
CITY COUNCIL
AGENDA PACKET

~~U~Jst,2OO~I1
•6:30 P.M. EXECUTIVE

SESSION

•6:45 P.M. URBAN

RENEWAL AGENCY

•7:OO P.M. CITY COUNCIL
REGULAR SESSION

Please contact Chris Eppley, City Manager if
you have any questions or need additional

information regarding any of the staff
reports or issues contained on the agenda

Thanks!!



CITY OF KEIZER MISSION STATEMENT
KEEP CITY GOVERNMENT COSTS AND SERVICES TO A MINIMUM BY PROWDING CITY

SERVICES TO THE COMMUNITY IN A COORDINATED, EFFICIENTAND LEAST COST FASHION

AGENDA
KEIZER CITY COUNCIL
EXECUTIVE SESSION

Monday, July 1, 2002
6:30 p.m.

Keizer City Halt
Keizer, Oregon 97303

1. CALL TO ORDER

2. ROLL CALL

3. DISCUSSION

a. Pursuant to ORS 192.660(1)(h) (Litigation)

4. ADJOURN

0~owii~tmn~1Y~ en w~$b~4datLTO
services, please contact us at (503) 390-3700 or through Oregon Relay 1.800-735-2900

at least two working days(48 hours) In advance.

The Oregon PublicMeeting Law authorizesgoverningbodies to meetIn executive session In
certain limited situations. An executive session is defined as anymeeting or part ofa meeting of

a governing body which is closed to certain persons for deliberations on certain matters as
defined by ORS 192.660. These sessions are closed to the public and under certain

circumstances the media also. The governing body isnot allowed to take any final action or
make any final decisions during the executive sessions. Any final action or decision must be

madeafter returning or at the next regularly scheduled meeting.



CITYOFKEIZER MISSION STATEMENT
KEEP CITY GOVERNMENT COSTS AND SERVICES TOA MINIMUM BYPROViDING CITY

SERVICES TO THE COMMUNITY IN A COORDINATED, EFFICIENTAND LEASTCOST FASHION
AGENDA

URBAN RENEWALAGENCY
OF THE CITY OF KEIZER

Monday, July 1, 2002
6:45 p.m.

Robert L. Simon Council Chambers
Keizer, Oregon

1. CALL TO ORDER

2. ROLL CALL

3. PUBLIC TESTIMONY

This time is provided for citizens to address the Urban Renewal Agency on any

matter not scheduled for public hearing.

4. PUBLIC HEARING

5. ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION

a. RESOLUTION — Authorizing the City Manager to Enter Agreement for North
RiverRoad Overlay Project

6. CONSENT CALENDAR

7. OTHER BUSINESS

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

8. ADJOURN

Upon request, auxiliary aids and/or special services will be provided to participants
with disabilities. To request services, please contactus at (503) 3903700 at least

two working days (48 hours) in advance.
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City of Keizer
Phone:390-3700• Fax: 393-9437

930 ChemawaRd. N.E. • P0.Box 21000 Keizer, Oregon97307-1000

Administration • PublicWorks•CommunityDeuelopment. Muoicips)Court • Police (bssiness‘sly) Phone 503.390.3713 Fax 503.3913.8295

CITY COUNCIL MEEETING:______

AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:________

TO: MAYOR CHRISTOPHER AND CITY COfl~CIL MEMBERS

THROUGH: CHRIS EPPLEY
CITY MANAGER

FROM: ROB KISSLER, PUBLIC ~VORKSDIRECTOR
WILLIAM I PETERSON, CITY ENGINEER

SUBJECT: NORTH RIVER ROAD OVERLAY
ChemawaRoad to Lockhaven Drive

ISSUE:

On May 29, 2002 bids werereceivedand openedfor the constructionof an overlay on North River Road
betweenChemawaRoad& LockhavenDrive. Theprojectwasbid asfollows:

Approximately 3,050 lineal feet of HMAC inlay/overlaywork on North River Road(2 traffic lanesin
each direction and 1 turning lane), cold plane pavementremoval, manholegrade adjustments,and
appurtenancescommonto overlayprojects.

All bids were receivedon time and havebeencertifiedby the City Engineer. After bid certification,the low
bidder on this project is J.C. Compton Co., dba Salem Road & Driveway Co., for a total amount of
$253,000.20.The averageof all thebids is $277,309.37. The highestbid receivedfor was$311,148.00.The
Engineer’sestimatefor this project is $298,062.00

FISCAL IMPACT:

Fundsfor this projectwereincludedin the2002/2003UrbanRenewalFund.

RECOMMENDATIONS:

It is recommendedtheCity Council adoptthe attachedResolutionauthorizingthe City Managerto sign the
necessarycontract awarding the project to J.C. Compton Co., dba Salem Road & Driveway Co., for
constructionof theNorth River RoadOverlayfor atotal costof $253,000.20.

“Pride, Spirit andVolunteerism”__________________________

Incorporated1982 o~yd&mp~
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1 URBAN RENEWAL AGENCY, CITY OF KEIZER, STATE OF OREGON

2 Resolution R2002-___

3 AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO ENTER AN AGREEMENT

4 WITH SALELM ROAD AND DRIVEWAY FOR N. RIVER ROAD OVERLAY PROJECT

5

6 WHEREAS, in May 2002 the City of Keizer published an invitation to bid for

7 construction of an overlay on North River Road between Chemawa Road and

~ Lockhaven Drive; and

9 WHEREAS, on May
29

th, 2002, bids were received and opened. A low bid of

10 $253,000.20 was submitted Salem Road and Driveway Company for this project;

ii NOW, THEREFORE,

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

13 City Manager is hereby authorized to enter an agreement with Salem Road and

14 Driveway Company for construction of an overlay on North River Road between

15 Chemawa Road and Lockhaven Drive at a total cost of $253,000.20.

16

‘7 PASSED this day of , 2002.

18 SIGNED this day of __________________, 2002.

‘9

20

21 Agency Chair
22

24 City Recorder



CITY OFKEIZER MISSIONSTA TEMENT
KEEP CiTYGOVERNMENT COSTSAND SERVICES TO A MINIMUMBYPROVIDINGCI7YSERVICES TO

THE COMMUN.TTYINA COORDINATED, EFFICIENTAND LEASTCOSTFASHION

AGENDA
KEIZER CITY COUNCIL

REGULAR SESSION
Monday July 1, 2002

7:00 p.m.
Robert 1. Simon Council Chambers

Keizer, Oregon 97303

1. CALL TO ORDER

2. ROLL CALL

3. PUBLIC TESTIMONY

This time is provided for citizens to address the Council on any matters other than

those on the agenda scheduled for public hearing.

4. COMMITrEE REPORTS

a. Traffic Safety Commission Appointment

b. Council Liaison Reports
~ Emergency Operations Committee — Council President Moir
~ Claggett Creek Watershed Council — Council President Moir
~ Bikeways Committee — Councilor Smith
~ Salem-Keizer Area Transportation Study — Councilor Smith
~ Traffic Safety Commission — Councilor Lee
> Keizer Urban Renewal Board — Councilor Gaynor
~ Volunteer Coordinating Committee — Councilor McGee

5. OTHER BUSINESS

This time is provided to allow the Mayor, 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

b. Old Business
~ Charter Amendment for Park Funding

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS

a. Naming of Focal Point Area

b. Buffalo Pit Liquor License Application



Page 2— Keizer CityCouncilAgenda
July1, 2002

C. Chemawa Activity Center!Keizer Station Plan — Text Amendment/Comprehensive
Plan Change/Zone Change Case No. 01-50 (continued from June 3, 2002)

7. ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION

a. RESOLUTION — Intent to Develop 21~Century Library in the City of Keizer

b. Partnership with Oregon Parks and Recreation for Potential Park in West Keizer

c. Approval of SKAPAC Minutes from May 23, 2002 Meeting

8. CONSENT CALENDAR

a. RESOLUTION — Authorizing the City Manager to Enter Lease Agreement for Police
Department Vehicles

b. ORDER — Solid Waste Franchise Fee Increase

9. WRIUEN COMMUNICATIONS

To inform the Council of significant written communications.

10. AGENDA INPUT
July 8. 2002

5:30 p.m. City Council Work Session
~ Keizer Station Plan

July 15, 2002
7:00 p.m. City Council Regular Session
- RFP to Further Explore 21~Century Library Proposal
~ Resolution — No Parking on Portion of Alder Drive
> Adoption of Chalmers Jones Park Master Plan — Public Hearing
> Comprehensive Plan Map Designation Interpretation Hearing

August 5. 2002
7:00 p.m. City Council Regular Session
~- City of Salem Presentation on Satellite Treatment Plant

11. ADJOURN

Upon request, auxiliary aids and/or special services will be provided. To request services; please contact us
at 503-390-3700 or through Oregon Relay 1-800-735-2900 at least

two working days (48 hours) in advance.
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crr~COUNCIL MEETING: July 1, 2002

AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:__________

TO: MAYOR CHRISTOPHER AND C~IYCOUNCIL MEMBERS

THROUGH: CHRIS EPPLEY
CiTY MANAGER

FROM: TRACY L DAVIS,
CITY RECORDER

SUBJECT: TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMISSION APPOINTMENT

ISSUE:

In April 2002, Jeff Hanson resigned from his position on the Traffic Safety Commission.
Mr. Hanson was serving a three-year term scheduled to expire on December 30, 2002.

At the June
1

gth Volunteer Coordinating Committee meeting three applications were
reviewed and discussed. Two of the three candidates appeared before the Committee
to give brief oral presentations on their backgrounds and qualifications for the
appointment. The third candidate submitted his presentation via letter due to a
scheduling conflict. Upon conclusion of the presentations and discussion, the
Committee unanimously recommended the appointment of David Dehlin to fill this
vacancy. In addition, the Committee unanimously agreed to recommend Mr. Dehlin fill
the unexpired term (ending December 2002) and then be appointed to an additional
three-year term. Mr. Dehlin’s term would expire in December 2005.

Mr. Dehlin has been invited to attend the City Council meeting to receive a proclamation
for this appointment.

RECOMMENDATION:

It is recommended the Council accept the recommendation of the Volunteer Coordinating
Committee and appoint David Dehlin to fill the vacancy on the Traffic Safety Commission for
the remainder of the unexpired term and to an additional three-year term.



DavidJDehlin
6884PierceDrive North

Keizer, OR 97303

Juoie5,2002

City of Keizer Volunteer Coordinating Committee
P.O. Box21000
Keizer, OR 97307-1001)

Attention: Tracy L. Davis.City Recorder

DearCommittee,

Enclosedis a signedVolunteer Application Form for the vacantpositionon the Traffic SafetyCommission.

I have spentmy career servingin the public sector, and now thatI am retired. I wouldlike to Continue servingmy
communityas a volunteer. While I would considerserving in most anycapacity, I feel thatmy professionalcareerand
educationwould best servetheTraffic SafetyComnussion.

Listed belowaresome highlights of myexperience.training,andeducationin the field oftraffic safetyand law
enforcement:

• California Highway PatrolOfficer. Served in high-crime areas(Watts andEast LosAngeles). Certified
commercialvehicle inspectorandpolicemotorcycle instructor.

• ChiefofPolice,WashingtonTerrace. Utah. ReceivedNalional Jumor ofCommerceDistinguishedServiceAward
fordevelopmentof model police recordssystem for city.

• Deputy Director, Utah SafetyCouncil (statechapterofNational SafetyCouncil). Carriedout slate-wideaccident
prevensionandpublic informnatioimprogram. Certthed Instructor Trainer for National SafetyCouncil Defensive
Driving Course.

• Director. Idaho Traffic Safety Commission. ServedCommissionmembersin developinga comprehensive

statewideplan for improvementof traffic safetyat stateandlocal level (enforcement.education,engineering).
Responsiblefordeveloping ComprehensivePlan for federal funds in accordancewith nationalHighwaySafety
Act.

• Commander.United StatesCoast Guard. Intelligenceand Port SafetyDesignators(MOS). Following active
serviceduring Korean War, transferredtoActive Reserve. Servedas Conunandi.rmgOfficer ofCoast GuardBases
in Houston andGalveston. Retired after 30 years total service.

• Graduate. NorthwesternTraffic SafetyInstitute. Chicago.Illinois.

• Graduate. Traffic Engineering course.LTnjversity ofCalifornia.

• Graduated ruin Laud from Compton CollegewiLls degreein policescience.California SpecialSecondary
TeachingCredential mi Traffic SafetyandAccident Prevention.

Thankvon for your consideration. I look forwardsoservingthe city ofKeizer.

Sincerely,

David J. Dehlin



CITYOFKEIZER
VOLUNTEERAPPLICATION FORM

NAME DA~ RL~1f~J DATE ______________

ADDRESS ~ ~ ~4v~

PHONE NUMBER: DAY: ~ 72~ EVENINGS:_____________________

EMAILADORESS: ~ ~ ~‘ c’ YEARSASKEIZER RESIDENT________

PLEASE CHECK THE FOLLOWING ACTIVITIES IN WHICH YOU ARE INTERESTED
IN VOLUNTEERING FOR: ~ ti-~’~y~o -‘ r~rr~ C.~

‘~i~-b,

BUDGET COMMITTEE ______ PLANNING COMMISSION ______

PARKS ADVISORY BOARD ______ COMMUNITY POLICING COMM______
TRAFFICSAFETY COMMISSION ( KEIZER URBAN RENEWAL BOARD ______

BICYCLE SAFETY COMM1T~EE_______ OTHER______________________
SPECIAL PROIECT TASK FORCE _________________________________________

PLEASE WRITE A BRIEF NARRATIVE DESCRIBING YOUR INTEREST, QUALIFICATIONS AND
WHAT YOU HOPE TO ACCOMPLISH IN THIS POSITION. PI..EASE INCLUDE YOUR SKILLS,
EXPERIENCE, AND KNOWLEDGE THAT YOU WOULD CONTRIBUTE IN ThIS VOLUNTEER
POSITION. (Please feel free to attach a cover letter, resume, or other helpful information.)

PL~ �é~ 5~E £óVC~/2~ ~TE/~



Numberof hoursperweekyou canvolunteer 20 ±

Days and times of weekavailable: Mo~A~J~l T~ E &5PT �~i~JDi~~S

** I understandthe time commitmentand duties involved for the position I am seeking as

outlined in the attached committee information sheet. V Yes _____ No

EDUCATION BACKGROUND

High School ~ ~ Graduate or GED___________________
College____________________________ Degree Year ____________

PERSONAL REFERENCE

Name VVILLAQD Lg~ Telephone ~°393-~’932

Address 12905 ~6 D~v~ /Io~Lrtf ~ ~2. q7303

CURRENTPLACE OF EMPLOYMENT

Employer’s Name

Employer’s Address and Telephone

Your Position

May we contact you at work? ___________________

PREVIOUS VOLUNTEER EXPERIENCE

~Q)~ O~ ~ ‘~‘D,~ 5ct-t~ec T4CH~
2~

(Volunteer Agency)
Address_______________________________ Telephone

Duties ~ ~ crE~.~ ~ ~+C~

AU77IORJZ47TONWAIVER
IHA VE COMPLE7EDTHEABOVE QUES77ONSAND TO THEBESTOFMYKNOWLEDEE,WHATHAS BEEN
STI7ED IS 771UE. IF APPOINTED To A VOLUNTEER POSI7TON, I AGREE TO SERVE W17?IOLIT
REIMBURSEMENT OFANY KIND AND W173~?71E UNDERSTANDINGANDAGREEME.’,fT THATMEDIC4L
INSURAiVCEIS NOT PROVIDED BY THE C7Y OFKEI2’ER. VOLUNTEERSPOR THE CI7YOFKEZ2ERARE
COVERED UNDERTHE C177’SLTATBILI7YINSURANCEAND WORKERSCOMPENSA 770N PROGRAM.

/_~ ~

I ~ -~eL~ __________________

Sgnature of Applicant Date

P5EPETZIRN C MP ~DAPOJC~C)V C:
c177CFKE~.5RYCLL/NTh~ERccORD1N4~7NGCOMM1T7~E

AT7T.~IflCN:7~4CY..OA VIE - TY~ECCRDER(503-390-3700,5XTENSZON.~08)
‘C. 30X000 CTYHALL - 930cIEMA WA ~?O4DNEJ

XEIZE9. OREGON 97307-~000
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING: July 1, 2002

AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:________

TO: MAYOR CHRISTOPHER AND COUNCIL MEMBERS

THROUGH: CHRISTOPHER C. EPPLEY, CITY MANAGER

FROM: E. SHANNON JOHNSON, CITY ATTORNEY

SUBJECT: CHARTERAMENDMENT FORPARKFUNDING

At its lastmeeting,theCouncil movedto direct staffto pursueacharteramendmentfor
dedicatedfundsforparkserviceswith arecommendationto put5318,000in aballotmeasure
for theNovember2002ballot.

I havenotbeenableto getall theinformationI needto presentthe formalordinancefor
Council adoptionto placethematteron theballot. Thedeadlinefor submittingthatto the
county ElectionOffice is September5, 2002. I havebeenworking with Rob Kissler
regardingthepracticalsideof parkfunding, but Rob is currentlyon juiy dutyuntil at least
July 8, 2002.

I aminvestigatinghow to structurethecharteramendmentsothereis no violation of state
budgetlaw orBallot Measure5 or50. I believeI will havemorecompleteanswersfor you
by thenext Councilmeeting.

Thankyou.

ESJ/tmh
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COUNCIL MEETING:_____________

AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:____________

TO: MAYOR CHRISTOPHER AND C1TY COUNCILOR MEMBERS

FROM; CHRISC. EPPLEY
CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: NAMING OF FOCAL POINT

ISSUE~

The Focal Point Task Forte met on June 10, 2002 to review all of the suggested names
submitted for the focal point area. At the June

17
th City Council meeting, Councilor Lee

requested a public forum be scheduled for July 1~to gather public input and suggestions on
the naming of this area, which is located at the corner of Chemawa and River Road.

A press release was distributed on June 18, 2002 announcing this public forum.



S

For Immediate Release
June 18, 2002

KEIZER — The Keizer City Council will hold a public forum to gather input
and suggestions on the naming of the “focal point” area located at the
southwest corner of intersection of River Road North and Chemawa
Road. This public forum will take place at the Keizer City Council
meeting on Monday, July 1, 2002 at 7:00 p.m. The meeting will be held
in the Robert L. Simon Council Chambers, Keizer City Hall, 930
Chemawa Road NE, Keizer, Oregon.

Anyone wishing to make comment or provide additional name
suggestions may appear at the meeting or submit a written statement to
the City Recorder by 7:00 p.m. on Monday, July 1, 2002. Testimony may
be delivered to Keizer City Hall or mailed to Tracy Davis, City Recorder at
P.O. Box 21000, Keizer, Oregon 97307.

