
           

 

TO:
 

Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council

FROM:
 

Sherilyn Lombos, City Manager

DATE:
 

February 13, 2017

SUBJECT: Work Session for February 13, 2017 

             

5:00 p.m. (45 min) – Basalt Creek Planning Area Land Uses.  Staff is seeking direction from
the City Council on appropriate land uses for the Basalt Creek Planning Area so the Concept
Plan can be finalized.
 

5:45 p.m. (30 min) – 2018-2027 Capital Improvement Plan. The City’s Capital Improvement
Plan (CIP) establishes and prioritizes funding for projects such as master plans, development of
new infrastructure, improvements to existing infrastructure, and facilities including vehicles and
information technology.  The CIP promotes efficient use of the City’s limited financial resources
and assists in coordinating public and private development.  Council will review and comment on
the plan tonight which will be incorporated into the upcoming 2017-2018 budget process.
 

6:15 p.m. (30 min) – Public Meetings – a Briefing.   The City Attorney will give an
informational briefing about public meetings.  Topics to be covered include information about the
types of public meetings, legal requirements, case law regarding public meetings, as well as tips
to avoid violating public meeting laws.
 

6:45 p.m. (15 min) – Council Meeting Agenda Review, Communications & Roundtable.  
Council will review the agendas for the February 13th City Council meeting and brief the
Council on issues of mutual interest.
 



TO: Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council

THROUGH: Sherilyn Lombos, City Manager

FROM: Karen Perl Fox, Senior Planner
Alice Cannon, Assistant City Manager

DATE: 02/13/2017

SUBJECT: Basalt Creek Land Use Concept Map - Affirmation of Land Uses 

ISSUE BEFORE THE COUNCIL:
At the Tualatin City Council work session on November 28, 2016, staff reported back to Council
following their direction to carry out an exploration of the the Basalt Creek "central subarea" on
the Tualatin side of the anticipated Basalt jurisdictional boundary. Council affirmed the Land
Use Concept Map dated October 2016 including the mix of employment and residential land
uses for the Basalt Creek "central subarea". Following that, Washington County commissioned
a study from MacKenzie on the Basalt Creek central subarea including 63 gross acres on the
Tualatin side of the anticipated jurisdictional boundary. The MacKenzie study concluded in a
report dated January 11, 2017 that this Basalt Creek "central subarea" is feasible for
employment uses.   

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS:
Staff seeks Council's affirmation on the Basalt Creek Land Use Concept Map dated October
2016 following receipt of the Washington County Study by MacKenzie dated January 11, 2017,
an employment site evaluation of the Basalt Creek "central subarea" north of the anticipated
jurisdictional boundary.    

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
At the Tualatin City Council work session on November 28, 2016, staff reported back to Council
following their direction to carry out an exploration of the the Basalt Creek "central subarea" on
the Tualatin side of the anticipated Basalt Creek jurisdictional boundary. Council affirmed the
Land Use Concept Map dated October 2016 including the employment and residential uses.
Tualatin's side of the Land Use Concept Map represents a total of 184 unconstrained
developable acres (net) comprised of approximately 96 net acres of employment land and 88
net acres of residential land. In January 2017, Washington County commissioned a study
from MacKenzie on the Basalt Creek "central subarea" including 63 gross acres (approximately
42 net acres) on the Tualatin side of the anticipated jurisdictional boundary; This study, titled the
Basalt Creek Employment Site Evaluation and dated January 11, 2017, concluded that "the site
is certainly feasible for employment". The report also cited that the following employment uses



may be suitable for this site:   
Flex business park (health services, professional services, support services,
administration/back office support operations, incubator space)
Office or office campus
Manufacturing (food processing, metals, chemicals, equipment, machinery,
product/components assembly)
Commercial support services (restaurants, coffee shops, print shops) along the future
Basalt Creek Parkway 

DISCUSSION:
Staff has provided an extensive review of the land use progression of the Basalt Creek
Planning project and the Land Use Concept Map dated October 2016 in the
attached presentation.  At its November 28, 2016 work session, Council affirmed the Land Use
Concept Map dated October 2016 including the "central subarea" land uses. Following that, the
Washington County Study commissioned from MacKenzie dated January 11, 2017 concluded
that the 63 gross acres on the northeast corner of the Graham's Ferry Road and the Basalt
Creek Parkway (referred to by Tualatin as the Basalt central subarea) is feasible for
employment.   In a letter dated January 12, 2017, Andy Duck, Chair of the Washington County
Board of Commissioners, affirmed that the conclusion of the Washington County Study is that it
is feasible to develop business park/employment land uses on this land.      

Please note that Tualatin staff gave presentations to update the Tualatin Planning Commission
regarding the Basalt Creek Land Use Concept Map on October 20, 2016 and January 19, 2017.
Public comment was taken following those presentations. Attached for reference are the
minutes for those meetings including questions and comments from the Commissioners and
public comment.  

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff requests that the Council give direction on the Basalt Creek Planning Area land uses for
the Concept Plan.  

Attachments: Attachment A: Basalt Creek Land Use Concept Map with Land Use
Progression
Attachment B: Washington Co. Letter on Basalt Creek dated Jan. 12, 2017 on
Employment Site Evaluation 
Attachment C: Washington Co. Basalt Creek Employment Site Evaluation by
MacKenzie 
Attachment D: Minutes with Lucini Attachment 10.20.16
Attachment E: DRAFT Planning Commission Minutes 01.19.17



Tualatin City Council
Work Session

February 13, 2017
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Council Action Requested

• Give direction on Basalt Creek Planning Area  
land uses for Concept Plan
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Review

• 2004: Metro brought Basalt Creek Planning Area into the 
UGB as employment land

o Metro awarded CET Grant to fund Concept Planning 

• 2011 -2013: Tualatin worked with partners Washington 
County, Metro and Wilsonville with ODOT participating to  
define transportation spine

o Resulted in  Transportation Refinement Plan

o Resulted in two Intergovernmental Agreements (IGAs) at 
beginning and toward end of project    

• 2013: Concept Planning kicked off joint meeting with 
Wilsonville 
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Review

• 2014: Worked through guiding principles list 
• Maintain and complement the Cities unique identities
• Meet regional responsibility for jobs and housing
• Design cohesive and efficient transportation and utility systems
• Maximize assessed property value 
• Capitalize on the area’s unique assets and natural location
• Explore creative approaches to integrate jobs and housing
• Create a uniquely attractive business community unmatched in 

the metropolitan region
• Ensure appropriate transitions between land uses
• Incorporated natural resource areas and provide recreational 

opportunities as community amenities and assets 
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Tualatin Land Use 
Progression 

2014-2016
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Scenario Progression
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Base Case

• Dec 2014 Joint   
Council meeting

• Basalt Creek 
Parkway 
jurisdictional 
boundary

• Tualatin Council 
feedback:  Need 
more housing 



Options 1 and 2 – June 2015
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• Options 1 & 2 presented to a Joint Council work session on June 17, 2015
• Added residential in response to feedback in December 2014
• Analyzed boundary options based on infrastructure provision
• Council direction: 

 Use boundary Option1east of Basalt Creek Canyon  
 Continue work on options west of Basalt Creek Canyon

Option 1 Option 2



Options 3 & 4 – August & September  2015
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• Option 3 - Council work session August 24, 2015
o Revised boundary in response to direction 

from Joint Council June 2015
o Council Direction:

 Too much residential -should be balanced
 Residential sheltered with transitions -

not more residential 
 Boundary too far north - west of Canyon

Option 4Option 3

• Option 4 worked with PMT in fall/winter 
2015/2016 to address Council direction 
from August 2015

o Revisions included:
 Added back employment 
 Moved jurisdictional boundary 

to south 
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• Jurisdictional 
boundary 
discussion- Joint 
Council work session 
December 2015

• Two councils agreed 
on proposed 
jurisdictional boundary 
following Basalt Creek 
Parkway

• Discussed 10 
Considerations 

• No land use discussed 
at this meeting

Proposed Jurisdictional Boundary follows 
Basalt Creek Parkway – December 2015 
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Basalt Creek Land Use Concept Map – April 2016 Option 5

• Concept map 
reflected direction 
received  August 2015 on 
land use and from Joint 
Council December 2015 
on proposed boundary

• Presented update to 
Council on June 13, 2016

• Council feedback:
 Could this concept 

support campus 
industrial? 
 How can trips be 

managed?



Concept Map Refinement
Summer – Fall 2016

• Feedback from public, Council and Intergovernmental 
partners leads to (minor) refinements 

• Staff sought to achieve a balanced land use solution 
responsive to feedback and supported by IGA partners

• Well balanced between employment and residential land
 93 acres of Manufacturing Park

 3 acres of Neighborhood Commercial, and

 88 acres of Residential

11



Option 6 – October 2016
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Aligned with Planning Districts and 
reflective of direction from August 
2015 through June 2016:

Manuf. Park (Light Ind./Tech Flex ) 
• Manufacturing
• Warehousing  
• Allows limited office and retail  

Residential 
• Low-medium residential density just 

south of  Victoria Gardens 
• Slightly decreased multifamily 

Neighborhood Commercial 

• Concentrated in one easily accessible 
location

Council direction:
• Explore Tualatin central subarea 

further including OTAK Proposal C

Basalt Creek Land Use Concept Map presented  at Council  
work session October 10,  2016  



Public input prompted questions on 
the Basalt Creek central subarea

Should central subarea remain 
employment land or be changed 
to residential (or mix of 
residential and employment) 
due to constraints?

13
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Direction from Council 
A. For area immediately south of Victoria 

Gardens, match with same Planning 
District as Victoria Gardens - RML/  
Medium Low Density

B. For central subarea on Tualatin side, 
explore OTAK Proposal C (image below), 
determine if land suitable for 
employment uses

14

RML

OTAK Proposal C

Central subarea (south of Victoria Gardens to 
jurisdictional boundary) represents approx. 
42 buildable acres or 23% of total buildable 
acres on Tualatin side of Basalt Creek 



Exploration on Central Subarea

15

• Met with OTAK to explore 
property owner’s proposal 
for Basalt’s central subarea 
south of Victoria Gardens 
to jurisdictional boundary

• Considered opportunities 
for employment and 
constraints in area

• Considered infrastructure 
needed for different 
proposed uses

View just north of anticipated jurisdictional boundary looking north to 
Victoria Gardens

Tonquin Rd
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Exploration:  
Topography
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• Opportunities for 
employment land 

• Constraints  

Source:  ESRI 2016



Oct. 2016 Summary of Acres and Trips 
for Land Use Concept 

INDICATORS Tualatin Wilsonville Total Total -
Capacity

Developable Acres 194 ac 137 ac 331 ac

BCC Acres* 10 ac 6 ac 16 ac

Unconstrained Dev. 
Acres

184 ac 131 ac 315 ac

Households 575 6 581

Jobs 1,929 2,524 4,453

Trips 
(Trip  Capacity =1,989)

1,111 951 2, 062 +73**

Change since 6/2016   -163 +170 +7

17

*BCC (Basalt Creek Canyon)
**Trips believed to be within a margin of error of capacity 



Washington County Study on Basalt 
central subarea, January 11, 2017 

• In 2017, Washington Co. 
commissioned a study for the 63 
gross acres of the central subarea 
on the proposed Tualatin side to 
answer the question: 

• Based on topography and 
natural resource constraints, is 
it physically feasible to develop 
business park/employment land 
uses on the property? 

• The conclusion of the study/analysis 
was that it is feasible to develop 
employment uses on this land.
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In Summary, Most Recent Land Use 
Concept Map 
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• Has support from Tualatin’s 
Intergovernmental Agreement 
partners

• This land originally brought into 
UGB for employment land 

• Represents a balanced approach 
to employment and residential 
land 

• Majority of land designated for 
employment

• Central subarea land designated 
for employment 

• Provides long-term supply of land 

Basalt  Creek Land Use Concept Map 
October 2016 draft



Council’s direction from Nov. 28, 2016 on 
Basalt Central Subarea on Tualatin side 

20

• IGA partners in support of land use as employment

• The land was brought into UGB by Metro for employment

• Council reiterated the need for employment land about 
one year ago.

• Washington County Study dated January  11, 2017 
concludes central subarea is feasible for employment 

• Central subarea land can be developed for employment 
use; Manufacturing Park designation can be made 
flexible enough to include some smaller scale 
employment uses    

• Council affirmed land use map from October 2016 as 
presented 
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Council Action requested tonight:

Give direction on Basalt Creek Planning Area 
land uses for Concept Plan

Discussion, Direction
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January 11, 2017  

Washington County 
Attention: Erin Wardell 
Department of Land Use & Transportation 
155 N First Ave, Suite 350 MS16 
Hillsboro, OR 97124 

Re: Basalt Creek Employment Site Evaluation  
Project Number 2150111.01 

Dear Erin: 
 
Washington County contracted with Mackenzie to review the subject site based on Mackenzie’s experience with 
planning and design for development of industrial and employment lands in the Portland region. The goal of this effort is 
to assist County staff in understanding the likely development opportunities and patterns that might occur on the 
subject site based on general site development factors including but not limited to potential physical site development 
constraints.  
 
The 63-acre site (see attached), located within the Basalt Creek planning area is currently planned for future 
industrial/employment development. We understand there are questions that, given the topography and potential 
wildlife habitat/wetlands on site, the site may be better suited for uses other than industrial/employment (e.g., 
residential). This letter summarizes our preliminary opinion on the developability of the subject site for 
industrial/employment uses from a concept planning level only. Our review is based on limited information regarding 
existing conditions provided by Washington County on December 20, 2016.  

The County’s Goal 5 inventory shows the entire subject site as significant natural area and 2.75 acres in the northeast 
corner as wetland and fish wildlife habitat. In addition, nearly 70% of the subject site is Metro Title 13 Riparian areas 
with riparian wildlife habitat areas and impact areas. The exact location and classification of these features is unknown 
at this time and is beyond the scope of this evaluation. It is possible that there are no significant natural features located 
on the subject site, except for the NE portion of the site which has a ravine with natural resources discussed below. 
These potential natural features and wildlife habitat must be confirmed prior to development and it is recommended 
that prior to further master planning and/or zoning this property, a natural feature inventory and/or survey is 
performed on this site to further refine the net developable acreage. Only after a wetland delineation and/or survey 
would we will be able to confirm the developable acreage of this site and confirm whether the concept plan in Figure 3 
is feasible as it was created using publicly available GIS data only. Therefore, we did not consider Goal 5 or Title 13 as a 
factor in this effort as there is not enough information at this time to confirm exact feature locations. 

Therefore, this memo assumes that the Goal 5 and Title 13 resources are developable at this time, except for the stream 
and ravine in the most northeastern corner of the site. While we are aware of the potential location of natural 
resources, physical topography, site size, and site configuration were the largest factors taken into consideration in the 
conceptual site plan shown in figure 3. In discussion with County staff, Goal 5 and Title 13 are not regulated at the 
development level. Wetland delineation and surveys are required through the development review process, prior to 
development, to confirm any potential on site constraints. The Goal 5 designation requires the current or future 
property owner(s) to conduct a wetland delineation to confirm any potential resources as well as an assessment of 
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those resources. In addition, site development should take into consideration potentially geological challenges related to 
the Tonquin Scablands, which may impact the subject site and were not reviewed as a part of this analysis.  

INDUSTRIAL/EMPLOYMENT LAND SUITABILITY FACTORS 

There are several physical factors that are utilized to determine the feasibility for development of industrial and 
employment uses, but the most critical is the need for generally “flat” land. Flat land in a concept planning analysis for 
industrial/employment development is commonly assumed to be less than 5% slope. Generally, increased slope results 
in smaller building footprints, less flexibility in building location and building orientation, and/or increased costs for 
grading. Although slopes from 5% to 10% can accommodate some employment uses, the site preparation costs and loss 
of efficiency increase dramatically. These factors in turn translate into a more limited range of potential users, ultimately 
limiting the marketability and underlying value of the site. Other factors for industrial/employment development include 
site size and configuration as well as proximity to major transportation corridors and private and public utilities. Market 
factors such as prevailing lease rates, market vacancy, and market depth may also impact the suitability of a 
development site. 

SITE EVALUATION  

Our approach was to “test” the site in two ways and compare the results. First, we reviewed the site from a high-level 
planning perspective utilizing GIS data and looking at general use and land efficiency factors. The second approach 
involved evaluation and conceptual site design by a Mackenzie architect who has decades of experience in 
industrial/employment development projects in the Portland region.  

The high-level planning approach was to evaluate the existing slopes on site utilizing GIS data. As indicated below, the 
topography of the site lends itself to a natural divide into northern and southern development areas. The slope analysis 
in Figure 1 was completed utilizing the 2-foot contour GIS shapefile as provided by Washington County. 
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Figure 1: Slopes Map 

 

The table below identifies potential development areas for two critical slope categories: areas that are slopes 5% and 
less, and slopes above 5% to 10% slopes. Of the 63 gross acres, approximately half of the site (about 37 acres) may be 
suitable for employment development, if slopes ranging above 5% to 10% can be mitigated. Less than a third of the 
property (areas A and C) has slopes less than 5%, which are most suitable for employment development. These areas 
will still require some cut/fill earthwork for building pads. Areas B and D will require additional and more significant 
cut/fill balance to acquire the additional development areas. 

Nearly a third of this site, approximately 22 acres, contain slopes greater than 10% or are surrounded by 10% and 
greater slopes, which is extremely difficult to develop for industrial/employment uses. Additionally, approximately 9 
acres of the site will be utilized for right-of-way dedication of the future Basalt Creek Parkway alignment. Approximately 
5 of these 9 acres have slopes less than 5%. Lastly, the northeastern portion of the site contains a ravine with natural 
resource conditions making that portion difficult for any development type/use.  
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Table 1: Estimated Development Area 

 Estimated Development Area 
with Slopes mostly 5% and less 

Estimated Development Area 
with Slopes above 5% to 10% 

Total potential 
development 

area 

Northern Development Area 
(Areas A and B) 

16 acres (Area A) + additional 10 acres  (Area B) 26 acres 

Southern Development Area 
(Areas C and D) 

8 acres (area C) + additional 3 acres (area D) 11 acres 

Total: 24 acres + additional 13 acres 37 acres 

Figure 2: Estimated Development Area Acreages and Slopes Map 

 

However, the difficulty with utilizing only the high-level planning approach is that number of acres don’t necessarily tell 
the whole story regarding the developability of the subject site. Size and configuration of sites usually results in less 
building coverage because buildings are rectangular and physical site conditions are usually not. Therefore, a second 
approach to testing the site was utilized to provide a better picture of potential for industrial/employment uses. A 
Mackenzie architect experienced in industrial/employment development evaluated existing site conditions and created 
a conceptual site plan responding to size, configuration and access considerations. Given the topography challenges, 
existing power lines and structures, the future Basalt Creek Parkway alignment (and required right-of-way dedications) 
and access limitations, we determined that the subject site could potentially support approximately 315,000 sf of 
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industrial/employment uses in 10 buildings, ranging in size from 18,000 sf to 43,000 sf. The conceptual plan below 
results in approximately 40% developable area, which includes the public roads, buildings, and associated parking areas, 
and is based on a building coverage factor that would result in the potential for approximately 315,000 sf of building 
area. This conceptual plan is shown in Figure 3 below and Exhibit B.  
 

Figure 3: Conceptual employment use concept plan 

 

OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 

When comparing the land use concept of Basalt Creek, as shown on the Basalt Creek Concept Plan website1 as of April 
2016, the plan identifies the majority of the subject site as Employment with some Light Industrial/ Tech Flex and the 
northern taxlot as Multi-Family Residential. The property directly to the east is identified as the Basalt Creek Canyon, to 
the south is identified as a Light Industrial District, to the west is identified as Light Industrial/Tech Flex District, and 

                                                           
1 http://www.basaltcreek.com/wp-content/uploads/2016/04/Basalt-Posters_042816_small.pdf 

http://www.basaltcreek.com/wp-content/uploads/2016/04/Basalt-Posters_042816_small.pdf
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Residential is designated to the north. Proximity to other industrial development will be important for industry synergies 
and future market growth.  

CONCLUSION 

The site is certainly feasible for employment, and given the existing site conditions and subject site location, the 
following employment uses may be suitable for this site: 

 Flex business park (health services, professional services, support services, administration/back office support 
operations, incubator space) 

 Office or office campus  
 Manufacturing (food processing, metals, chemicals, equipment, machinery, product/components assembly) 
 Commercial support services (restaurants, coffee shops, print shops) along the future Basalt Creek Parkway  

NEXT STEPS 
 
Significant transportation and utility planning must occur during the concept planning process to identify infrastructure 
needed to support the development of this site and adjacent uses. Infrastructure needs analysis, transportation 
analysis, and/or costing are not a part of this effort, however, we caution that this information is necessary along with a 
geotechnical report and ALTA survey to provide a complete analysis and recommendation.  

Lastly, a market study to determine the need for employment uses and others (retail, commercial, residential, etc.) may 
assist the County and the cities of Wilsonville and Tualatin in determining the appropriate amount of industrial, 
employment, commercial, retail, and residential land requirements in the Basalt Creek Planning Area. The market study 
would further bring clarity to the market’s ability to execute development across varying uses and determine the highest 
and best use of the subject property. 

Sincerely,  

 
 
Gabriela Frask 
Land Use Planner, Associate 
Assistant Department Head 
 
Enclosure(s):  Existing conditions map 

Concept plan 
 
c: Todd Johnson - Mackenzie  
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OFFICIAL 

These minutes are not verbatim. The meeting was recorded, and copies of the recording are 
retained for a period of one year from the date of the meeting and are available upon request. 

TUALATIN PLANNING COMMISSION     -    MINUTES OF October 20, 2016 

TPC MEMBERS PRESENT:     STAFF PRESENT 
Alan Aplin      Aquilla Hurd-Ravich 
Kenneth Ball    Karen Perl Fox    
Angela Demeo  Charles Benson  
Travis Stout    Lynette Sanford 
Mona St. Clair 
Janelle Thompson 

TPC MEMBER ABSENT: Bill Beers 

GUESTS:   Herb Koss, Linda Moholt, Levi Levasa, Grace Lucini, Mehdi A. Sanaei 

1. CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL:

Alan Aplin, Chair, called the meeting to order at 6:30 pm and reviewed the agenda. Roll 
call was taken.  

2. APPROVAL OF MINUTES:

Mr. Aplin asked for review and approval of the September 15, 2016 TPC minutes. 
MOTION by Demeo SECONDED by Thompson to approve the minutes as written. 
MOTION PASSED 6-0.    

3. COMMUNICATION FROM THE PUBLIC (NOT ON THE AGENDA):

None. 

4. ACTION ITEMS:

None. 

5. COMMUNICATION FROM CITY STAFF:

A. Basalt Creek Land Use Concept Map and Project Update. 

Aquilla Hurd-Ravich, Planning Manager and Karen Perl-Fox, Sr. Planner updated 
the Commission members on the Basalt Creek Concept Plan. Ms. Hurd-Ravich 
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mentioned that the presentation is the same one that was brought to Council on 
October 10th. The presentation will include review and affirmation of conceptual land 
uses, review progress on Ten Considerations for Success, and the next steps to 
conclude the Concept Plan.   

Ms. Hurd-Ravich stated that the Draft Basalt Creek Land Use Concept Map was 
presented at the April 2016 open house. After Council review and input at the June 
2016 Work Session and ongoing community involvement, feedback included refining 
employment land uses, refining residential land uses, and to consider both private 
ownership and environmental constraints in Basalt Creek Canyon.  

Ms. Hurd-Ravich presented a map that detailed the changes from the April 2016 
draft to the October 2016 draft. The updated map slightly refined where low and 
medium residential density is, and a balance between employment and residential 
areas.   

Ms. Perl Fox went through the slide that detailed the Summary of Acres and Trips 
between June 2016 and October 2016 for Tualatin and Wilsonville.  

Ms. Hurd-Ravich stated that there are Ten Considerations for Success. These 
include:  

 Sewer
 Storm Water
 Industrial Lands
 Transportation Funding
 Future Regional Transportation Projects-Basalt creek
 Trips
 Basalt Creek Parkway and I-5 Crossings
 North-South Collector (Kinsman Rd)
 Basalt Creek Canyon
 Public Transportation

Ms. Perl Fox noted that other recent activities included: 

 Basalt IGA Reinstatement approved
 Concept Plan draft underway
 Ongoing community involvement
 Public feedback on the process
 Public feedback on the Land Use Concept Map

Ms. Demeo asked if the existing land owners in Basalt Creek are spread throughout 
the entire area or clustered around the canyon. Ms. Perl Fox answered that they are 
spread throughout the area and some are near the industrial park zone. Ms. Demeo 
asked how this will affect the current residents. Ms. Hurd-Ravich replied that they 
will not become non-conforming until they’re annexed in.  
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Ms. Hurd-Ravich noted that the City has heard from homeowners in the Victoria 
Gardens subdivision who were concerned about the area to the south and wanted 
continuity regarding the zoning.  It is proposed to be zoned Medium-Low Density 
which is the current zoning of Victoria Gardens.  
 
Mr. Ball asked if there are any plans for the existing homeowners to claim eminent 
domain. Ms. Hurd-Ravich said that there were not.   
 
Ms. Hurd-Ravich went through the slides that detailed the proposal from Otak. This 
proposes a mix of low and high density residential to serve as transition to 
employment and the canyon. Council has asked us to research whether this 
proposal with work and to look at the land and how it can support jobs.    
 
Mr. Aplin noted that a lot of the topography is not suitable for employment; it would 
be helpful to have elevation maps. Mr. Ball asked about the impact of traffic to the 
rural areas and if an impact study was conducted. Ms. Hurd-Ravich answered 
affirmatively. There are plans to improve Tonquin Rd and the County is in the 
process of studying Grahams Ferry, Boones Ferry, and Day Rd.  
 
Ms. Hurd-Ravich noted that the next steps include meetings with the Agency Review 
Team, individual Council meetings, and a joint City Council meeting.   
 
Mr. Aplin asked if Wilsonville is also refining their maps. Ms. Hurd-Ravich answered 
that they have had their own work sessions and staff will be working with them. Ms. 
Thompson asked how Otak got involved. Ms. Hurd-Ravich responded that a 
property owner contact them. Ms. Demeo asked if there is consideration for 
additional schools in the area. Ms. Hurd-Ravich answered that the entire area is in 
the Sherwood School District and they will continue to be part of the discussion 
along with the Tigard-Tualatin School District. Ms. Demeo asked where the schools 
can be located. Ms. Hurd-Ravich responded that they can be built in any residential 
zone.  
 
Mr. Ball asked if Council considered the possibility of declining home values of the 
existing properties, especially if they are adjacent to commercial areas. Ms. Hurd-
Ravich responded that there has been discussion regarding buffer and transition 
zones between residential and employment zones and how to maintain home 
values.  
 
Herb Koss, Sherwood Grahams Ferry Inv. LL, Koss Real Estate 
 
Herb Koss stated that he has been in the development business for 40 years. He 
brought Otak into this because he managed the LLC of the 10 acres south of Basalt 
Creek. He’s been in contact with Washington County and was told that there will be 
an 18-20 foot cut in his property where the road will go through. From an access 
standpoint, an industrial zone would not work. After meeting with Don Hansen from 
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Otak, they decided that residential zoning seemed the most appropriate. Traffic has 
to balance out and multi-family housing will need to be reduced. He also noted that 
he didn’t think there was a market for retail space in that area There is also a 
concern about the power lines in the area, which would be better suited for an RV 
storage type facility. Mr. Koss added that they will be meeting with Otak and 
Fregonese to continue discussion and consider traffic counts.   
 
Grace Lucini, 23677 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin, OR 
 
Ms. Lucini is a resident of the unincorporated area of Washington County within the 
Basalt Creek Concept Planning Area. She has questions and concerns that she 
brought to the Planning Commission, which have been added to the minutes as an 
attachment.   
 
Mr. Aplin asked Ms. Lucini where the proposed road would be located on her 
property. Ms. Lucini responded that it is unclear at this time where the road will go 
but there is a five to six lane bridge proposed south of her property. Ms. Lucini wants 
individual property owners to decide what to do with their property.  
 
Mehdi A-Sanaei, 23845 SW Boones Ferry Rd 
 
Mr. A-Sanaei asked Ms. Hurd-Ravich to define medium-low density zoning. Ms. 
Hurd-Ravich responded that it’s defined as dwelling units’ per acre. For low-density 
it’s 1 to 6.4 dwelling units per acre and lot sizes average 6500 square feet; medium-
low density is  up to 10 dwelling units per acre. Mr. A-Sanaei asked for a copy of the 
zoning code. Ms. Hurd-Ravich responded that she will email him a copy.  
 
Mr. A-Sanaei inquired about the maps on the PowerPoint presentation and wanted 
clarification on the Basalt Creek Canyon area and residential areas. He also wanted 
clarification about the access on the west side of his property and who proposed it. 
Ms. Hurd-Ravich responded that this particular concept was proposed by other 
property owners in the area but has not yet been accepted by the Council.  
 
Mr. Koss wanted to clarify that the plan submitted by Otak is a concept and 
additional planning is forthcoming.  
 
Levi Levasa, Autumn Sunrise LLC, 485 S State St, Lake Oswego, OR  
 
Mr. Levasa wanted to give credit to City staff members for their work over the past 
three years he’s been involved and for accepting input from property owners and 
developers. He’s excited about the future and hopes the concept plan will get 
approved quickly.  
 
Ms. Demeo asked what the next steps are for the Commission members. Ms. Hurd-
Ravich replied that they’ve been tasked to refine and bring back to Council. It will be 
brought to the Commission members in December. Ms. Demeo asked if there is 
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additional outreach planned. Ms. Hurd-Ravich responded that there will be additional 
outreach, but not until the first of the year.  
 

B. Mobile Food Unit (Food Cart) Ordinance: Public Outreach and Code 
Component Update 
 
Ms. Hurd-Ravich stated that a year ago last fall, the Council directed staff to 
research food cart ordinances in the metro area. In August, project framing was 
presented to the Council. Staff also presented a timeline with milestones for 
consideration, which included an outline of suggested public 
engagement/involvement with stakeholders and continued research and monitoring 
of food cart operations in Tualatin.  Ms. Hurd-Ravich added that this ordinance will 
not affect the special events in the Commons or parks.   
 
Charles Benson, Associate Planner, presented the update which included a 
PowerPoint presentation. Mr. Benson stated that previously data was unavailable 
regarding the public’s opinions regarding food carts. We came up with a seven 
question survey, which was open from September 1-30, 2016. This survey link was 
emailed to the Tualatin Chamber of Commerce, industrial and restaurant business 
license holders, and to the Citizen Involvement Organizations. Mr. Benson noted 
that we had a total of 415 responses in all.  
 
Mr. Benson went through the slides which detailed the survey results. Overall, the 
results from this survey show public support for the idea of allowing an increased 
presence of food carts in Tualatin. When business and property owners were asked 
whether they would support a food cart on their parking lot or on their property 
respectively, support dropped noticeably.  
 
Ms. Hurd-Ravich stated that the City’s Community Development Department was 
invited to a Special CCIO Membership Feedback Meeting on September 7, 2016 to 
provide an update on the proposed food cart regulations and to solicit feedback from 
CCIO membership. The CCIO members in attendance were generally opposed to 
the idea of allowing food trucks in Tualatin. Seventy percent of the respondents of 
the seven-question CCIO survey were from the restaurant industry, with a large 
majority (90 percent) of those stating that they viewed food carts as bad for their 
individual businesses. The only somewhat positive view of food trucks involved 
operations in the City’s industrial/manufacturing areas. Ms. Hurd-Ravich added that 
the same presentation was presented to the Tualatin Chamber of Commerce on 
September 26, 2016. The Chamber stated that they would continue internal 
discussions on the proposed food cart ordinance. 
 
Mr. Benson acknowledged that we revised our suggestions based on the feedback 
received. These suggestions include: 
 

 Add food cart/pod regulations to the Tualatin Municipal Code 
 Food Cart/pod site review at staff-level 
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 To obtain a Tualatin business license 
 Require a food cart/truck permit any time a mobile unit is parked on a site 

longer than four consecutive hours.  
 Require food carts/pods to be responsible for their own trash/recycling 

collection and removal 
 Require food cart/pod operators to follow all applicable Washington County 

and Clean Water Services sanitary/health provisions 
 Require connection to City’s water and sewer infrastructure 
 Prohibit operations on vacant/unimproved sites 
 Restrict signage to vehicle itself 

 
Ms. Hurd-Ravich noted that the next steps include coming back to the Commission 
for a recommendation and a City Council hearing in December.  
 
Mr. Aplin asked if the food carts would have to leave every day. Ms. Hurd- 
Ravich replied that overnight stays are not allowed. Mr. Ball noted that the last 
survey omitted the question of permanent or non-permanent status. He suggested to 
bring the survey back and ask the question prior to City Council. Ms. Hurd-Ravich 
replied that they could consider it if there is a need for broader input.  
 
Ms. Demeo asked if the existing mobile cart businesses operating in the industrial 
areas will have to change their operation. Ms. Hurd-Ravich responded that they will 
be required to obtain a business license.  
 
Linda Moholt, Tualatin Chamber of Commerce 
 
Ms. Moholt stated that there is acceptance from the public for food carts as an 
alternative dining experience and these carts can lead to a regular brick and mortar 
business. Ms. Moholt acknowledged that at the CCIO meeting, 100 percent of the 
chamber members were opposed to food carts except for special event occasions. 
It’s hard for businesses to compete with the food carts due to cost of producing, 
pricing, staffing with the minimum wage laws, electricity, and taxation. There is also 
concern that food carts do not follow health codes.   
 
Ms. Moholt noted that in the City of Tualatin, 50 percent of our tax base is from 
businesses. Furthermore, food carts do not give anything back to our community, 
sports teams, local non-profits, and they do not create jobs. Ms. Muholt added that if 
they are allowed, they should only be located in the industrial/manufacturing areas 
and at special events.  
 

6.     FUTURE ACTION ITEMS 

 

Ms. Hurd-Ravich stated that there will be a Capital Improvement Plan update in 
November or December. In November, there will be an update on food carts. In 
December, the Basalt Creek land use item will be brought back, where we will discuss 
the frame work and a code update.  
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7. ANNOUNCEMENTS/PLANNING COMMISSION COMMUNICATION

Ms. Thompson inquired about the RV Park of Portland site. Ms. Hurd-Ravich responded 
that it is currently an incomplete application and the project has been on hold. It will 
come before the Commission members as a Plan Map Amendment at some point.  

8. ADJOURNMENT

MOTION by Aplin to adjourn the meeting at 8:28 pm. 

_______________________________ Lynette Sanford, Office Coordinator 
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These minutes are not verbatim. The meeting was recorded, and copies of the recording are 
retained for a period of one year from the date of the meeting and are available upon request. 

TUALATIN PLANNING COMMISSION     -                  MINUTES OF January 19, 2017 

TPC MEMBERS PRESENT:              STAFF PRESENT 
Alan Aplin                                                                                                 Aquilla Hurd-Ravich 
Bill Beers               Karen Perl Fox           
Angela Demeo                  Jeff Fuchs          
Travis Stout     Lynette Sanford 
Mona St. Clair 
Janelle Thompson 
Kenneth Ball          
 
TPC MEMBER ABSENT:  
 
GUESTS:  Don Hanson, Grace Lucini, Sherman Leitjab, Tom Childs, Lois Fox, Jim Odams,   

George DeDoux, and Marrin Mast.   
 
1. CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL: 

 

Alan Aplin, Chair, called the meeting to order at 6:30 pm and reviewed the agenda. Roll 
call was taken.  
 

2. APPROVAL OF MINUTES: 

 

Mr. Aplin asked for review and approval of the October 20, 2016 TPC minutes. 
MOTION by Thompson SECONDED by St.Clair to approve the minutes as written. 
MOTION PASSED 7-0.    
 

3. COMMUNICATION FROM THE PUBLIC (NOT ON THE AGENDA): 

 

None 
 

4. ACTION ITEMS: 

 

A. Elect a Chair and Vice Chair to Represent the Tualatin Planning Commission 
 
Mr. Aplin asked the Commission members if they would like to become the 
Chairman and Vice Chairman of the Planning Commission.  Bill Beers offered to be 
the Chairman and Kenneth Ball volunteered to be the Vice Chairman. MOTION 
PASSED 7-0.   
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5. COMMUNICATION FROM CITY STAFF: 
 

A. Capital Improvement Plan 2018-2027   
 
Jeff Fuchs, City Engineer, presented the Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) which 
included a PowerPoint presentation. Mr. Fuchs stated that he is filling in for Kelsey 
Lewis who was unable to attend the meeting. Mr. Fuchs noted that the CIP is a ten 
year project roadmap and is more of a planning tool than a schedule. This plan is 
reviewed and revised annually.  
 
