG) recognized by SHPO, which involves creating or assigning a
body specific responsibility for implementing a local historic preservation program.

The City created a historic preservation advisory committee (HPAC) of nine members
on 5/22/1989 via Ordinance No. 773-89. The purposes of HPAC were to consult with
and advise the Planning Director on all matters affecting historic preservation and to
make recommendations to the City Council with respect to guidelines, regulations, and
policies for historic preservation. On 6/13/1994, the City dissolved HPAC and
transferred its scope of review to the existing Tualatin Planning Advisory Committee
(TPAC) via Ordinance No. 926-94 (PTA-94-05). The City could create a similar
committee and charge it with historic preservation or assign the responsibility to an
existing entity such as ARB. SHPO has guidelines about the ideal make-up of such a
committee. The City could amend the TDC to state that it may impose conditions of
approval of demolition in addition to those in TDC 68.080(5), allowing the committee
flexibility.

Other incentives are possible. For example, the City could allow developers of divisible
properties with historic structures density bonuses if they preserve and maintain; or
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preserve, maintain, and restore the structures. Transfer of development rights (TDR) is
another possible tool usable at the scale of a single property, district, or citywide.

Designate a limited, set number of structures for highest priority for preservation and
create such a list based on the written recommendations of the Tualatin Historical
Society (THS), and

Recognize a secondary tier of structures with lesser preservation priority; these
structures would be subject to less stringent preservation, e.g. reconstruction, reuse,
memorials in the form historic markers or plaques, etc.

Yvonne Addington, past president of the Tualatin Historical Society (THS), e-mailed on
4/21/2009 the Society’s recommendations about what landmarks to preserve. Staff
created a map (Attachment C) illustrating the locations of these landmarks. With the
written recommendations of THS, the Council can discuss what landmarks to prioritize.

Cease owner negligence of historic structures

The City could ordain minimum maintenance standards for historic structures,
analogous to the establishment several months ago of minimum maintenance standards
for rental housing. A related idea is to begin a historic acquisition and preservation fund
by assessing significant fees for non-compliance with maintenance standards and
earmarking the fees for the fund.

RECOMMENDATION:

Upon Council direction, staff will prepare a plan text amendment (PTA) application with
proposed language for review and recommendation by the Tualatin Planning Advisory
Committee (TPAC) and a future Council public hearing.

Attachments: A. Map: TDC Section 68.040 - Landmark Inventory
B. E-mail 4/21/2009 from Yvonne Addington of THS
C. Map: Tualatin Historical Society - Listed Historical Structures
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Colin Cortes

From: AddingtoY@aol.com

Sent:  Tuesday, April 21, 2009 8:17 PM

To: Colin Cortes

Cc: Doug Rux; Sherilyn Lombos; p.hennon@comcast.net
Subject: Re: FW: Historic preservation comments

Thanks for asking. | think | sent previous comments, however, here are some thoughts again:

1. | think the Tualatin Historical Society is still disappointed that the old Tualatin School buildings will be
demolished and wonder how successful the ordinance is. If the city preservation ordinance can't save a well
known building of importance to a large number of people, how we can expect to preserve any of the buildings
on the list or that should be on the list? (We will iry to make a lemonade by throwing our eggs into the Marquis
Company basket to try to preserve key historical materials and develop ways that public can still go into the
auditorium or walk along the pathways (a memory lane) and remember the good old school days....

2. We are proceeding with a contract to photograph the remaining
buildings listed in the city historical preservation list so we can look at and determine which ones are worth
preserving and include them in our city history.

3. We do not want to suggest new additions of buildings which are now older than 50 years that should be
preserved after being told we might open the entire existing list to debate.

We intend to work on our own as soon as possible to identify and photograph the significant historic buildings in
Tualatin limits and in our area of interest, whether or not the city includes them in the ordinance.. But on limited
funds and volunteer labor, that process will be slow. Some may turn out to be buildings for national
preservation such as Sweek house is now.

4. Buildings, historical lands that still seem significant and worthy of city attention off the top of my head:
1. Sweek House-is city working with landowner on this for future preservation?

