
CITY OF KEIZER MISSION STATEMENT
KEEP CITY GOVERNMENT COSTS AND SERVICES TO A MINIMUM BYPROV/DING CITY SERVICES TO

THE COMMUNITYIN A COORDINATED, EFFICIENT AND LEAST COST FASHION
AGENDA

KEIZER CITY COUNCIL
Monday, September 20, 1999

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

Keizer City HaIl, Keizer, Oregon 97303

CALL TOORDER

2. ROLLCALL

3. PUBLIC TESTIMONY

This time is provided for citizens to address the Council on matters not scheduled for
public hearing or listed on the agenda.

4. COMMITTEE REPORTS

a. Introduction of Whiteaker Middle School Principal — Dale Kroger

b. PROCLAMATION — Disability Employment Awareness Month

c. Regional Library District Report

5. OTHERBUSINESS

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

a. New Business

b. Old Business

> Y2K Report

6. ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION

a. ORDER — Appeal of Hearings Officer Decision — Partition/Variance Case No. 99-23
(1295 Harmony Drive)

b. RESOLUTION — Authorizing City Manager to Enter O’Neil Sanitary Sewer Trunk
Line Reimbursement Agreement — The Highlands Subdivision
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c. RESOLUTION — Authorizing City Manager to Enter O’NeiI Sanitary Sewer Trunk
Line Reimbursement Agreement — Bahnsen Woods Subdivision

7. CONSENT CALENDAR

a. Approval of September 7, 1999 Regular Session Minutes

8. WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS

To inform the Council of significant written communications and petitions.

9. AGENDA INPUT

September 27, 1999
5:30 p.m. City Council Work Session

October 4, 1999
7:00 p.m. City Council Meeting
~ Collette’s Restaurant Liquor License Change of NamelOwnership (McNary

Restaurant)
> Lucky’s Deli II Liquor License Public Hearing
> City of Keizer Compensation Resolution
~ Keizer Police Association Union Agreement
~ Burglary Alarm Ordinance
> Adoption of 1999/2000 Council Goals

October 18, 1999
7:00 p.m. City Council Meeting

10. ADJOURN

Upon request, auxiliary aids and/or special services will be provided~To request services, please contact us at
390-3700 or through Oregon Relay 1-800-735-2900 at least two working days (48 hours) in advance
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(~‘:~I~1)‘L.’regon Disabilit7cI~:~\ ~ ~ Salem,OR97310
John A. Kitzhaber,M.D., Governor (503)378-3142V/TTY

1-800-358-3117V/TTY
July 1, 1999 (503)378-3599FAX

TheHonorableBob Newton
Mayor, City of Keizer
P 0 Box 21000
Keizer,OR 97307

DearMayor Newton:

While we arecelebratingthe long-awaitedsummer,it seemsasthoughtheautumn
monthsarefar away. Yet, plansareunderwayfor theOregonDisabilities
Commission’s annualobservanceof Disability EmploymentAwarenessMonth in
October.

As you will recall, eachyearwe askmayorsof Oregoncities to proclaimOctober
asDisability EmploymentAwarenessMonth in their city. I haveencloseda
sampleproclamationfor youruse. You maychooseto useit or to draft one
specificallyfor your city. I hopeyou will be ableto join us in observingOctober
againthisyear.

This yearwe havemuchto recognize. Oregonbecamethe only statein thenation
to amendits stateMedicaidPlanto facilitate personswith disabilitiessecuring

competitiveemployment. Herein Oregonwe areworking hardto help persons
with disabilitiesto becomeindependenttaxpayers. Oregonis a modelfor the
nation.

We would like very muchfor you to sendus a copyof yourproclamation.. In
Octoberwe hold an annualrecognitionprogramfor personswith disabilities,the
programsthatservethem andadvocates. At theStateCapitol,we displaythe
proclamationsof citiesthat arepartneringwith us in observingDisability
EmploymentAwarenessMonth.

Thankyou for yourattentionto my request.

Sincerely, /~

Euge~Organ ~
ExeóutiveDirector w~u~to~~u~L



CITY OF KEIZER
PROCLAMATION

DISABILITY EMPLOYMENT AWARENESS

WHEREAS, 20% of the population of the United States of America is

comprised of persons with disabilities; and
WHEREAS, the current unemployment rate for adults with disabilities
exceeds 70%; and

WHEREAS, the State of Oregon has demonstrated its commitment to the
employment of adults with disability through an Employment Initiative being
administered by the Senior and Disabled Services Division and the Vocational
Rehabilitation Division; and

WHEREAS, the President has established a Task Force on the Employment of
Adults with Disabilities in the nation; and

WHEREAS, Congress has declared October, 1999 Disability Employment
Awareness Month and called upon all Americans to recognize efforts to
employ adults with disabilities;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the month of October, 1999

is designated as

DISABILITY EMPLOYMENT AWARENESSMONTH

in the City of Keizer, and I call upon residents of Keizer to observe the
month by learning more about people with disabilities, their strengths,
abilities, and the programs which are designated to meet their needs.

PROCLAIMED this 20th day of September, 1999 by the powers vested in me
as MAYOR of the City of Keizer, Oregon.

MAYOR BOB NEWTON
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AS OF SEPTEMBER 20, 1999

THERE ARE ONLY

101 DAYS

UNTIL

JANUARY 1, 2000



CITY OF KEIZER
Y2K UPDATE - SEPTEMBER 20, 1999

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

Y2K READY

ITEM YES NO COMMENTS

TELEMETRY SYSTEM X ___ ___________________

PUMP STATIONS -

AUXIARY MOTORS & x
GENERATORS ____ ___ ___________________

ITRON - METER
READING X

SEWER SYSTEM X ___ ___________________

SHOP GENERATOR X ___ ___________________

P~W.VEHICLES X ____ ____________________

P.W. COMPUTERS X ___ ___________________

ELECTRICITY X ____ ______________________

TRAFFIC LIGHTS X ____ ______________________

SPEED COUNTERS X ___ ___________________

SCHOOL ZONE X
FLASHERS ____ ____ ______________________



CITY OF KEIZER
Y2K UPDATE - SEPTEMBER 20, 1999

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Y2K READY

ITEM YES NO COMMENTS

G.I.S. — Geographic X
Information System

GIS. PLOTTER X
(PRINTER) ____ ____ ______________________

SIERRA DATABASE,
MARION COUNTY x
BUILDING PERMIT
SYSTEM ____ ____ ______________________



CITY OF KEIZER
Y2K UPDATE - SEPTEMBER 20, 1999
MUNICIPAL COURT DEPARTMENT

Y2K READY

ITEM YES NO COMMENTS

FILEMAGIC — Records X
Management System ______ _____ ______________________________

MUNI COURT x
DATABASE ____ ____ _____________________



CITY OF KEIZER
Y2K UPDATE - SEPTEMBER 20, 1999
ADMINISTRATION DEPARTMENT

Y2K READY ______________

ITEM YES NO COMMENTS

TELEPHONE SYSTEM
• Hardware X
• Voice Mail X

COMPUTER SUMMARY
• Administration 5 0
• Finance 7 0
• Municipal Court 6 0
• Planning 3 0
• Police 36 0
• Public Works 6 0



CITY OF KEIZER
Y2K UPDATE - SEPTEMBER 20, 1999

FINANCE DEPARTMENT

Y2K READY

ITEM YES NO COMMENTS

UTILITY BILLING X

SYSTEM ____ ____ ______________________

FINANCIAL SYSTEM X ___ _____________________

FINANCIAL
INSTITUTIONS:
• West Coast Bank X
• U.S. Bank X
• Bank of America X
• MARPO X
• ORStateTreasury X

COPIER X ___ ___________________

POSTAGE MACHINE X ___ _________________



CITY OF KEIZER
Y2K UPDATE - SEPTEMBER 20, 1999

POLICE DEPARTMENT

Y2K READY

ITEM YES NO COMMENTS

POLICE VEHICLES X ____ _____________________

PHOTO IMAGE X
MACHINE ___ ___

RAIN — Regional
Data Center X

911 -

COMMUNICATIONS X
CENTER ____ ____

LEDS — State Data X
Center

RADIOS -

• Hand Held X
• Automobile X
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING: September20, 1999

AGENDA ITEM NUMBER: _____________

TO: MAYOR NEWTON AND COUNCIL MEMBERS

THROUGH: WALLY MULL, CITY MANAGER

FROM: E. SHANNONJOHNSON, CITY ATTORNEY

SUBJECT: PARTITION/VARIANCECASENO. 99-23 (JAMESTONEF)

At its September7, 199meeting,theCouncildirectedstaffto prepareanOrderapproving
theabovereferencedpartition/variance,asmodifiedby thetentativeagreementreached
betweenthecity attorney’soffice andthe attorneyfor theapplicant. That Order is
attachedfor your review.

The languageregardingthethning ofthefrontageimprovementsis setforth in Exhibit
“E”, Section6.

RECOMMENDATION:

Adopt theattachedOrder.

Pleasecontactmeif you haveanyquestionsin this regard. Thankyou.

ESJ/tmh
attachment



1 CITY COUNCIL, CITY OF KEIZER, STATE OF OREGON

2 ORDER

3 IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF JAMESTONEY FORA
4 PARTITION AND A VARIANCE FOR A 3.11 ACRE PARCEL
5 LOCATED AT 1295 HARMONY DRIVE NORTHEAST, KEIZER,
6 OREGON(PARTITION/VARRNCECASE NO. 99-23)

7 The City of Keizerordersasfollows:

8 Section 1. THE APPLICATION. This mattercamebefore the Keizer City

9 Council on theappealby the KeizerCommunityDevelopmentDepartmentfrom the

10 HearingsOfficer’s decisiondatedJuly29, 1999. TheHearingsOfficerhadgrantedthe

11 applicant’srequestfor a partitionof thepropertyinto threeparcelsandavarianceto the

12 requirementthat accessorystructuresbe locatedwithin a side or rear yard. The

13 CommunityDevelopmentDepartmentappealedsuchdecisionbecausetheHearings

14 Officer grantedthe requestwithout requiringfrontageimprovementsalongHarmony

15 Drive which was listed as a conditionin the staffdecision. The subjectproperty is

16 locatedat 1295 HarmonyDriveNortheast,Keizer,Oregon.

