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City of Brookings 

MEETING AGENDAS 
 

CITY COUNCIL 
Monday, June 22, 2026, 5:30pm 
City Hall Council Chambers, 898 Elk Drive, Brookings, OR 97415 
 
A. Call to Order 

B. Pledge of Allegiance 

C. Roll Call 

D. Oral Requests and Communications from the audience 
(*Public Comments on non-agenda items – five (5) minute limit per person, please submit Public Comment Form in advance)   

E. Consent Calendar 
1. Approve Council minutes for June 8, 2026 [Pg. 1] 
2. Receive monthly financial report for May 2026 [Pg. 2] 

F. Staff Reports/Public Hearings/Ordinances/Resolutions/Final Orders  
1. Resignation of Councilor Kristi Fulton and filling vacant council position [Pg. 8] 

a. Anthony Bond Application [Pg. 9] 
b. Jim Turner Application [Pg. 11] 
c. Nick Chapman Application [Pg. 14] 
d. Robert Naugle Application [Pg. 17] 

2. Increase appropriations due to grants and donations for FY 2025-26 budget [Pg. 22] 
a. Resolution 26-R-1298 Accept grants and donations and make appropriations  

[Pg. 23] 
3. Increase appropriations from insurance proceeds for FY 2025-26 budget [Pg. 25] 

a. Resolution 26-R-1299 Accept insurance proceeds and make appropriations  
 [Pg. 26] 

4. Amendment No. 1 to OWRD Agreement for Ferry Creek Dam Permitting Work  
[Pg. 27] 
a. Amendment No. 1 to Agreement WRD 296 020 [Pg. 28] 
b. Agreement WRD 26 020 [Pg. 32] 
c. Ferry Creek Dam Removal Project Overview [Pg. 45] 
d. Ferry Creek Dam Removal Project Area Map [Pg. 46] 

5. Amendment for additional funding for the Wild Rivers Film Festival [Pg. 47] 
a. Signed Cover Letter from Sue Wright [Pg. 48] 
b. Amended TEFA Application [Pg. 49] 
c. Digital Marketing Plan [Pg. 50] 

G. Remarks from Mayor, Councilors and City Manager 

H. Adjournment 

 

 

 

 



WORKSHOP 
Immediately following Council Meeting 
City Hall Council Chambers, 898 Elk Drive, Brookings, OR 97415 

A. Call to Order 

B. Roll Call 

C. Topics  
1. Amendment to Tourism Event Fund Assistance Application [Pg. 64] 

a. Current TEFA Application [Pg. 65] 
2. System Development Charges Discussion [Pg. 67] 

a. DLCD Memo [Pg. 68] 
b. Sample Waiver Municipal Code [Pg. 81] 

 
D. Council Member Requests for Workshop Topics 

E. Adjournment 

 
 
*Public Comment forms and the agenda packet are available on-line at www.brookings.or.us, and at Brookings City Hall. Return 
completed Public Comment forms to the City Recorder before the start of the meeting or during regular business hours. All public 
meetings are held in accessible locations.  Auxiliary aids will be provided upon request with at least 72 hours advance notification.  Please 
contact the City Recorder at 541-469-1102 if you have any questions regarding this notice or would like to provide public comment 
electronically. You can view City Council meetings LIVE on television on Charter PEG Channel 181, or stream/view on the City’s YouTube 
Channel:  https://www.youtube.com/@cityofbrookingsoregon8039 clicking on “Live” or search ‘City of Brookings Oregon YouTube’ in your 
browser. 

 

http://www.brookings.or.us/
https://www.youtube.com/@cityofbrookingsoregon8039


City of Brookings 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES 

City Hall Council Chambers, 898 Elk Drive, Brookings, OR 97415 
Monday, June 8, 2026 

Call to Order 
Mayor Phoebe Pereda called the meeting to order at 5:31 PM 

Roll Call 
Council Present: Mayor Phoebe Pereda, Councilors Kristi Fulton, Clayton Malmberg, Andy Martin 
and Jim Jollota; a quorum present 
Staff Present: City Manager Tim Rundel, Public Works & Development Services Director Tony 
Baron, Public Works & Development Services Deputy Director Lauri Ziemer,  City Attorney Lori 
Cooper (Zoom) and Public Works & Development Services Administrative Assistant Michelle 
Robidoux 
Media Present: None 
Others Present: 10 audience members 

Ceremonies/Appointments/Announcements 
Mayor Pereda awarded the Supreme Americanism Week Proclamation to the Emblem Club 

Oral Request and Communications from the audience 
1. Mike Frederick – spoke about Transient Lodging Tax Funding.

Consent Calendar 
1. Approve Council minutes for May 27, 2026

Councilor Martin moved and Councilor Jollota seconded to approve the Consent 
Calendar as presented. Motion passed; Mayor Pereda, Councilors Fulton, Malmberg, 
Martin and Jollota voting “aye” [5:0]. 

Staff Reports and Public Hearings 
1. Crosswalk Maintenance Agreement with ODOT
Staff report presented by Tony Baron 

Councilor Fulton moved and Councilor Martin seconded to authorize the City 
Manager to execute an Intergovernmental Agreement with the Oregon Department 
of Transportation for crosswalk maintenance on US 101 in the City of Brookings. 
Motion passed; Mayor Pereda, Councilors Fulton, Malmberg, Martin and Jollota 
voting “aye” [5:0]. 

Remarks from Mayor, Councilors and City Manager 
Councilor Malmberg requested to have the City advocate to have input on ODOT projects. 
Councilor Martin remarked on TLT funds and tourism. Councilor Fulton announced her 
resignation from the City Council. City Manager Rundel thanked Councilor Fulton for her service. 
Mayor Pereda agreed on the need to have City input on ODOT Projects and requested an 
update of TPAC funds. A plaque was presented to Councilor Fulton and Council thanked 
Councilor Fulton for serving as a City Councilor. 

Adjournment 
Mayor Phoebe Pereda adjourned the meeting at 6:02 PM. 