If there is a need for any special accommodations in order to participate
in the forum, please contact the City Recorder at (503) 390-3700,
extension 108 at least 48 hours prior to the time of the meeting.

Questions regarding this matter may be directed to Chris Eppley, City
Manager at (503) 390-3700, extension 102.

~We’,eBuilding a Better Community - Together”



(Draft)
MINUTES

Focal Point Task Force (TF)
Thursday, June 10, 2002

Con ference Room B, City Hall
Keizer, OR 97303

Call to Order. The meeting was called to order by Chair Chuck Lee at 3:34 p.m.
Attending were Chair Lee, Councilor JeriyMcGee, Joe Egli, Clint Holland, Rick Day and
Jim Taylor of the Keizer Rotaty Club, Greg Rands of Cascade Landscape Management,
Christine Jones of the Keizer Chamber of Commerce, and Bob Newton, citizen.

Minutes. Bob Newton agreed again to act as secretanj for the meeting. The minutes
of the last TFmeeting were not available for review.

Appearance of Interested Parties. The only people in attendance were TF members.

Chairman’s Report. Chairman Lee reported that the City Council, by consensus, gave
the TFapproval to proceed with the focal pointproject once the Public Works Director
gives the OK. This council also approvedof the change to the lighter color of brick to be
used in the water feature. The Chair explained that the company working on the River
Road project is scheduled to be done by July

1
5t, although the TF was given an earlier

date. Joe Egli will unofficially approach this crewabout scarifying the area and to
perhaps remove some ofthe overburden.

New Business. The Chairled a discussion about naming the Focal Point. The 7F
agreed to recommend four names to the City Council for the consideration. The names
are Keizer Center, KeizerCorner(s), Keizer Unity Point and Heart of Keizer.

Discussion then moved to the groundbreaking. JerryMcGee recommendedthis as a
media event with the Council, IF and media invited. The TF agreed by consensus that
the larger, more public event is the dedication ceremony, once the project is complete.

Discussion was directed to the prevailing wage issue. It appears that this matter is
manageable. Rob Kissler, Public Works Director, is the monitor to ensure compliance.

The next meeting of the TF will be within a couple ofweeks, at some time/date that will
definitely allow attendance of the Public Works Director.

The meeting adjourned at about 4:45 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Bob Newton, Acting Secretary
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CrTY COUNCIL I4EFrING: July 1,2002

AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:________________

TO: MAYOR CHRISTOPHER AND CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS

THROUGH: CHRIS C. EPPLEY
CITY MANAGER

FROM: TRACY L. DAVIS, M
CITY RECORDER

SUBJECT: BUFFALO PiT LIQUOR LICENSE APPLICATION
LIMITED ON PREMISES SALES LICENSE

BACKGROUND:

On June 11, 2002 Paul Wittenberg submitted an application for a Limited
On-Premises Sales liquor license for the Buffalo Pit Restaurant located at
5O24River Road North, Keizer, Oregon. This is the former site of Bray’s Family
Restaurant.

As required by Keizer Ordinance 95-318, a public hearing was scheduled; notice
was published in the Keizertimes and mailed to all property owners within 200
feet of the proposed establishment. ORS 471.166 requires the City to make a
recommendation within thirty (30) days of receipt of the application.

On June 17, 2002 a request was sent to the Keizer Police Department to conduct
a background check on the applicants. The response is attached to this report.
In addition, the Keizer Planning Department finds the location of the
establishment to be properly zoned.

RECOMMENDATION:

It is recommended the public hearing be opened to allow testimony from the
applicant or other interested individuals and upon completion, the hearing be
closed. It is further recommended the Council approve the application for a
Limited On-Premises liquor license for the Buffalo Pit Restaurant under the
guidelines as established by ORS 471.178 and the Ordinances of the City of
Keizer. This recommendation shall then be forwarded to the Oregon Liquor
Control Commission.



City CouncilMeetingof______________________

AgendaItem No.________________________

To: MayorandCity Council

Thru: Chris Eppley,City Manager

From: Marc Adams,Chiefof Police
RitaPowers,Police SupportSupervisor

Subject: LiquorLicenseApplicationfor theBuffaloPit,
(formerlyknownasBray’sFamily Restaurant)

Issue

ShalltheCity Council approvetheliquor licenseapplicationof
Buffalo Pit, 5024RiverRd. N., Keizer, Oregon?

Background

TheKeizerPoliceDepartmentrespondedto 14 callsfor serviceattheaddressof5024
RiverRd. N. Keizer, ORfromJune1, 2001 throughMay 31, 2002. This addresswas
formerlyknownasBraysFamilyRestaurant.

5 ofthe14 calls for servicewerein conflictwith theordinance.2 pertainedto noise
levels,3 involved intoxicatedsubjects.

Theapplicants,Paul,Judy andMisti Wittenberg,andRobertBrownhaveno criminal
historyon record.
Thus, thebackgroundreviewdid not revealanyhistoryoreventsthatwouldbe in direct
conflictwith theCity of KeizerCity Ordinance95-318.

Recommendation
TheKeizer PoliceDepartmentrecommendsapprovaloftheliquor licensefbr
BuffaloPit, 5024 RiverRd. N.Keizer, Oregon.



______ NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

NEW LIQUOR LICENSE APPLICATION
BUFFALO PIT

NOTICE is hereby given that the City Council of the City of Keizer will
hold a public hearing to consider a new liquor license application for Buffalo Pit,
located at 5024 River Road N, Keizer, Oregon. This application is for an Limited
On-Premises Sales Liquor License.

The hearing will be held on Monday, July 1, 2002 at 7:00 ø.m. at the
Robert L. Simon Council Chambers, Keizer City Hall, 930 Chemawa Road NE,
Keizer, Oregon.

Anyone wishing to make comment on this matter may provide testimony
at the hearing or submit written response to the City Recorder no later than
5:00 rim, on July 1. 2002. Responses may be mailed to Tracy L. Davis CMC,
City Recorder, P.O. Box 21000, Keizer, Oregon 97307.

The location of the hearing is accessible to the disabled. Please contact
the City Recorder at (503) 390-3700, extension 108 at least 48 hours prior to the
hearing if you will need any special accommodations to attend or participate in
the hearing.

If you have any questions, please contact the City Recorder at 390-3700,
extension 108

Dated this
17

th day of June, 2002.

Tracy L. Davis, CMC
City Recorder

publish June21 and June 28, 2002 editions ofKeizethmes



~144
oREGON LIQUOR CONTROL COMMISSION •

LIQUOR LICENSE APPLICATION

~oolication is bein~ made for: FOR CITY AND COUNTY USE ONLY
The city council or county commission:

LICENSE TYPES ACTIONS ___________________________
U Full On-Premises Sales ($402.60/yr) U Change Ownership (name of dty or county)

~Commercial Establishment )~ New Outlet recommends that this license be:U Caterer U Greater Privilege
O Passenger Carrier U Additional Privilege Granted U Denied U
0 Other Public Location 0 Other By __________________________________
o Private Club (signature) (date)

~Limited On-Premises Sales ($202.6OIyr) Name:_________________________________
3 bff-Premises Sales ($100/yr)
U Brewery Public House ($252.60) Title:_______________________________
O Winery ($250/yr) ____________________________________

U Other:_____________________ oLcc ~

Aoolving as: Application Rec’d __________________

U Individuals 0 Limited ~ Corporation 0 Limited Liability Date:_____________
Partnership Company

go-day authority: 0 Yes ,~No

Please Print or Type

1.Applicant(a): [See SECTION 1 of the Guide]

~_...Briffa1o Pie, Tnr~ __________________________________

2. Trade Name (dba):

3. Business Locatton: 5p~(piy~r ed ~tz~r rdarion OR 97~n~
(number, Street, rUrai route) (city) (county) (Slate) (ZiP code)

4. Business Mail)ngAddress: si 7P di ~ Tm ~i Y~i ~r ~

(P0 box, number, street, rural route) (city) (state) (ZIP codel

5.BusinessNumbers:_~.Q3.) ~9O—ig(F (cp5) ~gp_p7p3
(phone) R E1~E I V E D

6. Is the business at this location currently licensed by OLCC? DYes ~No 0REG0NuOUORCONTROLCOMMISON

7. If yes to whom: Type of License: ~ o ~2002
8. Former Business Name:_____________________________________________________________________________

9. Wilt you have a manager? ~Yes UNo Name: Sob 2rocen SALEM REGIONAL OFFICE
(manager must flit Satan indix~duaih~otorytorm)

10. What is the local governing body where your business is located? ~ r
)nd)ne ofo

9
y or county)

11.Contact person forthis application: ~x~1 u:~’-~~-g ( ~.13)3Qfl I
(name) (phone number(s)

5123 7i30.J.r0 Co :t .~c.r (Or:. ~202 ~coodtOa-Oud.O-~3co0.0-t4adQ.la-t-.-laet
(address) (lax n mber (e-mail address)

I understand that if my answers are not true and complete, the OLCC may deny my license application.

Appji~ant(s)Signature(s) and Date:

_________________Date~5~O2- ~ Date____
__________________________ Date________ )~________________________ Date______

9079 SE McLoughlin Blvd. Portland, OR 97222-7355 P0 Box 22297 Milwaukie, OR 97269-2297 (rev. 11/01)
~5O3)872-5070 www oicc.stote.or.us



OREGON LIQUOR CONTROL COMMISSION

BUSINESSINFORMATION
Please Print or Type

ApplicantName: Buffalo 91�, Inc. Phone: (503)390—1936

Trade Name(dba):

Business Location Address: 5024 River Rd N

City: ~ei~r ZIPCode: q71n~

Business Hours: Outdoor Area Hours:
Sunday ii~ to R.flflpm Sunday 11~ to R-flfl’~m
Monday ii ~ to

5
:00pm Monday i i to a- nn~~

Tuesday 1 1 p~ to p. nnpm Tuesday 1 1 am to ~ OOpm
Wednesday 11 ant to 5: 00’sm Wednesday ~ to ~• OOpm

Thursday liant to 8:0O~m Thursday 11zi~t to 3:00pm
Friday ~ to 3: OO~m Friday ~ to 3: OOsm
Saturday ~ to 3 p ~ptti saturday ~ to 3:0 Opts

Seasonal Variations: ~ Yes D No If yes, explain:_______________________________________

~ Check all that apply: ~

Live Music 0 Karaoke
Sunday ________ to ________Recorded Music 0 Coin-operated Games Monday _________ to _________

0 DJ Music Ilk Video Lottery Machines Tuesday ________ to ________Wednesday ________ to ________

0 Dancing 0 Social Gaming Thursday ________ to ________

Friday ________ to ________

0 Nude Entertainers 0 Pool Tables Saturday ________ to ________

0 ____________

Io1~_1iil~(c1.~.iIl~j
OLCC USE ONLYRestaurant: an Outdoon 3n

Investigator Verified Seatiog:(’t) _(Nl
Lounge: ~ Other (explain): lrrvesugator Initials:_________________________

Banquet: n Totat Seating: 9n Oate:___________________________

I understand if my answers are not true and complete, the OLCC may deny my license application.

Applicant ~ — Date: ~- 3 -

7,

9079 SE McLoughuin Blvd. Ponland, OR 97222-7355 P0 Box 22297 Milwaukie, OR 97269-2297
(5031 872-5070 ~wwnIcn.stnte.or.ijs (rev. 11/01)
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To: Mayor Christopher and City Council

From: Maria Meier, Planning Director

Through: Chris Eppley, City Manager

Date: June 26, 2002

Re: Potential Design Standards for Development in Keizer Station Plan:
Text Amendment/Comprehensive Plan Amendment/Zone Change
Case No. 01-50; Amendment to Chemawa Activity Center Plan —

Proposed Keizer Station Plan

On June 3, 2002, the Keizer City Council continued the public hearing for Text
Amendment/Comprehensive Plan Amendment/Zone Change Case No. 01-50;
Amendment to Chemawa Activity Center Plan — Proposed Keizer Station Plan
until July 1 2002. Additional testimony may be received and continued to a date
certain or the Council may close the record.

Staff has compiled some potential design standards that the City Council may
choose to add to the draft Keizer Station Master Plan Review Section of the
Code (Attachment C Revised). In addition, the City Council may elect to add
standards relating to setbacks and landscaping within the EG zone.

Attached is a copy of an existing section of the Keizer Development Code,
Section 2.315, Development Standards. Also, attached are copies of two
proposed new sections for the Keizer Development Code including Section 2.119
General Employment (EG) Zone and Section 3.113 Keizer Station Master Plan

-~______ Review. These sections had previously been submitted to the record in the
Keizer staff recommendation. No changes are made to the Development
Standards from originally submitted to the record. Additional design standards
have been prepared for Council consideration and written into the EG Zone and
Keizer Station Master Plan Review sections — added language different from
the original recommendation is underlined and in bold print.

Staff recommends the City Council review the potential design standards within
the recommended new sections for the Keizer Development Code.



ATTACHMENT A

IM lie] ~ -fl ~ ~~I ~ ~‘it~~1(~~!)

2119.01 Purpose
The General Employment (EG) zone is located in an area of the City reserved for a mix of
commercial and industrial development. The zone promotes a mix of atowed uses, the allowed
intensity of development and the development standards The zone allows a wide range of
employment opportunities The regulations promote areas which consist of uses and
developments, which will support the economic viability of the specific zoning district and of the
City. The regulations protectthe health safety and welfare of the public address area character,
and address environmental concerns. The intent is to promote viable and attractive
industrial/commercial areas. In addition, the regulations provide certainty to property owners,
developers, and neighbors about the limits of what is allowed. The General Employment zone is
suitable for the Special Planning District (SPD) Plan designation.

2.119,02 Other Zoning Regulations
The regulations in this section state the allowed uses and development standards for the EG
zone. Specific uses or development types may be subject to other applicable regulations in this
Ordinance.

2.119.03 Commercial and Industrial Use Limitations
The EG zone is designed to promote a mixed development pattern with industrial and commercial
uses to serve as an employment center within the City. This area is a subset of Area A ofthe
Special Planning District (SPD) Comprehensive Plan designation. The EG zone is specifically
designed for the property identified as the Village Center in the Keizer Station Plan, physically
bound by Tepper Lane to the north, Interstate 5 to the east, Burlington railroad tracks to the west,
and Chemawa Road to the south. Uses in the gross acreage described shall be developed as a
maximum seventy-five percent (75%) commercial and a minimum twenty-five percent (25%)
industrial park Uses shall be established in conformance with this Section and all other
applicable regulations within the Keizer Development Code.

2,119.04 Permitted Industrial Park Uses
Industrial Development. The following uses. when developed under the applicable development
standards in the Zoning Ordinance, are permitted in the EG zone on a minimum 25% gross
acreage of the Village Center:

A. Manufacturing;

1. Grain mill products. (204)

2. Bakery products. (205)

3. Beverages (208)

4. Miscellaneous food preparations and kindred products. (209)

City Council — July 1, 2002
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ATTACHMENT A
5. The manufacture of meat products (201) but excluding both meat packing plant (2011)

and any on site abattoirs and slaughtering, rendering of fats processing of hides and
maintenance of live animals or fowl. (Poultry slaughtering and processing (2015))

6. Textile mill products (22)

7. Apparel and other finished products made from fabrics and similar products. (23)

6. Wood kitchen cabinets (2434)

9. Nailed and lock corner wood boxes and shook. (2441)

10. Wood products, not elsewhere classified. (2499)

11. Furniture and fixtures. (25)

12. Paperboard containers and boxes. (265)

13. Printing, publishing, and allied industries. (27)

14. Drugs (283)

15. Soaps detergents, and cleaning preparations, perfumes, cosmetics, and other toilet
preparations (284)

16. Miscellaneous plastic products. (308)

17. Leather and leather products (31) BUT EXCLUDING leather tanning and finishing. (311)

18. Glass products, made of purchased glass. (323)

19. Pottery and related products. (326)

20. Metal cans and shipping containers. (341)

21. Cutlery, hand tools, and general hardware. (342)

22. Heating equipment, except electric and warm air, and plumbing fixtures, (343)

23. Fabricated structural metal products. (344)

24. Screw machine products, and bolts, nuts, screws, rivets, and washers (345)

25. Metal forgings and stampings. (346)

26. Metalworking machinery and equipment (354) ~

27. Special industry machinery, escept metalworking machinery. (355)

28. Pumps and pumping equipment (3561)

City Council — July 1, 2002 2
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ATTACHMENT A
29. Office, computing, and accounting machines. (Computer and Office Equipment (357),

Calculating and Accounting Machines, Except Electronic Computers (3578), Office
Machines, Not Elsewhere Classified (3579))

30. Electrical and electronic machinery, equipment, and supplies. (Electronic and other
electrical equipment and components, except computer equipment (36))

31. Transportation Equipment. (37)

32. Measuring, analyzing, and controlling instruments; photographic, medical, and optical
goods; watches and clocks. (38)

33. Miscellaneous manufacturing industries. (39)

0. Transportation, communications, electric, gas, and sanitary services;

1 Motorfreight transportation and warehousing. (42)

2. Communication. (48)

3. Public Utility Structures and Buildings. (Electric, Gas, and Sanitary Services (49))

C. Wholesale trade-nondurable goods (51) BUT EXCLUDING poultry and poultry products
(5144), livestock (5154), farm-product raw materials, not elsewhere classified (5159),
chemicals and allied products (516), tobacco and tobacco products (5194), and nondurable
goods not elsewhere classified. (5199)

D Wholesale trade-durable goods (50) BUT EXCLUDING automobiles and other motor
vehicles (5012), lumber and other construction materials (503), coal and other minerals and
ores (5052), construction and mining machinery and equipment (5082) and scrap and waste
materials (5093)

E. The uses listed in above sectIons 2 through 4, excludIng 2c shall:

1. Be within an enclosed building; and

2. Permit retail sales of products manufactured on the site.

F. Services

1. Computer and data processing services. (737)

2 Research and development laboratories.

3 Management, consulting, and public relations services. (Management and Public
Relations Services (874) .

City Council — July 1, 2002 3
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ATTACHMENT A
4. Noncommercial educational, scientific, and research organizations.

2119.05 Special Permitted Industrial Park Uses
A. The following uses, when developed under the applicable development standards, are

permitted in the EG zone with the ability to occupy up to a maximum of 10% of the area
identified for industrial use within the EG zone.

1. Public administration;

a. Fire protection. (9224)

b. Medical Centers.

2. Office Uses:

a. Any use allowed in Section 2 108, Commercial Office excluding those residential
uses listed in Section 2.108.02A, B, C, PP. and RR and parking lots U.

b. Finance, Insurance, and Real Estate~

1) Commercial and Stock Savings Banks. (602)

2) Mutual Savings Bank.

