City Manager
(503) 537-1207
414 East First St.
PO Box 970
Newberg, OR 97132

City Attorney
(503) 537-1206

CITY OF NEWBERG
CITY COUNCIL WORK SESSION
APRIL 7, 2008
6:00 P.M.

NEWBERG PUBLIC SAFETY BUILDING

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NEWBERG WILL HOLD A WORK SESSION TO
REVIEW THE COUNCIL AGENDA ITEMS AND TO HEAR REPORTS FROM BOARDS,
COMMISSIONS, AND COMMITTEES. NO ACTION WILL BE TAKEN ON THE AGENDA
ITEMS.

SCHEDULED STAFF PRESENTATIONS:

PRESENTATION BY ATTORNEY NANCY WERNER (REPRESENTING CITY) ON PROS AND
CONS OF ORDINANCE REGULATION VS. FRANCHISE AGREEMENT FOR TELEPHONE
SERVICES.

PRESENTATION ON NEWBERG’S FARMER’S MARKET.

DATED THIS 26TH DAY OF APRIL, 2008.

ROBERT I. TARDIFF
CITY MANAGER PRO TEM

ACCOMMODATION OF PHYSICAL IMPAIRMENTS:

In order to accommodate persons with physical impairments, please notify the City Manager’s office of any special physical
or language accommodations you may need as far in advance of the meeting as possible and no later than 48 hours prior to
the meeting. To request these arrangements, please contact Norma Alley, City Recorder, at (503) 537-1283. For TTY
service please call (503) 554-7793.

® CITY MANAGER’S OFFICE: e-mail: nctymgr@ci.newberg.or.us Fax: 537-5013 @
Building: 537-1240 @ Public Works: 537-1273 @ Finance: 538-9421 @ Fire: 537-1230
Library: 538-7323 @ Municipal Court: 537-1203 @ Police: 538-8321 @ Maintenance: 537-1234 @ Utilities: 537-1205
Municipal Court Fax: 538-5393 @ Public Works Fax: 537-1277 @ Library Fax: 538-9720

“Working Together For A Better Community-Serious About Service”
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Council accepts comments on agenda items during the meeting. Please fill out a form identifying the item(s) you wish to speak on
prior to the meeting starting, if possible, or prior to the agenda item beginning and turn it into the City Recorder. (The exception
is formal land use hearings, which requires a specific public hearing process.)

CITY OF NEWBERG
COUNCIL AGENDA
APRIL 7, 2008
7:00 P.M. MEETING
PUBLIC SAFETY BUILDING TRAINING ROOM

l. CALL MEETING TO ORDER*
1. ROLL CALL

1. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

V. CITY MANAGER’S REPORT
V. PUBLIC COMMENTS

(30 minutes maximum which may be extended at the Mayor’s discretion; an opportunity
to speak for no more than 5 minutes per speaker allowed)

VI. APPOINTMENTS

Consider a motion filling two vacancies on the Planning Commission.
(Material to be sent under separate cover)

VII. CONSENT CALENDAR

1. Consider a motion approving Resolution No. 2008-2775 filling two police
officer positions in the Police Department. (Pgs. 5-6)

2. Consider a motion approving City Council Minutes for March 3, 2008. (Pgs. 7-12)
VIII. PUBLIC HEARING
1. Consider a motion approving Resolution No. 2008-2776 establishing a
Spring System Customer Class and rate in the water rate structure
effective July 1, 2008. (Pgs. 13-44)
2. Consider a motion approving Ordinance No. 2008-2694 vacating a

portion of Providence Drive in order to move the right-of-way and
straighten out the roadway. (Pgs. 45-66)

*The Mayor reserves the right to change the order of items to be considered by the Council at their meeting. No new items
will be heard after 11:00 p.m., unless approved by the Council.

City of Newberg: City Council Agenda (April 7, 2008)
G:\Recorder\Agendas\2008 Agendas\Council Agenda 2008-0407.doc Page 2
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IX. CONTINUED BUSINESS

1. Consider a motion approving Resolution No. 2008-2761 establishing a
reservation permit application, fee and refundable deposit policy for
Francis Square and the Memorial Park Gazebo. (Pgs. 67-75)

2. Consider a motion approving Resolution No. 2008-2765 providing a
program for assistance to low-income homeowners assessed for cost of
local improvement through an LID. (Pgs. 77-82)

3. Consider a motion providing feedback on the presentation by the
Chehalem Valley Chamber of Commerce Urban Renewal District Task
Force. (Pgs. 83-93)

X. NEW BUSINESS
XI. COUNCIL BUSINESS
XILI. EXECUTIVE SESSION

Executive Session pursuant to ORS 192.660(2)(a) relating to employment
of a public officer — City Manager Recruitment.

XII. ADJOURNMENT

INDEX OF ORDERS, ORDINANCES AND RESOLUTIONS:
ORDERS: None.

ORDINANCES:

Ordinance No. 2008-2694 vacating an irregular portion of Providence Drive right-of-way and
accompanying utility easements in order to move the roadway approximately 60 feet to the east in a
straighter alignment, adjacent to Yamhill County Tax Lots 3216-01902 and 3216-02001, within the City
limits of Newberg, Oregon.

RESOLUTIONS:

Resolution No. 2008-2775 approving the appointments of Thomas Sattler Police Officer and Michael
Clark Police Officer/Computer Forensics Investigator.

Resolution No. 2008-2776 to hold a public hearing to establish a Spring System Customer Class and
rate in the water rate structure.

Resolution No. 2008-2761 establishing a reservation application, fee and deposit policy for Francis
Square and Memorial Park Gazebo.

Resolution No. 2765 authorizing the City to establish a program, which provides financial relief to low-
income homeowners or property owners who are assessed through a Local Improvement District (LID)
by deferring payments on the assessments.

ACCOMMODATION OF PHYSICAL IMPAIRMENTS: In order to accommodate persons with physical impairments, please notify the City
Manager’s office of any special physical or language accommodations you may need as far in advance of the meeting as possible and no
later than 48 hours prior to the meeting. To request these arrangements, please contact Norma Alley, City Recorder, at (503) 537-1283.

*The Mayor reserves the right to change the order of items to be considered by the Council at their meeting. No new items
will be heard after 11:00 p.m., unless approved by the Council.

City of Newberg: City Council Agenda (April 7, 2008)
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DATE ACTION REQUESTED: 2008, April 7

Order Ordinance Resolution _XX Motion ____ Information
No. No. No. 2008-2775

Date Submitted: March 14, 2008

Contact Person (Preparer) for this
Resolution: Brian Casey, Chief of Police
SUBJECT: Approval of appointment of

Thomas Sattler, Police Officer and Michael Dept.: Police Department
Clark Police Officer / Computer Forensics _
Investigator. File No.:

(if applicable)

RECOMMENDATION:
Adopt Resolution No. 2008-2775 approving appointment of Thomas Sattler, Police Officer
and Michael Clark, Police Officer / Computer Forensics Investigator.

BACKGROUND:

1. The Police Officer positions / Computer Forensics Investigator position became vacant due
to the resignation of Chief Tardiff and Police Officer Adam Dean.

2. The positions were advertised through the standard in- house process.

3. Five reserve police officers applied. Thomas Sattler has been a reserve officer for the past 7
years and Michael Clark has been working as a reserve officer for approximately two years.
Clark is also the Newberg School District Information Technology Manager (IT) and will be
trained in law enforcement computer forensics.

4. The Manager Pro Tem has reviewed the material and appoints Thomas Sattler and Michael
Clark subject to Council approval.

5. The City Charter, Chapter 8 —Section 34, entitled City Manager, sets out the duties of the
City Manager and provides that one of the duties of the City Manager is to “appoint,
supervise, and removed City employees.” Paragraph H of that section provides that the
Manager Pro Tem “has the authority and duties of manager, except that a Manager Pro Tem
may appoint or remove employees only with council approval”

6. The appointment is submitted to the Council for their approval pursuant to the City Charter
as stated above.

FISCAL IMPACT: Compensation for these positions are within the budget.

STRATEGIC ASSESSMENT: NA.

City of Newberg: RESOLUTION NO. 2008-2759
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Page 6

%ﬁ&&\% RESOLUTION No. 2008-2775

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE APPOINTMENTS OF THOMAS
SATTLER POLICE OFFICER AND MICHAEL CLARK POLICE
OFFICER / COMPUTER FORENSICS INVESTIGATOR.

RECITALS:

1. The Police Officer positions / Computer Forensics Investigator position became vacant due
to the resignation of Chief Tardiff and Police Officer Adam Dean.

2. The positions were advertised through the standard in- house hiring process.

3. Five reserve police officers applied. Thomas Sattler has been a reserve officer for the past 7
years and Michael Clark has been working as a reserve officer for approximately two years.
Clark is also the Newberg School District Information Technology Manager (IT) and will be
trained in law enforcement computer forensics.

4. The Chief of Police recommends Thomas Sattler and Michael Clark for the positions.
5. Funding for the positions is within current the budget.
6. The Manager Pro Tem has reviewed the material and appoints Thomas Sattler and Michael

Clark subject to Council approval.

The City Charter, Chapter 8 —Section 34, entitled City Manager, sets out the duties of the City Manager and
provides that one of the duties of the City Manager is to “appoint, supervise, and removed City employees.”
Paragraph H of that section provides that the Manager Pro Tem “has the authority and duties of manager, except
that a Manager Pro Tem may appoint or remove employees only with council approval”

THE CITY OF NEWBERG RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS:

The City Council approves the appointment by the Manager Pro Tem, of Thomas Sattler,
Police Officer and Michael Clark, Police Officer / Computer Forensics Investigator.

» EFFECTIVE DATE of this resolution is the day after the adoption date, which is: April 8, 2008.
ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Newberg, Oregon, this 7" day of April 2008.

Norma I. Alley, City Recorder
ATTEST by the Mayor this 8" day of April 2008.

Bob Andrews, Mayor

City of Newberg: RESOLUTION NO. 2008-2759
R:\RECORDER\COUNCIL PACKET\2008-0407\02 RESOLUTION 2008-2775.D0C PAGE 1



DATE ACTION REQUESTED: 2008, April 7

Order Ordinance Resolution Motion XX Information
No. No. No.

