AGENDA

MILWAUKIE CITY COUNCIL
JUNE 19, 2007

MILWAUKIE CITY HALL 2008 MEETING

10722 SE Main Street

REGULAR SESSION - 7:00 p.m.

CALL TO ORDER
Pledge of Allegiance

PROCLAMATIONS, COMMENDATIONS, SPECIAL REPORTS, AND
AWARDS

A. Drive Less/Save More Campaign (Pam Peck, Metro)
B. Transportation System Plan Update (Katie Mangle)

CONSENT AGENDA (These items are considered to be routine, and therefore, will not
be allotted Council discussion time on the agenda. The items may be passed by the
Council in one blanket motion. Any Council member may remove an item from the
“Consent” portion of the agenda for discussion or questions by requesting such action
prior to consideration of that portion of the agenda.)

A. City Council Minutes
1. May 1, 2007 Work Session
2. May 1, 2007 Regular Session
3. May 15, 2007 Work Session
B. OLCC Application, Widmer Brothers Brewing Company, 1750 SE
Ochoco Street
C. 2007 - 2008 Blanket Purchase Orders -- Resolution
D. Annual Fee Schedule Update — Resolution

AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION (The Presiding Officer will call for statements from
citizens regarding issues relating to the City. Pursuant to Section 2.04.140, Milwaukie
Municipal Code, only issues that are “not on the agenda” may be raised. In addition,
issues that await a Council decision and for which the record is closed may not be
discussed. Persons wishing to address the Council shall first complete a comment card
and return it to the City Recorder. Pursuant to Section 2.04.360, Milwaukie Municipal
Code, “all remarks shall be directed to the whole Council, and the Presiding Officer may
limit comments or refuse recognition if the remarks become irrelevant, repetitious,
personal, impertinent, or slanderous.” The Presiding Officer may limit the time permitted
for presentations and may request that a spokesperson be selected for a group of
persons wishing to speak.)



8.

PUBLIC HEARING (Public Comment will be allowed on items appearing on this portion
of the agenda following a brief staff report presenting the item and action requested.
The Mayor may limit testimony.)

Motion to Consider Continuation of Amendments to Milwaukie Municipal
Code (MMC) Section 19.321.7 and 19.321.3 (Mike Swanson)

OTHER BUSINESS (These items will be presented individually by staff or other

appropriate individuals. A synopsis of each item together with a brief statement of the
action being requested shall be made by those appearing on behalf of an agenda item.)

A. Set Date for First Council Meeting in July 2007 — Resolution (Mike
Swanson)

B. Council Reports

INFORMATION

Riverfront Board Minutes of June 4, 2007

ADJOURNMENT

Public Information

Executive Session: The Milwaukie City Council may meet in executive session
immediately following adjournment pursuant to ORS 192.660(2).

All discussions are confidential and those present may disclose nothing from the
Session. Representatives of the news media are allowed to attend Executive
Sessions as provided by ORS 192.660(3) but must not disclose any information
discussed. No Executive Session may be held for the purpose of taking any final
action or making any final decision. Executive Sessions are closed to the public.

For assistance/service per the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), please dial
TDD 503.786.7555

The Council requests that all pagers and cell phones be either set on silent mode
or turned off during the meeting.
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MILVWAUKIE

To: Mayor and City Council

Through: Mike Swanson, City Manager
Kenny Asher, Community Development and Public Works Director

From: Katie Mangle, Planning Director
Subiject: Transportation System Plan Update Project Briefing
Date: June 8, 2007 for June 19, 2007 Regular Session

Action Requested

This is the third Council briefing on the City’s current Transportation System Plan (TSP)
Update project, and is for information only. No action is requested at this time

Background

TSP Update Project

The Transportation System Plan (TSP) is the City's long-term plan for transportation
improvements in the city and includes a list of projects that could be implemented
through the Capital Improvement Plan, development review, or grant funding. This TSP
planning process has been a great opportunity for the community to define its
transportation goals, and discuss how the whole transportation system can be improved
to support livability in Milwaukie.

The process began in November 2006, and is approximately half of the way through.

Activities Update

Over the past few months, the project has made significant progress as the Advisory
Committee, Working Groups, and City departments continue to gather and discuss the
future of Milwaukie. Activity will continue at full-speed through the end of June, by which
time all of the working groups will have made their recommendations on policies and
projects to include in the TSP.

The following update summarizes some highlights of work completed since the last
update: forecasting population and traffic growth, Working Group activity, and drafting of
TSP chapters.
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Forecasting Future Conditions

The Milwaukie Transportation System Plan (TSP) update addresses existing system
needs and additional facilities that may be required to serve future growth. All Metro-
area TSPs use Metro’s urban area transportation forecast model to determine future
traffic volumes. This forecast model translates assumed land uses (as adopted in the
City and County Comprehensive Plans) into person trips, selects travel modes, and
assigns motor vehicles to the roadway network. Traffic engineers then use these traffic
volume projections to identify potential roadway deficiencies, and evaluate alternative
circulation improvements.

Land use is a key factor in developing a functional transportation system. The amount of
land that is to be developed, the type of land uses, and how the land uses are mixed
together directly relate to expected demands on the transportation system. Table 1
below summarizes anticipated growth in Milwaukie, based on land use assumptions for
2005 and 2030. These figures indicate that significant employment growth
(approximately 3,400 jobs) is expected within the City of Milwaukie in the next 20 years.
The model forecasts that most of these jobs will be located in existing commercially-
zoned areas that are currently underutilized (downtown, the area around Providence
hospital, and the King Road corridor). Table 2 summarizes the anticipated growth in
households in the North Clackamas County area. Table 3 summarizes the anticipated
growth in employment in the North Clackamas County area.

Table 1: Anticipated Growth in Milwaukie

Percent Percent
Land Use 2005 2030 Increase Increase per
Increase
Year
0,
Households 9,209 10,791 1,582 17% <1%
. 0
Retail Employees 1,697 2,313 616 36% 1.4%
. 0
Service Employees 2,769 4,627 1,858 67% 2.7%
0
Other Employees 7,643 8,531 888 12% 0.5%

SOURCE: Metro
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Table 2: Anticipated Growth in North Clackamas County Households

Households 2005 2030 Growth % Growth
Milwaukie / 14,324 16,152 1,828 13%
Gladstone

Clackamas Reg. 8,569 12,689 4,120 48%
Center

East Sunnyside 4,157 5,067 910 22%
Road

Clackamas Industrial 2,767 4,781 2,014 73%
Area

Happy Valley 237 1,606 1,369 578%
Damascus / Boring 1,636 5,345 3,709 227%

SOURCE: Metro

Table 3: Anticipated Growth in North Clackamas County Employment

Employment 2005 2030 Growth % Growth
Milwaukie / 14,601 19,370 4,769 33%
Gladstone

Clackamas Reg. 26,303 42,647 16,344 62%
Center

East Sunnyside 1,362 2,606 1,244 91%
Road

Clackamas Industrial 11,602 23,124 11,522 99%
Area

Happy Valley 85 387 302 355%
Damascus / Boring 1,278 9,762 8,484 664%

Assuming the anticipated growth shown in Tables 1 through 3, DKS, the City’s
consultant, then used the Metro traffic model to calculate forecasted internal, external,
and through trips for all roadways within the City of Milwaukie in 2005 and 2030 (see
Table 4). The much larger number of external than internal trips represents people who
either live outside of Milwaukie and work in the city, or people who live in Milwaukie but
work outside of the city.

Table 4: Milwaukie Vehicle Trip Distribution (2-Hour PM Period)

Trip Type 2005 2030 Delta
Internal (I - 1) 9% 7% -2%
External (X— 1 or | - X) 46% 43% -3%
Through (X - X) 45% 50% + 5%

SOURCE: DKS Associates/Metro Regional Travel Demand Model

The next step in the process will be for DKS to examine the City’s transportation system
in detail. Assuming the forecasted changes, as outlined above, DKS will identify
problem areas and assess which types of changes and investments will be needed to
respond to the forecasted growth in traffic. The TSP Advisory Committee and Traffic
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and Auto Circulation Working Group will review this work and advise the City on
alternative investments.

Working Groups and Workshops

The TSP planning process includes six mode-specific Working Groups and Workshops.
Work is underway for the following groups, but the following list summarizes some of
the key issues addressed by each group and some key preliminary recommendations:

Pedestrian Solutions —

Issues Discussed: The group discussed funding priorities with a primary focus
on filling gaps in the sidewalk network throughout the city, but especially near
schools.

Key Recommendations: Participants developed a Pedestrian Master Plan of
capital and operational investments the city should make to improve pedestrian
access and safety.

Bicycle Solutions —

Issues Discussed: The group discussed the desire to establish “bicycle
boulevards,” a network of comfortable, connected bicycle routes on low traffic
streets, improve connections to the Springwater Trail, and to improve signage
and wayfinding on existing and new routes.

Key Recommendations: Participants developed a Bicycle Master Plan list of
capital and operational investments the city should make to improve bicycle
access and safety.

Street Design Alternatives —

Issues Discussed: Participants learned about Milwaukie’'s need for more street
design options and the wide variety of options available to the City (e.g. green
streets, skinny streets, and traffic calming). They considered the pros and cons
of different street treatments and participated in a visual preference survey to
identify what they liked and disliked.

Key Recommendations: Recommendations will include where different
treatments should be applied and under what circumstances. They will also
review and refine policies and action items related to street design.

Downtown Parking —
¢ |ssues Discussed: Participants agreed that the City should adopt the Guiding

Principles from the 2003 Downtown Parking and Traffic Management Plan into
the TSP. They concurred with the policy that the priority for on-street parking is to
serve visitors and customers to downtown Milwaukie.

Key Recommendations: Recommendations will include code amendments that
change the city’s parking requirements for development downtown, and policies
about planning for a parking structure.
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Transit Solutions —

e |Issues Discussed: The Transit Solutions Working Group has focused on
improvements that would significantly raise the quality of the downtown transit
facilities and provide better east-west bus service, especially for the Hector
Campbell neighborhood.

e Key Recommendations: New bus routes will be recommended for Railroad
Avenue and Johnson Creek Boulevard, and frequent service is envisioned for
Highway 224. The group is also discussing a recommendation about commuter rail
or other transit options for crossing the Willamette in south Multnomah or north
Clackamas county.

Freight Access —

e |Issues Discussed: At the first meeting, participants reviewed the existing
conditions map and commented on the relevant TSP goals. At a second meeting in
May, participants provided comments on a problem and goal statement for possible
improvements to freight access to the Milwaukie North Industrial area.

e Key Recommendations: Developing recommendations to improve freight
access, particularly in the Hwy 99E/ Ochoco Street area.

Traffic & Auto Circulation Solutions —

e Issues Discussed: Participants reviewed the goals and policies related to the
street network existing street network conditions including traffic volumes and
intersection performance. They discussed the results of the forecast modeling for
the year 2030, and considered alternative strategies for system improvements.

e Key Recommendations: The group will make recommendations regarding any
changes to street classifications and street connectivity, and alternative approaches
to managing traffic growth on Highway 224.

Draft Chapters of the Plan
DKS, the City’s consultant, is currently working with staff to draft mode-specific chapters
of the TSP, based on input from the Advisory Committee and Working Groups. All of the
chapters will include the following elements to address the mode of transportation:

= A Master Plan that outlines all desired capital and operational improvements,

= A fiscally-constrained Action Plan that identifies high-priority improvements that

are most likely to be achieved within forecasted funding sources,

A draft of each mode-specific chapter will be completed by June 30™ (see Table 5 below
for the status of TSP chapter preparation).
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Table 5 - Milwaukie 2007 TSP Table of Contents

i City Advisory Draft Posted
Chapter Title Review | Committee on City
Review Website

Chapter 1 User's Guide
Chapter 2 Transportation Goals, Plans and N N N

Policies
Chapter 3 Existing Conditions N N Pending
Chapter 4 Future Demand and Land Use N N N
Chapter 5 Pedestrian Plan N
Chapter 6 Bicycle Plan N
Chapter 7 Public Transit Plan
Chapter 8 Auto/Street Network Plan
Chapter 9 Freight and Other Modes Plan (Air, Rail,

Water, Pipeline)
Chapter 10 Street Design Pending
Chapter 11 Neighborhood Traffic Management Pending
Chapter 12 Parking N
Chapter 13 Funding and Implementation Plan

e  Definition of Financial and
Regulatory Resources
e Priorities

Chapter 14 Plan Implementation Recommendations

for ordinance amendments (zoning,

subdivision, public works construction

standards)

Upcoming Activities
In the next two months, staff will work with DKS, the City’s consultant, to develop the
following elements of the TSP:

e |dentify needs for transportation programs and projects.

e |dentify potential solutions for each transportation mode.

e Prepare draft Master Plans and Action Plans.

e Prepare for a public open house on July 12" to display the recommended

Master Plans.
e Prioritize investments.

The TSP, which is an ancillary document to the Comprehensive Plan, is scheduled to
come before the City Council for adoption at a public hearing in December 2007.
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Concurrence

There is no action with which to concur.

Fiscal Impact

None. Staffing for the project is being managed within the adopted FY06-07 budget.

Work Load Impacts

Multiple departments are contributing to this project. Significant staff time will continue
to be required to attain the high quality of public involvement that is necessary.

Alternatives

None at this time.



MINUTES

MILWAUKIE CITY COUNCIL WORK SESSION
May 1, 2007

Mayor Bernard called the work session to order at 5:30 p.m. in the City Hall
Conference Room.

Council Present: Councilors Barnes, Collette, Loomis, and Stone.

Staff Present: City Manager Mike Swanson, Community Development/Public
Works Director Kenny Asher, Planning Director Katie Mangle

Cash Spot/South Downtown Redevelopment Discussion

Mr. Asher said the intent of this discussion was to consider the long-term vision
for the Cash Spot site and development on the south end of downtown. There
were a number of projects on that end of town that came into play including the
Robert Kronberg Park improvements, the Kellogg Creek Restoration Project, the
Riverfront Park design and development, light rail, and the Farmers’ Market
relocation. The property itself was being considered for a short-term lease
arrangement with the operator of the Sternwheeler Rose. He discussed the
importance of pedestrian and bike connections between the green spaces and
downtown and noted the Cash Spot might be the hinge for all the projects.

Councilor Collette thought of that end of town in much the same way as it was
shown on the Downtown Plan. With the Cash Spot site being below the level of
Main Street there was potential for a parking structure of perhaps two stories.
The Sternwheeler could have its offices on the on the McLoughlin Boulevard side
along with other commercial. On the Main Street side at about the third level she
saw a potential for a grocery store or other retail and possible a Farmers’ Market
with roll-up doors. She liked the idea of a plaza, and she talked with Mike
Richardson about a downtown comic museum and creative niche spaces. She
saw a potential for very nice condos that overlooked and connected to the park
by a walkway and underpass. She pointed out potential locations for light rail
stations.

Councilor Stone had an issue with a prime location like the Cash Spot being
used for a parking garage because it might serve a better use. She was not
adverse to a parking garage elsewhere in the downtown that was not on prime
riverfront property. She liked the idea of the plaza but thought it might be more
appropriate in the center of town. She supported linking the green spaces and
having access to the Riverfront Park. She did not wish to put all outdoor
activities at one end of town and would hope to spread it out a little more.

Councilor Loomis agreed with Councilor Collette and was in favor of taking
advantage of two levels of parking. It would be overflow parking for Robert
Kronberg Park, Riverfront Park, and the Farmers’ Market. He would like to see
commercial along 99E and access to the park.

Mayor Bernard’s concepts were similar to Councilor Collette’s, and he liked the
idea of two-stories of parking. He hoped someday the Farmers’ Market could
afford something like the plaza and roll-up doors, but it was difficult for those
kinds of operations to survive. Visibility from McLoughlin Boulevard was key, and
putting it up in that area might be a problem. He still had a vision of putting the
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Market on the riverfront and hoped that would work someday. He recommended
working with the other business owner and hoped the City could sign a 3 to 5
year agreement with the Sternwheeler Rose.

Mr. Asher visited Dr. Boulari whom he found to be agreeable to being involved
and at least talking with the City. He did like the location, and he had invested
quite a bit of money in his building. Dr. Boulari understood the long-term vision
would also include his corner and hoped to be involved.

Councilor Barnes liked much of what Councilor Collette had said; however, she
would not be in favor of having a grocery store at that end of town. The big
picture for her was the plaza with a water feature in the middle; the Farmers’
Market vendors could set up around it. At other times of the year it could be a
center for community events. She would like the City to find a niche that made
sense and said this was Milwaukie.

Councilor Collette communicated with Dolly Macken-Hambright about having a
cluster of small museums in Milwaukie. It was important to have a community
discussion about what to do around the plaza.

Mr. Asher said anything would go through a community process, and this was
the beginning of forming a collective vision in order to get the necessary funding.

Councilor Stone asked how many parking spaces there would be at the Cash
Spot. Her concern was that as the downtown redeveloped parking needed to be
figured out. Would there be a parking structure at the north end as well?

Mr. Asher did not believe the Downtown Plan showed the Cash Spot as
structured parking. The light rail plan showed it as a 275-space parking
structure, but he thought it would need to be more than that through a shared
arrangement. One of the most critical things was site control and ownership. A
private property owner would not build a public parking garage to replace the free
on-street parking that existed right now. There was also the grade change from
McLoughlin Boulevard to Main Street that opened up a number of possibilities. It
made parking there a little more feasible than acquiring a site elsewhere. The
economics would drive some of the decision-making, and a structure in that area
could be an asset.

Mayor Bernard thought it was important to begin thinking about how to raise the
money for building such a structure. He noted access to the parking structure
would likely need to be on Main Street and not on Washington.

Mr. Asher added a lot would be learned through the SDEIS process for the light
rail project. No one knew at this time where the park-and-ride would end up on
the alignment, but this was one that would be studied for traffic impacts and
access issues. The next parking workshop would be on May 31, and he
encouraged people to attend.

Councilor Collette suggested extending the third level, which was about even
with Main Street all the way to McLoughlin Boulevard. The parking could be
hidden by a narrow strip of commercial.

MOU Negotiations with Metro and Main Street Partners Regarding
Redevelopment of the Town Center Site

Mr. Asher felt the Council would learn a lot from this presentation, and he
wanted to know from the Council what it cared most about as the parties entered
into negotiations. There were 10 points the Advisory Committee wanted staff to
follow up on with the developer, and the Council added four more at its previous
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meeting. He urged Council to probe those areas it cared most about so they
would get the proper attention.

Mr. Swanson and Mr. Asher reviewed what had taken place at the previous
Council meeting, and one of the things they talked about the was Committee
process. Sitting through the developers’ presentations before the Committee
was a unique experience because it helped him understand. The reason he got
it was because of their approach, and Main Street Partners’ was a unique
response to a unique piece of property. It was not a pattern that a thousand
other people had done. Mr. Swanson had seen the uniqueness of this proposal
and its relationship to City Hall and everything else surrounding it. Mr. Kemper
and Mr. Skov handed over the vision to the Myhre Group that translated it into
what he considered an exciting project.

Mr. Kemper was frustrated at the previous Council meeting because he had not
been able to share his vision of the project. People had differing views about
how well North Main Village came out, and there were certainly some things he
would change going forward. His sense was that he would like to build on that
success, and in few more months the rest of the units would be sold and space
leased. He asked for feedback from the Council on what it might do differently.
The new project would be all a for sale ownership project and would be a step up
from the North Main Village project in a major way.

Mike McLaughlin, Myhre Group, described the project and the site in
relationship to the rest of the downtown. There were vehicular issues relating to
McLoughlin Boulevard and Harrison Street. The scale along Main Street was
much more pedestrian oriented with City Hall directly across the street. The
primary views were to the west and southwest, and the higher up in the building
there would be view opportunities to the east. There were commercial areas on
the first level and residential above. He felt it was important to step the building
down toward Main Street to fit with the scale and significance of City Hall.
McLoughlin Boulevard was a very busy road, so it made sense to put the mass
along that side of the project as well as take advantage of some of the Willamette
River views. This was a full-block project, and it was clear to him this needed to
be a 3-dimentional design solution that was interesting from all sides. To step
back from that, Milwaukie did not have full-block projects at this scale. A
monolithic building on this site would not fit in, so he wanted to break down the
scale to fit with the existing downtown buildings. The design put the significant
bar along McLoughlin Boulevard with its four-story element with a step back to
the fifth floor. From a pedestrian experience he wanted it perceived as one
building, and from the Main Street side it would be perceived as two separate
buildings to break the scale down and relate to City Hall. He showed a ‘bird’s
eye view’' of the design that showed plaza space on the roof of the fourth floor
accessible from the penthouse level. It had a common courtyard that happened
on the second floor. The structure was terraced down on both ends to provide a
visual connection from the sidewalk to the courtyard and from the courtyard to
the sidewalk. His intent was to make this a 3-dimensional building with no front
or back. There was retail on Main Street and commercial interest along
McLoughlin Boulevard. Access to the resident parking lot was from Jackson
Street only. The condos were two-level townhouse styles and others were flats
with the living space all on one level. The fifth floor was four penthouse units
with outdoor spaces surrounding them. He showed a perspective from Main and
Jackson of how the design stepped down from McLoughlin Boulevard to Main
Street. Stepping the fifth floor back minimized the visual impact.
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Mr. McLaughlin discussed the Main Street side of the buildings. City Hall was
very symmetrical, and the facade of the Town Center development was also
designed in that manner. One unit was pulled out to provide some relief and
public space and widen the sidewalk. Right on axis with the entry point to City
Hall, there was a landscaped focal point and public access with outdoor seating.
That broke down the scale of the building into something more comparable in
width to City Hall. Each of the elements was articulated in a series of five
volumes similar to City Hall, and some cues were picked up from the windows
that were divided into thirds.

In this plan there were entry points on all four sides of the building that helped
add to the 3-dimensional interest. There were retail entrances along Main Street
and commercial entrances on McLoughlin Boulevard. The residential entrances
were on Harrison and Jackson Streets. He pointed out the breezeway and
courtyard which was 12-feet from the property line and 18-feet wide. Mr.
McLaughlin wanted to give the building a proud presence but did not want it to be
overbearing, so he pulled the foreground elements off the corner and used them
to accent the residential entry point. Between the flats and the two-story
townhomes on Main Street the terrace stepped down to the public sidewalk. The
rectangular element was skewed slightly to acknowledge the view upstream. In
the solar analysis it was found that by stepping the building down to Main Street
there was negligible difference between the 3-story element as far as how much
light was cast on the Main Street sidewalk.

Main Street Partners had done some additional development since the RFP, and
he showed the character study of the Main Street public space that was pushed
back 12-feet and was 18-feet wide to provide the focal point on axis with City
Hall. There would be a similar treatment with the landscape and water feature
that came off the roof.

Mayor Bernard understood the public space could be used by a store or
restaurant for outdoor seating.

Mr. McLaughlin said the facing materials were concrete and wood. The
courtyard would be for the tenants, but he wanted a strong visual connection
from the sidewalk to the private space. The water features would collect
rainwater from the roof and take them through the courtyard at either end and
cascade down the terraced elements. The blocks shown in the drawing were
placeholders for art elements. The final board was a hardline drawing of the first
floor in more detail and showed more right-of-way improvements. He was
looking into the opportunity of angle parking to help add more stalls. The lane
widths would be reduced but would not be less than what existed on Harrison
Street, plus it could slow traffic. That was just a discussion item. Finally, he
showed a series of Main Street photographs stitched together to show how the
building would fit in. He discussed breaking down the mass from the
pedestrians’ perspective.

Mayor Bernard appreciated the presentation because it gave him a better idea
of how the building would fit with City Hall and Main Street.

Councilor Stone asked if the concrete was textured. That was not her favorite
element of the project — just the plain concrete. She would prefer something like
stone to warm it up a little.

Mr. Kemper said there had been a discussion of doing stone up to a certain level
to create a better feel. The inspiration was several buildings in the Pearl that had
the concrete face. That was why North Main Village was done the way it was.
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He understood architecture was a difficult issue because everyone had different
opinions making it difficult to reach consensus. Over the years North Main
Partners had gravitated toward modern architecture. In creating housing units
there were two key elements — high ceilings and big windows. The units at North
Main Village felt much larger than they actually were because of that. Materials
to mitigate what some saw as the bluntness of modern architecture could be
discussed. It would be a cost issue to work through. There will be a lot of
process to go through with the Design and Landmarks Committee, Planning
Commission, and City Council having to do with some proposed code changes.
He did not want the City Council to lose sight of the articulation with different
shapes and structures. Modern architecture allowed one to do that more than a
traditional venue.

Mr. McLaughlin added there was a view opportunity to the east from the upper
floors. Keeping the roof forms relatively low helped take advantage of the views
from the fourth and fifth floors. The roofs were low-sloped — not flat -- and
offered a more appealing view from the upper floors. It was a functional issue of
people being able to look to the east and not have to look down on true flat roofs.
The roof form along Main Street helped tie back into what one saw in the
geometry of City Hall across the street. Regarding the eaves, the design
guidelines addressed interesting silhouettes on the buildings. In his opinion
having those pop out added a lot of visual interest to the form of the building.

Councilor Stone did not want Milwaukie to become a mini-Pearl District. It was
a unique town, and the downtown was prime real estate. She felt it should be as
unique as possible and not be a transplant of something else. It needed to be in
a scale that fit with the acreage of downtown. She had some concerns about the
scale of the project on the McLoughlin Boulevard side. She did not want it to
overpower the block. It was something to keep in mind.

Mr. Kemper replied from Main Street Partners’ standpoint one of the charges
was to come up with enough density in a mixed use village. The place to put the
density was along McLoughlin Boulevard primarily because of the views. Main
Street Partners did not want to create an overpowering structure across the
street from City Hall. If they were going to push density, then they were going to
push it on McLoughlin Boulevard.

Councilor Stone thought that would still obstruct the view from City Hall.

Mr. Kemper said the intent was to protect and be respectful of Main Street since
it was the center of downtown. That was the purpose in pushing the mass to the
other side.

Councilor Stone liked the idea of keeping it pushed down so the river views
were open all along McLoughlin Boulevard and Main Street. Back from that one
could increase height. This was not the last of downtown development, and she
did not want to block River views.

Councilor Collette understood Councilor Stone wanted the height behind 21°
Avenue, but that would almost mean parking lots or one-story buildings all along
McLoughlin Boulevard.

Mr. Kemper noted that the zoning code required 3-stories along McLoughlin
Boulevard. In his mind given what McLoughlin Boulevard was it made sense to
push density against it. Main Street Partners was trying to create a pedestrian
feeling along Main Street. It would be difficult to do any kind of pedestrian-
oriented development on McLoughlin Boulevard. It was his personal view that
people would not want to sit outside along McLoughlin Boulevard. He felt people
CITY COUNCIL WORK SESSION — May 1, 2007
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would live along McLoughlin Boulevard for the views. There were windows that
blunted the sound and systems to muffle the trafflc n0|se The view will be
fantastic, and he commented on the view from the 4™ floor apartment at North
Main Village. From a developer’'s perspective, he felt density should be created
where there was that kind of view.

Councilor Stone was looking 20 years down the road and what would be
downtown. If things were tall enough in the east there would still be an
opportunity for a view.

Councilor Loomis appreciated the presentation, and it was very helpful to have
Main Street Partners step through the process and soften the blow. He was not
too sure about the overhangs. He asked if there would be a model.

Mr. Kemper replied it was a function of how much Myhre would charge him.

Councilor Loomis was concerned about having a signature, landmark building.
He wanted something one did not see everywhere else. He asked if this building
would be like an avocado green refrigerator in 20 years.

Mr. Kemper had talked with Dark Horse about a large cartoon character on the
building that related to their business and then put their museum activity on the
ground floor. He asked how signature a landmark the Council was willing to
accept.

Councilor Loomis thought Mr. Kemper was on the right track but there needed
to be discussion. He would want something that was attractive and interesting.

Councilor Collette thought the Dark Horse horse’s head might be a beautiful
sculpture if the company decided to have a museum there.

Mr. Asher said one of the items on his list was to ensure there was Council
check in, and he recommended doing one in June before the final proposed
MOU came before Council. The MOU was basically a letter of intent expressing
the business terms.

Mr. Kemper was trying to think of the best way to present the vertical housing
element to the Council.

Mr. Asher suggested doing that as part of the check-in. He did not anticipate
anything radically different in this design from what was allowed, but there would
be a pre-application with the planners.