17 Section2. JURISDICTION. The landin questionin thisOrder iswithin the city

18 limits of the City of Keizer. The City Council is the governingbody for the City of

19 Keizer. As thegoverningbody, the City Council hasthe authorityto makefinal land

20 usedecisionsconcerninglandwithin the city limits of theCity of Keizer.

21 II!

22 /1/

Page1 - ORDER Lien & Johnson
Aflorne\~at J.a\\
4855 RiverRoadN.

Keizer, Oregon97303
(503) 390-1635



1 Section3. PUBLIC HEARING. In additionto thepublichearingheldbeforethe

2 HearingsOfficer, a public hearingwas held on this matterbefore the Keizer City

3 Council on September7, 1999. The following personseither appearedat the City

4 Councilhearingorprovidedwritten testimonyon theapplicationbeforethe Council:

5 1) Amy Drought,SeniorPlanner

6 2) NonnanHill, Applicant’sAttorney

7 Section4. EVIDENCE. Evidencebeforethe City Council in this matteris

8 summarizedin Exhibit “A” attached.

9 Section 5. OBJECTIONS. No objectionshave been raisedas to notice,

10 jurisdiction, allegedconflictsof interests,bias,evidencepresentedor testimonytaken

11 atthehearing.

12 Section6. CRITERTAAND STANDARDS. The criteriaandstandardsrelevant

13 to the decisionin thismatteraresetforth in Exhibit “B” attached.

14 Section7. FACTS. ThefactsbeforetheCity Council in thismatteraresetforth

15 in Exhibit “C” attached.

16 Section8. JTJST1FICATION. Justificationfor theCity Council’s decisionin this

17 matteris explainedin Exhibit “D” attached.

18 Section9. ACTION. The decisionof theCity Council is setforth in Exhibit “E”

19 attached.

20 /1/

Page2 - ORDER Lien & Johnson
AttorneysatLaw
4855 River RoadN

Keizer,Oregon97303
(503)390-1635



1 Section10. FiNAL DETERMINATION. This Orderis thefmal determination

2 in thismatter.

3 Section 11. EFFECTIVEDATE. This Ordershall takeeffect immediatelyupon

4 its passage.

5 Section 12. APPEAL A party aggrievedby the final determinationin a

6 proceedingfor a discretionarypermitor azonechangemayhaveit reviewedunder

7 ORS 197.830to ORS 197.834.

8 PASSEDthis ____________ day of , 1999.

9 SIGNEDthis __________ dayof , 1999.

10 ________________________________
11 Mayor

12 _______________________________
13 City Recorder

Page3 - ORDER Lien & Johnson
Attorneys at Law
4855River RoadN.

Keizer.Oregon97303
(503) 390-1635



EXHIBIT “A”

Evidence

Official noticehasbeentakenofthe PlanningDepartmentfiles andreportsin this matter,as

well asthe HearingsOfficer’s decision.

CouncilorPresidentWhalenopenedthe public hearingon September7, 1999.

Mr. Johnsonrequestedthatthepublicattendingthehearinglisten to his readingoftherequired
statement.He readtheapplicablecriteria. Mr. Johnsonrequestedthatall testimonybedirected
towardthesecriteria andrequestedtheCouncildeclareanybiasof interest,or anypartiesto
declareanynoticeofdefectto do so atthis time.

Ms. Droughtsubmittedher staffreportnoting theCity was appealingtheHearing’sOfficer’s
fmalorderfor Partition/VarianceCaseNo 99-23. JamesToney is theapplicantandthesubject
property is locatedat 1295 HannonyDrive andcontainsapproximately3.11 acres.

Ms. Droughtnotedthattheapplicanthadrequestedto divide thelot into threeseparateparcels
andavarianceto allowanaccessoiystructureto beplacedwithin thefront yardofproposed
parcelone.

Ms. Drought sharedthat the City approvedboth the PartitionandVariancerequests.As a
conditionof approval,the City requiredthat thestreetfrontagealongthesubjectpropertybe
improvedto City Standardsfor ¾width public street,includingsidewalks.Ms. Droughtcited
2.310.05oftheDevelopmentCodenoting sincethesubjectpropertyhasapproximately292 feet
offrontage,staffplacedthis standardasaconditionofapproval.The applicantobjectedto the
conditionandappealedthestaffdecisionto theHearingsOfficer. TheHearingsOfficerupheld
theappealby interpretingtheDevelopmentCodeto excludethesubjectpropertyfrom having
to makethe streetimprovements.Ms. Droughtnotedthat thestaffdisagreedwith the Hearings
Officer’s decision.

‘I//I

III

I/I

EXHIBIT “A”
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Ms. Droughtnotedthatsection2.302ofthe DevelopmentCodecontainsspecificstandardsfor
street improvements. She notedthat this section also containedan “exception” stating
“Provisions of theSectiondo not apply in existingdevelopedareasof the City. Improvements
in theseareasshall bebasedon standardsadoptedbytheDepartmentolPublic Works.” Ms.
Droughtwent on to explain that theHearingsOfficer concludedthatthe subjectpropertylies
within an“existingdeveloped”areaandconcludedthatthestreetstandardshadno bearingto
thesubjectproperty.

Ms. Drought indicatedthat staff disagreedwith the interpretationandfelt that an “Existing
DevelopedArea” implied anareathatis completelybuilt out andcouldnot be furtherdivided.
In this situation, the applicantsoughtto divide anexistingparcelthat is 3.11 acresinto three
parcels. Eachof the proposedparcelscouldbe further divided in the future. Due to the
developmentpotentialofthepropertystafffelt thatit doesnotfall underthecategoryof existing
developedareaascitedby theHearingsOfficer.

Ms. Drought went on to statethatsinceit did not fall underthis category,staff felt thatthe
Applicantwascompelledto completethe streetimprovementspursuantto Section2.310.05 in
theDevelopmentCode.

StaffrecommendedthatCouncil open,conductandclosethepublic hearing.Staff recommended
thatthe City Council reversethe HearingsOfficer decisionandapprovethePartitionlVariance
with theconditionsasoutlinedin theoriginal Noticeof Decision.

Ms. Droughtnotedthat theapplicationhadgone30-daysbeyondtherequired120 dayrule that
is statelawwhichcompelsthe City to makea final decisionon all land-useapplications.

Mr. Johnsonreiteratedwhat Ms. Drought statedregardingthe 120-day land use law and
explainedif adecisionis not madewithin 120days, theapplicanthastheright to go to court
andobtainawrit ofmandamus.Mr. Johnsonwent into anexplanationof this termandhow it
is used. He notedthat if the Council madea decisionwithin the 120- day period and the
applicantwasnot happywith thedecisiontheymight appealto LUBA. At this point, basedon
statuteand caselaw deferenceis given to the City Council’s interpretationof their own
ordinance.

Mr. Johnsonalsonotedif awrit ofmandamusis filed andtheissueis heardin circuit court, the
circuit courtjudgewould notbe boundby thatdeferencerule. He indicatedthatthe statutesays
that theCity hastheburdenofproof to showwhy theapplicationshouldnot be approved.

/1/
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Mr. Johnsonsharedthatthe applicantandhis attorneyagreednot to file a writ of mandamus
beforethehearingaslong astheCity didnot obtainawrittenorder. He stressedthat thiswas
not a final agreementandthefinal decisionwas in thehandsof the Council.

Beforegoing into anexplanationofthe settlementproposal,Mr. Johnsonstatedif theCouncil
wishedto obtainmoredetail, theCouncilmeetingmaybe recessedandmovedinto Executive
Session.Mr. Johnsonreferredto theplat mapmarkedExhibit “A” andsharedafterdiscussions
with the applicant’s attorney, the City M~a~hagerandthe SeniorPlanner,staff felt it was
inappropriatefor threenewhomesto be built on theseparcelsandindicatedtheysettledwith
theapplicanton thebuilding oftwo newhomes.

Mr. Johnsonsharedthat the currentproposalto solve thematterincludedall conditionsas
indicatedon thestaffreportwould applywith theadditionof: 1) New homescouldbebuilt on
parceloneandparcelthree;2) No otherbuilding permit, otherthana replacementofthebarn
andtheshed(outbuilding),wouldbeallowed;3) No other land-useapplicationor partitioning
or sub-dividingwould be allowed without the frontageimprovements;and4) A recorded
improvementagreementwouldbe recordedagainsttheentiretyoftheproperty, in orderfor any
future ownersto understandtherestrictionsthatapplied. He felt theseconditionswere a good
solutionandnotedagain thatthis wasnot abindingagreement.

Respondingto questions,Mr. Johnsonclarifiedthattwo newhousesmaybebuilt on parcelsone
andthreeandthatstaffdidnot wishto seethe homeonparceltwo torndownandanewhouse
built in it’s place. Mr. Johnsonfurthernotedthat this casedoesnot setaprecedentandtheonly
compromisewould be thetiming in which frontageimprovementswould be required.

Norm Hill, 1114 12th StreetSE, Salem-Attorney for the applicant.Mr. Hill sharedthat Mr.
Johnson’srecitationofthe agreementwasaccuratebut wishedto highlight a few thingsthathe
felt weredifferentthanthestaffreportthat theCouncilhadreceived. Mr. Hill sharedthatthey
felt therewasahole in thecodeandthattheCity mayhaveintendedto placea cleardefinition
thatdid not comeacrossin the code.