Contact Person (Preparer) for this
SUBJECT: Approve the Minutes from the Motion: Norma Alley, City Recorder
March 3, 2008, City Council Meeting. Dept.: Administration

File No.:

(if applicable)

RECOMMENDATION:

Review and approve the March 3, 2008, City Council Minutes for preservation and permanent
retention in the City’s official records.

BACKGROUND:
On March 3, 2008, the City of Newberg held a City Council meeting. At that meeting, minutes were
recorded in text.

FISCAL IMPACT: None.

STRATEGIC ASSESSMENT: None.

City of Newberg: RCA MOTION
R:\RECORDER\COUNCIL PACKET\2008-0407\03 RCA MINUTES.DOC Page 1
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CITY OF NEWBERG COUNCIL MINUTES

MARCH 3, 2008
7:00 P.M. MEETING
PUBLIC SAFETY BUILDING - TRAINING ROOM

Work Session was held prior to this meeting. A presentation was made on water shut off procedures.
No decisions were made.

. CALL MEETING TO ORDER

Mayor Bob Andrews called the meeting to order at 7:00 PM.

1. ROLL CALL

Members

Present: Mayor Bob Andrews Mike Boyes Roger Currier Bob Larson
Jeff Palmer Bart Rierson Marc Shelton

Staff

Present: Barton Brierley, Planning and Building Director =~ Dan Danicic, Public Works Director
Terrence Mahr, City Attorney Brian Casey, Police Chief
Jennifer L. Nelson, Recording Secretary Norma I. Alley, City Recorder

Staff

Absent: Robert I. Tardiff, City Manager Pro Tem

Others

Present: Bradley C. Berry, Kimberly Dunn, Charles Harrell, Timothy Speakman, John Trudel

1. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Pledge of Allegiance was performed.

V. CITY MANAGER’S REPORT

Mr. Terrence Mahr, City Attorney, presented the City Manager’s report. He referred to updates on
the audio/visual improvements to the Public Safety training room and the deadline for applicants to pull

all building permits previously submitted by March 4, 2008 in order to avoid the new System
Development Charges (SDCs).

V. PUBLIC COMMENTS
None.
VI, CONSENT CALENDAR

1. Consider a motion approving Resolution No. 2008-2771 establishing a
citywide records request policy and updating the City’s Public Records
Fee Schedule.

City of Newberg: City Council Minutes (March 3, 2008)
G:\City Council\Minutes\2008\Council Minutes 2008-0303.doc Page 1
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2. Consider a motion approving Resolution No. 2008-2772 filling the Court
Clerk position in Finance.

3. Consider a motion approving City Council Minutes for February 4, 2008.

MOTION: Larson/Shelton to approve the Consent Calendar including the Regular Session City
Council Minutes for February 4, 2008 as amended, Resolution No. 2008-2771, Resolution No. 2008-
2772 as amended. (Unanimous) Motion carried.

IX. NEW BUSINESS

Consider a motion approving Resolution No. 2008-2770 adopting the
Yamhill County Police Officer Use of Deadly Force Investigation
Guidelines.

TIME - 7:04 PM

This item was heard out of agenda order.

Mr. Bradley C. Berry, Yamhill County District Attorney, presented a report (see official record for
full report).

Councilor Mike Boyes asked how these guidelines compared to other cities in the County and other
counties.

Mr. Berry stated he had not seen the guidelines for some of the ones he mentioned and noted there was
an opportunity here to cover more than the basics required and put the top guidelines in place. There
was also some discussion on response teams and multi-agency response teams.

Councilor Roger Currier commended the team for a job well done and felt there was adequate time
spent in each section to address the officers’ needs as well as securing the scenes. He asked if there
were any ramifications for non-union police forces or if they fall under the same guidelines established.
Mr. Berry stated the officers would be treated just the same.

Councilor Marc Shelton inquired about there being no dates on the draft document and if there will be
one on final document.

Mr. Berry replied the document as whole will go like it is and the date will be when each government
adopts it.

Mayor Andrews felt this was a great step forward and liked seeing the two things put together and
asked how many other jurisdictions have reviewed the guidelines and signed on.

Mr. Berry replied the City of Carlton, Yamhill, and the Board of Commissioners were all unanimous.
After Newberg he will begin working with Amity and McMinnville.

Councilor Boyes asked about private guard services and what kind of investigation would occur and if
they had their own policies.

City of Newberg: City Council Minutes (March 3, 2008)
G:\City Council\Minutes\2008\Council Minutes 2008-0303.doc Page 2
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Mr. Berry replied instances of deadly force by a private agency would be investigated by local police
authorities. The protections offered to officers would not be the same as what would be given to a
private security firm; they would have their own policy.

Discussion followed concerning appropriate levels of threat and the amount of training officers receive
to diffuse situations where deadly force may have been necessary but was not. The frequency of deadly
force issues in Yamhill County has only been two in the past 12 years.

Mr. Brian Casey, Police Chief, stated his support for the excellent document, commended the team for
putting it together and recommended adoption.

MOTION: Larson/Currier to approve Resolution No. 2008-2770 adopting the Yamhill County
Police Officer Use of Deadly Force Investigation Guidelines. (Unanimous) Motion carried.

VII. PUBLIC HEARING

1. Consider a motion approving Ordinance No. 2008-2692 withdrawing the
NewB properties annexation from the May 20, 2008, ballot.
TIME - 7:33 PM

Mr. Barton Brierley, Planning and Building Director, presented the staff report and recommended
approval (see official record for full report).

Councilor Bart Rierson asked what the required time interval would be to place the annexation on
ballot again if the vote fails. Staff replied it would not be allowed on the ballot again until May of 2009
if it failed the election in May 2008.

Public testimony opened.
Proponents:

Ms. Kimberly Dunn spoke of her family-owned property and being long term residents of Newberg.
She asked to withdraw the NewB annexation from the ballot in May 2008 for reasons of separately
owned parcels being combined into one and her land no longer being a part of the collaboration. The
original representation has expired and they are currently considering all options for the property. In
order to move forward, they wish to create a good plan for development of the property and they want
the citizens of Newberg to consider that plan before voting.

Councilor Rierson asked if it was the intent to file for the annexation to be included on the November
2008 ballot. She replied she believed they will try to do that.

Mr. Timothy Speakman, NewB Properties LLC, apologized and spoke of the expectations of the
presidential primaries as a factor and stated his support for the intent to come back to place the
annexation on the November 2008 ballot.

Mr. John Trudel, Oxberg Lake Estates Homeowners’ Association Board, stated their position not to

be annexed, discussed this property being worked on for over two years and his carefully given
supportive testimony during the hearings. He offered his consistent support in favor of the development

City of Newberg: City Council Minutes (March 3, 2008)
G:\City Council\Minutes\2008\Council Minutes 2008-0303.doc Page 3
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contingent on a few things, like zoning and best practices. He supported the annexation and for moving
to a better time for a more positive outcome.

Opponents: None appeared.

Public testimony closed.

MOTION: Palmer/Rierson to approve Ordinance No. 2008-2692 withdrawing the NewB properties
annexation from the May 20, 2008, ballot, read by title only. (Unanimous) Motion carried.

2. Consider a motion approving Ordinance No. 2008-2693 adopting
procedures for processing Measure 49 claims.
TIME - 7:48 PM

Mayor Andrews called for any biases, conflicts of interest, ex parte contact, or abstentions; none stated.
Mr. Brierley presented the staff report (see official record for full report).

Councilor Currier discussed vague terminology in the proposed process and the current fee of one
thousand dollars not being enough to cover. Staff replied council could adopt a fee they feel is more

appropriate and stated it would cost much more than one thousand dollars.

Councilor Bob Larson asked if there were any claims pending under Measure 37 or Measure 49. Staff
replied there was only one under Measure 37 and discussed status of the Shilo Inn.

Mayor Andrews questioned if the one hundred foot radius for notification of hearings was sufficient or
if it should be extended. Staff replied the 100 ft. standard was appropriate but Council could choose to
make change and spoke of going through the land use process if action is taken to allow the claims,
which would require a larger notice area.

Councilor Currier agreed 100 ft. was not sufficient when talking about larger parcels filing claims and
would like to see notice go much farther.

Public testimony was opened and closed. No proponents or opponents appeared.

MOTION: Larson/Currier to approve Ordinance No. 2008-2693 adopting procedures for processing
Measure 49 claims, read by title only.

Mayor Andrews asked if Council would want to consider increasing the fees for these claims, maybe a
base fee plus other fees associated.

Mr. Mahr reminded Council some of the Measure 37 discussions were centered on cities charging too
much and the desire to keep the fee reasonable to give impression there was not a barrier being
established.

Mayor Andrews suggested staff come back with a proposal as a resolution not part of this ordinance
amending the fee schedule.

City of Newberg: City Council Minutes (March 3, 2008)
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MOTION: Currier/Palmer to amend Ordinance No. 2008-2693 sub paragraph C to notify all owners
within 300 feet of property rather than 100 feet. (Unanimous) Motion carried.

VOTE: To approve Ordinance No. 2008-2693 as amended (Unanimous) Motion carried.

VIII. CONTINUED BUSINESS
None.

X. COUNCIL BUSINESS
TIME - 8:10 PM

Councilor Jeff Palmer presented a report updating the Council on the Animal Shelter Sub-Committee.
He reviewed the history, preliminary findings, and recommendations. Discussions followed regarding
volunteer efforts and using peer court, day to day operations costs, construction and ownership of the
building, and County collaboration.

Mr. Mahr mentioned an Amicus brief from the office of the Mayor to support PGE in their appeal to
the 9™ circuit court decision concerning their credit program.

Councilor Rierson gave updates on the Yamhill County Transit Authority Program and mentioned
there would be one bus shelter and signs being posted shortly with new logos and website information.
He spoke of the benefits of using GPS locator systems with cell phone services.

Norma Alley, City Recorder, reminded Councilors about their Statement of Economic Interests and
outlined changes for this year. She encouraged them to submit them by April 15" because the penalties
are enforced and have increased.

XI. EXECUTIVE SESSION
None.
XIlI. ADJOURNMENT

MOTION: Larson/Palmer to adjourn at 9:07 PM (Unanimous) Motion carried.

ADOPTED by the Newberg City Council this day of April, 2008.

Norma I. Alley, City Recorder

ATTEST by the Mayor this day of April, 2008.

