
CITY OF KEIZER MISSION STATEMENT
KEEP CITYGOVERNMENT COSTS AND SERVICES TOA MINIMUM BYPROV/DING CITY SERVICES TO

THE COMMUNITY/N A COORDINATED, EFFICIENT AND LEAST COST FASHION

AGENDA
KEIZER CITY COUNCIL
Monday, June 5, 2000

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

Keizer City Hall, Keizer, Oregon 97303

1. CALL TO ORDER

2. ROLL CALL

3. PUBLIC TESTIMONY

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

4. COMMITTEE REPORTS

a. Introduction of City Manager Chris Eppley

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 which are not on tonight’s agenda.

a. New Business
~ Dedication of Right of Way by Salem-Keizer School District — Barnick Road
~- Request for Initiation of Text Amendment for Gasoline Service Stations Near

ChemawaIRiver Road

b. Old Business

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS

a. City of Keizer Transportation System Plan

7. ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION



Page2-June5, 2000
Keizer City CouncilAgenda

8. CONSENT CALENDAR

a. RESOLUTION — Designating Checking Account Signers

b. Approval of May 15, 2000 Regular Session Minutes

9. WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS

To inform the Council of significant written communications.

10. AGENDA INPUT

June 19, 2000
6:30 p.m. Keizer Urban Renewal Agency Meeting
> Urban Renewal Agency 2000-2001 Budget Public Hearing
~ Adoption of Urban Renewal Agency 2000-2001 Budget
7:00 p.m. Keizer City Council Meeting
> City of Keizer 2000-2001 Budget Public Hearing
> Adoption of City of Keizer 2000-2001 Budget
> Urban Transition (UT) Zone Public Hearing
> Ordinance Adopting Transportation System Plan

July 3, 2000
CITY COUNCIL MEETING CANCELLED

July 17, 2000
7:00 p~m.Keizer City Council Meeting

11. ADJOURN

Upon request, auxiliary aids and/or special services will be provided. To request services, please contact us at
390-3700 or through Oregon Relay 1-800-735-2900 at least two working days (48 hours) in advancé~



-J
0
0
:i:
(;1

Ci)
w
N

C~w
Lo~cc~

~w0
—J~

i_~~

1 coz

III rr~I
~#I ~C,)
,r~ ~6
~ U-
<o z

0
I-

C)aw

~OII~1~!;



-

CITY OF KEIZER
[ MEMORANDUM j

DATE: May 30, 2000

TO: City Council

THROUGH: City Manag r

FROM: Rob Kissler
Public Works Director

SUBJECT: Dedication of Right of Way

BACKGROUND:

With the completion of the Vineyards Sub-Division an opportunity has been
made available to improve pedestrian safety, vehicle safety and access to
Clearlake School, The School Board through staff has indicated their willingness
to dedicate the necessary property to the City for right of way purposes. The
School District Board has scheduled formal action on the dedication June 13,
2000. The City Public Works Department has funds available in the 00/01 Street
Fund budget to complete this project during summer of 2000.

When the City’s Bair Park and the second phase of the Vineyards Sub-Division
is completed, three additional Sub-Divisions North of the Clearlake School will
have better access. This additional access should relieve some of the
congestion on Parkmeadow and Meadowglen streets during opening or closing
of school.

P.O. Box 21000, Keizer, OF? 97307 FAX 393-9437 phone: 390-3700 - Ext. 149
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MEMO TO: MayorNewtonandCity Councilors

FROM: Maria Meier, SeniorPlanner

THROUGH: Wally Mull, City Manager

RE: GasolineServiceStationsnearChemawaRoadandRiver Road;
Applicant’sRequestto Initiate Text Amendment.

DATE: June1, 2000

On May 5, 2000theCity receivedawrittenrequestfor theCity Council to consider
initiating a textamendmentto theKeizerDevelopmentCodewith regardsto the
prohibitedlocationsofgasolineservicestations. Specifically,theapplicantrequeststhat
City Council considerthetext amendmentto allow theestablishmentofa gasoline
servicestation at4990River RoadN, Keizer(locatedjust southofSheri’ s Restauranton
River Road).

BACKGROUND

InAugust 1995,the City ofKeizerRiverandChemawaCenterSpecificPlan
(SRI/Shapiro,Inc.) wascompleted,which is a detailedmasterplanfor landuse,streets,
andimprovementsapproximately4-acresite locatedatthe intersectionofNorthRiver
RoadandChemawaRoad. TheSpecificPlan is intendedto guidenewdevelopmentand
redevelopmentoverthenext20 yearsuntil thesiteis built-out. Thisplanencouraged
mixed usedevelopmentwith an emphasisonpedestrianconnectivity.

In September1995,theCity completedtheRiver & ChemawaDesignStudy(Leland
ConsultingGroup),whichwasan economicdevelopmentopportunityassessment.This
studyprovideda marketdemandoverviewfor potentiallandusesin theCity ofKeizer,
proposeda developmentprogramdescribingamix ofusesandactivities,and
recommendedanimplementationstrategyto meetthe City’s goals.

Thetwo studieswereutilized in thecreationofthenewKeizerDevelopmentCode1998.
SincetheadoptionofthenewKeizerDevelopmentCode,thespecificareathat was

StaffPresentationto City Council
Analysisof Section2.110.05 CommercialMixed(CM) zone;
ProhibitedUsesidentifiedin Section2.110.05(C)



extensivelystudiedprohibitscertainusesfrom beingestablishedin thisarea,including
but not limited to: gasolineservicestations,drive-throughwindowsor carservice
associatedwith eatinganddrinking places,vehiclesalesandsecondaryrepair,
automotiverepairshops,etc. To reduceconflictsand encouragecompatibilitybetween
transportationmodes,transit facilities areadvocatedand intensivevehicleusesare
prohibited.

Accordingto Section2.110.04(C),gasolineservicestationsareprohibitedfrom any
propertyfronting onRiver Roador ChemawaRoadin thefollowing area:

“...thewestsideofRiver Roadbetween5119River RoadonthenorthandJanetAvenue
extendedonthe south;theeastsideofRiverRoadbetweenClaggettStreeton the north
andJamesAvenueon the south;andeither sideofChemawaRoadbetweenElizabeth
Streeton thewestandBaileyRoadonthe east.”

RECOMMENDATION

Staffconcursthatthestandardsin Section2.110.05(C)areappropriatefor theChemawa
Road/RiverRoadinterchange.Staffrecommendsno changeto theKeizerDevelopment
Code. Attachedis acopyoftheApplicant’swritten requestandsupplementaldrawings
ofthesite in question.

ATTACHEMNTS

• Figure7; Cliv ofKeizerRiverandGiemawaCenterSpecificPlan (SRI/Shapiro,Inc.)
• Applicant’swrittenrequestand supplementaldrawingsofthesitein question

StaffPresentationto City Council 2
Analysisof Section2.110.05CommercialMixed(CM) zone;
ProhibitedUsesidentifiedin Section2.110.05(C)



River andChemawaCenterSpecificPlan
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DESIGN DEVELOPMENT GROUP
~8100 Balboa Blvd. • Van l’Juys, California 91406 • (818) 782-6484 • (818) 782-8445 (Fax)

May 3, 2000

City Council
City of Keizer
P0Box 2 1000
Keizer, OR 97307

Reference:ProposedGasolineStation@ 4990River RoadN., Keizer, OR

HonorableCouncil Members,

DesignDevelopmentGroup on behalfof SafewayStores,Inc., Clackarnas,Oregonhereby
requeststhatyour City Councilhearourrequestto considera textamendmentin orderto locatea
gasolinestationatthe abovenoted location, in a CommercialMixed Zone.

Accordingto the Keizer City DevelopmentCodeandthe ChemawaRiver RoadPlan,gasoline
salesfacilities arenow aprohibitedusein the CommercialMixed (CM) Zone. Therefore,we are
askingthatthe City Council placeourrequeston the agendafor considerationof atext
amendmentto the presentcodeandplan.

The proposedstationwill consistof two (2) 20,000-gallonundergroundstoragetanks,akiosk and
control roomand five- (5) dispenserislands. The projectwill addadditional landscapingto
enhancethe areaandcontrol traffic circulation. We arepleasedto presentthe site plansshowing
stationlocation, islands,access,andtnick turn analysisandtraffic flow.

Thank you for your considerationandcooperation.Any questionsmaybe directedto my
a~entionat (818)267-2433.

inc rely,
Desi n Develo ~ r ip

DianeL. Amos
ProjectManager
E-mail: diane l:~,aese.com

Cc: Bill Jackson,Sat~\vayStores,Inc.
CynthiaSabatnu,DDG
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MEMO TO: MayorNewtonandCity Councilors

FROM: Maria C. Meier, SeniorPlanner

THROUGH: Wally Mull, City Manager

RE: KeizerTransportationSystemsPlan

DATE: June1, 2000

OnMay 18, 2000theCity Council receivedacopyoftheproposedKeizerTransportation
SystemsPlanwith suggestedamendments.In additionto theoriginalproposed
amendments,staffrecommendsclarifying supplementaryinformationonpage9, as
identifiedonpagethreeofthismemorandum.

BACKGROUND

TheCity ofKeizerTransportationSystemPlan(TSP) is a longrange(20-year)planthat
providesthecity with thegoalsandpoliciesto guidedevelopmentofall its transportation
modesincludingpedestrian,bicycle, and motorvehicles. TheTSPestablishesan
interconnectednetworkofarterialand collectorstreetsthatimprovetheoperationofthe
transportationsystems. It alsooutlinesaCapitalImprovementProgram(CIP) that shows
theconstructionworknecessaryto meetthegoalsoftheTSP.