Mr. Hill notedasapplicant’stheyhadtwo choices,to go to LUBA or work with the City. He
went on to explainthatthecode was not clear on this issueandurgedthe Council to seeka
clarificationin thecode. Mr. Hill sharedif this agreementwas not mettheywould proceedto
file the writ ofmandamusandgo throughthe circuit court. Mr. Hill explainedthathis client
did notwish to build anyimprovements,buttheagreementwas somethingthat theycouldwork
with.

Rick Weddle-Signedup butdid not speakbeforetheCouncil.

EXHIBIT ‘A’
Page3 of 4



Mr. Hill notedthatanexceptionto theagreementwasin the eventthatCounciladoptsthefinal
orderthe agreementon theapplicant’spartwas aslong asit metwhatwas spelledout earlier
theywouldnot seekwrit ofmandamus.He alsowishedto clarify that theCouncil’sactionwas
not a final actionto precludetheapplicantfrom seekingawrit of mandamusandrequestedthat
this beplacedon therecord.

Mr. Johnsonagreedwith Mr. Hill’s explanation.

Respondingto questions,Mr. Johnsonnotedthatthemotion wouldbe to directstaffto draft an
orderconsistentwith therecommendation,with theexceptionofthefrontageimprovementsif
this waswhatthe Councilwishedto endorse.

Council PresidentWhalenclosedthe public hearing.

EXHIBIT “A”
Page4 of 4



EXHIBIT “B”

CriteriaandStandards

The criteria and standardsrelevant to this application are found in the Keizer

DevelopmentCode(KDC).
The following criteriahavebeenideii~fifiedasapplicable:

1. KDC 3. 107.05(Partition).

2. KDC 3.105.05(Variance).

3. KDC 2.302.03(B)(ConnectivityRequirements).

No othercriteriawereidentifiedasapplicable.

EXHIBIT “B”
Page 1 of 1



EXHIBIT “C”

Facts

FACTS: GENERAL

1. The applicantis JamesToney.

2. The 3.11 acre subjectproperty is locatedat 1295 HarmonyDrive Northeast,Keizer,
Oregon. TheAssessofsOffice identifiesthis propertyasT6S, R3W, Section35, TaxLot 4400.

3. Thesubjectpropertyis zonedSingleFamilyResidential(RS) andcontainsasinglefamily
dwellingwith threeaccessorystructures.Theparcelshaveaccessto apublic roadandcanbe
servedby public sewerandwater. -

4. Sun~ounthngpropertyiszonedRSandsinglefamily homesarethedominantadjacentland
use.

5. Theapplicantis requestingapprovalto divide theexistingparcelto createthreeseparate
lots with the following dimensions:.45 acres(Parcel1), 1.93 acres(Parcel2), and.73 acres
(Parcel3). In addition,the applicantis proposingto vary thelocationrequirementto allow an
accessorystructureto be locatedin thefront yard. Section2.313.01(A) AccessoryStructures
andUses,requiresaccessorystructuresto be locatedwithin the rearor sideyard.

FACTS: PARTITION

6. The proposalis to divide anexisting 3. 11 acreparcelinto threeparcels.Parcel1 will
contain .45 acresin area. Parcel2 will be 1.93 acresin area. Parcel3 will .73 acresin area.
Eachparcelwill havedirectaccessonto apublic street.

7. The approvalor denialof apartitioningis basedon compliancewith decisioncriteria
foundin Section3.107.05oftheKeizerDevelopmentCode(KDC). Section3.107.05 requires
all landdivisionsto complywith theprovisionsin Section2.310.03,aswell asthe dimensional
andfacilities requirementsofSection3.107.05(A)and(B). The criteriaandrelatedfindings are
listed below:

8. Minimum lot areashallconformto therequirementsofthe zoningdistrict in which the
parcelis located. KDC 2.310.03(A).

EXHIBIT “C”
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FINDINGS: Theminimumareafor a singlefamily detacheddwelling in a RS zone
is 5,000squarefeetwith anaveragedepthof 70 feetandanaveragewidth of40
feet. Eachparcelmeetstheminimumrequirements.

9. Any adjustmentofa lot line betweentwo adjacentparcelsshall requireapprovalofa Lot
Line Adjustment. KDC 2.310.03(B).

FINDINGS: This sectiondoesnot applyastherequestis for a landdivision, not
aboundaiyadjustment.

10. The depth of a lot or parcel shall not be more than threetimes the width. KDC
2.310.03(C).

FINDINGS: Parcel1 andParcel3 arerectangularin shape.Parcel2 is rectangular
in shapebetweenParcel 1 and Parcel3, andcontainsadditional areadirectly
behindParcels1, 2, and3. Therefore,Parcel2 is “T” in shape. This designwas
proposedto maintainthe farmlandwith Parcel2. The proposedparcelsdo not
containa depthgreaterthanthreeandahalftimestheaveragewidth.

11. All lots andparcelsshallprovideaminimum frontage,on anexistingor proposedpublic
sireet,equalto theminimumlot width requiredby theunderlyingzone. Residentialparcelsmay
be accessedvia a partitionaccesseasementdevelopedin accordancewith the provisionsof
Section2.302.08whenthe City fmds thatapublic streetis notnecessaryto providefor the
futuredevelopmentof adjoiningproperty. KDC 2.310.03(D).

FINDINGS: Theminimumwidth in theRS zoneis 40 feet. Eachparcelexceeds
thefrontagestandardsto public streets.

12. Flag lots shallonly bepermittedif it is the only reasonablemethodby which the rear
portionof a lot beingunusuallydeepor having anunusualconfigurationmay be accessed.
KDC 2.3 10.03(E).

FINDINGS: Parcel2 is proposedto bea flag lot. Dueto theexistingdepthofthe
subjectproperty,aflag lot createsa reasonableconfigurationfor the proposedthree
lots. This methodallowsParcel 1 andParcel3 to havedirectaccessontoHarmony
Drive andcomplywith requirementsfor lot width anddepth. This alsoallowsfor
Parcel2 to maintaindirectaccessto HarmonyDrive and to maintainthe existing
farmlandwith the existingdwelling on the subjectproperty.

EXHIBIT “C”
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13. Throughlots shah beavoidedexceptwhereessentialto overcomespecificdisadvantages
oftopographyandorientation. KDC 2.310.03(F).

FINDINGS: This sectiondoesnotapplyastheproposedpartition doesnot contain
a throughlot.

14. The sidelines of lots, asfar aspracticable,shall run at right anglesto theright-of-way
line of theadjacentstreet. The rear lot line~hall be no lessthan1/2 the dimensionofthefront
lot line. KDC 2.310.03(G).

FINDINGS: Thepropertyboundariesgenerallyrun atright anglesto thestreet.
The front andrearlot lm~sfor Parcel1 andParcel3 areapproximatelyequal in
dimension.However,Parcel2 isa flag lot in form with additionalpropertyon both
theeastandwestsidesofthestemofthepropertyfrom HarmonyDrive.

15. Utility easementsshallbeprovidedon lot areawherenecessaryto accommodatepublic
facilities. KDC 2.310.03(H).

FINDINGS: Informationregardingtheuseof anyeasementsmustbe placedon the
fmal plat.

16. Eachparcelshall satisfythedimensionalstandardsof the applicablezoningdistrict,
unlessavariancefrom thesestandardsis approved.KDC 3.107.05(B).

FINDINGS: The proposedpartition will create three separateparcels in
compliancewith the dimensionalstandardsofSection2.102.05(A)oftheRSzone.
Eachlot maintainstherequiredminimumdepthof 70 feetandminimumwidth of
40 feet. The proposedconfigurationconformsto Section2.310.03Development
Standardsfor LandDivisions,whichstates, “The depthofa lot orparcelshall not
bemore than 3 timesthewidth oftheparcel.”

17. Adequatepublic facilities shall be availableto servethe existing and newly created
parcels. KDC 3,107.05(C).

FINDINGS: Public facilities such as water, sewer, and storm drainageare
availableto servetheproposedparcels.

18. Developmentproposalsmustprovidefor the continuationof, andconnectionto, existing
streets wherenecessaryto promote appropriatetraffic circulation in the vicinity of the
development.KDC 2.302.03(B).

EXHIBIT UC!
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FINDINGS: Due to the proximity of the subjectpropertyto 12t~lAvenue,the
applicantis requiredto demonstratehow the developmentofParcels1, 2 and3 will
accommodatefuturedevelopment.Therefore,the applicantis requiredto provide
a redevelopmentplanthatexhibitsthelocationfor newstreetextensionsinto the
subjectpropertyto servicefuture development.Thisredevelopmentplanmustbe
providedto the City beforethefinal plat is submittedfor approval. This planwill
be utilized to processbuilding permitsfor Parcels1, 2 and3.

The final partitioningplat mustensuretheexistinghomescomply with theminimum setbacks
for the RSzone.

FACTS: VARIANCE

Section2.313.01(A)requiresaccessorystructuresto be locatedwithin the rearor sideyard.
ProposedParcel 1 containsanexistingaccessorystructurewhichcontainsapproximately1,200
squarefeet. This accessorystructureis indicatedas“shop” on thepreliminarysite plan.The
buildableareawithin theproposedparcelwould be locatedwithin thenorthernportion of the
lot. Therefore,the existingaccessorystructurewouldbe locatedin thefront yardofthenew
dwelling. This proposaldoesnot comply with therequirementsof the KeizerDevelopment
Code,thereforeavarianceapprovalis required.

The decisioncriteria for a major variancearecontainedin Section3. 105.05of the Keizer
DevelopmentCode. The criteriaandrelatedfmdingsare listedbelow:

19. The degree of variance from the standardis the minimum necessaryto permit
developmentof thepropertyfor usesallowedin theapplicablezone. KDC 3.105.05(A).