Bob Andrews, Mayor

City of Newberg: City Council Minutes (March 3, 2008)
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DATE ACTION REQUESTED: 2008, April 7

Order Ordinance Resolution XX Motion Information ___
No. No. No. 2008-2776

Date Submitted: January 7, 2008 Contact Person (Preparer) for this

Resolution: Daniel Danicic, PE
SUBJECT: A PUBLIC HEARING TO Public Works Director
CONSIDER ESTABLISHING A SPRING Dept.: Public Works Department
SYSTEM CUSTOMER CLASS AND RATE _
IN THE WATER RATE STRUCTURE File No.:

(if applicable)

RECOMMENDATION:

Adopt Resolution No. 2008-2776 to establish a new customer rate class within the water
rate structure. This new customer class shall be effective July 1, 2008.

BACKGROUND:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

The City of Newberg holds water rights to four springs on Chehalem Mountain: Oliver
Spring, Atkinson Spring, Snider Spring and Skelton Spring. These springs provide drinking
water to 68 customers through a City maintained distribution system. All of the connections
are for residential use and most connections are located outside of the City’s Urban Reserve
Area (URA).

The City Council adopted the 2005 Springs Study on December 19, 2005 (Resolution 2005-
2611). The study recommended Alternative 2, which consists of removing Atkinson Springs
from the water distribution service, upgrading the remaining three spring’s collection boxes
and disinfection system and isolating the spring’s distribution system from the City well field
fed water distribution system. The total cost estimate for this alternative is $472,500 with an
annual operations and maintenance (O&M) cost estimate of $62,000.

Also with Resolution 2005-2611, The City Council referred to the Citizens’ Rate Review
Committee (CRRC) pursuant to Code Sections 32.70 to 32.78 to develop a class of water
users utilizing the spring system and recommend fair and equitable rates to generate revenue
for the operation, maintenance and improvements of the spring water system.

The CRRC convened on September 5, 2007 and October 10, 2007 to discuss the
establishment of a spring customer class. Representatives of the spring’s customers were
notified and attended both meetings. Staff utilized the services of Galardi Consulting, LLC
to develop the spring customer class. The reports and meeting minutes are attached.

The CRRC developed a cost recovery methodology for the spring system which includes the
following components:

a) Direct operation and maintenance (O&M) costs
b) Proportionate share of pipe replacement costs (based on
springs’ share of total water consumption)

City of Newberg: RESOLUTION NO. 2008-2776
R:\RECORDER\COUNCIL PACKET\2008-0407\05 RES08-2776_SPRINGS CUSTOMER CLASS.DOC PAGE 1
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c) Proportionate share of indirect costs (based on springs’ share
of total O&M costs, including pipe replacement)

d) 50 percent of capital costs (including deprecation and return
on investment). This is the current spring’s improvement
project. The CRRC felt that sharing in this cost recognizes
the 50% rate surcharge these customers have been paying and
that the City has received some revenue benefits over time.

e) Customer service costs

6) The recommended rate structure for the Springs Customer Class is as follows:

Current CRRC
Component Rates Recommendation
O&M Costs
Labor, Mileage, Materials $29,761
Pipe Replacement (3) $941
Public Works Administration $7,490
Subtotal O&M $38,192
Capital Costs (Springs Improvements)
Project useful Life (years) 30
Springs share 50%
Costs
Depreciation $8,319
Rate of Return $12,479

Subtotal Capital $20,798
Customer Costs $3,083
Total Costs $62,074
Estimated Rates
Monthly Charge $3.86 $3.86
Springs Volume Charge $3.89 $6.09

Percent Change 64%
General System Rate Impact $0.034

Capital cost share $20,798

Rate ($/ccf) $0.017

7) The following documents are included to provide additional detailed information:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2;
Attachment 3:
Attachment 4:

Attachment 5:

Map of spring fed water system and properties served.

Executive summary from the 2005 Springs Study.
City of Newberg Springs Rate Analysis Memo, dated
August 28, 2007.

City of Newberg Springs Rate Analysis: Follow-up to
9/5/07 Meeting Memo, dated October 5, 2007.
Adopted CRRC minutes for the September 5, 2007
and October 10, 2007 meetings.

City of Newberg: RESOLUTION NO. 2008-2776
R:\RECORDER\COUNCIL PACKET\2008-0407\05 RES08-2776_SPRINGS CUSTOMER CLASS.DOC
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FISCAL IMPACT: The current water rate structure includes all of the spring system costs
within the base volume rate for all customers. The current volume rate is $2.60/ccf (per 100
cubic feet. 100 cubic feet of water equals 748 gallons). Of this rate, $0.045/ccf is attributed to the
spring’s system. The CRRC recommended rate structure would continue to have a portion of the
costs spread throughout all customers reducing it from $0.045/ccf to approximately $0.029/ccf.

STRATEGIC ASSESSMENT: Initially the spring system provided all of the potable water for
the City. Starting in the 1950’s, the City began to develop the well field system in Marion
County. In the last few years the spring system has been systematically disconnected from the
base City water system, one connection remains which will be removed in 2008. The spring
system will then be operated just for the needs of the properties connected to this system.

Establishing a distinct spring system customer class will allow the City to assess the costs of the
system directly to those who benefit from it.

City of Newberg: RESOLUTION NO. 2008-2776
R:\RECORDER\COUNCIL PACKET\2008-0407\05 RES08-2776_SPRINGS CUSTOMER CLASS.DOC PAGE 3
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2005 Springs Evaluation — Final Report

ES Executive Summary

The City of Newberg serves 68 of its customers with water from four spring systems
(Oliver, Atkinson, Skelton, and Snider Springs). The City has maintained these springs
since the early 1900s; however, there has been a history of turbidity events (sediment that
gets into the spring collection system) that occur when it rains. In addition, coliform
bacteria have been detected in raw water (before disinfection). Coliform bacteria have not
been detected in the disinfected water delivered to spring system customers. The City has
issued periodic boil water notices when turbidity values exceed regulatory limits and
when coliform bacteria have been detected in the raw water.

ES 1.1 Spring System Evaluation

The objective of this study was to document the spring system construction and to
determine the safest and most cost-effective approach to meeting water quality standards
established by the Oregon Department of Human Services — Drinking Water Program
(DHS-DWP). The report is due by December 31, 2005. Table ES-1 presents a summary
of the spring system construction evaluation performed for each of the four springs. As
shown in Table ES-1, most spring systems are in good or fair condition and have a life
expectancy of at least 10 years with the exception of Atkinson Spring, which is in poor
condition and should be replaced or abandoned. All of the spring collection boxes require
some improvements to the roof, base, and/or door. With the exception of Oliver Spring,
the other spring boxes do not have a bottom, which could allow rainwater to percolate
down along the sides of the vaults and enter the spring box. Openings in the side walls of
Atkinson Spring could also allow infiltrating rainwater to enter the spring box. In
addition, Snider and Oliver Springs have perforated horizontal collection pipes that
collect both groundwater emanating from the spring opening and rainwater percolating
through the soil profile. Several of the springs do not have adequately sealed doors, so it
is possible for small animals (e.g., salamanders and frogs) to enter the spring boxes. In
our opinion, seepage of rainwater into the spring box and collection system, and small
animals entering through openings in the spring boxes are causing the turbidity events
and periodic coliform bacteria detections. There are no surface water features (creeks or
lakes) located within 500 feet of the spring boxes that are the source of the coliform
bacteria.

ES 1.2 Regulatory Considerations

The DHS-DWP has requested that the City make improvements to the disinfection
system to increase chlorine detention time and to prepare an evaluation of the springs
system to determine if filtration is necessary to prevent Cryptosporidium and Giargia
lamblia, two pathogenic microorganisms found in surface water that are resistant to
disinfection. Filtration, in addition to the disinfection of the raw spring water that already
is being done, would add significant cost to the program and may make continued use of
the springs infeasible. A key factor in determining if filtration is necessary is whether the
spring source is under direct influence of surface water.

Based on the conceptual model for how we believe water enters the springs area and the
origin of the springs, it appears that percolation of rainfall is causing the turbidity and
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coliform detections, not direct influence of surface water on the springs. Mr. Dennis
Nelson from DHS-DWP stated" that he concurred with this observation and stated that it
did not appear that the springs were under direct influence of surface water because there
does not appear to be a direct hydraulic connection with surface water (the nearest
surface water is more than 500 feet away). Because there is not a significant risk of
Cryptosporidium and Giardia lamblia being present in the spring water, filtration of the
water would not be required.

ES 1.3 Alternatives Evaluation

Seven alternatives were developed for supplying water to the 68 spring customers served
by the springs. Alternatives were selected for evaluation that represented possible
improvements ranging from installing tanks to meet minimum DHS-DWP regulatory
requirements for disinfection (Alternative 1), to taking all the springs offline and serving
spring customers from the wellfield (Alternative 5). In each case, alternatives were
selected for evaluation that: (1) met minimum DHS-DWP regulatory requirements and
(2) provided a safe drinking water supply to customers being served by the springs.

Alternative 1: Continue to use all four springs. Add storage tanks to meet disinfection
requirements, make needed repairs (Table D-1 in Appendix D) to the spring system, and
implement security improvements at the springs (Table D-3 in Appendix D). No other
improvements (i.e., no piping replacement for distribution system). Springs system will
be isolated from the remainder of the City system except for emergencies.

Advantages: City retains water rights and production generated from springs. Customers
continue to receive spring water, so they will continue to receive the same water quality
that they are accustomed to receiving.

Disadvantages: City staff must spend time daily to operate springs. Primary duty is to
operate chlorination system and to collect data for disinfection analysis and record
results. Even with disinfection improvements, there will be times that high turbidity
forces the City to issue boil water notices to the springs customers.. Security concerns
remain: springs are remote and subject to security problems. Does not upgrade
distribution piping.

Total capital estimate: $618,500. Annual operations and management (O&M): $83,000.

Alternative 2: Same as Alternative 1 except that Atkinson Spring is removed from
service.

Advantages: Reduced workload for O&M of springs by eliminating Atkinson Spring,
which has the greatest need for rehabilitation.

Disadvantages: Reduced flow to City distribution system.

Total capital estimate: $472,500 Annual O&M: $62,000.

Alternative 3: Same as Alternative 2, except that distribution piping is replaced.
Advantages: Upgrades distribution piping and reduces leaks and repair frequency (and
maintenance cost). The replacement of the distribution piping will be needed in the not
too distant future if it is not implemented at this time.