The project categories of the CIP are Facilities and Equipment, Parks and 
Recreation, Technology, Transportation and Utilities.  Mr. Fuchs noted that Ms. 
Lewis programmed the Transportation System Plan (TSP) into the CIP to balance 
revenue against planned expenditures.   
 
Mr. Fuchs stated that the priorities are Council goals, health and safety, regulatory 
requirements, master plans, and service delivery needs. Funding sources include 
system development charges, water, sewer and storm rates, gas taxes, general 
fund, and grants and donations. The summary total is $6,029,000.  
 
Mr. Fuchs went through the slides that detailed the project categories and the costs 
for each. The CIP schedule includes presenting to the various Committees in 
January and it goes to Council for approval in February.  
 
Mr. Aplin asked if the new City Hall is part of this plan. Mr. Fuchs replied that it does 
not fall within a 10 year window so it was not included.  
 
Mr. Stout asked how the five year portion compares to last year. Mr. Fuchs replied 
that the projects shift around depending on the delivery. The general fund is the 
category that changes the most. Mr. Fuchs added that the majority of the 
transportation projects are on a sliding schedule.    
 
Ms. Thompson asked if the developer was supporting the project on 65th & Sagert or 
if it is derived from City funds. Mr. Fuchs replied that the Sagert project is a System 
Development Charge (SDC) reimbursement expense - they will pay for the impact of 
their development and we will reimburse them for the portion above and beyond 
their development. Mr. Fuchs added that the traffic signal in that area should be 
installed by early summer.  
  
Ms. Demeo asked if the Sagert and Martinazzi intersection project will surface next 
year. Mr. Fuchs responded that they will take a midterm look at the traffic study and 
reexamine the high traffic areas.   
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B. Update on Basalt Creek Land Use Concept Plan Map 
 
Karen Perl Fox, Senior Planner, and Aquilla Hurd-Ravich, Planning Manager, 
presented an update on the Basalt Creek Land Use Concept Map. This includes an 
overview of the work staff carried out on the exploration of the central subarea as 
directed by City Council at their October 10, 2016 work session. This update will 
also include Council’s confirmation on the Concept Map at the November 28, 2016 
work session.  
 
Ms. Hurd-Ravich stated that Metro brought the Basalt Creek Planning area into the 
Urban Growth Boundary in 2004 as employment land and Metro was awarded the 
CET Grant to fund the concept planning. In 2011-2013 Tualatin worked with partners 
Washington County, Metro and Wilsonville, and ODOT to define the transportation 
spine. This resulted in a transportation refinement plan and two intergovernmental 
agreements (IGAs) at the beginning and towards the end of the project. In 2013, the 
concept planning kicked off with a joint meeting with Wilsonville.  
 
In 2014 staff worked through the guiding principles list which included: 
 

 Maintain and complement the cities unique identities 
 Meet regional responsibility for jobs and housing 
 Design cohesive and efficient transportation and utility systems 
 Maximize assessed property value 
 Capitalize on the area’s unique assets and natural location 
 Explore creative approaches to integrate jobs and housing 
 Create a uniquely attractive business community unmatched in the metro 

region 
 Ensure appropriate transitions between land uses 
 Incorporate natural resource areas and provide recreational opportunities as 

community amenities and assets 
 
Ms. Hurd-Ravich presented the maps which detailed the progression and the 
revisions from the feedback received. The proposed jurisdictional boundary was 
discussed at a joint council work session in December 2015 and both councils 
agreed on the proposed jurisdictional boundary following Basalt Creek Parkway. Ms. 
Hurd-Ravich added that this information was presented to Council on June 13, 2016. 
Council feedback posed the question of how this concept could support campus 
industrial and how the trip cap would be managed.  
 
Ms. Perl Fox stated that feedback from the public, Council, and the 
intergovernmental partners led to minor refinements. These include 93 acres of 
Manufacturing Park, 3 acres of neighborhood commercial, and 88 acres of 
residential – which represents a balance between employment and residential land.  
 
Ms. Perl Fox added that public input prompted questions on the Basalt Creek central 
subarea – the area immediately south of Victoria Gardens to the jurisdictional 
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boundary. This represents approximately 42 buildable acres. Council directed the 
land to match the same planning district as Victoria Gardens, which is RML (Medium 
low density).  For the central subarea on the Tualatin side, Council directed 
exploration of the OTAK proposal to determine if the land is suitable for employment 
uses.  
 
Ms. Perl Fox noted that staff met with OTAK to explore the property owner’s 
proposal, consider opportunities for employment and constraints in the area, and 
consider infrastructure needed for different proposed uses. Ms. Perl Fox 
emphasized that we are in partnership with other agencies and they do not want to 
reduce employment land for more residential. We received a letter from Washington 
County in October emphasizing that the land is prime for industrial and employment 
uses.   
 
Ms. Perl Fox continued presenting the slides that detailed the summary of acres and 
trips, and the most recent land use concept map. Ms. Hurd-Ravich added that based 
on all the information, staff’s position is to recommend that Council accept the land 
use map as presented.  
 
Ms. St. Clair asked about the area designated for high density and how many homes 
are expected. Ms. Perl Fox responded that it’s approximately 2-3 acres of land, so it 
would be around 100 units. Ms. St. Clair asked if there will be enough housing for 
the people who will be working in the industrial/employment area.  Ms. Hurd-Ravich 
responded that the group didn’t plan on a housing unit for each employee. Ms. St. 
Clair stated that the people in the employment area will expect to live where they 
work. Mr. Aplin asked if we are limited on high density zoning areas.  Ms. Hurd-
Ravich responded that we are constrained by trip numbers.  
 
Mr. Beers asked if the trip model took into account the different business sectors in 
the area. He was concerned about the high price of housing in the area and as a 
result, many employees may have to commute in from other areas. Ms. Hurd-Ravich 
added that the models accounted for bike and pedestrian transportation as well as 
public transportation, but doesn’t narrow down trip times.    
 
Don Hanson, OTAK, 808 SW 3rd, Portland, OR 97204 
 
Mr. Hanson works for OTAK and was hired to assist the property owners in the ten 
acres in the southern portion of the study area, north of Basalt Parkway. He has 
been tracking this process and is concerned about this area being zoned 
employment land due to the vast amount of Basalt rock. Mr. Hanson distributed a 
map which detailed the topography concerns. This map has been added as an 
attachment to the minutes as Attachment A.  
 
Mr. Hanson stated that they consulted an excavator and a broker to obtain their 
opinion on the area and both expressed concern about the conditions. Mr. Hanson 
noted that Washington County and the engineering firm Mackenzie viewed the 
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property. They submitted a map and evaluated the property strictly for employment 
uses; they did not take into account the residential transition area. Mr. Hanson 
stated that they were unaware that there is no access road and the access points 
are limited to Grahams Ferry Rd and Tonquin Rd.  Mr. Hanson acknowledged that 
there should be additional residential land in this area which would be more 
adaptable to the difficult topography.  
 
Grace Lucini, 23677 SW Boones Ferry Rd 
 
Ms. Lucini is a resident of the unincorporated area of Washington County directly 
adjacent to the east of the study area. Ms. Lucini has questions and concerns 
regarding the report evaluation of the central subarea that she bought to the 
Planning Commission. The handout has been added to the minutes as Attachment 
B.  
 
Sherman Leitgeb, 23200 SW Grahams Ferry Rd 
 
Mr. Leitgeb noted that he is concerned about the subarea because he lives there. 
Mr. Leitgeb stated that 329 acres is already zoned industrial which has not been 
built on. He’s concerned that the land will not be developed. Mr. Leitgeb noted that 
experts from Pactrust and excavation companies have stated that they are not 
interested in the land due to the amount of rock and slope.  
 
Tom Childs, 23470 SW Grahams Ferry Rd 
 
Mr. Childs stated that the people living in the Basalt area need to be acknowledged 
and if the land is designated industrial, it will not be built upon.  Mr. Childs mentioned 
that there is not enough housing to support retail or small businesses. If this land is 
developed into industrial property, he will not be able to sell his home for a profit and 
find another place to live. Mr. Childs believes that the decisions considered should 
benefit the current homeowners, not Metro, Wilsonville, or Washington County.  
 
Lois Fox, 23550 SW Grahams Ferry Rd 
 
Ms. Fox stated that she toured the property with City staff and acknowledged that 
there is rock throughout her property which makes it unsuitable to build on. Ms. Fox 
mentioned that she was taken aback when the City Council mentioned that they will 
revisit the zoning if it doesn’t work out or is not saleable. She has not heard from 
anyone other than a government official who thinks this is a good use for this 
property. She added that she would like to invite Washington County staff to tour her 
property.   
 
Mr. Hanson added that moving forward, it makes sense to have a peer review or 
workshop for everyone to get together to express ideas clearly and have comments.  
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Jim Odams, 24005 SW Boones Ferry Rd 
 
Mr. Odams lives in unincorporated Washington County and is not a resident of 
Wilsonville or Tualatin. He stated that he has not been approached by anyone for 
permission to tour his property even though the proposed bridge and alignment go 
through his property.  Mr. Odams commented that it is frustrating to be a property 
owner in the proposed development area without representation.  
 
Ms. Hurd-Ravich added that the alignment is though Washington County and the 
City can point out to them that the property owners have not been approached. The 
cities have not been involved in the geotechnical study, but will bring it up with the 
other agencies.   
 
Ms. Demeo stated that Metro brought the Basalt area in as employment land and 
asked if the intent was to zone the entire area for employment. Ms. Hurd-Ravich 
replied that the Council fought back and the City didn’t want the land at all. There 
was a concession to allow some residential to provide transition between 
employment and residential. Ms. Demeo asked if there was a dictated amount of 
acreage or percentage for residential and employment in the whole area, including 
Wilsonville.  Ms. Hurd-Ravich replied that it is 70-30 percentage split. Ms. Lucini 
added that there is a Metro ordinance (04-1040B) which recommends the dividing 
line at Basalt Creek Parkway should be zoned residential to the north. Mr. Leitgeb 
added that Tualatin is the only City which stated they need additional housing.  
 
Mr. Ball asked if the land has been surveyed by geotechnical engineers. Ms. Hurd-
Ravich said at a concept plan level, they don’t go into that detail – this happens in 
future steps.  
 
Mr. Beers inquired about the jobs goal for the Basalt area and if there is a target to 
reach. Ms. Hurd-Ravich responded that Metro completes the analysis of population 
employment growth and projects the numbers. The jobs numbers are reflective of 
the scenario modeling and employment types, and jobs per acre. Tualatin met the 
Metro target in terms of employment.  Ms. Thompson asked if the targets have to be 
met for jobs per residence. Ms. Hurd-Ravich responded that Metro has design types, 
but they don’t have an employee per acre type.   
 
Mr. Leitgeb mentioned that he met with a Wilsonville council member and the 
council member stated that Wilsonville only cares about the trip counts and not 
receiving Tualatin’s sewage. The projected jobs is based on all of the land being 
developed into employment, if it doesn’t get developed because of unsuitable 
conditions of slope and rock, you will need to take the jobs out of the equation for 
that section of the property. Ms. Perl Fox stated that she heard from the City of 
Wilsonville that they are concerned with the clustering of employment as well as the 
trip counts.   
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Mr. Childs stated that if the land is designated commercial and doesn’t get 
developed, there will be no SDC fees or taxes collected. If it’s developed residential, 
there will be sewer, water, taxes, and revenue generated. There will also be less 
land annexed into the City.  
 
Mr. Aplin asked what the next steps were. Ms. Hurd-Ravich responded that this will 
return to Council on February 13. There are new Council members so there may be 
different views regarding this process. The concept plan cannot be completed until 
the land use map is agreed upon.   
 
Ms. Lucini asked the Planning Commission what their thoughts are regarding 
moving forward. Mr. Aplin responded that the Council will hear feedback from the 
Commission members, but it is up to them to decide. Ms. Hurd-Ravich added that 
the minutes will be available to the Council members regarding the comments 
received.   
 
Mr. Hanson asked if the Planning Commission will make a recommendation to 
Council. Ms. Hurd-Ravich said that they will eventually do so. Once the draft is 
complete it will return to the Planning Commission. When it’s adopted into the 
Comprehensive Plan, the recommendation will be made.   
 

C. Framing for Priority Project: Update the Tualatin Development Code 
 
Ms. Perl Fox presented the Framing for Priority Project: Update the Tualatin 
Development Code, which included a PowerPoint presentation. Ms. Perl Fox stated 
that at the 2014 Council Advance, the Council identified the Tualatin Development 
Code (TDC) update as a priority project. This is focused on the TDC - not the 
Municipal Code or other City requirements.  
 
Ms. Perl Fox provided background information about the Tualatin Community Plan 
(Comprehensive Plan). This covers Chapters 1-30 of the TDC and provides land use 
goals and policies for the City. This was adopted in 1979; some chapters were 
updated in 2012.  
 
Ms. Perl Fox stated that the Development Code (Land Use Regulations) covers 
Chapters 31-80 of the TDC. These chapters include planning districts (zoning), 
natural resource and floodplain requirements, community design standards, 
procedures and application requirements, subdivisions and partitions, and sign 
regulations.  
 
Ms. Perl Fox noted that there are three phrases of approach These include: 

 Phase 1: Code Clean up (Audit and Amendments) 
 Phase 2:  Outreach and Policy Review 
 Phase 3: Writing a Work Program 
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Mr. Ball asked if the code is written and amended by a committee. Ms. Perl-Fox 
responded that consultants are involved as well as input from the Planning 
Commission.  
 
Ms. Perl Fox noted that the amendment process can be a complicated process. The 
current code has many errors that need to be corrected, as well as it being 
confusing to read.  This process may require several years to implement in total. 
 
Ms. Perl Fox stated that the schedule includes: 

 Quarter 1 – Audit 
 Quarters 2 and 3 – Draft Code 
 Quarter 4 – Hearing 
 Quarters 5 and 6 – Outreach 
 Quarter 7 – Policy Review 
 Quarter 8 – Work program  

 
Ms. Hurd-Ravich added that the Commissioners have an active role in this project 
and that their advice and comments will be taken to Council. We are almost ready to 
sign a contract with Angelo Planning Group. They will complete the bulk of the work, 
but the Planning staff will be working with them directly.   
 
Ms. St. Clair asked if the consultant is an attorney firm. Ms. Hurd-Ravich responded 
that they are land use planners, but we will be working closely with our City Attorney. 
Ms. Demeo asked when Quarter 1 will kick off; Ms. Hurd-Ravich answered February 
1, 2017.  
 
Mr. Beers asked if the end product will be in printed form or on the web. Ms. Hurd-
Ravich responded that it used to be in printed form, but is now exclusively web 
based.  Ms. Demeo asked who our main customer is – business or residents. Ms. 
Hurd-Ravich responded that our customer is a good cross section of developers, 
businesses, and residents.  
 

6.     FUTURE ACTION ITEMS 

 

Ms. Hurd-Ravich stated that future action items include review of the Annual Report, 
which will be presented to Council. There will also be a Basalt Creek update.    
 
Mr. Ball asked if there is a plan for the development off SW Nyberg Street - the former 
RV Park of Portland site. Ms. Hurd-Ravich responded that the application for the Plan 
Map Amendment is incomplete. Once deemed complete, it will come to the Planning 
Commission. 
 

7.      ANNOUNCEMENTS/PLANNING COMMISSION COMMUNICATION 

 

Mr. Beers asked what is going in next to Cabela’s. Ms. Hurd-Ravich responded that 
Cracker Barrel Restaurant is currently under construction, as well as a retail shell which 
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will house a bank and a mattress store. Mr. Aplin asked if Cabela’s is changing to Bass 
Pro Shops. Ms. Hurd-Ravich replied that she has not heard anything regarding that.   
 

8.       ADJOURNMENT 

 

MOTION by Aplin to adjourn the meeting at 8:39 pm.  
 
 
_______________________________ Lynette Sanford, Office Coordinator 
 
 
Attachments: 
A: Don Hanson’s Comments 
B: Grace Lucini’s Comments 
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Citizen Comments to Tualatin Planning Commission 1-19-2017 
Agenda Item 5 B-Basalt Creek Concept Planning -Update 
Grace Lucini  
23677 SW Boones Ferry Road, Tualatin Oregon 
 
My home is within the Basalt Creek Concept Planning area.  I do not have elected representation within the Basalt Creek 
Concept Planning process, as I am not a resident of either the cities of Tualatin or Wilsonville- which are the 
governmental entities determining the process. 
 
I appreciate that additional reviews of the Central Sub-Area continues- but evaluations for use need to be done within 
the context of the plan --for the successful health of the entire concept plan area. 

I understand members of the City staff did an on-site visit to the area- which is necessary to understand the topography 
and uniqueness of the area.  Let me express my appreciation of this action. 

I also appreciate the actions the staff, stated they will take action to remove unnecessary or out dated markings on 
Concept Planning Maps which are disseminated to the public.   

In this case the removal of some markings which overlay and potentially indicate actions to private properties 
west of SW Boones Ferry Road and north of the proposed Parkway.  A map with these markings was included 
within the informational packet provided to this Commission, and was available for public review. 

 

1-11-17 Mackenzie Report Evaluation of Central Sub Area- Analysis for Industrial Use- commissioned by Washington 
County 

However, I question the usefulness of an evaluation commissioned by Washington County which resulted in the 1-11-17 
Report by Mackenzie.   

1. The Mackenzie Report did very little to address the actual question this Commission is discussing-which is: what 
is the most appropriate land use for the land in question.   

 

2. The Mackenzie Report specifically states the topic of the report is ---for “planning and design for development of 
industrial and employment lands in the Portland region”.  

These are two very distinctly different questions and issues- and any information gained from the Mackenzie 
Report should be utilized only within the context of the question it addresses… that question is simply if any of 
the land COULD be used for employment ---The answer to that question is yes, but very little land is appropriate 
for industrial use.    

A. The report did not address what should happen to the balance of the land not appropriate for industrial 
use.   

• Will this land become waste land?   

• An eye sore- who will be responsible for maintaining so many acers of land which is zoned for 
industrial use, but cannot be developed? 
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In addition, there are several factual problems which are presented within the Mackenzie Report as it is 
written… 

B.  A major issue is the location of the limited access Parkway--- which is a major focal point of the entire 
Basalt Creek Concept Planning Process. 

C. The potential concept planning maps created and provided by Mackenzie indicate road access north 
from the Parkway – which is again contrary to previous primary planning concepts. 

D. There is no indication of any effort to co-exist with existing neighborhoods or adjacent properties the 
Mackenzie Report:  

• does not indicate or state any attempt to have compatible of zoning with adjacent residential 
properties 

• does not indicate or state any attempt to provide buffering of existing neighborhoods- which 
was another primary guiding principle of the planning process 

• There is no indication of roads to the developable acreage east of the site being examined.  As 
utilities are preferably laid along roads the proposed use maps within the Mackenzie Report 
effectively blocks any development west of the wetlands and east of the area due to the lack of 
any road to the area east of the study area.   

• There is little comment within the Mackenzie Report on the cost involved in resolving the 
topography and solid basalt rock benches which are found within this area--- to make it 
compatible for grading for industrial use.  Cost is a significant factor when planning any 
development.  If the cost is too high, the land will be the last to be developed -if ever 

E. Consequently, the information gained from this report should only be used within the context of the 
question it addresses.   

F. The ability to use this report for determining the best use of the land is extremely limited.  

 

EXISTING PROPERTY OWNERS WITHIN BASALT CREEK AREA 

1. Existing property owners directly affected by the planning process should be heard as to their goals, and should 
be respected for the knowledge they provide about the limitations of the land they own. 

2. Existing neighbors within the Tualatin City limits, and those existing outside the current limits should be heard 
and their comments incorporated into the concept plans as a basic livability issue. 

 

I request that the Planning Commission acknowledges the extensive limitations of the Mackenzie Report when 
considering what is the best land use for this area- within the context of the entire Tualatin area and forward these 
concerns to the Tualatin City Council. 

Respectfully, 

Grace Lucini 
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TO: Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council

THROUGH: Sherilyn Lombos, City Manager

FROM: Kelsey Lewis, Management Analyst II
Jeff Fuchs, City Engineer

DATE: 02/13/2017

SUBJECT: Consideration of the 2018-2027 Capital Improvement Plan

ISSUE BEFORE THE COUNCIL:
Review, comment, and consider acceptance of the 2018-2027 Capital Improvement Plan.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
The City's Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) establishes and prioritizes funding for projects such
as development of new infrastructure, improvements to existing infrastructure, writing master
plans, and improving facilities such as vehicles and Information Technology.

The CIP promotes efficient use of the City's limited financial resources and assists in
coordinating public and private development.  In addition, the planning process provides a
valuable means of coordinating development of facilities and infrastructure.

CIP projects are grouped in categories identified as Facilities & Equipment, Parks & Recreation,
Technology, Transportation, and Utilities. Each project identifies whether it addresses health
and safety concerns, supports Council goals, meets a regulatory requirement, considers service
delivery need, includes outside funding or partnerships, or implements a Master Plan.

The CIP process evolves and is refined each year.  This year's CIP format is similar to previous
years with additional information added to the project worksheets.  The most notable changes
are the addition of an extended CIP showing years six through ten, full-page maps for most
projects, and projected revenue available in the General Fund, transportation, and utility funds.
  

Attachments: A- 2018-2027 CIP PowerPoint Presentation
B- 2018-2027 Capital Improvement Plan



Capital 
Improvement 
Plan 
2018-2027 

February 13, 2017 



              
FACILITIES & 
EQUIPMENT               

PARKS & 
RECREATION               

        
TECHNOLOGY 

              
        

TRANSPORTATION UTILITIES 

Project Categories 



Priorities 

Council goals 

Health and safety 

Regulatory requirements 

Master Plans 

Service delivery needs 



Funding Sources 

System Development Charges 

Water, Sewer & Storm Rates 

Gas Taxes 

General Fund 

Grants & Donations 



2017/18 CIP Summary 

Facilities & Equip.     $382,000 

Parks & Rec.     $334,000 

Technology      $309,000 

Transportation  $2,631,000 

Utilities    $2,394,000 

Total             $6,050,000 



2017/18 Facilities Projects 

Core Area Parking: ADA Project- Red Lot 8,000 

Core Area Parking: ADA Project- White Lot 24,000 

Library Furnishing Replacement 10,000 

Vehicles 340,000 

FY 17/18 Total 382,000 



2017/18 Parks & Rec Projects 

Greenways: Tualatin River Greenway Land Acquisition 25,000 

Juanita Pohl Center: Furniture Replacement 15,000 

Juanita Pohl Center: Kitchen Design & Renovation 223,000 

Tualatin Commons Wave Rail Painting 35,000 

Van Raden Comm Center: Roof Replacement 36,000 

FY 17/18 Total 334,000 



2017/18 Technology Projects 

Electronic Document Management System  100,000 

Library Public Technology Replacement 21,000 

Police Data Authentication for Criminal Justice 
Information Services (CJIS) Certification 43,000 

Police Mobile Data Terminal (MDT) Replacement Plan 145,000 

FY 17/18 Total 309,000 



2017/18 Transportation Projects 

65th Ave and Hospital: Pedestrian Concept Study 10,000 

65th Ave and Sagert St: New Traffic Signal  726,000 

Blake Street Concept Study: 115th to 124th 100,000 

Boones Ferry Rd & Alabama St: Pedestrian Concept Study 10,000 

Grahams Ferry and Dogwood: Pedestrian Concept Study 20,000 

Myslony Bridge: west of 112th Ave  1,565,000 

Transportation System Plan: Mid-term Update 200,000 

FY 17/18 Total 2,631,000 



2017/18 Utilities Projects 

Blake: West of 108th to 115th- 12” Pipe  427,000 

Myslony St/112th Ave Intersection: Loop System  490,000 

Water Reservoirs: A1 Reservoir Painting & Cleaning 720,000 

Water Reservoirs: B2 Reservoir Painting & Cleaning 133,000 

Water Reservoirs: C1 Reservoir Roof Replacement 624,000 

FY 17/18 Total 2,394,000 



CIP Process 



CIP Presentations 

Staff Presentations: 
 
 
Library Advisory Committee    January 3 
 
Parks Advisory Committee  January 10 
 
Planning Commission  January 19 
 
   



Committee Questions 

 

 

Transportation 
•Sagert and 65th traffic signal 
•Tualatin-Sherwood Road widening 
•124th Avenue extension  
 
CIP Document and Process 
Do cost estimates include inflation for projects in later years? 
How much does the CIP change from year to year? 
 
What is in the Plan 
•Basalt Creek projects 
•City Hall project  
•Sagert and Martinazzi intersection 



CIP Update 

Questions? 
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  EXECUTIVE SUMMARY  

Tualatin Ten Year Capital Improvement Plan FY 2017/2018 –FY 2026/2027 
The City of Tualatin’s Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) establishes, prioritizes, and plans funding for projects to improve 
existing and develop new infrastructure and facilities. This plan promotes efficient use of the City’s limited financial 
resources, reduces costs, and assists in the coordination of public and private development. 

 
The City’s CIP is a ten-year roadmap which identifies the major expenditures beyond routine annual operating 
expenses. While the CIP serves as a long range plan, it is reviewed and revised annually. Priorities may be changed due to 
funding opportunities or circumstances that cause a more rapid deterioration of an asset.  

 
As a basic tool for documenting anticipated capital projects, it includes “unfunded” projects in which needs have been 
identified, but specific solutions and funding have not necessarily been determined. 

 
THE CIP PROCESS 
The CIP is the result of an ongoing infrastructure planning process. Planning for the ten-year CIP period provides the 
flexibility to take advantage of opportunities for capital investments. The 2018-2027 CIP is developed through 
compliance with adopted policies and master plans, the public, professional staff, and elected and appointed City 
officials. The Draft CIP is reviewed by City Advisory Committees, and then adopted by the City Council. The projects 
listed in the 2017/2018 fiscal year become the basis for preparation of the City’s budget for that year.  
Note: in this plan document, the FY 2017/18 General Fund is currently over budget. During the budget preparation 
process staff will fine tune available revenue and the difference will be resolved before adoption in June 2017. 

 
CIP REVIEW TEAM 
A CIP Review Team is responsible annually for reviewing capital project requests and providing recommendations to the 
City Manager. This team is comprised of staff from Administration, Finance, Operations, Community Development, 
Information Services, Community Services, and Police. This team analyzes the financial impact of the CIP as well as the City’s 
ability to process, design, and ultimately maintain projects. The review team meets periodically in the fall and winter to 
evaluate the progress of projects and examine future needs of the City. 

 
The overall goal of the CIP Review Team is to develop CIP recommendations that: 
 preserve the past, by investing in the continued upgrade of City assets and infrastructure; 
 protect the present with improvements to City facilities and infrastructure; and 
 plan for the future. 

 
CATEGORIES 

Projects generally fit within the five primary categories identified below: 
 Utilities – projects involving water, storm, and sewer infrastructure. 
 Transportation – projects affecting streets, bike lanes, pedestrian crossings, paths, trails, and rail. 
 Facilities and Equipment – projects involving buildings, structures, equipment, and vehicles that the City owns and 

manages. 
 Parks and Recreation – projects affecting parks and open spaces, including parks facilities. 
 Technology — projects involving hardware, software, or infrastructure that improves and/or supports 

technology. 
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CIP CRITERIA 
Typically, there are more project requests than can be funded in the ten-year CIP period, so the CIP Review Team conducts 
an internal project ranking process. The criteria used in this internal ranking include, but are not limited to: 

Addressing health and safety concerns – enhancing, improving, or protecting overall health and safety of the City’s 
residents; 
Supporting Council goals - supporting the goals established by the City Council, meeting city-wide long-term goals, 
and meeting the Tualatin Community Plan; 
Meeting a regulatory or mandated requirement  –  proposed projects satisfy regulatory or mandated requirements; 
Considering service delivery needs  –  the potential for projects to improve service delivery, including 
coordination with other projects to minimize financial or development impacts to maintain and enhance the 
efficiency of providing services in Tualatin; 
Including outside funding and partnerships - outside funding has been identified, committed to, or may be obtained 
through other revenue sources or partnerships; 
Implementing a Master Plan - maintenance and development of existing or new facilities and infrastructure is identified 
in one of the City’s Master Plans, enabling the City to continue to deliver essential services to residents. 

 
 

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT POLICIES 
Time Period 
This working CIP document is designed to forecast capital needs for the next ten fiscal years. The plan will be 
produced every year prior to the annual budget process. The plan is arranged in two five-year sections. 
 
Looking at the City’s capital projects in terms of revenue over the next ten years also allows the City to be more strategic in 
matching large capital projects with competitive grant opportunities that require significant advance planning and 
coordination to accomplish. Examples are projects with federal funding, or those projects so large they are likely to need 
financing. 

 
Definition of a Capital Expense 
The CIP will include those items in excess of $10,000 with an expected useful life of more than one year. Smaller projects 
(less than $10,000) may be combined into one project and therefore defined as a capital expense. Items such as minor 
equipment and routine expenses will continue to be accounted for in the City’s annual budget and will not be included in the 
capital improvement plan. 

 
Operating Budget Impact 
The operating impact of proposed capital projects, such as personnel and operating expenses, will be considered in 
preparing the annual operating budget as the CIP project approaches construction. 

 
Types of Financing 
The nature and amount of the project generally determine financing options as do projected revenue resources. The 
following financial instruments could be used: 
 Outside funding, including grants, federal, state, and county funds, and donations 
 Development fees 
 Utility fund revenues 
 General fund revenues 
 Debt secured by a restricted revenue source 
 General obligation debt 
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PROJECT LISTS AND DETAILS 
Summary lists of projects by category and by funding source are provided for quick reference. Projects in this 
five year CIP total approximately $25 million. Roughly $6 million of the funded projects are utility projects and 
$12 million in transportation projects have been identified. 

Detailed project sheets are grouped by category and sorted by fiscal year for all funded projects included in the 
CIP. Project sheets are designed to explain the need for the project, type of project, the criteria met, funding sources, 
and provide cost information including potential on-going costs. 

New this year is projected revenue information listed for some funds (General Fund, utility and transportation funds), as 
well as an extended CIP showing Years 6 through 10 in Appendix A. 

Appendix B identifies almost $430 million in unfunded projects to highlight the City’s needs beyond available 
funding. Cost estimates have been developed for each project based on preliminary project descriptions. Estimates 
are in today’s dollars; future year projections have been adjusted for inflation using annual inflation estimate of 3.25% 
compounded annually for year of construction. 

Total Project Cost by Category 

FY 17/18 FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 FY 21/22 Grand Total 

Facilities & Equipment 382,000 888,000 939,000 1,520,000 508,000 4,237,000 

Parks & Recreation 334,000 1,209,000 321,000 139,000 18,000 2,021,000 

Technology 309,000 348,000 97,000 23,000 187,000 965,000 

Transportation 2,631,000 2,082,000 692,000 5,043,000 1,162,000 11,610,000 

Utilities 2,394,000 450,000 1,081,000 892,000 1,405,000 6,222,000 

Grand Total 6,050,000 4,977,000 3,130,000 7,617,000 3,280,000 25,055,000 
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FY 17/18 FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 FY 21/22 

Facilities & Equipment           

Brown's Ferry C.Cntr: ADA Ramp and Deck      24,000     

Brown's Ferry C.Cntr: HVAC Unit Replacement          13,000 

Comm. Services Admin. Building: ADA Ramp Replacement       13,000   

Comm. Services Admin. Building: Roof Replacement   52,000       

Core Area Parking Maintenance: Blue Lot Slurry Seal Type II        14,000   

Core Area Parking Maintenance: White Lot Slurry Seal Type II          34,000 

Core Area Parking: ADA Accessibility Projects- Red Lot 8,000         

Core Area Parking: ADA Accessibility Projects- White Lot 2 ADA spaces 16,000         

Core Area Parking: ADA Accessibility Projects- White Lot move 4 spaces 8,000         

Lafky House: Roof Replacement   43,000       

Library Furnishing Replacement 10,000 72,000 51,000     

Operations: Building A:  HVAC Unit Replacements      16,000   12,000 

Operations: Public Parking Lot Expansion   55,000       

Operations: Remodel Administration Bldg. A     35,000 996,000   

Operations: Warehouse & Public Lot Slurry Seal   53,000       

Operations: West Parking Lot Full Depth Patch   20,000       

Police Outdoor Rock Walkway   11,000       

Police Station: HVAC Unit Replacements   44,000 11,000 11,000 16,000 

Tualatin Heritage Center: Carpet Replacement         15,000 

Vehicles 340,000 538,000 802,000 486,000 418,000 

Facilities & Equipment Total 382,000 888,000 939,000 1,520,000 508,000 
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FY 17/18 FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 FY 21/22 

Parks & Recreation 

Atfalati Park: Tennis Court Reconstruction 170,000 

Atfalati Park: Playground Renovation 165,000 

Bench Replacement at Parks & Greenways 17,000 17,000 18,000 18,000 

Community Park: Field Lighting Retrofit 220,000 

Greenways: Saum Creek Greenway Renovation at Venetia Subdivision 220,000 

Greenways: Tualatin River Greenway- Green Lot to Community Park 91,000 

Greenways: Tualatin River Greenway- Land Acquisition 25,000 

Ibach Park Playground Improvements 179,000 

Juanita Pohl Center: Furniture Replacement 15,000 10,000 

Juanita Pohl Center: Kitchen Design & Renovation 223,000 

Juanita Pohl Center: Parking Lot Repair 68,000 

Juanita Pohl Center: Roof 118,000 

Jurgens Park: Master Plan Update for Westside Addition 35,000 

Jurgens Park: Renovate Planter Boxes 22,000 

Parks Parking Lot Repairs: Community Park North Drive Aisle 98,000 

Parks: Skate Park Recognition Plaques 18,000 

Public Arts Plan 18,000 

Tualatin Commons Bench Replacement 43,000 

Tualatin Commons Fountain Improvements 85,000 

Tualatin Commons Wave Rail Painting 35,000 

Van Raden Comm Center & CS Admin. Building: Exterior Paint 15,000 

Van Raden Comm Center: Flooring Replacement 13,000 

Van Raden Comm Center: Roof Replacement 36,000 
Van Raden Comm Center: Window Replacement 29,000 

Parks & Recreation Total 334,000 1,209,000 321,000 139,000 18,000 
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FY 17/18 FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 FY 21/22 

Technology 

Audio/Video Room Upgrades 66,000 

Battery Backup Replacement 11,000 17,000 

Camera System Replacement and Expansion 24,000 

Computer Server Replacements 80,000 

Data Backup Replacement 30,000 

Data Recovery Server at Police Department 97,000 

Electronic Document Management System 100,000 

Library Public Technology Replacement  21,000 23,000 24,000 

Microsoft Operating System 10 55,000 

Mobile Device Management (MDM) Implementation 15,000 

Network Switch Replacement 110,000 

Police Data Authentication for CJIS Certification 43,000 

Police MDT Replacement Plan 145,000 

Police Server Cooling Rack 21,000 

Server Room Environmental Monitoring 12,000 

Wireless Backend Replacement 28,000 

Wireless Bridge Replacement 24,000 

Wiring Infrastructure Certification 18,000 

Technology Total 309,000 348,000 97,000 23,000 187,000 

FY 17/18 FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 FY 21/22 

Transportation 

65th Ave and Hospital: Pedestrian Concept Study 10,000 

65th Ave and Sagert St: New Traffic Signal (R51) 726,000 

Avery St at Boones Ferry: Add dedicated bike lanes on east leg (BP5) 142,000 

Blake Street Concept Study: 115th to 124th 100,000 

Boones Ferry Rd & Alabama St: Pedestrian Concept Study 10,000 

Boones Ferry Rd and Arikara Dr: Pedestrian Concept Study 10,000 

Boones Ferry Road Sidewalk In-fill (R12) 347,000 

Garden Corner Curves (105th Ave/Blake St/108th Ave) (R7) 442,000 758,000 

Grahams Ferry and Dogwood: Pedestrian Concept Study 20,000 

Hedges Creek Pedestrian Bridge: Upgrade surface (BP6) 121,000 

Herman Rd: Widening Tualatin to Teton Rd (R3) 725,000 4,601,000 

Myslony Bridge: west of 112th Ave (R28) 1,565,000 1,000,000 

Nyberg Street and I-5 Interchange:  Bike Lane Improvements (BP13) 29,000 

School Wayfinding Signs (BP1) 88,000 

Transportation System Plan: Mid-term Update 200,000 

Tualatin Rd and Teton Ave: New Traffic Signal (R33) 692,000 

Tualatin Rd: Add Traffic Signs (R38) 24,000 

Transportation Total 2,631,000 2,082,000 692,000 5,043,000 1,162,000 
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Utilities FY 17/18 FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 FY 21/22 

Sewer           

65th Ave/Nyberg Trunk Concept Study   10,000       

Sewer Total   10,000       

            

Storm           

Herman Rd. Water Quality Facility/LIDA Swale     69,000     

Sequoia Ridge Water Quality Facility   110,000       

Sweek Dr/Emery Zidell Pond B     114,000     

Storm Total   110,000 183,000     

            

