
CITY OFKEIZER MISSION STATEMENT
KEEP CITYGOVERNMENT COSTSAND SERVICES TO A MINIMUMBYPROVIDING CITY

SERVICES TO THE COMMUNITYINA COORDINATED, EFFICIENTAND LEAST COSTFASHION

AGENDA
KEIZER CITY COUNCIL
EXECUTIVE SESSION
Monday, October 20, 2008

6:00 p.m.
Keizer City Hall

Keizer, Oregon 97303

1. CALLTO ORDER

2. ROLL CALL

3. DISCUSSION

a. Pursuant to ORS 192.660(2)(h) — To consult with counsel concerning the
legal rights and duties ofa public body with regard to current litigation
or litigation likely to be filed.

b. Pursuant to ORS192.660(2)(e) — To conduct deliberations with persons
designated by thegoverning body to negotiate realproperty
transactions

4. ADJOURN

The Oregon Public Meeting Law authorizesgoverning bodies to meet in executive session in
certain limited situations, An executive session is defined as any meeting or part of a
meeting ofa governing body which is closed to certain persons for deliberations on certain
matters as definedby ORS 192.660. These sessions are closed to the public. The media may
attend the session, unless the Oregon State Statutes specifically prohibits media attendance.
The governing body is not allowed to take any final action or make any final decisions

during the executive sessions. Any finalaction or decision must bemade after returning or
at the next regularly scheduledmeeting.



CITY OFKEIZER MISSION STATEMENT
KEEP CITY GOVERNMENTCOSTSAND SERVICES TO A MINIMUMBYPRO VIDING CITY

SERVICES TO THE COMMUNITYINA COORDINATED, EFFICIENT, AND LEASTCOST
FASHION

AGENDA
KEIZER CITY COUNCIL

REGULAR SESSION
Monday, October 20, 2008

7:00 p.m.
Robert L. Simon Council Chambers

Keizer, Oregon

1. CALLTO ORDER

2. ROLL CALL

3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

4. PUBLIC TESTIMONY

This time is provided for citizens to address the Council on any matters other
than those on the agenda scheduled forpublic hearing.

5. PUBLIC HEARINGS

a. Keizer Parks and Recreation System Development Charge Methodology
Update

6. ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION

a. ORDINANCE — Amending the Ordinance Regulating the Maintenance,
Planting, and Removal of Certain Trees (Tree Preservation Ordinance
95-332)

7. CONSENT CALENDAR

a. RESOLUTION — Authorization for Supplemental Budget — Oregon
Department of Parks and Recreation Grant — Keizer Rapids Park

b. RESOLUTION — Authorization for Supplemental Budget/Appropriation
Transfer — Oregon Department of Land Conservation — Visioning Project
— Oregon Marine Board Grant — Keizer Rapids Park
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c. RESOLUTION — Adopting an Identify Theft Prevention Program In
Accordance with the Federal Fair and Accurate Credit Transaction Act of
2003

d. Approval of September 8, 2008 Work Session Minutes

e. Approval of September 15, 2008 Regular Session Minutes

8. COMMITTEE REPORTS

a. PROCLAMATION — Domestic Violence Awareness Month

9. OTHER BUSINESS

This time is provided to allow the Mayor, City Council members, or staff an
opportunity to bring new or old matters before the Council that are not on
tonight’s agenda.

a. New Business or Old Business Issues

10. WRITrEN COMMUNICATIONS

To inform the Council ofsignificant written communications.

11. AGENDA INPUT

November 3, 2008
7:00 D.m. City Council Meeting

November 10, 2008
5:45 n.m. City Council Work Session

November 17, 2008
7:00 n.m. City Council Meeting

12. ADJOURNMENT



CITY COUNCIL MEETING:_______________

AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:____________

TO: MAYOR CHRISTOPHER AND CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS

THROUGH: ROB KISSLER
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS

FROM: BILL LAWYER
PUBLIC WORKS SUPERINTENDENT

SUBJECT: PARKS SDC METHODOLOGY UPDATE

DATE: October 16,2008

BACKGROUND:

The City Council andthe ParksAdvisory Boardhelda joint work sessionon September
8

th 2008
to discusstheproposedParksSDCMethodologyupdate.Severalquestionswereaskedofthe

consultantandstaff duringthe work sessionwhich resultedin revisionsto thedocument.Staff
directedthe consultantto addthe costsfor acquisitionanddevelopmentof2 additionalsmall City
Parksreducethe numberof MasterPlanupdatesfundedby SDC’sfrom 3 to 1 andremovethe
acquisitionportionfrom the JointSchoolUseParksandplacethosefundsin developmentat

varioussites.Therevisionshavebeenmadeandarereflectedin the documentattachment“A” on
pages6 through10, and in the appendix.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Thereisno immediatefiscal impact on currentCity budgetswith adoptionofthe SDC

MethodologyUpdate.

RECOMMENDATION:

StaffrecommendsCouncil opena public hearing,receivetestimony,closethe publichearing,

deliberatethe issue andpassa motiondirectingstaffto prepareappropriateresolutionsadopting
the newmethodologyand settingthe new SDCrate.

Pleasecontactmewith anyquestionsorconcerns.
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PARKS AND RECREATION
SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT CHARGES
METHODOLOGY UPDATE REPORT
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City of Keizer

ParksandRecreationSystemDevelopmentCharges
MethodologyUpdateReport

1.0 INTRODUCTION

SystemDevelopmentCharges(SDC5) areone-timefees chargedto new developmentto help

pay a portion of the costs associatedwith building capital facilities to meetneedscreatedby

growth. The City of Keizer (City) first adoptedParksSDCsin 1992, and adoptedan updated

SDC methodologyin 2000.

In April 2008, the City engagedDon Ganer & Associat , In review the City’s recently

adoptedParks & RecreationMaster Plan (Master , and pr an updated parks and

recreationSDCsmethodologyreport to reflectth wth rtion of fa ity needsidentified in

theMasterPlan.

Section2.0 of this reportpresentsauthority ound 1 ormationincluding (1) legislative

authority for SDCs; (2) an explanationof “i r e cc” and “reimbursementfee” SDCs;

and (3) requirementsand optio dits, cx ptionsand discounts. Section3.0presentsthe

methodologyused to upd Pa s and R ation SDCs, and section4.0 presentsthe

calculationof Parksand reati
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2.0 AUTHORITY AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A. Legislative Authority

Thesourceof authority for the adoptionof SDCsis found both in statestatuteand in the City’s

own plenaryauthority to adoptthis type of fee. While SDCshave beenin use in Oregonsince

the mid-1970s,State legislationregardingSDCswas notadopteduntil 1989, whenthe Oregon

SystemsDevelopmentAct (ORS 223.297- 223.314) waspassed. The purposeof this Act was

to “.. .provide a uniform framework for the imposition of system developmentcharges...”.

Legislative additionsand modifications to the Act weremade in 1993, 1999, 2001, and 2003.

TheOregonSDC Act requireslocalgovernmentsthat enactSDC

• adoptSDCsby ordinanceorresolution;

• developa methodologyoutlining how the SDC devel

• adopta plan and projectlist to designatec 1 im ovements canbe funded

with “improvementfee” SDCrevenues;

• provide credit againstthe amount f the SDC the constructionof certain

“qualifiedpublic improvements;

• separatelyaccountfor and reportrec t diture of SDC revenues,and

developproceduresfor ingexp ditures;and

• use SDC revenues capi improv nts and compliance costs only -

operationsand maintenan ibited.

B. “Improvemen “and “Re urs entfee” SDCs

The OregonSystemsDc t Act providesfor the imposition of two types of SDCs: (1)

“improvement fee” SDCs, (2) “reimbursementfee” SDCs. “Improvementfee” SDCsmay

be chargedfor newcapital improvementsthatwill increasethecapacityofthe systemin orderto

provide serviceto the new development.Revenuesfrom “improvementfee” SDCsmaybeused

for capacity-increasingcapital improvementsincluded in a requiredplanand list of projectsthat

identifies the expected timing, cost, and growth-required percentage for each project.

“Reimbursementfee” SDCsmay be chargedfor the costsof existing capital facilities if “excess

capacity” is available to accommodategrowth. Revenuesfrom “reimbursementfees” may be

usedfor any capital improvementproject, including major repairs,upgrades,or renovations.

Capital improvementsto be fundedwith “reimbursementfee” SDCs do not needto increase

capacity,buttheymustbe included in the list ofprojectsto befundedwith SDCrevenues.

City of Keizer
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C. RequirementsandOptionsfor Credits, Exemptions,andDiscounts

(1) Credits

A creditis a reductionin the amountof the SDCfor a specificdevelopment.The

Oregon SDC Act requiresthat creditbe allowed for the construction of any

qualifiedpublic improvement that (1) is requiredasa condition of development

approval, (2) is identified in the plan and list of projectson which improvement

fee SDC revenuesmay be used,and (3) eitheris not locatedon or contiguousto

property that is the subject of development approval, or is located on or

contiguousto such property and is requiredto uilt larger or with greater

capacitythanisnecessaryto meetthe needso articular developmentproject.

The credit for a qualified public imp e ent may be appliedagainstan

SDC for the sametype of improv t (e. a parks i rovementcan only be

usedfor a credit for a parks SDC), an be grantedonly for the costof that

portion of an improvement h exceeds imum standardfacility sizeor

capacityneededto serve the proj . For multi-phaseprojects, any

excesscreditmay be applieda t that accruein subsequentphasesof

the original dcv project.

In additi the qui dits, the City may, if it so chooses,provide a

great credit, bli ystem providing for the transferability of credits,

pr creditfo ca al improvementnot identifiedin the City’s planand list

ofproje r pro e a shareofthe costof animprovementby other means(i.e.,

partnerships, City revenues,etc.).

(2) Exemptions

The City may exempt certain types of development,such as “affordable

housing” from the requirementto pay parksSDCs. Unless an alternativesource

of funding for SDCs is identified, exemptions reduce SDC revenuesand,

therefore, increasethe amounts that must come from other sources,such as

propertytaxes.
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(3) Discounts

The City may discount the amountof the SDC by reducing the portion of

growth-requiredimprovementsto be fundedwith SDCs. For example,the City

may decide to charge new developmentan SDC rate sufficient to pay only a

percentage(i.e., 80%, 60%,etc.) of identified growth-requiredcosts.

Becausediscountsreduce SDC revenues,they increasethe amountsthat must

comefrom othersources,suchaspropertytaxes,in orderto achieveor maintain

desiredlevelsofservice. 4S
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3.0 PARKS AND RECREATION SDCMETHODOLOGY

TheCity’s MasterPlanincludesprojectsdesignedto addressbothgrowthand non-growthneeds

within the City. Themethodology usedto develop the Citys Parks and Recreation SDCs

establishesthe required connectionbetweenthe demandsof growthand the SDCby analyzing

theproportionateneedof facilities for useby currentandfuture residents.TheSDCsto bepaid

by a developmentmeet statutory requirementsbecausethey are basedon the nature of the

development and the extent of the impact of the developmenton the need for parks and

recreationfacilities for which they arecharged. The Parksand RecreationSDCsare basedon

population,and the SDC rates are calculatedbasedon the specific impacts developmentsare

expectedto haveon the Cityspopulation.

A. Population Grom~h

The Parksand RecreationSDCsare basedon c er ita” (pers for eachnew person

expectedduring the planningperiod. Table 3.1, belo ows projected populationgrowthfor

theCity throughtheyear2030.