Mr. Kemper discussed the CC&Rs about what people could put on their
balconies and suggested the Council could make some conditions.

Mayor Bernard adjourned the work session at 6:57 p.m.

Pat DuVal, City Recorder
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CITY OF MILWAUKIE
CITY COUNCIL MEETING
May 1, 2007

CALL TO ORDER

Mayor Bernard called the 2005" meeting of the Milwaukie City Council to order at 7:00
p.m. in the City Hall Council Chambers.

Present: Council President Susan Stone and Councilors Deborah Barnes,
Carlotta Collette, and Joe Loomis

Staff present:  City Manager Mike Swanson, Planning Director Katie Mangle,
Community Services Director JoAnn Herrigel, Community
Development & Public Works Director Kenny Asher, Library Director
Joe Sandfort.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

Mr. Swanson announced that the City Attorney had been excused from the meeting
pursuant to Resolution 09-2003.

PROCLAMATIONS, COMMENDATION, SPECIAL REPORTS AND
AWARDS
A. Safety Break Proclamation

Mayor Bernard read a proclamation recognizing May 10, 2007 as Workplace Safety
Awareness Day.

B. Recognize Offgoing Board and Commission Members

The City Council recognized Pat Lent and Pat Healy for their service to the community
as members of the Library Board. Ms. Lent served from September 2003 to April 2007,
and Mr. Healy served from May 1999 to April 2007.

C. Transportation System Plan Update

Ms. Mangle reported she would review the results of the March Transportation System
Plan (TSP) survey and provide an overview of the new TSP goals. Many of the
guestions in the survey had to do identifying the goals and what the vision of a great
transportation system would mean for the City. The TSP was a 20-year transportation
plan for the City that was being done through extensive community outreach that began
in the fall. There was an advisory committee that included 15 citizens and business
owners as well as seven working groups. For those not able to attend meetings, a web-
based survey was posted during the month of March. There were also paper copies
available, but none were returned. The Library had a terminal dedicated to those
wishing to take the survey online. 158 people responded to the 12-question survey.

She reviewed the outreach efforts. This was not a scientific survey, and a self-selecting
group completed it. The intent was to identify the goals, what a great transporaton
system should look like, and how the City should spend its money. Most of the
respondents (85%) lived in the 97222 zip code. There was a good spread of responses
from all areas of the City. 37% of the respondents were under 35 years of age which
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was not a demographic that came to a lot of the meetings. The number of men and
women respondents was about equal. Half of the respondents owned property in the
City, and only 4% were renters. Most of the respondents got around by car and
traveled six miles or more meaning they left the City. People identified the need for
improvement in the alternative transportation modes — biking, transit, or walking. Few
respondents felt dissatisfied with the transportation system. Question 9 asked what the
three highest priorities should be for the City. The highest priorities were improving the
alternative modes — enhanced transit and completing existing streets by adding
improvements to pedestrian access and drainage. Question 10 was the essay question
and full responses were in the appendix. Question 11 asked people how they would
spend $10 on transportation. People identified completing the existing system for
alternative modes, building light rail, enhancing pedestrian and bike connections, and
revitalizing downtown with a parking structure. Question 12, an essay question, asked
people how they would know if a good job was done. The survey results plus other
information would be presented to the Advisory Committee on May 16.

Councilor Barnes noted this echoed Mr. Hales’ survey, and it was rewarding to see
consistency in the comments. It seemed the City was getting good data from which to
work.

Ms. Mangle reported the TSP update effort was funded by a grant from the Oregon
Department of Transportation (ODOT), and it was scheduled for City Council adoption
in December. The Advisory Committee included residents and business owners, and it
would meet again on May 16. The group spent a lot of time talking about goals for the
TSP. In the 1997 Plan there were goals for each mode such as walking and biking. The
purpose of transportation was to serve other needs, so the goals were revised to fit with
the theme of what a great transportation system would mean for Milwaukie. Sidewalks,
for example, were built to make the community more livable and to offer more
transportation choices. She reviewed the nine goals, which were not in priority order:
livability, safety, provide travel choices, quality design that supported community
character, reliability and mobility, sustainability, efficient and innovative funding,
compatibility, and economic vitality. All of the goals would be incorporated in Chapter 2
of the TSP and supported by more detailed policies. The working groups and Advisory
Committee were using these nine points as guidelines as they considered the
transportation system in more detail.

Ms. Mangle referred to Attachment 3 that was a series of maps showing existing
conditions. The next round of maps would show future conditions. Figure 3-1b showed
the intersection study areas. The next map showed the sidewalk inventory that would
be a helpful tool for connecting existing sidewalk. Figure 3-5 indicated transit routes
and shelters and showed pockets that were under-served meaning they were more than
Ya-mile from the nearest bus stop. Figure 3-8 showed the posted speed inventory, and
she noted that most streets were 25 mph. Figure 3-11c showed the historic comparison
of some of the 24-hour count volumes over the past 10 years. All of this work was
being used and reviewed by the various working groups. Members were interested in
learning about the backgrounds and technical information and offered a lot of creative
ideas and suggestions. The bike/pedestrian group, for example, looked at the TSP and
noted many of the connections had not been made, but people showed up with a lot of
positive energy and creative ideas. Many of the cycling projects were not capital
projects and had more to do with signage. The working groups would continue meeting
through the end of June, and shortly after that there would be an open house. Growth
in Clackamas County would also be a factor. Projects would be prioritized based on
available funding. All meetings have been open to the public. The City received a
generous grant in excess of $125,000 that allowed this kind of in depth work, and the
consultant had to complete the bulk of his work by June 30.
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Councilor Loomis appreciated the sidewalk inventory, and he was surprised the City
did not have it before.

Councilor Stone also liked the maps and especially the sidewalk one. They were all
very interesting and showed what work needed to be done in the future. She noted
King Road and 32 Avenue were not included in 24-hour volume counts. She asked if
the traffic count locations were similar.

Ms. Mangle replied those locations were chosen because the data was easy to find,
and she thought the methodology would be the same. There was 24-hour data as well
as full intersection data for many more intersections that she would share.

Councilor Stone asked if the goals were in order of importance. If they had to be in
order of importance she would add sustainability and compatibility. Livability and safety
were her top priorities.

Ms. Mangle responded the goals were not in order of importance, and the Committee,
although the members understood that might be the perception, it was not the intent.

Councilor Collette noted the livability goal referred to Milwaukie’s established
neighborhoods and business community. While new development in the downtown
area was in the Historic Milwaukie Neighborhood, she saw those as new
neighborhoods. She suggested deleting the word ‘established’” and simply refer to
Milwaukie’s neighborhoods. In goal 6 she was not clear about what it meant to facilitate
the needs of future generations. She suggested shortening it to ‘meet present and
future needs’. Other than those comments, she felt to goals were very good.

Councilor Loomis noted the 24-hour count went down on Johnson Creek Boulevard.
One of his pet peeves was the island put in at the Springwater Trail because trafflc
backed up. A majority of cars were turning onto Johnson Creek Boulevard toward 82™
Avenue. That one little island prevented people from turning to keep the flow of traffic
going. There was less traffic but more backups.

Councilor Stone agreed there needed to be a right-turn lane.

Councilor Loomis commented that there used to be a good flow of traffic for people
who wanted to turn right, but they cannot get around now because of the painting on the
opposite side of the street at the stop light. People were pushed too far to the right.
There was room for two lanes, and it would give traffic a better flow.

D. Clackamas Community College Harmony Campus Update

Shelly Parini, Clackamas Community College Foundation Director and Dean of College
Advancement talked about the School's successes. The College was about to
celebrate its 40" year of service and had over 31,000 students with only 5,000 full-time.
Many students worked and went to school part time, and there were a growing number
of non-credit students interested in customized training and community education.

Nicole Hoffman was a nursing student at Clackamas Community College and would
graduate this year. She discussed the programs and quality training opportunities
available through the health sciences department at affordable prices. She hoped the
Milwaukie City Council would support the Harmony Campus expansion plan. There
was a growing need to train health care professionals to accommodate retirements.

Ms. Parini addressed the facility needs and talked in detail about the health care needs.
The current building was constructed in 1952 and was acquired by Clackamas
Community College in 1989. The structure was about at the end of its useful, efficient
life. The Clackamas Health Care Blue Ribbon Committee was formed to develop a 20-
year road map for growing the health care industry in Clackamas County. The health
care profession urged the College to help address the workforce issues in a critical
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manner. This facility would be in a concentrated area that included Kaiser Permanente,
Providence Milwaukie, Legacy, and Willamette Falls.

Kurt Pherson reported construction of the 3-story 47,000 square foot building would
begin this summer. The first floor would house student services, a computerized testing
lab, and faculty offices. On the second floor there would be a nursing lab with 12
patient beds. He pointed out the existing site with the aquatic center, OIT, and Toys R
Us with the Phase 1 building in the center. It would connect with the Phase 2 building
via a sky bridge. The building would include features for energy savings in electrical
and mechanical systems.

Ms. Parini said the College took a $20 million loan to build the 3-story building and
would honor its obligations to nursing and allied health. They would be looking at
Phase 2 in the future to address customized training. The allied health building would
open fall 2008. She discussed the outreach program with the Linwood Neighborhood,
County Planning Organizations (CPO), the Chamber of Commerce, and groundbreaking
on May 19.

CONSENT AGENDA

It was moved by Councilor Barnes and seconded by Councilor Collette to
approve the consent agenda that consisted of the City Council Minutes of March
20, 2007 Regular Session. Motion passed unanimously. [5:0]

AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION

e Carol Damm, Portland

Ms. Damm, Portland Waldorf School Board Vice President, talked about the
transportation system project. For the record the School strongly supported public
transportation; however, it was very concerned about the proposal to have light rail go
directly behind the School. They asked that the City in conjunction with Metro consider
an alternative alignment to the proposed alignment and that this be included in the
environmental impact study. She looked forward to continuing to work with the
neighborhoods and the City on the best solution for bringing light rail to Milwaukie. She
provided the Council with a detailed position statement from the Board as well as the
guestions submitted to Metro. The Board had not heard back from Metro as yet.

e Beth Wasko, Milwaukie

Ms. Wasko lived in the Lake Road community and supported public transportation.
She was interested in the continued study of what was best for Milwaukie. That was
where her heart was. She was at the recent community meeting and was surprised
how far into the process we already were. She did not know that. She talked to her
Lake Road neighbors, and whether or not they should be aware, they were not. They
did not get it. People thought they were going to get to vote again, and she was not
clear that was how it was going to proceed. She asked that there be time to discuss
other alternatives other than the locally preferred alternative (LPA). She would like to
see whatever was chosen for public transportation to stay on McLoughlin Boulevard all
the way through the City. That was not being considered right now. The Lake Road
Neighborhood had not had time to discuss that and would like to have time. She was
not there to represent any opinions. The only consensus was, ‘wow what is going on?’

e Larry Werre, Milwaukie

Mr. Werre resided at North Main Village, and he had two issues. He had concerns
about teen activity in the Park, and he had seen them going behind the rock wall that
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used to be a fountain to do drugs and drink. They were underage kids being given
liquor by people who were old enough to buy it. His main concern was the parking on
the west side of the complex. Nelson’s Nautilus and the Library both had issues as did
the apartment. At the time he purchased his townhouse nothing was said about the
apartments being affordable housing or low-income housing. In the earlier presentation
they said people who bought the condos would have restrictions on what they could put
on their decks, but how could they do that when they could not police the apartments?
He lived there and enjoyed it. He moved to Milwaukie from Lake Oswego. He wanted
Milwaukie because it was the place to be. These people have taken the happiness
away from the area he chose to live in because of the abuse the apartment people were
allowing to go on. It was not being maintained or managed properly. In the
presentation it was nice to hear about the new building downtown, but there was never
any mention about parking. Parking was a big issue. Out of a 130 comments more
than 25 addressed parking issues in downtown Milwaukie. By building the proposed
unit without adequate parking — and this was the modern day in age when most people
had one car. Each affordable apartment had one allotted parking space, but people
played musical parking spaces. They parked at Nelson’s; they parked at the Library
and on the streets. They knew exactly how to run the system because it is not being
managed. If this new complex were not managed, it would have the same problem.
Downtown Milwaukie was a hidden spot. It had a lot of potential but only if people
worked together to meet that potential and were concerned about one another. He did
not think the mixture of the low-income units with townhouses that cost $350,000 was
working. He was actually subsidizing people living in those units. He did not know it
when he moved in. There were no brochures on affordable housing mixed in with
condos, flats, and townhouses. He knew the new area being developed would not be
affordable housing. He thought the affordable housing would be for one-year like the
Pearl District and then turned over, but this was a 40-year program. Managed and
maintained it could work but only if that was done. It would behoove everyone to work
together to see that these problems did not occur. He understood the developer knew
there were going to be parking problems and could have corrected that in the beginning
by having a few less apartments but chose not to do so. He was afraid that would also
happen in the new area if not policed by the City Council.

e Ed Parecki, Milwaukie business owner

Mr. Parecki had begun demolition on the interior of a Main Street building. He had
many of the same concerns as Mr. Werre about the proposed Town Center project. It
was important that the City hear his questions. He hoped the City Council would
address his questions and come up with answers that meant something and create
some solutions. He went through his questions for the record. He received a letter from
the City this evening at 7 p.m. but had not had a chance to read through it. He did not
want the issues to die just because he received a response. He wanted his questions
to spark some interest in the community. Question #1 — if Main Street Partners was
offering $250,000 for the purchase of the land, will the City transfer its existing liability
for any environmental cleanup to the Main Street Partners? As people were aware the
IGA (intergovernmental agency [sic] agreement) put the City at risk for any
environmental impact on that site. He received an environmental impact report from the
building he just purchased, and that site was contaminated. There was an existing tank
still on the old Texaco site. Most people were not aware of that fact, and he could show
people the report he received for his building. Renderings of the McLoughlin Boulevard
side of the project showed autos on the street. Was Main Street Partners going to
increase the width of the street to allow for parking? Number 3 was has there been a
traffic study performed to ascertain the overall impact on City streets and throughways?
There would be at a minimum an additional 983 daily trips generated in the immediate
area. Would the intersections be able to handle the increase in volume? Why would a
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traffic study not be done before even considering any kind of project at that site to see
what the impact could be/would be? Question 4 was what procedure would the
developer go through to acquire variances on existing code? How many variances will
be required? Will the City create yet another special zone so the developer could do as
he wished? It was very easy to develop property when you just meet the code. You do
not need to ask for variances. How many handicapped spaces would be included in the
parking space proposal? How would building a five-story building on McLoughlin
Boulevard and only a three-story building on Main Street be respecting City Hall? What
will be the impact to Main and McLoughlin Boulevard intersections with autos entering
and leaving mid-block on Jackson and Harrison? What part of the downtown plan did
this project address? We already lost a TriMet bus transit center to the North Main
Project. We can no longer establish a grocery store anchor as planned per the
downtown plan. He did not see how the Main Street plaza zone could be built with the
ownership of that block. Main Street Partners’ current retail spaces remained vacant
after six months. Advantis Credit Union’s Main Street retail space remained vacant for
over three years and was finally leased as ground floor office. What made Main Street
Partners think this project would be any different? Main Street Partners started asking
$20 per square foot for retail space; they are now asking $15. He did not know how
much lower it could go, but it was not good. Was it ever asked if there needed to be
development on this site? Did public input play any part in the City Council’s decision to
proceed? Has anyone looked at the North Main Village renderings and compared them
to the real thing? Pretty pictures were just pictures. The real thing was what really
counted. Could this discrepancy happen again especially since this was the same
developer? Why would Metro spend over $750,000 of public money to purchase the
site and accept only $250,000 from the developer? If according to Mr. Asher it was
customary for developers not to pay for land, why would Main Street Partners offer the
$250,000? What did the City gain by giving away its land for this development? What
effect did tax abatement have on the City’s revenue? What was the impact to the
Sunday Market and would Main Street Partners have to mitigate the impact in any way?
What was the impact of displacing the existing parking spaces and would Main Street
Partners be required to mitigate that impact? Please consider those questions
thoughtfully when talking about the MOU and get some answers that meant something.

Mayor Bernard noted that Tory Miller of Nelson’s Nautilus had signed up to speak but
had left the meeting. He and Mr. Miller had talked about the need to repair the fence
and how to do that in partnership with Mr. Werre. Mr. Miller also had problems with
people parking in his lot, and Mayor Bernard understood Nelson’s would aggressively
tow cars.

e Scott Churchill, Milwaukie

Mr. Churchill spoke on behalf of the Historic Milwaukie Neighborhood District
Association (NDA). Chair Dion Shepard was in Texas and asked Mr. Churchill to read
the NDA position statement on her behalf as chair. “After last Thursday night’s light rail
meeting at the Portland Waldorf School, the Historic Milwaukie Neighborhood
Association members have had an opportunity to better understand what is being
considered by the City of Milwaukie, Metro, and TriMet with this current proposal to
bring light rail into Milwaukie. The proposed alignment through our neighborhood
created a grave concern for all of us impacting both the safety and livability of our
neighborhood. The consensus of the residents of the Neighborhood Association was
that light rail should stop north of downtown along McLoughlin/99 and Hwy 224 making
it easily accessible to riders while also preserving the historic nature of the community.
We strongly encourage the City of Milwaukie and its regional partners to consider other
alternative alignments such as Hwy 99 McLoughlin using existing transportation
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corridors as well as other alternatives to light rail. Respectfully, Dion Shepard, Chair of
the Historic Milwaukie Neighborhood Association.”

e Susanna Pai, Milwaukie

Lake Road Neighborhood Association Chair Debby Patten was ill and asked that Ms.
Pai comment on the light rail meeting last Thursday. The members want a study, but
did they really understand the question. Ms. Patten had been sick a lot because she
worked downtown near the light rail construction. She said that the noise and dust
tremendously impacted her. They talked to the neighbors but did not have a good
chance to take a survey. They wanted to ask them to hold off on the study and give
them a chance to talk to their neighbors. As Ms. Wasko said a lot of the neighbors do
not know what was going on. She did not intend to point fingers at anyone. Metro and
TriMet had been trying really hard to improve the environment. However, was their
thinking compatible to what residents were thinking? They wanted a chance to talk to
the neighbors and in their way take a survey and ask a lot of people who did not come
forward and speak up to at least put down what they wanted to do. Hopefully they
would not waste a lot of time doing a lot of surveys that had no impact to the
neighborhood and of no understanding.

Mayor Bernard commented there was a display of the alternatives at the Farmers’
Market community booth for the entire summer, but now no one seemed to know where
the preferred alternative was.

Ms. Pai said people did not really understand. The whole point was that a lot of citizens
in Lake Road did not understand. They had no concept that this would go on Lake
Road. They were not trying to point fingers at anyone. A lot of people were not good
communicators. They did not understand and were not speaking up as they should.
You can tell from the Neighborhood meetings that a lot of them were not showing up.
They were not like us who were actually participating. They really did not understand.
Instead of letting them get angry and frustrated, they would like to have a chance to do
a survey. They had a plan in mind and would run through it in the May meeting. She
hoped to get the survey out and knock on each door and have them fill out the survey.
Hopefully some of them would actually speak up and understand what they were doing.

Mayor Bernard said he was still confused. He had worked the Farmers’ Market all
summer long, walked the entire neighborhood, and talked to people in almost every
household during his political campaigns. He had been to numerous events. There
was a survey. He gave citizens credit for being intelligent and understanding what was
going on. It was typical that someone comes up and says they did not hear about
something. Thousands go through the Farmers’ Market on a weekend, and hundreds
stop at the community booth. The information was posted, and Ms. Pai had volunteered
at the booth.

Ms. Pai worked at the Market, but there were a lot of people who were not happy with
the light rail. Half of the people who completed the TSP survey were driving. There
was a reason why they were driving. They were not happy with the transportation
system. There was a way to make alternative transportation work without having to put
in light rail and tearing up the streets.

Councilor Collette understood Ms. Pai’'s comments that many people did not know
what was going on. She was concerned that a survey would not necessarily inform
people; it was like a vote. She knew people had asked for a vote, but all one could do
was to say ‘yes’ or ‘no’ about something one still did not really understand. The
purpose of both the TSP process and all those meetings and SDEIS was to get the
information out, listen to the people, find out the impacts, and study the alternatives.
That was the whole point of the study and was why it took so long to get the information
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out and work with the community and neighborhoods. You do not get it just looking at a
map. To just ask people if they want this big scary thing without giving information
probably would have most people saying they did not want it.

Ms. Pai said the point was that if it scared them, then why would we want to do it.

Councilor Collette said change is not always just about us. Change was about the
future and giving options to people who were afraid of change. Sometimes decisions
needed to be made for the next several generations.

Ms. Pai said the point was we all live happily together. If the neighbors do not want that
change, then why are they being forced to change.

Councilor Collette replied many people would not be here in 20 to 30 years.

Ms. Pai said then those who are here should have the choice to make that change. If
they are here, then they are the right to make the choice. She was concerned about the
street being torn up for 5 — 10 years, and those people living here have to suffer through
that. That was why they were not happy with that.

Councilor Stone agreed with Councilor Collette that unless there was a presentation,
people would not have a lot of information.

Ms. Pai did not intend to do that. She wanted to make people aware that it was
important to speak up.

Councilor Stone suggested making people aware of upcoming meetings.

Ms. Pai replied the whole idea was to make people understand this would affect them,
and they needed to speak up.

Councilor Collette added it was important to let people know they needed to be
informed by coming to the meetings.

Councilor Barnes suggested if people in those NDAs did not feel they had enough
information there was staff that would be more than willing to present facts and
information. Instead of a survey, she recommended inviting staff to come to a meeting.

Ms. Pai wanted to do both. People needed to know so they would have a choice.
There was so much information around, but they were just not getting it. They needed
to come to the meeting.

PUBLIC HEARING — None scheduled.

OTHER BUSINESS

A. Naming for North Clackamas Park Stream

Ms. Herrigel requested that the City Council approve a proposed name for a stream
located at North Clackamas Park. One of the natural features in the Park was a small
creeklette that separated the north and south areas of the site. She provided a map of
the Park and indicated the creeklette that for many years had been referred to as a ditch
or swale. During the ballfield construction, this segment got a lot of attention from the
Friends of North Clackamas Park. Dick and Sally Shook recommended that the
creeklette be named so it was not overlooked. The Park and Recreation Board (PARB),
Lake Road NDA, the Friends group, and the Stewardship Committee all supported the
renaming proposal. If the Milwaukie City Council approved the proposal, the Shooks
would take the proposal to the District Advisory Board. After that it would go to the
Oregon Geographic Names Board.
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It was moved by Councilor Barnes and seconded by Councilor Collette to
approve a proposed name ‘Camas Creek’ for a stream located at North
Clackamas Park. Motion passed unanimously. [5:0]

Mr. Shook said the Ms. Shook was on the Stewardship Committee that would be
helping with master planning the north half. They were considering the Camas Creek
steam bed as the featured wetland.

B. Council Reports

Councilor Loomis reported on the grand opening of the North Clackamas Park
ballfields.

Councilor Stone attended the Site Selection Committee meeting for the wastewater
treatment plant, and the group hoped to have a site selected by June/July 2008. She
attended a farewell reception for Providence Milwaukie Hospital CEO Jackie Gaines.
She attended the South Corridor Phase 2 meeting at the guitar store, the ballfield grand
opening, and City Hall day at the State Capitol. The Council had another teambuilding
retreat with Dr. Bill Grace on Saturday. She would attend a luncheon benefiting the
Children’s Center of Clackamas County The Neighborhood cleanup was May 5, and
Ardenwald was planning for its 3" Annual Secret Garden Tour on June 30.

Councilor Collette had done many of the same things and was reviewing candidates
for Clackamas Community College president. She attended the Blue Ribbon Health
Committee meetings related to the Harmony Campus, light rail public meetings, and
leadership training.

Councilor Barnes represented Milwaukie at the regional wastewater meeting, policy
review committee, and Ms. Gaines’ going away party.

Mayor Bernard had begun working on the Farmers’ Market, attended the joint
Clackamas County/Washington County Business Alliance, filmed the Mayor’s Minute for
cable, and attended the ballfield opening.

ADJOURNMENT

It was moved by Councilor Barnes and seconded by Councilor Stone to adjourn
the meeting. Motion passed unanimously. [5:0]

Mayor Bernard adjourned the regular session at 8:47 p.m.

Pat DuVal, Recorder
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MINUTES

MILWAUKIE CITY COUNCIL WORK SESSION
May 15, 2007

Mayor Bernard called the work session to order at 5:30 p.m. in the City Hall
Conference Room.

Council Present: Councilors Barnes, Collette, and Stone.

Staff Present: City Manager Mike Swanson, Community Development/Public Works
Director Kenny Asher, Engineering Director Gary Parkin, Planning Director Katie
Mangle, Assistant Planner Brett Kelver

Citizens Utility Advisory Board Work Plan

Mr. Parkin explained the Citizens Utility Advisory Board (CUAB) currently had 4
members who reviewed utility plans and other public works projects. There is
currently one vacancy on the Board. They were involved with developing the Street
Surface Maintenance Plan and would continue to monitor and evaluate it. As staff
proposed projects year by year the Board would review the lists. The CUAB typically
had one meeting per month with some homework. The major elements of the work
plan were the wastewater master plan, the water master plan, and oversight of the
street surface maintenance program. The CUAB was involved in reviewing and
helping update the Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) annually. Finally, the Board was
involved with the neighborhood safety program that included traffic safety issues,
sidewalks, crosswalks, and lighting.

Bob Hatz, CUAB Chair, hoped to recruit another member for the Board because
there was a lot of work that needed to be done. He enjoyed his time on the Board
and found the work challenging. He noted that the said it is a very good board to be
on. He explained that the CUAB was advisory and made recommendations to the
City Council.

Mayor Bernard said the Budget Committee talked about having a list of CIP projects
that were completed and noting any that might be delayed.

Mr. Parkin replied that would be incorporated into the CIP.

Councilor Stone commented this was one of the hardest working citizen advisory
groups in the City and particularly appreciated its work on the street maintenance
funding program. She was glad to see wastewater extension annexation for Johnson
Creek on the list.

Mr. Parkin responded the CUAB looked forward to dealing with that issue.

Councilor Stone said looking for alternate funding was a good idea. Would the
CUAB work on the neighborhood traffic management program or did it fall into the
traffic safety board arena, which the City no longer had.

Mr. Parkin said the Board would not actually participate but would assist in setting up
the program. He thought it was within the CUAB’s prevue as long as there was time.

Councilor Stone asked if the City got a lot of street lighting requests.

Mr. Parkin replied they did get a few, and it was a huge issue in terms of budget. He
would like to have some process for dealing with the requests. Most of the requests
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and complaints that come to the City have to do with too much light or not enough
light in particular areas.

Planning Commission Work Plan

Ms. Mangle reported the Planning Commission had put a lot of work into developing
an achievable work plan within budget and staff constraints. She referred to page 2
and identified 4 priorities. Highest priority was to conduct sound public hearings and
arrive at decisions that would pass muster at the Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA).
Second was adoption of the Transportation System Plan (TSP) by the end of 2007.
Third was to update the master plan for the Hwy 224 commercial triangle area and
looking at rezoning the Murphy and MacFarlane sites. The consultant budget for
Planning Commission would cover that task.

Mayor Bernard would like to see that area more pedestrian and bike friendly. He
thought the Gramor project would have been better next to the sidewalk.

Ms. Mangle said fourth were several priorities identified in last year's work plan and
development to trigger transportation improvements.

Planning Commission Chair Jeff Klein said he received a lot of e-mails about the
sign code and complaints about the recently installed billboards at Hwy 224 and 99E.
The Commission would be taking a closer look at the code.

Mayor Bernard noted the potential for Measure 37 claims.

Mr. Klein felt the City should state its expectations and let people decide if they want
to fight them. He commented that North Main Village had more stringent standards
than the City regarding signs.

Ms. Mangle said Measure 37 applied only if there were no property transfers, so
regulations would be applicable at some time in the future.

Planning Commissioner Lisa Batey stated that although the City might face
Measure 37 claims, she felt it was important to send the message that the community
had standards that could be protested.

Councilor Collette agreed that setting standards was a key.

Planning Commissioner Scott Churchill added that signage was an important
visual quality and a way in which to judge the environment.

