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AGENDA 
 

CANBY CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
October 7, 2015 

7:30 PM 
Council Chambers 
155 NW 2nd Avenue 

 
Mayor Brian Hodson 

Council President Tim Dale             Councilor Traci Hensley          
Councilor Clint Coleman                          Councilor Greg Parker 
Councilor Tracie Heidt                Councilor Todd Rocha   

 
WORK SESSION 

6:00 PM 
City Hall Conference Room 

182 N Holly 
 
The City Council will hold a Work Session to meet with the General Canby Days, Inc. Board 
of Directors to discuss this year’s event and at 6:45 p.m. the City Attorney will provide an 
update on legislation regarding marijuana. 

 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

 
1. CALL TO ORDER 

A. Invocation 
B. Pledge of Allegiance   
C. Public Power Week Proclamation      Pg. 1 
D. Walk & Bike to School Day Proclamation     Pg. 2 
 

2. COMMUNICATIONS 
 

3. CITIZEN INPUT & COMMUNITY ANNOUNCEMENTS 
(This is an opportunity for visitors to address the City Council on items not on the agenda.  It is also the 
time to address items that are on the agenda but not scheduled for a public hearing. Each citizen will be 
given 3 minutes to give testimony.  Citizens are first required to fill out a testimony/comment card prior to 
speaking and hand it to the City Recorder.  These forms are available by the sign-in podium.   Staff and the 
City Council will make every effort to respond to questions raised during citizens input before tonight’s 
meeting ends or as quickly as possible thereafter.) 

 
4. MAYOR’S BUSINESS        

 
5. COUNCILOR COMMENTS & LIAISON REPORTS 
 
6. CONSENT AGENDA 

(This section allows the City Council to consider routine items that require no discussion and can be 
approved in one comprehensive motion.  An item may be discussed if it is pulled from the consent agenda 
to New Business.) 
A. Approval of Minutes of the September 16, 2015 City Council Regular Meeting  

 



City Council Agenda Page 2 of 2 

7. PUBLIC HEARING 
A. CPA 15-02/TA 15-01 North Redwood Development Concept Plan (Continued from 

September 16, 2015)        Pg. 3 
 

8. RESOLUTIONS & ORDINANCES 
A. Res. 1226, Adopting the Oregon Department of Transportation's Disadvantaged 

Business Enterprise (DBE) Program, Policy and Goals    Pg. 18 
B. Ord. 1422, Adopting the N Redwood Development Concept Plan, and Amending 

Canby’s Comprehensive Plan and Title 16 of the Canby Municipal Code   Pg. 4 
C. Ord. 1423, Amending Canby’s Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map and Zoning Map 

from Heavy Industrial (HI & M-2) to High Density Residential (HDR & R-2) 
Respectively for an Approximate 7.6 Acre Portion of Tax Lots 2101 and 4900 of Tax 
Map 31E34C as Adjusted by LLA 15-04 at 235 S Sequoia Parkway (2nd  
Reading)           Pg. 36 
 

9. NEW BUSINESS 
A. Findings, Conclusion & Order CPA 15-01/ZC 15-0/LLA 15-04  Pg. 39 
B. Request from Bike & Pedestrian Committee to Increase Committee Membership  

from Five to Seven        Pg. 45 
 

10. CITY ADMINISTRATOR’S BUSINESS & STAFF REPORTS 
   

11. CITIZEN INPUT 
 

12. ACTION REVIEW 
 
13. EXECUTIVE SESSION:  ORS 192.660(2)(h) Litigation   
 
14. ADJOURN 
 
*The meeting location is accessible to persons with disabilities.  A request for an interpreter for the hearing 
impaired or for other accommodations for persons with disabilities should be made at least 48 hours before the 
meeting to Kim Scheafer at 503.266.0733.  A copy of this Agenda can be found on the City’s web page at 
www.ci.canby.or.us.   City Council and Planning Commission Meetings are broadcast live and can be viewed on 
CTV Channel 5.  For a schedule of the playback times, please call 503.263.6287. 
 

http://www.ci.canby.or.us/
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TO:   Mayor Hodson and City Councilors    
FROM:  Matilda Deas, AICP, Senior Planner 
THROUGH:  Rick Robinson, City Administrator  
DATE:  September 4, 2015 for Council Meeting October 7, 2015  
 
Issue:  
Adoption of the North Redwood Development Concept Plan (NRDCP) which will update the 
Comprehensive Plan text, and modify several sections of the City's Land Development and Planning 
Ordinance in order to implement the Plan. 
 
Summary: 
The recommended North Redwood Development Concept Plan (NRDCP) was recently completed 
by the City of Canby and will provide guidance, at the time of development, on the provision of 
public infrastructure for properties located within the boundaries of the NRDCP   
 
The NRDCP was prepared with public and agency participation and received guidance and input 
from the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), the Stakeholder Advisory Committee (SAC), 
property owners, stakeholder interviews, the Project Management Team (PMT), public workshops 
with the Planning Commission and City Council, and public meetings.   

 
Recommendation: 
The Planning Commission held a public hearing on the Plan at their September 28, 2015 meeting 
and voted unanimously to forward a recommendation of approval to the Council.  Staff recommends 
the Council Adopt the N Redwood Development Concept Plan and proposed amendments to the 
Comprehensive Plan and Land Development and Planning Ordinance.   
 
Motion:  “I move to adopt the North Redwood Development Concept Plan and amendments to the 
Comprehensive Plan and Land Development and Planning Ordinance  
 
The September 28, 2015 Planning Commission Packet with the North Redwood Staff Report and 
attachments are on the City’s website 
at http://www.ci.canby.or.us/CityGovernment/planning_commission/planningcommission.htm  

 
Attached:   
A:  Ordinance 1422 
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ORDINANCE NO. 1422 
 
AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING THE N REDWOOD DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT PLAN, 

AND AMENDING CANBY’S COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND TITLE 16 OF THE 
CANBY MUNICIPAL CODE.  

 
WHEREAS, the N Redwood Development Concept Plan (NRDCP) Technical and Stakeholder 
Advisory Committees recommended that the  Planning Commission approve the NRDCP and 
approve certain amendments to the Comprehensive Plan and to the Land Development and 
Planning Ordinance; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Canby Planning Commission, after providing appropriate public notice, 
conducted a public hearing on said plan and amendments, during which the citizens of Canby 
were given the opportunity to come forward to present testimony on these proposed changes; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission found that the standards and criteria of Section 
16.88.160 and 16.88.180  of the Land Development and Planning Ordinance, concerning Text 
Amendments and Comprehensive Plan Amendments, were met, and recommended approval to 
the City Council on a unanimous vote after making certain modifications; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City Council, after reviewing the record of the Canby Planning Commission 
regarding the subject amendments, concluded that the Planning Commission’s findings of fact 
and the amendment itself are appropriate. 
 
THE CANBY CITY COUNCIL ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS: 
 

(1) CPA15-02/TA 15-01 is hereby approved, the N Redwood Development Concept 
Plan is adopted, and the Land Development and Planning Ordinance and 
Comprehensive Plan are hereby amended as detailed in Exhibit A. 

 
 SUBMITTED to the Canby City Council and read the first time at a regular meeting 
thereof on Wednesday, October 7, 2015, ordered posted in three (3) public and conspicuous 
places in the City for a period of five (5) days, as authorized by the Canby City Charter; and to 
come up for final reading and action by the City Council at a regular meeting thereof on October 
21, 2015, commencing after the hour of 7:30 p.m. in the Council Meeting Chambers located at 
155 NW 2nd Avenue in Canby, Oregon.  
 
 
       ____________________________________ 
       Kimberly Scheafer, MMC 
       City Recorder 
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 PASSED on the second and final reading by the Canby City Council at a regular meeting 
thereof on October 21, 2015, by the following vote: 
 
  YEAS_______ NAYS_______  
 
 
             
      ____________________________________ 
      Brian Hodson 
      Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
_________________________________ 
Kimberly Scheafer, MMC 
City Recorder 
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Memorandum 

Date: September 2, 2015 

To: Matilda Deas, City of Canby 

cc: Ken Pirie, Walker Macy 

Seth Brumley, Oregon Department of Transportation 

From: Matt Hastie and Serah Breakstone 

Re: Canby North Redwood Development Concept Plan – Comprehensive Plan 

and Zoning Code Amendments 

 

Overview 

This memo presents recommended Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Code amendments intended to 
implement the Canby North Redwood Development Concept Plan (DCP). Where new language is 
suggested, it is presented in underline format. Where irrelevant language has been omitted, an 
ellipsis (…) is used. 

Comprehensive Plan Amendments 
 
LANDUSE ELEMENT 
… 
 
POLICY NO. 7: CANBY SHALL STRIVE TO ENSURE THE EFFICIENT AND EFFECTIVE PROVISION OF 
INFRASTRUCTURE TO SERVE NEWLY ANNEXED AREAS. 
 
IMPLEMENTATION MEASURES: 
A) The City of Canby’s annexation Development Map shall be used to identify properties required to adopt a 

Development Concept Plan (DCP) or Development Agreement (DA) prior to annexation 
 

Code Amendments 

New Plan District 
The following presents a new North Redwood Plan District for adoption as Section 16.13 of the 
Canby Zoning Code. As this represents an entirely new section of code, the underline format is not 
used. 
 

L A N D  U S E  P L A N N I N G   •   T R A N S P O R T A T I O N  P L A N N I N G   •   P R O J E C T  M A N A G E M E N T   

Exhibit "A"
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Chapter 16.13 
PLAN DISTRICTS 

Sections 
16.13.010 North Redwood Plan District 
16.13.020 Placeholder for future plan districts 
 
 
16.13.010 North Redwood Plan District 

A. Purpose 

The North Redwood Plan District implements the North Redwood Development Concept 
Plan (NRDCP) and is intended to ensure that development within the North Redwood area 
is consistent with the land use pattern and transportation network established by the 
NRDCP. The North Redwood Plan District is also intended to provide some flexibility for 
new development in order to protect natural resources and emphasize the Willow Creek 
corridor as a community amenity. 

B. Applicability  

The standards and regulations in this chapter apply to all land within the North Redwood 
Plan District as shown on the City of Canby’s North Redwood Plan District Map.  

The provisions in this chapter apply in addition to standards and regulations established in 
the base zone and other applicable sections of the Canby Zoning Code. Where standards 
in this chapter conflict with standards in other sections of the Canby Zoning Code, this 
section will supersede. 

C. Approval criteria 

The following criteria must be satisfied prior to approval of any new subdivision or Planned 
Unit Development within the North Redwood Plan District as they apply to the area 
proposed for development. 

1. Generally, new road alignments should be consistent with those identified on 
Figure 9 of the DCP. Changes to the identified road alignments may be approved 
to allow for topographic or other conditions. 

2. There shall be a minimum of five connections to existing roads on the east side of 
North Redwood Street, built to the City’s Local Street standard. To the extent 
possible, additional connections should not create offset intersections and should 
meet spacing standards in the Transportation System Plan. 