In 1996,theCity of Keizerbeganreviewingstandardswithin thedevelopmentcode
regardingstreets,modelingfor Alder Streetandintegratingabicycleelementinto the
standardsfor streets.Theadoptionofthe 1998KeizerDevelopmentCodeaddressed
issuesidentifiedby the stateTransportationPlanningRule,suchasbicycleandvehicular
parking requirements. Thereon,theCity of Keizerwasrequiredby theMetropolitan
PlanningOrganization(MPO) to produceits owntransportationsystemplanto be
consistentwith theregionalplan.

KeizerTransportationSystemPlan
PlanningCommissionRecommendationto City Council



TheWork Programfor theKeizerTSPbeganin June1998. Thefollowing tasksoutline
theframeworkoftheproject:

• Public Involvement
• CompleteReviewofTransportationPlans,Goals,and PoliciesPlans
• DeterminingStreet,Pedestrian,andPublicTransportationNeeds
• DevelopandEvaluateStreet,Pedestrianand PublicTransportationOptions
• SelectionofOptions
• TransportationFinancing
• ProduceaDraft TransportationSystemPlan
• Coordinationand Management
• PlanAdoption

ISSUE

ThePlanningCommissionhasformally recommendedtheCity Counciladoptthe
attachedKeizer TransportationSystemPlan. Theyellow insertpagesindicatethepages
with amendmentsto theoriginaldocument,asrecommendedby thePlanning
Commission.

Subsequentto thePlanningCommission’srecommendation,thefollowing suggestions
havebeenidentifiedto be worthy informationaladditionsto thedocument(recommended
changesin bold print):

Page1 * ExecutiveSummary:

TheTransportationSystemsPlan(TSP)is a longrange(20-year)planthat provided
thecity with thegoalsandpolicesto guide developmentofall its transportation
modes(pedestrian,bicycle, motorvehicles,public transit, etc.).

NewParagraph3. The MPO in the Keizer area is the Salem-KeizerArea
Transportation Study (SKATS). It is governed by the SKATS Policy
Committee,which is madeup ofelectedrepresentativesfrom the citiesof Keizer
and Salem,Marion and Polk Counties, the Salem Area MassTransit District
(SAMTD), and the Salem/KeizerSchoolDistrict. The Mid-Willamette Valley
Council of Governments(MWVCOG) facilitates efforts of SKATS. SKATS
provide a forum for developingthe RegionalTransportation SystemsPlan and
programming federal and statefunded transportation investmentsto implement
the Plan. The Policy Committee is advisedby severalsub-committeescomprised
of private citizens,electedofficials, stateagenciesand private transportation
providers to ensurerepresentationof various viewpoints in the decision-making
process.

Keizer TransportationSystem Plan 2
PlanningCommissionRecommendationto City Council



Newparagraph4. Keizer is alsoa memberoftheMid-WillametteArea
Commissionon Transportation(MWACT). MWACT is an official advisory
body to theOregonTransportationCommission(OTC) on transportationissues
within Marion,Polk, andYamhill Countyareasof Oregon.MWACT balances
theneedsidentified by local jurisdictionswith thedesiredvision of theentire
valley, advisingon programswhich bestmeetstheseneedsbasedon available
revenuesand in observanceofthe statewidetransportationpolicies.

NewParagraph5. Electedofficials from Keizercontinueto activelyparticipate
in thedeliberationsof bothSKATS andMWACT. Both organizationsdealwith
andarethepolicy-makerson transportationissuesthat affectKeizerbut which,
in manycases,extendbeyondKeizer’scity limits. Someofthe issuesinclude
anothercrossbridgeacrossthe WillametteRiver, a “beitline” conceptfor
Keizer-Salem,commuterrail betweenKeizer/Salemandthe Portland
metropolitanarea,a transit “center” in Keizerand additionalaccesspointsto
InterstateHighway 5 (Perkinsor Quinby Roads).

Page4, Chapter1:

Air/Water/Pipe/Rail.Althoughthesearenotmajortransportationmodesfor Keizer,
thiselementcontainspoliciesthatpromoteefficient andsafefreight andcommodities
and potentiallycommuter(passenger)movementto, from, andwithin the city.

Page9:

Incorporatedin 1982,Keizeris governedby amayorcouncil-managerform of
government.TheMayor is thepresidingofficer oftheCouncilandis electedfor two
years. TheCity Council consistsofsevencouncilors,eachrepresentinga specific
geographicarea,or ward,ofthecity. TheMayorandsix councilorsareelectedat
largewithin thecity. Councilorsareelectedfor four-yearterms.

Page10:

Population. The 1998populationestimatefor thecity ofKeizerwas approximately
29, 235 peopleIPreliminary 1999PopulationEstimate:30,2601 (Table 1).

Page26:

(Secondsentenceunderheading“LockhavenDrive’) LockhavenDrive is currently
threelanesfrom River Roadto ~

1~4
thStreetMcLeod Lane,two lanesfrom4-4~’Street

McLeod Laneto ChemawaRoadand four five lanesfrom ChemawaRoadto 1-5.

Page30.

Currently,therearetwo functioningpark-and-ridelots in Keizer. Oneunofficial lot
is locatedon thesouthsideof ChemawaRoadat RadiantDrive.

Keizer TransportationSystemPlan 3
PlanningCommissionRecommendationto City Council



Page41.

(Lastsentenceof “Bike Lanes’) (westofN-; RiverRoadN.).

Page66.

(Lastsentenceofparagraphnumbered1.) SAMTD wishesto increaseintervals-by
September1999andis workingon makingthis occursooner.Thisno longerapplies
in May 2000.

Page72.

Endtheparagraphundertheheading“PassengerService”with thesentence“terminal

wasremodeledin thesummerof 1999.” Addthe following newparagraph:
“The Burlington-Northernline throughKeizeris usedinfrequentlyand for
freightonly. It hasthepotentialto becomea moreactivefreight line, to be
abandoned,or to becomea commuterconnectionto thePortlandmetropolitan
area. Rail crossingsin Keizerarelocatedat LockhavenandRidgeDrivesand
on TepperLane. Therail crossingat Lockhavenhasagatedsignal,while
TepperLanehasnosignalsor gatesandwarningis from a railroadcrossing
sign. WashingtonCountyis establishingcommuterrail from Beavertonto
Wilsonville, Oregon,to beoperationalin 2003/2004. Thereis potential for a
possibleextensionof serviceto theKeizer-Salemarea. Seethe“Washington
CountyInterurbanRail final ReportdatedMay 1997,“Stateof theCommutein
Oregonin 1990andPossibleScenariosfor 2015” datedFebruary1994,and
otherrelatedandsubsequentreports.”

Pages84 through90, Definitions andAcronyms:

• Add to thedefinitionofISTEA: Thisacronymwaschangedin 1998 to TEA-
21, theTransportationEfficiencyAct for the

21
st Century.

• Add: Mid-WillametteValley Commissionon Transportation(MWACT)
• Add: Mid-WillametteValley Council ofGovernments(MWVCOG)
• Change: “Preventative”to “Preventive”
• Add: TransportationEfficiencyAct for the

21
st Century(TEA-21)

• Add: SpecialTransportationAdvisoryCommittee(STAC)

Page91, AppendixB, Public TransportationServiceProvidersInventory:

• Add: KeizerFire District & information

In addition,a list ofreferencesshallbe attachedon whichthis planwasbased.

KeizerTransportationSystemPlan 4
PlanningCommissionRecommendationto City Council



Goal 5: Provide for a street systemthat is compatible with other modesof

transportation and minimizesvehicular travel time.

Objective1: Integratethestreetsystemwithothertransportationmodes.

Policy 1: Considerinstallationoftheappropriatebikeway,pedestrian,andpublic
transportationamenitiesandfacilities during designofeithernew
streetsormajorimprovements.

Policy 2: Thestreetsystemshall provideconnectivityandcontinuityof travel
betweencity entranceandexit pointsandmajordestinationsand
activity centers.Thepurposeis to minimize out-of-directiontraveland
circuitousrouting.

F. Street Design Standards
Table 6 depictstherevisedstreetdesignstandards.Thestandardswere developedin accordance
with theTPR’srequirementfor minimumstandardsconsistentwith operationalneeds.

Table 6
Street Standards

Number R/Wp.v
Functional of Bike Improvement Width

Classificationsq Lanes Parking LanesK Width (ft.)A Sidewalksji (ft.)
Major Arterial 5 No Yes 50-72 Yes 84
Minor Arterial 3 No Yes 36-50 Yes 72

Collector 2 No Yes 36-50 Yes 68
Local III 2 Yes No 34 Yes 48
Local II 2 Yes No 32 Yes 46
Local I 2 Yes No 30 Yes 44

City ofKeizer, 1999
~ All local streetcategorieshavea ten-footpublic utility easementon bothsidesandafive-footslopeand

utility easementon collectorsandarterials.
K Standardbike lanewidthsare sixfeet;although,fivefeetmaybe approvedon a caseby casebasis.
2 Streetimprovementand right-of-waywidthsmaybeincreasedona caseby casebasisasrequiredby the

city inaccordancewith Public WorksDesignStandards.
p All streetswill havefive-footwidesidewalkson bothsides. Meanderingsidewalksmaybe

considered/requiredon arterialsandcollectors.
v Additional right-of-waymayberequiredat intersectionsfor additional turning lanes. Right-of-wayat

intersectionsto havea minimum20-footradius.