Respectfully submitted: 

ATTESTED: 

this 22th day of June, 2026: 

Phoebe Pereda, Mayor Brooklyn Osterhage, City Recorder 
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CITY OF BROOKINGS

FUND SUMMARY

FOR THE 11 MONTHS ENDING MAY 31, 2026

GENERAL FUND

REMAINING

BUDGET PERIOD ACTUAL YTD ACTUAL BUDGET PCNT

FOR ADMINISTRATION USE ONLY 92 % OF THE FISCAL YEAR HAS ELAPSED  06/17/2026     10:33AM       PAGE: 1

REVENUE

TAXES 4,680,220.00 95,986.04 4,468,710.59 211,509.41 95.5

LICENSES AND PERMITS 327,000.00 28,648.16 261,424.58 65,575.42 80.0

INTERGOVERNMENTAL 292,700.00 2,782.07 120,782.80 171,917.20 41.3

CHARGES FOR SERVICES 1,077,500.00 14,762.65 286,869.74 790,630.26 26.6

OTHER REVENUE 175,500.00 13,956.89 256,743.56 (             81,243.56) 146.3

TRANSFERS IN 779,400.00 .00 779,400.00 .00 100.0

7,332,320.00 156,135.81 6,173,931.27 1,158,388.73 84.2

EXPENDITURES

JUDICIAL:

PERSONAL SERVICES 41,083.00 4,365.47 48,648.00 (               7,565.00) 118.4

MATERIAL AND  SERVICES 12,850.00 325.00 5,221.40 7,628.60 40.6

CAPITAL OUTLAY .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

53,933.00 4,690.47 53,869.40 63.60 99.9

FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION:

PERSONAL SERVICES 461,889.00 34,069.29 410,780.01 51,108.99 88.9

MATERIAL AND  SERVICES 243,100.00 13,736.68 225,797.18 17,302.82 92.9

CAPITAL OUTLAY .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

704,989.00 47,805.97 636,577.19 68,411.81 90.3

POLICE:

PERSONAL SERVICES 4,020,285.00 335,519.42 3,676,848.72 343,436.28 91.5

MATERIAL AND  SERVICES 268,500.00 18,364.27 235,812.87 32,687.13 87.8

CAPITAL OUTLAY .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

DEBT SERVICE 104,747.00 .00 .00 104,747.00 .0

TRANSFERS OUT .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

4,393,532.00 353,883.69 3,912,661.59 480,870.41 89.1

FIRE:

PERSONAL SERVICES 243,824.00 20,779.58 227,181.89 16,642.11 93.2

MATERIAL AND  SERVICES 110,500.00 8,213.98 138,398.68 (             27,898.68) 125.3

CAPITAL OUTLAY .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

DEBT SERVICE 58,542.00 .00 .00 58,542.00 .0

TRANSFERS OUT .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

412,866.00 28,993.56 365,580.57 47,285.43 88.6
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CITY OF BROOKINGS

FUND SUMMARY

FOR THE 11 MONTHS ENDING MAY 31, 2026

GENERAL FUND

REMAINING

BUDGET PERIOD ACTUAL YTD ACTUAL BUDGET PCNT

FOR ADMINISTRATION USE ONLY 92 % OF THE FISCAL YEAR HAS ELAPSED  06/17/2026     10:33AM       PAGE: 2

PLANNING AND BUILDING:

PERSONAL SERVICES 298,206.00 23,636.54 268,577.15 29,628.85 90.1

MATERIAL AND  SERVICES 88,400.00 770.47 29,242.74 59,157.26 33.1

CAPITAL OUTLAY .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

TRANSFERS OUT .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

386,606.00 24,407.01 297,819.89 88,786.11 77.0

PARKS & RECREATION:

PERSONAL SERVICES 366,404.00 23,433.70 313,505.82 52,898.18 85.6

MATERIAL AND  SERVICES 146,000.00 10,691.12 129,155.33 16,844.67 88.5

CAPITAL OUTLAY .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

DEBT SERVICE 9,981.00 .00 9,980.00 1.00 100.0

TRANSFERS OUT .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

522,385.00 34,124.82 452,641.15 69,743.85 86.7

GOLF COURSE:

PERSONAL SERVICES .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

MATERIAL AND  SERVICES 900,000.00 .00 .00 900,000.00 .0

CAPITAL OUTLAY .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

900,000.00 .00 .00 900,000.00 .0

SWIMMING POOL:

PERSONAL SERVICES .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

MATERIAL AND  SERVICES 160,500.00 20,048.90 90,870.83 69,629.17 56.6

CAPITAL OUTLAY .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

160,500.00 20,048.90 90,870.83 69,629.17 56.6

NON-DEPARTMENTAL:

MATERIAL AND  SERVICES 175,100.00 17,119.35 134,864.92 40,235.08 77.0

CAPITAL OUTLAY .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

TRANSFERS OUT 533,000.00 .00 533,000.00 .00 100.0

CONTINGENCIES AND RESERVES 689,409.00 .00 .00 689,409.00 .0

1,397,509.00 17,119.35 667,864.92 729,644.08 47.8

8,932,320.00 531,073.77 6,477,885.54 2,454,434.46 72.5

(         1,600,000.00) (            374,937.96) (            303,954.27) (         1,296,045.73) (  19.0)
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CITY OF BROOKINGS

FUND SUMMARY

FOR THE 11 MONTHS ENDING MAY 31, 2026

STREET FUND

REMAINING

BUDGET PERIOD ACTUAL YTD ACTUAL BUDGET PCNT

FOR ADMINISTRATION USE ONLY 92 % OF THE FISCAL YEAR HAS ELAPSED  06/17/2026     10:33AM       PAGE: 3

REVENUE

INTERGOVERNMENTAL 550,000.00 44,857.55 461,327.49 88,672.51 83.9

OTHER REVENUE 20,000.00 .00 8,296.29 11,703.71 41.5

TRANSFER IN 100,000.00 .00 100,000.00 .00 100.0

670,000.00 44,857.55 569,623.78 100,376.22 85.0

EXPENDITURES

EXPENDITURES:

PERSONAL SERVICES 275,028.00 24,711.28 254,005.45 21,022.55 92.4

MATERIAL AND  SERVICES 333,000.00 19,004.76 197,534.42 135,465.58 59.3

CAPITAL OUTLAY 15,000.00 .00 7,862.00 7,138.00 52.4

DEBT SERVICE 8,106.00 .00 .00 8,106.00 .0

TRANSFERS OUT 238,700.00 .00 238,700.00 .00 100.0

CONTINGENCIES AND RESERVES 149,166.00 .00 .00 149,166.00 .0

1,019,000.00 43,716.04 698,101.87 320,898.13 68.5

1,019,000.00 43,716.04 698,101.87 320,898.13 68.5

(           349,000.00) 1,141.51 (           128,478.09) (           220,521.91) (  36.8)
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CITY OF BROOKINGS

FUND SUMMARY

FOR THE 11 MONTHS ENDING MAY 31, 2026

WATER FUND

REMAINING

BUDGET PERIOD ACTUAL YTD ACTUAL BUDGET PCNT

FOR ADMINISTRATION USE ONLY 92 % OF THE FISCAL YEAR HAS ELAPSED  06/17/2026     10:33AM       PAGE: 4

REVENUE

SOURCE 03 .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

CHARGES FOR SERVICES 2,125,000.00 183,532.14 1,929,884.66 195,115.34 90.8

OTHER INCOME 70,000.00 2,730.00 88,208.05 (             18,208.05) 126.0

TRANSFERS IN .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

2,195,000.00 186,262.14 2,018,092.71 176,907.29 91.9

EXPENDITURES

WATER DISTRIBUTION:

PERSONAL SERVICES 476,605.00 43,007.89 449,929.28 26,675.72 94.4

MATERIAL AND  SERVICES 197,100.00 5,914.81 198,982.13 (               1,882.13) 101.0

CAPITAL OUTLAY 40,000.00 .00 28,311.22 11,688.78 70.8

DEBT SERVICE 29,466.00 1,780.00 19,580.04 9,885.96 66.5

TRANSFERS OUT 40,000.00 .00 40,000.00 .00 100.0

783,171.00 50,702.70 736,802.67 46,368.33 94.1

WATER TREATMENT:

PERSONAL SERVICES 38,382.00 3,539.52 37,271.03 1,110.97 97.1

MATERIAL AND  SERVICES 677,150.00 53,113.11 573,072.54 104,077.46 84.6

CAPITAL OUTLAY 10,000.00 .00 .00 10,000.00 .0

DEBT SERVICE .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

TRANSFERS OUT 734,829.00 .00 734,829.00 .00 100.0

CONTINGENCIES AND RESERVES 211,468.00 .00 .00 211,468.00 .0

1,671,829.00 56,652.63 1,345,172.57 326,656.43 80.5

DEPARTMENT 24:

CAPITAL OUTLAY .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

.00 .00 .00 .00 .0

2,455,000.00 107,355.33 2,081,975.24 373,024.76 84.8

(           260,000.00) 78,906.81 (             63,882.53) (           196,117.47) (  24.6)
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CITY OF BROOKINGS

FUND SUMMARY

FOR THE 11 MONTHS ENDING MAY 31, 2026

WASTEWATER FUND

REMAINING

BUDGET PERIOD ACTUAL YTD ACTUAL BUDGET PCNT

FOR ADMINISTRATION USE ONLY 92 % OF THE FISCAL YEAR HAS ELAPSED  06/17/2026     10:33AM       PAGE: 5

REVENUE

SOURCE 03 (                4,500.00) .00 .00 (                4,500.00) .0

CHARGES FOR SERVICES 3,718,300.00 310,298.25 3,346,631.94 371,668.06 90.0

OTHER REVENUE 50,000.00 .00 112,849.65 (              62,849.65) 225.7

TRANSFER IN .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

3,763,800.00 310,298.25 3,459,481.59 304,318.41 91.9

EXPENDITURES

WASTEWATER COLLECTION:

PERSONAL SERVICES 734,557.00 56,485.80 655,020.86 79,536.14 89.2

MATERIAL AND  SERVICES 465,000.00 3,033.26 146,068.76 318,931.24 31.4

CAPITAL OUTLAY 15,000.00 .00 .00 15,000.00 .0

DEBT SERVICE 29,466.00 1,780.00 19,579.96 9,886.04 66.5

TRANSFERS OUT 291,000.00 .00 291,000.00 .00 100.0

1,535,023.00 61,299.06 1,111,669.58 423,353.42 72.4

WASTEWATER TREATMENT:

PERSONAL SERVICES 51,603.00 4,720.23 49,629.25 1,973.75 96.2

MATERIAL AND  SERVICES 1,420,299.00 104,803.67 1,128,566.60 291,732.40 79.5

CAPITAL OUTLAY 15,000.00 .00 .00 15,000.00 .0

DEBT SERVICE .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

TRANSFERS OUT 716,000.00 .00 716,000.00 .00 100.0

CONTINGENCIES AND RESERVES 590,375.00 .00 .00 590,375.00 .0

2,793,277.00 109,523.90 1,894,195.85 899,081.15 67.8

4,328,300.00 170,822.96 3,005,865.43 1,322,434.57 69.5

(            564,500.00) 139,475.29 453,616.16 (         1,018,116.16) 80.4
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CITY OF BROOKINGS

FUND SUMMARY

FOR THE 11 MONTHS ENDING MAY 31, 2026

URBAN RENEWAL AGENCY FUND

REMAINING

BUDGET PERIOD ACTUAL YTD ACTUAL BUDGET PCNT

FOR ADMINISTRATION USE ONLY 92 % OF THE FISCAL YEAR HAS ELAPSED  06/17/2026     10:33AM       PAGE: 6

REVENUE

TAXES 844,200.00 .00 859,838.33 (             15,638.33) 101.9

INTERGOVERNMENTAL .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

OTHER REVENUE 50,000.00 .00 82,305.80 (             32,305.80) 164.6

TRANSFERS IN .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

894,200.00 .00 942,144.13 (             47,944.13) 105.4

EXPENDITURES

GENERAL:

PERSONAL SERVICES .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

MATERIAL AND  SERVICES 185,256.00 1,050.00 8,455.43 176,800.57 4.6

CAPITAL OUTLAY 2,468,944.00 .00 13,945.00 2,454,999.00 .6

DEBT SERVICE .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

TRANSFERS OUT .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

CONTINGENCIES AND RESERVES .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

2,654,200.00 1,050.00 22,400.43 2,631,799.57 .8

DEPARTMENT 20:

CAPITAL OUTLAY .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

.00 .00 .00 .00 .0

DEPARTMENT 22:

MATERIAL AND  SERVICES .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

DEBT SERVICE .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

.00 .00 .00 .00 .0

DEPARTMENT 24:

CONTINGENCIES AND RESERVES .00 .00 .00 .00 .0

.00 .00 .00 .00 .0

2,654,200.00 1,050.00 22,400.43 2,631,799.57 .8

(         1,760,000.00) (               1,050.00) 919,743.70 (         2,679,743.70) 52.3
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RECE\VED

UEC O 8 2025 

CITY OF BROOKINGS

City of Brookings 
898 Elk Drive, Brookings, OR 97415 

Phone: 541- 469-2163 Fax: 541-469-3650 
www.brookings.or.us 

APPLICATION TO FILL VACANT CITY COUNCIL POSITION 

PART I Contact Information: 

Applicant Name: 

Physical Address: 

Mailing Address: 

Email Address: 

NOTE: City Council members must be a City of Brookings resident for at least 12 months preceding appointment and 
a registered elector of the State of Oregon. Voter registration will be verified with the County Elections Department. 