Boones-Smith House-same as above (John Boone-greatgrandson of Daniel Boone)

Van Raden Community Center (former owners- Wiggins; Stevenson Ranch)

Davis House (about 84th off Sagert) (originally Davis; then Van Hyning, Judy, new owner)

Barn at Browns Ferry Park

Barn at end of Tonka Street (zeke eddy, blank barn-very earlyl)

Erratics from Ice Age/Missoula Fioods on land north of Tigard Sand and Gravel (owned by ltels)

Could be part of the Ice Age/Missoula Fiood Trails that Congress just approved in wilderness bill.

This area looks like it is in the way of southerly extension of 124th or expansion of Tigard Sand and

Gravel. (Tigard Sand and Gravel did excavate some a few years ago. so it is in jeopardy)

8. Carlon School (land use discussion with City of Wilsonville (owned by privatel foundation)

9.  The "old brick store: Emami's building needs to remain.

Nooewh

There may be others but | can't remember right now.

Access 350+ FREE radio stations anytime from anywhere on the web. Get the Radio Toolbar!

4/22/2009
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Tualatin Development Code 68.010

Chapter 68
Historic Preservation

Sections:

68.010 Purpose.

68.020 Landmark Designation or Removal of
Landmark Designation.

68.030 Criteria For Designation of a
Landmark.

68.040 Landmark Inventory.

68.050 Demolition and Relocation
Applications.

68.060 Demolition Criteria.

68.070  Relocation Criteria.

68.080 Demolition and Relocation Approval

Process.

68.090 Alteration and New Construction
Applications.

68.100 Alteration and New Construction
Criteria.

68.110  Alteration and New Construction
Approval Process.

68.120  Appeals.

68.130 Conformance.

68.140 Time Limit of Approval.

Section 68.010 Purpose.

It is the purpose of this chapter to establish
procedures and standards to preserve, protect,
maintain and enhance those landmark resources
which represent or reflect elements of the City's
cultural, social, economic, political and architec-
tural history and to provide educational value, en-
joyment and economic diversification as well as
beautification of the City and enhancement of
property values.

Section 68.020 Landmark Designation or
Removal of Landmark Designation.

(1) The process for designating a landmark or
removing a landmark designation shall be
through the plan amendment process as described
in TDC 31.080.

(2) Notice of the public hearing and property
owner identification shall be as described in TDC
31.081.

(3) In making their decision the Council shall
use the criteria of TDC 31.082 and additional cri-
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teria pertaining specifically to landmark designa-
tion in TDC 68.030.

(4) The following information shall be re-
quired in an application for landmark designation
or request for removal of a landmark designation:

(a) The applicant's name and address.

(b) The property owner's name(s) and ad-
dress(s), if different from the applicant's and a
statement of authorization to act on behalf of the
owner signed by the owner. City initiated appli-
cations do not require a property owner signature.

(c) The street address or other easily un-
derstood geographical reference to the property.

(d) A drawing or site map illustrating the
location of the structure on the property.

(e) A statement explaining compliance or
non-compliance with the applicable approval cri-
teria contained in TDC 31.082 and 68.030.

(H) A list of owners of property (fee title)
within 300 feet of the subject property together
with their current mailing addresses.

(g) Any other information deemed neces-
sary by the Planning Director.

(5) The burden of proof in all cases is upon the
applicant seeking approval. Failure to provide a
complete application is sufficient reason to deny
the application.

Section 68.030 Criteria For Designation of a
Landmark.

(1) The City Council shall consider the follow-
ing criteria in determining whether to approve,
approve with conditions or deny an application
for landmark designation or a request to remove a
landmark designation:

(a) Approval criteria of TDC 31.082.