Localstreetsarecategorizedinto threelevelsbasedon thresholdsofeitheraveragedaily traffic or
numberofdwelling unitsor squarefootageoftheareato be served. Detailsofthecategorization
canbe foundin the PublicWorks DesignStandards.

KeizerTransportationSystemsPlan 25



scopewasthe analysisoftheeffectsofextendingAlder Drive eastfrom its currentterminusjust
eastofPleasantView Drive to VerdaLane. Oneormoreschoolsarebeingconsideredfor
constructionalongan extendedAlder Street. As partofthis extension,sidewalksandbikelanes
would needto be installed. Buspull outsandpedestriansheltersshouldalsobe considerednear
the schools. Thesedetailsshouldbe discussedin furtherdesignplans.

A recentchangeto theCity ofSalemTransportationSystemPlancalls for amulti-usepedestrian
pathwayalong ClaggettCreekin theNorthgateIndustrialDistrict. Thedetailsofthepathwayare
not yetdecided,yettheCity ofKeizeris interestedin theconceptandwill workwith Salemto
pursuethe idea. Shouldmutuallyagreeablepathwayandfunding mechanismsresultfrom this
coordination,theresult is intendedto becomepartofthis document.

Safety and Maintenance

Safetyis aprimaryconcernfor pedestrianswho travelthroughouttheir neighborhoods. In
additionto providingsidewalksfor pedestrians,thesidewalksneedto be appropriatelyilluminated
andadequatelymaintained. Bill No. 058 OrdinanceNo. 86-074titledAn OrdinanceRegulating
theReconstruction,AlterationandRepairofSidewalks,statesthatpropertyownersarerequired
to maintainandrepairthepublic sidewalksthatabuttedtheir property. Thepropertyowneris
alsorequiredto keepthesidewalkclearofdebris,snow,and ice,aswell asfreeofobstacles.

Street Lighting

Currently,all newpublic streetsrequirethe installationofstreetlighting. Severaloptions
currentlyexist for propertyownersto havenewstreetlighting installed. Individualownerscan
pay to havealight in front oftheir propertyor, morefrequently,agroupofpropertyownerscan
form a streetlighting district. In orderto reachthegoalof acompletedstreetlighting system,
everypropertyowner lacking lights wouldneedto belongto a streetlighting district. Thecity,
throughfranchisearrangementswith PGEand SalemElectric,will providestreetlighting for
arterialandcollectorstreets.City staffwould needto developanimplementationscheduleto
organizenewstreetlighting districts. HEP Fundsmayalsobeusedto improvesafetyissuesin
regardsto illumination.

54 Keizer TransportationSystemsPlan



Appendix G - Document Listing
PublicationDate

Stateof Oregon

DirectoryofPublicTransportationServices January1996

HighwayCompatibility Guidelines June1987

OregonHigh SpeedRail BusinessPlan August 1994

OregonAdministrativeRules,Chapter660,Division 12 1999

OregonShinesII January1997

OregonBicycle andPedestrianPlan June1995

1999OregonHighwayPlan March 1999

OregonInter-cityPassengerTimes-tables Spring,2000

OregonPublicTransportationPlan April 1997

OregonRail FreightPlan August 1994

OregonTransportationPlan September1992

StateAgencyCoordinationProgram December1990

2001 StatewideTransportationImprovementProgram(STIP) December1997

TransportationSystemPlanningGuidelines August 1995

WillametteValley TransportationStrategy-PhaseI report: May 1995

Commutingin theWillametteValley May 1998

City of Keizer
ComprehensivePlan 1987

DevelopmentCode May 1998

NorthRiver RoadAlternativeModalOpportunityStudy 1995

River andChemawaDesignStudy 1995

Interstate5/ChemawaRoad 1995

ChemawaActivity CenterPlan April 1997

Alder StreetStudy 1996

An OrdinanceRegulatingtheReconstruction,
AlterationandRepairofSidewalks(No. 86-074 1986

AppendixG G-1



City of Salem
SalemTransportationSystemPlan August 1998
(AmendedOctober1999)

VanpoolGuide(Pamplet) Undated

Miscellaneous

1994Origin & DestinationSurveys SKATS May 1995

PortlandStatePopulationProjections 1998

RegionalTransportationSystemsPlan, Salem-KeizerArea
1996Update TransportationStudy

(SKATS) 1996

RegionalPublicTransportationSystem
Element SKATS January1996

SalemPassengerRail StationStudy SKATS June1995

Salem/Keizer/PolkCounty/MarionCounty
BicycleMaps 1996

Planningfor theTransportationDisadvantaged
in MarionandPolk Counties SAMTD March 1998

Moving TowardsAction SAMTD August 1998

Optionsfor PassengerRail in thePacific
NorthwestRail Corridor
(ExecutiveSummary) ODOT/WSDOT 1995

AppendixG G-2



KEIZERPLANNINGCOMMISSION PUBLIC HE,4PJNG

MINUTES
Wednesday, March 8, 2000

7:00p.m.
Keizer City Ha/I - Council Chambers

1. CALL TO ORbER
Choir Wolf called the meeting to order at 7:05 p.m.

2. ROLL CALL
The following members were present: Bill Wolf, bick Inmon, 5tan Compton and
Michael Smith

Absent: Bruce Anderson, Jere Clancy and June Abbott

Also present were: Council Liaison-Jim Keller, City Attorney-Shannon Johnson,
Senior Planner-Maria Meier and Recording Secretary-Cindy Perry

3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES/February 9, 2000
The minutes of February 9, 2000 were approved with amendments.

4. PLANNING UPbATE
Ms. Meier shared that building permits had been issued for the Vineyards and
noted some of the other areas were building was taking place. She noted that Ms.
Termauro had completed her statement of work for the In-Fill Grant.

5. PUBLIC HEARING

5. .1 Transpcrta f/an System P/an
Prior to The opening of the public hearing Choir Wolf suggested that the
Commission open the hearing, take testimony and hold the record open for
two weeks to allow any additional written testimony to be placed on the
record. It was the conSensus of the commission to do this.

Chair Wolf opened the public hearing.

Ms. Meier read information from the staff report and offered Pres-tori Van
Meter, City Engineer and Wayne Rickert with COG to answer any questions
regarding the Transportation System Plan.

ziziii~ig(~oiii,,;j~s~,j,j.\ 1/nares
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Pub/ic Testimony
Wayne Rickert, Mid-Willomette Volley of Council of Governments- spoke
as a proponent of the T5P requesting that the document be forwarded on to
Council for its adoption. Mr. Rickert cautioned that the T5P was a living
document that should be reviewed every five years and should serve the city
well as it is currently written.

Respor.ding to questions Mr. Rickert noted that the TSP and its elements
meet the minimum requirements as set forth under the
Transportation planning rule. He went on to share that this document was a
important tool for the city to be eligible for federal funds and reminded
them that the document should be revisited at least every five years.

Karen Trucke, 6330 141$~Avenue NE, Keizer- stressed that her number one
priority listed in the plan was for the improvement of Chemawa Road. She shared
verbal information from land use presentations by Councilor Gordan Price, from
Vancouver, B.C. and George Crandell, Urban besigner. She noted some of the issues
covered in those presentations, which were to design the city for pedestrians and
not cars and a total city design.

Ms. Trucke expressed her concerns with the traffic problems along Lockhaven Rood
and her wishes for the emphasis of the development of the city center. She felt
that Chemawa Road should be the main avenue gateway into the center of Keizer
and shared the use of two east/west routes (Lockhaven and Chemawo) would allow
for the decrease of traffic on Lockhaven bringing people into the city center. She
went on to explain how she felt traffic could move in and out of the Chemawo
Activity Center without the use of a jug handle by changing the emphasis making
Chemawa the main road.

Mr. Wolf thanked Ms. Trucke for her presentation and urged the commission to
review the tape with Mr. Crandall’s presentation to the Council on June 17, 1996.

Ms. Trucke answered questions to verify her presentation.

Chair Wolf thanked Ms. Trucke for attending.

Preston Van Meter, City Engineer, 1723 River Rock brive- Mr. Van Meter
addressed page 25 of the TSP to table six “Street Standards”. He made Some
suggested changes to the table. The suggested table with corrections is listed
below with Mr. Van Meter’s suggested changes.



Functional Number Parking Bike Improvement Sidewalks R/Wuv
Class/f/ca tions of Lanes Lanes Width (ft) Width

________ _____ ____ ___ _______ _____ (ft)
Major Arterial 3-5 No Yes 50-72 feet Yes 84
Minor Arterial 3 No Yes 36-50 Yes 72
Collector 2 No Yes 36-50 Yes 68
Loca/IlI 2 Yes No 34 Yes 48
Loca/Il 2 Yes No 32 Yes 46
Local I 2 Yes No 30 Yes 44

Mr. Van Meter explained that the purpose of the jug handles discussed was not to
adjust traffic patterns but to eliminate left-hand turns, which cross travel lanes.

A discussion took place among the Planning Commission, Mr. Van Meter and Public
Works bireci-or, Rob Kissler. Questions were asked regarding the widths of various
streets in Keizer and how the TSP would effect them and surrounding traffic.

Chair Wolf noted that the record would remain open for the next two weeks for
the commission to receive written comments for the record. With no additional
public testimony Chair Wolf closed the public hearing.

5.2 Text Amendment to the Flood Plain Overlay Zone
Ms. Meier shared the staff report noting some of the changes that had been made
to the Flood- Plain Overlay Zone.