Water           

B Level Pump Station (PS-1)     216,000 892,000   

Blake: West of 108th to 115th- 12” Pipe  427,000         

Leveton: Complete Loop System for Fire Flow (P-4)         181,000 

Myslony St/112th Ave Intersection: loop system (P-3) 490,000         

Norwood Rd Tanks: New Water Line to Tanks (P-8)         1,224,000 

Water Main Blow-Off Replacement     114,000     

Water Reservoirs: A1 Ext/Int. Painting & Cleaning 720,000         

Water Reservoirs: A2 Interior Painting & Cleaning   330,000       

Water Reservoirs: B2 Exterior Painting & Cleaning 133,000         

Water Reservoirs: B2 Interior Painting & Cleaning     568,000     

Water Reservoirs: C1 Roof Replacement 624,000         

Water Total 2,394,000 330,000 898,000 892,000 1,405,000 

            

Utilities Grand Total 2,394,000 450,000 1,081,000 892,000 1,405,000 
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  PROJECT SUMMARY BY FUNDING SOURCE 

 

 

  FY 17/18 FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 FY 21/22 

General Fund           

Atfalati Park Tennis Court Reconstruction     170,000     

Atfalati Park: Playground Renovation   165,000 
 

    

Audio/Video Room Upgrades   66,000       

Battery Backup Replacement   11,000 17,000     

Bench Replacement at Parks & Greenways   17,000 17,000 18,000 18,000 

Brown's Ferry C. Cntr: ADA Ramp and Deck      24,000     

Brown's Ferry C. Cntr: HVAC Unit Replacement      
 

  13,000 

Camera System Replacement and Expansion   24,000       

Comm. Services Admin. Building: ADA Ramp Replacement     
 

13,000   

Comm. Services Admin. Building: Roof Replacement   52,000       

Community Park: Field Lighting Retrofit   220,000       

Computer Server Replacements     80,000     

Data Backup Replacement     
 

  30,000 

Data Recovery Server at Police Department         97,000 

Electronic Document Management System  100,000   
 

    

Greenways: Saum Creek Greenway at Venetia Subdivision   220,000       

Greenways: Tualatin River Gwy- Green Lot to Community Park     91,000     

Ibach Park Playground Improvements   179,000       

Juanita Pohl Center: Furniture Replacement 15,000 10,000 
 

    

Juanita Pohl Center: Kitchen Design & Renovation 16,000         

Juanita Pohl Center: Parking Lot Repair     
 

68,000   

Juanita Pohl Center: Roof   118,000       

Jurgens Park Master Plan - Update for westside addition       35,000   

Jurgens Park: Renovate Planter Boxes   22,000 
 

    

Lafky House: Roof Replacement   43,000       

Library Furnishing Replacement 10,000 72,000 51,000     

Library Public Technology Replacement       23,000 24,000 

Microsoft Operating System 10   55,000 
 

    

Mobile Device Management (MDM) Implementation         15,000 

Network Switch Replacement   110,000 
 

    

Operations: Building A:  HVAC Unit Replacements      16,000   12,000 

Operations: Public Parking Lot Expansion   55,000       

Operations: Remodel Administration Bldg. A     35,000 996,000   

Operations: Warehouse & Public Lot Slurry Seal   53,000 
 

    

Operations: West Parking Lot Full Depth Patch   20,000       

Parks Parking Lot Repairs: Community Park North Drive Aisle   98,000       

Parks: Skate Park Recognition Plaques       18,000   

Police Data Authentication for CJIS Certification 43,000         

Police MDT Replacement Plan 145,000         

Police Outdoor Rock Walkway   11,000       

Police Server Cooling Rack     
 

  21,000 

Police Station: HVAC Unit Replacements   44,000 11,000 11,000 16,000 
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PROJECT SUMMARY BY FUNDING SOURCE 
 
 

  FY 17/18 FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 FY 21/22 

General Fund, continued           

Public Arts Plan   18,000       

Server Room Environmental Monitoring   12,000       

Tualatin Commons Bench Replacement     43,000     

Tualatin Commons Fountain Improvements   85,000 
 

    

Tualatin Commons Wave Rail Painting 35,000         

Tualatin Heritage Center: Carpet Replacement         15,000 

Van Raden Comm Center & CS Admin.: Exterior Paint   15,000       

Van Raden Comm Center: Flooring Replacement   13,000       

Van Raden Comm Center: Roof Replacement 36,000         

Van Raden Comm Center: Window Replacement   29,000       

Vehicles 244,000 432,000 249,000 407,000 340,000 

Wireless Backend Replacement   28,000       

Wireless Bridge Replacement   24,000       

Wiring Infrastructure Certification   18,000 
 

    

Grand Total 644,000 2,339,000 804,000 1,589,000 601,000 

Projected Revenue Available for Projects 490,000 450,000 485,000 450,000 450,000 

 
 
 
  FY 17/18 FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 FY 21/22 

Building Fund           

Vehicles 33,000 34,000 35,000     

Building Total 33,000 34,000 35,000     

      Core Area Parking Fund           

Core Area Parking Maintenance: Blue Lot Slurry Seal Type II        14,000   

Core Area Parking Maintenance: White Lot Slurry Seal Type II          34,000 

Core Area Parking: ADA Project- Red Lot     31,000     

Core Area Parking: ADA Project- White Lot 2 ADA spaces 17,000         

Core Area Parking: ADA Project- White Lot move 4 spaces 34,000         

Core Area Parking Total 51,000   31,000 14,000 34,000 

      Leveton Tax Increment District Fund           

Herman Rd. Water Quality Facility     69,000     

Leveton District Total     69,000     

      Park Development Fund           

Greenways: Tualatin River Greenway Land Acquisition 25,000         

Park Development Total 25,000         
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PROJECT SUMMARY BY FUNDING SOURCE 
 

  FY 17/18 FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 FY 21/22 

Road Operating/Gas Tax Fund           

65th Ave and Hospital: Pedestrian Concept Study 10,000         

65th Ave and Sagert St: New Traffic Signal (R51) 217,000         

Blake Street Concept Study: 115th to 124th 100,000         

Boones Ferry Rd and Alabama St: Pedestrian Concept Study 10,000         

Boones Ferry Rd and Arikara Dr: Pedestrian Concept Study    10,000       

Boones Ferry Road Sidewalk In-fill (R12)   347,000       

Core Area Parking: ADA Project- White Lot 2 ADA spaces 8,000         

Grahams Ferry and Dogwood: Pedestrian Concept Study 20,000         

Hedges Creek Pedestrian Bridge: Upgrade surface (BP6)         121,000 

Herman Rd: Widening Tualatin to Teton Rd (R3)   30,000       

Transportation System Plan: Mid-term Update 200,000         

Tualatin Rd and Teton Ave: New Traffic Signal (R33)     236,000     

Tualatin Rd: Add Traffic Signs (R38)         24,000 

Vehicles 15,000 22,000   11,000 39,000 

Road Operating/Gas Tax Total 580,000 409,000 236,000 11,000 184,000 

Projected Revenue Available for Projects 1,259,000 848,000 798,000 842,000 1,035,000 

  
     Sewer Operating Fund           

65th Ave/Nyberg Trunk Concept Study    10,000       

Vehicles   28,000 483,000     

Sewer Total   38,000 483,000     

Projected Revenue Available for Projects 1,621,000 1,566,000 1,439,000 778,000 709,000 

      Sewer SDC Fund           

None           

Sewer SDC Total           

Projected Revenue Available for Projects 3,961,000 3,991,000 4,022,000 4,053,000 4,083,000 

      Storm Drain Fund           

Sequoia Ridge Water Quality Facility   110,000       

Sweek Dr/Emery Zidell Pond B     114,000     

Storm Drain  Total   110,000 114,000     

Projected Revenue Available for Projects 628,000 1,334,000 1,914,000 2,559,000 3,384,000 

      Storm SDC Fund           

None           

Storm SDC Total           

Projected Revenue Available for Projects 429,000 467,000 505,000 543,000 581,000 
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PROJECT SUMMARY BY FUNDING SOURCE 

FY 17/18 FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 FY 21/22 

Transportation Development Tax Fund 

65th Ave at Sagert St: Add Traffic Signal (R51) 509,000 

Garden Corner Curves (105th Ave/Blake St/108th Ave) (R7) 442,000 758,000 

Myslony Bridge: west of 112th Ave (R28) 1,565,000 1,000,000 

Tualatin Rd and Teton Ave: add traffic signal (R33) 456,000 

Transp. Dev. Tax Total 2,074,000 1,000,000 456,000 442,000 758,000 

Projected Revenue Available for Projects 5,756,000 4,000,000 3,318,000 3,180,000 3,056,000 

Water Operating Fund 

Blake Street to 115th Avenue: Install 12” Water Pipe 273,000 

Leveton: Complete Loop System for Fire Flow (P-4) 116,000 

Myslony St/112th Ave Intersection: Loop System (P-3) 314,000 

Norwood Rd Tanks: New Water Line to Tanks (P-8) 783,000 

Vehicles 48,000 22,000 35,000 68,000 39,000 

Water Main Blow-Off Replacement 114,000 

Water Reservoirs: A1 , Exterior/Interior Painting & Cleaning 720,000 

Water Reservoirs: A2 , Interior Paint/Clean 330,000 

Water Reservoirs: B2 Exterior Painting & Cleaning 133,000 

Water Reservoirs: B2 Interior Painting & Cleaning 568,000 

Water Reservoirs: C1 Roof Replacement 400,000 

Water Total 1,888,000 352,000 717,000 68,000 938,000 

Projected Revenue Available for Projects 2,680,000 1,100,000 1,666,000 1,602,000 2,412,000 

Water SDC Fund 

B Level Pump Station (PS-1) 216,000 892,000 

Blake Street to 115th Avenue: Install 12” Water Pipe 154,000 

Leveton: Complete Loop System for Fire Flow (P-4) 65,000 

Myslony St/112th Ave Intersection: loop system (P-3) 176,000 

Norwood Rd Tanks: New Water Line to Tanks (P-8) 441,000 

Water Reservoirs: C1 Roof Replacement 224,000 

Water SDC Total 554,000 216,000 892,000 506,000 

Projected Revenue Available for Projects 934,000 683,000 986,000 1,073,000 484,000 

* These projects rely on outside funding and will only proceed if funding is secured.

FY 17/18 FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 FY 21/22 

Outside Funded* 

Avery St at Boones Ferry: Add Bike Lanes on East Leg (BP5) 142,000 

Herman Rd: Widening Tualatin to Teton Rd (R3) 695,000 4,601,000 

Juanita Pohl Center: Kitchen Design & Renovation 207,000 

Library Public Technology Replacement  21,000 

Nyberg Street and I-5 Interchange:  Bike Lane Improvements (BP13) 29,000 

School Wayfinding Signs (BP1) 88,000 

Outside Funded Total 228,000 695,000 4,601,000 259,000 
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TOTAL PROJECT COST BY FUNDING SOURCE 
 

 

 
  FY 17/18 FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 FY 21/22 Grand Total 

Building 33,000 34,000 35,000     102,000 

Core Area Parking 24,000     14,000 34,000 72,000 

General Fund 644,000 2,339,000 804,000 1,589,000 601,000 5,977,000 

Leveton Tax Increment District     69,000     69,000 

Outside Funded 228,000 695,000   4,601,000 259,000 5,784,000 

Park Development 25,000         25,000 

Road Operating/Gas Tax 580,000 409,000 236,000 11,000 184,000 1,420,000 

Sewer   38,000 483,000     521,000 

Sewer SDC           0 

Storm Drain    110,000 114,000     224,000 

Storm SDC           0 

Transp. Dev. Tax 2,074,000 1,000,000 456,000 442,000 758,000 4,730,000 

Water 1,888,000 352,000 717,000 68,000 938,000 3,963,000 

Water SDC 554,000   216,000 892,000 506,000 2,168,000 

Grand Total 6,050,000 4,977,000 3,130,000 7,617,000 3,280,000 25,055,000 
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FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT 

This section of the CIP includes all buildings and structures the City owns and manages with the exception of structures 
located in City parks or open spaces, such as accessory buildings and restrooms. Parks related facilities are included in the 
Parks & Recreation section of the CIP. 
 
Equipment and Fleet needs are also captured in this category. 
 
FUNDING SOURCES: 
General Fund 
Special Revenue Funds: Water, Sewer, Street Core Area Parking District Fund 
 
IN THIS CATEGORY ARE: 
Projects necessary to avoid equipment failure or potential property damage and to maintain the current level of services. 

 

 
FY 17/18 FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 FY 21/22 

Facilities & Equipment           

Brown's Ferry C.Cntr: ADA Ramp and Deck      24,000     

Brown's Ferry C.Cntr: HVAC Unit Replacement          13,000 

Comm. Services Admin. Building: ADA Ramp Replacement       13,000   

Comm. Services Admin. Building: Roof Replacement   52,000       

Core Area Parking Maintenance: Blue Lot Slurry Seal Type II        14,000   

Core Area Parking Maintenance: White Lot Slurry Seal Type II          34,000 

Core Area Parking: ADA Accessibility Projects- Red Lot 8,000         

Core Area Parking: ADA Accessibility Projects- White Lot 2 ADA spaces 16,000         

Core Area Parking: ADA Accessibility Projects- White Lot move 4 spaces 8,000         

Lafky House: Roof Replacement   43,000       

Library Furnishing Replacement 10,000 72,000 51,000     

Operations: Building A:  HVAC Unit Replacements      16,000   12,000 

Operations: Public Parking Lot Expansion   55,000       

Operations: Remodel Administration Bldg. A     35,000 996,000   

Operations: Warehouse & Public Lot Slurry Seal   53,000       

Operations: West Parking Lot Full Depth Patch   20,000       

Police Outdoor Rock Walkway   11,000       

Police Station: HVAC Unit Replacements   44,000 11,000 11,000 16,000 

Tualatin Heritage Center: Carpet Replacement         15,000 

Vehicles 340,000 538,000 802,000 486,000 418,000 

Facilities & Equipment Total 382,000 888,000 939,000 1,520,000 508,000 
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Brown’s Ferry Community Center: Design ADA Ramp & Rebuild Deck 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 19/20 

TOTAL COST: $24,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:          FY 19/20 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No x  

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION:  
Project consists of refurbishing the deck of the Brown’s Ferry Community Center and incorporating ADA access into 
the building. The support structure for the deck is aging and will need to be replaced. 
    
 
PROJECT SCOPE:  
Consult with design team, permit, and hire a contractor to install the deck. 
 
 

HISTORY:  
The deck was built before purchase of the property. Due to age and dry rot much of the infrastructure is going to 
need to be replaced. Now would be the most cost effective time to address ADA access.  
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Building Maintenance FY 19/20 
 

 $24,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$24,000 
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Brown’s Ferry Community Center: Design ADA Ramp & Rebuild Deck 
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Brown’s Ferry Community Center: HVAC Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE: NA 

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE: NA 

TOTAL COST: $13,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:               NA 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
The recommended life expectancy of this HVAC unit is 17-18  years. This is a planned replacement to avoid failure 
which would require a costly and inconvenient emergency replacement. The condition of the unit is reviewed 
annually to determine if programmed replacement date is appropriate or can be extended.    

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Using procurement process to determine suitable contractor for purchase and installation of HVAC unit. 
 

HISTORY: 
HVAC unit will be 18 years old in FY 21/22. 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Building Maintenance FY 21/22 
 

 $13,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$13,000 
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Brown’s Ferry Community Center: HVAC Replacement 
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Community Services Administration Building: ADA Ramp Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 20/21 

TOTAL COST: $13,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:          FY 20/21 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No x  

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
This project consists of replacing the Community Services Administration building deck supports and ADA ramp. The 
goal is to use longer lasting material with a concrete deck for a non-skid, lower maintenance surface. 
    
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Consult with a design team, permit, and hire a contractor to install the ramp. 
 
 

HISTORY: 
The wooden ramp is 25 plus years old and most of it will need to be replaced as well as some of the deck supports.  
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 
 General Fund: Building Maintenance FY 20/21 

 
 $13,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$13,000 
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Community Services Administration Building: ADA Ramp Replacement 
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Community Services Administration Building: Roof Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE: NA 

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE: NA 

TOTAL COST: $52,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:               NA 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Replace the Community Services Administration building roof. The current roof will be 19 years old by the target 
replacement date.  
 
 

PROJECT SCOPE: Hire a contractor to replace the roof. 
 

 
 
HISTORY: 
The current roof will be 19 years old by the target replacement date. 
 

 
 
FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 
 
 
FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT:     AMOUNT 

General Fund: Building Maintenance FY 18/19     $52,000 
                                   TOTAL:     $52,000 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL



 

25 
 

Community Services Administration Building: Roof Replacement 
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Core Area Parking Lots: Slurry Seal Type II 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: Varies CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement  Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Project includes cleaning the Green, White, and Blue Lot parking surfaces, making small surface repairs, applying Type II 
Slurry- seal, and re-striping. This programmed maintenance will prolong the pavement life and prevent expensive costs of 
excavation and repaving.  It is a recommended maintenance practice to slurry seal the lots every seven to eight years 
depending on original application and usage. Each of these proposed lots will be seven to eight years since last completed 
when due. 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Clean, repair, slurry seal and re-stripe the Green, White and Blue parking lot surfaces. 
 

 
HISTORY: 
At scheduled slurry seal date, the sealant on each of these proposed lots will be at least seven years old. 
 
FUNDING SOURCES/PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 
FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT:   AMOUNT 
Core Area Parking District Fund Blue Lot FY 20/21 $14,000 
Core Area Parking District Fund White Lot FY 21/22 $34,000 
    

Note: related projects appear in Years 6-10, see Appendix A. 
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Core Area Parking Lots: Slurry Seal Type II 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL



 

28 
 

Core Area Parking: ADA Accessibility Projects 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 16/17 

TOTAL COST: Varies CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:          FY 17/18 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals  Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $300  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Changes in the ADA code requirements and concerns about ADA parking resulted in OTAK Engineering being hired to review all 
Core Area lots, make recommendations, and provide cost estimates in order to meet ADA access. The focus is establishing 
priorities, usage (parking lot surveys), and location in determining the timing of ADA improvements being made. Priority 1 & 2 
are the White and Red Lots, the Yellow lot adjustments will be done as part of the Seneca Street asphalt overlay project. Blue 
Lot and Green Lot are larger, more expensive projects without much benefit. Further considerations will need to be made as to 
when they should be completed.  
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Each parking lot will be its own project and may have several stages in order to fully meet ADA requirements. The focus is 
correct design solution, using procurement process to select a contractor to correct or install proper ramps, walkways and 
markings. 
 

 
HISTORY: 
Most of the ramps were installed several years ago, the code wasn’t as stringent and in some areas the ramps access isn’t close 
to meeting code and those areas will be included in ADA plan. 
 
FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
The cost of installing two ADA spaces in the White Lot is shared 50/50 between the Road Operating and Core Area Parking 
Funds. The cost is shared to attribute some cost to the Seneca Street project completed in 2014 instead of all expense being 
paid by the Core Area Parking District. 
 
FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT:   AMOUNT 
Road Operating/ Gas Tax Fund White Lot ADA 2 Spaces (50%)  FY 17/18 $8,000 
Core Area Parking District Fund White Lot ADA 2 Spaces (50%) FY 17/18 $8,000 
Core Area Parking District Fund White Lot Move 4 Spaces  FY 17/18 $8,000 
Core Area Parking District Fund Red Lot FY 17/18 $8,000 

    

Note: related projects appear in Years 6-10, see Appendix A. 
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Core Area Parking: ADA Accessibility Projects 
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Lafky House: Roof Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $43,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   
 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Replace the Lafky House roof with composite shingles. The roof will be 18 years old by the target replacement date. 
  
 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Replace roof. 
 

 
 
HISTORY: 
The roof will be 18 years old by the target replacement date. 
 

 
 
FUNDING SOURCES/PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Building Maintenance FY 18/19 
 

 $43,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$43,000 
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Lafky House: Roof Replacement 
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Library: Furnishing Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY SERVICES CONCEPT SCHEDULE: FY 16/17 

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 16/17 

TOTAL COST: $133,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:               FY 17/18 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement x Maintenance Yes   No x  

 Health & Safety x Service Delivery Need  x Replacement Yes   No x  
x Master Plan:  Library Strategic Plan   New/Expansion Yes   No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
The Library is a community gathering space, offering areas for programs, leisure reading, studying, and working with 
mobile devices. Comfortable seating creates an inviting atmosphere, encouraging repeat use. Work areas (including 
tables and chairs) support both individuals and collaborative groups. To keep the Library inviting and welcoming, Library 
furnishings should be periodically replaced or repaired because of normal wear and tear, as well as to address changing 
usage of the Library. In particular, the children and young adult areas need updating to ensure those areas remain 
innovative and foster exploration and interaction.  
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Hire consultant in FY 16/17 to assess current Library furnishings for public use and layout regarding adequacy to meet 
service priorities identified in Library strategic plan. Based on consultant recommendations, a furniture replacement 
schedule will be produced identifying priorities for furnishings to be repaired, reupholstered, or replaced beginning in FY 
17/18. 

HISTORY: 
Library furnishings were purchased in FY 07/08 when the new library opened. Furniture has been periodically cleaned 
with minor repairs as needed. 

FUNDING SOURCES/PARTNERSHIPS: 
Coordination with Facilities staff required.  

 
 
Note: related projects appear in Years 6-10, see Appendix A. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Library FY 17/18 
 

 $10,000                               
General Fund: Library FY 18/19 

 
 $72,000 

General Fund: Library FY 19/20 
 

 $51,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$133,000 
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Library: Furnishing Replacement 
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Operations: Building A - HVAC Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE: NA 

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE: NA 

TOTAL COST: Varies CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:               NA 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Recommended life expectancy of an HVAC unit is 17-18 years. This is a planned replacement of each unit prior to 
failure which would require an inconvenient emergency replacement. The condition of each unit is reviewed annually 
to determine if programmed replacement date is appropriate or can be extended.    
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Follow procurement process to select supplier/installer providing services for removal and install of new unit. 
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
Each of the units will be 18 years old on the scheduled fiscal year. 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Public Works Administration FY 19/20 
 

 $16,000                               
General Fund: Public Works Administration FY 21/22 

 
 $12,000                               

     
Note: related projects appear in Years 6-10, see Appendix A. 
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                                                         Operations: Building A - HVAC Replacement 
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Operations: Public Parking Lot Expansion 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $55,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Funding will provide for removal of the old warehouse while adding 14 more parking spaces to the public parking lot. The 
cost estimate includes added fencing and landscaping. 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Remove old warehouse building and add public parking. 
 

 
 
HISTORY: 
The old warehouse building existed on the property when the site was purchased by the City in 1975. 
 

 
 
FUNDING SOURCES/PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Public Works Administration FY 18/19 
 

 $55,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$55,000 
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Operations: Public Parking Lot Expansion 
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Operations: Remodel Administration Building A 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE: FY 18/19 

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 19/20 

TOTAL COST: $1,021,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:          FY 21/22 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
 Master Plan: 2015 Operations Master Plan  __ New/Expansion         Yes $3,000     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
The project is identified in the Operations Master Plan which includes a 1300 sq. ft. addition that would extend to the NE of 
existing building. Cost includes renovation of existing crew room, copy/print/supplies room, administration area and 5 
existing offices. Project also includes seismic upgrades, adds new HVAC unit, mechanical changes to existing HVAC system. 
Project also includes site work adding sidewalk extensions and landscaping. 
  
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Project consists of design and specs for public bid process in FY 19/20 construction to follow FY 20/21. 
 

 
HISTORY: 
The reasoning behind this project:  
The 2013 Transportation System Plan identifies expansion of Herman Rd. to the north - 2 feet outside of the front building 
area. Timing is a cost factor; maintenance items are coming due for replacement such as roof, HVAC, flooring, painting etc. 
There isn’t adequate space. There are many reasons outlined in 2015 Master Plan as to why space is limiting workflows, 
workstations for crews to process electronic work orders, private meeting space to meet with crews. Planning 
renovation/expansion will most likely extend buildings life usefulness another 30-50 years.  
 
FUNDING SOURCES/PARTNERSHIPS:  
N/A 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Non-Departmental, Capital Reserve    Design & Construction Docs   FY 19/20 
 

 $35,000 
General Fund: Non-Departmental, Capital Reserve                   Remodel Building A    FY 20/21 

 
$996,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
  $1,021,000 
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Operations: Administration Building Addition & Renovation
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Operations: Warehouse and Public Parking Lot Slurry Seal 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $53,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement  Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Apply approximately 12,000 yards of Type II slurry seal mix to the Operations warehouse and public parking lot constructed in 
2009, filling imperfections and extending the life of the pavement.  
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
A contractor would be selected through the public procurement process to complete application. 
 
 
HISTORY: 
The warehouse and public parking lots were built in 2009. There was a problem with soft rock in the mix creating small 
pockets in the asphalt.  
 
 
FUNDING SOURCES/PARTNERSHIPS: 
The City received a settlement to resolve the issue. 
 
FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: 
General Fund: Public Works Admin. 

 
 
FY17/18 

AMOUNT 
$53,000

 
   TOTAL:                              $53,000 
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Operations: Warehouse and Public Parking Lot Slurry Seal 
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Operations: West Parking Lot Full Depth Patch 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $19,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement  Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Drive aisle and parking lot pavement at the Operations facility on Herman Road is sinking and will continue to erode existing 
pavement around the area if not repaired.  Funding will allow correction of the sinking asphalt, stabilizing the area and 
preventing the problem from spreading. 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Use procurement process to select contractor to remove, repair, and replace asphalt. 
 

 
 
HISTORY: 
The asphalt is 30 plus years old, failing around drywells and portions of drive aisle. 
 

 
 
FUNDING SOURCES/PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 
FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT:  AMOUNT 

General Fund: Public Works Administration FY 18/19 $20,000 

                                       TOTAL:  $20,000 
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Operations: West Parking Lot Full Dept Patch 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL



 

44 
 

Police Outdoor Rock Walkway 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $11,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

 
DESCRIPTION: 
The rock pavers in various areas around the outside of the Police Building are coming loose from their settings. 
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Determine root causes and make necessary repairs to substructure, reset rock, and grout. 
 

 
 
HISTORY: 
The walkway was installed when the Police Station building was built in 2000. 
 

 
 
FUNDING SOURCES/PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 

 
 
FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT:                                                                                                                               AMOUNT

General Fund: Building Maintenance FY 18/19                              $11,000
 

TOTAL: $11,000
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Police Outdoor Rock Walkway 
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Police HVAC Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: Varies CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
The HVAC system at the police station was installed when the building was completed in 2000. At their scheduled 
replacement year, the HVAC units will be 17 years old and nearing the end of their useful life. This is a planned replacement 
prior to failure which would require inconvenient emergency down time. The condition of the ten individual units will be 
reviewed and evaluated annually prior to this scheduled replacement to ensure the units are functioning properly and to 
determine if each will continue to function until the replacement date. 
 
PROJECT SCOPE:  
Replace ten HVAC units. 
 

 
HISTORY: 
Units were installed in 2000. 
 

 
 
FUNDING SOURCES/PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 
 
FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT:  AMOUNT 
General Fund: Building Maintenance FY 18/19                      $44,000 
General Fund: Building Maintenance FY 19/20                      $11,000 
General Fund: Building Maintenance FY 20/21                      $11,000 
General Fund: Building Maintenance FY 21/22                      $16,000 
 
Note: related projects appear in Years 6-10, see Appendix A. 
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Police HVAC Replacement 
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Tualatin Heritage Center: Carpet Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE: NA 

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE: NA 

TOTAL COST: $15,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:               NA 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No        

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Replace carpet with new carpet tiles, each year as the scheduled fiscal year approaches each area will be evaluated to 
determine actual replacement date.    
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Following procurement rules a supplier and installer will be selected to provide services. 
 
 

HISTORY: 
The carpet will be 17 years old by the scheduled fiscal year. 
  
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Building Maintenance FY 21/22 
 

 $15,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$15,000 
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Tualatin Heritage Center: Carpet Replacement 
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 Vehicle Replacement: Building Division 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: Various CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

 
DESCRIPTION: 
As part of the replacement cycle, vehicles are scheduled to be replaced after a minimum of ten years of service. Mileage 
and maintenance costs of each vehicle are reviewed prior to replacement. Those with minimal maintenance requirements 
are transferred to the vehicle pool or reassigned. 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Replace two Ford Rangers and a Chevy Colorado. 
 

 
 
HISTORY: 
The Building Division uses trucks to perform on site building inspections. 
 

 
 
FUNDING SOURCES/PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 
 
FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT:   AMOUNT 
Building Fund  Ford Ranger (0204) FY 17/18 $33,000 
Building Fund  Ford Ranger (0301) FY 18/19 $34,000 
Building Fund  Chevy Colorado (0904) FY 19/20 $35,000 
    

Note: related projects appear in Years 6-10, see Appendix A. 
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Vehicle Replacement: Community Services 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $61,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes   No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes   No   

 Master Plan:   __ New/Expansion         Yes $1500            No   
  

 
DESCRIPTION: 
A new 12 passenger step van with wheelchair lift and two accessible seats will enable the Juanita Pohl Center and 
Community Recreation program to provide accessible transportation in compliance with the Americans with Disabilities 
Act for programs serving older adults and other program users with mobility needs. 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Purchase replacement vehicles following procurement policies. 
 
 
HISTORY: 
 
 
 
FUNDING SOURCES/PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 
FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: 

 

 

 

 

    AMOUNT 
General Fund: Community Services               12 Passenger Van  FY 18/19    $61,000 
   
 
 
Note: related projects appear in Years 6-10, see Appendix A. 
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Vehicle Replacement: Engineering 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: Varies CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

 
DESCRIPTION: 
As part of the replacement cycle, vehicles are scheduled to be replaced after a minimum of ten years of service. Mileage and 
maintenance costs of each vehicle are reviewed prior to replacement. Those with minimal maintenance requirements are 
transferred to the vehicle pool or reassigned. 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Analyze need and purchase appropriate replacement vehicles. 
 
 
HISTORY: 
Vehicles are scheduled to be replaced after a minimum of ten years of service. Each of these vehicles will exceed the 10 year 
minimum at their scheduled replacement date. 
 
 
FUNDING SOURCES/PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT:  AMOUNT 
General Fund: Engineering     Ford Ranger  (0407)     FY18/19 $34,000 
General Fund: Engineering                       Ford Escape Hybrid (1007)    FY21/22 $ 38,000 
 
 
 

  

 
 
 
Note: related projects appear in Years 6-10, see Appendix A. 
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Vehicle Replacement: Operations 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: Varies CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

 
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
As part of the replacement cycle, vehicles are scheduled to be replaced after a minimum of ten years of service. 
Mileage and maintenance costs of each vehicle are reviewed prior to replacement. Those with minimal maintenance 
requirements are transferred to the vehicle pool or reassigned.    
 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Purchase replacement vehicles following procurement policies. 

HISTORY: 
Each of these vehicles will exceed the 10 year minimum at their scheduled replacement date. 

 

 
 
Note: related projects appear in Years 6-10, see Appendix A. 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Park Maintenance Ford F350 (0203) FY 17/18  $36,000                               
Water Operating Fund  Ford Ranger (0205) FY 17/18  $33,000 
General Fund: Park Maintenance Ford F350 (0302) FY 17/18 $35,000 
General Fund: Park Maintenance Ford F350 (0605) FY 18/19  $36,000 
General Fund: Park Maintenance Ford F250 (0801) FY 19/20 $38,000 
Water Operating Fund Ford Ranger (0504) FY 19/20 $35,000 
General Fund: Park Maintenance Chevy Colo. (0902) FY 20/21 $38,000 
General Fund: Park Maintenance Ford F250 (1008) FY 20/21 $38,000 
Water Operating Fund Ford F350 Utility W/ Crane (1001) FY 20/21  $57,000 
General Fund: Facilities Maintenance Ford E350 1 Ton Utility Van (0503) FY 20/21 $51,000 
General Fund: Park Maintenance Maintenance Golf Cart (1302) FY 21/22 $27,000 
General Fund: Park Maintenance John Deere Gator (0208) FY 21/22 $27,000 
Water Operating Fund Ford Ranger (0601) FY 21/22  $39,000 
Road Operating/Gas Tax Fund Ford Ranger (0701) FY 21/22 $39,000 
General Fund: Park Maintenance Vermeer Chipper(1011) FY 21/22 $44,000 
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DESCRIPTION:  
At their scheduled replacement dates, the Sewer Easement Machine will be over 20 years old and the Camel Sewer Jet-Vac 
truck will be 15 years old. The truck will be evaluated each year as the proposed replacement date approaches. If it is 
determined that the truck is still cost effective, the replacement date will be extended. The Mini Excavator will be used to 
perform new maintenance requirements of water quality facilities and will prevent the need to rent equipment to perform 
those tasks. The return-on-investment is estimated at 6 years. 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Replace Sewer Easement Machine, Mini Excavator, Vacuum Truck and Dump Truck as necessary. 
 
HISTORY: 
Vehicles are scheduled to be replaced after a minimum of ten years of service. The Sewer Easement Machine was 
purchased in 1995 and the Jet-Vac Truck purchased in 2004. 
 

 
FUNDING SOURCES/PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT:   AMOUNT 
Sewer Fund  Sewer Easement Machine (9501) FY 18/19 $28,000 
Water Fund  Mini Excavator (50%)  FY 18/19 $22,000 
Road Operating/Gas Tax Fund  Mini Excavator (50%) FY 18/19 $22,000 
Sewer Fund Camel 200 Jet-Vac Truck (0402) FY 19/20 $483,000 
General Fund: Park Maintenance Dodge 1 Ton Flatbed Dump (25%) FY 20/21 $11,250 
General Fund: Building Maintenance Dodge 1 Ton Flatbed Dump (25%) FY 20/21 $11,250 
Road Operating/Gas Tax Fund Dodge 1 Ton Flatbed Dump (25%) FY 20/21 $11,250 
Water Fund Dodge 1 Ton Flatbed Dump (25%) FY 20/21 $11,250 
 

Vehicle Replacement: Operations - Heavy Equipment 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: Varies CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   _ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
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Vehicle Replacement: Operations – Bucket Truck 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $55,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   _ New/Expansion         Yes $ 1,200     No   
  

 
DESCRIPTION: 
One ton chassis based aerial lift bucket truck with a working height of 40 to 45 feet. The model year could be “used” as 
opposed to “new” to reduce initial costs. Truck shall have outriggers as required, up to date dielectric testing, and 
manufacturer’s recent inspection for integrity and safety of the boom system. 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Improved and more responsive service delivery, and maintenance need as follows with estimated savings over current 
expenses ($$,$$$) shown in parenthesis. 
 
Street tree removals and pruning (50 trees @ $300=$15,000), lift rentals for hanging and removing holiday lights and 
downtown decorative pole banners ($3,000), recent changes in traffic sign heights to meet MUTCD requirements and 
on-going needs to provide sight clearance for traffic signals, and improved service response times for a variety of 
facilities service requests items including light pole bulb changes, and gutter and roof maintenance needs ($11,000). 
 
HISTORY: 
As Tualatin grows and ages, so does our urban forest, facilities, park site decorative features, and utility infrastructure 
such as signs and traffic signals. Current practices require the annual rental of similar equipment, restricting flexibility 
and response times to some requests and requiring contractual services to accomplish others. 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES/PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 
 

 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT:   AMOUNT 
General Fund: Park Maintenance               Used 40ft Bucket Truck (25%) FY 17/18 $15,000 
General Fund: Building Maintenance  Used 40ft Bucket Truck (25%) FY 17/18 $15,000 
Road Operating Fund  Used 40ft Bucket Truck (25%) FY 17/18 $15,000 
Water Operating Fund Used 40ft Bucket Truck (25%) FY 17/18 $15,000 

  TOTAL:    $60,000 
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Vehicle Replacement: Police  

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: Varies CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  
  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: New On-Going Costs? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master plan:   ___ New/Expansion 
        
Yes $     No   

  
DESCRIPTION: 
First line patrol vehicles average 23,000 miles each year. As part of the replacement cycle, the vehicles below are 
scheduled to be replaced after a minimum of five years of service.  Mileage and maintenance costs of each vehicle are 
reviewed prior to replacement. Those with minimal maintenance requirements are transferred to the vehicle pool or 
reassigned. 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Replace Police Vehicles as they reach their scheduled replacement year. 
 
FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT:   AMOUNT 

General Fund: Police Ford Escape (1005) 
 

FY 17/18 
 

$37,000  
 General Fund: Police  Honda Motorcycle (0906) 

 
FY 17/18 
 

$36,000  
 General Fund: Police Ford Crown Vic (1101) 

 
FY 17/18 
 

$53,000  
 General Fund: Police  Ford Crown Vic (1102) 

 
FY 17/18 
 

$53,000  
 General Fund: Police ATV (utility vehicle for trail access) 

 
FY 18/19 
 

$22,000  
 General Fund: Police  Dodge Caravan (0806) 

 
FY 18/19 
 

$37,000  
 General Fund: Police  Gem Car (0406)Replace with on/off road atv 

 
FY 18/19 
 

$23,000  
 General Fund: Police Ford Explorer (1203) 

 
FY 18/19 
 

$34,000  
 General Fund: Police Ford Escape (1104) 

 
FY 18/19 
 

$39,000  
 General Fund: Police  Chevy Tahoe (1201) 

 
FY 18/19 
 

$55,000  
 General Fund: Police Chevy Tahoe (1202) 

 
FY 18/19 
 

$55,000  
 General Fund: Police  Ford Escape (1105) 

 
Ford Escape (1105) 
 

FY 19/20 
 

$40,000  
 General Fund: Police Ford Explorer (1303) 

 
FY 19/20 
 

$57,000  
 General Fund: Police  Ford Explorer (1304) 

 
FY 19/20 
 

$57,000  
 General Fund: Police Ford Explorer (1305) 

 
FY 19/20 
 

$57,000  
 General Fund: Police  Chevy Malibu Hybrid  (0907) 

 
FY 20/21 
 

$39,000  
 General Fund: Police Patrol SUV explorer (1402) 

 
FY 20/21 
 

$59,000  
 General Fund: Police  Patrol SUV explorer (1403) 

 
FY 20/21 
 

$59,000  
 General Fund: Police Patrol SUV explorer (1404 ) 

 
FY 20/21 
 

$59,000  
 General Fund: Police  Honda Motorcycle (1405) 

 
FY 20/21 
 

$42,000  
 General Fund: Police Chevy Colo. Pickup (0903) 

 
FY 21/22 
 

$40,000  
 General Fund: Police  

General Fund: Police 
 

Patrol SUV explorer  (1501) 
 

FY 21/22 
 

$61,000  
 General Fund: Police Patrol SUV explorer (1502) 

 
FY 21/22 
 

$61,000  
 General Fund: Police  Ford Escape (1103) 

 
FY 21/22 
 

$42,000  
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PARKS & RECREATION 
For the purposes of the Capital Improvement Plan (CIP), "Parks and Recreation” covers a broad range of essential 
parklands, facilities, community services including parks, trails, greenways, natural areas, indoor and outdoor 
recreational and cultural facilities, and recreation, arts and historic programs. 
 
The CIP includes planning, land acquisition, site design and development, and restoration and renovation projects to 
maintain and enhance Tualatin’s long-term investment in parks and recreation facilities essential to creating and 
supporting a high quality of life in Tualatin. 
 
The City’s continuing commitment to the park and recreation system is demonstrated by the investment in, and planning 
for parks and recreation facilities, while maintain existing infrastructure. The Parks and Recreation Master Plan is 
scheduled to be updated to provide for the future needs of the community. This comprehensive update will help guide 
the City in future land acquisitions and development of parks and recreation areas and facilities. 
 
PARKS AND TRAILS 
Tualatin’s parklands conserve and enhance natural resources while providing a variety of facilities for the community to 
enjoy. Parklands provide a place to be outside and experience nature, exercise on greenway and park paths, use kayak 
and canoe launches to access the Tualatin River, and play in active and passive park facilities. Parks provide places to 
recreate and socialize such as playgrounds, sports fields, courts, picnic shelters, community centers, and the dog park. In 
addition to replacing worn existing facilities, new programs and facilities are developed, that require improvements and 
operational resources. 
 
PROGRAMS 
Tualatin’s recreation programs and services are conducted at parklands, community centers, schools and community 
locations. A variety of vital programming in enrichment learning and physical activity are offered for all ages and 
abilities. Recreation programs and services strengthen the community by improving health, enhancing community 
development, providing learning opportunities, reducing crime, promoting tourism, and creating community 
connections and spirit. These programs collaborate with many other agencies, schools, businesses and nonprofit 
partners to maximize resources. 
 
PLANNING 
Tualatin’s park needs are diverse and change over time. The Parks and Recreation Master Plan is scheduled to be 
updated. This will be a system-wide plan that is expected to have extensive public involvement. The updated Master 
Plan will identify future Parks and Recreation land acquisition, development projects and programs. 
 

FUNDING SOURCES 
Projects, development, and programs in the Parks and Recreation have a variety of funding sources including the City’s 
General Fund, parks system development charges, bond measures, grants, donations, and partnerships. 
 
ISSUES FACING PARKS AND RECREATION 
Securing capital and operating resources to adequately fund maintenance, facility renovation and restoration, land 
acquisition, development, and programming to provide an equitably distributed and utilized parks and recreation 
system is the single largest challenge facing Parks and Recreation. 
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  FY 17/18 FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 FY 21/22 

Parks & Recreation           

Atfalati Park Tennis Court Reconstruction     170,000     

Atfalati Park Playground Renovation   165,000       

Bench Replacement at Parks & Greenways   17,000 17,000 18,000 18,000 

Community Park: Field Lighting Retrofit   220,000       

Greenways: Saum Creek Greenway Renovation at Venetia Subdivision   220,000       

Greenways: Tualatin River Greenway- Green Lot to Community Park     91,000     

Greenways: Tualatin River Greenway- Land Acquisition 25,000         

Ibach Park Playground Improvements   179,000       

Juanita Pohl Center: Furniture Replacement 15,000 10,000       

Juanita Pohl Center: Kitchen Design & Renovation 223,000         

Juanita Pohl Center: Parking Lot Repair       68,000   

Juanita Pohl Center: Roof   118,000       

Jurgens Park: Master Plan Update for Westside Addition       35,000   

Jurgens Park: Renovate Planter Boxes   22,000       

Parks Parking Lot Repairs: Community Park North Drive Aisle   98,000       

Parks: Skate Park Recognition Plaques       18,000   

Public Arts Plan   18,000       

Tualatin Commons Bench Replacement     43,000     

Tualatin Commons Fountain Improvements   85,000       

Tualatin Commons Wave Rail Painting 35,000         

Van Raden Comm Center & CS Admin. Building: Exterior Paint   15,000       

Van Raden Comm Center: Flooring Replacement   13,000       

Van Raden Comm Center: Roof Replacement 36,000         
Van Raden Comm Center: Window Replacement   29,000   

 
  

Parks & Recreation Total 334,000 1,209,000 321,000 139,000 18,000 
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Atfalati Park Tennis Court Reconstruction 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE: FY 2019/20 

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 2019/20 

TOTAL COST: $170,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: FY 2019/20 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   
 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION:  
Atfalati Park tennis court is 21 years old. The pavement on the tennis courts, more specifically, the subsurface 
aggregate base, is continually wet and becoming unstable. Therefore, the asphalt surface of the tennis courts is 
cracking and becoming unlevel. This project proposes a complete renovation of the asphalt surface including roto-
milling the asphalt in place and reusing it to improve the aggregate base, reinstalling asphalt, and re-color coating the 
courts for tennis and pickleball. Other improvements associated with the project would include new nets, posts, 
hardware, and replacing the fabric fence materials. 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE:  
Roto-mill asphalt, reinstall asphalt, and re-color coat surfaces. 
 
 
 

HISTORY: 
Atfalati Park tennis court is 21 years old. 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Parks Maintenance FY 19/20 
 

 $170,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$170,000 
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Atfalati Park Tennis Court Reconstruction 
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Atfalati Park: Playground Renovation 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY SERVICES CONCEPT SCHEDULE: FY 2018/19 

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 2018/19 

TOTAL COST: $165,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: FY 2018/19 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   
 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Renovate and replace the play equipment. 
 
 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Remove old equipment and install new play equipment and features which meet current safety standards.  
 
 

HISTORY: 
N/A 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Parks Maintenance FY 18/19 
 

 $165,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
                    $165,000 
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Atfalati Park: Playground Renovation 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL



 

64 
 

Bench Replacement at Parks and Greenways 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY SERVICES CONCEPT SCHEDULE: FY 2018/19 

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 2018/19 

TOTAL COST: Varies CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: FY 2018/19 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   
 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Replace benches in greenways, natural areas, and parks. 
 
 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Over multiple years replace the worn out, damaged, and non ADA complaint benches. 
 
 

HISTORY: 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Parks Maintenance FY 18/19 
 

 $17,000 
General Fund: Parks Maintenance FY 19/20 

 
 $17,000 

General Fund: Parks Maintenance FY 20/21 
 

 $18,000 
General Fund: Parks Maintenance FY 21/22 

 
 $18,000 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL
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Bench Replacement at Parks and Greenways 
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Community Park: Field Lighting Retrofit 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE: FY 2017/18 

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 2017/18 

TOTAL COST: $220,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: FY 2017/18 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   
 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Light fixtures need to be redesigned and retrofitted with up-to-date, energy efficient lights, and poles need to be 
relocated to accommodate for future pathways. 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Replacement of poles, light fixtures, and lighting electrical system. 
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
Light fixtures were installed during construction of the ball field in the 1970’s. Replacement parts are becoming 
obsolete and expensive.   
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Parks Maintenance FY 18/19 
 

 $220,000                               

 
TOTAL: 

 
$220,000 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL
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Community Park: Field Lighting Retrofit 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL
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Greenways: Saum Creek Greenway at Venetia Subdivision 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY SERVICES CONCEPT SCHEDULE: FY 2017/18 

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 2017/18 

TOTAL COST: $220,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: FY 2018/19 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement  Maintenance Yes $  No   
 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Improve and renovate the existing wood chip path that serves the Venetia/Sequoia Ridge neighborhoods along the 
Saum Creek Trail. The existing path is substandard and is not accessible per ADA requirements and needs 
improvements and upgrades to meet increasing use. 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Adopt a design/build approach to maximize efficient use of funds. Poor grading and drainage conditions exist at this 
trail that was built below our current minimum standards. 
 
 
HISTORY: 
An anticipated increase in use as a direct result of the addition of Sagert Farms neighborhood and the connection to 
this trail. A storm water quality facility is adjacent to this trail that has some impact on accessibility. Current 
topography conflicts and difficult slopes make this site prone to erosion and washout problems. 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Recreation FY 18/19 
 

 $220,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$220,000 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL
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Greenways: Saum Creek Greenway at Venetia Subdivision 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL
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Greenways: Tualatin River Greenway – Green Lot to Tualatin Community Park  

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY SERVICES CONCEPT SCHEDULE: FY 2018/19 

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 2019/20 

TOTAL COST: $91,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: FY 2019/20 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals  Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Replace and enhance the trail in Tualatin Community Park from the Green Lot to the existing trail between the Pohl 
Center and Van Raden Center. 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Design and construct an ADA accessible trail connection. 
 
 

HISTORY: 
N/A 
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General  Fund: Parks Maintenance FY 19/20 
 

 $91,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$91,000 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL
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Greenways: Tualatin River Greenway – Green Lot to Tualatin Community Park 
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Greenways: Tualatin River Greenway Land Acquisition 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY SERVICES CONCEPT SCHEDULE: FY 2017/18 

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 2017/18 

TOTAL COST: $25,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
 Master Plan:  TSP (BP7)  __ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Acquire and land bank land along the Tualatin River Greenway to promote river access. 
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Acquire and land bank land along the Tualatin River Greenway to promote river access once the Tualatin River 
Greenway Trail has been constructed. 
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
The need for this project has been identified in the Tualatin Transportation System Plan, Washington or Clackamas 
County Bike and Pedestrian Plan, and public opinion surveys. 
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Park Development Fund FY 17/18 
 

 $25,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$25,000 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL
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Greenways: Tualatin River Greenway Land Acquisition 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL



 

74 
 

 

Ibach Park Playground Improvements 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $179,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  2018/19 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals  Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   
 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Ibach Park Playground is beginning to show its age 20+/-  years.  The fall protection playground surface is worn and at 
the end of its life cycle. This surface is an important safety feature at this playground. It needs to be removed and 
replaced. There are no effective patches or quick fix alternatives. 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
We may want to hire an architect to update some of the play equipment as needed. A few of the items and features 
within the playground are outdated. The timing of equipment updates must coincide with the surface replacement. 
 
 
HISTORY: 
This project is a high priority and should be completed in the next two years, even if the Parks Master Plan is not 
completed before that. 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Parks Maintenance FY 18/19 
 

 $179,000                               

 
TOTAL: 

 
$179,000 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL
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Ibach Park Playground Improvements 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL
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Juanita Pohl Center: Furniture Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY SERVICES CONCEPT SCHEDULE: FY 2017/18 

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 2017/18 

TOTAL COST: Varies CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: FY 2018/19 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   
 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
 Master Plan: JPC  ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
The main goal of this project is to provide safe, accessible, and appealing furnishings for older adults with a consistent 
theme throughout the building. The existing furniture in the Pohl Center is up to 30 years old and the condition and 
safety is declining. The City’s valued partner Meals on Wheels People supports this improvement as it serves over 
8,500 meals in the building and delivers over 10,000 meals in the community. The Pohl Center serves 44,709 people in 
programs annually and 55,844 people enter the building per year.  
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
To replace the worn, dated, and unsafe furnishings at the Pohl Center. A functional furniture concept and plan was 
developed and approved by the Juanita Pohl Center Advisory Committee.  
 
 
HISTORY: 
The building opened in 1983 and the City completed a feasibility study in 2009 for addition and renovation which 
included new and upgraded furnishings. Some improvements identified in the plan have been made with grant 
funding. In 2014, the Juanita Pohl Center Advisory Committee recommended that the Center’s layout and furniture 
be updated due to age and condition. Initial replacement started in FY 16/17; this is Phase II of the replacement. 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
Meals on Wheels People are a partner in providing services and programs, but not in a position to financially 
contribute at this time. 

 
 

  

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Recreation  FY 17/18 
 

 $15,000                               
General Fund: Recreation  FY 18/19 

 
 $10,000 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL



 

77 
 

Juanita Pohl Center Furniture Replacement 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL
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Juanita Pohl Center Kitchen Design & Renovation 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY SERVICES CONCEPT SCHEDULE: FY 2017/18 

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 2017/18 

TOTAL COST: $223,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: FY 2017/18 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals  Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   
 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
 Master Plan: JPC  ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
This grant funded project is to design and renovate the kitchen at the Juanita Pohl Center. City Council has authorized 
application and acceptance for a Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) for the 2017-18 funding cycle. The 
Juanita Pohl Center provides nutritional meals to vulnerable older adults. This project would provide higher food 
safety standards, improve access and function, and comply with current health and energy efficiency standards. The 
Meals on Wheels People serve meals at the center and deliver meals to home bound older adults in Tualatin. As the 
primary user of the kitchen facility, this project would greatly benefit Meals on Wheels People’s mission and they 
support the project. The Juanita Pohl Center Advisory Committee and Tualatin Parks Advisory Committee support and 
endorse this project. 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
The proposed improvements include items such as cooking equipment, food storage equipment, and food 
preparation counters. 
 

HISTORY: 
The Center opened in 1982 and since then Meals on Wheels People (formerly Loaves & Fishes) has provided a senior 
nutrition program under contract with Washington County. Much of the equipment is original and is in need of 
replacement. Meals are served to 44,709 people annually. Meals on Wheels People supports this improvement as it 
serves 8,519 meals in the building and delivers 10,376 meals in the community. The City completed a feasibility study 
in 2009 which included new and upgraded kitchen food preparation, storage, and equipment. This plan has guided 
past improvement projects funded by CDBG. 
 
FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
The City is seeking CDBG funds from the Washington County Office of Community Development to complete this 
project. Meals on Wheels People is a partner in providing services and programs, but not in a position to financially 
contribute at this time. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Community Development Block Grant FY 17/18 
 

 $207,000                               
General Fund: Building Maintenance (Grant Match) FY 17/18 

 
$16,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$223,000 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL
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Juanita Pohl Center Kitchen Design & Renovation 
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Juanita Pohl Center: Parking Lot Repair 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $68,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement  Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Project consists of basic repairs and full depth patch and overlay of the Pohl Center’s parking lot. As the parking lot 
continues to deteriorate, future repair costs increase. 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Full depth patch and overlay. 
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
The lower parking lot was constructed in 1981 when Juanita Pohl Center was originally built. The upper parking lot 
was constructed prior to construction of the Center. 
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Building Maintenance FY 20/21 
 

 $ 68,000                              

 
TOTAL: 

 
$68,000 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL
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Juanita Pohl Center: Parking Lot Repair 
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Juanita Pohl Center: Roof Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $118,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
The Pohl Center’s flat design roof will be removed completely and replaced with a new thermal plastic overlay. 
Current building codes do not allow another roof layer to be added without removal of the existing materials. As the 
target replacement date approaches each year, the roof will be evaluated and timing adjusted as necessary. The 
current roof will be 19 years old by the scheduled replacement year. Extending replacement date increased the 
probability of future property damage and adds to future replacement costs. 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Complete tear off of old roof materials. Replace with a new thermal plastic overlay. 
 
 

HISTORY: 
The current roof will be 19 years old by scheduled replacement year. 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Building Maintenance FY 18/19 
 

 $118,000                               

 
TOTAL: 

 
$118,000 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL
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Juanita Pohl Center: Roof Replacement 
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Jurgens Park: Master Plan Update for Westside Addition 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY SERVICES CONCEPT SCHEDULE: FY 2019/20 

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 2020/21 

TOTAL COST: $35,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: FY 2020/21 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   
 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Expand Jurgens Park to include the City owned property to the West.  
 
 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Modify Jurgens Park master plan to include the Westside property addition. Design and plan improvements based on 
community involvement process.  
 
 

HISTORY: 
The need for this project has been identified in feasibility studies, and/or public opinion surveys. 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Recreation FY 20/21 
 

                     $35,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
                      $35,000 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL
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Jurgens Park Master Plan: Update for Westside Addition 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL



 

86 
 

Jurgens Park: Renovate Planter Boxes  

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY SERVICES CONCEPT SCHEDULE: FY 2018/19 

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 2018/19 

TOTAL COST: $22,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: FY 2018/19 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   
 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Renovate the failing park planter boxes in the center of the park near the play area. 
 
 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Design, demolition, and construct new planter boxes. 
 
 

HISTORY: 
N/A 
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Parks Maintenance FY 18/19 
 

 $22,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$22,000 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL
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Jurgens Park: Renovate Planter Boxes 
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Parks: Parking Lot Repairs- Community Park North Drive Aisle 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY SERVICES CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $98,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:            FY 17/18 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement  Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION:  
Project includes full depth patching of bad areas and overlay with new pavement in the drive aisle. The scope of work 
consists of removing pavement and rock to native soil, adding fabric and rock providing firm base for new asphalt 
overlay.    
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE:  
Remove pavement and rock, add fabric and rock, and new asphalt overlay. 
 
 

HISTORY:  
The roadways were built in the early 1970s and the substructure is failing. 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Building Maintenance        FY 18/19 
 

 $98,000                               

 
TOTAL: 

 
$98,000 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL
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Parks: Parking Lot Repairs- Community Park North Drive Aisle 
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Parks: Skate Park Recognition Plaques 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY SERVICES CONCEPT SCHEDULE: FY 2019/20 

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 2019/20 

TOTAL COST: $18,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: FY 2020/21 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Install recognition plaques on the wall of the skate park in Tualatin Community Park. 
 
 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Design and install plaques or titles to recognize the donors to the skate park. 
 
 

HISTORY: 
This is a repair of the original skate park donor wall. 
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
Funding will likely be through a combination of donations and the General Fund.  

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Recreation FY 20/21 
 

 $18,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$18,000 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL
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Parks: Skate Park Recognition Plaques 
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Public Arts Plan 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY SERVICES CONCEPT SCHEDULE: FY 2018/19 

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 2018/19 

TOTAL COST: $18,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: FY 2018/19 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   __ New/Expansion         Yes $     No    
  

DESCRIPTION: 
The purpose of a public arts plan is to expand the public experience throughout the broad spectrum of the arts; to 
contribute to and provide experiences which are conducive to the enrichment and betterment of the social and 
physical environment, and to encourage and foster the development of local artists. This plan would be unique to 
Tualatin and contribute to the sense of community identity and pride. It would preserve, encourage, and promote 
awareness and understanding of the arts by residents of all ages.  
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Hire a consultant to draft the public arts plan.  
 
 

HISTORY: 
N/A 
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund FY 18/19 
 

 $18,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$18,000 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL
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Public Arts Plan 
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Tualatin Commons Lake Bench Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $43,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:   FY 19/20 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
The site amenities at Commons Lake are all aging. The wood benches have been cleaned, sanded, and oiled regularly 
by staff and/or various volunteer organizations. However they are nearing the end of their expected life cycle.   
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Removal and replacement of the 25 wood benches that are placed around the Lake of the Commons. There are 25 
benches in total. The replacement benches should consist of a material that is more weather and vandalism tolerant 
than the existing wood benches. 
 
25 benches @ $1500 ea. = $37,500 (plus inflation to FY2019-20) 
 
 

HISTORY: 
These benches were installed in 1997 (+/-) when the Lake of the Commons was developed. Maintenance of the 
benches has included a combination of staff and volunteer labor to clean and reapply weather protecting sealants. 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Parks Maintenance FY 19/20 
 

 $43,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$43,000 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL
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Tualatin Commons Lake Bench Replacement 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL
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Tualatin Commons Fountain Improvements 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE: 17/18 

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE: 17/18 

TOTAL COST: $85,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: 18/19 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   
 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
REVISED-The aging play fountain, built in 1997, at the Tualatin Commons is due for an update and renovation. The 1” 
decorative tile surfacing is failing. Recent repairs and patches of the tile have revealed a deteriorating concrete 
subsurface. The plumbing and mechanical functions of the fountain are outdated as well, the fountain at its 
conception contained more interactive functions for users. 
 
In recent years the goods, materials, and technology of “splash pads” and “zero depth” interactive water features has 
vastly improved compared to what was available 20 years ago. These updates can improve safety and the play 
experience for our residents and user groups. 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
FY 17/18: Hire a landscape architect with expertise in urban play/water features for a total redesign of the 
mechanical, surface material and functionality of the fountain. Design, define, and develop a scope and set of 
specifications to improve this heavily used play feature and local landmark (approximately $15,000 consultant work 
paid in operational budget). 
FY 18/19: Advertise, bid, and build as described above. 
 
HISTORY: 
The Tualatin Commons Fountain was built in 1997 and is need of updates. This is truly a local landmark seen and 
used by many.  
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Park Maintenance  FY 18/19 
 

 $85,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$85,000 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL
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Tualatin Commons Fountain Improvements  
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Tualatin Commons Wave Rail Painting 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $35,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:   FY 17/18 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement  Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
The decorative, custom handrail that surrounds the entire Lake of the Commons. The rail is “custom” due to the 
curvilinear shape of the fence around the lakeshore, as well as the rolling nature of the top handrail. The railing is 
wrought iron and painted with an “electrostatic finish” for durability and longer life.    
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Repaint the wave rail painting with electrostatic paint process. 
 
 

HISTORY: 
Commons Lake site amenities are 20 years old. 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Parks Maintenance FY 17/18 
 

 $ 35,000                              

 
TOTAL: 

 
$35,000 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL
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Tualatin Commons Wave Rail Painting  
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Van Raden Community Center and Community Services Admin Building: Exterior Repaint  

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $15,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement  Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
The Van Raden Center and Community Services buildings are scheduled for complete repaints. Routine maintenance 
repainting prevents wood damage.    
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Repaint building exteriors. 
 
 

HISTORY: 
The buildings were painted last in 1997. 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Building Maintenance FY 18/19 
 

 $15,000                               

 
TOTAL: 

 
$15,000 
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Van Raden Community Center and Community Services Admin Building: Exterior Repaint 
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Van Raden Community Center: Flooring Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $13,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
This cost replaces the Vinyl (VCT) in the large recreation area of the building, including some floor repairs.    
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Have contractor remove existing, repair damages to sub floor, and install new VCT. 
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
There are some flooring issues and estimate is based on current assessment with continued exploration before 
budget time line. 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Building Maintenance FY 18/19 
 

 $13,000                               

 
TOTAL: 

 
$13,000 
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Van Raden Community Center: Flooring Replacement 
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Van Raden Community Center: Roof Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $36,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:           FY 17/18 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement  Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Replace the Van Raden Center building roof with composite shingles.  
 
 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Using procurement process, select Contractor to remove and replace roof, gutter, and downspouts. 
 
 

HISTORY: 
The roof will be 20 plus years old by the scheduled replacement year. 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Building Maintenance FY 17/18 
 

 $36,000                               

 
TOTAL: 

 
$36,000 
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Van Raden Community Center: Roof Replacement 
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Van Raden Community Center: Window Replacement  

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $29,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Project consists of replacing all existing windows in the Van Raden Center with new double pane more energy 
efficient, tempered glass windows. The windows will continue to be inefficient energy-wise and additional 
maintenance and painting repair costs will occur if not replaced. 
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Replace windows. 
 
 
 

HISTORY: 
While several windows were replaced in the mid 80’s, many of the windows are from the original construction 
(1947) or from the addition in 1951. The single pane windows will be replaced with energy efficient windows. 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 

N/A 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Building Maintenance FY 18/19 
 

 $29,000                               

 
TOTAL: 

 
$29,000 
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Van Raden Community Center: Window Replacement 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL



 

108 
 

TECHNOLOGY 
Technology projects and expenses are designed to improve production of information, connections with customers, staff 
productivity, and automated processes. 
 
As computer technology becomes more involved than just a typical personal computer and network and begins to 
integrate with other uses such as phones, hand held devices, and even automobiles, a larger portion of city resources 
will need to be dedicated to support these functions. 
 
The Technology Category captures those expenses relating to city-wide hardware needs such as computers, servers, 
switches, fiber and regional connections. It also includes major software needs such as city-wide financial software, anti-
virus, and desktop software. Support for web services, web development, and Geographical Information Services is also 
included. 
 
Minor equipment, scheduled replacement of computers or equipment, and other routine expenses are not included in 
the capital improvement plan. 
 
FUNDING SOURCES: 
General Fund  
 
ISSUES FACING TECHNOLOGY: 
Forecasting what technology will be needed when trends and improvements are changing so rapidly. 
 

  FY 17/18 FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 FY 21/22 

Technology           

Audio/Video Room Upgrades   66,000       

Battery Backup Replacement   11,000 17,000     

Camera System Replacement and Expansion   24,000       

Computer Server Replacements     80,000     

Data Backup Replacement         30,000 

Data Recovery Server at Police Department         97,000 

Electronic Document Management System  100,000         

Library Public Technology Replacement  21,000 22,000   23,000 24,000 

Microsoft Operating System 10   55,000       

Mobile Device Management (MDM) Implementation         15,000 

Network Switch Replacement   110,000       

Police Data Authentication for CJIS Certification 43,000         

Police MDT Replacement Plan 145,000         

Police Server Cooling Rack         21,000 

Server Room Environmental Monitoring   12,000       

Wireless Backend Replacement   28,000       

Wireless Bridge Replacement   24,000       

Wiring Infrastructure Certification   18,000   
 

  

Technology Total 309,000 348,000 97,000 23,000 187,000 
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Audio/Video Room Upgrades 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $66,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety X Service Delivery Need  X Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   _X__ New/Expansion         Yes $     No X  
  

DESCRIPTION:  
This project would add common functionality and allow for more robust interactions from City staff, visiting guests, 
and citizens. 
 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Operations: Add appropriate wiring and variety of connections, add speakers and microphone connections, upgrade 
projector and screen, add controller/switcher matrix if deemed needed. 
 
Police: Add appropriate wiring and variety of connections for two locations, add speakers and microphone 
connections, upgrade projector and screen, add controller/switcher matrix if deemed needed. 
 
Pohl: Add modular microphone, update audio control, upgrade projector and screen, add controller/switcher matrix 
if deemed needed. 
 
Library: Update software/firmware of all controllers and set to match other facilities control. Upgrade projector and 
screen. 
 

HISTORY: 
The City hosts four multi-purpose AV presentation locations: Operations, Police, Pohl, Library. Three of these 
locations do not meet the needs of users and have frequent technical limitations and problems.  
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 

 
Note: related projects appear in Years 6-10, see Appendix A. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services FY 18/19 
 

 $66,000  

 
TOTAL: 

 
$66,000 
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Battery Backup Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: Varies CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety X Service Delivery Need  X Replacement Yes $  No X  

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION:.  
This is a replacement schedule for all server and network battery backups.  

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Purchase replacement batteries and housings for all APC Uninterruptable Power Supply (UPS) server and network 
devices. These can be phased in and would follow the following order of importance. 
Two UPS w/battery expansion $10,000 at Primary Data Center (Operations) 
Two UPS $7,000 at Data Recovery Center (Police) 
Three smaller UPS $5,000 (Library) 
Seven desktop UPS at all remote network switches $3,000 
 
HISTORY: 
All network and server equipment in the City has an appropriately sized battery backup in case of power failure. The 
batteries in these units and the units themselves need to be replaced on a scheduled basis to ensure efficiency and 
assurance.   
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 

 
Note: related projects appear in Years 6-10, see Appendix A. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services FY 18/19 
 

 $11,000 
General Fund: Information Services FY 19/20 

 
 $17,000 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL



 

111 
 

Camera System Replacement and Expansion 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST:  $ 24,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety X Service Delivery Need  X Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:    __X_ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Aging cameras and lack of security in public spaces is prompting the need for newer and more cameras for the City to 
monitor.  
 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Purchase of one IP camera security server and twenty-four IP cameras. Install, setup and retention will all be in-
house.   
 

HISTORY: 
There are currently three, eight-year-old, wired, low-resolution cameras at the library; sixteen eight-year-old, wired, 
low-resolution cameras at the Jail and one, one-year-old camera under the I-5 overpass on the Tualatin River 
Greenway Trail. These cameras are old, of low resolution and not managed by a central source. Purchase of 
replacement, high-resolution, IP based cameras will allow the City to improve signal clarity, consolidate devices 
under one controller (with permissions levels), and allow the City to expand their video surveillance for non-
monitored spaces. 
  

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 

 
 
Note: related projects appear in Years 6-10, see Appendix A. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services FY 18/19 
 

 $24,000                               

 
TOTAL: 

 
$24,000 
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Computer Server Replacements 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $80,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety X Service Delivery Need  X Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
The City of Tualatin’s primary Virtual Machine (VM) Controller and Storage Area Network (SAN) house our primary 
applications, drives, email, and daily accessed data. These are replacement costs for all hardware needed to maintain 
operational functionality. 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
These funds are to be used for hardware upgrades and replacement of existing hardware infrastructure. 
 
 

HISTORY: 
Our current business operations use software and stored data that resides on this equipment. For the foreseeable 
future we will be continuing to create more data and using software. We will need to upgrade the hardware to 
prevent catastrophic failures. 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services FY 19/20 
 

 $80,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$80,000 
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Data Backup Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $30,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety X Service Delivery Need  X Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $>1000     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Improve and modernize the current tape backup system the City uses. 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
IS would modernize the backup process with one of two options: 
1. Purchase a new, digital backup system and house it at the Data Recovery (police) site. This would have internal 
control and setup with a one time cost and small maintenance costs each year. $25,000 +$1,000/yr 
 
2. Use an outside vendor (Amazon Web Services) for off site, cloud storage of all City data. This would have larger, 
annual cost associated with the increased web traffic charges from Comcast. $3,000-$8,000/Month depending on 
traffic. 
 
HISTORY: 
Our present method of long term backup is antiquated, unverified, and does not meet our CJIS or PCI requirements. 
Errors are being found on tapes, storage is too close to the primary data center location and the storage 
environment is bad. If an event caused mass data loss, there is not a great likelihood of being able to successfully 
restore.  
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 

 
Note: related projects appear in Years 6-10, see Appendix A. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services FY 21/22 
 

 $30,000                              

 
TOTAL: 

 
$30,000 
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Data Recovery Server at Police Department 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $97,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals X Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety X Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   _X__ New/Expansion         Yes $2100     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
This addition to our data and hardware infrastructure would place an up-to-date replication of all City data and 
software. This "Data Recovery" site could function as a primary in case of severance from the primary data center, 
and would act as an immediate backup and recovery site for day-to-day needs.  
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Purchase of a second, appropriately sized, Storage Area Network (SAN) and appropriate Controllers (EMC ENX). All 
work, networking, and setup would be done by IS staff.  
 

HISTORY: 
In the event of an emergency our primary data location (Operations building) could become temporarily unavailable. 
All of our data, software, and connectivity would be unreachable until the location was deemed safe to access. In the 
event of a catastrophic loss of the primary data location, all data, software, hardware and connectivity would be lost 
completely.   
 
Additionally, we place backup tapes in a safe located above the Fleet Operations department. These tapes are not 
verified or tested for data validity. With the location so close to the primary data location there is a high likelihood of 
an emergency event affecting this area also. Nevertheless, without a system to restore these backups to, we would 
have to purchase hardware, locate and reinstall program software, and hope this data is valid. Many days of lost 
productivity and data would occur. 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 

Note: related projects appear in Years 6-10, see Appendix A. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services FY 17/18 
 

 $97,000                               

 
TOTAL: 

 
$97,000 
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Electronic Document Management System 
 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $100,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety X Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   _X__ New/Expansion         Yes $15,000     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
This project will focus on securely storing electronic records that are required to be maintained per our local, state, 
and federal records retention requirements. Scanning, indexing, tagging, and recalling documents digitally will allow 
for future compatibility, simplification of retrieval and availability of documents for both city staff and Tualatin 
citizens. This project was identified as a need in the Records Management Needs Assessment and is now a goal in the 
Records Management Strategic Plan. Maintenance for the software will run around $15,000 per year and a refresh of 
the software will be needed five to seven years after implementation. 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Funds will be used to hire a consultant to evaluate city needs, develop scope, and manage the purchase and 
implementation of a software solution.  Consultant services will be paid from operational budgets (estimated at 
$85,000). 
 
HISTORY: 
This technology is needed, is based upon the City’s growing paper documentation, lack of storage, and the physical 
layout of the City offices. Network drives, short-term and long-term document storage, contracts, and ordinances 
are accessed daily by city employees, as well as requested by citizens. Lack of physical storage have made it difficult 
for retrieval and have led to cumbersome redundant data. Increased legal risk for the inability to properly store, 
maintain files, and meet destruction standards continue to grow. Scanning and indexing records will make 
documents readily available to both citizens and staff while being stored securely in a system that meets all 
requirements for trustworthy electronic records. 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
General Fund, as all departments will benefit from this project implementation. 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services FY 17/18 
 

 $100,000                               

 
TOTAL: 

 
$100,000 
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Library Public Technology Replacement 

DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY SERVICES CONCEPT SCHEDULE: FY 16/17 

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 16/17 

TOTAL COST: Varies CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:              FY 17/18 

RANKING CRITERIA MET:  PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

Council Goals Regulatory Requirement Maintenance Yes No 
Health & Safety x Service Delivery Need  x Replacement Yes No x 

x Master Plan:  Library Strategic Plan (Technology Plan) New/Expansion Yes No 

DESCRIPTION: 
The Library provides internet, productivity software (Microsoft Office, etc.), and printer access for public use on 28 
computers (in separate areas for child, teen, and adult use) and 12 laptops. According to a recent Washington County 
Cooperative Library Services (WCCLS) survey, this technology is used for education, social inclusion, employment, and 
civic engagement. To keep up with advances in technology and the changing needs of a connected citizenry, the Library’s 
public technology needs to be regularly replaced. Additionally, new software should be considered to support digital 
literacy training and creating digital content.       

PROJECT SCOPE: 
The Library and Information Services is collaborating on a Technology Plan in FY 16/17. Equipment purchased will be 
informed by that plan, including how many and what type of devices to offer and where they should be deployed within 
the Library. 

HISTORY: 
Current PCs were purchased in 2012, and laptops were purchased in 2013, with 3 year warranties. Information Services 
and WCCLS Long Range Service Plan recommend equipment upgrades or replacement on a 3-5 year cycle. Phase 1 of 
this project (replacing the 28 computers) will be completed in FY16/17. 

FUNDING SOURCES/PARTNERSHIPS: 
Coordination required with Information Services and WCCLS. 

Note: related projects appear in Years 6-10, see Appendix A. 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

WCCLS FY 17/18  $21,000   
General Fund: Library  FY 20/21  $23,000 
General Fund: Library  FY 21/22  $24,000 
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Microsoft Operating System 10 

DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE: 

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE: 

TOTAL COST: $55,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

RANKING CRITERIA MET:  PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

Council Goals Regulatory Requirement Maintenance Yes $ No 
Health & Safety Service Delivery Need  X Replacement Yes $ No X  
Master Plan:  ___ New/Expansion         Yes $ No 

DESCRIPTION: 
This expense is for the periodic replacement of our Microsoft Operating System. We are currently running MS 
Windows 7. We will need to be running MS Windows 10 in order to stay current and maintain functionality with MS 
Office products and other software. MS Windows 7 will be no longer supported by Microsoft; it will probably be 
discontinued in 2017. 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
These funds are to be used for software replacement to existing product, e.g. MS Windows 7. All PCs, laptops, and 
mobile devices will need to have the upgrade performed. In some cases existing licenses will allow an upgrade 
(either free or at a lesser cost than full price). A review of all PCs will need to be performed to confirm the exact 
number of licenses. 