TAL

CTED PULATION

INCREA 0 EW DE OPMENT(2007- 2030)

P Estimated Projected
2030 - 2007 Increase

994 34,735 5,259

B. PersonsPerDwelling

The Parksand RecreationSDC rates are basedon costs percapitaand are calculatedbasedon

the numberof personsperdwelling unit. To determinethe appropriatenumber of personsper

dwelling unit, official U.S. Census data for Keizer for the year 2000 was collected and is

displayedin Table3.2,page 6.

City of Keizer
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TABLE 3.2

AVERAGE NUMBER OF PERSONSPER DWELLING UNIT

2000 Census
Avg. Persons

Per Dwelling Unit

SingleFamily Dwelling Unit (1 - 2 units) 2.75
Multi-Family Dwelling Unit (3ormore units) 2.18

C. Facility Needs

The City’s Parks& RecreationMasterPlan is incorporated this reportby reference. The

plan identifies facilities designedto addressboth growth o owth needsfor the City. The

Capital ImprovementsPlan(Appendix)identifiesproje igne eettheseneeds.

Table 3.3, below, presentsa summary of facility n o h the year 2030. The “Current

Need” is the share neededto provide fa ilities to cu residentsat the levels of service

resultingfrom facilities plannedfor 2030. owth is the shareneededto provide

facilities to future residentsat the levelsof se ce rom facilities plannedfor 2030.

TABL 3

FA TI FOR GROWTH NEEDS

2030
030LOS Current Current Surplus Planned Growth

Facility Type (Units/1000)Inventory Need ~ Units Need

DevelopedWaterfront
andRegionalParks(acres) 1.11 1.50 38.47 (36.97) 44.30 5.83

DevelopedSmallParks(acres) 1.08 27.00 37.43 (10.43) 43.10 5.67
DevelopedLarge and

SpecialUseParks(acres) 0.94 26.00 32.65 (6.65) 37.59 4.94
NaturalAreasandUndeveloped

ParkLand (acres) n/a 157.20 n/a n/a n/a 0.00
Trails & Pathways(miles) 0.64 24.97 22.38 2.59 25.77 0.80

Based on planned 2030 levels of service, there is a 36.97 acre deficiency in developed

Waterfrontand Regional Parks,a 10.43 acredeficiency in developedSmall Parks,and a 6.65

acre deficiency in Large and SpecialUseArea Parks. Improvementfee SDC revenuesmay be

usedonly for growthneeds,and may not be usedto remedydeficiencies. Alternative revenues

mustbe usedto repair thesedeficiencies.
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D. Facility Costs

TheCapital ImprovementsPlan, includedasan appendixto this report, identifies new facilities

neededto serveparks and recreationneedsof the City’s planning areathroughthe year 2030.

Thetotal funding neededfor all projectsincluded in the Plan is $17,046,000.TheSDC-eligible

growth costs included in the Plan total $5,949,305, including $2,759,000for new parkland,

$2,946,305for new parkdevelopment,and$244,000for trails andpathways.

For eachproject, the Capital ImprovementsPlan includesthe total project cost, the growth-

requiredportion (percentage),theSDC-eligiblecost, andthe estimatedtiming priority.

E. Compliance/AdministrativeCosts

The City incurs costs in the developmentand administr on e SDCs and may recoup a

portion of those costs in accordancewith ORS 223. . Co ce/administrativecosts

throughthe year2030 havebeenestimatedassho Ta 3.5, belo

TABLE 3.4

COMPLIANCE/ADMIN E C ESTIMATES

Corn liance/AdministrativeCost Total

Annual SDC-CIPManage ceo tingand rting Costs(approxirnately
$10,000peryear for planni ng and staffservices) $220,000

MasterPlanUpdate 00 $100,000
Total EstirnatedC plianc rn v Costs $320,000

F. Total SDC-Eligib sts

The City’s total SDC-elig costs include the total growth costs (from Appendix) and

compliance/administrativecosts (from Table 3.4, above). The Total SDC-eligible costs are

shownin Table3.5, below.

TABLE 3.5

TOTAL SDC-ELIGIBLE COSTS

Total SDC
Eligible Costs

GrowthFacility Costs $5,949,305
PLUS: Cornpliance/AdrninCosts 320.000
Total SDC-EligibleCosts $6,269,305

City of Keizer
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4.0 PARKS AND RECREATION SDCRATES

The City’s SDC rates are calculated using a seriesof sequentialformulas which, when

completed,yield thetotal parksandrecreationSDC for eachnew dwellingunit inthe City. The

formulasidentify:

a) theimprovementscost percapita(Formula 4a, below),

b) theimprovementscost perdwelling unit (Formula4b, page 9)

c) thepropertytaxcreditperdwelling unit (Formula 4c, page 9), and

d) thenet SDC perdwellingunit (Formula4d,page 10).

The SDC rate is an “improvement fee” only, and does dude a “reimbursement fee”

component.

A. Formula 4a: ImprovementsCostPer Capita

Theimprovementscost percapitais calcul by dividi e DC-eligible costs(identified in

Table 3.5, page7) by the increasein popu ected be createdby new development

through2030 (fromTable 3.1, page5).

SDC Improvements
4a. Eligible lation = Cost

ncrease PerCapita

Table4. 1 presentst lculation f the improvementscostspercapita.

TABLE 4.1

IMPROVEMENTS COST PER CAPITA

Improvements
SDC Population Cost

Eligible Costs ± Increase Per Capita

$6,269,305 5,259 $1,192
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B. Formula 4b: ImprovementsCostPer Dwelling Unit

The improvementscost per dwelling unit is calculatedby multiplying the averagenumberof

personsperdwelling unit (from Table3.2, page6) by the improvementscost percapita(from

Table4.1,page 9).

Improvements Improvements
4b. PersonsPer X Cost = CostPer

Dwelling Unit PerCapita Dwelling Unit

Theresultsofthesecalculationsaredisplayedin Table4.2, below.

TABLE 4.2

IMPROVEMENTS COST PE LLI IT

Average ro nts Improvements
PersonsPer X ost CostPer

Typeof Dwelling Unit Dwelli Unit Pc ita Dwelling Unit

SingleFamily (1 -2 units) 2.75 $1,1 $3,278
Multi-Family (3 ormoreunits) 2.18 92 $2,599

C. Formula 4c: PropertyT redi erDwel Unit

Debt instrumentsmay to faci 1 s neededto repair deficiencies,and a portion of

thesedebtswill be aidfro pe espaidby growth. A tax credithasbeen calculated

to accountfor p te paymen in rder to avoid charging growth twice; once throughthe

SDC, and a secondtim ou roperty taxes. A credithasbeencalculatedfor eachtype of

dwelling unitusing the foll g assumptions:

• $8 million in generalobligationbondsissuedin the year2013,

• 6.0% averageannualincreasein totalCity propertyvaluationfor taxes,

• 3.0% annualincreasein assessedpropertyvaluations,

• 3.0% annualinflation (decreasein value ofmoney),

• average2008 property valuationsfor new constructionat $300,000for single family and

$150,000for multi-family dwelling units.

City of Keizer
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PresentValue SDC Tax

4c. of FutureProperty = CreditPer

TaxPayments Dwelling Unit

Theamountofthis creditis shownin Table4.3, below.

TABLE 4.3

TAX CREDIT PER DWELLING UNIT

Tax Credit Per
Dwelling Unit

SingleFamily Dwelling Unit: $962
Multi-Family Dwelling Unit: $4

D. Formula 4d: Net SDCPer Dwelling Unit

Thenet SDC rate perdwelling unit is calculated t g the ta creditper dwellingunit

(Table 4.3, above)from the improvementscost perdwe unit(Table 4.2, page9).

Improvements D Net

4d. CostPer - dit Pc = SDC Per

Dwelling U Dwe Unit Dwelling Unit

Theresultsofthesec are wn in Table4.4, below.

TABLE 4.4

N SDC PER DWELLING UNIT

Improvements SDCTax Net
CostPer - Credit Per = SDCPer

Dwelling Unit Dwelling Unit Dwelling Unit

Single-Family: $3,278 ($962) $2,316
Multi-Family: $2,599 ($481) $2,118

City of Keizer
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APPENDIX

KEIZER PARKS page 1

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS PLAN ______ _________ 10/14/08

A. WATERFRONT PARKS Estimated Growth- SDC-Eligible Project

SDC-CIP Project Project Reqoired
Nomber Facility Action Cost ($) Portion (% rowth Share ($) Timing Priority

WP - 1 Palma ~ea Park
Develop new park facilities on existing undeveloped
parkiand to meet growth and non-growth needs.

acres = 1.60 Acquisition $0 0.0% $0
Development $170,000 13.6% $23,120 to be added

Total Cost $170,000 _______ $23,120 ___________

WP - 2 Wallace House P~k
Develop new park facilities on existing undeveloped
parkland to meet growth and non-growth needs.

acres = 11.20 Acquisition $0 0.0% $0 to be added
Development $700,000 13.6% $95,200

Total Cost $700,000 _________ $95,200 _____________

Waterfront Parks Subtotals

Acquisition 0.00 $0 $0

Development 12.80 $870,000 $118,320

TOTAL 12.80 $870,000 _______ $118,320 ___________

B. SMALL CITY PARKS Estimated Growth- SDC-Eligible Project
SDC-CIP Project Project Required

Number Facility Action Cost ($) Portion (%‘ ~rowth Share ($) Timing Priority

SP - 1 Bl~rPart
Develop new park facilities on existing undeveloped
parkland to meet growth and non-growth needs.

acres = 2.10 Acquisition $0 0.0% $0

Development $100,000 35.2% $35,200 to be added
Total Cost $100,000 _________ $35,200 _____________

SP - 2 Ben Miller F~nilyPark
Renovate and upgrade existing park facilities non-growth

acres = 2.40 Acquisition $0 0.0% $0 to be added
Renovate &Upgrade $30,000 0.0% $0

Total Cost $30000 ________ $0 ____________

SP - 3 Bob Newton F~nilyPark
Renovate and upgrade existing park facilities non-growth

acres = 5.90 Acquisition $0 0.0% $0 to be added

Renovate &Upgrade $100,000 0.0% $0
Total Cost $100,000 _______ $0 __________

SP - 4 Calmer~-JonesPartc’Carlson Skate P~k
Renovate and upgrade existing park facilities non-growth

acres = 2.90 Acquisition $0 0.0% $0

Renovate &Upgrade $50,000 0.0% $0 to be added
Total Cost $50,000 ________ $0 ____________

SP - 5 aear Lake Park
Renovate and upgrade existing park facilities non-growth

acres = 4.00 Acquisition $0 0.0% $0 to be added
Renovate &Upgrade $10,000 0.0% $0

Total Cost $10,000 ________ $0 ____________
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS PLAN ______ _________ 10/14/08

B. SMALL CITY PARKS (continued) Estk~ated Growth- SDC-Eligible Project

SDC-CIP Project Project Reqoired
Number Facility Action Cost ($) Portion (% rowth Share ($) Timing Priority

SP - 6 Country Glen Park
Renovate and upgrade existing park facilities non-growth

acres = 5.90 Acquisition $0 0.0% $0
Renovate &Upgrade $50,000 0.0% $0 to be added

Total Cost $50,000 ________ $0 ____________

SP - 7 Keizer Station Parl
Develop new park facilities on existing undeveloped
parkiand to meet growth and non-growth needs. (Donation)
acres = 1.30 Acquisition $0 0.0% $0

Development $0 35.2% $0 to be added
Total Cost $50,000 ________ $0 ____________

SP - 8 Meadawl Park
Renovate and upgrade existing park facilities non-growth

acres = 3.00 Acquisition $0 0.0% $0 to be added
Renovate &Upgrade $10,000 0.0% $0