! Personal communication from Dennis Nelson (DHS-DWP) during a conference call with Groundwater
Solutions, Inc., and City of Newberg on February 28, 2005.
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Disadvantages: Same as Alternative 1, except that distribution piping is replaced.
Total capital estimate: $1.97 million. Annual O&M: $55,000.

Alternative 4: Demolish and replace all spring collection and distribution systems.
Install horizontally drilled well screens into hillsides. Route flow to horizontal steel tank.
Tank is not sized for disinfection contact time because it is assumed that water is not
under direct influence of surface water.

Advantages: City retains water rights and production generated from springs. Customers
continue to receive spring water, so quality will not change. Allows city to divert entire
volume of spring flow from the springs to the city water system. Eliminates need for
monitoring of disinfection conditions and meeting disinfection requirements. Eliminates
high-turbidity periods. (Last two benefits occur only if groundwater is obtained.)
Disadvantages: Uncertainty that improvements will result in groundwater classification.
Requires replacement of spring collectors before water quality designation will be
known.

Total capital estimate: $2.24 million. Annual O&M: $83,000.

Alternative 5: Take all springs offline and serve spring customers from wellfield.
Installation of booster pumps and some new piping required.

Advantages: Eliminates need for city staff to provide O&M for springs. Once installed,
this alternative eliminates more O&M than any other alternative.

Disadvantages: Need to expand wellfield and water treatment plant (WTP) to meet
additional demand from springs customers.

Total capital estimate: $2.72 million. Annual O&M: $34,000.

Alternative 6: Serve customers below 300 feet elevation from wellfield; isolate springs
from City system; serve remaining customers with Snider, Skelton, and Oliver Springs;
take Atkinson offline; add storage tanks to meet disinfection requirements; replace
piping; make needed repairs (Table D-1 in Appendix D) to the spring system; and
implement security improvements at the springs (Table D-3 in Appendix D).
Advantages: City retains water rights and production generated from springs. Some
customers continue to receive spring water, so quality will not change. Reduced workload
for O&M of springs by eliminating Atkinson Spring. Upgrades distribution piping. Many
of springs customers put on city wellfield/WTP system, so fewer customers affected by
high turbidity periods. Does not require adding a pump station.

Disadvantages: City staff must spend time daily to operate springs. Primary duty is to
operate chlorination system and to collect data for disinfection analysis and record
results. Even with disinfection improvements, there will be times that high turbidity
forces the City to issue boil water notices to the springs customers. Security concerns
remain: springs are remote and subject to security problems.

Total capital estimate: $1.97 million. Annual O&M: $55,000.

Alternative 7: Same as Alternative 6, but breaks out groups of three or fewer customers
at Snider and Skelton Springs so that the City does not have monitoring responsibility
according to DHS-DWP. Requires further confirmation that all current springs customers
at more than 300 feet elevation on east side total less than six and can be served by Snider
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and Skelton Springs. If true, as assumed in the estimate, then the only pump station
required is at Oliver Spring.

Advantages: City retains water rights and production generated from springs. Customers
continue to receive spring water, so quality will not change. Reduced workload for O&M
of springs by eliminating Atkinson Spring. Upgrades distribution piping. Many of springs
customers put on city wellfield/WTP system, so fewer customers affected by high
turbidity periods. Time for city staff to operate springs is decreased because the Snider
and Skelton systems become non-regulated systems.

Disadvantages: City staff must operate Oliver Spring (daily disinfection monitoring and
compliance). Even with disinfection improvements, there will be times that high
turbidity forces the City to issue boil water notices to the springs customers. Security
concerns with Oliver Spring only.

Total capital estimate: $2.13 million. Annual O&M: $48,000.

ES 1.4 Recommendations

On the basis of our evaluation of the alternatives, we recommend that the City select
Alternative 2, which consists of removing Atkinson Spring from service, completing
necessary repairs and upgrading the disinfection system at the remaining three springs,
and isolating the three online springs from the remainder of the City’s system. The total
capital estimate is $472,500 and the annual O&M cost estimate is $62,000. Our rationale
for this recommendation includes the following:

> Alternative 2 meets DHS-DWP water quality standards and requirements.

» Spring customers continue to receive springs water, which is the water quality
that they are accustomed to receiving.

» The City continues to exercise and protect its senior water rights for the springs.

» Atkinson Spring is taken offline, which reduces the risk of not meeting water
quality standards and reduces ongoing maintenance costs.

» The isolation of the springs reduces risks to the rest of the City water system.
» Alternative 2 is the least-cost alternative.

It is important to note that Alternative 2 requires the City to continue to monitor and
maintain the spring systems. Even with disinfection improvements, there will be times
that high turbidity forces the City to issue boil water notices to the springs customers.
Security concerns remain because the springs are remote and subject to security
problems. In addition, because the distribution piping is not being replaced, it will be
necessary to continue to replace segments of the piping on an ongoing basis.
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Wednesday, 7 P.M. September 5, 2007
CITIZENS’ RATE REVIEW COMMITTEE
MINUTES
Newberg Senior Center, 101 W. Foothills Drive

Members Present:

Chair Matson Haug Dan Schutter Ernie Amundson
Charles Zickefoose David Maben

Members Absent:
Mike Gougler Michael Sylvester

Staff Present:
Daniel Danicic, PE, Public Works Director
Elizabeth Comfort, Finance Director
Dawn Bevill, Recording Secretary

Other Present:
Debbie Galardi, Galardi, Consulting
Alan & Barbara Meyer, Foothills Water District
Michael Roos
Stan Gaibler
Gloria Driske
Richard Taeubel

1. Call to Order/Roll Call/Introductions

The meeting was called to order at 7:05 p.m. by Chair Matson Haug.
Roll Call was noted by Dawn Bevill.

2. Minutes

MOTION: Maben/Schutter to adopt the August 1, 2007 minutes as modified.
Motion carried by voice vote.

MOTION: Schutter/Maben to adopt the August 15, 2007 minutes. Motion carried by
voice vote.

3. Michael Sylvester Resignation

MOTION: Zickefoose/Schutter to accept the resignation of Michael Sylvester. Motion
carried by voice vote.

MOTION: Schutter/Amundson to post the open position on the Citizens’ Rate Review

Citizens’ Rate Review Committee Minutes Page 1 of 5
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Committee. Motion carried by voice vote.

4. Springs Customer Class Discussion

Dan Danicic gave the background and history concerning the service area. The City of
Newberg provides potable water service to approximately 69 customers located outside
the City limits through four springs: Oliver, Snider, Skeleton, and Atkinson Springs.
The springs’ system provided water to the primary system prior to 2005. All of the
springs with the exception of Oliver have been disconnected from the City’s main water
system due to exceeding DEQ potable water standards. The water quality requires
significant investment and additional labor costs. Current rates reflect an outside-city
surcharge of 50%. If the users were placed in a separate class, what would that group
look like from a rate model stand point? The City Council has asked this committee to
look at the economics and rates themselves and not the legal aspect of the agreement,
which states the City is required to provide service to customers served by the springs,
based on a 1922 agreement and much discussion has been had on the obligations and
responsibility of that agreement.

Deb Galardi spoke about user classes, levels of service and the costs associated with
those. Standard rate is not an attempt to recover costs in a year, but over the useful life of
those improvements, so that a little will be collected every year to pay off the principal
and interest costs. Deb explained the cost elements in relation to facilities as opposed to
labor costs, depreciation expense, and rate of return on assets. Other costs associated
with operation and maintenance includes sampling, water quality issues, and on-going
pipe repair and maintenance.

Discussion:

Ernie Amundson asked where the springs are located.

Dan Danicic replied to the northwest and some above Bell Road.

David Maben questioned if it will be hooked back up to the reservoir when the project is
finished.

Dan Danicic explained that it would not.
Dan Schutter inquired about the well capacity.

Dan Danicic stated the unused amount was not metered and he is not sure how much is
lost.

Ernie Amundson asked how close the properties are to the Urban Growth Boundary.

Dan Danicic pointed those out on the map.

Citizens’ Rate Review Committee Minutes Page 2 of 5
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Stan Gaibler explained those areas more in detail since he lives in that area.
Alan Meyer stated their water district is small and includes four people on Bell Road.

Mat Haug asked about the Austin property proposal and if it will be serviced with city
water.

Dan Danicic explained the City code states when a lot is annexed into the City, it must
be served by city water.

Discussion followed concerning the Urban Reserve Area and the Urban Growth
Boundary.

Deb Galardi continued on to explain the five Cost Recovery Options:

Option 1 — full cost recovery

Option 2 — cost recovery not including a rate of return on capital assets

Option 3 — direct cost recovery only (no rate of return or indirect costs)

Option 4 — system-wide pipe replacement (prorated based on consumption, not linear
feet)

Option 5 —direct O & M only

Dan Danicic discussed the costs based on each option under estimated rates.

Mat Haug asked Dan what is paid now and what will be paid with capital improvements
per household.

Dan Danicic stated that looking into the future is something he hasn’t yet considered.
The average now for residential customers is $30 a month in the City.

Deb Galardi outlined the Sensitivity Analysis and shared examples in other communities,
such as Albany in the North Albany Service District and in Bend, in the Juniper Irrigation
Area; Bend being the most recent example. In summary, Deb explained the industry
standards supporting the system-wide average costs and direct assignment of cost
concepts.

Dan Danicic asked for a recommendation concerning the springs’ customers and whether
they should be considered a separate class, and if so, which option is the best choice for
them.

Discussion:
Mike Gougler, who could not be in attendance for this meeting, submitted a letter stating

his opinion.
Dan Danicic read the following:

Citizens’ Rate Review Committee Minutes Page 3 of 5
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“I have reviewed the material that you sent and if | were at the meeting |1 would propose
adoption of Option #4. My experience supports the assertion that water line (pipe)
replacement in different areas does not occur in proportion to actual pipe length. Pipe
that is not under a busy roadway tends to last longer than a pipe that is subject to
constant vibration. You would know better than anyone if the costs of road repair versus
the costs access and repair of ‘cross county’ pipeline are directly proportional. | would
hope that they are not and the ‘county’ lines can be accessed and repaired for less than
‘street’ lines.”

Dan Schutter: This committee is to look at user classes and fair distribution which he
believes is Option #1. The 1922 agreement is complicated and is difficult to understand
who the agreement is made with. The City has no obligation to what was agreed upon
back in 1922.

David Maben: Option #4, since they were part of the City for a long time.