HISTORY: 
All PCs currently run with MS Windows 7. Devices purchased in 2016 were purchased with the ability to upgrade for 
free. We should lag behind the market to keep the last of the Windows 7 programs operable. At the time MS 
disavows Windows 7, we should move forward. 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services FY 18/19  $55,000   
TOTAL: $55,000 
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Mobile Device Management (MDM) Implementation 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $15,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety X Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   _X__ New/Expansion         Yes $3k-6k     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
This project is to implement a secure Mobile Device Management (MDM) suite and server. This would allow the City 
to securely and efficiently deploy mobile devices (phones, tablets, laptops). 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Purchase of Server licensing, software licensing, and vendor implementation costs. Once running there would be a 
yearly maintenance cost. 
 
 
HISTORY: 
By their nature, mobile devices are more susceptible to loss and theft, and therefore are a greater security risk. The 
COT needs to implement a Mobile Device Management (MDM) policy to reduce the risks by managing data security, 
asset tracking, and application deployment on such devices. There is a major threat to city security and data, as well 
as non-compliance with CJIS Federal mandates and PCI compliance. 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 

 
Note: related projects appear in Years 6-10, see Appendix A. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services FY 21/22 
 

 $15,000                               

 
TOTAL: 

 
$15,000 
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Network Switch Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $110,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety X Service Delivery Need  X Replacement Yes $  No X  

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Existing primary and secondary network switches are approaching 8 years old. A plan to replace existing devices 
needs to begin as they have a rough 10 year lifespan.   
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Funds will be used for the purchase of new network switches. These complex and expensive devices need to be 
refreshed with modern versions that can leverage our soon to be, Fiber Network. 
 
 
HISTORY: 
Historically, the City has been able to leverage a grant from the MACC for funding to purchase the new network 
devices. Due to the competitive nature of the grants and the shortage of funds in the grant, we cannot guarantee 
being funded. The network switches manage the flow of data between servers, buildings, and individual PCs. 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
Possible MACC Grant 

 
 
 

 
Note: related projects appear in Years 6-10, see Appendix A. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services FY 18/19 
 

 $110,000                               

 
TOTAL: 

 
$110,000 
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Police Data Authentication for CJIS Certification 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $43,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals X Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety X Service Delivery Need  X Replacement Yes $ 6,000  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
This money will be used to buy hardware and software applications allowing us to implement two-factor 
authentication for the Police mobile pc's and phones.  
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
One server, a robust mobile device management suite, and several mobile policies will allow us to maintain 
compliance with the FBI requirements. All implementation can be done in-house. 
 
 
HISTORY: 
Two-factor authentication is not only an excellent security measure in general, but is required by a Federal governing 
body to ensure the safety of critical police data. The Federal Bureau of Investigation has a set of rules (Criminal 
Justice Information Systems, or CJIS) that are the standards for security while accessing the national database of 
criminals. These CJIS rules require all agencies dealing with secure data to have two-factor authentication 
implemented. Failure to implement will cause loss of access by the Police to this critical national data. 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 

Note: related projects appear in Years 6-10, see Appendix A. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services FY 17/18 
 

 $43,000                               

 
TOTAL: 

 
$43,000 
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Police MDT Replacement Plan 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST:  $ 145,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need  X Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:    ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Purchase of new Mobile Data Terminals (MDT) for the Police Department. This request is to replace these devices for 
the Police department prior to the 5 year replacement schedule. A purchase of a proven model will last longer and 
have fewer issues. 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Purchase 32 replacement MDTs, vehicle mounts, office mounts, accessories, and vehicle wiring. This is a 1:1 
replacement following the current model of assigned devices to staff. Based upon purchase of the Panasonic CF-54 
the total replacement cost would be $145,000. 
 
HISTORY: 
The current Getac V200 MDTs are 2.5 years into a 5 year replacement schedule. This version of Getac has proven to 
be problematic. Overheating, bad design, and poor construction has caused the Getac Corporation to discontinue 
this model and all part manufacturing. There has been a noticeable rate of these devices needing repair, lengthening 
of repair timelines, and shortage of parts. Officers are citing frequent shut-downs, constant network severances, and 
annoyance with frequently returning devices for repair. The MDT’s are a significant conduit to the 9-1-1 dispatching 
center. When they shut down it has a direct impact on community safety. 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 

 
Note: related projects appear in Years 6-10, see Appendix A. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services FY 17/18 
 

 $145,000  

 
TOTAL: 

 
$145,000 
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Police Server Cooling Rack 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST:  $ 21,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:    __X_ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Purchase a self-cooled 42U server rack and batteries for the Data Recovery Site (Police Department).  
 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Purchase a self-cooled air conditioning unit for the Police Department DR site.  
 

HISTORY: 
The Data Recovery (DR) site at the Police Station does not have a separate AC unit, return, or vent for the room. 
Servers not kept cold will overheat, lose life expectancy, and eventually fail early. It is expensive to re-duct, insulate, 
purchase a separate roof mounted AC unit, and cool a whole room. With the small footprint of servers we have at 
the DR site, a self-cooled device will only cool the servers, use existing power and vent into the common return. This 
saves money on cooling and construction, saves time and effort of the Facilities staff, and if there was a need to ever 
move the location, makes the servers completely modular. 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund FY 21/22 
 

 $21,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$21,000 
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Server Room Environmental Monitoring 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST:  $ 12,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety X Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:    __X_ New/Expansion         Yes $3000     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
In order to comply with our Federal CJIS and National PCI standards, Physical (video), Software and Environmental 
(temp and humidity) sensors need to be placed with our critical data.  
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Since all of our data resides in one server room at Operations, a surveillance camera and a rack mounted 
environmental monitor should be placed in the server room.  
Note*  If the camera replacement CIP request is funded, we will only need the environmental monitor.  ($11,000) 
 
HISTORY: 
Funded in the 16/17 FY CIP was $10,000 for Server room monitoring. This money went to purchase the server and 
software that monitor the health of the data in and out of the network and servers. In order to comply with two 
Federal guidelines, the City will need to monitor environmental security and physical health of the data center areas. 
An environmental server and a video camera in the Operations data room will place us in compliance. Remaining out 
of compliance will not prohibit the City from access to data, stop the ability to take payments, or processing criminal 
data. With more threats to data each year, soon these recommendations will become mandatory. As for now they 
are just a best practice and will move us towards complete compliance. 
  

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 

Note: related projects appear in Years 6-10, see Appendix A. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services FY 18/19 
 

 $12,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$12,000 
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Wireless Backend 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $28,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety X Service Delivery Need  X Replacement Yes $  No X  

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION:.  
Replacement of all City wireless access points and controller. This will provide better coverage, modern equipment, 
and a more robust and simplified control.  

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Purchase replacement 15 Wireless Access Points (WAP), 3 expansion WAPs and controller unit housed at Operations 
Data Center.  
 

HISTORY: 
Currently our wireless network consists of "open" wifi at all city locations for staff and visitors. Our current WAPs will 
need to be replaced due to increasing failure improvements in wireless technology. With a more robust system we 
can add functionality, increase security, and match changing wireless modes. 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 

 
Note: related projects appear in Years 6-10, see Appendix A. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services FY 18/19 
 

 $28,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$28,000 
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Wireless Bridge Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $24,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety X Service Delivery Need  X Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   _X__ New/Expansion         Yes $     No X  

 
DESCRIPTION:. 
This project would replace the current "Ruckus" wireless bridge that delivers internet connectivity to the Lafky House, 
Pohl Center, and Van Raden Community Center. The two options for replacement are listed in the scope. 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
A. Replace the current Ruckus wireless bridge with upgraded and modern version. This would still utilize the 
"Wireless" beam broadcasting from the Community Services offices. This option would show minor improvements to 
bandwidth and durability, but no improvements to reliability. $10,000 
 
B. Replace Connection with wired (fiber) connections to all three locations. This would require minor construction, 
wires/conduit, and purchase of appropriate network switches for the locations. This option would improve 
bandwidth, total capabilities, and reliability. $24,000 
 
HISTORY: 
Currently the wireless bridge serves seven to ten staff members housed at the three locations. They are connecting 
to the city infrastructure and the internet through a "Wireless Bridge" that broadcasts from atop the Community 
Services Admin building. This bridge runs at maximum capacity during work hours and causes latency. It also is a 
directional, line-of-sight broadcast that often is blocked by tree limbs, trucks, and rain. With the wish to expand 
technical services to the Pohl Center, prospect of Finance remaining in the Lafky building, the bandwidth needs 
cannot keep up with the demand. Replacing the bridge with a new one will show some improvement with current 
usage, but not enough for expansion. Replacing the bridge with wiring will greatly improve all of the facilities data 
needs and significantly improve reliability well into the future. 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 

 
 
Note: related projects appear in Years 6-10, see Appendix A. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services FY 18/19 
 

 $24,000                               

 
TOTAL: 

 
$24,000 
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Wiring Infrastructure Certification 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $18,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement X Maintenance Yes $  No X  

 Health & Safety X Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION:.  
Repair and certify all low-voltage wiring in all City buildings.   

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Hire a low-voltage wiring contractor to trace, label, tone, test, fix, pull, and undo our current LV wiring in all City 
buildings.   
 

HISTORY: 
Low-Voltage wiring (Ethernet and telephone) has been installed in many different phases, by many different people, 
following many different guidelines throughout the course of the lifespan of the City buildings. The wiring is in 
various states of disarray including: stretched, pinned, kinked, incorrectly terminated, incorrectly strung, unshielded, 
unlabeled, mislabeled, and poorly installed. Hiring a certified, low-voltage wiring vendor to undo and repair these 
issues will improve our network file access, relieve the network of "ghosts" and "chatter" over the lines, and also 
coincide with an overall improvement with our City Fiber plan implementation. 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 

 
Note: related projects appear in Years 6-10, see Appendix A. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services FY 18/19 
 

 $18,000  

 
TOTAL: 

 
$18,000 
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TRANSPORTATION 

The City of Tualatin's transportation network includes 91 miles of streets (seventy-seven miles are maintained by the 
City, nine miles are maintained by Washington and Clackamas Counties, and five miles are maintained by the State) and 
48 traffic signals (the City owns twenty-two, eighteen are County-owned, and eight are State-owned). All signals within 
Tualatin are operated by Washington County or Oregon Department of Transportation.  

Tualatin’s right-of-way serves a multitude of transportation system users including pedestrians, bicycles, transit, 
automobiles, and freight. Projects included in the CIP include projects designed to improve the safety, capacity, and 
connectivity for all roadway users. 

The transportation projects included in the CIP are generally identified in the 2014 Transportation System Plan (TSP). 
The TSP prioritized projects as short-term (one to five years), medium-term (five to ten years), and long term (more than 
10 years). In addition to design and construction projects, there are also concept studies programmed into the CIP to 
evaluate possible projects and define scope for viable projects. The CIP plans for projects based on the TSP and 
anticipated funding. 

 
STREETS 
Roadway projects improve the safety and capacity of Tualatin’s street network. These projects include improvements 
for vehicles, bicycles, transit, and freight as well as sidewalk improvements for pedestrians. Street projects also include 
striping and signing projects to help make the transportation network easier and safer to use.  

 
INTERSECTIONS 
These projects increase the carrying capacity and improve the safety by moving traffic more efficiently and safely 
through existing intersections. Safe pedestrian travel is also enhanced with these projects. Project features may include 
placement of traffic signals, re-channeling traffic, and/or creating protected left turn lanes. 

 
PATHWAYS/BIKEWAYS 
Pedestrian and bicycle use is enhanced and encouraged through the development of pathway/bikeway projects. These 
projects help alleviate traffic congestion, air pollution, and contribute to a sense of community by providing an 
alternative mode of transportation. 

 
FUNDING SOURCES 
The Road Operating/Gas Tax Fund receives its revenue from a share of the Washington County gasoline tax and a share 
of the State gasoline tax. The Washington County gasoline tax is a $0.01/gallon tax on gas sold in the County; 
apportioned on a per capita basis. The State Highway Trust Fund consists of a gas tax, vehicle registration fees, and 
weighted mile taxes for heavy vehicles. It is projected to be apportioned to the City at a rate of $57.81 per capita for 
FY 2016-2017. 

 
Per Oregon Revised Statute (ORS), 1% of State Gas Tax funds are set aside for footpath/bike trail projects; if these funds 
are not used annually, they may be held for up to ten years in a reserve fund. 

 
The Road Utility Fee Fund is designed to fund maintenance of City streets, including repairing sidewalks, landscape 
enhancements along the rights-of-way, street tree replacement, and for operational costs of street lights. Revenue for 
this fund is generated through a monthly utility fee paid by residents and businesses.  

 
The Transportation Development Tax Fund is supported by one-time fees levied against new development within 
Washington County. The fund pays for capital costs associated with roads and transit to serve new development. 

 
ISSUES FACING TRANSPORTATION 
The Transportation System Plan, updated in 2014, identified many projects which have been prioritized and included in 
this CIP. There are more projects than funding currently available and forecast in future years.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL



 

129 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  FY 17/18 FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 FY 21/22 

Transportation           

65th Ave and Hospital: Pedestrian Concept Study 10,000         

65th Ave and Sagert St: New Traffic Signal (R51) 726,000         

Avery St at Boones Ferry: Add Bike Lanes on East Leg (BP5)         142,000 

Blake Street Concept Study: 115th to 124th 100,000         

Boones Ferry Rd and Alabama St: Pedestrian Concept Study 10,000         

Boones Ferry Rd and Arikara Dr: Pedestrian Concept Study    10,000       

Boones Ferry Road Sidewalk In-fill (R12)   347,000       

Garden Corner Curves (105th Ave/Blake St/108th Ave) (R7)       442,000 758,000 

Grahams Ferry and Dogwood: Pedestrian Concept Study 20,000         

Hedges Creek Pedestrian Bridge: Upgrade surface (BP6)         121,000 

Herman Rd: Widening Tualatin Rd to Teton Rd (R3)   725,000   4,601,000   

Myslony Bridge: west of 112th Ave (R28) 1,565,000 1,000,000       

Nyberg Street and I-5 Interchange: Bike Lane Improvements (BP13)         29,000 

School Wayfinding Signs (BP1)         88,000 

Transportation System Plan: Mid-term Update 200,000         

Tualatin Rd and Teton Ave: New Traffic Signal (R33)     692,000     

Tualatin Rd: Add Traffic Signs (R38)         24,000 

Transportation Total 2,631,000 2,082,000 692,000 5,043,000 1,162,000 
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65
th

 Ave and Hospital: Pedestrian Concept Study 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TRANSPORTATION DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $10,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   
x Health & Safety x Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:       ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Prepare concept study to evaluate a mid-block crosswalk with pedestrian activated flashing beacons at 65th Avenue 
and Legacy Meridian Park Hospital.  
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Hire a consultant to evaluate traffic impacts, prepare concept level cost estimates, and identify funding sources. 
 
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
Improvements to this intersection were originally proposed as part of the Neighborhood Traffic Solutions program. 
 
 
 
FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
Funding for design and construction, beyond the scope of this concept study, has not been identified. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Road Operating/Gas Tax Fund FY 17/18 
 

 $10,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$10,000 
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65
th

 Ave and Hospital:  Pedestrian Concept Study 
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65
th

 Avenue and Sagert Street: New Traffic Signal 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TRANSPORTATION DESIGN SCHEDULE:          2016 

TOTAL COST: $726,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:          2017 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $X  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
 Master Plan:  TSP (R51)  __ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
This intersection is currently controlled with a stop sign and experiences significant delays in peak hours. The signal 
will be coordinated with the signal at 65th Avenue and Borland Road to improve traffic flow and reduce congestion.   
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
This project is to install a new traffic signal and a northbound left turn lane onto Sagert Street, widen all legs of the 
intersection, and improve pedestrian and bicycle facilities. It will be constructed with the Sagert Farm Subdivision. 
No right of way is anticipated to be impacted with installation of the signal. 
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
According to the TSP, the new traffic signal would operate in conjunction with the existing signal at 65th Avenue and 
Borland Road (traffic progresses through both intersections in one signal cycle). 
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 

 
 
ON-GOING COST: 
Traffic signals are maintained and updated by Washington County. By intergovernmental agreement, the City pays 
Washington County each year to operate and maintain existing signals. 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Transportation Development Tax Fund FY 17/18 
 

$509,000 
Road Operating/ Gas Tax Fund FY 17/18 

 
 $217,000                               

 
TOTAL: 

 
$726,000 
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65
th

 Avenue and Sagert Street: New Traffic Signal 
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Avery Street at Boones Ferry Road:  Add Bike Lanes on East Leg 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TRANSPORTATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 21/22 

TOTAL COST: $142,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: FY 21/22 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
X Master Plan:   TSP (BP5)  ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Add bike lanes to the east leg of the intersection of Avery Street and Boones Ferry Road. 
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Purchase right of way and widen east leg of intersection (on the north side of Avery Street) with Boones Ferry Road 
to accommodate new east and west bike lanes. 
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
N/A 
 
 
 
 
FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
This project will need to be outside funded in order to proceed. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Outside funded / Grant FY 21/22 
 

 $142,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$142,000 
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Avery Street at Boones Ferry Road:  Add Bike Lanes on East Leg 
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Blake Street Concept Study: 115
th

 to 124
th

  

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE: FY 17/18 

CATEGORY: TRANSPORTATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: TBD 

TOTAL COST: $100,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: TBD 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety x Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   _x__ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  
 

DESCRIPTION: 
Study extension of Blake Street between 115th and 124th Streets to relieve congestion on 115th Avenue and Tualatin-
Sherwood Road. 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Hire a consultant  to evaluate traffic impacts, develop alternatives, prepare concept level cost estimates, and identify 
funding sources for new major collector roadway.  
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
The Southwest Concept Plan includes information about a new street in this area. 
 
 
 
FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
Funding for design and construction, beyond the scope of this concept study, has not been identified. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Road Operating/ Gas Tax Fund FY 17/18 
 

 $100,000                               

 
TOTAL: 

 
$100,000 
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Blake Street Concept Study: 115
th

 to 124
th
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Boones Ferry Rd and Alabama St: Pedestrian Concept Study  

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE: FY 17/18 

CATEGORY: TRANSPORTATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: TBD 

TOTAL COST: $10,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: TBD 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   
x Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:    _x_ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Prepare concept study to evaluate crosswalk and rectangular rapid flashing beacons (RRFBs) at Alabama Street and 
Boones Ferry Road near the high school parking lot entrance, remove existing mid-block crosswalk on Boones Ferry 
Road, and add sidewalk on the west side of Boones Ferry Road. 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Hire a consultant to evaluate traffic impacts, develop alternatives, prepare concept level cost estimates, and identify 
funding sources. 
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
This project was originally proposed by the Ibach CIO. 
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
Funding for design and construction, beyond the scope of this concept study, has not been identified. 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Road Operating/Gas Tax Fund FY 17/18 
 

 $10,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$10,000 
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Boones Ferry Rd & Alabama St: Pedestrian Concept Study  
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Boones Ferry Rd and Arikara Drive: Pedestrian Concept Study  

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE: 2017 

CATEGORY: TRANSPORTATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: TBD 

TOTAL COST: $10,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: TBD 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety x Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   _x_ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Prepare concept study to evaluate a northbound left turn lane onto Arikara Drive. 
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Hire a consultant to evaluate traffic impacts, prepare concept level cost estimates, and identify funding sources.  
 
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
Improvements to this intersection were originally proposed by the Ibach CIO. 
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
Funding for design and construction, beyond the scope of this concept study, has not been identified. 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Road Operating/Gas Tax Fund FY 18/19 
 

 $10,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$10,000 
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Boones Ferry Rd and Arikara Drive: Pedestrian Concept Study 
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Boones Ferry Road Sidewalk In-fill 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TRANSPORTATION DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $347,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
 Master Plan: Transport. System Plan (R12)  __ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Improve sidewalk on the south end of Boones Ferry Road between Tualatin High School and the city limits. 
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
According to the Transportation System Plan, there are sidewalk gaps at the south end of Boones Ferry Road 
approximately 400 feet north of Norwood Road on the west side and approximately 250 feet north of Norwood Road 
on the east side. Improvements include sidewalk, curb, drainage, minor roadway widening, retaining wall, and 
landscaping and illumination in the planter strip. Additional right of way will be needed over the length of the 
project. 
 
 
HISTORY: 
N/A 
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Road Operating Fund /Gas Tax FY 18/19 
 

 $347,000                               

 
TOTAL: 

 
$347,000 
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Boones Ferry Road Sidewalk In-fill 
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Garden Corner Curves: Upgrade 105
th

/Blake/108
th  

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE: 2016 

CATEGORY: TRANSPORTATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: TBD 

TOTAL COST: $3,518,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: TBD 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
x Master Plan: TSP (R7)  ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Upgrade SW 105th Avenue/ Blake Street/ 108th Avenue between Moratoc and Willow Streets to improve safety for 
vehicles, bicycles, and pedestrians. 
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
New pedestrian and bicycle facilities. Identify factors that contribute to safety concerns and develop possible 
solutions.  
 
 
HISTORY: 
The City is currently conducting a concept study only for this project in FY 2016/17 which will inform any future 
construction projects. 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
This project is eligible for 100% TDT funding as approved on the Washington County TDT project list. 

 
 
 
 

 
 
ON-GOING COST: 
Not yet determined. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Transportation Development Tax Fund FY 20/21 
 

 $442,000                               
Transportation Development Tax Fund FY 21/22 

 
 $758,000 

Transportation Development Tax Fund FY 22/23 
 

 $2,318,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$3,518,000 
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Garden Corner Curves: Upgrade 105
th

/Blake/108
th 
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Grahams Ferry and Dogwood: Pedestrian Concept Study 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE: 2017 

CATEGORY: TRANSPORTATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: TBD 

TOTAL COST: $20,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: TBD 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   
x Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   _x_ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Evaluate a mid-block crosswalk with pedestrian activated rectangular rapid flashing beacons (RRFBs) across Grahams 
Ferry Road at Dogwood to make it safer for pedestrians to travel between Victoria Gardens and West neighborhoods. 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Hire a consultant  to evaluate traffic impacts, develop alternatives, prepare concept level cost estimates, and identify 
funding sources. 
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
This project comes from the Neighborhood Solutions program and requires more funding than the program has 
available. 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
Funding for design and construction, beyond the scope of this concept study, has not been identified. 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Road Operating/Gas Tax Fund FY 17/18 
 

 $20,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$20,000 
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Grahams Ferry and Dogwood: Pedestrian Concept Study 
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Hedges Creek Pedestrian Bridge:  Upgrade Surface 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 21/22 

TOTAL COST: $121,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: FY 21/22 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   
x Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
x Master Plan:   TSP (BP6)  ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Upgrade surface of Hedges Creek Pedestrian Bridge (behind Hedges Green Starbucks) to decrease slipping and 
increase pedestrian safety. 
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Replace existing bridge deck, approximately 2600 square feet. 
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
The existing surface has issues with water and ice build-up and requires frequent maintenance. 
 
 
 
FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Road Operating / Gas Tax Fund FY 21/22 
 

 $121,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$121,000 
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Hedges Creek Pedestrian Bridge:  Upgrade Surface 
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Herman Rd: Widening from Tualatin to Teton Rd 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE: FY 18/19 

CATEGORY: TRANSPORTATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 18/19 

TOTAL COST: $5,326,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: FY 20/21 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   
 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
 Master Plan: TSP (R3)  __ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Improve bike lanes, sidewalks, and transit stops along Herman Road between the employment district, 
neighborhoods, and downtown. Improve safety and mobility for all roadway users along Herman Road where 
currently bicycles, pedestrians, automobiles, transit, and trucks share two 12-foot vehicle travel lanes because there 
are no bike lanes or sidewalks. Add buffered bike lanes and other Active Transportation components where there are 
existing sidewalks and bike lanes.  
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
The total project cost includes project development, engineering, environmental permitting (FY 18/19), and right of 
way acquisition and construction (FY 20/21).  
 
 
HISTORY: 
This project will enable pedestrians and bicyclists to travel in a safer environment than they currently do when 
sharing two 12-foot travel lanes with cars, trucks, and buses. Adding sidewalks and bike lanes where they do not 
currently exist and providing buffered bikes lanes along the rest of the corridor will provide a safer more comfortable 
environment. 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
The City has applied for a Regional Flexible Funds Allocation (RFFA) grant for the preliminary engineering of this 
project. Additional grant funding will be necessary to continue with construction in FY 20/21. 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

RFFA & MSTIP Grants   FY 18/19 
 

 $695,000 
Road Operating/Gas Tax Fund (RFFA Grant Match) FY 18/19 

 
$30,000 

Potential Construction Grant FY 20/21 
 

$4,601,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$5,326,000 
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Herman Road: Widening from Tualatin to Teton 
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Myslony Bridge: West of 112
th

 Ave 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE: 2014 

CATEGORY: TRANSPORTATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 16/17 

TOTAL COST: $3,165,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: FY 17/18 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
 Master Plan:  TSP (R28)  ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Design and construct a new bridge on SW Myslony Street (major collector) over Hedges Creek between SW 
112th Avenue and SW 115th Avenue. This project will provide a critical transportation connection and provide 
options for industrial traffic other than SW Tualatin-Sherwood Road. This project will include two travel lanes, a 
center left turn lane, bike lanes, sidewalks, storm drainage, water quality treatment, planter strips, and street 
lighting. The bridge is proposed as a pre-cast structure supported on steel pipe piles. Bridge span will be 
approximately 100 feet. A water main identified in the 2013 Water Master Plan will be constructed with this 
project. 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Design and construct bridge and associated right of way improvements, purchase right of way needed to 
construct bridge approaches, prepare DSL/Corps of Engineers permits and conduct public outreach program. 
 
 

HISTORY: 
This project is identified as a new City street extension project in the 2014 Transportation System Plan.  
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
This project includes $200,000 from private development that will benefit from the bridge connection. 

 
 
 

 
ON-GOING COSTS: 
New pavement will require periodic overlays and eventual replacement. Striping will require refreshing and 
replacement. New street lights will have continual operational cost. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Transportation Development Tax Fund FY 16/17 
 

 $400,000                               
Private Donation FY 16/17 

 
 $200,000 

Transportation Development Tax Fund FY 17/18 
 

 $1,565,000 
Transportation Development Tax Fund FY 18/19 

 
$1,000,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$3,165,000 
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Myslony Bridge: West of 112

th
 Ave 
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Nyberg Street and I-5 Interchange:  Bike Lane Improvements 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TRANSPORTATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 21/22 

TOTAL COST: $29,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: FY 21/22 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $x  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
X Master Plan:   TSP (BP13)  ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Upgrade bike lane pavement markings to improve visibility on the Nyberg Street Interchange.  
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Evaluate American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) and National Association of 
City Transportation Officials (NACTO) options for upgrading bike lane markings. Coordinate alternatives with cycling 
community and the Oregon Dept. of Transportation (ODOT). Install new markings. 
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
This project was identified as a short-term priority in the 2014 Transportation System Plan. 
 
 
 
FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
This project will require outside funding in order to proceed. Possible active transportation funding through Metro, 
ODOT, or others. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
ON-GOING COSTS: 
Methyl methacrylate (MMA) or thermoplastic striping will need to be refreshed or replaced on regular maintenance 
schedules. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

  Outside funded / Grant FY 21/22 
 

 $29,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$29,000 
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Nyberg Street and I-5 Interchange:  Bike Lane Improvements 
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School Wayfinding Signs 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TRANSPORTATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 21/22 

TOTAL COST: $$88,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: FY 21/22 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
X Master Plan:   TSP (BP1)  ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Provide wayfinding signs for Safe Routes to Schools.  
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Evaluate and install new wayfinding signs along routes to schools, assuming six signs per route, three routes per 
school for five schools in Tualatin. 
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
This project was identified as a short-term priority in the 2014 Transportation System Plan. 
 
 
 
FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
There is potential for active transportation, Safe Routes to School or other outside funding. 
 
 
 
 

 
 
ON-GOING COSTS: 
Signs will require replacement on regular intervals as defined by the City’s asset management system. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Outside Funded / Grant FY 21/22 
 

 $88,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$88,000 
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School Wayfinding Signs 
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Transportation System Plan: Mid-term Update 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: UTILITIES DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $200,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   
x Health & Safety x Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Update the 2014 Transportation System Plan based on community input and changing conditions.  
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Hire a consultant to evaluate traffic impacts, prepare concept level cost estimates and identify funding sources. 
 
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
The current TSP was adopted in 2014. Many grant funding opportunities are only available for projects included in a 
TSP; therefore it is important to update the TSP to reflect current community goals and service delivery needs. 
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Road Operating/ Gas Tax Fund FY 17/18 
 

 $200,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$200,000 
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Tualatin Rd and Teton Ave: New Traffic Signal 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TRANSPORTATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 19/20 

TOTAL COST: $692,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: FY 19/20 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
X Master Plan:    TSP (R33)  ___ New/Expansion         Yes $x     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Add a traffic signal at SW Tualatin Road and SW Teton Avenue. 
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Design and construct a new traffic signal. 
 
 

HISTORY: 
This project was identified as a short-term priority in the 2014 Transportation System Plan. 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
This project is eligible for $456,750 of TDT funding as approved on the Washington County TDT project list.  

 
 

 
 
ON-GOING COSTS: 
Traffic signals are maintained and updated by Washington County. By intergovernmental agreement, the City pays 
Washington County each year to operate and maintain existing signals. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Transportation Development Tax Fund   FY 19/20 
 

 $456,000                               
Road Operating/ Gas Tax Fund   FY 19/20 

 
 $236,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$692,000 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL



 

161 
 

Tualatin Rd and Teton Ave: New Traffic Signal 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL



 

162 
 

Tualatin Road: Add Traffic Signs 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TRANSPORTATION DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $24,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
X Master Plan:   TSP (R38)  ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Add signs along Tualatin Road to designate route as local traffic only. 
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Evaluate, design, and install signs at each end of Tualatin Road and intermittently as needed. 
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
This project was identified as a short-term priority in the 2014 Transportation System Plan. 
 
 
 
FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 
 
 

 
ON-GOING COSTS: 
The new signs will need to be added to the City sign inventory and maintained as part of the asset management system. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Road Operating / Gas Tax Fund FY 21/22 
 

 $24,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$24,000 
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Tualatin Road: Add Traffic Signs 
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UTILITIES- SEWER 
 

The City owns and operates a sanitary sewer collection system consisting of 96 miles of sewer pipes (eighty-eight 
miles are maintained by the City and eight miles are maintained by Clean Water Services (CWS). Over 6,400 sewer 
connections, hundreds of manholes, and ten lift stations are maintained by CWS. 
 
Wastewater generated in Tualatin is treated at Clean Water Services’ Durham Creek Waste Water Treatment Plant. 
 
FUNDING SOURCES 
Fees collected in the Sewer Operating Fund provide funding for, and are restricted to, maintenance and capital 
construction of the sewer distribution and collection systems. 
 
Developers are required to pay a Sewer System Development Charge established by Clean Water Services to 
cover the costs associated with extending service to new and expanding developments. These funds can be used 
to construct capital improvements thus increasing the capacity of the system. 
 
ISSUES FACING UTILITIES  
Aging parts of infrastructure— while Tualatin’s distribution system is relatively young, regular replacement and 
upgrades are needed to prevent disruption of services. 
 
Regulatory requirements— as new or more stringent regulatory requirements are put into place, changes to the 
distribution and collection systems are necessary to stay in compliance. 
 
Expansion to serve new development— new development requires new infrastructure be constructed to meet the 
increasing demands. 
 
An update to the Sewer Master Plan is underway in FY 16/17. Once it is completed, more information and/or projects 
will be added to this section. 
 

 
FY 17/18 FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 FY 21/22 

Sewer           

65th Ave/Nyberg Trunk Concept Study   10,000       

Sewer Total   10,000       
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65
th

 Avenue/Nyberg Trunk Concept Study 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE: FY 17/18 

CATEGORY: UTILITIES DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $10,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement x Maintenance Yes $  No x  

 Health & Safety x Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Study the 18” Trunk Line that travels through the Nyberg Wetlands. This Trunk Line services the City from I-5 East. The 
new upcoming developments of Sagert Farms and RV Park of Portland site will also be serviced by this line. 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Identify repair needs and costs associated with those needed repairs.  
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
In 2011 the City experienced a SSO (Sanitary Sewer Overflow) in the Nyberg wetlands due to the blockage of this 18” 
Trunk line.  Investigation revealed that a structural defect allowed a tree root to penetrate the line and collect F.O.G. 
(fats-oil-and grease) resulting in the blockage.  Since that time this line has been on a six month Hot Spot 
Maintenance schedule.    
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Sewer Operating Fund FY 18/19 
 

 $10,000                               

 
TOTAL: 

 
$10,000 
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65
th

 Avenue/Nyberg Trunk Concept Study 
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UTILITIES- STORMWATER 
 
The City of Tualatin manages stormwater discharges in accordance with Clean Water Services (CWS) Municipal Separate 
Storm Sewer System (MS4) permit. The City is one of 12 member cities who operate under CWS’s MS4 permit, which 
established regulations and standards for managing stormwater within the Tualatin River Watershed. The permit sets 
standards intended to reduce pollutant loads in stormwater runoff through implementation of Best Management Practices 
(BMPs).  
 
The City works closely with CWS to construct and maintain public stormwater facilities and the City manages the private 
stormwater quality program to ensure that privately operated stormwater quality facilities provide the treatment benefits 
they were designed to provide.  
 
Tualatin’s storm drain system includes approximately 89 miles of pipes, 12 drainage basins, more than 2,800 catch basins, 
86 public water quality facilities (WQFs), and hundreds of manholes. 

 
FUNDING SOURCES 
Fees collected in Storm Drain Operating Enterprise Fund, through Clean Water Services’ Surface Water Management 
Program provide funding for and must be used for maintenance and capital construction of the stormwater collection and 
treatment system. 

 
When property is developed within Tualatin, the property owners are required to pay a Storm Drain System Development 
Charge to cover the costs associated with extending service to new and expanding developments. These funds may be 
used to construct capital improvements that increase the capacity of the system. 

 
ISSUES FACING UTILITIES 
Aging parts of infrastructure—While Tualatin’s stormwater system is relatively young, regular replacement and upgrades 
are needed to prevent disruption of services. 

 
Regulatory requirements— In May 2016, Clean Water Services signed a new MS4 permit which regulates stormwater 
discharge in the Tualatin River watershed. The new permit updates previous standards and implements new stormwater 
requirements. CWS and the member cities – including Tualatin – are currently updating the Design and Construction 
Standards that provide direction to developers, the design community, and contractors. Some of the changes will impact 
future CIPs.  

 
Expansion to serve growth— The City is currently preparing a comprehensive stormwater master plan that will evaluate the 
existing stormwater system, provide a framework for future improvements, and evaluate and recommend a rate structure to 
fund the stormwater system. Once the Master Plan is completed, more information and/or projects will be added to this 
section. 

  

 
FY 17/18 FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 FY 21/22 

Storm           

Herman Rd. Water Quality Facility/LIDA Swale     69,000     

Sequoia Ridge Water Quality Facility   110,000       

Sweek Dr/Emery Zidell Pond B     114,000     

Storm Total   110,000 183,000     
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Herman Road Public Water Quality Facility/ LIDA Swale 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: UTILITIES DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $69,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals X Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need  X Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Update the existing water quality facility on the north side of Herman Road from SW 124th Avenue to 800 feet west of 
SW 108th Avenue to meet the current standards for Low Impact Development Approach (LIDA) swales. 

PROJECT SCOPE:  
Install approximately 2800 linear feet of LIDA swales vegetation to meet Clean Water Services’ standards and MS4 
(municipal separate storm sewer system) permit requirements. 
 
 
HISTORY:  
When Herman Road was widened in 2010/2011, the roadside swales were installed as jurisdictional wetlands to 
mitigate for existing wetlands that were impacted by the project. In 2016, the City replaced these wetlands by 
purchasing wetland bank credits so the roadside swale would no longer be regulated as wetlands by the Corps of 
Engineers or Department of State Lands. These swales will now be considered standard water quality facilities 
regulated by CWS and the City. 
 
 
FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 
 
 
 

 
ON-GOING COSTS: 
The water quality facility will require on-going maintenance including regular weeding and trimming, periodic inspection, and 
periodic plant replacement in order to meet water quality discharge requirements established by the MS4 permit.  
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Leveton Tax Increment District Fund FY 19/20 
 

 $69,000                               

 
TOTAL: 

 
$69,000 
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Herman Road Public Water Quality Facility/ LIDA Swale 
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Sequoia Ridge Water Quality Facility 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: UTILITIES DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $110,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals  Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   
 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Rehabilitation of an existing public water quality facility located in the Sequoia Ridge Subdivision.   
 
