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Tualatin Hills Park & Recreation District 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES 

 
Natural Resources Advisory Committee Meeting 

Date: October 25, 2011 
Time: 6:30 PM 

Location: Stuhr Center 
 
In Attendance 

Committee Members: Rod Coles, Eric Lindstrom, Martin Mendelson, Don Nearhood, Cory 
Samia, Matthew Shepherd 

 Staff: Bruce Barbarasch 
 Guests: Brad Hauschild (THPRD) and Walt Bartel (Project Manager) 
 
I. Call to Order 

Meeting was called to order at 6:40 PM. 
   
II. Approval of Minutes 

Motion to approve: Don 
Second: Eric 
Unanimous approval 

  
III.  Financial Report  

Balance sheet provided by Bruce. 
 
Funds come to NRAC through an employee matching grant program related to volunteers and their employers.  
Current balance sheet in need of further auditing so amounts shown are provisional.  
 
Rod recommends including a line item in the report for the Challenge Grant monies.  
 
Rod and Bruce provide a brief explanation of the Challenge Grant funds including how and when they may be 
used (thresholds). 

 
IV. Old Business 

Discussion of Natural Resources Management Plan Update Criteria 
Bruce distributes a condensation of the input provided by various members. 
 
Committee members asked to consider the various points under major categories and comment critically. 
 
Rod asks who the audience may be, who will be using the plan?  He uses Lowami-Hart Woods as an example.  
Bruce responds that Natural Resources personnel will be primary audience, but the plan should be accessible 
and useful to other stakeholders. 
 
Discussion of decision matrices and which of the existing ones should be moved forward.  
 
Suggestion that the planning document be concise and specific, something on the order of the trails plan. 
Discussion of degree to which plan should address issues such as species preservation, climate change and 
ecosystem diversity. 
 
Bruce suggests the plan should include matrices that can be used to assess department/plan success. 
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Committee asked to individually make input: 
 
Martin asks about #4 page 2 – Balancing science and public opinion.  Suggests it could use restatement. 
 
Matthew suggests that natural processes trump everything else.  In the end it comes down to insuring that the 
plan leads to representative habitats, i.e., avoidance of monocultures even if they are indigenous plants such as 
Doug fir. 
 
Don comments that the “natural processes” will require substantial management if we are to end up with a 
diverse number of habitats. 
 
Rod points out exclusion A as something that maybe should not be in the plan, but references to these items 
definitely should be included. 
 
Cory questions inclusion of items 8 and 9 under Purpose of the plan.  Under “Unknowns” she wonders if the plan 
needs to specifically address Intertwine. 
 
Eric suggests that staff further develop concepts articulated early in the meeting re: an overarching natural 
resources management vision. 
 

V. New Business 
Planning Presentation: Fanno Creek Trail 
Walt Bartel gives update on Fanno Creek Greenway Trail Crossing project and explains main points of the five 
crossing options that have been studied so far.  Of these the Stakeholder Advisory Committee (SAC) selected 
two options that will now be forwarded to THPRD/City of Beaverton: Bridge Option and Tunnel Option.  Selection 
criteria included cost estimates, wetlands impacts, maintenance needs, traffic impacts and public feedback. 
Cory notes a discrepancy between information related to the tunnel option as shown on the Project Overview 
sheet and the evaluation grid.  Specifically the handout says that the tunnel option has less wetlands impact than 
bridge option but grid indicates that the tunnel would have highest overall natural resources impacts. 
 
NRAC member Mitch Cruzan served on the SAC for this project. 
 
Purpose of update was to make Committee aware of project status and to provide them with information related 
to next steps.  Committee members invited to further study the project and make recommendations if so inclined. 
 
A second open house will be held in 2012 in order to get community comments on the two options currently on 
the table. 
 

VI. Other 
Review scope/charge of the committee. 
 
Rod wants to make sure that everyone on the Committee is fully aware of the Committee guidelines as outlined 
on page 2 of the agenda. 
 

VII. Next Meeting will be held on December 6, 2011, 6:30 PM, at Elsie Stuhr. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 8:45 PM. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Eric Lindstrom, EdD 
Recording Secretary  
 