FINDINGS: Section2.313.01(A) requiresaccessorystructuresto be locatedwithin
the rear or sideyard. The intent andpurposeof placing an accessorystructure
within thesideor rearyardof a residenceis primarily for aesthetics.The subject
propertycontainsanaccessorystructureapproximately1,200 squarefeet in area
on thewesterlyside ofthelot. The accessorystructureis setbackapproximately
46 feet from theproperty line adjacentto HarmonyDrive andfacestheproposed
eastproperty line for Parcel1. Whereasthe standardsetbackfor single family
dwellingsis tenfeet from thefront propertyline, theexisting accessoiystructure
is locatedmore than4.5 timesthe setbackrequiredfor permittedstructures. The
developmentof Parcel1 with the existingaccessorystructuremeetstheintentand
purpose of the standardset forth in Section 2.102.05(B)(4)of the Keizer
DevelopmentCode. Therefore,therequestfor avarianceto this standardshould
be granted.

EXHIBIT “C
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20. Therehasnotbeenapreviouslanduseactionapprovedon thebasisthatvarianceswould
not beallowed. KDC 3.105.05(B).

FINDINGS: There are no prior land use actions that expresslyprohibit the
grantingofthevariance.

21. The variancewill not beunreasonablydetrimentalto propertyor improvementsin the
neighborhoodof thesubjectproperty. KDC3.105.05(C).

FINDINGS: The standardsetforth by Section2.313.01(A)regulatesneighborhood
improvementsfor aestheticpurposes.The applicant’sproposalto maintainthe
existingaccessorystructurewould notbeunreasonablydetrimentalto propertyor
improvementsin theneighborhoodofthe subjectproperty.

22. The variancewill not significantly affect the healthor safetyof personsworking or
residingin thevicinity. KDC 3.105.05(D).

FINDINGS: The variancerequestto allow the existing accessorystructureto
remainonParcel1 would not significantly affectthe healthor safetyofpersons
working orresidingin thevicinity.

23. The variancewill beconsistentwith theintentandpurposeof theprovisionbeingvaried.
KDC 3.105.05(E).

FINDINGS: Thepurposeandintentofrequiringaccessorystructuresto be located
within therearor sideyard is primarily for aesthetics.The accessorystructureis
existingandsetsback4.5 timestherequiredsetbackfor permittedstructures.The
existingplacementof the accessorystructurein relationshipto HarmonyDrive
meetstheintentandpurposeofthestandardsetforth in Section2.313.01(A)ofthe
KeizerDevelopmentCode.

EXHIBIT “C”
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EXHIBIT “D”

Justification

Theapplicanthastheburdenofproving thattheapplicationmeetsthe applicablecriteria
andstandardsin eachcase.

In this case,theCommunityDevelopmentDepartmentappealedthe HearingsOfficer’s
decision. The HearingsOfficer didnotimposefrontageimprovementrequirementsassetforth
in KDC 2.302.02(A). TheHearingsOfficer felt that thefollowing exceptionapplied:

E. Exceptions. Provisionsof this Sectiondo notapplyin existingdevelopedareas
of theCity. Improvementsin theseareasshallbe basedon standardsadoptedby
theDepartmentof PublicWorks. KDC 2.302.02(E).

Thecity stafffelt thattheabovereferencedexceptiondidnot apply to situationssuchas
this onewherethepropertyis beingdividedby wayof apartition. By definition, this partition
is “development.”

After full review, the City Council finds that the proper interpretationof the above
referencedexceptionis that it appliesonly to propertythat is notbeingor cannotbedivided.
It is not applicablein this case.

Consequently,theapplicantwill be requiredto makethefrontageimprovementspursuant
to theconditionssetforth in Exhibit “E”.

The applicationmeetsthe applicablecriteria andstandards.Properlyconditioned,this
proposalcomplieswith all city regulationsandwill helpprovideneededinfihl housingfor the
City.

EXHIBIT ID
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EXHIBIT “E”

Action

TheCity ofKeizerORDERSasfollows:

The requestedpartitionandvariancei~GRANTED,subjectto thefollowing conditions:

Prior to the recording of the partition plat, the following conditions shall be met:

1. The applicantshall submita final partitioning plat preparedby a registered
professionalsurveyorandwhichconformswith therequirementsin ORS Chapter92. The final
plat shallsubstantiallyconformwith theproposedpartitionplan. Following plat approval,the
applicantshall recordit with theMarion CountyClerk.

2. The existing 756 squarefoot accessorystructure,designatedas“barn” on the
preliminary site plan, must be removedfrom the subject property pursuantto Keizer
DevelopmentCodeSection2.203.02(A)on thataccountthatthebarnis locatedon aproposed
propertyline. In lieu ofremovingthe 756 squarefoot accessorystructure,theapplicantmay
reducetheareaof the structureto meettherequiredsetbacksandrequirementsas statedin
Section2.313in theKeizerDevelopmentCode.

3. Theapplicantis requiredto demonstratehowthedevelopmentofParcels1, 2 and
3 will accommodatefuturedevelopment.Therequiredredevelopmentplanmustexhibit the
locationfor newstreetextensionsinto thesubjectpropertyto servicefuture development.This
plan is requiredto be submittedto the City of KeizerCommunityDevelopmentDepartment
beforeapprovalof thefmal plat.

4. The subjectpropertyis locatedwithin theoriginal KeizerSewerDistrict andis
thereforenot subjectto anacreageassessment. -

5. An overall planoftheproposeddevelopment(includinglocationof futurewater
andsewerservices)shallbe submittedfor reviewandapprovalby the Departmentof Public
Works.

6. The applicantshallsignanImprovementAgreementto providefor the eventual
three-quarterstreet frontageimprovements(including adequatepavementfrom centerline,
easements,curbs,gutters,stormdrainageandsidewalks)acrosstheentirefrontageofthe subject
propertypursuantto thefollowing:

EXHIBIT “E”
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a) New dwellingsandallowedaccessorystructuresmaybeconstructedon Parcel
1 andParcel3 prior to the frontageimprovementsbeingconstructed.

b) The existing “barn” and“shed” as indicatedon the preliminaryplanmay be
altered,removed,and/orreconstructed,prior to thefrontageimprovementsbeing
made. Any applicantshallberequiredto applyfor andreceivebuilding permits
asappropriate,pursuantto thethen currentregulations.

c) Frontageimprovementswill be requiredas a condition of approvalfor any
additionaldevelopment,building permits, or landuseactions,including, but not
limited to partitions,lot line adjustments,or subdivisionoftheproperty.

d) The ImprovementAgreementshall be recordedagainstthe propertyprior to the
recordingofthe plat andshallnot be satisfiedandremovedofrecorduntil the
frontageimprovementshavebeenfully constructed,approvedandacceptedby
theCity.

Prior to any developmentor construction of public or private utility improvements,the
following conditions shall be met:

7. Thepartitioningwill result in a total of threeparcels. All newly created parcels
must beprovidedwith sanitarysewerservice. The Departmentof PublicWorkswill require
apre-designmeetingwith theCity ofKeizerprior to submittalofthe sewerserviceplansto the
City of Salemfor approval. Sewerplansmustbe submittedto the SalemPermitApplication
Center(PAC) for reviewby theCity of Salem.

8. No sanitary sewer construction shall begin on this property without prior
notification beinggivento theCity ofKeizer Departmentof Public Works.

9. A streetopeningpermitis requiredfrom theDepartmentof PublicWorksprior
to anyconstructionwithin public right-of-ways.

10. The Keizer Fire District shallbe requiredto approveany developmenton the
proposedparcelsregardingaccessandfire protection. It maybenecessaryfor the developer
ofthe subjectpropertyto install a fire hydranton anappropriatelysizedwatermain to provide
fire protectionfor theproposednewlots.

11. Locationofall proposedmetersshallbedetenninedby the Departmentof Public
Works.

EXHIBIT “F”
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12. All new dwellings shall be connectedto public sanitarysewer. Separations
betweenwells andsanitarysewerlines shallcomply with all applicableregulations. All new
dwellingsarerequiredto connectto public water. For anyparcelwhich hasan existingwell
andis connectedto public water,anapprovedbackflowdeviceshallbe installedat the City
watermeter. If redivisionof thesubjectpropertyoccursandanexistingwell conflictswith the
locationof future accesswaysor otherrequiredimprovements,theexistingwell mayberequired
to be abandoned.

13. A sitegradingplanshallbesubmittedandapprovedby the Departmentof Public
Worksprior to anygradingoperationson the site. Suchplanshalldescribewherefill, if any,
will be proposedandshowthat no stormwater in the areawill be impededby the proposed
development.

14. Constructionpermitsarerequiredby theDepartmentofPublic Worksprior to any
public facility construction.

15. A pre-designmeeting will be required prior to the Developer’s Engineer
submittingplansto thecity for review.

16. A pre-constructionconferenceshall berequiredprior to commencementof any
constructionunderpermitsissuedby the city.

Within six (6) months after the dateof the recording of the plat, the following conditions
shall be met:

17. Theaccessorystructureon Parcel 1, designatedas “shop” on thepreliminarysite
plan, is permittedto remainon thesubjectpropertyif a building permitfor aprimaryresidence
is applied for within six (6) monthsof recordingthe partitionplat. If a building permitfor a
primaryresidenceis notappliedfor within six (6) monthsofthe recordingof thepartition plat,
theaccessorystructurethenlocatedon Parcel1 will berequiredto beremoved. If abuilding
permitfor aprimaryresidenceis not appliedfor andtheaccessorystructureon Parcel 1 is not
removedwithin six (6) monthsofthe recordingofthe plat, thepropertyownerwill be subject
to codeenforcement.Failureto resolvethe situationcanresultin theissuanceof an infraction
summonsin the amount of $500.00per day, per violation andlor an indictment from the
Municipal Court.

Prior to the application for or issuanceof anybuilding permit for a structure on the subject
property, the following conditions shall be met:

18. Newindividual waterservicesfor Parcels1 and3 mustbe installed. A newwater
servicefor Parcel2 shall be installedwhena new dwelling is constructed. Location of the

EXHIBIT “F’
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connectionto anexistingwatermain will be determinedby theDepartmentofPublicWorks.
If redivisionofthesubjectpropertyis anticipated,anewmain mayberequiredto beextended.