(b) The site or structure shall have a pri-
mary or secondary ranking. A structure less than
50 years of age may be designated a landmark
upon application by the owner; and

(c) The site or structure shall meet one or
more of the following;

(1) The resource is listed on the Na-
tional Register  of  Historic  Places;
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(i1) The site or structure is associ-
ated with the life of a person significant in local,
state or national history;

(iii) The site or structure is associ-
ated with events that have significantly affected
past social or economic activities in the commu-
nity, state or nation;

(iv) The structure is in its original
setting and remains substantially as originally
constructed;

(v) The structure embodies the dis-
tinctive characteristic of a type, period or method
of construction that was used in the past;

(vi) The structure's original work-
manship and material remain to show the con-
struction technique and stylistic character of a
given period;

(vii) The structure represents the
work of a master, i.e., is a noteworthy example of
the work of a craftsman, builder, architect or en-
gineer significant in local, state or national his-
tory;

(viii) The structure possesses high
artistic values in its workmanship and materials;

(ix) The immediate setting of the
site retains the planting scheme, plant materials or
land uses of the relevant historic period or the
landscaping is consistent with that period;

(x) The site or structure yields or
may be likely to yield information important in
history or prehistory; or

(xi) The site or structure is signifi-
cant as a visual landmark.

Section 68.040 Landmark Inventory.

Each site, structure, building or object desig-
nated a landmark as provided herein shall be in-
cluded on the Landmark Inventory and shall be
subject to the provisions of this chapter.

Landmark Inventory
Luster House (c.1857) 9030 SW Sagert Street

(2S126AB, 102)

Sweek House (1858) 18815 SW Boones Ferry
Road (25123, 300)

Byrom House (1878) 9385 SW Arikara Street
(2S126CD, 5600)
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Jurgens Barn (c.1880) 17700 SW Shasta Trail
(25114CD, 9700)

Francis House (1885) 8430 SW Avery Street
(2S125BC, 5401)

Zeke Eddy House (c.1890) 9005 SW Avery
Street (2S126AA, 700)

Little White House (c.1890) 8570 SW Cherokee
Street (2S123AA, 1500)

Wesch House (c.1890) 18400 SW 86th Avenue
(25123AA, 1601)

Smith/Boone House (c.1895) 18815 SW Boones
Ferry Road (2S123, 300)

Barngrover Barn (c.1899) 20130 SW 65th Ave-
nue (2S1E30B, 600)

Winona Cemetery (1900) 9900 SW Tualatin
Road (2S123BA, 2700)

Black House (1900) 11640 SW Myslony Street
(2S122C, 1500)

Nyberg House (1905) 7445 SW Nyberg Street
(2S124A, 2502)

Richardson House (1910) 20195 SW Boones
Ferry Road (2S126AA, 2000)

Robinson Store (1912) 18810 SW Boones Ferry
Road (2S124BC, 3001)

Elmer House (1914) 11450 SW Elmer Court
(28114DC, 1100)

Wager House (1915) 12075 SW Tualatin-
Sherwood Road (2S127B, 300)

Minnie Skog House (1916) 6001 SW Borland
Road (2S1E19C, 1700)

Logan House (1917) 19930 SW Boones Ferry
Road (2S123DD, 1600)

(1918) 11325 SW Tualatin-Sherwood Road
(2S127B, 700)

Sherburn House (1925) 19840 SW Boones Ferry
Road (2S123DD, 1400)

Methodist Church (1926) 19100 SW Boones
Ferry Road (2S124CB, 900)

(c.1930) 6825 SW Childs Road (2S124AA, 2400)

Avery Chicken Hatchery (1939) 8385 SW Avery
Street (2S125BB, 601)

Tualatin Grade School (1939) 19945 SW Boones
Ferry Road (2S123DD, 500)

Winona Grange (1940) 8340 SW Seneca Street
(25124BC, 4700)

(Ord. 1109-02, Amended, 04/22/2002.)
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Section 68.050 Demolition and Relocation
Applications.

(1) The Planning Director and City Council
shall have the authority to issue a Certificate of
Appropriateness regarding demolition or reloca-
tion of designated landmarks. Only after issuance
of a Certificate of Appropriateness stating ap-
proval or approval with conditions, compliance
with imposed conditions and approval from other
applicable historic preservation reviews shall a
demolition or relocation permit be issued by the
Building Official.

