
CORVfiLIS 
CITY COUNCIL, AGENDA 

May 18,2009 
12:00 pm and 7:00 pm 

Downtown Fire Station 
400 W Harrison Boulevard 

[The amount of time allotted for agenda i tem are an estimate only (i.e., items 
under consideration may take shorter or longer than the time indicated). The 
timing of the agenda items may be subject to change. If you are interested in 
a particular agenda item, you are encouraged to arrive early.] 

COUNCIL, ACTION 

PLEDGE OF AlLLE 

II. CONSENT AGENDA [3 minutes] [approval] 

The following items are considered to be routine and will be enacted by one motion. There will 
be no separate discussion of these items unless a Council member (or a citizen through a Council 
member) so requests, in which case the item will be removed from the Consent Agenda and 
considered separately. If any item involves a potential conflict of interest, Council members . 

should so note before adoption of the Consent Agenda. 

A. Reading of Minutes 
1. City Council Meeting - May 4,2009 
2. For Information and Filing (Draft minutes may return if changes are inade by the 

Board or Commission) 
a. Citizens Advisory Commission on Transit - April 8,2009 
b. Committee for Citizen Involvement - April 2,2009 
c. Corvallis-Benton County Public Library Board - April 1,2009 
d. Downtown Commission - April 8,2009 
e. Historic Resources Commission - April 14 and 28,2009 
f. Housing and Community Development Commission - April 15 and 

May 6,2009 
bo. Planning Commission - April 1,2009 
h. Willamette Criminal Justice Council -February 18 and March 18,2009 

B. Announcement of Vacancies on Boards and Commissions (Bicycle and Pedestrian 
Advisory Commission - Schubert; Watershed Management Advisory Commission - 
Cramer) 
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C. Schedule a public hearing for June 1,2009, to consider State Revenue Sharing Funds for 
Fiscal Year 2009-20 10 

D. Schedule a public hearing for June 1,2009, to consider a Fiscal Year 2009-2010 budget 

E. Approval of an application for a "Full On-Premises Sales" liquor license for Scott 
Yarrow, OwnerManager of J & J Bowling, LLC, dba Highland Bowl, 2123 NW Ninth 
Street (Change of Ownership) 

F. Approval of an application for a "Winery" liquor license for Kenneth Magee, 
OwnerManager of Belle Vallee Cellars, LLC, dba Belle Vallee Cellars, 
15 1 NW Monroe Avenue, Suite 107 (New Outlet) 

G. Schedule an Executive Session following the regular noon meeting under 
ORS 192.660(2)(d) (status of labor negotiations) 

III. ITEMS REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA 

lV. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

A. City Legislative Committee - May 13,2009 [5 minutes] [approval] 

B. City Council sustainability action items [30 minutes] [approval] (evening meeting) 

V. MAYOR, COUNCIL, AND STAFF REPORTS 

A. Mayor's Reports [5 minutes] 
1. Proclamation of Public Works Week - May 17-23,2009 
2. Proclamation of Get There Another Way Week - May 18-22,2009 

B. Council Reports [15 minutes] 

C. Staff Reports [I0 minutes] 

1. City Manager's Report - April 2009 

VI. VISITORS' PROPOSITIONS - 7:00 pm (Note that Visitors' Propositions will continue 
following any scheduledpublic hearings, ifnecessary and ifany are scheduled) 
[30 minutes] [citizen input] 

A. Heather Bennett - Associated Students of Oregon State University 

B. Sustainability action items 
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VII. PUBLIC IEE GS - 7:30 pm 

A. A public hearing to consider an appeal of a Historic Resources Commission decision 
(HPP09-00005 - Linus Pauling Science Center) 

ITTEE REPORTS, OWINANCES, RESOLUTIONS, 
MOTIONS 

A. Human Services Cormnittee - May 5,2009 [5 minutes] 

1. Liquor License Annual Renewals [approval] 

B. Administrative Services Committee - May 6,2009 [5 minutes] 

1. Solid Waste Management Ordinance Amendment [approval] 
ACTION: An ordinance relating to solid waste management, amending 

Ordinance 2008-15, as amended, to be read by the City 
Attorney 

2. Economic Development Allocations Orientation [information] 

C. Urban Services Committee - May 7,2009 [ lo  minutes] 

1. Sidewalk Cafk Regulations [information] 
2. Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant Program [information] 

D. Other Related Matters 

1. An ordinance relating to pedicabs, and creating new Cowallis Municipal Code 
Chapters 6.17, "Pedicab Stands"; 8.03, "Pedicab Fees''; and 8.12, "Pedicab 
License and Registration, " to be read by the City Attorney 
110 minutes] [approval] 

2. A resolution nccepting a Certzj?ed Local Government grant from the State 
Historic Preservation Office for ongoing historic program activities ($1 5,000) 
and authorizing the City Manager to sign grant agreements, to be read by the 
City Attorney [5 minutes] [approval] 

3. A resolution accepting and appropriating the bond proceeds from the May 12, 
2009, General Obligation Bond Refunding sale, to be read by the City 
Attorney [5 minutes] [approval] 
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X. NEWBUSINESS 

A. Urban Forest Management Plan (Steve Duh, Conservation Technix) 
[ 15 minutes] [information] (immediately after Consent Agenda) 

B. Support letter for State energy grant [5 minutes] [approval] 

C. Memorandum of Understanding - City of Corvallis and Bioalgene, Inc. 
[5 minutes] [approval] 

XI. ADJOURNMENT 

For the hearing impaired, a sign language interpreter can be provided with 48 hours' notice prior to the 
meeting. Please call 766-6901 or TTYITDD telephone 766-6477 to arrange for such service. 

A LARGE PRINT AGENDA CAN BE AVAILABLE BY CmLING 766-6901 

A Community That Honors Diversity 
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LIS 
ENHANCING COMMUNIW LIVABILITY 

C I T Y  O F  C O R V A L L I S  

A C T I V I T Y  C A L E N D A R  

MAY 18 - 30,2009 

MONDAY, MAY 18 

c City Council - 12:OO pm and 7:00 pm - Downtown Fire Station, 400 NW Harrison 
Boulevard 

TUESDAY. MAY 19 

c Human Services Committee - 12:OO pm - Madison Avenue Meeting Room, 
500 SW Madison Avenue 

b Ward 5 Meeting (Councilor Mike Beilstein) - 7:00 pm - United Pentecostal 
Church, 444 NW 15th Street (City Sponsored) 

WEDNESDAY. MAY 20 

c Housing and Community Development Commission - 12:OO pm - Madison 
Avenue Meeting Room, 500 SW Madison Avenue 

THURSDAY, MAY 21 

c Urban Services Committee - 4:00 pm - Madison Avenue Meeting Room, 
500 SW Madison Avenue 

F Herbert. Natural Area Stakeholders - 5:00 pm - Parks and Recreation Conference 
Room, I 31 0 SW Avery Park Drive 

C Parks, Natural Areas, and Recreation Board - 6:30 pm - Downtown Fire Station, 
400 NW Harrison Boulevard 

SATURDAY, MAY 23 

c No Government Comment Corner 



City of Cowallis 
Activity Calendar 

May 18 - 30,2009 
Page 2 

MONDAY, MAY 25 

b City Holiday - all offices closed 

TUESDAY, MAY 26 

b Commission for Martin Luther King, Jr. - 12:OO pm - City Hall Meeting Room A, 
501 SW Madison Avenue 

WEDNESDAY, MAY 27 

b City Legislative Committee - 9:00 am - City Hall Meeting Room A, 
501 SW Madison Avenue 

SATURDAY. MAY 30 

b Government Comment Corner (host to be announced) - 10:OO am - Library 
Lobby, 645 NW Monroe Avenue 



CITY OF CORVALLIS 
COUNCIL ACTION MINUTES 

May 4,2009 

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION 

I 
Agenda Item Information Held for Further Decisions/Recommendations 

Only Review 

Consent Agenda 
Pages 324-325 

Mayor's Report 
1. Older Americans Month - May 2009 
2. Historic Preselliation Month - May 2009 
3. National Police Week - May 10- 16, 2009 
4. Public Service Recognition Week - 

May 4-10, 2009 
5. Oregon 150th Bl-tl~day Celebration Day - 

May 16,2009 
6. Hans Neuklcoin Yes 
7. Mario Pastega Yes 
Pages 325,328,333 

Proclailned - Proclainled 
= Proclaimed 
= Proclalned 

Proclaimed 

New Business 
1. Habitat Conservation Plan Yes 
2. Colltsact Amendment with IAFF * Approve alnendinent passed U 
Pages 326-327,339 

Visitors' Propositions 
1. Residential Care Facility Siting (Turner) Yes 
Pages 328-329 

Unfinished Business 
1. City Legislative Colnmittee - April 22, 2009 Yes 
2. City Co~u~ci l  Sustainability Action Iteins Yes 
3. LUBA Reinand Options - LDC Text Sched~~le public hearing for J~ule 1, 

Amendinent - Council-Initiated Package #I 2009 passed U 
Pages 329-333 

Council Reports 
1. Conxn~mity Landscape Award (Raymond) 
2. "Dare Not Walk Alone" Filin (Raynond) 
3. Utility Rate Increase Infolmation 

(Raymond) 
4. NAACP Freedon1 F~uld Banquet 

(Raymond, Beilstein) 
5. Sporting Event Venues (Hervey) 
6. National Historic Preservation Mont1-1 

(Brown) 
7. City-Sponsored Ward 5 Meeting 

(Beilstell) 
8. Falmers' Marlcets (Beilstein) 

Fai-~iiei -11 p 1 . npl . a m  !RF.llste111\ 
. . 

Yes 
Yes 
Yes 

Yes 

Yes 
Yes 

Yes 

Yes 
Y e s  
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Council Reports - Colltillued 
10. Spring Garden Festival (Daniels) 
1 1. South Central Park Historic Neighborl~ood 

Walking Tour (Daniels) 
12. Ten-Year Honlelesslless Plan (Hamby) 
13. City Street Collditiolls (Hanlby) 
14. Liquor Retailer Training (Hamby) 

Accept artwork dol~atioll passed U 

2. Council Req~~est Follow-Up Report - 

Accept Report passed U 
2. Pedicab Licensing 

Items of ASC Meeting of April 22,2009 
1. Council Policy Review: CP 08-1.1 1, Anlend Policy passed U 

"Identity Theft Prevention and Red Flag 

1. Energy Efficiellcy and Conservatioll Block 

Glossarv of Telms 
ASC Administrative Services Cormnittee IAFF Illtelllational Associatio~l of Firefighters 
BPAC Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Colnrnissioll LDC Land Developlllent Code 
CEO Chief Executive Officer LUBA Land Use Board of Appeals 
CM City Manager NAACP National Association for the Advancelnellt of 
CRCCA Colvallis Regional Conm~~nications Center Colored People 

Association U Ulla~~irnous 
HSC Human Services Conmittee USC Urban Services Committee 
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CITY OF CORVALLIS 
COUNCIL ACTION MINUTES 

May 4,2009 

The regular meeting of the City Co~incil of the City of Corvallis, Oregon, was called to order at 12:00 pm 
011 May 4,2009, in the Downtown Fire Station, 400 NW Harrison Boulevard, Corvallis, Oregon, with Mayor 
Tomlinson presiding. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

I. ROLLCALL - 

PRESENT: Mayor Tomlinson, Councilors O'Brien, Hervey, Raymond, Brauner, Halnby, 
Brown, Hirsch, Beilstein, Daniels 

Mayor Tolnlinson directed Co~incilors' attention to items at their places, including brochures regarding 
National Historic Preservation Month events (Attachment A) and the Franklin Square Neighborhood and 
Tree Tour (Attachment B). 

11. CONSENT AGENDA - 

Councilors Brown and Daniels, respectively, moved and seconded to adopt the Consent Agenda as 
follows: 

A. Reading of Minutes 
1. City Council Meeting - April 20, 2009 
2. For Information and Filing (Draft minutes may return if changes are made by the 

Board or Commission) 
a. Board of Appeals - April 7,2009 
b. Comn~issiom for Martin Luther King, Jr. - Februaiy 24, 2009 
c. Historic Resources Co~mnission - March 3 1, 2009 

B. Confinnation of Appointment to Coimnunity Police Review Board (Swinyard) 

C. Announcen~ent of Vacancy on Watershed Management Advisory Colmnission (McDonnell) 

D. Aclu~owledgment of receipt of Zoning Disbict map correction in Brooklane Park Estates 
Suibdivision 

E. Schedule a public hearing for May 18,2009 to consider an appeal of a Historic Reso~irces 
Conunission decision (HPP09-00005 - Linus Pauling Science Center) 

F. Approval of an application for a "Linlited On-Premises Sales" liquor license for Mary Gold, 
Ownel-/Manager of Corvallis Fresh, LLC, dba Baja Fresh, 845 NW Ninth Street (Change of 
Ownership) 
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G. Authorization to enter into and for the City Manager to sign an Intergovernmental 
Agreement with the Oregon Department of Aviation for airport pavement maintenance 

H. Authorization to enter into and for the City Manager to sign an Intergovernmental 
Agreement with Benton County for 2009 Anlerican Recovery and Reinvestment Act Federal 
Highway Administration-funded projects 

I. Au~thorization to enter into and for the City Manager to sign an Intergovernnlental 
Agreement with Benton County and Oregon Department of Transportation to perform 
Benton County American Recovery and Reinvestment Act grant funded projects 

J. Schedule an Executive Session following the regular noon meeting umder ORS 
192.660(2)(d) (status of labor negotiations) 

The motion passed unanimouslv. 

m. ITEMS REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA - None. 

V. MAYOR, COUNCIL, AND STAFF REPORTS - 

A. Mayor's Reports 

1. Proclamation of Older An~ericans Month - May 2009 

Mayor Tomlinson read the proclamation. 

Scott Bond, Director of Cascades West Council of Govelnnlents (COG) Senior and 
Disability Services of Benton, Linn, and Lincoln Counties, distributed information 
regarding services provided by the agency (Attachment C). 

Mr. Bond said the proclalnation highlights the changing demographics ofthe nation. 
Most care giving is provided by family members. His office manages the region's 
Medicaid-funded long-term care system. Much of COG'S work during the past year 
enlphasized healthy agng - the amount of control people have over themselves, 
how they use their resources, and how they plan for older age and retirement. More 
programs were developed to help people prevent falls, prevent and manage diabetes, 
manage al-tlvitis and heart disease, and other issues inherent to aging. He 
emphasized that people have the ability to ~nalte choices and get assistance. 

Mr. Bond encouraged Council members to attend the Living Well Health Expo 
May 13th at the Linn Co~mty Fair and Expo Center. 

Councilor Daniels thanked Mr. Bond for his article in today's edition of the 
Con~nllis Gnzette-Tinzes (G-7) and noted that the Cou~ncil discussed how best to 
address the needs of the Chintimini Senior Center and older lnenlbers of the 
community, following failure of a Senior Center-related bond measuu-e last fall. 
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NEW BUSINESS 

A. Habitat Conservation Plan 

Assistant Parks and Recreation Director Deghetto explained that the City manages land 
covered by Benton County's Prairie Species Habitat Conselvation Plan (HCP). Benton 
County initiated the HCP during 2006. D-uring 2007, Urban Services Committee (USC) 
directed staff to develop a Certificate of Inclusion to indicate a desire to participate in the 
Plan. The Endangered Species Act (ESA) suggested a Declaration of Cooperation, which 
was included with the meeting packet. 

The Plan outlines how the County will manage rare species ofplants and animals. The Plan 
will allow for lawful activities, such as nornlal maintenance (e.g., mowing and restoration). 
The Plan also identifies prairie conservation areas. 

Benton County submitted a draft HCP to the United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
(USFWS), allowing the County to receive an Incidental Talce Pennit (ITP) under the ESA 
for the Fenders Blue Butterfly, Taylors Checkerspot Butterfly, Willamette Daisy, Peacock 
Larkspur, Kincaid's Lupine, Nelson's Checkennallow, and Bradshaw's Lomatiurn. The 
County is not required to obtain the ITP; the County is only required to conlply with the 
ESA. The ESA makes it illegal to negatively impact the cited animal species, which is 
considered a "take." The HCP is a lnechanisln for an ITP under the legal requirements of 
the ESA. ITPs have specific criteria. An ITP can be issued for a limited amount of 
incidental, short-tern1 "take" as part of a nonnal activity. The Plan includes provisions to 
minilnize and mitigate "takes." 

Mr. Deghetto noted that "take" would not depreciate the likelihood of the survival or 
recovery of the species in the wild. Small impacts could occtlr. Some lawful activities on 
City-owned properties could contribute to "tale" situations, which must be addressed. City 
maintenance work on properties governed by the HCP would be assessed and reviewed via 
the Co~mty's permitting process. 

The HCP includes coverage for specific non-federal public agencies and conservatioll 
organizations (referred to as "cooperators") for activities affecting at least one of the 
protected species on lands within the County. City staff is considering specific City-owned 
properties and species unique to those properties. The City owns 5,473 acres that would be 
governed by the HCP. Only the prairie conservation areas have protected species. Staff will 
request Council approval of each project governed by the HCP. 

Benton County will ensue funding for the HCP. 

Jeff Powers, Benton Co~lnty Natural Areas and Parks Director, reported that the County 
completed a 90-day conunent period for the first draft of the HCP and is preparing responses 
to the collu~~ents. A revised HCP will be distributed, with another opportunity for public 
colmnent. With County Board of Commissioners' (BOC) approval, the HCP would be 
s~lbmitted to the USFWS this fall. The USFWS would undertake a specific public conunent 
process and evaluation under the National Envirolunental Protection Act (NEPA) and 
prepare an environmental impact statenlent to detenniae the Plan's appropriateness under 
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the NEPA. If all reviews proceed without problems, the HCP could be implemented during 
spring 20 1 1. 

Mr. Powers noted the City's cooperation on the HCP. The ESA can be daunting, and HCP 
review processes under the ESA can become tedious. Benton County staff attempted to 
reach out to the public during the past several months to explain the review process. He 
hopes the identified species can be removed from the list of protected species. 

City Manger Nelson noted that the HCP will be reviewed by the Parks and Recreation 
Advisory Board and USC for recollmlendation to the Co~ulcil. 

Councilor Raymond thanked City and County staff for their efforts and expressedpride that 
the community would be working to protect endangered species. She noted that many 
people were interested in native wildflowers, particularly at Woodland Meadow Park and 
Seavey Meadows. 

Mr. Deghetto responded that the Institute for Applied Ecology provided several surveys for 
the City. The species covered by the HCP are not located at Woodland Meadow Park, but 
some may be at Seavey Meadows. The inventory for Seavey Meadows is not completed, 
so species on the property will be re-evaluated. Staff reviewed City-owned properties in 
terms of the Natural Features Inventory. 

Councilor Beilstein inquired whether the HCP would apply to privately owned land. 

Mr. Powers responded that the County chose to extend the HCP to private land owners 
within the County. Private land owners could voluntarily join the County under the HCP, 
and the County would help the land owners detennine the presence of listed species and 
whether proposed activities would affect the species, constituting a "take." The County 
would mitigate on the land owner's behalf. Alternatively, private land owners can approach 
the USFWS, prepare a HCP, and detennine the amount of "take." 

Mr. Deghetto confirn~ed for Councilor Beilstein that the City was only responsible for City- 
owned land, whether inside or outside the City Limits. The prairie conservation areas have 
the greatest extent of habitat for the cited species; nlost of the areas are outside the City 
Limits. 

Co~lncilor Daniels noted that the HCP is required as part of the overall efforts to protect 
endangered species in a larger area. She thanked the BOC and County staff for obtaining 
Federal approval and fknding for the HCP. 

Mr. Powers responded that the prairie conservation strategy may serve as a guide for land 
owners who want to know what they can do to protect habitats and encourage the viability 
of the species. 

Mr. Deghetto noted that the CityICounty collaboration developed sound best-management 
practices, which are being shared with other agencies and the public regarding how to 
manage prairie and selective habitats. The practices will prolnote all species within the 
habitats. 
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V. MAYOR, COUNCIL, AND STAFF REPORTS - Continued - 

A. Mayor's Reports - Continued 

2. Proclamation of Historic Preservation Month - May 2009 

B. A. Beierle introduced Historic Resources Colnlnission Chair Bruce Osen and 
member Deb Kadas, both of whom live in historic districts. 

Ms. Beierle referenced the brochure of Historic Preservation Month events, 
highlighting the May 9th events at Finley Wildlife Refuge, the May 14th Oregon 
State University (OSU) National Register Historic District designation celebration 
(the first campus historic district in Oregon), and the May 26th annual preservation 
awards ceremony. 

Ms. Beierle also referenced the Franklin Square Neighborhood and Tree Tour 
brocll~~re, noting that an ambitious group of citizens developed neighborhood tours 
each of the past four years. The brochures are funded with Neighborhood 
Emnpowe~ment Grants fi-om the City. 

Ms. Beierle noted that Corvallis was joining coimnit ies  across the nation in 
celebrating their heritage. She said much work remains. She thanked the Council 
for underwriting the Downtown Corvallis Association's application for an Oregon 
Perfol-ming Main Street Conununity, which will enhance the Downtown area. She 
said the City needs a conlprehensive historic preservation plan and design 
guidelines, which would assist in reviews of various resources throughout the 
community and reduce the need for appeals. 

Mayor Tomlinson read the proclamation. 

Coulncilor Beilstein collunended the individuals who developed the Franklin Square 
Neighborhood and Tree Tour brochure. 

VISITORS' PROPOSITIONS 

Keith Turner referenced the siting process for a new residential care facility on NW Cl~ipln~mlc 
Place. He valued the Co~u~cil's conununication, cooperation, and opportunity to be heard whenever 
a neighborhood impact can be expected. He said neighbors received a flyer about the siting of the 
facility the night before its location was announced in a G-T article; no prior public notice of the 
siting was provided. He su~mised that many neighbors still do not know what to expect of the 
facility and its residents, proillpting concerns. He observed strong citizen en~otions regarding the 
facility and its location, which demonstrates the importance of public process. While Oregon law 
does not require outreach to site a residential care facility in a neighborhood, he believes this lack 
of require~nent does not preclude a more-neighborly approach. He believes co~rnn~~nication, 
cooperation, and opportunity to be heard can b ~ ~ i l d  understanding and diffuse enlotions and 
soiuetimes produce a comnpro~nise, positive outcon~e. 
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Mr. Turner aclmowledged that the Council could not influence siting of residential care facilities. 
However, he urged the Coulncil to encourage all agencies operating in Corvallis to pursue conxnon 
courtesy, which can produce better neighborhoods and a better comnn~~~nity. 

Mayor Tomlinson responded that the BOC meets with State legislators inonthly during the 
legislative session. The siting and notification regarding the residential care facility was discussed 
during the latest meeting. The BOC, he, and State legislators understand the issue of properly 
notifying neighbors. He noted that residential care facilities will be beneficial for residents' families. 
He also noted the importance of maintaining conm~~~nication between neighborhoods, Benton 
County, and the State. The State legislators will convey to Governor Kulongoslu's representative 
the local concerns regarding notification of siting activities. 

Mr. Turner aclmowledged that legislation was proceeding through the State House of 
Representatives and Senate to address the issues. 

IV. UNFINISHED BUSINESS - 

A. City Legislative Committee - April 22, 2009 

Mr. Nelson reviewed the Conmlittee's April 22nd working notes: 
* House Bill 2905-A - This Verizon Wireless-sponsored legislation would impacte the 

City's right-of-way authority and approxin~ately $100,000 in General Fund revenue. 
The Bill will probably not emerge from legislative committee. 
Senate Bill 269 - The Bill involves how the City recovers costs for work in rights-of- 
way. It appears the Bill may be acceptable to City staffwhen it emerges from legislative 
committee. 
House Bill 2472 -The Business Energy Tax Credit provides almost $450,000 for City 
transit operations. Staff will monitor the Bill, but a potential cap should not impact 
transit. - Senate Bill 888 - Staff will monitor the Bill, regarding utility bill collections, but has 
not expressed an opinion. 

* Railroad Crossing Closure - Councilor Daniels, Representative Gelser, and Senator 
Morse testified to a legislative committee. It appears the Bill will not emerge horn 
legislative committee. Staff sought to have Oregon Department of Transportation Rail 
Division conduct more public outreach regarding proposals to close streets the Division 
deemed to be impacted by railroad crossings. 
House Bill 2229 - Staff was concerned regarding wording related to in-fill. Staff 
approved a subsequent wording change in the Bill. 
House Bill 3056 - Staff will continue monitoring the Bill, regarding urban renewal 
districts. 

* House Bill 2485 - Staff will monitor the bill, regarding island annexation elections. 

No Co~~ncil  action was needed. 

B. City Council sustainability action items 

Public Works Director Rogers noted that staff compiled a report, based upon the Council's 
April 4th discussions regarding potential sustainability actions to be focused on during the 
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Council tenn. Staff reviewed Corvallis Sustainability Coalition (Coalition) language and 
details regarding related actions. He said staff anticipated additional Council discussions 
dt~ring May. Today's report was provided for informational pusposes and Council feedback. 
In some cases staff considered alternatives that might be more likely to be completed during 
the Council term. Staff attempted to assess the need for funding and staff resotlrces to 
acconlplish actions. Staff also attempted to identify ~najor obstacles to acconlplishing some 
of the actions and noted that sonle actions may be Inore difficult to achieve than previously 
thought. 

Councilor Beilstein offered several observations: 
Energy - I~zvestigate localizing cz~rrent renewable energy reventie streanz ili 
conse~-vation and/or generation projects. 

Proposed actions include requesting a local expenditure of the Blue Sky 
contributions. If PacifiColy is unwilling to discuss a local expendih~re, the City 
mn~~st seek other means of generating local revenue. 

Ene ra  - I~zvestigate use of renewable energy stlrcharge on zltility bills, directing 
proceeds to local energy consewation and gelieratiolz,. 
* A franchise fee for energy conservation might be an alternative, if an additional fee 

could be charged and used as local revenue for conservation. 
* Enerw - Adopt "gr.een " codes 

It seems most efficient to wait for the State to approve "green" building codes 
before adopting such codes locally. 

* Enerm - Adopt Leadershiy in Ellei-gy and Erzvirorznze~ital Design (LEED) for 
Neiglzborlzood Standards tlzat szppo~t  sz~stai~iable conznzzlltities alid protection of 
rzattcral featzwes and reject those that a7.e in conflict. 
* It nlay be appropriate to have standards that can be required in development, but it 

nlust be detellnined whether neighborhood standards would be applied to existing 
neighborhoods. 

* Enerw - Pronzote State-sa~zctioned altel*native sewer technologies that safely reduce 
rlzulliciyal sewer flow for all existirig bz~ildirigs and reqzlire redtrctions.for all relevant 
building pernzifs. 

The staff report indicates a requirement for altelxative sewer technologies. The 
City mnight be able to create incentives tlxough systenls developmeilt charges or 
pellnit fees. Creating incentives nlight be Inore successful than imposing 
requirelnents. 
If the state does not legislate gray-water, he would like to h o w  whether the City 
could proceed with gray-water procedures. 

Enerw - Pla11 arzd ilistall a corlzllzzlrlity Sz~stainable Water Denzonstration Site ill a lziglz- 
traffic and accessible existing enter.yrise tlzat will de~lzoristrate large-scale usage of 
alternative water sources, sz~ch as ~~ainwater arzd gry-water. 

A fuh~re upgrade of the Chintimini Senior Center nlay be an appropriate time to 
install an alternative water delnonstration site. 

* Transportation - Pronzote and e~icourage electric vehicle use by tax credits, priority 
parking, and availability of clzarging statioizs. 
* The existence of charging stations establishes priority parking, which can be 

addressed through local legislation regarding charging stations. 
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Transportation - I~zcrense nzor-e bicycle use. 
Transportation Prograni Specialist Whinnery, who coordinates the City's bicycle 
programs, will leave the City June 30th. It may not be possible to hire a qualified 
bicycle program coordinator for a half-time position. A full-time bicycle program 
coordinator would be more effective. Four percent of transportation expenses are 
invested in bicycle facilities, while Citizen Survey responses indicated that 22 
percent of Corvallis citizens regularly walk or bicycle as their primary mode of 
commuting. A f~lll-time bicycle program coordinator could promote a level of 
investment commensurate with the percentage of bicycle conmuters. 

Councilor Brown referenced the transportation-related action iteniregarding tax credits and 
noted that the Coalition's Action Plan includes extensive discussion of tax incentives. He 
would like to know how the statement that tax incentives are beyond the authority of City 
government applies to the various categories of sustainability action items. 

Mr. Rogers responded that the cited statement pertains to taxes not imposed by the City, 
such as income taxes. The City could reduce the property tax levy amount, but the degree 
and details of the reduction must be investigated. 