Planning Commissioner Teresa Bresaw felt the City should be more strict on flag
lot landscaping requirements.

Mayor Bernard asked if there was a permitting process for paving over lawn.

Ms. Mangle replied there are landscaping standards for new development so it might
be a code compliance issue.

Ms. Bresaw thought 30% of the property had to be landscape. She was also
concerned with storm water runoff.

Ms. Mangle said the goal after December would be to deal with something other than
transportation. She asked the Council if it had any direction or comments on the
proposed work plan.

Councilor Stone asked if the code was as strict as possible when it came to flaglots.

Ms. Mangle replied flag lot standards had become stricter over time, but Milwaukie
still has a lot of large lots that would qualify under the current code for flag lots.
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Councilor Stone said that one thing that made Milwaukie so unique was that people
actually had back yards. She felt they should be preserved instead of just putting in
some kind of structure. It should be harder to add a mobile home.

Ms. Mangle responded that the standards for manufactured housing were statewide.
She discussed the issue of landlocked properties.

Mayor Bernard noted one of the first things he did on Council with Jeff Marshall was
to change the standards in order to reduce the number of flaglots.

Ms. Bresaw did not think it was being enforced.

Mr. Klein said on Logus Road there are people with large lots who were interested in
partitioning. There were four backyards so the logical thing to do would be to create
a cul-de-sac. These owners are looking at financial gain for retirement.

Councilor Stone replied that was a good point, and the standards should not restrict
a property owner’s ability to develop. She noted there were manufactured homes
that sat sideways on a property and do not face the street.

Mr. Klein said someday the value of the land would be such that something other
than a manufactured home would be better. That will inevitably cure itself.

Councilor Stone knew people who live in them and there can be some beautiful
manufactured homes, but these do not help the look of the neighborhood.

Mr. Churchill said the planning tools were developed to try to hold the urban growth
boundary, which is important to do, but it is creating some serious conditions.
Portland Planning is encouraging less than 5-foot setbacks, but firefighters are
concerned because they cannot erect ladders to fight fires in that limited space.

Mr. Klein looks at worst-case scenario that the City was willing to accept, and
everything else will be better than that.

Ms. Mangle looked forward to staff's helping the Planning Commission be more
visionary.

Mayor Bernard commented on the need to discuss the tree ordinance.

Ms. Mangle heard a lot of comments about trees in Milwaukie, and there were
different types of regulations that the City could consider. It is starting at the staff
level slowly by doing research and they will do education outreach in the
neighborhoods.

Mayor Bernard suggested looking at Lake Oswego’s tree code.

Councilor Collette asked the commission if they were familiar with graphic oriented
code based on what you want to see and not the negative. Like what was done with
downtown vision and design guidelines. In Astoria, she asked how to keep those
things fresh and vibrant with turnover in staff and population, and they suggested
ongoing workshops while adjusting codes. How do you keep people bought into a
plan as people came in and things changed. That was exactly what one might want
to do with the Hwy 224 triangle.

Mr. Churchill was from Marin county where there are very strict tree ordinances and
view corridor concerns. When it comes to planning code that area had max build out.
You have to look at how create a volume in a building form that had appearance of
less mass and bulk. Graphic tools provide guidelines for applicants to get and accept
the concept.

Mayor Bernard asked about updating the downtown plan.
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Ms. Mangle replied that was considered in attachment 1 under current planning and
permitting hearings of the Planning Commission and they listed out some of the
anticipated projects.

Mr. Klein said the goal this year was to determine what could realistically be
accomplished and gains made. Ms. Mangle and staff had done a fantastic job and
the focus is on this list.

Ms. Mangle said there are grants available from the state and they might be able to
tackle some of the other projects.

Mr. Klein wanted to add regarding the improvements to 42" Avenue. Since the
improvements have been made he has noticed the residents had made a difference
on what the street looked like and many houses have been cleaned up. He
applauded 42" Avenue residents.

Councilor Barnes asked what was envisioned with the project at Ardenwald and
Linwood Schools.

Ms. Mangle replied that is related to the School District bond measure. Ardenwald
possible demolition and reconstruction, Linwood get a new bus turnaround and a
gym, and other projects at Rowe Middle School, Milwaukie High School and
Lewelling.

Mr. Klein said there are a lot of good projects that were needed in Milwaukie
Schools. About $14 million being put in these schools in addition to Ardenwald.

Design and Landmarks Committee
Barb Cartmill, Andrew Tull, and Patty Wisner were all present members of the DLC.

Ms. Mangle explained this has been a year of transition for the DLC and she wants
continue in a positive way over the next year. A primary responsibility of the DLC is
implementation of the design guidelines in the downtown. They also play a role in
monitoring and regulation of historic resources. Over the last year they met quarterly
or as the need arose. Over the next year there will be a lot of work this committee
will be asked to do. Currently there are three members on the fiver person
committee so the first priority was to recruit new DLC members. There are two
anticipated projects that will go under a design review including the Transit Center
project and Riverfront Park. There is a post decision design review of Church of the
Movable Foundation on a few limited parts of the building. Ardenwald Elementary
project when that goes forward. Some of the Code revision projects that were
mentioned with the Planning Commission will definitely get input from the DLC.
Anything with a sign codes especially relating to the downtown and downtown public
area requirements.

Ms. Wisner explained there was slide show used as an orientation for new members.
The slide show was lost and cannot be found. So in trying to create a new one the
committees, divided the historic properties between them, and are taking digital
pictures for a fresh updated version to be used in a PowerPoint presentation that she
will put together. She wants to tell the story of early beginnings. It will be
comprehensive on the properties with a nice look and feel.

Ms. Mangle said this would be a valuable resource and would be more accessible
than the slide show.

Councilor Barnes suggested getting the information together for a senior to use for
their Senior Seminar project and they could put together a video with all of the
information.
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Councilor Collette suggested working with Madalaine Bohl.

Ms. Wisner wanted to open each decade and weave in some photos of Milwaukie
and show houses from each time period.

Councilor Collette said that she digitally photographed all the houses that were in
the Ardenwald historic home tour.

Ms. Mangle said in addition to the historic properties she would like to show other
valuable properties that were not on the registry, and others that had been covered
up or demolished.

Mr. Tull said he recently moved to the area so this was a great learning experience.
Milwaukie had beautiful homes hidden in the residential neighborhoods. It has really
been interesting and he has met some great people.

Mr. Kelver passed out a copy of a postcard that the committee decided would be a
good idea to send to people as a warning to know that the committee would be
coming around taking photos.

Councilor Collette found when the focus is on a person’s house then they begin
focus on their house. They start taking better care of property when realizing it is
context in history.

Mr. Kelver summarized that the main focus for the committee is getting up to full
strength and to meet regularly, and to get the committee up to speed for the
upcoming projects and strengthen relationship between the Planning Commission
and DLC.

Mayor Bernard talked about design standards in Hwy 224 triangle. We need to look
at whether a particular new house that is built fits in with the neighborhood. He would
like to look at something like the assisted living house on Lake Road. That doesn't fit
in to the neighborhood.

Ms. Mangle said that request was on the paramedic code fix list and depends on
how difficult it is to do and the controversy it would create. They will look to DLC to
work with Planning Commission on those types of code changes.

Ms. Wisner said a person interested in being on this committee would be a person
who enjoys just living in a small town and preserve the best and working on projects
that make it even better A person struck by architecture, older homes and
remodeling or historic preservation, has professional background in architecture,
design or landscaping would be great for this committee.

Ms. Wisner said when she joined the DLC in 1997 she had no idea so many things
were put on the preservation list and more will probably be added.

Councilor Stone added that she envisioned the DLC looking at, as downtown starts
to develop, and art comes into the downtown that it goes to the DLC for them to
determine what we want to see on the streets. Following up on the Committee
discussion she loved the idea of having a PowerPoint presentation, but also likes the
idea of a heritage tree program.

Mayor Bernard adjourned the work session at 6:38 p.m.

Pat DuVal, City Recorder
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Police
Q?Oartrﬁ‘e;%
To: Mayor Bernard and Milwaukie City Council
Through: Mike Swanson, City Manager
From: Larry R. Kanzler, Chief of Police
Date: June 7, 2007

Subject:  O.L.C.C. Application — Widmer Brothers Brewing Company — 1750 SE
Ochoco Street

Action Requested:

It is respectfully requested the Council approve the O.L.C.C. Application To Obtain A
Liquor License from Widmer Brothers Brewing Company — 1750 SE Ochoco Street.

Background:

We have conducted a background investigation and find no reason to deny the request for
liquor license.



RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MILWAUKIE, ACTING AS THE LOCAL
CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD, AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE CERTAIN
CONTRACTS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2007 - 2008.

WHEREAS, the City of Milwaukie, by adopting Resolution 9-2005, has put into place public

contracting rules; and

WHEREAS, the rules require City Council review of contracts for certain goods and services that
have projected annual expenditures greater than $25,000; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed the listed goods and services and the projected

annual expenditures; and

WHEREAS, the City Council finds such goods and services needed and vital to the operations of

the City of Milwaukie;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Milwaukie, Oregon,
acting as the Local Contract Review Board, as follows:

Section 1. The City Council authorizes the City Manager to execute purchase orders for the

following goods and services.

Vendor Services Provided $ Amount
American LaFrance Parts and Services-Fire Trucks 30,000
ASAP Software Computer Software 40,000
City County Insurance Services Insurance Premiums 228,130
City of Lake Oswego Dispatch Services — LOCOM IGA 300,553
City of Portland Sewage Treatment Charges 300,000
City of Portland Yearly Access Fees 17,852
City of Portland 800 KHz Repair & Maintenance 30,000
City of Portland PPDS Access Fees 38,000
Clackamas Cable Access Board Operation of Public Access Studio 30,000
Clackamas County Service District #1/WES | Sewer Treatment Charges 1,300,000
Clackamas County Signal Repair & Street Striping 50,000
Clackamas River Water Water Use per IGA 77,000
Craftsman Home Remodeling Carpentry Work and Repairs 41,000
Craftsman Painting Painting Services 40,000
Diversified Abilities (D & A Janitorial) Janitorial Services 110,000
D.M. Excavation Inc Wastewater 25,000
D.M. Excavation Inc Stormwater 25,000
Don Thomas Petroleum Unleaded & Diesel Fuel & Oil Products 175,000
Dryer Electric Electrical Repairs and Services 50,000
E.W. Consulting HVAC Maintenance & Services 10,000
E.W. Consulting Mechanical Engineering Consulting 35,000
Goodyear Commercial Tire Tires & Tire Repair 25,000
Grove, Mueller & Swank, P.C. Audit Services 31,000
Harper, Houf, Peterson, Ragellis, Inc. Engineering Services 51,000
Interactive Computer Designs Incode Annual Software Maintenance 37,500
Joel Kay and Joyce St Arnaud Installment Payments for 2215 SE Harrison 34,516
Les Schwab Tire Center Tire Purchases for Fire Trucks & City Vehicles 35,000
Liberty Northwest Company Worker's Compensation Insurance Premiums 155,574
Marsh USA Inc Insurance Agent of Record 25,000
Metro Area Communication Com Comcast Franchise Administration 45,000
NW Natural Gas for City Facilities 40,000




Office Depot Office Supplies 7,000
Office Depot Office Supplies 8,000
Office Depot Copier Paper JCB, PSB, & City Hall 4,200
Office Depot Office Supplies for RIM & NST 5,000
Office Depot Office Supplies 10,000
Portland General Electric Electricity for City Facilities 625,000
Printing Today PILOT Printer 26,800
Qwest Telephone Service 80,000
Ramis, Crew, Corrigan & Bachrach, LLP City Attorney Services 160,000
Ramis, Crew, Corrigan & Bachrach, LLP Stanley Works Litigation 100,000
Rowe Bros Body and Frame Repair 25,000
Selectron Security Monitoring, Service & Installation 150,000
Shiels, Obletz, Johnsen Development Services 40,000
State of Oregon Small Energy Loan Program #L-499 35,292
State of Oregon Small Energy Loan Program #L-499B 7,140
State of Oregon Small Energy Loan Program #L-602 15,480
US Postal Service Postage for Utility Billing 16,200
US Postal Service General postage 12,500
US Postal Service Postage for PILOT, Other Permit #30 Mailings 25,000
Xerox Corporation Rents & Leases for all Copiers 44,345
Xerox Corporation Per Copy & Supplies Cost 14,500

Section 2. The effective date of this resolution is July 1, 2007.

Introduced and adopted by the City Council of the City of Milwaukie, Oregon, on June 5, 2007.

Mayor James Bernard

ATTEST:

Pat DuVal, City Recorder

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Ramis, Crew, Corrigan & Bachrach, LLP
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MILVWAUKIE

To: Mayor and City Council

Through: Mike Swanson, City Manager, and
Kenny Asher, Community Development & Public Works Director

From: Alex Campbell, Resource & Economic Development Specialist;
Katie Mangle, Planning Director; and
Gary Parkin, Engineering Director

Subiject: 2007-2008 Fee Schedule & Adopting SDC Indexing

Date: June 6, 2007 for June 19, 2007

Action Requested

Approve resolution adopting the fiscal year 2007-2008 fee schedule and providing for
inflation indexing of System Development Charges (SDCSs).

Background

1. Fee Schedule Update

Prior to the beginning of each fiscal year, City department managers review the
schedule of fees and charges and recommend changes to reflect actual costs. The
attached resolution implements changes in fees ranging from Planning Land Use
Applications to rates for photocopies. The document is intended to be a complete and
standard reference for all fees and charges across all departments.

The vast majority of the changes to the fee schedule are either cosmetic changes to
improve readability; clarifications of what the fee is for or how it is to be calculated or
collected; or small adjustments to rates. For example, the shipping and handling rate
has been updated to more fully account for the cost of staff time and to include the
flexibility to recover increased postage costs.
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In this year’s update, there are also a few more significant changes, including:

e Anincrease in the street opening deposit from $1,000 to $1,500 to ensure that
the City can recover the cost of correcting inadequate repairs (as per the Street
Surface Maintenance Program, Ordinance No. 1966).

e Upward adjustments to the billable rates for City staff time, to fully account for the
cost of benefits.

¢ Inclusion of the System Development Charges as an integrated element of the
fee schedule (see Part 2 of background below).

e The addition of a table of contents.

In addition, the Planning Department staff substantially overhauled the planning fees
and charges, re-organizing the section, adding several new fees, and adjusting or
clarifying others. In those cases where a new fee is being established, previous practice
was either to charge a fee based on the most similar type of activity listed in the fee
schedule, or not recover costs in cases where no reasonable parallel fee existed. The
major format change is that Planning fees have been re-grouped according to the
section of code from which they originate. This includes specific chapters of the Zoning
Ordinance (Title 19), as well as for Titles 17 (Land Division) and 14 (Signs).

Other corrections and changes include:

e There had been previously no fees associated with Design Review. The update
would establish fees for Design Review, depending upon the complexity
involved, from $130 to $1,500.

e Previously, there was only one Water Quality Resource review fee ($750), but
the Municipal Code outlines three possible levels of review (Type I, Type Il, and
Minor Quasi-Judicial). The new schedule includes a range of fees from $130 to
$1,500.

e A new fee was added for a Type | Transportation Plan Review ($150). Type Il
TPR was increased from $565 to $750. The base fee for a Minor Quasi Judicial
TPR was decreased to $750, with an additional $750 deposit required to cover
possible additional staff work.

e Last year, annexation fees were reduced from $3,210 to $100 to remove a
possible financial disincentive for property owners interested in annexing to the
city. This change did not account for the high level of staff time required if a zone
change is requested along with annexation. The proposed fees more clearly
reflect the actual staff time associated with the various annexation application
types. Two new categories for non-expedited Annexation applications were
added to clarify the previously existing line item of “Annexation/Initial
Zoning/Comp Plan land use or Other Boundary Change.

e A provision was added to allow Community Service Use Sign Reviews to be
charged actual cost (rather than a full CSU review charge).
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¢ A new fee was created for review of an application for a Variance from Clear
Vision Standards ($1,500).

e Minor adjustments were also made to a number of document costs.

2. Indexing System Development Charges (SDCs)

As described for Council at the April 18, 2006 Regular Session, the City has the
authority to index SDC rates annually for inflation. The authority is provided by ORS
223.304, which states that a “...change in the amount of a reimbursement fee or an
improvement fee is not a modification of the system development charge methodology if
the change in amount is ... periodic application of one or more specific cost indexes...”
Such cost indexing must employ cost data published by a recognized authority and be
either included in the original SDC calculation methodology or be adopted by separate
ordinance or resolution. The data source, as defined in the proposed resolution, would
be the Engineering News Record (ENR) Construction Cost Index (CCI) for the City of
Seattle. (An equivalent index is not available for Portland.)

Using that index to update current SDCs would result in the following changes:

e The Transportation SDC, adopted late 2004, would increase from $1511.50 per
peak trip to $1,596.52.

e The Stormwater SDC, adopted spring 2006, would increase from $1,105 per
impervious surface unit (1 residential property or 2706 square feet) to $1,127.93.

e The residential water meter SDC, also adopted spring 2006, would be increased
from $970 to $990.13. (A full schedule of the inflation-indexed SDCs, including
the various rates for different water meter sizes, is included as an exhibit to the
SDC Resolution.)

By the same method, the wastewater/sanitary sewer SDC would be increased from
$893 per unit to $1,323.70, because this rate was originally set in 1994. Staff is not
recommending adjusting this rate for inflation at this time; it would be a challenge to
justify such an increase given that the methodology and list of projects is dated. An
update of the calculation method will be completed in the upcoming fiscal year following
a master plan update.

(Park SDC rates are set by the North Clackamas Parks District.)
The attached Resolution on SDC indexing provides for annual inflation-based

adjustments to SDC rates. If adopted, SDCs would be adjusted each year in concert
with the annual fee schedule update.
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Concurrence
The City Manager and Department Directors concur with the proposed fee schedule

resolution. Engineering, Finance and the Citizens Utility Advisory Board have all
concurred with the policy and method of SDC indexing.

Fiscal Impact
No appreciable impacts to budgeted expenditures or revenues are expected.

Work Load Impacts

Minimal work is required to update the fee schedule.
Alternatives

Either the update of the fee schedule or the SDC indexing resolution could be adopted
independently of the other. The Council has the option of adopting the 2007-2008 fee
schedule with changes. Non-action on either proposed resolution would leave the prior
rates in effect.

Attachments
Attachment 1: 2007-2008 Fee Schedule Adoption Resolution
Exhibit A. 2006-2007 Fee Schedule with changes tracked
Exhibit B. 2007-2008 Fee Schedule (clean version)
Attachment 2: SDC Indexing Resolution
Exhibit A. 2006-2007 SDC Schedule with changes

Exhibit B. 2007-2008 SDC Schedule (clean version)



RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MILWAUKIE, OREGON,
SETTING FEES FOR SERVICES; AND CLASSIFYING THE FEES IMPOSED BY THIS
RESOLUTION AS NOT SUBJECT TO ARTICLE XI, SECTION 11B OF THE OREGON
CONSTITUTION.

WHEREAS, The City completed a formal Cost of Services Study and User Fee
Analysis in Fiscal Year 1994 — 1995 and updated the Study in Fiscal Year 1995- 1996;
and

WHEREAS, The City Council reviewed all costs of services and user fee
structures; and

WHEREAS, Affected departments annually review labor costs as well as
compare fees with other local jurisdictions and adjust accordingly; and

WHEREAS, The fees set forth in the attached "Fees and Charges" are set at a
level to cover the costs of providing the services for which the fees are charged but to
not generate any excess income for the City; and

WHEREAS, Fees are set by City Council resolution;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of
Milwaukie, Oregon, determines that the fees, herewith attached as “Fees & Charges”,
are effective July 1, 2007, and:

Section 1. The attached document (Exhibit B) entitled "Fees and Charges" is adopted
as the official fee schedule of the City of Milwaukie.

Section 2. The fees imposed by this Resolution are not taxes subject to the property
limitations of Article XI. Section 11(b) of the Oregon Constitution.

Section 3. Any previously adopted fee for which a fee or charge is stated in the
attached "Fees and Charges" is amended to conform to the amount stated in the "Fees
and Charges". Any previously adopted fee for which a fee or charge is not stated in the
attached "Fees and Charges" shall remain at its present amount.

Introduced and adopted by the City Council on June 19, 2007.

This resolution is effective on July 1, 2007.

James Bernard, Mayor

Resolution No. - Page 1



ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:
Ramis, Crew, & Corrigan, LLP

Pat DuVal, City Recorder City Attorney

Resolution No. - Page 2



Exhibit A
CITY_ OF CIYHAL

EEE v Fees & Charges

Yellow = Deletions Blue = Additions

PHONE: (503) 786-7555 Adopted June 19, 2007—Resolution #??-2007 (except as noted)
MILWAUKIE  Fax:  (503) 652-4433 Effective July 1, 2007
TABLE OF CONTENTS
PLANNING ..o ettt e et e e e et e et e e et e et e et e e sa e et e et e eaneeeaneeenneenns 2
[ T O E =N o] o] o= L1 o] 1 PRSP 2
Reviews, Inspections, and Preapplication CONfErENCES ...........cvuveiiiiiii i 4
= L =TT PSP OPPPRPTPPR 5
BUILDING ..ot e et e e et e et e et e e et e et e et e an e et e et et aeeaaenns 6
Section I. Residential BUilding PermitS...........ueiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiee s e e e e e s st e e e e e s e s snnanereeaeeeanns 6
Section II. Commercial/Industrial Building PEIrMILS .........cceeiiiiiiiiiiiiiie e r e srrnee e e e 8
Section . Permit REIAIE FEES....... vttt st e e e e nreas 10
Section IV. IN-Fill @and Grading..........cueiiioiiiiiiiiiie e e e e e s e e e e e e e s e s eer e e e e e s e nnnreneeees 11
ENGINEERING ....cooiiiii ettt e e e e e e e et e e et n e e et e e e aa e e eann e eeanes 12
INSPECLIONS ANA PEIMILS ....eiiiiiiiie ittt ettt e e e bt e e et b e e e e s abbeeeesbbeeeesaabeeeeeanes 12
Materials (ENGINEEIING) .. ..eeiiiiiiiiie ittt ettt e e s bt e e s bt et e e s bbbt e e s abbe e e aabbe e e e snnneee s 12
Printed and EIECtroniC MaPS (GIS) .....ueii ittt ettt et e et e e s e e e senneae s 12
EroSion CONEIOL......ccooieiiee e 13
WV A T E R ettt e et et et a e e e e e e e e aees 13
Y=tV (ot = Ta o I o U 1T o] 1 41T o | TR UUPT PR 13
=0 (01T 010 0 T=] o SO TP TP PTTPPPRP 13
[ FEot =] [ F= T [=To 10 TSRO TTPPRRP 13
SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT CHARGES ... 14
Transportation System Development Charge ..........oovuviiieiiiiieiiie e s e e e sneaeeeenees 14
Stormwater System Development Charge ...........ouu it ee e seeeas 14
Wastewater System Development CRArQe .........ocuiieiiiiiieeiiiiie et sbee e e st e e s seaeeeenees 14
Water System Development Charge..........oiiiii ittt et e e s st e e e s srbeeeessreeeeeanes 14
Parks and Recreation System Development Charge............ooiiiiiiiiiiiie i 14
BUSINESS REGISTRATION ...t e e e et e e e e e e e e annaes 16
PARKING ...ttt et e e et e e et e e et e et et e e e e e e et e et e e a e aes 16
L I 8 PPN 16
P EIMITS/LICENSES ...ttt ettt et oo oottt e e e e e e o ek e b et e e e e e e e e e e s ab b e et e e e e e e e e annbeeeeeeeeannbbbaeaaaaaaaas 16
Lol [ToT =T oo 1 £ TP TT TP PPPRP 16
POLICE SEIVICES ...ttt oottt et e e e e oo a e b ettt e e e e e e e e a bbb et e e e e e e e e e nabe e e e e e e e annbnbneeeaaaaeas 16
1 N o PP 18
(O T o =PRSS 18
1 0= SRS PRTT 18
MISCELLANEOUS. ... e et e e e et e et e e e e ea e et e eaneeanaeas 19
L T0] (0T 0] o= PR 19
(@11 1= g @d0] o) Y 1T 1A T=1 Y/ o] PSS 19
L T0] (0T = o o RS 19
L T T= LTt F= T =T o o g £ PR 19
T ETol= =T g =T o U SRR PPTTP 19
L O O I 1 N PPN 19
DOWN 10 EAItN DAY .....eeieiiiiiiiiiiiii ettt ettt ekttt e sttt e e s bt e e e e b b et e e s bt et e e e be e e e an e e e e nnnea s 19
TELECOMMUNICATIONS ... ettt et e e e e e s e e e e e et e e e aneeeaaneees 19
BILLABLE HOURLY RATES ... oottt e e e e e e e e e e e e e ean s 20
Community Development and Public Works Administration............ccccveveeiiniiiiiieeecee e e e 20
g To 11 <1< 41T TR 20
[ F= ] 11 o SRR 20
T 1] o 1T [PPSR 20

(@0 T=] = 11 o] o PR 20
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(Ofa o [ @011 0] [F=1 o (oI PT P 20

Land Use Applications

Title 19 Zoning
Chapter 19.300 Use Zones

CSC Community Shopping COMMEICIAI REVIEW ..........uiiiiiiiiieiiiiiee ettt sttt et s senes $1,500
CSU CommUNIty SEIVICE USE ...ttt $1,500 (max.) or Actual Cost *
CSU Community Service Use—Wireless Communication Facility (Type Il reVIeW) .........coccoveiiiiieiiiiiieeenineee, $750
CSU Community Service Use—Wireless Communication Facility (Minor Quasi-Judicial review) ......... Actual Cost *
RESEIVE AEPOSIE ...ttt ettt e et e e ekttt e e ettt e e et b et e e ekt ee e e bt e e e e e anbreeeeanreas $1,000
DR Design Review (Type | review, without Building Permit)............ccueeiiiiiiiiiiiiiee i siieee e siieee s e $130
DR Design Review (Type | review, with Building Permit)...................... Incl. w/cost of Major Building Permit Review
DR DeSigN REVIEW (TYPE 1] FEVIEWW) ...eieiiuiiieei ittt e ittt ee e ettt e e e sttt e e e s be e e e e sabbe e e e abbee e e s ahbe e e e s anbaeeeeanbbeesanbaeeeeanbbneeesn $800
DR Design Review (Minor QUASi-JUICIAI FTEVIEW) .......ciiiuureieiiiireeeiaiieeeesasseeessssseessassseeesssnneeessnsseessnsnessnnnnees $1,500
HR Historic Resource AIREration (TYPE | FEVIEW) .......ueiii ittt sttt e et e e e s sbbe e e s sabneeeeanes $500
HR Historic Resource Alteration (Minor QUasi-JUdiCial FEVIEW) ..........eiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiie it $1,500
HR HIStOrC RESOUICE DEIBTLION.....cciitiiiie ittt ettt ettt e s st e e e s bt et e e sn et e e s bbn e e e e annnneas $2,035
HR HiStoric RESOUICE DEMOITION ... ...eiiiiiiiiie ittt e et e s et e e sabbe e s sbb e e e e s snnneeas $2,035
HR HiStOriC RESOUICE DESIGNALION .......eiiiitiiieiieiie ettt ettt e bttt s ettt e e ettt e e e et b e e s anbbe e e e anebeeeeeannes $0
T To N L= = Lo =YL A PP PP PR $1,500
MU MiXed USE OVEIAY REVIEW ...ttt ettt e et e e s bbe e e s aabee e snbn e e e s snnneeas $1,500
PD Planned Development (Preliminary Plan REVIEW) .........cooiiiiiiiiiiiiieiiiee et $2,615
PD Planned Development (Final Plan REVIEW)...........eiiiiiiiiiiiiiie ettt $3,245
WG Willamette GreENWAY REVIEW .......coiuuiiiiiiiiiiie ittt e ettt e ekttt e e s st b et e e e st e e e e e sabbeeeeaateeeesbbeeeenas $1,500
WQR Water Quality Resource (Type | review, without Building Permit).............coooiueeeiiniiieeeiiiieee e $130 **
WQR Water Quality Resource (Type | review, w/Building Permit) ........ Incl. w/cost of Major Bldg. Permit Review **
WQR Water Quality RESOUICe (TYPE Il FEVIEW) ....eeiiiiiiiiiee ettt $750 **
P aXe (o 11 To] g F= UM LT Y=o =T o Lo L] | S PP PP PPP PR PPPPPP $750
WQR Water Quality Resource (Minor QUasi-JUdICIal FEVIEW)........cuueieeiiiiieeaiiiieeeaiieeessiieeesenireeesesnneeesennees $1,500 **
Chapter 19.400 Supplementary Regulations
ADU Accessory DWEIlING UNIt, TYPE L. ..eeiiiiiiiiie ittt ettt ettt sttt e st e e s st e e e e abe e e e nnbe e e e e annnes $860
TAR TranSItioN AFEA REVIEW ......couuiiiiiiiiie ettt ettt ettt e ettt e e e sttt e e e sa b et e e e aab et e e e sabbeeeesbbeeesabeeeeeabneeeeeanes $1,500
TS Temporary SIrUCLUIE (TYPE | FEVIEW) ...c.eieiieiiiiiiee ettt ettt ettt ettt s bbbt s bt e e s b e e e sabbe e e sanan e e e s annneee s $50
TS Temporary Structure (Minor QUASI-JUAICIAl FEVIEW) .........ueiiiiee i e e reee e e $1,010
Chapter 19.600 Conditional Uses
ADU Accessory DWEIING UNIt, TYPE 2. ..ueiiiiiiiiee ittt ettt ettt bttt e ettt e e s abbe e e e s sabe e e e s sabaeessanneeeeaas $1,770
(O I @do] aTo [ 10T F= | I - =R $1,500
Chapter 19.700 Variances, Exceptions, and Home Improvement Exceptions
| o o= o] o] TP PP PP PT PR $1,500
HIE HOome IMProvement EXCEPLION ......cooiiiiii ittt ettt e et e e e s sbbe e e e s ran e e e s sabneeeeane $800
VR VarianCe (TYPE Il FEVIEW).....oeiuieiieiiiiit ettt ettt ettt et ettt e skt e e skt e e s aabb et e e aab e e e aabb e e e e enbneeeeannnes $800
AAItIONAI FESEIVE HEPOSIL. .....eei ittt ettt e e e s bb et e e s ah b et e e e sa b et e e e saneeesanbbeeeeabbeeeenas $700
VR Variance (Minor QUAaSI-JUAICIAl FEVIEW) ........ouuiiiiiiiiiee ettt ettt e e $1,500
Chapter 19.800 Nonconforming Uses
DD Director’s Determination of NONconforming SItUATION ...........eeiiiiiiie it $50
NCU Nonconforming Use/Structure (TYPE Il FEVIEW) .....o..ueiii ittt ettt et nnbee e $800