 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Using As-Built plans, design the extensive debris removal along with construction and replanting plans to bring the 
facility to a functioning status. 
 
 
HISTORY: 
Project resulted from inspecting all of the public water quality facilities at the end of 2014 to determine functionality 
and maintenance needs. This facility needed significantly more work to be brought into compliance with CWS 
requirements than routine maintenance could provide.  
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Storm Drain Operating Fund FY 18/19 
 

 $110,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$110,000 
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Sequioa Ridge Water Quality Facility 
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Sweek Drive/Emery Zidell Pond B 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: UTILITIES DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $114,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety x Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
The existing public water quality facility located on the south side of SW Sweek Drive (Sweek Drive/Emery Zidell Pond) 
is no longer functioning properly as a water quality facility and needs to be reconstructed and re-vegetated. 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE:  
The scope of this project includes survey, design, and reconstruction of the existing water quality facility.  
 
 
 

HISTORY:  
N/A 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Storm Drain Operating Fund FY 19/20 
 

 $114,000                               

 
TOTAL: 

 
$114,000 
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Sweek Drive/Emery Zidell Pond B 
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 UTILITIES- WATER 
 
 
Tualatin’s water supply comes from the Bull Run Watershed and the Columbia Southshore Wellfield systems which is an 
unfiltered system. The City purchases the water from the City of Portland and distributes it to Tualatin residents. 

 
The City’s distribution system contains 111 miles of water lines ranging from four to 36 inches in diameter, five reservoirs, 
three pump stations, and over 6,600 water connections. 

 
FUNDING SOURCES 
Fees collected in the Water Operating Enterprise Fund, provide funding for, and are restricted to, maintenance and capital 
construction of the water distribution and collection system. 

 
Developers are required to pay a Water System Development Charge to cover the costs associated with extending service to 
new and expanding developments. These funds can be used to construct capital improvements thus increasing the capacity 
of the system. 

 
ISSUES FACING UTILITIES 
Aging parts of infrastructure—while Tualatin’s distribution system is relatively young, regular replacement and upgrades are 
needed to prevent disruption of services. 
 
Regulatory requirements— as new or more stringent regulatory requirements are put into place, changes to the 
distribution and collection systems are necessary to stay in compliance. 

 
Expansion to serve new development— new development requires new infrastructure be constructed to meet the increasing 
demands. 
 
An update to the Water Master Plan is underway in FY 16/17. Once it is completed, more information and/or projects will 
be added to this section. 
 

 

 
FY 17/18 FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 FY 21/22 

Water           

B Level Pump Station (PS-1)     216,000 892,000   

Blake Street to 115th: Install 12” Pipe  427,000         

Leveton: Complete Loop System for Fire Flow (P-4)         181,000 

Myslony St/112th Ave: Loop System (P-3) 490,000         

Norwood Rd Tanks: New Water Line to Tanks (P-8)         1,224,000 

Water Main Blow-Off Replacement     114,000     

Water Reservoirs: A1 Exterior/Interior Painting & Cleaning 720,000         

Water Reservoirs: A2 Interior Painting & Cleaning   330,000       

Water Reservoirs: B2 Exterior Painting & Cleaning 133,000         

Water Reservoirs: B2 Interior Painting & Cleaning     568,000     

Water Reservoirs: C1 Roof Replacement 624,000         

Water Total 2,394,000 330,000 898,000 892,000 1,405,000 
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B Level Pump Station 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: UTILITIES DESIGN SCHEDULE: 19/20 

TOTAL COST: $1,108,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: 20/21 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
 Master Plan: Water Master Plan (PS-1)  __ New/Expansion         Yes $x     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
This new pump station will provide future pumping capacity needed for Service Area B in the event of PRV failure. 
The pump station will also provide for improved service pressures under high demand conditions and improve 
turnover for water quality in the A-2 reservoir.  
 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Design and construct new 3,600 gpm (~100 HP) pump station near the A-2 Water Reservoir.  

HISTORY: 
The 2013 Water Master Plan recommended that the City construct a new back-up pump station located near the A-2 
reservoir to accommodate development of the SW Concept Area. 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 

 
ON-GOING COSTS 
The pump station will require on-going operations and maintenance cost for the life of the facility.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Water SDC Fund                  (Design) FY 19/20 
 

 $216,000                               
Water SDC Fund                  (Construction) FY 20/21 

 
$892,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$1,108,000 
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B Level Pump Station  
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Blake Street to 115
th

 Avenue: Install 12” Water Pipe 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: UTILITIES DESIGN SCHEDULE: 17/18 

TOTAL COST: $427,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:            17/18 
  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Construction of approximately 1,300 linear feet of 12-inch diameter piping to connect the existing dead-end line in 
115th Street to the line in Blake Street to the east at the edge of Rogers Park subdivision. This project will alleviate 
an existing water pressure issue in this dead-end line. 
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Construct approximately 1,300 linear feet of 12-inch diameter pipe. 
 
 
 

HISTORY: 
Water pressure in this line has historically been an issue; the new line will prevent the issue from occurring in the 
future. 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Water Operating Fund FY 17/18 
 

 $273,000                              
Water SDC Fund FY 17/18 

 
 $154,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$427,000 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL



 

181 
 

Blake Street to 115
th

 Avenue: Install 12” Water Pipe 
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Leveton: Complete Loop System for Fire Flow 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: UTILITIES DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $181,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan: Water Master Plan P-4  ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION:  
This project consists of the partial completion of a 12-inch diameter water distribution loop to improve capacity to 
address existing fire flow deficiencies in the area. The project is located near the Leveton Pressure Reducing Valve 
(PRV) vault. 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE:  
The scope of this project includes survey, design, and construction of a 12-inch diameter water main.  
 
 
 
 
HISTORY:  
N/A 
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Water SDC Fund FY 21/22 
 

$65,000 
Water Operating Fund FY 21/22 

 
 $116,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$181,000 
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Leveton: Complete Loop System for Fire Flow 
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Myslony St/112
th

 Ave: Water Loop System 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: UTILITIES DESIGN SCHEDULE: 2016 

TOTAL COST: $490,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: FY 17/18 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
 Master Plan: Water Master Plan (P-3)  __ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Construct approximately 1,100 of 12-inch watermain in Myslony Street to complete a loop in the system, 
which will improve fire flow capacity. This project will be constructed in conjunction with the Myslony 
Bridge project listed in the Transportation section of this CIP. 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Design and construct 1,100 feet of waterline. 
 
 
 

HISTORY: 
This project is included in the 2013 Water Master Plan to address fire flow deficiencies. 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Water Operating Fund FY 17/18 
 

 $314,000                               
Water SDC Fund FY 17/18 

 
 $176,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$490,000 
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Myslony St/112

th
 Ave Intersection Water Loop System 
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Norwood Rd Tanks: New Water Line to Tanks 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: UTILITIES DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $1,224,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety x Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
x Master Plan: Water Master Plan P-8  _x__ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION:    
Build approximately 4,700 feet of parallel 12-inch diameter outlet piping from the Norwood Reservoirs to the Service 
Area B distribution system at SW Ibach Road to provide for fire flow capacity and improve reservoir water quality. 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
 
 
 

HISTORY: 
Reservoir outlet capacity improvements are necessary when the future water reservoirs are constructed to promote 
turnover in the Norwood Reservoirs. 
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Water Operating Fund FY 21/22 
 

$ 783,000                               
Water SDC Fund FY 21/22 

 
 $441,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$1,224,000 
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Norwood Rd Tanks: New Water Line to Tanks 
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Water Main Blow-Off Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE: N/A 

CATEGORY: UTILITIES DESIGN SCHEDULE: N/A 

TOTAL COST: $114,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: N/A 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   
 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Replace existing water line air relief/vacuum valves at various locations throughout the City annually. Air blow off 
assemblies are an integral part of a sound water delivery system and need to be replaced as the system ages. Blow off 
units are located at pre-designed areas of the water system to eliminate collapsing of mains and purging of air in high 
elevations in the system.      
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Replace blow off units at Jameo Court, Sunde Court, Ochoco Court, and Nestucca Court. These assemblies were 
installed using old iron galvanized pipe and fittings.  
 
 
HISTORY: 
Four locations in the City currently have blow off assemblies in need of replacement because they were installed 
with galvanized pipe and fittings which are prone to failure from rust and electrolysis.   
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Water Operating Fund FY 19/20 
 

 $114,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$114,000 
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Water Main Blow-Off Replacement 

 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL



 

190 
 

Water Reservoirs: A1 Cleaning and Painting 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: UTILITIES DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $720,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement  Maintenance Yes $  No   
 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
This project consists of interior and exterior coating of the City’s Avery A1 Reservoir, a ground level 2.2 million 
gallon welded steel drinking water storage tank. The tank is 90 feet in diameter and 50 feet tall and was 
constructed in 1971. The exterior coating of the A1 Reservoir has approached the recommended limit for adding 
more coatings, and has a lead based primer coating. The interior coating appears to be the original coating applied 
when the reservoir was installed. 
 
Surface preparation will include full removal of existing interior and exterior coatings with abrasive blast methods. 
The existing exterior coating system has lead based paints and, as such, will require full containment and lead 
abatement procedures. 
 
 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Coat the interior and exterior of A1 Reservoir. 
 

HISTORY: 
N/A 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Water Operating Fund FY 17/18 
 

 $720,000                               

 
TOTAL: 

 
$720,000 
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Water Reservoirs: A1 Cleaning and Painting 
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Water Reservoirs: A2 Interior Cleaning and Painting 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: UTILITIES DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $330,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement  Maintenance Yes $  No   
 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Repaint the inside of A2 reservoir. The existing paint is showing signs of blistering.    
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Staff will hire a contractor to repaint the inside of the reservoir. 
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
The existing paint was applied when the reservoir was put into service in 2006. 
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Water Operating Fund FY 18/19 
 

 $330,000                               

 
TOTAL: 

 
$330,000 
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Water Reservoirs: A2 Interior Cleaning and Painting 
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Water Reservoirs: B2 Exterior Painting and Cleaning 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: UTILITIES DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $133,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement  Maintenance Yes $  No   
 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
This project consists of exterior coating of the City’s Norwood B2 Reservoir, a ground level 2.8 million gallon welded 
steel tank constructed in 1989. After cleaning, a standard exterior coating will be applied. 
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE:  
Clean exterior and apply new coating. 
 
 

HISTORY:  
The original exterior coating of the B2 Reservoir was removed in 2000 due to poor adhesion.  
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Water Operating Fund FY 17/18 
 

 $133,000                               

 
TOTAL: 

 
$133,000 
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Water Reservoirs: B2 Exterior Painting and Cleaning 
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Water Reservoirs: B2 Interior Painting and Cleaning 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: UTILITIES DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $568,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement  Maintenance Yes $  No   
 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
This project consists of interior coating of the City’s Norwood B2 Reservoir, a ground level 2.8 million gallon welded 
steel tank constructed in 1989.   
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Clean and paint B2 Reservoir. 
 
 

HISTORY: 
Because the interior coatings are estimated to be the original coatings, the interior coatings must be removed and a 
new coating applied. 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Water Operating Fund FY 19/20 
 

 $568,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$568,000 
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Water Reservoirs: B2 Interior Painting and Cleaning 
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Water Reservoirs: C1 Roof Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE: 2/2017 

CATEGORY: UTILITIES DESIGN SCHEDULE: 10/2017 

TOTAL COST: $ 524,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:           10/2018 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement  Maintenance Yes $  No   
 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Rehabilitation of the C-1 Reservoir which provides water to the Service Area (Pressure Zone) C. 
 
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
This project would include replacing the existing roof of the C-1 Reservoir including the rafter beams and handrail 
around the entire reservoir roof, repainting the interior and exterior surfaces of the reservoir, installing a new water 
sampling system, and installation of a new reservoir mixer.   
Cost estimate for: design $74,000, construction: $550,000 
 
 
HISTORY: 
The C-1 reservoir was originally planned to be rehabilitated as part of the C-2 Reservoir construction project.  The 
original plan was to repaint the interior and exterior surfaces, install handrail on the roof, new sampling and mixing.  
When the reservoir was taken off service a significant amount of corrosion of the roof beam was identified.  Based 
on this change condition the work associated with the C-1 reservoir was stopped.  This new project is to address the 
newly identified corrosion damage to the C-1 Reservoir and complete the repairs that were included in the original C-
2 Reservoir project. 
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Water Operating Fund FY 17/18 
 

$400,000 
Water SDC Fund FY 17/18 

 
 $224,000                               

 
TOTAL: 

 
$624,000 
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Water Reservoirs: C1 Roof Replacement
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APPENDIX A: EXTENDED CIP- YEARS 6 THROUGH 10 

New this year is an extended CIP showing Years 6 through 10. This allows the City to plan for future projects and see a 
larger picture of the financial needs we have identified through the City’s various master plans. The years are listed by 
numbers 6 through 10, as opposed to fiscal year, to indicate that these outer years are not a set schedule. It is a fluid 
planning document that will continue to change as more information becomes available.  

Total Projects by Category 

Year 6 Year 7 Year 8 Year 9 Year 10 Grand Total 

Facilities & Equipment 469,000 574,000 276,000 1,029,000 787,000 3,135,000 

Parks & Recreation 19,000 763,000 67,000 1,927,000 1,308,000 4,084,000 

Technology 100,000 756,000 475,000 142,000 165,000 1,638,000 

Transportation 17,336,000 3,268,000 8,384,000 1,150,000 30,138,000 

Utilities 629,000 1,697,000 280,000 589,000 3,195,000 

Grand Total 18,553,000 7,058,000 9,482,000 3,098,000 3,999,000 42,190,000 

Total Projects by Funding Source 

Year 6 Year 7 Year 8 Year 9 Year 10 Grand Total 

Building 43,000 43,000 

Core Area Parking 14,000 17,000 100,000 131,000 

General Fund 574,000 2,022,000 801,000 2,986,000 2,160,000 8,543,000 

Leveton Tax Increment District 0 

Outside Funded 15,018,000 3,268,000 8,384,000 26,670,000 

Park Development 0 

Road Operating/Gas Tax 71,000 573,000 644,000 

Sewer 0 

Sewer SDC 379,000 1,561,000 142,000 2,082,000 

Storm Drain 250,000 136,000 280,000 666,000 

Storm SDC 284,000 284,000 

Transp. Dev. Tax 2,318,000 577,000 2,895,000 

Water 69,000 106,000 175,000 

Water SDC 57,000 57,000 

Grand Total 18,553,000 7,058,000 9,482,000 3,098,000 3,999,000 42,190,000 
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Total Projects by Category 
 
 

 
Year 6 Year 7 Year 8 Year 9 Year 10 

Facilities & Equipment           

Core Area Parking Maintenance: Green Lot Slurry Seal Type II      17,000     

Core Area Parking Maintenance: Red & Yellow Lots Slurry Seal Type II  14,000         

Core Area Parking: ADA Project- Blue, Green & Yellow Lots         100,000 

Library & City Offices: Carpet Replacement   116,000       

Library & City Offices: HVAC Unit Replacements  34,000 65,000 18,000 20,000 20,000 

Library Furnishing Replacement       41,000 43,000 

Operations: Building A Carpet Replacement  24,000         

Operations: Building A HVAC Unit Replacements  12,000 12,000       

Operations: Building A Lower Roof Replacement (Thermo)    50,000       

Operations: Covered Parking Structure for Trucks       482,000   

Police Station: Flat Roof Replacement         178,000 

Police Station: HVAC Unit Replacements 12,000 20,000 12,000 12,000   

Tualatin Heritage Center: HVAC Replacement 18,000         

VanRijn House: Roof Replacement         41,000 

Vehicles 355,000 311,000 229,000 474,000 405,000 

Facilities & Equipment Total 469,000 574,000 276,000 1,029,000 787,000 

 
 

  Year 6 Year 7 Year 8 Year 9 Year 10 

Parks & Recreation           

Bench Replacement at Parks & Greenways 19,000 19,000       

Parks Parking Lot Repairs: Ibach & Atfalati Pavement    34,000       

Sports Fields: Atfalati Park Lower Field Renovation       757,000   

Sports Fields: Jurgens Park North Fields (renovate soil to sand-based)   710,000       

Sports Fields: Community Park Main Field Renovation and Pathways     67,000 1,170,000   

Sports Fields: Tualatin High School Synthetic Field Replacement         597,000 

TCP Main Shelter: Remodel Shelter & Restroom          711,000 

Parks & Recreation Total 19,000 763,000 67,000 1,927,000 1,308,000 
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  Total Projects by Category 
 

  Year 6 Year 7 Year 8 Year 9 Year 10 

Technology           

Audio/Video Room Upgrades   52,000       

Battery Backup Replacement   13,000 20,000     

Camera System Replacement and Expansion     29,000     

Citywide Phone System     267,000     

Data Recovery Server at Police Department 100,000         

Electronic Document Management System    239,000       

Library Public Technology Replacement     27,000 28,000   

Microsoft Office Suite   106,000       

Microsoft Operating System 10 Replacement       69,000   

Mobile Device Management (MDM) Implementation   15,000       

Network Switch Replacement         142,000 

Police Data Authentication for CJIS Certification     53,000     

Police MDT Replacement Plan   331,000       

Server Room Environmental Monitoring     13,000 15,000   

Tape Drive Backup Replacement     33,000     

Wireless Backend Replacement     33,000     

Wireless Bridge Replacement       30,000   

Wiring Infrastructure Certification         23,000 

Technology Total 100,000 756,000 475,000 142,000 165,000 

 

 
Year 6 Year 7 Year 8 Year 9 Year 10 

Transportation           

Avery St and Teton Ave: New Traffic Signal (R37)         866,000 

Blake Street: New Road 115th to 124th 1,250,000 3,203,000 8,384,000     

Boones Ferry Rd: Transit Stop Bus Pullouts (R41)         284,000 

Bridgeport Rd and 72nd Ave: Improve Bike Lane (BP2) 13,000         

Garden Corner Curves (105th Ave/Blake St/108th Ave) (R7) 2,318,000         

Martinazzi Ave, Warm Springs to Boones Ferry Rd: Concept Study 63,000         

Myslony St: Concept Study   65,000       

Nyberg St: Improve Bike Lane on East Side of Interchange (BP15) 78,000         

Tual-Sher Rd, Teton to Cipole: Widen to 5 lanes (R20) (County) 13,614,000         

Transportation Total 17,336,000 3,268,000 8,384,000   1,150,000 
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Total Projects by Category 
 
 
Utilities Year 6 Year 7 Year 8 Year 9 Year 10 

Sewer           

North Martinazzi Trunk: Chelan St to Seminole Trail 139,000 573,000       

North Martinazzi Trunk: Seminole Trail to Sagert St 139,000 573,000       

Sewer Master Plan Update         142,000 

Teton Trunk: Manhasset Dr to Spokane Ct 101,000 415,000       

Sewer Total 379,000 1,561,000     142,000 

            

Storm            

125th Ct/Herman Rd: Upgrade or Install Stormwater Outfall      280,000     

89th Ave/Tual-Sher Rd Outfall   136,000       

Grahams Ferry Rd and Ibach St: Upgrade Stormwater Outfall 250,000         

Storm Master Plan Update         284,000 

Storm Total 250,000 136,000 280,000   284,000 

      
Water           

Water Master Plan Update and Rate Study         163,000 

Water Total         163,000 

      
Utilities Grand Total 629,000 1,697,000 280,000   589,000 
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Projects by Funding Source 
 

General Fund Year 6 Year 7 Year 8 Year 9 Year 10 

Audio/Video Room Upgrades   52,000       

Battery Backup Replacement   13,000 20,000     

Bench Replacement at Parks & Greenways 19,000 19,000       

Camera System Replacement and Expansion     29,000     

Citywide Phone System     267,000     

Data Recovery Server at Police Department 100,000         

Electronic Document Management System    239,000       

Library & City Offices: Carpet Replacement   116,000       

Library & City Offices: HVAC Unit Replacements  34,000 65,000 18,000 20,000 20,000 

Library Furnishing Replacement       41,000 43,000 

Library Public Technology Replacement     27,000 28,000   

Microsoft Office Suite   106,000       

Microsoft Operating System 10       69,000   

Mobile Device Management (MDM) Implementation   15,000       

Network Switch Replacement         142,000 

Operations: Building A Carpet Replacement  24,000         

Operations: Building A HVAC Unit Replacements  12,000 12,000       

Operations: Building A Lower Roof Replacement (Thermo)    50,000       

Operations: Covered Parking Structure for Trucks       482,000   

Parks Parking Lot Repairs: Ibach & Atfalati Pavement    34,000       

Police Data Authentication for CJIS Certification     53,000     

Police MDT Replacement Plan   331,000       

Police Station: Flat Roof Replacement         178,000 

Police Station: HVAC Unit Replacements 12,000 20,000 12,000 12,000   

Server Room Environmental Monitoring     13,000 15,000   

Sports Fields: Atfalati Park Lower Field Renovation       757,000   

Sports Fields: Jurgens Park North Fields (soil to sand-based)   710,000       

Sports Fields: Community Park Main Field Renovation     67,000 1,170,000   

Sports Fields: High School Synthetic Field Replacement         597,000 

Tape Drive Backup Replacement     33,000     

TCP Main Shelter: Remodel Shelter & Restroom          711,000 

Tualatin Heritage Center: HVAC Replacement 18,000         

VanRijn House: Roof Replacement         41,000 

Vehicles 355,000 240,000 229,000 362,000 405,000 

Wireless Backend Replacement     33,000     

Wireless Bridge Replacement       30,000   

Wiring Infrastructure Certification         23,000 

Grand Total 574,000 2,022,000 801,000 2,986,000 2,160,000 

Projected Revenue Available for Projects 450,000 450,000 450,000 450,000 450,000 
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Projects by Funding Source 
 

 
Year 6 Year 7 Year 8 Year 9 Year 10 

Building Fund           

Vehicles       43,000   

Building Total       43,000   

      Core Area Parking Fund           

Core Area Parking: Green Lot Slurry Seal Type II      17,000     

Core Area Parking: Red & Yellow Lots Slurry Seal Type II  14,000         

Core Area Parking: ADA Project- Blue, Green & Yellow Lots         100,000 

Core Area Parking Total 14,000   17,000   100,000 

      Park Development Fund           

None           

Park Development Total           

      Road Operating/Gas Tax Fund           

Avery St and Teton Ave: New Traffic Signal (R37)         289,000 

Boones Ferry Rd: Transit Stop Bus Pullouts (R41)         284,000 

Vehicles   71,000       

Road Operating/Gas Tax Total   71,000     573,000 

Projected Revenue Available for Projects 946,000 906,000 1,337,000 1,511,000 1,672,000 

      Sewer Fund           

None           

Sewer Total           

Projected Revenue Available for Projects 538,000 279,000 -134,000 -172,000 -483,000 

      Sewer SDC Fund           

North Martinazzi Trunk: Chelan St to Seminole Trail 139,000 573,000       

North Martinazzi Trunk: Seminole Trail to Sagert St 139,000 573,000       

Sewer Master Plan Update         142,000 

Teton Trunk: Manhassett Dr to Spokane Ct 101,000 415,000       

Sewer SDC Total 379,000 1,561,000     142,000 

Projected Revenue Available for Projects 4,113,000 3,764,000 2,233,000 2,262,000 2,291,000 

      Storm Drain Fund           

125th Ct/Herman Rd: Upgrade or Install Stormwater Outfall      280,000     

89th Ave/Tual-Sher Rd Outfall   136,000       

Grahams Ferry Rd and Ibach St: Upgrade Stormwater Outfall 250,000         

Storm Drain  Total 250,000 136,000 280,000     

Projected Revenue Available for Projects 4,232,000 4,830,000 5,627,000 6,264,000 7,261,000 
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Projects by Funding Source 
 

 
Year 6 Year 7 Year 8 Year 9 Year 10 

Storm SDC Fund           

Storm Master Plan Update         284,000 

Storm SDC Total         284,000 

Projected Revenue Available for Projects 619,000 657,000 695,000 733,000 771,000 

      Transportation Development Tax Fund           

Avery St and Teton Ave: New Traffic Signal (R37)         577,000 

Garden Corner Curves (105th Ave/Blake St/108th Ave) (R7) 2,318,000         

Transp. Dev. Tax Total 2,318,000       577,000 

Projected Revenue Available for Projects 2,616,000 616,000 934,000 1,252,000 1,570,000 

      Water Fund           

Vehicles       69,000   

Water Master Plan Update and Rate Study         106,000 

Water Total       69,000 106,000 

Projected Revenue Available for Projects 2,435,000 3,844,000 5,207,000 6,749,000 8,400,000 

      Water SDC Fund           

Water Master Plan Update and Rate Study         57,000 

Water SDC Total         57,000 

Projected Revenue Available for Projects 281,000 584,000 887,000 1,190,000 1,493,000 

      Outside Funded (Grants, etc.)*           

Blake Street: New Road 115th to 124th 1,250,000 3,203,000 8,384,000     

Bridgeport Rd and 72nd Ave: Improve Bike Lane (BP2) 13,000         

Martinazzi Ave, Warm Springs to Boones Ferry Rd: Concept Study 63,000         

Myslony St: Concept Study   65,000       

Nyberg St: Improve Bike Lane on East Side of Interchange (BP15) 78,000         

Tual-Sher Rd, Teton to Cipole: Widen to 5 lanes (R20) (County) 13,614,000         

Outside Funded Total 15,018,000 3,268,000 8,384,000     

 
* These projects rely on outside funding and will only proceed if funding is secured. 
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Facilities & Equipment 

This section of the CIP includes all buildings and structures the City owns and manages with the exception of structures 
located in City parks or open spaces, such as accessory buildings and restrooms. Parks related facilities are included in 
the Parks & Recreation section of the CIP. 

Equipment and Fleet needs are also captured in this category. 

FUNDING SOURCES: 
General Fund 
Special Revenue Funds: Water, Sewer, Road Operating, Core Area Parking District Fund 

IN THIS CATEGORY ARE: 
Projects necessary to avoid equipment failure or potential property damage and to maintain the current level of services. 

Year 6 Year 7 Year 8 Year 9 Year 10 

Facilities & Equipment 

Core Area Parking Maintenance: Green Lot Slurry Seal Type II 17,000 

Core Area Parking Maintenance: Red & Yellow Lots Slurry Seal Type II 14,000 

Core Area Parking: ADA Project- Blue, Green & Yellow Lots 100,000 

Library & City Offices: Carpet Replacement 116,000 

Library & City Offices: HVAC Unit Replacements 34,000 65,000 18,000 20,000 20,000 

Library Furnishing Replacement 41,000 43,000 

Operations: Building A Carpet Replacement 24,000 

Operations: Building A HVAC Unit Replacements 12,000 12,000 

Operations: Building A Lower Roof Replacement (Thermo) 50,000 

Operations: Covered Parking Structure for Trucks 482,000 

Police Station: Flat Roof Replacement 178,000 

Police Station: HVAC Unit Replacements 12,000 20,000 12,000 12,000 

Tualatin Heritage Center: HVAC Replacement 18,000 

VanRijn House: Roof Replacement 41,000 

Vehicles 355,000 311,000 229,000 474,000 405,000 

Facilities & Equipment Total 469,000 574,000 276,000 1,029,000 787,000 
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Core Area Parking Lots: Slurry Seal Type II 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: Varies CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement  Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Project includes cleaning the Green, White, and Blue Lots parking surfaces, making small surface repairs, applying Type II 
Slurry seal, and re-striping. This programmed maintenance will prolong the pavement life and prevent expensive costs of 
excavation and repaving. It is a recommended maintenance practice to slurry seal the lots every seven to eight years 
depending on original application and usage. Each of these proposed lots will be seven to eight years since last 
completed when due. 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Clean, repair, slurry seal, and re-stripe the Green, White and Blue parking lots surfaces. 
 

 
HISTORY: 
At scheduled slurry seal date, the sealant on each of these proposed lots will be at least seven years old. 
 
FUNDING SOURCES/PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 
 
FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT:   AMOUNT 
Core Area Parking District Fund Yellow & Red Lot Year 6 $14,000 

Core Area Parking District Fund                                  Green Lot Year 8 $17,000 
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Core Area Parking Lots: Slurry Seal Type II 
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Core Area Parking: ADA Project- Blue, Green & Yellow Lots 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 16/17 

TOTAL COST: $100,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:          FY 17/18 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals  Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $300  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Changes in the ADA code requirements and concerns about ADA parking resulted in OTAK Engineering being hired to 
review all Core Area lots, make recommendations and cost estimates as to the best way to meet ADA access. The focus 
is establishing priorities, usage (parking lot surveys) and location in determining the timing of ADA improvements being 
made. Priorities 1 & 2 are the White and Red lots, the Yellow lot adjustments will be done as part of the Seneca Street 
asphalt overlay project. Blue lot and Green lot are larger, more expensive projects without much benefit. Further 
considerations will need to be made as to when they should be completed.  
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Each parking lot will be its own project and may have several stages in order to fully meet ADA requirements. Focus is 
correct design solution, using procurement process to select a contractor to correct or install proper ramps, walkways, 
and markings. 
 

 
HISTORY: 
Most of the ramps were installed several years ago, the code wasn’t as stringent, and in some areas the ramps access 
isn’t close to meeting code and those areas are to be included in ADA plan. 
 
 
FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 
 
FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT:   AMOUNT 
Core Area Parking District Fund   Blue, Green, & Yellow Lots Year 10 $100,000 

  
 
 

Note: related projects appear in FY 17/18- FY 21/22, see main CIP Facilities category. 
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Core Area Parking: ADA Project- Blue, Green & Yellow Lots 
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Library & City Offices: Carpet Replacement  

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE: NA 

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE: NA 

TOTAL COST: $116,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:               NA 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Replace carpet tiles with new; each year as the scheduled fiscal year approaches each area will be evaluated to 
determine actual replacement date.    
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Following procurement rules a supplier and installer will be selected to provide services. 
 
 

HISTORY: 
The carpet will be 15 years old by the scheduled fiscal year. 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General  Fund: Building Maintenance Year 7 
 

 $116,000 
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Library & City Offices: Carpet Replacement 
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Library & City Offices:  HVAC Replacements 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE: NA 

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE: NA 

TOTAL COST: Varies CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:               NA 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
The recommended life expectancy of each HVAC unit is 17-18  years. This is a planned replacement to avoid failure 
which would require a costly and inconvenient emergency replacement. The condition of each unit is reviewed 
annually which will determine if the programmed replacement date is appropriate or can be extended.  
 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Follow procurement process to select supplier/installer providing services for removal and install of new unit. 

HISTORY: 
Each of the HVAC units will be at least 18 years old. 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Building Maintenance Year 6 
 

 $34,000 
General Fund: Building Maintenance Year 7 

 
 $65,000 

General Fund: Building Maintenance Year 8 
 

 $18,000 
General Fund: Building Maintenance Year 9 

 
 $20,000 

General Fund: Building Maintenance Year 10 
 

 $20,000 
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Library & City Offices:  HVAC Replacements 
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Library Furnishing Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY SERVICES CONCEPT SCHEDULE: FY 16/17 

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 16/17 

TOTAL COST: Varies CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:               FY 17/18 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement x Maintenance Yes   No x  

 Health & Safety x Service Delivery Need  x Replacement Yes   No x  
x Master Plan:  Library Strategic Plan   New/Expansion Yes   No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
The Library is a community gathering space, offering areas for programs, leisure reading, studying, and working with 
mobile devices. Comfortable seating creates an inviting atmosphere, encouraging repeat use. Work areas (including 
tables and chairs) support both individuals and collaborative groups. To keep the Library inviting and welcoming, Library 
furnishings should be periodically replaced or repaired because of normal wear and tear, as well as to address changing 
usage of the Library. In particular, the children and young adult areas need updating to ensure those areas remain 
innovative and foster exploration and interaction.  
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Hire consultant in FY 16/17 to assess current Library furnishings for public use and layout regarding adequacy to meet 
service priorities identified in Library strategic plan. Based on consultant recommendations, a furniture replacement 
schedule will be produced identifying priorities for furnishings to be repaired, reupholstered, or replaced beginning in FY 
17/18. 

HISTORY: 
Library furnishings were purchased in FY 07/08 when the new library opened. Furniture has been periodically cleaned 
with minor repairs as needed. 

FUNDING SOURCES/PARTNERSHIPS: 
Coordination with Facilities staff required.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Library Year 9 
 

 $41,000 
General Fund: Library  Year 10 

 
 $43,000 
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Library Furnishing Replacement 
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Operations: Building A Carpet Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE: NA 

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE: NA 

TOTAL COST: $24,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:               NA 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No        

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Replace carpet with new carpet tiles, each year as the scheduled fiscal year approaches each area will be evaluated to 
determine actual replacement date.    
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Following procurement rules a supplier and installer will be selected to provide services. 
 
 

HISTORY: 
The carpet will be 17 years old by the scheduled fiscal year. 
  
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 

 
 
 
 
 
    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Public Works Administration Year 6 
 

 $24,000 
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Operations: Building A Carpet Replacement 
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Operations: Building A - HVAC Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE: NA 

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE: NA 

TOTAL COST: Varies CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:               NA 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Recommended life expectancy of HVAC unit is 17-18 years. This is a planned replacement prior to failure which would 
require an inconvenient emergency replacement. The condition of each unit is reviewed annually to determine if 
programmed replacement date is appropriate or can be extended.    
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Follow procurement process to select supplier/installer providing services for removal and install of new unit. 
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
Each of the units will be 18 years old on the scheduled fiscal year. 
 
 
FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 
 

 
 

 
Note: related projects appear in FY 17/18- FY 21/22, see main CIP Facilities category. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Public Works Administration Year 6 
 

 $12,000                               
General Fund: Public Works Administration Year 7 

 
 $12,000                               
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Operations: Building A - HVAC Replacement 
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Operations: Building A Lower Roof Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE: NA 

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE: NA 

TOTAL COST: $50,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:               NA 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No        

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Wet suit application will need to be replaced and new 30 year PVC membrane roof installed.    
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
A contractor will be hired to tear off existing roof and replace with PVC membrane having a 30 year life.  
 
 

HISTORY: 
Roof was originally installed 1982 and an added layer was installed in 1994. Wetsuit membrane was completed in 
2007.  
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Public Works Administration Year 7 
 

 $50,000 
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Operations: Building A Lower Roof Replacement 
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Operations: Covered Parking Structure for Large Trucks 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE: YEAR 8 

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE: YEAR 9 

TOTAL COST: $482,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:          YEAR 9 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
 Master Plan: Operations Master Plan  __ New/Expansion         Yes $1,000     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Construction of an overhead parking structure with three or four enclosed bays will provide freeze protection for 
sewer/storm cleaning trucks and dump trucks used for sanding, will extend equipment life, and reduce costs. It will 
take the pressure off of the demand for space in the Fleet shop during freezing weather.  The project is identified in 
the Operations Master Plan. 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Construct parking structure. 
 

 
 
HISTORY: 
This project will establish the first covered storage of heavy equipment. 
 

 
 
FUNDING SOURCES/PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 
 
FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Public Works Administration Year 9 
 

 $482,000 
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Operations: Covered Parking Structure for Large Trucks 
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Police Station: Flat Roof Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE: NA 

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE: NA 

TOTAL COST: $178,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:               NA 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

 
DESCRIPTION: 
This programmed periodic maintenance will make spot repairs and add a granular material coating to the roof to 
prevent premature deterioration. Delaying or not performing maintenance will result in premature failure of the roof. 
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Tear off and replace flat roof. 
 

 
 
HISTORY: 
Roof was built in 2000. 
 

 
 
FUNDING SOURCES/PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 
 
 
FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT:  AMOUNT 
General Fund: Building Maintenance Year 10 $178,000 
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Police Station: Flat Roof Replacement 
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Police HVAC Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: Varies CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
The HVAC system at the police station was installed when the building was completed in 2000. At their replacement 
date, the HVAC units will be 17 years old and nearing the end of their useful life. This is a planned replacement prior 
to failure which would require inconvenient emergency down time. The condition of the ten individual units will be 
reviewed and evaluated annually prior to this scheduled replacement to ensure the units are functioning properly and 
to determine if each will continue to function until the replacement date. 
 
PROJECT SCOPE:  
Replace ten HVAC units. 
 

 
HISTORY: 
Units were installed in 2000. 
 