3) Savings and Loan Associations (603)

4) Personal Credit Institutions. (614)

B. Accessory structures and uses prescribed in Section 2.203.

2.11906 PermittedCommercial Uses

Commercial Development. The following uses, when developed under the applicable
development standards in the Zoning Ordinance. are permitted in the EG zone on a maximum
75% gross acreage of the Village Center

A. One or more buildings with one or more dwelling units orguest rooms, and/or, one ormore other uses allowed in this section on a lot.

B. Residential homes and facilities.

C. Child day care service, including family day care provider. (8351)

D. Public parks, playgrounds, community clubs including swimming, tennis and similar
recreational facilities, and other public and semi-public uses.

E. Landscape counseling and planning (0781).

F. Offices for any use listed in SIC Division C - Construction.

City Council — July 1, 2002 4
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ATTACHMENT A
G. Commercial printing (275).

H. Transportation, Communication and Utilities.

1. Public utility structures and buildings.

2. Post office (43).

3. Travel agency (4722).

4. Communications (48).

Retail Trade.

1. Building materials, hardware, retail nurseries, and garden Supply (52), BUT
EXCLUDING mobile home dealers (527).

2. General merchandise stores (53).

3. Food stores (54).

4. Apparel and accessory stores (56).

5. Home furniture, furnishings, and equipment stores (57).

6. Eating and drinking places (58).

7. Miscellaneous retail (59), BUT EXCLUDING fuel and ice dealers (598).

8. Electrical and lighting shops and office machines and equipment stores.

J. Business, Professional and Social Services.

1. Finance, insurance and real estate (60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 67).

2. Hotels, motels and tourist courts (701).

3. Organization hotels and lodging houses on membership basis (704).

4. Personal services (72) BUT EXCLUDING industrial launderers (7218).

5. Business services (73) BUT EXCLUDING disinfecting and exterminating services
(7342).

6 Parking lots in accordance with Section 2.30304 of this Ordinance. (7521)

7 Miscellaneous repair services (76).

8. Motion pictures 78), BUT EXCLUDING drive-ins (7838).

City Council— July 1, 2002 5
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ATTACHMENT A
9. Amusement and recreation (79), BUT EXCLUDING golfcourses (7992) and

amusement parks (7996).

10. Health services (80), BUT EXCLUDING hospitals (806).

11. Legal services (81).

12. Elementary and secondary schools (8211).

13. Correspondence schools and vocational schools (824).

14. Schools and educational services not elsewhere classified (829).

15. Social services (83).

16 Museums, art galleries, botanical and zoological gardens (84).

17 Membership organizations (86).

18. Miscellaneous services (89).

K. Public Administration (91 - 97).

2.119.07 Special Permitted Commercial Uses
The following uses, when developed under the applicable development standards in the
Ordinance and special development requirements, are permitted inthe EG zone:

A. Any commercial use, as identified in Sections 2.11906 I. and 2.11907 C(4) below,
structures that exceed 60,000 square feet in floor area in accordance with Section
2.119.08 A below.

B. Accessory structures and uses prescribed in Section 2.203.

C. The following special uses subject to the applicable standards in Section 2.4 and shsll be
considered commercial uses in the EG zone.

1. House of Worship (Section 2.423).

2. Veterinary services (074) (Section 2.4 14).

3. Funeral service and crematories (726) (Section 2.415).

4. Used Merchandise Store (Section 2.417).

5. Service stations (554) (Section 2.419) except as provided in Section 2119.07 below.

6. Automobile services (75) (Section 2.420) BUT EXCLUDING automotive rental and
leasing, without drivers (751), automotive repair shops (753), automotive repair (754)

7 Commuter Rail Station

City Council — July 1, 2002 6
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2.11908 Use Restrictions
A In the EG zone, a maximum number of three (3) commercial use structures as

permitted in 2119.07 A, may be allowed a maximum of 120,000 square feet ground
floor area each or a maximum total of 350,000 square feet ground floor area for all
three buildings.

B. The following uses are prohibited to be established in the EG zone:

1. Farm Use.

2. The rendering, processing, or cleaning of animals, fish, seafood’s, fowl, poultry, fruits,
vegetables, or dairy products for wholesale use.

3. Vehicle sales and secondary repair.

4. General Storage, including boat and RV storage.

5. Recreational vehicle parks (7033).

6. Automotive Dealers (55), except as provided in Section 2.1 19.06 above.

7. Automotive rental and leasing, without drivers (751).

8. Automotive repair shops (753).

9. Automotive services, except repair (754).

2.119.08 Development Standards

A. Purpose. The Keizer Station Plan requires the development of Master Plans for each ofthe
five sub-areas. This process provides the City Council with an opportunity to review
development proposals in conformance with the Keizer Development Code and the adopted
Keizer Station Plan. Master Plans for each sub-area are required to meet the criteria
identified in Section 3.113 of the Code.

B. Master Plan Required A master plan must be reviewed and approved by the City Council
prior to subdivision platting. The Master Plan shall be reviewed through a Type Il-B review
process in accordance with this Section. It is recognized that the applicant of the master plan
for the area may not own or control all the land within the master plan boundary. At least
50% of the gross acres within the EG zone must be owned by the same person prior to
application for master plan approval. The master plan shall still cover the entire EG zone.
For those portions not owned or controlled by the applicant, the Master Plan shall focus on a
cohesive interconnected system of planned public facilities and shall set general guidelines to
be used throughout the Master Plan area. Subdivision approval shall be based upon the
zone and Section 3.108 as applicable.

1. The Master Plan will be developed arid considered in accordance with the requirements
of the Activity Center Overlay provisions (Section 2.125 of the Keizer Development
Code>. Once a Master Plan is adopted. the proposed development of each use shall be

City Council — July 1, 2002 7
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ATTAChMENT A
reviewed through Development Review as required in Section 2.315 of the Keizer
Development Code In the case of conflicts between the Keizer Station Plan and the
Keizer Development Code, the Keizer Station Plan standards will apply.

2. The Master Plan shall include a detailed transportation system design plan for the EG
zone The location of transit facilities shall conform to Section 2.305 of the Code.

2.11909 Dimensiona’ Standards

A. Purpose The lot size standards promote new lots with sizes and shapes that are practical to
assemble and develop. The standards are intended to prevent the creation of small lots.
which are difficult to develop or to aggregate with other lots The standards also discourage
narrow lots, which increase demand for curb cuts. The EG zone is specifically designed for
the property described as follows: physically bound by lepper Lane to the north, Interstate 5
to the east, Burlington railroad tracks to the west, and Chemawa Road to the south. Uses in
the gross acreage described shall be developed as a maximum seventy-five percent (75%)
commercial and a minimum twenty-five percent (25%) industrial park. Uses shall be
established in conformance with this Section and all other applicable regulations within the
Keizer Development Code. Therefore, the division of such ground shall be approved to the
standards in subsection 2.119.09.B below.

B. Minimum Lot Dimension Requirements.

1. Within the acreage identified for commercial uses, at least eightypercent (80%) of the
lots must meet Standard A stated in the table within this subsection and the remainder
lots must meet Standard B.

2. Within the acreage identified for industrial uses, at least eighty percent (80%) of the lots
must meet Standard C stated in the table within this subsection and the remainder of the
lots must meet Standard D.

3. Exempt Lots. Lots or tracts created for the purposes of providing a right-of-way or
dedicated open space are exempt from the lot size and shape standards of this section.

Development Lot Minimum Lot Average Width Average
Type Standard Area Depth

Standard A 20.000 sq. ft. 100 ft. 100 ft.
Commercial Standard B 10,000 sq. ft. 75 ft. 75 ft.

Standard C 4 acres 350 ft. 350 ft.
Industrial Park Standard D 1 acre 150 ft. 150 ft.

2.119.10 Development Standards

A. Setback from Residential Areas. Where the EG zone abuts a residential distnct, except
another Industrial type zone, directly or across an alley or railroad tract, there shall be a
minimum required yard of forty (40) feet in depth adiacent to the lot line separating the EG
zone from the abutting district The 404oot mguired yard shall not be varied and shall be
landscaped .n accordance with Section 2.309 [Alternative additional language: The 40
foot required buffer shall not be included in the minimum percentage for landscaping
on a lot.]

City Council — July 1, 2002 8
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ATTACI-IMENT A

B. Height, Setback, Coverage, end Landscaping Requirements

Building Standards Building Setbacks Minimum
Landscaping

Development Maximum Maximum Maximum Street-side Side/Rear Adjacent to Percentage
Type Height Building Lot Not Adjacent Residential of Lot Area

Size Coverage to zone
ResidentialMm Max zone

Commercial 5~
1~

t 6~000 85% loft. 20ft. None 40 ft. 15%

(2>

80 ft. None 80% 25 It. None None 40ft. plus 20%
Industrial (1) (3) 2 ft. for (5)

Park each foot of
bldg. height
over 50 ft.

(1) Height Exceptions. Exceptions to the maximum height standard are stated below.

a. Projections allowed. Chimneys, flag poles, satellite receiving dishes, and other items
similar with a width, depth, or diameter of 5 feet or less may rise 10 feet above the
height limit, or 5 feet above the highest point of the roof, whichever is greater. If they
are greater than 5 feet in width, depth, or diameter, they are subject to the height
limit.

b. Rooftop mechanical equipment. All rooftop mechanical equipment must be set back
at least 15 feet from all roof edges that are parallel to street lot lines. Elevator
mechanical equipment may extend up to 16 feet above the height limit Other rooftop
mechanical equipment which cumulatively covers no more than 10 percent of the roof
area may extend 10 feet above the height limit.

c. Radio and television antennas, utility power poles, and public safety facilities are
exempt from the height limit.

(2) Structures that exceed 60,000 sq ft. must comply with Sections 2.1 19.06.Aand

2.119 07,A.

(3) Maximum lotcoverage allowed for buildings, accessory structures and paved parking,

(4) Alternative maximum setback option for large commercial uses.

a. Purpose. The intent of these regulations is to allow deeper street setbacks for very
large retail stores locating along transit street or street in a pedestrian district in
exchange for a pedestrian and transit-friendly main street type of development.
These large commercial sites con still be transit-supportive and pedestrian-friendly by
placing smaller commercial buildings close to the street and by creating an internal
circulation system that s similar to streets to separate the parking area rito blocks.

City Council — July 1, 2002 9
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ATTACI-IMENT A
The intent is to encourage development that will, overtime, form a pedestrian-friendly
main street along the perimeter of the parking blocks.

b. Regulation. Commercial buildings that exceed 60,000 square feet of floor area are
exempt from the maximum setback requirements identified in Section 2,119.10.B. if
all of the following are met:

(i) Other buildings on the site have ground level walls within the maximum setback
for at least 25 percent of the frontage on a transit street or street in a pedestrian
district. For sites with frontage on more than one transit street or in a pedestrian
district, the following regulations below apply. These buildings must be
constructed before or at the same time as the large commercial use;

(a) Frontage on more than one transit street. Where the site is adjacent to more
than one transit street, the following standards apply:

(b) If two or more of the transit Streets intersect, at least 50% of the length ofthe
ground level street facing façade of the building must be within the maximum
setback along two of the intersecting transit streets, but does not need to be
met along others; the applicant may choose which intersection; and

(c) If none of the transit streets intersect, at least 50% of the length of the ground
level street facing façade of the building must bewithin the maximum
setback: the applicant may choosewhich street.

(it) Connections between sites. The system must connect the buildings on the site
to all adjacent properties.

[Alternative (4) At least 50 percent of the length of the ground level street facing
facade of a building must be within the maximum setback. I

Alteration to Existing Building in Conformance with Maximum

Setback Standard

I isa~G

•o.~,.4-i~_.~Ist,’~c-F~c.,. . .-. . --
- -

— _________“\

— ,,- I

———

y~•g~ arREEn
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ATTACHMENT A

(5) Landscaping. Landscaping shall meet all applicable standards identified in Section 2.309
of the Code.

D. Design Standards. All development in the EG zone shall Comply with applicable standards in
Section 2.315 of the Code, in addition to the standards below:

Exterior Display, Storage, and Work Activities.

a. Exterior display and storage is allowed. Exterior display and storage shall not be
located within required setbacks nor required landscaped areas. Exterior display and

exterior storage areas shall not be located within 100 feet of any property line within
60 feet of a residential zone.

b. Exterior work activities are allowed in the areas identified for industrial development.
Exterior work activities shall not be located within required setbacks nor required
landscaped areas. Such exterior work activities shall not be located within 100 feet
of any property line within 60 feet of a residential zone.

2. All development must comply with the applicable standards identified in the Code
including, but not limited to, the following:

Section 2.125 Activity Overlay Zone
Section 2.3 General Development Standards
Section 2.301 General Provisions
Section 2.302 Street Standards
Section 2.303 Off-Street Parking and Loading
Section 2.305 Transit Facilities
Section 2.306 Storm Drainage
Section 2.307 Utility Lines and Facilities
Section 2.308 Signs
Section 2.309 Site and Landscaping Design
Section 2.310 Development Standards for Land Divisions ‘

Section 2.312 Yard and Lots Standards
Section 2.315 Development Standards
Section 2.4 Special Uses

City Council — July 1, 2002 11
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3.113.O1 Area of Application
The Keizer Station Plan requires the development of Master Plans for each of the five
sub-areas. This process provides the City Council with an opportunity to review

development proposals in conformance with the Keizer Development Code and the
adopted Keizer Station Plan. Each Master Plan shall be reviewed through a Type II-

B review process.

3.113.02 Review Procedures
Type Il-B actions follow the procedures found in Section 3.204.02. Staff has an

advisory role. The Zoning Administrator shall make a recommendation to the City
Council for public hearing and decision bypassing the Hearings Officer. Public notice

and a public hearing are provided. Section 3.202 lists the notice requirements.
Section 3.206 sets forth the hearings process.

3.113.03 Submittal Requirements
A. Village Center.

1. Engineering and architectural site plans showing all structures in
relation to projected final topography of the project, all proposed

connections to existing or proposed roads, utilities, open space and
parking areas, depicting the number and types of spaces.

2. Landscape plans showing the common and botanical name of plant

species, the number and size of plantings and demonstrating the
location and type of irrigation.

3. Plans, elevations, typical cross-sections and typical wall sections of all
building areas.

4. Elevations of the buildings to determine the specific configuration and

relationship of design elements of the building exterior, which describe
the aesthetic and technical aspects of the building exterior, including

materials.

Keizer City Council — July 1 2002
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5. Plants, elevations, typical cross sections of the interior space layout of
the building areas, entrance canopies, interior public courts, specialty

areas, and service area layouts.

6. Proposed layouts for exterior signage and graphics.

7. Preliminary outline specifications describing exterior construction

materials and methods, including indications of colors, finishes, and

patterns.

8. An outline of amenities, including, but not limited to, public art, furniture,
handrails, seating areas and food areas, if any.

9. A description of servicing requirements, trash compactors and related

areas, loading docks, etc.

10. Calculation of gross building, parking and open space.

11. Detailed cost estimate pertaining to the construction of the
improvements as presented in the Design Development Drawings, for
review and comment only.

12. For any project for which the projected daily average daily traffic will

exceed 250 vehicle trips per day, in accordance with the Institute of
Traffic Generation Manual, a traffic impact analysis will be required and

a written explanation how negative impacts will be mitigated.

B. Retail Service Center.

1. Location of land uses, open spaces, and pedestrian and vehicular
circulation and a written explanation showing how these features
achieve the purpose of the activity center design plan.

2. For any project for which the projected daily average daily traffic will

exceed 250 vehicle trips per day, in accordance with the Institute of
Traffic Generation Manual, a traffic impact analysis will be required and

a written explanation how negative impacts will be mitigated.

Keizer City Council — July 1, 2002
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C. Keizer Station Center.

1. Location of land uses, open spaces, and pedestrian and vehicular

circulation and a written explanation showing how these features
achieve the purpose of the activity center design plan.

2. For any project for which the projected daily average daily traffic will

exceed 250 vehicle trips per day, in accordance with the Institute of

Traffic Generation Manual, a traffic impact analysis will be required and

a written explanation how negative impacts will be mitigated.

D. Commerce Center.

1. Location of land uses, open spaces, and pedestrian and vehicular
circulation and a written explanation showing how these features

achieve the purpose of the activity center design plan.

2. For any project for which the projected daily average daily traffic will
exceed 250 vehicle trips per day, in accordance with the Institute of

Traffic Generation Manual, a traffic impact analysis will be required and
a written explanation how negative impacts will be mitigated.

3.113.04 Review Criteria
Approval of a Master Plan for a subarea of the Keizer Station Plan shall require
compliance with the following:

A. The master plan shall meet the purpose and objectives identified in the Keizer

Station Design Plan.

B. The master plan shall meet the following standards as identified in the Keizer
Station Plan

1. Design standards

2. Transportation system standards

3. Utility standards

4. Parking standards
Keizer City Council — July 1, 2002
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5. Landscape standards

C. Development Strategies

1. Pedestrian Access, Safety and Comfort

a. If in the EG zone, the building(s) shall have at least one primary
entrance facing every abutting street, or is /are directly accessed
by a sidewalk or plaza within 20 feet of the primary entrance.

b. Building entrances in the EG zone open directly to the outside;
every building has at least one entrance that does not require
passage through a parking lot or garage to gain access; corner
buildings have corner entrances whenever possible.

c. Parking and vehicle drives are located away from building
entrances, and not between a building entrance and the street,
except as may be allowed when a direct pedestrian connection is
provided from the sidewalk to the building entrance.

d. Surface parking is oriented behind or to the side of a building
when possible; parking shall be accessed from an alley when
possible; and parking shall not be located on street corners if in
the EG zone.

e. For driveways that service uses that require more than 100
parking spaces, such driveway intersections with Radiant Drive
shall not have any parking within twenty-five feet of the driveway
intersection. This area shall be landscaped in accordance with
Section 2.309 of the Keizer Development Code.

2. Vehicular Movement

a. Encourage a traffic design to loop or turn around at the north end
of Radiant Drive to encourage traffic to return south to
interchange access rather than through Tepper Lane.