3. A cul-de-sac shall only be allowed when environmental or topographical 
constraints, or compliance with other standards in this code preclude street 
extension and through circulation. The map in Figure 9 of the DCP identifies three 
locations where cul-de-sacs could be allowed. 

4. One loop road shall be built through the North Redwood community, connecting 
NE 18th Place to NE 12th Avenue. The loop road shall be built to the City’s 
Neighborhood Route standards. Where possible, the loop road should travel 
adjacent to Willow Creek and provide access to Willow Creek trailheads and open 
space. 

5. Where possible, other local streets in North Redwood should intersect with the loop 
road identified in (3) above. 

6. At least one additional local street shall traverse the study area from north to south, 
connecting the area zoned for low density residential with the area zoned for high 
density residential. 
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7. Future local streets should be located to split parcel lines where feasible. 

8. The land east of Willow Creek shall be accessed from an extension of North 
Teakwood Street and terminate in a cul-de-sac, hammerhead, or other appropriate 
turnaround. 

9. Block size shall be consistent with the following: 

i. Block widths should be approximately 280 feet whenever possible. 
Alternate block widths may be approved to allow for topographical 
variations 

ii. Overall block length shall not exceed 600 feet 

iii. A bicycle/pedestrian connection shall be provided at least every 330 feet, 
consistent with provisions in the Canby Transportation System Plan (TSP) 

10. The park and open space corridor along Willow Creek, as identified in Figure 7 of 
the DCP, shall be provided through required land dedication for parks. 

11. Applicants must demonstrate that future adjacent projects will be able to connect to 
proposed roads and other infrastructure in a way that will be consistent with the 
North Redwood DCP. 

D. Lot area exceptions and lot size averaging. 

The following exceptions to the City’s lot size standards and lot size averaging provisions 
will be allowed for developments in the North Redwood Plan District. 

1. The Planning Commission may allow public park land dedications to be included in 
the lot size averaging calculation in order to achieve community development goals 
and allow protection of natural resources. 

2. The resulting average lot size shall not be less than 5,000 square feet in the R1 
zone. 

3. The resulting average lot size shall not be less than 4,000 square feet in the R1.5 
zone. 

4. Individual lot sizes may be less than prescribed in Sections 16.16.030 and 
16.18.030 alternative lot layout option provided in Section 16.64.040 is used. 

 

 

Lot Size Averaging 
 

Section 16.16.030 Development Standards for the R-1 (low density) Zone 

B. Lot area exceptions:  

1. The Planning Commission may approve an exception to the minimum and maximum lot 
area standards in subsection 16.16.030.A as part of a subdivision or partition application 
when all of the following standards are met:  

a. The average area of all lots created through the subject land division, excluding 
required public park land dedications, surface water management facilities and 
similar public use areas, shall be no less than seven thousand square feet and no 
greater than ten thousand square feet. Non-required significant natural resource 
areas shall be included in the average lot size calculation to enable a transfer of 
density onto buildable portions of the site. Required areas include identified parks, 
wetland areas, riparian corridors, and other areas in which building is not permitted 
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under local, state, or federal laws or regulations. For land in the North Redwood DCP 
area, the Planning Commission may allow public park land dedications to be included 
in the lot size averaging calculation in order to achieve community development goals 
and allow protection of natural resources; in this case, the resulting average lot size 
shall not be less than 5,000 square feet. 

 

b. No lot shall be created that contains less than six thousand square feet, unless the 
alternative lot layout option provided in Section 16.64.040 is used;  

 
Section 16.18.030 Development Standards for the R-1.5 (medium density) Zone 

B. Lot area exceptions:  

1. The Planning Commission may approve an exception to the minimum and maximum lot 
area standards in subsection 16.18.030.A as part of a subdivision or partition application 
when all of the following standards are met:  

a. The average area of all lots and open space tracts created through the subject land 
division, excluding required public park land dedications, surface water management 
facilities and similar public use areas, shall be no less than five thousand square feet 
and no greater than six thousand five hundred square feet. Non-required significant 
natural resource areas shall be included in the average lot size calculation to enable a 
transfer of density onto buildable portions of the site. Required areas include 
identified parks, wetland areas, riparian corridors, and other areas in which building is 
not permitted under local, state, or federal laws or regulations. For land in the North 
Redwood DCP area, the Planning Commission may allow public park land dedications 
to be included in the lot size averaging calculation in order to achieve community 
development goals and allow protection of natural resources; in this case, the 
resulting average lot size shall not be less than 4,000 square feet; 

 

b. No lot shall be created that contains less than four thousand square feet, unless the 
alternative lot layout option provided in Section 16.64.040 is used;  

 

Annexation 
 
Section 16.84.040 Standards and Criteria for Annexation 
A. The following criteria shall apply to all annexation requests. 

… 
 

8. Statement indicating the type and nature of any comprehensive Plan text or map 
amendments or Zoning text or map amendments that may be required to complete 
the proposed development. Proposed zoning must be consistent with zoning 
identified in any applicable adopted Development Concept Plan. 
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The North Redwood Development Concept 
Plan is available to view on the City’s 

website 
at http://www.ci.canby.or.us/N_Redwood/no

rth_redwood_plan.htm 
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North Redwood Development Concept Plan 
Infrastructure Cost Sharing Options – Draft  

Date 3 August 2015  

To Ken Pirie, Walker Macy 

From Brian Vanneman and April Chastain, Leland Consulting Group  
 

Project 5496 Canby North Redwood  

 
 
This memo summarizes a proposed preliminary infrastructure funding strategy for the North Redwood 
(NR) Planning Area in Canby, and was prepared by Leland Consulting Group, a member of the NR 
planning team.  

 

Local, Developer-Built infrastructure.  
Most infrastructure within the NR area can be considered “local infrastructure” and is expected to be built 
and paid for by individual developers.  

This includes most of the roads, sanitary sewer, water, and stormwater infrastructure that are shown in 
the concept plans. Local infrastructure is required as a condition of development in order for homes to be 
built on that property, is approximately the same size and cost as the infrastructure on other properties, 
and largely benefits an individual’s property. A road on an individual’s property is an example, since that 
road would be required in order for development to occur.  

By contrast, the focus of this funding strategy is on “district infrastructure”—infrastructure that will benefit 
property owners throughout the NR area but tends to be concentrated on certain properties in the area. 
The main district infrastructure funding issue in NR is parks.   

Some cost-sharing measures for local infrastructure are also discussed at the end of this memo.   

 

Parks Infrastructure  
The neighborhood parks in the NR planning area can be thought of as “district infrastructure” since the 
parks will benefit the entire NR “district” as well as other parts of the City. However, if not addressed 
through a funding strategy, it is possible that the cost of providing parks could be borne by a small 
number of property owners along Willow Creek, while the benefits would be enjoyed by all. Therefore the 
project team recommends this strategy in order to more equitably spread the costs. 

LCG’s assumption is that the NR area will include the following parks: 

• Willow Creek Pathway Park: This park will encompass Willow Creek and the surrounding 
wetlands, sloped area, and other “natural areas”—generally as defined by the Development 
Concept Plan (DCP), though the precise boundaries can be modified by future wetland 
delineations. It is likely to include a trail and a pedestrian path over the creek, and be about 8 
acres in size. It is important to note that the future Willow Creek Park will be comprised almost 
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entirely of natural or undevelopable land—i.e. land that could not be developed as housing. The 
value of undevelopable land is less than developable land.  

• Neighborhood (or Mini) Park: This will be an “improved” or “developed” neighborhood park. 
While the specific improvements have yet to be designed, they may include a field, play 
structure, etc. The Neighborhood Park is expected to be approximately one acre in size. The 
Neighborhood Park will be comprised almost entirely of developable land—i.e. land that could 
be developed as housing.  

 

City Policy for Developers’ Contribution to Parks  
The City’s established development policy is that developers are required to contribute to the City’s 
parks system either by paying a Parks Systems Development Charge (SDC) or by dedicating parks 
land or improvements that are equal to the value of the SDCs owed. The City determines how the 
contribution will be met. SDCs are fees paid at the time of development (typically building permit 
application) and are currently $5,265.06 per single family unit.  

The City does not always accept unbuildable or wetlands area dedications in lieu of SDC fees; 
however, in the case of Willow Creek Park the City’s preliminary determination is that this is 
reasonable given the quality and importance of the wetland, and the creek’s role in encouraging 
responsible development of the NR area. 

Consistent with this policy, NR area developers shall contribute either SDC fees, park land, or 
improvements, as determined by the City. 

 

 

Parks Infrastructure – Basic Strategy   
The basic strategy recommended here is that Parks SDC fees paid by property owners who are not 
dedicating land be collected into a “NR Parks SDC Account” or similar, and that these funds be used to 
compensate property owners who dedicate land. In order for this mechanism to work, the value of 
property owners’ land contributions need to be established, and this process is explained below.  

 

Density Transfer  
The City and NR consultant team are also recommending that a “density transfer” mechanism be used in 
NR in order to compensate property owners for the value of developable land that they are dedicating to 
the City. This transfer works can be summarized as follows and is described further in subsequent 
sections: 

• The City will make a calculation of the amount of developable land that each property owner is 
required to dedicate to the City and the number of homes (rounding down) that could be built on 
that land given existing zoning and comprehensive plan designations.  

• Property owners can then transfer and build this number of additional units onto another part of 
their property, or on another contiguous property in NR that they own. If property owners 
disagree with the City’s calculation of developable land, they can propose an alternative 
calculation via the delineation and appraisal process described immediately below.  

 
Note that this calculation applies to developable land only, since property owners will be compensated 
for the value of undevelopable land separately (see below) are not forgoing the opportunity to develop 
housing by dedicating undevelopable land. 
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Parks Compensation Process 
LCG recommends the following process in order to establish the value of individual property owners’ 
contributions to the NR district parks: 

• Property owner obtains a wetlands delineation  

• Property owner obtains an appraisal of the land to be dedicated to the City for the neighborhood 
parks. The appraisal should document both the area and value of natural or undevelopable land 
to be dedicated (including wetlands and steep slopes), and the area of developable land to be 
dedicated.  

 

Parks Compensation Formula 
The following formula should be used in order to calculate individual property owners’ net contribution to 
NR parks, and whether they owe additional SDCs after dedicating land, or are owed funds in the event 
that they have contributed more than their fair share:  

Calculation 

 Appraised value of natural park area  

+ Appraised value of developable park area  

- Value of residential transfer from developable area 

= Value of NR Parks land dedication 

- SDCs owed 

= Net NR Parks contribution  
 

If the Net NR Parks contribution is positive—the property owner has contributed more in park land 
that he or she would owe in SDCs—then the property should be compensated for this surplus 
contribution. If this figure is negative, the property owner still owes some or all of the typical SDCs 
owned.  

Note that two values—the appraised value of the developable park and the value of residential 
transfer from the developable area—are assumed to approximately offset each other since the 
property owner is essentially being allowed to transfer housing development rights from one part of 
the property to another. The first value is a contribution by the property owner to the district, and the 
second is a contribution by the City to the property owner. In the event that a property owner 
believes that these values do not offset each other, his or her appraisal should document that.   

