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Mayor Hoffman called the regular City Council meeting to order at 6:03 p.m. on October 2, 
2012 in the City Council Chambers, 380 A Avenue.  
Present: Mayor Hoffman, Councilors Gudman, Kehoe, Jordan, Moncrieff, Olson, and 

Tierney 
Staff Present: David Donaldson, City Manager; Brant Williams, Assistant City Manager;  

David Powell, City Attorney; Catherine Schneider, City Recorder; Don 
Johnson, Police Chief; Kim Gilmer, Parks and Recreation Director; Ivan 
Anderholm, Assistant Parks and Recreation Director; Ursula Euler, Finance 
Director; Scott Symer, Library Assistant  

Consultants Present: Lauren Livingston, President, The Sports Management Group 
  
 
3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
Mayor Hoffman led the Council in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

4. CONSENT AGENDA 
Councilor Moncrieff moved to adopt the Consent Agenda. Councilor Olson seconded the 
motion. A voice vote was taken, and the motion passed with Mayor Hoffman and Councilors 
Gudman, Jordan, Kehoe, Moncrieff, Olson, and Tierney voting ‘aye.’ (7-0) 
4.1 RESOLUTIONS 
4.1.1 Resolution 12-56, A Resolution of the Lake Oswego City Council Establishing an 
Advisory Committee for the Phase 2 Community Development Code Streamlining and 
Updates Project, Adopting a Charge Statement, and Appointing Members (PP 12-0007) 
 Motion: Adopt Resolution 12-56 

4.1.2 Resolution 12-57, A Resolution of the Lake Oswego City Council Accepting the 
Resignation of Tim Mather from the Comprehensive Plan Citizen Advisory Committee, and 
Appointing Lynda O’Neill to the Committee (PP 10 – 0007) 
 Motion:  Adopt Resolution 12-57 
4.2 Approval of Minutes 
4.2.1 June 26, 2012, Special Meeting 
4.2.2 July 10, 2012, Regular Meeting 
4.2.3 July 17, 2012, Regular Meeting 
4.2.4 July 24, 2012, Special Meeting 

Action: Approve Minutes as Presented 
END CONSENT AGENDA 

CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING 
MINUTES 

October 2, 2012 



City Council Regular Meeting Minutes Page 2 of 18 
October 2, 2012 
 

5. ITEMS REMOVED FROM THE CONSENT AGENDA - None 

6. CITIZEN COMMENT 
► Marianne Conroy ‒ 17400 Schalit Way, Lake Oswego ‒ In favor of new tennis center 
Ms. Conroy is in favor of the new tennis center. With respect to the Rassekh property and the 
1990 bond measure passed by voters, the properties at Stafford Road and Forest Highlands were 
identified for sports and recreation. The Rassekh property was purchased in 1995, and the 1997 
Luscher Farm Master Site Plan identified the Rassekh property as an active recreation site, along 
with the Taylor and the Farr properties. Rassekh has been identified as an active recreation site for 
more than 20 years. Regarding court usage, the indoor tennis season runs from September 
through May; open courts are assigned by an annual lottery. People would be happy to write 
checks instead of depending on the lottery. The junior team tennis program has been cut back. 
She believes shortage of courts is still an issue. She is not a fan of raising rates, but she found it 
informative to see the court fees for the other public facilities in the financial analysis, all of which 
are over $24. The private clubs have initiation fees, and people pay a monthly fee whether they 
use the facility or not. That works for some, but not for her. She enjoys playing at a public facility.   
► Lilly Bekuhrs ‒ 15750 Springbrook Court, Lake Oswego ‒ In favor of new tennis 
center 
Ms. Bekuhrs is a Lakeridge H.S. senior. She has played on the Lakeridge tennis team for the past 
three years; she also plays Junior Excellence tennis at the L.O. Tennis Center. This fall, her junior 
team tennis team was cut because of lack of availability of courts at the L.O. Tennis Center. 
Besides school tennis, this is her only way of having organized match play during the year. She 
supports the new tennis center near Lakeridge because she would like a chance to be able to play 
competitive tennis year round. 
► Linda Christenson ‒ 1068 Troon, Lake Oswego ‒ In favor of new tennis center 
Ms. Christenson has lived in Lake Oswego 25 years, and has played tennis at the Tennis Center 
for about the same length of time. It has always been a challenge to get a court. She is planning to 
live in Lake Oswego and play tennis for the rest of her life. She wants the City to continue to work 
on making the new tennis center a reality.  
► Scott Symer ‒ 51 Briarwood Road, Lake Oswego ‒ Library Assistant, speaking on 

behalf of LOMEA/AFSME Local 1546 employee group ‒ On subject of bargaining 
status with the City 

Mr. Symer reported that LOMEA and the City are now headed to mediation. Some language 
issues remain to be resolved; the main sticking points continue to be health insurance benefits and 
the third year wage and benefits “reopen” proposal. Members would rather have a two year 
contract than a reopener. If wages and benefits are going to be negotiated, LOMEA wants to be 
able to look at the contract in its entirety. They were told the reopener was proposed so they would 
be bargaining wages and insurance at the same time as the fire and police bargaining units who 
will then be in contract negotiations. If the City wants to negotiate wage and health insurance at the 
same time as police and fire, that can be done with the two year agreement the union has 
proposed. As to health insurance, LOMEA believes this is not the time for the City’s proposed 
increase to employee’s health insurance costs. Employees saw only a modest increase in premium 
over the previous year. They do not want to see costs shifted to members because of a perceived 
need instead of an actual one. They will be most successful making the needed changes to health 
plans if everyone at the table (fire, police, management, and confidential employees) has 
comparable benefits. Lake Oswego is a unique and beautiful city. City employees work hard; 
citizens expect and demand excellence. The City attracts top talent, and the City should wish to 
maintain its attractiveness to prospective employees. The next bargaining session is scheduled for 
Oct. 3, and LOMEA hopes they will be able to make progress on more than just language issues. 
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As seen by the petition, members are united in making it clear that they cannot reach agreement 
with the City’s current wage and health benefits proposal.  