3. Crime Prevention and Security

Crime prevention shall be considered in the site design through
application of all of the following guidelines:

Keizer City Council — July 1 2002
Potentia’ Additional Design Standards (changes in bold and underlined) 4



(ATTACHMENT C)

a. Territoriality — All proposed building entrances, parking areas,
pathways and other elements are defined with appropriate
features that express ownership. (Generally, people protect and
maintain territory that they feel is their own and have a certain
respect for the territory of others.) For example, landscaping,
fences, pavement treatments, art and signs are some physical
ways to express ownership through design. Such featuresshould
not conflict with the need for natural surveillance, as described in
b.; and

b. Natural Surveillance — The proposed site layout, building and
landscape design promote natural surveillance. Physical features
and activities should be oriented and designed in ways that
maximize the ability to see throughout the site. For example,
window placement, the use of front porches or stoops, use of low
or see-through walls, and appropriate use of landscaping and
lighting can promote natural surveillance. Sight-obscuring shrubs
and walls should be avoided, except as necessary for buffering
between commercial uses and lower density residential districts,
and then shall be minimized; and

c. Activity Support — The proposed site layout and building design
encourage legitimate activity in public spaces. For example,
locating outdoor seating in areas that are visible from inside a
restaurant helps to discourage crime and supports the activity of
dining; and

d. Access Control — By properlysiting and designing entrances and
exits (i.e., in clear view from the store), and through the
appropriate use of lighting, signs and/or other features, the
proposed plan controls access in ways that discourage crime;
and/or

e. The proposal contains an equally good or superior way to achieve
the above criterion and guidelines.

4. Reduced Parking

Reduce or waive minimum off-street parking standards. The
applicant may request a reduction to or waiver of parking standards
based on a parking impact study. The study allows the applicant to
propose a reduced parking standard based on estimated peak use,
reductions due to easy pedestrian accessibility; availability of transit
service, and likelihood of car pool use: and adjacent on-street
parking. The parking study is subject to review and approval or
modification by the City.

Keizer City Council — July 1 2002
Potential Additional Design Standards (changes in bold and underlined) 5
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5. Creating and Protecting Public Spaces

a. The development provides at least 20 square feet of public space,
in addition to required sidewalk(s), for every 10 off-street surface
parking spaces or 1,000 square feet of floor space, whichever is
greater.

b. Public space may be a landscaped open space or plaza with
pedestrian amenities, as approved by the City Council.

6. Human Scaled Building Design
Building facades are designed to a human-scale, for aesthetic appeal,
pedestrian comfort, and design character of a development

a. Height to width ratios of 1:2 and 1:3 shall be developed for
structures built within 20 feet along Radiant Drive.

1:2(~O

Human scale height.
~. (o-o’idth satinS fall

-~ -. ..~ .. 13e~ ~ be(u’een 1:3and 1:2
as measured from the

building fronts or

1:3 heifl,t-to-nidlI, ratio rreaies ahuman scale Mars Street

1~n~ ___

1:7 heiglrr-to--width ratio cr-eaten a scaleuncom for-fable (or pedestrians

(Source: Main Street Handbook).

b. The City Council may determine architectural character, continuity
of building sizes, roof forms, rhythm of window and door spaces
and the general relationship of buildings to public spaces such as
street. plazas, other open space and public parking.

c. The City Council may determine a minimum distance along
Radiant Drive that may require development to be constructed to
abut Radiant Drive to the above referenced standards.

Keizer City Council — July 1. 2002
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(ATTACHMENT C)

3.113.04 Conditions of Approval

The City may attach conditions to anydevelopment within anActivity Center to achieve
the following objectives:

A. Transit Orientation. The development shall emphasize transit usage by
residents, employees and customers. This may require:

1. Orienting building and facilities towards transit services.

2. Minimizing transit/auto conflicts.

3. Encouraging transit supportive uses.

4. Minimizing walking distance to transit stops.

5. Avoiding excess parking areas.

6. Encouraging shared parking and structures or under-structure parking.

B. Pedestrian/Bicycle Circulation. The development shall facilitate
pedestrian/bicycle circulation. This may require:

1. Providing efficient, convenient, and continuous pedestrian and bicycle
transit circulation systems, linking developments with the Activity Center
facilities, and surrounding development.

2. Separating auto and truck circulation and activities from pedestrian areas.

3. Pedestrian-oriented design.

4. Pedestrian amenities.

5. Bicycle parking.

6. Outdoor lighting.

C. Coordination. Coordination of development within an Activity Center area. This
may require:

1. Continuity and/or compatibility of landscaping, circulation. access, public
facilities, and other improvements.

2. Siting and orientation of land uses.

Keizer City Council — July 1. 2002
Potential Additional Design Standards (changes in bold and underlined) 7
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2.31 5.01 Purpose

The Development Standards are intended to implement the Keizer Comprehensive
Plan and the purpose of each zoning district. They do this by promoting functional,
safe, and attractive developments that maximize compatibility with surrounding uses
and commercial corridors, and that are compatible with and enhance the
transportation system. Development Standards mitigate potential conflicts and
problems, and maximize harmonious relationships. Alternatives to the Design
Standards on a case-by-case basis may be reviewed and approved as a land use
action. In such cases, the purpose ofthis ordinance shall be met through factual
findings and conclusions about the proposed design, and attachment of specific
conditions if necessary, by the review body. Application of Development Standards
does not evaluate the proposed use, nor the specific architectural style or design.
Rather, the Development Standards focus on the structural elements of texture,
color, and materials, and on the site elements of building placement. (5/98)

2.315.02 Application of the Development Standards

Development Standards are applied in one of three ways: (5/98)

A. The Development Standards embodied in this ordinance are administratively
reviewed at the time of a building permit. Compliance to the standards is a
condition of building permit approval. These standards are intended to be
objective and to serve as a guide to designers of developments. (5/98)

B. The Development Standards embodied in this ordinance are to be perpetually
maintained on all properties. This particularly applies to color and facade
materials, which may possibly change without requiring a building permit.
(5/98)

C. In the event a development proposal or a change to an existing building does
not conform to the standards contained in this ordinance due to an applicant
wishing to propose alternatives, the applicant may choose to apply for
approval of a Development Review application, which is a land use application
processed in the same manner as a conditional use. (5/98)

2.315.03 Relationship to Other Regulations

The Development Review process does not supersede or is not superseded by other
regulations. Approval of an application for Development Review does not relieve the
applicant of responsibility for compliance with other applicable codes, ordinances.
statues, or regulations. (5/98)

Planning Commission Recommendation to Citj’ Council 1
Marc/i 20, 2002
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2.315.04 Review Procedures

A. No building permit will be issued for a use requiring Development Review until
the application for Development Review is approved. (5/98)

B. In instances where conformance to the standards is outside of the scope of a
building permit, such as repainting a building, the owner shall be responsible
for conformance with these standards. (5/98)

C. When an applicant wishes to proposed an alternative to the Development
Standards, they may apply for a Development Review. A Development
Review application shall comply with the procedures for a Conditional Use
Permit in Section 3.103, with the initial decision rendered by the Planning
Commission (Section 3.1 03.06.C.). (5/98)

2.31505 Applicability
Conformance with the Development Standards is required in these instances, except
where modified in the specific standard: (5/98)

A. The following buildings and uses are subject to these standards: (5/98)

1. Any commercial or office use

2. Any industrial use

3. Any public buildings designed for regular human occupancy, other than
schools. (5/98)

4. Any residential development involving four or more attached dwelling
units or apartments

B. The Standards shall specifically apply only in the following circumstances:
(5/98)

1. Construction of new buildings

2. Expansions of existing buildings by 500 square feet or more (5/98)

3. Any external remodeling of a structure that requires a building permit.
(5/98)

4. All buildings in matters relating to color or facade materials. (5/98)

2.315.06 Non-Applicability

Development Standards specifically do not apply to the following uses: (5/98)

Planning CommissionRecommendation to City Council 2
Marc/i 20, 2002
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A. Agricultural uses

B. Any residential building housing three or fewer dwelling units

C. Accessory structures of less than 500 square feet. (5/98)

D. Any interior remodeling

E. A temporary business

2.31 5.07 Non-Conforming Buildings

Any building that does not conform to the development standards for color or facade
materials on the date this ordinance is effective is considered non-conforming as
defined and regulated within the zoning ordinance. (5/98)

2.31 5.08 Development Standards

All applicable development must meet the following standards: (5/98)

A. Internal Pedestrian Circulation

1. Connection Required. The internal pedestrian circulation
system for the proposed development must connect to other
areas of the site, to other building entrances, to adjacent
streets and to nearby transit stops. (5/98)

2. Location, Design.
Walkway(s) shall be located ~ ~
so that a pedestrian can .. -——----. —

conveniently walk between
a transit street and the main —

entrance to a building(s). A
raised walkway or a . .
walkway that is separated . .~ ,,\.,
from the auto travel lane and Figure 1 — Pedestrian Access
parking by a raised curb or Standards
other physical barrier, other
than where it crosses a driveway, shall be provided. If a raised
path is used the ends of the raised portions must be equipped
with curb ramps. (5/98)

3. Driveway Crossings. Driveway crossings shall be minimized
and in no case exceed 30 feet in width. Where the pedestrian
system crosses driveways, parking areas and loading areas,
the system must be clearly identifiable through the use of
elevation changes, a different paving material or other sim/ar

method. (5/98)

Planning CommissionRecommendationto Cliv Council 3
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4. Lighting. Lighting shall be provided along all walkways.
Pedestrian walkways must be lighted to a level where the
system can be used at night by employees and customers.
(5/98)

5. Walkway Coverage. Walkways along building frontages shall
be covered with awnings, or building overhangs. The
minimum vertical clearance shall be 9 feet for awnings and 12
feet for building overhangs. (5/98)

6. Dimensions. Walkways shall be at least five feet in paved
unobstructed width. Stairs or ramps shall be in place where
necessary to provide a direct route between the transit street
and the building entrance. Walkways without stairs shall have
a maximum slope of 8% and a maximum cross slope of2%.
(5/98)

7. Additional Street Access. A walkway from a building entrance
to a public street shall be provided for every 300 feet of street
frontage or for every eight rows of vehicle parking, whichever is
the greater distance. (5/98)

8. Access to Adjacent Property. If it can be reasonably expected
that the proposed development has the potential of being a
significant attractor or generator of pedestrian traffic, potential
pedestrian connections between the proposed development
and existing or future development on adjacent properties
other than connections via the street system shall be identified.
(5/98)

9. The building permit or site plan review application shall
designate walkways and pedestrian connections on the
proposed site plan or findings shall be submitted
demonstrating that the walkway or connection is infeasible.
The findings will be evaluated during the building permit or site
plan review process. (5/98)

B. Building Design

Ground floor windows — In the CM, CR, EG and MU zones, all street-
facing elevations containing permitted uses as listed under Sections
2.11002 F, C, H, I, J and K shall have no less than 50 percent of the
ground floor wall area with windows, display areas or doorway
openings. (5/98)

Planning Commission Recommendation to C~ityCouncil 4
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2. Building facades - Facades that face a public street shall extend no
more than 30 feet without providing a variation in building materials, a
building off-set of at
least 2 feet, or a wall
area this is entirely ~
separated from other ‘~-~~

projection, such as a
porch or a roof over a . ,

porch. No building -

facade shall extend
for more than 300 feet .

without a pedestrian .

connection between ~
or through the . ~ ~

building. (5/98) Figure 2— Façade Standards

3. Awnings - Awnings,
canopies, or arcades shall be tent shaped and shall be provided along
building storefronts abutting a public sidewalk. Awnings and canopies
shall be constructed of canvass, vinyl, or similar standard awning
material. Awnings and canopies shall not be back lit. (5/98)

4. Materials and Texture

a. All buildings shall have wood, brick, stone, or stucco siding, or
vinyl siding made to look like wood siding. (5/98)

b. Building trim shall be wood, brick, stone, stucco, or metal. (5/98)

c. Any roofing material is allowed including metal roofs. (5/98)

d. Plain concrete block, plain concrete, corrugated metal, plywood
and sheet press board may not be used as exterior finish
materials. (5/98)

e. Foundation material may be plain concrete or plain concrete
block where the foundation material is not revealed for more than
3 feet. (5/98)

5. Color

a. Any portion of a building that is painted or stained may use as
the main color, and roof color for all portions of the roof visible
from the ground. the following colors found in the Sherwin
Williams color chip book entitled “Exterior Color Answers”

Planning ConimissionRecommendation to City Council 5
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published 9/90 (or the equivalent color from another
manufacturer) with the following numbers: 2001 - 2004: 2008 -

2011; 2015 - 2020; 2022 - 2027: 2029 - 2034: 2036 - 2097; 2099
-2104:2106-2111;2113-2118;2120-2125;2127-2131;
2134-2139; 2141 —2237; 2239-2250; 2253-2258: 2260-
2265: 2267 - 2272; 2274 -2279: 2281 - 2384; 2386 -2391; 2393
-2398: 2400-2405; 2407-2412; and 2414-2419

b. For the purpose of this ordinance, ‘main color” is the principal
color of the building which must be at least 75% of the surface of
the building excluding windows; the trim colors of all buildings
may be any color. (5/98)

c. In no case shall the main color or the trim color of any structure
be “florescent”, “day-gb”, or any similar bright color. (5/98)

6. Roof Lines - Roof lines shall establish a distinctive “top” to a building.
When flat roofs are proposed, a cornice a minimum 12 inches high
projecting a minimum 6 inches from the wall at the top of the wall or
parapet shall be provided. (5/98)

7. Roof-mounted equipment—In a CM, CR, CC, EG or MU zone, all roof-
mounted equipment, including satellite dishes and other communication
equipment, must be screened from view from adjacent public streets.
Solar heating panels are exempt from this standard. (5/98)

E. Accessory Structures

AccessoryStructures including buildings, sheds, trash receptacles, mechanical
devices, and other structures outside the main building, shall either be screened from
view by the public by a hedge or fence, or painted the same color as the main color
of the building. (5/98)

2.315.09 Determination of Conformance to Development Standards as Part of
Building Permit Review

The Zoning Administrator, or designee. during the normal course of reviewing a
building permit application shall include as part of that review determination of the
proposal’s conformance with the Development Standards. Corrections may be noted
on the plans, or required to be submitted as amended plans, to assure conformance
to the standards. Building plans shall not be approved unless there is conformance
to the standards. (5/98)

2315.10 Criteria for Development Review

The Planning Commission, or Council upon appeal, may approve the proposed
design alternatives, or approve them with conditions, if it finds the alternative design

Planning CornnzLcs,onRecomn,endalion to City Council 6
March 20, 2002
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING: July 1, 2002

AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:________

TO: MAYOR CHRISTOPHER AND COUNCIL MEMBERS

THROUGH: CHRISTOPHER C. EPPLEY, CITY MANAGER

FROM: E. SHANNONJOHNSON, CITY ATTORNEY

SUBJECT: RESOLUTIONOFINTENTREGARDINGLIBRARYSERVICES

At its last meeting, the Council directedstaffto preparea “philosophical” resolution
indicatingCouncil’s intentto moveforwardwith a 2l’~Centuryor “gap” library. It is my
understandingthattheexactamountandnatureof thefundingfor suchlibrary servicesis yet
to be finalized.

I havepreparedaresolutionfor theCouncil’s considerationandit is attachedto this staff
report.

RECOMMENDATION: ~

If theresolutionmeetsthe Council’s intent, adopttheresolution.

Pleaselet meknowif you haveanyquestions.Thankyou.

ESJ/tmh
enclosure



1 CITY COUNCIL, CITY OF KEIZER, STATE OF OREGON

2 ResolutionR2002-

3 IN THE MATTEROFRESOLUTIONOFINTENT TODEVELOP“21~
4 CENTURY” LIBRARY IN THE CITY OF KEIZER

5 WHEREAS,the Cfly Council of theCity of Keizer createdandchargedthe

a Library TaskForceto reviewlibraryservicesoptions;

7 WHEREAS,suchLibraryTaskForcehascompletedits workandpresentedits

a reportto theCity Council;

a WHEREAS,theCity Councilhasby motionacceptedsuchreport;

10 WHEREAS,theCity Councilhasdeterminedthatit is appropriateto indicateits

11 intentto moveforwardandpublicly proclaimthelibrary servicesoption chosenby the

12 Council;

13 NOW, THEREFORE,

14 BE IT RESOLVEDby the City Council of theCity ofKeizerthattheCouncil

is proclaimsthat it mtendsto moveforward to establisha branch-size“2 Pt Century”

i a librasywithin theCity of Keizer.

17 III

15 /1/

19 I/I

RAGE 1 - Resolution R2002—

Lien & Johnson
Attorneys at Law
4855 Over Road N

Keiner, Oregon 97303
503) 390-1635
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING:________________

AGENDA ITEM NUMBER: _________________

TO: MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL

FROM: CHRISTOPHER C. EPPLEY
CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: OREGON PARKS & RECREATION DEPARTMENT GROUND

BACKGROUND

The Oregon Parks & RecreationDepartment(OPRD) owns two parcels of ground
totaling nearly 85-acresto the west of the Keizer city limits. This ground is located
roughly at the westernterminusof ChemawaRoadthen south to the Willamette River
andwest approximately1,400 feet. Generally,theground slopesdownwardtoward the
river, is hilly in spotsand heavily treedin theup-slopeareas. Much of the lower arealies
in theflood way andwould not besuitablefor extensivedevelopmentand/orconstruction

ofhardsurfaces.

Threeweeksago,Councilor Walshaskedthat I explorea potentialopportunity to firm a
partnershipwith OPRDto developa communityor regional park on the85-acres. Earlier
this month, staffvisited with representativesof OPRD to discussthe conceptand assess
potentialcostsandbenefitsto Keizer of formingsucha partnership.

At this staffmeeting,OPRDexpresseda great interestin developingsuchanarrangement
with a coupleof caveats:

~.‘ Theproperty mustbeutilized asapark.
~ Theproperty mustbeaccessiblefor useby thepublic.
~ OPRDrecommendsuseof the groundwith minimal enhancementsand in a natural

state.

OPRDcommentedon thepotentialof developinga low-costleaseoption with theCity or
possibledirect ownershipby the City. Costs to the City of either of theseoptions were

notdiscussedin detail.



Concept: One possibleconcept for sucha park would be to keep it generallyas
natural open spacewith, perhapsone or two “destinationpoints” near the river. The
destinationpointswould be softly definedareasmarkedby one or two picnic tablesand
mowedgrass. Trails throughoutthepark would be hard packedearthensingletrackand
would bemaintainedin partnershipwith areabike/hikeclubs. Parkingwould beattained
throughuseofanexistingpavedaccessroadheadingsouthfrom Chemawato a wide area
approximately200-yardsIn. [his areawould needto be widened,delineated,gradedand
pavedto provideparkingstalls. Someworkmight alsoneedto bedoneto theaccessroad
to createon-streetparking to augmentthe total numberof possible parking spots. A
variation to this conceptwould be to partnerwith Marion County and/or the City of
Salem to help support ongoing costs andto developa similar park basedupon a more
regional model.