Councilor Daniels expressed concern with the staffreport recommendation that the Council 
select final actions May 18th. She noted that, during its May 21st meeting, USC and 
stakeholder representatives will receive conmunity input regarding energy-related projects 
that qualify for Federal Energy Conservation and Efficiency Block Grant funds. She said 
the Committee will not know until its meeting which existing or planned projects should be 
considered for Federal funding and which the Co~mcil may want to pursue without Federal 
funding. 

Councilor Daniels concurred with Councilor Beilstein's observations regarding "green" 
building codes. It appears staff will need to pursue what the State may legislate and decide 
whether to impose codes that are more stringent. She said the staff report implies that 
staffing is planned for this program. 

Councilor Daniels expressed support for the City partnering with the Coalition's Water 
Action Team on a smaller Sustainable Water Den~onstration Site or with f~inding. 

Councilor Daniels opined that electric vehicle charging stations constituted parhng spaces, 
so it did not seem necessary to formalize this classification. 

Councilor Daniels referenced the transportation action item regarding increasing transit 
ho~lrs, frequency, and range. She recalled that much of this action item was included in a 
long-term Transportation Plan objective. She questioned what work was planned. 

Mr. Rogers responded that the transit element ofthe Transportation Plan includes expanding 
transit, as does the Corvallis Area Metropolitan Planning Organization's regional 
transportation plan. It may be helpful to include elements of both plans related to future 
transit in the comm~mity. 
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Councilor Daniels noted that the Council would need to decide whether to include a bicycle 
element and, if so, what element. She noted that four percent of the $5.5 million 
transportation expenses is $220,000 invested for bicycle facilities. 

Mr. Rogers noted that electric vehicle charging stations constitute more than a parking 
priority issue and could relate to other parking incentive priorities, such as vanpool parlcing 
priorities. The priority could relate to public and private parlung facilities. 

LUBA remand options for Land Development Code Text Anlendlnent on Council Initiated 
Pacltage #1 (LDT08-00002) 

Conm~~nity Development Director Gibb noted that the Land Development Code (LDC) 
includes provisions for the City's response to remands. He reviewed the Council's three 
options: the Council could ask another body, such as the Planning Commission, to hear the 
case; the Council could schedule a public hearing to decide the nlatter without re-opening 
the p~lblic hearing for general public conlments; or the Council could schedule a public 
hearing and open the hearing for general comnent on the remand issue. 

The remand is inlportant to the appellant in tenns of how the definition of "fractions" is 
applied to LDC calculations. The City and the appellant negotiated to a Stipulated Motion 
for Remand, which would allow the City to remove the provision related to the "fraction" 
definition from the rest of the approved LDC amendments, so the approved amendments 
could be implemented. 

Mr. Gibb said staff reco~nn~ended that the Council scl~edule a public hearing for J-une 1, 
2009, to open the p~lblic hearing to receive Council declarations regarding conflicts of 
interest but not to receive general public testimony, as the City and the appellant agreed that 
the public hearing would address a specific issue. The Coumcil would then re-adopt all other 
provisions of the LDC text amendment pacltage, except the definition of "fractions." This 
recommendation is acceptable to the appellant. Staff proposed including discussion of the 
definition of "fractions" in a future set of LDC text amendments. 

In 1-espoilse to Councilor Beilstein's inquiry, Mr. Gibb explained that the p~~b l i c  hearing 
would be required only for the puspose ofreceiving declarations, but the scope of the public 
hearing would be limited. 

Councilor Brauner opined that staffs recon~mendation seenled an appropriate means of 
addressing the situation. All issues that would be re-adopted and fonvarded to the State 
were s~ibject to public hearing processes; the only issue of concel-n would be withdrawn for 
later re-consideration. He noted that the Council held public hearings on other issues 
without receiving public testimony. 

Mr. Gibb clarified for Co~lncilor Raylnond that the previously approved definition for 
"fraction" would be presented to the Planning Conm~ission and the Council for 
re-consideration with f~~lture LDC text amendments, allowing full oppol-tulnity for public 
colnment. 
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Councilors Daniels and Brauner, respectively, nloved and seconded to schedule a public 
hearing for Juule 1,2009, to receive Council declarations and consider an ordinance to repeal 
Ordinance 2008-20 and re-adopt all previously approved provisions in Land Development 
Code Text Arnendnlent Case LDTO8-00002, except those provisions regarding the definition 
of "fractions." The motion passed u~nanimouslv. 

V. MAYOR, COUNCIL, AND STAFF REPORTS - Continued - 

A. Mayor's Reports - Continued 

4. Proclaination of National Police Week - May 10-1 6, 2009 

Mayor Tomlinson read the proclamation. 

Police Chief Boldizsar noted that each state conducts events in recognition of 
National Police Week. Oregon's events will be held this con~ing weekend at the 
Police Academy Wall of Honor, where the names of two officers killed during a 
bomb blast in Woodburn, Oregon, will be added to the Wall. A third officer is 
undergoing surgeries resulting from injuries sustained during the bomb blast. 

3. Proclaination of Public Service Recognition Week - May 4-10,2009 

Mayor Tomlinson announced that he will read the proclamation during the City's 
eniployee recognition event. 

5. Proclanlation of Oregon 150th Birthday Celebration Day - May 16,2009 

Mayor Tomlinson announced that he will read the procla~nation during the 
Cornnlunity Service Day event May 16th. 

Mayor Tomlinson referenced his inemorandurn to the Council announcing citizen 
stakeholder representatives who will join USC to discuss the Energy Efficiency and 
Conservation Block Grant Program. 

Mayor Tonllinson reported that he visited with Hans Neukkom, who is optinlistic and doing 
well after surgery. He noted that Mr. Neukkon~ watches the Council meetings on television 
and has been a conlnlunity pillar advocating leadership and fonlled the Leadership Corvallis 
program. 

Mayor Tomlinson reported that Mario Pastega received the Oregon Ethics in Business 
Individual Award. Mayor Tomlinson nominated Mr. Pastega for the award, which will be 
presented in Salem, Oregon, during June. The award is partially ulnderwritten by the 
Portland, Oregon, Rotary Club. He noted Mr. Pastega's extensive service to the community. 

B. Cou~ncil Reports 

Co~lncilor Rayiuond reported several issues: 
She reininded citizens to noillinate properties for the Conmlunity Landscape Award. 
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* She invited citizens to attend a presentation of the film "Dare Not Walk Alone" 
May 19tl1, hosted by the Conmlission for Martin Luther Icing, Jr. The film's director 
will attend the presentation and lead discussions. 
She received a letter fiom a citizen regarding the difficulty of senior citizens on fixed 
incomes affording increased utility fees, such as Allied Waste Services' recent rate 
increase. The citizen suggested that utility rate increase infonllation be included in "the 
Citji" newsletter for the benefit of people who do not receive the G-T. 
She invited citizens to attend the National Association for the Advancelnent of Color 
People (NAACP) Corvallis Chapter's Freedom Fund Banquet May 9th. 

Councilor Hervey thanlted Parks and Recreation Department staff and Corvallis Tourism 
for prolnoting Corvallis sporting event venues. He noted that Crystal Lalte Sports Fields 
bring many people to Corvallis for sporting tounlaments, resulting in increased revenue to 
area businesses. 

Councilor Brown noted that events will be held throughout May to conmemorate National 
Historic Preservation Month. The efforts of people interested in historic preservation 
maintain the quality and integrity of the conm~unity's historic districts. 

Councilor Beilstein reported several issues: 
He noted that the NAACP FreedolnBanquet is the Corvallis Chapter's sole fund-raising 
event each year. Banquet proceeds support the national NAACP organization and local 
efforts to ensure civil rights. - He invited citizens to attend a City-sponsored Ward 5 meeting May 19th. 
The Fanners' Market season began last month. The Wednesday Market seems 
successful, with nlany vendors and shoppers. 
The "That's My Farmer" program was organized by eight Corvallis churches, which 
issue books of $18 worth of coupons that may be redeemed through 17 local farmers 
selling at the Fal-rners' Markets. The books cost $20, with the additional $2 per book 
being used to pmchase coupons for distrib~~tion through food-security programs. The 
program promotes local agriculture and provides food secmity and inlproved nutrition 
for people with limited incomes. This is the program's fourth year. 

As Council Liaison to the Madison Avenue Task Force, Councilor Daniels reported that the 
Spring Garden Festival was held May 3rd, with yard- and garden-related activities and 
vendors, non-profit organization information booths, and demonstrations. Plant A Row for 
the Hungry developed a brochure ofplaces where excess garden produce can be donated for 
people in need. 

Councilor Daniels announced a May 7th walking tour of the South Central Park Historic 
Neighborhood. 

Co~mcilor Hamby reported that Benton Coulnty's task force to develop a ten-year plan to end 
ho~nelessness was still worlung on drafting goals; he will distribute updated goals when they 
are ready. 

Co~mcilor Halnby thanlted Public Works staff, specifically Mr. Rogers, Transportation and 
Buildings Division Manager Mitchell, and Street Maintenance Supervisor Moser for their 
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time at a comnu~lity meeting regarding conditions of City streets. He expects that the 
Council will soon receive a request for funding to iillprove a street in Ward 8 that is in very 
bad condition. In some instances, re-surfacing will not resolve problems; streets must be 
excavated, re-based, and re-laid, at substantial expense. 

Councilor Hamby a~mounced a May 16th retailer training for licensed liquor providers. The 
training will be a joint effort by Linn and Benton Counties to provide free training to 
en~ployees of businesses with liquor licenses. 

Councilor Hirsch announced that Corvallis Tourisn~'~ Chief Executive Officer (CEO), John 
Hope-Johnstone, will retire this year. The agency's Board of Directors Selection Committee 
would like Council input regarding the next CEO's qualifications. The Conmittee would 
also like to know which Council members want to be involved in the selection process. 

Councilor Hirsch thanked Public Worlts staff for providing Council members with stainless 
steel water bottles. 

Co~lncilor Raynlondreported that she received a telephone call from Aleita Hass-Holcombe, 
reminding her that homeless people have not disappeared and still seek a location to spend 
nights. She noted that 14 people were asked to leave an area near the Benton County 
Fairgrounds late one night and did not know where to go; similar situations occurred in a 
City park. 

Staff Reports 

1. Public Art Selection Commission request 

Mr. Nelson referenced his memorand~~m regarding the Public Art Selection 
Commission's (PASC) request for Co~incil approval to accept a watercolor donation. 
The issue is where to hang the artwork. The Conmission suggested hanging the 
artwork in the entry of the Council Chambers. Two Council policies direct that 
artwork be placed in facilities open to the pubIic more extensively than the Council 
Chambers. Staff suggested that the Council consider referring the Co~ulcil policies 
to Human Services Committee (HSC) for review and reconmendation regarding 
placement of artwork. Staff also reconunended that the Council accept the 
watercolor artwork donation or sched~ile ap~iblic hearing to solicit additional public 
input, consistent with Council policies. 

Cou~lcilor Beilstein recalled that HSC recently recommended that the PASC be 
asked to prepare M~inicipal Code amendments to allow display of artwork in areas 
not considered "public" under the current definition. Council Chambers, Corl 
House, and Madison Avenue Meeting Roo111 are not considered "p~~blic" because 
they are not accessible to the general public during regular business hours. 
However, many members of the public use the facilities for meetings. The PASC's 
reconunendations would be presented to HSC. 

Mr. Nelson clarified that the Co~incil did not formally assign the M~ulicipal Code 
review to the PASC. However, the issue is on a list ofpending issues for HSC. The 
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PASC's inmediate request would accelerate the Council policy reviews. PASC 
would be aslted to provide input to HSC, which would conduct the review. 

Councilors Daniels and Raymond, respectively, moved and seconded to accept the 
Public Art Selection Comn~ission's recolnmended mandala watercolor donation, 
with a display location to be determined following review of relevant Cduncil 
policies. The motion passed ~~nanilimusly. 

2. Council Request Follow-~1p Report - April 30, 2009 

Mr. Nelson reviewed issues addressed in the Report: 
City Attorney Fewel reviewed the City's busking legislation and deemed it 
appropriate. Mr. Fewel's analysis will be forwarded to the citizen who inquired 
about the legislation's legality. Staff does not recommend anlending the 
legislation. 
* Councilor Beilstein summarized that busking - offering entertainment in 

exchange for financial donations - is regulated. However general 
entertainment (m~lsic, poetry recitation, etc.) is not regulated, provided it 
does not create a disturbance. 
Councilor Daniels added that the buslung legislation regulates time, place, 
and manner of entertainment in exchange for financial donations. The 
content of buslung is not regulated. 
Councilor Hervey asked staff to confirm that the locations of the Saturday 
and Wednesday Farmers' Markets are approved areas for busking. 

A traffic signal is proposed for installation at SW 26th Street and SW Western 
Boulevard, prompting a landscape strip variance request. The project will be 
funded by OSU. Staff can authorize the landscape strip variance without a 
public review process. Sinlilar requests involving public and private parties 
have occurred. Staff believes decreasing the landscape strip width is 
appropriate for the landscaping that would be saved (the planted berm and the 
entryway aesthetics OSU and the conmlu~~ity seek). Staff believes three trees 
that would be impacted by the project can be relocated. No Council action is 
required, b~l t  staff wanted to advise the Council of the pending activity. 

Mr. Nelson referenced the 2009-20 10 Council goals first quarter status report and invited 
Co~lncil members to call him if they had questions regarding the goals. He noted that action 
occurred on some goals since the report was prepared the end of March. 

* 

Mr. Nelson referenced staffs request for Secretaly of State authorization to restore some 
urban renewal district infollllation to the City's Web site. Staff indicated to the Council and 
the Secretaly of State's staff that a letter from the State office assuring that no potential 
election violation would occur would prompt City staff to restore the infol~~~ation. He 
referenced the April 23rd letter from State Elections Division Director Lindback, 
pal-titularly the last paragraph of the letter. He explained that the City cannot isolate the 
~lrban renewal documents within the City's document database. A typical Internet search 
engine would find any docunlents related to urban renewal, which could pronlpt a conlplaint 
that the City was advocating. Staff still wants to provide infol~nation to the public via 
Libraly records. Staff hopes the Council will pursue a statewide discussion regarding Web- 
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based, Internet, public records, and elections issues that need clarification for the sake of 
1ocal.government elections officials desiring to provide public inforn~ation to co~nnlunity 
menlbers. 

Co~ulcilor Hirscll said he was sorry that Mr. Nelson and staff had to undergo so much work 
regarding the elections infonnation restrictions. He regretted that the situation exists. 

Councilor Daniels noted that the City Legislative Cornnittee discussed the issue of public 
elections infonnation being available via the City's Web site. When the current Legislature 
con~pletes its work, the Comnittee will probably submit to the Council a letter requesting 
changes in the laws or administrative rules to clarify for local governnlents what they can 
and cannot do regarding public records on electronic media. 

)TJ PUBLIC HEARINGS - None. 

VIII. & M. STANDING COMMITTEE REPORTS AND ORDINANCES, RESOLUTIONS, 
AND MOTIONS 

A. H ~ ~ m a n  Services Comnittee - April 2 1,2009 

1. Majestic Theatre Annual Report 

Councilor Beilstein reviewed highlights of the Report: - More than 30,000 people attended events, classes, or meetings or volunteered 
time at the Theatre. - The Theatre hosted 169 performances during the year. 

* Education programs generated more than $99,000 in revenue. 
The youth progran~ presented five productions. 
A development director was hired. 

* Staffing is being restructured to increase potential revenue. 
Building upgrades were completed. 

The Theatre will be closed for five inonths this year to accornn~odate seismic 
upgrade work, curtailing the Theatre's ability to operate and necessitating staffing 
reductions. Programs will continue outside the building. Majestic Theatre 
Management will ask the Council for $20,000 to assist the facility through its 
clos~re.  

Co~mcilors Beilstein and Raymond, respectively, moved and seconded to accept the 
Majestic Theatre Annual Report for Fiscal Year 2007-2008. 

Councilor Brown reminded the Co~~ncil  that the City owns Majestic Theatre and 
Majestic Theatre Management, Inc., operates the Theatre. He was impressed by the 
Tlleatre's productions. The recent production "Chicago" generated inore revenue 
than any other production at the Theatre. 

Co~~ncilor O'Brien requested clarification of a statement in the Committee's meeting 
inin~~tes that the Budget Conunission denied additional f~~nding requested as a result 
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of the Theatre's closure. He recalled that the $20,000 funding request was approved 
by the Collxnission. 

Co~mcilor Beilstein responded that the Budget Conmission denied additional 
funding, and Majestic Theatre Management, Inc., will ask the Council directly for 
the f~mding. 

Mr. Nelson commented that the Budget Commission reconmended additional 
funding of $20,000 for the Theatre's closure period. He will review the meeting 
notes and may anlend the Co~ml~ittee's meeting minutes, as appropriate. [Staff 
sz~bseqz~elitly determined tlzat tlze Bzidget Colnl~zissiol~ approved $20,000 for tlze 
Tlzentre.] 

The motion passed u~nanimously. 

2. Pedicab Licensing 

Co~u~cilor Beilstein reported that the Committee considered a potential new 
ordinance regulating pedicabs (bicycle-powered taxis). The Committee received 
input fromDan Crall, who recently began operating a pedicab service. Based upon 
Mr. Crall's conments, the Coimnittee caref~llly reviewed the proposed ordinance 
and recommended ainendinents, as outlined in the Colmllittee's meeting ninutes. 
The Co~mittee recommended that the amended draft ordinance be reviewed by the 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Commission. As Council Liaison to the 
Conmlission, Councilor Beilstein reported that the Commission considered the 
ordinance last week but did not reco~nmend amendments. The Commission noted 
some unclear provisions in the draft ordinance. He believes the ordinance will meet 
the needs of the City and Mr. Crall. 

This issue was presented for info~~nation only. 

B. Administrative Services Conllnittee - April 22,2009 

1. Council Policy Review: CP 08-1.11, "Identity Theft Prevention and Red Flag 
Alerts" 

Co~~ncilor Brauner reported that the Co~lncil adopted the Policy last October in 
response to Federal regulations and deadlines. At that time, staff indicated that 
Policy amendments may be necessary. The Federal reporting deadline was 
extended, prompting staff to review the Policy for possible amendments. He 
explained that the Policy guides the City's operations to reduce the possibility of 
identity theft incidents and outlines notification procedures in case of an identity 
theft incident. The colmnittee concu~red with stafys recommended Policy 
amendn~ents. 

Cou~ncilors Brauner and Hirsch, respectively, moved and seconded to amend 
Council Policy CP 2008- 1.1 1, "Identity Theft Prevention and Red Flag Alerts." The 
lnotion passed unanimouslv. 
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C. Urban Services Conmittee 

Councilor Daniels anno~mced that the Committee will meet with three stakeholder 
representatives regarding the Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant Program. 
The stakeholders will join the Committee for three meetings to review relevant material, 
determine eligible activities for which to solicit project suggestions from the community, 
hear project presentations, and develop reco~mnendations for the Council. 

D. Other Related Matters - None. 

Mayor Tonllinson read a statement, based upon changes in Oregon laws regarding executive sessions. The 
statement indicated that only representatives of the news media, designated staff, and other Council- 
designated persons were allowed to attend the executive session. News media representatives were directed 
not to report on any executive session discussions, except to state the general subject of the discussion, as 
previously announced. No decisions would be made during the executive session. He reminded Council 
mei~lbers and staff that the confidential executive session discussions belong to the Council as a body and 
should only be disclosed if the Council, as a body, approves disclosure. He suggested that any Council or 
staff member who may not be able to maintain the Council's confidences should leave the meeting room. 

The Cotaicil entered executive sessioli at 1 :55 pnz. 

Assistant City Manager Volmert briefed the Council regarding labor negotiations with the International 
Association of Firefighters and the Corvallis Regional Conmunications Center. 

Tlze Cotaicil returned to open sessiorz at 2:08pnz. 

& NEW BUSINESS - Continued 

B. Contract amendment with International Association of Firefighters 

Mayor Tonllinson noted for the record that, during executive session, the Council 
considered a proposed labor agreement amendment with International Association of 
Firefighters Local 2240. 

Co~mcilors Hirsch and Raymond, respectively, nloved and seconded to approve the labor 
agreement amendment with International Association of Firefighters Local 2240. The 
motion passed unanimouslv. 

Mayor Tomlinson noted the important work of Corvallis' firefighters. 
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XI. ADJOURNMENT 

The meeting was adjoul~led at 2: 10 pm. 

APPROVED: 

MAYOR 

ATTEST: 

CITY RECORDER 
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JReponsibk stewards of the natural 
environment also serve as responsible stewards 
of the built environment. Reduce, reuse, 
recycle applies nor only to bags, bottles, 
and containers, but also to buildings, 
neighborhoods, and entire communities. 
As we learn more about the critical role of 
historic structures in responsible environmental 
stewardship, we continue to appreciate their 
important contribution to our understanding 
of our sharedpast. We understand that this 
place matters - to us and future generations. 
Except as noted, all events are free and open 
to the pu blic. Some events require advance 
reservations. 

All May 
Corvallis Library Disphy Main Meeting 
Room 

Monroe & NW 6th St 

2 Saturday 
Work Party at Fiechter House & Cabell 
Barn 
10:OO a.m. - Noon, Finley Wildlife Refuge: 

South on 99W to mile marker 93; 
follow signs for Finley Refuge 

Assistance League's Tour of Homes (Fee) 
Includes - among others - historic 
homes: Harry & Dorothy Schoth 
House, 2900 N W  Van Buren; and 
H.E. Selby Rental, 235 N W  31st St 

3 Sunday 
College Hill West Historic District Walking 
Tour 
2:00 - 4:00 p.m., Meet at mini-park at 

Arnold Way, Jackson & 27th St 

6 Wednesday 
NEWFranklin School Neighborhood & Tree 
Tour 
2:00 - 3:00 p.m., Meet at Franklin School, 

750 NW 18th St, east entrance 

7 Thursday 
South Central Park Historic Neighborhood 
Walking Tour 
3:00 p.m., Meet at the Arts Center, Madison 

& SW 7th St 

Congregational Church Interpretive Sign 
Ceremony 
5:00 p.m., Congregational Church, Madison 

& SW 8th St. Installation of the new 
interpretive sign; interior tour follows. 

9 Saturday 
NEW WiGGdmette Grange Hall Tour 
9:30 - 10:30 a.m., 27555 Greenberry Rd & 

intersection with Hwy 99W 

Finley Wildlife Refige Historic Tours 
11:OO a.m. - 3:00 p.m. South on 99W to 

mile marker 93; follow signs for Finley 
Wildlife Refuge; 11:OO a.m., Meet at 
Fiechter House for tours of nearby 
resources; Noon: Music & Bring-Your- 
Own-Picnic; 1 :00 p.m. Program 

concludes with enthno-biology k 
field presentation. P 

I 

10 Sunday 0 
e 
m 

OSU Walking Tour a, 
M 
(d 2:00 - 4:00 p.m., Meet east side of 

Benton Hall, 14th St near Monroe. 
Tour limited to 20 persons; for 
reservations 737-0540 

12 Tuesday 
NEW Children's Farm Home Tour 
3:30 p.m., 4455 NE Hwy 20 

14 Thursday 
OSU's National Register Historic 
District Celebration 
11:OO a.m. - 3:00 p.m., Meet at tent, NW 

corner 14th St & Jefferson; 
university, city, and state official 
speakers; guided walking tours at 
1 1 :00 and 200;  light refreshments 

Atomic Ranch Homes Tour 
2:00 - 3:00 p.m., Meet at Lincoln & N W  

15th St at Dixon Creek 

16 Saturday 
NEW W;biteside Beatre (Short) Tour 
9:00 a.m. - Noon, on the hour and half 

hour; Meet at Madison & 
SW 4th St 

Historic Downtown Corvallis Walking 
Tour 
l:00 p.m., Meet at averfront Park 

Fountain, Jackson & NW 1st St 

f 







Senior and Disability Services 
1400 Queen Ave SE Suite 206 a Albany, OR 97322 

(541) 967-8630 TTYNoice * 1-800-638-051 0 TTYIVolce 

Governments 203 N Main St * Toledo, OR 97391 
(541) 336-2289 * (541 ) 336-81 03 TTYIVoice (800) 282-61 94 

M E M O R A N D U M  

DATE: May 4,2009 

TO: Gorvallis Ciw Council 

FROM: Scott Bond, Director, Senior and DisabiliLy Sewices of Benton, Linn, 
alnd Lincoln Gounky 

RE: Older Americans Month 243439 

Each May we celebrate Older Americans Month as a way to recognize the 
contributions of our citizens as well as the issues that we face in a society on the verge 
of finally knowing what the "Baby Boom" generation impact will be on Oregon. 

Oregon Cascades West Council of Governments, Senior and Disability Services, 
works to provide a wide variety of services, public education, information on gaining 
access to help, as well as advocacy for older adults and people with disabilities in 
Benton, Linn, and Lincoln Counties. 

Our services are in high demand as we begin to see the leading edge of the increase in 
older adults, and with the stress of the economic issues we face in Oregon, the 
requests for help will increase. 

Part of the answer is to assist older adults in planning for their retirement years, 
dispelling myths about who will pay for long term care and how to use low cost 
prevention and early intervention services to support healthy aging. Each year we 
assist in this goal by organizing a Living Well Health Expo. This year the Expo will 
be held on May 13" from 9 am to 3 pm at the Linn County Fair and Expo Center. We 
hope that you will join us there. 
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MEMBER GOVERNMENTS - COUNTIES: Benton, Lincoln and Linn CITIES: Adair Village, Albany, Brownsville, Corvallis, Depoe Bay, 
Halsey, Harrisburg, Lebanon, Lincoln City, Millersburg, Monroe, Newport, Philomath, Scio, Siletz, Sweet Home, Tangent, Toledo, Waldport, 
Yachats OTHER: Confederated Tribes of Siletz, Port of Newport and Port of Toledo 



Lebanon also serves Crabtree and Scio. Mill City ulso serves Gates and Lyons. South Litzn County serves Brownsville, Halsey, 
Harrisburg, Peoria and Shedd. Sweet %me alslo serves Foster and Cruwfordsville. CowaEEis also serves Adair Village. PlziEomatlr 
also serves Kings Valley, Wren and Alsea Lincoln City also serves Depoe Bay, Gleneden Beach, Otis and Rose Lodge. Newport ulso 

m 
serves South Beach. Siletz also serves Logsden. Waldport also serves Yachats. 



Following are the number of clients sewed by Senior Services' Case Management, Medicaid and Food Benefits programs by county 
and zip code area: Note - Lincoln County numbers for current fiscal year use a more accurate nlethod for counting services. 

Number of Clients Served - Senior Services 

- 

Waldport 
Yachats 

92 
3 9 

106 
42 

Stayton 
Sweet Home 
Tangent 

2 
286 

7 

1 
3 15 
12 



Following are the number of clients served by Disability Services' Case Management, Medicaid and Food Benefits 
programs: 

Kings Valley 
Monroe 
Philomath 

0 
3 5 
84 

0 
44 
98 

Logsden 
Neotsu 
Newport 
0 tis 
0 tter Rock 
Rose Lodge 
Seal Rock 
Siletz 
South Beach 
Tidewater 
Toledo 
W aldport 
Yachats 

6 
6 

293 
99 
2 
0 

27 
74 
35 
14 
157 
159 
5 0 

6 
7 

325 
112 
3 
0 
3 4 
72 
3 0 
18 
166 
159 
46 

Crawfordsville 
Foster 
Gates 
Halsey 
Harrisburg 
Jefferson 
Lebanon 
Lyons 
Mill City 
Scio 
Shedd 
Stayton 
Sweet Home 
Tangent 

2 
23 
1 
17 
41 
2 1 
60 1 
6 
7 
5 4 
6 
1 

521 
14 

3 
15 
2 
20 
52 
13 

662 
17 
27 
60 
9 
2 

503 
2 1 
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Celebrate being a senior in May 
By Scott Bond 
Columnist 

The month of May is Older Americans Month and a great time to recognize that there are many important issues that 
affect older adults and opportunities to help create ways to improve our quality of life. 

Each year the Federal Administration on Aging helps support this recognition of older adults by sponsoring events 
and creating a theme that helps to educate all of us about the needs of the growing population of people over 65 living 
in our communities. 

The theme this year is "Living Today for a Better Tomorrow." We are experiencing an explosion of information that 
helps all of us to be better informed and skilled at taking care of our health. Each and every day is an opportunity to 
make good choices about the food we eat, the amount of exercise we get and to reach out and engage in social 
activities in the community. 

During Older Americans Month, Senior and Disability Services works with community partners to organize the "Live 
Well, Age Well Health Expo" at the Linn County Expo Center. Our major partners this year include the Cascades 
West Senior Services Foundation, Samaritan Health Services and Albany Parks and Recreation. 

The event will be from 9 a.m. to 3 p.m. on May 13. There will be free health screenings available along with 
presentations, demonstrations and exhibitor booths representing a variety of products and services for older adults. 

