
To: Battle Ground School District Directors

Date: October 12, 2015

Subject: Approval of fee exemption for The Crossings

At the school board meeting on September 14th the board approved a fee exemption for a new developed 
named The Crossing. The exemption from fees was given because the developer said only people beyond a
specific age would be allowed in residence and that no children attending schools in the district would be 
allowed. Further, should children be allowed in residence in the future this exemption would become null 
and void and the fees would be due retroactively.

This decision (4 to 1 vote) was incorrect for the following reasons:

1) You set a precedent. Based on public discussion this is the second time this type of exemption has been 
approved. Any future developer would be within their rights, if they claimed no children would be 
residents, of requesting and reasonably expecting to receive the same consideration. Indeed, there would 
be a legal position that with two examples others should have the same outcome. Did the board ask for 
legal guidance on the implications of making this decision? If yes what was the opinion and if not why not?

2) You have given up hundreds of thousands of dollars in revenue in a district with significant needs for 
more classrooms and services. The entire concept of a fee is to share the load across all development. By 
exempting one group you shift the burden to others. Will this affect any future bond requests?

3) You extracted nothing in return for giving up hundreds of thousands of dollars in revenue. You did not 
ask what benefit would accrue to the future senior residents. You could have asked the developer to show 
how the sales prices would be lower or the rents lower. You assumed your largess would translate to a 
benefit to the residents but there was no evidence given that would be the case. This is a “for profit” 
developer who has every intention to maximize their profits (as they should). You could have asked for 
something of value but chose not to.

4) Monitoring and violation – What is the system for monitoring compliance with the exemption over 
time? Who does it, with what frequency and at what cost? What constitutes a violation? One child going 
to school from one unit for one day or something more? If one violation occurs does only that unit pay the 
retroactive fee(s) or does the entire complex? Individuals or the owner of the complex? This is a quagmire. 
Was there any thought given to this subject? Does this need a board policy?

5) The developer didn't even show up to ask for themselves. If they had you could have quizzed them 
about details and some of these items may have come up and in so doing may have altered your decision.

The public expects that decisions affecting the school district will be made in a logical, business like 
manner with outcomes that support the student and taxpayer needs. This decision fails in all regards. 
While there no apparent path to reversing your decision I hope that in the future this will not occur again 
and that the board will not approve any such further requests. I also suggest you seek legal guidance as to 
how you can protect the district from legal action in the future should developers ask for the same 
consideration citing past approvals. Some might call your decision arbitrary and/or capricious. 

Dick Rylander