PART II Current Status: 

1. How long have you been a City of Brookings resident? / 3

2. Are you registered to vote in the State of Oregon? Yes a

years _____ months 

No 0

3. What is your current occupation? 12..e:.};-,�
--'-----=--'----------------------

PART Ill Background Information: (Please attach additional pages if needed)

1. Briefly describe your interest in serving on the City Council and what you hope to accomplish:

J V-?o0j_ l��<:._-e_fDhc:_ <P�� CJ0u��/ ±> �--5:5>�-sj_ th=-

2. List your position-related experience and/or background, including volunteer activities:

Xe+i' "ell ---- p\�
'={ 

E?� *� � .b l�e.,14cJ- tt.2, tLo�/&/1 .-4 Jl,1_,9;����
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n '( t?&;.c: s fl.ocrec. l, .,,,,,,.,,} � o"'-'."'-�= .. = i_,.,J. �+- C!,;,M d) ... "'->

�)--r-�w__e/' - qo) ie./,h'Z.� e¢ec, .a-i.-c e ,� K<f:7
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2020
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Amendment No. 1 to WRD 26 020 

 

This is Amendment No. 1 (“Amendment”) to Agreement WRD 26 020, effective March 17, 2026, as 
amended from time to time, between the State of Oregon, acting by and through its Oregon Water 
Resources Department (“Agency”), and City of Brookings (“Local Government”). This Amendment 
is effective on the date signed by all Parties and upon receipt of all approvals necessary for signing 
(“Amendment Effective Date”). 

RECITALS 

The purpose of this Amendment #1 is to increase the compensation amount from $54,438.15 to 
$150,525.70, increase the Local Government cost match from $29,312.85 to $81,052.30, and to 
update the Deliverables in Exhibit A: Statement of Work. 

AMENDMENT 

The Parties agree: 

1. The Agreement is amended as follows: 

1.1. Section 7: Compensation and Payment Terms of the Agreement is amended to read (new 
language is indicated by underlining and bold and deleted language is indicated by 
strikethrough): 

Agency shall reimburse Local Government a not-to-exceed amount of $54,438.15 
$150,525.70 for completing all work and delivering all Deliverables required of Local 
Government under this Agreement. payment will be made after completion of all work and 
delivery of all Deliverables accepted by Agency. Local Government will provide a cost-match 
in the amount of $29,312.85 $81,052.30. 

1.2. Exhibit A of the Agreement is replaced with Revised Exhibit A, in the form attached to this 
Amendment as Attachment 1, effective on the Amendment Effective Date. 

2. Local Government represents and certifies that Local Government has no undisclosed 
liquidated and delinquent debt owed to the State of Oregon or any Department or agency of this 
state. 

3. Local Government certifies, in accordance with ORS 279A.112, that Local Government has in 
place a policy and practice off preventing sexual harassment, sexual assault, and discrimination 
against employees who are members of a protected class, as defined by ORS 279A.112 (2)(1)(b). 
As a material condition of this Agreement, Local Government shall maintain, throughout the 
duration of this Agreement, a policy and practice that comply with ORS 279A.112, including 
giving its employees written notice of Local Government’s policy and practice. 

4. Local Government shall comply with all federal laws applicable to the Local Government and the 
Goods or Services to be provided under the Agreement, including but not limited to: 40 CFR 
1506.5(c) related to potential conflicts. Other than the compensation due under the Agreement, 
Local Government has no financial or other interest in the outcome of the Project. 

5. Except as expressly amended above, all other terms and conditions of the Agreement, including 
as previously amended, are still in full force and effect. Local Government certifies that the 
representations, warranties, and certifications contained in the Agreement are true and correct 
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as of the Amendment Effective Date and with the same effect as though made at the time of this 
Agreement. 

6. Certifications: Any individual signing on behalf of Local Government has the authority and 
knowledge to make the following certifications, and hereby certifies under penalty of perjury: 

6.1. The number set forth in the Agreement is Local Government’s correct taxpayer identification 
number; and 

6.2. Local Government  is not subject to backup withholding because: 

6.2.1. Local Government is exempt from backup withholding, 

6.2.2. Local Government has not been notified by the IRS that Local Government is subject 
to backup withholding as a result of a failure to report all interest or dividends, or 

6.2.3. The IRS has notified Local Government that Local Government is no longer subject to 
backup withholding. 

6.3. For a period of no fewer than six calendar years preceding the Amendment Effective Date, 
Local Government has faithfully complied with and is not in violation of: 

6.3.1. All tax laws of the State of Oregon, including but not limited to those referenced in ORS 
305.380(4), ORS 305.620, and ORS chapters 316, 317, and 318; and 

6.3.2. Any tax provisions imposed by a political subdivision of this state that applied to Local 
Government, to Local Government’s property, operations, receipts, or income, or to 
Local Government’s performance of or compensation for any work performed by Local 
Government; and 

6.3.3. Any tax provisions imposed by a political subdivision of this state that applied to Local 
Government, or to goods, services, or property, whether tangible or intangible, 
provided by Local Government; and 

6.3.4. Any rules, regulations, charter provisions, or ordinances that implemented or enforced 
any of the foregoing tax laws or provisions. 

6.4. In the event that Local Government is a general partnership or joint venture, that Local 
Government signature(s) of this Amendment constitute certifications to the above 
statements pertaining to the partnership or joint venture, as well as certifications of the 
above statements as to any general partner, or joint venturer signing this Amendment. 

 

[Signatures on the next page] 
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City of Brookings 

 
Signature:   

 
Date:   

 
Printed Name, Title:  Tim Rundel, City Manager 
 

State of Oregon, by and through its Oregon Water Resources Department 

 
Signature:   

 
Date:   

 
Printed Name, Title:  Lisa Snyder – ASD Administrator 
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Amendment No. 1 to WRD 26 020 
Attachment 1, Revised Exhibit A – Statement of Work 

Project Description: Ferry Creek Dam is a High hazard embankment dam in Unsatisfactory condition with 
a population at risk of 84 based on analysis using the Decision Support System for Water Infrastructure 
Security (DSS-WISE) software and a population at risk of 12 based on analysis using the U.S. Army Corp of 
Engineers Dam Screening Tool (USACE-DST). The dam is owned by the City of Brookings on the south 
coast of Oregon. Based on a geotechnical investigation, conducted as part of a feasibility study, the dam 
will experience severe deformation in a Cascadia subduction earthquake. The dam is rated high hazard, 
so loss of life is expected from dam failure during this earthquake event. Ferry Creek Dam is no longer 
connected to the City’s water supply system, and the City has determined removal of the dam to be the 
best option for this dam.  This project will develop the deliverables needed to obtain permit approvals for 
the completed design work so that the City can proceed with the removal work. 