19. Any existingwaterserviceconnectionfrom thewell orhouseto theshopon the
separateParcelshallbedisconnectedprior to theissuanceof anynewbuildingpermitsfor any
oftheproposedParcels.

20. Prior to submittjngfor abuilthng permitson the newparcel, the buildershall
indicateto the City of Keizer how the storm drainagedisposalwill be taken careof. If a
connectionto apublic stormdrainline isnot available,onsitestormdrainagewill berequired
to bedevelopedsatisfactoryto theDepartmentof PublicWorks.

NOTICE TO APPLICANT:

Completion,submittal and recordingof the final partitioning plat shall comply with the
requirementscontainedin theKeizerDevelopmentCode. After thefinal partitioningplathas
beenrecorded,no alterationofpropertylinesshallbepermittedwithout first obtainingapproval
from theZoningAdministrator.

Developmentof theindividualparcelsshallcomplywith theapplicableprovisionsof theKeizer
DevelopmentCode.

Public facility improvementsshallcomplywith currentCity of KeizerPublicWorks Standards.

5 1O7COK.002
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING:________________

AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:____________

TO: MAYOR NEWTON AND CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS

THROUGH: WALLY MULL
CITY MANAGER

FROM: ROB KISSLER
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKSfl4J

SUBJECT: SANITARY SEWER TRUNK LINE REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT

DATE: SEPTEMBER 16, 1999

BACKGROUND:

In order to servetheHighlandsSub-DivisionalongOneilRoadwith SanitarySewer,ThePiculell
ChimentoGroupInc wasrequiredto extendamastersewertrunk asidentifiedin theMaster
SewerPlanfor theClearLakearea.Thissewerline will servenot only thenewSubdivision,but
will alsohavecapacityfor futuredevelopmentandexistingparcelsthatmaywishto hook up at a
laterdate.TheCity’s policy hasbeenin thepastto reimbursedevelopersfor aportionofthe cost
to extendmastersanitarysewerlinesif fundsareavailablethroughcollectionofseweracreage
fees.

FISCAL IMPACT:

TheSewerReserveFundcurrentlyhasfundsavailableto reimbursethe PiculellChimentoGroup
for extensionoftheOneil SanitarySewerTrunk Line.

RECOMMENDATION:

StaffrecommendsCity Council adopttheattachedResolutionallowing theCity Managerto enter
into theOneil SanitarySewerTrunk LineReimbursementAgreementknownastheHighlands
EstatesSubdivision.



I CITY COUNCIL, CITY OF KEIZER, STATE OF OREGON

2 Resolution R99-_____

3 AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO ENTER INTO O’NEIL SANITARY SEWER

4 TRUNK LINE REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT

5 (HIGHLANDS ESTATES SUBDIVISION)

6 WHEREAS, The Piculell Chimento Group, inc., the developer of

7 Highlands Estates Subdivision was required to extend a master sanitary sewer trunk

8 line as identified in the Master Sewer Plan for the Clear Lake area;

9 WHEREAS, such developer has financed and constructed the extension which

10 will not only serve Highlands Estates subdivision but will also serve future

11 development and existing parcels that may wish to hook up;

12 WHEREAS, it is fair and equitable that such developers be reimbursed for

13 those portions of the sewer construction costs that are in excess of the necessary

14 costs to develop the individual subdivisions; NOW, THEREFORE

15 BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Keizer that the City

16 Manager is hereby authorized to enter into the Reimbursement Agreement a copy of

17 which is attached as Exhibit “A” to provide reimbursement to The Piculell Chimento

18 Group, Inc developers of Highlands Estates Subdivision, subject to the guidelines

19 as set forth in the agreement.

20 PASSED this ____ day of _________________________, 1999.

21 SIGNED this ____ day of________________________ , 1999.

22 ______________________________________
23 Mayor
24
25 ______________________________________
26 City Recorder
27
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O’NEIL SANITARY SEWER TRUNK LINE
REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT

(Highlands EstatesSubdivision)

PARTIES:

CITY OF KEIZER, an Oregon
municipalcorporation (hereinafter“City”)

THE PICULELL CHIMENTO
GROUP, Inc. (hereinafter“Developer”)

RECITALS:

A. Developerhasdevelopedandconstructedthe subdivisionknown asHighlands
Estateslocatedin thevicinity ofO’Neil RoadandClearLakeRoadin the City ofKeizer.

B. Developer,in orderto providesuchsubdivisionwith sanitaiysewerservice,
hasextendedthesanitarysewertrunk line in theO’Neil Roadright-of-way.

C. Due to thebenefitsto be conferredon otherpropertiesby reasonofthesize,
locationandconfigurationofthe sanitarysewerimprovementsplacedby theDeveloper,it
isjustandequitableto providefor areimbursementmechanismto allow Developerto recoup
costsoverandabovethosenecessaryto serviceonly theHighlandsEstatessubdivision.

D. DeveloperandCity wish to enterinto an agreementin which the City will
reimburseamountsactually collectedfrom sanitarysewersystemsdevelopmentcharge,
subjectto prior agreements,if any.

NOW, THEREFORE,in considerationof the mutual promisesandcommitments
undertakenherein,it is herebyagreedasfollows:

AGREEMENTh

1 Constructionof O’Neil Trunk Li Developerhasconstructeda sectionof
the O’Neil Roadsanitarysewertrunk line as setforth in Exhibit “A” attachedheretoandby
this referenceincorporatedherein.



2. Calculation of Eligible Upgrade Costs. Developer shall be eligible for

reimbursementsbasedon the total costsof the oversizedldeeper12” trunk line LESSthe
estimatedequivalentcostsfor 8” local sewerthatwould havebeennecessaryto benefit only
the HighlandsEstatessubdivision. Suchcalculationis shownbelow:

12” SanitarySewerTrunk Cost $127,574.10
Less: 8” EquivalentSanitarySewerCost ~Q5~Q
Total UpgradeReimbursement $ 70,968.80

Therefore, the total amount eligible for upgradereimbursementto Developeris
$70,968.80,lessthe administrativefee describedbelow.

3. Calculationof Eligible Front Foot Reimbursement.Developeris eligible for
“front foot” reimbursementbasedon the estimated8” local sanitarysewerservicepursuant
to thefollowing calculation:

$56,605.30 1838 linear feet= $30.80per front foot.

If connectingto thesubjectsanitarysewerlines,thefollowing propertiesshallpaythe
applicablefront foot chargeto bereimbursedto Developer:

A. Thosepropertiesfrontingonorwithin two hundred(200)feetofO’Neil Road

directlyoppositetheHighlandsEstatessubdivision,EXCEPTfor the Bahnsen
Woodssubdivision.

B. Thosepropertiesfronting on or within two hundred(200) feetof either side

ofO’Neil Roadoppositetheremainderof thesanitarysewerline constructed
by Developer.

4. Interest. Interestshall accrueon theupgradereimbursementamountsonly at
therateof sevenpercent(7%)peraimumuntil this Agreementterminatesor the full eligible
reimbursementhasbeenpaid.

5. CollectionofSystemDevelopmentCharges. City agreesto attemptto collect
system developmentchargesin its normal courseof businessaccordingto its standard
practices.Any amountscollectedandowing underthis Agreementshall be forwardedto the
Developerwithin thirty (30) days of collection after deductionof the administrativefee
describedbelow.

City is not requiredto initiate any collectionefforts of any sort or initiate legal action
in order to collect systemdevelopmentcharges. City shall only be obligatedto pay to

2



Developer those amounts that are actually collectedand owing subject to any prior
agreementsregardingupgrade/oversizereimbursements.Specifically,Developeragreesand
understandsthat the acreage system development charges available for upgrade
reimbursementare subject to a prior agreementwith the developerof the Highlands
subdivisionandall amountspayableto suchdevelopermustbepaid in full prior to payment
to Developerhereunder.

City shall deductandretain for it~ownusea sumequal to onepercent(1%) of the
total amountto be paid to Developer(principal andinterest)to compensatethe City for its
administrationofthereimbursementagreementdescribedherein.

6. Indemnification. ShouldanythirdpartymakeaclaimagainstCity regarding
theimpositionofanysystemdevelopmentcharges,orobjectingin anyform to the existence
or interpretationofthis Agreement,Developeragreesto defend,indenmifyandhold City
harmlessfrom anyandall suchclaims. However,nothinghereinobligatesthe City to initiate
ordefendanyactionwhatsoever.

7. Term. This Agreementshall remainin full force andeffectfor ten(10) years
from the datehereof;after whichpoint the Agreementshall be of no furthereffect, and
reimbursementsassetforth hereinshallnotberequired.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, thepartiesheretohave causedthis Agreementto be
executedassetforth below:

CITY: DEVELOPER:

CITY OF KEIZER, an Oregon THE PICULELL CHIMENTO
municipal corporation GROUP,Inc.

By: _____________ By:________ __ __

Wally Mull, City Manager ChuckChimento

Dated: ___________________________ Dated: _______
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING:________________

AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:____________

TO: MAYOR NEWTON AND CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS

THROUGH: WALLY MULL
CITY MANAGER

FROM: ROB KISSLER
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS ‘~

SUBJECT: SANITARY SEWER TRUNK LINE REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT

DATE: SEPTEMBER 16, 1999

BACKGROUND:

In orderto servetheBahnsenWoodsSub-Divisionalong OneilRoadwith SanitarySewer,Lydon
ConstructionCompanyInc wasrequiredto extendamastersewertrunk asidentffied in theMaster
SewerPlanfor theClearLake area.This sewerline will servenotonly thenewSubdivision,but
will alsohavecapacityfor futuredevelopmentandexistingparcelsthat maywishto hook up at a
laterdate.TheCity’s policy hasbeenin thepastto reimbursedevelopersfor aportionofthecost
to extendmastersanitarysewerlines if fundsareavailablethroughcollectionofseweracreage
fees.