 

Questions raised regarding the Parks Infrastructure Funding Process 
• Differences in appraised value. In the event that appraisals obtained by the City and property 

owners differ in value, one option is for a third appraisal firm to resolve the difference. This is an 
established process in the valuation industry. Typically the third appraiser is selected and 
agreed upon by both parties, and the fee is paid equally by both parties.    

• Will early-phase developers always be able to collect SDC funds they are owed? It is 
possible that “first-in” or early-phase developers could make significant land dedications before 
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a significant amount of SDCs have been received. In this case, the early-phase developers 
would need to wait to be compensated for their land dedication.   

• Additional Parks Funds required. It is possible that the total cost of parks will exceed the 
amount of compensation (SDCs and/or land dedication) owed by property owners 
(approximately $1.55 million or 295 units times $5,265 per unit). If this is the case, the City is 
expected to secure additional funds via a variety of grants (ODFW, restoration grants, SOLV, 
others), by leveraging volunteer and student restoration efforts, or by using additional CIP funds. 
The City has been successful securing such assistance in the past.  

• Park maintenance. Determining a source of ongoing park maintenance funding for the parks in 
NR is a city-wide issue and therefore beyond the scope of this plan. However, identifying 
sources of ongoing, city-wide parks maintenance is high on the City’s priority list, and will be 
important in order to ensure that the NR parks remain attractive and safe neighborhood 
amenities following construction.  

 

Infrastructure Funding: Other Issues  
Infrastructure Located on Property Lines  
LCG’s recommendation has been that, wherever possible, road, sewer, and water infrastructure be 
located entirely within one property owners’ property, or straddling a property line. Where possible, 
infrastructure that “weaves” between different properties should be avoided; however, due to slopes and 
other features in the NR area, this is not always possible.  

Where road, sewer, and water infrastructure straddle a property line, the cost of that infrastructure 
should be shared, and this sharing can be addressed in several ways: 

• Property ownership consolidation may occur (e.g., developers may buy multiple properties), 
which eliminates the need for cost sharing.  

• Infrastructure routes can be adjusted slightly to move off of property lines, as long as the routes 
continue to meet the intent and goals of the DCP. Methods of evaluating whether altered 
infrastructure routes meet the intent of the plan are being developed as part of the DCP and will 
be adopted as part of the City’s municipal code.  

• The first-in property owner/developer may build a half road. This typically includes a sidewalk 
and a prescribed roadway width. The second-in developer then builds the remaining roadway 
and sidewalk.  

• Property owners have the option of forming a Reimbursement District (RD) which is described 
below. In Canby, the term Advance Finance Districts (AFD) has been used rather than 
Reimbursement District; however, in LCG’s experience the terms Reimbursement District or 
Assessment District are more common.  

 
Note that in most of the cases described above, the City does not need to be highly involved or manage 
the cost sharing, however, this information is covered here nonetheless.   

 
Reimbursement District 
A Reimbursement District is formed when one or more capital improvements are identified by a 
developer or City, which will benefit development on multiple properties. A district or area boundary is 
defined within which properties benefit from the improvement. All benefitted property owners are 
assessed a pro rata fee that corresponds to the benefits they will enjoy from the improvement(s), 
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typically on a per unit or square foot basis. These “latecomer” reimbursement fees are paid by later 
developers to the party that initiated the district at the time of project permitting. Districts can be initiated 
by either developers or the City, and must be approved by the City.  

In this way, a structure can be devised whereby both first-in and later-phase developers pay the same 
amount. The first-in developer pays directly by building and paying for the infrastructure, and later-phase 
developers reimburse the initial builder.  

One drawback to developer-initiated reimbursement districts is that they typically close or “sunset” after 
10 to 15 years, after which no further fees can be received, and therefore the entities that pay for the 
capital improvement cannot be certain that they will be paid back in full; repayment depends on how fast 
the district develops. However, the City Council can typically extend reimbursement districts beyond this 
time frame. More information and municipal code describing Reimbursement Districts can be found here:  

• City of Wilsonville, Section 3.116: http://www.ci.wilsonville.or.us/DocumentCenter/View/34 

• Clackamas County, Sewer Assessment Districts: http://www.clackamas.us/wes/faq.html#37 

• City of Grants Pass: https://www.grantspassoregon.gov/482/Reimbursement-Districts 

 

Pump Station  
A wastewater pump station may be required as the project builds out. This determination is subject to 
variations in the specific land development patterns, site grading, and further engineering to be 
conducted during property development.    

In the event that a pump station is required, it is likely to be a shared local infrastructure facility similar to 
the road, water, and sewer lines previously described. This is because the pump station would handle 
the wastewater from multiple properties in the district, but be on a specific property owners’ site and 
potentially be paid for by a specific property owner.  

If a pump station is required, a Reimbursement District would be an appropriate mechanism to share 
costs.     

 

Stormwater  
Finally, per the current DCP, property owners will likely have the option to either manage stormwater 
runoff via detention ponds or swales on their property, or through shared facilities that would handle 
runoff from multiple properties.  

From a financial point of view, it will likely be simpler for developers to build their own stormwater 
facilities. However, property owners could create reimbursement districts or inter-property owner 
agreements as described above, such that later-in property owners reimburse first-in property owners for 
an appropriate share of the cost of stormwater detention facilities.  
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M  E  M  O  R  A  N  D  U  M 
 
TO:   Honorable Mayor Hodson and City Council    
FROM:  Julie Wehling, Transit Director 
DATE:  September 18, 2015 
THROUGH:  Rick Robinson, City Administrator   
 
Issue:     
The City’s Transit Department receives federal funding grants for its ongoing operation and for 
many of its capital purchases. The Federal Transit Administration requires transit providers to 
establish and maintain a Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) program with stated goals to 
avoid discrimination and ensure that Disadvantaged Business Enterprises (DBEs) are included 
and encouraged to participate in contracting opportunities utilizing federal funds.  
 
Transit operations like Canby Area Transit are able to either establish their own DBE program or 
adopt the Oregon Department of Transportation’s program. It recently came to our attention that 
City has not officially adopted the Oregon Department of Transportation’s Disadvantaged 
Business Enterprise (DBE) program although we have reported applicable contract purchases 
twice annually to the ODOT Rail and Public Transit Division and followed the guidance of the 
ODOT DBE Program since our inception.     
 
Recommendation:    
Staff recommends that the Council adopt the Oregon Department of Transportation’s 
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Program and goals in order to comply with the 
Federal Transit Administration requirement.    
 
Rationale:   
Program goals for a Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) program are based on the Local 
Market Area. With regard to contracting firms the City of Canby is within the 
Portland/Vancouver Metropolitan Statistical Area which is the same Local Market Area as 
ODOT’s DBE program. Therefore ODOT DBE program and goals are appropriate for the City of 
Canby.  
 
Fiscal Impact:  
Adopting the ODOT DBE Program will save the cost in staff time and potential consultant cost 
for developing a compliant DBE plan specifically for the City and also save the cost in staff time 
for maintaining a City specific plan. 
 
Recommended Motion: 
“I move to adopt Resolution 1226, A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE OREGON 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION’S DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS 
ENTERPRISE (DBE) PROGRAM, POLICY AND GOALS”. 
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Attachments: 
Resolution 1226 
Exhibit A - provides an overview of ODOT’s DBE Goal for Federal Fiscal Year 2015-2017, the 
General DBE Program Requirements, and background on the development of the program and its 
goals.   
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RESOLUTION NO. 1226 

A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE OREGON DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION’S DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS ENTERPRISE (DBE) 

PROGRAM, POLICY AND GOALS 

WHEREAS, the City of Canby is required per 49 Code of Federal Regulations Part 26 to 
establish a goal for its Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Plan; and 

WHEREAS, the Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) is committed to a Civil 
Rights Program for the participation of Disadvantaged Business Enterprises (DBEs) in Federal 
Transportation Administration (FTA) funded contracting opportunities in accordance with 49 
Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 26, thus satisfying this requirement for ODOT; and 

WHEREAS, it has been determined that the Local Market Area for the City of Canby 
with regard to contracting firms is the Portland/Vancouver Metropolitan Statistical Area; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Canby is committed to the same goals as the Oregon 
Department of Transportation with regard to nondiscrimination on the basis of race, color, sex or 
national origin and the protection of these civil rights in contracting opportunities with the City. 

 NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the Canby City Council that it 
is the official policy of the City of Canby to adopt the Oregon Department of Transportation 
DBE Program’s policy and program goals, attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and shall be in effect 
for the period of time that the City is required by federal law to maintain a DBE Policy and Plan.   

This Resolution shall take effect on October 7, 2015. 

ADOPTED this 7th day of October 2015 by the Canby City Council. 
 
      
      __________________________________ 
      Brian Hodson 
      Mayor 
 

ATTEST 
 
 
____________________________ 
Kimberly Scheafer, MMC 
City Recorder 
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Exhibit "A"
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ORDINANCE NO. 1423 
 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CANBY’S COMPREHENSIVE PLAN LAND USE MAP 
AND ZONING MAP FROM HEAVY INDUSTRIAL (HI & M-2) TO HIGH DENSITY 
RESIDENTIAL (HDR & R-2) RESPECTIVELY FOR AN APPROXIMATE 7.6 ACRE 
PORTION OF TAX LOTS 2101 AND 4900 OF TAX MAP 31E34C AS ADJUSTED BY 

LLA 15-04 AT 235 S SEQUOIA PARKWAY. 
 
WHEREAS, an application was filed with the City by Urban IDM, the owner of said Tax Lots to 
amend the Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map and Zoning Map from Heavy Industrial (HI & M-
2) to High Density Residential (HDR & R-2) respectively; and 
 
WHEREAS, a concurrent Lot Line Adjustment application to adjust the two said Tax Lots in a 
manner to rezone approximately 7.6 acres for High Density Residential with the remaining 
adjusted Tax Lot  of approximately 5 acres retaining the existing Heavy Industrial designation 
and zoning; and 
 
WHEREAS, a public hearing was conducted by the Canby Planning Commission on August 24, 
2015 and the Canby City Council on September 16, 2015 on said amendments, during which the 
citizens of Canby were given the opportunity to come forward to present testimony on these 
proposed changes after public notice was posted and printed in the Canby Herald, as required by 
law; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Canby City Council considered the matter and the recommendation and hearing 
proceedings of the Planning Commission in relation to the applicable approval standards and 
criteria of CMC Section 16.88.180(D), 16.88.190, and 16.54.040 of the Land Development and 
Planning Ordinance concerning whether the Comprehensive Plan Quasi-judicial Plan 
Amendments, Transportation System Plan and Transportation Planning Rule, and Zoning Map 
Amendments were met; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City Council, after concluding its review and discussion of the record on this 
matter and by motion duly made and seconded, voted to approve the Comprehensive Plan Land 
Use Map Amendment and Zone Change Map Amendment subject to specific zone conditions; 
now therefore, 
 
THE CANBY CITY COUNCIL ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS: 
 

Section 1.  The comprehensive plan land use map designation and official zoning map 
district for the adjusted Tax Lots from the concurrently approved application for LLA 15-
04 for Tax Lots 2101 and 4900 of Tax Map 31E34C are changed from Heavy Industrial 
(HI & M-2) to High Density Residential (HDR & R-2) respectively for approximately 7.6 
acres as determined by the final Lot Line Adjustment survey or plat. 