► Marianne Kunkel ‒ 3085 Westview Circle, Lake Oswego ‒ In favor of new tennis 
center  

Ms. Kunkel indicated that the Lake Oswego Tennis Center has returned money to the City year 
after year, accumulating such a large reserve fund that citizens can debate the merits of a 
replacement facility large enough to serve the community, while remaining cost neutral. The 
current nearly 40-year-old Tennis Center speaks to past community needs. In 1970, the City’s 
population was only 15,000. To quote the recent tennis pro forma, “Lake Oswego has one of the 
strongest indoor tennis market areas for the addition of indoor tennis courts that Tennis Planning 
Consultants Inc. has seen since it began conducting tennis feasibility studies in 1970. Public tennis 
is what created this success. To assume that the private sector will fill those same needs is to 
misunderstand what most tennis players expect from their public center. Private club tennis 
requires an initiation fee of $900-$1000 and monthly fees of $125 for a single or $265 per family.” 
Public court players are looking for tennis time. Lake Oswego has benefitted from its recreational 
offerings. She asks Council to look at the updated numbers and move ahead with the plans. 

► Charles “Skip” Ormsby ‒ 170 SW Birdshill Road, Portland, OR 97219 ‒ On a variety of 
requests made in 2012  

Mr. Ormsby has made several requests via email to the City Manager and Finance Director. 1) He 
wants a copy of the December 15, 2005 CH2MHill technical memorandum that was sent to the City 
of Lake Oswego regarding the decommissioning of Tryon Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant. That 
memo should have been transmitted or made available to the Tryon Creek Wastewater Treatment 
Plant Facilities Upgrade Plan CAC; he requested it two months ago. 2) He asked for the derivation 
of the Lake Oswego budget figures that proclaimed there was cost savings for the LOIS project. He 
would like to see the figures, find out where the funds are, who is monitoring their status, and so 
on. 3) A project debt figure for a report that was presented to Lake Oswego City Council in July 
2006 regarding a study session.  

The disparity between bus service at the east end of Lake Oswego and the west end of Lake 
Grove needs to be accounted for. Lake Grove gets no Saturday, Sunday, or holiday service; 
downtown Lake Oswego does. It makes it difficult to get between care facilities for elderly people 
who want to go between Carman Oaks and Mary’s Woods. The intersection of State Street and B 
Avenue has a problem with Tri Met buses trying to make that turn. This has been a problem for 
many years.  

There was a pre-app meeting for a hypersensitive issue project being developed by the Portland 
Bureau of Environmental Services: the Terwilliger Blvd. Gravity Sewer System. It is proposed to 
run from Powers Court and Terwilliger Blvd. southeast about a mile and a half to Hwy. 43 and 
Terwilliger Blvd. This brings up a perfect storm of issues: annexation, forced annexation, sensitive 
lands overlays, application, and the clock starting to be run on tax lots in the Birdshill CPO. He is 
upset he was not invited to that meeting. There will be a briefing on that on October 17th, and he 
would like documents in advance. He would like this material promptly so he can get it to the 
appropriate people so they can understand it prior to the meeting.  

► Rick Cook ‒ 18451 Stafford Road, Lake Oswego ‒ Oregon Heritage Tree Program 
special dedication of the Shipley-Cook Heritage Grove in Lake Oswego; and on a 
new tennis center 
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Mr. Cook indicated he has no problem with a new tennis center; he has a little bit of a problem with 
where this one might be placed and the fact that there were numerous people who testified from 
West Linn, Tualatin, Oregon City, and Wilsonville about how important Lake Oswego funding the 
new tennis center was. On the application to move the urban growth boundary (UGB) there was a 
question about surface water and sewer water. In the report from the Lake Oswego Engineering 
Dept., it stated there had been no further analysis of the pump station at the Sienna Drive where 
this is supposedly going to get pumped to, and he thinks that should be considered in looking at 
the cost of tunneling under Pecan Creek to a pump station that may not have the capacity of 
something that should probably be taken into consideration. In the fee structure when the new 
tennis center gets built, perhaps the outside people should pay more than they are to get that 
done. 

Going through all the documents, there is another mechanism to push the process forward. It 
doesn’t have to happen right now because of the UGB time limits that are set by Metro. There is a 
mechanism in Title 14 to the UGB; it is 3.07.1430 that states that upon a request by a Metro 
Councilor and a finding of good cause, the Metro Council may accept an application at other times 
by a vote of five members of the Council. Traffic impacts aren’t accounted for in this study from 
what he can understand. More importantly, the new Luscher Plan, the two more ball fields, the 
basketball courts, the enhanced programs that are all going through, will all create more traffic; that 
is not in the plan. If the tennis center is built, the future traffic is going to be on the back of the 
Luscher Area Master Plan (LAMP). Some of the things the City is trying to accomplish at Luscher 
Farm may need to be cut back because the dog parks at Hazelia Field weren’t taken into account. 
The roundabout and Rosemont may need to be widened at some point. The tennis center will be 
entered from Atherton Heights; for people making the turn coming up the dip, it is a little scary. 

► Tia Ross ‒ 1551 Childs Road, Lake Oswego ‒ Concerns about tennis center 

Ms. Ross indicated she is not against a new tennis center, but she has concerns about a tennis 
center at the proposed location without more information before the decision is made. She would 
like to see the whole Luscher Farm area planned out first, and she thinks a number of people feel 
the same. She has concerns about the pro forma; she thinks the process should be slowed down. 
She is concerned that the traffic hasn’t been taken into consideration for the improvements and the 
activities proposed for the Luscher Farm area. That will have a high impact. If there is a tennis 
center, it could threaten all the plans for Luscher Farm which the community supports. The only 
way to resolve that is to slow down and plan the whole thing out, complete the traffic study before 
development is done. 

► Jim Zupancic ‒ 4949 Meadows Road, #600, Lake Oswego ‒ Concerns about tennis 
center 

Mr. Zupancic indicated he is a longtime tennis supporter. He is currently completing Stafford Hills 
Club on Nyberg Road in Tualatin, which is the only indoor tennis center under construction on the 
West Coast, and knows a lot about the cost of construction of these facilities. He indicated that the 
costs given to Council in the 2009 study with respect to the tennis center are very low, and it will 
cost the City substantially more, in infrastructure costs, soft costs, and hard costs. This will affect 
the City’s bond. Stafford Hills will be open Thanksgiving of this year; from a business perspective, 
his concern is the risk associated with that. The risk associated with the tennis center expansion is 
high, because Stafford Hills isn’t stabilized yet. He believes it would be prudent from a business 
standpoint to go out several years to allow Stafford Hills to stabilize, to find out how much demand 
is left. Hundreds, if not thousands of members will be coming from Lake Oswego to Stafford Hills. 
Many of them will have patronized the tennis center. Because of that, demand will go down. He 
would rather see that play out rather than go with a guesstimate provided on the basis of national 
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statistics. Given where the City is going to be financially in coming years, as a taxpayer he thinks it 
makes good business sense to wait and see how much demand is really there. 