Mat Haug: Option #1 to make sure there is a clear and fair assessment for the time
being.

Ernie Amundson: Option #3, but would also like to see the City absorb the maintenance
costs.

Charles Zickefoose: Option #3. Credit should be given for past history and believes it
should be a separate class.

Stan Gaibler: The springs customers have been involved with the expense and none of
the other water districts were charged for the benefit of the facility. The 50% surcharge
is what helped pay for the infrastructure today. There was an agreement/court order in
1922 stating the City will supply water and the system. Option #5 is his choice, but
would prefer to see current rates maintained and spread over time.

Richard Taeubel stated it isn’t fair. When the City wanted to change it over to the new
system they just let this system go. He agrees with Stan.

Mike Roos agrees with Richard and Stan and reinforced that if the City hadn’t left the
system alone and kept up with the maintenance, it would be different today.

Alan & Barbara Meyer also agree. Mr. Meyers took a moment to thank the committee
for their service and time.

Dan Schutter made a suggestion and shared his perspective on the 50% rate surcharge.
He stated that these customers have been an integral part of the City for years and
perhaps an approach with all sharing in the cost of the system, and getting it up to date
with the improvements is what needs to be done.

Gloria Driske asked when this will be heard by City Council.

Citizens’ Rate Review Committee Minutes Page 4 of 5
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Dan Danicic replied at the November 5, 2007 meeting. Two meetings may be required
for additional data.

Gloria Driske asked if they will be billed for piping and will rates fluctuate or will it be
all at one time.

Dan Danicic explained that a line reserve item will be created to prevent the fluctuation
and would keep it stable. It’s done in two year increments.

The committee discussed combining portions of Option #1 and Option #4 with a footnote
suggested by Dan Schutter and is as follows:

This model assumes the City share half the cost of the capital improvements, which may
be more than half, depending on the interpretation.

Mat Haug stated the committee would like to see a range of values on depreciation and
rate of return not only on a fifty year life span but a thirty year life span, as well.

MOTION: Schutter/Zickefoose to conclude the meeting this evening; having Staff
take the ideas voiced on combining variations of Options # 1 & #4 with the footnote;
continuing discussion on October 10, 2007. Motion carried 4 — 1. (Mr. Amundson

opposing.

Meeting was adjourned at 9:34 p.m.

Citizens’ Rate Review Committee Minutes Page 5 of 5
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Wednesday, 7 PM October 10, 2007
CITIZENS’ RATE REVIEW COMMITTEE
MINUTES
Newberg Senior Center, 101 W. Foothills Drive

Members Present:

Chair Matson Haug Dan Schutter

Charles Zickefoose David Maben
Members Absent:

Mike Gougler Ernie Amundson
Staff Present:

Daniel Danicic, PE, Public Works Director
Jennifer Nelson, Recording Secretary

Other Present:
Stan Gaibler, Mike Roos, John Rekow

1. Call to Order/Roll Call/Introductions
The meeting was called to order at 7:05 PM by Chair Matson Haug.
Roll Call was noted by Jennifer Nelson.

2. Minutes

MOTION: Schutter/Zickefoose to adopt the September 5, 2007 minutes as modified. Motion
carried by voice vote.

3. Conclude Springs Customer Class Discussion

Dan Danicic summarized the discussion from the previous meeting and reported on the tables
and proposals included in a follow-up memorandum dated October 5™ concerning the Newberg
Springs Rate Analysis.

Chair Haug asked for an explanation of the pros and cons for the 30-year life versus the 40 and
50-year life.

Dan Danicic explained it was a determination of how long a life span the improvements would
have. A typical pipe project has a 75-year design life, but parts of the project include spring
boxes and monitoring/testing equipment which is more of a 15 year life and with electronics it is
less than that.

Charles Zickefoose asked about the concept of Rate of Return and why it stays constant.

Dan Danicic replied Rate of Return accounts for the interest on the costs of financing the
project, which is $400K invested at a 5% interest rate of annual return. It was discussed that this
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was regardless of whether the 30, 40, or 50-year life is chosen; it is paid back over the same
amount of time.

Chair Haug referred to the tables as presented and concluded the choice before the committee
would be to agree that what is seen in table 2 is accurate and what was requested; and the other
item is to choose between the 30, 40, and 50-year life span on table 3. He asked if there were
any other issues to be brought up.

Dan Danicic clarified the objective before the committee would be to adopt the methodology
and make a recommendation to City Council. He said the water rate schedule in currently in
place until June 2008 and they will be looking at this again in two years. He is looking for this to
be implemented in July. He stated the project should be complete by then so the current 30%
contingency on estimates could disappear resulting in a lower spring rate.

Charles Zickefoose asked when the final number will be known.

Dan Danicic stated they were wrapping up the big documents now and hoping to bring it to
Council by December 17" with the bid award.

Chair Haug restated if the committee adopts this scenario at 30 years, they are adopting the
mathematical model for a 50% share of capital costs between the Spring’s user group and the
citizens of Newberg as a whole. He stated his desire to have, in writing, an itemized list of
reasons why a 50% share of capital costs is justified, as support of their rationale. He repeated
some of the arguments he heard that makes this fair for all: the outside City users using an
arbitrary 50% surcharge on rates, until the 1950’s the City was dependent on this water source,
there is no need for infrastructure because it is such a simple system, if it had been in the City
perhaps there would have been ongoing capital improvements, costs should be shared
appropriately for different usage.

David Maben also suggested the Spring’s user group should get some representation on this
Commiittee.

Chair Haug spoke of not filling the current vacancy and extending the opening availability until
Council could give thought to this recommendation as soon as possible.

Dan Danicic stated the first step would be to amend the City Code to state one member may be
from the Spring’s user group. He was concerned that this motion would be requesting to create a
position for a member of the Spring’s user class which has not yet been created by Council.

Dan Schutter mentioned he was uneasy saying he felt this model is a fair distribution of the
costs, he said it was more of just making a 50/50 split for the investments to bring this up to code
as a middle ground solution.

MOTION: Maben/Schutter requesting staff to prepare a recommendation for Council
consideration to allow one position on the Citizens’ Rate Review Committee to be filled by a
Spring’s customer representative. Motion carried by voice vote.
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Chair Haug directed the committee to move onto the next decision approving the mathematical
model and to choosing a depreciation period of 30, 40, or 50-years.

Stan Gaibler asked what is the percentage difference between the three choices.

Dan Danicic stated the volume rate is $6.09 and an increase of 53%. The increase over the
current is 41% for the 50-year, 44% for the 40-year, and 49% for the 30-year.

Stan Gaibler stated the implementing as small of a rate increase as possible would be most
palatable for the spring users: consider the reaction if the rate for City customers went up that
amount.

Discussions continued concerning the rate increases for water crisis five or so years ago and the
concessions made by both the City and the Spring’s users and the arguments were raised that the
increases were harder for those outside the City because of the extra 50% surcharge.

John Rekow spoke of assumptions about the past lawsuit being ambiguous and that they cannot
be used to determine what goes on now. He added they have invested in the City’s system and
were paying in land value and land rights and easements. He stated they were not getting value
for value and City Council said they want to be fair. He argued they paid their fair share of any
costs already by being charged 150%.

Chair Haug replied the committee will come up with what they think is fair for the
recommendation and when Council decides they can represent themselves that the 50% is not
fair. He just wants to make sure their reasoning is there.

John Rekow also stated they would not be in control of the City’s costs and expenditures since
they are outside of the system, but would still have to pay their 50%.

Chair Haug replied the statement up front that the City does not need the Spring’s water
anymore and they are free to form their own water districts and do the infrastructure themselves.
He said there will be some disagreement, but the final decision will be up to City Council.

John Rekow expressed concerns for what happens when Urban Growth Boundary (UGB) takes
this area into the City and the number of users decreasing causing the rate to go up.

David Maben stated if council changes the numbers, they will come back to the committee and
he will be notified.

Stan Gaibler added that as rates go up, more people will drill wells, which will decrease the
users and cause the rate to rise as well.

Mike Roos asked how the decrease in the number of users impacts that formula and if existing
users’ administrative costs would go down because there are less meters to service.

Dan Danicic replied meter cost in not included in the volume, there is monthly costs and utility
billing which is not affected by the number of customers; it is under operations and maintenance.
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The monthly charge is determined by all customers both inside and outside of the City, this does
not change.

Mike Roos asked if the volume rate stays the same no matter how many users in the system.

Dan Danicic replied the volume number would have to increase. He discussed historic records
and annual estimated consumption use by Spring’s customers.

Chair Haug mentioned this Committee meets every other year on this problem and the next time
the Springs users will hopefully have their own representation. They may need to move from
50% to something else more appropriate at that time, due to annexations or whatever. This rate
will not necessarily be the same for all 30 years.

Mike Roos asked when this would be implemented.

Dan Danicic replied July 1, 2008 is the suggested implementation.
MOTION: Zickefoose/Schutter to adopt the model with the 30-year life span.

Charles Zickefoose felt 30 years wraps it up in timely fashion.

David Maben said he would still like to see it at the 40 years to give a break in between that is
more than the 30.

Dan Danicic felt 30 years should be the maximum and any more would get complicated and it
should be paid off in less time.

Chair Haug stated he also prefers the 30 years and felt it was appropriate with the arguments
made.

John Rekow spoke of those retired and on fixed incomes. He felt anything to help the overall
costs would be helpful. He said the rates and taxes keep going up, but the demographics are
different out here than in the City. Most are over 50 years old and they are not new developers.

VOTE: To adopt the model with the 30-year life span. (3 Yes/1 No [Maben]) Motion carried.

MOTION: Schutter/Haug to recommend this take affect on the next cycle for July 1, 2008.
Motion carried by voice vote.

Mike Roos requested staff presence to explain details to the users’ group when they meet.

MOTION: Schutter/Haug to adjourn at 8:12 PM until the next meeting on November 14, 2007
at the Wastewater Treatment Plant. Motion carried by voice vote.
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RESOLUTION NoO. 2008-2776

A RESOLUTION TO HOLD A PUBLIC HEARING TO ESTABLISH
A SPRING SYSTEM CUSTOMER CLASS AND RATE IN THE
WATER RATE STRUCTURE

RECITALS:

The City of Newberg holds water rights to four springs known as Oliver, Snider,
Atkinson and Skelton which were the original and only source of potable water for the
City.