 
Section 2.  The Mayor, attested by the City Recorder, is hereby authorized and directed to 
make the appropriate change to the City’s Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map and 
Zoning Map in accordance with the dictates of Section 1 above. 

 2nd Reading
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Section 3.  The change in land use plan map designation and zone map district are subject 
to the following conditions of the map approvals: 
 

1) A 25-foot wide landscape buffer shall be required as part of the subsequent 
approved site development plan adjacent to the commonly owned 5 acre 
parcel retaining M-2 zoning and the railroad spur boundary except where 
garage units or internal drive and parking is provided within this landscape 
area in which case the required minimum landscape buffer shall be 15-foot 
wide to allow for screening plant material.  Either required landscape 
screening/buffer area width provided shall be required to plant appropriate 
evergreen plant materials that will provide visually opaque privacy screening 
from the ground up to approximately 20 feet in height at plant maturity.  

 
2) The applicant shall provide planning staff a list of specific heightened 
level of building construction standards to be utilized in conjunction with their 
building plan submittal that addresses noise attenuation, and will hire a 
licensed engineer to measure the level of vibration generated by the rail line as 
part of the process of determining whether any construction mitigation 
measures are warranted to mitigate adverse vibration impacts. 

 
3) The applicant shall record a deed restriction to limit the allowed uses on 
the M-2 zone 5 acre commonly owned industrial tract to restrict uses to those 
indicated to be “outright permitted” as indicated in the current or future M-1 
Light Industrial Zone within the Canby Planning and Zoning Ordinance 
without option for uses otherwise listed in the same ordinance in both the M-1 
and M-2 zone as allowed by Conditional Use. 

 
4) The applicant shall record a deed restriction to prohibit any future 
Comprehensive Plan Map Amendment or Zoning Map Amendment to allow 
any residential or commercial zone district on the remaining adjacent 
commonly owned parcel retaining the M-2 zone unless property on both 
adjacent sides along the Sequoia Parkway frontage are also to be rezoned or 
have already been rezoned to the same proposed zone district. 

 
5) Driveway access to Sequoia Parkway for the applicant’s two legally 
existing parcels shall be limited to no more than two between and amongst the 
two properties unless the applicant can adequately demonstrate full 
compliance with the 200-foot spacing standard which applies between all new 
driveways and existing driveways as determined at the time of development 
application approval. 

 
6) The applicant shall contribute 4% of the final estimate for the installation 
of a traffic signal and associated improvements recommended by ODOT and 
contained in the supplemental Traffic Memorandum prepared by DKS 
Associates. This would amount to a rough proportional share contribution to 
the City for future funding of the signalization project as identified by 
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condition of approval to be added to the City’s TSP and SDC capital 
improvement list by approval of this rezone. 

 
7) City agreement with the rezone to pursue amendment of the Canby 
Transportation System Plan to include a traffic signal at S Sequoia Parkway/S 
Hazel Dell Way intersection in the financially constrained project list, and to 
amend the System Development Charge (SDC) project list to include a traffic 
signal at the same intersection by removing a less critical similar cost project 
due to this projects more immediate higher importance. 

 
8) The applicant shall record a deed restriction in favor of all industrial zoned 
lots in the Canby Pioneer Industrial Park acknowledging the industrial uses on 
the industrial zoned properties are pre-existing and do not constitute a 
nuisance and the apartment owners and residents waive any future claims for 
nuisance arising out of the current or future industrial uses of those properties. 
 

 SUBMITTED to the Canby City Council and read the first time at a regular meeting 
thereof on Wednesday, September 16, 2015, ordered posted in three (3) public and conspicuous 
places in the City for a period of five (5) days, as authorized by the Canby City Charter; and to 
come up for final reading and action by the City Council at a regular meeting thereof on October 
7, 2015, commencing after the hour of 7:30 p.m. in the Council Meeting Chambers located at 
155 NW 2nd Avenue in Canby, Oregon.  
 
 
       ____________________________________ 
       Kimberly Scheafer, MMC 
       City Recorder 
 
 PASSED on the second and final reading by the Canby City Council at a regular meeting 
thereof on October 7, 2015, by the following vote: 
 

  YEAS_______ NAYS_______  
 
 
            

   ____________________________________
   Brian Hodson 

      Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
_________________________________ 
Kimberly Scheafer, MMC 
City Recorder 
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 BEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL 
 OF THE 
 CITY OF CANBY 
 
 
A REQUEST TO APPROVE A                              ) FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS & ORDER 
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN LAND USE MAP     )        CPA 15-01/ZC 15-01/LLA 15-04 
AND ZONE CHANGE MAP AMENDMENTS    ) 
FROM HEAVY INDUSTRIAL (HI & M-2) TO   ) 
HIGH DENSITY RESIDENTIAL (HDR & R-2)  ) 
RESPECTIVELY FOR AN APPROXIMATE      ) 
7.6 ACRE PROTION OF TAX LOTS 2101 AND ) 
4900 OF TAX MAP 31E34C AS ADJUSTED BY ) 
LLA 15-04 AT S SEQUOIA PARKWAY.              ) 
 
NATURE OF APPLICATION 
Urban IDM seeks to amend the Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map from Heavy Industrial (HI) to High 
Density Residential (HDR) designation and corresponding Zone Change Map amendment from Heavy 
Industrial (M-2) to High Density Residential (R-2) for approximately 7.6 acres, and necessary Lot Line 
Adjustment to reconfigure the size of the two existing commonly owned parcels so the boundary will 
match the area of the zone change leaving a reconfigured parcel of approximately 5 acres with the existing 
industrial zoning at 235 S Sequoia Parkway. 
 
HEARINGS 
The Planning Commission held a public hearing and considered this application at its meeting on August 
24, 2015.  The Planning Commission forwarded their recommendation to City Council.  The City Council 
held a second public hearing to consider the application and the Planning Commission’s recommendation 
at its September 16, 2015 meeting.  The planning director presented the staff report and the Mayor opened 
the public hearing receiving testimony from the applicant and then the public. After closing the public 
hearing and deliberation, the Council voted to approve the Comprehensive Plan Amendment, Zone 
Change, and Lot Line Adjustment applications on a 4 to 3 vote by approving the associated Ordinance No. 
1423 as amended. 
 
CRITERIA AND STANDARDS 
The Canby Comprehensive Plan and Section 16.88, 16.54.040, and 16.58.030 of the Canby Municipal 
Code states the applicable review criteria when reviewing a quasi-judicial comprehensive plan land use 
map amendment, zone change map amendment, and lot line adjustment for which the Council shall give 
consideration, including the following: 
 

The Comprehensive Plan (Updated January, 2007 and Statewide Planning Goals: 
 
1. Goal 2 – Land Use Planning 
2. Goal 9 – Economic Development 
3. Goal 12 – Transportation 

 
For a Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map Amendment: 
(Section 16.88.180(D) 
In judging whether a quasi-judicial plan amendment shall be approved, the Planning Commission and 
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City Council shall consider: 
1.  The remainder of the Comprehensive Plan of the city, as well as the plans and policies of the 

county, state, or any local school or service districts which may be affected by the amendments; 
 

2.  Whether all required public facilities and services exist, or will be provided concurrent with the 
anticipated development of the area. 

 
(Section 16.88.180 
E.. For proposed comprehensive plan amendments, which must consider the long-term adequacy of 

 the transportation system for TPR 660-10-060 compliance, ODOT must be consulted to determine 
 whether a highway project is “reasonably likely to be funded” based on funding projections at that 
 time. 

 
Section 16.88.190 
A.  A proposed comprehensive plan amendment, zone change or land use regulation change, whether 

 initiated by the city or by a private interest, shall be reviewed to determine whether it significantly 
 affects a transportation facility, in accordance with the Transportation Planning Rule (OAR 660-  
 it: 

 1. Changes the functional classification of an existing or planned transportation facility; 
 2. Changes standards implementing a functional classification system’ 

3. As measured at the end of the planning period identified in the adopted plan: 
 a. Allows types or levels of land use that would result in levels of travel or access that are  
     inconsistent with the functional classification of a transportation facility; or, 
 b. Would reduce the performance of the facility below the minimum acceptable               
       performance standard identified in the Transportation System Plan. 
 c. Would worsen the performance of a facility that is otherwise projected to perform below 
     the minimum acceptable performance standard identified in the Transportation System   
      Plan. 
 

B.   Amendments to the comprehensive plan and land use regulations which significantly affect a 
transportation facility shall assure that allowed land uses are consistent with the function, capacity, 
and performance standards (i.e., level of service, volume to capacity ratio, etc.) of the facility 
identified in the Transportation System Plan.  This shall be accomplished by one of the following: 
1.   Adopting measures that demonstrate allowed land uses are consistent with the planned 

function, capacity, and performance standards of the transportation facility. 
2.   Amending the TSP or comprehensive plan to provide transportation facilities, improvements or 

services adequate to support the proposed land uses consistent with the requirements of 
Section – 0060 of the TPR.  Such amendments shall include a funding plan or other 
mechanism so that the facility, improvement or service will be provided by the end of the 
planning period. 

3.   Altering land use designations, densities, or design requirements to reduce demand for vehicle   
travel and meet travel needs through other modes of transportation. 

4.   Amending the TSP to modify the planned function, capacity or performance standards of the 
transportation facility. 

5.   Providing other measures as a condition of development, including transportation system   
management measures, demand management or minor transportation improvements. 

 
For A Map Amendment (Zone Change): 
(Section 16.54.040) 
In judging whether or not the zoning map should be amended or changed, the Planning Commission 
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and City Council shall consider: 
 
A. The Comprehensive Plan of the City, giving special attention to Policy 6 of the land use element 

and implementation measures therefore, and the plans and policies of the county, state and local 
districts in order to preserve functions and local aspects of land conservation and development; 
 

B. Whether all required public facilities and services exist or will be provided concurrent with 
development to adequately meet the needs of any use or development which would be permitted by 
the new zoning designation. 

 
(Section 16.54.060) 
A. In acting on an application for a zone change, the Planning Commission may recommend and the 

City Council may impose conditions to be met by the proponents of the change before the 
proposed change takes effect.  Such conditions shall be limited to improvements or physical 
changes to the property which are directly related to the health, safety or general welfare of those 
in the area.  Further, such conditions shall be limited to improvements which clearly relate to and 
benefit the area of the proposed zoned change. 

B. The city will not use the imposition of improvement conditions as a means of preventing planned 
development, and will consider the potential impact of the costs or required improvements on 
needed housing.  The Planning Commission and City Council will assure that the required 
improvements will not reduce housing densities below those anticipated in the Comprehensive 
Plan. 
 

