
CITY OF NEWBERG
CITY COUNCIL WORK SESSION

MONDAY, NOVEMBER 7, 1994
6:00 P.M.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT OFFICE
719 E. FIRST ST.

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NEWBERG WILL HOLD A WORK SESSION TO
REVIEW THE NOVEMBER 7, 1994 COUNCIL AGENDA ITEMS. THE COUNCIL WILL
NOT MAKE ANY DECISIONS ON THE AGENDA ITEMS AT THE WORK SESSION.

THE WORK SESSION WILL BE FOLLOWED BY THE CITY COUNCIL MEETING TO BE
HELD AT THE NEWBERG PUBLIC LIBRARY, AT 7:30 P.M.
DATED THIS 21ST DAY OF OCTOBER, 1994.

DUANE R. COLE
CITY MANAGER
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Council accepts comments on items during the meeting. Please fill out a blue card and identify the item you
wish to speak on and hand this in to the Mayor prior to the meeting. (The exception is formal land use hearings
which require a specific public hearing process. The agenda's items will be identified at the meeting.)

CITY OF NEWBERG
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

NOVEMBER 7, 1994
7:30 P.M.

NEWBERG PUBLIC LIBRARY

CALL MEETING TO ORDERI.

ROLL CALLn.

CONSENT CALENDAR:m.

Approve minutes from the October 18, 1994 Work Session and Regular
meeting.

1 .

PUBLIC HEARING:IV.

Annexation/Zone Change for an 11.62 acre parcel within Urban Growth
Boundary.

1.

Points of Order and Discussion of Rules.a.

Continued Public Hearing regarding the annexation/zone change
for an 11.62 acre parcel within the Urban Growth Boundary.
Change zoning from County AF-10 (Agricultural Forestry/10
acre minimum) to City R-l (Low Density Residential). Located
at 3617 N. Terrace Drive, Tax Lot No. 3207 AC-100.
Applicant: Roger Grahn-Nielsen Grahn, Inc.

b.

Ordinance 94-2387 annexing into the City of Newberg and withdrawn
from the Newberg Rural Fire Protection District together with a zone
change from a AF-10 zoning designation to a City R-l low density
residential zoning designation. The site is located at 3617 N. Terrace
Drive.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS:V.

CONTINUED BUSINESSVI.



PAGE 2
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
NOVEMBER 7, 1994

NEW BUSINESSvn.

1. Adoption of the Rules for Use of the Library.

2. Resolution No. 94-1876 Transferring and re-appropriating funds in the
Central Serives Fund.

3. Resolution No. 94-1877 Authorizing the City Manager to sign an
agreement with the State to exchange federal funds for state funds.

Appointment of Library Commission member Donna Reed.4.

REPORTS FROM OTHER AGENCIES AND CITY MANAGERvm.

1. Quarterly report on Visitor Center Activities.

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE FLOOR:IX.

EXECUTIVE SESSION:X.

ADJOURNMENT TO NEXT MEETINGXI.

INDEX OF RESOLUTIONS OR ORDINANCES ON THIS AGENDA FOR ACTION:

RESOLUTIONS

1. Resolution No. 94-1876 transferring and re-appropriating funds in the Central Service
Fund.

2. Resolution No. 94-1877 authorizing the City Manager to sign an agreement with the State
to exchange federal funds for state funds.

ORDINANCES

4. Ordinance No. 94-2387 annexing into the City of Newberg and withdrawn from the
Newberg Rural Fire Protection District together with a zone change from a AF-10 zoning
designation to a City R-l low density residential zoning designation. The site is located at 367
N. Terrace Drive.
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October 18, 1994Tuesday, 6:00 p.m.
CITY COUNCIL

WORK SESSION MINUTES
City Manager's Office Newberg, Oregon

Mayor Donna Proctor called the session to order at 6:00 p.m.

Council Members:

Present:
Donna McCain
Dan Wollam
Roger Currier

Donna Proctor
Bob Weaver
Roger Gano
Dave McMullen

Don WrightAbsent:

Duane R. Cole, City Manager
Greg Scoles, Community Development Director
Stan Newland, Police Lieutenant
Michael Sherman, Fire Chief
Kathy Tri, Finance Director

City Staff Present:

The Council discussed facilities issues and had a tour of City Hall. No decisions or action was
taken by the City Council during the work session. Agenda items for the Council meeting at 7:30
p.m. were briefly discussed.

The meeting adjourned at 7:20 p.m.
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MINUTES OF THE NEWBERG CITY COUNCIL
OCTOBER 18, 1994

(This meeting was not video taped)

Council accepts comments on items during the meeting. Please All out a blue card and identify the item you wish
to speak on and hand this in to the Mayor prior to the meeting. (The exception is formal land use hearings which
require a specific public hearing process. The agenda's items will be identified at the meeting.)

CITY OF NEWBERG
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

OCTOBER 18, 1994
7:30 P.M.

NEWBERG PUBLIC LIBRARY

CALL MEETING TO ORDERI.

ROLL CALLII.

Roger Currier (RC)
Donna McCain (DM)
Robert Weaver (RW)

Roger Gano (RG)
Dave McMullen (DMc)
T. Dan Wollam (TDW)

Don Wright (DW)ABSENT:

1 Position (Adams)VACANT:

STAFF
PRESENT: Duane R. Cole, City Manager, (DRC)

Katherine Tri, Finance Director, (KT)
Stan Newland, Police Department
Michael Sherman, Fire Chief
Greg Scoles, Community Development Director
Leah Griffith, Library Director
Peggy R. Hall, Assistant City Recorder

OTHERS
PRESENT: Steve Abel, Roger Grahn, Robert Cameron

CONSENT CALENDAR:III.

Approve minutes from October 3, 1994 Work Session and Regular1 .

1-Minutes of Newberg City Council
October 18, 1994
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Meeting.

2. Resolution No. 94-1874 allowing the City to take the necessary action
which would allow occupancy at 621 E. First Street, by abating part of
the nuisance located at the Francis Theater, 625 E. First Street.

MOTION: RG/DM to adopt consent calendar. (6 Yes/1 Absent(DW)/l Vacant).
Motion carried.

PUBLIC HEARING:IV.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS:V.

CONTINUED BUSINESSVI.

Resolution No. 94-1872 delegating authority to the City Manager to
enter into an intergovernmental agreement and accept the apparent low
bid for construction of the Newberg Senior Center from Robinson
Construction Company.

1.

MOTION: RG/DM to approve Resolution No. 94-1872. (6 Yes/1 Absent(DW)/l Vacant).
Motion carried.

NEW BUSINESSVII.

Workshop on City Facilities1

a. Introduction of Topic and Process by City Manager
b. Identify Criteria
c. Discuss and Weigh Criteria
d. Identify Potential Locations
e. Discuss and Evaluate Locations

To be reported later.

VIII. REPORTS FROM OTHER AGENCIES AND CITY MANAGER

None.

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE FLOOR:IX.

Mr. Robert Cameron, 215 S.Grant Street, Newberg, Oregon. Councilor RW stated

2-Minutes of Newberg City Council
October 18, 1994
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that he knew Mr. Cameron for some time. Mr. Cameron stated that he has lived in Newberg
for about 7 years. His home is over 100 years old. He has been in the home for
approximately 3 months. While working outside, he has noticed that W. Third Street is an
alternate truck route. Mr. Cameron stated that he was not at the meeting to argue the point but
to advise the Council of what was going on. The concrete company that has its business on
W. Third Street has its trucks go to Main and head north and go onto Hwy. 99W. Mr.
Cameron stated that he has talked with the manager of the trucking business numerous times,
but particularly at 5:00 a.m. this morning. The manager stated that he has received
permission from the Police Department because it was impossible for cement trucks to make
right turns onto Hwy. 99W. Mr. Cameron stated that he believes this not to be true. W.
Third Street is falling apart. There are sometimes 30 concrete truck trips in one day on W.
Third Street. The average is about 15 trips per day, every single day. Mr. Cameron stated
that he walks to Nap's IGA every morning, sees dump trucks with long axles, one of which
came up 99W from the west, was in the left lane, made a left turn from 99W on to Main
Street. There was a car in the left lane and in the straight lane. There was no excuse for
turning onto W. Third Street. This company seems to be abusing W. Third Street access.
Mr. Cameron stated that he needed to vent his anger (spleen) and get it off his shoulder.
While working on his roof, he has noticed drivers not obeying the 20 mph speed limit. In
addition, Mr. Cameron stated that he has seen City vehicles also not obey the speed limit.
Mr. Cameron further noted that the City's loader trucks are making so many trips (15 trips
with "one bucket of sand or whatever"). The street sweeper appears to not be going the speed
limit (35-40) in a 20mph zone. Mr. Cameron stated that he has talked with Larry Anderson of
the Engineering Department and he has indicated that W. Third Street is an alternate truck
route. W. Third Street will not be a total rebuild. This will cost the taxpayers some money.

Mayor Proctor thanked Mr. Cameron and that the matter would be referred to the
Traffic Safety Committee to monitor. DRC further noted that he would handle it.

Steve Abel, attorney with Stoel, Rives, Boley, Jones & Grey, 900 SW Fifth Avenue,
Portland, Oregon, 97204, attorney for Roger Grahn and Nielsen-Grahn, Inc. Mr. Abel stated
that he is present to request reconsideration of the decision previously made by the Council.
Mr. Abel stated that he has supplied a letter to the Council to supplement the materials
presented by Mr. Gran and explain his client's position, Mr. Abel stated that he requests
reconsideration of this land use decision. He was not in attendane to talk about the land use
decision, but in the matter of fairness he is attempting to have the Council fairly hear the land
use decisions. Mr. Grahn has fully testified to the Council. What occurred on October 3rd
and the Council 's decision was not fair. Five members needed to be present to vote in order
to approve the annexation. Four affirmative votes were needed to pass the annexation. Mr.
Abel stated that he wanted the Council to know what problem it creates for Mr. Grahn. Mr.
Abel stated that Mr. Grahn was not in attendance at the October 3, 1994 meeting and was not
able to object to the issue of the lack of Council members present and further, was not able to
answer any questions.

2.
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Mr. Abel further noted that two Council members were not in approval. Mr. Abel also
noted that he and Mr. Grahn were not in attendance at this meeting to change anyone's mind,
but is attempting, as a matter of fairness, to get a full quorum of the Council to hear the
matter. The result would be that if the reconsideration is not granted, he will take the matter
to the Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA). The Council did not have adequate findings at the
October 3, 1994 meeting. If the Council would merely re-hear the matter and it would save
everyone time and money. Mr. Abel requested that the Council enter an order to reconsider,
fully notify all involved and have the full hearing for the land use setting (win, lose or draw).
The applicant (Mr. Grahn) should be given the oppotunity for a full Council review.

Councilor RC stated that the Council had two meetings on this issue. Mr. Grahn was
not in attendance. Mr. Grahn was provided enough notice to attend.

Roger Grahn, 9035 SW Saggert, Tualatin, Oregon, stated that fundamentally, he had
no excuse. He wrote it in for Thursday, October 6th (his error). Mr. Grahn stated that he
concurs with Mr. Abel's comments that he has little choice but to appeal the matter to LUBA.
Mr. Grahn also noted that he could still reapply for annexation immediately which he probably
would do so while they pursue the appeal to LUBA. Mr. Grahn noted that he needed to cover
every base possible. Mr. Abel and Mr. Grahn noted that the staff work is done, it has already
gone through the Planning Commission. Nothing is changed.

i

Councilor DMc asked whether or not they could reapply. Greg Scoles, Community
Development Director stated that they could.

Mr. Abel noted that the downside to the matter is the fees involved and the time
frames. Ultimately, it would be back before the City Council to rehear the issue anyway.
Councilor RC stated that the fact remains that the LUBA appeal could affect the process.
Mr. Abel stated that the Council provided no findings to adequately approve or deny the
annexation, whether Mr. Grahn or himself were there or not.

Councilor TDW stated that he was sympathetic with Mr. Grahn's situation and with the
concerns that were raised. Any citizen has the right to go through the process and has a right
to an outcome. Council members not being in attendance was a fluke and appears to be an
unfortunate occurrence, but he was not sure how to handle this or what type of motion needed
to be made. Councilor TDW further stated that he would object strenuously to this being used
as the basis of support for the action that would become the findings in his judgment.

Councilor RG stated that the issue that is hanging the Council is Rule 10 of the Council
Rules that govern the City Council. It was agreed how we would conduct business and show
respect for each other. Councilor RC stated that he talked with DRC and TDM and that one
option that would be available to the Council would be by a motion to set aside Rule 10 for
this particular discussion. If passed, then the Council could make a motion to reconsider this
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matter and reset it for a public hearing. Councilor RC stated that he would like to hear further
discussion from the Council before making a motion to set aside Rule 10.

DRC noted that enjoining the issue in proper fashion requires two-thirds vote. This
may be appealed to the Chair to suspend the vote. The Mayor is the determining vote of any
point of order. The Mayor has the authority to suspend the Rule. Rule 10 actually says:

"Rule 10. When a question has been decided, it shall be in order for a member
who voted in the majority, to move for reconsideration."

Mr. Abel stated that it refers to the members, does not contemplate the applicant's
request for the motion. Mr. Abel stated that he believes that the matter can be worked out and
the reconsideration should occur in order to potentially resolve the land use problem.

DRC stated that the Council should keep in mind that the information presented by Mr.
Abel and Mr. Grahn is their information and that the Council should note that they are not
representing the City's or Council's position.

Councilor RC stated that motions come from the Council, not the floor. Councilor RG
stated that the Council would not be accepting a motion from an outside source. The Council
merely hears the request for reconsideration and the Council still has the right to say yes or no
and/or and move on to other business. Mr. Grahn has stated that he believes that he will come
back and that the Council would have to re-hear the issue again anyway. Councilor RG stated
that the Planning Commission has enough business on its plate and that the process would be a
waste of time and should allow the reconsideration.

MOTION: RG to set aside Rule 10 for this particular matter only and allow the discussion on
whether or not the Council should reconsider the matter of the Grahn annexation (Ordinance
No. 94-2387). .

Councilor RC stated that the Council should consider thinking about the former
Horizon Construction matter which was kicked back and forth in and out of LUBA. The
Council has had extensive discussion in work session about this issue on how to legally work
through this. Councilor RC stated that he feels that the Council has gone overboard on
deciding this. City Attorney TDM has noted what he believes to be legally right and provided
counsel.

Councilor RW stated that he was not in attendance at the October 3, 1994 meeting.
Councilor stated that he has read the minutes and feels that the Council's decision was made
properly and within the rules that they follow. The applicant has the avenue to take the matter
to LUBA if that is what he wishes to do.

5-Minutes of Newberg City Council
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Councilor RG stated that in opposition to Councilor RC's position, the Horizon
Construction process was that Horizon Construction went through the Planning Commission
and then to the City Council, appealed to LUBA and back to the City Council. This has
nothing to do with the City Council making any errors or going through any voting
irregularities. It also had nothing to do with Rule 10 or the number of votes required.
Horizon was remanded back to the City Council from LUBA. This matter is totally different
than Horizon. Councilor RG stated that we can all save time if we allow the reconsideration at
the November 7th City Council meeting and set it for a public hearing. This would not tie up
the Planning Commission’s time as well. Councilor RW stated that if the Council handled the
situation correctly at the October 3, 1994 meeting, the Council should not overturn its
decision.

Councilor DMc stated that the applicant should have had the opportunity to have the
matter heard before a body of 8 Council members. The Council is obligated as well to live
within its rules. Councilor DMc also stated that the rules should be changed to handle this
type of situation and that two votes should not overturn a decision. The Council has a
responsibility to the public and therefore, seconds RG's motion to set aside Rule 10.

RESTATED MOTION: RG/DMc to set aside Rule 10 on the Grahn-Nielsen annexation
matter only.

Councilor DM stated that she was concerned how this was handled as well. Councilor
DM stated that the matter should be postponed to the November 7th meeting and take care of
it at that time.

Councilor TDW further stated that he is troubled by the Rule but is in favor of the
reconsideration. The Rule was not written with this type of situation in mind in which a
minority situation would not be subject to the majority of the City Council acting upon a land
use decision.

Councilor RC stated that the Council decided upon these rules and emergencies do
come up. Everyone had a legal right to vote, that is the legal process. Councilor RC stated
that he agreed with Councilor RW in that the process was justifiable and not the Council's
fault that Mr. Grahn's calendar was marked wrong.

Councilor TDW stated that the applicant's presence did not have any affect on the vote.
Councilor RC said that he had the opportunity to oppose the vote of the Council.

DRC stated that he can only tell the Council what the rules say. The matter could be
set for the November 7th meeting. Greg Scoles' office could prepare adequate notice if that is
what the Council wishes to do. The motion to set aside Rule 10 could be challeneged. The
Council's rules go back to Roberts Rules of Order. The matter could be appealed to the Chair
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and the Council could appeal the ruling of the Chair.

Councilor DMc stated that the reason he was in favor of the reconsideration is that
with two members voting "no" caused the matter to be denied. Two members of a body of 8
could set aside. Not fair. The Council should move to suspend Rule 10 on this matter and
vote on the reconsideration.

Councilor RW stated that he understood that the Council on October 3rd covered all of
its bases and questioned whether or not the Council could function with two members absent.
There may be other times when two or more members may not be present. Councilor RW
also noted that the Council did have the legal number of members present and did act legally.

Councilor RG stated that the purpose of the motion is to cut time. The applicant is
going to take the matter to LUBA and will, in addition, reapply for the annexation which will
tie up Planning Commission and staff time, which would then come back to the Council for
review.

Councilor RG called for the question.

ROLL CALL ON MOTION TO SET ASIDE RULE 10. (4 Yes/2 No(RC/RW)/l
Absent(DW)/l Vacant). Motion carried.

MOTION: TDW/RW to reconsider the Grahn annexation (Ordinance No.94-2387) at the
November 7, 1994 City Council meeting. (5 Yes/1 No(RC)/l Absent(DW)/l Vacant).
Motion carried.

Mayor Proctor stated that the matter would be set for a public hearing on November 7,
1994. Councilor RG stated to Mr. Grahn that the hearing would be held on Monday,
November 7, 1994.

Councilor DM stated that she was concerned that this type of situation could occur
again. The Council needs to be consistent. Discussion was held concerning have the new
Council in January pick up this issue for discussion.

DRC stated that he wanted to put a closure on the discussion of the facility study.3.

Discussion was held concerning the Municipal Court and its operation out of the
Library facility not being adequate. Consideration of a second day for Court or possibly night
court is being reviewed. DRC reviewed the evaluation of the following:

Evaluate other facilities.1.
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Prioritize values.2.