Chair Wolf opened the public hearing.

No public testimony was brought before the commission.

There was a brief question and answer period. Ms Meier noted that FEMA
requested adoption of the Overlay Zone by Council no later than June, 2000.

Chair Wolf closed the public hearing.

Mr. Smith moved for recommendation of the Flood- Plain Overlay Zone as amended.
Mr. Compton seconded the motion.

Ms. Meier provided a explanation regarding Page 12 of the Flood Plain Overlay Zone
pertaining to manufactured homes in existing home parks and the specifications
which FEMA was suggesting if replacing a single-wide home with a double wide and
the reasons for this.



The vote passed as follows:

AYES: Compton, Inmon, Smith and Wolf
NAYES: None
ABSENT: Abbot-f, Anderson and Clancey
ABSENTIONS: None

5 MAP REVIEW & bISCUSSION-Chemawa Activity Center
Councilor Keller provided a history of the Chemawa Activity Center, the suggestions
and findings of the recent task force along with the Council’s direction to the
Planning Commission. A map of the Chemawa Activity Center was also reviewed.

The Commission expressed interest in receiving copies of information provided
during the task force meetings to help direct them in their recommendations to
Council. Chair Wolf directed staff to obtain this information to provide to the
commission.

Members of the commission suggested that the public hearing only cover the eight
items, which the Council had directed the Planning Commission to review.

Chair Wolf noted he would be happy to refer to the eight items, but did not feel
they could restrict public testimony to only those eight items.

6. ANNOUNCEMENTS ANb AGENbA INPUT
April 12t~Lbeliberationson the Transportation System Plan. Ms. Meier noted that
any written testimony would be provided to the Planning Commission along with the
agenda. Also on April 12th the commission would also be reviewing the purpose of
the UT Zone in the City of Keizer.

Regarding the Chemciwa Activity Center it was the consensus of the commission to
hold an additional meeting on April 26th if needed.

8. AbJOURN
Chair Wolf adjourned the meeting at 9:23 p.m.

>- Next meeting Wednesday. Alarch 29th, 2000 ~ 7:00 p. in.

Pub/ic Hearing regarding the CliemawaActivi/y Center
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING: June 5, 2000

AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:__________

TO: MAYOR NEWTON AND CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS

THROUGH: CHRIS EPPLEY
CITY MANAGER

FROM: SUSAN GAHLSDORF
FiNANCE DIRECTOR

SUBJECT: DESIGNATING CHECKING ACCOUNT SIGNERS

BACKGROUND:

In October, 1999 a Resolution was adopted designating checking account signers for
the City of Keizer. Due to the resignation of Wally Mull, City Manager, the list of
names needs to be revised.

RECOMMENDATION:

It is recommended the City Council adopt the attached Resolution designating
checking account signers for the City of Keizer.
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MINUTES
KEIZER CITY COUNCIL
Monday, May 15, 2000

Keizer City Hall
Robert L. Simon Council Chambers

Keizer, Oregon

CALL TO ORDER Mayor Newton called the regular meeting to order at
7:03 p.m. Roll Call was taken as follows:

Present:
Bob Newton, Mayor
Lore Christopher, Council President
Craig Campbell, Councilor
Jim Keller, Councilor
Jerry McGee, Councilor
Jacque Moir, Councilor
J. L. Wilson, Councilor

Staff:
Wally Mull, City Manager
Rob Kissler, Public Works Director
Maria Meler, Senior Planner
Marc Adams, Chief of Police
Tracy L. Davis, City Recorder
Shannon Johnson, City Attorney

PUBLIC TESTIMONY JacquelineZimmer, P.O. Box 12189, Salem- spoke
regarding backyard burning and the problems it can
cause to public health. She noted implemented programs
in Salem that eliminate backyard burning and urged
Keizer to implement a similar program.

Councilor McGee supplied an update noting that a task
force had been working for several months pertaining to
curbside pick up in the hopes that this would help to
eliminate some of the backyard burning. He indicated
that their report was not complete and a preliminary date
to initiate the curbside program would be within the next
year after public hearings and input from the Council.

Peter Hackett, NW Regional Council of Carpenters- as
a carpenter and resident of Corvallis representing 20,000
carpenters in the area he wished to address language in
the “Procedure for Determining the Lowest and Most
Responsible Bidder”. He reviewed the items in this
document and stressed the necessity of contractors
having health care and a pension plan year around and
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felt the issue of raising standards for carpenters was a
community concern.

Mr. Hackett read from ORS 279.039 proposing that it was
a community responsibility to see that construction
workers are covered by pension and health plans.

Responding to questions, Mr. Hackett noted the employer
would have the option to chcose the type of benefits
made available to their employees thus enhancing current
guidelines.

Responding to questions, City Manager Mull indicated the
City was following a majority of the items on the
Procedure for Determining the Lowest and Most
Responsible Bidder. He was unsure how the City could
do any more than it was already doing.

Mayor Newton offered to review Mr. Hackett’s
suggestions and requested that Mr. Hackett supply
actions that other cities have taken regarding this.

Mayor Newton noted an Executive Session would be
taking place following the Council Meeting.

Marcia Bednarczyk, 7775 O’Neil Road, Keizer-
President of the Clear Lake Neighborhood Association
requested that the Council listen to the tapes of the
Planning Commission meeting that took place on April 12,
2000 and testimony that was provided from citizens
regarding the UT zone.

Clark Williams, 1050 Rafael Street North, Keizer-
spoke as a resident along the RiverWall and supplied an
outline of the issues which the neighbors were concerned
about. He reviewed the list of concerns with the Council.

Mayor Newton noted the Council would not be coming
back into session after the Executive Session to make a
decision this evening. He stressed that the City would like
to resolve the issue as much as the homeowners do.

Tim Kelsh, 1370 Rafael, Keizer- property owner along
the RiverWall. He agreed with Mr. Williams’s comments
and felt there were a number of discrepancies pertaining
to the finished height of the wall which were provided by
the Corp of Engineers. He requested that a second
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survey be done regarding the height of the wall.

William George, 990 Rafael Street, Keizer- a property
owner along the River WaH. He noted that the citizens
along the proposed River Wall had supplied the city with
what they wanted for property easements along the wall
and expressed his wish for open negotiations with the
City.

Dennis Esser, 1030 Rafael, Keizer- requested another
survey for his property and felt that this consideration
should be given to other property owners before the
Council moves ahead.

No additional testimony was brought before the Council.

COMMITTEE No Committee Reports were brought before the Council.
REPORTS

OTHER BUSINESS Councilor Moir moved for suspension of the rules for the
purpose of adoptinq a resolution to acquire property.
Councilor Campbell seconded the motion.

The motion passed unanimously as follows:

AYES: Christopher, Campbell, Keller, McGee, Moir,
Newton and \Mlson (7)
NAYS: None (0)
ABSTENTIONS: None (0)
ABSENT: None (0)

City Attorney, Shannon Johnson shared with the
audience that the City was interested in purchasing
property at the corner of Bailey and Chemawa Roads.
The owner of the property has agreed to sell the property
for the price of $52,500 and requested that the property
close quickly.

Responding to questions, Mr. Johnson noted that the
property had not been appraised but in speaking with an
appraiser the fair market value for lots this size were
$50,000-.$60,000.

CouncHor Moir moved a Resolution Authorizing the City
Manager to Enter into an Agreement to Purchase

KeizerCi~vCouncilRegularSession 3 finules
3foiuiav,AIav15, 2000

Page3



Property Located at the Corner of Chemawa Road and
Bailey Road, Keizer, Oregon. Richard B. Hatten doing
business as New Idea Products Incorporated. Councilor
Campbell seconded the motion.

Responding to questions, Mr. Mull indicated the source of
the funds to purchase the land would come from the
urban renewal budget.

The motion passed unanimously as follows:

AYES: Christopher, Campbell, Keller, McGee, Moir,
Newton and Wilson (7)
NAYS: None (0)
ABSTENTIONS: None (0)
ABSENT: None (0)

Mayor Newton shared he received an advisory letter from
OVAD (Oregon Volunteers Active in Disasters). He
forwarded the letteronto Councilor Moir, as liaison to
Emergency Management, to have this infon-nation
submitted to the Committee.

a. New Business Chief Adams reminded everyone that the week of May
1519

th was National Police Memorial Week to honor

fallen officers.

Chief Adams noted that due to the Iris Parade on
Saturday, May

20
th River Road would be closed at 10:00

am. Buses would be available, free of cost, to transport
people to the festMties at the Volcanoes Stadium from
various locations along River Road.

Senior Planner, Maria Meier noted that the Planning
Commission recommended that the Transportation
System Plan be brought before the Council for public
hearings. She indicated she would make necessary
adjustments and provide the document to the Council
soon.

b. O!d Business No old business was brought before the Council.

PUBLIC HEARINGS No Public Hearings were brought before the Council.
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ADMINISTRATIVE
ACTION
a. ORDINANCE- Flood City Manager Mull reported that on April 17, 2000 the
Plain Overlay Zone/Text Council held a public hearing, closed the hearing and
Amendment (Case No. directed staff to prepare an ordinance adopting the
00-05) changes to the Flood Plain Overlay Zone.

Staff recommended that Council adopt the ordinance.

Councilor Keller moved a Bill for an Ordinance Amending
the Keizer Development Code Regarding Section 2.122
(Flood Plain Overlay Zone); Amending Ordinance 98-389;
Declaring an Emergency. Council Campbell seconded the
motion.