FISCAL IMPACT:

TheSewerReserveFundcurrentlyhasfunds availableto reimburseLydon ConstructionCompany
for extensionoftheOneil SanitarySewerTrunkLine.

RECOMMENDATION:

Staffrecon-imendsCity CounciladopttheattachedResolutionallowing theCity Managerto enter
into theOneil SanitarySewerTrunk Line ReimbursementAgreementknownasthe Bahnsen
WoodsSubdivision.



I CITY COUNCIL, CITY OF KEIZER, STATE OF OREGON

2 Resolution R99-_____

3 AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO ENTER INTO O’NEIL SANITARY SEWER

4 TRUNK LINE REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT

5 (BAHNSEN WOODS SUBDIVISION)

6 WHEREAS, Lydon Consfr[iction, the developer of Bahnsen Woods

7 Subdivision was required to extend a master sanitary sewer trunk line as identified in

8 the Master Sewer Plan for the Clear Lake area;

9 WHEREAS, such developer has financed and constructed the extension which

10 will not only serve Bahnsen Wood subdivision but will also serve future development

11 and existing parcels that may wish to hook up;

12 WHEREAS, it is fair and equitable that such developers be reimbursed for

13 those portions of the sewer construction costs that are in excess of the necessary

14 costs to develop the individual subdivisions; NOW, THEREFORE

15 BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Keizer that the City

16 Manager is hereby authorized to enter into the Reimbursement Agreement a copy of

17 which is attached as Exhibit “A” to provide reimbursement to Lydon Construction

18 Co, developers of Bahnsen Woods Subdivision, subject to the guidelines as set forth

19 in the agreement.

20 PASSED this ____ day of __________________________, 1999.

21 SIGNED this ____ day of________________________ , 1999.

22 ____________________________________
23 Mayor
24
25 _____________________________________
26 City Recorder
27
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O’NEIL SANITARY SEWER TRUNK LINE
REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT

(BahnsenWoods Subdivision)

PARTIES:

CITY OF KEIZER, an Oregon
municipal corporation (hereinafter‘~City”)

LYDON CONSTRUCTION,CO.
INCORPORATED (hereinafter‘~Developer”)

RECITALS:

A. Developerhasdevelopedandconstructedthe subdivisionknownasBahnsen
Woodslocatedin thevicinity ofO’Neil RoadandClearLake Roadin the City of Keizer.

B. Developer,in orderto providesuchsubdivisionwith sanitarysewerservice,
hasextendedthesanitarysewertrunk line in the O’Neil Roadright-of-way.

C. Dueto thebenefitsto beconferredon otherpropertiesby reasonof thesize,
locationandconfigurationofthe sanitarysewerimprovementsplacedby theDeveloper,it
isjustandequitableto provide for areimbursementmechanismto allow Developerto recoup
costsoverandabovethosenecessaryto serviceonly the BahnsenWoodssubdivision.

D. Developerand City wish to enterinto an agreementin which the City will
reimburseamountsactually collectedfrom sanitarysewersystemsdevelopmentcharge,
subjectto prior agreements,if any.

NOW, THEREFORE, in considerationof the mutual promisesand commitments
undertakenherein,it is herebyagreedasfollows:

AGREEMENT:

1. Constructionof O’Neil Trunk Line. Developerhasconstructedasectionof
theO’Neil Roadsanitarysewertrunk line asset forth in Exhibit “A” attachedheretoandby
this referenceincorporatedherein.



2. Calculation of Eligible Upgrade Costs. Developer shall be eligible for
reimbursementsbasedon the total costsof the oversized/deeper12” trunk line LESS the
estimatedequivalentcostsfor 8” localsewerthat would havebeennecessaryto benefitonly
the BahnsenWoodssubdivision. Suchcalculationis shownbelow:

12” SanitarySewerTrunk Cost $50,753.93
Less: 8” EquivalentSanitarySewerCost ~.~~Q6.9i7
Total UpgradeReimburserrmnt $22,246.96

Therefore, the total amount eligible for upgradereimbursementto Developeris
$22,246.96,less the athuinistrativefeedescribedbelow.

3. CalculationofEligible FrontFoot Reimbursement.Developeris eligible for
“front foot” reimbursementbasedon the estimated8” local sanitarysewerservicepursuant
to thefollowing calculation:

$28,506.97÷678 linear feet = $42.05per front foot.

If connectingto the subjectsanitaiysewerlines,thefollowing propertiesshallpaythe
applicablefront foot chargeto bereimbursedto Developer:

A. Thosepropertiesfronting onorwithin two hundred(200)feetofO’Neil Road

directly oppositethe BahnsenWoodssubdivision,EXCEPTfor Highlands
subdivision.

B. Thosepropertiesfronting on or within two hundred(200) feetof ClearLake

RoadoppositetheBaihnsenWoodssubdivisionand/orany extensionof the
sanitarysewerline installedby Developer.

4. Interest. Interestshall accrueon theupgradereimbursementamountsppj.y at
therateof sevenpercent(7%)perannumuntil this Agreementterminatesor the full eligible
reimbursementhasbeenpaid.

5. Collectionof SystemDevelopmentChan~es.City agreesto attemptto collect
system developmentchargesin its normal courseof businessaccordingto its standard
practices.Any amouj~tscollectedandowing underthis A eementshall be forwardedto the
Developerwithin thirty (30) daysof collection after deductionof the administrativefee
describedbelow.

City is notrequiredto initiate anycollectionefforts of anysort or initiate legal action
in order to collect systemdevelopmentcharges. City shall only be obligatedto pay to

2



Developer those amounts that are actually collectedand owing subject to any prior
agreementsregardingupgrade/oversizereimbursements.Specifically,Developeragreesand
understands that the acreage system development charges available for upgrade
reimbursementare subject to a prior agreementwith the developerof the Highlands
subdivisionandall amountspayableto suchdevelopermustbepaid in full prior to payment
to Developerhereunder.

City shall deductandretain for it’~own usea sum equal to onepercent(1%)of the
total amountto bepaid to Developer(principal andinterest)to compensatethe City for its
administrationofthereimbursementagreementdescribedherein.

6. Indemnification. Shouldany thirdpartymakeaclaimagainstCity regarding
theimpositionof anysystemdevelopmentcharges,or objectingin anyform to the existence
or interpretationof thisAgreement,Developeragreesto~defend,indemnifyandhold City
harmlessfrom anyandall suchclaims. However,nothinghereinobligatestheCity to initiate
or defendanyactionwhatsoever.

7. Term. This Agreementshall remainin full forceandeffect for ten (10) years
from the datehereof,afterwhich point the Agreementshall be of no furthereffect, and
reimbursementsassetforth hereinshallnotberequired.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the partiesheretohavecausedthis Agreementto be
executedassetforth below:

CITY: DEVELOPER:

CITY OF KEIZER, an Oregon LYDON CONSTRUCTION,CO.

municipal corporation INCORPORATED

By: ________________________ By: -

Wally Mull, City Manager Bill Lydon

Dated: _________________________ Dated:_____________________________
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MINUTES
KEIZER CITY COUNCIL

Tuesday, September 7, 1999

Keizer City Hall
Robert L. Simon Council Chambers

Keizer, Oregon

CALL TO ORDER In Mayor Newton’s absence, Council President Whalen
called the regular meeting to order at 7:02 p.m.
Roll Call ~7~staken as follows:

Present:
Garry Whalen, Council President
Craig Campbell, Councilor
Jim Keller, Councilor
Jerry McGee, Councilor
Jacque Moir, Councilor

Absent:
Bob Newton, Mayor
Lore Christopher, Councilor

Staff:
Wally Mull, City Manager
Amy Drought, Senior Planner
Dianne Hunt, Human Resources Officer
Susan Gahlsdorf, Finance Officer
Rob Kissler, Public Works Director
Marc Adams, Chief of Police
Shannon Johnson, City Attorney
Tracy Davis, City Recorder

PUBLIC TESTIMONY Kristen White, 4999
13

th Avenue North, Keizer
expressed her interest in the proposed library district for
Keizer. She shared how she and her family use Salem’s
library and how important she felt a library in Keizer would
be to the public. She requested that the Council do
everything possible to bring a library to Keizer.

Marcia Bednarczyk, 77758 O’Neil Road, Keizer-
Distributed copies of a letter requesting that the Council
direct staff to respond to their letterdated July 30, 1999.
She indicated that the Highland Lots adjacent to their
property still do not meet the grading and drainage plan
and there are areas with fill up to three feet high. Ms.
Bednarczyk read through the remainder of her letter and
again requested a response to their letter.

Keizer (‘liv Council RegularSe.s~sion.\ finuies
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Responding to questions City Manager Mull indicated he
did not recafi Ms. Bednarczyk’s letter butwould research
it and would respond.

Ms. Bednarczyk announced the Clearlake Neighborhood
Association would be holding their second annual
barbecue at the Marion County Fire District One on
Septembar~11,1999 from 4:30 —7:00 p.m. All proceeds
would go for park benches and possibly a picnic table for
Bair Park. She invited everyone to attend.

COMMITTEE Jim Hupy, President Keizer Heritage Foundation, 631
REPORTS Chemawa Rd, Keizer reported the renovations of the old

school are on time and within budget. A grand opening
date has not been set but they are anticipating mid-
October to December.

Council President Whalen expressed his appreciation of
what had been completed so far.

Mr. Hupy noted he would be happy to give a tour to
anyone wishing to come by.

OTHER BUSINESS
a. New Business Ms. Hunt reported that three new employees had joined

Keizer’s work force. They included: Dma Brown working
as a Permit Specialist, Michael Griffin as a Municipal
Utility Worker I and Michael Alexander as a Community
Services Officer. She welcomed them to the City of
Keizer.

Chief Adams shared that he and City Manager Mull
participated in “Operation Boss Lift” sponsored by
Employee Support of National Guard and Reserve in
Colorado. They were able to see what employees with the
National Guard participate in and shared some of his
employee’s participation in the various guard programs.