Inventory everything3.

Invest in existing facility or move elsewhere.4.

Councilor RG stated that the Community Development Committee reviewed the
facilities study. The City Hall facility is the catalyst of how we want downtown to be shaped.
Discussion was held concerning doubling the block by taking Howard to College and First to
Second. The City may need to acquire it and provide underground parking, community
housing, living quarters, an atrium for small business atmosphere, an arcade and have
government and professional office space available at First and Howard Streets. This should
involve a joint government center (County offices, Sheriffs offices, annex the Police
Department, School District, the Park District and the Community College). Further
discussion was held concerning the Memorial Park site and taking the blocks past City Hall
(including the VFW Hall, etc.). Mayor Proctor stated that she agreed that the downtown
corridor should have more to offer. Downtown should also encourage residential.

DRC stated that he would again review this with the Council at the November meeting.

MOTION: RG/DMc to adjourn at 8:35 p.m. (6 Yes/1 Absent(DW)/l Vacant). Motion
carried.

Duane R. Cole, City Recorder

Approved by the Mayor this day of November, 1994.

Donna Proctor, Mayor
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MINUTES OF THE NEWBERG CITY CO
OCTOBER 18, 1994

(This meeting was not video taped)

Council accepts comments on items during the meeting. Please fill out a blue card and identify the item you wish
to speak on and hand this in to the Mayor prior to the meeting. (The exception is formal land use hearings which
require a specific public hearing process. The agenda's items will be identified at the meeting.)

CITY OF NEWBERG
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

OCTOBER 18, 1994
7:30 P.M.

NEWBERG PUBLIC LIBRARY

CALL MEETING TO ORDERI.

ROLL CALLII.

Roger Currier (RC)
Donna McCain (DM)
Robert Weaver (RW)

Roger Gano (RG)
Dave McMullen (DMc)
T. Dan Wollam (TDW)

ABSENT: Don Wright (DW)

VACANT: 1 Position (Adams)

STAFF
PRESENT: Duane R. Cole, City Manager, (DRC)

Katherine Tri, Finance Director, (KT)
Stan Newland, Police Department
Michael Sherman, Fire Chief
Greg Scoles, Community Development Director
Leah Griffith, Library Director
Peggy R. Hall, Assistant City Recorder

OTHERS
PRESENT: Steve Abel , Roger Grahn, Robert Cameron

III. CONSENT CALENDAR:

Approve minutes from October 3, 1994 Work Session and Regular1.
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Meeting.

2. Resolution No. 94-1874 allowing the City to take the necessary action
which would allow occupancy at 621 E. First Street, by abating part of
the nuisance located at the Francis Theater, 625 E. First Street.

MOTION: RG/DM to adopt consent calendar. (6 Yes/1 Absent(DW)/l Vacant).
Motion carried.

PUBLIC HEARING:TV.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS:V.

CONTINUED BUSINESSVI.

Resolution No. 94-1872 delegating authority to the City Manager to
enter into an intergovernmental agreement and accept the apparent low
bid for construction of the Newberg Senior Center from Robinson
Construction Company.

1 .

MOTION: RG/DM to approve Resolution No. 94-1872. (6 Yes/1 Absent(DW)/l Vacant).
Motion carried.

NEW BUSINESSVII.

Workshop on City Facilities1

a. Introduction of Topic and Process by City Manager
b. Identify Criteria
c. Discuss and Weigh Criteria
d. Identify Potential Locations
e. Discuss and Evaluate Locations

To be reported later.

VIII. REPORTS FROM OTHER AGENCIES AND CITY MANAGER

None.

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE FLOOR:IX.

Mr. Robert Cameron, 215 S.Grant Street, Newberg, Oregon. Councilor RW stated
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that he knew Mr. Cameron for some time. Mr. Cameron stated that he has lived in Newberg
for about 7 years. His home is over 100 years old. He has been in the home for
approximately 3 months. While working outside, he has noticed that W. Third Street is an
alternate truck route. Mr. Cameron stated that he was not at the meeting to argue the point but
to advise the Council of what was going on. The concrete company that has its business on
W. Third Street has its trucks go to Main and head north and go onto Hwy. 99W. Mr.
Cameron stated that he has talked with the manager of the trucking business numerous times,
but particularly at 5:00 a.m. this morning. The manager stated that he has received
permission from the Police Department because it was impossible for cement trucks to make
right turns onto Hwy. 99W. Mr. Cameron stated that he believes this not to be true. W.
Third Street is falling apart. There are sometimes 30 concrete truck trips in one day on W.
Third Street. The average is about 15 trips per day, every single day. Mr. Cameron stated
that he walks to Nap's IGA every morning, sees dump trucks with long axles, one of which
came up 99W from the west, was in the left lane, made a left turn from 99W on to Main
Street. There was a car in the left lane and in the straight lane. There was no excuse for
turning onto W. Third Street. This company seems to be abusing W. Third Street access.
Mr. Cameron stated that he needed to vent his anger (spleen) and get it off his shoulder.
While working on his roof, he has noticed drivers not obeying the 20 mph speed limit. In
addition, Mr. Cameron stated that he has seen City vehicles also not obey the speed limit.
Mr. Cameron further noted that the City 's loader trucks are making so many trips (15 trips
with "one bucket of sand or whatever"). The street sweeper appears to not be going the speed
limit (35-40) in a 20mph zone. Mr. Cameron stated that he has talked with Larry Anderson of
the Engineering Department and he has indicated that W. Third Street is an alternate truck
route. W. Third Street will not be a total rebuild. This will cost the taxpayers some money.

Mayor Proctor thanked Mr. Cameron and that the matter would be referred to the
Traffic Safety Committee to monitor. DRC further noted that he would handle it.

Steve Abel, attorney with Stoel, Rives, Boley, Jones & Grey, 900 SW Fifth Avenue,
Portland, Oregon, 97204, attorney for Roger Grahn and Nielsen-Grahn, Inc. Mr. Abel stated
that he is present to request reconsideration of the decision previously made by the Council.
Mr. Abel stated that he has supplied a letter to the Council to supplement the materials
presented by Mr. Gran and explain his client's position. Mr. Abel stated that he requests
reconsideration of this land use decision. He was not in attendane to talk about the land use
decision, but in the matter of fairness he is attempting to have the Council fairly hear the land
use decisions. Mr. Grahn has fully testified to the Council. What occurred on October 3rd
and the Council 's decision was not fair. Five members needed to be present to vote in order
to approve the annexation. Four affirmative votes were needed to pass the annexation. Mr.
Abel stated that he wanted the Council to know what problem it creates for Mr. Grahn. Mr.
Abel stated that Mr. Grahn was not in attendance at the October 3, 1994 meeting and was not
able to object to the issue of the lack of Council members present and further, was not able to
answer any questions.
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Mr. Abel further noted that two Council members were not in approval. Mr. Abel also
noted that he and Mr. Grahn were not in attendance at this meeting to change anyone's mind,
but is attempting, as a matter of fairness, to get a full quorum of the Council to hear the
matter. The result would be that if the reconsideration is not granted, he will take the matter
to the Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA). The Council did not have adequate findings at the
October 3, 1994 meeting. If the Council would merely re-hear the matter and it would save
everyone time and money. Mr. Abel requested that the Council enter an order to reconsider,
fully notify all involved and have the full hearing for the land use setting (win, lose or draw).
The applicant (Mr. Grahn) should be given the oppotunity for a full Council review.

Councilor RC stated that the Council had two meetings on this issue. Mr. Grahn was
not in attendance. Mr. Grahn was provided enough notice to attend.

~ bfo frcu$E-Roger Grahn, 9035 SW Saggert, Tualatin, Oregon, stated that fundamentally, he had
no excuse. He wrote it in for Thursday, October 6th (his error). Mr. Grahn stated that he
concurs with Mr. Abel 's comments that he has little choice but to appeal the matter to LUBA.
Mr. Grahn also noted that he could still reapply for annexation immediately which he probably
would do so while they pursue the appeal to LUBA. Mr. Grahn noted that he needed to cover
every base possible. Mr. Abel and Mr. Grahn noted that the staff work is done, it has already
gone through the Planning Commission. Nothing is changed.

Councilor DMc asked whether or not they could reapply. Greg Scoles, Community
Development Director stated that they could.

Mr. Abel noted that the downside to the matter is the fees involved and the time
frames. Ultimately, it would be back before the City Council to rehear the issue anyway.
Councilor RC stated that the fact remains that the LUBA appeal could affect the process.
Mr. Abel stated that the Council provided no findings to adequately approve or deny the
annexation, whether Mr. Grahn or himself were there or not.

Councilor TDW stated that he was sympathetic with Mr. Grahn's situation and with the
concerns that were raised. Any citizen has the right to go through the process and has a right
to an outcome. Council members not being in attendance was a fluke and appears to be an
unfortunate occurrence, but he was not sure how to handle this or what type of motion needed
to be made. Councilor TDW further stated that he would object strenuously to this being used
as the basis of support for the action that would become the findings in his judgment.

Councilor RG stated that the issue that is hanging the Council is Rule 10 of the Council
Rules that govern the City Council. It was agreed how we would conduct business and show

'j?/’ respect for each other. Councilor/RC)stated that he talked with DRC and TDM and that one
option that would be available to tfe'Council would be by a motion to set aside Rule 10 for
this particular discussion. If passed, then the Council could make a motion to reconsider this
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matter and reset it for a public hearing. Councilorjg£Cfstated that he would like to hear further
discussion from the Council before making a motion to set aside Rule 10.

DRC noted that enjoining the issue in proper fashion requires two-thirds vote. This
may be appealed to the Chair to suspend the vote. The Mayor is the determining vote of any
point of order. The Mayor has the authority to suspend the Rule. Rule 10 actually says:

"Rule 10. When a question has been decided, it shall be in order for a member
who voted in the majority, to move for reconsideration."

Mr. Abel stated that it refers to the members, does not contemplate the applicant 's
request for the motion. Mr. Abel stated that he believes that the matter can be worked out and
the reconsideration should occur in order to potentially resolve the land use problem.

DRC stated that the Council should keep in mind that the information presented by Mr.
Abel and Mr. Grahn is their information and that the Council should note that they are not
representing the City 's or Council 's position.

oCouncilo^Rt^stated that motions come from the Council, not the floor. Council
stated that the Council would not be accepting a motion from an outside source. The Council
merely hears the request for reconsideration and the Council still has the right to say yes or no
and/or and move on to other business. Mr. Grahn has stated that he believes that he will come
back and that the Council would have to re-hear the issue again anyway. Councilor RG stated
that the Planning Commission has enough business on its plate and that the process would be a
waste of time and should allow the reconsideration.

MOTION: RG to set aside Rule 10 for this particular matter only and allow the discussion on
whether or not the Council should reconsider the matter of the Grahn annexation (Ordinance
No. 94-2387). .

Councilor RC stated that the Council should consider thinking about the former
Horizon Construction matter which was kicked back and forth in and out of LUBA. The
Council has had extensive discussion in work session about this issue on how to legally work
through this. Councilor RC stated that he feels that the Council has gone overboard

^
on _

deciding this. City Attorney TDM-has noted what he believes to be legally right and provided
counsel.

CouncilorRW stated that he was not in attendance at the October 3, 1994 meeting.
Councilor stated mat he has read the minutes and feels that the Council's decision was made
properly and within the rules that they follow. The applicant has the avenue to take the matter
to LUBA if that is what he wishes to do.

^^-Minutes of Newberg City Council
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Councilor RG stated that in opposition to Councilor RC's position, the Horizon
Construction process was that Horizon Construction went through the Planning Commission
and then to the City Council, appealed to LUBA and back to the City Council. This has
nothing to do with the City Council making any errors or going through any voting
irregularities. It also had nothing to do with Rule 10 or the number of votes required.
Horizon was remanded back to the City Council from LUBA. This matter is totally different
than Horizon. Councilor RG stated that we can all save time if we allow the reconsideration at
the November 7th City Council meeting and set it for a public hearing. This would not tie up
the Planning Commission's time as well. Councilor RW stated that if the Council handled the
situation correctly at the October 3, 1994 meeting, the Council should not overturn its
decision.

Councilor DMc stated that the applicant should have had the opportunity to have the
matter heard before a body of 8 Council members. The Council is obligated as well to live
within its rules. Councilor DMc also stated that the rules should be changed to handle this
type of situation and that two votes should not overturn a decision. The Council has a
responsibility to the public and therefore, seconds RG's motion to set aside Rule 10.

RESTATED MOTION: RG/DMc to set aside Rule 10 on the Grahn-Nielsen annexation
matter only.

Councilor DM stated that she was concerned how this was handled as well. Councilor
DM stated that the matter should be postponed to the November 7th meeting and take care of
it at that time.

Councilor TDW further stated that he is troubled by the Rule but is in favor of the
reconsideration. The Rule was not written with this type of situation in mind in which a
minority situation would not be subject to the majority of the City Council acting upon a land
use decision.

Councilor RC stated that the Council decided upon these rules and emergencies do
come up. Everyone had a legal right to vote, that is the legal process. Councilor RC stated
that he agreed with Councilor RW in that the process was justifiable and not the Council 's
fault that Mr. Grahn's calendar was marked wrong.

Councilor TDW stated that the applicant 's presence did not have any affect on the vote.
Councilor RC said that he had the opportunity to oppose the vote of the Council.

DRC stated that he can only tell the Council what the rules say. The matter could be
set for the November 7th meeting. Greg Scoles' office could prepare adequate notice if that is
what the Council wishes to do. The motion to set aside Rule 10 could be challeneged. The
Council's rules go back to Roberts Rules of Order. The matter could be appealed to the Chair
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and the Council could appeal the ruling of the Chair.

Councilor DMc stated that the reason he was in favor of the reconsideration is that
with two members voting "no" caused the matter to be denied. Two members of a body of 8
could set aside. Not fair. The Council should move to suspend Rule 10 on this matter and
vote on the reconsideration.

Councilor RW stated that he understood that the Council on October 3rd covered all of
its bases and questioned whether or not the Council could function with two members absent.
There may be other times when two or more members may not be present. Councilor RW
also noted that the Council did have the legal number of members present and did act legally.

Councilor RG stated that the purpose of the motion is to cut time. The applicant is
going to take the matter to LUBA and will, in addition, reapply for the annexation which will
tie up Planning Commission and staff time, which would then come back to the Council for
review.

Councilor RG called for the question.

ROLL CALL ON MOTION TO SET ASIDE RULE 10. (4 Yes/2 No(RC/RW)/l
Absent(DW)/l Vacant). Motion carried.

MOTION: TDW/RW to reconsider the Grahn annexation (Ordinance No.94-2387) at the
November 7, 1994 City Council meeting. (5 Yes/1 No(RC)/l Absent(DW)/l Vacant).
Motion carried.

Mayor Proctor stated that the matter would be set for a public hearing on November 7,
1994. Councilor RG stated to Mr. Grahn that the hearing would be held on Monday,
November 7, 1994.

Councilor DM stated that she was concerned that this type of situation could occur
again. The Council needs to be consistent. Discussion was held concerning have the new
Council in January pick up this issue for discussion.

DRC stated that he wanted to put a closure on the discussion of the facility study.3.

Discussion was held concerning the Municipal Court and its operation out of the
Library facility not being adequate. Consideration of a second day for Court or possibly night
court is being reviewed. DRC reviewed the evaluation of the following:

1 . Evaluate other facilities.
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Prioritize values.2.

Inventory everything3.

Invest in existing facility or move elsewhere.4.

Councilor RG stated that the Community Development Committee reviewed the
facilities study. The City Hall facility is the catalyst of how we want downtown to be shaped.
Discussion was held concerning doubling the block by taking Howard to College and First to
Second. The City may need to acquire it and provide underground parking, community
housing, living quarters, an atrium for small business atmosphere, an arcade and have
government and professional office space available at First and Howard Streets. This should
involve a joint government center (County offices, Sheriff 's offices, annex the Police
Department, School District, the Park District and the Community College). Further
discussion was held concerning the Memorial Park site and taking the blocks past City Hall
(including the VFW Hall, etc.). Mayor Proctor stated that she agreed that the downtown
corridor should have more to offer. Downtown should also encourage residential.

DRC stated that he would again review this with the Council at the November meeting.

MOTION: RG/DMc to adjourn at 8:35 p.m. (6 Yes/1 Absent(DW)/l Vacant). Motion
carried.

Duane R. Cole, City Recorder

Approved by the Mayor this day of November, 1.994.

Donna Proctor, Mayor
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Date Action Requested:
November 17, 1994

Date Submitted:
November 7, 1994

-K Resolution

Recommendation: The City Manager recommends that the City Council approve Resolution No.
94- /878 authorizing the City Manager to seek federal funds for up to 75% of the cost of four (4)
additional police officers.
Background: President Clinton signed into law the Violent Crime Control and Law Enforcement
Act of 1994 on September 13, 1994. This law provides up to $165 million in grants to state local
and other public law enforcement agencies. Funding of the full amount requested is not
guaranteed and hiring must be 'in addition to, and not in lieu of, previous hiring plans'. Existing
screening practices must remain in place, but local agencies are encouraged to use the grant funds
to increase the representation of women and racial and ethnic minorities.

There will be other programs available under this program. Applying for these funds will not
affect future requests for funding.

Fiscal Impact: The grant proposal will cost out as follows:

Number of
Officers

Total
Request
109,296

51.900
Entry Level Salary
Entry Level Benefits

Total

27,324
12 r975
40,299

4
A.

161,196-4-

Maximum Federal
Funding @ 15% 30,224 -4- 120,897

City Share from
General Fund 40,29910,075 -4-

The funds from the General Fund would need to come from the existing cash reserves. The City
cannot afford to pass-up the potential for 75% funding when it is offered. In addition, the grant
period is for three years so the actual grant funds available over three years could be over
$120,000. The above numbers will most likely be maximum obligations for the City.
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RESOLUTION NO. 94-/#7£

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO SIGN AN APPLICATION
FOR A GRANT FROM THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF
JUSTICE, TO EXPEDITE THE HIRING OF POLICE OFFICERS AND TO IMPLEMENT
COMMUNITY POLICING PROGRAMS

WHEREAS, the Violent Crime Control and Law Enforcement Act of 1994 was signed into law
by President Clinton on September 13, 1994 and created a federal-local law enforcement
partnership which includes the opportunity to hire new police officers under the program; and,

WHEREAS, the federal government has announced that there will be an accelerated funding
program; and

WHEREAS, the City of Newberg received a copy of the U.S. Department of Justice application
information on November 5, 1994 and has reviewed the application information ; and

WHEREAS, the information requested in the application includes information stating that the
federal government will advise the local governments of the authorized hiring levels by February
1, 1995, and the city, prior to receiving final approval of the grant, will ask for more information
about the city's budget and a 2 page description of how the city's police department will
participate in community policing; and

WHEREAS, other funding opportunities will be available for innovative community policing
programs, equipment, overtime and other needs in the future and participating in this program will
not prejudice the city's opportunity to participate in other programs.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City of Newberg City Council authorizes
the Government Executive, City Manager, pursuant to the application form, to sign the request
for up to 75% federal contribution of the salary and benefits of each officer over three years.