This year we have. been fortunate enough to be able to schedule two tracks of guest presentations that include 
acupuncture, stress reduction techniques, treating depression and anxiety in older adults, preventing financial abuse 
and fraud and healthy heart advice. 

In addition to the presentations, there will be an area devoted to demonstrations. We have scheduled professional 
demonstrations in the areas of Tai Chi, Hatha Yoga, Pilates, Tips for Healthy Eating and Master Gardeners as well as 
others. 

We hope that through the various presentations, demonstrations, and exhibitors you will be able to learn something 
new or find a resource person to assist you in your personal journey toward health. You will get to experience the 
growing wealth of information and supportive programs that are in our community and meei new people who are 
dedicated to helping you achieve a positive, healthy life as you age. 

In past years, I have talked with many of the attendees considered "baby boomers," who have come with one or both 
of their parents to explore the event and participate in presentations. When we make health a shared family value, we 
can open up different conversations with our parents as well as our children. 

Those who attend the May 13 event can participate in a presentation or discover something new about healthy aging. 
Through events such as these, we can help to dismiss the negative stereotypes of getting old. We all deserve the 
best possible health as we grow older. 

Scott Bond is the Director of Senior and Disability Services for Oregon Cascades West Council of Governments, the 
Area Agency on Aging for Benton, Linn, and Lincoln counties. He can be reached at 812-6008 or by e-mail at 
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DRAFT
Subject to review &

approval

CORVALLIS CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMISSION ON TRANSIT 
MINUTES

April 8, 2009 

Present
Bob Lowry, Chair
Stephan Friedt, Vice-Chair
Heather Bennett
Susan Hyne
Brandon Trelstad
Robert E. Wilson
Tom Kincaid

Absent
Tad Abernathy

Staff
Lisa Namba, Public Works
Tim Bates, Public Works
Cindy Hallett, Public Works
Jim Mitchell, Public Works

Visitors

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION

Agenda Item Information
Only

Held for
Further
Review

Recommendations

I. Introductions X

II. Approval of March 11, 2009 Minutes Approved.

III. CACOT/Visitor Comments
• June 10, 2009 meeting date change due

to Triennial Review
• Letter of support for new Lebanon to

Corvallis Linn Benton Loop service

Rescheduled June 10, 2009
meeting to June 17, 2009.
Motion passed to have staff
write a letter of support for
new service.

IV. Old Business
• Review CTS Passenger Code of

Conduct and Implementing Procedures

Motion passed to accept the
Corvallis Transit System
Administrative Rule 09-01.

V. New Business
• Stakeholder Comments on Former

Moose Building Demolition Project
X

VI.    Information Sharing 
• Written Report X

VII. Commission Reports & Requests N/A

VIII. Adjournment Adjourned at 9:22a.m.
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CONTENT OF DISCUSSION

I. The meeting was called to order at 8:20a.m.   Introductions of Commission members and
staff were made.

II. Approval of  Minutes

Vice-Chair Friedt and Commissioner Trelstad, respectively, moved and seconded
that the Commission approve the March 11, 2009, minutes.  The motion passed 
unanimously. 

III. CACOT/Visitor Comments

Mr. Bates requested that the June 10th meeting be changed to June 17th in order to
accommodate the FTA’s June 9-10, 2009 Triennial Review of CTS.  The Commission
approved the date change by consensus. 

Chair Lowry attended two meetings with the Linn-Benton Loop Commission to discuss
the possibility of a $45,00 budget shortfall.  This turned out to be an accounting error, and
further accounting showed a $2,000 shortfall.  City of Albany staff is confident the
shortfall can be managed within the existing budget, with no interruptions in service.  

Mr. Bates read a letter from Mark Volmert of Cascades West Council of Governments
stating that the City of Albany submitted a  2009-2011 Job Access Return Commute
(JARC) grant application to continue to fund  a new Linn Benton Loop route from
Lebanon-Corvallis, known as the Lebanon Loop.  The Corvallis Area Metropolitan
Planning Organization (CAMPO) has submitted a letter of support and Mr. Volmert is
seeking a letter of support from CACOT.  The City of Albany, which will operate the
Lebanon Loop, is hopeful it will be up and running in June, 2009.  Ms. Namba stated this
request does not compete with the CTS JARC application for 2009-2011 funding. 
Additional funding for the Lebanon Loop is expected to come from each of the four major
funding partners (City of Corvallis, City of Albany, OSU and Linn-Benton Community
College (LBCC)) in the amount of $4,400 each.   Mr. Bates will acquire a service plan
from the City of Albany and email it to all Commissioners.  Vice-Chair Friedt, a Linn
Benton Loop Commissioner, stated the service would be particularly beneficial to those
commuting from Lebanon to the hospital,  LBCC, and OSU. 

Vice-Chair Friedt and Commissioner Wilson, respectively, moved and seconded that
the Commission approve a recommendation that staff write a letter of support, on
behalf of CACOT, for the City of Albany’s 09-11 JARC application.  The motion
passed  unanimously. 

IV. Old Business

• Review CTS Passenger Code of Conduct and Implementing Procedures
Mr. Bates reviewed the “Appeal Process” section in the proposed CTS Administrative
Rule (AR) 09-01 -  Exclusion Policy .  The Appeal Process is already covered in the
CTS Passenger Code of Conduct, so staff elected to not duplicate this language in the
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new Rule.  Staff added a “violation of exclusion notice”, which increases the length of
exclusion with each offense . Vice-Chair Friedt asked if this has been reviewed by the
City Attorney.  Ms. Namba stated the City Attorney has not yet seen it but the City
Manager’s Office approved of the format of the Rule language.

Vice-Chair Friedt and Commissioner Wilson, respectively, moved and seconded
that the Commission approve the Corvallis Transit System Administrative Rules
AR 09-01, as written.  The motion passed  unanimously. 

Staff will have the City Attorney review the document.

V. New Business

• Stakeholder Comments on Former Moose Building Demolition Project
The City Council requested that Mr. Mitchell review the proposed project plan for the
demolition of the former Moose Building with various stakeholder groups and relay
comments and concerns back to the Council.  Mr. Mitchell provided an overview of
the plan.  The Moose Building was evaluated for possible use as City offices or an
emergency shelter, but the building was found unsuitable for habitation.  Although the
area is part of a longer-term City-County facility plan, the short-term commitment (5-
10 years) is to provide parking space for City staff and visitors, relieving some of the
pressure on area parking.  Other elements of the plan include improving bike parking,
installing bike lockers at the Downtown Transit Center, and providing a charging
station for electric vehicles.  Use of low-energy lighting, pervious pavement, and
recycling/reusing as many materials as possible are goals for the plan.  Demolition and
construction is planned for this summer, and two potential site layouts have been
developed. Time frame for demolition is 1-2 weeks and construction of the lot at 1-2
months.  Commissioners’ concern is bus access to the south bays for buses and safety
for pedestrian travel.  Mr. Mitchell assured the commissioners there would be
protection to the DTC during the construction and demolition process.  

A public restroom was not part of the initial plan, but the Council is considering
incorporating one.  Initial costs range from zero for a rented porta-potty to well over
$100,000 for a stick-built facility similar to the Riverfront Park restrooms, with annual
operating/maintenance costs ranging from $960 - $18,000.  Mr. Mitchell described the
various restroom options listed in the staff report he provided to the Commission. 
Commissioner Wilson said a rented porta-potty makes the most sense since the
parking lot is temporary until the final plan is completed.  Councilor Brauner stated
that “temporary” could mean 10-30 years and that the Council feels a porta-potty is
not an attractive option.  Although the Central Park Master Plan will probably
construct a permanent restroom in Central Park, a time frame has not been established
for this.  There was discussion about the need for a one-stall versus two-stall unit, as
well as how security issues will be handled.  Chair Lowry prefers a unit which could
be moved at a later date.  Vice-Chair Friedt stated that while cost points to a porta-
potty, if it will be there awhile, aesthetics are important.  He asked if any of the units
would use solar energy.  Mr. Mitchell said this is not in the plan, since there is energy
available for the car charging station and parking lot lighting.  Skylights can be
incorporated in most units.  
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Mr. Mitchell then addressed the general layout of the parking lot under the two
alternatives, which have different numbers of accesses and parking stalls.  Several
Commissioners suggested having as many bike lockers as possible at the DTC, to
encourage City employees to use them.  Mr. Mitchell said most vehicle parking in the
new lot would be used by motorists with yellow parking permits, with an additional
three or four staff parking spaces and one car pool space. 

 Chair Lowry would like to make sure the long-range plan considers the possibility of
doubling the size of the DTC. Discussion on future DTC space needs ensued and the
consensus was that the lot layout with a single access would allow curb space on 5th

Street for a bus staging area and is preferable for that reason.

VI. Information Sharing
Mr. Bates reviewed the Information Sharing Report.  Additional information to the report:
• Group Pass - Work Unlimited is officially a Group Pass Program member.  They are

in the process of getting identification cards for all their employees. 
• Federal FY 2010 Appropriations Bill - Chair Lowry referred to the article in the

Gazette-Times which featured a transportation “wish list,” including $735,000.00 for
bus purchases.  While staff submitted the operations and maintenance facility for
consideration, it was not included in the proposed projects for the bill.  

VII. Commission Requests and Reports 

No requests or reports.

VII. Adjournment

Vice-Chair Friedt and Commissioner Wilson, respectively, moved and seconded that
the meeting be adjourned.  The motion passed unanimously.

The meeting was adjourned at 9:22 a.m.

NEXT MEETING: May 13, 2009, 8:20 a.m., Madison Avenue Meeting Room 
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CITY OF CORVALLIS 
MINUTES OF THE COMMITTEE FOR CITIZEN INVOLVEMENT 

Madison Building Meeting Room 
April 2, 2009 

 
Attendance 
Larry Earhart 
Jerry Groesz, Chair 
Kirk Newburgh 
Tom Powell 
Shannon Reich 
Julie Risien 
Stewart Wershow 
Richard Hervey, City Council Liaison 
Tony Howell, Planning Commission Liaison 

Staff 
Jason Yaich, Associate Planner 
Sarah Johnson, Associate Planner 
Terry Nix, Recorder

 
SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION 

 
  

Agenda Item 
 

Summary of Recommendations/Actions 

I. Call to Order; Review Agenda Called to order at 7:15 p.m. 

II. Review Draft Minutes from March 5, 2009 Approved as presented. 

III. Visitors’ Propositions Information only. 

IV. Planning Commission Liaison Report Information only. 

V. City Council Liaison Report Information only. 

VI. Planning Division Web Access Presentation Information only. 

VII. Update – Land Use Guide Information only. 

VIII. Discuss Footwise Display Ideas and Subcommittee 
Formation 

Information only. 

IX. Discuss DaVinci Days Booth, Incentives, Calendar Information only. 

X. New Business Information only. 

XI. Next Meeting May 7, 2009, 7:15 p.m. 

XII. Adjournment The meeting was adjourned at 8:45 p.m. 
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CONTENT OF DISCUSSION 
 
I. CALL TO ORDER; REVIEW AGENDA 
 

Chair Jerry Groesz called the meeting of the Committee for Citizen Involvement (CCI) to 
order at 7:15 p.m.    

 
II. REVIEW DRAFT MINUTES FROM MARCH 5, 2009 

 
MOTION:  Larry Earhart moved to approve the March 5 minutes as drafted.  Kirk 
Newburgh seconded the motion and it passed unanimously. 

 
III. VISITORS’ PROPOSITIONS:  None. 
 
IV. PLANNING COMMISSION LIAISON REPORT 
 

Planning Commission Liaison Tony Howell reported that the City received seven 
applications for the two vacant Planning Commission positions.  The City Council will 
conduct interviews and select the new Commissioners.  Commissioner Howelll said that 
staff is processing two annexation requests and an amendment to the Samaritan Hospital 
Master Plan, but there are not any Planning Commission hearings scheduled at this time. 
 
Chair Groesz said he attended the April 1 Planning Commission meeting at which a 15-
foot extension to an existing monopole was approved.  He felt that the meeting was well 
run.  He noted that, although there was no public testimony, there was an 80-page staff 
report. 

 
V. CITY COUNCIL LIAISON REPORT 
 

City Council Liaison Richard Hervey reported on City Council discussions regarding 
homeless camping sites and potential related Land Development Code issues.  He 
reported that the City Council discussed problems related to holding de novo hearings for 
appeals of Planning Commission decisions; there are no changes proposed at this time.  
Councilor Hervey briefly reported on state legislation and his discussions with staff 
related to gray water.  

 
VI. PLANNING DIVISION WEB ACCESS PRESENTATION 
 
 Associate Planner Jason Yaich gave a presentation of the options available for accessing 

City planning, zoning, and land use information on the internet.  He agreed to provide 
hard copies of his presentation to Committee members.  He invited recommendations 
from the Committee on ways to improve public access to these resources. 

  
Planner Yaich showed a card with several quick links to City development services with 
a land use perspective.  The information is available in business card form or as a 
clickable PDF file.  He showed how the PDF file can be used to access information, 
including permits information, staff reports, active land use cases, agendas, archived 
information, and City maps and master plans.  He reviewed future plans to make 
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corvallismaps.com more interactive, to make some of the internal tools available to the 
public, and to provide an online calendar for land use cases.  Brief discussion followed. 

 
VII. UDPATE – LAND USE GUIDE 
 

Planner Johnson reported on staff efforts to access an electronic version of the Citizens 
Guide to Land Use Planning so that the data can be manipulated and updated.  It may be 
necessary to retype the material.  Mr. Earhart said the CCI has funds available to contract 
out that work if needed.  Planner Johnson will send an update via e-mail.   

 
VIII. DISCUSS FOOTWISE DISPLAY IDEAS AND SUBCOMMITTEE FORMATION 
 

Mr. Earhart said the Footwise display is scheduled for September 15.  The Committee 
discussed ideas for the display.  It was noted that there are likely to be two annexation 
requests on the November ballot, and there was some support for a display focusing on 
information about the annexation process.   Mr. Earhart, Mr. Newburgh, Ms. Risien, and 
Mr. Wershow agreed to serve on a subcommittee for this item. 

   
IX. DISCUSS DAVINCI DAYS BOOTH, INCENTIVES, CALENDAR 
 

Chair Groesz initiated discussion about the DaVinci Days booth.  There was general 
agreement that no subcommittee is needed for this item.  The full Committee will finalize 
the volunteer sign-up sheet and discuss details at the next meeting. Planner Johnson will 
check on the number of tote bags left from last year.  Chair Groesz will contact the 
DaVinci Days organization regarding the booth and awning. 
 

X. NEW BUSINESS 
 

Chair Groesz distributed copies of a letter to the Oregon Elections Division expressing 
the Committee’s concerns about restricting information on the website.  This action was 
approved by the Committee at the last meeting. 
 
Planner Johnson outlined the timeline for the upcoming Neighborhood Empowerment 
Grant process.  CCI’s recommendations will go forward to the City Council in August.  
Planner Johnson said she will send reminders to current year grant recipients to submit all 
reimbursement requests by April 30.  Recipients may request an extension.   

 
Planner Johnson reminded members to forward their suggestions regarding which 
American Planning Association books to purchase.  A final decision will be made at the 
May meeting. 

 
XI. NEXT MEETING 
 
 The next meeting of the CCI will be on Thursday, May 7, 2009, at 7:15 p.m. 
 

XII. ADJOURNMENT:  The meeting was adjourned at 8:45 p.m. 
 

Approved as submitted, May 6, 2009 
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CORVALLIS-BENTON COUNTY PUBLIC LIBRARY BOARD MINUTES
April 1, 2009

Board Present Staff Present

Judith Edelstein, Chair Carolyn Rawles-Heiser, Library Director
Mike Beilstein Teresa Landers, Deputy Library Director
Scott Elmshaeuser Janelle Cook, Senior Administrative Specialist
Samantha Fisher
Martha Fraundorf
Corrine Gobeli
Erlinda Gonzales-Berry
David Low 
Sandy Ridlington
Jacque Schreck
Tom Wogaman

Excused: Visitors:
Leanne Giordono, Linda Modrell None

Summary of Discussion

Agenda Item
Information 

Only Action/Recommendation

Call to Order 7:32 pm

Visitors’ Propositions None

Minutes: March 4, 2009 x

Library Board Packet x

Committee and Board Reports
• Friends of the Library
• Library Foundation
• Board Committees

x
x

None

Director’s Report x

Information Sharing x

Adjournment 8:30 pm

CONTENT OF DISCUSSION

  I. CALL TO ORDER

Judith Edelstein called the meeting to order at 7:32 pm. 
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 II. VISITORS’ PROPOSITIONS

None.

 III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Motion: Jacque Schreck moved approval of the March 4, 2009 minutes as submitted. The motion
was seconded by Sandy Ridlington and carried unanimously.

  IV. LIBRARY BOARD PACKET QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS 

Jacque requested an example of a “high-impact library” as noted under the Department Highlights
section of the Board Report. This term was used in conjunction with a workshop recently attended by
Management Team, which was very disappointing according to Carolyn Rawles-Heiser. Examples of
innovative libraries were given, but the best part of their day was touring the “new” Albany Public Library.
Sandy inquired if the cost of the techo teen program would be less if volunteers were used instead. Carolyn
said yes, considerably less, since the majority of the grant request was to employ the teens. The main costs
now will involve the differential to upgrade a current reference librarian to a lead position so they can
supervise casual or volunteer positions, some supplies, and T-shirts for the volunteers. Corrine Gobeli
opinied she liked the idea of holding the LBCC Family Resource Fair at the Library. Carolyn agreed it helps
position the Library as a community center and introduce those not familiar with library services. David Low
asked for more information on the Spanish classes Teresa Landers is currently teaching to staff members.
Teresa said the course is about eight weeks long and is geared toward basic Spanish skills for librarians.
Judith requested updates on a couple of issues including a materials challenge and the smoking ban. Scott
Elmshaeuser questioned if any decision had been made yet on the apartment above the law firm adjacent to
the Library property and Carolyn said nothing further had been decided. 

   V. COMMITTEE AND BOARD REPORTS

Friends of the Library: The Friends met on March 16. Jacque highlighted a couple of items from their
most recent agenda. Judy Ladd gave an excellent update on Benton Books. Currently, earnings for Benton
Books is down about 25% compared to last year yet their ratings on a couple of web sites have gone up.
Their goal is to earn $10,000 this year and they would like to obtain another computer and scanner so two
people can work at the same time. There was more discussion regarding pricing at the February book sale.
A sub-committee has been formed to look into problems, possibilities, and the policies/procedures of book
donations and recycling. There were 43 people at the March Random Review and next week’s event will
feature Charles Goodrich evaluating various works of Wendell Berry. Philomath Library would like to set up
a 50-cent bookshelf. Mike Beilstein asked if sales have been affected by moving the 50-cent bookshelf at
the Corvallis Library to a more inaccessible location. He often was tempted by the books when he returned
materials to the Library, but since the bookshelf was relocated, he has not been tempted. Corrine said the
verdict is still out, but this is being carefully monitored.

Foundation Board: Sandy gave a brief financial update from the last Foundation meeting at the end
of March. Donations to date equal $100,905, which is down from last year. Major expenses to date include
fundraising ($17,035), books and non-capital expenses ($14,201), printing not related to fundraising
($9,563), and administrative expenses/fees ($7,777). The Foundation’s net worth is down about 11% year-
to-date. The Finance Committee will meet in May to work on the financial plan for next fiscal year. They are
looking at several investment strategies and were encouraged by the Board to invest for the long-term. Over
100 copies of Tom McClintock’s book have been sold. The Foundation Board discussed whether to use
some of the monies to honor Tom for his work on behalf of the Library. Most of the meeting was devoted to
discussing fundraising strategies. It was decided to concentrate on cultivating the larger donors, but still 
figure out a way to get back donors who have not given anything for a year or two. David has volunteered to
work out the kinks with the new DonorPerfect software, which members of the Fundraising Committee are
finding cumbersome.   

Board Committees:  No report.
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   VI. DIRECTOR’S REPORT

Carolyn shared the following:
• Carolyn met with the OSU recycling contact. His proposal was $240 per month to empty the

recycling bins. However, he observed that there has been a decline in the Library’s recycling
volume and noted the Library could also go with a will call pickup. Carolyn is waiting to hear back
from him on the cost for this option. 

• The strategic planning consultant will be returning to Corvallis in a couple of weeks. She will
meet with the Strategic Planning Committee as well as two focus groups. A few general areas
where she feels the Library needs improvement include board development and training, staff
succession planning and staff alignment, collections, marketing, facilities evaluation,
programming, and services to the school district. The Strategic Planning Committee will take the
final recommendations and brainstorm ideas on how to implement the ideas. On April 9, the
consultant has scheduled a conference call with the Chair and Vice-Chair of the Library Board.
Other Board members are invited to participate as well if they are interested. The consultant is
scheduled to return to Corvallis the first week of June to meet with City Council on Monday, June
1 at noon. It was decided to change the Library Board meeting from June 3 to June 1 at 7:00 pm
so that the Board can also meet with the consultant while she is in town. Jacque inquired if
ballpark costs would be included with the consultant’s recommendations and Carolyn said she is
not expecting to receive that kind of information. 

• Maya Tarasova from Uzhhorod, Ukraine is visiting the Library this week as part of the Corvallis
Sister Cities program. She will attend the Oregon Library Association conference tomorrow.

• Sammi Fisher job-shadowed Carolyn during Spring Break for a few hours. This was a required
part of her high school curriculum. 

• Carolyn attended the meeting of the steering committee for early literacy with the school district.
The pilot program at Lincoln School next year involves early literacy training for parents before
their kids begin school and includes outreach to the Spanish-speaking community. 

• Carolyn, Teresa, and David will be speaking with the Philomath City Council on April 13 to
update them on the Library. Along with Lori Pelkey, Carolyn and Teresa also visited the Monroe
City Council last week for the same purpose. 

 VII. INFORMATION SHARING

Circulation had a record-breaking month for filling holds. About 23,000 holds were filled in March
and over 71,000 people came through the Corvallis Library. Sandy confirmed she was kept running when
volunteering in Circulation last month. Scott inquired how this compared to last March and Teresa replied it
was about a fifteen percent increase over the same quarter last year and Circulation was up five percent
over the same time period. 

Mike questioned if there had been any public reaction to the CD/DVD dispensing machines. Carolyn
noted there are some logistics to still work out. For example, they are slow to load/unload and must be
reloaded throughout the day or they become empty. A couple of patrons have grumbled, but once it was
explained why this was necessary (to prevent theft), they seemed understanding. Ultimately, Teresa added,
more self-check machines without dispensers would be the answer, but they cost about $10,000 each.
Some of the self-check machines are also capable of taking cash or credit card payments. Staff is working
out the implementation details with the City Finance Department. 

Martha asked if the Library has considered offering cards for photocopying instead of patrons using
loose change. Carolyn said this has been considered, but it is cost-prohibitive coupled with a complicated
set-up. Also, photocopying has declined a lot with the increase in computer printing. 

Corrine inquired if staff would be recruiting for a new Volunteer Coordinator given the recent
resignation of Courtney Rader. Both Carolyn and Teresa replied affirmatively. 

VIII. ADJOURNMENT

The meeting was adjourned at 8:30 pm.
 

NEXT MEETING: May 6, 2009 at 7:30 pm



CITY OF CORVALLIS 
DOWNTOWN COMMISSION MINUTES 

APRIL 8,2009 

Present 
Michele Adams 
Icavinda Arthenayake 
Kirk Bailey 
BA Beierle 
Les Boudreaux 
Pat Larnpton 
Jim Moorefield 
Bernie Sebastien 
Liz White 
Justin Wirth 
Mark O'Brien, Council Liaison 

Staff 
Ken Gibb, Director 
Sarah Johnson, Assistant Planner 
Mark Lindgren, Recorder 

Guests 
Marvin Gloege, Benton Co. Hist. Society 

Excused 
Catherine Mater 

in-lieu Program Review 
cost share policy, with the recommendation that 
that two adjustments be considered: Review 
recalculations of current values that achieve a 
50% cost share in parking, reflecting the principle 
of a public-private partnership; and secondly, to 

sday afternoons from April 

commission's commitment to the downtown 
commercial core, that the commission supports 
the Main Street application of the DCA as a 

VIII. Adjournment. Meeting adjourned 6:42 p.m. The next meeting 
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CONTENT OF DISCUSSION 

I. CALL TO ORDER. 

Pat Lampton called the Corvallis Downtown Commission to order at 5:30 p.m. in the Madison Avenue 
Meeting Room, 500 SW Madison Avenue. 

11. APPROVAL OF MARCH 11,2009 MEETING MINUTES. 

Mr. Lampton stated that under the Call to Order Section on page 1, the phrase "and Parking 
Committee" should be deleted. B.A. Beierle moved and Kavinda Arthenayake seconded to approve 
the March 1 1, 2009 minutes as corrected; motion passed. 

111. PUBLIC COMMENT. None. 

IV. DISCUSSION: DOWNTOWN PARKING FEE-IN-LIEU PROGRAM REVIEW. 

Mr. Lampton related that the current parking fee-in-lieu policy is under review. Director Ken Gibb 
highlighted Planner Sarah Johnson's memo on the issue. He said the policy has been in place since 
2002 and provides an opportunity to even out parking requirements downtown. The LDC requires all 
new development in Central Business and Riverfront Districts to construct, at minimum, one parking 
space per 1,000 square feet of commercial space; and one space for each residential unit. He related 
that previously, those converting buildings from office to retail use had found themselves being 
required to provide more parking spaces, and so had to resort to having to file for Lot Development 
options or having to go through the land use hearing process. He said the process has worked well in 
accommodating changed uses downtown. 

Mr. Gibb sald many existing buildings would not be able to provide on-s~te parhng, so the fee-in-lieu 
program may be a good option for some developers. Developers also have the option of securing a 
long-term lease for parking at a location within 250' of the site. He said the fee-in-lieu option has only 
been used once and there is only about $37,000 in the fund at this time. The fee is based on one-half 
of the cost of constructing surface parking. The fee was originally $3,500, was increased to $4,000 
after a 2005 review, and is now $4,47 1, based on annual adjustments. Fees are placed in a special 
fund designated to be used to build publicly accessible parking as it grows over time. The policy 
states that the funds are to be used to build a facility within the downtown area, but there is no 
guarantee the facility would be near a particular site. There have not been any changes to the policy 
since its 2002 inception other than increasing the fee. 

Liz White asked what happened once a long-term lease expired; Mr. Gibb replied that he would check 
on the language. Kirk Bailey noted that he did not recall there being a requirement for a renewal of a 
long-term lease after ten years. He said the leased parking is required to be within 250' of the site. 
Ms. Johnson noted that many buildings don't retain the same function over a period of time. Mr. Gibb 
stated the Urban Services Committee (USC) would be reviewing the policy at its second meeting in 
April, and then send its recommendations to the City Council. 

Jim Moorefield stated that if he was a developer, unless he wanted to include on-site parking for 
marketing purposes for tenants or buyers, he didn't see why a developer would do anything else 
besides taking advantage of the fee-in-lieu program, since it appeared to be a real deal, compared to 
the costs of providing parking. Mr. Gibb noted that the point of the program was to provide flexibility 
for downtown development and the pricing of the program reflects that public parking is more 
productive, since there is turnover on a public parking space (unlike a private lot). 
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Mr. Bailey agreed that private spaces tend to be underutilized. He noted that previous to this program, 
there were many individual cases going to Community Development for variances on parlting 
requirements; this kind of program avoids having to solve a number of individual cases. Mr. Gibb 
added that the leasing and fee-in-lieu programs provide an alternative to knocking down buildings in 
order to provide parlting. 

Mr. Moorefield noted that there is language that allows the city to put a lien on property to pay the fee 
over time; he asked if that had been used. Mr. Gibb replied that the program had only been used once 
and it hadn't come up yet. Mr. Moorefield said the language doesn't really address the conditions 
under which the payment over time would be allowed or not. He asked when the city would likely 
approve such an application or deny it. He added that the lien supercedes all other liens; no mortgage 
lender would allow the city to insert a parking fee lien above a mortgage. He suggested the concept 
may not be usable unless the city is prepared to accept being in a subordinate position. Mr. Bailey 
suggested the Urban Services Committee look at the issue. 

Mr. Bailey related that he has seen rates for leasing parking spaces vary enormously. Ms. White noted 
that theoretically, the Renaissance Building developers could have chosen to simply pay a fee using 
the fee-in-lieu program, and not provided any of the large number of parking spaces associated with 
its parking requirements. Mr. Bailey replied that he understood that there is a limit for the number of 
parking spaces that can be bought out under the program. Mr. Lampton related that for housing, 
discussions on the matter were that the market would likely solve the problem. Director Gibb added 
that the reality is that residential users would demand parking. 

Mr. Bailey stated that since the program has been used sparingly, he was leery of changing the rate. 
He added that he lilted the idea of the increased utilization of parlting spaces that the public would 
have access to in the program, especially given limited space downtown. 