 
 
FUNDING SOURCES/PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 
 
 
FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT:  AMOUNT 
General Fund Building Maintenance Year 6 $12,000 
General Fund Building Maintenance Year 7 $20,000 
General Fund Building Maintenance Year 8 $12,000 
General Fund Building Maintenance Year 9 $12,000   

 

 
Note: related projects appear in FY 17/18- FY 21/22, see main CIP Facilities category. 
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Police HVAC Replacement 
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Tualatin Heritage Center: HVAC Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE: NA 

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE: NA 

TOTAL COST: $18,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:               NA 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Recommended life expectancy of HVAC unit is 17-18 years. This is a planned replacement prior to failure which would 
require an inconvenient emergency replacement. The condition of each unit is reviewed annually to determine if 
programmed replacement date is appropriate or can be extended.    
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Follow procurement process to select supplier/installer providing services for removal and install of new unit. 
 
 
 

HISTORY: 
Each of the units will be 18 years old on the scheduled fiscal year. 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Building Maintenance Year 6 
 

 $18,000                               
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Tualatin Heritage Center: HVAC Replacement 
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VanRijn House: Roof Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $41,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Replace current asphalt shingle roof with new.    
 
 
 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
A contractor will be hired to tear off existing roof and replace with long life asphalt shingles. 
 

HISTORY: 
The installation date of the current roof is unknown; the target replacement date is based on evaluation of current 
conditions. 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS:  
N/A 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Operations Non-Departmental Capital Fund Year 10 
 

 $41,000                               
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VanRijn House Roof Replacement 
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 Vehicle Replacement: Building Division 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $43,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

 
DESCRIPTION: 
As part of the replacement cycle, vehicles are scheduled to be replaced after a minimum of ten years of service. 
Mileage and maintenance costs of each vehicle are reviewed prior to replacement. Those with minimal maintenance 
requirements are transferred to the vehicle pool or reassigned. 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Replace Building Department vehicle. 
 

 
 
HISTORY: 
The Building Division uses trucks to perform on site building inspections. 
 

 
 
FUNDING SOURCES/PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 
 
 
FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT:   AMOUNT 
Building Fund  Ford Transit (1504)     Year 9                             $43,000 
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Vehicle Replacement: Community Services 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $43,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes   No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes   No   

 Master Plan:   __ New/Expansion         Yes $1,500            No   
  

 
DESCRIPTION: 
A new 15 passenger step van with wheelchair lift and two accessible seats will enable the Juanita Pohl Center and 
Community Recreation program to provide accessible transportation in compliance with the Americans with Disabilities 
Act for programs serving older adults and other program users with mobility needs. 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Purchase replacement vehicle following procurement policies. 
 
 
HISTORY: 
N/A 
 
 
 
FUNDING SOURCES/PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 
 
FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: 

 

 

 

 

 AMOUNT 
General Fund: Community Services               15 Passenger Van (1106)                                   Year 6    $43,000 
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Vehicle Replacement: Engineering 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $119,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

 
DESCRIPTION: 
As part of the replacement cycle, vehicles are scheduled to be replaced after a minimum of ten years of service. Mileage 
and maintenance costs of each vehicle are reviewed prior to replacement. Those with minimal maintenance 
requirements are transferred to the vehicle pool or reassigned. 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Analyze need and purchase appropriate replacement vehicles. 
 
 
HISTORY: 
Vehicles are scheduled to be replaced after a minimum of ten years of service. Each of these vehicles exceeds the 10 
year minimum. 
 
 
FUNDING SOURCES/PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 
 
 
FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT:   AMOUNT 
General Fund: Engineering   Ford Escape (1607)     Year 10                             $47,000 
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Vehicle Replacement: Operations 

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: Varies CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
As part of the replacement cycle, vehicles are scheduled to be replaced after a minimum of ten years of service. 
Mileage and maintenance costs of each vehicle are reviewed prior to replacement. Those with minimal maintenance 
requirements are transferred to the vehicle pool or reassigned.    
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Purchase replacement vehicles following procurement policies. 
 
HISTORY: 
Vehicles are scheduled to be replaced after a minimum of ten years of service. Each of these vehicles will exceed the 
10 year minimum at their scheduled replacement date. 
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Park Maintenance 60” Riding Mower(1010) Year 6 $28,000 
General Fund: Public Works Admin. Dodge Durango(0702) Year 6 $44,000 
General Fund: Facilities Maintenance Chevy 2500 Pickup (0604) Year 6 $51,000 
Road Operating/ Gas Tax Fund Street Utility Truck (1306) Year 7 $71,000 
Water Operating Fund Ford F350 Utility W/ Crane (1506) Year 9  $69,000 
General Fund: Facilities Maintenance Ford F350 1 Ton Utility Truck (0901) Year 9 $45,000 
General Fund: Park Maintenance Ford F250 (1505) Year 9 $62,000 
General Fund: Park Maintenance Ford F250 (1605) Year 10 $47,000 
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Vehicle Replacement: Police  

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: FACILITIES & EQUIPMENT DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: Varies CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  
  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: New On-Going Costs? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master plan:   ___ New/Expansion 
        
Yes $     No   

  
DESCRIPTION: 
First line patrol vehicles average 23,000 miles each year. As part of the replacement cycle, the vehicles below are scheduled 
to be replaced after a minimum of five years of service.  Mileage and maintenance costs of each vehicle are reviewed prior 
to replacement. Those with minimal maintenance requirements are transferred to the vehicle pool or reassigned. 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Replace Police vehicles as they reach their target replacement date. 
 
HISTORY:  
N/A 

 
FUNDING SOURCES/PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT:   AMOUNT 

General Fund: Police Patrol SUV Explorer (1603) 
 

Year 6 $63,000  
 General Fund: Police  Patrol SUV Chevy Tahoe (1604) 

 
Year 6 
 

$63,000  
$63,000  

,000  
 

General Fund: Police Patrol SUV Explorer (1602) 
 

Year 6 
 

$63,000  
 General Fund: Police  Patrol SUV Explorer (1701) 

 
Year 7 
 

$65,000  
 General Fund: Police Patrol SUV Explorer (1702) 

 
Year 7 
 

$65,000  
 General Fund: Police Patrol SUV Explorer (1703) 

 
Year 7 
 

$65,000  
 General Fund: Police SUV Explorer (1704) 

 
Year 7 
 

$45,000  
 General Fund: Police Ford F250 (1401) 

 
Year 8 
 

$48,000  
 General Fund: Police Chevy Tahoe (1801) 

 
Year 8 
 

$67,000  
 General Fund: Police Chevy Tahoe (1802) 

 
Year 8 
 

$67,000  
 General Fund: Police Ford Escape (1803) 

 
Year 8 
 

$47,000  
 General Fund: Police Ford Explorer (1901) 

 
Year 9 
 

$69,000  
 General Fund: Police Ford Explorer (1902) 

 
Year 9 
 

$69,000  
 General Fund: Police Ford Explorer (1903)  

 
Year 9 
 

$69,000  
 General Fund: Police Ford Escape (1904) 

 
Year 9 
YEAR 10 

$48,000  
 General Fund: Police Patrol SUV explorer (2001) 

 
Year 10 
YEAR 10 
 

$71,000  
 General Fund: Police Patrol SUV explorer (2002) 

 
Year 10 
 

$71,000  
 General Fund: Police Patrol SUV explorer (2003 ) 

 
Year 10 
 

$71,000  
 General Fund: Police Honda Motorcycle (2004) 

 
Year 10 
 

$51,000  
 General Fund: Police Chevy Malibu Hybrid  (2005) 

 
Year 10 
 

$47,000  
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Parks & Recreation 
 
For the purposes of the Capital Improvement Plan (CIP), "Parks and Recreation” covers a broad range of essential 
parklands, facilities, community services including parks, trails, greenways, natural areas, indoor and outdoor 
recreational and cultural facilities, and recreation, arts and historic programs. 
 
The CIP includes planning, land acquisition, site design and development, and restoration and renovation projects to 
maintain and enhance Tualatin’s long-term investment in parks and recreation facilities essential to creating and 
supporting a high quality of life in Tualatin. 
 
The City’s continuing commitment to the park and recreation system is demonstrated by the investment in, and 
planning for parks and recreation facilities, while maintain existing infrastructure. The Parks and Recreation Master Plan 
is scheduled to be updated to provide for the future needs of the community. This comprehensive update will help guide 
the City in future land acquisitions and development of parks and recreation areas and facilities. 

 
 
 

  Year 6 Year 7 Year 8 Year 9 Year 10 

Parks & Recreation           

Bench Replacement at Parks & Greenways 19,000 19,000       

Parks Parking Lot Repairs: Ibach & Atfalati Pavement    34,000       

Sports Fields: Atfalati Park Lower Field Renovation       757,000   

Sports Fields: Jurgens Park North Fields (renovate soil to sand-based)   710,000       

Sports Fields: Community Park Main Field Renovation and Path     67,000 1,170,000   

Sports Fields: High School Synthetic Field Replacement         597,000 

TCP Main Shelter: Remodel Shelter & Restroom          711,000 

Parks & Recreation Total 19,000 763,000 67,000 1,927,000 1,308,000 
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Bench Replacement at Parks and Greenways 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY SERVICES CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: Varies CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   
 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Replace benches in greenways, natural areas and parks. 
 
 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Over multiple years replace the worn out, damaged and non ADA complaint benches. 
 
 

HISTORY: 
N/A 

 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Parks Maintenance Year 6 
 

 $19,000 
General Fund: Parks Maintenance Year 7 

 
 $19,000 
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Bench Replacement at Parks and Greenways 
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Parks: Parking Lot Repairs- Ibach & Atfalati 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY SERVICES CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $34,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:            FY 23/23 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement  Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION:  
Project includes full depth patching of bad areas and overlay with new pavement in the drive aisle. The scope of work 
consists of removing pavement and rock to native soil, adding fabric and rock providing firm base for new asphalt 
overlay.    
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE:  
Remove pavement and rock, add fabric and rock, and new asphalt overlay. 
 
 

HISTORY:  
The roadways were built on the early 1970s and the substructure is failing. 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Building Maintenance       Ibach & Atfalati- Pavement Repair Year 7 
 

$34,000 
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Sports Fields: Atfalati Park Lower Field Renovation   

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY SERVICES CONCEPT SCHEDULE: FY 2024/25 

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 2025/26 

TOTAL COST: $757,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: FY 2025/26 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   
 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Improve the lower multi use sports field at Atfalati Park. 
 
 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Upgrade the soil based field to a sand based field for proper drainage and extended playability.  
 
 

HISTORY: 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Parks Maintenance Year 9 
 

 $757,000 
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Sports Fields: Atfalati Park Lower Field Renovation 
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Sports Fields: Jurgens Park North Fields Renovation (soil to sand base)  

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY SERVICES CONCEPT SCHEDULE: FY 2021/22 

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 2022/23 

TOTAL COST: $710,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: FY 2023/24 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   
 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Improve the north multi use sports field at Jurgens Park. 
 
 

PROJECT SCOPE:) 
Upgrade the soil based field to a sand based field for proper drainage and extended playability. 
 

HISTORY: 
The need for this project has been identified in feasibility studies and/or public opinion surveys. 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Parks Maintenance Year 7 
 

 $710,000 
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Sports Fields: Jurgens Park North Fields Renovation (soil to sand base) 
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Sports Fields: Community Park Main Field Renovation & Pathways 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY SERVICES CONCEPT SCHEDULE: FY 2023/24 

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 2024/25 

TOTAL COST: $1,237,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: FY 2025/26 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   
 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   __ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Upgrade the vehicle and bike/pedestrian circulation from Tualatin Road to the trail connection area North of the 
trestle.  
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Design, permit, and construct the transportation, bicycle and pedestrian access and flow in Tualatin Community Park.  
 
 

HISTORY: 
The need for this project has been identified in feasibility studies and/or public opinion surveys. 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Parks Maintenance Year 8 
 

                    $67,000 
General Fund: Parks Maintenance Year 9 

 
               $1,170,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
                $1,237,000 
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Sports Fields: Tualatin Community Park Main Field Renovation & Pathways  
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Sports Fields: High School Synthetic Field Replacement  

 DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS CONCEPT SCHEDULE: FY 2026/27 

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 2026/27 

TOTAL COST: $597,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: FY 2026/27 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals  Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION:  
The Tualatin High School synthetic field was constructed and opened for use in 2005 with a projected life expectancy 
of 10 years. It was replaced in 2016 with a useful life expectancy of ten years. The field is shared between school 
athletics/physical education and community organizations. This project is consistent with the City Council 2020 Vision 
goals and the Parks and Recreation Master Plan. 
 
PROJECT SCOPE:  
The high school field replacement needs to be planned and scheduled. At this time the synthetic field is estimated to 
have two years of remaining useful life.  
 
 
HISTORY:  
Construction of this high school field was a cooperative project between the City and School District and operates 
under a joint use agreement. This agreement calls for the School District to maintain the field and for the School 
District and the City to split the cost of replacement. Hundreds of community nonprofit youth sports teams use the 
field each year serving thousands of Tualatin children and teens. Each year tests are performed to assure the 
compression of the field meets safety standards. The rubber compresses and compacts due to use and wear. 
According to recent tests the field is beginning to fail. It shows wear of approximately one inch. As the field wears the 
rubber compression is no longer as thick as needed for safety reasons. 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
Tigard Tualatin School District is expected to contribute 50% of this replacement project. Other partners include 
Tualatin Youth Soccer, Tualatin Youth Football, Tualatin Youth Baseball, and youth lacrosse. 

 

 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Parks Maintenance Year 10 
 

 $597,000 
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Sports Fields: Tualatin High School Synthetic Field Replacement 
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Tualatin Community Park: Main Shelter Restroom Remodel 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY SERVICES CONCEPT SCHEDULE: FY 25/26 

CATEGORY: PARKS & RECREATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 26/27 

TOTAL COST: $711,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:          FY 26/27 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need  x Replacement Yes $  No x  

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Bid and contract remodel of 50 year old main picnic shelter and restrooms. There is a need for freeze protection 
allowing it to remain open for the winter months and many of the building components will need to be replaced 
making it a cost effective time to remodel.     
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Develop conceptual plan FY 25/26 and hiring Architect July FY 26/27 with construction beginning spring FY 26/27. 
 
 
HISTORY: 
This shelter was built in 1973. There isn’t any freeze protection and the restrooms must be closed during winter 
months. The building will be over 50 years old and many of the components will need to be replaced making it a 
good candidate to revisit needs and make necessary upgrades. 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 

 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

 General Fund: Building Maintenance Year 10 
 

 $711,000 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL



 

255 
 

Tualatin Community Park Main Shelter Restroom Remodel 
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Technology 
 
Technology projects and expenses are designed to improve production of information, connections with customers, staff 
productivity, and automated processes. 
 
As computer technology becomes more involved than just a typical personal computer and network and begins to 
integrate with other uses such as phones, hand held devices, and even automobiles, a larger portion of city resources 
will need to be dedicated to support these functions. 
  
The Technology Category captures those expenses relating to city-wide hardware needs such as computers, servers, 
switches, fiber and regional connections. It also includes major software needs such as city-wide financial software, 
anti-virus, and desktop software. Support for web services, web development, and Geographical Information Services is 
also included. 
 
Minor equipment, scheduled replacement of computers or equipment, and other routine expenses are not included in 
the capital improvement plan. 
 
FUNDING SOURCES: 
General Fund  
 
ISSUES FACING TECHNOLOGY: 
Forecasting what technology will be needed when trends and improvements are changing so rapidly. 

 

  Year 6 Year 7 Year 8 Year 9 Year 10 

Technology           

Audio/Video Room Upgrades   52,000       

Battery Backup Replacement   13,000 20,000     

Camera System Replacement and Expansion     29,000     

Citywide Phone System     267,000     

Data Backup Replacement     33,000     

Data Recovery Server at Police Department 100,000         

Electronic Document Management System    239,000       

Library Public Technology Replacement     27,000 28,000   

Microsoft Office Suite   106,000       

Microsoft Operating System 10 Replacement       69,000   

Mobile Device Management (MDM) Implementation   15,000       

Network Switch Replacement         142,000 

Police Data Authentication for CJIS Certification     53,000     

Police MDT Replacement Plan   331,000       

Server Room Environmental Monitoring     13,000 15,000   

Wireless Backend Replacement     33,000     

Wireless Bridge Replacement       30,000   

Wiring Infrastructure Certification         23,000 

Grand Total 100,000 756,000 475,000 142,000 165,000 
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Audio/Video Room Upgrades 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $52,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety X Service Delivery Need  X Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   _X__ New/Expansion         Yes $     No X  
  

DESCRIPTION:. This project would add common functionality and allow for more robust interactions from City staff, 
visiting guests and Citizens. 
 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Operations: Add appropriate wiring and variety of connections, add speakers and microphone connections, upgrade 
projector and screen, add controller/switcher matrix if deemed needed. 
 
Police: Add appropriate wiring and variety of connections for two locations, add speakers and microphone 
connections, upgrade projector and screen, add controller/switcher matrix if deemed needed. 
 
Pohl: Add modular microphone, update audio control, upgrade projector and screen, add controller/switcher matrix 
if deemed needed. 
 
Library: Update software/firmware of all controllers and set to match other facilities control. Upgrade Projector and 
screen. 
 

HISTORY: 
The City hosts four multi-purpose AV presentation locations: Operations, Police, Pohl, Library. Three of these 
locations do not meet the needs of users and have frequent technical limitations and problems.  
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services Year 7 
 

 $52,000 
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Battery Backup Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: Varies CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety X Service Delivery Need  X Replacement Yes $  No X  

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION:.  
This is a replacement schedule for all server and network battery backups.  

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Purchase replacement batteries and housings for all APC Uninterruptable Power Supply (UPS) server and network 
devices. These can be phased in and would follow the following order of importance. 
Two UPS w/battery expansion $10,000 at Primary Data Center (operations) 
Two UPS $7,000 at Data Recovery Center (police) 
Three smaller UPS $5,000 (library) 
Seven desktop UPS at all remote network switches $3,000 
 
HISTORY: 
All network and server equipment in the City has an appropriately sized battery backup in case of power failure. The 
batteries in these units and the units themselves need to be replaced on a scheduled basis to ensure efficiency and 
assurance.   
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services Year 7 
 

 $13,000 
General Fund: Information Services Year 8 

 
 $20,000 
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Camera System Replacement and Expansion 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST:  $ 29,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety X Service Delivery Need  X Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:    __X_ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Aging cameras and lack of security in public spaces is prompting the need for newer and more cameras for the City to 
monitor.  
 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Purchase of one IP camera security server and 24 IP cameras. Install, setup and retention will all be in-house.   
 

HISTORY: 
There are currently three, 8-year-old, wired, low-resolution cameras at the library. 16, 8-year-old, wired, low-
resolution cameras at the Jail and one, one-year-old camera under the I5 bridge/path. These cameras are old, of low 
resolution and not managed by a central source. Purchase of replacement, high-resolution, IP based cameras will 
allow the city to improve signal clarity, consolidate devices under one controller (with permissions levels), and allow 
the City to expand their video surveillance for non-monitored spaces. 
  

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 

 
 
 
 
Note: related projects appear in FY 17/18- FY 21/22, see main CIP Technology category. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services Year 8 
 

 $29,000                               
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Citywide Phone Systems Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $267,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety X Service Delivery Need  X Replacement Yes $  No X  

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
The existing phone systems (servers, voicemail and handsets) are a mix between controllers that are 8 years old and 
handsets that are 16 years old.  

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Funds will be used for the purchase of new phone infrastructure: phone servers, voicemail server, video 
conferencing, conference phones and desk handsets.   
 
 
HISTORY: 
Aging of systems and improvements in functionality will prompt us to replace the current systems. An upgraded VM 
controller unit in 2016 helped to extend the life of the entire system. Handsets are well past the end of their life and 
must be replaced.  
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services Year 8 
 

 $267,000 
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Data Backup Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $25,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals X Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety X Service Delivery Need  X Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $>1,000     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Improve and modernize the current tape backup system the City uses. 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
IS would modernize the backup process with one of two options: 
1. Purchase a new, digital backup system and house it at the Data Recovery (police) site. This would have internal 
control and setup with a lone time cost and small maintenance costs each year. $25,000 +$1,000/yr 
 
2. Use an outside vendor (Amazon Web Services) for off site, cloud storage of all City data. This would have larger, 
annual coast associated with the increased web traffic charges from Comcast. $3,000-$8,000/Month depending on 
traffic. 
 
HISTORY: 
Our present method of long term backup is antiquated, unverified, and does not meet our CJIS or PCI requirements. 
Errors are being found on tapes, storage is too close to the primary data center location and the storage 
environment is bad. If an event caused mass data loss, there is not a great likelihood of being able to successfully 
restore.  
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 

 
 

 
 
Note: related projects appear in FY 17/18- FY 21/22, see main CIP Technology category. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services Year 8 
 

 $33,000 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL



 

262 
 

Data Recovery Server at Police Department 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $100,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals X Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety X Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   _X__ New/Expansion         Yes $2,100     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
This addition to our data and hardware infrastructure would place an up-to-date replication of all City data and 
software. This "Data Recovery" site could function as a primary in case of severance from the primary data center, 
and would act as an immediate backup and recovery site for day-to-day needs.  
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Purchase of a second, appropriately sized, Storage Area Network (SAN) and appropriate Controllers (EMC ENX). All 
work, networking and setup would be done by IS staff.  
 

HISTORY: 
In the event of an emergency our primary data location (operations building) could become temporarily unavailable. 
All of our data, software and connectivity would be unreachable until the location was deemed safe to access.  In the 
event of a catastrophic loss of the primary data location, all data, software, hardware and connectivity would be lost 
completely.   
 
Additionally, we place backup tapes in a safe located above the Fleet Operations department. These tapes are not 
verified or tested for data validity. With the location so close to the primary data location there is a high likelihood of 
an emergency event affecting this area also. Nevertheless, without a system to restore these backup's to, we would 
have to purchase hardware, locate and reinstall program software, and hope this data is valid. Many days of lost 
productivity and data would occur. 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 

 
 
Note: related projects appear in FY 17/18- FY 21/22, see main CIP Technology category. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services Year 6 
 

 $100,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$100,000 
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Electronic Document Management System 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $239,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety X Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   _X__ New/Expansion         Yes $15,000     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
This project will focus on securely storing electronic records that are required to be maintained per our local, state 
and federal records retention requirements. Scanning, indexing, tagging and recalling documents digitally will allow 
for future compatibility, simplification of retrieval and availability of documents for both city staff and Tualatin 
citizens. This project was identified as a need in the Records Management Needs Assessment and is now a goal in the 
Records Management Strategic Plan. This is a refresh of the software which will be needed 5-7 years after 
implementation which is included in FY 17/18. 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Funds will be used to hire a consultant to evaluate city needs, develop scope, and manage the purchase and 
implementation of a software solution.  
 

HISTORY: 
This technology is needed is based upon the City’s growing paper documentation, lack of storage, and the physical 
layout of the City offices. Network drives, short-term and long-term document storage, contracts, and ordinances 
are accessed daily by city employees, as well as requested by citizens. Lack of physical storage have made it difficult 
for retrieval and have led to cumbersome redundant data. Increased legal risk for the inability to properly store, 
maintaining files, and meet destruction standards continue to grow. Scanning and indexing records will make 
documents readily available to both citizens and staff while being stored securely in a system that meets all 
requirements for trustworthy electronic records. 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 

 

 
Note: related projects appear in FY 17/18- FY 21/22, see main CIP Technology category. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services Year 7 
 

 $239,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$239,000 
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Library Public Technology Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY SERVICES CONCEPT SCHEDULE: FY 16/17 

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE: FY 16/17 

TOTAL COST: Varies CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:              FY 17/18 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes   No   

 Health & Safety x Service Delivery Need  x Replacement Yes   No x  
x Master Plan:  Library Strategic Plan (Technology Plan)   New/Expansion Yes   No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
The Library provides internet, productivity software (Microsoft Office, etc.), and printer access for public use on 28 
computers (in separate areas for child, teen, and adult use) and 12 laptops. According to a recent WCCLS survey, this 
technology is used for education, social inclusion, employment, and civic engagement. To keep up with advances in 
technology, and the changing needs of a connected citizenry, the Library’s public technology needs to be regularly 
replaced. Additionally, new software should be considered to support digital literacy training and creating digital content.       
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
The Library and Information Services will collaborate on a Technology Plan in FY 16/17. Equipment purchased will be 
informed by that plan, including how many and what type of devices to offer and where they should be deployed within 
the Library. 
HISTORY: 
Current PCs were purchased in 2012, and laptops were purchased in 2013, with 3 year warranties. Information Services 
and WCCLS Long Range Service Plan recommend equipment upgrades or replacement on a 3-5 year cycle. Phase 1 of 
this project (replacing the 28 computers) will be completed in FY16/17. 

FUNDING SOURCES/PARTNERSHIPS: 
Coordination required with Information Services and WCCLS.  

 
 
 
 
Note: related projects appear in FY 17/18- FY 21/22, see main CIP Technology category. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Library  Year 8 
 

 $27,000 
General Fund: Library  Year 9 

 
 $28,000 
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Microsoft Office Suite 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $106,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety X Service Delivery Need  X Replacement Yes $  No X  

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION:.  
This expense is for the periodic replacement of our Microsoft Office suite of products, e.g. Word, Excel, PowerPoint, 
Access and Outlook. Each person at the City that has a PC, laptop or mobile computer will require a license. Some will 
require two [2] licenses if they have multiple devices.  
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
These funds are to be used for software replacement to existing product, e.g. Office 2016. We will have to decide if 
we want to use the subscription model or if we will purchase full licenses.  
 

HISTORY: 
We last purchased our MS Office suite in circa 2016. It’s time to purchase it again. 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services Year 7 
 

 $106,000 
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Microsoft Operating System 10 Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $69,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need  X Replacement Yes $  No X  

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
This expense is for the periodic replacement of our Microsoft Operating System.  We are currently running MS 
Windows 7.  We will need to be running MS Windows 10 in order to stay current and maintain functionality with MS 
Office products and other software, and the upgrade is included in this CIP in FY 18/19.  This is the replacement of 
that system. 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
These funds are to be used for software replacement to existing product, e.g. MS Windows 7.  All PCs, laptops and 
mobile devices will need to have the upgrade performed.  In some cases existing licenses will allow an upgrade 
[either free or at a lesser cost than full price].  A review of all PCs will need to be performed to confirm the exact 
number of licenses. 
 
 

HISTORY: 
N/A 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
Note: related projects appear in FY 17/18- FY 21/22, see main CIP Technology category. 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services Year 9 
 

 $69,000 
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Mobile Device Management (MDM) Implementation 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $15,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety X Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   _X__ New/Expansion         Yes $3k-6k     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
This project is to update a secure Mobile Device Management (MDM) suite and server. This would allow the City to 
securely and efficiently deploy mobile devices (phones, tablets, laptops). 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Purchase of Server licensing, software licensing, and vendor implementation costs. Once running there would be a 
yearly maintenance cost. 
 
 
HISTORY: 
By their nature, mobile devices are more susceptible to loss and theft, and therefore are a greater security risk. The 
COT needs to implement a Mobile Device Management (MDM) policy to reduce the risks by managing data security, 
asset tracking, and application deployment on such devices. There is a major threat to city security and data as well 
as non-compliance with CJIS Federal mandates and PCI compliance. 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 

 
 
 
 
Note: related projects appear in FY 17/18- FY 21/22, see main CIP Technology category. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services Year 7 
 

 $15,000 
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Network Switch Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $142,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety X Service Delivery Need  X Replacement Yes $  No X  

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Existing primary and secondary network switches are approaching 8 years old. A plan to replace existing devices 
needs to begin as they have a rough 10 year lifespan.   
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Funds will be used for the purchase of new network switches. These complex and expensive devices need to be 
refreshed with modern versions that can leverage our soon to be, Fiber Network. 
 
 
HISTORY: 
Historically, the City has been able to leverage a grant from the MACC for funding to purchase the new network 
devices.  Due to the competitive nature of the grants and the shortage of funds in the grant, we cannot guarantee 
being funded. The network switches manage the flow of data between servers, buildings and individual PCs. 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
Possible MACC Grant 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
Note: related projects appear in FY 17/18- FY 21/22, see main CIP Technology category. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services Year 10 
 

 $142,000 
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Police Data Authentication for CJIS Certification 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $53,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals X Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety X Service Delivery Need  X Replacement Yes $ 6,000  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
This money will be used to buy hardware and software applications allowing us to implement two-factor 
authentication for the police mobile pc's and phones.  
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
One server, a robust mobile device management suite and several mobile policies will allow us to maintain 
compliance with the FBI requirements. All implementation can be done in-house. 
 
 
HISTORY: 
Two-factor authentication is not only an excellent security measure in general, but is required by a Federal governing 
body to ensure the safety of critical police data. The Federal Bureau of Investigation has a set of rules (Criminal 
Justice Information Systems, or CJIS) that are the standards for security while accessing the national database of 
criminals. These CJIS rules require all agencies dealing with secure data to have two-factor authentication 
implemented. Failure to implement will cause loss of access by the police to this critical national data. 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 

 
 
 
Note: related projects appear in FY 17/18- FY 21/22, see main CIP Technology category. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services Year 8 
 

 $53,000 
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Police MDT Replacement Plan 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST:  $ 155,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety x Service Delivery Need  X Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:    ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Purchase of new Mobile Data Terminals (MDT) for the Police Department.   
 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Purchase 32 replacement MDTs, vehicle mounts, office mounts, accessories and vehicle wiring. This is a 1:1 
replacement following the model of assigned devices to staff.  
 

HISTORY: 
The current Getac V200 MDTs are being replaced in FY 17/18. The MDT’s are a significant conduit to the 9-1-1 
dispatching center.  When they shut down it has a direct impact on community safety. 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 

 
 
 
 
Note: related projects appear in FY 17/18- FY 21/22, see main CIP Technology category. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services Year 7 
 

 $331,000 
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Server Room Environmental Monitoring 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST:  $ Varies CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals x Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety x Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:    __X_ New/Expansion         Yes $3,000     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
In order to comply with our Federal CJIS and National PCI standards, Physical (video), Software and Environmental 
(temp and humidity) sensors need to be placed with our critical data.  
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Since all of our data resides in one server room at Operations, a surveillance camera and a rack mounted 
environmental monitor should be placed in the server room.  
 

HISTORY: 
Funded in the 16/17 FY CIP was $10,000 for Server room monitoring. This money went to purchase the server and 
software that monitor the health of the data in and out of the network and servers. In order to comply with two 
federal guidelines, the City will need to monitor environmental security and physical health of the data center areas. 
An environmental server and a video camera in the Operations data room will place us in compliance.  Remaining 
out of compliance will not prohibit the City from access to data, stop the ability to take payments, or processing 
criminal data. With more threats to data each year, soon these recommendations will become mandatory.  As for 
now they are just a best practice and will move us towards complete compliance. 
  

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 

 
 
 
Note: related projects appear in FY 17/18- FY 21/22, see main CIP Technology category. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services Year 8 
 

 $13,000                               
General Fund: Information Services Year 9 

 
 $15,000 
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Wireless Backend/WAP Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $33,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety X Service Delivery Need  X Replacement Yes $  No X  

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION:.  
Replacement of all City wireless access points and controller. This will provide better coverage, modern equipment, 
and a more robust and simplified control.  

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Purchase fifteen replacement Wireless Access Points (WAP), three expansion WAPs and controller unit housed at 
Operations Data Center.  
 

HISTORY: 
Currently our wireless network consists of "open" wifi at all city locations for staff, and visitors. Our current WAPs 
will need to be replaced due to increasing failure improvements in wireless technology. With a more robust system 
we can add functionality, increase security, and match changing wireless modes. 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 

 
 
Note: related projects appear in FY 17/18- FY 21/22, see main CIP Technology category. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services Year 8 
 

 $33,000 
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Wireless Bridge Upgrade/Replacement 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $30,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety X Service Delivery Need  X Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   _X__ New/Expansion         Yes $     No X  

 
DESCRIPTION:. This project is the periodic replacement of the wireless bridge that delivers internet connectivity to 
the Lafky House, Pohl Center, and Van Raden Community Center. The two options for replacement are listed in the 
scope. 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
A. Replace the current Ruckus wireless bridge with upgraded and modern version. This would still utilize the 
"Wireless" beam broadcasting from the Community Services offices. This option would show minor improvements to 
bandwidth and durability but no improvements to reliability. $10,000 
 
B. Replace Connection with a wired (fiber) connection to all three locations. This would require minor construction, 
wires/conduit, and purchase of appropriate network switches for the locations.  This option would improve 
bandwidth, total capabilities, and reliability. $22,000 
 
HISTORY: 
Currently the wireless bridge serves seven to ten staff members housed at the three locations. They are connecting 
to the city infrastructure and the internet through a "Wireless Bridge" that broadcasts from atop the Community 
Services Admin building. This bridge runs at maximum capacity during work hours and causes latency. It also is a 
directional, line-of-sight broadcast that often is blocked by tree limbs, trucks and rain. With the wish to expand 
technical services to the Pohl Center, prospect of Finance remaining in the Lafky building, the bandwidth needs 
cannot keep up with the demand.  Replacing the bridge with a new one will show some improvement with current 
usage but not enough for expansion.  Replacing the bridge with wiring will greatly improve all of the facilities data 
needs and significantly improve reliability well into the future. 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 

 
 
Note: related projects appear in FY 17/18- FY 21/22, see main CIP Technology category. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services Year 9 
 

 $30,000 
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Wiring Infrastructure Certification 

 DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TECHNOLOGY DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $23,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement X Maintenance Yes $  No X  

 Health & Safety X Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION:.  
Repair and certify all low-voltage wiring in all City buildings.   

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Hire a low-voltage wiring contractor to trace, label, tone, test, fix, pull, and undo our current LV wiring in all City 
buildings.   
 

HISTORY: 
Low-Voltage wiring (Ethernet and telephone) has been installed in many different phases, by many different people, 
following many different guidelines throughout the course of the lifespan of the City buildings. The wiring is in 
various states of disarray including: stretched, pinned, kinked, incorrectly terminated, incorrectly strung, unshielded, 
unlabeled, mislabeled, and poorly installed. Hiring a certified, low-voltage wiring vendor to undo and repair these 
issues will improve our network file access, relieve the network of "ghosts" and "chatter" over the lines and also 
coincide with an overall improvement with our City Fiber plan implementation. 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

General Fund: Information Services Year 10 
 

 $23,000 
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Transportation 

The City of Tualatin's transportation network includes 91 miles of streets (seventy-seven miles are maintained by the 
City, nine miles are maintained by Washington and Clackamas Counties, and five miles are maintained by the State) and 
48 traffic signals (the City owns twenty-two, eighteen are County-owned, and eight are State-owned). All signals within 
Tualatin are operated by Washington County or Oregon Department of Transportation.  

Tualatin’s right-of-way serves a multitude of transportation system users including pedestrians, bicycles, transit, 
automobiles, and freight. Projects included in the CIP include projects designed to improve the safety, capacity, and 
connectivity for all roadway users. 

The transportation projects included in the CIP are generally identified in the 2014 Transportation System Plan (TSP). The 
TSP prioritized projects as short-term (one to five years), medium-term (five to ten years), and long term (more than 10 
years). In addition to design and construction projects, there are also concept studies programmed into the CIP to 
evaluate possible projects and define scope for viable projects. The CIP plans for projects based on the TSP and 
anticipated funding. 

 

 
Year 6 Year 7 Year 8 Year 9 Year 10 

Transportation           

Avery St and Teton Ave: New Traffic Signal (R37)         866,000 

Blake Street: New Road 115th to 124th 1,250,000 3,203,000 8,384,000     

Boones Ferry Rd: Transit Stop Bus Pullouts (R41)         284,000 

Bridgeport Rd and 72nd Ave: Improve Bike Lane (BP2) 13,000         

Garden Corner Curves (105th Ave/Blake St/108th Ave) (R7) 2,318,000         

Martinazzi Ave, Warm Springs to Boones Ferry Rd: Concept Study 63,000         

Myslony St: Concept Study   65,000       

Nyberg St: Improve Bike Lane on East Side of Interchange (BP15) 78,000         

Tual-Sher Rd, Teton to Cipole: Widen to 5 lanes (R20) (County) 13,614,000         

Transportation Total 17,336,000 3,268,000 8,384,000   1,150,000 
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Avery St and Teton Ave:  New Traffic Signal 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TRANSPORTATION DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $866,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
X Master Plan:     TSP (R37)  ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Install a new traffic signal at the intersection of Avery Street and Teton Avenue as recommended in the 2014 
Transportation System Plan. 
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Design and construct new traffic signal at this intersection.  
 
 

HISTORY: 
This project was identified in the 2014 TSP along with a menu of other improvements on Teton Avenue and Avery 
Street. The classifications for both streets were changed from major collectors to minor arterials in the 2014 TSP.  
 
 
FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Road Operating / Gas Tax Fund Year 10 
 

 $866,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$866,000 
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Avery St and Teton Ave:  New Traffic Signal 
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Blake Street:  New Road 115
th

 to 124
th

  

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TRANSPORTATION DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $13,614,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:       ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Construction extension of Blake Street between 115th and 124th Avenues to relieve congestion on 115th and Tualatin-
Sherwood Road. 
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Design and construct the extension of Blake Street based on concept study to be conducted in FY 17/18. 
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
The Southwest Concept Plan includes information about a new street in this area. 
 