(2) Applications for demolition or relocation
shall be on forms provided by the Planning Direc-
tor and be accompanied by an application fee in
accordance with 31.100.

(3) Applications for relocation of landmarks to
sites other than in a Low Density Residential
(RL) Planning District shall require Architectural
Review approval in addition to a relocation cer-
tificate of appropriateness.

(4) Relocated landmarks, which also are to be
altered, shall also obtain alteration approval as per
68.090, 68.100 and 68.110.

(5) The following information shall be re-
quired in an application for demolition or reloca-
tion of a landmark:

(a) The applicant's name and address.

(b) The property owner's name(s) and ad-
dress(s), if different from the applicant's, and a
statement of authorization to act on behalf of the
owner signed by the owner.

(¢c) The street address or other easily un-
derstood geographical reference to the landmark
property.

(d) A drawing or site map illustrating the
location of the landmark.

(e) A statement explaining compliance
with the applicable approval criteria (68.060 or
68.070, as appropriate).

() Five sets of plan drawings to include
site, landscaping and elevations, drawn to scale.

(g) Photographs of the landmark which
show all exterior elevations.

(h) A list of owners of property (fee title)
within 300 feet of the subject property together
with their current mailing addresses.
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(i) Any other information deemed neces-
sary by the Planning Director.

(6) For the purpose of identifying property
owners, the requirements of 31.071(8) shall ap-
ply.

(7) At the time a demolition or relocation ap-
plication is made, the Planning Director shall re-
view alternatives to demolition or relocation with
the owner of the landmark, including local, state
and federal preservation programs.

Section 68.060 Demolition Criteria.

(1) In determining whether or not a request
for demolition of a landmark shall be approved
or approved with conditions, the Community
Development Director shall find that one of the
criteria (a), (b), or (c) has been met. If the re-
quest meets none of the criteria, the Community
Development Director shall deny the request.

(a) The landmark is no longer historically
significant.

(b) The landmark is no longer architec-
turally significant.

(¢) The benefits of demolishing the
landmark and the construction of the identified
conflicting permitted use(s) outweigh the value
to the community of preserving the landmark.

(2) The following factors shall be used by
the Community Development Director in mak-
ing a decision on demolitions:

(a) The information used in the original
designation of the landmark;

(b) Any evidence the applicant or prop-
erty owner has provided demonstrating that
there would be no reasonable, long-term eco-
nomic benefit to the property owner from pres-
ervation of the landmark. In making this deter-
mination, the owner must show that all uses or
adaptive uses of the landmark have been thor-
oughly examined. For example:

(i) The fact that a higher eco-
nomic return would result from demolition than
preservation on its own is insufficient to meet
criterion (b).

(i) A lack of adequate funds to
pursue potential uses or adaptive uses is insuffi-
cient to meet the criterion (i.e., selling, partially

(Revised 08/08)
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preserving, or moving the landmark are options
that shall be considered).

(¢) Whether issuance of a Certificate of
Appropriateness approving the demolition re-
quest would act to the detriment of the public
welfare;

(d) The Economic, Social, Environmental
and Energy consequences to the community of
demolishing the landmark as compared to pre-
serving it; and

(¢) The physical condition of the land-
mark.

() Whether the landmark is identified as
a primary or secondary resource. Additional im-
portance shall be accorded to preserving land-
marks with a primary designation. [ord. 1268-08 §1,
Amended, 08/11/08.]

Section 68.070 Relocation Criteria.

(1) In determining whether a request for relo-
cation of a landmark shall be approved, approved
with conditions or denied the Planning Director
shall make a decision that:

(a) The proposed relocation site will not
compromise the historical and architectural sig-
nificance of the landmark, and

(b) Relocation is the only alternative for
preservation of the landmark.

(2) The following factors shall be used by the
Planning Director in making a decision on reloca-
tion:

(a) The information used in the original
designation of the landmark.