He restated his invitation to Council to come out to Stafford Hills and take a look at it, and ask 
questions about costs. 

7. REPORTS 

7.1 Tennis Operational Pro Forma ‒ Lake Oswego Indoor Tennis Facility Operations 
Analysis 

Ms. Gilmer noted that several months ago, Council asked her to bring back a revised tennis pro 
forma for the proposed new indoor tennis facility. They wanted an independent, unbiased view of 
the previous feasibility study that was done in 2009. The Sports Management Group was hired to 
do that. She noted that the Council wasn’t deciding tonight whether to build a new tennis center. 
Staff is presenting an operational pro forma with cost estimating and analysis to determine whether 
it is feasible. What staff is asking is whether Council wants them to move forward with doing 
concept planning to revise the construction cost. The pro forma is only based on existing 
assumptions; construction costs are a big part of those. If construction costs go up, that changes 
the pro forma numbers.  

Ms. Livingston indicated that The Sports Management Group took an unbiased look at the 2009 
tennis feasibility study done by Tennis Planning Consultants (TPC). The task included analyzing 
and assessing the conclusions of the study, with a particular focus on the market and demand 
analysis; looking at the operating expenses and revenue projections; and exploring the feasibility of 
funding bond debt service from the annual operation of the tennis center. TPC has done over 450 
tennis projects; they have been in the business for 42 years and are regarded as one of the 
leaders in the tennis industry. They worked in 1970 with the A.C. Nielsen (sp?) Group to establish 
planning standards for the development of tennis facilities to ensure that the industry wasn’t 
damaged by over-provision of tennis facilities. They have been very conservative in the field of 
marketing and market demand for tennis facilities.  

The study that was done in 2009 included the Park and Recreation Advisory Board (PRAB), a 16-
member subcommittee, and interested citizens who participated in the process. The study 
identified potential sites for a tennis facility. Council received the report in 2010 and authorized 
Parks to proceed with a site study. The site study analyzed potential sites. It looked in a preliminary 
way at the zoning and development requirements, natural resources, and infrastructure 
requirements. It developed some site specific preliminary design options; these were used to 
develop preliminary cost estimates, which were used in the current study. The three sites that were 
studied were the Armory site, the Rassekh site, and the West End Building site. Space 
requirements were developed for the tennis facility, estimated to be around 73,300 square feet. 
The preliminary cost estimate, based on 2011 dollars, was $4,858,000. There can certainly be 
escalation in those costs, and the next phase of study would identify those costs.  

When starting with the Demand Analysis, which is the foundation for the revenue pro formas, The 
Sports Management Group looked at the methodology employed by TPC. Best practices were 
used with Lake Oswego’s study. Market demand analysis is not precise and is generally 
approached from as many directions as possible. That was the case with TPC’s study; they used 
standard annual industry studies to support their analysis, as well as drive time, another standard 
tool. The standard has been established that people will typically drive up to 15 minutes to 
participate in a casual tennis program. They will go longer distances for tournament play and other 
special events. Local market research was also done. Thirteen facilities were contacted and 
interviewed to get a sense of what the demand is, what their capacity is, and their ability to support 
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the demand. The study looked at income, which is one of the predictors of tennis participation. The 
total figure is 24,775 likely participants in regular tennis activity that are within that drive time area. 
The Lake Oswego area is known to be a hotbed of tennis. It has a long tradition and history of 
tennis. The USTA have focused on engaging youth in tennis, which has been a very successful 
initiative. 

Indoor courts that fall within the drive time area were inventoried. In 2009, the study anticipated the 
additional courts that would be developed in the Stafford Hills project. It identified them as 11 
courts, bringing the total number of courts to 29 courts within the drive time area to serve that 
demand of 24,775. The generally accepted planning standard that has been developed is the ideal 
of one court per 250 tennis players. That is based on the number of people that can be supported 
with a facility being used at full capacity. Without the four additional courts from the City, the 
current ratio would be one court for approximately 1100 players. The Sports Management Group 
believes there is a clearly demonstrated demand for the number of courts proposed, and in fact for 
many more courts beyond that. The revenue for the facility is driven in large measure by the 
demand for court time. Both public and private courts are necessary to meet the demand of the 
market.  

The Sports Management Group reviewed the 2006-2012 usage data to look at participation and 
programming and whether there are opportunities for growth. They believe existing programs could 
be grown. The addition of four new courts would allow more programming, not just court time. 
Tennis leads the traditional sports in participation; it is one of the few sports that has continued to 
see growth. The growth from 2000-2009 was 43%. It has slipped to 37%, but that is dramatic 
growth. She believes it speaks to the lifelong nature of tennis and the fact that programs have 
focused on developing youth players.  

One of the factors that will influence revenues is the fees that are charged for the use of the courts. 
Public facilities charge in different ways: per player, or in increments of time. At $18 per hour for 
the courts the City provides, it will be at the bottom end of the market rate. These are current rates; 
the pro forma has anticipated an increase in fees when the new facility would open. Actual revenue 
FY2012 based on four courts was compared to what it would have been if the City had used the 
higher rate of $24 per hour. Projected revenue is also shown for eight courts. The Sports 
Management Group believes there is room for revenue growth with youth and adult classes. More 
revenue is projected for special events. Most of the increase in revenue comes from the availability 
of additional court time. There is some additional interest income because the expense pro forma 
includes $40,000 per year commitment to a depreciation fund that is assumed to be an interest-
bearing account.  

As they analyzed expenses, they looked at the basic operating assumptions. The building 
maintains the same hours of operation but is staffed whenever open. Contract maintenance 
service costs were significantly increased because of the larger building. An energy efficient 
building is assumed, but more cost is built in for energy. One of the biggest changes is in the 
management of the facility. It would be managed by a City employee who would have responsibility 
for the facility, the budget, staff, management, instruction coordination, training, marketing, and 
program development. The employee would also have teaching responsibilities. Current actual 
expenses are compared to projected first year operating costs for an eight court facility. Significant 
changes come with salaries, which are one of the larger expenses for any facility of this type. Staff 
is extremely important to the success of the facility and salaries for the instructional staff reflect the 
current level of class programs. The cost for general administration of City services basically is 
$31,000, which is the current number. Initially it was thought these costs would go down, but after 
review, it is not believed they will. The figure increases over time. The cost that does go down is 
the transfer to the Parks and Recreation Department. The function for the management of the 
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facility, which is currently done through Parks and Recreation now, and charged back to the facility 
in the amount of $32,000, will be with a full time staff that is at the facility.  