NCU Nonconforming Use/Structure (Minor Quasi-JudiCial FeVIEW) .........cc.eeiiiiiiiieiiiiiie e $1,500
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Chapter 19.900 Amendments

CPA Comprehensive Plan/Map AMENAMENT..........coiiiiiiiiieiee e s ccciie e e e e e s e st e e e e e e e s s sstaraeeeaaeeessssnraeseeesenannns $3,210
Ao 1o 1 g [o @ (o [ F=TaTotc R AN o ¢ =T T [n V=T o] RS $3,210
ZC Zoning Map Amendment (aka "Zone Change") ..o e e e e $3,210
Ballot Measure 56 Notice (for Zone Amendment or Zone Change)......Actual Cost ($1 per affected property, $35 minimum)
LR ] A= N0 (=] 0 | PP $500
Chapter 19.1000 Administrative Provisions
AP Appeal to City Planning CommisSION/City COUNCIl..........ccuuuiiiiiee it e s e e e e e e s e e e e e e $505
DI Planning DireCtor INtEIPretAtiON ...........cccuurieiiee e e e e eciitiee e e e e e e s st e e e e e e s s s et et e e e e aeeessasssebaeeeeaeessasbaseeeeaeesesannnrnnenes $100
Chapter 19.1400 Transportation Planning, Design Standards, and Procedures
Transportation Plan Review (Adjustment or Exception) (nonrefundable base fe€)...........ccccovveeeeeiiiiiiiciiieenennn. $750
YN0 (o [ o] F= U =TT =T V=0 =Y oL L | $750
TPR Transportation Plan REVIEW (TYPE | FEVIEW) ...ceiiiuuueeeiiieieeiiiieeesiiineessssseessssssaeessssseesssnsssesssnssseesssssessssnns $150 **
TPR Transportation Plan ReVIEW (TYPE Il TEVIEW) ....cceieiiiiiiiiieece ettt stare e e e e e e s ssnarn e e e e e e e $565 $750 **
TPR Transportation Plan Review (Minor Quasi-JudiCial rFeVIEW) ...........cceeeeiiiiiiiiiieieeeeeiciiiieeee e e e e $1,160 $750 **
PN (o 1T g F= U L STST =T Y=o =T oL L] PP $750 **
Chapter 19.1500 Boundary Changes (Annexations)
YN AN ] 1= Lo g I (ST 010 (=T ) SRR $100
A Annexation (Nonexpedited with no Zone Change or Comp Plan Amendment) ...........cccocccviveeeeeeciiiviiinneeeeenn, $100
A Annexation (Nonexpedited: Zone Change ONIY)........iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiie e e e e s s nrr e e e e e e e $100
A Annexation (Nonexpedited: Zone Change and Comp Plan AMendment)..........cccueeeiiiieeeiiiieeeeininneeesinnneeens $3,210

Title 17 Land Division

DD Director’s Determination Of Legal LOt STATUS .......ceeeiiiiieeiiiiiee et e ettt e st e e sbieeessibeeesasnbeeesesnbeessnnneeessnnnnes $50
ELD EXpedited Land DiVISION.........uuuiiiie ittt e et e e e e sttt e e e e e s st eeeaeeesanntataeeeeaeeesaneeeaaaeeesaannnnnees $4,125
FP Minor Land Partition (FINAI PIAL) ........ooueiiiiiiiiee ettt e et e e e sbre e e e e $150
FP SUDAIVISION (FINAI PIAL) ...ttt ettt ettt e sttt e e st b e e e e aabe e e e e snbbeeeeaanbeeeeeans $150
I O3 Mo @70] 0 1o T F- 11 (o] o R PP P TP PP PPPPPPPPPPPRT $250

AItIONAI FESEIVE HEPOSIL. .....eei ittt ettt e e st bt e e e s sk be e e e e st be e e e s saneeessnbbeeeesbbeeeesas $250
I Y g To) g = g o I o= U] o] O TP PP TP PP PPPPPPPPPPRT $750

AdItIONAI FESEIVE HEPOSIL......eeiiiiiiiei ittt e e b et e s s bt e s st bt e e sttt e e sbbe e e e s annneeas $1,000
PLA Property LiNe AGJUSTMENT .......oiiiiiie ittt ettt ettt e st bt e e st b e e e e s sk be e e e s aabb e e e e aabee e s sabeeeeeabbeeeeeaas $640
R PATIHION REPIAL. ... .eeeieiieeeiee ettt e et b et e e ok b e e e e e bbbt e e e ekt et e e sb b bt e e e anbaeeeesbbeeeesanbneeaean $500

AAItIONAI FESEIVE HEPOSIL. .....eei ittt e et bt e e st bt e e e skt et e e e sabe e e e s saneeesanbeeeeesbbeeeenns $500
R SUBAIVISION REPIAL ...ttt e e st e e e s bb e e e e sk bt e e e s abe e e s aabeeeeesnbbeeeeaanbneeeeans $500

AdItIONAI FESEIVE HEPOSIL. .....eeiiiiiiiie ittt ettt e e sttt e e s bb et e e sabb et e e sbe e e e ssbb e e e e annnneas $1,000
S Subdivision (PrelimiNary PIAL) ...........eo ittt e e b e e e nbe e e e e annbeas $2,630
SV SHEET OF PIAl VACALION .....ceiiiiiiii ittt e e et e e e et b e e e et b e e e bt e e e e e anbre e e e annbeas $1,905
Extension of Planning ComMmISSION APPIOVAL.........ocuuiiiiiiiiiie ittt et e e $40
Y= L= Lot (S0 oo LAY/ o] ) PRSPPSO $2,080

Title 14 Signs

o U1 0= 3| PP $1,500
Community Service Use Sign Review (Minor Quasi-JudiCial FEVIEW) ........c.ueeeiiiureeeeiiiieeeesiineesenieeesannnns Actual Cost *
Sign Permit Review (see Reviews, Inspections, and Preapplication Conferences below)



City of Milwaukie Fees & Charges
Adopted June 19, 2007/Effective July 1, 2007—Resolution #??-2007 (except as noted)
Page 4

Other fees

M-37 Property Value Reduction Claims (Ballot MEASUIE 37) ......cooiiiiiiiiiiiie ittt $1,515
(Fee will be refunded if applicant prevails. If claim is denied, additional money may be required to cover
contract-attorney or appraiser costs, as determined by City Manager.)

TP Tree Permit (major pruning or removal of trees in the public right-0f-way) ........cccoociiii e $35
Technical Report Review (Traffic, Wetlands, Geotechnical, Hydrology, etc):
ot o L= INo | B YA o4 G o (=T o= 1= Lo ) o SRS Actual Cost *
Yo [0 [1 o] g F= U =TT =T V=T 0 =T o T 1 | S $1,000
o Review Of TEChNICAI REPOIT.......uiiiiiei e e e e e e e s s e e e e e e e snenreees Actual Cost *
Reserve deposit:
L 1 1o SRS $2,500
L | o] 1 U= £ $1,000
Variance from Clear VISION STANGAIAS ..........uuiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiee et e e et eeeeeseeasbateseseeesstasnaseessseesssannseeaeeesnss $1,500
o] 11 gL @] 0114t L Lo I =] (=] SO ST PPPPPP $50
Discounts for Land Use Applications
Two or more applications .................... No discount for most expensive application—50% discount for all others ***
Senior citizens and I0W INCOME CItIZENS .........uviiiiiiie e 25% discount (50% for appeals) ****
NDA-sponsored land use applications related t0 PArks ...........ocuviiiiiiiie i Fees waived

Deposit Information

In some cases, reserve deposits are collected to ensure that the City’s actual costs are covered. Deposits will be
refunded relative to actual costs, and additional money may be required if actual costs exceed the deposit
amount. Deposits collected as part of Type Il land division applications (such as Minor Land Partitions, Lot
Consolidations, and Replats) are generally refunded if the application is not elevated to the level of Minor Quasi-
Judicial review. However, part or all of the deposit may be kept (based on actual costs) if the application is
deemed to warrant an extraordinary level of staff time and resources. This applies only to reserve deposits—
base fees are nonrefundable.

Notes

*  Actual cost to be determined by Planning Director or Engineering Director

**  Water Quality Resource and Transportation Plan Review applications may also require additional Technical
Report Review.

*** Applies to applications which relate to the same parcel of land and which will be considered at the same
Planning Commission meeting.

**rx Seniors must be at least 62 years of age. Low-income citizens may qualify for reduced fees by filing the same
application used to apply for reduced sewer and water rates.

Reviews, Inspections, and Preapplication Conferences

Building Permit REVIEW (SNOM).....cciiiiiie ittt ettt e e e st e e e sttt e e e s bt e e e e atbee e e e sstaeeetbeeeeesstaeeeeansaeeeeansres $25
Building Permit REVIEW (IVINOT) ...ceeiuiiiee ittt ettt e sttt e e ettt e e ettt e e e sttt e e e sstaeaeasntaeeeaantbeeeeasbeeeeeasteeaeeansaeeeeansres $95
BUilding Permit REVIEW (IMJOT) .....eiiuueiieeiiiieeeitieeeestiee e e sstteeeesstteeeeesstaeeeasstaeeeesstaeeeestaeeesaasbeeeeassaeaessnsaeeeesassneeessns $130
PlanNing INSPECLION FEE ....ueiiiiiiiiee ettt e e st e e e sttt e e e sttt e e e sta e e e e antbeeeeasbeeessbeeeeesstaeaeeansaeeesansres $50
= o] o] lor= (o] gl @d0) ) =1 =10 ot PR UUPRRRRRRR $125
Preapplication Conference with TranSportation REVIEW ...........cuuuiiiiiiiiiiiiiie it e e ee e $200
SIGN PEIMUL REVIEW .....viiieiceieiee ettt ettt e e sttt e e e ettt e e e eate e e e e atteeeeetbeeaeaatteeeeessteeeeasteeaeesnsbeneensns $95/sign type

Sign Permit Review (Daily Display or “sandwich DOard” SIgN) ...........cueeeiiiiiieiiiiiiee i e s eesireeee e $25
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Materials

Many materials are available online for free at www.ci.milwaukie.or.us/departments/planning/planning.html.
Contact Planning staff for additional information.

o) 1110 J @] o [ g T=Ta ot YRS $15 $13
COMPIENENSIVE PIAN ...ttt b bbbt e bttt ettt b ettt et e b e $18 $15
Comprehensive Plan or Zoning Ordinance Map:

e 11x17 handout (Black & WHIte/COIOr)...........ccuiiiiiiee ettt et No charge/$2
o GIS maps (e.g., ZoNiNg Map).......ccceeerriireeeiriiieeeeniieee e Full sheet $45; see Engineering fees for other sizes
L =1 01T T= SR (3 o T o 1 To 1 = o ) IS All sizes $5
Comprehensive Plan ancillary documents: (most not available online)

o Ardenwald Park MASLEN PIAN .........uiiiiiiiie ettt ettt e e e et e e e ettt e e s e st e e e e snbaeeasbe e e e e anbeeeeennnes $2
e Downtown and Riverfront Land Use Framework Plan............ccuuiiiiiiiiieieeee e $18 $25
o Elk Rock Island Natural Area Management PIAN............ccooiiiiiiiiiii e $7.50 $8
L 0[] o =T (o T = T 1Y = 1] (=T = o S $5
I o (o0 =T o To Lo I o= 14 S, 1S3 (=T G o o PSR $1
o Johnson Creek Resources Management PIan ............eoiii ittt e e e ee e $15
o Lake Road MUHRIMOGAl PIAN .........cooiiiiiieeitie ettt e et e et e e et e e steeeebaesabeeesnreeans $7.50 $8
o Lewelling Community Park MASTEI PIAN ........coiiiiiiiiiieiiee e e e s e e e e e e e e e st eeaaeeesaannnbanaeeeaeannnnnnneees $1
L N o 41 g @1 =Tl = g o T o PSPPSR $25
L o)1 o WO o (=T 1Y =T (=] gl o = Lo PO PRPRR $15
L= 1o 1) = U Y = ] (= gl =T o SRR $2
LS o T (o = T\ =TS (= e =T $5
o Springwater Corridor MASIE PlaN.........c..uuiiiiiii e e e e e e s e e e e e e e s s araneeeaaaeeas $7.50 $8
o Transportation SYSIEM PlaN.........c.uiiii it e e st e e e s e e e e s ntbaeeesssteeeeessbeeesssbaeeeeasaeeaeanns $32
o Water TOWEr Park MaSter PIAN.........cooi ittt e e e e e e s s ettt e e e e e e e ssseaeeeaeeeesanneneeees $2
o WIChIta Park MASTEE PIAN........coiiiiiiii ittt et e bt e e et e e e e st b et e e e nbe e e e e abeeesanbeeeesnnbaeeesnnnees $2
Y Yo RS r= (=T L= oL (o L= o7 Vo 1) SRR No charge
S T [ T o [ 0 T= U o SRS $5
(= T o [ D 1AV IS To] g @ (o [] g = o Lo TR $5
Downtown Design Guidelines (Black & WHiIte/COIOr) .........ceeiiiiccuiiiieiiee e s e e e $10/$25 $35
Downtown and Riverfront PUblic Area REQUIFEMENTS .......cceeeiiiiiiiiiiiieie e e e e st e e e e e s sstre e e e e e e e s snnnraneeeeeenennns $23 $16
Other informational handouts (10 PAJES OF I€SS) ...ccciiiiiiiiiiiie e e e e e e e e s e e e e e s e e e e e e e annraeeeaees No charge

Other informational handoutS (OVEr 10 PAGES)...uuuriiieeiiiiuiieeieeeeeeissitttteeeeee e e sssranteeereeeeessansaraeeeaaaeesannsreneeeeessannnes At cost
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BUILDING

Section I. Residential Building Permits

A. Structural Permits—Valuation shall be calculated using the most current ICBO Building Valuation Data Table for “good
construction” and without the Oregon modifier. The square footage of a dwelling or addition shall be determined from outside
exterior wall to outside exterior wall for each level. The square footage of garages, carports, covered porches or patios, and
decks shall be calculated separately at the corresponding values from the most current ICBO Building Valuation Data Table.
Permit fees for remodels and alterations shall be calculated using the valuation determined by the fair market value as
determined by the Building Official. in accordance with OAR 918-050-0100.

1. Permit Fee
Permit fees from calculation of total valuation from the square footage of the improvement
R T 00 TSSO $18.75
BBOL-B2,000........ecueereeieerieete ettt bbbt nae e $18.75 plus $2.89 per $C over $5C to $2K

$2,001-$25,000........ $62.10 plus $11.54 per $K over $2K to $25K
$25,001-F50,000......c00eeiieeiiiiiiiie e e e e e a e e e e e e aaaaaaaeas $327.52 plus $8.58 per $K over $25K to $50K
$50,001-FL00,000.....cc.eeeueeeeemeerniateaieesieeseesieeste e sneesaeaeesre e aesreesbeenbesneenne e aes $542.02 plus $5.77 per $K over $50K to $100K
$100,001 and up.......... $830.52 plus $4.88 per $K over $100K
MINIMUM PEIMIE FEE ...ttt btttk e h e e bt et b ettt a e e e bt e et e b e bt et saeenbeeenenbeenne e $75.00
N | YL = U o P T T Y o PR TSR 65% of the permit fee
3. Plan Review Fees Required/Requested by Changes, Additions, Revisions.............cccceenee.. $70.00/hr. (min. charge 1 hr.)
4. Third Party Plan Review Fee (for transfer of plan review to a third party)................... 10% of the permit fee ($65.00 min.)

B. Mechanical Permits—Fees per current Mechanical Permit application
LT 0T B =T g 11 =T TP SRRSO $60.00

1. HVAC

For the installation of:

a. Air handling unit including ducts:
(6 (o I KO 0100 o3 1 DRSSO $23.00
(@ 107 10100 0 o ST $26.00
Air conditioning/heat pump (Sit€ Plan FEQUITEA) ........ueeiiiiiie ettt e e s e e st e e e stae e e anb e e e s snaeeeennneeeean $40.00
Alteration of existing HVAC system
Lo 1=T g ot ] o] (=TT o L RSP SR
Install/relocate/replace furnace/burner including ductwork and vent:
UP 10 100,000 BTU/H.....eiuiiieiieitiete ettt ettt b et b st ekttt h e bbbt e bt eh et e bt e bt et e nbeenbeenbesaeenbeen
OVer 100,000 BTU/H .....uviiiiieee ettt aaaae e
f.  Install/relocate/replace heaters (room, suspended, wall- or floor-mounted) ..
(o TRV /=T o1 i {0 ) o 1 =T g g T U 01T Vo SRR

PoooT

2.  Environmental Exhaust and Ventilation
For the installation of:

A, APPHANCE VENL ...ttt ettt ettt et et e e be et e e te e teeas e beeaseeheebeeseeebeeabeeaeebe e beeRbeebeenbeeaneabeereeraeareenbeaaean $15.00
Lo B Y=Y g = T L RSP TSI $12.00
c. Each hood that is served by a mechanical exhaust or air CONAItioNING..........ccccocveiiiiiiieiie e $10.00
d. Exhaust system with single duct (bath fan) each ............cccccooeviiiiiiiei e

e. Exhaust system apart from heating or air conditioning

3. Fuel Piping and Distribution
a. LPG-NG-Qil fuel piping:
(0T o (o3 o101 ] (SR (el [0 [= 2o = TS = U | ISP $22.00
EaCh additioNal QULIBT OVET 4 ...ttt bbbt bttt s et b et e e bt ebe e bt e et e e ntenanen $2.00
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4.

Other Listed Application or Equipment
A, DeCOrative fir@PIACE OF INSEIT ......coiiiie ittt e s bt e et e e et b e e e aa bt e e aste e e bteeesbteeesanseeeennteeeeanneeeenn $35.00
D, WOOUSIOVE/PEIIEE STOVE ...ttt ettt et b et e e e bt e bt e et et e e et e b e nneeneeaeenne e $47.00

c. For each appliance or piece of equipment regulated by the code but not classed in other appliance categories, for
which no other fee is listed in this code, or for which there is an alteration or extension of an existing mechanical
LSS (=1 . USRS $18.50

Stand-alone Fire Suppression Systems (requires a backflow device installed by licensed plumbing contractor or
persons exempt from licensing)

(O IR0 0 o 22 000 = A 1 SRS SURP $90.00
P00 o T 1 A (o TR T 10 [ =T R SO ST TR R $135.00
3,601 sq. ft. to 7,200 sq. ft. ...

Y O Yo B 1 =T (o o =Y 1Y USSR

C. Plumbing Permits—Fees per current Plumbing Permit application

Total Bathrooms Per Dwelling

1 bath dwelling (includes 1 kitchen)
2 bath dwelling (includes 1 kitchen)
3 bath dwelling (includes 1 kitchen)
Additional BathrOOM/KITCREN ... ..o et sttt et e et e et esrbeesbeeesbeeenbeeanbeeanbeenneaans
Includes the first 100 ft. of water piping, sanitary and storm sewer lines, hose bibs, icemakers, underfloor low point drains,
and rain drain packages that include the piping, gutters, downspouts, and perimeter system.

Additions, AILErations, AN0 REP@AITS . ...ccuuiii i eiiee et e e siee e e e e s e e s s e e e steeeeaasbeeeasssaeeasseeeaasseaesnsseeessaeeeansseenns $16.75/fixture
BUITAING SEWET CONNECTION . .iiiitieiiii ettt ettt e sttt et e s e e steeateeasee e st e asbeessteesbeeesseeamse e s eeanseeanseesseeeseeanseeanseenseenseeasenanee $57.00

Multipurpose or Continuous Loop Fire Suppression Systems

(0o TR 1 A0 (o T2 010 [0 o T SRR $90.00
2,001 sq. ft. to 3,600 sq. ft. ...
3,601 sq. ft. to 7,200 sq. ft. ...
B7,201 SO. FL. ANG GIEALET ....veeiieeiiiet ettt ettt h st eh e h e bbbt bt e st ea e h e st h e ehe bt bt h bttt ne e

TR TEaa LU T e T o T=T o L =Y USSP SURPTRN $60.00

D. Other Inspections and Fees

1.

Inspections outside of normal bUSINESS NOUTS ....coouiiiiiiiiiiiii e $98.00/hr. (min. charge 2 hrs.)
(Must be preapproved by applicant)

Inspections for which no fee is specifically INAICALEA .........c.ovviiiiiii e $68.00/hr.
(Must be preapproved by applicant)

LRI TSy 0 =To3 o o I == SRR $58.00/hr.
REPIACEMENT SNEELS ... ittt e e ettt e e s bt e e e h bt e e e st e e e s s bt e e sateeeeanbeeeeanneeeesaeeesnnteeeeanns $23.00/sheet
The MINIMUM FE8 SNAII DE.. ..ottt sttt e e b e e s bt e s bt e e s be e s be e saeesabeesaneeneeas $50.00
INVESTIGALION TEE ... e e s b e e sttt e e st ee e e sne e e e sneeeennees Amount of subject permit fee

Temporary Certificate Of COMPIELION ....cccuviii e e e e st e e st e e st e e e astaeeeanaaeaesrsaeeennseeeaanseaens $50.00
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E.

Manufactured Dwelling and Cabana Installation Permits— All jurisdictions in the Tri-County area shall charge a single fee for
the installation and set-up of manufactured homes. This single fee shall include the concrete slab, runners, or foundations when
they comply with the prescriptive requirements of the Oregon Manufactured Dwelling standard, electrical feeder and plumbing
connections, and all cross-over connections.

INSTAITALION POIMIIT ... ittt b et b ettt bt e st e e bt e bt e et e bt e et e ke e nb e e bt e se e et e e nneesnenaeenbeennis $445.00
Earthquake-reSiStant BraCing ........oiiiiiiie et s e s e e et e e e s e e e snteeeeesteeeanneeeeanseeesneeeesneeeeanes $135.00
REINSPECTION ...ttt bt et a e bttt b e et e bt bt et e e bt e b e e ae e e b e e et e bt eae e et e e et nbeenbe e neeerenbeennis $135.00

Statewide code development, training and monitoring fee (in addition to all other manufactured dwelling fees
F= QLo I o] T T 1= SR $30.00

Section Il. Commercial/Industrial Building Permits

A.

Structural Permits—Valuation shall be calculated using the most current ICBO Building Valuation Data Table, using the
occupancy and construction type as determined by the Building Official, with no Oregon modifier, multiplied by the square
footage of the structure to determine the valuation, or value as stated by the applicant, whichever is greater. When the
construction or occupancy type does not fit the ICBO Building Valuation Data Table, the valuation shall be determined by the
Building Official with input from the applicant. in accordance with OAR 918-050-0110.

1.

Permit Fee

Permit fees from calculation of total valuation from the square footage of the improvement

R 1T 0O TR STSP $18.75
B50L-32,000.......eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee et ettt ettt ettt et et e et e e et et et e et et et et et e ennennereas $18.75 plus $2.89 per $C over $5C to $2K
$2,001-325,000.......ccueeueeiueeieaieeaiee ettt ettt n e e et e naeenes $62.10 plus $11.54 per $K over $2K to $25K

$25,001-$50,000......
$50,001-$100,000....

... $327.52 plus $8.58 per $K over $25K to $50K
.$542.02 plus $5.77 per $K over $50K to $100K

311010 I 00 = T o N o PRSPt $830.52 plus $4.88 per $K over $100K
Y T 0T o 1= T A (== SRR $75.00
INItIAl PIAN REVIEW FEES .....uviiiiiiiie ettt et e sttt e ettt e e st e e e et e e e sstaeeesstaeeeansaeeesnsaeeeanteeeeanseeens 65% of the permit fee
Plan Review Fees Required/Requested by Changes, Additions, ReviSionS........cc.cccocveeennne $70.00/hr. (min. charge 1 hr.)
Fire and Life Safety Plan Review Fee (commercial Only) ........cccccovouereiiiieeiiiie e eiea e 40% of structural permit fee

(Based on valuation of total improvements or $50.00/hr. to review a Fire and Life Safety Master Plan)
(Hourly charge must be approved by Applicant)

Seismic Site Hazard RePOIrt REVIEW .......c.cceiiiieiiiiiieeiiie e eiee e eevee e snvee e 1% of total structural and mechanical fees

Mechanical Permits—Valuation shall be calculated on the value of the equipment and installation costs.

Use this section for commercial installation, replacement or relocation of nonportable mechanical equipment or
mechanical work not covered previously. Indicate the value of all mechanical labor, materials, and equipment.
Permit Fee:

30 (0 T30 0 SRR $60.00
$5,001 0 BLO,000.....ccueeeeemeieiieteeiieeteee et eeee et et e et et ettt e e te et e ene e bt eneeaheeneeereeneeeneennenes $60.00 plus $1.71 per $C over $5K
$10,001 10 $LO0,000......00ccueerieeerierateeateesteesteesteesreeesree et e ab e e s e e sreeeteeateesranenreeareeanns $145.50 plus $10.50 per $K over $10K
$100,001 and up......... $1,090.50 plus $7.25 per $K over $100K
TR T T o1 4L 1= SPRR $60.00

PLAN FEVIBW FE ... ittt ettt neneeenne e 25% of mechanical permit fee

Plan Review Fees Required/Requested by Changes, Additions, RevisionsS........ccccccoccveeennee $70.00/hr. (min. charge 1 hr.)
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C. Plumbing Permits

O = Tod B G L1 [ = S TP U U P UPPTOUPTOTI $16.75
P O 41T A T=E T o LT i 0O =T = O SURRPPPR

a. Catchbasin........c..........

b. Drywellseach........ccccocenirnnnnen.

c. Footing drain (per 100 lin. ft.)......

d. Rain drain connector.....