Cornmissloner Bailey moved and Mr. Moorefield seconded to pass on to the Urban Services 
Committee the recommendation to keep the program more or less as it IS, supporting the rationale for 
the 50% (of the cost of construct~ng surface parkmg) fee, and wlth the posslb~llty of modifying the 
subordlnatlon clause, based on review. After further discussion, Commissioners Balley and 
Moorefield withdrew thelr initial motion. 

Director Gibb stated that staff would check on the current cost of constructing a surface parking space 
and forward that on to the USC. Some members asked the current cost of real estate and current 
construction costs be considered in the estimate. 

Jim Moorefield moved and Kirk Bailey seconded that the Downtown Commission express 
support for the existing 50% cost share policy, with the recommendation that that two 
adjustments be considered: Review recalculations of current values that achieve a 50% cost 
share in parking, reflecting the principle of a public-private partnership; and secondly, to 
consider revised language related to subordination of loans associated to payment over time. 
Motion passed unanimously. 

Mr. Bailey added that it made sense to periodically review the cost of parking. Council Liaison 
O'Brien emphasized the importance of stating that the commission recognizes the value of the public- 
private partnership aspect of the motion, noting that the Council sometimes has a proclivity for having 
developers shoulder the entire cost of development. 
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V. FOLLOW-UP: UPDATE OF WEDNESDAY FARMERS' MARKET. 

Director Gibb related that a one-year lease by the Farmers' Market for the parking lot at 2"d Street and 
B Avenue will be before the City Council for review at its next meeting. The market would operate on 
Wednesday afternoons (3 p.m. to 7 p.m.) from April 22 to November 30; the lease would be all-day. 
Ms. White added that hours are slated to be shorter as the number of daylight hours decline later in 
the season. The lease would include a $1,000 fee and in-kind work on landscaping, cleaning and 
restroom maintenance during market hours. 

Vf. UPDATES. 

Planner Sarah Johnson reported on the Land Development Text Amendments Subcommiftee's work. 
The subcommittee met April I ,  and will continue to meet on the first Wednesday for the next four 
months, reviewing selected recommendations from the Strategic Planning Committee in regards to 
text amendments for downtown. 

The subcommittee focused on several issues, including whether structured parking spaces should 
count as two surface parking spaces, in the event a developer must create additional parking spaces. It 
also looked at weather protection like awnings and the need to provide variations for historic 
structures in the downtown area. It looked at minimum and maximum building heights for downtown 
central business district and the riverfront. It also agreed to look at alley issues; specifically, in regard 
to how to deal with addresses located off alleys, as well as utilities, including consideration of 
additional rights of way and easements in the front, where utilities are actually located in the rear, in 
the alleys. 

She said a couple of the Strategic Planning Committee's recommendations have been addressed by 
the new code's Pedestrian Oriented Design Standards. Mr. Bailey added that the subcommittee 
considered the possibility of consolidating curb cuts in order to get additional parking. For buildings 
whose design doesn't lend itself to the standard awnings, there could be a modified variance process 
to allow review, including for historic buildings. 

Director Gibb said that the plan was for the group to meet four times, bringing back reports to the full 
commission. Its scope was narrowed, and would not include sign issues (since it would take too much 
time to work through). Mr. Arthenayake advocated giving merchants flexibility for signage for 
promotions. Mr. Bailey anticipated that similar subcommittee worhng groups would likely be needed 
on and off in the future. He said the committee is getting feedback from Community Development on 
alley issues, such as fire access, and one versus two-way travel. 

Mr. Lampton said that regarding regulations, the commission should look at what the community 
wants to create downtown. Regarding alleys, the commission needs to consider what the long-term 
goal is and create policies that help create over time the kind of downtown the community envisions. 
Mr. Gibb stated that the subcommittee will next meet on May 6 at 4 p.m. 

Liz White related the Parking Committee moved some parking meters, following staff 
recommendations: Three two-hour meters were placed in front of Milestones (to improve customer 
access). Two two-hour meters on Adams north of Safeway were replaced by 10-hour meters, since the 
shorter-term meters there weren't being used. 

She said the committee yesterday approved a letter to businesses and residents; it seeks to get 
feedback on ideas from the Downtown Commission, such as parking enforcement, free parking, etc. 
Mr. Lampton asked the cost of a parking meter; Council Liaison O'Brien estimated the cost to be 
around $600-700 each. 
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VII. OTHER BUSINESS. 

Planner Johnson related that she has been working w~th Joan Wessell of the Corvallis Downtown 
Association to complete the Main Street Program application. The city will be considered under the 
Performing Main Street category. Staff looked up census and GIS mapping information to help 
answer application questions. The application is due April 17 and will include a draft resolution of 
support from the City Council. The Council will further consider the draft resolution at its April 20 
meeting. 

Mr. Lampton asked what the Main Street designation means to the city. Johnson replied the city and 
the DCA can use the title in business recruitment and it can help in grant applications. Since the 
application requires a financial contribution from the city, it can help with grants and loans that 
require matching funds and is an indicator of the city and DCA's commitment to certain programs. 
B.A. Beierle added that the designation also allows the city to receive technical assistance on myriad 
issues from the national Main Street center. 

Ms. Sebastien asked if there was a one-time application or annual fee involved with the designation; 
Ms. Johnson replied that there was no fee; the application indicates the applicants' level of financial 
investment in their own city's program over several years, with the understanding that the program 
will have to be maintained beyond that period of time. Mr. Lampton noted that Ms. Beierle has a 
background in the Main Street program; he said the program elevates the downtown, so was in favor 
of the commission s~lpporting the application. 

B.A. Beierle moved that in the interest of the commission's commitment to the downtown 
commercial core, that the commission supports the Oregon Main Street Program application of 
the DCA as a Performing Main Street community; Jim Moorefield seconded; motion passed 
unanimously. 

Ms. Beierle explained that the Main Street Program is based on promotion, organization, design and 
economic structuring. Guiding principles are that the program is incremental, self-directed, and is a 
public-private partnership. 

Mr. Lampton asked whether there would be a discussion soon on location of vehicle electric charging 
stations. Mr. Gibb replied that at the previous meeting there had been a request to have more review 
of that. There has been some discussion regarding the matter during planning for the City Hall block; 
however, he had no more updated information beyond that. 

Council Liaison O'Brien related the Council has asked the Urban Services Committee to re-review 
the issues related to sidewalk cafe administration. He noted that some sidewalk cafes are meeting the 
letter of the code but are still causing problems. Mr. Gibb added that the problems are mostlyrelated 
to ADA access issues. He said staff is proposing to do a full review on rules after the end of the 2009 
season, in fall; the commission would be involved in that review. He said the program has generally 
worked well. In a particular problem case, it had initially been thought it could be resolved 
administratively, but that proved not to be the case. The challenge is to balance ADA access with 
lively sidewalks. Councilor O'Brien added that cafk owners would like support on the issue. 

Councilor O'Brien related that on March 16 the Council gave direction to staff to stop citing for 
illegal camping in the city as a stopgap measure before discussion of a possible homeless camp. As a 
result, there was a problem with illegal camping in the Central Park gazebo for several weeks; in 
response to that, the Council re-directed staff to enforce illegal camping laws, and there are now no 
campers in the gazebo, though it is in need of a clean-up. The Council will work to find a solution to 
the transitional homeless housing problem. 
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Mr. Bailey stated that the commission had previously discussed the bathroom design and amenities on 
the site of the Moose Building. In response to an issue that came up during the Council's discussion 
on transitional housing, he suggested consideration of including storage lockers as a component of 
either the transit mall or the bathroom structure. This would provide a safe place for a homeless 
person to store items while they went to a job interview, for example, or for people who are 
committed to a no-car lifestyle and are using the bus system. He added that he had not heard of 
examples of such a system in use elsewhere; the minimum size available commercially is 5' by 5 ' ,  for 
roughly $40 per month. E-Ie said that something on the order of a high school locker would be 
appropriate for transit use. 

Mr. Moorefield added that homelessness is relevant to the downtown in a number of ways. He said he 
was involved in a steering committee doing a ten-year plan to end homelessness; for months, it has 
been discussing strategies to help people become not homeless any more. He said it was appropriate 
for the Council to delay implementing homeless camps. Strategies on homelessness need to be 
considered holistically, not piecemeal. The city should let the planning process be completed; the 
public w ~ l l  have opportunities to comment on the draft comprehensive plan; also, downtown interests 
should be represented when that plan is discussed. To try to avoid unintended consequences, the 
city's actions on the matter should be vetted through the plan, once it is developed. 

VIII. ADJOURNMENT: The meeting was adjourned at 6:42 p.m. 
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CITY OF CORVALLIS 
HISTORIC mSOURCES COMMISSION MINUTES 

APML 14,2009 

Present 
Deb Kadas 
Robert "Jim" Morris 
Bruce Osen, Chair 
Michael Pope 
E. Ross Parkerson 
Cynthia Solie, Vice Chair 
Jacqueline Stephens 
Karyn Bird, Planning Commission Liaison 
Dan Brown, Council Liaison 

AbsentiExcused 
Scott McClure 
Aaron Collett 

Staff - 
David Coulombe, Deputy City Attorney 
Brian Latta, Assistant Planner 
Bob Richardson, Associate Planner 
Kelly Schlesener, Senior Planner 
Kevin Young, Senior Planner 
Mark Lindgren, Recorder 

Guests 
B.A. Beierle, PO Box T 
Sean Olufson, 21 5 SW 2"d St. 
Patty McIntosh, 130 Oak Creek Bldg., OSU 
Lori Fulton, 130 Oak Creek Bldg., OSU 
Karyn Goodfriend, 500 SW Yamhill, Portland 
Chris Bell, 8263 NW Starview Drive 
Steve Walters 
Tammy Stehr, 3560 NW Tyler Ave 

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION 

A. Motion passed 5-1 to approve the application 
as conditioned. 

a. Potential Award Recipients b. Updated listing of activities, including OSU's 
celebration of its historic district. 

Attachment to the April 14, 2009 minutes: 

A. Letter froin Oregon Department of Energy regarding Heckart Lodge. 
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CONTENT OF DISCUSSION 

Chair Bruce Osen called the Corvallis Historic Resources Commission to order at 7:00 p.m. in the 
Corvallis Downtown Fire Station Meeting Room, 400 NW Walnut Blvd. 

I. VISITOR PROPOSITIONS. None. 

11. DELIBERATIONS -A. LINUS PAULING SCIENCE CENTER (HPP09-00005) 

A. Opening and Procedures: 

Chair Osen related that the public hearing was closed at the previous April 3 1,2009 HRC meeting; 
the written record was held open for seven days; and the applicant had seven days with which to 
respond. There will be no public portion of the meeting; the commission will simply hold 
deliberations. Cynthia Solie stated that she was not at the last meeting's public hearing and so would 
recuse herself from participating in the deliberations. 

B. Declarations by the Commission: Conflicts of Interest, Ex Parte Contacts, Site visits, or 
Objections on Jurisdictional Grounds 

1. Conflicts of Interest - None. 
2. Ex Parte Contacts - None. 
3.  Site Visits -Additional site visits were declared by Commissioners Osen, Parkerson and Morris. 
4. Objections on Jurisdictional Grounds - None. No rebuttals were made. 

C. Staff Overview: 

Planner Kevin Young related that during the week in which the written record was held open, one 
piece of testimony was received, which is in the packet and on the table of materials. Final written 
argument was also received from the applicant, which is also in the packets. 

The request is a New Construction Request to build a 102,000 square foot, four-story science facility 
to accommodate research and education programs. The Center will house the Linus Pauling Institute 
and chemists from the College of Science, and will contain a university auditorium, classrooms, and 
laboratory space. The site is located at the southeast comer of Campus Way and 3oth Street on the 
OSU campus. 

Deb Kadas asked whether the metal wall on the fourth floor on the south elevation was hiding 
mechanicals that otherwise would be exposed behind it; Planner Young replied that he was not sure. 
He highlighted Attachment C.3, which shows the fourth floor there to be a partial floor, with 
habitable space on the north side of the building. The remaining portion of the roof contains a chiller 
room and a pump room. It appears the roof contains mechanical equipment that is being partially 
screened, along with habitable space on the fourth level. Attachment C.5 shows the west elevation; 
it's not clear whether there is a ceiling over the metal walls. Ms. Kadas summarized that it is not clear 
if it is a barrier wall or a metal supporting wall or enclosed space with roof. 

Ms. Kadas said the response fiom OSU included a statement that the Campus Master Plan Design 
Guidelines were not included in the application; she asked whether staff had included the Design 
Guidelines in the HRC's original packet. Mr. Young stated he believed the excerpts from the Design 
Guidelines were submitted by the applicant as part of their application. 
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Jim Morris asked whether staff had looked at the setback of the building from 3ot" Street; Mr. Young 
replied that staff had only looked at compliance with the Campus Master Plan Checklist. Ms. Kadas 
asked what the setback of the building from 30th Street was; she said that it wasn't clear from the site 
plan; she said her notes show it to be 40' from the street. Mr. Young replied that Attachment E.2 
shows it to be roughly 35'. Ms. Kadas asked what the measurement of the sidewalk and the grass area 
between the sidewalk and the street typically was in the area; Mr. Young replied that he did not know; 
usually there is a curb, a 6' planter strip, and a 5' wide sidewalk. 

Council Liaison Dan Brown stated that the site map appears to show the building abutting or being 
very close to the sidewalk; he said this was the basis of the question he asked during the public 
hearing. He related that he measured the distances from the nearby buildings to the sidewalls; 
Withycombe Hall, to the north measured 24' from the sidewalk (much further than the proposed 
building). Sackett Hall, to the south, also is located far back from the sidewalk. The combined 
sidewalk and planting strip width in the area measures about 15-16' to the edge of the curb. 

Planner Young replied that he didn't believe that it was correct that the building sits near the 
sidewalk; he highlighted the area on the map marked "PA", which stands for Planting Areas. The 
dashed line defines the development footprint, not the building envelope itself. Mr. Brown stated that 
it still appears that the proposed building would be substantially closer to the street than Withycombe 
or Sackett Halls. Mr. Young replied that Withycombe's main frontage is on Campus Way; he agreed 
that there was more setback on 3ot" Street. Saclsett Hall appears to come no closer to the street. Mr. 
Brown stated that he wished that that information were clearer on the application. 

D. Deliberations: 

Ross Parlcerson stated that as one travels north on 301h Street, other buildings have some setback from 
3ot" Street, which is an important element in judging the site plan and the layout of the building. 
However, it is not a major consideration and it is not uncommon to have a variation of setbacks from 
thoroughfares, and actually introduces interest. 

The location of the building to the northerly side of the lot is a good use of the space; the proposed 
plaza to the east is a good design element. He would prefer that brick pavers be used, to match brick 
pavers used along Campus Way and adjacent to the building to the east. He noted there was some 
discussion of the loading dock in the staff report but he felt that that worked well. He advocated for 
some sort of exterior artwork on the exterior. He praised the Kelly Building's elevations; Mr. Osen 
objected that the Kelly Building was not in the historic district; Mr. Parkerson replied that it was an 
architectural reference. Mr. Parkerson said that to an extent it achieves some difference from the 
historic buildings on campus. The north elevation attempts to give some interest with windows, 
panels and scale of different elements to each other and is successful to some extent. The east and 
west achieve some difference due to their purpose. However, the south elevation is aproblem; it could 
have been a lot more interesting, and the south is the first thing one sees traveling north on 30" Street. 
He said the south elevation is very repetitious. The north elevation will not really register as one 
travels south on 3oth Street, as it will be obscured by trees. 

Mr. Osen highlighted submittal Exhibit 17 of Bexell Hall, showing an example of endless repetition 
of punctured masonry, which may be highly compatible with the contributing resources. 

Mr. Morris stated that the loading dock of the proposed building would be located on the same rough 
line of setbacks of buildings on 3ot" Street, so as one drives north on 3oth Street, one would be looking 
right into the loading dock. He stated he measured the setback of Sackett Hall to the edge of the curb 
as 64'. He said there is a full story of corrugated metal on the fourth story that is an eyesore; he related 
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that he did not see any other example of a building that handled superstructure lilte that, and they 
weren't a full story high, either. He said the proposed windows on the south-side reminded him of a 
19"' Century factory; having other buildings on campus that loolc like that is not a good reason to 
perpetuate that ugly look. Mr. Osen said the commission has to address compatibility; ugly may be 
the standard of Contributing Buildings. 

Ms. Kadas stated that at the previous meeting she neglected to compliment the applicant on the 
thoroughness of the application and the presentation. She praised the public testimony received and 
OSU's response. 

She stated that the crux of 2.9 language related to the application is compatibility for new construction 
in historic districts. She highlighted, "New construction activity shall be evaluated for compatibility 
with the architectural design or style of any existing Historic Contributing resource on the site". She 
said that many of the arguments for some of the elements that are found in the district must be 
disregarded because the referred to buildings (i.e., the Ag Life Sciences Building) are Non- 
contributing resources. There are many references to the Ag Life Sciences Building in the arguments. 
Crop Science, Rogers Hall, Nash Hall and Kelly Engineering Buildings are Non-Contributing and 
Kerr is not in the district. 

Ms. Kadas said there are five areas of Chapter 2.9 that are of major concern with regard to the 
application, as well as some minor concerns. She said she did not believe the proposed building was 
compatible with the (a) Facades criteria. She disagreed with the staff report that there are a number of 
ways that entries are handled; entrances to Contributing Resources are almost always centered on the 
building. The code states that particular attention must be given to facades that face streets and rights 
of way; she said that Mr. Parlterson pointed out well that as one travels north on 3ot" Street, the south 
faqade becomes very important. She noted that though the rear elevations of Contributing resources 
are not as interesting as their fronts, they are still generally very interesting on their own merits; she 
cited the Women's Building as an example. The Olmsteads, referenced in the nomination extensively, 
talk frequently that buildings should have two fronts. This building particularly merits having a 
significant entrance on the south side. Bennes' buildings consistently have interesting rear entries. 
She concurred with Mr. Morris regarding the loading dock being very visible as one travels north on 
3oth Street. 

She said the application does not meet the Materials criteria (b). While the brick is good, her concern 
is regarding the aluminum-framed curtain walls, and the metal wall on the fourth floor. While there 
are examples of these on campus, they are on Non-Contributing resources. The code states that 
"siding materials of vertical board plywood, stucco, aluminum, exposed concrete block and vinyl 
shall be avoided, unless documented as being consistent with the design and style of the structure of 
the designated resource". 

Kadas stated the application does not meet the Scale and Proportion criteria (d). Proportion has to do 
with height in relation to the length of the building; this design is not in keeping with other existing 
surrounding comparable historic buildings on campus. 

The application fails (g) Pattern of Windows and Door Openings. She said she did not see an overall 
pattern; there are different patterns on the north, south, and east and west. While there is a comparison 
to Bexell Hall to a degree, Bexell contains no more than eight windows in a row. Also, Bexell's 
horizontal rows of windows are tied together vertically by a difference in brick patterns, which breaks 
up the monotony and helps avoid a factory appearance. Most of the historic buildings in the district 
have window groupings. Door openings are predominantly centered and predominantly are set on the 
long sides. The main entrance is on Campus Way and it makes sense to have it on the north. 

Historic Resources Commission, April 14, 2009 Page 4 



She stated that she disagreed with the staff report regarding the window treatments being similar to 
those of the Kelly Engineering Building, the Valley Library and the Ag Life Science buildings; these 
are all non-Contributing buildings and shouldn't be used in the criteria. The metal window shades are 
not found on Contributing resources. 

The application fails the Site Development criteria (i); specifically, regarding setbacks; she said this 
was her most serious concern. She said she paced out the distance of Sackett and Withycombe Halls 
to the sidewalk, about 50', so the distance to the street would be about 64'. The proposed building 
would only be about 35' to the street, roughly only half that setback. She stated that setback was 
important and noted that the commission had denied other new construction applications in historic 
districts on the basis of not matching setbacks. She said the issue is particularly important because 
3ot" Street is a gateway road and this is what travelers see of OSU. The height of the building, with 
fairly flat sides, makes the mass even greater and so of more concern that it would be with, say, a two- 
story building. 

Items of lesser concern include landscaping, retaining walls, metal mechanical screening, and the 
angled wall brought up in public testimony. While she will vote no on the application, she said there 
were also great things in the design, including the rusticated brick coursing, the concrete windowsills, 
and the window groupings on the north. She said the design was a good first pass and met some of the 
2.9 criteria, but not enough. 

Mr. Osen noted he would not vote unless the vote was even. He expressed concern that the only 
historic resources Ms. Kadas referred to were some distance from the site. However, the building is 
surrounded nearby with mid- 20'"Century buildings with very regular windows, in some cases strip 
windows, curtain wall, and glass block, with a lot of asymmetry. He said the designers have looked at 
the campus as a whole, looked at the immediate surroundings, and moved away fiom some of the 
elements of 1950's buildings (e.g., Wiegand, Cordley and Withycombe) with very horizontal strip 
windows (unlike the punched masonry of older buildings). He noted that Cordley Hall was enormous; 
similarly, the size of the proposed building reflects its mission. The tradeoff of having more setback is 
that you may have to increase the height of the building. He said that considering the program being 
served by the building, the design does an excellent job at finding a happy ground and responding to 
the campus. 

Mr. Parkerson stated he found Ms. Kadas' examination of the building and 2.9 criteriato be good. He 
said campus architecture was in general very diverse and interesting. He said the commission's job is 
not to approve buildings that are duplicates of historic buildings, but instead to recognize historic 
elements and references. He said he saw the proposed building as a move ahead in terms of providing 
space, the materials used, and the scale of the building. The building achieves some, but not all of the 
criteria. He said the setbacks on campus change according to needs over time; the proposed setback 
did not bother him, unlike the south wall, which needs work. He said repetition on other similar 
buildings was not so onerous. He said the south wall is not good design, doesn't work and doesn't 
meet the standard, especially given its presence in an important vista. 

Councilor Brown related that he frequently walks on the 3oth Street Mall, which helped him visualize 
what the proposed building would look like. He noted the mall itself is a designated historic resource 
in itself and is specifically called out in the application for the National Historic District. The 
proposed change deviates from the historic pattern. Mr. Osen countered that the historic pattern is the 
large open spaces; when that starts to fill up, that represents a change. Mr. Brown rebutted that the 
setback doesn't need to be eliminated, too. He related he measured setbacks; one building was 135' 
back from the street; another was 96' back. He said the location of the loading bay door and the fourth 
story metal wall will be intrusive into the mall area. Ms. Kadas added that the four stories contribute 
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to that, as well. She added that she agreed with Mr. Parkerson regarding the south facade, as well. She 
said the Sackett and Withycombe Halls set a setback line and the new building is infilling between 
those two spaces. The proposed building sticking out will make a difference to the mall, including 
the light in the street. 

E. MOTION: 

Mr. Parlterson moved and Ms. Kadas seconded to deny the application, based on reasons stated 
during HRC deliberations, including lack of compatibility. 

Pope commented that when he first arrived twenty years ago he was struck by the diversity of campus 
buildings. He said he had less problem with the difference of the south faqade of the building; 
however, he did have a problem with the setback. He remarked that 30''' Street is one of the premier 
entryways into campus and the proposed setback is problematic. Ms. Stephens stated that she 
concurred with Mr. Parlterson regarding the south faqade and that the setback from 30"' Street was 
disappointing. 

Councilor Brown said it would be helpful for the Council in hearing an appeal to have the 2.9 criteria 
cited. Ms. Kadas cited Chapter 2.9.100.04.b criteria for her opposition: (a) Facades; (b) Materials; (d) 
Scale and Proportion; (g) Pattern of Window and Door Openings; and (i) Site Development (relating 
to setback). 

Motion to deny the application passed 5-0. 

F. Appeal Period: 

Chair Osen stated that any participant not satisfied with this decision may appeal to the City Council 
within 12 days of the date that the Notice of Disposition is signed. 

111. PUBLIC HEARINGS - A. KLINE DEPARTMENT STORE (HPP08-00026) 

A. Opening and Procedures: 

Chair Osen reviewed the public hearing procedures. Staff will present an overview followed by the 
applicant's presentation. There will be a staff report and public testimony, followed by rebuttal by the 
applicant, limited in scope to issues raised in opposition and sur-rebuttal by opponents, limited in 
scope to issues raised on rebuttal. The Commission may ask questions of staff, engage in 
deliberations, and make a final decision. Any person interested in the agenda may offer relevant oral 
or written testimony. Please try not to repeat testimony offered by earlier speakers. It is sufficient to 
say you concur with earlier speakers without repeating their testimony. For those testifying this 
evening, please keep your comments brief and directed to the criteria upon which the decision is 
based. 

Land use decisions are evaluated against applicable criteria from the Land Development Code and 
Comprehensive Plan. A list of the applicable criteria for this case is available as a handout at the back 
of the room. 

Persons testifying either orally or in writing may request a continuance to address additional 
documents or evidence submitted in favor of the application. If this request is made, please identify 
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the new document or evidence during your testimony. Persons testifying may also request that the 
record remain open seven additional days to submit additional written evidence. Requests for 
allowing the record to remain open should be included within a person's testimony. 

The Chair opened the public hearing. 

B. Declarations by the Commission: Conflicts of Interest, Ex Parte Contacts, Site visits, or 
Objections on Jurisdictional Grounds 

1. Conflicts of Interest - None. 
2. Ex Parte Contacts - None. 
3. Site Visits -Declared by all Commissioners except Morris and Osen. 
4. Objections on Jurisdictional Grounds - None. No rebuttals were made, 

C. Staff Overview: 

Planner Brian Latta stated the subject site was located at 215 SW 2"d Street and is a designated 
historic resource listed in the Local Register. The applicant proposes to install five lights to the back 
of the recently approved sign. The lights would be attached with gooseneck arms to curve up and over 
to illuminate the front of the sign. The fixtures are proposed to be made of heavyweight aluminum. 

D. Legal Declaration: 

City Deputy Attorney David Coulombe stated that the Commission would consider the applicable 
criteria as outlined in the staff report, and he asked that citizens direct their testimony to the criteria in 
the staff report or other criteria that they feel are applicable. It is necessary at this time to raise all 
issues that are germane to this request. Failure to raise an issue, or failure to provide sufficient 
specificity to afford the decision-makers an opportunity to respond, precludes an appeal to the State 
Land Use Board of Appeals on that issue. 

The failure of the applicant to raise constitutional or other issues relating to proposed conditions of 
approval with sufficient specificity to allow the local government to respond to the issue precludes an 
action for damages in Circuit Court. 

E. Applicant's Presentation: 

Sean Olufson, 215 SW 2nd St., stated he felt the styling of the lights was compatible with historic 
downtown Corvallis and what has been approved in the past. He related that the sign designer and the 
electrician have indicated that five is the number of lights needed to fully illuminate the sign. 

F. Complete Staff Report: 

Planner Latta related that the Kline Department Store was constructed in 1890 and expanded to a two- 
story brick structure in 1907. It is in the Commercial Building style and it is a prime example; 
however, the style is not rare or unusual in the downtown area. 

The proposal will not cause the designated historic resource to more closely approximate the originate 
style or design of the building, so the proposal must be compatible with the compatibility criteria of 
2.9.100.04.b.3. Staff found five of these criteria were applicable. 
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In terms of Scale and Proportion in regards to the number of lights proposed, Mr. Latta said he was 
not able, during a site visit to downtown, to find a sign with that many (five) lights; however, signs 
with lights were generally not as large as this one. The manufacturer of the lights indicated that 
gooseneck a m  lights are usually placed closer than other types of lights. Most lights downtown are 
usually placed further away from the sign. Mr. Latta related that the manufacturer stated that five was 
the appropriate number of such lights to illuminate the sign. Staff found that the lights were 
compatible with the Facades and Architectural Features criterion. The proposal also met Building 
Materials and Differentiation criteria. Staff recommended the HRC approve the application with 
conditions of approval. 

G. Public Testimony in favor of the application: None. 

H. Public Testimony in opposition of the application: None. 

I. Neutral testimony: None. 

9. Additional Questions for Staff: None. 

K. Rebuttal by Applicant: None. 

1,. Sur-rebuttal: None. 

M. Additional time for applicant to submit final argument: 

The application waived the right to submit additional testimony and there was not been a request for a 
continuance or to hold the record open. 

N. Close the public hearing: 

Mr. Pope moved and Mr. Parkerson seconded to close the public hearing; motion passed. 

0 .  Discussion and Action by the Commission: 

Mr. Parkerson noted that when the sign itself was approved, he had voted against it, so he was going 
to vote against the lighting. Ms. Kadas thanked the applicant for his tenacity. 

MOTION: 

Mr. Pope moved and was seconded to approve the application as conditioned in the staff report; 
motion passed 5-1, with Mr. Parkerson opposed. 

P. Appeal Period: 

Chair Osen stated that any participant not satisfied with this decision may appeal to the City Council 
within 12 days of the date that the Notice of Disposition is signed. 