The last part of The Sports Management Group’s analysis was to look at capital funding. In the 
2009 study, potential funding sources were identified as including the sale of the property where 
the current tennis center is located. $1 million was anticipated; the use of $500,000 accumulated 
tennis earnings, and $3.3 million revenue bond. Based on the current estimate for construction, the 
$500,000 of accumulated earnings has increased to $560,000. The bond funding has gone down 
to $2.3 million, and there has been $1 million of Parks systems development charges (SDCs) that 
has been allocated out of the Five Year Capital Improvement Plan. This is a feasibility study to 
consider whether or not there would be sufficient revenue from the operation of the facility to 
provide debt service for the facility. They examined two different bonds, each with a yield of $2.3 
million over a 25 year period. One bond type is a 4% bond with full faith in credit of the City behind 
it; the second is a 7% bond without full faith in credit. These are planning numbers; rates are likely 
to be different. It is anticipated that debt service would kick in during 2014 if Council proceeded 
with it today. The debt service doesn’t begin for a full year. This assumes that operation would be 
continued in the existing facility until the new one is complete. Capital outlay shows $40,000 per 
year to the basic reserve fund. Accumulated earnings in that fund have not been included in the 
totals. Over the ten year period, it generates $400,000 worth of accumulated contribution to the 
capital fund. Accumulated earnings assumes the City has committed $560,000 of current earnings 
to the capital fund, so the first year starts off with a fund balance. Over the ten year period, the 
accumulated earnings are about $1.139 million, based on these assumptions. 

When the 7% bond was considered, the cost of the debt service and the coverage that is required 
for the kind of bond that lacks the full faith in credit of the City is not feasible. It makes sense to 
reduce the cost of the interest and the requirement for debt service by providing a bond with a full 
faith in credit of the City. 

In The Sports Management Group’s analysis, revenue projections were based on court play at 
capacity level. The projection of class revenue was at 82% of capacity. That is about the level the 
City is performing now, and has for some time. To be conservative, that estimate was decreased to 
78%. That is reflected in the new numbers; $40,000 of the commitment to a depreciation account 
was added. There are opportunities to improve the numbers. Expenses and assumptions about 
how the facility would be operated appeared to be within range. The study and revisions by The 
Sports Management Group demonstrate the financial feasibility of this facility and its ability to 
contribute toward debt service.  

The next phase of work is to refine the capital costs; the assumptions are predicated on 
construction costs. The next phase would be a concept plan that would do the due diligence for 
site development, so that questions about infrastructure costs, site costs, design goals, building 
appearance, and criteria for energy efficiency can be resolved. That would lead to refined total 
project costs, both hard and soft, and projecting costs toward a date of actual construction. The 
next phase of study would involve community participation in helping to define all of the design 
goals and objectives. 

Ms. Livingston indicated that The Sports Management Group is a national consulting firm. They 
have been in business since 1986. Their sole focus is community and university recreation and 
sports facilities. Their work is focused on economic feasibility, market and demand analysis, and 
operational review and planning. They understand the kinds of programs and services these 
facilities must deliver; their perspective is always that of the operator and making sure that the 
promises and return that are possible represent what it means to own and operate the facilities for 
a municipality. They have worked with about 450 communities across the U.S. and have done a lot 
of work in the Pacific Northwest. Clients include the Multnomah Athletic Club, the Furstenburg 
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Center in San Francisco, the Southwest Portland Community Center, and three other City of 
Portland centers. They have worked on Kroc Centers, which are the big centers that have been 
done for the Salvation Army by the Ray and Joan Kroc Foundation.  

Councilor Kehoe asked where the $560,000 in accumulated earnings was coming from. 

Ms. Gilmer indicated there was a transfer to the General Fund to pay for general services, which 
covers City Attorney’s office, Finance, Parks and Rec, and insurances. That is an expense that is a 
line item in the budget and goes along with other expenses, materials and services and personnel. 
At the end of the year, all those expenses are deducted from the revenues that are generated and 
the balance that is remaining goes into a beginning fund. That money is then used to pay for 
capital items and the studies that have been done over the last few years. Currently the ending 
balance of the tennis fund is about $600,000. 

Councilor Kehoe asked for clarification of the investment income, the $20,000 income line item.  

Ms. Gilmer indicated that it was a combination of interest and grant money. 

Ms. Livingston indicated accumulated earnings were about $696,000. The figure might be high. 
They did not calculate interest that would be earned on the $40,000 or the accumulated balance or 
any other monies the City might be holding that would earn the interest.  

Councilor Kehoe indicated that since the accumulated monies would be spent, the only thing the 
City would have would be whatever reserve was being put in from the accumulated earnings. That 
would be a lot less than $20,000; he believes that number should be revised. 

Councilor Olson indicated she would like to know how much of the tennis usage is from out of 
district. Ms. Gilmer had indicated a figure for classes and programs, but not for court use. 

Ms. Gilmer indicated the Tennis Center does not track residents vs. non-residents on the court 
usage. Drop-ins call in, and that is not tracked. With seasonals, residents have priority. It is difficult 
to know whether a court is being reserved for singles or doubles, and whether players are resident 
or non-resident. People may not play with the same people all the time. With class registration, it is 
much easier to track. 

Councilor Olson noted that the information could be captured when people come into the facility 
to play. Tualatin Hills charges $16/hour for in-district and $32/hour for out of district, so they are 
keeping track. In March or April, in the Council Digest, Ms. Gilmer gave a report in the Parks 
section that said new City league rules had been approved and implemented. The rule revisions 
give preference to Lake Oswego residents for filling team vacancies and require the league to 
maintain at least a 50% residency rate for league members. She interprets that to mean that before 
April, leagues and team vacancies were not required to have at least half the people be residents.  

Ms. Gilmer indicated that Tualatin Hills requires all participants in the recreation programs to carry 
a membership card. Lake Oswego doesn’t do that, and they don’t staff facilities from 6 a.m.-10 
p.m. People can use cardkeys to get in, so it’s not easy to track residents. The other thing with 
Tualatin Hills is that the taxpayers there subsidize their tennis program. Their indoor tennis facility 
does not cover its operating costs, whereas Lake Oswego’s does.  