Ms. Hunt noted she participated in a discussion panel at
Borders Bookstore pertaining to Y2K that was very
successful.

Mr. Kissler announced the improvements to Cummings
Lane are almost complete. Responding to questions, Mr.
Kissler noted the payers would be completing Cummings
Lane and would move to Chemawa Road at it’s
completion.
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City Manager Mull announced Amy Drought, Senior
Planner had accepted a position with the City of
Vancouver and would be leaving around the

20
th of this

month. He expressed his appreciation for the great job
she had done for the City of Keizer and wished her luck in
the future.

b. Old Business City Manager Mull reported on September 3, 1999, he
and Chief,Adams would be at Roth’s between 5:00-6:00
bagging groceries. Roth’s will match the money spent
during that time and donate to the United Way.

Councilor Keller initiated discussion on the recently
formed task force for the Chemawa Activity Center.

Councilor Keller moved to direct the City Manager to work
with the Chairman of the Chemawa Activity Center Task
Force to propose a letter which states the purpose of the
Task Force, a possible agenda and a caveat at the first
meeting that 80% of the property owners in area “A”, or
their representatives, be in attendance. Also, if there is
not 80% in attendance the Task Force be disbanded.
Councilor Campbell seconded the motion.

Responding to questions, Councilor Keller indicated the
Council had formed the Committee and felt the assistance
of the Task Force in this mannerwould be appropriate.

Councilor Moir expressed her concern with the desires of
the task force in regards to this motion. She also
indicated the participation of the property owners in this
process is crucial.

Councilor McGee expressed his concern with the idea of
80% property owner attendance and the Council’s
involvement in dictating the process. He noted the task
force was formed in order to distance the Council in the
process but still offering assistance if requested.

In response to questions, Councilor Keller indicated that
the Chairman of the Task Force was in favor of the 80%
attendance. He also felt it was time for the Council to step
forward.

Council President Whalen shared his support of Councilor
Keller’s motion, noting he had discussed this matter with
the Task Force chair, Rick Roemer.
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Mr. Johnson requested clarification of the motion noting
80% of the number of property owners or 80% of the land
area.

Councilor Keller indicated 80% of the property owners in
area “A”.

Responding to questions, Mr. Johnson referred to the
Council Prqcedures Review and explained there was no
specific provision in the procedures to suspend the rules
and noted Council would need to determine if the item
was urgent or wait until the next meeting.

Councilor Keller suggested that this should be reviewed
as an urgent issue for the Task Force and the property
owners of area “A”. He referred to a letter received from
Bob Herberger which was submitted to the newspaper
indicating they were anxious for the Task Force to move
forward.

It was consensus of the Council to consider the request
urgent.

The motion passed as follows:

AYES: Campbell, Keller, Moir and Whalen (4)
NAYS: McGee (1)
ABSTENTIONS: None (0)
ABSENT: Christopher and Newton (2)

Responding to a concern in regards to the conditions of
the roads from Council President Whalen, Mr. Kissler
noted he was unsure when an overlay of the roads within
Berkshire Estates would take place, as it was not a public
road. He offered to contact Mr. Brown for a timeline.

In regards to the completion time for this development,
Ms. Drought noted she would review the prior land use
approvals for conditions and would offer a report at the
manager’s meeting.

PUBLIC HEARINGS Councilor President Whalen opened the public
a. Appeal of Hearings hearing.
Officer Decision-

Shannon Johnson City Attorney requested reviewed thePartitionNariance Case
No 9923 1295 applicable criteria and procedures for this hearing.
Harmony Drive)
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Mr. Johnson requested that all testimony be directed
toward these criteria and requested the Council declare
any bias of interest, or any parties to declare any notice of
defect to do so at this time.

There were no response to Mr. Johnson’s inquiries.

Amy Drought, Senior Planner reported the City was
appealing4he Hearing’s Officer’s final order for
PartitionNariance Case No 99-23. James Toney is the
applicant and the subject property is located at 1295
Harmony Drive and contains approximately 3.11 acres.

Ms. Drought noted that the applicant had requested to
divide the lot into three separate parcels and a variance to
allow an accessory structure to be placed within the front
yard of proposed parcel one.

Ms. Drought shared that the City approved both the
Partition and Variance requests. As a condition of
approval, the City required that the street frontage along
the subject property be improved to City Standards for ¾
width public street, including sidewalks. Ms. Drought cited
2.31 0.05 of the Development Code noting since the
subject property has approximately 292 feet of frontage,
staff placed this standard as a condition of approval. The
applicant objected to the condition and appealed the staff
decision to the Hearings Officer. The Hearings Officer
upheld the appeal by interpreting the Development Code
to exclude the subject property from having to make the
Street improvements. Ms. Drought noted that the staff
disagreed with the Hearings Officer’s decision.

Ms. Drought noted that section 2.302 of the Development
Code contains specific standards for street
improvements. She noted that this section also contained
an “exception” stating “Provisions of the Section do not
apply in existing developed areas of the City.
Improvements in these areas shall be based on standards
adopted by the Department of Public Works.” Ms.
Drought went on to explain that the Hearings Officer
concluded that the subject property lies within an “existing
developed” area and concluded that the street standards
had no bearing to the subject property.

Ms. Drought indicated that staff disagreed with the
interpretation and felt that an “Existing Developed Area”
implied an area that is completely built out and could not
be further divided. In this situation, the applicant sought to
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divide an existing parcel that is 3.11 acres into three
parcels. Each of the proposed parcels could be further
divided in the future. Due to the development potential of
the property staff felt that it does not fall under the
category of existing developed area as cited by the
Hearings Officer.

Ms. Drought went on to state that since it did not fall
under this~çategory,staff felt that the Applicant was
compelled to complete the street improvements pursuant
to Section 2.310.05 in the Development Code.

In conclusion, Ms. Drought recommended that Council
open, conduct and close the public hearing. Staff
recommended that the City Council reverse the Hearings
Officer decision and approve the PartitionNariance with
the conditions as outlined in the original Notice of
Decision.

Ms. Drought noted that the application had gone 30-days
beyond the required 120 day rule that is state law which
compels the City to make a final decision on all land-use
applications.

Mr. Johnson reiterated what Ms. Drought stated regarding
the 120-day land use law and explained if a decision is
not made within 120 days, the applicant has the right to
go to court and obtain a writ of mandamus. Mr. Johnson
went into an explanation of this term and how it is used.
He noted that if the Council made a decision within the
120- day period and the applicant was not happy with the
decision they might appeal to LUBA. At this point, based
on statute and case law deference is given to the City
Council’s interpretation of their own ordinance.
Mr. Johnson also, noted if a writ of mandamus is filed and
the issue is heard in circuit court, the circuit court judge
would not be bound by that deference rule. He indicated
that the statue says that the City has the burden of proof
to show why the application should not be approved.

Mr. Johnson shared that the applicant and his attorney
agreed not to file a writ of mandamus before the hearing
as long as the City did not obtain a written order. He
stressed that this was not a final agreement and the final
decision was in the hands of the Council.

Before going into an explanation of the settlement
proposal, Mr. Johnson stated if the Council wished to
obtain more detail, the Council meeting may be recessed

Ke/zerCiI~CouncilRegularSessionMinutes
Septeniber 7~1999 - l’age 6



and moved into Executive Session. Mr. Johnson referred
to the plat map marked Exhibit “A” and shared after
discussions with the applicant’s attorney, the City
Manager and the Senior Planner. Staff felt it was
inappropriate for three new homes to be built on these
parcels and indicated they settled with the applicant on
the building of two new homes.

Mr. Johnsop shared that the current proposal to solve the
matter included all conditions as indicated on the staff
report would apply with the addition of: 1. New homes
could be built on parcel one and parcel three. 2. No other
building permit, other than a replacement of the barn and
the shed (out building), would be allowed. 3. No other
land-use application or partitioning or sub-dividing would
be allowed without the frontage improvements. 4. A
recorded improvement agreement would be recorded
against the entirety of the property, in order for any future
owners to understand the restrictions that applied. He felt
these conditions were a good solution and noted again
that this was not a binding agreement.

Responding to questions, Mr. Johnson clarified that two
new houses may be built on parcels one and three and
that staff did not wish to see the home on parcel two torn
down and a new house built in it’s place. Mr. Johnson
further noted that this case does not set a precedent and
the only compromise would be the timing in which
frontage improvements would be required.

Presenting testimony was:

Norm Hill, 1114
12

th Street SE, Salem- Attorney for the
applicant. Mr. Hill shared that Mr. Johnson’s recitation of
the agreement was accurate but wished to highlight a few
things that he felt were different than the staff report that
the Council had received. Mr. Hill shared that they felt
there was a hole in the code and that the City may have
intended to place a clear definition that did not come
across in the code.

Mr. Hill noted as applicant’s they had two choices, to go
to LUBA or work with the City. He went on to explain that
the code was not clear on this issue and urged the
Council to seek a clarification in the code. Mr. Hill shared
if this agreement was not met they would proceed to file
the writ of mandamus and go through the circuit court. Mr.
Hill explained that his client did not wish to build any
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improvements, but the agreement was something that
they could work with.

Rick Weddle- Signed up but did not speak before the
Council.

Mr. Hill noted that an exception to the agreement was in
the event that Council adopts the final order the
agreemen.tpn the applicant’s part was as long as it met
what was spelled out earlier they would not seek writ of
mandamus. He also wished to clarify that the Council’s
action was not a final action to preclude the applicant
from seeking a writ of mandamus and requested that this
be placed on the record.

Mr. Johnson agreed with Mr. Hill’s explanation.

Responding to questions, Mr. Johnson noted that the
motion would be to direct staff to draft an order consistent
with the recommendation, with the exception of the
frontage improvements if this was what the Council
wished to endorse.

Council President Whalen closed the public hearing.

Council members reiterated some of the highlights that
the City and the applicant’s attorney stated regarding the
agreement.