Total Cost $10000 ________ $0 ____________

SP - 9 North~iewTerrace Park
Renovate and upgrade existing park facilities non-growth

acres = 2.10 Acquisition $0 0.0% $0 to be added
Renovate &Upgrade $200,000 0.0% $0

Total Cost $200,000 _________ $0 _____________

SP - 10 Will~netteManor P~k
Renovate and upgrade existing park facilities non-growth

acres = 2.40 Acquisition $0 0.0% $0 to be added

Renovate &Upgrade $120,000 0.0% $0
Total Cost $120,000 _______ $0 ___________

SP - 11 Joint School Use Parke (Sites Unidentifle~
Develop new park facilities forjoint use at public schools..

acres = 6.00 Acquisition $0 0.0% $0 to be added
Development $1,000,000 35.2% $352,000

Total Cost $1,000,000 ________ $352,000 ____________

SP - 1 2 NeW Small P~k(Site Unidentified)
Acquire land and develop small park to meet growth and
non-growth needs.
acres = 4.00 Acquisition $800,000 100.0% $800,000 to be added

Development $1,600,000 35.2% $563,200
Total Cost $2,400,000 _________ $1,363,200 _____________

SP - 1 3 New Small P~k(Site Unidentified)
Acquire land and develop small park to meet growth and
non-growth needs.

acres = 4.00 Acquisition $800,000 100.0% $800,000 to be added
Development $1,600,000 35.2% $563,200

Total Cost $2400OOe _________ $136320e _____________

Small Parks Subtotals

Acquisition 8.00 $1,600,000 $1,600,000

Development 16.10 $4,870,000 $1,513,600

TOTAL 16.10 $6470000 _______ $3113600 __________
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS PLAN __________ 10/14/08

C. LARGE CITY PARKS Estimated Growth- SDC-Eligible Project
SDC-CIP Project Project Required Timing

N~rnber Facility Action Cost (8) Portion (%‘ Growth Share (8) priority

LP - 1 Claggett Creek Park
Acqoired and develop additional land for expansion of the porkto
serve growth and non-growth needs

acres = 11.59 Acquisition $1,159,000 100.0% $1,159,000 to be added
Development $641,000 42.6% $273,066

Total Cost $1,800,000 $1,432,066 _________

Acquisition 11.59 $1,159,000 $1,159,000

Development 11.59 $641,000 $273,066

TOTAL 11.59 $1,800,00(’ $1,432,066 _______

D. REGIONAL PARKS & SPECIAL USE FACILITIES Estimated Growth- SDC-Eligible Project
SDC-CIP Project Project Required Timing

Number Facility Action Cost ($) jo~J~Growth Share ($~ Priority

RP - 1 Keizer Rapids Park
Develop new facilities to serve growth and non-growth needs.

acres = 30.00 Acquisition $0 0.0% $0 to be added
Development $7,500,000 13.6% $1,020,000

Total Cost $7,500,00e $1,020,00~ _________

SU - 1 Indoor RecreationFadlity
Perform Feasibility study for facilities to serve growth and non-
growth needs

acres = 0.00 Acquisition $0 0.0% $0 to be added
Feasibility Sthdy $50,000 13.2% $6,580

Total Cost $50,000 $6,580 _________

Regional Parks & Special Use Facilities Subtotals

Acquisition 0.00 $0 $0

Development 30.00 $7,550,000 $1,026,580

~JB-TOTAL 30.00 $7,550,00(’ $1,026,58~ ________



APPENDIX

KEIZER PARKS page 4

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS PLAN __________ 10/14/08

E. NATURAL AREA/OPEN SPACE & UNDEVELOPED PARKS Estimated Growth- SDC-Eligible Project
SDC-CIP Project Project Required Timing

Number Facility Action Cost ($) Portion (%‘ Growth Share ($) Priority

OS - 1 Hidden Creek Parl
Develop facilities to meet growth and non-growth needs.

acres = 3.70 Acquisition $0 0.0% $0 to be added
Development $2,000 13.2% $263

Total Cost $2,000 $26~ ________

OS - 2 N~rthridgePar1~
Develop facilities to meet growth and non-growth needs.

acres = 9.50 Acquisition $0 0.0% $0 to be added

Development $80,000 13.2% $10,528
Total Cost $80,000 $10,528 ________

UP - 1 Mike Whittam Part~
Develop facilities to meet growth and non-growth needs.

acres = 6.10 Acquisition $0 0.0% $0 to be added
Development $30,000 13.2% $3,948

Total Cost $30,000 $3,948 _________

Natural Area/Open spacesubtotals

Acquisition 0.00 $0 $0

Development 19.30 $1 12,000 $14,739

TOTAL 19.30 $112,000 $14,739 ________

1• PATHWAYS AND CONNECTIVITY Estimated Growth- SDC-Ehg~ble Project
SDC-CIP Project Project Required Timing

Number Facility Action Cost ($) ~ Growth Share ($~ Priority

PC - 1 Multi-Use Pathway (Clagett Creek)
Develop new multi-use pathway facilities to serve growth and non
growth needs.

miles =. 0.80 Development $244,000 100.0% $244,000 to be added
Total Cost $244,000 $244,000 _________

Bike/Pathways subtotal

Development
(miles) 0.80 $244,000 $244,000

TOTAL MILES 0.80 $244,000 $244,000



CITY COUNCIL MEETING:_______________

AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:____________

TO: MAYOR CHRISTOPHER AND CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS

THROUGH: CHRIS EPPLEY
CITY MANAGER

FROM: ROB KISSLER
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS

SUBJECT: ORDINANCE 95-332REGULATING STREET TREES

DATE: OCTOBER 14, 2008

BACKGROUND:

The currentCity Ordinanceregulatingtreesplantedin thepublic right ofway ethernewor as

replacementtreesis out ofdate. New and improvedtreespeciesareavailableto reducethe risk of
sidewalkorcurb damagefrom treeroot systems.Section2f in the existingOrdinanceidentifies
the currenttree specielist (AttachmentA).

Duringthe designandconstructionofthe DearbornImprovements,a concernedcitizenwith
manyyearsofexperiencein the OregonStateExtensionServiceapproachCity staff to seeif we
wereinterestedin a new morecurrentspecielist suitablefor the public rightsof way. Staff

requesteda list oftreespeciesfrom our customerfor consideration.Staffhasrefinedthetree
specielist providedto the appropriatetreesfor right ofwayapplications.(AttachmentB).

FISCAL IMPACT:

No fiscal impact anticipatedin the proposedamendmentto the Ordinance.

RECOMMENDATION:

Staffrecommendsthe City Council adoptthe attachedamendedOrdinance95-332regulating
streettrees section2f insertingthe newstreettreespecielist. Pleasecontactme if youhave
questions.



1 BILL NO. 314 A BILL ORDINANCE NO.
2 95-332
3 FOR

4 AN ORDINANCE

5 REGULATING THE MAINTENANCE, PLANTING
6 AND REMOVAL OF CERTAIN TREES
7 (TREE PRESERVATION ORDINANCE)

8 The City of Keizer ordains asfollows:

9 Section 1. PURPOSE. The purposeof this ordinance is to regulatethe

10 planting, maintenance,andremovalof treesabuttingandin public right-of-ways

11 or municipally ownedproperty, the regulationof treesin parks, andto setforth

12 a processto designateandprotectcertaintreesas HeritageTrees.

13 Section 2. TREES IN THE PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY.

14 a. MaintenanceandProtectionof Trees. Treeslocatedin the public

15 right-of-way, including parkingstripsbetweenstreetsandsidewalks,shall

16 bemaintainedby theimmediatelyabuttingpropertyowner(‘owner) and

17 shall not be cut down, removed,topped, or transplantedwithout first

18 obtaining a permit from the City of Keizer. ‘Topping is definedas the

19 severecutting backof trunkand/orlimbs to stubswithin thetree’scrown

20 to such a degreeso as to removethe normal canopyanddisfigurethe

21 tree. It shall be unlawful to intentioi~aI1ydamage,defaceor attachany

22 rope, wire, nail, sign, poster,or any other manmadeobject to any tree

23 located in the public right-of-way.

24 I/I

25 ///
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1 b. Removal of Trees. Removalof trees located nearor within the

2 public right-of-way is the responsibilityof the ownerand is required in

3 the following circumstances:

4 i. When there is damageoccurring to the surrounding

5 lawn, street,sidewalk, and/or curb.

6 ii. When a tree is damagedor sick or creating imminent

7 dangerto personsor property.

8 iii. When a tree is infected by or harborsany injurious

9 fungus, insect or diseasewhich constitutesa potential threat to

10 other treeswithin the city.

11 iv. When a treeby reasonof its nature is or may become

12 injurious to sewers,electric power lines, gas lines, water lines,

13 or public improvementsof any type.

14 v. Stumpsof trees in the public right-of-way may remain

15 if they do not interfere with theintegrity of savedtrees, so long

16 assaidstumpsshall be removedto a depthof eight inchesbelow

17 the level of the sidewalk, or if no sidewalk exists, eight inches

18 belowthe gradeof the centerline of the right-of-way. Stumps

19 shall becutat groundlevel if removal of thestumpor thecutting

20 of the stumpbelow thesurfaceshall have a harmful effect on any

21 savedtreeor trees.

22 c. Interferencewith Street Lighting and Traffic Devices. Every

23 ownerof any tree located in or overhangingany streetor public right-
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I of-way within the City of Keizer shall prune all branchesso that such

2 branchesshall not:

3 i. Obstructthe view of any public or private intersection

4 pursuantto Keizer Zoning OrdinanceSection17.18.

S ii. Obstructthe view of any traffic control deviceor sign.

6 iii. Severelyobstructthelight from any streetlight.

7 iv. Protrudeinto the areathirteen (13) feet abovethe street

8 surface or eight (8) feet above the sidewalk surface.

9 d. NuisanceDeclared. The City of Keizer herebydeclaresthat all

10 trees described in subsections(b) and (c) above are deemedto he

11 nuisancesand are subjectto abatement.

12 e. TreesExempted. Treeson or adjacentto public right-of-waysor

13 which are severely damagedby stormsor other causes,or certaintrees

14 underutility wires or otherobstructionswhereotherpruningpracticesare

15 impracticalmay be exemptedfrom this ordinanceat the determinationof

16 the Keizer Public Works Department. Tree limbs that grow near high

17 voltageelectrical wires and equipmentshall be maintainedclear of such

18 conductors by the electric utility company in compliancewith any

19 applicablefranchiseagreements.