 
Scope of Work 

• Final Design Package – Permit Approvals 
• Project Management and Administration 

 
Deliverables 
1. Secure all necessary permit approvals.  The final permit package shall include but not be 

limited to the applications and supporting documentation to secure the following permit 
approvals: 

• Federal 
o National Environmental Policy Act 
o Clean Water Act Section 404: NWP 27 
o Endangered Species Act 
o Biological Assessment (BA) – Marble murrelet and spotted owl surveys 

• State 
o Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife 
o Department of State Lands CWA 404 
o Department of Environmental Quality CWA 401 
o Department of Environmental Quality CWA 402 
o State Historic Preservation Office (includes cultural specialist) 
o HAER Report with built environment survey 
o Wetland delineation assessment and report 

• County 
o Land Use Review and Approval 

2. Project Management and Administration 
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Action Sheet 

2A System Development Charge Exemption for Affordable 
Housing 

Completeness  ARA Components Key Needs Addressed 

Level 2: Requires 
some sensitivity, 
feasibility, and 
applicability testing 
or customization for 
the local context 

● Model Municipal Code  ● Housing affordability 

Description Policy-based exemptions to SDCs (fees on development to recover a 
proportionate cost of the impact to local infrastructure) for regulated 
affordable housing projects.   

Impact  Medium. Reduces development costs for affordable housing, 
potentially allowing for deeper affordability or less subsidy required. 
The impact depends on the amount exempted and current SDC 
rates. This ARA has helped support many affordable housing 
projects. It shows local commitment to affordable housing and 
sometimes helps close a gap or reduce required subsidy per unit to 
an extent that makes affordable housing development viable. It is 
likely to be most valuable and effective where SDCs are highest 
and when financing costs are highest. 

Applicability This ARA could work for any jurisdiction that has SDCs that they 
control.   

 

Case Studies & Evaluation  

Oregon Examples 
“Oregon communities that offer SDC exemptions for affordable housing include Portland, Bend, 
Tigard, Eugene, Salem, Lake Oswego, Ashland, McMinnville, Florence, Newberg, and Forest 
Grove. Most service providers that offer SDC exemptions/waivers for affordable housing limit it 
to regulated/income-restricted affordable housing. Some cities and service providers have set a 
cap on the amount of waivers (number of units or dollar amount) they will issue for a given time 
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period, but most do not backfill foregone revenue from other sources.” (OREGON SYSTEM 
DEVELOPMENT CHARGES STUDY, page 117) 
  
System Development Charges Survey Report (2023): Conducted by the League of Oregon 
Cities, this survey reported a substantial increase in the number of cities providing SDC 
exemptions for affordable housing—from 31% to 54% between 2016 and 2022. (orcities.org) 
  
Bend: “Since December 2017, the City of Bend has offered SDC exemptions to all rental and 
for-sale housing affordable to households making 80 percent or less of area median income 
(AMI) through a deed restriction.1 The City’s Affordable Housing Advisory Committee has the 
authority to approve exemptions on City water, sewer, and transportation SDCs, and can also 
recommend exemptions for parks SDCs levied by the Bend Park and Recreation District. Upon 
approval, the exemptions are structured as a forgivable loan at 3 percent annual interest, with 
no payments due as long as the property remains affordable for at least five years. If the 
affordability restrictions are removed within five years of the project’s completion, the SDCs 
become payable, with interest, by the original applicant.2” (OREGON SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT 
CHARGES STUDY, pages 120-121; and Bend Municipal Code 12.10.120) 
  
Eugene: The City provides SDC exemptions for both rental and homeownership affordable 
housing projects. For rental developments, the income limit is set at 60% of the area median 
income (AMI), while for homeownership projects, it is 80% of the AMI. The affordability 
requirement must be maintained for a minimum of five years. The city utilizes a Request for 
Proposal (RFP) process to allocate these exemptions. (Eugene Program Description and 
Eugene Municipal Code 7.725) 
  
Portland: Affordable housing developments are exempt from all system development charges. 
To be eligible for the program, the applicant must have site control and the proposed 
development must meet the affordability requirements. The terms and conditions are outlined in 
a recorded Regulatory Agreement (requirements differ for rental vs for sale units). (System 
Development Charge (SDC) Exemption Program | Portland.gov) 
 
Salem: The City provides SDC waivers for affordable housing. Launched in 2019, the waivers 
for affordable housing have been used by approximately 14 projects that have included a total 
of nearly 800 housing units as of April 2024. (Existing Housing Policy Review, Potential Actions, 
Main Barriers, Salem HPS, ECOnorthwest, December 2024 and Salem Municipal Code 41.150) 
 
Tigard: The City allows for exemption of city transportation and park Systems Development 
Charges (SDCs) for regulated affordable housing (at or below 80% of median household 
income for a minimum of 20 years). SDCs for water, sanitary sewer, and stormwater systems 
are not exempt under this program. (https://www.tigard-
or.gov/home/showpublisheddocument/1410/638015990136470000) 
 

Available Research and Evaluation 
The Oregon System Development Charges Study describes the extent to which SDCs impact 
the cost of building affordable housing: 
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● As of 2019, SDCs averaged more than $8,000 per affordable housing unit on average
across the state. (Blue Sky Consulting Group, “Affordable Housing Cost Study: Analysis
of the Factors That Influence the Cost of Building Affordable Housing in Oregon”
(Oregon Housing and Community Services, June 27, 2019).)

● “Over $7 million of affordable housing funding has gone towards SDCs over the past 10
years for projects within the City of Hillsboro alone. This represents nearly 6 percent of
the total development costs on average.” (OREGON SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT
CHARGES STUDY, page 85)

● “SDCs represent a small share of overall affordable housing costs; however, given the
number of new affordable housing units funded by OHCS each year, the total SDC-
related expenditures associated with affordable housing development are likely
substantial.”

It also describes the benefits of exemptions (OREGON SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT CHARGES 
STUDY, pages 118-119): 

The Oregon System Development Charges Study (2022) identified “two main benefits of SDC 
exemptions, based on their reduction to development costs: Less funding from state, federal, or 
local sources is needed to make a given affordable housing development financially feasible. 
This can mean less time and effort spent securing gap financing, particularly for smaller projects 
and those not using typical funding sources… [and] Lower costs help projects score better for 
competitive funding opportunities, which often score projects based, in part, on costs per unit.” 
(OREGON SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT CHARGES STUDY, page 118) Additional specific 
impacts identified based on the funding source(s) and project scale include: 

● “Low Income Housing Tax Credit (LIHTC) projects: SDCs are included as an eligible
cost in calculating tax credit equity for a given project, which means that waiving SDCs
reduces development costs but also reduces the amount of equity available to the
project to some extent. (Tax credit equity typically covers roughly 30-70 percent of
project costs depending on the specific tax credit program, with the balance coming from
loans or gap financing.) While exemptions are still beneficial, and interviews with
affordable housing developers suggest that they can make a difference in making
projects work, only a portion of the savings translates into reduced need for gap
financing or debt. However, some LIHTC funding that is awarded competitively includes
a scoring system related to a project’s cost-effectiveness relative to similar projects, so
reducing or eliminating SDC costs can help achieve a higher score by reducing the cost
per unit.199

● “Other competitive state funding sources: Many state funding programs for affordable
housing have limits on the amount of funding per unit and projects needing less subsidy
per unit are scored higher.200 For these projects, all cost reductions are helpful and
benefit the project on a dollar-for-dollar basis.