(b) Whether the landmark is within a
Planning District that allows higher density or in-
tensity of development than currently exists on
the site, or is on land that is needed to accommo-
date the planned widening or realignment of a
public road or transportation facility.

(c) Whether the landmark can reasonably
be used in conjunction with a use permitted in the
Planning District.

(d) Whether the continued location of the
landmark on a proposed development site pre-
cludes development of other uses permitted on
the site.
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(e) Whether the designated landmark is
structurally capable of relocation.

(f) Whether the proposed relocation site is
an appropriate setting for the designated land-
mark.

(g) Whether the proposed relocation site is
within the City limits or preferably within the
neighborhood within which it is currently located.

(h) The Economic, Social Environmental
and Energy consequences to the community of re-
locating the landmark as compared to preserving
it.

Section 68.080 Demolition and Relocation
Approval Process.

(1) The Planning Director shall issue a Certifi-
cate of Appropriateness within 30 days of receipt
of a complete application regarding a demolition
or relocation request unless the applicant consents
to an extension of time. The Planning Director's
decision shall become final ten (10) City business
days after the date the notice of decision is given
unless within said ten (10) days the Planning Di-
rector receives a written request for review.

(2) Notice of a decision by the Planning Direc-
tor concerning demolitions and relocations shall
conform to the requirements of 31.074(2), (3) and
4).

(3) The burden of proof in all cases is upon the
applicant seeking approval. Failure to provide a
complete application is sufficient reason to deny
the application.

(4) The Planning Director may approve, ap-
prove with conditions or deny the demolition or
relocation request after considering the applicable
criteria and factors in TDC 68.060 or 68.070, as
appropriate.

(5) As conditions of approval for demolition
the applicant shall:

(a) List the landmark for sale with a real
estate agent for a period of not less than 90 days.
The landmark shall be advertised in at least one
local or state newspaper of general circulation in
the City for a minimum of 10 days over a 5-week
period. A copy of the advertisement shall be
submitted to the Planning Department prior to is-
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suance of a demolition permit from the Building
Official.

(b) Post a notice provided by the City of-
fering the building "For Sale"” as follows:
HISTORIC BUILDING TO BE DEMOLISHED
- FOR SALE. The sign shall be posted by the
applicant in a prominent and conspicuous place
within ten feet of a public street on the parcel on
which the landmark is located. The applicant is
responsible for assuring that the sign is posted for
a continuous 90-day period in conjunction with
(a) above. Marketing conducted by the applicant
or property owner prior to application for demoli-
tion or relocation which meets requirements of
5(a) and (b) above may be applied towards meet-
ing the requirements.

(c¢) Prepare and make available through the
City any information related to the history and
sale of the property to all individuals, organiza-
tions and agencies who inquire.

(d) Prepare photographic documentation,
architectural drawings, and other graphic data or
history as deemed necessary by the Planning Di-
rector to preserve an accurate record of the land-
mark. The basic format to be followed will be
guidelines from the Historic American Building
Survey (HABS, December 1973). The historical
documentation materials shall be the property of
the City or other party determined appropriate by
the Planning Director.

(6) As conditions of approval for relocation
the applicant shall comply with 68.080(5)(c) and
(d).

(7) When a landmark is approved for demoli-
tion it shall automatically be deleted from the
Landmark Inventory and shall not require ap-
proval through 68.020 and 68.030.

(8) When a landmark is relocated to another
site within the City limits the landmark status is
automatically retained for that landmark at the
new site unless an application for landmark des-
ignation removal is submitted and approved by
the City Council under 68.020 and 68.030.

(9) This ordinance shall not be construed to
make it unlawful for any person, without prior
approval of the Planning Director, to comply with
an order by the City Council to remove or demol-
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ish any landmark determined by the City Council
to be dangerous to life, health, or property.

(10) In addition to any other persons entitled
to notice, the Community Development Director
or designee shall mail notice of application to
demolish a landmark to the president of the Tu-
alatin Historical Society. Such notice shall be-
gin a comment period of two weeks. ([amended, Ord
1268-08 §2, 08/11/08.]