20 f. PlantingTreesin Public Right-of-Way. Any tree removedfrom

21 the public right-of-way must be replacedwith a new tree, It shall be

22 unlawful to plant any treein thepublic right-of-waywithout first obtaining

23 written permission from the City of Keizer. Applications for

Page3 - ORDINANCE NO. 95- ~

LIEN, HOBSON & JOHNSON

4855fl~4O( 88
82,22, O,oqoo 08303



removal/plantingof treesshall be combinedinto one form. No fee shall

2 be chargedfor the permitting process. The trees listed below may be

3 approvedfor planting in the right-of-way:

4 TREES

5 Latin Name CommonName

6 Acer compestre HedgeMaple
7 Acer grandidentaturn Rocky Mountain Glow Maple
8 Acer platanoides& var. Norway Maple & Var.
9 Acer pseudoplatanus SycamoreMaple

10 Acer rubrum & var. RedMaple & Var.
11 Acer saccharum& var. Sugar Maple & Var.
12 Betulajacquemontii JacquemontiiBirch
13 Catalpabignoniodes ‘aurea’ Goldon Catalpa
14 Carpinusbetulus ‘fastigiata’ ColumnarHornbeam
15 Fagussylvatica & var. Beech& Var.
16 Fraxinus americana& var. White Ash & Var.
17 Fraxinus oxycarpa ‘raywood’ RaywoodAsh
18 Fraxinus pannsylvanica& var. GreenAsh & Var.
19 Gleditsiatriacanthos& var. ThomlessHoney Locust& Var.
20 Liquidambarstyracifhja ‘maraine’ Moraine Sweetgum
21 liriodendron tulipifera fastigiatum Arnold Tuliptree
22 Platanusacerfolia& var. London PlaneTree & Var.
23 Magnoliakobus Kobus Magnolia
24 Prunussargentii& Columnaris SargentCherry
25 Prunusserrulata‘Kwanzan’ Kwanzan Cherry
26 Pyrus calleryana& var. Flowering Pear& Var.
27 Quercusbicolor Swamp White Oak
28 Quercuscoccinea ScarletOak
29 Quercuspalustris Pin Oak
30 Quercusrobur & var. English Oak & Var.
31 Quercusrubra RedOak
32 Quercusshumardii ShumardOak
33 Tilia cordata ‘salem’ Salem Linden
34 Ulmus parvifolia ChineseElm
35 Zelkova serrata ‘greenvase’ GreenVaseZelkova

36 Another variety of treemay be acceptableif approvedby the City.

37 ///

38 ///
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g. Heritage Trees in the public right-of-way shall be regulated

2 pursuantto Section 4 of this Ordinance. This Section 2 (Trees in the

3 Public Right-of-Way) is not applicableto HeritageTrees.

4 Section 3. TREES LOCATED IN CITY PARKS OR ON MUNICIPALLY

5 OWNED PROPERTY.

6 a. Removal,PlantingandPruning of Trees. No person,other than

7 an employeeof the City of Keizer acting at the direction of the Parks

8 Superintendent,or personsauthorizedby the City of Keizer, shall plant,

9 prune, otherwisecut, remove,or transplantany tree in anycity park or

10 on any municipally owned property. TheCity of Keizer retainsthe right

11 to take any action it deemsprudentwith regardto any tree located in a

12 city park or on municipally-ownedproperty.

13 b. DamagingTreesUnlawful. It shall be unlawful to intentionally

14 damage,deface,or attachany rope, wire, nail, sign, poster,or anyother

15 manmadeobjectto any tree locatedin a city park.

16 Section 4. HERITAGE TREES,

17 a. Designated Heritage Trees. Heritage Trees are those trees

18 designatedby the City Council as suchdue to their location, size or age

19 of their species,botanical interest,commemorativeplantings,or historical

20 significance. The trees may be designatedby the City Council through

21 nominationsfrom the generalpublic.

22 b. Nomination for Designation. The nominationsshall include the

23 following information:
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1 i. Type of tree.

2 ii. Size of tree.

3 iii. General location of tree.

4 iv. Reasonfor nominationof tree.

5 v. Written permissionfor thedesignationfrom theproperty

6 ownerwhere the tree is located.

7 City staff will review all nominationsand sendrecommendationsto

8 the City Council.

9 c. Certificateof Designation. If a nominatedtree is designatedby

10 the City Council as a FleritageTree, theproperty ownerwill receive a

Ii certificate evidencingthe designation. No fee shall be chargedfor the

12 nomination/designationprocess.

13 d. R4cQrdedNoiice. After a treehasbeenofficially designatedas

14 a HeritageTree, the City shall causethe designationto be filed with the

15 Marion County Recorderand madea part of the title recordof the real

16 property on which the treeis locatedin order to apprisefuture purchasers

17 of the designationand accompanyingrestrictions.

18 e. Damageto HeritageTreesUnlawful. It shall be unlawful to cut

19 down, prune or top a tree designatedas a HeritageTree without first

20 obtaining written permissionfrom the City of Keizer. It shall also be

21 unlawful to intentionally damage,deface,or attachany rope, wire, nail,

22 sign, poster,or any other manmadeobject to any HeritageTree.

23 f. In the event the City desires to cut down, prune, or top a tree
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1 which hasbeendesignatedasa HeritageTree, andwhich is locatedin the

2 public right-of-way, the City shall providethe immediatepropertyowner

3 with at least thirty (30) daysprior written notice of its intent to do so.

4 The propertyownershall then havethe right to appealthe City’s decision

S to the City Council. If a HeritageTreeis located in the public right-of-

6 way and posesan imminentdangerto personsor property, the City shall

7 have the right to causeor order the removal of said tree, or any part

8 thereof,without first providingtheimmediatepropertyownerwith written

9 notice and the property ownershall have no right to appeal.

10 Section 5. REMEDIES. Violations of this Code are infractions, and the

11 responsibleparties may be cited under the Keizer Civil Infraction Ordinance.

12 TheKeizer Municipal Court mayfine an individual who is foundto haveviolated

13 this ordinancea fine not to exceeda maximumof $500.00per separateoffense,

14 which shall include, but is not limited to, eachtree removed or damagedin

15 violation of this Ordinance. In addition, the nuisancemay be abated under

16 Keizer NuisanceAbatementProcedures,OrdinanceNo. 94-282. Pursuantto

17 suchordinance,thecostsof nuisanceabatement,including, but not limited to, the

18 costsof replacing treesshall be chargedto the violator in addition to any fine

19 imposed. Theseproceduresand/or remediesshall not prohibit in any way any

20 alternative remediesset out in city ordinancesor state statutes intended to

21 alleviate ordinanceviolations. The remediesset forth hereinare not exclusive,

22 but are in addition to any and all common law remediesfor the abatementof

23 nuisances.
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1 Section 6. EMERGENCY. This Ordinance being necessaryfor the

2 immediatepreservationof the public health, safety, andwelfare, an emergency

3 is declaredto exist and this Ordinanceshall take effect immediately upon its

4 passage.

5 PASSEDthis 7 clay of August , 1995,

6 SIGNED this clay of August , 1995.

~(7~L~) ~

8 Mayor

9 ______________________

10 City Recordei~ ‘

ii 4J52C0K2.005

Page 8 ORDINANCE NO. 95-~2

LIEN, HOBSON & JOHNSON

~ O~qo~07003
~0O3~390-035



APPROVED LIST OF STREET TREES
LOCATED IN PUBLIC RIGHTS OF WAY

COMMON NAME

Acercampestre“Panacek” Metro Gold Maple
Acergrandidentatum“Schmidt” RockyMtn, Glow Maple
Acermiyabei “Morton” StateStreetMaple
Acerplatanoides“Columnar” ColumnarNorwayMaple
Acerrubrum“Armstrong” ArmstrongRedMaple
Acerrubrum“Bowhall” BowhallRedMaple
Acerrubrum“FrankJr’ RedpointeRedMaple
Acerrubrum“Franksred” Red SunsetMaple
Acerrubrum“New World” New WorldRed Maple
Acerrubrum“Scarsen” ScarletSentinelRedMaple
Acersaccharum“Legacy” LegacySugarMaple
Acerx freemanil“Jeffersred” AutumnBlazeMaple
Carpinusbetulus“Fastigiata” PyramidalEuropeanHornbeam
Carpinusbetulus“FransFontaine” FransFontaineHornbeam
Fagussylvestris“Fastigiata” FastigiateorDawyckBeech
Ginkgo biloba“Autumn Gold” AutumnGold Ginkgo
Ginkgo biloba“GoldenColonnade” Gold ColonnadeGinkgo
Ginkgo biloba“Magyar” MagyarGinkgo
Ginkgo biloba“PrincetonSentry” PrincetonSentryGinkgo
Ginkgo biloba Ginkgo,MaidenhairTree
Gymnocladusdioicus“Espresso” EspressoKentucky Coffee Tree
Liriodendrontulipfera“Fastigiatum” ColumnarTulip Tree
Liriodendrontulipifera Tulip Tree
Metasequoiaglyptostroboides Dawn Redwood
Prunus“First Lady” FirstLady Cheny
Prunus“Okame” OkameCherry
Prunussargentil“JFS-KW58” PinkFlair Cheny
Prunusx hillieril “Spire” SpireCherry
PrunusXyedoensis“Akebono” AkebonoCheny
Pyruscalleryana“Artistocrat” AristocratOrnamentalPear
Pyruscalleryana“Cambridge” CambridgeOrn. Pear
Pyruscalleryana“Capital” Capital OrnamentalPear
Pyruscalleryana“Chanticleer” ChanticleerOrn.Pear
Pyruscalleryanacvs. OrnamentalPears
Quercusalbax Q robur“Crimschmidt” CrimsonSpireOak
Quercusrobur“Fastigiata” SkyrocketOak
Quercusrobur“Pyramich” SkymasterOak
Quercusroburx “Asjes” RosehillOak
Quercusroburx bicolor“Long” RegalPrinceOak
Taxodiumdistichum“Mickelson” ShawneeBraveBald Cypress
Ulmus “MortonGlossy” TriumphElm
Ulmus “Patriot” PatriotElm
Ulmusparvifolia “Emer I” Allee ChineseElm
Ulmusparvifolia “UPMTF” BosqueChineseElm
Ulmuswilsoniana“Prospector” ProspectorElm
Zelkovaserrata“Green Vase” GreenVaseZelkova
Zelkovaserrata“Halka” Halka Zelkova
Zelkovaserrata“Musashino” MusashinoColumnarZelkova
Zelkovaserrata“Schmidtlow” WirelessZelkova



1 BILL NO. A BILL ORDINANCE NO.
2 2008-
3 FOR
4

5 AN ORDINANCE
6

7 AMENDING THE ORDINANCE REGULATING THE
8 MAINTENANCE, PLANTING AND REMOVAL OF
9 CERTAINTREES(TREEPRESERVATIONORDINANCE);

10 (AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 95-332)
11

12 NOW, THEREFORE,theCity of Keizerordainsasfollows:

13 Section 1. AMENDMENT OFORDINANCENO. 95-332.OrdinanceNo.95-

14 332 (Regulating the Maintenance,Planting and Removalof Certain Trees — Tree

15 PreservationOrdinance)is herebyamendedatSection2.f. to readasfollows:

16 “f. Planting Trees in Public Right-of-Way. Any tree
17 removedfromthepublic right-of-waymustbereplacedwith
18 a new tree. It shall be unlawful to plant any tree in the
19 public right-of-way without first obtaining written
2 0 permission from the City of Keizer. Applications for
21 removal/plantingof treesshall becombinedinto oneform.
22 No feeshall bechargedforthepermittingprocess.Thetrees
23 listed belowmaybeapprovedfor planting in theright-of-
24 way:

25
26 APPROVED LIST OF
27 STREET TREES (R.O.W.)
28

29 LATIN NAME COMMON NAME
30 Acer campestre“Panacek” Metro Gold Maple
31 Acer grandidentatum“Schmidt” RockyMtn, GlowMaple
32 Acermiyabei“Morton” StateStreetMaple
33 Acerplatanoides“Columnar” ColumnarNorway Maple
34 Acerrubrum“Armstrong” ArmstrongRed Maple
35 Acer rubrum “Bowhall” Bowhall Red Maple
36 Acerrubrum “FrankJr” RedpointeRedMaple
37 Acer rubrum“Franksred” Red SunsetMaple
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1 Acer rubrum“New World” New World Red Maple

2 Acerrubrum“Scarsen” ScarletSentinelRed Maple
3 Acersaccharum“Legacy” LegacySugarMaple
4 Acerx freemanil“Jeffersred” Autumn BlazeMaple