DATED this day of November, 1994.

Donna Proctor - Mayor

Duane R. Cole - City Recorder

\cop.res



U. S. Department of Justice

Office of the Associate Attorney General

Washington. D C. 20530

RECEIVED NOV 0 5 1994 November 1, 1994

Dear Colleague:

The Violent Crime Control and Law Enforcement Act of 1994, signed into law by President Clinton on September 13,
created a federal-local law enforcement partnership and the opportunity to hire 100,000 new officers under the "Cops on
the Beat" program. With community policing as its base, the program is intended to encourage the development of
police-citizen cooperation to control crime, maintain order, and improve the quality of life in America. Attorney General
Janet Reno has established the Office of Community Oriented Policing Services (COPS) to expedite the hiring of new
police officers and to implement community policing programs.

The Department of Justice and the new COPS Office are pleased to announce the Funding Accelerated for Smaller
Towns (COPS FAST) application. Through this new expedited grant approach, law enforcement agencies serving
populations under 50,000 are eligible to quickly hire new officers to participate in community policing.

I am enclosing a fact sheet that describes COPS FAST in more detail. To applyfor a share of these funds, you must
return the enclosed application form and certifications to the COPS Office, by December 31, 1994. We were
pleased to be able to abbreviate the application process, but in order to comply with Federal laws and regulations, we
must ask you to examine and agree to the attached certifications. One of the goals of COPS FAST is to expedite and
streamline the process of making funds available to law enforcement agencies. We will inform you of an authorized
hiring level by February 1, 1995. Prior to final approval of your grant, we will ask for more information about your
budget and a 2-page description of how your new officers will participate in community policing. If you need technical
assistance to prepare your community policing plan, we will be happy to provide it.

COPS FAST is one part of a multi-faceted effort that will bring new officers and deputies to cities, counties, and towns
throughout America. If you do not wish to participate in COPS FAST, other funding opportunities will be available for
innovative community policing programs, equipment, overtime, and other needs. Electing to wait for other programs
will not prejudice your funding opportunities under those programs. Similarly, participating in COPS FAST will not
prejudice your opportunity to participate in other programs.

Announcements will be sent to you soon about these other programs. We have tried to distribute this announcement
widely and if you received more than one copy of this announcement or if your agency does not meet all of the eligibility
requirements for COPS FAST, please pass the information along to a colleague. For more information about this
program please call the Crime Bill Response Center at 1-800-421-6770.

We look forward to working with you in a productive partnership to fight crime in our country.

Sincerely,

v

[ John R. Schmidt
j Associate Attorney General
jj.S. Department of Justice



U.S.Department of Justice

U.S. Department of Justice
Fact Sheet

Community Oriented Policing Services

Funding Accelerated for Smaller Towns
(COPS FAST) for Populations under 50,000

Program information
Up to $165 million in grants will be made under

COPS FAST to state, local and other public law enforce-
ment agencies which serve populations under 50,000. If
requests exceed the funds available, the amount or start-
ing date of grants may be adjusted to accommodate de-
mand.

Funding will begin once the FAST Application has
been approved and the new officers have been sworn.
Grants will be made for up to 75 percent of the total sal-
ary and benefits of each officer over three years, up to a
maximum of $75,000 per officer.

The COPS FAST Application is one of several
approaches developed by the Department of Justice under
the Violent Crime Control and Law Enforcement Act of
1994 to speed the deployment of new officers devoted to
community policing on the streets and rural routes in this
nation. As directed by Congress, the FAST Application
dramatically simplifies the task of applying for a federal
grant. The FAST Application may be used by jurisdic-
tions with populations under 50,000, while the COPS
AHEAD approach will expedite the hiring by agencies
serving larger populations.

Funding Provisions COPS grant funds must not be used to replace funds
that eligible agencies otherwise would have devoted to
future officer hiring. In other words, any hiring under the
COPS program must be in addition to, and not in lieu of,
previous hiring plans.

The FAST Application -a fill-in-the-blank, one page
form -- will be available by November 1, 1994. The
application will request basic identifying information
about the agency, the number of police officers currently
on the force and the number of new officers requested,
basic financial information, and an agreement to abide by
standard legal requirements.

In hiring new officers, agencies may not reduce the
scope of their customary screening and training proce-
dures, and must include community policing principles in
their training curricula. In addition, to the extent practi-
cable, COPS grant funds should be used to increase the
representation of women and racial and ethnic minorities
within the ranks of sworn officers.

Completed applications will be due to the COPS Of-
fice by December 31, 1994. The COPS Office will in-
form the agency of an authorized hiring level by February
1, 1995. Before funding may begin, jurisdictions desig-
nated for funding will be required to submit necessary
budget information and a brief, satisfactory description of
community policing plans. Technical assistance with the
development of policing plans will be provided to juris-
dictions in need of such assistance.

An award under COPS FAST will not affect the con-
sideration of an agency's application for a grant under any
other COPS program. An agency that received funding
under COPS Phase I is eligible to receive additional fund-
ing under COPS FAST.

October 15, 1994



OMB Approval No. 1105-0061 (Exp. 10/97)
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COPS FAST Application
This FAST Application is for jurisdictions serving populations of under
50,000. This grant pays only for salaries and benefits of new or rehired
police officers. Complete the information below, read the assurances on
the back and the enclosed Certifications, and sign below. By signing this
application you also acknowledge that COPS FAST hiring grants provide
a maximum federal contribution of 75% of the salary and benefits of
each officer over three years, up to a cap of $75,000 per officer, with the
federal share decreasing from year to year.

U.S. Department of Justice
Office of Community Oriented Policing Services

633 Indiana Avenue, NW, 3rd Floor
Washington, DC 20531

(202) 514-2058
FAX (202) 514-9272

Applicant Organization's Legal Name

Law Enforcement Executive's Name
Address

Zip CodeStateCity
FAXTelephone

Government Executive's Name
Address

State Zip CodeCity
FAXTelephone

Actual Number of Sworn Officers Performing Law
Enforcement Functions as of 10/1/94

Number of Officers Requested Through FAST

Entry Level Annual Salary Per OfficerArea of Jurisdiction (square miles)

Entry Level Annual Fringe Benefits Cost Per OfficerNumber of 1993 UCR Part I Crimes

Is the applicant organization delinquent on any federal
debt? (If answer is yes, please attach an explanation.)

Current Population Served (per most recent U.S.
census data)

No DYes

/ certify that the information provided on this form is true and accurate to the best of my knowledge. I understand that the applicant
must comply with the assurances on the reverse side if the assistance is awarded. On behalf of the applicant, I certify compliance
with the applicable requirements of the Certifications Regarding Lobbying; Debarment, Suspension and Other Responsibility
Matters; Drug-Free Workplace Requirements; and Non-Supplanting.

Law Enforcement Executive's Signature

Government Executive's Signature

Return this form postmarked by December 31, 1994 to: COPS Office, P.O. Box 14440, Washington, DC 20044. Overnight mail:
633 Indiana Avenue, NW, Third Floor, Washington, DC 20531. FAX: (202) 514-9272.

Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated at 55 minutes per response, including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data
sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of information. Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any other
aspects of this collection of information, including suggestions for reducing this burden to the Office of Community Oriented Policing Services, U.S. Department of Justice,
633 Indiana Ave., NW, Third Floor, Washington, DC 20531; and to the Public Use Reports Project, 1105-0061, Office of Information and Regulatory Affairs, Office of
Management and Budget, Washington, DC 20503. COPS 001/01



Assurances
Several provisions of federal law and policy apply to all grant programs. We (the Office of
Community Oriented Policing Services) need to secure your assurance that you (the
applicant) will comply with these provisions. If you would like further information about
any of the matters on which we seek your assurance, please contact us.

By your authorized representative’s signature, you assure us and certify to us that, if the
grant is awarded, you will comply with all legal and administrative requirements that
govern the acceptance and use of federal grant funds. In particular, you assure us that:

national origin, gender, disability or age, unlawfully
exclude any person from participation in, deny the
benefits or employment to any person, or subject any
person to discrimination in connection with any programs
or activities funded in whole or in part with federal funds.
These civil rights requirements are found in the nondis-
crimination provisions of the Omnibus Crime Control and
Safe Streets Act of 1968, as amended (42 U.S.C.
§ 3789(d)); Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as
amended (42 U.S.C. § 2000d); the Indian Civil
Rights Act (25 U.S.C. §§ 1301-1303); Section 504 of
the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended (29
U.S.C. § 794); Title II, Subtitle A of the Americans
with Disabilities Act (ADA) (42 U.S.C. § 12101, el
sea ); the Age Discrimination Act of 1975 (42 U.S.C.
§ 6101, et seo.1: and Department of Justice Non-
Discrimination Regulations contained in Title 28, Parts 35
and 42 (subparts C, D, E and G) of the Code of Federal
Regulations.

1. You have been legally and officially authorized by the
appropriate governing body (for example, mayor or city
council) to apply for this grant and that the persons signing
the application and these assurances on your behalf are
authorized to do so and to act on your behalf with respect to
any issues that may arise during processing of this applica-
tion.
2. You will comply with the provisions of federal law which
limit certain political activities of your employees whose
principal employment is in connection with an activity
financed in whole or in part with this grant. These restric-
tions are set forth in 5 U.S.C. § 1501. et sea.

3. You will comply with the minimum wage and maximum
hours provisions of the Federal Fair Labor Standards Act, if
they apply to you.

4. You will establish safeguards, if you have not done so
already, to prohibit employees from using their positions for
a purpose that is, or gives the appearance of being, moti-
vated by a desire for private gain for themselves or others,
particularly those with whom they have family, business, or
other ties.

A. In the event that any court or administrative
agency makes a finding of discrimination on grounds of
race, color, religion, national origin or sex against you
after a due process hearing, you agree to forward a copy
of the finding to the Office of General Counsel, COPS,
P.O. Box 14440, Washington, DC 20044.

B. If you are applying for a grant of $500,000 or
more and Department regulations (28 CFR 42.301 §1
sea.1 require you to submit an Equal Opportunity Employ-
ment Plan, you will do so at the time of this application, if
you have not done so in the past.

5. You will give us or the Comptroller General access to
and the right to examine records and documents related to
the grant.

6. You will comply with all requirements imposed by us as a
condition or administrative requirement of the grant, with the
requirements of OMB Circulars A-87 (governing cost
calculations) and A-128 (governing audits), with the appli-
cable provisions of the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe
Streets Act of 1968, as amended, with 28 CFR Part 66
(Uniform Administrative Requirements), with the provisions
of the current edition of the Office of Justice Programs
Financial and Administrative Guide for Grants, and with all
other applicable laws, orders, regulations, or circulars.

9. You will insure that the facilities under your ownership,
lease or supervision which shall be utilized in the
accomplishment of the project are not listed on the
Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) list of Violating
Facilities and that you will notify us if you are advised by
the EPA indicating that a facility to be used in this grant is
under consideration for listing by EPA.7. You will, to the extent practicable, seek, recruit, and hire

members of racial and ethnic minority groups and women in
order to increase their ranks within the sworn positions in
your agency.

10. If your state has established a review and comment
procedure under Executive Order 12372 and has
selected this program for review, you have made this
application available for review by the State Single Point
of Contact.8. You will not, on the ground of race, color, religion,

COPS 001/01 (Back)



U.S. Department of Justice
Office of Community Oriented Policing Services

CERTIFICATIONS REGARDING LOBBYING; DEBARMENT, SUSPENSION AND
OTHER RESPONSIBILITY MATTERS; DRUG-FREE WORKPLACE

REQUIREMENTS; AND NON-SUPPLANTING
Although the Department of Justice has made every effort to simplify the application process, other provisions of federal law
require us to seek your certification regarding certain matters. Applicants should read the regulations cited below and the instruc-
tions for certification included in the regulations to understand the requirements. The signature of the applicant's representative on
the application provides for compliance with certification requirements under 28 CFR Part 69, "New Restrictions on Lobbying" and
28 CFR Part 67, "Government-wide Debarment and Suspension (Nonprocurement) and Government-wide Requirements for Drug- .
Free Workplace (Grants)," and the non-supplanting requirements of the Violent Crime Control and Law Enforcement Act of 1994.
The certifications shall be treated as a material representation of fact upon which reliance will be placed when the Department of
Justice determines to award the covered grant.

1. LOBBYING (i) Are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for
debarment, declared ineligible, sentenced to a denial of
Federal benefits by a State or Federal court, or voluntarily
excluded from covered transactions by any Federal
department or agency;

As required by Section 1352, Title 31 of the U.S. Code,
and implemented at 28 CFR Part 69, for persons entering
into a grant or cooperative agreement over $100,000, as
defined at 28 CFR Part 69, the applicant certifies that:

(a) No Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will
be paid, by or on behalf of the undersigned, to any person
for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or
employee of any agency, a Member of Congress, an
officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of a
Member of Congress in connection with the making of any
Federal grant, the entering into of any cooperative
agreement, and the extension, continuation, renewal,
amendment, or modification of any Federal grant or
cooperative agreement;

(ii) Have not within a three-year period preceding this
application been convicted of or had a civil judgment
rendered against them for commission of fraud or a
criminal offense in connection with obtaining, attempting to
obtain, or performing public (Federal, State, or local)
transaction or contract under a public transaction; viola-
tion of Federal or State antitrust statutes or commission of
embezzlement, theft, forgery, bribery, falsification or
destruction of records, making false statements, or
receiving stolen property;

(iii) Are not presently indicted for or otherwise criminally or
civilly charged by a governmental entity (Federal, State, or
local) with commission of any of the offenses enumerated
in paragraph (A)(ii) of this certification; and

(b) If any funds other than Federal appropriated funds
have been paid or will be paid to any person for influenc-
ing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of
any agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or em-
ployee of Congress, or an employee of a Member of
Congress in connection with this Federal grant or coop-
erative agreement, the undersigned shall complete and
submit Standard Form - LLL, "Disclosure of Lobbying
Activities," in accordance with its instructions. (Blank
copies of Standard Form - LLL can be obtained from the
Department of Justice Response Center at: (800) 421-
6770);

(iv) Have not within a three-year period preceding this
application had one or more public transactions (Federal,
State, or local) terminated for cause or default; and

B. Where the applicant is unable to certify to any of the
statements in this certification, he or she shall attach an
explanation to this application.

3. DRUG-FREE WORKPLACE (GRANTEES OTHER
THAN INDIVIDUALS)(c) The undersigned* shall require that the language of

this certification be included in the award documents for
all subawards at all tiers (including subgrants, contracts
under grants and cooperative agreements, and subcon-
tracts) and that all sub-recipients shall certify and disclose
accordingly.

As required by the Drug-Free Workplace Act of 1988, and
implemented at 28 CFR Part 67, Subpart F, for grantees,
as defined at 28 CFR Part 67 Sections 67.615 and
67.620 -

2. DEBARMENT, SUSPENSION, AND OTHER RE-
SPONSIBILITY MATTERS (DIRECT RECIPIENT)

A. The applicant certifies that it will or will continue to
provide a drug-free workplace by:

As required by Executive Order 12549, Debarment and
Suspension, and implemented at 28 CFR Part 67, for
prospective participants in primary covered transactions,
as defined at 28 CFR Part 67, Section 67.510 -

(i) Publishing a statement notifying employees that the
unlawful manufacture, distribution, dispensing, posses-
sion, or use of a controlled substance is prohibited in the
grantee's workplace and specifying the actions that will be
taken against employees for violation of such prohibition;

A. The applicant certifies that it and its principals:
•The signature on the application constitutes certification as to these provisions. COPS 002/01



(ii) Establishing an on-going drug-free awareness program to such purposes by a Federal, State, or local health, law
enforcement or other appropriate agency;inform employees about -

(a) The dangers of drug abuse in the workplace; (vii) Making a good faith effort to continue to maintain a
drug-free workplace through implementation of para-
graphs (i), (ii), (iii), (iv), (v), and (vi).(b) The grantee's policy of maintaining a drug-free work-

place;
B. The grantee may insert in the space provided below
the site(s) for the performance of work done in connection
with the specific grant:

(c) Any available drug counseling, rehabilitation, and
employee assistance programs; and

(d) The penalties that may be imposed upon employees for
drug abuse violations occurring in the workplace;

Place of Performance (Street address, city, county, state,
zip code)

(iii) Making it a requirement that each employee to be
engaged in the performance of the grant be given a copy of
the statement required by paragraph (i);

(iv) Notifying the employee in the statement required by
paragraph (i) that, as a condition of employment under the
grant, the employee will - Check if there are workplaces on file that are not

identified here.

(a) Abide by the terms of the statement; and Section 67.630 of the regulations provides that a grantee
that is a State may elect to make one certification in each
Federal fiscal year, a copy of which should be included
with each application for Department of Justice funding.
States and State agencies may elect to use OJP Form
4061/7.

(b) Notify the employer in writing of his or her conviction for a
violation of a criminal drug statute occurring in the workplace
no later than five calendar days after such conviction;

(v) Notifying the agency, in writing, within 10 calendar days
after receiving notice under subparagraph (iv)(b) from an
employee or otherwise receiving actual notice of such
conviction. Employers of convicted employees must provide
notice, including position title, to: COPS Program, P.O. Box
14440, Washington, D.C. 20044. Notice shall include the
identification number(s) of each affected grant;

Check if the State has elected to complete OJP
Form 4061/7.

4. NON-SUPPLANTING

The applicant hereby certifies that Federal funds will not
be used to replace or supplant State or local funds, or
funds supplied by the Bureau of Indian Affairs, that would,
in the absence of federal aid, be made available for the
employment of law enforcement officers.