Section 68.090 Alteration and New Construc-
tion Applications.

(1) The Planning Director and City Council
shall have the authority to issue a Certificate of
Appropriateness regarding alteration or new con-
struction of designated landmarks. Only after is-
suance of a Certificate of Appropriateness stating
approval or approval with conditions, compliance
with imposed conditions and approval from other
applicable historic preservation reviews shall a
building permit be issued by the Building Offi-
cial.

(2) Applications for alteration and new con-
struction shall be on forms provided by the Plan-
ning Director and be accompanied by an applica-
tion fee in accordance with 31.100.

(3) Applications for new construction on
landmark sites other than in a Low Density Resi-
dential (RL) Planning District shall require Archi-
tectural Review approval in addition to an altera-
tion Certificate of Appropriateness.

(4) The following information shall be re-
quired in an application for alteration or new con-
struction of a landmark:

(a) The applicant's name and address.

(b) The property owner's name(s) and ad-
dress(s), if different from the applicant's and a
statement of authorization to act on behalf of the
owner signed by the owner.

(c) The street address or other easily un-
derstood geographical reference to the landmark
property.

(d) A drawing or site map illustrating the
location of the landmark.

(e) A statement explaining compliance
with the applicable approval criteria (68.100(3) or
(4)), as appropriate.

(Revised 08/08)
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(f) Five sets of plan drawings to include
site, landscaping and elevations, drawn to scale.

(g) Photographs of the landmark which
show all exterior features.

(h) A list of owners of property (fee title)
within 300 feet of the subject property together
with their current mailing addresses.

(1) Any other information deemed neces-
sary by the Planning Director.

(5) For the purpose of identifying property
owners, the requirements of 31.071(8) shall ap-

ply.

Section 68.100 Alteration and New Construc-
tion Criteria.

(1) Nothing in this section shall be construed
to prevent the maintenance or repair of any exte-
rior architectural feature which does not involve a
change in design, material or appearance of such
feature or which the Building Official shall de-
termine is required for the public safety due to an
unsafe or dangerous condition.

(2) Maintenance and repair are not subject to
TDC 68.090 or 68.100 and include, but are not
limited to:

(a) Replacement of gutters and down-
spouts, or the addition of gutters and downspouts,
using materials that match either existing materi-
als or those that were typically used on similar
style buildings;

(b) Repairing, or providing a new founda-
tion that does not result in raising or lowering the
building elevation unless the foundation materials
and craftsmanship contributes to the historical
and architectural significance of the landmark;

(c) Replacement of wood siding, when re-
quired due to deterioration of material, with wood
material that matches the appearance of the origi-
nal siding;

(d) Repair and/or replacement of roof ma-
terial with the same kind of roof materials exist-
ing, or with materials which replicate the original
roof;

(e) Installation of storm windows and
doors made with wood, bronze or flat finished
anodized aluminum or baked enamel frames
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which complement or match the color, detail and
proportions of the building;

(f) Replacement of wood sashes with
wood sashes, or the addition of wood sashes
when such is consistent with the original historic
appearance; and

(g) Painting and related preparation.

(3) In determining whether a request for altera-
tion of a landmark shall be approved, approved
with conditions or denied, the Planning Director
shall make a decision that:

(a) The alteration will not diminish the his-
torical significance of the landmark; and

(b) The alteration will not diminish the ar-
chitectural significance of the landmark.

(4) In determining whether a request for new
construction on a landmark site shall be approved,
approved with conditions or denied the Planning
Director shall make a decision that:

(a) The design of the proposed structure is
compatible with the design of the landmark re-
source on the site considering scale, style, height,
architectural detail, materials and colors.

(b) The location and orientation of the new
structure on the site is consistent with the typical
location and orientation of similar structures on
the site considering setbacks, distances between
structures, location of entrances and similar siting
considerations.