111. PUBLIC HEARINGS - B. OSU HECKART LODGE (HPP09-00006) 

A. Opening and Procedures: 

Chair Osen reviewed the public hearing procedures. Staff will present an overview followed by the 
applicant's presentation. There will be a staff report and public testimony, followed by rebuttal by the 
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applicant, limited in scope to issues raised in opposition and sur-rebuttal by opponents, limited in 
scope to issues raised on rebuttal. The Commission may ask questions of staff, engage in 
deliberations, and make a final decision. Any person interested in the agenda may offer relevant oral 
or written testimony. Please try not to repeat testimony offered by earlier speakers. It is sufficient to 
say you concur with earlier speakers without repeating their testimony. For those testifying this 
evening, please keep your commeiits brief and directed to the criteria upon which the decision is 
based. 

Land use decisions are evaluated against applicable criteria from the Land Development Code and 
Comprehensive Plan. A list of the applicable criteria for this case is available as a handout at the back 
of the room. 

Persons testifyng either orally or in writing may request a continuance to address additional 
documents or evidence submitted in favor of the application. If this request is made, please identify 
the new document or evidence during your testimony. Persons testifyng may also request that the 
record remain open seven additional days to submit additional written evidence. Requests for 
allowing the record to remain open should be included within a person's testimony. 

The Chair opened the public hearing. 

B. Declarations by the Commission: Conflicts of Interest, Ex Parte Contacts, Site visits, or 
Objections on Jurisdictional Grounds 

1. Conflicts of Interest - Mr. Osen related that his spouse works at OSU and is part of the project 
team, so he would recuse himself. Vice Chair Solie chaired the meeting from this point. 

2. Ex Parte Contacts - None. 
3. Site Visits -Declared by all Commissioners except Ms. Icadas. 
4. Objections on Jurisdictional Grounds -None. No rebuttals were made. 

C. Staff Overview: 

Planner Richardson stated the subject site was located at 2900 SW Jefferson Way, near the southeast 
comer of SW 30"' Street and SW Jefferson Way. Heckart Lodge was constructed in 1954 and is a 
Contributing building in the OSU National Register I-Iistoric District. The request is to make multiple 
alterations to the exterior of the building, including replacing exterior windows and doors with 
windows and doors of different style and material; replacing fiber cement siding with wood siding; 
replacing and expanding patio roofs; installing a screened elevator shaft on the building roof; 
installing a new sign; installing a covered bicycle parking area; and installation of two pieces of 
ground level mechanical equipment. 

D. Legal Declaration: 

City Deputy Attorney David Coulombe stated that the Commission would consider the applicable 
criteria as outlined in the staff report, and he asked that citizens direct their testimony to the criteria in 
the staff report or other criteria that they feel are applicable. It is necessary at this time to raise all 
issues that are germane to this request. Failure to raise an issue, or failure to provide sufficient 
specificity to afford the decision-makers an opportunity to respond, precludes an appeal to the State 
Land Use Board of Appeals on that issue. 
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The failure of the applicant to raise constitutional or other issues relating to proposed conditions of 
approval with sufficient specificity to allow the local government to respond to the issue precludes an 
action for damages in Circuit Court. 

E. Applicant's Presentation: 

OSU Campus Planning Manager (Facility Services) Patty McIntosh stated that OSU sought approval 
for the Heckart Lodge renovation project, resulting from a change in use. Many OSU buildings started 
as residential and later moved to other uses. This reuse sustains the campus look and feel. 

Heckart Lodge was constructed in 1954 for cooperative (affordable) student housing and used for that 
until 2004, when it was vacated. She displayed a photo from the early years of the building to 
illustrate original elements the applicants would seek to reintroduce, such as the double door entry. 
She highlighted adjacent buildings in an overhead view of the historic district. She said the building 
was vacated in 2004 due to the cost burden of deferred maintenance. 

The OSU INTO Program, which helps international students experience the campus, is now interested 
in being sited at the building. The building is not ADA compliant, so a new elevator must be installed 
to provide access to the second floor; a 4' extension is required to provide the elevator's overrun. 

She said the building's design elements include a mix of architectural styles: Modern, Neo-Classical 
and traditional; it is not a prime example of a particular style. Over time, the original double door 
entry was replaced by a single door with additions on the side; third floor dormer wall openings on 
the east and west elevations were replaced by divided casement windows; and the south patio doors 
were replaced by single hinged doors. She displayed photos of existing conditions, including the 
single entry; fiber cement siding (that contains asbestos); a single patio door; changes to the dormer; 
and an example of an existing window with louvers. 

The proposal is to restore the original double door entry on the north elevation; paint the exterior 
siding; upgrade ADA accessibility as per code requirements; replace existing asbestos-containing 
siding with wood board and batten siding; and install aluminum-clad wood windows in order to meet 
State of Oregon SEED requirements. McIntosh summarized that the new usage and renovations 
would extend the life of a Contributing resource that has been vacated now for five years. 

Lori Fulton, OSU, stated the building would be used for classrooms, a multifunction learning center 
and OSU INTO administrative offices. The reuse of the building requires bringing it up to current 
code and state regulations. She highlighted Attachment A.6.3, the site plan, which shows the adjacent 
buildings. 

OSU is proposing installing bike racks near the front entry; she highlighted existing bike parking. A 
former patio is proposed to be made accessible again on the east, and a new patio is proposed for the 
west side of the building. A screen to be made of brick similar to that on the building is proposed to 
screen mechanical equipment. 

She highlighted Attachment A36 regarding proposed changes to the north and south elevations. A 
single entrance door on the north is proposed to be replaced by a double door that would be more 
modem in style. The undulating (asbestos-containing) fiber cement panels on the north elevation that 
are proposed to be replaced (due to water damage underneath) by wood board and batten. 

Highlighting Attachment A.36, she pointed out that windows at the top of the entrance on the north 
are incorrectly labeled as operable; also their wood louvers would be replaced by metal ones. Liaison 
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Bird clarified that Attachment A.53 shows existing; A.54 is proposed. Ms. Fulton stated the 
replacement windows on the north would use the same size openings but eliminate the louvers. 

Ms. Fulton stated that on the south elevation of the building, doors out to the patio are proposed to be 
replaced by slightly smaller standard doors, with board and batten infill. On the west wing, the 
original laundry room windows would be replaced by windows consistent with the rest of the 
building, with matching infill from bricks expected to be yielded from other work on the building's 
exterior. She added that there won't be enough of such br~cks to use for all the infill needed for 
windows, so window edges in less visible areas must be infilled with board and batten. A door on the 
south (in an area of little public access) to a room of mechanical equipment is proposed to be replaced 
with a painted metal door, in order to provide more security. 

Ms. Fulton highlighted the former kitchen was proposed to be replaced by a lounge, so a window 
there would be closed off by board and batten siding, and a pair of doors installed to let daylight in 
and for access to the patio. All windows with louvers in them are proposed to be replaced by windows 
of similar size and opening mechanism, but without louvers. 

On the west elevation, two windows would be replaced by doors to give access to the new patio. 
Opaque windows are proposed for the former stairwells. Addressing the issue of eliminating the 
window louvers, she read in its entirety an April 13,2009 letter from Ann Hushagen, SEED Energy 
Analyst from the Oregon Department of Energy. Ms. Hushagen stated that the renovation project is 
required to go through the State Energy Efficient Design (SEED) program, which mandates that all 
cost-effective energy conservation measures be incorporated into the proposed construction project 
and that the renovation exceed the minimum Oregon Energy Code by at least 20%. She noted the 
existing window louvered sections are part of the window assembly, so it would be very difficult to 
remove the existing windows without removing the louvers as well. Ms. Hushagen related that the 
louvers have become damaged and inoperable over the years and allow infiltration of air into the 
building, and are the weakest link in the building energy envelope. She said an energy efficient 
window and frame would be a more efficient use of taxpayer dollars. Ms. Fulton stated that louvers 
would be replaced by awnings; the windows would open in the same locations as before, but would 
function in a much more energy efficient way. 

She said the second staff recommendation was regarding the proposed replacement of the underlying 
fiber cement panels on the north side of the building (in order to get to water damage behind them); 
since they contain asbestos, they cannot be put back. Since there is not a similar cost effective product 
available, OSIJ is proposing replacing them with a vertical wood board and batten in a pattern that 
replicates the original panels and would be painted like the original board and batten are. 

Ms. Fulton introduced Karyn Goodfriend from FFA Architecture in Portland, which is helping on the 
project. Ms. Kadas asked about the patio on the south that currently has three panels, and which is 
proposed to be reduced to two; she asked why three doors were not used instead of using board and 
batten to infill the space around two. Ms. Fulton replied that the three existing doors are non-standard 
sizes and to save money, it is proposed to use standard door sizes. Ms. Goodfriend added that it is also 
desirable to support the function of the classrooms just inside by trylng to maximize the solid wall 
area. 

Ms. Kadas asked about an east elevation door detail; Ms. Fulton replied that a stair just behind the 
window prevents use of two sets of doors with a wall between. Ms. Kadas, referring to the proposal to 
use board and batten in some situations where there wasn't enough matching brick available, asked if 
other options had been considered. Ms. Fulton replied.that the intent was to keep things as simple and 
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consistent as possible, and to not introduce new elements. Ms. Kadas asked about the two and a half 
story vertical members on the north elevation; Ms. Fulton replied that that is existing board and 
batten. 

Ms. Bird asked if the undulating siding shape was a normal part of the fagade or if it was due to the 
water damage; Ms. Fulton replied that the undulation was how the product was designed, and the S- 
curve element will not be part of the siding that replaces it. Ms. Solie asked if other corrugated 
material was explored to replace the siding; Ms. Goodfriend said that the only comparable materials 
loolted cheap and the inherent shape is very difficult to properly flash (that probably led to the water 
damage). Ms. Fulton added that the applicants were trying to avoid putting anything new on the 
building, especially on the front. 

F. Complete Staff Report: 

Planner Richardson related that slnce the applicant thoroughly covered details of the application, he 
would simply highlight issues raised in the staff report. He said Heckart Lodge was built in 1954 and 
based on information from the survey, staff does not believe it is rare or unusual, so the relatively 
modem building should be able to accept exterior changes. The issue is whether the proposed changes 
are compatible. He related that staff had an issue with the proposed elimination of the window 
louvers; the Facades and Architectural Details criterion refers to smaller details of a building; in this 
case, the window louvers, since one of the visible details of the building are the window louvers. 
Therefore, staff concluded removal of the louvers was inconsistent with the criterion, so the related 
condition of approval requires the applicants to either retain the windows with the louvers or replace 
them with windows of a similar design (if not materials). 

Regarding siding replacement, staff raised an issue regarding materials and suggested a condition of 
approval that gives the applicant the flexibility to use either fiber cement or wood board and batten 
materials. Staff recognized it would be difficult to replicate the design of the existing siding material. 

Regarding bicycle parking facilities, Mr. Richardson noted that when the applicant submitted the 
application, there had not yet been a final determination of the actual number of spaces that would be 
required with development. It is possible that additional bike parking spaces may be required; in that 
case, the applicants could be required to come back for another Historic Preservation Permit. He 
concluded that staff recommended approval of the application as conditioned. 

Ms. Kadas asked why, when the applicants only asked to use wood siding, that staff added the option 
for fiber cement; Mr. Richardson replied that fiber cement was the existing and original material and 
would be more appropriate, if available. Mr. Morris asked if staff had considered the issue of 
unacceptable heat loss associated with use of the louvers; Mr. Richardson replied that the staffreport 
did not directly address that, since there are no review criteria that speak to the issue. 

G. Public Testimony in favor of the application: 

Chris Bell, 8263 NW Starview Drive, stated that he had been a faculty member for 28 years, had long 
admired the building and regretted the building being neglected in recent years. He is currently senior 
academic person working with the OSU INTO team. He said that in five months he expected 300 
international students to go through the building as they're taught in nine classrooms. The renovation 
as presented will give new life to a building that deserves it. 
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Steve Walters stated that he is acting director of INTO OSU and concurred with Mr. Bell. He said the 
university wanted to welcome the students with a modern interior and an exterior that reflects the 
history of the university. 

H. Public Testimony in opposition of the application: 

Tammy Stehr, 3560 NW Tyler Ave, objected to the application because of the elimination of the 
louvers and treatment of the doors; simply conditioning them won't ensure the remodel will be 
compatible with the existing structure. She stated that there wasn't enough information in the 
application to determine whether it should be approved; she asked that the record be held open for 
seven days for additional testimony to allow doing more research. 

She stated that the louvers are the defining characteristic of the building. Also, in regard to the 
replacement of the door on the primary faqade, the applicants state that the existing door is not 
original; however, there does not seem to be any information on what the original door loolced like. 
Moving from wood doors to glass doors is inappropriate. She said the staff report cited the criteria 
regarding her concerns. She added that the staff report stated that the structure did not have any 
historical rarity; however, there is a building next door that is largely a twin, and that relation makes it 
somewhat unique. 

B.A. Beierle, PO Box T, s~lpported the staff recommendation regarding the louvered windows; apart 
form the large-scale entry, the louvers are a distinguishing characteristic of the building and merit 
retention. She stated that she was concerned about the lack of information provided in the application 
for a Contributing structure in the district; the intensive level survey form provides very little 
information on which to base a decision on a historic resource; if there is additional information 
available, she also aslced that the record remain open so that an informed opinion may be provided to 
the HRC. 

Ms. Beierle stated that it is not clear from the application whether the non-original features proposed 
to be replaced were installed during the district's period of significance. She said that non-original 
features installed during the period of significance (up to 1972) may acquire significance in their own 
right. Coming of age historic resources such as Heckart Lodge merit the same thoughtful 
consideration given to older resources within the district. There is insufficient historical data in the 
application to render an informed decision. 

I. Neutral testimony: None. 

J. Additional Questions for Staff: None. 

K. Rebuttal by Applicant: 

Ms. Fulton stated that regarding Ms. Stehr's comment on the original doors, the original doors are 
displayed and apparent on the historic photo. Regarding Ms. Beierle's request for more information 
on when things were replaced, there are not good records on when things like the front doors were 
replaced by a single door with sidelights and an overhead transom. In any case, the historic photo 
appears to show a pair of Dutch doors and for security reasons, those could not now be installed. 

Ms. Kadas asked if there was a copy of the entry photo in the packet and whether there was a large 
round ball light; Ms. Fulton replied that it was not. Mr. Morris asked about the reference to a twin 
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building. Ms. Fulton replied that OSU INTO plans to shortly take over the adjacent Reed Building 
and so that application will soon be before the commission; the intent is to lteep them consistent with 
each other. 

Ms. McIntosh stated that regarding the period of significance referenced by Ms. Beierle, in the district 
nomination, the period of significance only extends to February 19, 1957. 

L. Sur-rebuttal: 

Ms. Stehr noted her comments regarding the front door came from information in the staff repost, 
page 10, which stated the original door was "likely wood". She added that it's not clear if the 
applicants are representing the photo they displayed of the entry as being from 1954, but there is 
actually no indication of when the photo was taken. 

M. Additional time for applicant to submit final argument: 

Ms. Solie stated there was no request for a continuance but there was a request to hold the record 
open. Planner Schlesener stated the written record would remain open until 5 p.m. on Tuesday, April 
21. The applicant has seven days after that, from April 21 to April 28, at 5 p.m., to submit a final 
written argument. Deliberations will occur at 7 p.m. on April 28 at the Madison Avenue Meeting 
Room, at 500 SW Madison. 

N. Close the public hearing: 

Mr. Parlterson moved and Mr. Pope seconded to close the public hearing; motion passed. 

IV. MINUTES REVIEW. 

Liaison Bird asked that the word "been" be deleted from the last paragraph on page 9, to read, "..there 
was not a request". Mr. Parkerson moved to approve the March 10,2009 minutes as corrected; Mr. 
Morris seconded; motion passed. Ms. Bird praised the superb quality of recorder Mr. Lindgren's 
minutes; commissioners and staff concurred. 

V. HISTORIC PRESERVATION MONTH. 

a. Potential Awards Recipients Discussion. Discussion postponed for the April 28 meeting. 

b. Revised Schedule and Activity updates. B.A. Beierle related that OSU's celebration of its 
historic district will be held from 11 a.m. to 3 p.m. on May 14 at the tent at the northwest corner of 
14'" and Jefferson Streets. Ms. McIntosh formally invited commission members to attend. President 
Ed Ray, the provost, the vice president and Roger Roper from SHPO will attend. The governor has 
also been invited; his wife Mary Oberst, a historic preservation advocate, may attend on his behalf. 
Ms. Beierle added that Ms. Oberst is National Trust Advisor for the State of Oregon. 

Ms. Beierle added that tours of the Whiteside theater would be held on the morning of Saturday, May 
16. If more than 12 people sign up for a tour on Wednesday, May 20, a second tour will be added for 
4 p.m. She asked for volunteers to staff the Farmers Market informational table. 

VI. OTHER BUSINESS/INFORMATION SHARING. 

Mr. Parkerson highlighted the Spring Garden Festival on May 3 

VII. ADJOURNMENT: The meeting was adjourned at 9:29 p.m. 
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Toesday, April 14, 2009 
248  AM 

O R E G O N  
DEPARTMENT QF 
E N E R G Y  

Date: April 13,2009 

To Whom it may concern, 

1 The Heck& Residence Wall Renovation rU Oregon State University is required to go 
i through the S t ~ e  Ener~y Effic[ent DeSi@ (SEED) pmgfm, 8's nrandated by OKS 
i 276.900'o'g1 5 & OAR 330-130, R e  two principal requirements of the program are that 

i all cost-eEfective enar'gy canpervation measures be incorpantd into the proposed 
I consmnlction project and that a61 state bulldings that are definsd as new constwotion or 
i undergoing renovations stlall exceed the minimum Oregon Energy Code standud by at 

I least 20%. 

We understand that the Wsforic Commit& has recommended either replacii~g tile lower 
portion bf the window opening aith a dmilw lrouvered d'esign or keeping tkte original 
louvered sea$ions ink@, Billce the louvmd sections of the windows are actually part of 
the windo& assembly it wont3 be ve@ difficdt to mmove the efiistiny windows ~ i thou t  
retnaving the ioavers. in our opihion, keqifig tht: original 1~uverec.l pairion of' the 
window asscmbfy ~ b o ~ l d  ndbewhsideked bemuse they ~pver the portion offhe vrindbtv 
illat cansistg of only a thin sheet of ply@ood+ This plywood .sheet acted as a h i w d  door 
that was used as a ventilation ope~ing. Due to- exposure to weathering 
(eqansion/cudtq~tion), the majority .yi' thin plywood sMds ha$ bean rendered 
inopw&lr: and has comproaisdthebuiiding envelope due to uneven gaps between these 
pm61s axld tbe wirtd~w fnining 'ff not replaced, these gap& would Jlow For the 
infiltration of outside air into the' conditioned Sgacb wifhlnrhe building wMch will reduce 
tkq o~erall eowgy e%dency of' the building. These panels ape the only materials that 
make up tbt exteriar wdl. en+ejppe bt $3 af the lwiaas .  Gonsidet them ftle 
weakest link in the building energy envelape, n e y  would not meat $he minimum code 
perfonnanw rrgt&.rernetxls. 

Replacing them with windo~vs thg have attached touvets will require cosety custom 
designed whdows tha, due to hydget c&nstraints, will ~ & U G B  &e Utl'tuetsiiyk sbility to 
implement much more energy efficient dazing alternatives. Also, the Iouv~ed areas of 
all the windows are going to be replaced with energy efftcjcnt glazing to increase the 
davlighrine uithin the building. which will subseauentlv assist in meetinlr the reauired 

* Y  - w. 

eEciency requirements. In general it is very dil%cult ;o meet the ~ ~ ~ ~ " r e q u i r e k e n t s  
with renovations so every attempt to incorporate energy efficient mensures is critical 
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Energy prices will continue to rise as energy resources continue to decrease. It is 
important that tve consider this with all rmovatiotls, historic or ot.herwise I urge you to 
reconsider your recommendation for the louvered portion of the Heckart windows A 
double &zed, low-c coated, argon Elled window with a corresponding thermally 
efficient frame is a much more energy eMicient solution, not to mention a much better 
use of rhe taxpayer's ddt ars. 

Thank you far the opportunity to express my concerns with your recarnnlendation. I hope 
you will consider my information in your decision. 

And Hushagen 
SEED Energy Analyst 
Ore~on Depament of Energy 
625 NE Masion St. 
Salem, Oregon 97301 
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CITY OF CORVALLIS 
HISTORIC RE23OURCES COMMISSION MINUTES 

April 28,2009 

Present 
Bruce Osen, Chair 
Cynthia Solie 
Deb Kadas 
Aaron Collett 
Robert "Jim" Morris 
Scott McClure 
E. Ross Parkerson 
Michael Pope 
Jacqueline Stephens 
Scott McClure 
Karyn Bird, Planning Commission Liaison 
Dan Brown, Council Liaison 

Staff 
David Coulombe, Deputy City Attorney 
Kelly Scl~lesener, Senior Planner 
Bob Richardson, Associate Planner 
Claire Pate, Recorder 

Excused 

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION 

11. Deliberations - OSU Heckart Lodge, Motion passed to approve the application with 
HPP09-00006 revised and additional conditions 

Historic Preservation Month Update and information 
A. Potential Award Recipients 
B. Revised Schedule and Activity 

Attachments to the April 28,2009 meeting: 

A. Written Testimony regarding OSU Heckart Lodge, dated April 23,2009. 
B. Applicant's Final Written Response regarding OSU Heckart Lodge, dated April 24,2009. 
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CONTENT OF DISCUSSION 

Chair Bruce Osen called the Corvallis Historic Resources Commission to order at 7:00 p.m. in the Madison Avenue 
Meeting Room, 500 SW Madison Avenue. 

I. VISITOR PROPOSITIONS. 

Vincent Martorello, OSU Facilities Services Director, explained to the Commission why they were appealing 
the Linus Pauling Science Center decision directly to the City Council on May 18, 2009. Though they had 
wanted to come back to the Historic Resources Commission (HRC) to talk about the issues brought up in 
testimony, they are faced with time constraints in keeping the project on schedule. They have made some 
adjustments to the design, and plan to circle back to the HRC after the appeal to have a debriefing about the 
project. They are cognizant that this is uncharted territory for all of them, and they feel that they have been a 
little bit out of sequence at this point. There are issues that were raised that they think they can address; on other 
issues they will need to do a better job of explaining what their approach is and making a case for what they are 
up against in meeting state requirements for energy efficiency and other limitations in building such a large 
building while keeping with the historic design. 

Commissioner Kadas thanked him for speaking to them. 

11. DELIBERATIONS: OSU HECKART HALL (HPP09-00006) 

Chair Bruce Osen recused himself from the deliberations since he had not been present at the public hearing. 
Cynthia Solie chaired in his absence. 

A. Opening and Procedures: 

Deputy City Attorney Coulombe explained that commissioners who were not present at the public 
hearing and had not listened to the tapes should not participate. Commissioners Collett, McClure 
and Osen recused themselves. Chair Solie said that the public hearing was held then closed at the 
previous April 14,2009, meeting of the HRC; the written record was held open for seven days; and 
the applicant had seven days with which to respond. Because the record is closed, she noted there 
will be no public testimony at the meeting; the commission will simply hold deliberations. 

B. Declarations by the Commission: Conflicts of Interest, Ex Parte Contacts, Site visits, or 
Objections on Jurisdictional Grounds 

I. Conflicts of Interest - None were declared or rebutted. 
2. Ex Parte Contacts - No ex parte contacts were declared or rebutted. 
3. No rebuttals were made. 

C. Staff Overview: 

Bob Richardson, Associate Planner, reviewed the material received since the close of the hearing: 

1. Written testimony from BA Beierle and Tammy Stehr. 
2. Applicant's final response to issues raised during the public hearing. 
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D. Deliberations: 

Questions of Staff 

Commissioner Kadas referred to the two packets that they had received: the one that was mailed to 
them which had black and white pictures and the new one handed out at the public hearing with color 
pictures. She cited two instances where it appeared that pages were missing which outlined the 
questions that staff had asked of the applicant, and the applicant's responses. Attachments A-1 1 and 
A-12 seemed to be pages 1 and 3 of the City's letter to the applicant, without pages 2 and 4. 
Therefore, it omitted text that contained the City's questions 3 through 9. Mr. Richardson said that 
to his knowledge this was the way it had been submitted back by the applicant. In another instance 
that she cited, Attachment 14 seemed to have a page missing as well, with items 5 through 8 omitted. 
She said it was frustrating to have the pages missing in that it left her with incomplete information, 
and she apologized in advance to the applicant and to staff for asking questions which might have 
been answered on those pages. Mr. Richardson said he also had those pages missing. 

Commissioner Kadas asked a series of questions: 

What was the applicant's response to question #13 in staffs letter to the university, relating to fiber 
cement panels on the north elevation to be removed to expose underlying brick? Mr. Richardson 
said that the plans were revised, and Attachment 8-37 shows where the siding will be placed and that 
it will be board and batten. 

The applicant refers to cut sheets showing pictures of the exterior lighting that would be used. Were 
there any cut sheets attached to the application in this regard? Mr. Richardson does not recall having 
seen them. 

Is it staffs understanding that the louvers on the 3'* floor north elevation above the entryway, the ones 
not associated with windows, will be retained and restored? Mr. Richardson said yes and that this is 
shown on attachment A-53. They are of the same construction and material as other louvers 
associated with windows, though these might have been installed later. 

On the proposed east elevation, the lower level, the black and white drawings show a pair of double 
doors that will be replacing a window with an infill area which will be infilled with board and batten. 
The color packet version shows that the infill area goes further than the space of a window. Staff said 
they did not know why there was a difference in the two depictions. 

Relating to the windows and doors, there appear to be changes or discrepancies in the submittal and 
what was presented. For instance, relating to the doors on the east and west elevations, the chart says 
that they will be wood doors with raised upper and lower panels. The black and white drawings show 
doors with windows in them; the color drawings show one door with panels and one that is a painted 
door with light on the top. The chart does not necessarily conespond with either of the sets of 
drawings. These inconsistencies are challenging to follow. Staff said that the Commission might 
want to address this in the conditions of approval. 

The cut sheet picture of the Marvin double doors are for sliding doors. She understands there are no 
sliding doors, but double doors only and asked staff to confirm this. Staff replied that was correct. 

She asked about the brick detail above the window and door openings. The color photo of the south 
side shows, for example, that above the door and window openings where brick exists, there is a 
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course of bricks set vertically as a design detail, but there is no language in the text that speaks to this. 
Staff said that it is a design detail that could be specified through conditions. 

Relating to the sign over the north door main entrance, Mr. Richardson said he did not believe that 
this was the original sign. 

Given the questions raised by Commissioner Kadas, Commissioner Parkerson asked if the diversity 
and inconsistencies in the details were an issue with the Commission being able to clearly establish 
what was being approved. Mr. Richardson said that it seemed the greatest inconsistency was with 
the doors, and an easy way to approach that would be to write a condition of approval that specified 
whether the approved design should be the chart or as depicted in a specific attached drawing. 

Commissioner Parkerson said that there was also considerable discussion having to do with the 
louvers, and asked if anyone else was concerned about the elimination of the louvers. Chair Solie 
said that in the applicant's final written response to staff, at the bottom of page 3 it is stated that they 
will replace the louvers with non-operable, decorative louvers. 

Commissioner Parkerson said that he understands the need for some of the changes required to 
adaptively re-use a building, for instance changing the front door from solid wood to double-glazed. 
It is hard to maintain the integrity of the architecture while changing the use, for instance with the 
need for installing an elevator. Commissioner Kadas said she does not have a problem with the 
elevator, and she understands that many of the changes are necessary to accomplish adaptive re-use of 
a building. 

A main concern she has is with the louvers in that they are a significant design element. It is a very 
50's look and a defining character feature. She appreciates the compromise that the university 
proposes but with a few caveats. They need to be more specific about the operable windows, as in 
whether they will be casement, awning, hopper, tilt-and-turn, or some other type of operable 
windows. She is also wrestling with whether it meets the architectural detail criteria by only treating 
the north faqade. Commissioner Parkerson would like to see it consistent all the way around the 
building. 

Commissioner Kadas also pointed out that, in reality, the louvers are separate from the windows. 
They are not louvered windows and the references in the staff report and application to louvered 
windows are incorrect. They are both part of an opening, but two separate architectural features. 

In response to a question from Commissioner Solie about replacement of the undulating panel 
features below the window that is proposed to be replaced with board and batten, Commissioner 
Kadas thought this was an area with which they could compromise. The board and batten does repeat 
the vertical pattern on other parts of the building. 

Commissioner Parkerson shared his concern that, based on this conversation, it was clear that this 
Commission needed to establish certain limits or criteria for renovating/remodeling buildings to make 
them useful for another purpose. 