RECOMMENDATION

StaffrecommendsthattheCity Council deliberatethis issueandprovidedirectionto staff
asto possibleoptionsof exploratoryaction by theCity. Such explorationcould include
someorall of thefollowing actions:

~ Open discussionswith Marion County regarding partneringon a regional park
concept.

> Open discussionswith the City of Salem regardingpartneringon a regional park
concept.

~‘ Explore costsand benefitsof a local communitypark versusa regional park model
formed in partnershipwith MarionCounty,the City of Salemorboth.

~ Explorecostsandbenefitsof leasingversusowningtheground.

~ Explorecosts and benefits of a leasepurchasearrangementfor acquisition of the
ground.

~ Thoroughly explore funding methods for capital improvementsand legal issues
surroundingall options.
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KEIZER CITY ATTORNEY
MEMORANDUM

TO: SKAPAC GOVERNINGBODIES
AND STAFF

FROM: E. SHANNON JOHNSON
KEIZER CITY ATTORNEY

SUBJECT: SKAPAC GOVERNING BODY MEETING MINUTES (MAY 23,
2002)

DATE: JUNE27, 2002

Previouslythe governingbodieswere sentboth thedraft minutesandtranscriptfrom the
May 23, 2002 meeting. Although all jurisdictionshavenow approvedthe minutes,I do
not believe that a majority of thejurisdictions haveapprovedthesamesetof minutes. I
haveenclosedthedraft minutesandthetranscript fromthemeeting.

On June24, 2002, theElectedOfficial Subcommitteeheld aconferencecall meetingto
discuss procedural issues regarding the minutes for both the Elected Officials
Subcommitteeandthe GoverningBodiesmeetings. The ElectedOfficial Subcommittee
voted unanimously to extend the timeline for the SKAPAC record an additional two
weeksin orderto allow theminutesfor the meetingsto beapproved.

Salemsuggestedtwo changes. First, to clarif~iin two placesthat CouncilorRick Stucky
wasa “councilor” andnot aplanningcommissioner.Thesecondchangeby Salemwason
page 3 under the heading“Discussion by Governing Bodies” regardingthe statement
“Concurrenceis not required.” Salem suggestsindicating that statementbe identifiedas
“Keizer’s opinion.”

I havereviewedthetranscript,draft minutesandportionsofthe audiotape. Much ofthe
discussion in the minutes are someone’s opinion. Though open to different
interpretations,the Regional Policies section and the SKAPAC agreementspeak for
themselves. The real difficulty with this portion of the minutes is the speakeris not
identified. I would suggest that at the beginningof the paragraphthe phrase“Mayor
Christopher indicated be inserted and immediately prior to the “concurrence
statemenrthewords ‘Shealsoindicated...”beadded.



SKAPAC GoverningBodies
andStaff
Page2
June27, 2002

Keizersuggestedtwo changes.First, atpage4 in the fourth full paragraph,last sentence,
the addition of ~more” before the word “upland” be added. This changeallows the
sentenceto make senseandmatchesthetranscript. The secondchangehas to do with
correctlystatingthemotion.

With regardto thefirst voted-uponmotion,thetranscriptis accurateandI would suggest
thattheactualmotionbe insertedverbatimin theminutes.

To summarize,my suggestionis thatthegoverningbodiesall voteto approvetheMay23,
2002 minuteswith thefollowing changes:

1. With regardto the two referencesto Rick Stucky to change“Commissioner”or
“PlanningCommissioner”to “Councilor.”

2. With regard to the text under “Discussion by Governing Bodies” insert at the
beginning of the paragraphthe phrase “Mayor Christopherindicated and
immediately prior to the “concurrencestatement” insert the words “She also
indicated...”.

3. Insert theword “more” prior to theword“upland”on page4.

4. To changethe motion at the bottom of page4 to readas follows: “Mayor Lore
Christophermovedthat SKAPAC doesnot approveof theKeizer StationPlan as
submittedto the City of Keizer by NorthwestNational LLC, but doesagreewith
the confirmation of the population figures and growth rate from the staff
committee.”

I would requestthat all of the governingbodiesplace this on their next agendaand
hopefullyvote for approvalof theminutesas amendedwithout anyadditionaldeletionsso
that all thejurisdictionsarevoting on thesamesetof minutes. The transcriptwill alsobe
madepartof therecord.

The SKAPAC record closesat 5:00 p.m., July 8, 2002. Please submit written
confirmation of the governing body’s approval to the City of Keizer by this date and
time. Pleasesendto the attention of Maria Meier, Keizer PlanningDirector.

If you haveanyquestionsin this regard,pleasecontactme. Thankyou.

ESJ/tmh
enclosures



Salem-KeizerArea PlanningAdvisory Committee(SKAPAC)
Meetingof GoverningJurisdictions

Verbatim Transcript
KeizerHeritageCommunity Center

980 ChemawaRoadNE, Keizer, Oregon
Thursday,May23, 2002

Mayor Christopher:Okay.We aregoingto do introductionsandthen reviewthe
agenda.Hopefully, ourSalemCity Council will be hereby then.I understandthata
coupleof fire engineson River Roadhaveslowedthem up. Of course,I wont say it, but
somemanagedto makeit through.

CathyHoffmanfrom theCity of Salempleasecall the role,andthen I will reviewwhat

the agendais.Then do minutesandthen (unintelligible).Shannonstartswith a
summaryof SKAPAC (unintelligible) andMaria startswith herdescriptionof whatis
goingon. With that Cathypleasecall therole.

CathyHoffman calledtheroll:

City of Keizer: ChrisEppley,City Manager
MayorLore Christopher MariaMeier, PlanningDirector
Councilor Mike Gaynor ShannonJohnson,LegalCounsel
Councilor ChuckLee Keith Liden, PlanningConsultant
Councilor JerryMcGee RobKissler, PublicWorksDirector
CouncilorJacqueMoir
CounciorJudy Smith

Councilor RichardWalsh

Marion County: LesSasaki,Principal Planner
CommissionerMike Ryan
(not availableat roll call)
CommissionerRandyFranke

PolkCounty:
CommissionerMike Propes
Commissionertorn Ritchey _____________________________________

City of Salem: Bob Wells,AssistantCity Manager
MayorMike Swaim Vickie Wood, InterimDirector
Councilor KasaiQuillinan SharmanMeiners,InterimCity Attorney
Coundior Bill Smaldone CeciliaUrbani, PrincipalPlanner
Councilor BardNanke Klaus Schilde,SeniorPlanner
Councilor Rick Study Mark Becktel,TransportationPlanner

Salem-KeizerAreaPlanningAdviso,yCommittee(SK.4PAC)

GoverningJurisdictionsMinutes
Thursday,May23, 2002

Page 1



CoundiorLinda Bierly

MayorChristopher:That’sit? Okay.Whatwe aredoingisgettingstartedwith the
preliminarysteps,hopefully (unintelligible).Now youwerealso giventhe minutesfrom

thestaff subcommittee.Thestaffsubcommitteehasto approvetheminutesthat were
putinto thepacket,butonly thestaffsubcommittee.

MariaMeier: Right.Salemstaff, Keizer staff,Polk CountystaffandMarionCountystaff.

PolkCountystaff isnot here(unintelligible)

UnidentifiedMaleVoice:Jim will notmakeit.

MayorChristopher:Soa motion to approvethoseminutes.

City ManagerEppley:Somoved.

Attorney ShannonJohnson:Thatis thestaffsubcommittee,so wehavethree.

Klaus Schilde:May wemakecorrections?

Mayor Christopher:Yes

Klaus Schilde:if possible,on the March21” subcommitteemeetingminutes,pagethree,
first full paragraph,first line it says,“ After furtherdiscussionthegroup notedtheitems
which theywerein agreementabout~..~~Thisshouldread werenot in agreementabout.

Mayor Chnstopher:Okay, soafter, “thediscussionthe groupnotedtheitems,which

theywerenotm agreementabout. Thatis Pagethreeof the minuteson March 21”.

MariaMeier:Theissueof Population’and the “AcreageComparisonChart’wasagreed
upon by thestaffsubcommittee.Would thatbea correctKlaus?

MayorChristopher:Soyouwill eliminate “Population?”

Maria Meier:Correct

Mayor Christopher:Okay,soline out‘Population”but “AcreageComparisonChart’
(unmtelligible is readingsomething,butreadingtoofastto understand)

MariaMeier: Actually,also theAcreageComparisonChart,at thattime,wasagreed

upon.

MayorChristopher:So the first two “Population”and “AcreageComparisonChart” and

eliminatingall the rest.

Maria Meier:That’s it.

Salem-KeizerArea PlanningAdvisoryCommittee(SK4PAC)
Governing JurisdictionsMinutes

Thursday, May23, 2002
Page2



Mayor Christopher:All in favorof approvalof theminutes.

Staffmembersvotedunanimouslyto approvetheminutesof March 21, 2002.

MayorChristopher:Thenext thingwe needto do is to haveapprovalof minutesfor the
ElectedOfficial Subcommittee,which isMayorSwaim,CommissionerRyan,

CommissionerPropes,correct?Okay.

Unidentified MaleVoice:I movefor approval.

SecondUnidentifiedMaleVoice: Second.

Mayor Christopher:Thankyou, great.Any changes?Yes.

Mayor Swaim:Corrections.ThenotesfromApril 10, 2002 first of all. Thefifth line, page

two thatsays,(unintelligible..., a lot of papershuffling.)Pagethree;next to thelast
paragraphtowardsthe bottomit talksaboutcontrolfactors.

MayorChristopher:Control factorsshouldbe control figures?

MayorSwaim:Control totals.

MariaMeier: Agree.

MayorSwaim:Pagefive, third line it startswith the word proposedandgoesinto the
nextsentencethat says,“He suggestedthattheCity of Kei.zer (unintelligible)

MayorChristopher:Werethereanychangesfor the16th?

Mayor Swaim:Yes,I havetwo.

Mayor Christopher:Thenlet’s do both of them.

Mayor Swaim:Okayfor the16th,on Pagetwo that(unintelligible) isstill toohigh and
figured outisactually 3.5%. And pagethreethen,secondparagraphwhereit saysI was
pleasedwith thestaff’salternativeKei.zer StationPlan,I believeit shouldsay that,“He
believestheKeizerStationPlan,AlternativePlan,asrecommendedby the Planning

Commissionisbetterthantheoriginal Kei.zerStationPlan.

Everyoneis talking at once.

CoundiorMcGee:What do youmeanby theoriginalplan?

MayorSwaim:Theoriginalsubmissionfrom thedeveloper.
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JerryMcGee:Thatisnotthe originalplan.You meanthefirst plan presentedby the
developers?

MayorSwaim:Yea that iswhatI hadin mind. TheoriginalKeizerStationPlan.The
pointwasthatI believeis thatthe staffs proposalis betterthanthedevelopers.

Downin thenext to the lastparagraphthat sentencebegins; MayorSwamistressedthe
importanceof allowing a third party... What I said wasengaginganindependentthird
party andthensuggestedanindependentthird party beDLCD. I stressedthe
importanceof allowing anindependentthird party, Departmentof LandConservation
Departmentwho holdsno economicinterest,strike the words,an opportunity,aridgo
ontocompletethe sentence.

Mayor Christopher:Whoholdsno economicinterestand thenwhat?

MayorSwaim: Strikethewords,anopportunityandthen fundingavailablethrough
DLCD. Almost through,on pagefive, bottomparagraph

UnidentifiedMaleVoice:Therewasa tapeof our proceedings,correct?

MayorChristopher:Correct.

UnidentifiedMaleVoice:And the minutescamefrom thetape?

Maria Meier:Correct.Theminutesweretranscribedfrom bothwrittennotesandan
audiotape.

Unidentified MaleVoice: So if I may,I waswonderinghowwe couldbesooff in the
minutes?

Mayor Swaim:Let me assureyouwe seeit with someregularitywith ourCouncil,even
thoughwe aretapedwe haveto go back.I couldactually saythereisa problemwith
theseunlessyou havethetapesand I will sitwith the Mayorandlisten to them,but I do
recallwhat I said. I would behappy to sit andlisten to thetapes.

MayorChristopher:Why dont wemakearrangementsfor MayorSwaimoranyother
concernedcitizen to listento thetapesandto approvetheminutesat a laterdate.

MayorChristopher:And with that,wehaveone hournow sowe aregoingto go to our

City Attorney,ShannonJohnson,who will give ussummaryof theSKAPACprocess.
Thenwe will havea summaryof theexistingChemawaActivity CenterPlan, the
proposedKeizerStationand thePlanningCommissionsrecommendedalternative

KeizerStationPlan from Maria Meier.Then wewill reviewtheconclusionof thetwo
subconrimtteesincludingthestaff subcommittee,theelectedofficial subcommitteeand
we will review thoseconclusions.Thenwe will havea discussion(unintelligible)andI
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will give youa little bit of backgroundon the information I have,and thenwewill
(unintelligible). Wearegoingto do all thatnow.Okay,you areon Shannon.

Attorney ShannonJohnson..Thanks,I will abbreviatethis. Wehavea prettygood

microphonein themiddleof the room,butno P.A.Systemhere.

As mostof youknow theSKAPAC processisbetweenthe twocountiesandthetwo

cities asa coordinationmechanism.It isdesignedfor goal two purposes,andsetsfourth
a processwith regardsto working outregionalissuesorother issues,hi this process
wherewe areat thetail endof now,beginswith thestaffsubcommittee,anelected
officialssubcommitteeandthenfinally all thegoverningbodiesall in oneroom.This is
wherewe areat today.TheSKAPACprocessallowsat the veryendto beusedfor what

otherreasonswe canidentify otherreasonsto usetheSKAPAC processother than
regional,andit isunderthat provisionthatKeizerinitiatedthat. Sowith that I’m looking
at thetimeframeandI wantedto abbreviatetheprocess.

MayorChristopher:Theotherthing I wantto emphasizeis thatthis processisnot
requiredto reachconcurrence,becausethis isnotbeenmadeasa regionalissue.Am I
correctin that?

City AttorneyJohnson:Thatis correct.

Mayor Christopher:Okayandso althoughwe don’tneedconcurrence,we would love to
haveit. Keizersharestheprocesssowe canhearall thecorrespondingjurisdictions
issuesandconcernsregardingthe proposedplaningof the ChemawaActivity Center.

MayorSwaim: I needto askbecauseI ama little uncertainasto thecharacterization.I
understandthatKeizer doesnotconsiderthis to bea regionalissueandthatSalem’s
positionis thatwe doconsiderit to bea regionalissueand that isone of thepoints of
disagreement.I would like thestaff to (uninteffigible). We do considerthis mattera
regionalissue.

KlausSchilde:As I understandit, it isnotone of the six regionalissuesthat’sin eachof
thejurisdiction’scomprehensiveplans,butit isa drivenpolicy andcitesregional
impactsand thatiswhereourconcernis that this action,althoughit isnotregionalas
definedin ourcomprehensiveplan,it hasregionalimpacts.

UnidentifiedMaleVoice: Thenwould yourecommendthat it isa regionalaspectof the
comprehensiveplan?

Attorney ShannonJohnson:It isnotlisted asa regionalpolicy andit hasnotbeen
identified for me whereit is listed asa third areapolicy. I haven’tbeenabletoidentify

that. I haven’tseenthat.

Klaus Schilde:What I amsayingisSKAPACcanbeinitiatedwhenanamendmentis
proposedfor anurbanpolicy.
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Mayor Christopher:Now yoururbanareapoliciesarelocatedin your comprehensive
plait, pages18-22that ismyunderstanding.Is this where it isidentified....

Unidentified FemaleVoice: No, no theregionalpoliciesareon page18-22.Theurban
areapoliciesstart on page23, I’m sorryI don’t havea copy of KeizersComprehensive
Planin frontof meto decidewhat numberthe pagesarein yourpian. I don’t knowif

youwantto get intothis right now becauseof thepresentation.

AttorneyShannonJohnson:Thedifficulty is thathasneverbeenconfirmedandwas
kind of bypassedin previousmeetingsandin Keizersplanthereisn’t a list of urbanarea
policies,andI don’tknowwhere it is listed in Salem’splan.

Unidentified FemaleVoice:Doyou haveyourcomprehensiveplan in front of you?This
isour sectionright after regionalthatisour urbanareapoliciesandI thoughtyou guys

planwasexactly the same.

AttorneyShannonJohnson:We don’t havea list of urbanareapolicies,arid I think the
reasonfor thatis the urbanareapolicieshaveto do with Marion CountyandSalemand
PolkCounty. Therearenot anyidentifiedurbanareapoliciesconcerningKeizer.

UnidentifiedFemaleVoice: In theregionalpolicy section,that iscommon,thatisword
for word in all four of ourcomprehensiveplans,thereisa sectionthat iscalled
ProceduresFor Amendments.That isSectionCandthereissubsectiontwo thatisnot a
regionalplanningactionprocedures.And SectionCsubtwo; sub(a) says;“any

amendmentto anurbanareapolicy shall follow theregionalplanningaction
procedures,exceptthatthe __________ requirementwill belimited to jurisdictions

within the urbanarea.” And yes,we agreeconcurrenceof all four jurisdictionsarenot
necessary,butif youreferbackup to whatis theprocess,whatis theprocedure,
SKAPAC, this processispart of that.Thatis ourown point.

MayorChristopher:it isnota regionalpolicy, buta non-regionalplanningactions
procedures.

Unidentified FemaleVoice: Right.

AttorneyShannonJohnson:But it still makesa difference,the issueis thatSKAPAChas
abeadybeeninitiated,so that is notthequestion.If thereisanurbanareapolicy, the
questionthenbecomeswhereis theconcurrence?It saysunderthat section,oursis
labeleddifferently. “Any eventofanurbanareapolicy shall follow the regionalplanning
policy, exceptfrom thecurrentrequirementwith the limitedjurisdictionswithin the
urbanarea.”

Unidentified FemaleVoice:Rightandthen in this situationthat is theCity of Keizerand

MarionCounty,right?
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Attorney ShannonJohnson:Exceptit wouldbeperhapsif weweretalking aboutan
urbangrowthmanagementagreementanda IJGB areaoutsideofthe city limits, butthis
isall entirelywithin thecity limits. So thatiswhere I amsayingtheurbanareapolicies

arespecificallylisted in yourfolks planbecauseyoudo more in Polkand Marioncounty
with wideareasoutsidethecity limits andinsidetheTJGB.

Unidentified Male Voice:I’ll get backto what Shannonwassaying.(unintelligible)

MayorChristopher:So it isnot a regionalissue,however,it doesfall underthenon-
regionalplanningactionproceduresof theSalemComprehensivePlan?Correct?

AttorneyShannonJohnson:UnderSub(b) notSub(a).In otherwordsit isa non-
regionalplanningactionthatisnot anurbanareapolicy or a regionalpolicy.