5 Carpinusbetulus “Fastigiata” PyramidalEuropeanHornbeam
6 Carpinusbetulus “FransFontaine” FransFontaineHornbeam
7 Fagussylvestris“Fastigiata” FastigiateorDawyckBeech
8 Ginkgo biloba“Autumn Gold” AutumnGold Ginkgo

9 Ginkgo biloba“Golden Colonnade” Gold ColonnadeGinkgo
10 Ginkgo biloba“Magyar” MagyarGinkgo
11 Ginkgo biloba“PrincetonSentry” PrincetonSentryGinkgo

12 Ginkgobiloba Ginkgo,MaidenhairTree
13 Gymnocladusdioicus “Espresso” EspressoKentucky Coffee Tree
14 Liriodendrontulipfera“Fastigiatum” ColumnarTulip Tree

15 Liriodendrontulipifera Tulip Tree
16 Metasequoiaglyptostroboides Dawn Redwood
17 Prunus“First Lady” FirstLady Cherry

18 Prunus“Okame” OkameCherry
19 Prunussargentil“JFS-KW58” Pink Flair Cherry
20 Prunusx hillieril “Spire” SpireCherry

21 PrunusXyedoensis“Akebono” AkebonoCherry
22 Pyruscalleryana“Artistocrat” AristocratOrnamental
23 Pear

24 Pyruscalleryana“Cambridge” CambridgeOrn. Pear
25 Pyruscalleryana“Capital” Capital OrnamentalPear
26 Pyruscalleryana“Chanticleer” ChanticleerOrn. Pear
27 Pyruscalleryanacvs. OrnamentalPears

28 Quercusalbax Q robur “Crimschmidt” CrimsonSpireOak
2 9 Quercusrobur“Fastigiata” SkyrocketOak
30 Quercusrobur“Pyramich” SkymasterOak

31 Quercusroburx “Asjes” Rosehill Oak
32 Quercusroburx bicolor“Long” RegalPrinceOak
33 Taxodiumdistichum“Mickelson” ShawneeBrave Bald Cypress

34 Ulmus “Morton Glossy” Triumph Elm
35 Ulmus “Patriot” PatriotElm
36 Ulmus parvifolia “Emer I” Allee ChineseElm
37 Ulmusparvifolia “UPMTF” Bosque ChineseElm

38 Ulmuswilsoniana“Prospector” ProspectorElm
3 9 Zelkovaserrata“GreenVase” GreenVaseZelkova
4 0 Zelkovaserrata“Halka” HalkaZelkova

41 Zelkovaserrata“Musashino” MusashinoColumnarZelkova
42 Zelkovaserrata“Schmidtlow” WirelessZelkova

43 Another varietyof treemay beacceptableif approvedby the

Page2- ORDINANCE NO. 2008-
Lien & Johnson

Attorneys at Law
4855 River Road North
Keizer, Oregon 97303

503-390-1635



1 City.”

2 Section2. ORDINANCE REMATh~SIN EFFECT. Exceptasamendedherein,

3 OrdinanceNo. 95-332 (Regulating theMaintenance,Planting and Removalof Certain

4 Trees— TreePreservationOrdinance)remainsin full force and effect.

5 Section3. EFFECTIVEDATE. This Ordinanceshall takeeffectthirty (30)days

6 afterits passage.

7 PASSED this _______ day of ,2008.

8 SIGNEDthis _______ day of ,2008.

9
10
11 _____________________________________

12 Mayor
13

14 _____________________________________

15 City Recorder
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COUNCIL MEETING: October20. 2008

AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:____________

TO: MAYOR CHRISTOPHER AND COUNCIL MEMBERS

THROUGH: CHRIS EPPLEY
CITY MANAGER

FROM: ROB KISSLER, PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR
AND
SUSAN GAHLSDORF, CPA
FINANCE DIRECTOR

SUBJECT: Authorization for Supplemental Budget

ISSUE: Oregon Parks and Recreation Grant for Keizer Rapids Park

TheOregonDepartmentof Parksand Recreationhasawardedthe City of Keizer a grantfor $45,000

for trails andparking lot pavingat KeizerRapidsPark(grantnumberLGP0299). Thisgranthasbeen
approvedby the City Manager.The moneyis to be expendedout of the ParkImprovementFund.
The Parkinglot portion of this projecthas beencompleted.City staff is beginningthe processof

obtainingestimatesfor thetrails sections.

OregonBudgetLaw allows for the expenditureof fundswhen moneythatwasnotanticipatedwhen
the adoptedbudget was preparedis made available by anotherunit of federal, state or local
government(ORS294.480);

OregonBudgetLaw further providesthata resolutionor ordinancebe passedto provideauthority
for theexpenditureofthesefunds.

FISCAL IMPACT: TheCity anticipatesreceiving$45,000in grantfundsand expendingthis same
amountfor parkimprovementshaving zero neteffecton the City’s Budget.

RECOMMENDATION: Staffrecommendsthe council adoptthe attachedresolutionauthorizing
theexpenditureoffundsasdescribedabove.



1 CITY COUNCIL, CITY OF KEIZER, STATE OF OREGON

2 Resolution R2008-

4 AUTHORIZATION FOR SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET — OREGON DEPARTMENT OF
5 PARKS AND RECREATION - KEIZER RAPIDS PARK
6

8 WHEREAS ORS 294.480 allows for the expenditure of funds when money that

9 was not anticipated when the adopted budget was prepared is made available by

10 another unit of federal, state or local government;

ii NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of

12 Keizer, that the following appropriations be made for fiscal year ending June 30,

13 2009:

14 Park Improvement Fund Increase Decrease
15 Capital Outlay $45,000
16 Revenue $45,000
17

18

19 The Oregon Department ofParks and Recreation has awarded the City of Keizer a grant
20 for improvements at Keizer Rapids Park. An appropriation is needed to expended these
21 grant funds.
22

23

24

25 PASSED this day of __________________, 2008

26 SIGNED this day of __________________, 2008
27

28

29

30 ____________________________________________
31 Mayor
32

33

34 ____________________________________________
35 City Recorder



COUNCIL MEETING: October 20. 2008

AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:____________

TO: MAYOR CHRISTOPHER AND COUNCIL MEMBERS

THROUGH: CHRIS EPPLEY
CITY MANAGER

FROM: SAM LITKE, SENIOR PLANNER
AND
SUSAN GAHLSDORF, CPA
FINANCE DIRECTOR

SUBJECT: Authorization for Supplemental Budget and Resolution Transfer

ISSUE: Department of Land Conservation and Development Grant for Community
Development Visioning Project and Oregon Marine Board Grant for Keizer Rapids
Park

The Oregon Department of Land Conservation and Development has awardedthe City of

Keizer a grantfor $50,000for the CommunityDevelopmentDepartment’sVisioning Project. The
visioning projectwill engagecitizen opinions and aspirationson a 20-yearvision for the City of
Keizer. Thisprocesswill utilize a citizen advisorycommittee,surveys,and communityforumsas a

meansto engagethe public on issuesof concernfacing Keizer in the coming years. For example.
these issueswill include economic development,quality of life, growth, and other factors
determinedto be importantto Keizercitizens.

The City Managerhas approvedthis grant and the Parking lot portion of this projecthas been
completed.City staffis beginningthe processof obtainingestimatesfor the trail sections.TheGrant
fundsare to be expendedoutofthe ParkImprovementFund.This grantrequiresa $10,000City in-

kind match.Thein-kind matchis includedin the GeneralFund— CommunityDevelopmentbudget
anddoesnotrequirea budgetadjustment.

The Oregon Marine Boardhasawardedthe City of Keizer a grantfor $56,250to pay the costs of
all requiredpermits from boththe stateandfederaljurisdictionsbeforea boat rampand parking lot
canbe constructedin the Keizer RapidsParkproviding accessto the Willamette River. This is a

reimbursementgrant. The grantprovides for a $11,250City cashmatch and $7,500 City in-kind
match.Following approvalof all requiredpermits,a future grantwill allow for the constructionof
theboat ramp.

The City Managerhas approvedthis grant. The Grant funds and the City cashmatch are to be

expendedout of the Park ImprovementFund. The $7,500 City in-kind match is included in the
GeneralFund— CommunityDevelopmentbudgetanddoesnotrequirea budgetadjustment.



OregonBudgetLaw allows for the expenditureof fundswhen moneythatwasnotanticipatedwhen

the adoptedbudget was preparedis made available by anotherunit of federal, state or local
government(ORS294.480);

OregonBudgetLaw allows for the transferof appropriationswithin a fund during the fiscal year
(ORS294.450);

OregonBudgetLaw further providesthata resolutionor ordinancebe passedto provideauthority

for theexpenditureofthesefunds.

FISCAL IMPACT: The City anticipatesreceiving $106,250 in grant funds and expending

$117,500giving a net expenditurein the ParkImprovementFundof $11,250.Staffrecommends
usingCapitalOutlayContingencyfundsto coverthe $11,250additionalexpenditure.

RECOMMENDATION: Staffrecommendsthe council adoptthe attachedresolutionauthorizing
theexpenditureoffundsasdescribedabove.



1 CITY COUNCIL, CITY OF KEIZER, STATE OF OREGON

2 Resolution R2008-

4 AUTHORIZATION FOR SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET AND RESOLUTION TRANSFER
5 OREGON DEPARTMENT OF LAND CONSERVATION - VISIONING PROJECT
6 OREGON MARINE BOARD - KEIZER RAPIDS PARK

9 WHEREAS ORS 294.480 allows for the expenditure of funds when money that

10 was not anticipated when the adopted budget was prepared is made available by

ii another unit of federal, state or local government;

12 WHEREAS ORS 294.450 allows for the transfer of appropriation authority

13 within a fund during the fiscal year;

14 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of

is Keizer, that the following appropriations be made for fiscal year ending June 30,

16 2009:

17

18 General Fund — Community Development Department Increase Decrease
19 Materials & Services $50,000
20 Revenue $50,000
21

22

23 The Oregon Department of Land Conservation and Development has awarded the City of
24 Keizer a grant for the Community Development Department Visioning Project.
25

26
27

28 Park Improvement Fund Increase Decrease
29 Capital Outlay Expenditures $67,500
30 Revenue—Grant Funds $56,250
31 Capital Outlay Contingency $11,250
32

33

34 The Oregon Marine Board has awarded the City of Keizer a grant to pay for Federal and
35 State permits required for the construction of a boat ramp and parking lot at Keizer Rapids
36 Park.
37

38



i PASSED this dayof_________________ 2008

2 SIGNED this dayof __________________ 2008

5

6 ____________________________________________________

7 Mayor

10 ____________________________________________

11 City Recorder



COUNCIL MEETING: October 20. 2008

AGENDA ITEM NUMBER: ____________

TO: MAYOR CHRISTOPHER AND CITY COUNCILORS

THROUGH: CHRIS EPPLEY, CITY MANAGER

FROM: SUSAN GAHLSDORF, CPA, FINANCE DIRECTOR

SUBJECT: Identity Theft Red Flag Program

ISSUE: TheRed Flags Rule implementsportionsofthe Fair and AccurateCreditTransactions
Act of 2003 (FACTA). Section 111 of FACTA defines “Identity Theft” as “fraud committed

usingthe identifying information of anotherperson.”