For A Lot Line Adjustment: 
(Section 16.58.030) 

 
A.  Each of the remaining parcels and any structures located thereon shall be in full compliance with 

all regulations of this title, including the setback requirements of Division III. 
 

B.  No new lots or parcels will be created as a result of the lot line adjustment without receiving 
approval as a partition or subdivision. 
 

C.  If the City Planner or City Engineer deems it necessary to assure the accuracy of recorded 
information, a survey may be required of the applicant.  Such a survey will be at the applicant’s 
cost. 
 

D.  Lot line adjustments shall not be permitted where the result will be the creation of additional 
building sites in known hazardous locations or where the appropriate development or extension of 
public facilities will be impaired as a result. 

 
FINDINGS AND REASONS 
The staff report was presented by staff including review of applicable approval criteria, the major issues 
involved, staff’s recommended conditions of approval of the zone change to ensure conformance with 
approval criteria, and the primary reasons leading to the recommendation of the Planning Commission.   
 
After holding their own public hearing where oral testimony was received from the applicant and others in 
attendance; the City Council closed their public hearing and moved into deliberation where they utilized 
the findings of the overall written record materials along with the overall presentation record from the 
public hearings to make the following findings beyond those contained in the applicant’s submittal and 
staff report to arrive at their decision and support their decision and recommended conditions of approval: 
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• Approval should include a supplemental rezone condition of approval as suggested by a nearby 

industrial property owner and developer as follows: “The applicant shall record a deed restriction 
in favor of all the industrial zoned lots in the Canby Pioneer Industrial Park acknowledging the 
industrial uses in the industrial zoned properties are pre-existing and do not constitute a nuisance 
and the apartment owners and residents waive any future claims for nuisance arising out of the 
current or future industrial uses of those properties”. 

 
CONCLUSION 
In summary, the City Council concludes by vote that, based on the findings contained in the applicant’s 
submittal and the staff report dated August 11, 2015, together with the remaining written record and 
testimony received at both public hearings that: 
 

1. The application processing is in conformance with applicable provisions set forth in CMC 16.89. 
 

2. Statewide Planning Goals 2, 9, and 12 in particular have been satisfactorily addressed.  
 

3. The Comprehensive Plan Land Use Plan Map Amendment meets the approval criteria set forth in 
CMC 16.88 making the requested change in the Land Use Plan Map designation from Heavy 
Industrial (HI) to High Density Residential (HDR) is appropriate. 
 

4. The Map Amendment rezone from the Heavy Industrial (M-2) to the High Density Residential (R-
2) zoning district as requested is suitable at this point in time for this location.  

 
5. That the conditions of approval recommended by staff along with an additional condition 

suggested by a nearby industrial property owner are necessary. 
 

6. All conditions of the Lot Line Adjustment will be met and is necessary to set the exact rezoning 
boundary. 
 

7. There are sufficient public and private utility and service capacity to serve the site at the 
anticipated development intensity. 
 

8. The proposed land use plan map change and zoning change can be made to conform to the 
adopted Transportation System Plan and Transportation Planning Rule with follow through by the 
City on Amending the Transportation System Plan in a manner to satisfactorily address the TPR 
mitigation measure as approved by condition. 
 

ORDER: 
 
The City Council, of the City of Canby hereby APPROVES, Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map 
Amendment, Zone Change Map Amendment and Lot Line Adjustment applications CPA 15-01/ZC 
15-01/ZC 15-04 with the following zone change conditions: 
 

1. A 25-foot wide landscape buffer shall be required as part of the subsequent approved site development 
plan adjacent to the commonly owned 5 acre parcel retaining M-2 zoning and the railroad spur 
boundary except where garage units or internal drive and parking is provided within this landscape 
area in which case the required minimum landscape buffer shall be 15-foot wide to allow for screening 
plant material.  Either required landscape screening/buffer area width provided shall be required to 
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plant appropriate evergreen plant materials that will provide visually opaque privacy screening from 
the ground up to approximately 20 feet in height at plant maturity.  
 

2. The applicant shall provide planning staff a list of specific heightened level of building construction 
standards to be utilized in conjunction with their building plan submittal that addresses noise 
attenuation, and will hire a licensed engineer to measure the level of vibration generated by the rail 
line as part of the process of determining whether any construction mitigation measures are warranted 
to mitigation adverse vibration impacts. 
 

3. The applicant shall record a deed restriction to limit the allowed uses on the M-2 zone 5 acre 
commonly owned industrial tract to restrict uses to those indicated to be “outright permitted” as 
indicated in the current or future M-1 Light Industrial Zone within the Canby Planning and Zoning 
Ordinance without option for uses otherwise listed in the same ordinance in both the M-1 and M-2 
zone as allowed by Conditional Use. 
 

4. The applicant shall record a deed restriction to prohibit any future Comprehensive Plan Map 
Amendment or Zoning Map Amendment to allow any residential or commercial zone district on the 
remaining adjacent commonly owned parcel retaining the M-2 zone unless property on both adjacent 
sides along the Sequoia Parkway frontage are also to be rezoned or have already been rezoned to the 
same proposed zone district. 
 

5. Driveway access to Sequoia Parkway for the applicant’s two legally existing parcels shall be limited to 
no more than two between and amongst the two properties unless the applicant can adequately 
demonstrate full compliance with the 200-foot spacing standard which applies between all new 
driveways and existing driveways as determined at the time of development application approval. 
 

6. The applicant shall contribute 4% of the final estimate for the installation of a traffic signal and 
associated improvements recommended by ODOT as indicated in the supplemental traffic 
memorandum prepared by DKS dated August 7, 2015. This would amount to a rough proportional 
share contribution to the City specifically for future funding of the signalization project as identified 
by condition of approval to be added to the City’s TSP and SDC capital improvement list by approval 
of this rezone. 
 

7. City agreement with approval of the rezone to pursue amendment of the Canby Transportation 
System Plan to include a traffic signal at S Sequoia Parkway/S Hazel Dell Way intersection in the 
financially constrained project list, and to amend the System Development Charge (SDC) project 
list to include a traffic signal at the same intersection by removing a less critical similar cost 
project due to this projects more immediate higher importance. 
 

8. The applicant shall record a deed restriction in favor of all the industrial zoned lots in the Canby 
Pioneer Industrial Park acknowledging the industrial uses in the industrial zoned properties are 
pre-existing and do not constitute a nuisance and the apartment owners and residents waive any 
future claims for nuisance arising out of the current or future industrial uses of those properties. 
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I CERTIFY THAT THIS ORDER approving CPA 15-01/ZC 15-01/LLA 15-04 was presented to and 
APPROVED by the City Council of the City of Canby. 
 
DATED this 7th day of October, 2015 
 
 
 
      ___________________________________________ 
      Brian Hodson 
      Mayor 
 
 
 
      ___________________________________________ 
      Bryan Brown 
      Planning Director 
 
 
ORAL DECISION - September 16, 2015 
 
AYES:  Parker, Heidt, Coleman, & Hodson 
NOES:   Rocha, Hensley, Dale  
ABSTAIN:  None 
ABSENT:  None 
 
WRITTEN FINDINGS - October 7, 2015 
 
AYES:    
NOES:    
ABSTAIN:       
ABSENT:    
 
ATTEST: 
 

 

________________________________________________ 
Kimberly Scheafer, MMC 
City Recorder 
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To:  City of Canby Councilors & Mayor 
From: Bicyclist & Pedestrian Advisory Committees 
Re: Memo to increase the committee membership 
Date: 28 September 2015 
 
Dear Councilors and Mayor: 
 
After discussion with the Bicyclist & Pedestrian Committee members, Matilda Deas, city staff liaison, 
and Councilor Greg Parker, and at the request of Mayor Brian Hodson to compose a memo to the 
Canby City Council, the committee would like to increase the membership to seven for the following 
reasons: 
 

• We have citizens interested in joining. It would be unfortunate to turn a volunteer away when 
current members have limited time to be involved. Limited time is nothing new to organizations 
and civic government in our current times. We would like the committee to have a diverse and 
well balanced membership: male/female, full-time/retired, ethnicity, etc. 

 
• Increased membership will allow us to better serve the community because the tasks before us 

would be more evenly distributed and completed in a timely fashion. 
 

• The Council would benefit because you will more regularly hear from the committee and have 
current information regarding B&P concerns and ideas. Currently, the committee has no one 
that can attend council meetings due to personal schedules. In person testimonies are generally 
much more effective than written. Questions of the Council or clarifications can't be answered 
by a piece of paper. 

 
• I [Liz] believe you [Mayor Hodson] are correct in saying "There is always a reason things get 

laid out the way they do." However, there is also a time when codes and numbers need to be 
reviewed, even changed. Times have changed since the start of the B&P Committee. Civic 
volunteers want to be involved, but the amount of time they have is limited. I'm sure you have 
seen the results of this; vacant seats on other committees, vacant election seats, etc.  

 
• The committee will not be too big with seven members, nor will it be unwieldy when moderated 

properly, of which, I [the Chair] can manage effectively. 
 

• Finally, the other advisory committees, Park & Rec., Transit, and Traffic Safety, all have seven 
members. 

 
Sincerely, 
Liz Belz-Templeman, B&P Chair 
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BIKE AND PEDESTRIAN COMMITTEE 
5 members, 3 year terms.    
         
BUDGET COMMITTEE 
City Council plus 6 members at large, 3 year terms. 
       
CANBY PUBLIC LIBRARY BOARD 
5 members, 4 year terms.     
      
CANBY UTILITY BOARD 
5 members, 3 year terms. (Two term limit)    
 
HISTORICAL REVIEW BOARD   
3-5 members, 3 years terms.  Majority must live or work within UGB. 
 
MUNICIPAL AUDIT AND FINANCIAL OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE 
Up to 3 citizen members, Mayor, and up to 2 councilors, 2 years terms.  Must be same 
number of citizens as Mayor and Councilors. 
       
PARKS AND RECREATION ADVISORY BOARD     
7 members, 3 year terms.   
 
PLANNING COMMISSION.   
7 members, 3 year terms.     
       
TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMISSION   
7 members, 3 year terms.       
 
TRANSIT ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
7 members, 3 year terms.      
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MEMORANDUM 

DATE:  SEPTEMBER 29, 2015 

TO: HONORABLE MAYOR HODSON AND CANBY CITY COUNCIL  

FROM:  HALEY FISH, FINANCE DIRECTOR 

THROUGH: RICK ROBINSON, CITY ADMINISTRATOR 

RE:  4TH QUARTER FINANCIAL REPORT FISCAL YEAR 2015 

Report Format: The Fund Summary Report attached summarizes activity for the fiscal year (FY) 
through June 30, 2015 by Fund and Category: Personal Services, Materials and Services, Capital Outlay, 
Debt Service, Transfers and Contingency.  This is consistent with the level at which funds were 
appropriated and therefore how compliance is assessed, except for the General Fund which is 
appropriated at the department level.  As of the date of this report 100% of the year had elapsed.  
Please note accounts are still being reconciled; therefore these are preliminary figures that will be 
verified, compiled into the City’s Comprehensive Annual Report (CAFR), and then audited.  Final audit 
fieldwork is scheduled for the week of November 9-13th and the CAFR will be presented to the MAFOC 
at the meeting scheduled December 17th, 2015.   