(vi) Taking one of the following actions, within 30 calendar
days of receiving notice under subparagraph (iv)(b), with
respect to any employee who is so convicted -
(a) Taking appropriate personnel action against such an
employee, up to and including termination, consistent with the
requirements of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended;

(b) Requiring such employee to participate satisfactorily in a
drug abuse assistance or rehabilitation program approved for

The applicant further certifies that funds required to pay
the non-federal or "cash match" portion of the grant
program shall be in addition to funds that would otherwise
be made available for the employment of law enforce-
ment officers.

or

COPS 002/01 (Back)



City of

City Manager
(503) 538-9421
City Attorney
(503) 537-1208

414 E. First St.
Newberg, Oregon 97132

City FAX
(503) 538-5393PROCLAMATION

A PROCLAMATION OF THE CITY OF NEWBERG, OREGON HONORING ED
OPITZ FOR HIS DEDICATION TO THE NEWBERG COMMUNITY THROUGH
HIS SERVICE AS A MEMBER OF THE NEWBERG AMBULANCE CREW.

WHEREAS, •§</(Sfittx Aas afaitAfidmender oftfa ddffadeny CdmAudance andrem

WHEREAS, -§</(B/iitx was Airedas art ^<$t6&/ld£anamedic on <SJane tf, 4373;and

WHEREAS, -§</©fiHx was tAen faredas tfa QsdmAudanee S&e/iartm&nt(SP̂ anayer in 4385;and

WHEREAS, -§</ (£fiitx fate Aeen a mender of many, firofessioncd oryanixations and committees fin many years
indadiny tfa ©reyon &kzte -§meryency (dffiedicad ®faAnicians didstsociatton, d£ast i£06enden of tfa ddYationa/
Cdssodationof ^̂ meryemcy C&/6ediccd@ecAmicians and ^̂ o-tSSoamden of ( fa ddYontAuiestls£&ne-(£ftQos/iii<d f^ane, Q^nc.;
and

WHEREAS, -§</©fits fas leer,involvedwith many /oca/ committees indudiny QJice id&residentoftfa ieAa/em

Qdadey OAssociation and an active mender of many committees at tfa <d£rovidence iStfeudery ddpos/utad

indudiny ^tm/doyee Sodations <^ommitteeJ meryency ©Hooom (^fommitteeJ ®rauma

Qiddvisory f^ommittee andmany more;and

<4* f>ommittee, cAairiny tfa f^oyo

WHEREAS, ^yd©faitx Aas maintainedmany certifications and fats faen an instructor of 'many classes taayfa(ArouyA
tfa(Hdpon/titcdandAasrtfvresentedtfa ddpos/iitedas aninstructor for tfa Constitutefisr <^ontinuiny Education,of(Ŝ oea/tA
f^are dSrofissionats.

NOW, THEREFORE, tfa(©dddiyor amdffty‘loanedof ( fa <^ity oflSfyeudery easinesses its sincere aSSireciation,
andfaartfidttfatnfa to •§</('tfiitx for fas years of dedication to tfa ©Ofeudery community tAroayA Ais various services to tfa

citixens of tfa <^f,ity of iŜ eudery.

DATED tfas 7tA day of©Novender, 433tf .
S£)onna Proctor - Cfflfizyor

Building:
Library: 538-7323

537-1240 • Community Development: 537-1210 • Finance: 537-1201 • Fire: 538-7441
• Municipal Court: 537- 1203 • Police: 538-8321 • Public Works: 537-1214 • Utilities: 537-1205

“Working Together For A Better Community-Serious About Service”



Council accepts comments on items during the meeting. Please fill out a blue card and identify the item you
wish to speak on and hand this in to the Mayor prior to the meeting. (The exception is formal land use hearings
which require a specific public hearing process. The agenda's items will be identified at the meeting.)

CITY OF NEWBERG
REVISED CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

NOVEMBER 7, 1994
7:30 P.M.

NEWBERG PUBLIC LIBRARY

CALL MEETING TO ORDERI.

ROLL CALLn.

CONSENT CALENDAR:m.

Approve minutes from the October 18, 1994 Work Session and Regular
meeting.

1.

Proclamation honoring Ed Opitz, EMS Coordinator.2.

PUBLIC HEARING:IV.

Annexation/Zone Change for an 11.62 acre parcel within Urban Growth
Boundary.

1.

Points of Order and Discussion -of Rules. (Removed at the
Request of Council member Wright.)

a.

Continued Public Hearing regarding the annexation/zone change
for an 11.62 acre parcel within the Urban Growth Boundary.
Change zoning from County AF-10 (Agricultural Forestry/10
acre minimum) to City R-l (Low Density Residential). Located
at 3617 N. Terrace Drive, Tax Lot No. 3207 AC-100.
Applicant: Roger Grahn-Nielsen Grahn, Inc.

b.

Ordinance 94-2387 annexing into the City of Newberg and withdrawing
from the Newberg Rural Fire Protection District together with a zone
change from a AF-10 zoning designation to a City R-l low density
residential zoning designation. The site is located at 3617 N. Terrace
Drive.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS:V.

CONTINUED BUSINESSVI.



NEW BUSINESSvn.

1. Adoption of the Rules for Use of the Library.
2. Resolution No. 94-1876 Transferring and re-appropriating funds in the

Central Services Fund.

3. Resolution No. 94-1877 Authorizing the City Manager to sign an
agreement with the State to exchange federal funds for state funds.

4. Appointment of Library Commission member Donna Reed.
(Information added to this packet.)

REPORTS FROM OTHER AGENCIES AND CITY MANAGERvm.

1. Report from City Manager regarding the EMS Facilities Status.
(ADDED)

2. Information on Resolutions to be presented at the LOC Conference.
(ADDED)

3. Quarterly report on Visitor Center Activities.
COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE FLOOR:IX.

EXECUTIVE SESSION:X.

ADJOURNMENT TO NEXT MEETINGXI.

INDEX OF RESOLUTIONS OR ORDINANCES ON THIS AGENDA FOR ACTION:

RESOLUTIONS
1. Resolution No. 94-1876 transferring and re-appropriating funds in the Central Service
Fund.

2. Resolution No. 94-1877 authorizing the City Manager to sign an agreement with the State
to exchange federal funds for state funds.

ORDINANCES
4. Ordinance No. 94-2387 annexing into the City of Newberg and withdrawn from the
Newberg Rural Fire Protection District together with a zone change from a AF-10 zoning
designation to a City R-l low density residential zoning designation. The site is located at
3617 N. Terrace Drive.

\agendall.7
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andAeartfebttAanbcs to d(Bfitx for Ais yean of dedication to tAe Piewbery community
citizens of tAe ^dy of pTewbery.

Ais various services to tAe
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Building: 537-1240 • Community Development: 537- 1210 • Finance: 537- 1201 • Fire: 538-7441
. Library. 538-7323 • Municipal Court: 537- 1203 • Police: 538-8321 • Public Works: 537- 1214 • Utilities: 537-1205

“Working Together For A Better Community-Serious About Service”
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Newberg Public Library
Memo

To: Duane R. Cole, City Manager

From: Leah Griffith, Library DiredSt

RE: Library Board Appointment

Date: November 1, 1994

Attached is the application of Donna Read for Library Board Position #5 which expires
June, 1996 (completes Jane Poole's term). Donna is a long time member of the Newberg Library
Friends and has been active in that group.She was instrumental in acquiring merchandise
(sweatshirts, mugs, pencils, book bags) for the Friends to sell to raise funds and for library

Working with Library staff, she started a book discussion group this spring. She
served on the Library Planning Committee in 1992-93 and was very helpful in developing the
Library Long Range Plan 1993-1998. She has applied for the Library Board in the past (1992)
and continues to show her interest in the Library and the City through her volunteer work.

awareness.



CTTYOFNEWBERG

APPLICATION
FOR POSITION ON

COMMITTEE COMMISSION-BOARD

JL -. U RCommittee, Commission or Board Applying For:. rS n Y

(-<* e> n> dName:
Address:

Home Phone:
Work Phone:
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Are you a registered voter?
Do you live within the city limits?

£LHi 3 X-
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How long have you lived at the above address?
Previous Address:

e g
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/ 7 ^ rcHow Long?

V V c5Occupation:
Spouse’s Name:
Spouse's Occupation:

Employer:

Employer:

.J ,aDate: rrv iw

(Signed)

Why do you want this position? (Continue on back or separate sheet if
needed.)
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

DATE ACTION REQUESTED: November 7, 1994 X MOTION

DATE SUBMITTED: November 4, 1994

RECOMMENDATION: Authorize the City Manager to sign and contract with Mildren Design
Group, P.C. for the design and construction coordination for the Ambulance addition to the
Fire Department. A verbal and visual presentation will be made at the meeting.

BACKGROUND: As part of the agreement with Sisters of Providence of Oregon (SPO) the
City received approximately $120,000 to use to build a facility to house the Ambulance and
provide quarters for the staff. A schematic has been drawn and the next step is to complete the
drawings necessary to complete the project. This will require an Architect/Engineering firm.

The scope of work will include:

1. Develop the design prepared by NFD team and prepare preliminary plans. Including
site plan, floor plans, and elevations.

2. Prepare and provide plans for review by City's Community Development
Department.

3. Structural Engineering review.
4. Mechanical, Plumbing, and Electrical Engineering performance specification.

5. Development of Constuction Documents for bidding and review of bids as requested
by City.

6. Construction administration as requested including shop drawing and submittal
review, two site visits, review of substantial completion, final punch list, and review for final
completion.
The City sought proposals from small to medium sized firms and received five (5) proposals to
provide Architectural/Engineering Services for this small project. Based on an initial review
of the proposals including: the estimated cost; interest in the project; work history with other
cities; two (2) finalists were interviewed by the City Manager and Fire Chief Michael
Sherman. The two firms were Barantine, Bates, Lee A.I.A. and, Mildren Design Group, P.C.
both of Lake Oswego. A comparison of the two proposals are as follows:

Mildren Design GroupBarantine, Ttotesr Lee A .I. A .Evaluation Factor

18 2Age of Firm

Experience of Principals Even Even

Excellent (1)ExcellentReferences

1



Evaluation Factor Barantinef Batesr Lee A.T. A Mildren Design Group

Prior Experience on
Similiar Facilities Extensive Less Extensive

Customer Service Philosophy Good Good

Local Familiarity Fair Excellent

$14,000 (2)$19,700Estimated Price

1. The City Manager of McMinnville indicated that there were some problems with the group
regarding timely response. The firm representative when confronted indicated that it was due
to a subcontractor for the Mechanical and that the firm is no longer working with that
subcontractor. Assurances were most emphatic that it would not happen on this job.

2. The estimated price for both proposals is a 'not to exceed' type of number. Mildren Design
Group indicated that they were comfortable with the not to exceed number.

Based on the comparability of the qualifications and experience, the major factor between the
two proposals is price. The Fire Chief was comfortable with either proposal. Finally, this is a
fairly simple project and the City should seek to limit the costs.

FISCAL IMPACT: The Ambulance Fund has $120,000 budgeted for this facility. It is likely
that this facility will cost more than $120,000 and the City Manager will proposal financing
the balance through a lease purchase arrangement similar to the purchase of the police radio
system. Final costs will be known once the bids are received and this will define the City
Council's decision to finance or not.

PREPARED BY:
Duane Cole, City Manager
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October 28, 1994

Dear City Manager/Recorder:
Working together
for livable
Oregon
communities

Enclosed for your information are copies of the resolutions which have been
forwarded to the League office for consideration at the League's annual
conference, to be held November 19-21 at the Red Lion, Jantzen Beach, in
Portland.

Of the six enclosed resolutions, four were forwarded by action of the League's
Legislative Committee at its September 30th meeting in Salem. These include:
1) Urging Restraint in the Enactment of Tax Expenditures; 2) Local Decisions;
3) Encouraging Statewide Public Participation Before Boards, Commissions and
Committees; and 4) Health Care Reform.

League of Oregon Cities
Local Government

Center
1201 Court St. NE
Salem, OR 97301
P.O. Box 928
Salem, OR 97308
(503) 588-6550 or
1-800-452-0338
Fax: (503) 399-4863

The two other proposals were submitted prior to the October 19th deadline.
Accordingly, they will appear on the meeting agenda of the Resolutions
Committee on Sunday, November 20th. However, these two proposals will be
evaluated by the appropriate Standing Committee prior to the Resolutions
Committee meeting. The Clean Water Resolution, submitted by Springfield Mayor
Bill Morrisette, will be considered by both the Water/Wastewater Committee and
the Finance & Taxation Committee; the Draft Resolution to Amend the Initiative
Process, submitted by Elgin City Recorder/Administrator Joe Garlitz, will be
reviewed by the General Government Committee. It is possible that the Standing
Committee review of these resolutions may result in a presentation of amended
language to the Resolutions Committee.

OFFICERS
PRESIDENT

Charles Vars, Mayor
Corvallis

VICE-PRESIDENT
Marion Rossi, Mayor

Independence

TREASURER
Di Lyn Larsen-Hill,

Mayor, La Grande

PAST PRESIDENT
Mike Lindberg, Commiss.

Portland I ask that you distribute copies of the enclosed resolutions to your officials, so that
they may have an opportunity to discuss them prior to Sunday morning's
Resolutions Committee meeting and the Business Meeting which will be held
Monday morning.

DIRECTORS
Dick Culbertson, Mayor

Oakridge

Sue Engels, Mayor
Aurora

Larry Griffith,
Baker City

Larry Patterson, City Manager
Bend

Bill Peterson,City Manager
tsPass

Bill Riegel,Councilor
Salem

Marlyn Sc
Gold Beach

Alice Schlenker, Mayor
Lake Oswego

As always, we hope that you will attend Sunday's Resolutions Committee meeting.
This is your opportunity to observe and participate in the League's policy-making
process.

Gran

Thanks for your assistance!
hafer, Mayor

Sincerely,

Richard C. Townsend
Executive Director

EXECUTIVE
DIRECTOR

Richard C. Townsend

RCT:pf
Enclosures
F:\LOOCONFEREN\RESOL.LTR
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Urging Restraint in the Enactment of Tax Expenditures

WHEREAS, a tax expenditure is any special tax treatment, such as an exclusion, special
valuation, credit, a reduced tax rate or a deferral of tax liability; and

WHEREAS, the fiscal pressures on both state and local government, caused by the property tax
rate limitation, are sufficient to require a thorough evaluation of tax expenditures; and

WHEREAS, a recent study by the Office of Legislative Revenue indicates that 78% of the
statewide property tax value and 37% of Oregon’s reportable income are provided some form of
tax expenditure—significant amounts, even assuming that reasonable limits would lessen the
ability of the state to fully tax all sources; and

WHEREAS, the 1995 Legislature will engage in the review of tax expenditures which contain
sunset provisions as well as decide whether further tax expenditures should be adopted; and

WHEREAS, current fiscal pressures on local governments could be greatly complicated by the
passage of the new Ballot Measure 5, a constitutional amendment which would freeze existing
tax expenditures and reduce the flexibility to grant new ones on a temporary basis;

WHEREAS, legislative decisions to modify property tax expenditures cause losses in tax revenue
needed to provide critical local services or shift the tax burden to other taxpayers within each
community affected by such a decision;

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that legislators employ standards more stringent than
those used in the past to evaluate any proposed tax expenditure before its continuation or
enactment and consider ways to mitigate unusual affects on individual local governments.

Recommended by the LOC Legislative Committee, September 30, 1994



Local Decisions

WHEREAS, Oregon has a long and respected tradition of local decision-making by voters,
which was established early in the century as part of the Constitution; and

WHEREAS, this local decision-making process recognizes that many governmental decisions
should be considered and debated as close as possible to the people who would be directly
affected; and

WHEREAS, many local decisions require a balancing of interests unique to the character of
the community and within the parameters of authority which were granted by local voters
through local charters; and

WHEREAS, public review and discussion is complemented by the opportunity for the local
community to vote upon issues, where local interests favor such action, and is a reliable
control in the operation of local authority; and

WHEREAS, some local decisions may have valid statewide impacts, which should be
examined for their significance and relevance to state policy; and

WHEREAS, a respect for the decision-making responsibilities by various levels of
government and a governmental system that empowers local communities to assess and
remedy many of their own problems are integral to a successful pattern of governance;

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that local decisions affecting statewide interests
should be discussed in a cooperative and respectful atmosphere, where any issues of
compelling statewide interest can be thoroughly addressed; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that every effort should be taken to avoid the preemption or
limitation of local decision-making, which would compromise important local responsibilities
on the part of both voters and their chosen representative government.

-d--3£0£
Recommended by the LOC Legislative Committee, September 30, 1994



Encouraging Statewide Public Participation
Before Boards, Commissions and Committees

WHEREAS, the Oregon System places heavy reliance on community and citizen participation
to assist government bodies in making good decisions and to take into account the various
viewpoints of all Oregonians; and

WHEREAS, due to the location of the State Capitol and the preponderance of the population
in the Willamette Valley, most meetings do and will continue to occur in the Willamette
Valley; and

WHEREAS, many of the decisions facing state government have a profound effect on
communities east of the Cascades, in Southern Oregon, and on the coast; and

WHEREAS, participation by citizens residing in these areas often requires an entire day or
more devoted to traveling to the meeting location; and

WHEREAS, there has been a history of scheduling problems that sometimes cause citizens to
spend up to two days of their time in order to make a five minute presentation; and

WHEREAS, the League of Oregon Cities is concerned about enabling Oregonians to work
together to solve problems;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the League of Oregon Cities urges the
Governor, Legislative leadership, and state boards, commissions and agencies to enhance
community participation during their deliberations by:

Giving special preference to citizens traveling 100 miles or more from his or
her principal residence to attend proceedings by reserving testimony time at a
time that will allow a participant to make the trip in a single day if possible;

1.

Allowing some people to be given a time certain to testify;2.

Making reasonable efforts to assure there is some rotation of meeting locations,
including south of Salem and east of the Cascades;

3.

4. Allow and encourage testimony through telephonic and other electronic means
when practical; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that a copy of this Resolution shall be transmsitted to the
appropriate state officials.