In the course of operating the spring system, the City agreed to provide connections and
certain volumes of free water to some customers. Over time additional connections were
granted under hardship conditions.

Today, the City’s primary source of water has shifted to the well field located in Marion
County.

The City no longer needs potable water from the springs and will soon complete
disconnection of the springs from the well field fed water system.

This will create a separate and unique water system for which a specific class of customer
may be designated.

THE C1TY OF NEWBERG RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS:

1.

A separate spring system class of customer shall be created within the water rate
methodology to account for operational, maintenance, capital and customer costs
associated with the spring system. Exhibit A establishes the new structure and volume
rate.

City of Newberg: RESOLUTION NO. 2008-2776
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2. This new structure and rate shall go into effect July 1, 2008. Henceforth, it shall be
reviewed on a two year schedule along with other utility rates by the Citizens’ Rate
Review Committee.

» EFFECTIVE DATE of this resolution is the day after the adoption date, which is: April 7, 2008.
ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Newberg, Oregon, this 7" day of April 2008.

Norma 1. Alley, City Recorder

ATTEST by the Mayor this 10" day of April 2008.

Bob Andrews, Mayor

LEGISLATIVE HISTORY
By and through the Citizens’ Rate Review Committee at 9/5/07 and 10/10/07 meetings.

City of Newberg: Resolution No. 2008-2759
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EXHIBIT A

To Resolution No. 2008-2776

Spring Customer Class Water Rate Structure

Current CRRC
Component Rates Recommendation
O&M Costs
Labor, Mileage, Materials $29,761
Pipe Replacement (3) $941
Public Works Administration $7,490
Subtotal O&M $38,192
Capital Costs (Springs Improvements)
Project useful Life (years) 30
Springs share 50%
Costs
Depreciation $8,319
Rate of Return $12,479

Subtotal Capital $20,798
Customer Costs $3,083
Total Costs $62,074
Estimated Rates
Monthly Charge $3.86 $3.86
Springs Volume Charge $3.89 $6.09

Percent Change 64%
General System Rate Impact $0.034

Capital cost share $20,798

Rate ($/ccf) $0.017

City of Newberg: Resolution No. 2008-2759
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DATE ACTION REQUESTED: 2008, April 7

Order Ordinance Resolution XX Motion Information
No. No. No. 2008-2761

Date Submitted: March 21. 2008 Contact Person (Preparer) for this

Resolution: Daniel Danicic, PE
SUBJECT: A Resolution establishing a Public Works Director
reservation application, fee and refundable deposit  Dept.: Public Works Department
policy for Francis Square and the Memorial Park

Gazebo File No.:

(if applicable)

RECOMMENDATION:
Adopt Resolution No. 2008-2761 establishing a reservation permit application, fee and
refundable deposit policy for Francis Square and the Memorial Park Gazebo.

BACKGROUND:
1. The City of Newberg currently does not have a reservation or permit fee process for the use
of City owned and maintained Francis Square and Memorial Park Gazebo facilities. See

Exhibit “A” for draft permit application.

2. The City of Newberg currently does not have an agreement mechanism in place with facility
users to recoup costs to repair damages or provide additional clean up of facilities. The
permit application in Exhibit “A” will act as an agreement between the parties.

3. City Code Chapter 113 is attached as Exhibit “B”. This code addresses commercial
establishment regulations.

4. A copy of the reservation schedule will be posted at each site and on the City website.
FISCAL IMPACT:

The proposed fee would cover 15% of the application processing expenses. The refundable deposit,
or a portion of, will be withheld if additional clean up or repairs are needed due to negligence by the
permitted user.

STRATEGIC ASSESSMENT:

The reservation permit application will provide the City of Newberg with an enforceable contract to
hold the applicant responsible for any damages.

City of Newberg: RESOLUTION NO. 2008-2761
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RESOLUTION No. 2008-2761

A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING ARESERVATION APPLICATION,
FEE AND DEPOSIT POLICY FOR FRANCIS SQUARE AND
MEMORIAL PARK GAZEBO

RECITALS:

1. The City of Newberg currently does not have a reservation or permit fee process for the use
of City owned and maintained Francis Square and Memorial Park Gazebo facilities. See
Exhibit “A” for draft permit application.

2. The City of Newberg currently does not have an agreement mechanism in place with facility
users to recoup costs to repair damages or provide additional clean up of facilities. The
permit application in Exhibit “A” will act as an agreement between the parties.

THE CITY OF NEWBERG RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS:

1. The City Council hereby authorizes the City Manager to require a reservation permit
application, charge a reservation fee and require a refundable deposit for the use of the
Francis Square and Memorial Park Gazebo facilities owned and maintained by the City of
Newberg.

2. The City Council hereby delegates the City Manager or designee to develop a formal
application process and reservation permit.

3. These permit fees are waived for all City sponsored events.

» EFFECTIVE DATE of this resolution is: May 5, 2008.
ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Newberg, Oregon, this 7" day of April 2008.

Norma I. Alley, City Recorder

ATTEST by the Mayor this 10" day of April 2008.

Bob Andrews, Mayor

LEGISLATIVE HISTORY
By and through Committeeat / /2008 meeting. Or, X None.

(committee name) (date) (check if applicable)

City of Newberg: Resolution No. 2008-2761
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EXHIBIT “A”
TO RESOLUTION NO. 2008-2761

FRANCIS SQUARE
AND MEMORIAL PARK GAZEBO
RESERVATION PERMIT

Newberg Public Works Department Permit Fee: $5.00
414 E. First Street, P.O. Box 970 Refundable Deposit: $70.00
Site Address: 500 W. Third Street

Newberg, Oregon 97132 Check or money order only, made to City of Newberg
Phone: (503) 537-1234 Fax: (503) 554-9411 Allow a minimum of 10 working days to process refund

Pursuant to City Resolution 2008-2761, a permit, fee and refundable deposit is required of any person or
organization using either Francis Square or Memorial Park Gazebo which are owned and maintained by the
City of Newberg. Please allow ten working days to process the application. Incomplete or missing information
may delay the approval process. A copy of this completed permit must be available on site at all times
during the permitted event.

EVENT LOCATION: [1 Memorial Park Gazebo L1 Francis Square
DATE OF EVENT: TIME: to

APPLICANT:

Driver License # Business License # (if applicable)

Address (street, city, zip code):

Telephone: Home Cell/Business

TYPE OR NATURE OF EVENT:
Commercial activities must meet the requirements of City Code Chapter 113 and must be
approved by the City Manager.

O Event will have broadcast or amplified sound
Requires a City Sound Permit issued by Newberg/Dundee Police Department. (Application for sound
permit must be submitted 30 days prior to event date). A copy of the sound permit is to be attached
and made a part of this permit application.

RULES OF USE FOR THESE FACILITIES: To ensure public safety and to preserve City facilities, the
following actions are prohibited:

Bicycle riding, roller-blading, skating, or skateboarding

Littering, graffiti, or defacement of facility

Sale or distribution of products or literature at any time

Unleashed or un-contained animals

Possession or use of intoxicants

Sound amplifying devices or loud noise between the hours of 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. and only
by permit from the City at all other times

VVYVYYVYVY

City of Newberg: Resolution No. 2008-2761
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EXHIBIT “A”
TO RESOLUTION NO. 2008-2761

LIABILITIES: The applicant assumes full responsibility for any and all damage to the facility caused by the
abuse, vandalism, neglect, or misuse of the facility. The applicant is responsible to remove all debris from the
facility after use. Any costs associated with damage or other required cleaning will be deducted from the initial
deposit. Any additional costs in excess of the deposit amount will be billed to the applicant and may result in
the denial of future use of the facility.

NOISE: Pursuant to Title IX General Regulations, Chapter 95.39 Unnecessary Noise; Permitted Exceptions of
the Newberg City Code, a permit is required of any person or organization for the broadcast or amplification of
programs of music, news, speeches, or general entertainment as part of a national, state or city event, public
festivals, or outstanding events of a noncommercial nature. No event may disrupt emergency service
communications.

The statements and information provided above are in all respects true, complete and correct to the best of my
knowledge. By signing below, | agree to follow all City Codes and State and Federal laws while occupying the
facility.

Date:
Applicant Signature

Please Print:

FOR CITY OF NEWBERG USE ONLY
1 Approved [1 Denied

Approved By: Date:
City Manager Signature: Date:
(for commercial uses only)

Route copy of Permit to:
O Police O Public Works O City Manager 0O Other

Sound permit Attached: O Yes O N/A

Special Conditions/Comments:

City of Newberg: Resolution No. 2008-2761
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DATE ACTION REQUESTED: 2008, April 7

Order Ordinance Resolution XX Motion Information
No. No. No. 2008-2765

Date Submitted: March 21. 2008 Contact Person (Preparer) for this

Resolution: Dawn Wilson/Terry Mahr
SUBJECT: Program for assistance to low- Dept.: Legal

income homeowners or property owners _
assessed for cost of local improvement through  File No.:
an LID.

(if applicable)

RECOMMENDATION:
Adopt Resolution No. 2008-2765 to provide for the program and directing staff to
implement the program. This program was tabled from the February 4, 2008 meeting to
the April 7, 2008 meeting for summary of action.

SUMMARY OF ACTION REQUESTED:

The City has to construct certain local public improvements within the city. The benefited property
owners are assessed the cost. Many of the property owners are homeowners or property owners who
have purchased and/or are living in their homes. The assessment for the improvement through the
local improvement district (LID) may cause a hardship to the homeowners or property owners,
especially if the homeowner or property owner does not have much income. The City can provide
assistance by allowing the homeowner or property owner to defer payment on the assessment until
the homeowner’s or property owner’s income improves or the home is sold. The City is protected by
the lien on the property. The assessment will continue to accrue interest during the deferred period,
thus not losing public funds for failure to realize the income from the funds. The funds would
normally be invested.

The Council establishes the program by directing the staff to implement the program. Certain
conditions or principles are adopted by the Council. The staff reports to the Council concerning the
program.

The program uses the established Federal guidelines for low income. The homeowner or property
owner is required to apply and renew annually. Once the homeowner or property owner is no longer
eligible, payments are again required to be made on a schedule that was originally provided for in
the LID. The program can be adjusted as needed when the reports show areas of concern. This
matter was discussed at the February 4, 2008 Council meeting. Certain changes in the
Resolution were made and alternatives were discussed. This was tabled until the April 7™
meeting.