Please contact Haley Fish, Finance Director, at FishH@ci.canby.or.us if you have any questions 
resulting from your review of this report. 

 

Additional Financial Analysis by Fund: 
Note - Per a recommendation if there are no exceptions noted for a fund/department no reference will 
be made to it in this summary. 
No known noncompliance with budget appropriations noted.   
General Fund: Preliminarily general fund revenue exceeds expense by approximately $43,000.  During 
the FY16 budget process we projected a $36,000 deficit. 

Street Fund – Miscellaneous income was primarily generated because work force was allocated to 
maintain the cemetery (services provided at the public works hourly rate of $40 and charged based on 
actual hours worked).  A large capital outlay encumbrance related to the FY16 Street Maintenance 
Program contracted in spring of 2015 that was substantially completed subsequent to June 30, 2015 
(FY16). 
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Additional Discussion: 
Draft Investment Policy - The MAFOC reviewed a draft Investment Policy tailored from the Oregon 
Short Term Fund Board (the Board) template and supported sending the draft to the Board for review in 
accordance with ORS 294.135.  It has been submitted for review at the boards meeting October 8th, 
2015.  Subsequent to the meeting the Board will send a letter of recommendations to the City Council 
which we can consider prior to recommending that the Council adopt the draft policy.  Currently the 
only investment the City utilizes is the Local Government Investment Pool (LGIP) which averaged an 
annualized rate ranging from .5000% to .5400% during FY15. 

Retirement and Separation Reserve – Retirement payouts in FY15 exceeded the amount held in 
reserve and budgeted by approximately $45,000.  Through the FY16 budget, management proposed 
replenishing the reserve in an initial amount of $75,000 and outlined a methodology to fund this reserve 
and allocate payouts in excess of reserve (if realized) equitably across operating units as a percentage of 
personnel service expense in order to make it sustainable overtime. 

PERS Contribution Stabilization Reserve – Funding established in FY14 of $237,896 was maintained 
throughout FY15 and retained in the FY16 budget. 
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PERIOD ACTUAL YTD ACTUAL ENCUMBERED BUDGET (OVER)/UNDER PCNT

REVENUE

GENERAL REVENUES

PROPERTY TAXES 115,622                 4,055,245             ‐                             4,046,557             (8,688)                     100.2%

FRANCHISE FEES 77,773                   479,347                ‐                             462,000                (17,347)                   103.8%

INTERGOVERNMENTAL 80,502                   406,719                ‐                             395,500                (11,219)                   102.8%

IN LIEU OF TAXES 99,637                   637,231                ‐                             638,000                769                          99.9%

CHARGES FOR SERVICES 3,382                     18,049                  ‐                             15,265                  (2,784)                     118.2%

PASS THRU REVENUE 4,600                     28,317                  ‐                             57,300                  28,983                    49.4%

SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS ‐                              4,170                    ‐                             1,200                    (2,970)                     347.5%

MISCELLANEOUS REVENUE 518                         8,277                    ‐                             8,200                    (77)                          100.9%

INTEREST REVENUES 596                         8,343                    ‐                             7,000                    (1,343)                     119.2%

REVENUE TRANSFERS 22,568                   260,728                ‐                             260,000                (728)                        100.3%

CASH CARRYOVER ‐                              ‐                             ‐                             1,234,770             1,234,770               0.0%

405,198                 5,906,427            ‐                             7,125,792            1,219,365              82.9%

ADMINISTRATION REVENUE

CHARGES FOR SERVICES 11,380                   64,400                  ‐                             56,950                  (7,450)                     113.1%

11,380                   64,400                  ‐                             56,950                  (7,450)                     113.1%

COURT REVENUES

CHARGES FOR SERVICES 43,956                   549,843                ‐                             369,082                (180,761)                149.0%

PASS THRU REVENUE 192                         1,287                    ‐                             1,000                    (287)                        128.7%

MISCELLANEOUS REVENUE 1,271                     26,568                  ‐                             22,900                  (3,668)                     116.0%

45,419                   577,698                ‐                             392,982                (184,716)                147.0%

PLANNING  REVENUES

CHARGES FOR SERVICES 9,741                     73,227                  ‐                             46,600                  (26,627)                   157.1%

MISCELLANEOUS REVENUE ‐                              394                        ‐                             130                        (264)                        303.2%

9,741                     73,621                  ‐                             46,730                  (26,891)                   157.5%

PARKS REVENUE

CHARGES FOR SERVICES ‐                              535                        ‐                             500                        (35)                          107.0%

MISCELLANEOUS REVENUE 264                         4,554                    ‐                             3,360                    (1,194)                     135.5%

DONATIONS 194                         194                        ‐                             5,000                    4,806                      3.9%

TRANSFERS IN ‐                              ‐                             ‐                             521,700                521,700                  0.0%

458                         5,283                    ‐                             530,560                525,277                  1.0%

BUILDING REVENUES

CHARGES FOR SERVICES 4,885                     12,003                  ‐                             15,000                  2,997                      80.0%

4,885                     12,003                  ‐                             15,000                  2,997                      80.0%

POLICE REVENUES

GRANT REVENUE 575                         4,773                    ‐                             6,000                    1,227                      79.6%

CHARGES FOR SERVICES 3,505                     30,047                  ‐                             23,850                  (6,197)                     126.0%

MISCELLANEOUS REVENUE 13,898                   92,664                  ‐                             84,030                  (8,634)                     110.3%

DONATIONS ‐                              11,490                  ‐                             500                        (10,990)                   2298.0%

17,978                   138,974                ‐                             114,380                (24,594)                   121.5%

CEMETERY REVENUES

CHARGES FOR SERVICES 450                         36,614                  ‐                             66,025                  29,411                    55.5%

MISCELLANEOUS REVENUE ‐                              3,940                    ‐                             3,300                    (640)                        119.4%

DONATIONS 44                           100                        ‐                             ‐                              (100)                        0

494                         40,654                  ‐                             69,325                  28,671                    58.6%

FINANCE REVENUES

OPERATIONAL TRANSFERS IN 63,321                   759,857                ‐                             759,857                ‐                              100.0%

63,321                   759,857                ‐                             759,857                ‐                              100.0%

CITY OF CANBY

FOR THE PERIOD ENDING: 

FUND SUMMARY

June 30, 2015

GENERAL FUND

Preliminary 

100% of the Fiscal Year has elapsed.
Page 1
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CITY OF CANBY

FOR THE PERIOD ENDING: 

FUND SUMMARY

June 30, 2015
Preliminary 

PERIOD ACTUAL YTD ACTUAL ENCUMBERED BUDGET (OVER)/UNDER PCNT

REVENUE (CONT)

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT REVENUE

CHARGES FOR SERVICES ‐                              1,440                    ‐                             500                        (940)                        288.0%

TRANSFERS 48,519                   473,937                ‐                             544,835                70,898                    87.0%

48,519                   475,377                ‐                             545,335                69,958                    87.2%

TOTAL FUND REVENUE 607,393                 8,054,294            ‐                             9,656,911            1,602,617              83.4%

GENERAL FUND

100% of the Fiscal Year has elapsed.
Page 2
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CITY OF CANBY

FOR THE PERIOD ENDING: 

FUND SUMMARY

June 30, 2015
Preliminary 

PERIOD ACTUAL YTD ACTUAL ENCUMBERED BUDGET (OVER)/UNDER PCNT

EXPENDITURES

ADMINISTRATION DEPT

PERSONNEL SERVICES 50,387                   576,044                ‐                             576,884                840                          99.9%

MATERIAL SERVICES 28,448                   542,902                1,950                    581,432                36,580                    93.7%

CAPITAL OUTLAY 24,316                   55,687                  ‐                             62,217                  6,530                      89.5%

DEBT ‐                              74,826                  ‐                             74,964                  138                          99.8%

CONTINGENCY/OTHER ‐                              ‐                             ‐                             788,221                788,221                  0.0%

103,151                 1,249,459            1,950                    2,083,718            832,309                  60.1%

COURT DEPT

PERSONNEL SERVICES 23,217                   233,875                ‐                             241,657                7,782                      96.8%

MATERIAL SERVICES 8,421                     84,526                  ‐                             84,242                  (284)                        100.3%

31,637                   318,401                ‐                             325,899                7,498                      97.7%

PLANNING DEPT

PERSONNEL SERVICES 10,724                   102,469                ‐                             143,221                40,752                    71.5%

MATERIAL SERVICES 8,250                     74,522                  ‐                             73,413                  (1,109)                     101.5%

18,974                   176,991                ‐                             216,634                39,643                    81.7%

PARKS DEPT

PERSONNEL SERVICES 33,509                   334,129                ‐                             342,098                7,969                      97.7%

MATERIAL SERVICES 12,682                   132,246                4,407                    159,028                22,375                    85.9%

CAPITAL OUTLAY 994                         7,127                    ‐                             527,900                520,773                  1.4%

47,186                   473,502                4,407                    1,029,026            551,117                  46.4%

BUILDING DEPT

PERSONNEL SERVICES 3,050                     29,531                  ‐                             38,578                  9,047                      76.5%

MATERIAL SERVICES 379                         4,204                    ‐                             5,607                    1,403                      75.0%

TRANSFERS OUT 1,584                     19,010                  ‐                             19,010                  ‐                              100.0%

5,013                     52,745                  ‐                             63,195                  10,450                    83.5%

POLICE DEPT

PERSONNEL SERVICES 376,507                 3,819,365             ‐                             3,868,048             48,683                    98.7%

MATERIAL SERVICES 39,023                   844,302                ‐                             914,158                69,856                    92.4%

CAPITAL OUTLAY ‐                              20,000                  ‐                             26,000                  6,000                      76.9%

415,530                 4,683,668            ‐                             4,808,206            124,538                  97.4%

CEMETERY DEPT

PERSONNEL SERVICES 403                         3,992                    ‐                             4,058                    66                           98.4%

MATERIAL SERVICES 18,361                   112,949                ‐                             114,141                1,192                      99.0%

18,764                   116,941                ‐                             118,199                1,258                      98.9%

FINANCE DEPT

PERSONNEL SERVICES 33,882                   334,830                ‐                             338,467                3,637                      98.9%

MATERIAL SERVICES 6,503                     93,528                  ‐                             100,554                7,027                      93.0%

40,385                   428,358                ‐                             439,021                10,663                    97.6%

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPT

PERSONNEL SERVICES 38,357                   356,620                ‐                             386,412                29,792                    92.3%

MATERIAL SERVICES 4,797                     82,436                  ‐                             114,234                31,798                    72.2%

TRANSFERS OUT 6,031                     72,367                  ‐                             72,367                  ‐                              100.0%