€. MANNOIES CACK ... .ottt b et
I T T T a Yo (o L= 0T T A 1 ) USSR $62.00
4. Building SeWers (Per 100 TIN. FL.) .o et b ettt bt e e ettt et $62.00
5. INitial Plan REVIEW FEES ......eiii ettt e et e st a e st e e e st e e annaeaesnneeeeenneeeans 30% of the Plumbing permit fees
6. Plan Review Fees Required/requested by Changes, Additions, or ReviSions ..........cc.cccoeveeuennen. $70.00/hr. for commercial
Y a1 a1y I o L= 01 (=T SRS $60.00

8. Medical Gas Permits: Valuation shall be calculated on the value of the equipment and installation costs.

Medical Gas Permit Fees:

R LT 0[O OSSPSR $60.00
B5,001-F10,000.......c.0eiueemteeieerieeie ettt ettt bbb bbbttt nne s $60.00 plus $1.71 per $C over $5K
$10,001-BL00,000........ceeueeurirreeririrerri ettt ettt sttt r e $145.50 plus $10.50 per $K over $10K
$100,001 and up......... $1,090.50 plus $7.25 per $K over $100K

Y T 0T o 1= T A (== USSR $60.00
D. Other Inspections and Fees

1. Inspections outside of normal bUSINESS NOUIS .....c..eiiiiiiiiiiiiiec e $98.00/hr. (min. charge 2 hrs.)
(Must be preapproved by applicant)

2. Inspections for which no fee is specifically iNdiCAted ..........cccuviiiiiiei i $68.00/hr.
(Must be preapproved by applicant)

LG T = =T 0 1Y o =T £ o o I =TSSP $58.00/hr.
N = o] o Tod =T 0 =T o A Lo PSP $23.00/sheet
5. The minimum fEe SNAIl De. ... et r e s e e re e $50.00
6. INVESTIGALION FEE oottt e e eraeeeans Amount of subject permit fee
7. Temporary CertifiCate Of OCCUPANCY ...cccuiiiiiiiiieiiiie st e et e st e et e e e e e e s ta e e e saeeaestaeeeasteeeeansaeaeansaeeeessaeeeannseeesnsees $180.00
T O o oY o Lo T= R o) U= Lo Yod o U] o =g Yo YA SOOI $300.00

E. Deferred Submittal Fee (in addition to project plan review fee)
(@72 3l T 0110 i 4 0 S URR $250.00 + 10% of deferred item permit fee
per deferred submittal (minimum $300.00)

F. Phased Permit Fee (in addition to project plan review fee)
(OAR 918-050-0160) .....c.uureeiiuriieeiiireeiieeeesreeesssreeeseaeesssreesssseaesseeeesssseesssseees $250.00 + 10% of total project permit fee per phase
(minimum $300.00, not to exceed $1,500 per phase)



City of Milwaukie Fees & Charges
Adopted June 19, 2007/Effective July 1, 2007—Resolution #??-2007 (except as noted)
Page 10

Section Ill. Permit Related Fees

A.

B.

A State surcharge shall be collected in an amount as required by State law.

Electrical permit fees shall be as adopted in Resolution 19-2003, adopted by the City Council on May 6, 2003 (effective
July 1, 2003) with the following exceptions:

1. The state surcharge shall be the amount required by State law as noted in Section Ill.A of this resolution.
2. The Minor Labels program will be deleted as required by SB 512 and SB 587.

House Moving/Demolition Permits

2201010 T TR P 0T g 1= ]SSPSR
Each additional 1,000 sq. ft..........
PLAN REVIEW FEE ...ttt ettt ettt sttt b e bttt e s h bt e bt e e bt e e st e e eh b e e bt e eab e e ebeeebeeenbeeenbeesnbeesnbeenenas

PrefabriCated SITUCTUIES ..o it e e e ettt e e e e e et a e e e e e s e eabbaeeeaesaaanttanaaaeeaaennnnnes

TEMPOTAIY SEIUCTUIES ...vcviuvititietiietestete sttt ettt st e te st et et et esesaesesaesesbese st ese st ese et eseebes e et esesbesessessebese st esessennnes

Manufactured Dwelling Parks and Mobile HOme Parks ........cccccoveveiiieeeiiiieniieee e Per current State of Oregon permit fee
(OAR. Division 650.Table 1) plus 30%

Recreational Parks and Organizational Camps ........cccvviiiereiiiieeeiieee e e Per current State of Oregon permit fee
(OAR.Division 650.Table 1) plus 30%

Miscellaneous Building Valuations

1. Retaining Walls

To 8 ft. high, including footing $254.00/lin. ft.

OVEI 8 L. NIGN .ttt h et h bttt et h e bbbt bt r e nne s $276.00/lin. ft.
2. Fences
(@ G 1 (o TR R 31 o | USSR $15.00/lin. ft.

3. Concrete Slabs on Grade Foundations—For house moves, modular buildings, pole buildings, etc.
Plain concrete:

..................................................................................................................................................................... $3.00/sq. ft.
..................................................................................................................................................................... $3.10/sq. ft.
............ $3.25/sq. ft.
Add $1.15/sq. ft.
4. Crawl Space Foundations
FOr NOUSE MOVES, MOUUIAK, BIC. ....vviiiiiiiiiiieiiieeietieteeeeseesesaseeesseeseeeseeessesseesssessseassesssessssssssssssssssessssssssssssssesssssssssnssnnsres $7.50/sq. ft.
5. Accessory Buildings
WWIEh FIOOT SIAD ...ttt bbbt et s et e s bttt ettt nae e reeneeee e $55.00/sq. ft.
RTAT (g To 10y o Yo T = F= T o USRS $28.00/sq. ft.
6. Pole Buildings
Up to and including 14-ft. @aVE NEIGNT........c..iiiiii et $32.00/sq. ft.
(@ YT I B =T 1YL =Y | o SR $45.00/sq. ft.
For insulation:
[ ToTo ] o= Vo (o RS RS $.35/sq. ft.
Lo To [ RSP SSPRRSR $.35/sq. ft.
ALV 1 = o [ SRS $.35/sq. ft.
Lo RS = o T30 0 - Vo [ S see Section Il.H.3 for fees

7. Swimming Pools (pool only/deck extra)
(@0 o3 L= (=30 e [0 a1 SR $70.00/sq. ft.
Plastic below ground $45.00/sq. ft.
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Section IV. In-Fill and Grading

A.

In-Fill and Grading Permit Fees

50 CUDIC YAITS OF 1ESS....ce ettt ettt e et e e s a et e ettt e e ab e e e st e e e ettt e e ate e e e nb e e e e anbeeeeanbeeeeanneeeesnbeeeenntaeeeans No charge
51 10 100 CUDIC YAITS ...ttt ettt t etk h et e bt etk e bt oot e bt et e et ekt e e bt et e he e bt e et ek e e neeeerenbe e r e nreen $35.00
0 I o T 0010 I o (oY= 1 o [ SRR $45.00

10 (o T 0 100 U o T (o SRR $65.00
10,001 cubic yards or more Total hourly cost*
*Cost to include supervision, overhead, equipment, hourly wages, and benefits of employees involved

In-Fill and Grading Plan Review Fees

ST O o0 o Tod 7= 10 S o g =TSSP No charge
5110 100 CUDIC YAITS ...ttt ettt ettt h ettt h et b e etk bt e et bt et e et eh e e eb e e bt e be e bt e et ek e e et e e nne e r e nreen $35.00
L0 ) o T L0010 I o (oY= 1 o [ SRURR $45.00
10 (o T 0 100 U o T (o SRR $65.00

Total hourly cost*
*Cost to include supervision, overhead, equipment, hourly wages, and benefits of employees involved

10,001 cubic yards or more

Other Inspections and Fees
1. Inspections outside normal bBUSINESS NOUIS ......coiiiiiiiiiiiie e $75.00/hr. (min. charge 2 hrs.)
R = YT 1=y o= Tod 40 Yo T =TSSR $75.00/hr.

3. Inspections for which no fee is specifically INAICAEA ..........ccouiiieiiiiiecie e eaeee e $75.00/hr.
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ENGINEERING

Inspections and Permits

RIght-0f-Way INSPECHION POIM.......itiiiee ittt e ettt e ettt e e e ettt e e sttt eeastteeeesstteeeesssbeeeeasbeeeeesnteeeeesaseeeeeasns $135
RIGNT-OF-WAY USE POIIMI.....ceeiiutieeei ittt ettt ettt e e sttt e e s st e e e aa bt e e e aabse e e e aasne e e e 2 s Ee e e 22 s et e 22 am b et e e s et e e e nbn e e e e anbneeeeannres $30
Subdivision Const. Inspect. (Street/Sewer/Water/Storm Sewer) ...........cc...... 5.5% of Total Const. Cost (min. $500)
Public Impvts. Const. Inspection (Comml./Ind./Misc. DeV.) ........ccccceeieeennnne 5.5% of Total Const. Cost (min. $500)
Street OPENING INSPECHION FEE......uiiiiiiiiie ittt e et e e st e e e e stb e e e e astaeeeesstaeeeestaeessstaeeeesntaeeeeansseeeenns $85
Right-of-way/Street Opening Reinspection (beyond standard of 2 for R-O-W and 1 for street opening).............. $85
Street Opening Deposit ........ccccceeeeeriinnes $1,000 $1,500 (Performance bond amount at discretion of City Engineer)
Right-of-Way Usage for Wireless Communication Facility............ccccccceeenne $250/month per antenna per utility pole
Sewer INSPECLION (FESIAENTIAI) .......eiieiiiiie ettt e e e st e e e st e e e s stbe e e e e sstaeeeessbaeeeesnbaeesastaeeeesnbaneeeaassaeaeens $57
YA Y= I =) SRR STPRR $57
MOVING BUITAINGS.....ccviiiieiicitic ettt $200 + $65/hr. staff time + $1,000 deposit
Materials (Engineering)
0] o] TR o SIS r= 1 o P T o KPP PP PP PP PR $30
Transportation DeSIGN MANUAL ............uuuiiiiiie ettt e e e e e e e bbb ettt e e e e e e e abbbe e e e e e saanbabeeeeeaaeesaaannes $5
ACTIAI MAPS (AI1 SIZES) .vvveiieiiiiie e ittt e ettt s et e e et e e sttt e e s te et e e s tta e e e st ta et e e astaeeeeantee e e e e bt e e e anaa e e e anbaeeeannnaeeeeanraeen $5
2 IO o = 1L BT PRSP $5
oo 1 LT VLIRS 4= PRSP $5
YA i IV A [ a1 o 1= Tox 1T T 1= = PR STPSR $25
Electronic Drawings

PAPEI—all SIZES ... a e e $5-$45/hr. for additional work

(@1 01T (o] 11T L OO P PR UP PR OUPRTPURTRUR $7

Reproduction Charges.........c..ueeiiiiiiiiiiiiieee e $1 for first page/$.10 each additional page

Printed and Electronic Maps (GIS)
Standard selection of GIS maps

U1 IS g 1=T= A 7 R ¥ o OO U PO PP UPP TP $45
172 SNEEE (227 X B4 ) ettt ettt ettt ettt a e b ek bt h e R be e oAb et ek bt e e bt e e eRbe e eE e e eRbe e e ehbeeeabe e e nbbe e e breennreas $35
L/ SNEEE (177 X 227 ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt 4o h e ekt e ek bt e o ket e e Rt e e e R bt e e ek bt e e b et e eRbe e eE e e eRbe e e ehbeeeabe e e ebbeeebneennreas $25
ST L= A O G A ) TR T T OO U PO PO PRSPPI $15
Electronic file (via electronic mail in PDF, JPG, GIF or TIF fOrmMats) .......cccuuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieee et $15
Electronic file (for mailed media, which includes postage, handling and media charges).........cccccoocvveeeniieeennnne $22
Aerial maps

U1 RS o 1=T= A 07 R ¥ o T TS U PO PP UPP TP $50
172 SNEEE (227 X B4 ) ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt h ettt h et b et eh et e oAb etk Rt e e ke e e eRee e ot e e eRbe e e ehbeeeabe e e abbe e e bneennreas $40
L/ SNEEE (177 X 227 ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt h bt e ekt e e kbt e okt e eeh b e e eR bt e ek R e e ek e e e eR e e e ee e e eRbe e e ehb e e eabe e e ebre e e bneennreas $30
ST L= A G A A T SO U PO PO PP OPPPTRP $20
Electronic file (via electronic mail in PDF, JPG, GIF or TIF fOrmMats) ........ccuviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiee e $15
Electronic file (for mailed media, which includes postage, handling and media charges).........cccccoccvveeiiiieeeenne $22
GIS Maps (special request ADD $50/hr over 1 hour)

1S = S $95
S =T S $85
S T S $75
TS =T $65
Custom maps:

Flat charge per hour plus COSt Of MALETIAIS ........cceiiiiiiiiiiiii et e e e e e e b e s e b e e e e annes $55

Electronic file (for mailed media, which includes postage, handling and media charges) ..........ccccceerveeeeeiiieee e, $7
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Erosion Control
Technical GUIdAaNCe HanDOOK ...t e e e e e ee e e e e e e nnanes No charge
Minimum Charge for Clearing/CONSIIUCTIONY...........ccuuiie ettt et e e e e stee e e e stae e e e stbeeeessteeeeessbeeeeennsees $75
Minimum charge applies if:
e Over 500 sq. ft. of disturbed soil
e Not in or around a sensitive area (NR Zone, wetlands, conservancies, and streams)
e Value of structure/remodel doesn’t exceed $20,000

Clearing/Construction for Single-Family Residential...............coooiiiiiiiiiiiiie e e $380
Rate if certified IN @roSION CONTIOIY ... .....iiiiiiiie et e e s st e e e stee e e s nnbreeesanneneeas $225
Clearing/Construction for Multifamily Residentiall..............c.uuueiiii i e e e $490
Rate if certified IN @roSION CONTIOIY ... .....ii it st e e s st e e e e sae e e e s sbaeeesanneneeas $335
(additional $40 per % acre over 1 acre)

Clearing/Construction for Subdivision/Commercial/Industrial .............cccoeeeiiiiiiiiiieec e $623
Rate if certified IN EroSION CONTIOIT ... .....oiiiiiiie e e st e e s st e e e saee e e snaeeeeeanneneeas $467
(additional $40 per % acre over 1 acre)

Additional Site Visit (due to cOde ENfOICEMENT) ........viiiiiii e e e e e s r e e e s s st rrreeeaaaeaas $65

*Erosion control certification discount does not apply
**Certification requires 4 hours of training in erosion control every 2 years

WATER

Service and Equipment

Connect Service 5/8" 0r 3/4" ReSIAENTIAI SEIVICE ........vviiiiiiiiie ittt $2,460
107e] 0] g 1= Tot ST 4V Tod I T T TR P PO UP RPN $2,547
CONNECE SEIVICE L /2" ...ttt ettt st e e ek bt e e bt e e b bt e e At et e eh b e e embe e e ebbe e e be e sabe e ambe e e abbe e e nnbeesnnes $2,923
1070101 o 1= Tot ST 4V [od U RO PP TPPTPPN $3,067
Equipment

KT Y T (=) ST T TS OTP PR PU PR PPRTRPPRTOPIN $208
Y 1= Y O TP OP R UPRTOPR $301
I V1= = TSP U PR OP R UPPTOPPP $510
P [ =T TSP TR OP PR PPRTRPPRTOPR $625
HYArant METEI DEPOSI.....ccvveiuiiiiiiiie ettt e et ettt ettt et e ste e ste e steesteesbe e beeebeesbeesbeesaeeeabeenbeenbeesbeeteesbeesaeesnreesns $579 $2000
(Refundable less water usage)

Miscellaneous
Delinquent ACCOUNT—PAST DUE NOTICE........cciiiiiiee ittt e it e ettt e e e sttt e e e st e e e e stae e e e steeeeeassbeeeeassbeeeasbeeeeesstaeeeeansees $10
Delinquent Account—NOtICE Of TEIMINALION ....ccoiiiiiiiiiiiii e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e annreeeeeas $30
Failed Arrangement SNUL-OT ... ...ooi et e e e s e e e e st e e e e s tb e e e atbeeeeeastaeeeeantaeeeeansres $30
After-hours RESTOratioN Of SEIVICE ..........uuieiiiiie ettt e e et e e e e e e e s e abr e e e e e e e e e s anbbbreeeaaaeaas $80
(Monday-Friday 5:00-8:00 p.m.; Saturday and Sunday 8:00 a.m.-5:00 p.m.)
Accounts remaining delinquent more than 3 months........................ 10 percent/year added to outstanding balance
(to pay City's interest and collection costs)
INFOrMALION RESEAICH ...ttt b e st e e bb e e st e e sa bt e bt e e sabe e e bbeesbeeennneas $44/hr.

Reimbursement DiStriCt FEE .......c..uviiiiiiiiiii e To be determined by scope of project
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SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT CHARGES

Transportation System Development Charge (adopted Res. 36-2004, October 4, 2004)

Trip generation rates for each land use type are derived from the Institute of Transportation (ITE) report Trip
Generation (7th Edition, 2003). Trip rates are expressed as vehicle trips entering and leaving a property during
the p.m. peak travel period.

TranSPOrtation SDC.......cccciiiiieii e e e e e e e s e e e e e e s e saararr e e eaeee e s s tbrrereaaeeeearrrareees $1,511.50 per trip

Stormwater System Development Charge (adopted Res. 15-2006, April 18, 2006)
Stormwater unit is equal to 2,706 square feet of impervious surface on the property. Each single-family
residential property is 1 stormwater unit.

Stormwater SDC:

T a g o T E1T 4 =T o | PRSP $267 per stormwater unit
T oTCoA 2T =T o | USSP OPRRUPRRTR $759 per stormwater unit
W e [0 a a1 U= 1T o [PPSR $79 per stormwater unit
1 1 17 SR OUSUPRUP $1,105 per stormwater unit

Wastewater System Development Charge (adopted Res. 44-1994, November 1, 1994)
A wastewater unit is equal to 16 fixture units derived from Table 7-3 of the Oregon Plumbing Specialty Code.
Each residential dwelling unit is 1 wastewater unit.

Wastewater SDC:

REIMDUISEIMENT.......eiiii e e s b e $327 per wastewater unit
IMPIOVEIMENT ...ttt e e e e e s e e e e e e e s e e e e e e e e s e annrnenees $566 per wastewater unit
O T AL et e e et a e e e $893 per wastewater unit

Water System Development Charge (adopted Res. 16-2006, April 18, 2006)

Meter Reimbursemen

Size t Improvement | Administration TOTAL
5/8"x3/4" $492 $409 $69 $970
3/4"x3/4" $738 $613.50 $103.50 $1,455
1" $1,230 $1,022.50 $172.50 $2,425
1.5" $2,460 $2,045 $345 $4,850
2" $3,936 $3,272 $552 $7,760
3" $7,872 $6,544 $1,104 $15,520
4" $12,300 $10,225 $1,725 $24,250
6" $24,600 $20,450 $3,450 $48,500
8" $39,360 $32,720 $5,520 $77,600
$111,55
10" $56,580 $47,035 $7,935 0
$218,25
12" $110,700 $92,025 $15,525 0

Parks and Recreation System Development Charge
Collected for the North Clackamas Parks and Recreation District for residential uses only.

Parks and Recreation SDC:
Single-Family ReSIdential .............oeeiiiiiiiiiiiiiie e $2,078 per dwelling unit
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Multifamily RESIAENTIAL .........eeiiiieeiie e e e $1,712 per dwelling unit
Manufactured Residence (IN PArk)..........eeeeeiiooiiii e $1,734 per dwelling unit
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BUSINESS REGISTRATION

Y= gl FoT o [ o T= R == SRRSO PRRPRR $100
Reduced Standard DASE fEE™ ... e e s e e e aares $40
New business commencing between July 1 and December 31...........oooiiiiiiiiiiiiii e $50
Change in bUSINESS OWNEISNIP FEE ....ueiiiiieeie ettt e et e e e s rbe e e e e st n e e e e abreeeeees $10
(== (o == Tod o TN e I PSRRI $3
Penalty ... $10% of base fee each calendar month and fraction thereof delinquent
Temporary BUSINESS (2 WEEKS OF [ESS) ....couuiiiiiiiiiiie ittt ettt e e aab et e e bbb e e e s saaneee s $25
BUSINESS FEGISIIALION [IST......eeiiiitiee ittt e ekttt e e ekttt e e ek ket e e e aa ket e e e aabb e e e e abe e e e ebbe e e e e anbneeeeanbneeesannnes $30
(DN o] [Tor= 1 (R (=T ot =T o S PP PP T PR OPPPP $10

*The purpose of the reduced standard base fee is to provide a cost benefit for small businesses already
registered with the city. First time applicants and start-up businesses are not eligible. To qualify, a registered
business must submit acceptable documentation showing annual gross income (receipts) from the business of
less than $10,000.00 in a calendar year. The only acceptable documentation is the one or two year’s previous
IRS Form 1040 together with a copy of Schedule C (home-based businesses) or Schedule E (rental properties).
If the documents are presented in person, the city will not retain a copy. If the documents are mailed, the copies
will be reviewed and shredded.

The reduced fee is only available to qualified businesses through January 31st of each renewal year. All
renewals submitted after January 31st must pay the full standard base fee.

The reduced fee is only available to qualified businesses December 1 through January 31 of the renewal year.
All renewals received and/or submitted after January 31 must pay the full standard base fee.

PARKING

1o g Y =T 1 0 T PSPPSR $25
LR n Lo gL { I o TA=T 0T Y o T=T 1 1 S SRR $125
Parking WIthOUL @ PEIMIT.......ciiiiiiie ettt e e st e e e s e e e st e e e e stb e e e e stbeeeestbeeeesbeeeeeastaeeeesnsaeaeeansres $25
OVEITIME PAIKING ©1vteeittiiie ittt ettt e e sttt e e e st e e e ettt e e e e stbeeeeasataeeeeastaeeaeasteeeaeantseeeeasbaeeeaasbeeesasbeeeeesnsaneeesnsaneeesnssneaenns $15
Parking in diSAbIEa SPACE........ccuuiiiii ittt a e $250 min./$600 max.
POLICE

Permits/Licenses

AGUIE BUSINESS ...ttt e e ettt e e+ ot bt e ook bt e e ook bt e e ook b et e oo aa ket e oo aa ket e e eh bt e e e e s be e e e e anbbeeesanbbeeeeennnee $372
Alarm Permit—Residential (seniors 60+ exempt from fee requiremMent) ..........cccoovvviieiiiiee e $15
AlGIM PEIMITE—BUSINESS .....cee ittt s ettt e e e bttt e e b bt e e e o st b et e s aa b b et e e aas b et e nbb e e e e ansbe e e e e nbbeeeeannnes $21
GUN BACKGIOUNG CRECK ...ttt e ettt e e e s e bt e e e sabbee s st be e e e e snbaeeeeanbbeeeeea $21
Liquor License (Original APPIICALION). .........uiiiiiiiiiee ittt e ettt e et e e e s abe e e e s snbeeeeeaabbeeeeeaas $108
Liquor License (Name or Other CRANGE) .......coiuiiii i $83
Liguor License (Renewal APPIICALION) .........eiiiiiiiieiitiie ettt et e e st e e s abb e e s e bb e e e e e anbee e e e annnes $36
Liquor License (TEMPOTArY LICENSE) ... uuiiiiiiiiie ettt ettt ettt ettt e e sttt e e e ittt e e e et bt e e e aabb e e e sbbe e e e e nnbeeeeeannees $10

Police Reports

D] oF= 1ol g R =T o[- o] oY TP PO TP PP PTP PP $26
VA (e [T I =T oL O] o) P OO PTPRPTTI $31
o] [[oT= N 2 (=T o Lo O PP T PP OPPPP $15
Copy of Field Contact REPOIT (FCR CANd) ......ccoiiiiiieiiiiie ettt ettt et e s b e e e nbe e e e e e $5
Police Services

False Alarm ResponSse (fiIrSt tNIEE).......oo et sbe e No charge
False Alarm Response (each alarm after third) ............oooiuiiiiiiii e $160

Y 4=Ta 1o (3 1 ] Lo U o O OO UPTPPPTTI $50
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[T a o =T 0] 101 (10T PSR SR $10
Loud Party RESPONSE—FIrSt FESPONSE. ... ...uueiiiiii ettt e ettt e e e e e e e bbb e e e e e e e e e aaabeeeeeeaeeseaannbaeaaaaaesaaannns Warning
Loud Party Response—second response and/or each subsequent response in 24-hr. period .............cooeeuvvnneen. $50
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LIBRARY

Charges
oo 1 Ly q T o] o= PSR $0.10
Photocopies:
=] F=Ted Q=T o AV (= PSP P PP RPP P $0.10
[©70] o] P PP P PP PPPP P $0.90
Fines
Overdue Fine (All MALEIIAIS) .....coiiieeieiei et e e $0.25/day ($3 max.)
T ES] T To T ST oo Lo = PRSP $1
TS Lo T = To Lo S L= o] (= PRSP $2
Missing Barcode and BOOK JACKEL ...........cuuuiiiiiiiiie ittt e sttt e st e e et e e e st e e e e st e e e e sbeeesansbeneeanbaeeeennnees $3
21010 o I I= 1oLl O TS 1 1= RSP $7
Juvenile or Adult BOOKS 0N TAPE—VINY| CASE........ceiiiiiiiieiiiiiee e iiiie e stiee e e sttt e e e sntteeeesstaeeeesssbaeaesssbaeeassteeeessseeeeeanes $5
LY T Lo S e o P T o 2 7= U PRSP $2
Media Cases:
L0011 G LT PP PP PP PP PPPPPPS $1
RV AL [T 30 = 3 TSRS $3 $1
DVD CBSE .....uteieeiiiieee ettt e e e st e e e s bt e e e aa ket e e e aab et e e 24kt e a2 oAk st e 444 R R e e 44 4R e e 44 4R R e £ e S 4R R e e 44 AR R e e e e RE e e e e R Rttt e R Rt e e e s nne e e e nnnes $1
(OB 07 1 PRSP $1
CD-ROM and AUTIOD0OOK CASES.......eeiiiiiiietitiiieeiitieee ettt te e s aibeeeessbeteesstsseeasbbeeesaanneeeesasseeeesanbneeesnnneeesanrnneeesnns $2
Missing Pages and BOOKIELS ...............oooiiiiiiiiiie e Refer to Librarian
(01T =TT | PP PPRPTT Actual Retail Cost
D T F= o= To Y o (] - | PP TP RPRPT Replacement Cost
[ TS T o1 YA O T (o PRSP $1

Public CompuUter PrNTING .......oooi it First 5 free then $0.10 per page
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MISCELLANEOUS

Photocopies
Staff Assisted/Research Required:
BIACK @NA WHILE ......eeieeieieee ettt ettt ettt e sbb e e s abe e et e e e eabeesbbeeenbeeeasbeeeaebeeannes $0.30
L©70] o] OO PP PP P PP PPPPPP $1
Unassisted:
BIACK @MU WHILE ...ttt ettt ettt e sttt e e sbb e e sabe e et e e e sabeesbbeeenbeeeabbeaeaneeeannes $0.05
[©70] o] PO PP PR PP PP $0.75
Other Copying/Service
F 0 (o T -1 o1 T PSPPSR $10
RV AT [To I =Y o1 T PSPPSR $20
TranSCriPtioN (PO NOUE) ... ...ttt e e e e oo e bbbttt e e e e e o e e aabb e et e e e e e e s abbbbeeeeaaaeeeaasnnnbeneeeas $20 $30
Photographs
L 010 (o I 4 RSP OTPRR $5 per disc
Color photos 0N Photo QUAILY PAPET ...ccoii ittt e et e e e e e e b e e e e e e e eeaanbeeeeees $3 per page
Color photos 0N StaNAard COPY PAPET ...ceeei ittt e ettt e e e e e et e e e e e e s e bbb e e e e e e e e e aaanbebeeeeaaeeesanreeeees $1 per page
Financial Reports
Comprehensive Annual FINANCIAl REPOI.........eoiiiiiiiee e e e e e e e be e e e e e e e e e $10 $40
ANNUAL ADOPLEA BUAGEL.........eiiiiiiiiiiie ettt ettt et ettt te e s te e s be e sae e st e s beesbeesbeesbaeeabeenbesseeenbeesbeesnneenreeas $10 $40
Miscellaneous
Sidewalk BENCH @NNUAI FEE ......ciieiiii ittt e e st e e e st e e e s tbe e e e e stbeeeeaasbaaesasbaeeeesnbaneeeanssneeenns $74
SIEWAIK USE——VENUOT FEE ...ttt ettt b ettt ekt e bt e e s b b e e s abe e ek b e e s abe e e sabeenbe e e abbeeabeeesnbeeennes $10
M@ajor COMMUNILY EVENT .....oiiiiiiiiiiii ettt e e e e e e sttt e e e e e e s e aababe e e e e e e e e s aannbaneeesaeanns Actual Direct Cost
BIOCK Party—IMISC. EVENT ....cciiiiiiiiiiiii ettt ettt e e e e e e e s bbbt et e e e e e e e s nbnbeeeeaeaeannns Actual Direct Cost
RELUMMEA ChECK CRAIGE......eii ittt e et e e ettt e e e e st e e e e asteeeeeantbeeasbeeeeesstaeeeeantaeeeeansres $30
[T I ST= =T o o T PSPPSR $25
Postage and HanAIiNgG .........oooiiiiiiiiiiie e s st e e s st e e e et e e e e nnbae e e ennteeeeeanees $2 + postage cost

Down to Earth Day

0 (] 410 o L= 10 - To SRR $2
ST 1110 IR F=To o] o O TP T TP PP PTPPPP $2
ST a0t 1L o) (U o O T PP P TP TPPPR $5
ST =T a6 F= T o I T (U o OO PO PP PP PTPPP $6
[ 1o I I 0 o) S OO PPPPN $8
S 1 0= L I I = V1= SRR $5
[ 1o [ I =T T OO RP R PPPPPPN $6
UNMOUNTEA TIFES (BACK) ... .eeeeiiiitiie ettt ettt e e ettt e e e s b et e e e sabb et e e sk b et e e ek bee s aabe e e e e anbbeeeeannbneeeeas $1.50
Residual Solid Waste Permit REgISITALION. ..........eiiiiiiiiei ittt e et e et e e e e sbreeeeees $100
Residual Solid Waste TONNAGE FEE ..ottt e s e ab e e e enees $2.80/ton
TELECOMMUNICATIONS
REGISITALION TEE.... ettt b et et et e s bt e s h et e e s b e e e ek bt e e ket e ah e e e b e e e sab e e e snbeesnbe e e nbne e e nneennneas $36
FranChiSE FEVIEW GEPOSIT.......cci ittt e s e s c e e e e s e s s e e e e e e e e e s st st baeeeeaeeesassasraaeeeesessstsraneeaaeeesannsnnns $5,000

Community Service Use—Wireless Communication Facility (see PLANNING fees)
Right-of-Way Usage for Wireless Communication Facility (see ENGINEERING fees)
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BILLABLE HOURLY RATES

Hourly rates for employee services are billed at the actual cost per hour for that employee. The following is given
as an estimate only of what the rate will be.

