_ TIGARD CITY COUNCIL VOTE DESCRIPTIONS

Bull M ountain Annexation

Thisvote approved aplan for the annexation of
Bull Mountain. Theimplementation of theplan
would apply Tigard'senvironmental standardsto
subsequent devel opment and construction on
Bull Mountain, which arelower thanthe
standards currently upheld by the Bull Mountain
Community Plan. Tigard also doesnot havea
comprehensive plan for the creation of parksand
green spaceson Bull Mountain, meaning that
opportunitiesto obtain park land may be passed
up whileaplanisbeing developed. The City
Council should haverg ected theAnnexation
plan as such and recommended that it be
reformulated to respect the environmental
standards of the Bull Mountain Community Plan
and that acomprehensive parks plan be created
before annexation.

PASSED 5-0 on August 10, 2004

The pro-environment was “No” (to reect
theannexation planinitscurrent form)

Solid Wasteand Recycling

The City Council voted toincreaseratesfor solid
waste pickup and to implement anew container-
based recycling program. Increasing thewaste
rate promotesrecycling becauseit makes
recycling more cost-effective than disposing of
household trash. Thenew recycling programis
positivefor theenvironment becauseitis
expected to increase diversion of recyclables
from 36% to 43%, thereby reducing the amount
of wastethat goesto landfillsand increasing the
amount that isrecycled.*

PASSED 5-0 on July 12, 2005

The pro-environment vote was “ Yes’ (to
increase waste rates and implement the
new recycling program)

*Note: Although the new recycling programisan
improvement over the old one, it should be noted
that additional changes could have been madeto
make the program even more effective; for
example, the Council might havevotedto
increase what can get recycled in addition to
how much getsrecycled. Itisalsoimportant to
note that the waste rate increase was not
prompted out of concern for the environment but
rather to keep waste hauling aprofitable
operationfor the haulers.

Refuge at Fanno Creek

Thisvote supportsthe devel opment of one of the
|ast avail able pieces of property on Fanno Creek
which adevel oper purchased after thecity failed
to buy it. The development plan requiresthe
degradation of wetlandsthat cover most of the
area. A hearings officer ruled that the

devel opment plan met environmental standards,
despite considerable evidenceto the contrary.
The City Council then voted to uphold the
findingsof the hearings officer. Thisvote
demonstratesafailure on the part of the City
Council to hold devel opersto arigorous
environmental standard and to listento citizens,
and it could set aprecedent for thecity’s
handling of future development projectswith
regardsto such natural resourceslike Fanno
Creek.

PASSED 3-1 on January 24, 2006

The pro-environment vote was “No” (to
reject the Hearings officer’s decision to
allow this development to proceed)

Ash Creek Estates
Thisvotegivesfina approva to developersto
build the Ash Creek Estates subdivision on

Tigard land that containsvaluable natura
resourcesand wildlife habitat. Thedecisionto
permit devel opment has been appealed three
timesto the Land Use Board of A ppealsbut has
been remanded to the City Council; the
Council’sdecison reflectsits continued support
of aplanthat includesharmto wetlands,
construction on steep sopes, the potential for
increased flooding, aswell asthe disturbance of
one of the largest stands of western red cedar in
Oregon. Herethe Council has passed up the
opportunity to protect treesto the greatest
degree possibleas per the city’smunicipal code
and to protect one of thefew remaining

undevel oped areason Ash Creek.

PASSED 3-1 on March 28, 2006

The pro-environment vote was “No” (to
reject the approval of the construction of
Ash Creek Estates)

Wall Street Extension and Comprehensive
Plan Amendment

The City Council voted to approvea
Comprehensive Plan Amendment which would
permit theremoval of Goa 5 status (protected
asasignificant natural space) from an area
along Fanno Creek. Thisallowsfor Wall Street
to be extended through thisareato give access
tothenew library and Fanno Pointe
condominiums. The Council did not fully
consider dl optionsfor thisproject, resultingina
planthat will be moredegrading to the
environment than necessary. The Pinebrook
Creek wetlandswould besignificantly
reconfigured by the construction, affecting
wildlifeand the wetland ecosystem. Whilethe
Planincluded effortsto create new wetlands,
the net loss of wetlandswas significant. Voting
toremove Goal 5 statusfrom thisareanot only

permits destruction and disturbanceto avauable
natural space but demonstratesthe dangerousease
with which environmental protection can beremoved
from ecologically significant areas.

PASSED 3-1 on May 9, 2006

The pro-environment vote was “No” (to reject
the Wall Street extension plan)

Downtown I mprovement Plan and Capital

I mprovement Plan:

The City Council approved the Capital |mprovement
Plan and the Downtown Improvement Plan, both of
which fund projectsthat may threaten Tigard's
environment. Thesevoteswerenot included onthe
Scorecard because both plansincluded other elements
that werenot rel ated to environmental issues.

Tigard is facing pressure to grow and
develop at arapid pace. It isimportant
that we elect city council members
who support growth that protects
Tigard's natural resources and who
recognize the need to curb develop-
ment that damagestheintegrity of
Tigard'senvironment.

The Environmental Scorecard isde-
signed to provide voters with informa-
tion about their elected officials' envi-
ronmental voting records.
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Get Involved with Washington County OLCV!

We cannot elect pro-environment candidates in Tigard without your help. Join
us in the fight for a better world! Contact Washington County Organizer

Nathaniel Applefield to find out how you can become an OLCV member, make FI2GZ
a donation, or volunteer your time: (503) 224 - 4011 or nathaniel@olcv.org ig Ugg
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Tigard City Council