49,185                   511,422                ‐                             573,013                61,591                    89.3%

TOTAL FUND EXPENDITURES 729,826                 8,011,486            6,357                    9,656,911            1,639,068              83.0%

REVENUE OVER EXPENDITURE (122,433)               42,808                 (6,357)                  ‐                             (36,451)                 

GENERAL FUND

100% of the Fiscal Year has elapsed.
Page 3
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CITY OF CANBY

FOR THE PERIOD ENDING: 

FUND SUMMARY

June 30, 2015
Preliminary 

PERIOD ACTUAL YTD ACTUAL ENCUMBERED BUDGET (OVER)/UNDER PCNT

REVENUE

PROGRAM REVENUE

PROPERTY TAXES 71,688                   783,269                ‐                             749,246                (34,023)                   104.5%

GRANT REVENUE 3,000                     11,689                  ‐                             8,689                    (3,000)                     134.5%

CHARGES FOR SERVICES 569                         4,969                    ‐                             4,500                    (469)                        110.4%

MISCELLANEOUS REVENUE 2,585                     23,849                  ‐                             23,000                  (849)                        103.7%

INTEREST REVENUES 594                         6,587                    ‐                             6,000                    (587)                        109.8%

DONATIONS 220                         18,828                  ‐                             18,553                  (275)                        101.5%

CASH CARRYOVER ‐                              ‐                             ‐                             1,390,022             1,390,022               0.0%

78,656                   849,191                ‐                             2,200,010            1,350,819              38.6%

EXPENDITURES

LIBRARY EXPENDITURES

PERSONNEL SERVICES 60,247                   602,514                ‐                             615,832                13,318                    97.8%

MATERIAL & SERVICES 19,939                   162,068                ‐                             175,647                13,579                    92.3%

TRANSFERS OUT 8,595                     103,142                ‐                             103,142                ‐                              100.0%

CONTINGENCY/OTHER ‐                              ‐                             ‐                             1,305,389             1,305,389               0.0%

88,781                   867,724                ‐                             2,200,010            1,332,286              39.4%

REVENUE OVER EXPENDITURE (10,125)                 (18,533)                ‐                            ‐                             18,533                  

LIBRARY FUND

100% of the Fiscal Year has elapsed.
Page 4
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CITY OF CANBY

FOR THE PERIOD ENDING: 

FUND SUMMARY

June 30, 2015
Preliminary 

PERIOD ACTUAL YTD ACTUAL ENCUMBERED BUDGET (OVER)/UNDER PCNT

REVENUE

PROGRAM REVENUES

INTERGOVERNMENTAL 372,808                 1,387,442             ‐                             1,430,486             43,044                    97.0%

CHARGES FOR SERVICES 45,319                   590,344                ‐                             566,775                (23,569)                   104.2%

SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS‐SDC'S 1,458                     21,658                  ‐                             34,033                  12,375                    63.6%

MISCELLANEOUS REVENUE 9,244                     59,116                  ‐                             1,350                    (57,766)                   4378.9%

INTEREST REVENUES 411                         2,991                    ‐                             4,500                    1,509                      66.5%

TRANSFERS ‐                              39,000                  ‐                             40,000                  1,000                      97.5%

CASH CARRYOVER ‐                              ‐                             ‐                             358,375                358,375                  0.0%

429,240                 2,100,552            ‐                             2,435,519            334,967                  86.2%

EXPENDITURES

STREETS EXPENDITURES

PERSONNEL SERVICES 55,306                   531,509                ‐                             587,748                56,239                    90.4%

MATERIAL & SERVICES 21,278                   316,526                ‐                             375,519                58,993                    84.3%

CAPITAL OUTLAY 72,247                   430,759                337,229                828,940                60,952                    92.6%

CONTINGENCY/OTHER ‐                              ‐                             ‐                             544,025                544,025                  0.0%

TRANSFERS OUT 8,859                     99,287                  ‐                             99,287                  ‐                              100.0%

157,690                 1,378,081            337,229                2,435,519            720,209                  70.4%

REVENUE OVER EXPENDITURE 271,550                722,470               (337,229)              ‐                             (385,241)               

STREETS FUND

100% of the Fiscal Year has elapsed.
Page 5
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CITY OF CANBY

FOR THE PERIOD ENDING: 

FUND SUMMARY

June 30, 2015
Preliminary 

PERIOD ACTUAL YTD ACTUAL ENCUMBERED BUDGET (OVER)/UNDER PCNT

REVENUE

PROGRAM REVENUES

SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS‐SDC'S 24,526                   262,784                ‐                             306,183                43,399                    85.8%

INTEREST REVENUES 741                         7,568                    ‐                             5,200                    (2,368)                     145.5%

TRANSFERS 638                         638                        ‐                             638                        ‐                              100.0%

CASH CARRYOVER ‐                              ‐                             ‐                             1,463,363             1,463,363               0.0%

25,905                   270,989                ‐                             1,775,384            1,504,395              15.3%

EXPENDITURES

SYSTEMS DEVELOP EXPENDITURES

TRANSFERS OUT 21,208                   21,208                  ‐                             546,700                525,492                  3.9%

CONTINGENCY/OTHER ‐                              ‐                             ‐                             1,228,684             1,228,684               0.0%

21,208                   21,208                  ‐                             1,775,384            1,754,176              1.2%

REVENUE OVER EXPENDITURE 4,697                    249,781               ‐                            ‐                             (249,781)               

SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT FUND

100% of the Fiscal Year has elapsed.
Page 6

City Council Packet Page 55 of 65



CITY OF CANBY

FOR THE PERIOD ENDING: 

FUND SUMMARY

June 30, 2015
Preliminary 

PERIOD ACTUAL YTD ACTUAL ENCUMBERED BUDGET (OVER)/UNDER PCNT

REVENUE

PROGRAM REVENUES

CHARGES FOR SERVICES 700                         12,170                  ‐                             13,000                  830                          93.6%

INTEREST REVENUES 379                         4,363                    ‐                             5,000                    637                          87.3%

CASH CARRYOVER ‐                              ‐                             ‐                             858,099                858,099                  0.0%

1,079                     16,533                  ‐                             876,099                859,566                  1.9%

EXPENDITURES

CEMETERY PERPETUAL CARE EXPEND

CONTINGENCY/OTHER ‐                              ‐                             ‐                             876,099                876,099                  0.0%

‐                              ‐                             ‐                             876,099                876,099                  0.0%

REVENUE OVER EXPENDITURE 1,079                    16,533                 ‐                            ‐                             (16,533)                 

CEMETERY PERPETUAL CARE FUND

100% of the Fiscal Year has elapsed.
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CITY OF CANBY

FOR THE PERIOD ENDING: 

FUND SUMMARY

June 30, 2015
Preliminary 

PERIOD ACTUAL YTD ACTUAL ENCUMBERED BUDGET (OVER)/UNDER PCNT

REVENUE

PROGRAM REVENUES

MISCELLANEOUS REVENUE 5,799                     25,329                  ‐                             ‐                              (25,329)                   100%

INTEREST REVENUES 20                           220                        ‐                             ‐                              (220)                        100%

CASH CARRYOVER ‐                              ‐                             ‐                             36,950                  36,950                    0.0%

5,819                     25,549                  ‐                             36,950                  11,401                    69.1%

EXPENDITURES

FORFEITURE EXPENDITURES

MATERIAL & SERVICES 10,056                   18,174                  ‐                             36,950                  18,776                    49.2%

10,056                   18,174                  ‐                             36,950                  18,776                    49.2%

REVENUE OVER EXPENDITURE (4,237)                   7,375                   ‐                            ‐                             (7,375)                   

FORFEITURE FUND

100% of the Fiscal Year has elapsed.
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CITY OF CANBY

FOR THE PERIOD ENDING: 

FUND SUMMARY

June 30, 2015
Preliminary 

PERIOD ACTUAL YTD ACTUAL ENCUMBERED BUDGET (OVER)/UNDER PCNT

REVENUE

PROGRAM REVENUES

GRANT REVENUE 55,822                   626,237                ‐                             722,617                96,380                    86.7%

PAYROLL TAX 294,335                 1,259,598             ‐                             1,111,000             (148,598)                113.4%

MISCELLANEOUS REVENUE ‐                              2,797                    ‐                             20,000                  17,203                    14.0%

INTEREST REVENUES 356                         4,144                    ‐                             3,200                    (944)                        129.5%

DONATIONS 160                         668                        ‐                             600                        (68)                          111.3%

CASH CARRYOVER ‐                              ‐                             ‐                             877,760                877,760                  0.0%

350,673                 1,893,444            ‐                             2,735,177            841,733                  69.2%

EXPENDITURES

TRANSIT EXPENDITURES

PERSONNEL SERVICES 26,092                   252,880                ‐                             292,243                39,363                    86.5%

MATERIAL & SERVICES 141,146                 1,117,109             13,500                  1,332,393             201,784                  84.9%

CAPITAL OUTLAY 9,962                     313,343                1,579                    330,000                15,078                    95.4%

TRANSFERS OUT 12,935                   155,216                ‐                             155,216                ‐                              100.0%

CONTINGENCY/OTHER ‐                              ‐                             ‐                             625,325                625,325                  0.0%

190,135                 1,838,549            15,079                  2,735,177            881,550                  67.8%

REVENUE OVER EXPENDITURE 160,538                54,895                 (15,079)                ‐                             (39,816)                 

TRANSIT FUND

100% of the Fiscal Year has elapsed.
Page 9

City Council Packet Page 58 of 65



CITY OF CANBY

FOR THE PERIOD ENDING: 

FUND SUMMARY

June 30, 2015
Preliminary 

PERIOD ACTUAL YTD ACTUAL ENCUMBERED BUDGET (OVER)/UNDER PCNT

REVENUE

PROGRAM REVENUE

PROPERTY TAXES 16,323                   568,151                ‐                             565,795                (2,356)                     100.4%

CHARGES FOR SERVICES 42,633                   219,118                ‐                             180,700                (38,418)                   121.3%

INTEREST REVENUES 175                         1,905                    ‐                             1,200                    (705)                        158.7%

DONATIONS 500                         643                        ‐                             ‐                              (643)                        0

CASH CARRYOVER ‐                              ‐                             ‐                             280,562                280,562                  0.0%

59,631                   789,817                ‐                             1,028,257            238,440                  76.8%

EXPENDITURES

SWIM CENTER EXPENDITURES

PERSONNEL SERVICES 57,068                   502,933                ‐                             509,685                6,752                      98.7%

MATERIAL & SERVICES 13,524                   111,596                ‐                             126,960                15,364                    87.9%

CAPITAL OUTLAY ‐                              ‐                             9,985                    15,000                  5,015                      66.6%

TRANSFERS OUT 6,393                     76,712                  ‐                             76,712                  ‐                              100.0%

CONTINGENCY/OTHER ‐                              ‐                             ‐                             299,900                299,900                  0.0%

76,986                   691,241                9,985                    1,028,257            327,031                  68.2%

