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Citizens need to know we are here.  Recruiting new members.  The Challenge Grant Funds are 
intended for park improvements.  We would like to spend the funds on interpretive signs; however, we 
do not have the funding for professional services.  Seems to be a disconnect with the Board.  The only 
time we work with Board is when we give our annual presentation at a Board meeting 

 
5. What activities and/or projects is the group looking in the near future? 

Interactive signs for the parks to capture history.  There is no central place in the District that captures 
the history of each park.  Use SDC funds for this signage. 

 
6. Any other comments or observations? 

Idea:  Having the chairpersons of each of the Advisory Committees meet. 
 

IV. Staff Report – Park Security 
 Mike J reported that Park Patrol staff is staying busy in the field inspecting sites and responding to 

approximately 7-8 direct patron calls a night.  
 

 Park patrol officers Mitch Periera and Brian Webber briefly visited the Committee to take Committee 
member photos for the PAC/THPRD ID Badges. 
 

 ID Badges will be distributed at the next PAC meeting. 
 

 Brian and Mitch talked briefly about their duties and answered questions about the variety of calls they 
encounter while on patrol. 

 
V. Parks Maintenance 

Dave C brought forward a staff suggestion of creating an Adopt-a-Park Program.  Perhaps PAC members 
could spearhead one effort in each zone.  An adopt-a-park mission would need to be agreed upon but might 
include creating more community contacts and ownership within neighborhoods and parks, park 
improvements and enhancements, local ownership and stewardship.  The Committee responded with 
interest and will re-visit and discuss.    
 

VI. Old Business 
The Committee reviewed Planning staff’s written response to several questions of clarification, raised earlier 
by the PAC, about the value of the SDC credit issuing process. 
 
1. Question: Is the District getting good value when issuing SDC credits? 

The District is getting good value.  The projects can be built much quicker (in theory) and cheaper than 
if the P&D staff took on the project as a stand-alone. 

 
2. Question: How do we measure that? 

P&D staff is assigned to the individual projects and inspect them just like they were one of our own 
projects.  This usually includes a weekly site inspection during the construction season. 

 
3. Question: What is the procedure for monitoring and checking the work that’s done and which 

staff does this? 
P&D staff mostly (through design and construction), but also Maintenance staff when the work involves 
play equipment.  In the end, before the project is accepted, all THPRD departments will review it to 
make sure it is acceptable before we take it over. 

 
4. Question: How are the District’s needs and expectations communicated? 

The project generally goes through a master plan process which is approved by the Board.  That way, 
the District's needs will be met as part of the design process.  Staff works with the consultant and has 
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input into the design, so the design meets District needs, expectations, and standards.  It's really like 
the staff has designed the project, this way we make sure we get what we want. 

 
5. Question: Aside from Cedar Mills Falls boardwalk & parks, what other projects around the 

District are handled this way?  
Parks, play equipment, trails, natural area restoration, retaining walls, and bridges are also SDC-related 
projects to park development. 

 
6. Question: What are the rationales for accepting these proposals? 

The main rationale is that by working with a developer, they can do it much cheaper than if we do it.  It 
saves money and staff time.  In some cases, the land is donated which can be a huge savings to the 
District, especially at $500,000/acre.  Sometimes the rationale is political.  Some developers do better 
than others as far as following plans and constructing things correctly.  If it is installed wrong, we do not 
hesitate telling them to remove it and redo it correctly. 

 
VII. Old Business 

 Virginia Bruce asked the Committee for feedback about the Murray-Cornell plaza design concept under 
consideration by local citizens.  The Committee reviewed the plan and provided informal comments that 
were generally supportive.   

 The Committee discussed the status of our Challenge Grant requests noting that they would like to 
finalize the grant request at the February meeting.  Staff will bring back recommendations. 

 
VIII. Next Meeting will be held on Tuesday, December 10th, 6:15 pm at FCSC. 

 
 
Meeting adjourned at 8:05 pm. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Dave Chrisman 
Recording Secretary  