The motion passed unanimously as follows:

AYES: Christopher, Campbell, Keller, McGee, Moir,
Newton and Wilson (7)
NAYS: None (0)
ABSTENTIONS: None (0)
ABSENT: None (0)

CONSENT a. Change of Ownership Liquor License Application —

CALENDAR Cooper’s Deli and Pub
b. RESOLUTION- Initiating Sparrow Addition Street

Lighting District
c. Initiate Text Amendment to Development Code —

Temporary Permitted Uses
d. Approval of May 1, 2000 Regular Session Minutes

Councilor keller requested that item “c’ is pulled from the
Consent Calendar.

Councilor Keller moved for approval of items “a”, ‘b” and
“d” of the Consent Calendar. Councflo r Moir seconded the
motion.

The motion passed unanirnousjy as follows:

AYES: Christopher, Campbell, Keller, McGee, Moir,
Newton and Wilson (7)
NAYS: None (0)
ABSTENTIONS: None (0)
ABSENT: None (0)

Councilor Keller stated his reason for requesting that item
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‘c” is removed from the Consent Calendar. He indicated
his wish was to expand where non-profit organizations
could set up temporary sales, such as the McNary Band
Booster and expressed his dissatisfaction with the
language and recommendations of staff pertaining to the
issue.

City Attorney, Shannon Johnson indicated it was his
understanding since McNary Band Boosters had located
an adequate site to set up their stand this year that it was
not an urgent issue. He noted discussions he had with the
City Planner and City Manager regarding making
appropriate changes to the code and the amount of staff
time it would take to do this.

Councilor Keller felt this issue was addressed through the
Temporary Business Permit and requested that the
Council move forward with the issue.

Senior Planner, Maria Meier noted how changes in
procedures and the permitting process between the Fire
Department and the City for setting up fireworks stands
had changed making the process more efficient. Ms.
Meier indicated that portions of the code had been
reviewed, but noted the need to phase the changes in to
limit the number of hearings and mailings that would be
required under Measure 56.

Responding to Councilor Keller’s questions, Ms. Meier
indicated the first mailing for the first amendment could
take place in August or September and that it would take
a full year for the whole process to be completed.

Councilor Keller moved for approval of item ‘c” on the
Consent Calendar based upon the discussion and the
agreement that the Planning Department would move the
item up on the list. Councilor Campbell seconded the
motion.

The motion passed unanimously as follows:

AYES: Christopher, Campbell, Keller, McGee, Moir,
Newton and Wilson (7)
NAYS: None (0)
ABSTENTIONS: None (0)
ABSENT: None (0)
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WRITTEN Mayor Newton noted invitations from ODOT to attend the
COMMUNICATIONS rededication of the Salem Railroad Station on

12
th Street.

Ceremonies were to take place on 2:00 p.m. Friday, May
19, 2000. The other invitation was an open house at the
Marion Count Resource Recovery Facflity on Friday, June
2,200011:00 a.m. to 2:00 p.m.

Councilor Keller reviewed the letter from the Department
of Veteran Affairs and suggested that staff contact the
American Legion to develop actMties commemorating the

50
th anniversary of the Korean War.

AGENDA INPUT May 23, 2000
7:00 p.m. Keizer Budget Committee Meeting
> Keizer Urban Renewal Budget-Public Input,

Discussion and Deliberation

June 5, 2000
7:00 p.m. Keizer City Council Meeting
)~Transportation System Plan Public Hearing
> City of Keizer 2000-2001 Budget Public Hearing

June 12, 2000
5:30 p.m. Keizer City Council Work Session

June 19, 2000
7:00 p.m. Keizer City Council Meeting
> Adoption of City of Keizer 2000-2001 Budget

Mayor Newton noted the agenda items.

ADJOURNMENT Mayor Newton adjourned the meeting at 8:06 p.m.

Tracy L. Davis
City Recorder

APPROVED:
MAYOR:

Bob Newton

COUNCIL MEMBERS:
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Counciior#1 - J. L. Wflson Councilor #4 - Jacque Moir

Councilor #2 - Lore Christopher Councilor #5 - Craig Campbell

CouncUor #3 - Jim Keller Councilor ~ - Jerry McGee

Minutes approved:
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1 CITY COUNCIL, CITY OF KEIZER, STATE OF OREGON

2 RESOLUTION NO. R2000-_____

3 DESIGNATING CHECKING ACCOUNT SIGNERS

4 (Repeals R99-1145)
5

6 BE IT RESOLVED by theCity Council of the City of Keizer that

7 Resolution R99-1145 is hereby repealed in its entirety and that:

8 1. The following individuals are authorized to sign checks on the

9 City’s Checking account:

10 a. Tracy L. Davis, C’ty Recorder

11 b. Elsa Palacios — Utility Billing Clerk

12 C. Dianne Hunt, Human Resources Officer

13 d. Chris Eppley, City Manager

14 e. Robert Newton, Mayor

15 f. Jacque Moir, City Councilor

16 2. One signature is required for amounts under $500.00; two

17 signatures are required for amounts $500.00 and over.

18

19 DATED this ______ day of _______________________, 2000.

20 DATED this ______ day of ________________________, 2000.
21
7,)

23 __________________________________________
24 Mayor
25
26 ______________________________________
27 City Recorder
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MEMo

To: TracyDavis, City ofKeizer,viafax only at 393~9437
From: ClarkB. Williams
Subject: RiverwallProject (20 pagestotal, includingthispage)
Date: June2, 2000

Thanksfor yourmessagethis morning. I amenclosingcopiesof the following
documentswhich I askfor youto includein the“packet” for theCity Council,

Letterfrom JohnLien datedMay 18,2000. Similar lettersweresentto the
otherpropertyowners.

“Levee andRiverwall Flood ProtectionEasementin Gross~”This is the
form of easementincludedin John’sletterwhichheis askingmeto sign.
Again, similar easementagreementswereprovidedto theotherproperty
owners.

My letterto Johnof May 22, 2000 suggestingchangesto the easement
languageto resolvemy concerns.Johncalledmeon May 24 andinformed
me that neitherhe nor the Corps of Engineerscould agreeto makethe
changeswhich I amsuggested.

My letterof May 26, 2000 to JohnLien, andto ChuckMasonandRon
Musserat theCorpsofEngineers,explainingasplainly asI couldwhy the
languagechangesare necessary~I also explainedmy position on the
compensationissue, I explainedthat I amreadyto signoncetheseissues
areresolved.

Pleaseexplainto theCouncil that I havenot hada reply to my letterofMay 26,
nowaweekold, I will notbeableto attendtheCouncil meetingMondayJune5, dueto
aprior commitmentto aclientto attendameetingin Eugenethatevening. In particular,
pleaseasktheCouncilcould give careftil attentionto my lettersofMay 22 andMay 26
regardingthelanguageissues.Theseissuesdonot involvedollars,yet theyconstitutethe
largestremaininghurdlefor manyofmyneighbors.

Thankyou,Tracy. Pleasecall mewith anyquestions.
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UEN & JOHNSON
AllomeysAt Law
4855RiverRd. N,

Ke~zer~Oregon97303
John A. LISfl Telephone 5C3-390~1635
E. Shannon Johnson Fax 5O3~390~6557
lammie Harms Legal Assistant Keizrlawl~Telaport.com

May 18, 2000

ClarkB. Williams and
JulieL, Williams
1050RafaelAve.N.
Keizer,OR 97303

Re: PurchaseofRiverwallEasement

DearPropertyOwner:

At therequestof manypropertyowners,theKeizerCity Council hasreviewedthe
easementacquisition procedures andappraisalsfor theWillametteRiverwall project. The
Council alsoreviewedtheissuesraisedby concernedpropertyownersandthe information
providedto theCity by theowners.At theconclusionofthatin depthreview,theCouncil
askedmeto respondon its behalfto theissuesthatwereraised. Pleasenotethat for legal
purposes,this letter is in offer ofcompromiseto resolvethedisputeabouteasementvalues
andis not admissiblein courtasevidenceof the City ofKeizeror its agent’sopinionofthe
easementvalue.

EASEMENTLANGUAGE:

Severalpropertyownersexpressedconcernthat theproposedeasementlanguagewas
arguablynot limited to thespecificproject theCity ofKeizerandthe Corpsof Engineers
intendedto buildon theeasement.After consultationwith theCorpsofEngineerswho will
actuallybuild the project, the City of Keizer hasmadefurther revisionsto the proposed
easementdocumentitself. Although City ofKeizerandtheCorpsof Engineersbelievesthe
originaleasementlanguagelimitedtheprojectto theoneproposed,somewordshavebeen
removedandsomelanguageaddedin the revisedeasementthatmaymoreclearlyidentify
the riverwall proposedfor this project. The addedlanguagespecifiesthat the easement
pertainsto this particularriverwall project. Two exhibitshavebeenaddeddescribingthe
heightofthewall andthewidth of thewall, particularlyator nearthetop ofthewail since
actualconstructionmethodsmayincludeawiderbasein theground. The City ofKeizer
believesthatwith theserevisions,theeasementis sufficiently clearfor eithersideto enforce
it in thefuture if needbe.
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PropertyOwner
Page2
May 18, 2000

Easementsareuniquelegal creaturesdescribingtherelationshipofdifferentparties
who in essence“share”aparcelof ground. Propertyownershaveraisedquestionsaboutnot
only the City’s use,buttheiruseoftheeasementareaafterthe riverwall is built. Paragraphs
1, 2 and 3 of the easement describethe City of Keizer’s rights. Simply put, the City of
Keizer hasthe right to put up the riverwall describedin. the detailed project report referred
to in ParagraphA, the rightto maintain andoperateit, andthe right of accessacrossyour
propertyto theeasementaftergiving proper noticeto you. TheCity alsohas theobligatit~n
to restore theeasementafter anywork on the riverwall.