Mr. Anderholm indicated there has been preference given to City residents all along in the City 
league. The rule change was specific to when players are added when there is a vacancy on the 
team. In the past there had been non-resident players who were elected to play who weren’t 
necessarily from the City. The rule change was that if there is someone of the same rating who 
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wants to play, the person from the City would be chosen prior to someone outside the City. The 
league has always operated on the basis that there will be at least 50% of the participants from the 
City. 

Councilor Olson asked if the City’s other Parks and Recreation programs charge more to out of 
district people, with the exception of the tennis center and the golf course. 

Ms. Gilmer indicated they do. 

Councilor Olson indicated that in Exhibit B of Ms. Gilmer’s email of this week, her letter to Tim 
O’Brien at Metro, there was a tracking of classes and programs from ’06 to this year. It looks like 
that participation peaked in 2008 and has been declining since. 

Ms. Gilmer indicated that when they did the pro forma, they noticed there are a combination of 
uses at the tennis center: classes for adults and youth, seasonal reservations, drop-in play, and 
league play. Classes are a smaller percentage. There has been less participation since 2009. 
There are cycles which go up and down. In the pro forma, a conservative revenue estimate for 
classes has been used. It doesn’t represent a decline in program participation. 82% enrollment in 
classes is still anticipated. There is a decline in some adult programming. 

Councilor Olson asked if there was a cost estimate for developing a concept plan. 

Ms. Gilmer indicated that was approved in the budget by the Council. It was a Council goal for 
2012. Parks is holding to get direction from the Council. 

Councilor Olson asked if that included a traffic study. 

Ms. Gilmer indicated it did not, but the traffic study was being done as part of the Luscher Area 
Master Plan. Kittelson is working with MIG on the Master Plan, and they did an initial analysis of 
the traffic on Stafford Road, Rosemont Road, and Bergis Road for the Luscher Area Master Plan, 
which included the roundabout. Parks is waiting for the site study for the Luscher Plan to get 
direction from Council so the traffic analysis can be finished. That is anticipated within the next 
month. Verbally, they have said they don’t think there will a significant enough traffic increase from 
tennis to warrant an expansion of the roundabout. That needs to be confirmed in the finished 
analysis. They will be looking at the neighborhood impacts as well. 

Councilor Tierney indicated he found the report very informative and well-done. He noted that the 
report said that moving the fee to $24/hour was acceptable to the market. He would like 
elaboration on that. He also asked if there had been thought given to having a resident and a non-
resident rate. 

Ms. Livingston indicated that in terms of the $24/hour rate being acceptable to the market, that 
would not be certain until it was presented to the market, but other facilities in the market are 
currently charging more than the City charges. In meeting with those operators and learning about 
their offerings, the judgment was made that $24/hour is going to be less than the market is 
currently charging. The $24/hour rate applies to the court, not the people playing; for doubles, it 
would be divided four ways and be $6 per person. 

Ms. Gilmer indicated that for this study, they did not look at charging a higher rate to non-
residents. They don’t know what impact that might have on participation. It could be considered. 
This study was to analyze whether the tennis center will pay for itself. If the City moves forward, a 
closer look at fee structure should be taken. In the public sector, there are a variety of fee 
structures. Lake Oswego is charging a flat rate for singles or doubles; a lot of places are charging 
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more for doubles. Currently, residents are given priority for registering for seasonal play, classes, 
and league play.  

Councilor Tierney asked what the time frame for the concept plan would be. 

Ms. Gilmer indicated it would probably take two or three months. Her goal would be to get the 
concept plan to Council in December.  

Mayor Hoffman asked if public outreach would be included in that. 

Ms. Gilmer indicated it would. Part of the goal of a concept plan is to ameliorate concerns from 
neighbors and citizens. 

Councilor Kehoe said he thought he had heard Ms. Livingston say that the pro forma only works 
with full faith in credit at the 4% rate, not at the 7% rate. The chart appears to indicate it would work 
at 7%. He asked for clarification. 

Ms. Livingston indicated it would take further study, but that with the kind of coverage that is 
required for a 7% without full faith in credit, the amount of reserve that the City would be holding 
and providing coverage the bond would likely require would leave a very thin margin and not one 
The Sports Management Group would deem feasible. When there is a refined cost, it could be 
looked at in greater detail. 

Councilor Kehoe indicated that previously Council was told the project was essentially self-
funding. Now $1 million is included in SDCs from Parks funds. He suspects there is a large portion 
of the City that would benefit more from turf fields, or dog parks, or trails, or other things and they 
might not be supportive of the tennis center. If the $1 million from SDC fees is used, he would like 
to know what the City would not do. 

Ms. Gilmer indicated SDCs are used for growth and new facilities. A brand new ball field would 
qualify, as would a new turf field. For the current five year Capital Improvement Plan (CIP), the only 
thing that is funded right now is the Rosemont Trail. The only other funded project listed there is 
the tennis center. Two unfunded projects are the George Rogers Park Phase 5 project (only a 
portion of that can use Parks SDCs) and a bridge over Tryon Creek. The bridge would require 
MTIP funding as well. Those projects are questionable because additional funding needs to be 
found. A brand new facility cannot be built using all Parks SDCs. 

Councilor Kehoe indicated that another portion of the capital is projected to be raised from the 
sale of the existing tennis center. When he visited it yesterday, there were a lot of trees there. He 
wonders if it is a sensitive lands property. It is feasible it could be sold for $1 million, but if there is a 
lot of sensitive lands overlay, that amount might be reduced. 

Ms. Gilmer indicated there are no documented sensitive lands on the tennis site. The anticipated 
revenue from the sale of the property was calculated in the 2009 study and hasn’t been updated. A 
developer was talked to at that time to understand how many lots might be available, and what it 
might be sold for. The estimate should be updated to make sure that number is still viable. It may 
have changed quite a bit. 

Councilor Kehoe asked for clarification of the jumps between 2014 and 2015, such as daily court 
fees jumping from $41,000 to $139,000. Seasonal court fees jump from $125,000 to $312,000.  

Ms. Livingston indicated that in addition to going from four courts to eight, the rate increase was 
contributing to the revenue increase.  



City Council Regular Meeting Minutes Page 11 of 18 
October 2, 2012 
 

Councilor Kehoe asked why there was nothing in the program instruction and coordination 
category.  

Ms. Livingston indicated that was an error; a corrected spread sheet is being passed around that 
shows the additional amount of $143,836. The increase of the transfers to the general fund has 
been changed from $18,000 to $31,000. 