(5) The following factors are to be used by the
Planning Director in making a decision on altera-
tions and new construction:

(a) The use of the landmark, the reason-
ableness of the proposed alteration, and the rela-
tionship of these factors to the public interest in
preservation of the landmark;

(b) The value and significance of the
landmark;

(¢) The physical condition of the land-
mark;
(d) The United States Department of
the Interior's Secretary of the Interior Standards:
(i) A property shall be used for its
historic purpose or be placed in a new use that re-
quires minimal change to the defining characteris-
tics of the building and its site and environment.
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(i) The historic character of a
property shall be retained and preserved. The
removal of historic materials or alteration of
features and spaces that characterize a property
shall be avoided.

(iii) Each property shall be recog-
nized as a physical record of its time, place and
use. Changes that create a false sense of histori-
cal development, such as adding conjectural ele-
ments from other buildings, shall not be under-
taken.

(iv) Most properties change over
time; those changes that have acquired signifi-
cance in their own right shall be retained and pre-
served.

(v) Distinctive features, finishes,
and construction techniques or examples of
craftsmanship that characterize a historic property
shall be preserved.

(vi) Deteriorated historic features
shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the
severity of deterioration requires replacement of a
distinctive feature, the new feature shall match
the old in design, color, texture, and other visual
qualities and where possible, materials. Re-
placement of missing features shall be substanti-
ated by documentary, physical, or pictorial evi-
dence.

(vi)) Chemical or physical treat-
ments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to
historic materials shall not be used. The surface
cleaning of structures, if appropriate, shall be un-
dertaken using the gentlest means possible.

(viii) Significant archeological re-
sources affected by a project shall be protected
and preserved. If such resources must be dis-
turbed, mitigation measures shall be undertaken.

(ix) New additions, exterior al-
terations, or related new construction shall not de-
stroy historic materials that characterize the prop-
erty. The new work shall be differentiated from
the old and shall be compatible with the massing,
size, scale and architectural features to protect the
historic integrity of the property and its environ-
ment.

(x) New additions and adjacent or
related new construction shall be undertaken in
such a manner that if removed in the future, the
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essential form and integrity of the historic prop-
erty and its environment would be unimpaired.

Section 68.110 Alteration and New Construc-
tion Approval Process.

(1) The Planning Director shall issue a Certifi-
cate of Appropriateness within 30 days of receipt
of a complete application regarding an alteration
or new construction request unless the applicant
consents to an extension of time. The Planning
Director's decision shall become final ten (10)
City business days after the date the notice of de-
cision is given unless within said ten (10) days the
Planning Director receives a written request for
review.

(2) Notice of a decision by the Planning Direc-
tor concerning alteration and new construction
shall comply with the requirements of 31.074(2),
(3) and (4).

(3) The burden of proof in all cases is upon the
applicant seeking approval. Failure to provide a
complete application is sufficient reason to deny
the application.

(4) The Planning Director may approve, ap-
prove with conditions or deny the alteration or re-
location request after considering the applicable
criteria and factors in TDC 68.100.

Section 68.120 Appeals.

(1) A decision by the Planning Director to ap-
prove, approve with conditions or deny issuance
of a demolition, relocation, alteration or new con-
struction Certificate of Appropriateness may be
appealed to the City Council. An appeal shall be
in conformance with TDC 31.076 and 31.077. If
no appeal is filed in accordance with 31.076, the
Planning Director's decision will be final.

Section 68.130 Conformance.

No designated landmark of significance, or part
thereof, shall be demolished, relocated or altered,
nor shall any new construction take place on a
landmark site except in conformity with this
chapter.

Section 68.140 Time Limit of Approval.
Historic preservation approvals shall be void
after one year unless:

(Revised 08/08)
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(1) A building permit has been issued and sub-
stantial construction pursuant thereto has taken
place as defined by the state Uniform Building
Code; or

(2) The Planning Director finds that there have
been no changes in any ordinances, standards,
regulations or other conditions affecting the pre-
vious approval so as to warrant a new review.
[Chapter 68 added by Ord. 844-91, Sec. 7, passed October 14, 1991; amended by Ord.
89493, Sec. 5-9, passed May 24, 1993.]
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SPECIAL MEETING DATE: Wednesday, Sept 30, 2009, Operations  start time: 5p

SPECIAL WORK SESSION ITEMS PowerPoint?
1. Strategic Management Plan Update

2. Transportation Bill Update

3. Making the Greatest Places (RTP, Urban Growth Report, UR/RR, etc.)

4.