Recommended by the LOC Legislative Committee, September 30, 1994



Health Care Reform

WHEREAS, during the last session of Congress, President Clinton’s and other’s proposals to
restructure the U.S. health care system have been intensely debated with little clear consensus
emerging; and

WHEREAS, health care reform will continue to be a key topic of Congressional and State
legislative deliberations as efforts to assure universal access to coverage are weighed against
the costs and means to pay for such guarantees; and

WHEREAS, health care reform is an enormously complex task that encompasses policy
decisions ranging from definitions of basic benefit plans to mechanisms to control overall
system costs, individual choice of health care providers and additional labor costs associated
with a potential employer mandate; and

WHEREAS, the State of Oregon is recognized as a national leader in health care reform and
is continuing its work on a strategy to achieve insurance coverage for all Oregonians that
takes into account the state’s own economic, demographic and financial circumstances; and

WHEREAS, the League of Oregon Cities has actively represented cities’ interests in shaping
state and federal health care reform decisions by explaining individual cities’ and LOC’s
insurance trust’s historical commitment to the provision of employee health benefits,
expressing concerns over increasing health care costs and describing approaches to better
manage them; and

WHEREAS, several of the national reform proposals encouraged consolidated health care
purchasing for all government employees as one of the mechanisms to lower costs of
expanded coverage for the uninsured who would participate in new insurance pools; and

WHEREAS, several of the national reform proposals did not provide parity between public
and private sector employers, a key example of which was preferential premium caps for the
private sector compared to government employers; and

WHEREAS, health insurance benefits and the attendant costs continue to be the subject of key
wage and compensation discussions within cities. This has led to shared commitments
between labor and management to look at health care cost containment strategies and benefit
plan alternatives, as well as implementation of health promotion programs and other measures
to control insurance premiums; and

WHEREAS, the League of Oregon Cities’ Employee Benefits Services Trust has a long
standing commitment to working with its members to provide affordable medical benefits
through its volume purchasing power, ongoing efforts to develop new cost control strategies
and support for wellness programs; and
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WHEREAS, several of the national reform proposals did not provide parity between public
and private sector employers, a key example of which was preferential premium caps for the
private sector compared to government employers; and

WHEREAS, health insurance benefits and the attendant costs continue to be the subject of key
wage and compensation discussions within cities. This has led to shared commitments
between labor and management to look at health care cost containment strategies and benefit
plan alternatives, as well as implementation of health promotion programs and other measures
to control insurance premiums; and

WHEREAS, the League of Oregon Cities’ Employee Benefits Services Trust has a long
standing commitment to working with its members to provide affordable medical benefits
through its volume purchasing power, ongoing efforts to develop new cost control strategies
and support for wellness programs; and



WHEREAS, the passage of 1991’s Ballot Measure 5 in Oregon, which set constitutional limits
on cities’ revenue, has heightened cities’ concern about how to balance fiscal resources
against program and personnel costs. These pressures will be exacerbated if further financial
limitations arc enacted as a result of the November 1994 elections. In the area of personnel
costs, health care benefits and the associated expenses are issues second only to salaries. A
primary factor in the control of these costs under an employer-based insurance system is the
joint accountability between labor and management to seek innovative approaches to insurance
benefit designs and to improve the understanding of appropriate use of the health care
services.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the League of Oregon Cities urges Congress
through its Congressional delegation to allow states the maximum flexibility to pursue health
care reform strategies so that states can adjust for their own economic, demographic and
financial conditions; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the League of Oregon Cities believes the advances in
joint labor and management work on health insurance benefit design and cost control should
not be overlooked in the design of any health care reform program. The League also believes
that cities should continue to have the flexibility to deal with employee health benefits in a
manner that reflects local conditions and preserves the mutual confidence and accountability
that exists between cities, their workforce and their communities’ residents; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that Congress fully consider the ramifications of an
approach to health care reform that assigns employers the primary financial responsibility
while significantly reducing their role in working with employees to address insurance cost
and wellness issues; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that any final reform proposal should provide comparable
treatment to municipal health coverage pools as provided for the most favorably treated
options provided to private sector multi-employer groups, and similar treatment should be
provided to cities that are self-insured, or otherwise, consistent with the treatment accorded
private sector employers in comparable circumstances; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the League opposes federal and state proposals that
would require all local government employees to be covered through state health purchasing
pools since such action would end the prerogative of larger cities to individually design and
manage their employee health benefit programs and eliminate the League’s Trust’s ability to
use its unique resources to help cities with affordable coverage; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the League of Oregon Cities recognizes the social
importance of assuring that citizens receive necessary health care services. The League is
committed to assist the further development of public policy that achieves this social objective
and will work with Oregon’s legislature and congressional delegation to achieve this end; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the League will continue to analyze state and national
health care reform plans to determine their impacts, on cities and represent cities’ views to
Oregon’s state and congressional delegation on the various reform elements as they evolve.

Recommended by the LOC. Legislative Committee, September 30, 1994
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CLEAN WATER ACT RESOLUTION

A resolution about keeping locally raised federal tax dollars at home to fund
projects mandated by the re-enactment cf the Clean Water Act.

Whereas, the Federal Water Pollution Control Act was landmark clean water
legislation, passed by Congress in 1972 over a Presidential veto; and

Whereas, today Congress prepares to reauthorize the legislation, now known as
the Clean Water Act; and

Whereas, public support for our national clean water program remains steadfast,
the rallying cry of "no unfunded mandates" has whipped up strong emotions
regarding the future direction of the program and who should pay; and

Whereas, the a 1993 national survey by the Association of Metropolitan Sewerage
Agencies report the 1993-1998 capital needs of $32,4 billion and of that amount
only $2.3 billion, or 7.9V of the total is expected to be financed by federal
assistance; and

Whereas, currently, local governments, through rates and taxes, carry 84% or
more of capital burden - in addition to 100% of the sharply increasing
operations, maintenance and replacement cost; and

Whereas, rehabilitation costs reflect a growing emphasis on the repair and
replacement of existing treatment systems, many of which were built in the
early years of the Clean Water Act; and

Whereas, as new technologies are applied to meet more stringent requirements
the costs will double every eight years, with increases between 9% and 11% per
year; and

Whereas, Annual household user fees are now doubling every six years and are
projected to rise at an even greater rate in the future due to increased local
funding of capital projects, increased operation and maintenance costs
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associated with higher levels of treatment and newly mandated environmental
programs; and

Whereas, the issue of increased user fees heightens political pressures as rate
increases impact the user, especially those on fixed or limited incomes.

Therefore, let it be resolved, that in the context of ongoing efforts to
reauthorize the Clean Water Act, we must focus our energy on two critical
goals:

A national program of comprehensive watershed management should be enacted
with a strong federal commitment to clean water funding because addressing
water quality through watershed management will ultimately result in
considerable cost savings to local government and enhanced ability to
protect and improve the environment.

1.

A national policy should be enacted to allow locally raised federal tax
dollars to remain in and be used by local taxing jurisdictions which are
mandated to meet federal clean water standards.

2.
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CITY OF ELGIN
P.O. BOX 1 28

ELGIN, OREGON 97827
PHONE ( 503) 437-2253

September 30, 1994

Phi 11 ip Fell
League of Oregon Cities
P.O. Box 928
Salem, OR 97308

Dear Phi 1 ,

Enclosed is a draft of a resolution that I feel should be
The draft is not to beconsidered by the League in November ,

considered as is, but is presented for discussion and formulation
of a proper resolution.

I feel that the League must take a position on this issue.
Protection of the Constitution from willy -nilly initiatives that
sound "good" to the voters while making the Constitution
internally inconsistent or worse, is of primary importance for ail
governmental jurisdictions and the people they serve,

of an amendment like measure 20 should be enough to convince even
the most skeptical of this need.

The threat

I please let me know if I may assist you further in bringing this
before the LOC, thanks.

Joe
Recorder/Administrator
pc. Di Lyn Larsen-Hill
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DRAFT RESOLUTION TO AMEND THE INITIATIVE PROCESS

Whereas, The State of Oregon Constitution can be amended by an
initiative passed by a simple majority of 50%+ of the voters; and,

Whereas the November 1994 ballot has 12 initiatives that would
amend the Constitution; and ,

Whereas, Amendments to the Constitution through the initiative
process are drafted without public or governmental review and are
thus frequently inadequately formulated; and,

Whereas, It is imperative that the Constitution, as the foundation
of the State's laws, be protected to secure a self consistent,
fair and workable basis of governance;

Now therefore be it resolved ;

The League of Oregon Cities strongly urges the legislative
assembly to pass a bill that would amend the initiative process
giving due protection to the Constitution.

Some possible remedies for consideration: a) require any
initiative that amends the constitution to be passed by 50+% of
the voters in all counties ; or b) passed by a 60% majority vote in
at least 2/3 of the counties; or c) passed by a 75% majority of
the state-wide vote.

A different approach for consideration is to require an initiative
that would amend the constitution to be filed at least one year
prior to the election and to require hearings throughout the State
on the implications of the proposed amendment before a final draft
of the initiative is submitted to the Secretary of State.
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City Manager
(503) 538-9421
City Attorney
(503) 537-120

414 E. First St.
Newberg, Oregon 97132

City FAX
(503) 538-5393PROCLAMATION8

A PROCLAMATION OF THE CITY OF NEWBERG, OREGON HONORING ED
OPITZ FOR HIS DEDICATION TO THE NEWBERG COMMUNITY THROUGH
HIS SERVICE AS A MEMBER OF THE NEWBERG AMBULANCE CREW.

WHEREAS, (B/iitx Acts been,afaitAifdmender oftAe ddfddery QdAmdutance f^reu* frffeenyears;and

WHEREAS, ^zdfSfiix.was Airedas am '^(£Af7&/'d&aramedic on fjame if, 4979;and

WHEREAS, ^sdABfitx was tAen Airedas tAe Cd&m&uAamce S&tfiartmemtBty&mayenin 4985;and

WHEREAS , •§</ (Bfitx. Aas Aeen a mender ofmany./inofessiomcdoryanixations andcommittees for many: yean
indudiny tAe (Breyon &*bate ^meryenoy ($P6edicaA ®ecAniciams Cd&ssociation, isfPast (Sender cf tAe tSBfatiomed

Odhsodatiomof^flneryenoy C$5edica/®ecAmicians and f^o-dBAounder of tAe <SdiortAuoest <dBre-(£dpo&/iitad <AfareJ Q^nc.;
and

WHEREAS, -§</(Bfi&s Aas Aeen invoAuedwitA many AocaAcommittees indudiny ’§lhce dBresidentof tAe f^Adudem
QAaAAey Qd&dSociatiom and an active mesnAer of many committees at tAe H^Brovidence ddfddery (Bdpoafiitcd
indudiny ^ym/doyee (AheAations <^,ommitteeJ 4§meryenoy BAiooom'Committee,®rauma ommittee, cAairimy tAe Soya
Qdbdvisory <^§,ommittee andmany more/ and

WHEREAS, ^yd(BfitxAas maintainedmany certifications andAasAeenan instructor ofmany cAasses tauyAittArouyA
tAe C&dposfiitaAandAuis representedtAe dftpos/utaAas am instructor for tAe institutefr‘ffontinuiny Education ofdftpeaAtA
§are td&rofessionaAs.

NOV7, THEREFORE, tAe cBî ayor and <^ity’loanedof tAe ^ f̂ity.of iSPYeudeny eafiresses its sincere a/ifrreciation,

amdAeartfeAttAanAs to -§</ (Bfitx for Ais years of dedication to tAte ^Yeudery community tAroyyA Ais various services to tAe
citixens of tAe S^ity of <B̂ feudery. c-' \

DATED tAis7tA day of ABfovemAer, 499tf .
Sbonna isf&roctor - Cffi&zyor

Building:
Library: 538-7323

537-1240 • Community Development: 537-1210 • Finance: 537- 1201 • Fire: 538-7441
• Municipal Court: 537- 1203 • Police: 538-8321 • Public Works: 537-1214 • Utilities: 537- 1205

“Working Together For A Better Community-Serious About Service”
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Date Submitted: October 21, 1994 Motion
Resolution
Ordinance
Information

Date Action Requested: November 7, 1994

Subject: Rules for Use of the Library

Recommendation: Adopt the document "Rules for Use of the Library"

Background: Library staff determined a need for posted guidelines regarding behavior for
users of the Library. While serious violations of laws will be covered through
normal city and state ordinances and laws, some behaviorial situations are not
covered. Situations such as teenagers playing in the elevator, children being
left alone in the library, walkmans being turned up to loud, and other
disturbances will be dealt with at a staff level. It would be very helpful to staff
to have rules posted, to respond to those who question why they can't bring
their pet snake inside or leave their three year old alone in die children’s room.
The rules were adapted from those posted at the Salem Public Library. They
were adopted by the Newberg Library Board at their meeting on October 18,
1994

Fiscal Impact: None

Strategic Impact: These rules endeavor to provide all users of the Library with a safe and pleasant
environment in which to work, read, and select materials. These guidelines
would be posted near the elevators on both levels and in other areas as
determined by staff.

Duane Cole, City Manager
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RULES FOR USE OF THE LIBRARY

While in the Library, please do...
•ask for help when you need it

•let us know if the library does not have the book or service you want

•wear footgear and shirts

•enjoy your time here

Please do not...So that everyone may have a safe and enjoyable experience,

•smoke

•sleep or loiter

•eat or drink beverages

•bring pets into the library

•be under the influence of or consume alcohol or illegal substances

•leave children 10 years old and under unattended

•bring into the library anything which creates an obstacle or takes up seating, including bicycles,
skateboards, carts or large backpacks

•run

•talk or play audio equipment at a volume which distrubs others

•play with the elevator

•be disruptive, disorderly, or harass patrons and/or staff

•disturb others because of poor personal hygiene

•conduct surveys, or distribute printed material

•panhandle, or solicit for sales or charity

•destroy, deface, or abuse library property

In addition to the above, violation of any Federal or State statute or local ordinance will be regarded as a violation of library
rules. The City of Newberg reserves the right to cause to be ejected or refuse futher admission to those individuals who
violate library rules, create disorder, or engage in illegal activity. Violators are subject to arrest for Trespass under Section
5-9.34 of the Newberg Code. These sanctions are not exclusive and any other remedies available at law or equity to
obtain compliance with these rules will be pursued.

Adopted by City CouncilAdopted by Library Board October 18, 1994

13M yt
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION- ' J

Action: ResolutionOctober 14, 1994DATE SUBMITTED:

DATE ACTION REQUESTED: November 7, 1994

SUBJECT: Budget Resolution #2

The Finance Committee recommends transferring $22,500 to
cover the recently re-negotiated janitorial services contract.
RECOMMENDATION:

While developing the 1994-95 budget last spring, it became
apparent that the City was spending more on janitorial and facilities maintenance
services than it had when the city had a janitor and public works staff provide
miscellaneous maintenance needs. The staff took this opportunity to review the
responsibilities of the maintenance worker and the janitorial contract to
evaluate if there were alternative ways of providing the services.

BACKGROUND:

The janitorial contract has been reduced from five days to once a week service
for City Hall, Legal annex and Community Development and three times a week for
the Library. The treatments plants will provide their own cleaning. This has
resulted in an annual estimated savings of $20,000.
maintenance worker position became vacant and the staff
responsibilities and duties of this position.

At the same time, the
evaluated the

The transfer is necessary because not enough funds were budgeted to cover the
total cost of the janitorial contract as re-negotiated.
Fiscal Impact: The transfer will reduce the contingency account in the Central
Services Fund by $22,500 leaving a balance of $7,257.

/Kafthy T^i, Finance Director

\council.

3OT-X



f
I

RESOLUTION NO. 94- /gT?^
A RESOLUTION TRANSFERRING AND RE-APPROPRIATING FUNDS IN THE CENTRAL
SERVICES FUND

WHEREAS, the 1994-95 City Budget was adopted by Resolution No. 94-
1849 and No. 94-1853 adopted by the City Council on June 21, 1994; and

WHEREAS, the City has evaluated its janitorial services and funds need
to be transferred to cover the approved contract for services;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Newberg,
as follows:

Section 1. The following amounts, appropriated in Resolution No. 94-
1853 which was adopted on June 21, 1994, are transferred and re-
apppropriated as follows:

TOFROM

Central Services FundCentral Services Fund

$22,500Public Works$(22,500)Contingency

$22,500($22,500) Total TransferTotal Transfer

ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Newberg, Oregon, this 7th day of
November, 1994.

Duane R. Cole, City Recorder
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

DATE SUBMITTED: October 7, 1994 MOTION

DATE REQUESTED: November 7, 1994 JL RESOLUTION

ORDINANCE

INFORMATION

SUBTECT: Agreement to exchange Federal funds for State Highway
Monies for costs associated with all phases of the Main
St. reconstruction and preliminary engineering work for
the College Ave. (HWY 219) projects.

RECOMMENDATION: Authorize the City Manager to sign the attached agreement
between the State of Oregon and the City of Newberg.

BACKGROUND: The State of Oregon, through the Department of
Transportation, administers Federal Funds, the Intermodel
Service Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) for
improvements to roadways classified as arterials or major
collectors. In lieu of the City using the funds on arterials or
major collectors, the State has offered to exchange State
dollars for Federal dollars on the ratio of 94 State dollars for
100 Federal dollars. This allows the City to utilize these
funds for projects on any roadway utilizing State contract
procedures and not Federal contract procedures. Generally,
this will reduce the construction cost by 15-25%.

The attached agreement is to authorize the exchange of
$71,615 federal funds for $67,318 State funds. These funds
will be utilized for two specific projects:

Engineering for the Main Street extension project.
This improvement project is anticipated to be an Local
Improvement District and would include improving
Main St. from HWY 240 to Foothills Dr. The project
will provide a needed alternative route to HWY 219
and access to the new school facility and senior center
located on Foothills Dr.

1.

5JT-3 kp\
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2. Preliminary engineering for the improvement of
College Ave. (HWY 219). This project will allow the
City, in conjunction with ODOT, to identify the
existing right-of-way, location of improvements
(sidewalks, curbs and gutters etc.) and to develop a
preliminary plan for improvement of the right-of-way.
The project will also assist the City is assessing the
possibility of improving the right-of-way through the
use of a Local Improvement District, since many of the
properties along the highway have recorded waivers of
remonstrance. In addition, it is anticipated that
development will continue along the right-of-way and
it will be useful to have a completed design for the
roadway available.

COST: There are no costs associated with approving the agreement.

Greg Community Dev. Dir. Duane R. Cole, City Manager
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RESOLUTION 94- f%71

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO SIGN AN
AGREEMENT WITH THE STATE TO EXCHANGE FEDERAL FUNDS FOR
STATE FUNDS.

WHEREAS, the City has requested the State to exchange Federal funds for State
funds based on the following ratio; $94.00 State for $100.00 Federal; and

WHEREAS, the State has agreed to exchange $71,615 of Federal funds for $67,318
of State funds; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed this proposal at its November 7, 1994
meeting.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of
Newberg, Oregon, as follows, to wit:

The agreement prepared by the State entitled Miscellaneous Contracts and
Agreements No. 13,112 is hereby accepted and approved by the City
Council.

1.

2. The City Council authorized the City Manager to sign said agreement
subject to approval of the City Attorney as to the legal sufficiency of the
agreement.

ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Newberg, Oregon, this 7th day of
November, 1994.