Councilor Kehoe asked why the building maintenance and cleaning tripled from 2014 to 2015. 

Ms. Livingston indicated it reflected the move into the new facility. 

Councilor Olson received confirmation that there were no other changes on the spreadsheet. 

Ms. Gilmer indicated that for the 4% bond, it was just the two changes. On the 7% bond, it was 
just the increase in the administrative transfer. 

Councilor Gudman referred to the insufficiency of cash flow to meet debt service. The report 
indicates on p. 137 that if it doesn’t have the full faith in credit backing, there is insufficient cash 
flow to consistently meet the cash requirements. He asked for confirmation of that statement. 

Ms. Livingston confirmed the statement. 

Councilor Gudman referred to the SDC question and indicated he thought SDCs could also be 
used for additional capacity. If the Parks Department was to replace a grass field with an artificial 
field, or any kind of replacement where the City is able to add more hours of operation because of 
the field, then SDC dollars could be used for that. 

Ms. Gilmer concurred, and indicated that the percentage of increase would need to be calculated 
to determine the amount eligible for SDC funding. 

Councilor Gudman asked if it was accurate to say that the projections on both the revenues and 
the expenses going forward are based upon where the City currently is and where it has been. 

Ms. Gilmer indicated that expenses were based on where the City is, and expenses are listed 
generously. The intent was to overestimate expenses and underestimate revenues.  

Councilor Gudman indicated that as he looks over the budget book, the revenues in the pro 
forma appear to be 10-15% higher than the revenues showing in the budget book, for the same 
period. Likewise, the expenses for 2013 in the pro forma seem to be to be substantially below 
those listed in the budget book for the last few years. He agreed to meet with Ms. Gilmer later to 
get clarification.   

Ms. Gilmer indicated expense and revenue numbers were taken from the City’s financial system, 
and she believes they are accurate. 

Ms. Livingston indicated that in terms of the expenses, the pro forma started with zero-based 
budgeting. It is a new, larger facility with a different staffing model. The pro forma was based on 
operating assumptions. 

Councilor Gudman asked if the current facility hadn’t been used as a baseline for making 
assumptions and projections, whether there were other facilities in Ms. Livingston’s experience that 
might have been used to develop the numbers. 
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Ms. Livingston indicated that they knew what the staffing and compensation levels would be, 
which represent about 61% of the operating budget. There were assumptions made about utility 
costs for a facility of this type, and efforts to implement energy efficiency. Estimates for 
maintenance are believed to be on the high side.  

Councilor Gudman noted that Eastmoreland’s facility closed down, and asked if the reason why 
was known. 

Ms. Livingston indicated she did not know the reason why.  

Councilor Olson asked what the balance in the Parks SDC fund was. 

Ms. Gilmer indicated the current balance as of 9/28/2012 was $1,377,247. 

Councilor Olson referred to the updated pro forma, and asked why the potential revenue from 
selling the current facility and the preliminary cost estimate of building the facility were not updated.  

Ms. Gilmer indicated the level of analysis for this pro forma was just to see what happens when 
debt service is added to the assumptions. Clearly construction cost estimates need to be revised 
and other funding assumptions need to be looked at when the City moves forward. 

Councilor Olson asked if there was any analysis done of the fact that the City’s rates are lower 
than in surrounding communities and there are a number of non-City residents who use the 
facilities, and whether that was likely to change if the City’s rates increase. 

Ms. Gilmer indicated there had been no analysis of that. 

Mayor Hoffman referred to the sales price of the present facility and asked if that would be re-
examined in the next two or three months. 

Ms. Gilmer indicated that could be done as part of the cost analysis. 

Councilor Moncrieff indicated she accepted the conclusion of the report. She believes it is 
important to accept the pro forma so the City can move forward with concept planning.  

Councilor Jordan indicated that if the City is building a new center given the current 
circumstances, the idea of a revenue bond made sense to her. If the City is also looking at not 
generating revenue with the facility but simply providing a recreational opportunity, rather than go 
through the political issues of full faith in credit versus a revenue bond, it might be a more direct 
way to get something built. She doesn’t want to write off the idea of a revenue bond, and would like 
to consider both options going forward. Other issues need to be resolved before she is comfortable 
with spending a lot more money on a site specific kind of study. She would like more information 
regarding the value of the current site, and the traffic study. She believes the City is moving in the 
right direction but that it will take a lot more information.   

Mayor Hoffman noted that staff had asked whether to proceed forward with concept planning. 

Councilor Jordan indicated she was concerned about how far the City goes into concept planning 
on a piece of property they haven’t had a final decision on by Metro. 

Councilor Olson concurred. 
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Councilor Jordan indicated that it would not be stopping the tennis center to put off concept 
planning for six weeks until there has been a decision by Metro. 

Councilor Moncrieff concurred with Councilor Jordan that she would like to see information on 
both financing options. She has no concerns with using Parks SDCs for the tennis center. She is 
concerned about waiting on the land use portion since Councilors had suggested the City should 
not move forward with the land use until all the financial information is available and the design is 
completed. She is comfortable the process with the land use application is good; it has been 
recommended for approval. The City is much further along on the Luscher Area Master Plan, and 
she can see it as a whole. She believes the City needs to be careful it doesn’t take so long that it 
increases costs; she believes it is time to proceed. 

Councilor Gudman noted that in both cases they were looking at revenue bonds, with or without 
full faith in credit. On the site study, the preliminary estimate of $4.9 million in construction costs on 
a 73,000 square foot building is about $66 per square foot. He asked if there was any information 
about costs of recent comparable facilities, and if there were any recent comparable facilities 
people were aware of. 

Mr. Powell indicated if full faith in credit was done, it would be a full faith in credit bond, not a 
revenue bond. 

Ms. Gilmer indicated she was not aware of recent comparable facilities or costs. The original site 
study done by Mr. Brian Jackson was fairly detailed, in that it looked at site development costs and 
costs of building a basic structure with viewing area, lobby, showers, etc.  That was based on 
reasonable estimates at the time. Once concerns are understood, design can address those 
issues. That will help to clarify square foot costs. There is a general understanding of site 
development costs, but a closer look needs to be taken at costs of the sewer connection. Costs of 
parking access points also need to be taken into account.  

Councilor Gudman asked if Councilor Kehoe found $66 per square foot to be a reasonable cost. 

Councilor Kehoe indicated that while $66 per square foot was feasible, it would not produce a 
building up to Lake Oswego’s standards. 