REVENUE OVER EXPENDITURE (17,354)                 98,575                 (9,985)                  ‐                             (88,590)                 

SWIM CENTER LEVY

100% of the Fiscal Year has elapsed.
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CITY OF CANBY

FOR THE PERIOD ENDING: 

FUND SUMMARY

June 30, 2015
Preliminary 

PERIOD ACTUAL YTD ACTUAL ENCUMBERED BUDGET (OVER)/UNDER PCNT

REVENUE

URD PROGRAM REVENUE

GRANT REVENUE ‐                              7,240                    ‐                             3,000                    (4,240)                     241.3%

SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS 855                         10,255                  ‐                             10,255                  (0)                            100.0%

MISCELLANEOUS REVENUE 1,808                     1,808                    ‐                             25                          (1,783)                     7233.8%

INTEREST REVENUES 3,515                     43,619                  ‐                             35,000                  (8,619)                     124.6%

OPERATIONAL TRANSFERS IN 41,667                   500,000                ‐                             500,000                ‐                              100.0%

CASH CARRYOVER ‐                              ‐                             ‐                             9,194,291             9,194,291               0.0%

47,845                   562,923                ‐                             9,742,571            9,179,648              5.8%

EXPENDITURES

URD EXPENDITURES

MATERIAL & SERVICES 51,489                   500,362                ‐                             556,310                55,948                    89.9%

CAPITAL OUTLAY 237,571                 1,268,838             6,788,250             8,922,161             865,073                  90.3%

CONTINGENCY/OTHER ‐                              ‐                             ‐                             264,100                264,100                  0.0%

289,060                 1,769,199            6,788,250            9,742,571            1,185,122              87.8%

REVENUE OVER EXPENDITURE (241,215)               (1,206,277)          (6,788,250)          ‐                             7,994,527             

URBAN RENEWAL GENERAL FUND

100% of the Fiscal Year has elapsed.
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CITY OF CANBY

FOR THE PERIOD ENDING: 

FUND SUMMARY

June 30, 2015
Preliminary 

PERIOD ACTUAL YTD ACTUAL ENCUMBERED BUDGET (OVER)/UNDER PCNT

REVENUE

URD DEBT SERVICE REVENUE

PROPERTY TAXES 70,942                   2,462,027             ‐                             2,461,000             (1,027)                     100.0%

SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS (7,430)                    40,432                  ‐                             47,862                  7,430                      84.5%

INTEREST REVENUES (3,252)                    78,554                  ‐                             81,224                  2,670                      96.7%

CASH CARRYOVER ‐                              ‐                             ‐                             406,773                406,773                  0.0%

60,260                   2,581,013            ‐                             2,996,859            415,846                  86.1%

EXPENDITURES

URBAN RENEWAL DEBT EXPENDITURE

DEBT ‐                              1,899,393             ‐                             2,496,859             597,466                  76.1%

TRANSFERS OUT 41,667                   500,000                ‐                             500,000                ‐                              100.0%

41,667                   2,399,393            ‐                             2,996,859            597,466                  80.1%

REVENUE OVER EXPENDITURE 18,593                  181,620               ‐                            ‐                             (181,620)               

URBAN RENEWAL DEBT SVC. FUND

100% of the Fiscal Year has elapsed.
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CITY OF CANBY

FOR THE PERIOD ENDING: 

FUND SUMMARY

June 30, 2015
Preliminary 

PERIOD ACTUAL YTD ACTUAL ENCUMBERED BUDGET (OVER)/UNDER PCNT

REVENUE

PROGRAM REVENUES

MISCELLANEOUS REVENUE 538                         4,159                    ‐                             2,300                    (1,859)                     180.8%

INTEREST REVENUES 55                           1,180                    ‐                             1,500                    320                          78.6%

CASH CARRYOVER ‐                              ‐                             ‐                             235,556                235,556                  0.0%

CHARGES FOR SERVICES 3,965                     12,605                  ‐                             9,300                    (3,305)                     135.5%

INTERNAL CHARGES FOR SERVICES ‐                              546,625                ‐                             724,290                177,665                  75.5%

4,558                     564,568                ‐                             972,946                408,378                  58.0%

EXPENDITURES

FLEET EXPENDITURES

PERSONNEL SERVICES 22,491                   228,552                ‐                             241,890                13,338                    94.5%

MATERIAL & SERVICES 36,831                   429,467                ‐                             515,846                86,379                    83.3%

CAPITAL OUTLAY 11,193                   51,093                  6,411                    57,654                  150                          99.7%

CONTINGENCY/OTHER ‐                              ‐                             ‐                             157,556                157,556                  0.0%

70,515                   709,112                6,411                    972,946                257,423                  73.5%

REVENUE OVER EXPENDITURE (65,957)                 (144,544)              (6,411)                  ‐                             150,955                

FLEET SERVICES FUND

100% of the Fiscal Year has elapsed.
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CITY OF CANBY

FOR THE PERIOD ENDING: 

FUND SUMMARY

June 30, 2015
Preliminary 

PERIOD ACTUAL YTD ACTUAL ENCUMBERED BUDGET (OVER)/UNDER PCNT

REVENUE

PROGRAM REVENUES

MISCELLANEOUS REVENUES 2,868                     3,786                    ‐                             ‐                              (3,786)                     0.0%

INTEREST REVENUES 71                           640                        ‐                             300                        (340)                        213.4%

CASH CARRYOVER ‐                              ‐                             ‐                             69,148                  69,148                    0.0%

CHARGES FOR SERVICE 141                         958                        ‐                             1,900                    942                          50.4%

INTERNAL CHARGES FOR SERVICE 24,921                   299,047                ‐                             299,047                (0)                            100.0%

28,000                   304,431                ‐                             370,395                65,964                    82.2%

EXPENDITURES

FACILITIES EXPENDITURES

PERSONNEL SERVICES 9,871                     97,856                  ‐                             100,222                2,366                      97.6%

MATERIAL & SERVICES 13,681                   138,562                ‐                             171,300                32,738                    80.9%

CAPITAL OUTLAY ‐                              19                          ‐                             27,800                  27,781                    0.1%

CONTINGENCY/OTHER ‐                              ‐                             ‐                             71,073                  71,073                    0.0%

23,552                   236,436                ‐                             370,395                133,959                  63.8%

REVENUE OVER EXPENDITURE 4,448                    67,995                 ‐                            ‐                             (67,995)                 

FACILITIES FUND

100% of the Fiscal Year has elapsed.
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CITY OF CANBY

FOR THE PERIOD ENDING: 

FUND SUMMARY

June 30, 2015
Preliminary 

PERIOD ACTUAL YTD ACTUAL ENCUMBERED BUDGET (OVER)/UNDER PCNT

REVENUE

PROGRAM REVENUES

INTEREST REVENUES 56                           706                        ‐                             500                        (206)                        141.2%

CASH CARRYOVER ‐                              ‐                             ‐                             121,851                121,851                  0.0%

INTERNAL CHARGES FOR SERVICES 24,751                   297,011                ‐                             297,011                0                             100.0%

24,807                   297,717                ‐                             419,362                121,645                  71.0%

EXPENDITURES

TECH SERVICE EXPENDITURES

PERSONNEL SERVICES 8,110                     90,043                  ‐                             95,369                  5,326                      94.4%

MATERIAL & SERVICES 31,040                   181,204                ‐                             183,375                2,171                      98.8%

CAPITAL OUTLAY 9,657                     25,974                  ‐                             71,589                  45,615                    36.3%

CONTINGENCY/OTHER ‐                              ‐                             ‐                             69,029                  69,029                    0.0%

48,807                   297,221                ‐                             419,362                122,141                  70.9%

REVENUE OVER EXPENDITURE (24,001)                 495                       ‐                            ‐                             (495)                      

TECH SERVICES FUND

100% of the Fiscal Year has elapsed.
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CITY OF CANBY

FOR THE PERIOD ENDING: 

FUND SUMMARY

June 30, 2015
Preliminary 

PERIOD ACTUAL YTD ACTUAL ENCUMBERED BUDGET (OVER)/UNDER PCNT

REVENUE

PROGRAM REVENUES

MISCELLANEOUS REVENUE 5,910                     35,652                  ‐                             6,000                    (29,652)                   594.2%

INTEREST REVENUES 1,912                     26,785                  ‐                             10,000                  (16,785)                   267.8%

CASH CARRYOVER ‐                              ‐                             ‐                             5,358,682             5,358,682               0.0%

CHARGES FOR SERVICES 364,088                 3,766,369             ‐                             3,700,000             (66,369)                   101.8%

SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS 4,064                     89,958                  ‐                             65,414                  (24,544)                   137.5%

TRANSFER FROM SDC FUND 21,208                   21,208                  ‐                             25,000                  3,792                      84.8%

TOTAL FUND REVENUE 397,182                 3,939,972            ‐                             9,165,096            5,225,124              43.0%

EXPENDITURES

SEWER/WWTP EXPENDITURES

PERSONNEL SERVICES 59,764                   572,524                ‐                             665,798                93,274                    86.0%

MATERIAL & SERVICES 51,131                   411,168                39,128                  582,531                132,235                  77.3%

CONTINGENCY/OTHER ‐                              ‐                             ‐                             295,413                295,413                  0.0%

TRANSFERS OUT 34,876                   408,417                ‐                             408,689                272                          99.9%

145,771                 1,392,109            39,128                  1,952,431            521,194                  73.3%

SEWER COLLECTIONS EXPENDITURES

PERSONNEL SERVICES 27,079                   259,074                ‐                             326,050                66,976                    79.5%

MATERIAL & SERVICES 4,369                     86,081                  ‐                             87,358                  1,277                      98.5%

TRANSFERS OUT 3,749                     44,988                  ‐                             44,988                  ‐                              100.0%

35,197                   390,144                ‐                             458,396                68,252                    85.1%

STORMWATER EXPENDITURES

PERSONNEL SERVICES 24,992                   241,036                ‐                             293,727                52,691                    82.1%

MATERIAL & SERVICES 4,671                     71,508                  ‐                             78,638                  7,130                      90.9%

TRANSFERS OUT 3,507                     42,084                  ‐                             42,084                  ‐                              100.0%

33,171                   354,628                ‐                             414,449                59,821                    85.6%

SEWER DEBT

DEBT ‐                              291,891                ‐                             594,176                302,285                  49.1%

‐                              291,891                ‐                             594,176                302,285                  49.1%

SEWER RESERVE

CAPITAL OUTLAY 911,521                 2,030,680             70,752                  5,705,644             3,604,212               36.8%

TRANSFERS OUT ‐                              39,000                  ‐                             40,000                  1,000                      97.5%

911,521                 2,069,680            70,752                  5,745,644            3,605,212              37.3%

TOTAL FUND EXPENDITURES 1,125,660             4,498,451            109,881                9,165,096            4,556,765              50.3%

REVENUE OVER EXPENDITURE (728,477)               (558,479)              (109,881)              ‐                             668,359                

SEWER COMBINED FUND

100% of the Fiscal Year has elapsed.
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