5.




MEETING DATE: Monday, October 12, 2009, Lou out start time:

WORK SESSION ITEMS PowerPoint?
1. CUP Criteria and List of Uses (Comm. Dev.)

2. Urban Growth Report (Comm. Dev./Eng)

3. Allocation of Funds to Outside Agencies (Admin.)

4. 300-Ft Notification Discussion (Comm. Dev.)

5.

PRESENTATIONS / ANNOUNCEMENTS / SPECIAL REPORTS PowerPoint?
1. YAC Update

2. Commuter Rail Update

3.

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS
1. Meeting Minutes

2. RESOLUTION APPROVING QUITCLAIM OF A PUBLIC SANITARY SEWER EASEMENT (engr)

3.

4.

PUBLIC HEARINGS - Legislative, Quasi-Judicial or Other PowerPoint?
1. PTA-09-05 CURD Amendment (Legislative) (Comm. Dev.)

2. SVAR -09-01 - Dick’s Sporting Goods (Quasi-Judicial) (Comm.Dev.)

3.

GENERAL BUSINESS ITEMS (not consent) PowerPoint?
1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

EXECUTIVE SESSION ITEMS
1.




MEETING DATE: Monday, October 26, 2009 start time:

WORK SESSION ITEMS PowerPoint?
1.

2.

3. CURD Maximum Indebtedness Financial Analysis TDC — (Comm. Dev.) (Tentative)

4. For Sale/Lease Signs (Comm. Dev.)

5. South Tualatin (Comm. Dev)

PRESENTATIONS / ANNOUNCEMENTS / SPECIAL REPORTS PowerPoint?
1.  Tualatin Tomorrow HSS

2.

3.

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS
1. Meeting Minutes

2.

3.

4.

PUBLIC HEARINGS - Legislative, Quasi-Judicial or Other PowerPoint?
1. PTA-09-06 Land Use Approval Time Limits (Legislative) (Comm. Dev.)

2. PTA-08-06 Sign Design Standards (Legislative) (Comm. Dev.)

3.

GENERAL BUSINESS ITEMS (not consent) PowerPoint?
1. Verizon change to Frontier - MACC

2.

3.

4.

5.

EXECUTIVE SESSION ITEMS
1.




MEETING DATE: Monday, November 9, 2009 start time:

WORK SESSION ITEMS PowerPoint?
1. Municipal Court Update and Peer Court Discussion

2. PGE Franchise Discussion

3. Ordinance regarding filming in city limits (Comm.Dev.)

4.

5.

PRESENTATIONS / ANNOUNCEMENTS / SPECIAL REPORTS PowerPoint?
1. Presentation of GFOA Award

2.

3.

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS
1. Meeting Minutes

2.

3.

4.

PUBLIC HEARINGS - Legislative, Quasi-Judicial or Other PowerPoint?
1. PMA 09-03 Meridian Park Hospital (Quasi-Judicial) (Comm.Dev.)

2.

3.

GENERAL BUSINESS ITEMS (not consent) PowerPoint?
1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

EXECUTIVE SESSION ITEMS
1.




MEETING DATE: Monday, November 23, 2009 start time:
WOR:( SESSION ITEMS PowerPoint?
2.
3.
4.
5.

PRESENTATIONS / ANNOUNCEMENTS / SPECIAL REPORTS
1.

PowerPoint?

2.

3.

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS
1. Meeting Minutes

2.

3.

4.

PUBLIC HEARINGS - Legislative, Quasi-Judicial or Other PowerPoint?
1.
2.
3.

GENERAL BUSINESS ITEMS (not consent) PowerPoint?

1. Ord regarding filming in city limits (Comm.Dev.)

2.

3.

4.

5.

EXECUTIVE SESSION ITEMS
1.
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