In response to a query from Commissioner Pope, Commissioner Kadas said that the windows and 
louvers should lilsely be separate conditions of approval, and that both conditions should apply for all of 
the facades. 
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E. MOTION: 

Commissioner Morris moved to approve the Hecltart Lodge alterationlnew construction application 
(HPP09-00006) as conditioned in the staff report and in deliberations. Commissioner Pope seconded 
the motion. 

Commissioner Kadas said there are more issues for which there are inconsistencies such as with the 
skylights. There was not enough detail or consistency in the drawings to know whether they can be seen 
from the public right of way. Additionally, the lighting detail is lacking and she is uncomfortable with 
not being uniform in the requirements for lighting detail. In the past, they have actually denied 
applications because of this lack of detail. She is also concerned that though the exact same brick 
might not be available, she would like to see the in-fill areas where doors are replacing windows or the 
sizes of doors is changing be in-filled with something similar to the existing brick. This would be 
preferable to board and batten. 

The Commission then discussed whether it would be preferable to deny the application, and have the 
applicant resubmit it. Mr. Coulombe said that if they believe that they do not have enough 
information to frame a decision with conditions of approval, then they should deny it. It is the 
Commission's purview to decide that, though an application might have been deemed complete, there 
is not enough information to determine compatibility with the criteria. Whether the applicant could 
resubmit the application, in that it might not be substantially different enough for it to be heard, was 
not really a condition for the HRC to decide whether to approve or deny it. 

It was agreed that with the help of staff, they could proceed to fashion conditions of approval to meet 
their need for clarity on details. 

Ms. Schlesener said that with regard to the skylights and lighting, the Commission could deny that 
portion of the application and the applicant could come back with a separate permit for those items. 

Commissioner Parkerson said he does not believe they have sufficient information to move on the 
application, and still thinks more work needs to be done. 

Motion to Amend: 
Commissioners Kadas and Morris respectively moved and seconded to amend Condition #2 as follows: 

"All windows as shown in Attachments A-53 and A-55 of the April 3, 2009 staffreport to the HRC 
shall be replaced with single-light windows of a similar size and appearance as the original 
windows. The windows may be operable. The applicant may also retain the existing windows." 

The motion to amend passed 4-1, with Commissioner Parkerson voting no. 

Motion to Amend: 
Commissioners Kadas and Stephens respectively moved and seconded to amend Condition #3 as 
follows: 

"Siding in-fill materials: Where door and window openings have been altered on theJirstJloor, 
the in-fill material shall be brick instead of board and batten, and the brick shall match the design 
and style of the existing brick to the maximum extent practicable. " 

The motion to amend passed 4-1, with Commissioner Parkerson voting no. 
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Motion to Amend: 
Commissioners Morris and Stephens respectively moved and seconded to add a new condition #5 as 
follows: 

"All louvers as shown in Attachments A-53 and A-55 ofApril 3,2009 staffreport to the fIRCshall 
be repaired, restored, or replaced in kind." 

Staff clarified that "in kind" meant precisely the same as what is being replaced. The motion to amend 
passed 4-1, with Commissioner Parkerson voting no. 

Motion to Amend: 
Commissioi~ers Kadas and Morris respectively moved and seconded to revise Condition #1 by adding a 
sentence as follows: 

"The alteration activities of adding skylights and exterior lighting are not approved aspart of 
this approval ." 

Mr. Coulombe asked that the words "alteration activities" be a part of the motion. The motion to 
amend passed 4-1, with Commissioner Parkerson voting no. 

Commissioner Kadas asked if others were concerned about the inconsistency in the chart and the two 
sets of drawings of the various doors, and whether they should address this. After considerable 
discussion with staff and other commissioners, it was agreed to add doors as a "not approved alteration 
activity." 

Motion to Amend: 
Commissioners Icadas and Morris respectively moved and seconded to revise Condition #1 by adding 
"doors" to the new sentence, as follows: 

"The alteration activities of adding slzylights, exterior lighting or changes to doors are not 
approved as part ofthis approval." 

The motion to amend passed 4-1, with Commissioner Parkerson voting no. 

VOTE ON THE ORIGINAL MOTION: The motion passed 4-1, with Commissioner Parkerson 
voting no. Commissioner Parkerson reiterated his stance that the application did not have adequate 
detail and information for consideration, and he was uncomfortable with crafting conditions off the cuff. 

F. Appeal Period: 

Chair Solie stated that any participant not satisfied with this decision may appeal to the City Council 
within 12 days of the date that the Notice of Disposition is signed. 

111. PUBLIC HEARING - OSU Historic District Sign (HPP09-00011) 

A. Opening and Procedures: 

Chair Osen reviewed the public hearing procedures. Staff will present an overview followed by the 
applicant's presentation. There will be a staff report and public testimony, followed by rebuttal by the 
applicant, limited in scope to issues raised in opposition and sur-rebuttal by opponents, limited in 
scope to issues raised on rebuttal. The Commission may ask questions of staff, engage in 
deliberations, and make a final decision. Any person interested in the agenda may offer relevant oral 
or written testimony. Please try not to repeat testimony offered by earlier speakers. It is sufficient to 
say you concur with earlier speakers without repeating their testimony. For those testifying this 
evening, please keep your comments brief and directed to the criteria upon which the decision is 
based. 
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Land use decisions are evaluated against applicable criteria from the Laild Development Code and 
Comprehensive Plan. A list of the applicable criteria for this case is available as a handout at the back 
of the room. 

Persons testifying either orally or in writing may request a continuance .to address additional 
documents or evidence submitted in favor of the application. If this request is made, please identify 
the new document or evidence during your testimony. Persons testifying may also request that the 
record remain open seven additional days to submit additional written evidence. Requests for 
allowing the record to remain open should be included within a person's testimony. 

The Chair opened the public hearing. 

B. Declarations by the Commission: Conflicts of Interest, Ex Parte Contacts, Site visits, or 
Objections on Jurisdictional Grounds 

1. Conflicts of Interest - none declared. 
2. Ex Parte Contacts - No ex parte contacts were declared or rebutted. 
3. Site Visits -All Commissioners except Commissioners Solie and Pope 
4. Objections on Jurisdictional Grounds - none made. 
5. No rebuttals were made. 

C. Staff Overview: 

Mr. Richardson stated the application is for installation of an OSU historic marker sign located at the 
intersections of sw 14'" andl 5"' streets, and SW Jefferson Way. The proposed sign would be 6.5 feet 
tall, one to two inches thick, and would contain two flat panels, each 25 inches tall by 37 inches wide. 
The panels would be constructed of laminated fiberglass, and would be mounted on a 3-inch 
diameter, precast, fluted post. The sign would be installed in a new section of concrete within the 
15~'' and Jefferson Street plaza. 

D. Legal Declaration: 

City Deputy Attorney David Coulombe stated that the Commission would consider the applicable 
criteria as outlined in the staff report, and he asked that citizens direct their testimony to the criteria in 
the staff report or other criteria that they feel are applicable. It is necessary at this time to raise all 
issues that are germane to this request. Failure to raise an issue, or failure to provide sufficient 
specificity to afford the decision-makers an opportunity to respond, precludes an appeal to the State 
Land Use Board of Appeals on that issue. 

The failure of the applicant to raise constitutional or other issues relating to proposed conditions of 
approval with sufficient specificity to allow the local government to respond to the issue precludes an 
action for damages in Circuit Court. 

E. Applicant's Presentation: 

David Dodson, OSU Senior Planner, and Patty McIntosh, OSU Planning Division Manager, 
presented on behalf of the application. Mr. Dodson said that in July of 2008, OSU had been 
successful in establishing Oregon's first National Register Historic District on a university campus. 
As part of the university's commitment to education, they have prepared a historic district sign marker 
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that will be prominently displayed at the gateway to OSU. An architect from Portland who specializes 
in historic preservation designed the sign, which will be six feet in height and powder coated dark 
bronze. The sign face will include a map of the historic district and a brief history of its evolution. 

The sign will be displayed at OSU's new gateway at 14~" Street and Jefferson Avenue. The northwest 
side of this block has a backdrop of three historically significant buildings. Several small shrubs will be 
removed to install the sign and associated pavement. Special measures will be taken to minimize 
damage to the nearby tree. The site improvements consist of a new concrete plaza bordered with pavers. 

The proposed sign is compatible with the criteria found in Chapter 2.9. 

They have reviewed the staff report and concur with staffs recommendations to approve this request. 

Commissioner Parkerson complimented them on constructing a nice intersection. He asked if they 
had considered placing the sign in a slightly more visible spot closer to the sidewalk at the NW comer 
of 15"' & Jefferson. Vincent Martorello, OSU Facilities Services Director, said that there were 
considerations in not damaging the tree. Ms. McIntosh added that they often do tours and people tend 
to congregate in that area, which would be an issue for vision clearance and blockage of the sidewalk. 

Commissioner Kadas said that many other historic signs around Corvallis are lower so that children 
and people in wheelchairs can view the sign. Ms. McIntosh said that they had looked at ADA 
concerns and had placed the sign so people in wlieelchairs can access both sides of the sign. Mr. 
Dodson added that it's height was based on the average person viewing the sign, with eye level at 5.5 
feet, which would be the middle of the sign. In reality, the very top of the sign will be 5.5 feet, and 
people in wheelchairs should have good access. 

F. Staff Report: 

Planner Bob Richardson stated that the applicant had described the proposal in good detail already. 
He noted that the materials proposed are similar to what is in place, and the concrete pad is a 
continuation of the existing plaza using pavers and concrete. Condition of Approval #3 proposed by 
staff in effect lowers the sign from 6.5 feet to 5.5 to 6 feet in height, allowing for some flexibility. 

Commissioner Parkerson suggested that they limit the height to 5.5 feet. Mr. Richardson said that 
the intent was to give them some flexibility so that the post could be of an appropriate height to the 
sign. Commissioner Kadas said she was comfortable with this height because the very top of the 
frame does not have any writing. 

G. Public Testimony in favor of the application: None. 

H. Public Testimony in opposition of the application: None 

I. Neutral testimony: 

BA Beierle said that this will be the first installation of a sign for a historic district, and will be 
precedent-setting, There are two other National Register districts in Corvallis that might merit having 
a district-wide sign like this one. The Commission might like to encourage this in the future. 

J. Additional questions of staff: 

K. Rebuttal by Applicant: not applicable 
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L. Sur-rebuttal: not applicable 

M. Additional time for applicant to submit final argument: 

The applicant waived the seven-day period to submit additional written argument. 

N. Close the public hearing: 

Motion: Commissioners Solie and Collett respectively moved and seconded to close the public 
hearing. The motion passed unanimously. 

0 .  Discussion and Action by the Commission: 

MOTION: Commissioners Pope and Parkerson respectively moved and seconded to approve the 
OSU Historic District Sign Preservation Permit, #2009-000 1 1, as conditioned in the April 17,2009, 
staff report to the Historic Resources Commission. This motion is based on findings in support of the 
application presented in the April 17,2009, staff report to the Commission, and findings in support of 
the application made by the Commission during deliberations on the request. The motion passed 
7-0. 

P. Appeal Period: 

Chair Solie stated that any participant not satisfied with this decision may appeal to the City Council 
within 12 days of the date that the Notice of Disposition is signed. 

IV. MINUTES REVlEW 

Commissioners Osen, Collett, and McClure rejoined the meeting. 

A. March 31,2009: 
MOTION: Commissioners Parkerson and McClure respectively moved and seconded to approve the 
minutes with the following corrections: 

Commissioner McClure was absent (reposition his name) 
Page 2, 3rd to last line under "Staff Overview," correct the spacing around the 
comma. 
Page 6, line 5, strike the words "do SO" and replace with "occur." 
Page 6, 3rd line in 3"' paragraph, strike "were" and replace with "was." 
Page 7,2nd line in 2nd paragraph, correct the spacing around the comma. 
Page 7, 3rd line in 2nd paragraph, put a space between "above" and "ground." 
Page 8, Item 0 ,  add a sentence to the end of the paragraph stating: "This was 
determined to be inappropriate as it would constitute new testimony requiring the 
reopening of the public hearing." 
Page 9, jth line, delete the word "so." 

The motion was unanimously approved. 
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B. April 14,2009: Staff aslted the Commissioners to review the portion of the minutes relating to the 
Linus Pauling Science Center deliberations for any misstatements or omissions. The minutes will be 
coming back to the HRC for eventual approval when they are finished, but this section of the minutes 
will be needed for OSU's appeal to City Council. Commissioner Kadas said that for the sake of 
time, and since the minutes will be coming back for full review, she would forward her comments to 
staff instead of going through them at the meeting. 

V. HISTORIC PRESERVATION MONTH 

A. Revised Schedule and Activity Updates - BA Beierle handed out a copy of the revised schedule of 
events. A new promotional technique they are using this year is the Whiteside Theater marquee at 4"' 
and Madison for advertising the various events. She described some of the highlights. 
Commissioner Solie asked that folks volunteer to help out with the event Stories from the Grave at 
Crystal Lake Cemetery. 

B, Potential Award Recipients Discussion - Mr. Richardson said that he and Commissioners Kadas 
and Solie met last month to review the nominations submitted for Historic Preservation awards. Their 
initial recommendations for consideration are as follows: 

Leadership and Commitment: BA Beierle for her work specifically in putting together the Preserve 
America grant. 
Stewardship; OSU for creation of the National Register Historic District 
Designated Historic Resource Project : Brian and Chris Egan for their renovation of the Caton House 
at 602 NW 4t" Street. 
Honorable Mention: Dava Behrens, realtor, for the education she provides by her continual reference 
to the historic significance and nature of the properties she lists. 

Commissioner Kadas spoke to another possibility for a recipient of the Stewardship award nominated 
by Larry Passmore: Ed and Gwen Peachey on 27 13 NW Arnold Way for their work of renovating 
and repairing one of the homes that had been sold 18 years ago by Heart of the Valley. 

Commissioner Parkerson spoke in support of his nomination of ODOT for their work in maintaining 
the Van Buren Street bridge, Oregon's oldest swing span bridge and of particular historic 
significance. Several of the Commissioners agreed that the bridge is unique and an important historic 
resource, but did not think that ODOT's necessary maintenance of the bridge qualified them for an 
award. 

Commissioner Stephens spoke in favor of Kearney Hall being the recipient of an award. 
Commissioner Solie said it was not initially selected since it was within the OSU Historic District 
which was selected instead. Commissioner Stephens supported her arguments for Kearney Hall also 
being a recipient. 

After considerable discussion, the HRC voted on and approved the following awards: 

Leadership and Commitment awards to: 1) BA Beierle and 2) Dava Behrens 
Stewardship awards to: 1) OSU and 2) Ed and Gwen Peachey 
Designated Resource awards to: 1) Kris and Brian Egan and 2) Kearney Hall 

Staff will contact the award winners and let them know when the awards ceremony is. Commissioner 
Solie will put together the powerpoint presentation if everyone sends her the images and information. 
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V. OTHER BUSINESS: 

A. Mr. Richardson said that the Historic Preservation proclamation would be read Monday, May 4 at City 
Council. All are invited to the noon meeting. Hospitality volunteers are needed for the events. 

B. The Mayor will be attending the May 12,2009 HRC meeting. 

C. More applications are coming in, and it is likely that there will be meetings on the fourth Tuesday of 
each month. 

VII. ADJOURNMENT: The meeting was adjourned at 9:45pm. 
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Memorandum 

To: Historic Resources Commission (HRC) 

From: Bob Richardson, Associate Planner (I I Ax 
Date: April 23, 2009 

Subject: Written testimony regarding OSU t-ieckart Lodge (HPPO9-00006) 

On April 14, 2009, the HRC held a public hearing regarding OSU Heckart Lodge. The 
public hearing was closed, but the written record was held open for seven additional days. 
Enclosed is written testimony received after t h e  close of the public hearing on April 14, 
2009, and between 5 0 0  PM on April 21. 

Attachment A 



Testimony Submitted to the 
City of Corvallis Historic Resources Comnlission 

April 20,2009 
BA Beierle 

Heckart Lodge 

The following information is provided for your consideration of this historic preservation permit 
application regarding: 
1. The National Register Nomination Procedure for Historic Districts, 
2. Period of Significance, 
3. James J. Gathercoal, and 
4. Heckart Lodge. 

\ 

The National Parks Service (NPS) has recently streamlined the nomination process for historic 
districts, and the lean information provided in the OSU Historic District Nomination on Heckart 
Lodge is unfortunately, typical for district nominations. Cara Kaser, National Register Historian, 
Oregon SHPO, tells me that WPS relies upon local jurisdictions to create local design guidelines 
that address l~istoiic design coiicerns within districts. While OSU bas campus design guidelines, 
tliose guidelines do not yet include references for the newly-listed historic resources. The City of 
Corvallis does not have historic design guidelines. Consequently, the HRC does not have 
sufficient, helpful, supportive material to inform decision-making on this - and other - 
applications. Tliis shortfall renders a decision on this application more challenging. 

The Period of Significance for the OSU Historic District is 1888 - 1957. Built in 1954, Heckart 
Lodge is within the Period of Significance. What is unclear in both the application and the 
nomination, is when changes to Heckart Lodge occurred. Based upon the appearance of the 
roofline, it appears that the third floor dormer was a later addition. It is also possible that the 
south wing of Heckart might also be an addition. Othenvise, it is disconcerting to consider why 
the architect designed a gambrel roof for Heckart that would be almost obscured by the wing and 
dormer. Both couId be later additions, but there is no historical data, e.g., original plans, building 
permits or constnlction bids, to demonstrate one way or another, what occurred to Heckart over 
time. If these are indeed changes, and the changes occurred after 1957, outside the Period of 
Significance, then these aspects of the building are not historic fabric, and any proposed changes 
would not be altering historic fabric. If these changes occurred before 1957, they occurred within 
the Period of Significance and gained historic significance in their own right as part of the 
evolving story of campus residence halls. 

Heckart Lodge was designed by James J. Gathercoal (1 904 - 1976). Gathercoal was a graduate 
of the University of Illinois, a member of the Architectural Institute of America (MA), licensed 
in Oregon (#0327) in 1944, and practiced in the Corvallis for almost 40 years.' Gathercoal's only 
other OSU design is Heckart's companion dormitory, Reed Lodge. As a set, they represent the 
complete Gathercoal architectural contribution to OSU.2 Gathercoal also designed the 1950s 



additions to the former Corvallis High Scho01.~ Consequently, representative institutional 
examples of his work are,disappearing, requiring the HRC to give this resource greater 
consideration under 2.9.100.04.b. 1 .f. 

Gathercoal is also lmown for his 1957 futuristic vision nlural of Corvallis, that placed OSTJ on 
the east side of the Willamette River. There are design consistencies in the HeckartlReed Lodges 
and the mural, reflecting both Gathercoal's personal design philosophy and the culture of the 
time.4 

Gathercoal's design for Beckart Lodge was informed by architectural vocabulary on campus at 
the time, and provides an alloy of historical and contemporary-to-the-time architectural stylistic 
forms and details. Conspicuous features of Heckart Lodge include tlie brick veneer, gambrel 
roof, large-scale entry, and the louvered windows. The application proposes to retain the brick 
veneer and the large scale entry. The gambrel roof is proposed to remain, although a requisite 
elevator run will interrupt the roofline, and consequently impact the primary facade of the 
building. More problematic is the loss of the strong horizontal element created by the window 
louvers (and north entry transom) on all four building facades, and each floor. The louvers 
introduce the streamline motif prevalent in the 1950s. The louvers are a significant defining 
element that mark Hecltart Lodge as a product of its own time, and a contributing structure to the 
OSU historic district. 

Based on this additional information, I am more firmly persuaded that the louvers are a 
significant architectural feature and an existing character-defining element that merits retention 
in the worthy adaptive use of Heckart Lodge under 2.9.100.04.b.3. a, b, c, and g. 

a. Facades. Architectural features - like the louvers - on main facades shall be retained 
to complement the primary structure and any existing surrounding comparable 
Designated Historic Resources. Heckart Lodge is most like Reed Lodge, indeed these 
resources were designed as a pair. Code requires that changes to Heckart must 
complement existing elements of Reed Lodge. 
b. Building Materials shall be complementary to those found on the existing resource, if 
in existence and proposed in part to remain, AND any existing surrounding historic 
resource. Again, Reed Lodge must be considered when evaluating this criteria. The 
louvers are in existence and the window openings where they sit, are proposed to remain. 
c. Architectural Details. Retention and repair of existing character-defining elements 
shall be considered prior to replacement. Replacements for proposed elements shall be 
consistent with the resources design or style. Removal of the louvers severs Heckart 
Lodge from the most significant element that defines its historic design as an architectural 
expression of its time. 
g. Pattern of Window and Door Openings. While the proposal keeps the pattern, this 
criteria also calls out form (detailing), materials and type, which the proposal does not 
satisfy. 

While I am sympathetic with the challenges of balancing programming, energy efficiency and 



b ~ ~ d g e t  with new university construction, Heckart i s  also a contributing historic resource to the 
OSU historic district, and historic design considerations are now also part of the new OSU design 
process, I am confident that a design solution can be  identified that maintains the louver design 
features as a striking architectural element. 

Thank you for your kind consideration. 

Endnotes 

1 .April 16, 2009 conversation with Mary Gallagher, Local Archivist, Benton County Historical 
Museum. 

2.April 16, 2009 conversatio~~ with Larry Landis, Archivist, OSU 

3 .April 16,2009 conversation with Carol Chin, National Center for Preservation Training and 
Technology. 

4.%id, Gailagher. 



DELI VERED IN PERSON 

Historic Resources Commission 
City of Corvallis - City Hall 

April 2 1,2009 

APf? 2 7 2009 

Community Development 
Planning Dlvisian 

Dear Friends, 
Please accept this letter as public testimony against the Application being considered under 

HPP09-00006, for proposed Alteration to QSU Heckart Lodge. 
The Application simplv does not meet the requirements for lecral Alteration on Contributing 

Resources in the OSUHistoric District. In short. the integrity of the District is at stake. 
Per the Staff Report of April 3, this Application must be reviewed against relevant and pertinent 

criteria in LDC Chapter 2.9 - Historic Preservation. More specifically, the proposed Alteration must 
conform with LDC Section 2.9.100.04.b.1, which requires that it be "historically compatible with the 
design and style of the Designated Historic Resource. Additionally, the proposed Alteration must comply 
with LDC Sections 2.9.100.04.b.2 and b.3, the latter of which specifies very specific compatibility criteria. 

The Applicafion essentially ignores or downplays all of the following: 

e The Historic Significance of Heckart Lodge 
The Historic Appearance ofHeckarz Lodge during the Period of Significance (i.e., 
through 1957) 

o The rarity ofHeckart Lodge's facades, particularly its distinctive louvered windows, 
and undulating siding. 

Both the HRC and OSU are new to overseeing and managing Alteration and Mew Construction in 
the OSUHBtoric District under the terms of Chapter 2.9. The importance of adequate research 
and diligent deliberation cannot be stressed enough. Decisions relating to any Resource in the 
Historic District affect a11 Resources, and ulimately the very character and viability of the District. 

This case will help establish the standards for overseeing stewardship of the SSU Historic 
District. Decisions of the kind being made here must not and should not be made lightly. They 
require extensive review with all possible attention to detail, based on thorough research. 

COMPLIANCE WITH LDC Section 2.9.100.04.b.1- General Review Criteria: 

& Historic Significance and/or classification -The OSU Historic District nomination 
forms establish that [ZelJal Heckart Lodge is a Contributing Historic Resource. 
Although the information therein is sketchy, additional pertinent information is readily 
available and should be considered. The building's architect was James Gathercoal, who 
it must be noted was also the architect of the immediately adjacent sister Contributing 
Historic Resource, {Edwin] Reed Lodge. According to OSU Facilities Services Records 
of 11/13/08 (RG 193), Gathercoal was also the architect for Azalea House, another 
Contributing Historic Resource in the District built at roughly the same time. (And, 
together with his brother Paul, he played a significant role in the development of 
Corvallis in the mid 20" century.) All three of the Gathercoal-designed student living 
facilities were named for individuals important in OSU history, thereby magnifying the 
buildings' historical significance today - buildings are deemed "Historic7' not just because 
of their architecture, but also because of their architects and builders, and because of their 
role in local, regional, andlor national history, as well as the personages associated with 
that history (in this case James Gathercoal, Edwin Reed, Zelia Heckart, and Azalea 



Sager). Clearly, Heckart L o d ~ e  is of greater Historic Sienificance than established by 
either the A ~ ~ l i c a n t  or Staff. 

b) Historic Integrity - Obviously, Heckcdrt Lodge is not in pristine historic condition from 
an architectural standpoint. The design has been modified over the years, to an as yet 
undetermined extent. Unfortunately, it i s  difficult to judge from the Application just how 
much it deviates from its original appearance. More effort could be exercised in finding 
photos (e.g., Beaver yearbooks) and drawings (perhaps there are Gathercoal archives 
extant among local descendants). Until a more exhaustive effort has been made to 
determine the aouearance of the building during the relevant Period of Simificance 
(approximately 1954 through 1957'). unconsidered Alteration should not be auproved. 

c) Age - The age of Heckart Lodge is said to be approximately 55 years, although the 
underlying or primary source of that information is unclear; the Intensive Level Survey 
Form does not document that contention - yet perhaps the researcher had access to 
drawings or photos that could help determine the original appearance, as well as confirm 
the age. 

d) Architectural design or style - The Intensive Level Survey Form labels Heckart Lodge 
"neo-dassical" in style - an extremely broad term. Certainly the symmetry of the primary 
(north) fagade, along with the monumental entry (double doors, pillars), qualify as neo- 
classical. The Applicant's description o f  the building as exhibiting "an unusual, if not 
unconventional mix of historical and modern architectural stylistic forms and details" is 
superficial and uninformed. It also ignores the fact of its existence as one of a PAR of 
buildings, which makes it doubly important not to allow incompatible Alteration. 

e) Condition of the subject Designated Historic Resource- The Applicant refers to 
"significant deterioration" of Heckart Lodge's exterior. Ironically, the Applicant has 
been the agent of that deterioration. It willingly mothballed the building in an era when 
significant construction was occurring elsewhere on campus (Reeser Stadium, Halseli * 
Hall, Merrit Truax Indoor Practice Facility, KeIley Engineering, etc.). Rather than 
engaging in responsible maintenance, it exercised neglect, and now uses the resulting 
condition as an excuse for radically altering the historic facades. Countenancing this 
manner of property management in the OSU Historic District would set a damaging 
precedent. The Applicant has invested resources in gutting the interior, yet didn't keep 
the moss off the roof or the gutters cleaned out. A 2005 MidSouthern Valley State 
Owned Building Invenfory listed an approximate value of $1.5 million for Heckar? 
Lodge. Surely a resource of that value merited investment in the form of physical 
maintenance to prevent deterioration. 

4 Whether or not the Designated Historic Resource is a prim example or one of the 
few remaining examples of a once common architectural design or style, or type of 
construction; and g) Whether or not the Designated Historic Resource is of a rare or 
unusual architectural design or style, or type of construction - These parameters have 
not been adeauately established. The Applicant refers to the building as "unusual, if not 
unconventional," which makes it ambiguous as to whether Heckart Lodge is a common 
building in a style with numerous examples extant. If it is common, the Applicant should 
provide a list and photos of at least some of those similar buildings in the area or region; 
otherwise that contention is unsubstantiated and therefore inapplicable. Further, the 
Applicant's contention that certain building materials and features incorporated in the 
design and construction of Heckart Lodge are not easily sourced or replicated and have 
fallen out of use (i.e., the louvered windows and the undulating vertical panels) would 
seem to bolster the finding that it may well be one of the "few remaining examples" of its 
kind. 



COMPLIANCE WITH LDC Section 2.9.100.04.b.2: 

In general, proposed Alteration or New Construction shalI either: 

a) Cause the Designated Historic Resource to more closely approximate the original 
Historic design or style, appearance, o r  material composition of the resource 
relative to the applicable Period of Significance; or 

b) Be compatible with the historic characteristics of the Designated Bistoric Resource 
andlor District, as applicabie,'based on a consideration of the historic design or 
style, appearance, or material composition of the resource. 

Key details of the proposed Alteration would clearly move Heckart Lodpe far, far away from its 
original design (even considering that not all the exact details of its original 1954 design have 
been determined). These include the proposed window replacements - doing away essentially with 
the striking and definitive design element that is the louvered windows - the major entry 
alterations - particularly on the primary favade - and the move to a preponderance of vertical 
board-and-batten siding. And these changes are certainly not compatible with other resources of 
the same era in the OSUEIisforic District (especially the building immediately to the west!). 

COMPLIANCE WITH EDC Section 2.9.100.04.b.3 - Compatibilitv Criteria for Structures 
and Site Elements: 

a) Facades - The louvered windows are undisputedly an essential component of the historic 
facade of Weckart Lodge. While energy concerns and replacement cost merit some 
consideration, they cannot be allowed lo outweigh historic design considerations. 