FISCAL IMPACT: Yet to be determined.

STRATEGIC ASSESSMENT: Allowing the City to construct necessary public improvements
and providing assistance to those homeowners or property owners with limited.

City of Newberg: Resolution No. 2008-2765
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TABLED ON 02/04/08 TO 04/07/08

RESOLUTION NoO. 2008-2765

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY TO ESTABLISH A
PROGRAM, WHICH PROVIDES FINANCIAL RELIEF TO LOW-
INCOME HOMEOWNERS OR PROPERTY OWNERS WHO ARE
ASSESSED THROUGH A LOCAL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT
(L1D) BY DEFERRING PAYMENTS ON THE ASSESSMENTS

RECITALS:

1. The City establishes local improvement districts (LIDs) in order to construct necessary
public improvements.

2. The costs of the public improvements constructed through an LID are assessed to the
benefited property owners, which in most cases are the adjacent homeowners or property
owner.

3. In some instances, the homeowners or property owners have difficulty paying the assessment

because of the level of their income.

4, In order to assist property owners who have difficulty paying LID assessments, the City is
establishing a program, which allows homeowners or property owner to defer payments if
they meet certain qualifications.

5. The Council discussed the program on February 4™ and tabled the program to the April 7
meeting at which time the Council approved the program in concept and has delegated to the
administration, the authority to establish the program in order to implement the concept.

THE CITY OF NEWBERG RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS:

1. Program. The City Council authorizes the creation of a program, which allows deferment of
payments on assessments pursuant to an LID for public improvements when the homeowner
or property owner meets certain low income requirements.

2. Purpose and Principles of Program. The purpose of the program is to provide assistance to
homeowners or property owners who are subject to assessment for local improvements by
deferring the requirement for making payments on the assessment if they qualify by having
low income. Payments will be deferred during the period of qualification but will still act as
a lien on the property. The homeowner or property owner will be required to resume

City of Newberg: Resolution No. 2008-2765
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payments when the homeowner or property owner no longer qualifies. The entire assessment
will be due and payable upon sale or change of ownership of the property.

3. Council Direction. The Council directs, authorizes, and empowers the administration to
establish such a program to be administered through the Finance Department. The city
manager shall direct the administration to prepare all necessary notification forms,
application forms, and other documents necessary to carryout the program as well as
establishing guidelines for the types of information, documents, and other proof
necessary to show eligibility for the program. A report will be made to the Council
prior to implementation of the program.

a)

b)

d)

f)

9)

Program Criteria. The program will be implemented based upon the following criteria:

The program will be available to homeowners or property owners who qualify by
having low income, as defined by the Income Guidelines for the Portland
Metropolitan Area Yamhill County as 50% of the median income, which is set
annually by the US Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). The
Income Guidelines, effective March 20 of 2007 revised in March of 2007, are
hereby attached as Exhibit “A” and by this reference incorporated.

The Income Guidelines for the program shall be revised annually, as the Income
Guidelines are revised by the US Department of Housing and Development.

The homeowner or property owner, who is subject to the assessment of the LID,
would be required to apply for the program.

The homeowner or property owner would be sent notice of availability of the
program at the same time as they are sent the notice for the hearing on the LID. The
homeowner or property owner would be required to submit notice of intent to apply
for the program on or before the public hearing on the LID. This is a requirement in
order for the City to know how much of the overall assessment of the project could
possibly be deferred.

If the homeowner or property owner qualifies, his/her payment would be deferred for
one year. There would be a requirement to reapply annually. The renewal application
would be for purposes of verifying income levels and other necessary information.
The reapplication notification would be sent to the homeowner or property owner at
the same time as notification of payment on assessment.

If the homeowner or property owner no longer qualifies or fails to reapply, the
assessment would be again due on the same time schedule that was adopted with the
LID. For example, if the homeowner had the payments deferred for five years
and then no longer qualified and the original LI1D assessments were paid over a
ten year schedule, then the homeowner who no longer qualifies would have a ten
year schedule from the time they no longer qualified to pay the assessments.

All deferred assessments would be due upon sale or change of ownership of the

City of Newberg: Resolution No. 2008-2765
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property.

h) The program would be available to property owners only at the beginning of the LID

process.
1) The program would be subject to the availability of City resources.
)] The program would only be available to LIDs that are internally financed by the
City.
k) Interest on assessments would continue to run accrue during deferred period.
5. Determination of Qualifications. The city manager will make the determination if the

homeowner or property owner qualifies for the program. The burden of proof is upon the
homeowner or property owner to show that they qualify. Appeal of the city manager’s
decision can be made to the City Council. Such appeal must be made in writing within ten
(10) days of determination. The decision of the City Council is final.

6. Reports. Reports must be made to the Council on an annual basis a semi-annual basis
concerning the number of homeowners or property owners in the program and other relevant
information.

» EFFECTIVE DATE of this resolution is the day after the adoption date, which is: April 8, 2008.
ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Newberg, Oregon, this 7th day of April, 2008.

Norma I. Alley, City Recorder

ATTEST by the Mayor this ™ day of April, 2008.

Bob Andrews, Mayor

LEGISLATIVE HISTORY
By and through City Council at 01/ 14 /2008 meeting. Or, None.

(committee name) (date) (check if applicable)

City of Newberg: Resolution No. 2008-2765
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EXHIBIT “A”
To Resolution No. 2008-2765
Total Pages: 2

TABLE D - 2007 Low- and Moderate-Income Limits
Effective March 20, 2007

County g;?;?;;?g:%g;come Inco’\r::e Ilevel Income Limits by Family Size
1-Person 2-Person Family 3-Person 4-Person 5-Person Family 6-Person 4 person Family 8-Person
Family Family Family Family Family
Baker $41.300 Low $16,900 $19,300 $21,750 $24,150 $26,100 $28,000 $29,950 $31,900

' Moderate $27,050 $30,900  $34,800 $38,650 $41,750 $44,850 $47,950 $51,000
Benton $67.400 Low $23,850 $27,250  $30,650 $34,050 $36,750 $39,500  $42,200 $44,950
Note 2 ' Moderate $38,150 $43,600  $49,050 $54,500 $58,850 $63,200 $67,600 $71,950
Clatsop $50.800 Low $18,850 $21,550  $24,250 $26,950 $29,100 $31,250 $33,400 $35,550
' Moderate $30,150 $34,500 $38,800 $43,100 $46,550 $50,000 $53,450 $56,900
Columbia $63.800 Low $23,750 $27,150  $30,550 $33,950 $36,650 $39,400 $42,100 $44,800
Note 3 ' Moderate $38,000 $43,450  $48,900 $54,300 $58,650 $63,000 $67,350 $71,700
Co0s $43.100 Low $16,900 $19,300 $21,750 $24,150 $26,100 $28,000 $29,950 $31,900
' Moderate $27,050 $30,900  $34,800 $38,650 $41,750 $44,850 $47,950 $51,000
Crook $46.700 Low $17,300 $19,750  $22,250 $24,700 $26,700 $28,650 $30,650 $32,600
' Moderate $27,650 $31,600 $35,550 $39,500 $42,650 $45,800 $49,000 $52,150
Curry $40.800 Low $16,900 $19,300  $21,750 $24,150 $26,100 $28,000 $29,950 $31,900
' Moderate $27,050 $30,900 $34,800 $38,650 $41,750 $44,850 $47,950 $51,000
Deschutes $58.700 Low $20,600 $23500  $26,450 $29,400 $31,750 $34,100 $36,450 $38,800
' Moderate $32,950 $37,650  $42,350 $47,050 $50,800 $54,600 $58,350 $62,100
Douglas $45.700 Low $16,900 $19,300 $21,750 $24,150 $26,100 $28,000 $29,950 $31,900
' Moderate $27,050 $30,900 $34,800 $38,650 $41,750 $44,850 $47,950 $51,000
Gilliam $46.900 Low $17,450 $19,900  $22,400 $24,900 $26,900 $28,900 $30,900 $32,850
' Moderate $27,900 $31,900 $35,850 $39,850 $43,050 $46,250  $49,400 $52,600
Grant $42.300 Low $16,900 $19,300 $21,750 $24,150 $26,100 $28,000 $29,950 $31,900
' Moderate $27,050 $30,900  $34,800 $38,650 $41,750 $44,850 $47,950 $51,000
Harney $42.300 Low $16,900 $19,300 $21,750 $24,150 $26,100 $28,000 $29,950 $31,900
' Moderate $27,050 $30,900 $34,800 $38,650 $41,750 $44,850 $47,950 $51,000
Hood River  $47.200 Low $17,700 $20,250 $22,750 $25,300 $27,300 $29,350 $31,350 $33,400
' Moderate $28,350 $32,400 $36,450 $40,500 $43,750 $47,000 $50,200 $53,450
Jackson $52.700 Low $18,500 $21,150 $23,800 $26,450 $28,550 $30,700  $32,800 $34,900
Note 2 ' Moderate $29,600 $33,850  $38,050 $42,300 $45700 $49,050 $52,450 $55,850
Jefferson $44 500 Low $16,900 $19,300 $21,750 $24,150 $26,100 $28,000 $29,950 $31,900
' Moderate $27,050 $30,900  $34,800 $38,650 $41,750 $44,850 $47,950 $51,000
Josephine $41.700 Low $16,900 $19,300  $21,750 $24,150 $26,100 $28,000 $29,950 $31,900
' Moderate $27,050 $30,900 $34,800 $38,650 $41,750 $44,850 $47,950 $51,000
Klamath $43.400 Low $16,900 $19,300 $21,750 $24,150 $26,100 $28,000 $29,950 $31,900
' Moderate $27,050 $30,900  $34,800 $38,650 $41,750 $44,850 $47,950 $51,000
Lake $41.100 Low $16,900 $19,300 $21,750 $24,150 $26,100 $28,000 $29,950 $31,900
' Moderate $27,050 $30,900 $34,800 $38,650 $41,750 $44,850 $47,950 $51,000
Lane $52.200 Low $19,150 $21,900 $24,600 $27,350 $29,550 $31,750 $33,900 $36,100
Note 2 ' Moderate $30,650 $35,000 $39,400 $43,750 $47,250 $50,750  $54,250 $57,750
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2007 Low- and Moderate-Income Limits
Effective March 20, 2007