Underthe Red FlagsRule,everyfinancial institution and“creditor” (definedbelow) is required

to establishan IdentityTheft PreventionProgramtailored to its size,complexity and thenature
of itsoperation. Theprogrammustcontainreasonablepolicies andproceduresto:

• Identify relevantRed Flagsfor newand existing“coveredaccounts”(definedbelow)and

incorporatethoseRed Flagsintothe Program;
• DetectRed Flagsthathavebeenincorporatedintothe Program;

• Respondappropriatelyto any Red Flagsthat aredetectedto preventandmitigateIdentity
Theft; and

• EnsuretheProgramisupdatedperiodicallyto reflectchangesin risks to customersorto
the safetyand soundnessofthe creditor from Identity Theft.

According to the Rule,a municipalutility isa “creditor” subjectto the Rulerequirements.
“CoveredAccounts” areall the individual utility serviceaccountsheldby customersofthe

utility whetherresidential,commercialor industrial.

Utilities, aswell asall otherapplicablecreditors,haveuntil November1, 2008 to havea written
programin placethatidentifies and detectswarningsigns,alsoknownas“RedFlags”of identity
theft. City staffbecameawareofthis mandatein mid-September.Utility Billing staffhasbeen

trainedin the implementationof this programandwill begin implementationupon approvalby
Council.

FISCAL IMPACT: Thereisno directfiscal impactto implementingthis program.

RECOMMENDATION: StaffrecommendstheCity Counciladoptthe attachedresolutionadopting
anIdentityTheft RedFlag Programfor theCity ofKeizer asa municipal utility.



1 CITY COUNCIL, CITY OF KEIZER, STATE OF OREGON
2
3 ResolutionR2008-
4
5 ADOPTING AN IDENTITY THEFT PREVENTION
6 PROGRAMINACCORDANCE WITH THE FEDERAL FAIR
7 AND ACCURATE CREDIT TRANSACTIONSACTOF 2003
8
9 WHEREAS,theFederalTradeCommission(FTC)adoptedrulesconcerningthe

10 adoptionof identitytheftpreventionprogramsrequiredby theFairandAccurateCredit

11 Transactions(FACT)Act of 2003,whichtook effect on January1, 2008;

12 WHEREAS, theFTC’s rules(Red FlagsRule) requirecreditors, suchasCity

13 utilities, to establishidentity theftpreventionprogramsfor coveredaccounts,including

14 utility accounts;

15 WHEREAS, theRedFlagsRule requiresidentity theftpreventionprogramsto

16 providefor theidentification,detection,andresponseto patterns,practices,orspecific

17 activities,knownas“red flags,” thatcouldindicateidentity theft;

18 WHEREAS,City staffhasevaluatedthenumberandtypeof accountscoveredby

19 FACT, thelikelihood of damagefrom identitytheft, thecostandoperationalburdenin

2 0 tracking“red flags,” andappropriateresponsesin theevent an identity theft situation

21 develops;

22 WHEREAS, the FinanceDirector has preparedthe attachedIdentity Theft

23 PreventionProgramfortheCity,whichis commensuratewith thesizeandcomplexityof

24 theCity’s customeraccountsand scopeof its activitiesasa creditor for utilities and

PAGE 1 - Resolution R2008-
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1 Municipal Court obligations; and

2 WHEREAS,FACT requirestheIdentityTheft PreventionProgramto beeffective

3 no later thanNovember 1, 2008.

4 NOW, THEREFORE,

5 BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Keizer that the Identity

6 Theft PreventionProgramattachedto this Resolutionis adopted.

7 BE IF FURTHER RESOLVEDby theCity Councilof theCity of Keizerthat this

8 Resolutionshall takeeffect on November1, 2008.

9 PASSED this _________ dayof ________________,2008.

10

11 SIGNEDthis _________ day of________________,2008.

12

13 _____________________________________

14 Mayor

15

16 _____________________________________

17 City Recorder
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City ofKeizer

Identity TheftPreventionProgram

EffectivebeginningNovember1, 2008



I. PROGRAM ADOPTION

TheCity of Keizer(Utility) developedthis IdentityTheft PreventionProgram

(Program)pursuantto theFederalTradeCommissionsRedFlags Rule (“Rule”), which
implementsSection114 of the Fair andAccurateCreditTransactionsAct of2003. 16 C. F. R. §
681.2. This Programwasdevelopedwith oversightand approvalofthe City Council. After
considerationofthe sizeand complexity ofthe Utilitys operationsandaccountsystems,and the

natureand scopeofthe Utilitys activities,the City Council determinedthatthis Programwas
appropriatefor the City of Keizer, and thereforeadoptedthis Programon October20, 2008.

II. PROGRAM PURPOSEAND DEFINITIONS

A. Fulfilling requirements ofthe Red FlagsRule

Underthe Red FlagRule,everyfinancial institutionand creditoris requiredto establishan
“Identity Theft PreventionProgram”tailored to its size,complexity andthe natureof its
operation. Eachprogrammustcontainreasonablepolicies andproceduresto:

1. Identify relevantRed Flagsfor newand existingcoveredaccountsand incorporatethose
Red Flags intothe Program;

2. DetectRed FlagsthathavebeenincorporatedintotheProgram;
3. Respondappropriatelyto any RedFlagsthat aredetectedto preventand mitigateIdentity

Theft; and
4. EnsuretheProgramisupdatedperiodically,to reflect changesin risks to customersorto

the safetyandsoundnessofthe creditor from Identity Theft.

B. Red FlagsRule defmitions used in this Program

TheRedFlagsRule defines“Identity Theft” as“fraudcommittedusingthe identifying
information of anotherperson”and a “RedFlag” as“a pattern,practice,orspecificactivity that
indicatesthe possibleexistenceof Identity Theft.”

According to the Rule,a municipal utility isa creditorsubjectto theRule requirements.The
Rule definescreditors“to includefinancecompanies,automobiledealers,mortgagebrokers,
utility companies,and telecommunicationscompanies.Wherenon-profitand government
entitiesdefer paymentfor goodsorservices,they,too, areto be consideredcreditors.”

All theUtility’s accountsthat areindividual utility serviceaccountsheldby customersofthe
utility whetherresidential,commercialor industrial arecoveredby the Rule. Underthe Rule,a
“coveredaccount”is:

1. Any accountthe Utility offersormaintainsprimarily for personal,family orhousehold
purposes,that involvesmultiple paymentsortransactions;and
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2. Any other accountthe Utility offersor maintainsfor which thereisa reasonably
foreseeablerisk to customersorto the safetyandsoundnessofthe Utility from Identity
Theft.

“Identifying information” is definedunderthe Rule as“any nameor numberthatmaybe used,
alone orin conjunctionwith any otherinformation,to identify a specificperson,”including:
name,address,telephonenumber,social securitynumber,dateofbirth, governmentissued

driver’s licenseor identificationnumber,alienregistrationnumber,governmentpassport
number,employerortaxpayeridentificationnumber,uniqueelectronicidentification number,
computer’sInternetProtocoladdress,orrouting code.

III. IDENTIFICATION OF RED FLAGS.

In orderto identify relevantRedFlags,the Utility considersthetypesof accountsthat it
offers andmaintains,the methodsit providesto openitsaccounts,the methodsit providesto
accessitsaccounts,andits previousexperienceswith IdentityTheft. TheUtility identifiesthe
following redflags, in eachofthelisted categories:

A. Notificationsand WarningsFrom Credit Reporting Agencies

Red Flags

1) Reportof fraudaccompanyinga creditreport;
2)Notice or reportfrom a creditagencyof a creditfreezeon a customerorapplicant;
3)Notice or reportfrom a creditagencyofan activedutyalertfor an applicant;and
4) Indicationfrom a credit reportofactivity thatis inconsistentwith a customer’susualpattern
or activity.

B. SuspiciousDocuments

Red Flags

1. Identificationdocumentorcard thatappearsto beforged, alteredor inauthentic;
2. Identificationdocumentorcard on which a person’sphotographorphysicaldescriptionis

notconsistentwith the personpresentingthe document;
3. Otherdocumentwith information thatisnotconsistentwith existing customer

information (suchasif a person’ssignatureon a checkappearsforged);and

4. Application for servicethat appearsto havebeenalteredor forged.
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C. SuspiciousPersonal Identifying Information

Red F1a~s

1. Identifying informationpresentedthatis inconsistentwith otherinformation the customer
provides(example:inconsistentbirth dates);

2. Identifying informationpresentedthatis inconsistentwith othersourcesof information

(for instance,an addressnotmatchinganaddresson a creditreport);
3. Identifying informationpresentedthatis the sameasinformation shownon other

applicationsthat werefound to befraudulent;
4. Identifying informationpresentedthatisconsistentwith fraudulentactivity (suchasan

invalid phonenumberor fictitious billing address);
5. Socialsecuritynumberpresentedthatis the sameasone given by anothercustomer;

6. An addressorphonenumberpresentedthatis the sameasthatof anotherperson;
7. A personfails to provide completepersonalidentifying information on anapplication

whenremindedto do so (however,by law social securitynumbersmustnot berequired);
and

8. A person’sidentifying information is notconsistentwith the information thatison file

for the customer.

D. SuspiciousAccountActivity or Unusual Useof Account

Red Flags

1. Changeofaddressfor an accountfollowedby a requestto changethe accountholders
name;

2. Paymentsstop on anotherwiseconsistentlyup-to-dateaccount;
3. Accountusedin a way thatisnotconsistentwith prior use(example:veryhighactivity);

4. Mail sentto the accountholderis repeatedlyreturnedasundeliverable;
5. Noticeto the Utility thata customeris notreceiving mail sentby the Utility;
6. Noticeto the Utility thatan accounthasunauthorizedactivity;
7. Breachin theUtilitys computersystemsecurity;and

8. Unauthorizedaccessto or useofcustomeraccountinformation.

E. Alerts from Others

Red Flag

1. Noticeto the Utility from a customer,identity theftvictim, law enforcementorother
personthat it hasopenedoris maintaininga fraudulentaccountfor a personengagedin
Identity Theft.
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IV. DETECTING RED FLAGS.

A. New Accounts

In orderto detectanyof theRed Flags identified aboveassociatedwith the openingof a
new account, Utility personnelwill takethe following stepsto obtainandverify the identityof
thepersonopeningthe account:

Detect

1. Requirecertain identifying information suchasname,date ofbirth, residentialor
businessaddress,principalplace ofbusinessfor an entity, drivers licenseor other
identification;

2. Verify the customersidentity (for instance,review a drivers licenseor other
identification card);

3. Review documentationshowingthe existenceofa businessentity; and
4. Independentlycontactthe customer.

B. Existing Accounts

In orderto detectanyof theRed Flags identified abovefor an existingaccount,Utility
personnelwill takethe following stepsto monitor transactionswith anaccount:

Detect

1. Verify the identification ofcustomersif theyrequestinformation (in person,via
telephone,via facsimile,via email);

2. Verify the validity of requeststo changebilling addresses;and

3. Verify changesin bankinginformationgiven for billing and paymentpurposes.

V. PREVENTING AND MITIGATING IDENTITY THEFT

In the eventUtility personneldetectany identifiedRed Flags,suchpersonnelshall take
one ormoreofthe following steps,dependingon the degreeofrisk posedbythe RedFlag:

Prevent andMitigate

1. Continueto monitor an accountfor evidenceof Identity Theft;
2. Contactthe customer;
3. Changeanypasswordsorother securitydevicesthat permitaccessto accounts;
4. Not opena new account;
5. Closean existingaccount;
6. Reopenanaccountwith a newnumber;

7. Notify the ProgramAdministrator for determinationofthe appropriatestep(s)to take;
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8. Notify law enforcement;or
9. Determinethat no responseiswarrantedunderthe particularcircumstances.