Duane R. Cole, City Manager

'll



Approved: ODOT Staff
September 14, 1994

Miscellaneous Contracts & Agreements
No. 13,112

LOCAL jAQ'Ewcy

J-'LLND LXCJLSWQ'E JAQ'R'E'EMTNT

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into by and between the STATE OF OREGON, acting by
and through its Department of Transportation, hereinafter referred to as "State"; and the CITY of
NEWBERG, acting by and through their Elected Officials, hereinafter referred to as "Agency".

1. By the authority granted in ORS 366.770 and 366.775, State may enter into cooperative agreements
with counties and cities for the performance of work on certain types of improvement projects with the
allocation of costs on terms and conditions mutually agreeable to the contracting parties.

2. State and Agency have determined that it is advantageous to both parties and in the public's interest
to enter into this agreement.

3. Agency has submitted a completed and signed Part 1 of the Project Prospectus outlining the
schedule and costs associated with all phases of the MAIN STREET RECONSTRUCTION and
PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING WORK on COLLEGE AVENUE (HWY 219), hereinafter referred
to as "project".

4. To assist in funding the project, Agency has requested State to exchange Federal funds which have
been allocated to Agency, for State funds based on the following ratio:

$94 State for $100 Federal

Based on this ratio, Agency wishes to trade $71,615 Federal funds for $67,318 State funds.

5. State has reviewed Agency's prospectus, considered Agency's request for the fund exchange, and has
determined that Agency's project is eligible for the exchange funds.

6. The parties hereto agree that the exchange is subject to the following conditions:

A. The federal funds transferred to State may be used by State at its discretion.

B. State dollars transferred to Agency must be used for the above-named project. This fund
exchange is to provide funding for specific roadway projects, and is not intended for maintenance.

HE-3



City of Newberg Fund Exchange
Contract # 13, 112

C. State funds may be used for all phases of the project, including preliminary engineering, right-of-
way, utility relocations, and construction. Said use shall be consistent with the Oregon Constitution and
statutes (Section 3a of Article IX Oregon Constitution). Agency shall be responsible for accounting for
expenditure of State funds.

D. This fund exchange shall be on a reimbursement basis, with State funds limited to the maximum
amount shown on page 1. All costs incurred in excess of the fund exchange amount will be the sole
responsibility of Agency.

E. State certifies at the time this contract is written that sufficient funds are available and
authorized for expenditure to finance costs of this contract within State's current appropriation or
limitation. Funds available for reimbursement on, or after, July 1, 1993, are contingent upon the
legislatively-approved budget of State.

F. Agency shall be responsible for all costs and expenses related to its employment of individuals to
perform the work under this agreement, including but not limited to PERS contributions, workers'
compensation, unemployment taxes, and State and Federal income tax withholding.

G. Agency agrees to comply with all applicable State, Federal and local laws, rules, regulations and
ordinances, including but not limited to those pertaining to Civil Rights.

H. Agency or its consultant shall conduct the necessary preliminary engineering and design work
required to produce final plans, specifications and cost estimates; purchase all necessary rights of way in
accordance with current State and Federal laws and regulations; obtain all required permits; be
responsible for all utility relocations; advertise for bid proposals; award all contracts; perform all
construction engineering and make all contractor payments required to complete the project.

I. Agency shall submit a copy of the project plans and specifications to State for review two weeks
prior to advertisement for construction bid proposals. State shall notify Agency of any changes or
modifications it deems necessary prior to advertisement. Failure to suggest changes shall in no way
constitute State approval of the plans and specifications.

Agency shall compile accurate cost accounting records. Agency shall bill State, in a form
acceptable to State, no more than once a month, for costs incurred on the project. State will reimburse
Agency at 94% of the billing amount, not to exceed $67,318 . The cost records and accounts
pertaining to the work covered by this agreement shall be retained for inspection by representatives of
State for a period of three (3) years following final payment. Copies shall be made available upon
request.

J.

Agency shall, upon completion of project, maintain and operate the project at its own cost andK.
expense.
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City of Newberg Fund Exchange
Contract # 13,112

L. The contractor, its subcontractors, it any, and all employers working under this agreement are
subject employers under the Oregon Workers Compensation Law and shall comply with ORS 656.017,
which requires them to provide workers' compensation coverage for all their subject workers.

M. This contract shall be for two years, beginning on the date State's representative executes this
agreement, and terminating two calendar years later, on the same month and day, unless otherwise
extended or renewed by formal agreement of the parties.

N. This contract may be terminated by mutual consent of State and Agency or by either party upon
30 days' written notice, delivered by certified mail or in person.

State and Agency hereto agree that if any term or provision of this contract is declared by a
court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid, unenforceable, illegal or in conflict with any law, the
validity of the remaining terms and provisions shall not be affected, and the rights and obligations of the
parties shall be construed and enforced as if the contract did not contain the particular term or provision
held to be invalid.

O.

7. Agency shall authorize execution of this agreement during a duly authorized session of its City
Council.

The fund exchange program was approved by the Oregon Transportation Commission on July 21, 1992,
at which time the State Highway Engineer was authorized to sign the necessary agreements for and on
behalf of the Commission. By Subdelegation Order HWY-6, Paragraph 11, the State Highway
Engineer further delegated the signing authority to the Program Section Manager.

By delegated authority, the Program Section Manager approved this project on September 12,
1994.
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City of Newberg Fund Exchange
Contract Ml 3, 112

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have set their hands and affixed their seals as of the day
and year hereinafter written.

All agreement provisions were approved as to legal sufficiency on July 2, 1992, by Dale K. Hormann,
Assistant Attorney General.

STATE OF OREGON, by and through its
Department of Transportation

APPR0¥A^RECOMMENDED

XI . XJJJCALIBy

/ ByRegion Manager
Program Services Section Manager

Date
Date

APPROVED AS TO LEGAL SUFFICIENCY CITY of NEWBERG, by and through its
Elected Officials

By
Agency Counsel By

Date
By

Date

Agency Contact:
Greg Scoles
Community Development Director
414 E First Street
Newberg, OR 97132



REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

DATE SUBMITTED: October 7, 1994 MOTION

DATE REQUESTED: November 7, 1994 X RESOLUTION

ORDINANCE

INFORMATION

SUBIECT: Agreement to exchange Federal funds for State Highway
Monies for costs associated with all phases of the Main
St. reconstruction and preliminary engineering work for
the College Ave. (HWY 219) projects.

RECOMMENDATION: Authorize the City Manager to sign the attached agreement
between the State of Oregon and the City of Newberg.

BACKGROUND: The State of Oregon, through the Department of
Transportation, administers Federal Funds, the Intermodel
Service Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) for
improvements to roadways classified as arterials or major
collectors. In lieu of the City using the funds on arterials or
major collectors, the State has offered to exchange State
dollars for Federal dollars on the ratio of 94 State dollars for
100 Federal dollars. This allows the City to utilize these
funds for projects on any roadway utilizing State contract
procedures and not Federal contract procedures. Generally,
this will reduce the construction cost by 15-25%.

The attached agreement is to authorize the exchange of
$71,615 federal funds for $67,318 State funds. These funds
will be utilized for two specific projects:

Engineering for the Main Street extension project.
This improvement project is anticipated to be an Local
Improvement District and would include improving
Main St. from HWY 240 to Foothills Dr. The project
will provide a needed alternative route to HWY 219
and access to the new school facility and senior center
located on Foothills Dr.

1.
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2. Preliminary engineering for the improvement of
College Ave. (HWY 219). This project will allow the
City, in conjunction with ODOT, to identify the
existing right-of-way, location of improvements
(sidewalks, curbs and gutters etc.) and to develop a
preliminary plan for improvement of the right-of-way.
The project will also assist the City is assessing the
possibility of improving the right-of-way through the
use of a Local Improvement District, since many of the
properties along the highway have recorded waivers of
remonstrance. In addition, it is anticipated that
development will continue along the right-of-way and
it will be useful to have a completed design for the
roadway available.

COST: There are no costs associated with approving the agreement.

Greg Stfojps, Community Dev. Dir. Duane R. Cole, City Manager
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RESOLUTION 94- ($71

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO SIGN AN
AGREEMENT WITH THE STATE TO EXCHANGE FEDERAL FUNDS FOR
STATE FUNDS.

WHEREAS, the City has requested the State to exchange Federal funds for State
funds based on the following ratio; $94.00 State for $100.00 Federal; and

WHEREAS, the State has agreed to exchange $71,615 of Federal funds for $67,318
of State funds; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed this proposal at its November 7, 1994
meeting.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of
Newberg, Oregon, as follows, to wit:

The agreement prepared by the State entitled Miscellaneous Contracts and
Agreements No. 13,112 is hereby accepted and approved by the City
Council.

1.

The City Council authorized the City Manager to sign said agreement
subject to approval of the City Attorney as to the legal sufficiency of the
agreement.

2.

ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Newberg, Oregon, this 7th day of
November, 1994.

Duane R. Cole, City Manager

n\iso
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

DATE SUBMITTED: October 7, 1994 MOTION

DATE REQUESTED: November 7, 1994 X RESOLUTION

ORDINANCE

INFORMATION

SUBTECT: Agreement to exchange Federal funds for State Highway
Monies for costs associated with all phases of the Main
St. reconstruction and preliminary engineering work for
the College Ave. (HWY 219) projects.

RECOMMENDATION: Authorize the City Manager to sign the attached agreement
between the State of Oregon and the City of Newberg.

BACKGROUND: The State of Oregon, through the Department of
Transportation, administers Federal Funds, the Intermodel
Service Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) for
improvements to roadways classified as arterials or major
collectors. In lieu of the City using the funds on arterials or
major collectors, the State has offered to exchange State
dollars for Federal dollars on the ratio of 94 State dollars for
100 Federal dollars. This allows the City to utilize these
funds for projects on any roadway utilizing State contract
procedures and not Federal contract procedures. Generally,
this will reduce the construction cost by 15-25%.

The attached agreement is to authorize the exchange of
$71,615 federal funds for $67,318 State funds. These funds
will be utilized for two specific projects:

Engineering for the Main Street extension project.
This improvement project is anticipated to be an Local
Improvement District and would include improving
Main St. from HWY 240 to Foothills Dr. The project
will provide a needed alternative route to HWY 219
and access to the new school facility and senior center
located on Foothills Dr.

1.

yir-3 [0Q



• , ^

2 . Preliminary engineering for the improvement of
College Ave. (HWY 219). This project will allow the
City, in conjunction with ODOT, to identify the
existing right-of-way, location of improvements
(sidewalks, curbs and gutters etc.) and to develop a
preliminary plan for improvement of the right-of-way.
The project will also assist the City is assessing the
possibility of improving the right-of-way through the
use of a Local Improvement District, since many of the
properties along the highway have recorded waivers of
remonstrance. In addition, it is anticipated that
development will continue along the right-of-way and
it will be useful to have a completed design for the
roadway available.

COST: There are no costs associated with approving the agreement.

Greg SyoJ^s, Community Dev. Dir. Duane R. Cole, City Manager
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RESOLUTION 94- /£77

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO SIGN AN
AGREEMENT WITH THE STATE TO EXCHANGE FEDERAL FUNDS FOR
STATE FUNDS.

WHEREAS, the City has requested the State to exchange Federal funds for State
funds based on the following ratio; $94.00 State for $100.00 Federal; and

WHEREAS, the State has agreed to exchange $71,615 of Federal funds for $67,318
of State funds; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed this proposal at its November 7, 1994
meeting.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of
Newberg, Oregon, as follows, to wit:

The agreement prepared by the State entitled Miscellaneous Contracts and
Agreements No. 13,112 is hereby accepted and approved by the City
Council.

1 .

The City Council authorized the City Manager to sign said agreement
subject to approval of the City Attorney as to the legal sufficiency of the
agreement.

2.

ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Newberg, Oregon, this 7th day of
November, 1994.

Duane R. Cole, City Manager

n i
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

DATE SUBMITTED: October 7, 1994 MOTION

DATE REQUESTED: November 7, 1994 X RESOLUTION

ORDINANCE

INFORMATION

SUBTECT: Agreement to exchange Federal funds for State Highway
Monies for costs associated with all phases of the Main
St. reconstruction and preliminary engineering work for
the College Ave. (HWY 219) projects.

RECOMMENDATION: Authorize the City Manager to sign the attached agreement
between the State of Oregon and the City of Newberg.

The State of Oregon, through the Department of
Transportation, administers Federal Funds, the Intermodel
Service Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) for
improvements to roadways classified as arterials or major
collectors. In lieu of the City using the funds on arterials or
major collectors, the State has offered to exchange State
dollars for Federal dollars on the ratio of 94 State dollars for
100 Federal dollars. This allows the City to utilize these
funds for projects on any roadway utilizing State contract
procedures and not Federal contract procedures. Generally,
this will reduce the construction cost by 15-25%.

BACKGROUND:

The attached agreement is to authorize the exchange of
$71,615 federal funds for $67,318 State funds. These funds
will be utilized for two specific projects:

1. ’ Engineering for the Main Street extension project.
This improvement project is anticipated to be an Local
Improvement District and would include improving
Main St. from HWY 240 to Foothills Dr. The project
will provide a needed alternative route to HWY 219
and access to the new school facility and senior center
located on Foothills Dr.
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2 . Preliminary engineering for the improvement of
College Ave. (HWY 219). This project will allow the
City, in conjunction with ODOT, to identify the
existing right-of-way, location of improvements
(sidewalks, curbs and gutters etc.) and to develop a
preliminary plan for improvement of the right-of-way.
The project will also assist the City is assessing the
possibility of improving the right-of-way through the
use of a Local Improvement District, since many of the
properties along the highway have recorded waivers of
remonstrance. In addition, it is anticipated that
development will continue along the right-of-way and
it will be useful to have a completed design for the
roadway available.

COST: There are no costs associated with approving the agreement.

—
Greg Sao^s, Community Dev. Dir. Duane R. Cole, City Manager
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RESOLUTION 94- ($71

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO SIGN AN
AGREEMENT WITH THE STATE TO EXCHANGE FEDERAL FUNDS FOR
STATE FUNDS.

WHEREAS, the City has requested the State to exchange Federal funds for State
funds based on the following ratio; $94.00 State for $100.00 Federal; and

WHEREAS, the State has agreed to exchange $71,615 of Federal funds for $67,318
of State funds; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed this proposal at its November 7, 1994
meeting.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of
Newberg, Oregon, as follows, to wit:

The agreement prepared by the State entitled Miscellaneous Contracts and
Agreements No. 13,112 is hereby accepted and approved by the City
Council.

1.

2 . The City Council authorized the City Manager to sign said agreement
subject to approval of the City Attorney as to the legal sufficiency of the
agreement.

ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Newberg, Oregon, this 7th day of
November, 1994.

Duane R. Cole, City Manager

n\
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

DATE SUBMITTED: October 7, 1994 MOTION

DATE REQUESTED: November 7, 1994 X RESOLUTION

ORDINANCE

INFORMATION

SUBTECT: Agreement to exchange Federal funds for State Highway
Monies for costs associated with all phases of the Main
St. reconstruction and preliminary engineering work for
the College Ave. (HWY 219) projects.

RECOMMENDATION: Authorize the City Manager to sign the attached agreement
between the State of Oregon and the City of Newberg.

BACKGROUND: The State of Oregon, through the Department of
Transportation, administers Federal Funds, the Intermodel
Service Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) for
improvements to roadways classified as arterials or major
collectors. In lieu of the City using the funds on arterials or
major collectors, the State has offered to exchange State
dollars for Federal dollars on the ratio of 94 State dollars for
100 Federal dollars. This allows the City to utilize these
funds for projects on any roadway utilizing State contract
procedures and not Federal contract procedures. Generally,
this will reduce the construction cost by 15-25%.

The attached agreement is to authorize the exchange of
$71,615 federal funds for $67,318 State funds. These funds
will be utilized for two specific projects:

Engineering for the Main Street extension project.
This improvement project is anticipated to be an Local
Improvement District and would include improving
Main St. from HWY 240 to Foothills Dr. The project
will provide a needed alternative route to HWY 219
and access to the new school facility and senior center
located on Foothills Dr.

1.
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2 . Preliminary engineering for the improvement of
College Ave. (HWY 219). This project will allow the
City, in conjunction with ODOT, to identify the
existing right-of-way, location of improvements
(sidewalks, curbs and gutters etc.) and to develop a
preliminary plan for improvement of the right-of-way.
The project will also assist the City is assessing the
possibility of improving the right-of-way through the
use of a Local Improvement District, since many of the
properties along the highway have recorded waivers of
remonstrance. In addition, it is anticipated that
development will continue along the right-of-way and
it will be useful to have a completed design for the
roadway available.

COST: There are no costs associated with approving the agreement.

Greg Stfo^s, Community Dev. Dir. Duane R. Cole, City Manager
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RESOLUTION 94- /$>71

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO SIGN AN
AGREEMENT WITH THE STATE TO EXCHANGE FEDERAL FUNDS FOR
STATE FUNDS.

WHEREAS, the City has requested the State to exchange Federal funds for State
funds based on the following ratio; $94.00 State for $100.00 Federal; and

WHEREAS, the State has agreed to exchange $71,615 of Federal funds for $67,318
of State funds; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed this proposal at its November 7, 1994
meeting.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of
Newberg, Oregon, as follows, to wit:

The agreement prepared by the State entitled Miscellaneous Contracts and
Agreements No. 13,112 is hereby accepted and approved by the City
Council.

1.

The City Council authorized the City Manager to sign said agreement
subject to approval of the City Attorney as to the legal sufficiency of the
agreement.

2.

ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Newberg, Oregon, this 7th day of
November, 1994.

Duane R. Cole, City Manager

n\
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

DATE SUBMITTED: October 7, 1994 MOTION

DATE REQUESTED: November 7, 1994 X RESOLUTION

ORDINANCE

INFORMATION

SUBIECT: Agreement to exchange Federal funds for State Highway
Monies for costs associated with all phases of the Main
St. reconstruction and preliminary engineering work for
the College Ave. (HWY 219) projects.

RECOMMENDATION: Authorize the City Manager to sign the attached agreement
between the State of Oregon and the City of Newberg.

BACKGROUND: The State of Oregon, through the Department of
Transportation, administers Federal Funds, the Intermodel
Service Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) for
improvements to roadways classified as arterials or major
collectors. In lieu of the City using the funds on arterials or
major collectors, the State has offered to exchange State
dollars for Federal dollars on the ratio of 94 State dollars for
100 Federal dollars. This allows the City to utilize these
funds for projects on any roadway utilizing State contract
procedures and not Federal contract procedures. Generally,
this will reduce the construction cost by 15-25%.