Community Development and Public Works Administration

Community Development and PUblic WOTIKS DIr€CION ..........uiiiiiiiiie et $60 $73
Resource and Economic Development SPECIANIST ..........oiiuiiiiiiiiie e $35 $44
(@101 IS T 1T AV o OSSR $35 $38
AdMINISIIative SPECIALIST I1........eeieeeieie ettt e et e st e st e e te e seeesseesneeanae e besseeeseeeteeseeeenseenneens $35 $34
ADMINISIIAtiVE SPECIALIST 1.....eeveeieieieie ettt ettt e st e s e e te e steesseesmeesnae e tesseeesaeeteesseeeneeenseens $30 $31
Engineering

= aTe 1 aTeT=Tq g Tl B £l (o] (O ST PP T PUP PP UPPPRT $60 $64
611l =T oo [ g == PO PP TP PP OPPPRPPPPPRT $50
ASSOCIALE ENGINEET ... i eiieitie ettt et e st e e st et e s e e ste e teesteeereeeneeeteesseesneesmeenteenteeaseeeneeenteenseens $45 $41
Planning

L LT g T Te T =1 o) PR $60 $64
Y= g1 To ] F= T T P PP UP PP PPPPR $41
ASSOCIALE PIANNET ... .oiiiiiie ettt ettt e s te ettt este e teesaeeaseeameeenseesbeesaeesreanteesbeeaseeeneeenteenreens $40 $44
F NSy 1) v= VgL - U T 1= OSSOSO $35 $39
Building

U] [o g T @ T - | SR PRSRSPR $50 $55
U1 [o g T T g1 o =Y o (o ST $40 $44
=T T =T T g Toi - Uy TR PRORSPI $35 $34
Operations

(@] o T=T =Yoo FS T T o1 (o RSP RS $60 $64
OPEIALIONS SUPEIVISON ...ceeiiutiiteeittiee e ettt e ekttt e e ettt e e e sabe e e e e aaba et e e s kb et e e abbe e e e e abbe e e e s aabe e e e e aabeeeeeabeeeeeanbneeeesanbeeeaeanns $50 $48
oY AT 01T Yo ST TSPR $45 $46
Facilities MainteNanCe COOMTINALON .........c.uuiieiiiiiee ettt e s et et e e et b e e e e aae e e s e sabe e e e e anreas $40 $41
Water QUAILY COOMTINALON .........eiiiieiiii ettt e et e e sttt e e et e e e sttt e e e aabb et e anb e e e e eanbbeeeeenbees $40 $39
Asset ManagemMeNt TECINICIAN .........ueie ittt e st sass et e s aasbe e e e aasbnee e anbneeeaanbbe e s ansbeeeeanbneeeeannnes $38
LU 1Y o T= o = A SR PRSRSPR $40 $38
Y=Y o =T TSR PRSRSPR $35 $34
U110 T4 = 1 SRR $35 $36
LU 1LY o T= o = A TR PRSRSPR $30 $31
1LY o T4 = SR PRORSPR $30 $31

Code Compliance
Code CompliaNCe COONINALON .........cieeiieiieesteesie et e e e e steesteesteeesee e teesteesteesseesneeaneeesteesseesseesneenseeaneeenseenses $35 $38
Code COMPlIANCE ASSISTANT .....c..viiiiiiiiiie ittt e e e e e e et e e e sabeeeebeeesabeeessbeesnbeeenseesasseeessneenns $30 $31
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=0 S]To] 4 I @] 111 o | SRR PTSTTP 12
LT I = PP 12
Service and EQUIPIMIENT ......ueiiii ittt e bt e e s bt e e s s b bt e e s e a b bt e e e ans b e e e e s ne e e e e bbe e e e e nreas 12
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PLANNING

Land Use Applications

Title 19 Zoning
Chapter 19.300 Use Zones

CSC Community Shopping COMMETICIAI REVIEW ..........uiiiiiiiiie ittt eenes $1,500
CSU CommUNIty SEIVICE USE ...ttt e $1,500 (max.) or Actual Cost *
CSU Community Service Use—Wireless Communication Facility (Type Il reVIEW) .........cocceieiiiieiiiiiieeeninenn, $750
CSU Community Service Use—Wireless Communication Facility (Minor Quasi-Judicial review) ......... Actual Cost *
RESEIVE AEPOSIE ...ttt e e e e ot bt e e e b bt e e ek b et e e ek b et e e e aabee s e nb e e e e e e nba e e e e e nreas $1,000
DR Design Review (Type | review, without Building Permit)............ccceeiiiiiiiiiiiii e $130
DR Design Review (Type | review, with Building Permit)...................... Incl. w/cost of Major Building Permit Review
DR DeSign REVIEW (TYPE T FEVIEW) ...eiiiiieiii ittt ettt ettt ettt ettt e ettt e e s skt et e e s sab bt e e e anbb e e e sebeeeeeabneeeeae $800
DR Design Review (Minor QUASi-JUICIAl FTEVIEW) .......c.oiuiiiiiiiiiiie ittt $1,500
HR Historic Resource AIREration (TYPE | FEVIEW) .......ueiii ittt ettt ettt e et e et e e e s sbbe e e s sabneeeeaaes $500
HR Historic Resource Alteration (Minor QUasi-JUdiCial FEVIEW) ..........ciiiiuiiiiiiiiiiee e $1,500
HR HIStOrC RESOUICE DEIBTION.....ccoitiiiieiiiiie ettt ettt skt e et e e e s bt e e sn et e e sbbn e e e e snneeeas $2,035
HR HiStoric RESOUICE DEMOITION ... ...eiiiiiiiiie ittt st e st et e s sabbe e e sbbn e e e s snnneeas $2,035
HR HiStOriC RESOUICE DESIGNALION ......eiiiiiiiie ettt ettt s bt e s e b e e e et bt e e esbee e s anbb e e e e enebeeeeennns $0
MU MiXed USE OVEIAY REVIEW......ciiiiiiiiitiit ettt ettt e bb et e e s bbe e e s aabee e snbn e e e s snneeeas $1,500
PD Planned Development (Preliminary Plan REVIEW) .........cooiiiiiiiiiiiiieiiiee et $2,615
PD Planned Development (Final Plan REVIEW)...........eii ittt $3,245
WG Willamette Gre@NWAY REVIEW .......ciiuiiiiiiiiiie ettt ettt ettt ettt e ekttt e e sttt e e e sabe e e e s aabb e e e e aateeessbaeeeeaa $1,500
WQR Water Quality Resource (Type | review, without Building Permit).............cccoeuveieiniiieniiieee e $130 **
WQR Water Quality Resource (Type | review, w/Building Permit) ........ Incl. w/cost of Major Bldg. Permit Review **
WQR Water Quality ReSOUICe (TYPE Il FEVIEW) ....uiiiiiiiiiiee ittt saeneee s $750 **
WQR Water Quality Resource (Minor QUasi-JUdiCial FEVIEW)..........uevieiiiiieeiiiie e $1,500 **
Chapter 19.400 Supplementary Regulations
ADU Accessory DWEIlING UNIt, TYPE L .. .ueiiiiiiiiieeiiiie ettt ettt e st e st e e s st b e e e e abe e e e nnbe e e e e ennnes $860
TAR TranSItioN AFEA REVIEW ......couuiiiiiiiiiiee ittt ettt ettt e ettt e e e sttt e e e sa b et e e e st bt e e e aabb e e e e sbbeeesabeeeeesbbeeeesanes $1,500
TS Temporary SIrUCLUIE (TYPE | FEVIEW) ...cueiiiiiiiiiiee ettt ettt ettt ettt sttt e e s s b et e e s anbe e e saban e e e s annneee s $50
TS Temporary Structure (Minor QUASI-JUAICIAl FEVIEW) ........uueiiiieeiiiiiiiiiiie e s e e e $1,010
Chapter 19.600 Conditional Uses
ADU Accessory DWEIING UNIt, TYPE 2. ..uiiiiiiiiieei ittt ettt ettt sttt et e et et e e st bt e e s sabe e e e e sabee e s sanneeeeaas $1,770
(O I @do] aTo [ 10T F= | I - =R $1,500
Chapter 19.700 Variances, Exceptions, and Home Improvement Exceptions
| S o= o] o] TP PP PP PR $1,500
HIE HOome IMProvement EXCEPLION ......ccoiiiiii ettt ettt e ettt e et bt e e s sbb et e e s saneee s sabneeeeanes $800
VR VarianCe (TYPE [l FEVIEW).....coiuiiiieiiiiite ettt ettt ettt ekttt e e s et e e e e s s b bt e e e aa bt et e e aab e e e aabb et e e enbneeeeannnes $800
AItIONAI FESEIVE HEPOSIL......eei ittt et bt e e et b et e e s sk be e e e e st b et e e s san e e e s anbbeeeeabbeeeeeas $700
VR Variance (Minor QUAaSI-JUAICIAl FEVIEW) ........ouuiiiiiiiiie ettt ettt et e e e $1,500
Chapter 19.800 Nonconforming Uses
DD Director’s Determination of NONconforming SItUALION ...........eeeiiiiie i $50
NCU Nonconforming Use/Structure (TYPE Il FEVIEW) .....ouueiiiiiiiieeiiiiiee ettt et e e e e $800

NCU Nonconforming Use/Structure (Minor Quasi-JudiCial FeVIEW) .........cc.eeiiiiiiieiiiiie e $1,500
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Chapter 19.900 Amendments

CPA Comprehensive Plan/Map AMENAMENT..........coiiiiiiiiieiee e s ccciie e e e e e s e st e e e e e e e s s sstaraeeeaaeeessssnraeseeesenannns $3,210
Ao 1o 1 g [o @ (o [ F=TaTotc R AN o ¢ =T T [n V=T o] RS $3,210
ZC Zoning Map Amendment (aka "Zone Change") ..o e e e e $3,210
Ballot Measure 56 Notice (for Zone Amendment or Zone Change)......Actual Cost ($1 per affected property, $35 minimum)
LRSIy YN0 [T Lo 1) | PR $500
Chapter 19.1000 Administrative Provisions
AP Appeal to City Planning CommisSION/City COUNCIl..........ccuuuiiiiiee it e s e e e e e e s e e e e e e $505
DI Planning DireCtor INtEIPretAtiON ...........cccuurieiiee e e e e eciitiee e e e e e e s st e e e e e e s s s et et e e e e aeeessasssebaeeeeaeessasbaseeeeaeesesannnrnnenes $100
Chapter 19.1400 Transportation Planning, Design Standards, and Procedures
TPR Transportation Plan ReVIEW (TYPE | TEVIEW) ......ccoiiiiiiiiieee ettt e e e e s e e e e e e e s s nnnraneeaeeeas $150 **
TPR Transportation Plan ReVIEW (TYPE Il FTEVIEW) ......coiciiiiiieie et e e st e e e e e e e e ee e e e $750 **
TPR Transportation Plan Review (Minor QUasi-JUdiCial FEVIEW) ..........ceieieeiiiiiiiiiieeee e ccciieee e e e snvaeee e e $750 **
PN [o [1 o) o P U =TT =T AV o =Y oL L | SRR $750 **
Chapter 19.1500 Boundary Changes (Annexations)
YN AN ] 1= Lo g I (ST 010 (=T ) SRR $100
A Annexation (Nonexpedited with no Zone Change or Comp Plan Amendment) ...........cccoccvvveeeeeeeeiivciinneeeeenn, $100
A Annexation (Nonexpedited: Zone Change ONIY)......ceii i e e e s s nrar e e e e e e e as $100
A Annexation (Nonexpedited: Zone Change and Comp Plan Amendment).........cccccceeveeeiiiiiiinieeceeeeee s, $3,210

Title 17 Land Division

DD Director’s Determination Of Legal LOt STAUS ........ccooiiiiiiiiiiiie ittt $50
ELD EXpedited Land DiIVISION..........uuiiiieeiiiiiiiiiiiie e sttt et e e e s s s st eee e e ae e e s s st aeeeeaeeessansstaaeeeeaeeseasseenenaeesssansnnes $4,125
FP Minor Land Partition (FINAI PIAL) ........oouiiiiiiiiie ettt e e sbre e e e e $150
FP SUDAIVISION (FINAI PIAL) ....cittiiie ittt ettt ettt e e st bt e e st b et e e aabe e e e e sabbeeeeeanbeeeeeans $150
I O3 Mo @70] 0 1o T F- 11 (o] ¢ RO P PP PPPPPPPPPRPPRT $250

AItIONAI FESEIVE HEPOSIL. ... ceiiiiiiee ittt e bt e e s bt et e e e sk be e e e e sa b et e e s san e e e s aabbeeeeabbeeeesas $250
I Y g To) g = g o I o= U] o] O TP PP TP PP PPPPPPPPPPRT $750

AdItIONAI FESEIVE HEPOSIL. .....eeiiiiiiiie ittt e b et e s aab b et e e st b et e e sbe e e e sbbe e e e s annnneas $1,000
PLA Property LiNe AGJUSTMENT .......oiiiiii ittt ettt ettt ettt e e sttt e e st b et e e s sabe e e e s aabe e e e e sabee e s snbeeeeeabbeeeenaas $640
R PATIION REPIAL. ... .eeeeeiiteeee ittt ettt e e sttt e e sk b e e e e e bbbt e e s ekt et e e sb b et e e e anbbeeeesbbeeeesanbneeeean $500

AAItIONAI FESEIVE HEPOSIL. .....eeiiiiiieei ittt e et bt e e st b et e e e ah b et e e e st be e e e e saneeesanbbeeeeabbeeeenas $500
R SUBAIVISION REPIAL ...ttt ettt e e e st e e e st b e e e e ek bt e e e s abe e e s aabeeeeesabneeeeaanbneeeeans $500

AdItIONAI FESEIVE HEPOSIL. ....eeiiiiiiie ittt e st e e sabe et e e sabb et e e sbe e e e ssbe e e e e annnneas $1,000
S Subdivision (PrelimiNary PIAL) ...........coo ittt et e b e e e e nbee e e s e $2,630
SV SHEEL OF PIAt VACALION .....ccoiiiiiie ittt e e et e e e et b e e e ekt e e e bbe e e e e anbee e e e annreas $1,905
Extension of Planning ComMMISSION APPIOVAL........cocuuiiiiiiiiii ettt ettt ebe e s e e e e $40

Title 14 Signs

o |01 0= 3 ST $1,500
Community Service Use Sign Review (Minor Quasi-Judicial reVIEW) ..........ccccuvveeeeeeeeiiiciiireeee e Actual Cost *
Sign Permit Review (see Reviews, Inspections, and Preapplication Conferences below)
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Other fees

M-37 Property Value Reduction Claims (Ballot MEASUIE 37) ......cooiiiiiiiiiiiie ittt $1,515
(Fee will be refunded if applicant prevails. If claim is denied, additional money may be required to cover
contract-attorney or appraiser costs, as determined by City Manager.)

TP Tree Permit (major pruning or removal of trees in the public right-0f-way) ........cccoociiii e $35
Technical Report Review (Traffic, Wetlands, Geotechnical, Hydrology, etc):
ot o L= INo | B YA o4 G o (=T o= 1= Lo ) o SRS Actual Cost *
Yo [0 [1 o] g F= U =TT =T V=T 0 =T o T 1 | S $1,000
o Review Of TEChNICAI REPOIT.......uiiiiiei e e e e e e e s s e e e e e e e snenreees Actual Cost *
Reserve deposit:
L 1 1o SRS $2,500
L AN | ] 1 1= £ $1,000
Variance from Clear ViSiON STANAAIAS ...........cuuuuiiiiiiiiiiiee et e e e et s e e e e e e sa e e e e e e e s eesraaneeess $1,500
Z0NING CONFIMMEALTION LEIIET ......eiiiieieeeeeite ettt ettt sttt e e skttt e e aabe et e e s abb e e e e ebe e e e e sabbb e e e s annbeeesnnnneeeas $50
Discounts for Land Use Applications
Two or more applications .................... No discount for most expensive application—50% discount for all others ***
Senior citizens and I0W INCOME CItIZENS .........uviiiiiiie e 25% discount (50% for appeals) ****
NDA-sponsored land use applications related t0 PArks ...........ocuviiiiiiiie i Fees waived

Deposit Information

In some cases, reserve deposits are collected to ensure that the City’s actual costs are covered. Deposits will be
refunded relative to actual costs, and additional money may be required if actual costs exceed the deposit
amount. Deposits collected as part of Type Il land division applications (such as Minor Land Partitions, Lot
Consolidations, and Replats) are generally refunded if the application is not elevated to the level of Minor Quasi-
Judicial review. However, part or all of the deposit may be kept (based on actual costs) if the application is
deemed to warrant an extraordinary level of staff time and resources. This applies only to reserve deposits—
base fees are nonrefundable.

Notes

*  Actual cost to be determined by Planning Director or Engineering Director

**  Water Quality Resource and Transportation Plan Review applications may also require additional Technical
Report Review.

*** Applies to applications which relate to the same parcel of land and which will be considered at the same
Planning Commission meeting.

**rx Seniors must be at least 62 years of age. Low-income citizens may qualify for reduced fees by filing the same
application used to apply for reduced sewer and water rates.

Reviews, Inspections, and Preapplication Conferences

Building Permit REVIEW (SNOM).....cciiiiiie ittt ettt e e e st e e e sttt e e e s bt e e e e atbee e e e sstaeeetbeeeeesstaeeeeansaeeeeansres $25
Building Permit REVIEW (IVINOT) ...ceeiuiiiee ittt ettt e sttt e e ettt e e ettt e e e sttt e e e sstaeaeasntaeeeaantbeeeeasbeeeeeasteeaeeansaeeeeansres $95
BUilding Permit REVIEW (IMJOT) .....eiiuueiieeiiiieeeitieeeestiee e e sstteeeesstteeeeesstaeeeasstaeeeesstaeeeestaeeesaasbeeeeassaeaessnsaeeeesassneeessns $130
PlanNing INSPECLION FEE ....ueiiiiiiiiee ettt e e st e e e sttt e e e sttt e e e sta e e e e antbeeeeasbeeessbeeeeesstaeaeeansaeeesansres $50
= o] o] lor= (o] gl @d0) ) =1 =10 ot PR UUPRRRRRRR $125
Preapplication Conference with TranSportation REVIEW ...........c..uuiiiiiiiiiiiiiie et e e $200
SIGN PEIMIL REVIEW ... .eiiieiiiiee ettt ettt e e e sttt e e e sta e e e e s bt ee e e e tbeeaesssbeeaesssbeeeesstaeeeesnsbaeennins $95/sign type

Sign Permit Review (Daily Display or “sandwich board” Sign) ..........ccooiooiiiiiiiiiiaa e $25
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Materials

Many materials are available online for free at www.ci.milwaukie.or.us/departments/planning/planning.html.
Contact Planning staff for additional information.

o a1 To I @] o 110 =1 o ol SR PERPRN $13
(O70] 10T o] =1 a =T ISY AV =T = Vo RSP $15

Comprehensive Plan or Zoning Ordinance Map:

e 11x17 handout (Black & WHIte/COIOr)...........ccuiiiiiiee ettt et No charge/$2
o GIS maps (e.g., ZoNiNg Map).......ccceeerriireeeiriiieeeeniieee e Full sheet $45; see Engineering fees for other sizes
L =1 01T T= SR (3 o T o 1 To 1 = o ) IS All sizes $5
Comprehensive Plan ancillary documents: (most not available online)

o Ardenwald Park MASLEN PIAN .........uiiiiiiiie ettt e e et e e et e e e ettt e e e ss b e e e e snbaeessbeeeesanbeeeeenneees $2
e Downtown and Riverfront Land Use Framework PIan...............ueiiiiioi e $25
o Elk Rock Island Natural Area Management PIAN............coooiiiiiiiiiii e $8
L 0] o= o T = 1 1Y = 1] (=T - o SRS $5
LI o To] 0 oY oo Lol o= 1y QY = 1S3 1Tl o o SRR $1
e Johnson Creek Resources Management PIan ............ooiii ittt e e e ee e eas $15
o Lake RoOAd MUIMOTAI PIAN ........uiiiiiiieiiiieie et e e e e e e s et e e e e e e s s aasbeeereaeeesssteaeeeaeeeseannrnenees $8
o Lewelling Community Park MASTEI PIAN ........cooiiiiiiiiiiiiicc et e e e e e e s ae e e e e snnnrneeeees $1
L o4 1 g @1 =Tl = g o T PSPPSR $25
L o)1 o WO o (=T 1Y =T (=Y gl o = Lo PR STPRR $15
L oo 1 = 1 QY = ] 1=l =T o SRR $2
LY 1 o T == T QLY. TS (=T gl = o S S $5
o Springwater Corridor MASIE PIAN.........c..uuiiiiiie et e e e e e e e e s et e e e e e e e s s saneaeeeaeeesesnnrrrneees $8
o Transportation SYSIEM PlaN.........cuuiiiiiiiiie ettt e e st e e e st e e e s s tbaeeessstaeeesanbeeeessbaeeeessaeeaeanns $32
o Water TOWEr Park MaSter PIAN.........cooi ittt e ettt e e e e e e s ettt e e e e e e e ssseaeeeaeeeeesnneneeees $2
o WIChIta Park MASLEE PIAN........coiiiiiiiei ittt e ettt e e e ettt e e e e ab et e e e anbe e e e e abeeesanbe e e e e nnbeeeeennnes $2
Y Yo RS r= 1 (=T L= oL (o] =N o7 Vo 1) No charge
ST [o (@] o 10 T= g ot PRSP $5
(= T o [ D 1AV IS To] g @ (o [] g = o Lo = PP TRP $5
Downtown Design Guidelines (Black & WHIt€/COIOr) .........ceeeiiiiiiiiieiii e e e e e e e s s e e e e e ennns $10/$35
Downtown and Riverfront PUbliC Area REQUIFEMENTS .......ccieiiiiiiiieieiee e e e ee st tie e e e e s s strree e e e e e e e s snnre e e e e e e ennnnnrenneees $16
Other informational handouts (10 PAgES OF I€SS) ...ccciiiuuiiiiiiie e e i e e s r e e e e e e e e e e e e snraeeeaee s No charge

Other informational handouts (OVEr 10 PAGES) . .uuuiriieeeiiieiieeieeeeeeiesitteeeeeee e e s s sstareeereeeeessssssraeeraaaeessnnsreneeeeessannnns At cost
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BUILDING

Section I. Residential Building Permits
A. Structural Permits—Valuation shall be calculated in accordance with OAR 918-050-0100.

1. Permit Fee
Permit fees from calculation of total valuation from the square footage of the improvement

30 0SSR UPR $18.75
BBOL-B2,000........ecueeeeeueeeieeee et et e et ettt e ettt eae bt ee e et e e bt eneeare e e e ereeteereeneeeneens $18.75 plus $2.89 per $C over $5C to $2K
$2,001-525,000......0cuueerieiiieaiieaitee et e e e ee e ae e e e e aaeesraeenreeenes $62.10 plus $11.54 per $K over $2K to $25K
$25,001-$50,000...... ... $327.52 plus $8.58 per $K over $25K to $50K

$50,001-$100,000.... .$542.02 plus $5.77 per $K over $50K to $100K

$100,001 and up......... $830.52 plus $4.88 per $K over $100K
Y LT 0T 0 o 1= T (== RS SPROPRUR $75.00
b | VL (= U o P T T oY T o OSSO 65% of the permit fee
3. Plan Review Fees Required/Requested by Changes, Additions, Revisions...........ccc.ccecuen... $70.00/hr. (min. charge 1 hr.)
4. Third Party Plan Review Fee (for transfer of plan review to a third party).........cc........ 10% of the permit fee ($65.00 min.)

B. Mechanical Permits—Fees per current Mechanical Permit application
MINIMIUM PEIMIE FEE ...ttt bt a bbbt b e h e h e oAbt e h e b e ea e b e e bt e bt ehe e bt et e b e nb e et s bt e et et e st e $60.00

1. HVAC

For the installation of:

a. Air handling unit including ducts:
(0TI (o I K0 1 0010 1) {3 DO OO PP PP PPRRPTPRN
OVEr 10,000 CfMLuerrriiiiiiiii s
Air conditioning/heat pump (site plan required).......................
Alteration of existing HVAC SyStem ..........cccovveeiiieeeinieeennnnn.
BOIIEITCOMPIESSON ...ttt ettt ettt bttt b et e ekt e e ekt E e ee e e h e et e bt e et e e bt et et skt e et neeenneereaenenneen
Install/relocate/replace furnace/burner including ductwork and vent:
UP 10 100,000 BTU/H.....eueeieeieeeiieie ettt ettt sttt e bt e bt e ae e st e e s et ebe e £t em e e eheem b e eme e b e ebeemeeemeesbeenteneeenneenneaneenneen
OVET 100,000 BTU/H ...ttt b ettt h bbbt h e bt e b e bt e st b e et e bttt ekt et nieenbe e b saeenbeen
f.  Install/relocate/replace heaters (room, suspended, wall- or floor-mounted) ..
0. Vent for Other than fUMMACE .........couiiie et e e et e e et e e e ab e e s asteeeasteeeaastaeesaaseaeesnsaeeeansaeanan

cooo

2.  Environmental Exhaust and Ventilation
For the installation of:

= T AN o o] 1= U (o= I =Y o PRSP
D, DIyer @XNAUST.......ccoiiie et
c. Each hood that is served by a mechanical exhaust or air conditioning..........
d. Exhaust system with single duct (bath fan) each ...........c.ccccooviiiiiininicnnn
e. Exhaust system apart from heating or air CONAIIONING.........ccouiiiiiiiie e e e s e e s rreeeesnreeeans

3. Fuel Piping and Distribution
a. LPG-NG-Oil fuel piping:
(OO (o R N o101 = S (el [0 o (=0 = T = U | ISP $22.00
EQCh additioNal OULIEE OVEE 4 .........oiiiiieeeee ettt b ettt e e h et e ebe e s b e e e ket et e e asbeeanneennneenneeens $2.00

4. Other Listed Application or Equipment
- T B 1= Toto ) = LAV 1= o] Fo ot o g T T o SRS $35.00
o TR Lo Yo To £y (oY= o1 1o A=) (0 1Y SRR $47.00
c. For each appliance or piece of equipment regulated by the code but not classed in other appliance categories, for
which no other fee is listed in this code, or for which there is an alteration or extension of an existing mechanical
L5251 (] 1 USRS $18.50
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5. Stand-alone Fire Suppression Systems (requires a backflow device installed by licensed plumbing contractor or
persons exempt from licensing)
(0T TR 1 A0 (o T2 0[O o T TR $90.00
2,001 sq. ft. to 3,600 sq. ft. ...
3,601 sq. ft. to 7,200 sq. ft. ...
B7,201 SO. Tl ANG GIEALET ....vieuieeiiteeti ettt ettt a s st h bbbt bt e e Rt h e et a e st et he bt bt h e bttt ene b

C. Plumbing Permits—Fees per current Plumbing Permit application

1. Total Bathrooms Per Dwelling
1 bath dwelling (includes 1 kitchen)
2 bath dwelling (includes 1 kitchen)
3 bath dwelling (includes 1 kitchen)
Additional BathrOOM/KITCREN .........iii ettt st ettt e bt e st essbeesbeeesbeeenbeeanbeesnneenneeans
Includes the first 100 ft. of water piping, sanitary and storm sewer lines, hose bibs, icemakers, underfloor low point drains,
and rain drain packages that include the piping, gutters, downspouts, and perimeter system.