The propertyowner limitations areset forth in Paragraph 4 and5 of the easement.
Again, simply put, the property owner cannotdamage the wall or takeother action iii the
easement area that damagesthe wall or reduces its effectivenessas flood protection.
Paragraph1 of the easementspecificallyreservesall other rights to the property owner.

The City of Keizerbelievesthat many propertyowneractivitieswill not interfere with
the wall andthe City of Keizer’s easementrights. However, the City cannotpredict all the
activity that may go on in the easementarea or the proposals thatpropertyownersmay make,
it would be cumbersome at bestandprobably futile to try to compile sucha list to include
in the easement. It is much more effective andpractical for a property ownerto contact the
CityofKeizer anddescribeand explain the proposed activity. The City of Keizercanthen
make a determination andadvisethe properly owner whether or not theCity approvesof the
project. At this time, the City of Keizer is consideringwhether or not to formalizethis
permitprocedurein aproposedordinancethat addressesregulationoftheentireriverbank
aswell astheriverwall easement.In themeantime,both sideswill havetheir commonlaw
rights andremediesfor easementenforcement.

TREES CONSTRUCTIONDAMAGE:

The proposedeasementareacontainsseveraltreeswhich the City of Keizer has
agreedto purchase.Thereare treeson the edgeofthe easementsthat if effectedby the
easementhave also beenpurchasedby the City. Concernhasbeenexpressedabout some
largeold treesthat axe outside the easementarea that property ownersareafraid may be
damagedby constructionofthe riverwali. This problem hasbeenconsideredby the Corps
ofEngineersandplanshave been made for installinga shorterwall in areas where treeroots
may be affected. An arboristhasreviewedthe properly and potentially problem treesand
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the projectdesign. It is my understandingthatthe arboristfeels the Corpsof Engineers’
constructionplanwill notbairn the treerootsystemssincetheolddike fill hasburiedmany
oftheold treerootsystemsandtheshortwall planwill protectthefreeswith shallowerroots.
in addition,the contractorfor theprojectwill be instructedto exercisespecialcarenotto
interferewith free rootsystemsduringexcavation.

The City of Keizer and the Corps of Engineerswill keep a close eye on these
potentiallyproblemfreesduringconstructionandthepropertyowneror thepropertyowner’s
agentis welcometo inspectthe river-wall trenchnearthesespecialtreesbefore thewall is
poured. In addition, theCorpsofEngineerswill havean arboristavailableif questionsof
freerootdamagearise, In anextremecase,the City ofKeizermayexerciseits discretionto
considerpurchasingaproblematicfreeoutsideofthe easement,

TREES LIABILITY:

OnepropertyownerhasaskedtheCity to expresslyacceptliability resultingfrom
falling trees, The City ofKeizercannotagreeto acceptresponsibilityfor all falling trees.
As youknow, treesfall for manyreasons.it isnotfiscallyresponsibleorappropriatefor the
City to acceptresponsibilityfor all falling frees.

DRAiNAGE:

Somepropertyownershaveexpressedconcernabouttheeffect oftheriver-wall on
their property’s drainage. The City of Keizer hasreviewedthis issuewith the design
engineers. It appearsthebestremedyis to addresseachproperty on acase~by-casebasisto
determinean appropriatesolutionif thereis aproblem. Propertyownerswho feel theyhave
a potentialdrainageproblemneedto notif~ime ofwhattheir concernsare. I will passthat
infonnalionon to thedesignengineers.The engineersandconstructionmanagerswill then
workwith thepropertyownerandcontractorto effect thebestsolutionavailable.

LIABILITY:

Concernhas beenexpressedabout the liability for injuries associatedwith the
riverwall. TheCity ofKeizerwill respondto thoseincidentsthroughits insurancecompany
orself insuranceif thatis appropriate.However,notall injuries associatedwith the iiverwall
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are going to be the City ofKeizer’s fault. There maybe incidents wherea personis injured
while making inappropriate use ofthe wall or incidents where a person, through the person’s
own actions such as intoxication, is injured around the wall. As with the request to insure
the property owner against all falling trees, the City ofK.eizer cannot be the insurer for all
accidents associated with, the riverwall, The City of Keizer can only be responsible where
the City is at fault, Property owners should consult with their homeowner’s insurance agent
regarding the liability coverage each person has for such incidents.

HEIGHT OF THE WALL:

Several questions have been raised about the height ofthe wall and where the top of
the wall is located on the property. During the design and preconstruction phase, the City
ofKeizer had a surveyor survey and stake the easement and identify the top ofthe wall on
each property. Some property owners questioned the accuracy of these stakes. Some
property owners questioned the accuracy of the stated height of the wall iii the Corps of
Engineers~project report. At the City’s request, the Corps ofEngineers reviewed the figures
for the planned height of the wall, They did discover that some minor mathematical errors
had been made in the meters to feet conversion process. However, in most cases the
recalculation resulted in no change to the top of the wall or the final design height was
actually lower than specified in the report. hi the few instances where the top ofthe wall
was raised, the amount raised was one~halfinch or less.

The CityofKeizer also reviewed the benchmarks used by the Corps of Engineers and
the surveyorto ensure they were accurate and determined they were. On May 15, 2000, the
City ofKeizerhiredthe surveyor to resurvey the Williams property at 1050 Rafael to verify
the top of the wail on that parcel. The resurvey confirmed the wall height as it was
previously staked. The City of Keizer is now satisfied after its review that the top ofthe wall
in the table attached to your revised easement is accurate and that the stakes placed on your
propertyby the surveyor were accurate when theywere placed there, The City ofKeizer is
confident that the appraiser had the accurate information when he did the appraisals and
concluded that the wall did not significantly impact the remainder ofthe property. The City
feels that a further resurvey would not be a cost~effectiveuse ofthe funds for this project.
During the actual construction, the contractor will confirm the design heights while the wall
is building built,
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COMPENSATION:

As youknow theCity ofKeizer’s appraiserestablishedthe valueof theupperbench
ofyourpropertyat$148,500.00.The appraiserhiredby agroupofpropertyownersagrees
that the market datasupportsthe City of Keizer appraiser’s$148,500M0value, Both
appraisersagreethatthepriceofyourriverfrontpropertyis siteorientedandnotdependent
on the size of the lot. Since the price is site oriented, it is only logically through
mathematicalcertaintythatdifferentsizelots will havedifferentsquarefoot values. Larger
lots will havesmallersquarefootvaluesandsmallerlotswill havelargersquarefootvalues.
The City’s appraiserusedtheproperfies~squarefootvalueto determinethevalue oftheland
takenfor theeasement.

Theappraiserretainedbythepropertyownergrouparbitrarily recommendsusingthe
highestsquarefoot valueof $16,23 for all properties. The counterofferproposalby tb.e
propertyowner groupspokesmenaskedfor $13,23persquarefoot for all properties.No data
or rationalis presentedto supporttheappraiser’sopinionorthepropertyownerspokesmen’s
demand. To useeitherthe $16.23or$13.23valuepersquarefoot resultsin lot valuesfar
exceeding$148,500.00for mostof theproperties. The City’s appraiser,Guy Roberts,uses
atelling exampleto illustratethatpoint. TheWilliams’ propertyat 1050 Rafaelis thelargest
lot among theriverwall properties. At $16.23per squarefoot, the Williams lot wouldbe
valuedat $289,868.00.The fallacyof thosesquarefootvaluesis obvious.

The squarefoot analysisappliedby Mr. Robertsalso treats all property owners
equally. I haveattachedMi’. Robertstablethatdemonstratesthefairnessofhis approach.
Thetableclearlyshowsthattheeasementvalueshe determinedreflectsthe percentageof the
propertyencumberedbytheeasement,TheSokoloffpropertyat 1010Rafaelhasthehighest
portionofpropertyencumberedby theeasement(10.56%)andtheSokoloffs arcofferedthe
mostcompensationfor theeasement,Conversely,theEricksonpropertyat i 380 Rafaelhas
the smallestportion of their lot encumberedat 2.61% and they are offered the least
compensationfor the easement.The resultofthis analysisis thattheratiooftheeasement
valueto thepercentofthe propertyencumberedis thesamefor eachproperty(seethe last
columnofMr. Roberts’ table).

The only rationalandsupportablemethodologyfor determiningthe valueof theland
in theeasementareais throughthesquarefoot analysisemployedby theCity’s appraiser,
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PropertyOwner
Page6
May 18, 2000

Guy Roberts. The City ofKeizer is confidentthatMr. Roberts’analysiswill be approved

by theCourt in anycondemnationproceeding.

COMPROMISEOFFER:

The City ofKeizerrecognizesthepropertyowner’sconcernsabouttheintrusionand
affectofhavingariverwallin yourbackyard.TheCity ofKeizer’sappraiser,calculatedthat
theeasementdiminishedthevalueofthe10$aotstrip by 25 percent. He arrivedat the figure
asfollows: Sincethewidthofthewall is I-foot andtheeasementis ten feet in width, in his
opinion thispermanent structureis tantamount to atakingof that I -foot strip sohe assigned
10 percent ofthe feevalue for that portionof theeasementarea, Next, he determinedthat
it would takeapproximately one growing season(oneyear) to reestablishthe landscapeand
structures so he assigned10 percent of the value of the land for this activity (which he
comparedto thevalueofa non-agriculturallandlease). Finally, to recognizethe permanent
natureof the easementandthe future disrnptioncausedby the riverwali, he assignedanother
five percent. For those reasons,he determined that the easementcaused a 25 percent
diminishing in value for that land.