MayorChristopher:Correct.Are we all goodwith that?

Councilor McGee:MadamChairperson,I suggestwe goaheadwith theprogram,hold
ourquestions,if we can,jot them down,but letshear the wholepresentationandthen
submit thequestions.

Mayor Christopher:We’re good.Shannonareyou throughwith

AttorneyShannonJohnson:Theonly other commentI would haveis if we to a point for
a motiontonight, becausetheseareindependentjurisdictionsandthis group ismadeup
of formal governingbodies.Sotheprocess,asI recallfrom manyyearsago,we would
needa separatevoteby eachjurisdiction. Themajorityof eachjurisdictionand I wantto
makesurethereareno questionson that.

City ManagerEppley:A quorumisnecessaryfor a vote of eachjurisdiction.

MariaMeier: WhatFmgonnado, I’m gonnatry to condensethisasmuchaspossibleand

if youhavequestions,pleaseask. Ill startwith thedescriptionofthe currentChemawa
Activity CenterPlan.

ThecurrentChemawaActivity CenterPlanwasadoptedin 1997andisdivided intofour
primary areas,‘A’, ‘B’, “C” and‘D’. Area‘A” isnorthof LockhavenandChemawaand
goesfrom 1-5, goesto thewesternboundaryof the railroadtracks.You will noticethe
boundarydoesnotcurrently includethe baseballstadium,butincludesthe BPA
propertyand includesall propertyup to the urbangrowth boundary.ConsiderArea
“A, therehasneverbeena surveyof the entireChemawaActivity Center.You’ll notice

in somecompansonsbetween___________ therearesomedifferencesin theacreage’s,
butfor this discussionthereisapproximately133 acresand isprimarily all zoned
IndustrialBusinessPark.Approximately eleven(11)acresiszonedfor Commercial
Retail. Tinsareahasa requirementthatit hasto bemasterplanned,theseproperties,
southof Tepper,haveto be consolidatedin orderto be developedandhavea master

planningprocessto approve development.It isalso isverydependanton
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access,which is,plansincludea ioop designthat would go onto_____________thatis
essentiallycalledArea “B”, andthepropertywould havea ioopthroughthereand go
underneathChemawaRoadfor access.

Area ‘B’ is currentlyzonedCommercialOffice.Area “C’ is this areasouthof Lockhaven
with thepropertythroughChemawaRoad,extendingdown to the KeizerLittle League
Park.Thisis areaiszonedMixed Useand allowsbothCommercialandResidentialUses.

It doesnotrequirea mixedamount.fri Area “B”, this is the propertythatrecentlywas
exchangedfrom theownershipof theBIA, to boththeGrandeRondeandtheSiletz
Tribe.Currently, it is_________zonedCommercialMixed andzonedfor public. The
CommercialMixed Zone,just to let you know, in Keizer, wehavea CommercialRetail

Zone,thesamewaywith any CommercialRetailZone, ourCommercialMixed Zone
alsoallowsfor a highdensityresidential.That’sour currentplan.

OverheretheCity of Keizer was approachedby a developingteamcalledNorthwest

NationalLLC and theCity of KeizerCouncilagreedto initiate a LegislativeReview
basedon _________ plan. After their________ plan wassubmittedto theCity they
further refined it and cameup with proposeddocumentto the ChemawaActivity
CenterPlan.Theychangedit, they changedthezoning.What theyfound is, first of all,

theychangedthe boundaryof the plan.Theyextendthis boundarythatoriginally
includedthe BaseballParkto includeit all thewayup to ____________. Changesin
Area“A” include,changingmostof thezoning to CommercialMixed, very similar to our

CommercialRetall Zoneand CommercialRetailaspart of their plan also.Theyleft this
bottomtwo acresoutsidethe_____________________asIndustrialGeneral.Theyhave
changedthe zoningof theBPA from theparkimmediatelynorthto IndustrialGeneral,
which givesspecificusesandpotentialuses_______________. Theyproposedto
changethe PublicZoning of theBaseballStadiumto IndustrialBusinessPark.In theCity

of Keizer our IndustrialBusinessParkdeveloped___________ of the BaseballStadium
andoncethere’ssomediscussionandplansfor _______________________________. There

issomevacantlandnorthof the Ball so it is notall currently used.So thereis
somepotentialfor industrialdevelopmentto thenorth.

With Area “B” theyhaveproposedto change it from CommercialOffice to a mix of

CommercialMix andCommercialRetail.Area “C” theysuggesttochangethe zoningof
this __________ alongthe southsideof Lockhavento CommercialRetail andremainthis
areaofMixed Useto be Mixed Use. Oneprimary factor theyproposedto changehereis
to allow for a commuterrail stationin theMixed UseZone. Theyalso suggestedchange

in Area“D” to the IndustrialBusinessParkZone. Thisproposalwasconsideredby the
Kei.zer staffandanalyzedandconsideredby ComprehensivePlanGoalPolicies,
developmentcoderequirements,criteriato thezonechange,Compplanchangeand text
amendments.

Keizerstaffcameup with analternativeplan.Considerationof five primary goalsand
policies in theCompplanthat we haveconsidered.We suggestedthis to the Planning

Commission.We agreedwith thedeveloperon someissues.We agreedthat this area
north of TepperLaneactually couldbezonedfor Industrial Business__________ for
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IndustrialZone. We disagreeon Area “A”. Wefound in ourCompPlanGoalsand

Policies that therewasanintentto havea mix of industrial andcommercialmix for staff
to __________ on thosedocuments.We cameup with this ideabasedon some_______ in

thePortlandarea.It allowsfor a lot of possibilities__________________ aridhow

developmentis goingto occur.It allowsa lot of flexibility to thedesign.Industrial
BusmessParkusesarespecificallylisted.Wewroteout theproposalfor an EGZone,
specificallyto __________ to ourDevelopmentCode.Wesuggestedsomechangesto this
areato requirea minimum of 25%of acresin this areato beusedasIndustrialBusiness
anda maximumof 75% to beusedasCommercialUse.Thoseusesarevery specificand
listed out m thosezones.Currently, our IBPzoneallowsfor somemix ofCommercial
UseZone and___________________. Whatwerecommendediswe eliminatedany of
thoseCommercialUsesoutof theIndustrialBusinessParkUsesin that sectionandkept
it ___________________. We alsosuggestedsomelimitationson ___________ and

building size.Werecognizethemaximumnumberof threebuildings over60,000square
feetcouldbebuilt in that area.A maximumof threewith thepotentialfor a maximumof
120,000squarefeetor a total of 250,000squarefeetbetweenall threebuildingsorevenif
it wastwo buildings,butthat would be the maximum.Wealso recommended,actually
go to theprimary changesin this area.We also recommendedsomeconditional

_________________________ Anotherareathatwe disagreedwith initially lastyear
wasin Area“B”. We had_________concerns.

Currently,in the City of Keizer wehavea sectionat theintersectionof RiverRoadand
Chemawawe havelimitationson landusewherewe don’tallow for vehicular intensive
usessuchasgasolinestations,fast food restaurants.Weaddedthat descriptionto this

zoneandrecommended______________CommercialMixed, but to put those
restrictionson thatproperty, approximatelyone acreto
divideup intoa cul-de-sacsowe don’thaveadditionaltraffic goingintothat
neighborhoodand to allow pedestriansandbicycletraffic to accessthis ____________

We did agreewith thechange to commercialon thesouthsideof
Lockhavenin Area “D”, howeverwe didalsohavetraffic concernsand a traffic impact
analysiswould be requiredfor any useon theseproperties.We did suggestthat the
Mixed UseZonewhich currentlydid nothavea requirementfor a balanceof
CommercialandResidentialUses.Werecommendeda minimum ____________ 75%
high densityresidentialbebuilt in this areaand25%commercialwould be allowed
alongwith thecommuterrail.

Relatingto thecommuterrail we alsodidsuggestthis for a potentialthought thatthe

commuterrail couldbe locatedin the EmploymentZone.Wedid discussasan avenue
to it, sucha largeproject,to considerArea “A” fiber optic easementorsometypeof
infrastructuregoingthroughhere that takeup about100-125feet. Sothat would makeit
a little bit difficult, butI wantedleavethatpotential there.And also weagreedchange
this propertyto IndustrialBusinessPark.TheCity of Kei.zerhasbeenworking verywell
with the GrandeRondeandSiletzTribes.Wehavecometo agreementsrelatingto access
easementand________. We havebeenvery successfulto evolve this loop throughthis
path ________________. Questions?
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MayorChristopher:ThecurrentChemawaActivity CenterPlanisasit isnow canyou
tell mewhatthezoning looks like outthereprior to the___________

Maria Meier:Sure.In yourexhibits_________therewerenotnecessarilya surveydone.

Thepreviousplan identifiedtheacreagesdifferently. Theyrequired50 acresof
commercialin Area ‘A, in this locationhere.You hadasone of your exhibits
___________________butthe 1988 ChemawaActivity CenterPlan______________

Mayor Christopher:Soprior to 1997therewas35 acresof CommercialRetail outthere.

Maria Meier:Approximately fifteen (15).

Mayor Christopher:So that changehappenedin 1997,andthatwasreducedto eleven
(11). Now wego throughanotherchangeandthatis to takeit up to How manyacres

in thestaffalternativeplan?

MariaMejer: Thisareahere.Theproposed,if it wereto go to themaximum35%for
commercial,that would beapproximately70 acres.

MayorChristopher:Questions?

CommissionerFranke:ThankyouMadamMayor. Wherewill I find thedefinition for
your new CommercialUseZonethatyou’ve gotin the sectiontherewhereyouhavethe
75%/25%split?

Mayor Christopher:EG

MariaMeier: EG Zone,andwhereyou would find it is, read throughthecopy of the
proposed,thePlanningCommissionrecommendation.

ConiniissionerFranke:Whichone of all of thesepapersmight thatbe?

MariaMeier: (laughterfrom theaudienceimableto hearwhat herresponsewas)

Maria Meier:If you lookthroughit thereis approximately45 pagesorso____________

thereisa staff reportanda staff recommendedalternativeKeizerStationPlan.This is

theproposedtext for the replacementof the ChemawaActivity CenterPlan.Then it
would thepagelabeledChapterTwo, PageOneand thenwhatit doesis it refersto a
numberof different codeamendmentsin the Keizer DevelopmentCode.Thefirst page
that lookslike this,it hasa baracrossthetop andsaysEG Zone.It’s PageOneof the
third sectionof the report.

CommissionerFranke:Third sectionof the report?
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Maria Meier: And whatit doesis it blendspermittedindustrial parkusesandjustifies
what thoseusescanbe. (Unintelligible sentence)It limits theusesto the 25/25percent

ratio.

CommissionerFranke:Thankyou.

MariaMeier: Youre welcome.

MayorChristopher:Any otherquestions?

CouncilorStucky:DoesthePlanningConnnissionsrecommendationdifferfrom the
staffrecommendation?

Maria Meier:Thankyoufor asking.Slightly, the zoningrecommendationofthe

PlanningCommissionis thesame.Theymadesomeminoramendmentsin the textof
theEG zoneand the_______ zonejust to makeit veryclear thatit would bea maximum
25 percentanda minimum of 25 percentfor theratio of commercialandindustrial. And

thentheyalso________________becausetheywantedto ensurea 40 foot landscape
buffer adjacentto residential.

MayorChristopher:Okay.Thereis thepresentationon that.Thenext thing I want to

cover....the resolutionsby thestaffsubcommittee,theyalreadyhadconfirmedthe
populationfiguresand the growthrateandthe acreagesfor zoning theplan or thelatest
study.Theissuesthatthey identified for theelectedofficial subcommittee,which was,
CommissionerPropes,CommissionerRyanandMayorSwaim.Consistencywith state-

wide planninggoals,land-useplanning________ andformation, economicsand
plannedhousmgand (b) thedifferencesbetweenthe landsupplyandcommercial

industrial andresidentialland between_____________________________ and(c) the
definition of theprimary tradearea.Keizerfinds theCity of Keizerlimits wheretheCity
of Salem____________ in primary tradeareashouldbeconsideredto activelyaccessthe
regionalimpactsof theproposedamendments.So thosearethe issuesthat cameto the
electedofficialssubcommittee.In the electedofficial subcommitteea recommendation
wasmoved,a motionwasmovedrecommendingfrom theSKAPACelectedofficials

subcommitteeto notapprovethe KeizerStationPlan, andthatis theone on thefar right,
butdo agreeto thealternativestaffproposedplan, the onewith thegreatbig orange
block thatsaysEG, asrecommendedby thePlanningCommission. Themotionvoted
threeto one (34) in favorof the motion;Mayor Christopher,CommissionerRyan,and
CommissionerPropesarein favorof themotion.Mayor Swaimvotedagainstthe
motion.

And that bringsus to discussionof the governingbodies,andjust prior to thatI want to
remindyouhow we got heretoday. It wastheunanimousagreementby the staff
subcommitteethat________ the process.If theelectedofficial subcommittee_____________
that istheprocess.Neitherof thosetwo thingshappenedsothat iswhy wearehere
today. If it is not unanimoustoday,it wedon’t reachconcurrence,thentheproposing

jurisdiction,in this casetheCity of Keizer, cantakewhateveractionit deems
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appropriate.Okay,theredoesnothaveto beconcurrencetoday,soI just want toput
thaton thetableandthenopenfor discussionsandokay. Sowith thatI will get to
discussionsandtake I will startby sayingthatthe original letterfrom MayorSwain

spoketo theKeizerStationPlan. Wehavesomeof the sameconcernsthat hehadand
thosewereaddressedin thestaffalternativeplan.Themajorchangesthat havebeen
madeis to Area“A” which changedthatone________ from CommercialRetailto
EmploymentGeneralandputthe limitationson thereof 25 percentIndustrial ParkUses,

and mandatesthat,and 75 percentCommercialUses.Theotherthing
youve gotthat. It createdanEGZone, it also limited the ‘Big Box” constructionto three

buildmgs totalanda maximumof 350,000 squarefeettotal for all three.So, youcan
haveone building of 350,000squarefeetorthreewith approximately120,000or anymix,
butthreemaximumover 50, 0000squarefeet. Onthe originalplantherewas__________
So we limited ourselves,we limited ourselvesto three.TheMU, Mixed UseZone,was

changedto mandatethatthe 75 percenthousing.(unintelligiblesentence)

CommissionerFranke:ThankyouMadamMayor. I am sifil lookingat my original
question.What I amtrying to understand,arid I think I found all thedefinitionsand

restrictionshere,buta couplemorequestions. WhatI amtrying to understandis the
changethat youmadein yourCommercialZone, causeyousaid thatyoudropped
CommercialRetailwith this EG Zone.

MayorChristopher:Correct

CommissionerFranke:So is there,is therea differencebetweentheretail activities
allowed hereandsay thatareallowedon River Roadasanexample?

MariaMeier: I cananswerthat.Theusesthatarelisted underCommercialUsesin the
EGZone comedirectly from theCommercialMixed Zoningthatyoufind themajority
on RiverRoad.

Mayor Christopher:My understandingis that75 percent

MariaMeier: Thereareno changesto theCommercialMixed Zone, thecommercialuses
thatareidentifiedin the EG Zonearethatwhich areseenin theCommercialMixed
Zone andthechange_____________ with IndustrialBusinessParkZonewill limit any
of thosecommercialusesincluded in the 25 percentto thosethatthat happenstrictly to
be the1BPsaslistedin theEG Zone.

AttorneyShannonJohnson:Justto clarify that, ormaybemuddleit, oneor theother.
Previouslythe IBPZoneallowed someretail, so it wasn’tpureindustrialbusinesspark.
With thestaffalternative,the staffwantedto besurethat if thereisgoingto be 25

percentit’s really, thatis theminimum industrialandthat neededto bepure. Sothose
allowancesfor partialretail in industrial BusinessParkwerepulled out.So previously

therewasmore retail allowedin the existingplan,right now, on the far left, eventhough
it only showsthelittle redarea,theblueareaorteal of IBP would allowsomeretail
_______ Sothereis moreretail andiscurrentlymore retail allowed than _____________
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on the map.

CommissionerFranke:Thankyou.

UnidentifiedMale Voice:(Unintelligible)

MariaMeier: Thereis approximately133 acres.Actually, I think afterouragreementon
theprocessthereisapproximately127 acres.

Unidentified MaleVoice:(Unintelligible)

Maria Meier: Right,127 acresin the entireArea A andonly 11 acresof it iscommercial.
But IBP Zone did allow for somecommercialusesin thatzoneand thereweresome
limitationson thosecommercialuses.

AttorneyShannonJohnson:In IBPtherewas.

MayorChristopher:Councior Quillinan

Coundior Quillinan: Goodtry. Is thereactually a definition of a building andhow we
would definebuilding for thepersonthat readsthemaximumof threebuildings

Mayor Christopher:It is the ‘Big Box (remainderof sentenceunintelligible)

Councilor Quillinan: How do you definethatwith everythingunderoneroof
(remainderof sentenceunintelligible)

MariaMeier: In theCurrentDevelopmentCodewe havedefinitionsfor structure,we
havedefinitionsfor buildings.A structurehaving a roof andbuilt for the support,
shelterorenclosureof a person,animalor property(remainderofsentence
unintelligible)

CounciorQuillinan: Sofor instanceall that______________ underoneroof. Would
thatbe consideredone building?

MayorChristopher:Thatis themaximum 350,000squarefeet, it cannotexceedthat.
CommissionerRitchey,Mayor Swaim.

CommissionerRitchey:Do I understandthat all of the proposal,that staffhasworked
with all of the city __________?

Mayor Christopher:Correct.

MayorSwaim: Ourstaff ispreparedto give a presentation,but(remainderof sentence
unmtelhgible)But whatI understandstaff’s positionto be isstill verysimilar towhatit
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waswhenthesubcommitteemet last. Whatconcernedmein a global senseconcern
aboutthepotentiaifor impactsto a system,notonly to existing commercialretail by

sustainingcommercialretail (remainderof sentenceunintelligible). Thereisalso the
impact of availability of industrial lands,which we weretoldby SEDCOR,thatwearein
severeneedof. Additional acreagenow andI havenotheardwhetherSEDCORhas

changedthat position. I am________ to theletterin the record.Also, isstill concern,and
it ismy understanding,unlesssomeonehasa written documentthat I haventseenyet,

that DLCD andThousandFriendsof Oregonmaintain__________ concernsaboutthe
impactthat theseadjustmentsin usescommercialandindustrial for ___________ and
whetherornot therehasbeenan accurateanalysisof theimpactto theareasin addition
to theCity of Keizer. So, (remainderof sentenceunintelligible)

Mayor Christopher:And to answersomeof your questions.I don’t believethatwehave
heardfrom SEDCOR.SEDCOR’soriginalresponsewasin regardsto theKeizerStation
Plan.Theyhavenotgivenus any responseon thestaffalternativeplan.Thousand
Friendsand DLCD, samethmg. Everyonegaveustheir opinionson the Keizer Station

Planandwe arecurrently goingthroughthepublic hearingprocess.