Councilor Campbell shared his support of the agreement
but hoped there would be some narrowing of the term
“existing developed areas of the city” in the City’s code.

Councilor Moir noted that neighbors in the area were also
in support of the agreement.

Councilor Keller moved a motion to direct staff to prepare
and order reversing the Hearings Officer’s decision,
pursuant to the staff’s recommendation with the exception
of the issue of street frontage which would be dealt with
per the tentative agreement between the Council.
Councilor Campbell seconded the motion.

The motion passed unanimously as follows:

AYES: Campbell, Keller, McGee, Moir and Whalen (5)
NAYS: None (0)
ABSTENTIONS: None (0)
ABSENT: Christopher and Newton (2)
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ADMINISTRATIVE
ACTION
a. RESOLUTION- Fund City Manager Mull reported the State of Oregon has
Exchange Agreement- previously assisted the City with the funding on the
Cherry Avenue Cherry Avenue projects and requested that the City enter

into a fund exchange agreement.

Mr. Mull rft~tedthat the City had requested the State to
exchange 1999 Federal Funds that had been allocated to
the City for State funds based on the ratio listed in the
staff report. He also noted that this would be in the City’s
best interest because the estimated paperwork and
procedural steps necessary to acquire the federal funds
would reduce the allocation 12 to 15 percent.

Mr. Mull stated that staff recommended that the Council
adopt the resolution authorizing the City Manager and the
City Recorder to enter into the 1999 Fund Exchange
Agreement with the State of Oregon.

Responding to questions, Mr. Mull noted that Federal
Funds are as reliable as State Funds pertaining to the
allocation process, and the City would continue to do
Fund Exchanges, but would also review any State
Funding if it became available.

Councilor Keller moved a motion Authorizing the City
Manager and City Recorder to Enter into the 1999 Fund
Exchange Agreement with the State of Oregon. Council
Moir seconded the motion.

The motion passed unanimously as follows:

AYES: Campbell, Keller, McGee, Moir and Whalen (5)
NAYS: None (0)
ABSTENTIONS: None (0)
ABSENT: Christopher and Newton (2)

CONSENT The consent calendar consisted of the following
CALENDAR items:

a. RESOLUTION- Approving Engineer Report for Jordan

Run Street Lighting District

b. RESOLUTION- Approving Engineer Report for Prairie
Clover Street Lighting District
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c. Approval of August 16, 1999 Regular Session Minutes

Councilor Keller moved for approval of the Consent
Calendar. Councilor Campbell seconded the motion.

The motion passed unanimously as follows:

AYES: Car~ipbell,Keller, McGee, Moir and Whalen (5)
NAYS: None (0)
ABSTENTIONS: None (0)
ABSENT: Christopher and Newton (2)

WRITTEN Council President Whalen inthcated a letter was received
COMMUNICATIONS from Ken Sherman, Jr. regarding the library district.

There are no firm details at this point, however a report
should be made in the near future.

AGENDA INPUT September 20, 1999
7:00 p.m. City Council Meeting
> Y2K Report
> Burglary Alarm Ordinance

October 4, 1999
7:00 p.m. City Council Meeting

RECESS TO URBAN The City Council meeting recessed at 8:10 p.m.
RENEWAL AGENCY
MEETING

EXECUTIVE Pursuant to ORS 192.660 (1)(d)- Labor Negotiations
SESSION

ADJOURNMENT Council President Whalen reconvened the City Council
Meeting at 8:55 p.m. and announced that no formal action
was necessary from the Executive Session.

The meeting was adjourned at 8:57 p.m.

Tracy L. Davis, CMC
City Recorder

KeizerCity CouncilRegularSession ~\line/es
Sep/eniher 7, 1999 Page 10



APPROVED:

MAYOR:

(absent)

Mayor Bob Newton

COUNCIL MEMBERS:

Council President - Garry Whalen Councilor #4 - Jacque Moir

(absent) ___________________________________
Councilor#2 - Lore Christopher Councilor #5 - Craig Campbell

Councilor#3 - Jim Keller Councilor #6 - Jerry McGee

Minutes approved:
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CITYOF KEIZER MISSIONSTA TEMENT
KEEP CITY GOVERNMENT COSTS AND SERVICES TO A MINIMUM BY PROVIDING CITY

SERVICES TO THE COMMUNITY IN A COORDINA TED, EFFICIENTAND LEAST COST FASHION

AGENDA
URBAN RENEWAL AGENCY OF THE CITY OF KEIZER

Monday, September 20, 1999
ImmediatelyFollowing City Council Meeting

Robert L. Simon Council Chambers
Keizer, Oregon 97303

1. CALL TO ORDER

2. ROLL CALL

3. PUBLIC HEARING

4. ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION

a. RESOLUTION — Authorizing City Manager to Enter Agreement for
Reconstruction and Overlay of City Hall Parking Lot

5. CONSENT CALENDAR

a. Approval of the September 7, 1999 Agency Minutes

6. OTHER BUSINESS

This time is provided to allow Urban Renewal Agency members the opportunity to
bring matters before the Agency which are not on tonight’s agenda.

6. ADJOURN

Upon request, auxiliary aids and/or special services will be provided to participants
with disabilities To request services, please contact us at 390-3700 at least two

working days (48 hours) in advance
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CITY URBAN RENEWAL AGENCY MEETiNG:______________

AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:____________

TO: CHAiR NEWTON AND AGENCY MEMBERS

FROM: WALLY MULL
CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: BID AWARD (CITY HALL PARKINGS LOTS)

BACKGROUND:

In the 1999-00UrbanRenewalBudgetfundingwasapprovedto reconstructand overlaythe
parkinglots at City Hall. Threebidswerereceivedandopened. Thelow bidderwas SalemRoad
& Drivewaywith abid of$58,083.69.

RECOMMENDATION:

Council adopta resolutionauthorizingtheCity Managerto enterinto an agreementwith Salem
Road& Driveway to reconstructandoverlaytheparkinglots atCity Hall ata priceof $58,083.69



1 URBAN RENEWAL AGENCY, CITY OF KEIZER, STATE OF OREGON

2 Resolution R99-_____

3 AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO ENTER INTO AGREEMENT FOR

4 RECONSTRUCTION AND OVERLAY OF CITY HALL PARKING LOT

5

6 WHEREAS, the City of Keizer advertised for submission of bids for the

7 reconstruction and overlay of the City Hall parking lot located at 930 Chemawa Road

8 N, Keizer, Oregon;

9 WHEREAS, three bids were received and opened. The low bidder on the

10 project was Salem Road and Driveway with a bid of $58,083.69;

11 WHEREAS, funds were budgeted in the 1999-2000 Urban Renewal budget for

12 this project. NOW, THEREFORE

13 BE IT RESOLVED by the Urban Renewal Agency of the City of Keizer that the

14 City Manager is hereby authorized to award the bid and enter into an agreement with

15 Salem Road and Driveway to reconstruct and overlay the parking lots at City Hall at a

16 cost of $58,083.69.

17 PASSED this ____ day of________________________, 1999.

18 SIGNED this ____ day of________________________ , 1999.

19
20 ____________________________________
21 Chair
22
23 ___________________________________
24 City Recorder
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MINUTES
KEIZER URBAN RENEWAL AGENCY

Tuesday, September 7, 1999
Keizer City Hall

Robert L. Simon Council Chambers
Keizer, Oregon

CALL TO ORDER Chair Pro-Tern Whalen called the meeting to order at
8:10 p.m.

Present:
Craig Campbell
Jim Keller
Jerry McGee
Jacque Moir
Garry Whalen

Absent:
Bob Newton, Chair
Lore Chnstopher

Staff:
Wally Mull, Cay Manager
Amy Drought, Senior Planner
Dianne Hunt, Human Resources Officer
Susan Gahlsdorf, Finance Officer
Rob Kissler, Public Works Director
Marc Adams, Chief of Police
Shannon Johnson, City Attorney
Tracy Davis, City Recorder

PUBLIC HEARING No public hearing took place.

ADMINISTRATIVE City Manager Mull submitted his staff report noting a bid
ACTION to construct a sewer line from the Chemawa Activity

Center to the west until it ties into an existing sewer line
a. RESOLUTION- behind Stonehedge Subdivision.
Authorizing City
Manager to Enter Mr. Mull noted that bids were received two weeks ago
Agreement for and Kerr Contractors were the low bid at $377,439.00.
Chemawa Activity Based on this information staff recommended that the
Center Sewer Line project be awarded to Kerr Contractors for the contractual
Construction amount of $377,439.00.

Responding to questions Mr. Mull answered that this was
a budgeted item in the amount of $500,000.00.

Mr. Keller moved a motion Authorizing the City Manager
to Enter Agreement with Kerr Contractors for Chemawa
Activity Center Sanitary Sewer Trunk Line. Mr. McGee
seconded the motion.
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The motion passed unanimously as follows:

AYES: Campbell, Keller, McGee, Moir, Whalen (5)
NAYS: None (0)
ABSTENTIONS: None (0)
ABSENT: Christopher and Newton (2)

CONSENT a. Approval of the July 19, 1999 Agency Minutes
CALENDAR

Mr. Keller moved for approval of the Consent Calendar.
Mr. McGee seconded the motion.

Mr. Camp~elIabstained from the vote due to his absence
at the meetinçj.

The motion passed unanimously as follows:

AYES: Keller, McGee, Moir, Whalen (4)
NAYS: None (0)
ABSTENTIONS: Campbell (1)
ABSENT: Christopher and Newton (2)

OTHER BUSINESS No other business was brought before the Agency.

ADJOURNMENT Chair Pro-Tern Whalen adjourned the meeting at
8:15 p.m.

Bob Newton-Chair Tracy L. Davis, CMC, City Recorder

AGENCY MEMBERS:

Garry Whalen Jacque Moir

Lore Christopher Craig Campbell

Jim Keller Jerry McGee

Minutes approved:
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