The attached agreement is to authorize the exchange of
$71,615 federal funds for $67,318 State funds. These funds
will be utilized for two specific projects:

Engineering for the Main Street extension project.
This improvement project is anticipated to be an Local
Improvement District and would include improving
Main St. from HWY 240 to Foothills Dr. The project
will provide a needed alternative route to HWY 219
and access to the new school facility and senior center
located on Foothills Dr.

1 .
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2 . Preliminary engineering for the improvement of
College Ave. (HWY 219). This project will allow the
City, in conjunction with ODOT, to identify the
existing right-of-way, location of improvements
(sidewalks, curbs and gutters etc.) and to develop a
preliminary plan for improvement of the right-of-way.
The project will also assist the City is assessing the
possibility of improving the right-of-way through the
use of a Local Improvement District, since many of the
properties along the highway have recorded waivers of
remonstrance. In addition, it is anticipated that
development will continue along the right-of-way and
it will be useful to have a completed design for the
roadway available.

COST: There are no costs associated with approving the agreement.

Greg Community Dev. Dir. Duane R. Cole, City Manager
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RESOLUTION 94- /£77

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO SIGN AN
AGREEMENT WITH THE STATE TO EXCHANGE FEDERAL FUNDS FOR
STATE FUNDS.

WHEREAS, the City has requested the State to exchange Federal funds for State
funds based on the following ratio; $94.00 State for $100.00 Federal; and

WHEREAS, the State has agreed to exchange $71,615 of Federal funds for $67,318
of State funds; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed this proposal at its November 7, 1994
meeting.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of
Newberg, Oregon, as follows, to wit:

The agreement prepared by the State entitled Miscellaneous Contracts and
Agreements No. 13,112 is hereby accepted and approved by the City
Council.

1.

2. The City Council authorized the City Manager to sign said agreement
subject to approval of the City Attorney as to the legal sufficiency of the
agreement.

ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Newberg, Oregon, this 7th day of
November, 1994.

Duane R. Cole, City Manager
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NEWBERG VISITOR INFORMATION CENTER

1994-95

First Quarter Report
(July-August-September, 1994)

REVENUE

$ 5,000
2.098

City of Newberg
Newberg Chamber of Commerce

7.098

EXPENSES

Personnel
Dues
Equipment & Supplies
Printing & Advertising
Overhead/Utilities, etc.

5,352
0

529
27

1.190

7.098

\
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1994 Visitor Information Services

Newberg Visitor Information Center
1994 Visitor Information/Relocation/Communications Report
Comparison Between 1992, 1993 and 1994

Phone Calls, 1992-1994Mail Requests, 1992-1994
120060

£ 1000§ 5 0 to
is

?40 O 800a
o 600 |

400
Z 200

- 30
jj 20

|10
00

Month Month

| Phone, 92M Phone, 931Phone, 94]

1993 Total: 245
1994 Total to Date: 279

1992 Total: 2,764 1993 Total: 8,763
1994 Total to Date: 8134

1992 Total: 240

Visitors, 1992-1994 Relocation, 1992-1994
1600 80 CM

8,» 1400
|1200
5 1000
o 800
I 600

%
-8 60 .Eto

Q.

o 40
Jj o

400 20
Z 200 z

00
MonthMonth

|HRelocation, 93 M Relocation, 94 ]|BVisitor, 92^Visitor, 93 iiVisitor, 94]

1992 Total: 6,481 1993 Total: 8,833
1994 Total to Date: 8365

1992 No record 1993 Total: 425
1994 Total to Date: 455

Activity to Date: Mail requests are running 52% ahead of the same period last year.
Phone calls are up 31%. Visitors are up 14%. Relocation packets are up 37%.

Bill O'Connor, Information Center Manager

'll"2EM
From the Visitor Information Center, 115 North Washington, Newberg, OR 97132- Manager by the Newberg Area Chamber of Commerce



1994 Visitor Information Services

Newberg Visitor Information Center
1994 Visitor Information Area Service Record and Nine Month Report

Mail Telephone Visitors Messages Fax Rec'd Fax Sent Relocation Brochures
m in i— H wm 22 46 2796January

26944842 32668 449 2224February
March wm 51 980844m816 968m

3247 3126521746 181818April
4906m88ill m Iiim. 906May

31 144 7566611145 1261 20June 38
July

August
7968II11 mn1328 20m 1S§I II 8724471047"43 57401454 32 mm 6600—mSeptember

October
.late;.;.
December

1018m
0ll mII
0

50190HIHEii wmHM"Total; m

Visitor Activity By MonthTotal Activity By Month
1600
1400

3000
2500

12002000
1000

1500 800m1000 II 600
500 400

2000 OctoberJulyAprilJanuary 0

^Telephone glVisitors iHMessages
Fax Sent fHRelocation

@Mail
glFax Rec'd 11Visitors]

A Six week spot-check of telephone calls from April 15
to May 31 shows that calls are 80-85% visitor related, and
are 10-15% are other Chamber business.

Monthly Comparison
Total Activities by Month

The number of brochures distributed is an estimate based
on the awareness that the average visitor leaves the
Chamber with 6 or more pieces of literature. Some leave
with many more. The estimate is six times the number of
visitors each month.

January (8.24%)
February (8.60%)

March (12.19%)

September (8.60%J
August (15.41%)

W-April (6.45%)

May (7.89%)
July (19.00%)

June (13.62%)

From the Visitor Information Center, 115 North Washington, Newberg, OR 97132- Managed by the Newberg Area Chamber of Commerce



Visitor Information Center
First Quarter Report (July - September, 1994)

October 27, 1994Date:

To: The City Council
From: Bill O’Connor, Manager, Visitors Information Center
Re: Progress toward achievement of stated Visitors Center objectives

Objective 1. Operate, maintain and staff Visitor Information Center.

The Visitors Information Center has been open from 9:00 to 5:00 daily, Monday
through Friday, and was open seven days per week during the summer months. We
have adequately served more than 8,500 visitors (thru September) who have come
through our door since the first of the year.

Objective 2. Produce Visitor information materials.

This office has produced the following materials this quarter (nine items):

In-House Brochure: "Major Newberg Events and Attractions"
In-House Brochure: "Newberg Area R.V. Parks, Motels, Bed & Breakfasts"
In House Brochure: "Some Notes on Newberg History"
In-House Brochure: "Newberg Area Civic Clubs & Other Organizations"
In-House Brochure: "A Guide to Newberg Area Churches"
In-House Brochure: "Newberg/Dundee Area Antique & Collectible Shops"
In House Brochure: "Newberg Area Dining Guide"
Newberg Area Demographics Sheet
Newberg Community Profile Sheet

We are presently working on a brochure featuring "Meeting and Conference
Facilities in the Newberg Area."

Objective 3. Develop an economic development packet.

This packet is consists of the above community profile sheet, demographic sheet,
our full-color city brochure, and the Chamber’s business directory. A new business
directory is now in the early stages of preparation.

m- i



Objective 4. Improve the physical facilities of the Visitors Information Center.

(1) Additional literature racks have been installed, thus expanding our brochure
capacity by more than 100 pockets.

(2) An outdoor literature rack has been installed that contains 28 literature
pockets, and which makes our most popular brochures available after hours
and on weekends.

NOTE: We are frequently told by visitors that we have one of the most attractive
and well-stocked information areas in the state. This is borne out by personal visits
to many other Visitor Centers and Chambers across the state in a search for
literature we do not have.

Objective 5. Promote Newberg Outside of Yamhill County.

Our full-color city brochure is on display at the nine State Welcome Centers
(Astoria, Brookings, Klamath Falls, Lakeview, Ontario, Portland, Seaside, Siskiyou,
and Umatilla). In addition, brochures have been provided to the British
Columbia/Colona Chamber of Commerce, the Oregon Trail Interpretive Center,
the Oregon Tourism Division in Salem, and the state Capitol. We also provided
material for an Oregon promotional conference put on by the Portland Oregon
Visitors Association.

Objective 6. Install a community bulletin board.

A 3x4 foot bulletin board has been installed in the foyer of the Chamber, and
letters have been sent to all local agencies, civic clubs, schools, and other selected
groups to notify them of guidelines for posting. We have received information on
several programs which has been put on display as promised. In addition, we are
seeking to establish a community master calendar for programs and activities so
that organizations can avoid scheduling conflicts by making a single call to the
Chamber.

Objective 7. Gather and display historic and local material which will focus on the
highlights of Newberg.

We have all of the permanent plaques historically listing award recipients: Citizen
of the Year, Rotary Community Service Award, Kiwanis Outstanding Youth Award,
City Beautification Award, Chamber Retailer of the Year Award, Chamber
Volunteer Service Organization Award, and Chamber President’s Award for
Leadership. The Vintage Festival, Old Fashioned Festival, Oregon Wine Country,
and Newberg (1984) posters grace our walls and add color to the Visitors area.

Objective 8. Conduct visitor training workshops. (This was deleted from our final
agreement with the city, but we have done something toward it anyway.)

We participated with Janet Porter in the creation of a new video for the training
program "Put the Oh in Oregon" which will be used across the state.
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TQM Fall Seminar

"Empowering A
Community"

Q

m m
AS ,

Sponsored by
Newberg Area Chamber of Commerce

A-dec
Chehalem Park & Recreation

I:t
\’A

Thursday, November 10, 1994
A-dec

Building 6, Meeting and Training Room
9:00 — 11:30 a.m.
$5.00 per person

Agenda
"Customer Satisfaction"

Guest Speaker: R. Barry Crook, Budget and Quality Manager for Multnomah
County, former Quality Officer, City of Austin, Texas.

. 9:00 a.m. Welcome and Introduction
9:15 a.m. "Importance of Total Quality in the Community:

R. Barry Crook
9:55 a.m. Quality Award Programs - Jim Morrison
10:25 a.m. Refreshment Break
10:40 a.m. Customer Satisfaction

Group Exercise (How to Measure)
11:15 a.m. Assessment
11:30 a.m. Adjournment

Please R.S.V.P. to 538-2016
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MINUTES OF THE NEWBERG CITY COUNCIL

NOVEMBER 7, 1994

Council accepts comments on items during the meeting. Please fill out a blue card and identify the item you wish
to speak on and hand this in to the Mayor prior to the meeting. (The exception is formal land use hearings which
require a specific public hearing process. The agenda's items will be identified at the meeting.)

CITY OF NEWBERG
REVISED CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

NOVEMBER 7, 1994
7:30 P.M.

NEWBERG PUBLIC LIBRARY

CALL MEETING TO ORDERI.

Mayor Donna Proctor called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m.

ROLL CALLII.

Roger Currier (RC)
Donna McCain (DM)
T. Dan Wollam (TDW)
Don Wright (DW)

Roger Gano (RG)
Dave McMullen (Dmc)
Robert Weaver (RW)

VACANT: 1 Position (Adams)

STAFF PRESENT: Duane R. Cole, City Manager (DRC)
Terrence D. Mahr, City Attorney (TDM)
Robert Tardiff, Police Chief
Michael Sherman, Fire Chief
Katherine Tri, Finance Director
Peggy R. Hall, Assistant City Recorder

OTHERS
PRESENT: Steve Abel (attorney for Roger Grahn), Ci/ig/w WM

CONSENT CALENDAR:

Approve minutes from the October lo, 1994 Work Session and Regular
meeting.

III.

1.

2. Proclamation honoring Ed Opitz, EMS Coordinator.
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MOTION: to approve the consent calendar. (7 Yes/1 Vacant). Motion carried.

Children from Ewing Young School sang a song on Newberg Terriy Sands and
Stephanie Wiard second and third grade students. Been excited and enjoyed doing it.

Mayor proctor presented proclamation to Ed Opitz.

Considered a rate privilege to work in Newberg. Use Newberg as stepping stone to
somewhere else - 15 years later will make step - work in Woodburn. Feel through 15
years - ambualnce has responded to demands and needs of growing community - continue
to focus and maintain ideal quality and rapid service to a growing community -

RG/DMc to adopt consent calendar. Unanimous.

PUBLIC HEARING:IV.

Annexation/Zone Change for an 11.62 acre parcel within Urban Growth
Boundary.

1.

Points of Order and Discussion of Rules. (Removed at the
Request of Council member Wright.)

a.

Continued Public Hearing regarding the annexation/zone change
for an 11.62 acre parcel within the Urban Growth Boundary.
Change zoning from County AF-10 (Agricultural Forestry/10
acre minimum) to City R-l (Low Density Residential). Located
at 3617 N. Terrace Drive, Tax Lot No. 3207 AC-100.
Applicant: Roger Grahn-Nielsen Grahn, Inc.

b.

Ordinance 94-2387 annexing into the City of Newberg and withdrawing
from the Newberg Rural Fire Protection District together with a zone
change from a AF-10 zoning designation to a City R-l low density
residential zoning designation. The site is located at 3617 N. Terrace
Drive.

Mayor called for absentions, ex parte contacts, conflicts of interest -

DW - talked with people that are adjacent land owners. DP - former person that lived in area
- know quite a few people - no financial gain. RC - ex parte contact today with Dennis Fieger
- discussed what was going to happen and know status - share ideas if he could not make it -
he is presen t- no financial

RG- contact with neighbor in neighborhood - not affect vote.

DMNC- have been contacted by property owner in neighbrohood - purly circumstantial and
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will not affect judgment -

TDM - when declare ex parte contact - must define what conversations were held ,

so proponents and opponents can present evidence on this.

RC - concern on overpopulation in area - whether legally to address rules - Rule 10- could not
dictate verbatim did not have paperwork - just his voice was that overcrowding situation and
forced annexation of property owners in the area.

DW - contact dealth with suitablility with area annexed - procedures that have gone on
Reserves right for point of order later in the meeting.

RG - contact with Mrs. Baxter re: notification requirements for meetings.

Dmc- with Ms. Baxter - impact on traffic on N. College re: specific plan and annexation.

DP - talked with Mr. Hodges (propnents) discussed briefly development - Know Mr. Fieger
and Mrs. Baxter - has no bearing on decision.

Called for oejtions to jurisdiction -

Darla Baxter, 5708 N. Terrace Drive, in 1976 zone change with city once vote taken - could
not reapply for one year, go to LUBA or wait one year. - same ordinance today - this is illegal
- cannot consider it at this timme.

TDM - reviewing that objection - history - had meeting at the first of meeting - did not pass at
10/03/94 - 10/18/94 continued to re-hearing - application had not been denied.

DW - point of clarification - information

TDM - jurisdication matte r- brought to his attention that we have a public notice on this
matter - complied with the notice provisions in statute and 10/.22/94 - annexation ordinance
passed in 1980 - statute under which operate - consent of owners - provides for more notice -
have informaed applicaNT'S attorney - our notice did not comply with sttutory provisions.
Recommend that the CC listen to applicant's attorney - appears that our notice does not comly
with jurisdictional requirements - hear from applicant.

Steve Abel - 900 sW fifth Avenue, Portland, attorney for Applicant - notice obligation s- with
respect to annexations. TDM is correct - special notice obligation that is further reaching that
is provided in the City code. This was deficient - unfortunate that the land use matter itself -
utmost caution and opportunity to do hearing - continue matter - have the city send out notices
on the hearing - posting requirements - this is the proper forum for the decision -
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DW - notification - application - ask for the date of the final hearing - notify LCDC - 197.615
notice to LCDC as final date - 45 days after notice the first possible date you could approve -
supplemental notice - not an obligation - but would be good to do. 610. and 615. is pre-
notice.

TDM - We would have jurisdictional problems - have roblem to notify and public two
consecutive weeks and comply wit other statutes - the ordinance 1980 and 1985 was last time
ordinance was amended - not added requirements -

MOTION: DW/RG to continue to be able to bring before us under proper notice.

TDM - can have hearing after 45 days - cannot have hearing before 45 days. Planning
department should have sent them that notice with the

DW - LCDC thyat you have provided notice of pending action (at least 45 days for them to be
involved if they choose).

Abel - courtesy notice of actual hearing -

pubished two weeks prior to hearing - posted in ,
MOTION: RG/DM to amend to 12/05/94 -date certain into DW's original motion - RGr- no).

RG cLLED FOR question.

ROLL CALL ON AMEndment - Unanimous.
Mayor Proctor stated that she would not call upon anyone on the annexation, until the
12/05.94 meeting.,

MOTION: date certain 12/05/94
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS:V.
CONTINUED BUSINESS
NEW BUSINESS

VI.
VII.

Adoption of the Rules for Use of the Library.1.

MOTION: RG/TDW to adopt rules . Unanimous.

•ifigand re-appropriating-funds^mKeResolpthm No. 94-1871
"Central Services Fund.

MOTION: RG/DM - to adopt Resolution No. 94-1876.
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DRC - reengineered janitorial service - in house - budgeted as of Juy 1, 1994 - didn't get work
done until 10/01/94. DM state that this proposal came to finance committee and recommended
approval.

Unanimous.

3- Resolution No. 94-1877 Authorizing the City Manager to sign an
agreement with the State to exchange federal funds for state funds.

Main street reconstruction and Hwy. 219 project. DRC - exchange money - saves money for
city - plan to apply college street and number one priority - transportation plan - try to
improve right-of-way. School development critical - rebuild everything from gound up -
should be redone - figure out right-of-ways. Once done - request funds from state and get
project underway - needs to go through state improvement programs - hoep to get issue sooner
than 5 years.

RG - Mainstreet from Illiniois to Crestview is that City street? DRC said some is county road
- need to enter into exchange - right-of-way -

RG - to scholes - anyting from county for taking over - County to pay City to take off hands -

Scoles - capital imrpvoement program -

RG - section from Illinois to Columbia Drive - belong standards - has not been maintained -
take over county road - have county pay something -

DRC - willingness to participate - seek similar type arrangement - something we can do.

MOTION: RG/DW - Unanimous.

4. Appointment of Library Commission member Donna Reed.
(Information added to this packet.)

RW - very accompmplished educator - retired - asset to the library and people comning to

MOTION: RW/RG to approve - she has already served on committee, replace Clay
Poole -

Bob Tardiff - police chief - first part of the new crime bill - COPS Fast - get officiers out in
community quickly - quick grant process - evaluate request for officiers - other cities under
50,000 population - in February will let us know hwo many officers will be allowed - if not
granted as many on this round - can go get additional later - two processes -
1. Cops fast - under 50,000
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2. Cities over 50,000 with more detail - put officers on street very quickly.

DM - matching grant - city would have to come up with 25% -

Tardiff - 25% minimum by city - grant pays officer 25,000 per year.

RC - federal share decreases from year to eyar - will not be at that level

Tardiff - $75,000 for three year period.

MOTION: RG/TDW to adopt - unanimous.