2. Additions, Alterations, AN0 REPAITS......ccuiieiiieeeiiie ettt e et e e s e e st e e e steeeaaaaeeesrseeeeasteeeaassaaeeasseeessseeeeaanseaesnseees $16.75/fixture
3. BUIlAING SEWET CONNECTION . .iiitieiiieiie ettt et et e et e s e et e s teeaseeesseeasteessteesteeasteeanteeaseeanseeasseenseeesseeanseeasseennsenseeansesanes $57.00

4. Multipurpose or Continuous Loop Fire Suppression Systems
0 sqg. ft. to 2,000 sq. ft. ..........
2,001 sq. ft. to 3,600 sq. ft. ...
3,601 sq. ft. to 7,200 sq. ft. ...
B7,201 SO. Tl ANG GIEALET ....vieu ettt ettt h st h bt bbbt bt e Rt st et n e st h e he et h e h et nen s

LT Y T o YTy LU T e T o =T L A =T OSSP RPRPPRN $60.00
D. Other Inspections and Fees

1. Inspections outside of normal bUSINESS NOUIS .....c..eiiiiiiiiiiiieec e $98.00/hr. (min. charge 2 hrs.)
(Must be preapproved by applicant)

2. Inspections for which no fee is specifically iNdiCated ..........cccviiiiiiiiiiie e $68.00/hr.
(Must be preapproved by applicant)

LG T = L= 0 1Y o =T £ o o I (=TS USPROURS $58.00/hr.
N (e o] o Tod=T 0 =T o ] Lo RSP PRR $23.00/sheet
5. The minimum fE@ SNAIl De. ... e e esn e e e ere e $50.00
6. INVESTIGALION FEE .o e et e e et eeraeeeans Amount of subject permit fee
7. Temporary Certificate Of COMPIETION ...ouiii it s e e st e e e s e e e e saat e e e ssaeeeessteeeaasaeeeensseeeenseneeanns $50.00

E. Manufactured Dwelling and Cabana Installation Permits— All jurisdictions in the Tri-County area shall charge a single fee for
the installation and set-up of manufactured homes. This single fee shall include the concrete slab, runners, or foundations when
they comply with the prescriptive requirements of the Oregon Manufactured Dwelling standard, electrical feeder and plumbing
connections, and all cross-over connections.

L INSTAITALION PEOIMIIT ...ttt b et b et b e s et e a e e bt e bt e et et e e et e bt e et e b e e b e ee et e e nbe e resanenbeenenenen $445.00
A = Vg 4 T [ L =T 1S T o = U 1o Yo PSSR $135.00
LT = (=11 4 1Y o =Tt £ o IO U ST PP PT U T U U PP UTORTPSUPROPPURRUPION $135.00

4. Statewide code development, training and monitoring fee (in addition to all other manufactured dwelling fees
F= QLo o] T T 1= S $30.00
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Section Il. Commercial/Industrial Building Permits

A. Structural Permits—Valuation shall be calculated in accordance with OAR 918-050-0110.

1.

5.

Permit Fee
Permit fees from calculation of total valuation from the square footage of the improvement

BEOL-B2,000....... e cueeeeeneeeieeeee e ate ettt e ettt e e ate e e eae ettt e ate e teere e bt eneeaaeanteaneenneeneeaneaneaas $18.75 plus $2.89 per $C over $5C to $2K

$2,001-$25,000........ $62.10 plus $11.54 per $K over $2K to $25K
$25,001-$50,000......c.00cueiueiiieeriiniee ettt $327.52 plus $8.58 per $K over $25K to $50K
$50,001-F100,000.......000ccicuiieieriieeeieeeeeeteeeeette e e e e e e e et e e e et e e e e e e e e e e aaaeeeanees $542.02 plus $5.77 per $K over $50K to $100K
$100,001 and up.......... $830.52 plus $4.88 per $K over $100K
YT 0T o 1= T (== OSSR $75.00
INTLIAl PIAN REVIEW FEES .....eeiiiiiiiie ettt ettt e e e e st e e s sttt e e anbe e e s snteeeennteeesanneeens 65% of the permit fee
Plan Review Fees Required/Requested by Changes, Additions, ReviSionS........cc.cccoceeeennne $70.00/hr. (min. charge 1 hr.)
Fire and Life Safety Plan Review Fee (commercial Only) ........cccccooeriiiiieriniiie i 40% of structural permit fee

(Based on valuation of total improvements or $50.00/hr. to review a Fire and Life Safety Master Plan)
(Hourly charge must be approved by Applicant)

Seismic Site Hazard RePOIrt REVIEW .......ccceiiiiieiiiiie e eiee e envee e 1% of total structural and mechanical fees

B. Mechanical Permits—Valuation shall be calculated on the value of the equipment and installation costs.

1.

2.

3.

Use this section for commercial installation, replacement or relocation of nonportable mechanical equipment or
mechanical work not covered previously. Indicate the value of all mechanical labor, materials, and equipment.
Permit Fee:

B (oI L1000 ST P PP TSP PPPR $60.00
$5,001 10 $L0,000.....ueueeririeteeetereeieeeeie ettt ettt ettt ettt e sttt b et ber bt n bbb nenn $60.00 plus $1.71 per $C over $5K

$10,001 to $100,000.... $145.50 plus $10.50 per $K over $10K
$100,001 and up......... $1,090.50 plus $7.25 per $K over $100K
Y T 0T o 1= T (== SR SUROPRUR $60.00
PLAN FEVIBW FE ...ttt ettt ettt n e nne e 25% of mechanical permit fee
Plan Review Fees Required/Requested by Changes, Additions, Revisions............ccccceeeuene. $70.00/hr. (min. charge 1 hr.)

C. Plumbing Permits

1.
2.

L Tod o DG UL T RSP PPRP

L =TS o =] 10 I T SR

a. Catchbasin......ccc..........

b. Drywellseach........cccccccoviiinnnnnen.

c. Footing drain (per 100 lin. ft.)......

d. Rain drain connector..................

L= T |V -V g o[ TS = - Vo o SR
LT o TT o T (o= e 0L I T i TSRS PRSURPTRN $62.00
BUilding SEWErS (PO 100 [N, FL.) .eeiiiiiieiieeiieeiie ettt ee et et st et et eeste e e steeaseeesseeanseeenbeessbeesseeesseesneeeaseeanseeanseesreennes $62.00
INitial Plan REVIEW FEES ......oiiiiiiii ettt ettt et e e st e e st e s sneeeeenees 30% of the Plumbing permit fees
Plan Review Fees Required/requested by Changes, Additions, or Revisions .........cccccceevveeeens $70.00/hr. for commercial
T oY Ty a LU T T o T=T o L =Y USRS PR PSPPI $60.00

Medical Gas Permits: Valuation shall be calculated on the value of the equipment and installation costs.

Medical Gas Permit Fees:

30 X 0O PSSR $60.00
B5,001-F10,000........eeiueeeeemeerteeteeteente et ate e et ee ettt eae et et e bt e et e e bt ene e bt et e ene e et ereeneeeneeeaenres $60.00 plus $1.71 per $C over $5K
$10,001-FL100,000......0ccuueeiieraieearieaieesieeeieeseeesreeesteeabee st e e sree et e e te e aeenreeanreeabeennaaenreas $145.50 plus $10.50 per $K over $10K

$100,001 and up......... $1,090.50 plus $7.25 per $K over $100K
T T aTO T T o1 4L 1= SRR $60.00
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D. Other Inspections and Fees

1. Inspections outside of normal buSiNeSS hOUIS ........cocoiiiiiiiiiiic e $98.00/hr. (min. charge 2 hrs.)
(Must be preapproved by applicant)

2. Inspections for which no fee is specifically iINAICAted ..........ccueiiiiiiiiiiiii e $68.00/hr.
(Must be preapproved by applicant)

G I o LT 1=y o= 1] 40 Yo T 1= SR $58.00/hr.
4. REPIACEMENT SNEELS .....eiiiiiiieti ettt b bt s bttt b e e et b e bt sa e r ettt een e r et $23.00/sheet
5. The minimum fEE SHAIl D ...ttt nr e enes $50.00
6. INVESTIGALION FEE ..ottt e Amount of subject permit fee
7. Temporary CertifiCate Of OCCUPANCY ..ooccuiiiiiiiii e et et et e st e e s e e e st e e e sse e e e anteeeeanseeeeanseeeeanseeeeereeeeeanneeeeannees $180.00
8. ChanQe Of USE/OCCUPANCY .....viiuiiiiiiiiitieite ittt ettt ettt sb et et b et b bt eae e e bt et e bt et e e bt e s bt e e e nb e e bt s bt e eeenreenreeenas $300.00

E. Deferred Submittal Fee (in addition to project plan review fee)
(@72 3= E 0170 1 0 OO S $250.00 + 10% of deferred item permit fee
per deferred submittal (minimum $300.00)

F. Phased Permit Fee (in addition to project plan review fee)
(OAR 918-050-0160) ....ccuvereerurireeiiereeiieeeeareeessneeeeseeeeasnseeessseeeesseeessnseeessnseees $250.00 + 10% of total project permit fee per phase
(minimum $300.00, not to exceed $1,500 per phase)

Section Ill. Permit Related Fees
A. A State surcharge shall be collected in an amount as required by State law.

B. Electrical permit fees shall be as adopted in Resolution 19-2003, adopted by the City Council on May 6, 2003 (effective
July 1, 2003) with the following exceptions:

1. The state surcharge shall be the amount required by State law as noted in Section Ill.A of this resolution.
2. The Minor Labels program will be deleted as required by SB 512 and SB 587.

C. House Moving/Demolition Permits

B2 010 L0 T TR P o gl 1= PSSP

Each additional 1,000 sq. ft..........

PlaN REVIEBW FEE ...ttt bbbt e bt s e e s b et e b e e e bt e er e e s ba e e be s e b e e s b e e s e nanes
D.  PrefabriCated SIFUCTUTES ......ciiiiiiiei ettt et e b et e e s b e e sae e e nneesaneenane e e
E.  TEMPOTAIY SITUCTUIES ...cueiiiiiiiii sttt a e sb e e s b e s a e e b e s e b e e s e sbe e (Per current permit fees)
F. Manufactured Dwelling Parks and Mobile HOme Parks ........cccccvveveviereiiiee e Per current State of Oregon permit fee

(OAR. Division 650.Table 1) plus 30%

G. Recreational Parks and Organizational CampPs ......cccccvieeiiiireeiiieeesiee e seeeesiaeeesneee e Per current State of Oregon permit fee

(OAR.Division 650.Table 1) plus 30%
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H.

Miscellaneous Building Valuations

1. Retaining Walls

To 8 ft. high, INCIUAING FOOTING. ......eeetiiieti ettt nr et e ee s $254.00/lin. ft.

(@Y oI 1 o o | o TSSO OPRROSRPRRS $276.00/lin. ft.
2. Fences

OVET 6 ft. 10 8 ft. NG .ttt ettt b et $15.00/lin. ft.

3. Concrete Slabs on Grade Foundations—For house moves, modular buildings, pole buildings, etc.
Plain concrete:

$3.00/sq. ft.
$3.10/sq. ft.
$3.25/sq. ft.
Add $1.15/sq. ft.

4. Crawl Space Foundations
FOr houSE MOVES, MOTUIAT, BIC. ....iiiiiiie e e et e e et e e e st e e s nteeeean e e e eneeeenseeeeenseeeeanseeeeaneneennnes $7.50/sq. ft.

5. Accessory Buildings

KA a1 Yo T =] - o SRS $55.00/sq. ft.
R V71 oW o Yo T - Lo USSR $28.00/sq. ft.

6. Pole Buildings

Up to and including 14-ft. eave height $32.00/sq. ft.

L@ Y B Ao =T T ) OSSR $45.00/sq. ft.
For insulation:
ROOFAA ...ttt h ettt b e bbbttt h et e bt b e et nbe et ne s $.35/sq. ft.
S Fo o R o [ ST USRUROPI $.35/sq. ft.
RV 1 o[ PR $.35/sq. ft.

For slabs on grade see Section Il.H.3 for fees

7. Swimming Pools (pool only/deck extra)
(@ o3 =1 (=0 e U o1 S $70.00/sq. ft.
LTS ol o =1 (oA T (o TU g Vo SRR $45.00/sq. ft.

Section IV. In-Fill and Grading

A.

In-Fill and Grading Permit Fees

LT O o0 o T3 = L0 S0 =TT SRRSO No charge
L (o T K0 [0 ol¥ o (oY 1o [OOSR OU ORI $35.00
101 t0 1,000 CUDIC YAIUS ......vivieiiiitiettete ettt ettt h e h et ekttt h e bt et eb e e e eh e e bt et ekt e et nb e nb e et sae e bt en et e nne e $45.00
1,001 to 10,000 cubic yards e e eeeieeeieeeeee e i e e e e aaaeaaaesaaaaaas $65.00

10,001 cubic yards or more Total hourly cost*

*Cost to include supervision, overhead, equipment, hourly wages, and benefits of employees involved

In-Fill and Grading Plan Review Fees

LT O o0 o T3 = L0 S0 =TSSR No charge
LN (o I 0O I oW o o= o SRS $35.00
101 to 1,000 cubic yards...............

1,001 to 10,000 cubic yards

10,001 cubic yards or more Total hourly cost*

*Cost to include supervision, overhead, equipment, hourly wages, and benefits of employees involved
Other Inspections and Fees
1. Inspections outside normal bUuSINESS hOUIS ........ccciiiiiiiiiiiiic e $75.00/hr. (min. charge 2 hrs.)
R = 1 1Y o 1= 1] 40 Yo T =TSSR $75.00/hr.

3. Inspections for which no fee is specifically INAICAtE .........ccooiiiiiiiiii e $75.00/hr.
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ENGINEERING

Inspections and Permits

RiIght-0f-Way INSPECHION POIMIL.......iiiiiie ittt e e e e s e e e s b et e e s etbeeeesastaeeesssbaeeeasbaeeeesntaeeeesasseeeeains $135
RIGNT-Of-WaY USE POIMT. ...eeiiiiiiiie ittt et e et e e e e e e e st e e e e s tte e e e e stbe e e e e asbeeeeeasbaeeasbeeeeeastaeaeennteeaeeansees $30
Subdivision Const. Inspect. (Street/Sewer/Water/Storm Sewer) ...........c....... 5.5% of Total Const. Cost (min. $500)
Public Impvts. Const. Inspection (Comml./Ind./Misc. DeV.) ........ccccceeeeeeennnne 5.5% of Total Const. Cost (min. $500)
Street OPENING INSPECHION FEE.....uuiiiiiiiiie ettt s et e e sttt e e e stb e e e e e srbaeeeesstaeeeestaeeeasbaeeeesnbaeeeesnsseeeeens $85
Right-of-way/Street Opening Reinspection (beyond standard of 2 for R-O-W and 1 for street opening).............. $85
Street Opening Deposit ..........ceeeveeeiiiiiiiiieeneannnn. $1,500 (Performance bond amount at discretion of City Engineer)
Right-of-Way Usage for Wireless Communication Facility............ccccccceeennne $250/month per antenna per utility pole
Sewer INSPECLION (FESIAENTIAIY .......eiieiiiiiee ittt e e s e e e st e e e s stb e e e e s sstaeeesssbaeeeesntaeesasbaeeeesnsaneeesnssneaenns $57
YA Y= =) S RSP STPRR $57
MOVING BUITAINGS.....coviiiieiiieciic ettt sttt sane $200 + $65/hr. staff time + $1,000 deposit
Materials (Engineering)
PUDIC WOTKS STANTAITS ......eteiieiieiiie ettt ettt ettt ekttt e e b e e e s st e e e sab e e sabe e e abbe e ebe e e sbbeesabeeebeeesnbeaennneas $30
Transportation DESIGN MaNUAN ..........coiiuiiiiiiiiiie ettt e et e e e st e e e s atbe e e e s sstaeeeesstaeeeesbbeesasteeeessnsaeeeesnsseneesns $5
ACTIAI MAPS (AI1 SIZES) .vvveiieiiiiie e ittt e ettt s et e e et e e sttt e e s te et e e s tta e e e st ta et e e astaeeeeantee e e e e bt e e e anaa e e e anbaeeeannnaeeeeanraeen $5
2 IO o = 1L BT PRSP $5
oo 1 LT VLIRS 4= PRSP $5
YA i IV A [ a1 o 1= Tox 1T T 1= = PR STPSR $25
Electronic Drawings

PAPEI—all SIZES ... a e e $5-$45/hr. for additional work

(@1 01T (o] 11T L OO P PR UP PR OUPRTPURTRUR $7

Reproduction Charges.........c..ueeiiiiiiiiiiiiieee e $1 for first page/$.10 each additional page

Printed and Electronic Maps (GIS)
Standard selection of GIS maps

U1 IS g 1=T= A 7 R ¥ o OO U PO PP UPP TP $45
172 SNEEE (227 X B4 ) ettt ettt ettt ettt a e b ek bt h e R be e oAb et ek bt e e bt e e eRbe e eE e e eRbe e e ehbeeeabe e e nbbe e e breennreas $35
L/ SNEEE (177 X 227 ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt 4o h e ekt e ek bt e o ket e e Rt e e e R bt e e ek bt e e b et e eRbe e eE e e eRbe e e ehbeeeabe e e ebbeeebneennreas $25
ST 1oL A G A T T OO PSP UPROUPRTT $15
Electronic file (via electronic mail in PDF, JPG, GIF or TIF fOrmats) ........ccuvuiiiiiiiiiiiiieee e $15
Electronic file (for mailed media, which includes postage, handling and media charges)..........cccoccciiiiiiiiiinen. $22
Aerial maps

U1 IS g 1=T= A (07 R ¥ o T OO PO PO UPRT PRI $50
172 SNEEE (227 X B4 ) ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt et a e e bt b et bt ek bt e R b etk At e o ke e e eREe e ot e e eRbe e e ehbeeeabe e e abbe e e beeennreas $40
L/ SNEEE (177 X 227 ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt ekt e h bt e ekt e ek bt e ok et e ek bt e oAb et e ek Ee e e ke e e R b e e eR e e eRbe e e ehbeeeabe e e abaeeebreennreas $30
ST 1oL A R G A A T O U PP UPR TP $20
Electronic file (via electronic mail in PDF, JPG, GIF or TIF fOrmats) ........ccuvviiiiiiiiiiiieieece e $15
Electronic file (for mailed media, which includes postage, handling and media charges)...........ccoccccieiiiiiiiinnen. $22
Custom maps:

Flat charge per hour plus COSt Of MALETIAIS .......oooiiiiiie e e e e e e b e $55

Electronic file (for mailed media, which includes postage, handling and media charges)...........cccccceiiiiiiiiiiennnnn. $7
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Erosion Control
Technical GUIdAaNCe HanDOOK ...t e e e e e ee e e e e e e nnanes No charge
Minimum Charge for Clearing/CONSIIUCTIONY...........ccuuiie ettt et e e e e stee e e e stae e e e stbeeeessteeeeessbeeeeennsees $75
Minimum charge applies if:
e Over 500 sq. ft. of disturbed soil
e Not in or around a sensitive area (NR Zone, wetlands, conservancies, and streams)
e Value of structure/remodel doesn’t exceed $20,000

Clearing/Construction for Single-Family Residential...............coooiiiiiiiiiiiiie e e $380
Rate if certified IN @roSION CONTIOIY ... .....iiiiiiiie et e e s st e e e stee e e s nnbreeesanneneeas $225
Clearing/Construction for Multifamily Residentiall..............c.uuueiiii i e e e $490
Rate if certified IN @roSION CONTIOIY ... .....ii it st e e s st e e e e sae e e e s sbaeeesanneneeas $335
(additional $40 per % acre over 1 acre)

Clearing/Construction for Subdivision/Commercial/Industrial .............cccoeeeiiiiiiiiiieec e $623
Rate if certified IN EroSION CONTIOIT ... .....oiiiiiiie e e st e e s st e e e saee e e snaeeeeeanneneeas $467
(additional $40 per % acre over 1 acre)

Additional Site Visit (due to cOde ENfOICEMENT) ........viiiiiii e e e e e s r e e e s s st rrreeeaaaeaas $65

*Erosion control certification discount does not apply
**Certification requires 4 hours of training in erosion control every 2 years

WATER

Service and Equipment

Connect Service 5/8" or 3/4" ReSIAeNtial SEIVICE ...........uuiiiiiiiiiiiii et e e e e e $2,460
(00 ] ] LYot AR T =T [T R SRR $2,547
CONNECE SEIVICE L /2" ...ttt ettt ettt e e ettt e e ettt e e e ettt e e e e sstae e e e antaeeeeantbeeeeabeeeeansbaeeeeantaeeesansreas $2,923
(010 ] LYot RS T =T 4TRSS $3,067
Equipment
KT Y T (=) ST T TS OTP PR PU PR PPRTRPPRTOPIN $208
Y 1= Y O TP OP R UPRTOPR $301
I V1= = TSP U PR OP R UPPTOPPP $510
P [ =T TSSO R U PU PR PPTTRUPROPRN $625
LYo L T LAY oY (T gl D= o o E | O PROPR $2000
(Refundable less water usage)
Miscellaneous
Delinquent ACCOUNT—PAST DUE NOTICE........cciiiiiiee ittt e it e ettt e e e sttt e e e st e e e e stae e e e steeeeeassbeeeeassbeeeasbeeeeesstaeeeeansees $10
Delinquent Account—NOtICE Of TEIMINALION ....ccoiiiiiiiiiiiii e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e annreeeeeas $30
Failed Arrangement SNUL-OT ... ...ooi et e e e s e e e e st e e e e s tb e e e atbeeeeeastaeeeeantaeeeeansres $30
After-hours RESTOratioN Of SEIVICE ..........uuieiiiiie ettt e e et e e e e e e e s e abr e e e e e e e e e s anbbbreeeaaaeaas $80
(Monday-Friday 5:00-8:00 p.m.; Saturday and Sunday 8:00 a.m.-5:00 p.m.)
INFOIMALION RESEAICH ...ttt e et e e sttt e e st e e e e aste e e e e saseeeeesseaeesseseeesanseaeeesnnsneeas $44/hr.

Reimbursement DiStriCt FEE .......ouuviiiiiiiiii e To be determined by scope of project
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SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT CHARGES

Transportation System Development Charge (adopted Res. 36-2004, October 4, 2004)

Trip generation rates for each land use type are derived from the Institute of Transportation (ITE) report Trip
Generation (7th Edition, 2003). Trip rates are expressed as vehicle trips entering and leaving a property during
the p.m. peak travel period.

TranSPOrtation SDC.......cccciiiiieii e e e e e e e s e e e e e e s e saararr e e eaeee e s s tbrrereaaeeeearrrareees $1,511.50 per trip

Stormwater System Development Charge (adopted Res. 15-2006, April 18, 2006)
Stormwater unit is equal to 2,706 square feet of impervious surface on the property. Each single-family
residential property is 1 stormwater unit.

Stormwater SDC:

T a g o T E1T 4 =T o | PRSP $267 per stormwater unit
T oTCoA 2T =T o | USSP OPRRUPRRTR $759 per stormwater unit
W e [0 a a1 U= 1T o [PPSR $79 per stormwater unit
1 1 17 SR OUSUPRUP $1,105 per stormwater unit

Wastewater System Development Charge (adopted Res. 44-1994, November 1, 1994)
A wastewater unit is equal to 16 fixture units derived from Table 7-3 of the Oregon Plumbing Specialty Code.
Each residential dwelling unit is 1 wastewater unit.

Wastewater SDC:

REIMDUISEIMENT.......eiiii e e s b e $327 per wastewater unit
IMPIOVEIMENT ...ttt e e e e e s e e e e e e e s e e e e e e e e s e annrnenees $566 per wastewater unit
O T AL et e e et a e e e $893 per wastewater unit

Water System Development Charge (adopted Res. 16-2006, April 18, 2006)

Meter Reimbursemen

Size t Improvement | Administration TOTAL
5/8"x3/4" $492 $409 $69 $970
3/4"x3/4" $738 $613.50 $103.50 $1,455
1" $1,230 $1,022.50 $172.50 $2,425
1.5" $2,460 $2,045 $345 $4,850
2" $3,936 $3,272 $552 $7,760
3" $7,872 $6,544 $1,104 $15,520
4" $12,300 $10,225 $1,725 $24,250
6" $24,600 $20,450 $3,450 $48,500
8" $39,360 $32,720 $5,520 $77,600
$111,55
10" $56,580 $47,035 $7,935 0
$218,25
12" $110,700 $92,025 $15,525 0

Parks and Recreation System Development Charge
Collected for the North Clackamas Parks and Recreation District for residential uses only.

Parks and Recreation SDC:
Single-Family ReSIdential .............oeeiiiiiiiiiiiiiie e $2,078 per dwelling unit
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Multifamily RESIAENTIAL .........eeiiiieeiie e e e $1,712 per dwelling unit
Manufactured Residence (IN PArk)..........eeeeeiiooiiii e $1,734 per dwelling unit
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BUSINESS REGISTRATION

Y= gl FoT o [ o T= R == SRRSO PRRPRR $100
Reduced Standard DASE fEE™ ... e e s e e e aares $40
New business commencing between July 1 and December 31...........oooiiiiiiiiiiiiii e $50
Change in bUSINESS OWNEISNIP FEE ....ueiiiiieeie ettt e et e e e s rbe e e e e st n e e e e abreeeeees $10
(== (o == Tod o TN e I PSRRI $3
Penalty ... $10% of base fee each calendar month and fraction thereof delinquent
Temporary BUSINESS (2 WEEKS OF IESS) ..ottt ettt e e rab e e e sbbn e e e s sanneee s $25
(DN o] [Tor= L (=R (=T ot =T o] S PP PP TP PP PP PP $10

*The purpose of the reduced standard base fee is to provide a cost benefit for small businesses already
registered with the city. First time applicants and start-up businesses are not eligible. To qualify, a registered
business must submit acceptable documentation showing annual gross income (receipts) from the business of
less than $10,000.00 in a calendar year. The only acceptable documentation is the one or two year’s previous
IRS Form 1040 together with a copy of Schedule C (home-based businesses) or Schedule E (rental properties).
If the documents are presented in person, the city will not retain a copy. If the documents are mailed, the copies
will be reviewed and shredded.

The reduced fee is only available to qualified businesses December 1 through January 31 of the renewal year.
All renewals received and/or submitted after January 31 must pay the full standard base fee.