MariaMeier: (unintelligiblesentence)Thepacketthatwasdeliveredon Friday andthe
City Council of Keizer held theirhearingon I believeMonday (remainderof sentence
unintelligible)

Mayor Christopher: wasSEDCOR?

Maria Meier: Correct.

MayorChristopher:Okay.

Everyoneisspeakingat once.

Attorney ShannonJohnson:It doesn’tspecificallylist it, but it, asof May 6th,so I amnot
certainwhich one youarereferringto.

MayorChristopher:Okay andthenThousandFriend alsoin thatexhibit isnumber,
ThousandFriends?

UnidentifiedMaleVoice: (Unintelligible)

A numberof voicesspeakingat once.

Councilor McGee: in regardsto theone wesawin housing.Thestaff
alternativerecommendedplan (remainderof sentenceunintelligible). So, thereis
certamlyno (remamderof sentenceunintelligible). Onecouldsay that thereisnot
enough,butto me the planasit isnow we havinglesshousingfor ________. underthe

staffalternativeplan. But I don’t seethatthehousing,I don’t understandthe issueof
this.
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MayorChristopher:Well, thenotesthat I haveonhousingis thatboth(remainderof
sentenceunintelligible). Therefore,_______________inKeizercurrently. Noone

contendedthat Keizerlackedan adequatenumberof housingafter theadjustmentof
commercialandindustrialusesin the staffalternativeplan.Keizer will still have
adequateopportunitiesfor _____________. And asyoustatedthe staffalternativeplan
actuallyincreasedthe opportunityfor housingon propertywhereit did notbefore.
Thereisno direct,orsecondaryeffect,on the city housinginventory,and no adverse

effecton the citys goalsthestatewidegoalsfor planningof housing.

Unidentified Male Voice: (Unintelligible)

Mayor Christopher:No,butI havefrom, that we receivedfrom thepublichearingon
Monday night (remainderof sentenceunintelligible)

Unidentified Male Voice:Oneof my concernsat this time (remainderof sentence

unintelligible)

Mayor Christopher:And asI readwealreadyhavea inventory for ________ and
higher_______ housesfor all citizens.This increasesthatadditionalinventory.Wehave
theinventorycurrentlyto sustainanyof the__________. (unintelligible sentence)But
thatis theworst casescenario.

AttorneyShannonJohnson:MadamMayor if I could respondadditionally. Thestaff
alternativeaddsin Area ‘C” minimum of 75 percentof high densityresidentialthere.So
thatisoneadditionaluse,butmoreimportantly theadministrativerulesundergoal ten
don’t requirethattype of analysis.Thatmaybephilosophicallywhatsomeplanning
departmentsmight wantto do with theproject like this,just to say, okaylet’s really
investigatethis.But goal tentalks aboutnotthe exacteconomyof thecity, but the
economyofthe stategenerallyand generalincomelevelsand planningfor general
incomelevelsand planningyourhousingbasedon that.Thereisno requirementto do
that extraplanningstepwhich,I mean,surepeoplecanthink differently, but I would

think you couldgetintoa kind of a,ya know,how’s the _______ doingthat sortof thing.
And eachtimeyou go through,youarechangingyourhousinginventoryeverytime a
projectcomesthrough.

MayorChristopher:Mayor Swaiin.

MayorSwaim: I guessI just wantto understand_________, andI think thecouncil
addressthe issuethat it isnotjust how manyhouses,but (remainderof sentence

unintelligible).I don’tunderstandisn’t thepositionof Keizerthat evenif youexpandthe
jobopportunitiesin this areathat youcurrentlyhavesufficienthousingstockto handle
retailand_________ thatwould pick up asmany70 acresof retail development?I mean,
for exampleyou’ve gotthat typeof multiple housing

MayorChristopher:Thatismy understanding.
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Mayor Swaim:I needtohear that.

AttorneyShannonfohnson:Wereviewedthis quitesometimeagoanddidnot seeany
needto do thetypehousinganalysiscalledfor here.We werenot__~j we werenot

takinganyportionsout of thehousingstock.If weweredoingthat,we obviouslyhavea
goalten problem.If Area A’ insteadof beingIndustrialBusinessParkwasresidential

andtherewasemergingcommercialwewould havea goalten problemwe would have
to analyze.But underthe wehavehere,wedon’t havethat analysis.

UnidentifiedFemaleVoice: (unintelligiblesentence)

Mayor Swaim:We havea differenceof opinionof whetherornot it shouldbedone.

Mayor Christopher:CommissionerPropes.

CommissionerPropes:Actually on the housing,andmaybeI amnotcorrectin this. My
first questionis, whenI lookedat thecurrentplan andthis plan,thecurrentplancould
bedevelopedwhereitwould requirea lot of housingtoday.Theplan thatyou are
switching to couldbedevelopedwhereit would requirea lot of housingdependingon
how it would develop.Sowe aretalking abouta smokescreenhere.So,I meanit is kind
ofanissuethatisnota realissuehere,whenyou arecomparingthetwo plans.

Mayor Christopher:Unintelligible.

CommissionerPropes:Impactsareexactlythesameorwe aremissingsomething.

A numberof voicesspeakingat once.

Councilor McGee:Unintelligible.

CommissionerPropes:So thatwasn’t goingto bemy commentuntil I heardthelast
exchange.Becausewespentquite a bit of time on that housingissuebeforeandthatwas

the resultthatcameup is thatthe currentplan andthenewplan,thehousingisbasically
a wash,is that right?

MariaMeier: ThecinrentMixed UseZone,it allowsfor a mix ofcommercialand
residential,butit doesn’trequirea ratio.So theway that it couldbe (remainderof
sentenceunintelligible).

ConmiissionerPropes:Right.

Maria Meier: And so tries to force a ratio(remainderof sentenceunintelligible)

CommissionerPropes:So youreallyhave____________. Whatmy real_______ before
I got intothat was,first of all, I’d really like to complimentyourstaffasKeizer.I think
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theydidanexcellentjob,sittingon thecommittee,theinformation that I receivedwas
verygood to beableto understandthis.As a commissioner,sometimesinformation we
get isveryconfusingandhard to understandthat wasnotthe case.They broughtusup
to speed,asa committeememberin a waythat wasreally understandableof what has

goneon hereandthat isnot alwaysthecasewhenwehaveto makedecisions.Very
goodjob.Thereisa lot of informationhereandI think probablyasthoseof usthat
receivedit for this, you didnt have theopportunityto studyit thewaythe committee

got to study it.They havedonethatjob,your staff. I alsothink theyhavedonean
excellentjob of takinga proposalandchangingit to meettheneedsof Keizer. Mow,
maybeit isnot meetingthe needsof Salem,butI think theyhavereallylistenedto the
peopleof Keizer and tried to meetthe needsof Keizer. And that iswhatis important

here,is trying to meetthe needsof Keizer.

It appearsto metheycameup with a very flexible plan, thatwhensomebodycomesin
to meettheeconomy,theneedsof today’seconomy,andKeizer’sconcerns,andthat
whatwe asa regionshouldbeconcernedabouthere.We shouldbeherecongratulating
youfor what youhavedone.I think youhavedoneanexcellentjobandyoushouldbe
proudofyour PlanningCommissionandyourstaff. You guys havedonea greatjob. So
that ismy comment.

MayorChristopher:CommissionerFranke.

CommissionerFranke:ThankyouMadamChairman.Twoquestions.First Iamjust

tryingto geta feelinglooking at theold SEDCORletter, whatis thedifferencebetween
the industrialzoning ontheChemawaActivity Centerandthen the revisedplan.How
doestheindustrial zoningbalanceout?

Mayor Christopher:Onthe1997 ChemawaActivity Centerand thestaff’sproposalit isa
reductionof 43 acres,which is3.5percentin theoverall UGB. A reductionof 3.5 percent
of theUGB, 43 acres.

MariaMeier: Are you askingmorespecifically aboutthezone?What’s thedifference
betweenthecurrentandthe 1997?

CommissionerFranke:Nope just.... -

MayorChristopher:Acreage.

CommissionerFranke:Secondquestion.

MayorSwaim:Processquestion.I cannotsit andlook at my staff_____________ and
hyperventilatingaboutwhenI askthesequestionsit isobvious to methat theyhave
different answers,with factualquestionsbeingasked.Arid I know thatwe havea real
constrictivetimelimit (remainderof sentenceunmteffigible). I think weneedto hear
from thosethathavea different pointof view thatareintimately involved in somestaff

oranother.
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Let mejust finishand saythat you guysaredoinga greatjobin termsin doingwhatyou
aretrying to do for Keizer andnobody believesdifferently than that.It is thatwe havea
legitimateconcernaboutthe impactthat causesus to question.If this weresomething
that wehonestlybelieve,lets getbackto Keizer, (remainderof sentenceunintelligible).
But our staff isa professionalstaff thatbelievesthatthis will havea consequencebeyond
thejurisdictionandthecity limits of Keizer,and will impact the restof the region.And
thenthat doesconcernus aswell. So I dont knowwhat Propesis hereto do with Mike
andI

Multiple voices

Mayor Swaim:Oh I’m sorry he hadanotherquestion?

MayorChristopher:Justa second.I’m tryingto letall theelectedofficials to geton
recordasmuchasI canand________

Mayor Swaim:I apologizeto the commission.

CommissionerFranke:Justa quickclarification. Early on in thepresentation,Maria
mentionedthatthereispropertynorth of the ballpark. Is that propertyline to theedge
of theLabishDitch areaor it is to thecenterof the Labish Ditch?

AttorneyShannonJohnson:Theexactlocation I amnotcertain.

Con-tmissionerFrarike:I askedthat becauseI go to thegamesa lot andI don’t recall
therebeingmuchgroundnorthof thepark, outsideof theditch.

A numberof voices.

AttorneyShannonJohnson:I think the legaldescriptionis the centerof the ditch.

CommissionerFranke:Okay

AttorneyShannonJohnson:I don’t think it is theedgeoftheditch,but I’m not_______

CounciorMcGee:Approximately five acres.

CommissionerFranke: Sosomeof thatmaybe impactedbeingpartof thepeak?

CounciorMcGee:No

MayorChristopher:Partof what?

Coundior Franke:Partof Labishpeak.
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MayorChristopher:uninteffigible

City ManagerEppley:We haven’tdonea swalesanalysisouttheresowe don’t know.

PublicWorks DirectorRob Kissler:CommissionerFranke,I believethat theareaon the

southside of Labish ditch isa moreuplandtypeof situationandis muchhigherin
topographythanthepeakareawhich youarespeakingto which ison oneside.

Mayor Christopher:Any other governmentofficials?

Mayor Swaim: (unintelligible)

Vickie Hardin-Woods:A little bit moreinformation thatI wantto respondfrom the
questionsthat I haveheard.Onepiecehad to do with industrialland andtheothers
generally__________ a little bit of a reductionfrom what’s there.But here’sa key piece

of information,I think whentheperiodicrevieworderfor Keizerwasdonein 1989,
therewasa projectedneedof211 to 243 acresof industrial landthat Keizerneeded.And
nghtnow Keizerhas133 acresof industrialland.Soby taking awayfrom that supply

youaregetting furtherawayfrom thegoalrathercloserto the goal,andthat’swhy that
isanimportantissue.It issupplymgan adequateof industrialland for thegeneralarea
of Salem-Kei.zertogether.

And then the otherpiecethat I wantedto respondto, for just a minutewas
CommissionerPropes,you’re right, in thatasfar asresidentialunitsit isaboutthesame
with thenew Keizerproposal,asfaras,how manyresidentialunitscanbedevelopedon
a sitenow. Whatchangeshereis thereisanincreasein the demandfor housingbecause
therearemorejobsgeneratedasa resultof this.Whereas,you might haveneeded100
housingunits, now becausetherearemore jobs youneed200 housingunits, in fact, it is

six to eight timesmore. Rightnow,for Salem,at least,whenwe did theSalemFutures
Processandwe tried to guesswhat kind of jobs, thenumberof jobsthat might be

generatedon this site, theguesswasa little overa 1,000jobs. Thefiscal impact analysis
thatwasdonefor the Keizer StationPlanguessedthat therewould be 3,000jobsthere,
andwith someskim off from that theindirectjobsanother1, 000. Sothereisa lot more
jobsthat aregeneratedandtheywant peopleto live close to where theywork thenthere
would be a demandfor more housingunits. And thatanalysishasn’treally beendoneto
determinewherethosehousesmight be. And thatiskind of just theother side. The
sameanswer,just a little more information.

MayorChristopher:Any questions?

CouncilorSmith: I’m just curiousand I’m just goingby personalscenario.My husband
worksfor, didwork for _________. (unintelligible) I amtrying to figureout howto do
morehouses I guessI amnot reallyunderstandingwhatyou said,pleaseclarify.

Vickie Hardin-Woods:Therewill bemore peopleemployedon this propertythan had
ongmallybeenintended.Sotherefore,if youwantpeopleto livenearwheretheywork,
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thereneedsto bemorehousesfor peopleto live near there.And if youaregoingto look
at thehousmg,thepriceof thosehouses,thehouseswould be alignedwith thepay
levels of the peoplewho work there.Your fiscal analysis,that youarerelyingon,that
evaluatesthis proposalsaysthat youaregoingto have3,034newjobs in the next ten
yearson thatproperty.So, it’s becausetherewill bemore peopleworking there.

CouncilorSmith:Okay,(unintelligible)

Vickie Hardm-Woods:Well actually,we makea guesswith a little bit of a stretch.What
wedid iswe tookthe informationthat theplanningagencies,including the
TransportationPlanfor theCity of Keizer andthe COG!SKATS Agencyfor

transportationanalysis.We usedthosenumbersandthat projected1,000jobs.

Attorney ShannonJohnson:I wantedto go backandthen(unintelligible). I do notrecall
thatfrom theperiodrevieworder, thenumberof _______. Thatis from the94-95order?

Vickie Hardin-Woods:1989.

AttorneyShannonJohnson:That isprobablythe beginningof periodicreview.

Vickie Hardin-Woods:I think we arestill in it myself.

A numberof voicesspeaking. -

AttorneyShannonJohnson:MariaandI arejust notawareof anyprecisetotal that is
demandedbyperiodicreview.

Mayor Christopher:Okay,it is twenty tosevenandI ammindful thatCommissioner
Ryanneedsto leave.So whatI would like to do, unlessthereisanyfurther questions
from Council whatI amgomgto do isproposea motionandthenhaveeachjurisdiction
voteon themotion.

MayorSwaim: I don’t know(unintelligible)

A numberof voicestalking.

MayorChristopher:Hereis themotion: Forthegoverningjurisdictions.Themotionwill
be that asthe city testifiedyou do not approvetheKeizer StationPlanassubmittedby

the developers,which is theone on the far right.We agreewith theconfirmationof the
populationprojectionfiguresandacreagefor zoningperplanor related.We
recommendedthe staffalternativeplanasmodifiedby the PlanningCommission.

SKAPAC doesnot approvethe KeizerStationPlansubmittedby thedevelopers,
NorthwestNationalLLC. Weagreeandconfirm the populationgrowthratefrom the
staffsubcon-umtteeandwe recommendthestaffalternativeplanasmodifiedby the
KeizerPlanningCommission.
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lJnidenlified Male Voice:(uninteffigible)

Mayor Christopher:Okay,motionnumberone.SKAPACdoesnot approveof the Keizer
StationPlanassubmittedto theCity of Keizerby NorthwestNationalLLC, butdoes
agreewith theconfirmationof thepopulationfiguresand growthratefromthe staff

subcommittee.Furtherdiscussion?

MayorChristopher:Marion County.all thosein favorof thatmotion.

MarionCounty:Aye
PolkCounty:Aye

City of Salem:Aye
City of Keizer: Aye

Mayor Christopher:Okay,so thatisunanimous.Okaysecondmotion. SKAPAC

recommendsthestaffalternativeplanasmodifiedby theKeizer PlanningCommission.

MarionCounty:Aye
Polk County:Aye
City of Salem:Nay
City of Keizer: All votingAye with theexceptionof RichardWalsh.

MayorChristopher:I believethat concludesour businesshere.KeLzerwill takewhatever
actionis appropriate(unintelligible). Wewifi go forward.Shannon,wewill go
forward.

Attorney ShannonJohnson:That iscorrect.Thereis a fourteen-day periodfor

submitting,I think fourteen-daysfor ajoint meeting,eachjurisdictionconsidered
responded.Som additionto the voteyou do havetheright to submit in writing your

position. With regardsto the minutesI opento suggestionsabouthow youwould like
to handleapprovalof theseminutesfor today.Perhapsindividual action with the
jurisdictions,theycouldbesubmittedaspartof the agendaunderindividual
jurisdictionsandvotedon in that matter.

MayorChristopher:Okay,thankyouvery muchand weareadjournedat 6:50p.m.
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Salem-Keizer Area Planning Advisory Committee (SKAPAC)
Meeting of Governing Jurisdictions

Meeting Minutes

May 23, 2002
Keizer Heritage Community Center

980 Chemawa Road NE, Keizer, Oregon

City of Keizer Mayor Lore Christopher called the meeting to order at 5:31 p.m. In
attendance were the following representatives:

City of Keizer
Mayor Lore Christopher Chris Eppley, City Manager
Councilor Mike Gaynor Maria Meier, Planning Director
Councilor Chuck Lee Shannon Johnson, Legal Counsel
Councilor Jerry McGee Keith Liden, Planning Consultant
Councilor Jacque Moir Rob Kissler, Director of Public Works
Councilor Judy Smith
Councilor Richard Walsh

City of Salem
Mayor Mike Swaim Bob Wells, Assistant City Manager
Councilor Kasia Quiltinan Vickie Woods, Interim Director
Councilor Bill Smaldone Sharman Meiners, Interim City Attorney
Councitor Brad Nanke Cecilia Urbani, Principal Planner
Councilor Rick Stucky Klaus Schilde, Senior Planner
Councilor Linda Bierly Mark Becktel, Transportation Planner

Marion County
Commissioner Mike Ryan Les Sasaki, Principal Planner
Commissioner Randy Franke

Polk County
Commissioner Mike Propes
Comm issioner Tom Ritchey

Introductions and Review of Agenda

Mayor Christopher reviewed the agenda and explained the procedure for approving
previous minutes.