● “Small projects and other funding sources: Smaller affordable projects that may have
many smaller funding sources tend to be more sensitive to development cost per unit
because of the difficulty of securing funding. This can include affordable middle housing
development, some affordable homeownership projects, and other small, innovative
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projects. For these projects, the primary concern is closing the gap between project 
costs and what the affordable units will generate in revenue, and waiving SDCs can offer 
a substantial benefit.” 

The study also notes potential draw-backs: “if the funding not provided for SDCs needs to be 
made up from other state, federal, or local sources, then exemptions shift that cost from one 
funding source to another. Funds for both affordable housing and local infrastructure 
investments are in short supply relative to needs.” (OREGON SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT 
CHARGES STUDY, page 119) 

Finally, the study provides examples of the impact of several jurisdictions’ exemption programs: 
● “Between 2016 and 2021, Bend granted exemptions on 577 units of affordable housing,

for a total value of $5.2 million. Nearly all of these exemptions have been granted to
nonprofit developers of affordable housing. … For the few projects by market-rate
developers in Bend that have been granted SDC exemptions to date, the program
achieved only short-term affordability.” (OREGON SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT
CHARGES STUDY, pages 120-121)

● Portland’s HOLTE program and associated SDC exemption is noted to have helped
deliver over 1,300 units at a range of affordability levels from its inception through 2018,
with units from a mix of nonprofit and for-profit developers. The study notes examples of
homes built by market-rate developers that have offered a lower price to qualifying
buyers than to other buyers, passing on the SDC savings associated with the exemption
directly. (OREGON SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT CHARGES STUDY, pages 122-123)

Customization & Implementation Considerations 
Since SDC revenues are needed to expand or make infrastructure system improvements, some 
jurisdictions  interpret SDC laws and ratemaking principles to require backfilling foregone 
revenue. However, other jurisdictions have implemented SDC exemptions without explicitly 
backfilling. The Model Municipal Code language included herein only covers the exemption, not 
alternative sources to replace lost revenue.  

To customize this ARA to reflect local needs and circumstances, a jurisdiction will need to make 
a number of program choices. Each is described below. 

● The types of SDCs which are within the jurisdiction’s control (e.g., parks, transportation,
water, wastewater, and stormwater) and which will be subject to the exemption.

● Whether the jurisdiction will be offering a full exemption or a reduction (or both
depending on the qualifications of the project).

● Whether the exemption will apply to all qualified projects (this is the approach taken in
the attached Model Municipal Code) or whether the jurisdiction will be establishing a
fixed budget (i.e., an annual cap) for its SDC exemptions (the City of Eugene uses this
approach, Eugene Program Description).
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○ Setting a “cap” allows a jurisdiction to control the overall financial impact of the
exemption, but necessitates additional steps to ensure the equitable distribution
of available funds, including:

■ Determining the budget available for the coming fiscal year.
■ Providing notice to affordable housing developers of available funds.
■ Establishing an open and competitive application process including

specifying submittal materials, etc.
■ Establishing a selection process, including criteria by which to rank the

applicants.
○ Setting a cap also decreases predictability and increases the effort required for

applicants.
● The types of projects that should qualify, including:

○ An “automatic” exemption for projects undertaken by the jurisdiction or housing
authority or others.

○ Home ownership and/or rental housing (including lease-to-own).
○ Minimum level of affordability required to qualify for different types of projects.
○ Minimum duration of affordability (e.g., 5 years, 20 years, 30 years, etc.).

● The steps that will be taken to ensure that the units remain affordable for the approved
duration.

○ The structure of the obligation (e.g., Bend structures SDC exemptions as a
forgivable loan, Bend Municipal Code 12.10.120)

○ The covenants or deed restrictions that are needed for rental and ownership
projects.
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Model Municipal Code 
Note: Model municipal code draws primarily on examples from Bend, Eugene and Salem. 

Notes, optional items, and text to be filled in by the jurisdiction are shaded in gray and in 
[brackets]. 

Municipal Code Amendments 

Amend chapter related to System Development Charges. NOTE: revisions to the SDC 
methodology may also be required. 

XX.XXX Exemptions 

The system development charge[s] imposed under this chapter shall not apply to the following:  

A.  [Any [affordable housing] development which is, or by agreement will be 
undertaken by, the City, Oregon; the Housing Authority of the City.]  

B.  A unit of [rental] housing located in a housing project of one or more housing 
units that meets the following standards:  

1.  The housing unit is affordable to households as follows: 

a. Rental housing units (including lease-to-own) must be affordable to 
households with an income at or below [insert number] percent of the area 
median income as determined by the State Housing Council based on 
information from the United States Department of Housing and Urban 
Development.  

b. Owner-occupied housing units must be affordable to households with an 
income at or below [insert number] percent of the area median income as 
determined by the State Housing Council based on information from the United 
States Department of Housing and Urban Development.  

2.  Eligible units shall meet the criteria in this subsection for a minimum period of 
[number] years from the date the Certificate of Occupancy is issued.  

3.  A deed restriction is recorded that maintains affordability of the property as 
required in this subsection for not less than the specified number of years [elected for 
exemption]; and  
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4.  In the event that the project or portion of the development subject to this 
subsection is no longer affordable as required in this subsection, the exemption shall 
terminate, and the City shall make due and payable all previously exempt portions of 
the system development charges based on rates in effect on the date of submittal of 
a complete building permit application, plus accrued interest from the date of 
issuance of the building permit to the date of the termination of the exemption. The 
City may collect reinstated system development charges by filing a lien in the City's 
lien docket, or by recording a lien in the lien records of the applicable county.  