Councilor Tierney indicated that many of these questions could be answered in a concept plan. 

(Recess from 8:05-8:14 p.m.) 

Councilor Olson indicated she did not feel the assumptions and recommendations since the 2009 
study had proven accurate. The 2009 study recommended a revenue bond of $3.3 million. The 
updated pro forma suggests a full faith in credit bond of only $2.3 million, The original study said 
the City could pay for a $3.3 million revenue bond; this says the City can barely manage a $2.3 
million bond. She thinks the cost estimate of the building is way too low. She is very concerned 
about using 80% of the SDC fund balance for a specialized facility like this; she is not sure citizens 
would support that. There are a lot of new facilities: two turf fields and a basketball court in the 
Luscher Area Master Plan that are not funded. She concurs with Councilor Jordan that Council 
should wait for Metro’s decision on whether to expand the UGB to include the Rassekh property. If 
it is not brought into the UGB, the City cannot move forward with the tennis center. 

Councilor Kehoe indicated that he and his family are all tennis players, in spite of his position on 
this. Other than from a small part of the community, he does not hear many people who want a 
new tennis center. He is not convinced it’s the City’s responsibility to build a tennis center; he is 
having a hard time with the project and pushing forward. In view of the recession, he questions that 
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a new tennis center should be a high priority. He is now concerned that the City is pushing this 
down the road when there isn’t significant community demand. The City’s rates are very low and it 
should be raising the rates. Perhaps by raising the rates to market level, there wouldn’t be such a 
full tennis center. He also noted that when he has called to check for time at the tennis center, he 
has always been able to find it. Mr. Zupancic has a new tennis center opening; he questions why 
the City would build a public tennis center to compete with him. He suggested that it might make 
more sense to cover some of the City’s existing tennis courts, which could probably be done for a 
few hundred thousand dollars. If this does move forward, he would like the current property to be 
carefully examined, because he believes that because of all the trees, the City will not receive the 
value that has been projected. During the break, he checked with someone who used to play at the 
Eastmoreland Racquet Club, and he said it was four or five courts, owned be a very successful 
businessman who couldn’t make a go of it, which is why it was closed down. That would be worth 
checking into some more as a scenario that the City should know more about. 

Mayor Hoffman asked what the product would be if the majority of the Council directed staff to go 
forward with the concept plan. 

Ms. Gilmer noted that what the City would see would be a much more refined number for 
construction. Without an update of that number, it is unknown whether the pro forma actually 
pencils out. The other thing would be to get a refined number for the sale of the tennis property. 
Without that information, it is unknown whether the project can move forward or not. To some 
degree the construction cost would depend on what the center looks like. A development review 
process, a conditional use process, will need to occur. The facility will need to respond to the City’s 
code and to concerns the community may have about aesthetics and visibility. The consultant will 
provide a general idea of what the facility might look like. It would not be design documents, but it 
would provide a general idea of what it will look like, where it will sit on the property, the elevations, 
how the visual impact of the building can be minimized with landscaping and so on. The level of 
detail in the concept plan will provide better numbers for construction, and the pro forma can be 
updated to see if it still pencils out. The next thing would be to refine the financing.  

Ms. Livingston indicated that the concept plan has been estimated at about three months. As 
construction numbers are developed, those can be plugged into the pro forma right away. A 
funding plan could be developed that would identify various sources of funding for consideration by 
the Council.  

Ms. Gilmer indicated that assuming the funding plan was acceptable to the Council, the current 
tennis property would need to be rezoned to residential, and sold to a developer.  Design on a new 
facility could be done in tandem with that, or it could wait until there is an actual sale. If somebody 
is not found to purchase the property, the project could be delayed.  

Councilor Moncrieff asked where the funding for the concept planning comes from. 

Ms. Gilmer indicated that the funding for the concept planning is in the tennis fund in the current 
budget and has been approved by the Council.  

Councilor Moncrieff asked if funding for all the tennis center studies so far had come out of the 
tennis fund. 

Ms. Gilmer indicated the site study did; she believes the golf and tennis feasibility study was 
funded out of the general fund, but she would need to check. 

Councilor Moncrieff noted that she does not play tennis. She has heard from her time as a liaison 
on PRAB that there is a tennis community in Lake Oswego that is hundreds strong that has been 
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asking and waiting for more tennis courts; they have been hearing for years of people who can’t 
get court time. The Lakeridge High School tennis player doesn’t have a team because of lack of 
court space. She believes this project is very different from others being looked at, because the 
users can pay for their own facility. That is not the case with sports fields or the golf driving range. 
The property was purchased for active recreation by the citizens, and it was originally inside the 
City limits and the UGB. It is zoned for Parks and Natural Area, and is in the Luscher Area Master 
Plan.  

Mayor Hoffman indicated he was comfortable in moving the concept plan forward to get a better 
idea of construction costs and the potential sales price of the existing facility. 

Councilor Gudman indicated that the financing decision was straightforward. Debt projections are 
fairly easy to calculate and possible sources are straightforward. He would like to know how long it 
is likely to take to get a better idea of construction costs and the sales price of the existing 
property.  

Ms. Gilmer indicated she estimated Council would be able to have that information in December if 
the go-ahead was received this evening. 

Councilor Gudman asked what level of refinement would go with the question on the capital cost 
of the concept planning and the estimated sales dollars for the current property. 

Ms. Gilmer noted that in the 2010 site study, there is an outline for each property that lists the 
elements that go into the cost for the facility for construction. That would be further refined by going 
through a public process to figure out the aesthetics and the siting of the building. When the 2010 
study was done, the geotechnical analysis on the site had not been done to make sure the facility 
actually works on the site. Site survey hadn’t been done. Those details will be refined so better 
numbers can be provided. A key part of this is meeting with the public. The City will need to meet 
with tennis players to make sure that the center meets their expectations. It will also need to be 
sure that the exterior aesthetics address the community’s concerns. Sustainable design elements 
will need to be looked at to see if there are elements that could reduce costs over time.  

Councilor Gudman indicated he was skeptical on the numbers. He believes getting a clearer idea 
on construction costs, the sale price of the existing property, and Metro’s decision are key to 
deciding if the project is feasible or not. He would prefer to end the process this evening, but he 
believes there is sufficient merit in the presentation this evening to move forward to get the 
additional information.  

Mayor Hoffman indicated he thought it was appropriate to be skeptical. 