The spokesmenfor the propertyowner group demandedthat thediminishingfactor
be raisedto 50 percent. I presumethat amountwasofferedbasedupon the property owner
appraiser, Mr. Herrmann’s, opinion. Mr. Herrmann’sletteradmitsthattheproposedlevee
andfloodwall easementsareunique, but he thencomparesthemto utility androad easements
which he feelsare valued at 50 percent. The City’s appraiser sharpiy disagreeswith Mr.
Herman’s analysis. As Mr. Roberts points out, “imposing a 50 percent of fee value
acquisition to theseeasementswould be tantamountto the City of Keizer acquiring and
moreover perpetually owning outrighta 5-foot wide strip of land across these rear yard
areas. In my opinion, theproposedeasementin no way resemblesthat level of ownership
or acquisition on the part oftheCity,”

However, in anattemptto compromiseandfor the purposeof settlementonly, andnot
asan admissionby the City of Keizer or its agents regarding easementvalue, the City of
Keizeris willing to split the difference with youas to the impact of the wall on the valueof
your land. The City’s appraiser said the impact was 25 percent andthe property owner
group appraiser said it was50 percent. The City ofKeizer is willing to compensateyou at
a37 ~/ipercentrate, Becauseofthemathematicsof the calculation, that adjuslinent results
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in a50 percentincreasein theCity’s offer, The City is willing to payyou $3,758.00for the
diminishedlandvalue causedby the easementwhich is $l,253M0more thanthe City’s
originalappraisalvalueof $2,505.00.

Therefore,the City of Keizerasa compromiseandwithout admissionasto value
offersto purchasetheeasementdescribedin therevisedeasementenclosedfor thetotal price
of$7,260.00. TheCity ofKeizerfeelsthatthis additionalcompensationcoversall the other
concernsraisedby thepropertyownersuchasaccessandview issues.Furthermore,this
additionalcompensationcoversthetemporaryconstructioneasementsneededfor theproject.
Thosepropertyownerswheretemporaryaccessis neededhavethe “right of entry for
construction”documentincludedwith this letterandthediagramshowingwhataccessis
needed.

TheCity ofKeizermakesthis compromiseoffer consideringthebenefitofthisproject
to the manycity residentswho receivetheadditionalflood protectionresultingfrom this
project, including yourselves. This compromiseoffer also allows the riverwall to be
completedat a costneartheprqjectedbudgetamount. But theCity is alsomindful of the
costeffectivenessoftheprojectandthatthemoneyfor thisprojectcomesfrom taxrevenue
collectedfrom all citizensofthe City ofKeizeraswell asthenationbecauseofthe federal
funds contributed. Furtherescalationin the costof the project will require the City to
reconsiderthetimingof thisprojectaswell asalternativesto it.

This compromiseoffer is openuntil 5:00p.m. on May30, 2000unlessyou receive
writtennoticefrom theCity ofKeizer terminatingthis offer beforethattime. This date
allowstheCity ofKeizertime to decidehow andwhento proceedwith flood protectionfor
the City. The City will alsomakethe determinationaboutproceedingwith condemnation
actionat that time.

Pleasecontactm.eat503-3904635to arrangeto signyoureasementoptionagreement
andtherevisedeasement,I canmeetyouat my office between9:00 a.m. and5:30p.m.,
MondaythroughFridayorafterhoursif thatismoreconvenient. I can alsomeetyou atyour
homeorbusinessif thatbettersuitsyour schedule,The City of Keizerexpectsto accept
your offerto sell theeasementandprovidepaymentto you within sevendaysofreceiving
your signeddocuments.
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If youhaveanyquestionsaboutthis procedure,pleasedo not hesitateto askme. I
look forwardto workingwith you to completethis transaction.

Youts truly,

LIEN 4 J HNSON

By~’JohnA. Lien

JAL/tmh
enclosures
C: City Manager
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LEVEE AND RIVERWALL FLOOD PROTECTION
EASEMENTiN GROSS

PARTIES:

CITY OF KEIZER, an Oregon
municipal corporation (hereinafter“Keizer”)

CLARK 13, WILLIAMS and (hereinafter“Grantor”)
JULIE L. WILLIAMS, as
tenantsby theentirety

RECITALS:

A. Keizerwishes to construct,maintain, repair, operate, patrol and replace a
riverwall or levee(hereinafter“riverwall”) for flood protectionpurposesin accordancewith
theKeizerLeveeImprovementProjectasgenerallydescribedin the KeizerDike Section205
DetailedProject Report dated April 1999andExhibits “B” and“C” attachedhereto andby
this referenceincorporated herein. Keizer wishesto obtain an easementover, acrossand
through Grantor’s property for aportion of suchriverwall,

B. Grantor wishesto grant such easementfor the consideration acknowledged
herein andhave such easementrecorded in the official records ofMarion County.

Now, therefore, basedon the consideration acknowledgedherein, the Grantor grants

such an easementas follows:

GRANT OF EASEMENT:

1. Grantor,in considerationof $7,260.00herebygrantsaperpetual and assignable
right and easementin the property described in Exhibit “A” attached hereto andby this
referenceincorporated herein to Keizer to construct, maintain, repair, operate, pafrol and.
replace a riverwall, including all appurtenancesthereto; reserving, however, to the Grantors,
their heirs andassigns,all such rightsandprivileges in the land as it may be usedwithout
interfering with or abridging the rights andeasementherebyacquired; subject,however to
the existing easementsfor public roads andhighways,public utilities, railroads and pipelines.

2. After initial construction oftheriverwall, Keizer shall have the right of access
throughGrantor’sproperty to accesssuch easementafter giving Grantor no lessthantwenty~
four (24) hourswrittennoticeof intent to do so,exceptin thecaseofan emergency.



06/02/2000 .11:27 FAX E~]011/020

3. Keizer, upon each andeveryoccasion that theriverwail is maintained, repaired,
operated, patrolled and replaced, shall restore the premises of the Grantor, and any
improvements disturbed by Keizer~to as good condition as they were prior to any such work,
including the restoration of any topsoil and lawn.

4. Grantor shall not cause, allow, or suffer any damage to the riverwall, including
without limitation, excavation, alteration or modification that would lower the riverwall or
cause directly or indirectly degradation, damage or loss of use, either total or partial to such
riverwall, or lessen the efficacy of such riverwall in protection against flood waters.

5. Grantor shall notcause, allow, orsuffer any treesor other vegetation to be
placedor plantedwhich maydirectly or indirectly causedegradation,damageor loss of use,
either total or partial to the riverwall, or lessen the efficacyof such riverwall in protection
against flood waters.

6. The requirements and restrictions set forth in this Easement are cumulative and
in addition to any valid federal, state, or local laws applicable hereto,

7. Acceptance by Keizer of this easement creates neither rights in Grantor, nor
additional responsibilities or obligations on the part of Keizer.

8. As used herein the singular shall include the plural, and the plural the singular.
The masculine and neuter shall each include the masculine, feminine and neuter, as the
context requires.

ClarkB. Williams Julie L. Williams

STATE OF OREGON )
) ss.

County ofMarion )

Datedthis dayof ___________ , 2000.

Personally appearedthe above named Clark B. Williams and Julie L, Williams and

acknowledgedthe foregoingto betheir voluntary act and deed,

NOTARY PUBLIC FOROREGON
My Commission Expires:



06/02/2000 11:28 FAX [~012/020

Exhibit ‘A
January4, 2000

City of Keizer
Owner: Clark A. Williams andJulieL Williams
Tax Map No, 073W~O3CA,Tax Lot 01300,01400,01500

Beginningat a point on the easterlyline of Lot 26, Block l0;PALMA CIEA VILLA a~
said~ubdlvj~l~~is plattedand recorded in VoLume 19, Page44, Book ofTown Plats for Marion
County, Oregon~which bearsSouth 27°54’50’West 121.44 feet from the Northeastcorner of
said Lot 26;

thenceSouth 27~54’50”Westalongsaideasterly line, a distanceof 10,05 feet;
thenceNorth 56~36’11 West6~98feet;
thenceNorth 6O’~56’36”West52~lI feet;
thenceNorth 67~37’41~West6L15 feet to a point on the eastedyline of Lot 11, Block

23, PALMA CtEA VILLA NUMBER FIVE;
thence NortJ~24°l2’36”Eastalongsaideasterlyline, adistanceof 10.01 feet;
thenceSouth67~3T4I”Ea 61~4Efeet;
thence South60°56’36~East53.08 feet;
thenceSouth56~36’l1” East6.40 feet to thepointof beginning.

Contains1206 squarefeetof land,more or less.
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~
TOPOF WALL ELEVA11ONS

TOP TOP
Eleyat E~ey~t

Raa~h D/S PropIrty DJS Property
by Uno Un.