Protect customeridentifyin2 information

In orderto furtherpreventthelikelihood ofIdentity Theft occurringwith respectto

Utility accounts,theUtility will takethe following stepswith respectto its internaloperating
proceduresto protectcustomeridentifying information:

1. Ensurethatits websiteis secureorprovide clearnotice thatthe websiteis notsecure;
2. Ensurecompleteand securedestructionof paperdocumentsand computerfiles

containingcustomerinformation;
3. Ensurethatoffice computersarepasswordprotectedandthatcomputerscreenslock after

a setperiodoftime;
4. Keepoffices clearof paperscontainingcustomerinformation;
5. Requestonly the last4digits of socialsecuritynumbers(if any);

6. Ensurecomputervirus protectionis up to date;and
7. Requireandkeeponly the kindsof customerinformation thatarenecessaryfor utility

purposes.

VI. PROGRAM UPDATES

TheProgramAdministrator will periodicallyreview and updatethis Programto reflect
changesin risks to customersandthe soundnessofthe Utility from Identity Theft. In doingso,
theProgramAdministrator will considertheUtilitys experienceswith Identity Theft situations,
changesin Identity Theft methods,changesin Identity Theft detectionandpreventionmethods,

andchangesinthe Utilitys businessarrangementswith other entities. After consideringthese
factors,the ProgramAdministratorwill determinewhetherchangesto the Program,includingthe
listing of Red Flags,arewarranted. If warranted,the ProgramAdministrator will updatethe
Programorpresentthe City Council with his orherrecommendedchangesandthe City Council

will makea determinationofwhetherto accept,modify or rejectthosechangesto the Program.

VII. PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION.

A. Oversight

Responsibilityfor developing,implementingandupdatingthis Programlies with an
Identity Theft Committeefor the Utility. TheCommitteeisheadedby the City Managerorhis
or herdesignee.TheFinanceDirector,who overseesthe City’s Utility Billing operationandthe
Assistantto the City Manager,who overseesthe City’s Information Systemsshall comprisethe
remainderof the committeemembership.The City Manager,orhis orherdesignee,will be

responsiblefor the Programadministration,for ensuringappropriatetrainingof Utility staffon
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theProgram,for reviewinganystaff reportsregardingthe detectionof Red Flagsandthe steps
for preventingandmitigatingIdentity Theft, determiningwhich stepsofpreventionand
mitigationshouldbetakenin particularcircumstancesandconsideringperiodicchangesto the

Program.

B. Staff Training and Reports

Utility staff responsiblefor implementingthe Programshallbe trainedeitherby orunder
thedirectionof the ProgramAdministrator in the detectionof Red Flags,and theresponsive
stepsto betakenwhena Red Flagis detected.Training shall occurat leastannuallyfor all
Utility Billing staff andduring orientationfor new hires.

C. ServiceProvider Arrangements

In the eventthe Utility engagesa serviceproviderto performan activity in connection
with one ormore accounts,theUtility will takethe following stepsto ensuretheserviceprovider
performsitsactivity in accordancewith reasonablepoliciesandproceduresdesignedto detect,
prevent,andmitigatetherisk ofIdentity Theft.

1. Require,by contract,thatserviceprovidershavesuchpoliciesandproceduresin place;
and

2. Require,by contract,thatserviceprovidersreviewthe Utilitys Programand reportany
Red Flagsto the ProgramAdministrator.

D. Non-disclosureof Specific Practices

For the effectivenessofthis Identity Theft PreventionProgram,knowledgeaboutspecific
Red Flagidentification, detection,mitigationandpreventionpracticesmustbelimitedto the
Identity Theft Committeewho developedthis Programand to thoseemployeeswith a needto

knowthem. Any documentsthatmay havebeenproducedor areproducedin orderto develop or
implementthis programthatlist ordescribesuchspecificpracticesandthe informationthose
documentscontainareconsidered“security information” asdefinedin OregonRevisedStatutes
Section 192.501(23)andareunavailableto the publicbecausedisclosureofthemwouldbe likely

to substantiallyjeopardizedthe securityof informationagainstimproperuse,thatusebeingto
circumventtheUtility’s Identity Theft preventionefforts in orderto facilitate the commissionof
Identity Theft.
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MINUTES
KEIZER CITY COUNCIL

WORK SESSION
Monday, September 8, 2008

Keizer City Hall, Council Chambers
Keizer, Oregon

CALL TO ORDER Mayor Christopher called the work session to order at 6:00 pm. The following
were present:

Councilors: Parks Advisory Board: Staff
Lore Christopher, Mayor Vickie Hilgemann, Chair Chris Eppley, City Manager
Richard Walsh, Council President Garry Whalen, Vice Chair Rob Kissler, PublicWorks
Cathy Clark, Councilor Marlene Quinn Bill La~’er,PublicWorks
Jim Taylor, Councilor Jeanne Bond-Esser Shannon Johnson, City Attorney
Brandon Smith, Councilor David Philbrick Tracy Davis, City Recorder
David McKane, Councilor
Jacque Moir, Councilor

DISCUSSION Public Works Director, Rob Kissler, reviewed the update process notingthat
a. Parks & this report was the third draft. He reviewed various pages and figures,

Recreation suggested changes, and fielded questions. Discussion took place regarding
expansion of the Urban Growth Boundary, joint use agreements, SDC costs,System acquisition funds, adjustment of the CIP, removal of proposed city parks, the

Development Parks Master Plan, funding from sources other than SDCs, including trails as
Charges part of Parks as they relate to SDCs, basing methodology on a project list

Methodology and flexibility in structure and implementation. Mike Erdman with the Home
Update Report Builders Association pointed out that the time for land acquisition is now while

prices are low. Discussion then continued regarding percentages and the
SDC methodology, the rate structure and proportionality. Jeff Hawkins, with
Emerald Pointe, contributed to the proportionality discussion as well.

Councilors requested the following information and action:

• Total expected SDCs over the plan period and adding additional dollars.
• Add additional acquisition dollars for one park.
• Clarification of acquisition per-acre cost for 4-acre parcels
• If the SDC was at $2500, how much money would be raised over the

course of 20 years?
• Elimination of outside trails from the parks SDC plan
• SDCs determined proportionally by percentage for buildings with multiple

units, taking into consideration residents such as single seniors (senior
housing) and considering single, studio, one- two- and three bedroom
apartments.

~ CityC~u~i1W~k&~M,~t~
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• Realistic expectations of park development over the next 20 years.

In conclusion, Rob Kissler urged Councilors to thoroughly review the report
and pointed out that the percentages are very different than the current SDC
methodology.

David Philbrick then informed Council of the opportunity to acquire parts of
the sternwheeler “The Jean” if they could be transported from Portland to
Keizer. He fielded questions from Councilors regarding the cost of the
transportation and added that Jerry Nuttbrock had volunteered to store it.

Council was unwilling to give a consensus on this due to lack of information
on costs but encouraged Mr. Philbrick to get more information and they could
call an emergency meeting.

ADJOURNMENT Meeting adjourned at 7:50 p.m.

APPROVED:
MAYOR: __________________________________

Debbie Lockhart, Deputy City Recorder

Lore Christopher

COUNCIL MEMBERS

Councilor #1 — David McKane Councilor #4 — Cathy Clark

Councilor #2 — Brandon Smith Councilor #5 — Richard Walsh

Councilor #3 — Jacque Moir Councilor #6 — James Taylor

Minutes approved:

KeizerCity Council WorkSessionMinutes
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MINUTES
KEIZER CITY COUNCIL REGULAR SESSION

Monday, September 15, 2008
Keizer City Hall

Robert L. Simon Council Chambers
Keizer, Oregon

CALL TO Mayor Christopher called the regular session to order at 7:06 pm. Roll Call
ORDER was taken asfollows

Present: Staff:
Mayor Lore Christopher Chris Eppley, City Manager
RichardV~lsh,Council President Kevin Watson, Assistant to the City Manager
Brandon Smith, Councilor Shannon Johnson, City Attorney
Cathy Clark, Councilor Nate Bro~i,Community Development Dir~tor
David McKane, Councilor Rob Kissler, Public Works Director
James Taylor, Councilor Marc Adams, Police Chief

Absent: Tracy Davis, City Recorder
Jacque Moir, Councilor

FLAG SALUTE Mayor Christopher led the pledge of allegiance

PUBLIC Marilyn Conner, representing the Assistance League of Salem and the
TESTIMONY Cook’s Tour title sponsor, Eye Care Physicians & Surgeons, requested

permission to hang banners advertising the tour in Keizer. Mayor Christopher
and City Attorney Shannon Johnson provided clarifying information.
Discussion followed regarding size, procedures for permission and
prohibitions with Ms. Conner fielding additional questions.

Chrisfine Dieker, Keizer, representing the Parks Advisory Board, reported on
recent Board activities including acquisition, transportation and storage of
parts of the riverboat, The Jean”, possible projects funded by the Parks
Foundation, joint use agreementswith 24J, disposition of grant funds and
waiving of SDC chargesfor Habitat for Humanity projects.

Joseph Pellico, Keizer, reported that he would be hosting an Eagle Scout
project placing a bark chip path around the Keizer Rapids Dog Park, solicited
volunteers and added that some Parkclosures may occur during this time.
He also reviewed activities of his troop (Troop 121).

Greg Rands, Keizer, representing the Planning Commission, reported that
John Rizzo had been sworn in as a new Commissionerand reviewed actions
of the Commission including updates on the Transit Center, possible review
of the fencing code and discussion on tree regulations. He added that he,

X~L~City C~,ullR~guk~~
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Rizzo and Jacks had volunteered to serve on the Visioning Task Force and
reviewed the task ofthat group. Mr. Rands concluded that the Civic Center is
on time and on budget and the Chemawa Road project was put in first place
at MWACT with the pedestrian bridge over the Parkway number 5 on a
separate list. Discussion then took place regarding tree replacement and
landscaping of developed properties.

Martin Matiskainen, Keizer, voiced his opinion that Salem should be included
in the evaluation and funding ofa pedestrian bridge across the Parkway to
the Kroc Center and recommended that Keizer contact all potential players in
this project prior to committing significant City resources. Mayor Christopher
responded that both ODOT and Salem understand the situation and want to
find a solution. Councilor Clark and Mr. Brown provided clarification as well.
Mr. Eppley added that grant, and not City, funding sources are being
explored. Additional discussion took place regarding the infrastructure
necessary to move the children from Keizer to the bridge, the transit system
and adjustment of the Urban Renewal District.

Don Blair, Keizer, addressed Council regarding the ordinance prohibiting fuel
stations at River and Chemawa. He suggested that times had changed and
in the interest of serving the citizens of Keizer a station should be allowed in
the Safeway parking lot. He noted that he did not know if Safety would be in
favor of this. Discussion took place regarding whether or not an interest had
been shown to establish this sort of business in this location and Fire District
approval.

PUBLIC HEARING (Taken after all other business except the Consent Calendar.) Community
a. Keizer Development Director, Nate Brown, pointed out that responses from the

Develo’~ment Chamber questionnaire were included in the packet and reminded Councilthat staff recommendation is to allow electronic message signs in the public
~Oue exL zone with a one-hour time limitation for the changing message.
Amendments . . . .

for Electronic Councilor Taylor recused himself from this decision due to potential conflict ofinterest.Message
Signs Mayor Christopher reopenedthe Public Hearing.

(cont. from 8/4/08) . . . .

Mayor Christopher read into the record written testimony submitted by Linda
Nelson, Keizer, which voiced opposition to allowing LED signage.