Councilor Tierney indicated he is supportive of replacing the tennis facility if it pencils out and is 
paid for by the tennis community. He believes on the revenue side that the pro forma has good 
numbers, research, and documentation. He believes expense numbers are conservative. 
Essentially the building cannot cost more than $4.9 million if it is to pencil out. It is also critical to 
know the value of the existing center. 

Councilor Jordan indicated Council had heard from a lot of people for many years about the need 
for a tennis center. She believes it is a very important part of the public offerings that Lake Oswego 
has. In Oregon, tennis can’t be played outside year round. Indoor tennis courts are very important. 
She has always thought the project would at least be revenue neutral. The current economy might 
make the generation of funds difficult, and she is leery of having the public start to weigh in about 
what they want in terms of building costs. She believes sensibilities of people in the neighborhood 



City Council Regular Meeting Minutes Page 16 of 18 
October 2, 2012 
 

can be recognized. She is not comfortable that there is another site besides the Rassekh site. If 
the concept plan can be presented in December, she will support moving this forward. 

Mayor Hoffman indicated he had heard that five people were in favor of moving forward on 
concept planning and two who were not.  

Councilor Olson indicated she would prefer to wait for the decision in mid-November on the UGB 
expansion. 

Mr. Donaldson indicated that the $460,000 revenue number is out of the year end report Council 
received on the 18th. In the budget book, it was budgeted at $425,000 and originally estimated at 
$405,000. To be conservative, next year was budgeted at $394,000. Also in the budget, it appears 
there is additional money in the professional and technical services for this kind of work. He asked 
if the additional amount would be about $20,000-$25,000. 

Ms. Gilmer indicated that was her recollection but she wasn’t certain. 

Mr. Donaldson indicated he thought there would be a Metro decision on the 29th. 

Mayor Hoffman indicated five Councilors wanted to move forward with concept planning. Issues 
that remain are the cost of construction, sales price of the facility, sensitive land issues, and the 
Metro decision. 

8. INFORMATION FROM THE COUNCIL 

8.1 Councilor Information 

Councilor Kehoe asked for clarification from Council on Boards and Commissions. Last January 
he became the liaison to Boards and Commissions. He needs clarification on the process for 
interviews and putting people on boards, particularly with the Budget Committee. 

Councilor Gudman noted that there has always been a citizen member of the interview 
committee, and it is usually the chair. In this case the chair and the vice chair are up for re-
appointment and so are not eligible. In such a case, he believes the Council liaison should consult 
with the chair of the committee and whoever he wishes to contact and come up with a third person.  

Councilor Jordan indicated that the process had evolved considerably in six years. She thought 
Councilors should be on the committee, with both ends of the spectrum represented, and there 
should also be a citizen member. Any citizen on the budget committee would be fine, preferably 
someone with a couple of years left on their term.  

Councilor Kehoe indicated that if it is a political issue, it could be put off until January. 

Councilor Moncrieff didn’t see a problem with everyone pitching in and giving input. She thought 
Councilors Jordan and Kehoe would pick a good citizen member.  

Councilor Kehoe indicated they needed help with student interviews and Parks and Rec. He 
indicated he would move forward with the Budget Committee interviews, and he would select a 
citizen from the committee for the interview. 

Councilor Olson indicated she thought it was really important to have a citizen member on the 
Citizen’s Budget Committee. The selection and operation of the Budget Committee comes under 
state budget law, not the usual board and commission rules. 
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Mayor Hoffman concurred. 

Councilor Gudman noted that Mr. Mathiot had recently come before Council with issues about the 
sale of his property on Carman Drive. He asked if an update could be provided.  

Mr. Donaldson indicated he had provided that information to Mr. Williams and believed Mr. 
Williams was in the process of contacting Mr. Mathiot, particularly on the issue of releasing the first 
right of refusal on the property. More information would be available by the next Council meeting. 

Councilor Gudman noted that the Budget Committee recommended last May that the Budget 
Committee be part of the discussion when Council has its discussion of utility fees and other 
charges. Council hasn’t acted on that recommendation, and he wondered if Council would be 
acting on that recommendation soon. 

Mayor Hoffman indicated he was not interested in it; he believes fees are a Council decision. He 
asked if Council members wanted to put on the agenda a discussion and vote as to whether the 
Budget Committee should weigh in on fees. Only three Council members (Councilors Gudman, 
Kehoe, and Olson) were in favor, so Budget Committee input will not be obtained regarding fees.  

Councilor Gudman indicated he thought it was important for Council to affirm its support or lack of 
support for the Southwest Corridor Committee. In light of the vote in Clackamas County, rightly or 
wrongly, he feels it is important that Council regularly (each 6-12 months) affirm its participation in 
the process. 

Councilor Jordan indicated that as the representative who is currently attending the Southwest 
Corridor meetings, at this time what is anticipated is so far removed from any kind of light rail 
discussion that she doubts there will be anyone who is upset about the City’s participation in the 
Southwest Corridor study. The lack of knowledge about the future of transportation funding is a 
major player in any discussion. They are focusing on how to improve the corridor for safety and 
how to improve transportation systems within the corridor, including Tri Met buses and scheduling, 
without completely eliminating a light rail connection. The City can affirm that it would like to stay 
involved, and how that traffic might impact Lake Oswego. 

Councilor Gudman concurs with Councilor Jordan on the uncertainty of funding, and what may 
come out of that. He thinks it is important to say publicly that the Council is supportive of what is 
going on, so that down the road citizens know the City has been involved in the process.  

Mayor Hoffman concurred. 

Councilor Olson indicated she would be interested in hearing updates from Councilor Jordan 
occasionally. 

Councilor Jordan indicated mostly the Committee was trying to figure out what the next step is; 
the same is true for the rail. Last Tuesday she attended a rail meeting in Salem; the forum group 
probably will not meet again until February. The Union Pacific representative who was there was 
very clear that the freight rail does not want to share its tracks with people. 

8.2 Reports of Council Committees, Organizational Committees, and Intergovernmental 
Committees 

9. REPORTS OF OFFICERS 

9.1 City Manager 
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9.2 Review of Council Schedule 

9.3 Review of Council Digest 

9.4 City Attorney 

10. ADJOURNMENT 

Mayor Hoffman adjourned the meeting at 8:53 p.m. 
 
 Respectfully submitted, 
 
 Catherine Schneider   /s/    
 Catherine Schneider, City Recorder 
 

 
 
 
APPROVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL: 
ON December 18, 2012 
 
Jack D. Hoffman   /s/   
Jack D. Hoffman, Mayor 
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