The entry doors also clearly constitute an essential component of the historic 
fa~ade of Heckart Lodge. Everyone seems to agree that the original primary entry - and 
essentially a11 other entries - sported solid wood doors. Additionally, the primary entry 
had surrounding windows (called lights) and a transom of some kind. It is imperative that 
more effort be made to determine that original design, as replicatinglrecreating it would 
most "cause the Designated Historic Resource to more closely approximate the original 
historic design," etc., and would also be "compatible with the historic characteristics of 
the Designated Historic Resource," specifically buildings of the same style and era extant 
on campus (including immediately adjacent). In general, replacing solid wooden doors 
with windowed doors should be avoided. 

The undulating vertical siding is also key to Heckart Lodge's historic facade. 
On the north fapade, at least, that siding appears to be in very good condition. And it, 
too, is undisputedly an essential component of the historic favade. Replacing it with 
vertical board-and-batten siding would irrevocably compromise the historic fapade. Other 
design details proposed to be changed by the Applicant also merit close scrutiny to ensure 
unnecessary compromises are avoided. 

b) Building Materials -Obviously the window, door, and siding issues discussed 
immediately above are of concern under this criteria as weII. It may be cheapest and 
easiest to use the most readily available modem materials to repair and replace worn out 
features, but one of the objectives of creating a Historic District is to avoid that short- 
sighted compromise. Having voluntarily created the QSUHistoric District, the A~elicant 
needs to engage in appropriate follow-through in its stewardship of the individual 
resources, finding and employing suitable buildin? materials to maintain and approximate 
the original historic design and sstvle. 

c) Architectural Details - Compliance with this criteria, just as with a) and b) above, 
requires that the Applicant modify its Application for Alteration to preserve or replace 
with like design and materials the windows, doors, and siding on Neckart Lodge. 



g) Pattern of Window and Door Openings - As stated above, symmetry and a 
monumental entry are key features of Neckart Lodge's neo-classical primary fa~ade. It is 
vital that these features be retained; they should in no way be comprised by altering the 
entryway such that it bears even less resemblance to the building's original design. In 
short, the Applicant needs to go back to primary documents, ascertain the original 
entryway design (doors, side windows, and transom), and make a good faith effort to 
return to that design. 

j) Site Development - As with the doors, Applicant has made little effort to ascertain what 
the original exterior lighting fixtures looked like on Heckart Lodge. More information is 
needed to detennine if the proposed lighting fixtures are compatible with its original 
design. 

n) Differentiation - Because any legal proposed Alteration to Heckart .Lodge involving the 
windows, doors, and siding (ignoring for now the other proposed modifications, such as 
the elevator addition) would, according to a correct application ofchapter 2.9, have to 
involve replacing like-for-like or in some cases a return to elements of the original design 
(such as the doors and Iight fixtures) Differentiation would be moot. It is individual 
architectural elements that are to be altered, not the building footprint or roof shape, 

(NOTE: I do not believe that the following criteria are applicable to this Application: d) Scale 
and Proportion; e) Height; f )  Roof Shape; h) Building Orientation; i) Site Development; 
k) Garages; I) Chemical o r  Physical Treatments; m) Archeological Resources.) 

Thank you for your consideration of my arguments and testimony. I am happy to make myself 
available at the next HRC meeting for any questions on these issues. It is my sincere hope that the HRC 
will vote unanimously to deny the Application in its present form, As I stated at the outset, this Application 
threatens the integrity of the very Dist~ict the Applicant itself created. It seems very clear that the Applicant 
needs to engage in much more diligent research related to the historic significance and design of Heckart 
Lodge and incorporate those fmdings into a revised Application for Alteration. If, instead, Alteration of 
Contributing Historic Resources in defiance of the essential intent and requirements of Chapter 2.9 is 
allowed in this case, we will have started down the slippery slope that terminates in the visual destruction 
of the OSU Historic Dhtrict. 

Sincerely, 

G?-- 
Tammy Stehr 



Memorandum 

To: Historic Resources Commission (HRC) 

From: Bob Richardson, Associate ~ lanner f@q-  

Date: April 28, 2009 

Subject: Applicant's Final Written Response regarding OSU Heckart Lodge (HPP09- 
00006) 

On April 14, 2059, the HRC held a public hearing regarding OSU Heckart Lodge. The 
public hearing was closed, but the written record was held open for seven additional days. 
Enclosed is the applicant's final written response to issues raised during the public hearing. 

Attachment B 



Fac~iittes Serv~ces, 130 Oak Creek Bu~ld~ng, Corvailis, Oregon 97331-2001 
T 541-737-2969 / F 541-737-3013 1 http Iifawebl baf orst edultowowl 

Oregon State 
U N I V E R S I T Y  

April 24, 2009 

Bob Richardson 
Community Development 
Planning Division 
P.O. Box 1083 
Cowallis, OR 97339-1083 

RE: OSU Heckart Lodge (HPP09-00006) 

Dear Bob- 

This letter is written in response to the testimony received in letters from B.A. 
Beierle (4120109) and Tammy Stehr (4121109) relative to the Heckart Lodge 
application. In it we will provide you and the Commissioners information for 
consideration in determining whether the application meets the criteria of Chapter 
2.9 of the LDC. 

We are appreciative of the additional information Ms. Beierle provided on the 
architect, James Gathercoal. 

Ms. Beierle's contention that the dormer and south wing of the building could 
have been alterations is inconsistent with the architectural drawings on file at 
OSU. The drawings, dated January 4, 1954 included architectural and 
engineering design for the entire building. We do not have any documents that 
indicate the building was constructed in stages. Additionally, looking at the (now 
exposed) structure from the interior indicates the building was constructed at one 
time. The windows and adjacent louvers in the dormer were altered at some 
point in time, we presume in the late 1960's (after the period of significance) 
when new heating ductwork was installed on the third floor. The exterior 
alteration included removal of several large louvers and replacement of windows. 
The louvers were replaced with wood siding, making the space more energy 
efficient and the windows were replaced with operable sliding windows. Please 
note the size and style of third floor windows being proposed are consistent with 
the original full pane windows. 

Ms. Beierle asserts that the design of the building was informed by other 
buildings on campus at the time of its design. This is likely the case however, we 
are not aware of any other buildings on campus with that included similar 
louvers. Even Mr. Gathercoal's Azalea House, constructed two years prior to 



."b 
rt, did not include louvers. We believe the louvers did not prove to be a 

practical design solution, so were not applied to other buildings on campus. 
We contend the strong horizontal elements prevalent to architecture of the 
1950's remains in the overall composition of the north faqade where pairs of 
windows are bound together with 6" x 8" trim on either side of the entrance on 
both the first and second floors. (Please note that Reed, designed at the same 
time, includes vertical grouping of windows on the primary facades rather than 
horizontal groupings.) We are proposing to maintain the trim detail and thus the 
main horizontal elements. The proposed windows are complimentary to those in 
the existing structure in that they maintain the scale and proportion of the existing 
windows, meeting the requirements of 2.9.100.04.b.3.a. - Facades, d. - Scale 
and Proportion and g. - Pattern of Window and Door Openings which includes 
the language "to the extent possible window and door openings shall be 
compatible with the original features". In light of current state energy 
requirements, OSU believes the proposed windows are consistent with the 
requirements of Chapter 2.9. 

Ms. Beierle also mentions a transom at the north entrance. Our records do not 
indicate a transom was present at the north entrance during the time of 
significance. A building identification sign was located over the door originally. 
According to documents found in the University archive, the original front door 
design was maintained long after the period of significance. Photos in the 1969 
OSU yearbook show the double door and no side lights or transom. 

We concur with Ms. Beierle that Heckart gnd Reed Lodges should continue to be 
complimentary. Please recall from the hearing that OSU intends to bring an 
application requesting similar improvements for Reed Lodge to the HRC in June 
or July this summer. Unfortunately, our funding and work load did not allow us to 
present both buildings at the same time. 

We concur with Ms. Stehr's contention that ~ecka r t  Lodge is a contributing 
resource in the OSU district meeting the general criteria listed in Chapter 
2.9.1 00.04.b.1 .a-g. We believe the proposed application is consistent with 
Chapter 2.9.100.04.b.2.b in that the changes being proposed are compatible with 
the historic characteristics of the resource and district, based on the design, 
appearance and material composition of the resource. 

We believe Ms. Stehr is incorrect in her assertion that the original entry doors 
were surrounded with side lights and a transom. The construction drawings do 
not indicate side lights or a transom, or do photos of the building. As mentioned 
at the hearing, the corrugated transite material on the north faqade contains 



asbestos. (We believe the staff report erroneously indicates there are transite 
panels located on other facades of the building. However, they are only located 
on the north faqade.) The panels need to be removed so that water damage to 
the structure behind them can be corrected. If a building material is known to 
contain asbestos and that material is removed, it cannot be  reinstalled. Rather 
OSU is obligated to remove it and dispose of it as a hazardous material. We 
believe the design solution proposed, vertical board and batten consistent in 
pattern with that of the corrugated panels, meets the criteria of Chapter 2.9 in 
that it is designed to complement the primary structure and is consistent with the 
original architectural elements and design intent. Additionally, it will be effective 
in terms of eliminating future water penetration. 

We do not agree with Ms. Stehr's contention that OSU is pursuing the "cheapest 
and easiest" route to upgrading the building. Building materials have been 
carefully selected so that the $3 million investment in the building will insure the 
building continues to be a contributing resource to the Historic District and will be 
available for use as part of OSU's campus long into the future. 

OSU has researched the design of the original exterior light fixture at the main 
entry and has determined the current white globe was not original. The original 
light was a carriage style which is why a carriage style light is being proposed in 
this application, 

Finally, (and this does not apply to the testimony) we are not in agreement with 
the staff's recommended condition of approval regarding the windows. We have 
outlined our position regarding the louvers in the application and at the hearing. 
However, we would like to offer a condition of approval that is a compromise 
between the two positions for consideration as follows: 

All windows containing louvers on the primary (north) f a~ade  shall be 
replaced with energy efficient windows and decorative louvers. The windows 
would be the same size as the existing windows and would be operable. The 
louvers would be designed in a size and style consistent with the existing louvers 
but would not provide a direct opening into the building. Rather they would be 
installed on the exterior side of an insulated wall, providing for an energy efficient 
budding skin, while retaining the historic took of the original design. 



We appreciate the opportunity to respond to the testimony. We also appreciate 
your consideration of the proposed condition of approval. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Patty MCI n t o s v  
Campus Planning Manager - OSU 

Cc Lori Fulton - OSU 



HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 
MINUTES 

April 15,2009 

Present Absent 
Ed Fortmiller, Vice Chair Judy Gibson, Chair 
Buzz Berra Jennifer Jordan 
Robin de La Mora Sherry Littlefield 
Michael L'Heureux Patricia Weber, Planning Commission Liaison 
David McCarthy 
Jeanne Raymond, City Council Liaison 

Staff 
Kent Weiss 
Lauren Sechrist 
Terri Heine 

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION 
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CONTENT OF DISCUSSION 

I. Consideration & Approval: HCDC Draft Minutes of 03/11/09 

Vice Chair Fortmiller opened the meeting, asking for consideration of the HCDC draft minutes of 
March 1 1,2009. The minutes were approved unanimously. 

11. Status: Loan Funds and Recent Rehab Loans 

Grant Program Specialist Sechrist reported that no new First Time Home Buyer (FTB) loans have 
closed since the last meeting of the HCDC. Regarding rehabilitation loans, Sechrist reported that 
no new loans have closed since the meeting, adding that several are in the applicatiodreview 
process. 

111. Loan Policy Exception Request: Essential Repair Program Loan 

Sechrist directed Commissioners to a memo included in their packet detailing an Essential Repair 
(ER) Program loan policy exception request for a four person household located at 637 NW 14th 
Street. She noted that the home was built in 1910, is approximately 1,468 square feet, and has 
four bedrooms and one bath. Since owning the home, the owner has made significant structural 
repairs to the roof, applied new roofing, replaced the back utility room, replaced the rear deck, and 
has completely renovated the bathroom. The owner performed this work over a period of time 
mostly by his own labor and by bartering for the services of others. 

Continuing, Sechrist noted that the home is still in need of major upgrades with regard to energy 
efficiency, electrical safety, stormwater collection, and other elements of the house. To address 
these concerns, the proposed scope of work includes installing energy efficient windows and 
doors, insulating the walls and attic, and installing a high efficiency heating system. Electrical 
hazards will be addressed by installing a new service line and a 200 amp panel. There will also be 
new wiring in some areas of the home. A new stormwater system will be installed to direct 
rainwater to the curb. Certain sections of siding will be replaced with care to maintain aesthetic 
attributes. Pest and dryrot issues will be addressed as necessary. Finally, the exterior of the home 
will be repainted. Since most of the exterior components of the house are covered with lead based 
paint, all work that disturbs the paint must be done by trained personnel using lead safe work 
practices. 

Concluding, Sechrist noted that the owner has obtained numerous highly competitive proposals 
for the major portioris of the rehab work arid is coritiriuing the process of value engineering each 
element. She added that there is sufficient equity in the property to secure the requested loan 
amount of $59,652. Because the total loan amount exceeds the $30,000 ER Administrative Folicy 
threshold, a recommendation for a loan policy exception from the HCDC is needed in order to 
forward this request for City Manager approval. 
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Councilor Raymond asked if there are sufficient City funds available to process this loan, and if 
so, what the interest rate would be. Sechrist responded that there is currently $1 80,582 in CDBG 
funds available for rehab loans in FY 08-09, adding that ER loans are deferred and accrue no 
interest. commissioner Fortmiller opined that the owner's current monthly mortgage payment of 
more than $1,500 seems quite high for the $30,000 property debt on the home. Sechrist 
responded that this is due to a land sale contract the owner has with the previous owner of the 
home. Commissioner Fortmiller asked if it would be possible to have a discussion with the owner 
regarding refinancing options as they're debt to income ratio is 65.1%. Sechrist noted that staff 
has discussed this issue at length, but the owner prefers to aggressively make payments to reduce 
the debt. She added that as part of staff's risk analysis, monitoring has taken place over the last 
few months to ensure the customer continues to be capable of making the large monthly payments 
in a timely manner. Noting that he has been a member of the HCDC for less than a year, 
Commissioner L'Heureux asked if it was unusual that the HCDC is considering a loan policy 
exception request that is close to twice the $30,000 threshold. Sechrist noted that there have been 
a few requests considered in the past where the total loan amount was at this level. Weiss added 
that staff and HCDC have worked together in the recent past to establish guidelines to determine 
.ahether a home is worthy ef ti large investment to address major concerns, adding that it 
ultimately is determined by the amount of equity the owner has in the home, as well as the real 
market value of the home. 

Continuing the discussion, Commissioner de La Mora opined that the $200 per month budgeted 
for food for a four person household seems to be low. Sechrist noted that some of the monthly 
expense amounts, such as for food, are not verified by staff. Weiss noted that staff typically takes 
a harder look at the income infomation supplied by potential customers. Councilor Raymond 
asked if it matters to staff if occupants stay in their home following a rehab project funded by the 
City. Sechrist responded that this is a concern, and staff certainly doesn't like to see homes sold 
soon after a rehab project has been completed. She added that it is the owner's option to do this, 
though, and if the home is sold, the City does receive its funds back to loan again for another 
project. Councilor Raymond asked if staff takes before and after pictures and publishes articles 
about the projects the City funds. Sechrist responded that staff always takes several pictures of 
every home that receives a City rehab loan to document the progress of work. Regarding 
marketing the availability of the rehab loan programs, Weiss noted that staff frequently includes 
articles in the City newsletter, and also runs ads in the Gazette-Times as frequently as the amount 
budgeted for this purpose will allow. 

Following the discussion, Commissioner L'Heureux moved, with Commissioner Berra's second, 
that the HCDC recommend City Manager approval of the request for a loan policy exception for 
an Essential Repair Program loan in an amount not-to-exceed $59,652 for the owner of the home 
located at 637 NW 14th Street. The motion passed unanimously. 

IIV. Update: American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 CDBG Funding 

Weiss noted that although American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) funding amounts 

HCDC Minufes 3 04/15/09 



were released more than a month ago, staff has yet to receive any further information, including 
rules on how the City will be required to distribute the funds. As soon as HUD issues the rules 
and notifies staff how the ARRA funds can be used, staff will bring the information back to 
HCDC for further discussion. 

Continuing, Weiss noted that staff is also still waiting to hear the final amounts of CDBG and 
HOME funding that the City will be receiving for FY 09-10, adding that it is known that the 
amounts will be larger than the total funds received for the current fiscal year. When using 
HUD's funding formula, Weiss noted that it looks like the City will receive approximately $6,000 
more in CDBG funding next fiscal year, as well as an additional $50,000 in HOME funds. 

Weiss noted that the City will also be receiving $5 1 1,600 in Energy Efficiency and Conservation 
Block Grant (EECBG) funding. He noted that this funding will be managed through the City's 
Public Works Department, adding that after the City Council has finished considering how to use 
this funding, Housing Division staff may have a hand in helping to get the funds spent. 

Councilor Raymond noted that some of the City Councilors are very concerned about the chronic 
homeless citizens in Corvallis and asked if it was possible for Housing staff and the HCDC to 
come up with its own plan to address this issue, outside of the plans that are being discussed by 
other interested parties and agencies in the community. Weiss responded that this is possible to a 
degree, but only in terms of setting priorities for the annual allocation of funds each fiscal year. 
He added that the 10-Year Plan to End Homelessness process that began more than a year ago and 
is underway now is what staff will look to at least in part for guidance for how to expend the 
City's federal funds. If a primary project, such as a homeless facility, emerges through the 10- 
Year Plan process, staff would likely make that project a high priority during the next round of 
funding aiiocations. Councilor Raymond asked for clarification regarding whether someone 
would bring this kind of primary project to City staff or if City staff could invent the project 
themselves. Weiss responded that the people who would ultimately operate the facility would 
bring the project to City staff, adding that staff does not have the capacity to operate a facility, but 
is able to fund and oversee the development of this type of project. Weiss noted that it is rare 
when a City government is involved in running public service facilities, adding that typically, City 
staffs role is to provide capital and/or operating funding and technical assistance, leaving the 
development of the project and operation of the facility to an agency that has expertise in this area. 

VI: Other Business: Boards & Commissions Meeting Opportunity 

Weiss reminded Commissioners that he had recently forwarded an e-mail from Ken Gibb, 
Community Development Director, regarding an invitation to attend an informational meeting 
related to the responsibilities of City volunteers and their involvement in election issues. He 
explained that this meeting was put together as a result of issues related to the Urban Renewal 
measure that will be on the ballot in May and the removal of information about the subject from 
the City's Web site because of election laws that don't allow the City to take what appears to be 
an advocacy position on a measure. 
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Continuing, Weiss noted that the informational meeting will be held on April 20 from 4:00-5:00 
p.m. in the Main Meeting Room of the Corvallis Public Library. City Attorney Jim Brewer will 
attend the meeting to explain the expectations of the State's Election Division regarding this issue. 

City's May Newsletter: Annual Volunteer Issue 

Weiss noted that the City's May newsletter will be its annual volunteer issue and staff have been 
asked to provide an updated photo of the HCDC so that it can be included. 

Following the photo session, it was determined that there was no further business and the meeting 
was adjourned at 12:45 p.m. 
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HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVEEOPIaENT COMMISSION 
MINUTES 

May 6,2009 

Present 
Judy Gibson, Chair 
Ed Fortmiller, Vice Chair 
Buzz Berra 
Robin de La Mora 
Jennifer Jordan 
Michael L'Heureux 
David McCarthy 
Patricia Weber, Planning Commission Liaison 
Jeame Rzymond, City Council Liaison 

Absent 
Sherry Littlefield 

Staff 
Kent Weiss 
Bob Loewen 
Terri Heine 

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION 

ecommen 
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CONTENT OF DISCUSSION 

I. Loan Policy Exception Request: First Time Home Buyer Loan Program 

Chair Gibson opened the meeting. Housing Program Specialist Loewen thanked Commissioners 
for attending today's special meeting. He handed out copies of a memo detailing a First Time 
Home Buyer (FTB) loan policy exception request for an applicant who hopes to purchase a home 
located at 11 1 NE Byron Place. Because the City's FTB Administrative Policy states that the City 
will not be in lower than second postition on the title of a loan, the applicant is requesting 
approval for the City's lien to be in third position behind a first mortgage from Umpqua Bank and 
a second mortgage from Willamette Neighborhood Housing Services (WNHS), in order to 
complete the purchase of the property. 

Continuing, Loewen noted that the applicant's total debt to income ratio is 42.84%. FTB 
Administrative Policy states that if the total debt to income ratio falls between 42% - 50%, the 
borrower must meet at least three of six additional criteria for loan approval. The applicant meets 
two of the six criteria: the first mortgage has a fixed rate, and there have been no late rent 
payments 'for the past 12 months. A third criteria that is very close to being met is that the loan to 
value ratio of the home being purchased, excluding the City's loan, be equal to or less than 80%. 
The applicant's ratio for this loan is 80.64%. 

Loewen noted that the applicant meets all other criteria for FTB loan recipients. There are 
adequate cash resources ($2,150) being contributed from personal savings to qualify for the 
$6,450 requested in City loan funds. This contribution and the City's funds will both be used 
toward the down payment. Additionally, the applicant is receiving a Home Ownership 
Opportunity Program (HOOP) loan from WNHS in the amount of $12,833 (30 year term at 6.75% 
interest) which will be applied toward closing costs and the down payment, as well as a $5,000 
Home$tart grant which will be applied toward the down payment. Finally, the seller is also 
contributing $4,170 toward the applicant's closing costs. 

Concluding, Loewen noted that because the City's lien would be in third position, and the 
applicant does not meet at least three of the six additional criteria, a recommendation for a loan 
policy exception is needed in order to forward this request for City Manager approval. 

commissioner Berra noted the $1 15,000 purchase price of the home and asked if it is in good 
condition. Loewen responded that the low price of the home is mostly due to the fact that it had 
been foreclosed on and is currently owned by a lender, adding that the home is structurally sound 
and is in good condition. Commissioner Fortmiller asked why the first mortgage is not 80% of 
the appraised value of the home. Loewen responded that the home had appraised at $130,000, 
noting that following a review of the appraisal report, staff determined that this amount seems low 
due to the properties that were used as comparables. He added that it was determined through 
many conversations between staff, WNHS and the lender that the final amounts to be loaned by 
each funding source work well with the applicant's ability for purchasing the home. 
Commissioner Weber then noted that when adding together the first and second mortgage 
amounts, the total is slightly more than 80% of the appraised value of the home. 
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Commissioner Jordan moved, with Commissioner Weber's second, that the HCDC recommend 
City Manager approval of the request for a loan policy exception for a First Time Home Buyer 
loan for the applicant purchasing a home located at 1 I I NE Byron Place. The motion passed 
unanimously. 

11. Other Business: Leonard-Knolls ProjectfHouses Moving Update 

Weiss noted that the two houses involved in the Leonard-Knolls project will be moved tomorrow 
between 9:00 a.m. and 1 :00 p.m. The houses will be moved along South 3rd Street (Hwy 99) 
from their original location at 3rd and Alexander to their new lots on Leonard Street. 

Update: Stimulus GDBG Funding 

Weiss noted that staff had received direction from HUD late yesterday regarding the regulations 
for the Stimulus CDBG funding ($145,490) that the City will be receiving. Following a brief 
review of the information, ~ e i s s  noted that it appears the City will have until June 5 to submit an 
amendment to the FY 08-09 Action Plan to HUD noting how the funds will be spent. Because of 
the quick turnaround time, HUD is waiving the typical 30-day public comment period 
requirement and will allow the City to instead post the proposed use of the funds on the City's 
Web site for public review and comment. Weiss noted that staff will write the Plan amendment 
based on previous discussion and recommendations by the HCDC, and will bring it for review at 
the next regular meeting scheduled on May 20. 

There being no further business, the meeting was adjour~ed at 12:20 p.m. 
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ClTY OF CORVALLIS 

PLANNING COMMlSSlON MINUTES 
April 1,2009 

Present 
Karyn Bird, Chair 
Jennifer Gewais, Vice Chair 
Frank Hann 
Tony Howell 
Steve Reese 
Jim Ridlington 
Patricia Weber 

Staff 
David Coulombe, Deputy City Attorney 
Fred Towne, Planning Division Manager 
Brian Latta, Assistant Planner 
Terry Nix, Recorder 

Absent 
Joel Hirsch, Council Liaison 

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION 

Approve the request. 

CONTENT OF DISCUSSION 

The Cowallis Planning Commission was called to order by Chair Karyn Bird at 7:05 p.m. in the 
Downtown Fire Station Meeting Room, 400 NW Harrison Boulevard. 

I. VISITORS' PROPOSITIONS: There were no propositions brought forward. 
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II. PUBLIC HEARING - Research Way Monopole (CDP08-00004, LD009-00001): 

A. Openinq and Procedures: 

The Chair welcomed citizens and reviewed the public hearing procedures. Staff will 
present an overview followed by the applicant's presentation. There will be a staff 
report and public testimony, followed by rebuttal by the applicant, limited in scope to 
issues raised in opposition and surrebuttal by opponents, limited in scope to issues 
raised on rebuttal. The Commission may ask questions of staff, engage in 
deliberations, and make a final decision. Any person interested in the agenda may 
offer relevant oral or written testimony. Please try not to repeat testimony offered by 
earlier speakers. It is sufficient to say you concur with earlier speakers without 
repeating their testimony. For those testifying this evening, please keep your 
comments brief and directed to the criteria upon which the decision is based. 

Land use decisions are evaluated against applicable criteria from the Land 
Development Code and Comprehensive Plan. A list of the applicable criteria for this 
case is available as a handout at the back of the room. 

Persons testifying either orally or in writing may request a continuance to address 
additional documents or evidence submitted in favor of the application. If this request 
is made, please identify the new document or evidence during your testimony. 
Persons testifying may also request that the record remain open seven additional days 
to submit additional written evidence. Requests for allowing the record to remain open 
should be included within a person's testimony. 

The Chair opened the public hearing. 

B. Declarations by the Commission: Conflicts of Interest, Ex Parte Contacts, Site Visits, 
or Obiections on Jurisdictional Grounds 

1. Conflicts of Interest: None. 
2. Ex Parte Contacts: None. 
3. Site Visits: Commissioners Howell, Ridlington, and Weber. 
4. Objections on Jurisdictional Grounds: None. 

Staff Overview: 

Assistant Planner Brian Latta reviewed the request for approval of a Conditional 
Development Permit application to construct a 15-foot height extension to the existing 
100-foot-tall monopole for collocation of three panel antennas, Ground equipment is 
also proposed to be installed entirely within the existing fenced lease area. The 
applicant requests to vary from the boundary setback standard of the RTC Zone 
through a Type B Lot Development Option. 

Planner Latta reviewed the Existing Conditions Map, Comprehensive Plan Map, and 
Zoning Map designations for the site and surrounding properties. 
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D. Legal Declaration: 

Deputy City Attorney Coulombe said the Commission will consider the applicable 
criteria as outlined in the staff report, and he asked that citizens direct their testimony 
to the criteria in the staff report or other criteria that they feel are applicable. It is 
necessary at this time to raise all issues that are germane to this request. Failure to 
raise an issue, or failure to provide sufficient specificity to afford the decision-makers 
an opportunity to respond, precludes an appeal to the State Land Use Board of 
Appeals on that issue. 

The failure of the applicant to raise constitutional or other issues relating to proposed 
conditions of approval with sufficient specificity to allow the local government to 
respond to the issue precludes an action for damages in Circuit Court. 

E. Applicant's Presentation: 

Noah Grodzin, 5501 NE 1 Ogth Court, Vancouver, WA 98662, expressed appreciation to 
City staff for their assistance throughout this process. He briefly reviewed the request 
to extend the monopole by 15 feet which, he said, would allow for more complete 
coverage of the area. He said that the most unobtrusive antennas possible will be 
used and that the extension would also allow for future collocation without further 
extending the pole. Mr. Grodzin concurred with the staff report and the proposed 
Conditions of Approval. 

F. Staff Report: 

Planner Latta reviewed the site plan and elevations showing the proposed extension. 
He stated that, as conditioned, Staff found the proposed Conditional Development 
Permit request is consistent with Land Development Code Chapters 3.26 (Research 
Technology Center), Chapter 4.9 (Additional Provisions), Chapter 4.2 (Landscaping, 
Buffering, Screening and Lighting), and Chapter 2.3 (Conditional Development). 

Planner Latta briefly reviewed the applicant's request to vary from the Zoning 
Boundary Setback by 12 percent (roughly 32.5 feet). Staff found the proposal is 
consistent with the Lot Development Option review criteria in Section 2.12.30.06. 

Staff recommends that the Planning Commission approve the request. 

G. Public Testimony in favor of the application: None. 

H. Public Testimony in opposition to the applicant's request: None. 

I. Neutral testimony: None, 

The Chair reminded people that speaking neutrally removes rebuttal rights. 