PARKING

Lo a1 ia 1Y == 11 T O TP PP TP PP PP $25
B-MONTN PIrEPAY PEIIMIL ...ttt ettt ettt et e e st e et e e st e e et e skt et e e o bbbt e e e am b e e e e e amb e e e e aabbb e e e s anbbeeeesnnnneeas $125
Parking WIthOUL @ PEIMIL.......coiiiiiii ettt e e e st e e e s bb e e e e bb e e e e e anbe e e e e anbreeeeannees $25
OVEITIME PAIKING .. eeeietieee itttk e ettt e e sh bt e e e oa b et e e e sa ket e e e oo be e e e e o b bt e e e ek b et e e bbb e e e e anbb e e e e anbbeeeeeanbneeann $15
Parking in diSADIET SPACE.......coiuiiiiiiiiiee et $250 min./$600 max.
POLICE

Permits/Licenses

F e [N S0 ] 1= TP PRT PR $372
Alarm Permit—Residential (seniors 60+ exempt from fee reqUIremMent) ..........ooocvieiieiee s $15
ALGIM PEIMIE—BUSINESS.....cie ittt et s et e e e ettt e e s bt et e e s st e e e e sat bt e e s anb b e e e s ansbeeennbbeeesansbeeeesnnbbeeesannnes $21
LCTU ] = 7= Tod (o | £ 18] [0 1K O o 1T ol RS $21
Liquor License (Original APPIICALION)........cuuuieeiieee e e ittt e e e e e e s e e e e e e s s sr e e e e e aesessnsrab e eraeeeesassrneeeeeeeessannnnrnnnnes $108
Liquor License (Name OF OthEr CRANGE) ... ..uuuiiiiie it e e e e e e e s s e e e e e e e s e e ssneeeeeaeeeseannnrrnneees $83
Liquor License (Renewal APPIICALION) .......c..uuiiiiiie i e e e e e e e e e s s st r e e e e e e e e ansreeeeaeeeeseannnrsnneees $36
Liquor License (TeMPOTrary LICENSE) ......cccuuiiiiiiee e e e iecitieiee e e e e e s e sttt e e e e e e s s s st e e aeeess s staaaeeeeeeeesansbaeneeaeeesnannnssnnnees $10

Police Reports

[T E] 0= 1 od T I o <IN o] o )Y $26
Y40 L= o TN 1= L= 0] o) SRS $31
[0 [Tt =T Lo ) o SRR $15
Copy of Field Contact REPOrt (FCR CAId) ......c..uviiiiiieeiiiiiiieie e e e ss st ee e e e s st r e e e e e s e e e e e e e e s snteaeeeaeeeasannrnennees $5
Police Services

False Alarm ReSPONSE (fIFSE tNIEE).....ccii i e e e e s e e e e e e e srn b eereeeeeeeean No charge
False Alarm Response (each alarm after third) .............ueeriiio i e $160
V2] 1] = T ] Lo 10T o SRR $50
[T [T 6 T 1] o SRR $10
Loud Party ReSPONSE—FIrSt FESPONSE. ... ..uuuiiiiieeeiiiitieiie et e e e s e st e e e e s s s st reeeeeeeseasstaarreeaeessssnnnreneeaeeesanannns Warning

Loud Party Response—second response and/or each subsequent response in 24-hr. period ............cccoccvvvneeen. $50
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LIBRARY

Charges
T Tod o Ly T o] o= PRSP RPR $0.10
Photocopies:
2] Tl Q= T o I VAV o1 L= O SO P PP RO UPR TP $0.10
100 ][] SRR $0.90
Fines
Overdue Fine (All MALEIIAIS) .....coiiieeieiei et e e $0.25/day ($3 max.)
T ES] T To T ST oo Lo = PRSP $1
TS Lo T = To Lo S L= o] (= PRSP $2
Missing Barcode and BOOK JACKEL ...........cuuuiiiiiiiiie ittt e sttt e st e e et e e e st e e e e st e e e e sbeeesansbeneeanbaeeeennnees $3
21010 o I I= 1oLl O TS 1 1= RSP $7
Juvenile or Adult BOOKS 0N TAPE—VINY| CASE........ceiiiiiiiieiiiiiee e iiiie e stiee e e sttt e e e sntteeeesstaeeeesssbaeaesssbaeeassteeeessseeeeeanes $5
LY T Lo S e o P T o 2 7= U PRSP $2
Media Cases:
L0701V =T R o= PP UP PR OUPRTPURTRUPI $1
V4 (e [=To I = o T TSV PP UUPPOTR $1
DAY - T PRSP SR $1
(OB I O 1 RS PPSURBP $1
CD-ROM and AUIOD0OOK CASES ......cuueiiiiieitii ettt ettt ettt ettt e ekt e e sabe e e sbbe e sabeeeabseanbeeesabeeesaneens $2
Missing Pages and BOOKIELS ...........eoiiiiiiiie ettt e e e e e e e e e e e Refer to Librarian
(01T = To Lo | PP PPPRPTTN Actual Retail Cost
D T g b= o= To Y o (] - | PR PP OUUURRPP Replacement Cost
[ TS T o1 = YA O (o PRSP $1

Public CompPULer PrNTING .......ooii ittt First 5 free then $0.10 per page
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MISCELLANEOUS

Photocopies
Staff Assisted/Research Required:
BIACK @GN WHILE ...ttt ettt e bt e e sk bt e e sbb e e s abe e et e e e s ab e e sb b e e embe e e anbe e s aneeesnnes $0.30
10701 [o] ST TP U UP TR OUPRTPPRRRUPI $1
Unassisted:
2] Tt Q= T o I VAV o1 L= T PO UP TP TP $0.05
1010 [ ] SRR $0.75
Other Copying/Service
F 0 (o T -1 o1 T PSPPSR $10
RV AT [To I =Y o1 T PSP $20
TranSCrPLION (PO NOUE) ...ttt ettt e e oo oottt et e e e e e o s abb ittt e e e e e e e e abbeeeeeeeeeaaannbaeaeeeaaeesaannn $30
Photographs
L 010 (o I 4 RSP OTPRR $5 per disc
Color photos 0N Photo QUAILY PAPET ...ccoii ittt e et e e e e e e b e e e e e e e eeaanbeeeeees $3 per page
Color photos 0N StaNAard COPY PAPET ...ceeei ittt e ettt e e e e e et e e e e e e s e bbb e e e e e e e e e aaanbebeeeeaaeeesanreeeees $1 per page
Financial Reports
Comprehensive Annual FINANCIAI REPOI .........euiii it e e e e e e e s b e e e e e e e e anabbeeeeas $40
WY e 10 Ao (o] o (=T I 21U o o Y PRSP $40
Miscellaneous
Sidewalk BENCH @NNUAI FEE ......ciieiiii ittt e e st e e e st e e e s tbe e e e e stbeeeeaasbaaesasbaeeeesnbaneeeanssneeenns $74
SIEWAIK USE——VENUOT FEE ...ttt ettt b ettt ekt e bt e e s b b e e s abe e ek b e e s abe e e sabeenbe e e abbeeabeeesnbeeennes $10
M@ajor COMMUNILY EVENT .....oiiiiiiiiiiii ettt e e e e e e sttt e e e e e e s e aababe e e e e e e e e s aannbaneeesaeanns Actual Direct Cost
BIOCK Party—IMISC. EVENT ....cciiiiiiiiiiiii ettt ettt e e e e e e e s bbbt et e e e e e e e s nbnbeeeeaeaeannns Actual Direct Cost
RELUMMEA ChECK CRAIGE......eii ittt e et e e ettt e e e e st e e e e asteeeeeantbeeasbeeeeesstaeeeeantaeeeeansres $30
[T T ST= =T o o T PSR PR $25
Postage and HandliNg .........oooiiiiiieiiiiie e s e e e s st e e s et e e e e nbae e e ennteeeeeenees $2 + postage cost

Down to Earth Day

0 (] 410 o L= 10 - To SRR $2
ST 1110 IR F=To o] o O TP T TP PP PTPPPP $2
ST a0t 1L o) (U o O T PP P TP TPPPR $5
ST =T a6 F= T o I T (U o OO PO PP PP PTPPP $6
[ 1o I I 0 o) S OO PPPPN $8
S 1 0= L I I = V1= SRR $5
[ 1o [ I =T T OO RP R PPPPPPN $6
UNMOUNTEA TIFES (BACK) ... .eeeeiiiitiie ettt ettt e e ettt e e e s b et e e e sabb et e e sk b et e e ek bee s aabe e e e e anbbeeeeannbneeeeas $1.50
Residual Solid Waste Permit REgISITALION. ..........eiiiiiiiiei ittt e et e et e e e e sbreeeeees $100
Residual Solid Waste TONNAGE FEE ..ottt e s e ab e e e enees $2.80/ton
TELECOMMUNICATIONS
REGISITALION TEE.... ettt b et et et e s bt e s h et e e s b e e e ek bt e e ket e ah e e e b e e e sab e e e snbeesnbe e e nbne e e nneennneas $36
FranChiSE FEVIEW GEPOSIT.......cci ittt e s e s c e e e e s e s s e e e e e e e e e s st st baeeeeaeeesassasraaeeeesessstsraneeaaeeesannsnnns $5,000

Community Service Use—Wireless Communication Facility (see PLANNING fees)
Right-of-Way Usage for Wireless Communication Facility (see ENGINEERING fees)
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BILLABLE HOURLY RATES

Hourly rates for employee services are billed at the actual cost per hour for that employee. The following is given
as an estimate only of what the rate will be.

Community Development and Public Works Administration

Community Development and PUbliC WOIKS DIF€CION ..........ueiiiiiiiii ittt $73
Resource and Economic Development SPECIANIST .........coiuiiiiiiiiiei e $44
OFfICE SUPEIVISON ....eiiiiieie ettt ettt e e e bt e e ok bt e e e ok b et e e ook b et e e e ek ket e e e aa ket e e e aabeee e anbe e e e e anbb e e e e snbbeeeeeanbneeeen $38
AdMINISIAtIVE SPECIAIST H.......eeeieiee et sttt e s st e e et e e e et b e e s asb e e e e enbbeeeeannnes $34
AAMINISIALIVE SPECIAIST ...ttt s ettt e s st e s et e e s ab b e e e s e sbe e e e e anbreeeeannnes $31
Engineering

ENQINEEIING DIFECION .......eeiiiiiieieiie ettt e e et e e h e e st e e e s ae e e s e e e sae e ser e e e seneesane e e snne e s neeeseneas $64
L6111l =T oo [ o =TT OO PP PRPPPPRPPPPPRT $50
ASSOCIALE ENGINEET ...ttt ettt a et e e et e oo kb bt e e okt et e e s a b bt e e e anb e e e e nb b e e e e enbe e e e e anbbe e e e annnes $41
Planning

[ F=T gL o 1o T ] {=Toi (o] GO TP T PP OPPPP $64
Y= oo g o F= 1o T OO PP PP PPPUPPPPPPPPRT $41
ASSOCIALE PIANNET ......eei ittt ekttt e e s bt e e o2t b et e e okt et e e ek bb e e e e bb e e e e anb b e e e e e nbe e e e e anbbeeeeennnes $44
ASSISTANT PIANNET ...ttt ettt okttt e oo s b bt e e okt et e e e e b bt e e eabb et e e anb b e e e e e nbe e e e e anbbeeeeannnes $39
Building

BUIIAING OFfICIAL ....eee ettt e et e e e st et e e s eab e s et b et e e e aabe e e e e anbb e e e e anbbeeeeannees $55
2101 o T To I 1 g 1] o 1= ox (o SO T PP T P PP ORI $44
S G LI =Tod oo ol - o O PP PP TP PP TP $34
Operations

O] o1=T =1 K BT =T ox (o SO PP PPUPPPPPPPPRT $64
OPEIALIONS SUPEIVISON ...ceeiiutteeeeitteee e ettt ee e ekttt e e ettt e e e sttt e e e sabe e e e e ok bt e e e sk be e e e ek b et e e e aabe e e e e aab bt e e e abeeeesasbbeeeeanbaneeeaabbeeeenn $48
[ [T ST 0 o 1=T A Lo ] S PP PP TP PR OPPRP $46
Facilities MainteNanCe COOMTINALON .........i.uuiieiiiiie ettt ettt e et e e s st e e e e sttt e e e aae e e e eabe e e e e snbeeeeeannres $41
Water QUAILY COOMTINALON .........eiiiiiieiie ittt et e ettt e e s bt e e e bbbt e e s s bb e e e e aabbe e e aab b e e e e aasbe e e e e nbneeeeannnes $39
Asset ManagemMent TECHNICIAN ..........oii ittt s bt e e st e e s et b e e e e e nbe e e e e anenes $38
ULIIIEY SPECIAIIST 1.ttt e e ekt e e e st b e e e ok be e e et be e e e e aabe e e e e anbbeeeeanbeeeeannree $38
[ [=Tod o= 1o o O O TP TP PP $34
61 YA o (= o | TP PSP PRP PP $36
ULIIEY SPECIATIST L.ttt e e e ekt e e e sttt e e ek be e e et b et e e e aabe e e e e anbbe e e e anbeeeeenres $31
61 YA o 1 (= o P PP TP PP OPPPP $31

Code Compliance
Code COMPIANCE COOMTINALON ... .ceiiiiiiieeitei ettt e e et et e e e st et e e s bbe e e e s abbe e e e s aabeeeessbbeeeeanbaeeeeabreeeenns $38
Code COMPIIANCE ASSISTANT ...t e e e e e e e st eeeee e s s s sssbeeereeeaesaaasssbaaeeeaesaansbnaeeeeaeeessansssnnees $31



RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MILWAUKIE,
OREGON, DETERMINING THE FIRST REGULAR COUNCIL SESSION IN JULY

2007 WILL BE CALLED TO ORDER AT IN THE
ON JULY ; THE WORK SESSION WILL BE CALLED TO ORDER
AT

WHEREAS, Municipal Code Chapter 2.04.070 states that the City Council

must provide notice of any changes to its regularly scheduled meeting times and
locations;

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of
Milwaukie, Oregon, that the City Council will hold its first regular July 2007 session on
July and will call it to order at ; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Council will hold its first July 2007 work
session on July

Introduced and adopted by the City Council on June 19, 2007.

This resolution is effective on June 19, 2007.

James Bernard, Mayor

ATTEST:

Pat DuVal, City Recorder

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Ramis, Crew & Corrigan, LLP

Resolution No.
Page 1 of 1




June 4, 2007
Meeting of the Riverfront Board
Draft Minutes

Members Present: Seagler, Wall, Green, Stacey, Martin, St.Clair, Klein
Guests: Councilors Stone and Collette and 30-40 visitors
Bridget Wieghart, Metro and Sean Batty, Tri Met

Minutes:
Martin motioned to approve the minutes from the May 8 meeting. Stacey seconded and
motion passed 4-0-2 (two abstaining and St Clair not present when vote taken.)

South Corridor Phase Il Alignment Discussion

Herrigel began by summarizing the meetings held in the City to date on the South
Corridor Phase Il. She noted that during and between the Open House and the three
segment meetings, City staff and Council have received requests from members of the
Waldorf School, Historic Milwaukie NDA, Lake Rd NDA and other schools in the
downtown area that the project team consider an additional alignment in the SDEIS,
which would go along McLoughin and/or Main Street. The three alignments currently
approved for evaluation in the SDEIS travel along the Tillamook rail line through the
downtown area. As a result of these requests, the Mayor has asked for four groups to
weigh in on whether this fourth alignment should be taken into the SDEIS. These groups
include the Riverfront Board, the Planning Commission, the Downtown Businesses, and
the North Industrial Businesses. She said that tonight’s discussion was to focus on
whether that fourth alignment should be included in the SDEIS so that the Board could
deliver a recommendation to the Mayor on this question.

Green acknowledged that there was a large audience and asked the Board how they felt
the audience might participate at the meeting. Klein suggested that the Board hear the
presentation, have some discussion, ask questions and then hear from the guests
afterward. Green said he concurred with this approach and suggested that questions or
comments from the audience, specific to the presentation, be taken after the Board had
had a chance to ask questions. All Board members agreed to this approach.

Bridget Weighart, Project Manager from Metro, went over the history of the South
Corridor project, noting that the Portland to Milwaukie line is Phase Il and the 1-205 line,
currently under construction, is Phase I. She briefly described the three alignments
already in the SDEIS, namely the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA), the LPA with a
tail running to Park Ave and the Working Group alignment with a tail to Park. She then
introduced Sean Batty from Tri Met who would describe the potential Mcloughlin/Main
alignment in more detail.

Batty went over a table of contents for a booklet Metro and Tri Met are developing on
the Main/McLoughlin alignment. He said he would follow this format roughly for his
presentation. He began by showing the Board concept plans of the LPA along the



Tillamook line. He then showed three concepts for possible and feasible alignments
involving McLoughlin and Main: 1) McLoughlin (West side running), 2) McLoughlin
(Center running) and 3) McLoughlin /Main Couplet. Following are some of the features
described for each:

1) McLoughlin (West side running)

Double tracks

Bridge and abutment at 224 reconstructed

5 buildings displaced

Signalized crossing on McLoughlin for track to cross McLoughlin from east side
29-40 feet of space removed from Riverfront Park (from back of sidewalk)
Right turn pocket required fro entering park

275 space Park and Ride at cash Spot

Stations would be straddle entrance to Park

29 foot track only

40 foot station and turn lane

For tail to Park:

e Reconstruct rail road bridge south of Kellogg

e Reconstruct bridge over Kellogg at 99E

(noted that Tillamook alignment would not affect railroad bridge or Island Station
intersections since rail touches down south of this area)

2) McLoughlin (Center running)

From 224 to Harrison — same affect as West running
Bridge and abutment at 224 reconstructed

5 buildings displaced

Signalized crossing on McLoughlin for track to cross McLoughlin to center
median

Track would run along center median of McLoughlin
Left turn lane onto 17" taken up by station at Monroe
Reconstruct Kellogg Creek bridge at 99E

Continue center run to Park

Reconstruct rail road bridge south of Kellogg

Green noted that he’d participated in the CAC for the McLoughlin project and the left
turn lane pocket length had been a very important issue to ODOT during that process. He
said he was skeptical that ODOT would be of a different mind for this project. Batty
acknowledged that they had not met with ODOT on any of these concept plans and he
agreed that ODOT might have some issues with mitigation for this design. He noted that
if this center running option was not feasible within ODOT’s standards, then the side
running options would need to be pursued.

Klein asked which option Batty thought affected traffic on Harrison the most. Batty said
he thought the center running option did.



3)McLoughlin/Main Couplet

Single track runs down McLoughlin on west side

Turn left on Washington (southside)

Turn left on Main St (east side)

Terminus track would be in south part of Riverfront on McLoughlin
275 car Park and Ride at Cash Spot

Access to P+R from Main only

Grade steep on Washington

Looked at a center and east side run on Main St

All angled parking would be removed on Main

4 new stop lights would replace signed intersections

Area between 12 and 21 feet of Riverfront to be displaced

Double and single tracking actually uses similar amount of space since turning
and other road elements must be accommodated

e 35 parking spaces would be lost on Main

Stacey asked to look at the overhead of the LPA. Batty noted that the Tillamook
alignment had 100 feet of right of way available and three gated street crossings (at
Harrison, Monroe and Washington)

Seagler asked if all alternatives have to stop at Lake Rd and then later be extended to
Park. Weighart said that the SDEIS would look at either Lake or Park as a terminus but
whichever was selected would be built all at once, they wouldn’t be phased.

St. Clair asked why they were even looking at alternatives to the Tillamook alignments.
Batty noted that community members had requested they look at Main/McLoughlin.

St. Clair asked if an eastside option on McLoughlin was feasible. Batty responded that
an eastside run would cause each turn from McLoughlin into downtown to cross two
tracks. He said this was hard to reconcile with required mitigation. He said even with
safety protections people tend to jump gates or lights to turn right. He also noted that
with an east side run business accesses off of McLoughlin would have to be consolidated
or closed.

Green noted that despite the amount of space taken up in the Park by each of these
options, he had concerns about either single or double tracks along McLoughin and Main
causing additional barriers between downtown and the Riverfront. He noted that one of
the Board’s main goals was to connect the Park to downtown Milwaukie.

Seagler noted that when you compared the Tillamook alignment to the options presented
tonight, the Main/McLoughlin options didn’t seem worth it.

Wall said he felt that our resource (the Riverfront) continued to dwindle.



Green noted that we lost some footage from the Park with the McLoughlin
enhancements.

Stacey said he felt they’d fought too long and hard for what we have to balance of
parking and green space.

Klein asked if the train could run in the street and what about changing streets to one-
way? Batty answered that the tracks can run in the street but that they are on tracks so
they don’t share lanes with cars. He also noted that making streets one-way is possible
but the Milwaukie downtown movements would be complicated.

St Clair said he thought the Main/McLoughlin couplet would be okay but we really are
tight on space right now.

Klein asked if there was a way to move the terminus track on the couplet option. Batty
said that there might be a way to move it to Main St but they’d need more ROW on Main.

Klein noted that any extra wall near Johnson Creek would not be attractive and he noted
that there is an outlet there for water from the creek at the Waldorf School.

St Clair suggested they could move the McLoughlin station in the couplet option toward
the sewer plant site and that would save some Park space.

Green asked if Sean had looked at a Main/21% couplet. Batty said he had but that the
ROW to the north on Main got very thin so the connection to the north was difficult.

Klein asked about using a single tracked system (trains running north and south on the
same track). Batty said Tri Met has built this type of track but has always gone back and
rebuilt double tracks later to reduce bottlenecks and run time delays.

Seagler asked if this single track idea would prevent extending to Oregon City. Batty
noted that it wouldn’t prevent it but they would ultimately have to come back and rebuild
as a double track if they extended to Oregon City.

St Clair asked about the timeline for light rail. Weighart clarified that the SDEIS would
be done in July 2008. Preliminary engineering and final design would then take place
and construction would begin in 2011 at the earliest. The line would open in 2014-15.

Klein noted the requirements of the Oregon Marine Board to pay back funds for projects
modified or removed and wondered if the light rail project would pay these funds back
for the City if the Riverfront was modified. Batty said that this would be evaluated in the
SDEIS if this alignment went forward.

Green said that many of the Riverfront Board members have spent the better part of a
decade working on this Park and they were protective of every square foot. He said their



mission was to reconnect the downtown to the Riverfront and they wanted to increase
that connection rather than decrease it.

Green asked if there were people in the audience that had questions.

Jerry Foy of Westwood Construction and St. John the Baptist Church
e Your missing an opportunity if you don’t think light rail would be an attraction
e |If I was a business person in Milwaukie | wouldn’t like the Tillamook alternative
since it’s too far away from downtown
e Seems like access issues to the Riverfront are just as bad when the light rail is on
Main/McLoughlin as they are now
e Maybe you could use the sewer plant site as a turn around or storage area
e Noted that they had gathered 290 signatures opposing the Tillamook alignment
without even trying last Sunday
Mark Gamba, a Gallery owner at the McLoughin Building( and Waldorf parent?)
¢ Why not have both stations on Main with Couplet option? (Batty said this could
be done but they’d still need a terminus site for dead trains)
e Why not extend south, it makes sense to. (Weighart said all options would be
evaluated with a southern “tail” and without one.)
Dan Hoight, a Waldorf parent and TriMet employee from 12 years
e What elements do you look at in the SDEIS? (Batty went over the matrix of
issues looked at for each option presented and briefly described what the SDEIS
would cover. Weighart then clarified that tonight’s presentation was a “quick
blush” concept plan and that there was a great deal more evaluation that would
have to be done)
Ed Zumwalt
e Batty says no to one track but we were looking at one track before the Waldorf
School was purchased (Weighart said that she has been unable to find any
evidence of this in the records of the past light rail processes in Milwaukie)
Brandon Eiswerth, Farmers Market Manager
e Noted that there is still discussion of moving the Framers Market to the Riverfront
e Light rail would bring folks from all over to the Riverfront for the Market
e They’d come from Sellwood and south Portland
e People could come to concerts at the Riverfront by light rail too
Carol Damm, Waldorf School Board
e Handed out a position statement on Public Transportation Systems in Downtown
Milwaukie
e Asked why not make Main and 21 both one-way
(Batty said they did look at one-way traffic pattern but would need to do broader
review if this option moved to SDEIS. He said they present more problems than they
solve at first look)
e Asked why not single track on McLoughlin?
(Batty noted that single track running down center of McLoughlin would take
less width but there would still be all the other issues for turning etc he’d



described. He noted that a single track is not really half of a double track due
to the infrastructure required for tracks)
Ed Pareki, owner of a potentially impacted building
e Noted that at this point we don’t know what impacts there are on the
Tillamook line either
e All we are asking is that the pros and cons of other options be included

Scott Churchill, citizen of the City and member of Historic Milwaukie NDA

e Noted he was not speaking as a Planning Commissioner

e Asked that we not jump to tactical solutions

e Noted that the request to consider the Main/McLoughlin alternative was only
made 15 working days ago

e We ask that you please include this alternative in the SDEIS

e Highway 26 to Beaverton ....(congestion was mitigated...???)

e There is inconsistency with how much space we need. Ranges from 30 feet to
100 feet

e Seems that you are building a foundation for tactical solutions

(Batty noted that 34 feet is for track and 80 feet includes curb sidewalk etc.

Weighart noted that the discussion of the Tillamook alignment uses 100 feet of ROW

as what’s available — not what will be used. In no case, she said are we shoving 70-

80 feet into the neighborhoods)

Green said he’d like the Board to spend time, now, discussing the question.
Wall asked what the timeline was for the SDEIS as it related to the Riverfront design.

Herrigel noted that she understood that the SDEIS would be completed in July of 2008.
She said that the Riverfront design is underway now and would be complete in late
summer or fall of 2008. She noted that if the Main/McLoughlin alignment went forward,
the Riverfront design and permitting would have to be put on hold while the SDEIS went
forward.

St Clair made a motion to add the McLoughlin/Main alignment to the SDEIS as
long as it allowed the Riverfront design the Board had worked on to be achieved.

St Clair said he felt it would bring good things to the City and he would use it. He added
that the light rail line should not be “in lieu of”” our design for our park. He said he did
not want to sacrifice what they’d worked on. He said if they could come up with an
alternative that minimized the impact on the Park he thought we should consider it. If
there was no way to do that, then he’d drop the idea.

Seagler stated that he thought our recommendation had to be about what we have seen
tonight. (Batty said that there were certainly other options but that he couldn’t speak to
other design parameters)



St Clair said that the only way he could support any other option was if it didn’t impact
the park.

Green noted that St Clair is suggesting an option which we can’t address tonight since
the SDEIS is not done. Another option is to support only options that have no impact on
the Park. He said he felt strongly that if we impact the Park at all that would be
unacceptable. He said he was uncomfortable with additional lines separating Downtown
from the Riverfront — that to him is as important an issue as how much space would be
taken away from the park.

St Clair said he thinks it will bring people to the park rather than keeping them away.
Stacey said he felt that it would make McLoughlin even worse than it is now.

St Clair said that it could facilitate getting people to the River and wouldn’t necessarily
be a negative impact.

Seagler noted that there isn’t really time to develop an alternative to what we’ve seen
tonight. He said the best alternative shown would have taken more than 10 feet from the
park.

Green asked if there was a second to St Clair’s motion. Motion failed due to lack of
second.

Wall said that based on the information from tonight’s meeting he would motion that
the Riverfront Board recommend against including a McLoughlin/Main alignment
in the South Corridor SDEIS based on the potential impact on the Riverfront park.
Stacey seconded the motion. Motion passed 6-1 (St Clair voted no)

Carol Damm asked whether this meant any alternative or just those that impacted the
Riverfront Park.

Green said that based on the alternatives they’d seen tonight the Board recommended
against inclusion of the alignment in the SDEIS.

Scott Churchill said they should not jump to tactical solutions.

Herrigel asked Weighart when the report on these options would be done. Weighart said
she would get it to Herrigel to get to the Board within a few days.

The Board reinforced that they hoped that Council would get the message that this
alternative has major impacts on our process and our Riverfront Park project.



Oregon Solutions Update

Green and Herrigel summarized the June 1 Oregon Solutions meeting. Green noted that
there had been about 20 agencies and groups represented. He noted that the permitting
folks are interested in working with us on the treatments near the Creek mouths and along
the water. Herrigel said she’d accomplished her goals of bringing the Partners up to
speed on the progress made over the past two years and in letting them know we’d be
coming to them with permits soon. She said she felt confident that they would know who
we were and what our project was now.

Motion to adjourn passed 6-0.
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