County Median Fam;(')); Izno%c;me estimate Inco,\rlT;iLlevel Income Limits by Family Size
1-Person 2-Person Family FPerson  person Family 5-Person 6-Person 4 person Family 8-Person
Family Family Family Family Family
Linn $50.300 Low $18,700 $21,350  $24,050 $26,700 $28,850 $30,950 $33,100 $35,250

' Moderate $29,900 $34,150  $38,450 $42,700 $46,100 $49,550  $52,950 $56,350

Malheur $40700 Low $16,900 $19,300  $21,750 $24,150 $26,100 $28,000 $29,950 $31,900
' Moderate $27,050 $30,900  $34,800 $38,650 $41,750 $44,850 $47,950 $51,000

Marion $54.200 Low $19,900 $22,700  $25,550 $28,400 $30,650 $32,950 $35,200 $37,500
Note 3 ' Moderate $31,800 $36,350  $40,900 $45,450 $49,100 $52,700  $56,350 $60,000
Morrow $46.600 Low $17,300 $19,750  $22,250 $24,700 $26,700 $28,650 $30,650 $32,600
' Moderate $27,650 $31,600 $35,550 $39,500 $42,650 $45,800  $49,000 $52,150

Polk $54.200 Low $19,900 $22,700  $25,550 $28,400 $30,650 $32,950 $35,200 $37,500
Note 3 ' Moderate $31,800 $36,350  $40,900 $45,450 $49,100 $52,700 $56,350 $60,000
Sherman $49 800 Low $18,500 $21,150  $23,800 $26,450 $28,550 $30,700 $32,800 $34,900
' Moderate $29,600 $33,850  $38,100 $42,300 $45,700  $49,100  $52,500 $55,850

Tillamook $46.200 Low $17,150 $19,600  $22,050 $24,500 $26,450 $28,400 $30,400 $32,350
' Moderate $27,450 $31,350  $35,300 $39,200 $42,350 $45,450 $48,600 $51,750

Umatilla $47.000 Low $17,800 $20,300 $22,850 $25,400 $27,450 $29,450 $31,500 $33,550
' Moderate $28,450 $32,500  $36,600 $40,650 $43,900 $47,150 $50,400 $53,650

Union $46.400 Low $17,250 $19,700  $22,200 $24,650 $26,600 $28,600 $30,550 $32,550
' Moderate $27,600 $31,550  $35,500 $39,450 $42,600 $45,750 $48,900 $52,050

Wallowa $43.900 Low $16,900 $19,300 $21,750 $24,150 $26,100 $28,000 $29,950 $31,900
' Moderate $27,050 $30,900  $34,800 $38,650 $41,750 $44,850 $47,950 $51,000

Wasco $48200 Low $18,150 $20,700  $23,300 $25,900 $27,950 $30,050 $32,100 $34,200
' Moderate $29,000 $33,150  $37,300 $41,450 $44,750 $48,100 $51,400 $54,700

Wheeler $39000 Low $16,900 $19,300 $21,750 $24,150 $26,100 $28,000 $29,950 $31,900
' Moderate $27,050 $30,900  $34,800 $38,650 $41,750 $44,850 $47,950 $51,000

Yamhill $63.800 Low $23,750 $27,150  $30,550 $33,950 $36,650 $39,400 $42,100 $44,800
Note 3 ' Moderate $38,000 $43,450  $48,900 $54,300 $58,650 $63,000 $67,350 $71,700

Note 1: “Low Income” and “Moderate Income” are defined in the federal Housing and Community Development Act of 1974, as
amended. A Low-Income person is a member of a family with a gross income of no more than 50 percent of the area
median income. A Moderate-Income person is a member of a family with a gross income of no more than 80 percent of
the area median income. The “area” is either the county or the non-metropolitan portion of the state, whichever has the
higher median income. The 2007 estimated median family income for non-metropolitan counties in Oregon is $47,596.

Note 2: Benton County, Lane County and Jackson County are part of a Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA). The income limits for an
entire county are based upon the median family income for the MSA, even though the specific MSA area is ineligible to
apply to the state-administered Community Development Block Grant program—for example, Corvallis in Benton County,
Eugene-Springfield in Lane County and Medford-Ashland in Jackson County.

Note 3: This county is part of a Primary Metropolitan Statistical Area (PMSA). The income limits are based on the median family
income for the entire PMSA including local governments that are not eligible for the state-administered CDBG program.
For example, the median family income and income limits for Columbia and Yamhill counties are the same as those for
the city of Portland, Clackamas County, Multnomah County and Washington County. Those of Marion and Polk counties
are the same as Salem PMSA.

Source: U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD)
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DATE of Meeting: April 7, 2008

Councilors

ANDREWS, Bob, Mayor
BOYES, Mike
CURRIER, Roger
LARSON, Bob
PALMER, Jeff
RIERSON, Bart
SHELTON, Marc

ROLL CALL VOTES

Department:
CHANGES: (Yes/No)
MOTION (1°/2"%:

CITY RECORDER:

Roll
Call

X X X X X X X

NEWBERG CITY COUNCIL MEETING INFORMATION

MOTION

Topic: Consent
Calendar —
Minutes

YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES

YES: 7

NO: 0

Absent: 0

Abstain: 0

Administration
Yes

Rierson/Larson

RESOLUTION
NO. 2008-2776

Topic: Spring
System
Customer Class
with Rate over 4
Years

NO
NO
NO
YES
NO
YES
YES
YES: 3
NO: 4
Absent: 0
Abstain: 0
Public Works
Yes

Larson/Rierson

RESOLUTION
NO. 2008-2776

Topic: Create
Spring System
rate including
total cost of
O&M and
improvements

FAILED
FOR
LACK
OF
SECOND

YES: 0
NO: 0
Absent: 0
Abstain: 0

Public Works

Currier/

RESOLUTION
NO. 2008-2776

Topic: Table
until June 2" for
further staff
review

YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES

YES: 7
NO: 0
Absent: 0
Abstain: 0

Public Works

Palmer/Currier

ORDINANCE
NO. 2008-2694

Topic: Vacation
of Providence
Drive with
Corrections

YES
NO
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES

YES: 6
NO: 1
Absent: 0
Abstain: 0
Planning
Yes

Shelton/Palmer

Prepared by: Jennifer Nelson

RESOLUTION
NO. 2008-2761

Topic: Francis
Sqg. and Mem.
Park permit
AMEND to notify
council of fee
changes &
security deposit
language

YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES

YES: 7
NO: 0
Absent: 0
Abstain: 0

Public Works

Andrews/Palmer

Email Meeting Information Sheet and materials received at meeting to applicable departments for processing of Council action items.
Place originals of materials received at meeting in corresponding packet file for the record.
Place Audio recordings on the website, except Executive Session recordings get placed in City Recorder directory.

CiTYy DEPARTMENTS: WITHIN 48 HOURS - Route to City Recorder for Signature (verify changes, if any):
IF ANY CHANGES, CORRECTIONS ARE TO BE MADE BY DEPARTMENT ORIGINATING DOCUMENT.
Print final Orders/Ordinances/Resolutions and attachments on 100% cotton white bond paper (excluding RCA).
IF NOT ADOPTED, route hard copy to City Recorder w/ following notation PRINTED ON TOP - "FAILED TO PASS (DATE)".
Route to City Recorder for collection of signatures.

RESOLUTION
NO. 2008-2761

Topic: Francis
Square and the
Memorial Park
Gazebo permit
as amended

YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES

YES: 7
NO: 0
Absent: 0
Abstain: 0
Public Works
Yes

Larson/Shelton

CITY RECORDER: * Route signed copies of documents to respective departments; * Place originals of orders/ordinances/resolutions in City Vault & Index appropriately; * Transfer FINAL order/ordinance/Resolution into

appropriate City Recorder Computer Directory.
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DATE of Meeting: April 7, 2008

Councilors

ANDREWS, Bob, Mayor
BOYES, Mike
CURRIER, Roger
LARSON, Bob
PALMER, Jeff
RIERSON, Bart
SHELTON, Marc

ROLL CALL VOTES

Department:
CHANGES: (Yes/No)
MOTION (1°72"%:

CITY RECORDER:

Roll
Call

X X X X X X X

NEWBERG CITY COUNCIL MEETING INFORMATION

RESOLUTION
NO. 2008-2765

Topic: LID
Low- Income
Assistance
Program

YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES

YES: 7
NO: 0
Absent: 0
Abstain: 0
Legal
Yes

Larson/Palmer

RESOLUTION
NO. 2008-2765

Topic: LID
Assistance Prgm
AMEND with 4
language
changes

YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES

YES: 7
NO: 0
Absent: 0
Abstain: 0

Legal

Andrews/Larson

MOTION

Topic: Urban
Renewal District
Task Force as
amended

YES
YES
NO
YES
YES
YES
YES

YES: 6
NO: 1
Absent: 0
Abstain: 0
Legal
Yes

Larson/Shelton

RESOLUTION
NO. 2008-2775

Topic: To fill 2
vacant police
positions

YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES

YES: 7
NO: 0
Absent: 0
Abstain: 0
Police
No

Currier/Palmer

RESOLUTION
NO. 2008-2777

Topic:
Appointment of
Daniel J.
Danicic as City
Manager

YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES

YES: 7
NO: 0
Absent: 0
Abstain: 0
Legal
No

Currier/Larson

Prepared by: Jennifer Nelson

Email Meeting Information Sheet and materials received at meeting to applicable departments for processing of Council action items.
Place originals of materials received at meeting in corresponding packet file for the record.
Place Audio recordings on the website, except Executive Session recordings get placed in City Recorder directory.

CiTYy DEPARTMENTS: WITHIN 48 HOURS - Route to City Recorder for Signature (verify changes, if any):
IF ANY CHANGES, CORRECTIONS ARE TO BE MADE BY DEPARTMENT ORIGINATING DOCUMENT.
Print final Orders/Ordinances/Resolutions and attachments on 100% cotton white bond paper (excluding RCA).
IF NOT ADOPTED, route hard copy to City Recorder w/ following notation PRINTED ON TOP - "FAILED TO PASS (DATE)".
Route to City Recorder for collection of signatures.

C1TY RECORDER: * Route signed copies of documents to respective departments; * Place originals of orders/ordinances/resolutions in City Vault & Index appropriately; * Transfer FINAL order/ordinance/Resolution into

appropriate City Recorder Computer Directory.
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