Chris Eppley moved to approve the March 21, 2002 minutes of the Staff Subcommittee as
presented. Klaus Schilde, Salem Senior Planner, requested a correction be made on page
3, first full paragraph to read After further discussion the group noted the items which they
were not in agreement about Maria Meier, Keizer Planning Director, stated that the
issues of“Population” and “Acreage Comparison Chart” were agreed upon by staff and
should be shown as agreed upon.
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The April 10 and April 16, 2002 minutes of the Elected Officials Subcommittee were
discussed and numerous changes were proposed by Mayor Mike Swaim. Maria Meier,
reported that the minutes were transcribed from both written notes and audio tapes ofthe
meetings. It was the consensus of the group that arrangements should be made for Mayor
Swaim and any concerned member to listen to the tapes of the April 10 and April 16
meetings to verify the wording in the minutes, and then approve those minutes at a later
date.

Summary of SKAPAC Process

Shannon Johnson, Keizer City Attorney, provided a brief summary of the Salem-Keizer
Area Planning Advisory Committee (SKAPAC) process. The process allows for a Staff
Subcommittee, Elected Official Subcommittee, and a Governing Bodies Subcommittee.
Mr. Johnson explained that the SKAPAC process was initiated by Keizer to hear
comments from all the jurisdictions even though under the provision identified by Keizer,
the process does not require the jurisdictions to reach concurrence.

Mayor Mike Swaim stated that Salem considers this to be a regional issue. Klaus Schilde
concurred and stated that Salem believes the Keizer Station Plan is not one ofthe six
issues in the comprehensive plans, but is an urban policy that has regional impacts.
Shannon Johnson stated that Keizer disagrees, does not believe this is an urban area
policy. Cecilia DeSantis Urbani, Salem Principal Planner, referred to Salem’s
Comprehensive Plan list of urban areas. Mr. Johnson responded that Keizer does not
have a list and stated that the lists that are known to exist pertain to Salem and to Marion
County. Ms. Urbani referred to the Comprehensive Plan section that outlines procedures
for amendments (Section C, Subsection 2) Nonregional Planning Action Procedures,
Subsection A, “Any amendment to an urban area policy shall follow the and stated that
procedures interpret that SKAPAC is part of that subsection. Mayor Christopher confirmed
that the quoted section deals with Salem’s nonregional planning action procedures. Mr.
Johnson stated that the section is limited to jurisdictions within the area and reminded the
group that the subject property is within the Keizer city limits. Les Sasaki, Marion County
Principal Planner, spoke about the original concurrence requirement. Mayor Christopher
stated this is not a regional issue; however, it does fall under the nonregional action,
Subsection b (not Subsection a). Keizer Councilor Jerry McGee suggested the group hear
the whole presentation before getting into this type of discussion.

Mr. Johnson informed the group that if they get to the point of making a motion at this
meeting, the vote will be recorded by a separate vote by each jurisdiction. He reminded
them that a quorum will be required from each jurisdiction for the vote to be valid.

Summary of Existing Chemawa Activity Center Plan, Proposed Keizer Station Plan,
and Planning Commission Recommended Alternative Keizer Station Plan

Maria Meier reviewed the boundaries and current and proposed zones of the four areas of
the Chemawa Activity Center Plan/Keizer Station Plan. Over a year ago, Northwest
National LLC, simplified the original plan, proposed to change the zoning and change the
boundary to extend to the Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). The changes included two
acres for a substation, recreational entertainment plans, and potential industrial
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development.

Keizer staff came up with an alternative plan and presented it to the Keizer Planning
Commission. The Commission agreed with some areas and disagreed with others. Areas
of change included: Area a - a ratio ofa minimum of 25% industrial park uses and
maximum of 75% commercial uses; Area b - added a restriction to prohibit traffic intensive
uses and if commercial retail is introduced, a traffic impact analysis would be required; and
allowance for commuter rail in the the Employment General area. The City of Keizer has
also been working with the Grand Ronde and Siletz tribes on this issue.

Mayor Christopher asked for clarification to what the zoning looked like prior to the plan
that is currently in force and was referred to the 1988 Chemawa Activity Center Plan.
Marion County Commissioner Randy Franke inquired about the definition for the new
commercial use zone and was referred to Attachment A of Exhibit B of the December 5,
2001 Staff Recommendation which outlined the General Employment (EG) zone. Salem
Planning Commissioner Rick Stucky requested clarification of how the Keizer Planning
Commission recommendation differs from the staff recommendation and was informed that
minor amendments were made.

Conclusion of Staff Subcommittee

It was reported that the Staff Subcommittee was in agreement on:
a) Population Projections, and
b) Acreage for Zoning per Plan or Related Study.

The issues identified for Elected Official Subcommittee consideration included:
a) Consistency with Statewide Planning Goals (2) Land Use Planning and

Coordination, (9) Economics, and (10) Housing;
b) Differences regarding land supply and demand for commercial, industrial,

and residential lands, including assumptions, analysis, and techniques; and
C) Definition of Primary Trade Area - Keizer defined as the City of Keizer city

limits, whereas the City of Salem says that a larger primary trade area should
be considered to accurately assess the regional impacts of the proposed
amendments.

Conclusion of Elected Official Subcommittee

It was reported that the Elected Official Subcommittee moved the recommendation that the
Elected Official Subcommittee cannot agree with the Keizer Station Plan but does agree to
the Alternative Proposed Plan as recommended by the Planning Commission. (The
motion voted 3 to 1 in favor of the motion. Mayor Christopher, Commissioner Ryan, and
Commissioner Propes voted in favor of the motion. Mayor Swaim voted against the
motion.)

Discussion by Governing Bodies

If the Governing Jurisdictions do not pass a unanimous motion, the City of Keizer can
move forward with its recommendation. Concurrence is not required.
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It was stated that the major changes in the plan include: changes the zone in Area a from
Commercial Retail to Employment General; limited big box construction to a total of three
buildings; the Mixed Use zone must be developed as 75% residential and 25% commercial
in use.

Commissioner Franke requested clarification in the changes in the commercial zone and
inquired if there is a difference between the retail activities allowed in this plan from the
activities currently allowed on River Road. He was informed that in the EG zone, the
allowable activities come from the commercial mixed use allowed on River Road.

Commissioner Rick Stucky asked how much acreage is identified as Industrial and was
informed that 133 acres are proposed.

Salem City Councilor Kasia Quillinan requested the definition of “building” for the purpose
of determining how much space “three buildings” could potentially require. Maria Meier
read the definition of “building” from Keizer’s code which states . . . under one roof.. built for
support, shelter of persons Councilor Quillinan pointed out that the Woodburn outlet
mall is under one roof.

Polk County Commissioner Tom Ritchey asked if all of the subject property is within the
Keizer City limits and was informed that it is.

Mayor Swaim stated that Salem staffs position, in a global sense, concerns the potential
for the impact of expanding commercial lands when groups like SEDCOR are indicating a
severe need of industrial lands and the Department of Land Conservation and
Development and 1,000 Friends of Oregon have expressed concern on the impact of the
adjustment of commercial and industrial land, and housing stock. He asked if an analysis
has been done. It was reported that SEDCOR’s correspondence does not specifically
address this issue.

Councilor McGee pointed out that the staff alternative creates more housing than what the
existing plan calls for and there would be no deterioration of housing. Mayor Christopher
stated that in line with Goal 10, there is no indication for a lack of housing with the plan and
as stated, the staff recommendation increases the opportunity for housing.

Salem City Councilor Bill Smaldone expressed concern with how to meet the housing
needs of a relatively large number of people with a low density of housing. Mayor
Christopher stated the numbers are based on current inventory. Shannon Johnson added
that the staff alternative adds to Area c, a minimum of 75% of high density residential and
that Goal 10 does not require that type of analysis.

Mayor Swaim inquired if it was Keizers position that even if there is an expansion of job
opportunities, Keizer currently has sufficient housing, multiple housing. Mr. Johnson -

replied that it is not Keizer’s position and that when it was reviewed some time ago, it was
perceived that there was not a need for a housing analysis because no portion of the
subject property is being taken out of the existing housing stock. Mayor Swaim stated
there is a difference of opinion of whether or not a housing analysis should be done.

SKAPAC Meeting of Governing Jurisdictions /May 23,2002



Polk County Mike Propes requested clarification with regard to housing as outlined in the
two plans and questioned whether they are essentially the same. It was reported that the
current Mixed Use zone allows for commercial and residential but doesn’t list a ratio and
that under this plan, a ratio is established to ensure that housing is included.
Commissioner Propes complimented Keizer on the information that was presented, the
efficient manner of bringing committee members “up to speed” on the issue, and Keizer’s
willingness to listen to the concerns of its citizens. He stated that although Salem doesn’t
agree, he felt the plan is very flexible to meet the needs of economy and protect the needs
of Keizer.

Commissioner Franke requested the difference between the industrial zone of the
Chemawa Activity Center and the staff proposal. Mayor Christopher responded that there
is a reduction of 43 acres or 3.5% in the overall UGB.

Mayor Swaim introduced a process question and requested that Salem staff be allowed to
provide a different point of view to the information being presented at the meeting. He
stated that Salem believes Keizer is doing a great job in this process and is hopeful that
the plan works the way Keizer wants; however, Salem feels there will be an impact on the
rest of the region.

Commissioner Franke asked if the property line on the acreage north of the current ball
park is to the edge of Labish ditch or the center of Labish ditch and if it included the area
known as the “Labish peat.” It was reported that the line is the center of the ditch and the
land is upland than the peat area.

Salem staff was asked to provide additional comments. Vickie Hardin Woods, Community
Development Interim Director, stated that Salem does not have different answers to
questions posed at this meeting, just additional information. She reported that the
industrial land numbers are generally close, but represent a bit of a reduction. She stated
this is a key piece of Periodic Review and stated that by taking away from industrial lands,
Keizer is getting further away from the goal rather than closer. Residential units are about
the same; however, what changes is the increase in the demand for housing because 6-8
times more jobs are created. She stated that in the Salem Futures process, the estimation
ofjobs is considerably less than what this plan could produce. If employees want to live
close to where they work, there would be a demand for more housing units than what is
being proposed. The analysis ofwhere they might be has not been done.

Keizer City Councilor Judy Smith requested clarification on the conclusion that there would
be an increase in the demand for housing. Ms. Woods stated that the plan indicates
establishment of more jobs than originally calculated, and if employees want to live close
to where they work, the housing needs would be higher. Councilor Smith inquired about
the Salem Futures’ projection of 1,000 jobs. Ms. Woods indicated that the projected figure
was derived from Salem’s transportation plan and the Council of Government’s strategy
figures.

Shannon Johnson requested clarification of the Periodic Review Order on industrial land
acres and asked if that was from the 1994 Order. It was stated that the information was
from the 1989 Order.

SKAPAC Meeting of Governing Jurisdictions1May23, 2002



Mayor Christopher stated that she would like to propose a motion and ask each jurisdiction
to vote.

Mayor Swaim requested a four minute break to give each jurisdiction an opportunity to
caucus before the vote.

Recess: 6:41 p.m.
Reconvene: 6:46 p.m.

Mayor Lore Christopher moved that the SKAPAC governing jurisdictions do not approve
the Keizer Station Plan as submitted by the developers, but do agree with the confirmation
of the population projection figures and acreages for zoning.

The vote on the motion:
Ayes - Marion County (unanimous)

Polk County (unanimous)
City of Keizer (unanimous)
City of Salem (unanimous)

Nays - none (0)

Mayor Lore Christopher moved that the SKAPAC governing jurisdictions recommends the
staff alternative plan as modified by the Keizer Planning Commission.

The vote on the motion:
Ayes - Marion County (unanimous)

Polk County (unanimous),
City of Keizer (Richard Walsh voted Nay)

Nays - City of Salem (unanimous)

Mayor Christopher stated that the City of Keizer will go forward indicating the votes on
these two motions and stated that the separate jurisdictions have the right to submit their
comments in writing within 14 days.

Mayor Christopher stated she was open to suggestion for approval of the minutes from this
meeting and suggested the issue be included on the agendas of the individual
jurisdictions.

There being no further business, the meeting was declared adjourned at 6:50 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Cathy Hoffman, Recording Secretary

SKAPAC Meeting of Governing Judsdictions IMay 23, 2002
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COUNCIL MEETING: July 1. 2002

AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:___________

TO: MAYOR CHRISTOPHER AND CITY COUNCILOR MEMBERS

THROUGH: CHRIS EPPLEY
CITY MANAGER

FROM: H. MARC ADAMS
CHIEF OF POLICE

SUBJECT: VEHICLE LEASE AGREEMENTS

ISSUE:

Since the mid-1990’s the Keizer Police Department has used a leasing program for
unmarked vehicles used by the Detectives and Administrative Staff. The unmarked cars
are assigned to Police Department personnel who are on call and expected to respond
directly to crime scenes or emergencies. The City has utilized a standard lease program
through Willamette Auto Group for these vehicles. On June

30
th, 2002, the lease will expire

on two of these vehicles. Bids were requested and received to replace these two vehicles
under a leasing program. Willamette Auto Group is offering the City the best rates for this
lease program.

FISCAL IMPACT:

The funding to cover this leasing of these two vehicles is in the General Fund — Police
Department budget. This budget was approved by the City Council on June

3
rd, 2002. The

lease is a four-year lease. Leasing of the unmarked vehicles has proven to be the most
cost effective and efficient manor to maintain our needed unmarked fleet.

RECOMMENDATION:

It is recommended the City Council adopt the attached Resolution authorizing the City
Manager to enter a lease agreement through Willamette Auto Group for the leasing of
two vehicles.



1 CITY COUNCIL, CITY OF KEIZER, STATE OF OREGON

2 Resolution R2002- ____________

3 AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO ENTER AGREEMENT THROUGH

4 WILLAMETTE AUTO GROUP FOR LEASING OF POLICE VEHILCES

5

6 WHEREAS, the Cfty of Keizer has utilized a leasing program for unmarked

7 vehicles used by the Detectives and Administrative Staff;

WHEREAS, a request for bids was distributed and quotes received to continue

9 a leasing program for these vehicles

10 WHEREAS, funding for these lease agreements has been included in the

11 approved 2002-2003 fiscal year budget; NOW, THEREFORE

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

13 Manager is hereby authorized to execute an agreement, which by this reference

14 made a part hereof and attached as exhibit “A”, through Willamette Auto Group for

15 the leasing of two police vehicles.

16

17 PASSED this day of , 2002.

18 SIGNED this day of __________________, 2002.

19

20 Mayor

3 City Recorder
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CITY COUNCILMEETING: July 1, 2002

AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:________

TO: MAYOR CHRISTOPHER AND COUNCIL MEMBERS

THROUGH: CHRISTOPHER C. EPPLEY, CITY MANAGER

FROM: E. SHANNON JOHNSON, CITY ATTORNEY

SUBJECT: SOLID WASTEFRANCHISEFEE INCREASE

At its last meeting,theCouncil directedstaffto fonnally adoptthefranchisefeeincreasefor
solid wastehaulersto five percent. Thoughit maybe necessaryto changethe franchise
agreementalso,thefranchiseordinancecallsfor adoptingsuchfranchisefeeby Order. Such
orderis attachedfor yourreview.

RECOMMENDATION:

Adopt theattachedOrder.

Pleaselet meknowif you haveanyquestionsin this regard. Thankyou.

ESJ/tmh
enclosure



1 CITY COUNCIL, CITY OF KEIZER, STATEOF OREGON

2 ORDER

3 IN THEMATTER OF THE INCREASEIN FRANCHISE
4 SOLIDWASTECOLLECTIONFEESWITHIN THE CITY
5 OF KEIZER EFFECTIVEJTJLY 1, 2002

6 ThismattercomesbeforetheCity CounciloftheCity of Keizerfor consideration

7 of anincreasein thefranchisefeesfrom threepercent(3%)to five percent(5%);

8 IT APPEARINGthatunderOrdinanceNo. 96-350andthetermsandprovisions

9 of thosecertainagreementbetweentheCity of KeizerandLoren’sSanitationandthat

10 certainagreementbetweentheCity of KeizerandValley GarbageandRecycling,the

11 City ofKeizerhastheauthorityto increasetheallowedfranchisefeeto amaximumof

12 five percent(5%);

13 IT FURTHERAPPEARINGthatthe City Council held apublic hearingwith

14 regardto theproposedincreasefromthreepercent(3%)to five percent(5%)on June

15 17,2002;

16 IT FURTHERAPPEARING the City Council of the City of Keizer and the

1 7 Councilso fmdsthat is necessaryandappropriateto increasesuchfranchisefeeasset

18 forth herein;

19 IT FURTHERAPPEARINGthatthefranchisesolid wastecollectorsin theCity

20 of Keizerhavebeennotifiedof suchincrease;NOW, THEREFORE;

21 IT IS HEREBYORDEREDthatthesolidwastefranchisefeeis herebyincreased

22 to five percent(5%) ofthegrossrevenuesasdefinedin OrdinanceNo. 96-350;

Page1 - ORDER
Lien & Johnson

Attorneys at Law
4tt55 River Soad N

- Kwzer, Oregon 97303
(503) 390-I 635



CITYOFKEIZE~P
NOTICE OF EXECUTIVE

_________ SESSION

NOTICE is hereby given that the City Council of the
City of Keizer will meet in executive session on Monday.
July

1
st, 2002 beginning at 6:30 p.m. The Executive

Session is being held pursuant to ORS 192.660(1)(h) —

Litigation.

The Executive Session will be held at Keizer City Hall,
930 Chemawa Road NE, Keizer, Oregon.

Questions regarding this session may be directed to
Chris Eppley, City Manager at 390-3700, extension 102.

Dated this
27

th, day of June, 2002. ~

Tracy L. Davis, CMC
City Recorder

Notice for Information Purposes Only.

Upon request,auxillar, aids and)orspecial services forthose with dIsablUtWs will be
provided. To requestservices,please contact us at 390-3700 or through Oregon Relay

1-800-735.2900 atleasttwo working days (48 hours) in advance..



H=2 CITYOFK8Z~~
URBAN RENEWAL AGENCY MEETING

NOTICE is hereby given that the Urban Renewal
Agency of the City of Keizer will hold a meeting on Monday.
July

1
st, 2002 at 6:45 p.m.. The Agency will consider a

Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Enter an
Agreement for overlaying of North River Road.

The meeting will be held at Keizer City Hall, Robert L.
Simony Council Chamber, 930 Chemawa Road NE, Keizer,
Oregon.

Questions regarding this session may be directed to
Chris Eppley, City Manager at 390-3700.

Dated this 27~day of June, 2002.

Tracy L. Davis, CMC

City Recorder
Notice for Information Purposes Only.

Upon request, awdilary aids and/or special services for those with disabilIties 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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