5. Upon satisfaction of the covenant for the full duration, continued residential use will 
be considered an “existing use” for purposes of calculating credits against future SDCs 
due. No credit for existing use will be provided on redevelopment to a nonresidential use, 
at any time following satisfaction of the covenant for the full duration.  
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Action Sheet 

2B System Development Charge Deferral for Housing 

Completeness  ARA Components Key Needs Addressed 

Level 2: Requires 
some sensitivity, 
feasibility, and 
applicability testing 
or customization 
for the local 
context 

● Model municipal code ● Type–housing mix 
● Type–stock by 

tenure 
● Overall production 
● Affordability 

Description An SDC deferral would result in a jurisdiction collecting SDCs later 
in the development process. SDCs are most commonly collected at 
Building Permit issuance, but under statute they may be collected at 
“the time of increased usage of a capital improvement” or 
“connection to the capital improvement”, which allows flexibility to 
collect the fees when construction is complete, for example, at final 
inspection or at issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy. (OREGON 
SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT CHARGES STUDY) 

Impact  Medium. Reduces carrying costs for development, which can 
particularly benefit smaller developers (both market-rate and 
affordable). It is likely to be most valuable and effective where 
SDCs are highest and when financing costs are highest. 

Applicability This ARA could work for any jurisdiction that has SDCs that they 
control. 
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Case Studies & Evaluation  

Oregon Examples 
Tigard: SDCs are calculated when a permit application is submitted. Water SDCs are payable at 
purchase of a water meter; other SDCs are due prior to final inspection or issuance of an 
occupancy permit, whichever is the city’s final action. No special application or other guarantees 
are required. (System Development Charges (SDC) | City of Tigard and Tigard Municipal Code 
Section 3.24.080)) 

Portland: In April 2023, the Portland City Council approved a temporary ordinance allowing 
developers to defer SDC payments for new housing projects for up to 24 months from the date 
of permit issuance without interest. (SDC Announcement | City of Portland) 

Bend: Effective January 1, 2025, the City of Bend's SDC Deferral Program is available for all 
residential developments. This program allows developers to defer SDC payments until the 
Certificate of Occupancy is approved. For multi-family developments, Parks SDCs can be 
deferred, while for other residential developments, deferrals are available for all SDCs. (SDC 
Deferrals | City of Bend ) 

Madras: Subject to the availability of City resources, the City Administrator may enter into an 
“SDC Deferred Payment Agreement.” Unless a different period is specified in a resolution 
adopted by the City Council, the deferment shall not exceed one year, issuance of a final 
certificate of occupancy, actual occupancy, or initiation of use, whichever occurs first. 3.40.130 
Collection of charge | Madras Municipal Code 

Sherwood: Provides a deferral only if the total City SDCs (Transportation and Parks) are more 
than $50,000. Payment is due by Certificate of Occupancy.  Code of Ordinances | Sherwood, 
OR | Municode Library 

Medford: Single-family residential SDCs may be deferred until time of sale of the home, or time 
of actual occupancy, whichever is first. Multi-family residential SDCs may be deferred until 
issuance of certificate of occupancy, time of sale, or time of actual occupancy, whichever is first. 
For larger projects, there are limits on the amount that may be deferred. 
https://medford.municipal.codes/Code/3.739  

Available Research and Evaluation 
The Oregon SDC study provides the following information about the impact and trade-offs 
associated with SDC deferral (OREGON SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT CHARGES STUDY, pages 
113-115):

● “Many service providers raised concerns about an increase in administrative costs and
increased risk of nonpayment. Some testimony points to particular concerns around the
potential for deferring SDCs until time of sale rather than certificate of occupancy,
because local governments are not involved in the sale transaction.

● “The effort (and cost) required to collect SDCs varies with the public agency’s leverage
at different points in the development process. For most public agencies, their moment
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of maximum leverage is when building permits are issued. If full payment of SDCs is a 
requirement for obtaining building permits, the public agency need not worry about 
enforcing payment, because developers are unlikely to begin work before building 
permits have been issued. While development is required to obtain a certificate of 
occupancy when the building is constructed prior to its use, some service providers 
expressed concern that the public agency’s leverage is greatly reduced at this stage, out 
of concern that some developers may forgo the certificate of occupancy in order to avoid 
the fee. Other service providers noted that they make scheduling a final inspection 
contingent on the SDCs being paid, which has avoided these issues. 

● “deferral programs have had mixed results in different communities. All noted an 
increase in administrative effort, but the magnitude ranged from less than an hour of 
staff time per application to multiple hours for multiple staff, depending on permitting 
systems and deferral program requirements. The most challenging non-payment issues 
reported were linked to commercial development, though some reported needing to 
follow up with residential developers when payment was due (e.g., if there was a time 
limit on the deferral in addition to a trigger at certificate of occupancy). Several reported 
little use of the program, while others see (or saw) substantial usage. 

● “When a developer must pay SDCs can impact financial feasibility, because SDCs add 
costs before the value of the development is fully realized. The earlier that SDCs are 
paid, the longer the developer must “carry” the costs. The total cost of SDCs to 
developers includes not only the SDC amount but also the added interest payments 
associated with it if it needs to be financed over the construction period. 

● “A delayed or deferred payment of SDCs would reduce the carrying costs and reduce 
the total cost of housing development at the margin. The likely impact is greater for 
projects that take longer to build and greater for developers that are less creditworthy 
and would borrow at a higher interest rate. For developers who opt to pay SDCs from 
working capital rather than adding them to the construction loan, developer interviews 
suggest that there is still an opportunity cost associated with tying up the developer’s 
available funds. Some suggested that this up-front cost means less money is available 
to pay for other pre-development and early construction costs that can accelerate project 
delivery.  

● “While many developers pointed to timing of SDC payment as a factor that impacts their 
developments, others expressed indifference at when the cost is paid and whether it is 
financed, given that the construction loan is generally capped at a fixed percentage of 
total project costs, and the same amount will need to be financed either way. 

 

Customization & Implementation Considerations 
To customize this ARA to reflect local needs and circumstances, a jurisdiction will need to make 
a number of program choices. Each is described below. 

● The types of SDCs which are within the jurisdiction’s control (e.g., parks, transportation, 
water, wastewater, and stormwater) and which will be subject to the deferral. 
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● The types of projects that should be eligible for SDC deferrals (e.g., all residential
projects, multi-unit projects over a certain number of units, or affordable housing, etc.)
and whether all SDCs be available for deferral for all project types.

○ If choosing to limit deferrals to a subset of residential projects, then eligibility
criteria will be needed. For jurisdictions that are also implementing ARA 2A,
criteria for these two actions should be considered together.

● Whether payment of SDCs at certificate of occupancy will be the standard protocol (see
Model Municipal Code - Option 1) or only available upon request (see Model
Municipal Code - Option 2).

● If only available upon request:
○ The amount of time provided by the deferral. The deferrals could be “indefinite”

(i.e., payment is due whenever the final approval is issued) or could be a time
limit (e.g., 24 months).

○ The administrative fee and or “recovery fee,” if any, that will be charged. The City
of Bend add a 2% recovery fee to the total due (SDC Deferral Program | City of
Bend).