Don Wright - make motion to re-hearing - meet for second meeting in November to 11/22/94
appoint council member -

DP - cm and other cc member will be out - closing date is 11/10/94 - 11/17/94

DW - withdraw motion to consider second meeting on 11/17/94

MOTION: DW/RC-

DM- not seen in graphic except bottom - discussion that it did appear in raphic, Ones not
chosen for election - others can

DW called for question.

RW - proper to ask - will be meeting - 7:00 p.m.

DP - special council meeting 6:00 on 11/17/94 - Unanimous.

REPORTS FROM OTHER AGENCIES AND CITY MANAGERVIII.

1. Report from City Manager regarding the EMS Facilities Status.
(ADDED)

DRC - need to get architect on line to design process . Improtant on management projec
t- locate ambulance near fire station. Transition period. RW what time lines were.
Have not talked detail to architect - hopefully completed by June-July 1, 1994, We
have 8 months to go. Sherman and Dale Mount look at modular units near fire station on
lot - for housing the ambulance team. Would be helpful to integrate service into fire
department. RC - doncitional use permit - will get notice right for council.

DRC - two bay facility - for ambulance - washer dryer facility - four bedrooms 7x10 -
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minium requirement for bedroom space - day room would be taken over by ambulance
crew - they go into intense situations and try and get along with people - difficult to be in
big meeting room - deal with emotion and situations. - With architect -shortfall with area
- not enough storage space - seems crazy to build facility without storage space - may be
other concerns that need to be addressed - functional as well as inexpensive. Make sure
new amublances fit - next step is issued construction plans and drawings - EPA issues in
construction package - ramps too steep - architect would be required for bid process - in
house - "not to exceed" but a time and cost basis, Slaff can help us with contractors, etc.
Action from council is authorized to negotiate a contract - get going and moving on the
project. Once plans are received - go back for authorization to bid - maybe in mid
decemeber - or first of January - beest to go in January.

DW - someone volunteeering professional time - DW may have someone to do it.

DM - concerns -

1. Plan that they do not have to back the apparatus through - similar that Tualatin vallye
has - pull equipemnt and drive through.

2. some concern that people are staying down there - their own little room - shower
faciltieis - DRC said that there are shower facilities - going through day room to go
showering.

Recommend people involved that they hve input -

DRC - participation from EMS staff - volunteers - existing fire staff - going back to full
staff committee - bigger concept -

DM - single occupant rooms - DRC said yes - DM - trouble with backing fire trucks in -

RC - lose parking as the structure right now -

DRC - action in December - get resolution from bond counsel to allow finance any or all
of this - we already have funds collected from Hospital - may not be enough - finance
balance -

MTOION: RW - RG to approve CM - unanimous.

DMC - how would exceed original amount we talked about -

DRC not sure - have not talked with contractor— Maybe 150,000 to 160,000
If Measure 12 passes (wage) - could affect wage

Dmc would like more firmer amount -
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DRC - more control over approval of bids - resolution allows legal ability to crecover
costs -

Scoles - nothing new

KT - wrapping audit report - on December 5th -

Sherman - Turkey carnival on 11th and 12th - big fund raiser for yeare - goes to Toy and
Joy for needy families at Christmas time - food and carnival events - bingo game -
appreciate involvement - reasonably priced.

DW - toys about dropping off -

Sherman - do toys after Christmas tree lights - After 27th of November -

Tardiff - putting carpet in upstairs in new remodeled area -

DW - new speed monitor displacyed in area - recorded range that we are getting -

Tardiff - radar trailer as deterent slows traffic - acurate survey of area - two tube units,

got readout on Crestview - what time of day majority of speeders are going through -

DW - people on college with signs -

Tardiff - speed survey - request low speed - have not done survey - did have trailer -
second place put it - very effective on slowing down cars.

Tardiff - recharge generator - every 3 days. Really popular -

DP - report was detailed - report available.

Leah - reout access - what information super highway is all about - ability to look at all
various things - election information - able to locate this - people to be patient - staff is
learning - dtabases in euorpe and throughout united states - ask at reference desk.

2. Information on Resolutions to be presented at the LOC Conference.
(ADDED)

DRC - new ot propcess - hotly debated at resolutions committee at Monday morning at league
convention. Oregon Municipal Quality Statement.

Quarterly report on Visitor Center Activities.3.

Ann Pasola - Exc. Direct of Newberg area chamer of commerce - visitor information center -
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Financial report - expenses for first quarter (j, a & s) $7,098. revenue came from City $5,000
and Chamber 2,098.00. ON budget - main item is personnel coered essessntially summer
montys and extra personnel on weekends -

RW - manhours -Ann - involves - 4-5 people - this reflects percentage on what She, donna dn
Bill spends.

Bar graph - specific informtion - spread sheet - mail received- 9 month report - first quarter
120 pieces received requesting information - increase 52% over last year - telephone - 3,152
calls received for 31% increase over previous year - visitors 3,882 for 14% increase -
relocation packets - 183 for a 37% increase. Cnanot tell why of increase - maybe because of
beuatifual summer - as wineries are building busines s- bringing more people into yamhill
conty -

specific objectives -

1. visitor information and staff operating and maintaining - up to date - received more than
8300 visitors -

2. producing visitor inforation materials - attractiions, lodging, civil clubs, churches,
antiques, etc., dining guides, putting demographic sheet and community profile as used in
economidic development packet.
3. Meeting and conference facility - would like one location.

3. Development of economic development - need to do as Chamber - working on that -

4. Include phusicial facoilities of center - put in new board - 100 of new pockets of literature -
have an outdoor literature rack for afterhours

We have had many visitors - how attractive and well stocked we are -

5. Promote newberg outside YC - by sending newberg brochure to 9 welcome centers
areound Oregon - sent to BD, Oregon trail interpretive center, tourim center, state capital and
tourist center in Portland.

6. Intall community bulletin board - first door on hancock street side - sent out letters to a
number of people - notifying that it exists - aailable for use.

Planning to extablish a community calendar for community to use -

7. Gather and display hisotirc and local material - permanent historic plaques that list award
recptiients - history from community porjects - posters representing Newberg and have old
Fasioned festival poster.

8. conduct visitor training workshop - not a rqueirement - particiapted (DM) in creation of
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new video "put in the O in Oregon".

Chamber is sponosring a customer service/customer satisfaction session - this Thursday - need
to be reminded that good customer service affects bottom line - know of anyine wishing to
attend - $5 charge to cover refreshments and costs

DW - community mural - what happened to it.

Ann - conjunction with clean-up day - $12,000 cost in which $1,000 was collected.

DP - under schools - open bible - does not list private schools -

Ann - it is an oversight -

DRC - will have meeting on 17th - will have to relocate -

MOTION: to adjourn RG/DW 8:40 p.m.

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE FLOOR:IX.
EXECUTIVE SESSION:X.
ADJOURNMENT TO NEXT MEETINGXI.

INDEX OF RESOLUTIONS OR ORDINANCES ON THIS AGENDA FOR ACTION:

RESOLUTIONS
1. Resolution No. 94-1876 transferring and re-appropriating funds in the Central Service
Fund.

2. Resolution No. 94-1877 authorizing the City Manager to sign an agreement with the State
to exchange federal funds for state funds.

ORDINANCES
4. Ordinance No. 94-2387 annexing into the City of Newberg and withdrawn from the
Newberg Rural Fire Protection District together with a zone change from a AF-10 zoning
designation to a City R-l low density residential zoning designation. The site is located at
3617 N. Terrace Drive.

\agendall .7
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To Whom It May Concern:

We, the residents of Foothills and Terrace Drive area would
appreciate it if the City Council would please take a closer look
at the annexation of the 11.62 acre parcel within the Urban Growth
Boundary located at 3617 N Terrace Drive.

This has been submitted for annexation to the City Council twice.

With all the new development (approximately 400+ houses) to the
East along with the Crater School property makes the traffic on
Foothills and College Streets very hazardous.

There is not a need for this annexation at this time,

development of this site will have the traffic coming out on Morris
and Jones Streets, then on Foothills and College which is our
neighborhood.

The

the seven Councilors who will decide on this annexation,You,
please think about this development if you were living in this

You, are the ones who. will make the final decision so pleasearea.
consider us, the residents who are living here.

If this goes through, the only people that will profit from the
site are the Developer
Property - 3 parties compared to the 60 residental homes that will
be greatly affected.

Real Estate Broker, and Owner of the/
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October 22, 1994

To Whom It May Concern:

We, the residents of Foothills and Terrace Drive area would
appreciate it if the City Council would please take a closer look
at the annexation of the 11.62 acre parcel within the Urban Growth
Boundary located at 3617 N Terrace Drive.

This has been submitted for annexation to the City Council twice.

With all the new development (approximately 400+ houses) to the
East along with the Crater School property makes the traffic on
Foothills and College Streets very hazardous.

There is not a need for this annexation at this time,

development of this site will have the traffic coming out on Morris
and Jones Streets, then on Foothills and College which is our
neighborhood.

The

the seven Councilors who will decide on this annexation,You,
please think about this development if you were living in this

You, are the ones who will make the final decision so pleasearea.
consider us, the residents who are living here.

If this goes through, the only people that will profit from the
site are the Developer, Real Estate Broker, and Owner of the
Property - 3 parties compared to the 60 residental homes that will
be greatly affected.

PLEASE LISTEN TO US!!!!
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October 22, 1994

To Whom It May Concern:

We, the residents of Foothills and Terrace Drive area would
appreciate it if the City Council would please take a closer look
at the annexation of the 11.62 acre parcel within the Urban Growth
Boundary located at 3617 N Terrace Drive.

This has been submitted for annexation to the City Council twice.

With all the new development (approximately 400+ houses) to the
East along with the Crater School property makes the traffic on
Foothills and College Streets very hazardous.

There is not a need for this annexation at this time,
development of this site will have the traffic coming out on Morris
and Jones Streets, then on Foothills and College which is our
neighborhood.

The

the seven Councilors who will decide on this annexation,You,
please think about this development if you were living in this

You, are the ones who will make the final decision so pleasearea.
consider us, the residents who are living here.

If this goes through, the only people that will profit from the
site are the Developer, Real Estate Broker, and Owner of the
Property - 3 parties compared to the 60 residental homes that will
be greatly affected.
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*‘ rTo Whorn Xt May Concern:'

We, the'.residents: of Foot.hi11s and Terrace Drive"*' area would,

appreciate. it if the City Council would, please take & closet look
at the annexation of the ii,'6.2 acre parcel within, the Urban Growth'
Boundary located at 36IX N Terrace Drive,

This has: been submitted for annexation to the City Council* twice' 1

' with ail-, the new de.yelopment (approximately 400+ houses) to the
East alpng’ with the, Crater School property makes the’ traffic on'
Foothills and 'College Streets very hazardous-.
There is not. a need, for this annexation' at this time -.-development of this 'site will, have the traffic, .coming out on Morris,

and Jones Streets, then on 'Foothi11s and College which is our
neighborhood. '

'Yon, the Seven. Councilors who 'will- decide on this annexation’;
'please' think about this development' if you were living in this
area. you,, ar'e- the ones, who Will make the final decision

, so please,

consider U:s,. the residents who are living here..

1-•

The '

:

If this goes through, th;e only people t-hat -Will profit from the
site are' the .Deveiopdr.'/I .Real.' .'Estate Broker, ‘'and Owner of the
Property - 3 'parties .compared to the 60: residenta"l homes that will ••• .
be greatly affected.
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«@teî sL'= •
* *--- - Wb whom'Tt Way Concern,:

5.

:KWe, .the resident's of EQo'thi.lls and Terra<3e- Derive area would ,apprecrate it .if- the City council would please take a closer look -at the annexat.ion of. the 11,12 acre., paroel within, the Urban GrowthBoundary lotated at 2$17 N Terrace. .Drive..
Thl.s has been snbmitted for .annexation: to the; City Council twice.
With all- the new development (.approximately 4)0*0* ho'hsesj' to the•East along' with, the Crater School property makes the traffic onFoothi1.1s and. College Streets very hazardous,.
There is not. a need for this- annexation at. thi:s t i m e T h edevelopment of this sit-e will have the t-raffic1.coming p.uf. Oh Morris1and Jones Streets,. then, on FoothiiIs and College' which is ourneighborhood,

ibid, the seven Cdoncilors who will decide Oh this annexation.*please think about this.' development' if you were living in thisarea,- ¥b:u', ar.e the, ones'' who w-ill make, the final decision so please,'consider' tr®,. the, residents who are living here,.
If this, goes through,, the only people that will, profit, from thes,ite' are the Developer.* Real Fs'fafe.e Broker, and Owner, of thePropett-y; - 3 parties compared to the. ®’ residentai homes that willbe greatly affeched..;
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> _ 0r- •

In - ly
£H_LS -

• • m e vea?:<7e-?#lfei' iL
"lirervAfywA-e Vr5^ axk V\ CA

Sfc •.’•
'3 : -. • ;V -

::.

w.,.1,-v
w ^nra-fi-^1To ' Aue. brp ~ 4bcl VA
6

•

y

Scoo-iS - .- ~tK 5 s bê e po5 *V po.^eS,
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•October 22, 1994'

% -It
.* -

To Whop It May Concern.:

We., the residerib's: of Foothills and Terrace Drive area would
appreciate it if the City Council would please take a closer look’ *,
at the annexation of the: 11,6-2 acre parcel within the Urban Growth
Boundary •located at: 3617:N Terrace Drive.

This has been submitted, for annexation to the City Council twice,.

-With, all the. new development (approximately •4:00+' houses.) to the - o J:
East, along with the Crater School property makes the traffic on-
Foothills and College Streets very hazardous'.

There, is- not a need for this annexation at this time;-.development of this site will have the. traf-fic coming out on Morris . .
and Jones Streets.,,, then on Foothills and College ’which is Our
.neighborhood.

You* the seven Councilors who will decide on this annexation:,
please think about this deyelppment if. you were living in this
area.. Y.OU > are- the- ones who will make the final decision so please
consider us,- ’the residents who are. living here.

Tf this goes’ through, the only people that will profit from: the.
site are the Developer, Real Estate Broker/ .and Owner of the
Rrop;e'rty - .3 parties' Compared t.o the 60 residental homes that will -
be greatly affected.,

PiiEhS'E LISTEN TO US!!!! -
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Council Mestltlgmrh - , ... .V.•,i October 22, 1994

To‘Whom It May Concern:

We£ the residents- of Foothills and Terrace Drive area would
appreciate it if the City Council would. please take' a e.loser look
at; the annexation of the 11..5:2 acre parcel Within the Urban Growth
Boundary located; at 3617 N Terrace Drive.

•This has been submitted for annexation to the City Council twice.

With all the new development {approximately 400.+ houses) to the
•East along with the Crater School property makes the ttaffic on
Foothills and College Streets very hazardous..

There is not a need for' this annexation at this time.,
development of this site will have the traffic coming out on Morris
and Jones Streets > then on Foothills and. College which is our
neighborhood.

Ifou, the seven 'Councilors, who will decide oil thi annexation,
please think about this development if you were living in this
a'r.ea.. You,* are the ones' who will make the final decision so please
consider us> the residents who are living here.
If this goes through* the only people1 that will profit from the .
site are the Developer, Real Estate- Broker, and Owner of the '

Property - 3 parties compared to the 60 residental homes that will
be greatly affected.,

/PLEASE LISTEN TO US!i!1.
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October 2-2, 1-994
i.

i --$' To whom it -May CoWerh;:

f>.• We,, the residents of; Foothills and Terrace Drive area would. ,'•appreciate it if the City GbUncJl -would please take a closer look ". -*wat the annexation of the 11,.6:2 acre parcel within the Urban Growth %Boundary located at- 3:6.17 N Terrace Drive.._ Thi.sr has been submitted for annexation to the City Council twice.'

With, ail the new •.development (approximately '400+ houses) to the:East aloftg with the Grater School property makes' the traffic onFoothills and College Streets Very hazardous;.
.y^There is not a need for this annexation, at this time.- The' . '>;• . development: of this: site will have, the; traff-io Coming out on Morris• and Irenes: Streets.,, .then, on Foothills and College which is1 our:neighborhood. •

5foUi, the. seven Councilors .Who will decide on this annexation;.,,-please think 'about this development 'if you were living in thisarea; ¥bUv, are. the ones who Will make the final decision so please•consider nsr the residents; Who- are living here.
V .

J'

W this goes through., the only people that will profit frdm .the.,rSite are the Developer,- Real Estate Broker, and Owner Of the*'. ,<• Property - 3 parties compared to the -60. residentat homes, that will' be greatly affected. • ‘
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October 22, 1994

r
. To Whom It May Concern:

• We..,: the residents: of Foothills. and Terrace Drive. area weald
appte'Ciate it if the City Council would please take a closer look
at the: annexation Of the 11.62 acre parcel, within the Urban Growth
Boundary located at 3617 N Terrace Drive. •

This has been, submitted for annexation to the City Council twice..
’

-
• * *

With all the new development, ('approximately 400+ houses) to’ the
East along w.i.th the Crater School property makes the traffic on . . .
Foothills .and College Street's very hazardous,.

There is not' a need for- this' annexation at this time;,.- The
development of this site will have the traffic coming out on Morris
and ’Jones Streets, then on .Foothills and College which is: our
neighborhood.

you., the seven Councilors who 'will decide on this annexation.,
please think about this development': if you were living in this
area., You, are. the Ones who Will, make the final, decision so please

. consider us, the residents who are living here.

If this goes through, the only people that will profit from the
site .are the Developer, Real Estate Broker, and Owner of the

. Property - 3 parties compared to the 6.D residental homes that will .

be greatly affected. )

PrLEASE LISTEN TO US!!,U ' ‘
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ORDINANCE/RESOLUTION ROLL CALL

NEWBERG CITY COUNCIL MEETINGCOMMITTEE s

MEETING DATE:

Ord/Res" No. Ord/Res No.Ord/Res No.Council Member

Yes/NoYes/No Yes/No

.ADAMS-;—Cordrfme
CURRIER, Roger

GANO, Roger

McMULLEN, Dave

1/.McCAIN, Donna

-PROCTOR-;—Donna
WOLLAM, T. Dan

WEAVER, Robert

WRIGHT, Don

YesYesTotal Yes
No NoNo

fvSubmitted By:

Please complete an attendance sheet for all meetings
involving City Council members and return to the Legal Department.
If the regularly scheduled meeting is canceled for any reason, it
should be noted on an attendance sheet and sent to the Legal
Department.

NOTE:

Original minutes, signed by the secretary or chairman, should be
prepared and sent to the Legal Department for filing as the
official record of the meeting.

Forms\ORDRES.Vote
06/06/94
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