 
 
FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
Funding for design and construction, beyond the concept study included in this CIP in FY 17/18, has not yet been 
identified. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Outside Funding – Possible Grant Year 6 
 

 $ 1,250,000 
Outside Funding – Possible Grant Year 7 

 
$ 3,203,000 

Outside Funding – Possible Grant Year 8 
 

$ 8,384,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$13,614,000 
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Blake Street:  New Roadway 
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Boones Ferry Rd:  Transit Stop Bus Pullouts 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TRANSPORTATION DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $284,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
X Master Plan:     TSP (R41)  ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Add bus pullouts at up to ten existing bus stops on SW Boones Ferry Road. 
 
 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Coordinate with TriMet, evaluate alternatives, acquire right of way, prepare construction documents, and construct 
bus pullouts at up to ten locations on Boones Ferry Road. 
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
N/A 
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Road Operating / Gas Tax Fund Year 10 
 

 $284,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$284,000 
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Boones Ferry Rd:  Transit Stop Bus Pullouts 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL



 

282 
 

Bridgeport Rd and 72
nd

 Ave:  Improve Bike Lane 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TRANSPORTATION DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $13,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
X Master Plan:     TSP  (BP2)  ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Add a colored bicycle lane or similar treatment on SW Bridgeport Road at SW 72nd Avenue near Bridgeport Village to 
make the bicycle lane more visible. 
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Evaluate alternatives, prepare construction documents, and install upgraded bicycle facilities at this intersection. 
Sidewalk improvements are not included with this project.  
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
N/A 
 
 
 
FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Road Operating / Gas Tax Fund Year 6 
 

 $13,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$13,000 
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Bridgeport Rd and 72

nd
 Ave:  Improve Bike Lane 
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Garden Corner Curves: Upgrade 105
th

/Blake/108
th  

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE: 2016 

CATEGORY: TRANSPORTATION DESIGN SCHEDULE: TBD 

TOTAL COST: $3,518,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE: TBD 

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
x Master Plan: TSP (R7)  ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Upgrade SW 105th Avenue/ Blake Street/ 108th Avenue between Moratoc and Willow Streets to improve safety for 
vehicles, bicycles, and pedestrians. 
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
New pedestrian and bicycle facilities. Identify factors that contribute to safety concerns and develop possible 
solutions.  
 
 
HISTORY: 
The City is currently conducting a concept study only for this project in FY 2016/17 which will inform any future 
construction projects. 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
This project is eligible for 100% TDT funding as approved on the Washington County TDT project list. 

 
 
 
 

 
 
ON-GOING COST: 
Not yet determined. 
 
 
Note: this is a continuation of the project as shown in earlier years; see the main CIP Transportation category. 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Transportation Development Tax Fund FY 20/21 
 

 $442,000                               
Transportation Development Tax Fund FY 21/22 

 
 $758,000 

Transportation Development Tax Fund  (Year 6)  FY 22/23 
 

 $2,318,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$3,518,000 
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Garden Corner Curves: Upgrade 105

th
/Blake/108

th 
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Martinazzi Ave, Warm Springs to Boones Ferry Rd:  Concept Study  

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TRANSPORTATION DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $63,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
X Master Plan:     TSP  (R14)  ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Prepare concept study to evaluate adding bike lanes on Martinazzi Avenue from Warm Springs Street to Boones Ferry 
Road. 
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Hire a consultant to evaluate, develop alternatives, prepare concept level cost estimates, and identify funding 
sources. 
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
This project (as construction) was indentified in the 2014 TSP. 
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
Funding for this concept study, as well as design and construction, have not yet been identified. 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Outside Funded Year 6 
 

 $63,000 
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Martinazzi Ave, Warm Springs to Boones Ferry Rd:  Concept Study  
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Myslony Street Concept Study  

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TRANSPORTATION DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $16,259,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
X Master Plan:     TSP (R5)  ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Prepare concept study to evaluate upgrading the entire length of Myslony Street. 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Hire a consultant to evaluate, develop alternatives, prepare concept level cost estimates, and identify funding 
sources. 
 
 

HISTORY: 
This project (as construction) was indentified in the 2014 TSP. 
 
 
FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
Funding for this concept study, as well as design and construction, have not yet been identified. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Outside Funding Year 7 
 

 $65,000 
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Myslony Street Concept Study  
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Nyberg Street: Improve Bike Lane on East Side of Interchange 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TRANSPORTATION DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $78,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
X Master Plan:     TSP  (BP15)  ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Upgrade the bike lanes on the east side of the Nyberg interchange by modifying where bicyclists cross the 
northbound on-ramps to make the crossing safer and more visible. 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Evaluate alternative designs, prepare construction documents, and install updated bike lines.  
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
This project was identified in the 2014 TSP. 
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Road Operating / Gas Tax Fund Year 6 
 

 $78,000 
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Nyberg Street: Improve Bike Lane on East Side of Interchange 
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Tualatin-Sherwood Rd: Teton Ave to Cipole Rd Widening 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: TRANSPORTATION DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $13,614,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
X Master Plan:     TSP (R20)  ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
This is a Washington County project to design and widen Tualatin-Sherwood Road from Teton Avenue to Cipole Road 
to five lanes. 
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Washington County will design and widen Tualatin-Sherwood Road between Teton Avenue and Cipole Road to five 
lanes. 
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
N/A 
 
 
 
FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
This project is managed and funded by Washington County Opportunity Grant funding. It is included in this CIP 
because it is an improvement within City limits and it is identified in the TSP. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

MSTIP / Outside funded Year 6 
 

 $13,614,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$13,614,000 
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Tualatin-Sherwood Rd: Teton Ave to Cipole Rd Widening 
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Utilities 
 

SEWER 
The City owns and operates a sanitary sewer collection system consisting of 96 miles of sewer pipes (eighty-eight 
miles are maintained by the City and eight miles are maintained by Clean Water Services (CWS). Over 6,400 sewer 
connections, hundreds of manholes, and ten lift stations are maintained by CWS. 

 

STORMWATER 
The City of Tualatin manages stormwater discharges in accordance with Clean Water Services (CWS) Municipal 
Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) permit. The City is one of 12 member cities who operate under CWS’s MS4 
permit, which established regulations and standards for managing stormwater within the Tualatin River Watershed. 
The permit sets standards intended to reduce pollutant loads in stormwater runoff through implementation of Best 
Management Practices (BMPs).  
 
The City works closely with CWS to construct and maintain public stormwater facilities and the City manages the 
private stormwater quality program to ensure that privately operated stormwater quality facilities provide the 
treatment benefits they were designed to provide.  
 
Tualatin’s storm drain system includes approximately 89 miles of pipes, 12 drainage basins, more than 2,800 catch 
basins, 86 public water quality facilities (WQFs), and hundreds of manholes. 

 

WATER 
Tualatin’s water supply comes from the Bull Run Watershed and the Columbia Southshore Wellfield systems which 
are unfiltered systems. The City purchases the water from the City of Portland and distributes it to Tualatin residents. 
 
The City’s distribution system contains 111 miles of water lines ranging from four to 36 inches in diameter, five 
reservoirs, three pump stations, and over 6,600 water connections. 
 

 
Year 6 Year 7 Year 8 Year 9 Year 10 

Sewer           

North Martinazzi Trunk: Chelan St to Seminole Trail 139,000 573,000       

North Martinazzi Trunk: Seminole Trail to Sagert St 139,000 573,000       

Sewer Master Plan Update         142,000 

Teton Trunk: Manhasset Dr to Spokane Ct 101,000 415,000       

Sewer Total 379,000 1,561,000     142,000 

            

Storm            

89th Ave/Tual-Sher Rd Outfall     136,000 
 

    

125th Ct/Herman Rd: Upgrade or Install Stormwater Outfall   
 

 280,000     

Grahams Ferry Rd and Ibach St: Upgrade Stormwater Outfall 250,000         

Storm Master Plan Update         284,000 

Storm Total 250,000 136,000 280,000   284,000 

      
Water           

Water Master Plan Update and Rate Study         163,000 

Water Total         163,000 

      Utilities Grand Total 629,000 1,697,000 280,000   589,000 
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North Martinazzi Trunk: Chelan St to Seminole Trail 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: UTILITIES DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $712,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
x Master Plan: Sewer Master Plan (prelim.)  ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
This is the upstream phase of a two phase project to increase the diameter of the existing concrete trunk line to 
accommodate future flows (with or without Basalt Creek). This project is needed when flow at MH SSF 0464 (just 
south of Avery Street) exceeds 1,100 GPM, which will occur by 2023 with existing growth (no Basalt Creek Planning 
Area) or when Basalt Creek Planning Area is constructed and pump stations 1 and 6 reach full capacity. Pump stations 
1 and 6 serve the northeast quadrant of Basalt Creek east of Boones Ferry Road and north of Greenhill Lane. This 
project is located under streets within public right of way. 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Upsize existing 12-inch trunk line to 15-inches, approximate length 1,107 feet with manholes. Alignment begins on 
Martinazzi Avenue at Chelan Street at MH SSF-0462. The alignment continues in Martinazzi Avenue and then turns 
west under Seminole Trail to MH SSF-0557. 
 
HISTORY: 
This project is identified in the Sewer Master Plan underway in FY 16/17. 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Sewer SDC Fund Year 6 
 

 $139,000 
Sewer SDC Fund Year 7 

 
 $573,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$712,000 
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North Martinazzi Trunk: Chelan St to Seminole Trail 
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North Martinazzi Trunk: Seminole Trail to Sagert St 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: UTILITIES DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $712,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
x Master Plan: Sewer Master Plan (prelim.)  ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
This is the downstream phase of a two phase project to increase the diameter of the existing concrete trunk line to 
accommodate future flows (with or without Basalt Creek). This project is needed when flow at MH SSF 0464 (just 
south of Avery Street) exceeds 1,100 GPM, which will occur by 2023 with existing growth (no Basalt Creek Planning 
Area) or when Basalt Creek Planning Area is constructed and pump stations 1 and 6 reach full capacity. Pump stations 
1 and 6 serve the northeast quadrant of Basalt Creek east of Boones Ferry Road and north of Greenhill Lane. This 
project is primarily located in public easements on private property. 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Upsize existing 12-inch trunk line to 15-inches approximate length, 1126 feet with manholes. Alignment begins at SW 
Seminole Trail at MH SSF-0557 where the sewer enters an easement between two homes. The alignment continues 
in an easement between homes and through the green space of Sandalwood Condominiums to Sagert Street near 
the intersection with Martinazzi Avenue at MH SSF-0618. 
 
 
 

HISTORY: 
This project is identified in the Sewer Master Plan underway in FY 16/17. 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Sewer SDC Fund Year 6 
 

 $139,000 
Sewer SDC Fund Year 7 

 
 $573,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$712,000 
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North Martinazzi Trunk: Seminole Trail to Sagert St  
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Sewer Master Plan Update 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: UTILITIES DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $142,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
This is a scheduled periodic update to the Sewer Master Plan which is scheduled to be completed in FY 16/17.    
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Hire a consultant to update the Sanitary Sewer Master Plan based on new conditions. 
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
N/A 
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Sewer SDC Fund Year 10 
 

 $142,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$142,000 
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Teton Trunk: Manhasset Dr to Spokane Ct 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: UTILITIES DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $516,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   
x Master Plan: Sewer Master Plan (prelim.)  ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
Increase pipe size to accommodate flows from Cal Weld, a wet-industry identified in the Sanitary Sewer Master Plan. 
 
 

PROJECT SCOPE: 
Upsize 660 feet of existing 10-inch pipe and 571 feet of existing 12-inch pipe to 15-inches with 6 manholes. The 
alignment begins at MH SSF-2004 at Manhasset and Teton and travels north along Teton to MH SSF-1859 at Spokane 
Street. 
 
 
HISTORY: 
This project is identified in the Sewer Master Plan underway in FY 16/17. 
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Sewer SDC Fund Year 6 
 

 $101,000 
Sewer SDC Fund Year 7 

 
 $415,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$516,000 

DRAFT FOR COUNCIL



 

303 
 

Teton Trunk: Manhasset Dr to Spokane Ct 
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89
th

 Ave/ Tualatin-Sherwood Outfall 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: UTILITIES DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $136,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
An outfall retrofit for an untreated storm drain line. 
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Design and install a water quality manhole near Hedges Green Retail Center. Purchase easement from property 
owner to install. 
 
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
The project is part of the retrofit program required by CWS due to garbage and other debris getting washed into the 
wetland at this point from the City storm drain system.  
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Storm Drain Operating Fund Year 7 
 

 $136,000                               

 
TOTAL: 

 
$136,000 
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89
th

 Ave/ Tualatin-Sherwood Outfall 
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125
th

 to Herman Road: Upgrade Stormwater Outfall 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: UTILITIES DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $280,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   __ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
The stormwater outfall currently has no water quality treatment and serves 143 acres of impervious surface. 
Clean Water Services’ Stormwater Discharge Permit (MS4) through DEQ required that all conveyance systems 
within their jurisdiction be retrofitted to provide water quality. Clean Water Services currently moves forward 
with one outfall project district-wide per year. 
    
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Design and install a water quality facility for the untreated outfall. Work with property owners to obtain an 
easement to build a water quality facility or a water quality manhole. 
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
Part of the storm drain outfall retrofit required by Clean Water Services. 
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Storm Drain Operating Fund Year 8 
 

 $280,000                               

 
TOTAL: 

 
$280,000 
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125

th
 to Herman Road: Upgrade Stormwater Outfall 
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Grahams Ferry Road/Ibach Street: Upgrade Stormwater Outfall 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: UTILITIES DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $250,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   
 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   __ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION:  
This outfall currently has no water quality treatment and serves 113 acres of impervious surface. As a part of 
the MS4 permit, outfalls are required to be retrofitted to provide water quality. Clean Water Services 
currently moves forward with one outfall project district-wide per year. There is currently a Public Water 
Quality Facility near an untreated outfall. The plan is to redesign the water quality facility to treat the other 
untreated water too.  
   
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Hire a designer to redesign facility and design pipes to enter existing facility to obtain treatment for 
untreated area. Repairs to the existing facility will be made and additional piping will be installed. 
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
Outfall retrofit per Clean Water Service requirements. 
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
None.  
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Storm Drain Operating Fund Year 6 
 

 $250,000                               

 
TOTAL: 

 
$250,000 
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Grahams Ferry Road/Ibach Street: Upgrade Stormwater Outfall 
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Stormwater Master Plan Update 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: UTILITIES DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $284,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
This is a scheduled large update to the Stormwater Master Plan which is underway and scheduled to be completed in 
FY 16/17.    
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Update the Stormwater Master Plan adopted in 2017. 
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
The current master plan was adopted in 1972 as the Tualatin Drainage Plan. 
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Storm SDC Fund Year 10 
 

 $284,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$284,000 
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Water Master Plan Update and Rate Study 

 DEPARTMENT: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT SCHEDULE:  

CATEGORY: UTILITIES DESIGN SCHEDULE:  

TOTAL COST: $163,000 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE:  

  
RANKING CRITERIA MET:   PROJECT TYPE: NEW ON-GOING COSTS? 

 Council Goals 
 

Regulatory Requirement 
 

Maintenance Yes $  No   

 Health & Safety  Service Delivery Need   Replacement Yes $  No   

 Master Plan:   ___ New/Expansion         Yes $     No   
  

DESCRIPTION: 
This is a scheduled update to the Water Master Plan which is in the process of being updated in FY 16/17.    
 
 
 
PROJECT SCOPE: 
Update Water Master Plan based on new regulations and conditions. 
 
 
 
HISTORY: 
N/A 
 
 
 

FUNDING PARTNERSHIPS: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

FUNDING SOURCES FOR THIS PROJECT: AMOUNT 

Water Operating Fund Year 10 
 

$57,000 
Water SDC Fund Year 10 

 
 $106,000 

 
TOTAL: 

 
$163,000 
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APPENDIX B: UNFUNDED PROJECTS – LISTED BY CATEGORY 
 
 

Unfunded/Unassigned CIP Projects by Class Unfunded 

Facilities & Equipment 32,425,000 

Civic Center/ City Hall Facility 32,100,000 
Hanegan Lot: Paving 325,000 

Parks & Recreation 184,310,000 

Bikeways: I-205 Feasibility Study 25,000 
Bikeways: I-5 Feasibility Study 25,000 
Bikeways: Southwest Concept Plan Trails Master Plan 50,000 
Bikeways: Tualatin River Bicycle Bridge at 108th (BP17(2)) 2,434,000 
Bikeways: Tualatin River Bicycle Bridge at Ice Age Tonquin/Westside Trails 8,000,000 
Bikeways: Tualatin River Bicycle Bridge at Westside Trail, north of Cipole (BP17(1)) 2,434,000 
Brown's Ferry Park: Amphitheater Improvements 50,000 
Community Recreation Center 36,000,000 
Greenways: Hedges Creek Greenway @ HC Wetlands Protection District 2,500,000 
Greenways: Hedges Creek Greenway, Paulina Drive to Hedges Drive 2,000,000 
Greenways: Helenius Greenway west of 108th & Blake St. 300,000 
Greenways: Nyberg Creek Greenway, Martinazzi Ave to 65th Ave 8,500,000 
Greenways: Nyberg Creek Greenway-South 1,500,000 
Greenways: Saum Creek Greenway, Atfalati Park to Sagert St 2,500,000 
Greenways: Tonquin Trail Preliminary Design/Cost Estimating 50,000 
Greenways: Tualatin River Greenway at 6645 SW Nyberg Lane  800,000 
Greenways: Tualatin River Greenway, River Lofts to west UGB 7,000,000 
Juanita Pohl Center Building and Grounds Improvements 1,800,000 
Multi-Use Paths: I-5 Path - Connect Martinazzi to I-5 Path (BP7(4)) 209,000 
Multi-Use Paths: Tualatin River Greenway fill in gaps at east UGB (BP9) 123,000 
Natural Areas: 108th Reservoir 400,000 
Natural Areas: Other Acquisitions and Development to meet goals 15,000,000 
Natural Areas: Sweek Woods Soft Surface Trail 100,000 
Neighborhood Pks: Area 4  West Planning Area - Jurgens Addition 500,000 
Park Improvements: Community Gardens 60,000 
Parks and Recreation Equipment Replacements 1,500,000 
Parks: Brown's Ferry Park Picnic Shelter & Community Ctr Renovation 2,000,000 
Parks: Riverside Wayside Parks - Land Acquisition & Development 5,000,000 
Parks: Tualatin Community Park - Expand Park 3,750,000 
Parks: Tualatin Community Park - Floating Dock and Kayak Rental Facility 400,000 
Parks: Tualatin Community Park - Major Pedestrian Linkage to Boones Ferry Rd 500,000 
Shared Use Paths: I-5 Path - Bridgeport Village to Norwood Rd (BP7(3)) 3,250,000 
Shared Use Paths: I-5 Path - Undercrossing to connect Nyberg Creek Grwy (BP11) 1,947,000 
Shared Use Paths: Norwood Rd Path - Boones Ferry Rd to I-5 (BP7(6)) 3,760,000 
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Unfunded/Unassigned CIP Projects by Class Unfunded 

Parks & Recreation, continued   

Sports Fields: Bridgeport Elementary School Multipurpose Field Renovation 2,010,000 
Sports Fields: Hazelbrook Elementary School (renovate soil to sand-based) 1,816,000 
Sports Fields: Ibach Park Soccer Field Conversion to Artificial Turf 888,000 
Sports Fields: New Sports Field Complex (includes site acquisition) 17,000,000 
Sports Fields: New Tualatin Elementary School (renovate soil to sand-based) 2,349,000 
Trails: 105th/Blake/108th through Ibach Park (BP10) 810,000 
Trails: Ice Age Tonquin Trail connect to neighborhoods 7,650,000 
Trails: Ice Age Tonquin Trail eastern segment, Hedges Crk and WES 22,700,000 
Trails: Ice Age Tonquin Trail western segment, Cipole Rd 14,620,000 

Transportation 188,328,000 

65th Ave, Hospital to Nyberg Ln: Construct Sidewalk on East Side  1,700,000 
65th Ave, Nyberg Lane to Borland Rd: Construct Bike Lanes 2,600,000 
65th Ave, Tualatin River to I-205: Add multi-use path (R16) 9,734,000 
95th Ave, Avery St to Tual-Sher Rd: Construct Bike Lanes (R15) 2,920,000 
99th Court: Extend to SW Herman Rd as two lane roadway with sidewalks 2,095,000 
103rd Ave to Grahams Ferry Rd: Extend  312,000 
105th Ave at Avery St: Add Signal 325,000 
108th Ave at Leveton: Add Signal 600,000 
115th Ave (SW Concept Plan): Extend to 124th to the south and east-west 31,446,000 
115th Ave: Extend from SW 124th to SW 126th Pl as two lane roadway with sidewalks 2,950,000 
120th and Tual-Sher Rd: New Traffic Signal 681,000 
124th Ave: Extend south, include multi-use path (R30) 15,000,000 
128th Ave: Extend to Cipole Rd via Cumming Drive with ROW 5,930,000 
Avery St at Tual-Sher Rd: Construct Sidewalk on West Side of Intersection 85,000 
Avery, Teton to Tual-Sher Rd: Widen to three lanes (R6) 3,600,000 
Boones Ferry Rd at Iowa Dr: Improve Intersection 425,000 
Boones Ferry Rd at Norwood Rd: Improve Intersection 425,000 
Boones Ferry Rd, Ibach to Norwood: Upgrade to standards (R8) 660,000 
Boones Ferry Rd, Martinazzi north to city limits: Widen to 5 lanes (R19) 17,818,000 
Borland Rd at Wilke Rd: Improve Intersection 637,000 
Borland Rd, 65th Ave to city limit: Upgrade to standards (R21) 9,646,000 
Borland Rd, 65th to eastern city limits: Fill sidewalk gaps (R26) 2,603,000 
Cipole at Cumins: Add Signal 600,000 
Cipole Rd, Pacific Hwy to TSR: Upgrade to standards & add multi-use path( R18) 20,030,000 
Grahams Ferry Rd at Helenius Rd: Add Signal 530,000 
Grahams Ferry Rd at Ibach St: Add Signal 430,000 
Grahams Ferry Rd, Ibach to Helenius: Upgrade to standards (R22) 3,300,000 
Grahams Ferry Rd: Sidewalk in-fill from Ibach to south city limits (R25) 1,680,000 
Hazelbrook Rd, 99W to Jurgens: Upgrade to standards (R2) 3,543,000 
Helenius Rd, 109th Terr to Grahams Ferry Rd: Upgrade to standards (R9) 1,403,000 
Herman Rd at Cipole Rd: Improve Intersection (R1/R13) 6,000,000 
Herman Rd, 124th Ave to Cipole Rd: Improve to 3 lanes & fill in sidewalk gaps (R1) 2,574,000 
Itel St near 119th/120th: Improve to standards Unknown 
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Unfunded/Unassigned CIP Projects by Class Unfunded 

Transportation, continued   

Martinazzi & Sagert Intersection Concept Study  200,000 
Martinazzi Ave at Sagert St: Improve Intersection (R35) 2,069,000 
Martinazzi Ave, Warm Springs to Boones Ferry Rd: Add bike lanes (R14) 2,403,000 
McEwan Rd, 65th Ave to Railroad Tracks/LO City Limits: Rebuild  3,600,000 
Myslony St, entire length: Upgrade to standards (R5) 11,437,000 
Myslony Street: widen south side between 118th and 124th Unknown 
Norwood Rd, BFR to eastern City limits: Add sidewalks/bike lane/multi-use path (R17) 305,000 
Norwood Rd, BFR to eastern City limits: upgrade to standards (R10) 2,824,000 
Nyberg St: Add on-ramp to northbound I-5 traffic (R45) 1,071,000 
Sagert St bridge over I-5: Widen to add sidewalk or multi-use path (R11) 3,282,000 
Teton at Avery St: Add southbound turn pocket (R36) 274,000 
Teton Ave, Herman to Tual-Sher Rd: Widen to 3 lanes add bike lane (R4) 2,464,000 
Teton Ave: Add right-turn onto Tual-Sher Rd (R48) 890,000 
Tualatin Rd and 115th Ave: New Traffic Signal (R31) 609,000 
Tualatin Rd, at Herman Rd: Add roundabout (R34) 1,631,000 
Tualatin Rd: Extend from 124th Ave to SW 126th as two lane roadway with sidewalks 1,530,000 
Tual-Sher Rd at Boones Ferry Rd: add eastbound right-turn lane (R42) 792,000 
Tual-Sher Rd: Add right turn lane to northbound 124th Ave (R49) 320,000 
Tual-Sher Rd: Improve I-5 signage west of the interchange (R50) 345,000 

Utilities-Storm 7,330,000 

65th Ave at Saum Creek: Upgrade Stormwater Outfall 890,000 
Herman Road Storm Pipe: Teton to Tualatin Road 800,000 
Manhasset Storm System 1,100,000 
Nyberg Ln adjacent to Brown's Ferry Pk: Upgrade Stormwater Outfall 1,140,000 
Tualatin Rd near Community Pk entrance: Upgrade Stormwater Outfall 940,000 
Tual-Sher Rd near Avery St: Upgrade Stormwater Outfall 610,000 
Tual-Sher Rd, 115th Ave to 120th Ave: Upgrade Stormwater Outfall 1,850,000 

Utilities-Water 17,270,000 

90th Ave: Improve Fire Flow (P-6) 70,000 
B Level Transmission Main (partial P-2) 2,570,000 
Manhasset: Improve Fire Flow (P-7) 130,000 
SW Concept Plan Water Piping (partial P-2) 8,200,000 
Tualatin Road 16" Main Water Line Unknown 
Water Reservoirs: 2.2 MG for SW Concept Plan area (R-2) 3,700,000 
Water Reservoirs: 2.2 MG next to ASR (R-3) 2,600,000 

Grand Total 429,663,000 
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CONTACT US 

Contact Your City of Tualatin Capital Improvement Plan Team: 
 

Don Hudson, Finance Director 
dhudson@ci.tualatin.or.us 

Contact Don with general questions about City finances, forecasts, 
budgets, taxes, and debt. 

• 
Paul Hennon, Community Services Director 

phennon@ci.tualatin.or.us 
Contact Paul with questions about the City’s Library, 

parks and recreation and parks SDC projects. 
• 

Alice Cannon, Assistant City Manager 
acannon@ci.tualatin.or.us 

Contact Alice with questions about the City’s planned water, sewer, 
stormwater, streets, and associated SDC projects. 

• 
Jerry Postema, Public Works Director 

jpostema@ci.tualatin.or.us  
Contact Jerry with questions about the 
City’s facility and equipment projects. 

 
 
 

City of Tualatin 
18880 SW Martinazzi Ave • Tualatin, Oregon 97062 

Phone: 503-692-2000 • www.tualatinoregon.gov 
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City Council Work Session
Meeting Date: 02/13/2017  
Subject: Public Meeting- Briefing
Through: Sherilyn Lombos, Administration 

PowerPoint 



Public Meetings  
CITY COUNCIL WORK SESSION 
FEBRUARY 13, 2017 

 
Sean Brady 
City Attorney 



Overview 

 What is a Public Meeting? 

 Types of Public Meetings 

 Requirements of Public Meetings Laws 

 Serial Meetings 

 Dumdi and Handy Cases – Lane County 

 Information Gathering 

 Tips to Avoid Violations 



Public Meetings Law Purpose 

 192.620 Policy. The Oregon form of 
government requires an informed public aware 
of the deliberations and decisions of governing 
bodies and the information upon which such 
decisions were made. It is the intent of ORS 
192.610 to 192.690 that decisions of 
governing bodies be arrived at openly.  

 



What is a Public Meeting? 

“[T]he convening of a governing 
body of a public body for which a 
quorum is required in order to 
make a decision or to deliberate 
toward a decision on any matter.”  

 



What is a Public Meeting? 

 Governing Body: 
 Council 
 Advisory bodies when charged with 

making a consensus recommendation to 
the Council 

 
 Quorum - number of members present for 

a governing body to conduct business 
 Charter Requires “Three Councilors and 

the Mayor or Mayor pro tem” 
 



What is a Public Meeting? 

  Decision or Deliberation 
Making a Decision 
Considering Policies 
Considering Facts on which to make a 

decision  
Wrestling with (deliberating toward) a 

decision 
 “On Any Matter” 
City Business 
Anything within the City’s  
 jurisdiction 
 



Not Public Meetings by Statute 

 On-site inspections  

 

 Social gatherings  

 

 Attendance at national, regional, or state 
association meetings 



Types of Public Meetings 

 Regular Meetings 
Work Session 

 Executive Sessions 
 Special Meetings 
Called outside of normal meeting 

schedule 
May be regular or executive session 
Includes Emergency Meetings 

 



Public Meeting Requirements 

 Open to the Public - Except Executive Sessions 
 Notice Requirements 

 Post in Public Place and send to  
 Media 
 Time and Place of Meeting 
 List of “principal subjects anticipated to be considered” 
Does not limit the Governing Body from considering 

and taking action on additional subjects 
 State Law - Post 24 hours in advance 
Emergency exception 

 City Ordinance – Council and ARB only 
Special Meetings Posted 48 Hours in advance 
No Emergency Exceptions 
 



Public Meeting Requirements 

 Accessible Location 
 Minutes 

Written; Audio; Video; Digital 
Must Include 
Members Present 
All motions, ordinances, resolutions 

considered 
Result of All Votes 
Vote of Each Member by Name 
Substance of Discussions 
Reference to Documents Discussed 



Executive Sessions 

 Call Separate Executive Session 
Notice  

 During a Meeting 
Announce 

 News media allowed to attend 
Except  labor negotiations  
Except if news organization is party to 

litigation 
 Cannot take final action or make a final 

decision 



Reasons for Executive Session 

 Employment 
 Initial Employment - public officer, employee, staff, or 

agent provided:   
 Vacancy advertised; Regular hiring procedures adopted; and 

Public has opportunity to comment [ORS 192.660(2)(a) and (7)] 
 Discipline; Complaints - public officer, employee, staff, 

or agent unless the person requests an open  meeting 
[ORS 192.660(2)(b)] 

 Performance - Chief Executive, officers, employees, and 
staff, unless the person requests an open meeting [ORS 
192.660(2)(i)] 

 Labor Negotiations - Conduct deliberations with persons 
designated to negotiate [ORS 192.660(2)(d)]  

 



Reasons for Executive Session 

 Confer with Legal Counsel 
 Litigation or litigation likely to be filed [ORS 

192.660(2)(h)] 
 Attorney-Client Communications - Consider information 

and records that are exempt by law from public 
inspection [ORS 192.660(2)(f)] 

 Real Estate Transactions - Conduct deliberations 
with persons designated to negotiate real estate 
transactions [ORS 192.660(2)(e)]  

 Exempt Public Records - Consider information and 
records that are exempt by law from public inspection. 
[ORS 192.660(2)(f)] 
 



Executive Session - Violations 

 Violations of Executive Session are 
investigated and prosecuted by the  

 Oregon Gov’t Ethics Commission (OGEC) 
Common Violations 
 Discussing Topics Not Authorized to    

Discuss in Executive Session 
 Deficient Minutes 

 

 

 



Special Meetings – Charter 

 Charter- Special Meetings may be called 
by: 
 Mayor Alone 
 3 or more Councilors 
 Consent of All members 



Special Meetings – City Code 

 City Code – TMC 1-4-020   
  Applies to Council and ARB only 
  48 hours Notice to Public and Councilors  
  No Emergency Exception 
  Council personally served with notice or personally 

telephoned by the City Recorder 
Notice  
Posted in four public and conspicuous places in the 

City   
Provide time, place, date and purpose(s) of the 

meeting   
No matters other than those stated in the notice 

can be acted upon or decided by the Council 



Serial or Sequential Meetings - Cases 

 A meeting of a quorum of the governing 
body in a sequential manner  

 Two Lane County Cases 
Dumdi v. Handy 
Handy v. Lane County  



Serial or Sequential Meetings 

 “All meetings of the governing body of a public 
body shall be open to the public and all persons 
shall be permitted to attend any meeting except 
[executive sessions].” ORS 192.630(1) 

 
 “A quorum of a governing body may not meet in 

private for the purpose of deciding  
 on or deliberating toward a decision  
 on any matter except [executive  
 sessions].” ORS 192.630(2) 

 



Dumdi v. Handy - Circuit Court 

 FACTS 
 Two members of the Lane County Commission wanted to secure 

funding for their staff through a supplemental budget 
 Commissioners engaged in a series of in-person discussions and 

emails about funding the positions 
 Commission votes in public on final supplemental budget, which 

includes funding for the position 
 COURT FINDINGS 

 Series of meetings were “orchestrated to avoid having to discuss 
the matter in public”  

 “Serial communications” constituted a meeting under the Public 
Meetings Law 

 Commissioners engaged in “willful misconduct” 
 SETTLEMENT  

 Lane County Pays $300,000 
 Each Commissioner involved pays $20,000 personally 



Handy v. Lane County 

 FACTS 
 Handy sought contributions to a political committee for 

settlement of the Dumdi case.  
 A letter sent to the DA that claims this is a violation of law 
 Media makes a public records request for the letter 
 County Executive meets with three Lane County 

Commissioners (quorum) over an 18 hour period by email 
and in person  
Whether to call special meeting 
Whether to release the letter to the media 

 PUBLIC MEETING VIOLATIONS ALLEGED BY PLAINTIFF 
 Deciding to hold a special meeting 
 Deciding on whether to release the letter 

 PROCEDURALLY UNIQUE -limited discovery 



Handy – Court of Appeals 

 Serial Meetings between a quorum is a Public 
Meetings Law Violation 

 Not a Violation to Decide Whether to Hold a 
Special Meeting  
Administrative Matter – Quorum not required to 

call meeting 
 Distinguished between Information Gathering and 

Deliberating 



Handy – Oregon Supreme Court 

 Supreme Court assumed without deciding 
that Serial Meetings violate Public 
Meetings Law 

 
 Supreme Court Decision 
Not enough evidence in  
 the record to find a violation 
Sent back to lower court to determine 

whether additional discovery should 
occur 



Serial Meetings after Handy 

 Supreme Court decision means the law remains unclear 
 Court of Appeals and Circuit Court held serial meetings 

violate Public Meetings Law 
 Tri-Met v. Amalgamated Transit Union Local 757, 276 Or 

App 513, 368 P3d 50 (2016) (A154561) (S064006)  
 
 
 

 Risk: If four or more Councilors are involved in a series 
of communications and there is a common topic of 
discussion regarding City business, there is a significant 
risk that a court finds a violation of the Public Meetings 
Law. 



Information Gathering 

 Court of Appeals Handy Case Distinguished 
between Information Gathering and 
Deliberations  
No longer good law 

 
 Cases do not establish a “bright-line” as to what 

constitutes Information Gathering 
 

 Public Meetings Law Policy – “the information 
upon which such decisions were made.” 



Information Gathering 

 Quorum 
 Is a Public Meeting when: 
 Conducting Work Sessions  
 Meeting for the purpose of gathering 

information which will be used later to 
make a decision or recommendation 
 De Facto Work Sessions 

 Deliberations Occur 
 Less than a Quorum 
 Not a Public Meeting 

 



Scenario 1 

 City Publishes Notice of an Executive 
Session  

 The Notice states the purpose of the 
meeting is “Training” 

 

Does this Meet the Notice Requirements? 

Why or Why Not? 
 



Scenario 2  

 Lawsuit filed involving a slip and fall on a sidewalk 
 Executive Session noticed for “litigation or litigation 

likely to occur” and the proper subsection provided 
in the notice 

 At  the meeting, Councilors discuss the lawsuit 
with the City Attorney 

 At the end of the meeting, the Councilors then 
discuss whether they should amend an ordinance 
to change the responsibility for sidewalks 
 

Was the Topic of the Executive Session Lawful? 
Was the Discussion Lawful? 



Scenario 3 

 One Member of 7-member Council claims to the press 
that the process used to select applicants to the 
Planning Commission was unfair  

 Two Councilors approach the Mayor about providing a 
Council response to the allegations 

 The Mayor asks one Councilor to draft a media release 
and circulate it to the other Councilors 

 The Councilor drafts the release and circulates it to the 
other Councilors by email  

 Six Councilors review, make edits, and agree on final 
language and the Mayor sends out the Media Release 
 

Did this violate the Public Meetings Law? 



 Tips to Avoid Public Meeting Violations 

 Do not Discuss City business with a Quorum, 
unless it is during a Public Meeting 

 Avoid Serial Communications - Majority of 
Councilors communicating about a common 
topic of City Business 
 In-Person 
Telephone 
Electronic – emails, texts, etc. 
 Intermediary 

 Stay on topic in Executive Session 



 Questions on Public Meetings  
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