○ If deferral is for a limited time, the enforcement mechanism. In the City of
Portland failure to pay system development charges in full within 24 months of
the issuance of a qualifying building permit results in the accrual of interest at the
City’s default interest rate. Penalties and collection charges may also accrue.
(SDC Ordinance | City of Portland)

● Whether modifications to the permit tracking procedures or systems are needed to allow
for the later payment timeline.
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Model Municipal Code  

Notes, optional items, and text to be filled in by the jurisdiction are shaded in gray and in 
[brackets]. 

Amend chapter related to System Development Charges. 

Option 1: Deferred Payment as Standard Protocol  

Note: this option based on City of Tigard https://ecode360.com/43649456#43649512 

 XX.XXX        Payment. 

 A.  SDCs are calculated and are due and payable as follows: 

1.   Calculation. SDCs are calculated based on the fees in effect at the time of 
submission of the complete building or plumbing permit application to which the fees 
relate. If a building or plumbing permit is not required and a land use decision is 
required, SDCs are calculated based on the fees in effect at the time of submission of 
the complete land use application to which the fees relate. 

2.  Due and Payable. 

a.   [Water SDCs are due and payable upon purchase of a water meter.] 

b.   All other SDCs are due and payable prior to the earlier of: 

i.    Issuance of a temporary certificate of occupancy, if applicable; or 

ii.   Prior to final inspection or the issuance of a permanent certificate of 
occupancy, whichever is the city's final action on the building or plumbing permit 
to which the fees relate. 

c.   If a building or plumbing permit is not required and a land use decision is 
required, all other SDCs are due and payable upon issuance of the land use decision 
to which the fees relate. 

 B.   The city may not issue any certificate of occupancy or final inspection approval or allow 
a connection to the city's systems until all applicable SDCs have been paid in full unless an 
exemption has been granted pursuant to Section [XXX] or installment payment 
arrangements have been made pursuant to Section [XXX]. 
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C. If development commences or a connection is made to the city's [water, sanitary sewer, 
or stormwater] systems without the required building permit or land use approval, all 
applicable SDCs will be immediately due and payable 

 Option 2: Deferred SDC Payment by Request  

Note: this example based on City of Bend (https://bend.municipal.codes/BC/12.10.105) 

 XX.XXX         Payment Deferral. 

A.  The City may defer payment of SDCs from the time payment is otherwise due until the 
time a certificate of occupancy is issued or final inspection is approved or the City accepts 
public infrastructure, as applicable to the particular development for which SDCs are due, 
subject to the provisions of this section. Deferral is not available for development for which 
SDCs are applicable and no building permit, certificate of occupancy, or City acceptance of 
infrastructure is required. 

 B.  The following type(s) of development are eligible for deferral: 

1.  [All residential development, and the residential components of mixed-use 
development] 

2. [Affordable housing development, as defined in XXX] 

 C.  An application for deferral must be submitted and the deferral approved by the City 
before the SDC is payable under Section [XXX] or before the building permit or other 
development approval is accepted. An application for a deferral under this section must be 
accompanied by and pay a fee established by Council resolution to cover all the City’s costs 
associated with the deferral. The City may charge interest on deferred SDCs, at a rate 
established by resolution. No additional agreement is necessary to receive a deferral under 
this section. 

 D.  All deferred SDCs must be paid before the City will issue an occupancy permit or final 
inspection. 

 E.  Occupancy of the development before payment of the applicable SDCs is prohibited. 

 F.  The amount of SDCs due is the amount due at the time the SDC became payable 
under Section [XXX], regardless of whether the SDC rates have increased by the time 
payment is due under a deferral under this section. The amount of SDCs due shall be 
determined as of the date the occupancy permit is applied for. 
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XX.XXX SDC Waivers

The system development charge[s] imposed under this chapter shall not apply to the
following:

A. [Any [affordable housing] development which is, or by agreement will be

undertaken by, the City, Oregon; the Housing Authority of the City.]

B. A unit of [rental] housing located in a housing project of one or more housing

units that meets the following standards:

1. The housing unit is affordable to households as follows:

a. Rental housing units (including lease-to-own) must be affordable to

households with an income at or below [insert number] percent of the area

median income as determined by the State Housing Council based on

information from the United States Department of Housing and Urban

Development.

b. Owner-occupied housing units must be affordable to households with
an

income at or below [insert number] percent of the area median income as

determined by the State Housing Council based on information from the

United States Department of Housing and Urban Development.

2. Eligible units shall meet the criteria in this subsection for a minimum period of

[number] years from the date the Certificate of Occupancy is issued.

3. A deed restriction is recorded that maintains affordability of the property as

required in this subsection for not less than the specified number of years
[elected

for exemption]; and
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	CAR - Amendment No. 1 to OWRD Agmt for Ferry Creek Dam.pdf
	Amendment No. 1 WRD 26 020 - City of Brookings Ferry Creek Dam Grant Agreement.pdf
	RECITALS
	AMENDMENT
	1. The Agreement is amended as follows:
	1.1. Section 7: Compensation and Payment Terms of the Agreement is amended to read (new language is indicated by underlining and bold and deleted language is indicated by strikethrough):
	1.2. Exhibit A of the Agreement is replaced with Revised Exhibit A, in the form attached to this Amendment as Attachment 1, effective on the Amendment Effective Date.

	2. Local Government represents and certifies that Local Government has no undisclosed liquidated and delinquent debt owed to the State of Oregon or any Department or agency of this state.
	3. Local Government certifies, in accordance with ORS 279A.112, that Local Government has in place a policy and practice off preventing sexual harassment, sexual assault, and discrimination against employees who are members of a protected class, as de...
	4. Local Government shall comply with all federal laws applicable to the Local Government and the Goods or Services to be provided under the Agreement, including but not limited to: 40 CFR 1506.5(c) related to potential conflicts. Other than the compe...
	5. Except as expressly amended above, all other terms and conditions of the Agreement, including as previously amended, are still in full force and effect. Local Government certifies that the representations, warranties, and certifications contained i...
	6. Certifications: Any individual signing on behalf of Local Government has the authority and knowledge to make the following certifications, and hereby certifies under penalty of perjury:
	6.1. The number set forth in the Agreement is Local Government’s correct taxpayer identification number; and
	6.2. Local Government  is not subject to backup withholding because:
	6.2.1. Local Government is exempt from backup withholding,
	6.2.2. Local Government has not been notified by the IRS that Local Government is subject to backup withholding as a result of a failure to report all interest or dividends, or
	6.2.3. The IRS has notified Local Government that Local Government is no longer subject to backup withholding.

	6.3. For a period of no fewer than six calendar years preceding the Amendment Effective Date, Local Government has faithfully complied with and is not in violation of:
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