Marty Matiskainen, Keizer, spoke in opposition of allowing electronic
message signs and concluded that this restriction would make Keizer a
community that stands out and does not replicate the current fashion.

Tony Kreitzberg, Salem, representing Willamette Valley Bank, reviewed items
submitted for the record, spoke in favor of allowing electronic signage citing
their energy efficiency, noted that the U.S. Department of Transportation
recommended 8-minute intervals and concluded that the bank was willing to
accept an amendment that would allow changing of the message every 10

KeizerCity CouncilRegularSessionMinutes
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minutes. Mr. Kreitzberg then fielded questions regarding regulation of
content, willingness to sign an agreement allowing the City to change the
changing intervals and exemption oftime and temperature signs.

V~ñthno further testimony, Mayor Christopher closed the public hearing.

Councilor Walsh moved to designate the appropriate time for electronic signs
to be 10 minutes. Motion died for lack of second.

Discussion followed regarding the appropriate time for electronic signage,
requiring public service announcements, size, space and location limitations,
adding a requirement for new signs to be monument style incorporating the
more sophisticated look of the River Road updates, appropriate verbiage for
the motion, grandfathering, conditional use permitting on individual signs and
conformance to the sign code.

Councilor Walsh moved to amend the Text Amendment Section 2.308.06(F)
to read that signs change no more frequently than once per 15 minutes
rather than once per hour. Mayor Christopher seconded.

Councilor McKane offered a friendly amendment to change the interval to 10
minutes. Councilor Walsh accepted the amendment but Mayor Christopher
did not.

Motion passed as follows:

AYES: Christopher, Walsh, Smith, McKane and Clark (5)
NAYS: None (0)
ABSTENTIONS: None (0)
ABSENT: Taylor and Moir (2)

Councilor Walsh moved to grandfather existing time and temperature signs.
Mayor Christopher seconded.

Discussion followed regarding future time and temperature signs and
regulating content.

Motion passed as follows:

AYES: Christopher, Walsh, Smith, McKane and Clark (5)
NAYS: None (0)
ABSTENTIONS: None (0)
ABSENT: Moir and Taylor (2)

Following significant discussion regarding prohibition of electronic wall signs
including those located at integrated business centers, Council agreed that
they supported this prohibition. An amendment was not necessary.

Additional discussion then took place regarding limitation of sign brightness
perhaps with a standard similar to that of Salem which is a subjective
standard limiting the brightness to no greater than that of a standard sign.
Mr. Brown noted that this standard has not yet been adopted by Salem.
Council also considered addressing other conditions such as aesthetics.

KeizerCity CouncilRegularSessionMinutes
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Councilor Smith noted that rotating and revolving signs should be removed
from number 7 at the top of page 17. Council agreed by consensus to strike
“rotating and revolving” at the top of page 17.

Councilor McKane urged staff to encourage business owners considering
electronic message signs to contemplate perhaps a smaller but more
aesthetically pleasing sign. He concluded that if the text on the sign is
changing it would attract attention without being as large as a static sign.
Councilor Walsh inquired if businesses would be signing an agreement
regarding future adjustment of time intervals on electronic message signs.
Council agreed by consensus that they supported this requirement.

Councilor Clark urged that improved/updated mounting ofsigns be
addressed in the near future. Mr. Brown responded that staff would work on
how best to accomplish this.

Councilor Walsh moved to direct staff to prepare an ordinance to adopt the
proposed revisions of 2.308 ofthe Keizer Development Code as amended.
Councilor Smith seconded. Motion passed as follows:

AYES: Christopher, Walsh, Smith, McKane and Clark (5)
NAYS: None (0)
ABSTENTIONS: None (0)
ABSENT: Moir and Taylor (2)

ADMINISTRATIVE Community Development Director Nate Brown reviewed this issue reminding
ACTION Council that they have the authority to allow signage and that commercial

a Placement of speech has not previously been allowed. He voiced concern that allowingthis signage might set a precedent and concluded that staff recommends
Banners for development of a specific criteria on how to govern requests to provide
2008 guidance in the future.
Assistance . . . . . . .Discussion followed regarding the current process, setting limitations, timing,
League one-time authorization vs. development of a permanent process and use of
Cook’s Tour the light poles for non-profit.

Councilor Walsh moved to allow the sign as presented to be hung and that
staff be directed to develop criteria for the next time a request comes
forward. Councilor McKane seconded.

Councilor Clark clarified the intent of the direction to staff regarding size of
logo and time allowed for display; Mayor Christopher urged staff to make the
criteria somewhat consistent with the policy of Salem.
Rob Kissler suggested that the motion include that the signs are hung on the
light poles with brackets in the existing size. Mayor Christopher responded
that this was inferred in the motion. Additional discussion took place
regarding hanging banners in Keizer Station.
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Motion passed unanimously as follows:
AYES: Christopher, Walsh, Smith, McKane, Clark and Taylor (6)
NAYS: None (0)
ABSTENTIONS: None (0)
ABSENT: Moir(1)

b. Habitat for City Attorney Shannon Johnson noted that after reviewing SDC ordinances
Humanity — and the statute he found no provision to allow a waiver but Council could
Re~uestfor change the ordinance to allow the exemption. He added that most

9 jurisdictions to not allow this exemption but find other areas to cover the cost.
Waiver of He noted that the exemption could also be allowed by amending the
Soc Fees implementing ordinances. Discussion then took place regarding different

options, such as putting a lien on the property with a nominal interest rate,
bancrofting, paying from another fund and implementing a budget line item.
City Manager Chris Eppley reviewed in detail the results of a survey of
actions 30 other cities have taken in this regard. Council then directed that
further discussion take place with Habitat and something be brought back at
a future meeting. Mr. Johnson summarized that Council is uncomfortable
with an exemption but would like to assist perhaps through some method
other than a waiver.

CONSENT A. RESOLUTION — Authorization for Appropriation Transfer
CALENDAR B. Approval of August 18, 2008 Work Session Minutes

C. Approval of August 18, 2008 Regular Session Minutes
D. Approval of September 2, 2008 Regular Session Minutes

Mayor Christopher pulled item D.

Councilor Walsh moved to approve Items A, B and C ofthe Consent
Calendar. Councilor Clark seconded. Motion passed as follows:

AYES: Christopher, Walsh, Smith, McKane and Clark (5)
NAYS: None (0)
ABSTENTIONS: None (0)
ABSENT: Moir and Taylor (2)

Councilor Walsh moved to approve item D of the Consent Calendar.
Councilor Clark seconded. Motion passed as follows:
AYES: Walsh, Smith, McKane and Clark (4)
NAYS: None (0)
ABSTENTIONS: Christopher (1)
ABSENT: Moir and Taylor (2)

COMMITTEE Taken out of Order.
REPORTS Mayor Christopher read the individual proclamations for John Rizzo, Planning

a. Volunteer Commission; Terry Gordon, David Dempster and Sandi King, Budget
Proclamations Committee; and Toni Whitler, Stormwater Advisory Board. Sandi, David and

John received their proclamations in person and briefly summarized their
reasons for volunteering to serve.
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COMMITTEE Postponed due to the late hour.
REPORTS

OTHER Mayor Christopher pointed out that the shelves are bare at the Keizer
BUSINESS Community Bank and urged the public to donate food at John Knox
a. N~iBusiness Presbyterian Church on Cummings Lane just west or River Road.
b. Old Business Councilor McKane commended the Fire District for their annual 9-1 1

memorial and thanked Councilors for attending. Councilor Smith echoed
Councilor McKane’s comments.

Councilor Walsh briefly reviewed his participation in the Department of the
Interior Senior Executive Service seminar which included an overview of
Keizer Rapids and Water Trail projects. He noted that the organization had
encouraged him to apply for another grant. Mr. Walsh added that the
amphitheater is almost done and commended all the volunteers for their
efforts.
Councilor Clark reviewed activities of the Oregon Transportation Commission
noting that she anticipates more interaction with the Mid-Willamette Advisory
Commission on Transportation in the future. She reviewed Emergency
Volunteers Assisting Keizer activities including a recent training and working
with the Fire District.

Police Chief Adams thanked Utah Crowson, neighbor to the Police
Department, who has allowed the City to use the back part of his property for
storage and parking without asking anything in return.
Public Works Director, Rob Kissler reported on paving progress at Keizer
Rapids Park.
Kevin Watson, Assistant to the City Manager, updated Council on the
progress ofthe T. D. Keizur statue noting that anticipated completion is 15
months.

WRITTEN N

COMMUNICATIONS one

AGENDA INPUT October 6. 2008

7:00 p.m. City Council Meeting
• Local Government Grant — Keizer Rapids Park Trail/Parking
• Mini Super Liquor License Public Hearing

October 13. 2008
5:45 p.m. City Council Work Session

• Sidewalks

October 20. 2008
7:00 p.m. City Council Meeting

• Parks system Development Charge Public Hearing
• Proclamation — Domestic Violence Awareness Month
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ADJOURNMENT Mayor Christopher adjourned the meeting at 10:19 p.m.

APPROVED:
MAYOR: ______________________________

Debbie Lockhart, Deputy City Recorder

Lore Christopher
COUNCIL MEMBERS

Councilor #1 — David McKane Councilor #4 — Cathy Clark

Councilor #2 — Brandon Smith Councilor #5 — Richard Walsh

Absent _________________________________________
Councilor #3 — Jacque Moir Councilor #6 — James Taylor

Minutes approved:
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COUNCIL MEETING: October 20, 2008

AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:____________

TO: MAYOR CHRISTOPHER AND CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS

THROUGH: CHRIS C. EPPLEY
CITY MANAGER

FROM: TRACY L DAVIS, MMC
CITY RECORDER

SUBJECT: PROCLAMATION — DOMESTIC VIOLENCE AWARENESS MONTH

ISSUE:

Marion County District Attorney Walt Beglau and the Executive Director of Mid-Valley
Women’s Crisis Service, Jayne Downing will be at the City Council meeting to make a few
comments about domestic violence in our community.

RECOMMENDATION:

It is recommended the Mayor read the attached proclamation and proclaim October 2008
as Domestic Violence Awareness Month in the City of Keizer.



CITY OFKEIZERPROCLAMATION
DOMESTIC VIOLENCEAWARENESSMONTH

OCTOBER2008

Whereas,domesticviolenceis a seriousand widespreadsocialproblemin
our community;and

Whereas,survivors of domesticviolenceand their children are facedwith
scarceresourcesandoptionsto help themescapetheir abusers;and

Whereas,more than 1,200reports of domesticviolencewerereceivedinto
theMarion CountvDistrictAttornev’sofficein thelast year;and

Whereas,Mid- Valley Women’sCrisis Servicereceived 10,813calls to their
hotline last year;and

Whereas,more than 516 survivors w~ilkedinto Mid- Valley Women’sCrisis
Servicefor helplastyear;and

Whereas,315 women and children lived in Mid- Valley Women’s Crisis
Service’sshelterlastvear,~and

Whereas,two out ofeverythreeresidentsof theshelterarechildren;

~VOW, THEREFORE, I, LORE C~HRISTOPHER,Mayor of the City of
Keizer,Stateof Oregon, doherebyproclaim themonth of October,2008 as

DomesticViolenceAwarenessMonth

Andresolve thatas a communitywe will unite to advocatefor relationships
free from violenceand strive to increasesociety~sintolerance towardsdomestic
violencein an effort to bringhopeandhealingto survivors.

IN WITVESSWHEREOF, Ihave hereunto
setmy hand andcausedtheSealof the City
ofKeizer, Oregonto affived this 2(1” day of
October,2008.

MAYORLORE CHRISTOPHER
CITYOFKEIZER