Addr~s~ Feet
hiltial Eley, 42.171 138.356
CITY PARK 42.122 138.195
~ 42M2 ~162

970 42.104 138.137
980 42.096 138,111
990 42.085 138.074

1010 42.075 138.040
1030 42.067 138.015
1040 42.059 137.990
1050 42,050 131.969
1080 42.042 137.934
1120 42.035 137.911
1140 42.029 137.890
1180 42023 137,870
1180 42.016 137.848

—

1210 42009 131.826
_ ~ 13~

—

1260 41.986 13T782~ ~i~9 ~
—~iiio-——’~ii~1 137733

1330 41.973 137.708
1340 41.986 137.883

~-

1350 41.968 137.658
-~

1380 41.950 137.833
1370 41943 137.609
1380 41.941 137.600

Note:A~E~ev.are at thedownstream
PropertyLine,
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CLARK B. WILLIAMS
1050 Rafae’StreetN
Keizer, Oregon97303

(503) 390~2~29

May 22, 2000

VIA FACS]IMILE TRANSMISSION(390-6557)
and.FIRSTCLASS MAIL

Joim A. Li~
Lien &)~nson
4655~iverRoadN
Kei~er,OR 97303
/

DearJohn:

Keizer Flood Wall Projeet

I receivedyour letter of May 18 on Friday, May 19, 2000. I put a
call into you Frida.y at 4:30, hut havenot receivedareply yet.

I am enclosingsomeproposedmodifications to the languageof the
easement,Pleasereview this and get meyour reply by tomorrow or, at the
latest, Wednesdaymorning. We arehavinga meetingwith the neighbors
Wednesdayor Thursday,and it would be helpfiul to haveyour input by then.

Pleasecafi me if you have any questionsor want to discussthis
flirther. I would be happyto explain why I think that this languagewould
be helpful.

Very truly yours,

Clark B. Williams

cc: Chuck Mason (Via fax) ~/
Ron D. Musser(Via fax) L/

C8W:aE:\C~\OFFICE\WPWJN\CL1EN1\W1iOOS.00 I\LIEN.LTR
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Addto thebeginningofparagraph2:

The elevationof thetop of theriverwall shall not behigherthanas listed on Exhibit
B for thestreetaddressof theproperty(thestreetaddressfor this propertyis 1050). The
width oftheriverwal! shallnot be wider thanasdepictedon Exhibit C.

Addto endofparagraph4:

Subjectto the foregoingand to paragraph5 below, Gran~hallbe allowedto
landscapewithin theeasementarea,to placefill up againstand overtheriverwall, to paint
and to attachfacing or siding on the exposedportionsof theriverwall, to build stepsand
rampsup andover theriverwall, andto build decksandsimilar structureson andover the
riverwalL

Addto endofparagraph7:

provided,however,thatthe foregoingshallnot limit the liability or responsibilitywhichthe
law mightotherwiseimposeon Keizerwith regardto Keizer’sconstruction,maintainence,
repair,operation,patrol andreplacementoftheriverwall or any appurtenancethereto.
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CLAm~B. WILLIAMS
1050Rafael StreetN
Salem,Oregon97308

(503)390-2129

May 26, 2000

VIA FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION (503-808-4736)
andFIRSTCLASS MAIL
ChuckMason
ProjectManager,ProgramsandProjectManagement
US Army CorpsofEngineers
P0Box 2946
Portland,OR 97208-2946

VIA FACSIMILE TRANSMISSiON(503-808-4675)
andFIRSTCLASSMAIL
Ron D, Musser
Chief,AppraisalBranch
RealEstateDivision
US Army CorpsofEngineers
P0Box 2946 (CENWP4~E~AP)
Portland, OR 97208-2946

VIA FACSIMILE TRANSMIISSION (390-6557)
andFiRSTCLASSMAIL
JohnA. Lien
Lien andJohnson
4855River RoadN
Keizer,OR 97303

Gentlemen:

KeizerFlood Wall Project

This follows up my letter to JohnLien ofMay 22, 2000,suggestingthreeadditions
to the languageofthe easementfor my property. Copiesofthis letterwerealsofaxedto
ChuckandRon, I understandthattheattorneysfur theCorpsofEngineershaverejectedthis
additionallanguageas,accordingto John~not addinganythingneworasconfusing.

1 would like to explainwhy theseadditionsarenecessary,asfollows:
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ChuckMason
RonD, Musser
JohnA. Lien
May 26, 2000
Page2

Heightand WidthRestriction. Therevisedeasementincludedin John’sletter
ofMay 18 refers to newExhibits B andC describingtheheightandwidth of
thewall. flowever,theeasementlanguageonly incorporatesthosereferences
in theRecitalssection, Further,theRecitalsmerelysaysthatKeizer“wishes”
to constructa wall to thosespecifications. These limitations are not
incorporatedinto thesectionentitledGrantofEasement.Thatsectiongives
Keizertheright to construct,andto replacein thefuture, ariverwall, period.
Thereis no restrictionto heightorwidth.

Any lawyer worth his salt knows that Recitalsare not binding as to the
operativeterms of a legal contract. Only the terms underthe Grant of
Easementsectionare enforceable. 1 have confinnedthis with two other
experiencedSalemlawyers. Therefore,theeasementstill is not limited to
height and width, legally. That is why I am suggestingthis additional
language.It is plain andsimple.

If this additionallanguageis not added,thenthe easementmusthereadasa
100% taking, with additional damageto the remainderof my property
including lossofview. ThelanguagegivestheCity the right to build awall
tenfeetwide andeight feethigh. TheCity is obligatedto compensatefor the
rightstaken,whetherornot theyareused.

Also, if theadditionallanguageis not included,thenI mustcall into question
thevalidity ofMr. Roberts’appraisal. In his responseto SteveHerrmann’s
commentsaddressedto JohnLienon April 21, at page6, Mr. Robertssays:
“My commentsare project specific and basedon the currentplans and
specificationsprovidedto date. My estimates.00 NOT assumethat the
wall can be altered asto width and height (emphasisin original,.).” If the
appraisalis invalid, thentheCity hasnot followed Oregoncondemnationlaw
andcannotnow bringa condemnationaction. Instead,theCity wouldhaveto
startall overagainwith anewappraisalofthe easementascurrentlywritten.

DecksandRerming,Etc. I havebeenassuredthatI would havetheright to
bermover the wall, to build decks on the wall, etc., as long as I don’t
compromisethestructuralintegrity ofthewall. John’sletterofMay 18 says
thatit is impossibleto catalogueeveryconceivableuseoftheeasementarea.
However,thatdoesn’tmeanwecan’t coverthispointto somedegree.I would
hesatisfiedwith theoneadditionalsentencewhich I haveproposed. I don’t
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Chuck Mason
RonD. Musser
JohnA. Lien
May 26, 2000
Page3

seetheharmin it, Inparticular,I wouldnotethat theMr. Roberts’appraisal,
in justifying the25% figure, says: “ownershipreportedlycanburyorbermthe
wall, landscapeover it or overlayitems suchasdecks”andthat asa result,
“ownershipretainsthe majorityofuseand enjoymentoftheeasementarea.”
Theappraisalis basedon meretainingtheserights. If 1 havetheserights, then
theeasementshouldspeakto it. If byrefusingthis languageyouaretellingme
that1 don’t havetheserights, thentheappraisalis invalid.

By theway, in thelanguagewhichI suggestedin my May 22 letter, “Grantee”
should bechangedto “Grantor.”

Liability. In John’sletterofMay 1 8, hestatesthat asfor accidentsresulting
from thepresenceofthe riverwall, “Keizer will respondto thoseincidents
throughits insurancecompanyor self insuranceif thatis appropriate.”He
furtheradds:“The City ofKeizercanonly beresponsiblewherethe City is at
fault.” I appreciateandconcurwith thosecomments.I amonly askingthat
the City acceptresponsibilitywherethe law would imposeit. However,
paragraph7 ofthe easementsaysotherwise. It says:“Acceptanceby Keizer
of this easement creates neither rights in Grantor, nor additional
responsibilitiesor obligations on the part of Keizer~” This is a blanket
exoneration. I would prefer to strikethis paragraphentirely. However,I
would alsoaccepttheadditional languagewhich I proposed,soasto clarify
that this paragraphis not intendedto exoneratethe City from the legal
obligationsandliabilitieswhichthelaw wouldotherwiseimpose.

I believethat thesearefair andreasonablerequests.Moreover,althoughI am not
legally representinganyofmy neighbors,mostofmy neighborstell methattheysharethe
sameconcernsandthattheywill not signtheeasementuntil similarchangeshavebeenmade
to theireasementdocuments.At this point, this is thebiggesthurdleto theproject.

If this canbe fixed, thenwe aredown to individual issues. I suspectthat some
homeownerswill signbasedon theadditionalcompensationofferedin John’sletter, ~i)ther
homeownersstill haveissuesregardingcompensation,andthereare still someindividual
concernswhich remainregardingtrees,iossof view, constructioneasementsandsimilar
items.

As for me,I will sign if the languageis correcti~dasdiscussedaboveand if I am
compensatedatthefigure which 1 lastoffered,whichwas $7,977.69for theeasementplus
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Chuck Mason
Ron 1). Musser
JohnA. Lien
May 26, 2000
Page4

$3,216forthe landscapingitems,or $11,193.69total, DespitewhatMr. Lien says,I believe
thatmy lot is worthmorethan$200,000(not just$148,500)andthatthisparticularportion
ofmy propertyis themostvaluableportionbecauseif its proximity to theriver, 1 amalso
basingmy willingnessto sign on thesetermsbasedon the assurancefrom the Corpsof
Engineersthat thewall will heshallowedon my propertyto stayawayfrom thetreeroots.
1 would like to confirm this in thefinal constructionplans.

I amlayingmy cardsarefaceup onthetable. I would appreciateyourwritten reply.

Verytruly yours,

ClarkB. Williams

CBW:at:\Q:\WI 10O500~\CORPS,LTR