J. Rebuttal by Applicant: None. 

K. Sur-rebuttal: None. 

Planning Commission, April 1, 2009 Page 3 of 5 



L. Additional time for applicant to submit final arqument: 

The applicant waived the additional time to submit written argument. 

M. Close the public hearinq: 

MOTION: Commissioner Weber moved to close the public hearing. Commissioner 
Gervais seconded the motion and it passed unanimously. 

N. Discussion and Action by the Commission: 

Commissioner Howell said the plan indicates that flush panel antennas would be used. 
He asked if there would be an option for more substantial antennas in the future. 
Planner Latta said the Condition of Approval which requires consistency with plans 
would ensure use of the antennas as proposed. Any future request for collocation 
would be required to come back for review by the Planning Commission. 

In response to an inquiry from Commissioner Ridlington, Planning Division Manager 
Fred Towne said there is a provision in the Land Development Code addressing what 
would occur if it is determined, at some point in the future, that waves from the 
monopole are hazardous. 

In response to an inquiry from Chair Bird, Manager Towne said the FAA controls the 
height at which warning lights are required. There is a Condition of Approval which 
requires consistency with FAA requirements. 

MOTION: Commissioner Gervais moved to approve the Research Way Monopole 
Conditional Development Permit CDP08-00004. The motion is based on findings 
presented in the March 25, 2009, staff report to the Planning Commission, and findings 
made by the Planning Commission during deliberations on this request. 
Commissioner Hann seconded the motion. 

Commissioner Howell said his comment applies to both the Conditional Development 
Permit and the Lot Development Option requests. He said the 15-foot extension 
would create an additional appearance in the skyline; however, the extension is fairly 
minor in comparison to the 100-foot pole that is already there. He said he believes the 
requests meet the criteria for compatibility and for approval of the LDO. 

The motion passed unanimously. 

MOTION: Commissioner Gervais moved to approve the Research Way Monopole Lot 
Development Option Application LD009-00001. Commissioner Reese seconded the 
motion and it passed unanimously. 

0 .  Appeal Period: 

The Chair explained that the decision will be effective 12 days from when the Notice of 
Disposition is signed, unless an appeal is filed with the City Recorder. 
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Ill. PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES: 

A. March 18, 2009: 

MOTION: Commissioner Hann moved to approve the minutes as drafted. 
Commissioner Howell seconded the motion and it passed unanimously. 

IV. OLD BUSINESS: 

Planning Division Manager Towne said he understands that the Deer Run Park decision will 
be appealed to LUBA. This will bring the number of appeals before LUBA to seven. He 
briefly reviewed the history and status of some of those appeals. 

V. NEW BUSINESS: 

A. Planninq Division Update: 

Manager Towne advised that seven applications have been received for the two 
vacant Planning Commission positions. He briefly reviewed the process by which the 
City Council will conduct interviews and make appointments for the open positions, as 
well as upcoming vacancies on the Planning Commission and the Historic Resources 
Commission. 

Manager Towne advised that the City has received two annexation requests, as well 
as a Planned Development Modification request from Good Samaritan Hospital. 

Manager Towne provided information on City staff efforts to establish an Airport Zone 
at the County level to address anticipated uses in the Industrial Park and the Airport 
area. 

Manager Towne drew attention to the updated meeting schedule. It was noted that 
there will be no need for a meeting on April 22. 

VI. ADJOURNMENT: The meeting was adjourned at 7:50 p.m. 
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 MINUTES  
 

Wednesday – February 18, 2009       3:00-4:30 PM 

 
 
Attendance:  □ Angie Baca     ■ Mike Beilstein ■ Heather Bennett    ■ Gary Boldizsar  □ Ed Boyd             

■ Floyd Collins     ■ Mark Cotter ■ Bill Currier         ■ Jay Dixon  □ Ken Elwer            
■ Liz Foster     ■ Max Frederick ■ John Haroldson     ■ Rick Hein  □ Terri Houde            
□ Linda Hukari      ■ Justin Jones ■ Charline King        ■ Sharon Konopa   ■ Jim Kramer  
■ Al Krug     ■  Jeff Lanz                □ Paula Michaud       ■ Jeanne Nelson    □ Jon Nelson         
■ Gail Newman    ■ Jack Rogers ■ Jon Sassaman      ■ Dan Schwab       □  David Sheehan   
■ Diana Simpson  ■ Jo Anne Trow        □ Deb Williams         □ Locke Williams                             
□ Steve Youngblood   □ Karen Zorn        

■ Present □ Absent 
 

      Members Present: 24 = Quorum (Positions filled: 36 Quorum Requirement: 19 members)  
 
Vacancies:  Adair Village Citizen Rep, Dept of Public Safety – OSU, Philomath City Manager/Rep 
 
Staff:    Michele Spaulding 
 
Guests: Justin Carley, Jeff Hinrichs (Ed Boyd), Joe O’Leary  
    
 
 

Willamette 
Criminal  
Justice  
Council 

ACTIONS: 
 November 2008 Minutes approved as submitted. 
 2009-11 WCJC Budget approved as submitted (a detailed budget will be electronically distributed with the 

minutes)  
 The Nominating Committee will contact the Juvenile Department to see if representation on the Executive 

Committee is desired. 
 
 

FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS: 
 Alternative Incarceration Programs -- what are they and do they work? DA’s Office could present 
 Bob Kerr, OSU Greek Life Coordinator 

 
UPCOMING MEETINGS (3:00pm – 4:30pm): 
 March 18th 
 April 15th 
 May 20th 
 June 17th 
 No July Meeting 
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Call to Order & Introductions       
Gail Newman called the meeting to order at 3:02pm. Introductions were made and the attendance roster was circulated.  
 
1. November 2008 Minutes     

 November 2008 Minutes approved as submitted.  
 
Oak Creek OYA Visit – The council thanked Jim Kramer for an interesting and informative tour of Oak Creek. (January 
WCJC meeting took place at the Oak Creek OYA Facility.) 
 
 

2. WCJC Committees, Projects, LPSCC Activities       
 WCJC 2009-11 Budget, Jon Sassaman (handout available) 

The WCJC budget has two cost centers: WCJC Administration and DUII Victim Impact Panel. Both cost centers 
are stable. It is anticipated that between the two cost centers, the WCJC will end the 2007-09 budget cycle with a 
$35,000 surplus which is a sizable decrease from the previous biennium.  
 
WCJC Administration revenue is generated through dues paid by each participating entity based on population 
estimates. The entities include Benton County, the cities of Adair Village, Corvallis, North Albany, and Philomath 
and OSU. Dues have not been increased in many years. DUII Victim Impact Panel revenue is generated from a 
$25 fee paid by attendees.  
 
No increase in dues or panel fees is being recommended for the 2009-11 biennium because our goal is to deplete 
the existing surplus. Expenses do exceed revenues, so dues will likely be increased in the 2011-13 budget period.  
 
The WCJC will continue to grant a minimum of $5,000 per year to organizations with projects designed to reduce 
the number of DUII offenders in Benton County.   

 2009-11 WCJC Budget approved as submitted (a detailed budget will be electronically distributed with the minutes)  
 

 HB2052, Gail Newman  
This bill requires that before the Department of Corrections, Oregon Youth Authority, Department of Human 
Services or any city, county or other public agency establishes a residential home/facility they shall fully inform the 
local public safety coordinating council (LPSCC) allowing the LPSCC to suggest changes to the proposal. The 
WCJC serves as Benton County’s LPSCC. There is a public hearing scheduled for HB2052 this Friday, February 
20, 2009.    

 
3. Other Business   

 Mental Health Corrections Transition Program, Diana Simpson 
The Sherriff’s Office put together this program of transitional housing and supervision for folks who are affected by 
mental illness and who impact the criminal justice system in Benton County. The program ensures access to 
quality treatment as well as prevention and support to ensure participant’s stability in the community rather than 
relying on incarceration.  
 
Two apartments have been rented at a cost of $370 per month plus utilities. Medications are also covered as 
needed. This compares to a cost of $150 per day per inmate in jail. The units were furnished at minimal expense.  
A parole and probation officer is assigned to work with the offenders (along with the rest of their caseload) creating 
a very safe, secure and highly structured environment (treatment, life skills programs, help accessing social 
services, enforced curfews…) which is closely monitored. The idea is to stabilize individuals so they become self-
sufficient in the long term. The expected length of stay is three to six months.  
 
The program is running successfully. It could easily be expanded. It may even be appropriate for pre-trail 
individuals. Diana will provide a follow-up report in a year or so.  
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 Governor’s Recommended Budget for Public Safety Agencies, Joe O’Leary (PowerPoint presentation 

available)  
The co-chairs of the Ways and Means Committee just today released a list of proposed reductions to get us out of 
the 07-09 biennium which makes what Joe was initially planning to discuss less relevant. So Joe gave some of the 
highlights to the original presentation (PowerPoint slides attached) and then spoke about the proposed reductions 
(list attached).  
 
It was anticipated when the budget was put together that if the state carried forward it’s existing programs adding 
nothing new, and adjusted for caseload increases, population increases, inflation, and debt services we were 
looking at a 1.2 billion dollar hole for 09-11. That changed for the worse about a month ago. Based on more recent 
indicators, we are looking at a 2.something billion dollar hole for 09-11. There will be a forecast in late March 
(based on income tax receipts) which will provide the final number legislature uses for the 09-11 budget. The other 
part of the picture is that back in December, the economists told us that to get out of 07-09 we were going to have 
about a 140 million shortfall in the general fund statewide, but that number changed for the worse. State 
economists now say the hole is going to be 450-750 million dollars. So how do we, as a state, get out of the current 
biennium?  
 
The drivers of the hole in the public safety world include the prison population, medical expenses, salary increases, 
and debt service. In the human services side, the driver is caseload. The downward spiral in the economy means 
more people are seeking state aid and there is less revenue coming in.  
 
The governor’s priority is still education. He believes the only way to posture Oregon for the recovery is if we 
maintain a well educated, well trained workforce. The education slice of the pie equals 54% of the state general 
fund budget. Human Services is the next biggest slice of the pie followed by Public Safety at 17%. The Department 
of Corrections takes up the biggest portion of the Public Safety budget.  
 
Within public safety, the governor’s priorities were as follows: 

1. Oregon State Police patrol and maintenance of the 139 additional troopers needed for 24/7 coverage  
2. Fill the hole from the loss of federal funds in the Department of Justice in the Child Support Enforcement 

Division ~ 60 positions at stake  
3. Defense of criminal convictions section – state appeals cases 
4. Department of Corrections - least cost implementation of Measure 57 
5. Seismic retrofitting of public buildings 
6. Enhancement of armories for emergency preparedness across the state 

 
Please see Joe’s attachments for more details. 
 

Adjournment       
Call made for additional items. None added. The meeting was adjourned at 4:20pm. 
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 MINUTES  
 

Wednesday – March 18, 2009       3:00-4:30 PM 

 
 
Attendance:  ■ Angie Baca     ■ Mike Beilstein □ Heather Bennett    □ Gary Boldizsar  □ Ed Boyd             

■ Floyd Collins     ■ Mark Cotter ■ Bill Currier         □ Jay Dixon  ■ Ken Elwer            
□ Liz Foster     ■ Max Frederick □ John Haroldson     □ Rick Hein  □ Terri Houde            
□ Linda Hukari      ■ Justin Jones ■ Charline King        ■ Sharon Konopa   ■ Jim Kramer  
□ Al Krug     ■  Jeff Lanz                □ Paula Michaud       ■ Jeanne Nelson    □ Jon Nelson         
■ Gail Newman    □ Jack Rogers ■ Jon Sassaman      ■ Dan Schwab        □  David Sheehan   
■ Diana Simpson  ■ Jo Anne Trow        □ Deb Williams         □ Locke Williams                             
□ Steve Youngblood   □ Karen Zorn        

■ Present □ Absent 
 

      Members Present: 18 = No Quorum (Positions filled: 36 Quorum Requirement: 19 members)  
 
Vacancies:  Adair Village Citizen Rep, Dept of Public Safety – OSU, Philomath City Manager/Rep 
 
Staff:    Michele Spaulding 
 
Guests: Justin Carley, David Clark, Judge Holcomb, Bob Kerr  
    
 
 

Willamette 
Criminal  
Justice  
Council 

ACTIONS: 
 2009-11 WCJC Budget approved as submitted (a detailed budget will be electronically distributed with the 

minutes)  
 The Nominating Committee will contact the Juvenile Department to see if representation on the Executive 

Committee is desired. 
 
 

FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS: 
 Alternative Incarceration Programs -- what are they and do they work? DA’s Office could present 
 Bob Kerr, OSU Greek Life Coordinator 

 
UPCOMING MEETINGS (3:00pm – 4:30pm): 
 April 15th 
 May 20th 
 June 17th 
 No July Meeting 
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Call to Order & Introductions       
Gail Newman called the meeting to order at 3:03pm. Introductions were made and the attendance roster was circulated.  
 
1. February 2009 Minutes     
No action taken without a quorum. 

 
2. WCJC Committees, Projects, LPSCC Activities       

 WCJC Nominating Committee, Gail Newman 
The WCJC term runs from July to June. With June rapidly approaching, it is time to assemble a nominating 
committee to recommend the 2009-10 WCJC Slate of Officers. Gail asked for volunteers; Ken Elwer, Jon 
Sassaman, Dan Schwab, and Diana Simpson agreed to serve. The WCJC Slate of Officers will be presented at 
either the April or May Full Council Meeting and voted on at the June 2009 meeting.  
 

 Community Corrections Plan, Gail Newman  
The plan will be presented to the WCJC at the May or June 2009 and Gail is looking for a few people to serve on 
the committee. This document drives what is done for the biennium. Mike Beilstein, Jeanne Nelson, and Jo Anne 
Trow stepped forward.  
 

 Drug Treatment Court, Judge Holcomb 
The numbers are getting bigger for the adult program. Budget issues are a concern. DTC is an important, cost 
effective and valuable core service that benefits every agency in law enforcement. 54 participants are currently in 
the adult program. Tonight they are celebrating participants will 100 days of sobriety. The Elk’s Club is hosting the 
old time bingo event with pizza and soft drinks. 25 of the 54 adult participates have made it to 100 days.  
 
Former Sherriff Jim Swinyard is spearheading a new 501C3 non profit called Friends of Benton County Drug 
Treatment Court. The next meeting is Thursday, April 16, 2009 in Jennifer Nash’s office on the corner of 6th Street 
and Jackson. Anyone interested in attending may either contact Jim or David Clark, DTC Coordinator.  
 
The next graduation is scheduled for May 13, 2009 at 4:00pm. This event will also celebrate our community 
partners. There will be a statewide graduation on May 18, 2009. Other than budget worries, things are going well 
with DTC. DTC recently received $26,000 in criminal forfeiture funds from the Sherriff which was a tremendous 
help. If you would like to see Adult DTC in action, go to court any Wednesday at 4:00pm. 
 
The Juvenile DTC is full at 15 participants. One participant is in residential treatment with potentially two more 
entering soon. Two parents are planning to go to Washington DC to talk about their experiences with the Juvenile 
DTC. Melanie, JDTC Coordinator, is planning a Newport whale watching trip. Many of the participants have never 
been on a boat before. JDTC is held on Thursdays at 4:00pm.  
 
Both DTC programs are grateful for your support. 

 
3. Other Business   

 OSU Greek Life, Bob Kerr – Handout available.  
Bob gave a state of the union on the Greek community. When Bob was hired in July of 2000, there were four 
professional staff members. Now Bob is the only professional staff member with the shared part-time support of two 
assistants. They have moved to a restorative justice approach and a proactive addressing of issues; they are 
seeing a change in behavior. Most of the issues they face are around social events.  
 
At the end of fall quarter, there were 1880 students in Greek life. By the time next fall comes around, they anticipate 
being over the 2000 mark. The largest area of chapter growth has been in organizations of color. Parents have had 
a major role in increasing the number of students involved in Greek life.  
 
Academically, our all fraternity average is 2.7166. The all sorority average is 2.996. The encouraging thing going 
on with ICC right now is that there is a minimum chapter GPA of 2.7. Once everyone is above the 2.7 range, it will 
be increased again. This is a big step. 
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OSU has a very successful Police Liaison Program in effect with Nick Hurley. A police officer is assigned to every 
fraternity and sorority. The officer helps the chapter understand compliance when having a party/event. In the past, 
the police department has always needed a second shift, but this year they didn’t. The police department submitted 
an article in a national newsletter about intergovernmental cooperation and our program is now being touted as a 
model. The police liaison program creates an avenue for officers to connect and give talks about personal safety, 
city ordinances, law enforcement, etc. The program is more time intensive at the beginning of the term, but it is time 
well invested as a single officer can now shut down a house party. Many communities are engaging with neighbors 
and providing them with a phone number in case the party gets too loud. The goal is to get chapters and students 
self managing.  
 
The Fire Marshal is now helping with the process to make sure chapters don’t exceed body counts, handle crowd 
control, and students can learn what makes for a safe party.  
 
When considering what value the Greek community brings to Corvallis, volunteer efforts carry a $552,500,000 
value and they raise more than $70,000. Their food drives have brought in 35 tons of food which is enough to fill 
1,000 emergency food boxes.  
 
Last year, four chapters who did not like each, successfully worked together on fundraising with 100% donated. 
This year eight chapters are planning to work together to raise $50,000. They have determined that the City of 
Corvallis might be a nice place to deposit money.  
 
The boiler explosion in a house during the civil war game has become an educational experience. Fortunately the 
basement was empty, otherwise it could have been a terrible loss. Even though the boiler was inspected three 
weeks prior to it’s explosion, the incident still happened. So now there is training on how to treat a boiler including 
information on inspections and lightings. Many houses don’t even use their boilers opting for space heaters 
instead.  
 
 

Adjournment       
Call made for additional items; none added. The meeting was adjourned at 3:50pm. 



M E M O R A N D U M  

To: City Council Members 

4 
From: Charles C. Tonllinson, Mayor 

Date: May 1 1,2009 

Subject: Vacancy on Advisory Cominissioi~s 

Jack Schtlbert has submitted his resignation from the Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory 
Com~lission. His term on the Conmission expires June 30, 2009. 

Jennie Cranler has submitted her resignation from the Watershed Managenlent Advisory 
Conul~ission. Her tenn on the Col~mission expires June 30, 2010 

I would appreciate your nominations of citizens to fill these vacancies. 



MEMORANDUM 

May 5,2009 

TO: Mayor and City Couilcil 

FROM: Nancy Brewer, Fiilallce 

SUBJECT: Scheduling Public Hearings 

Staff requests the City Couilcil schedule Public Hearings at 7 3 0  PM on Monday, Julie 1,2009 for: 

a A recoini~lendatioil for the use of State Sl~ared Revenues for FY 2009-2010; and 

'a Adoption of a budget for FY 2009-2010. 



MEMORANDUM 

To: Mayor and City Couulcil 

From: Nancy Brewer, Fiilailce Director @ 
Subject: LIQUOR LICENSE INVESTIGATION - Chailge of Ow~ership-Highlai~d Bowl 

Date: April 28, 2009 

The City has received an application fi-osn Steve and .Jennifer Yarrow, Owi~ers of J & J Bowling, 
doing busiiless as, Highlaild Bowl located at 2123 NW 9"' Street, Corvallis, OR 97330. This 
application is for a Cl~ange of Ownership with a Linlited On-Premises Sales License. 

An affirn~ative recoinnlendatiosl has been received from the Police, Fire, and Community 
Develop~lleilt Depai-tments. No citizen co~llllleilts or illput were received regarding this 
application for endorsement. 

Staff recommends the City Couulcil authorize eildorseillellt of this application. 

Limited On-Premises Sales License 
Allows the sale of malt beverages. \\,i~ie and liard cider for co~isumption on the licensed premises, and the sale of liegs of malt heveragcs Tor OK- 
pre~nises consumption. Also allows licensees who are pre-approved to cater events offthe licensed premises. 



MEMORANDUM 

To: Mayor and City Couiicil 

From: Tony Krieg, Customer Services Manager 2c 
Subject: LIQUOR LICENSE INVESTIGATION - Belle Vallee Cellars 

Date: May 12,2009 

The City has received an applicatioil froin Kenneth Magee, owner Belle Vnllee Cellars9 located 
at 15 1 NW Momoe Avenue, Suite 107 Corvallis, OR . This applicatioll is for a New outlet with a 
Limited On-premise sales liquor License. 

An affisi~~ative recommendation has beell received from the Police, Fire, and Community 
Developineilt Depai-tmeilts. No citizen coiniilents or input were received regarding this 
application for endorsemeilt. 

Staff recommeilds the City Couiicil authorize eildorseiilent of this application. 

Limited On-Premises Sales License 
Allows tile sale of malt beverages, wine and hard cider for consumption on the licensed premises, and the sale o f  kegs o f  malt beverages 
for off-premises consumption. Also allows licensees who are pre-approved to cater ever~ts off the licensed premises. 



J; J; J; MEMO 

MAY 13,2009 

TO: MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: JON S. NELSON, CITY MANAGER 

SUBJECT: MAY 13,2009, CITY LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE WORKING NOTES 

1. Call to Order 

Mayor Toinlinson called the ineetiilg to order at 9:00 am, with Councilors Brauner, 
Brown, and Daniels in attendance. Staff present during the n~eeting included 
Assistant City Manager Volinert and City Manager Nelson. 

2. Resolution on Health Care Refonn (attached) 

By consensus, the Conmlittee aslted for a resolution to be drafted for co~lsideration 
at the May 27th Legislative Conunittee meeting. Taking a positioil is consistent with 
the 2020 Visiori Stntenzer~t (community), as well as Council discussions on providing 
employee benefits (comnpensation). 

Assistant City Manager Volmert will revise the resolutioil model, with input from 
Co~u~cilor Daniels, so that the coilnection to the City of Corvallis is clearer. 

3. Other 

Legislation coiltinues to be monitored by staff. Concenl for legislatioil impacting 
business energy tax credit support for transit and the solar field project has been 
mitigated. 

4. Next Meeting - May 27,2009 

5. Adj o u ~ n ~ n  ent 

The ineeting adjouined at 9:30 am. 
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Louie, Kathy 

To: Nelson, Jon 

Subject: RE: DraftRes on Health Care Reform 

From: David M. Hamby [mailto . - 
Sent: Tuesday, April 28,2009 11:29 PM 
To: Nelson, Jon; Tomlinson, Charles 
Cc: Mike Beilstein 
Subject: Re: DratUies on -Health Care Reform 

Could you please get this before the Legislative Committee at its next meeting? Thanks! 

David 

David M. Hamby 
541 -738-6204 (home) 
541 -766-6498 (city) 
541 -737-8682 (OSU) 

----- Original Message ----- 
From: "Mike Beilstein" - - 
To: 
Cc: "David M. Hamby'. _.. 

Sent: Monday, April 27, 2009 6:53:10 PM GMT -08:OU Ub/La~~au-, , --... c 
Subject: Re: DraftRes on Health Care Reform 

Hello Shelley- 
I couldn't open the attachment. I don't have a google account. I will support this resolution if it comes 

before the City Council. The procedure is to send it to the Legislative Committee. They will hear public 
testimony and make a recommendation to the full Council. I am forwarding this to Council President Dave 
Hamby, who will take it to the Legislative Committee. It's up to you to convinvce them to take it to the 
Council. 

In the last two years the Council has not actively addressed issues outside the purview of City government 
So you should try to convince the Legislative Committee that it is directly a "city" issue. 

Mike Beiistein 

- - 
--- On Mon, 4/27/09, -1  ---. ..."-+,,. 

> From: - - 
> Subject: ~ r a f t ~ e s  
> To: 
> Date: Monday, ~ p r i l 2 7 ,  2009, 3:36 PM 
> I've shared a document with yo6 
> called "DraftRes": 
z http://docs.google.com/Doc?id=dkpkp~~2Odfvhm7gq&invite= 
> 
> It's not an attachment -- it's stored online at 
r Google Docs. To open this document, just click the link 
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> above. 
>-  
> 
> Hi Mike, 
> as your constituent, I am sending you this draft from the 
> health care advocacy community. Let it be accepted!! 
> Shelley Ries 
> 
> 
> DraftRes 
> 
> 1 
> 
> 
> RESOLUTION IN THE CITY OF CORVALLIS, 
> BENTON COUNTY, OREGON 
> 
> 
> 
> IN THE MATTER OF URGING ENACTMENT OF 
> COMPREHENSIVE NATIONAL HEALTHCARE REFORM 
> 
> WHEREAS, the City Council of 
> Corvallis believes that every citizen and family in our 
> city, county, the state of Oregon, and the United States 
>will benefit from affordable, quality healthcare, and the 
> council believes that disruptive healthcare costs to local 
> economies and governments would be reduced thereby; 
> and 
> 
> 
> WHEREAS, over 82 million 
> Americans have major healthcare insurance problems, 
> including 42 million Americans currently uninsured and more 
> than 40 million Americans nationwide currently 
> under-insured; the burden on both small and large employers, 
> both private and public, of providing employee health 
> insurance is becoming increasingly difficult and 
> prohibitively expensive, which impacts their ability to 
> remain competitive; and 
> 
> 
> WHEREAS, such matters as 
> healthcare affordability and access ultimately are community 
> issues with local importance and long-term impacts that 
> strain city budgets in diverse ways, such as public safety 
> and school health issues; and 
> 
> 
> WHEREAS, Americans spend more for 
> healthcare as a percentage of Gross Domestic Product than 
> any other industrially developed nation; and America, unlike 
> other developed nations, has a fragmented healthcare 
> delivery system, which contributes to higher costs and 
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> inefficiences; and 
> 
> 
> WHEREAS, even those people who 
> have insurance experience high medical debt, and medical 
s costs are a frequent cause of filing personal bankruptcy for , 

> those that are insured as well as those who lack insurance; 
> and 
> 
> 
> WHEREAS, numerous reports show 
> that private insurance systems have significantly higher 
> administrative costs compared to public Single-Payer systems 
> such as Medicare and the Veterans Administration; and 
> 
> 
> WHEREAS, bills have been filed 
> in Congress seeking "Single-Payer-type" 
> comprehensive health system reform, including HR 676 
> (Improved Medicare for All); and S 703 (The American Health 
> Security Act); and 
> 
> 
> WHEREAS, polls taken among 
> American physicians show that a significant majority believe 
> that Single-Payer-type systems offer the best method of 
> securing affordable healthcare; and 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> WHEREAS, these opinions are 
> shared by other health care professionals as indicated by 
> endorsements from the National Medical Association, American 
> Medical Women's Association, American Medical Student 
> Association (AMSA), American Association of Community 
> Psychiatrists, American Nurses Association, California 
> Nurses Association/National Nurses Organizing Committee, and 
> the American Public Health Association; and 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> WHEREAS, Single-Payer-type 
> systems have been endorsed by local governmental units such 
> as the U.S. Conference of Mayors, the Lane County Board of 
> Commissioners, the New Hampshire House of Representatives 
> and the Kentucky House of Representatives; and 
> 
> 
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> 
> 
> 
> 
> WHEREAS, citizens of Corvailis, 
> Oregon and the United States will 
> full debate on health reform 
> fairly includes the 

> 
> 

> care systems such as HR 676 and S 703. 

> NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE 
> CITY COUNCIL OF CORVALLIS, OREGON: 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> SECTION 1. That the Council, in 
> order to ensure that all Americans, like citizens of other 
> developed nations, will have access to higher quality and 
> cost-effective healthcare, urges the Oregon Congressional 
> Delegation and the United States Congress to enact 
> comprehensive health system reform after conducting an 
> honest, full and fair debate of options including 
> Single-Payer-type systems and expansion of a 
> Medicare-for-all system. 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> SECTION 2. The Council hereby 
> directs a copy of this resolution be sent to our primary 
> city and county newspapers, radio and television stations, 
> and our Federal Representatives for their due consideration 
> and enactment. 
> 
> 
> DATED this 



MEMORANDUM 

May 7,2009 

To: Mayor and City Council 

From: Steve Rogers, Public Works Director +t%' 
Ken Gibb, Cornmunity Development Director & 
Nancy Brewer, Finance Director *@ 

Subject: City Council Sustainability Action Items 

Issue: 
The City Council requested more information on the implications of selected sustainability action 
items. 

Discussion: 
The Councilors' questions are responded to below. 

I .  Is it possible to create a new franchise fee or increase the current franchise fee to generate 
revenue to be used speczjically for energy conservation? 

Under State law, it is not possible for the City to create a new franchise fee nor increase the 
current fee, which is 5% and the maximum allowable. 

2. Vhat are the LEED for Neighborhoods Standards? Do they apply to new or existing 
neighborhoods? 

The LEED Neighborhood Development Rating System is currently a pilot program on a 
national level. It is intended to integrate principles of smart growth, new urbanism and green 
building into a rating system for neighborhood design. Although it appears that the system 
would be most applicable to new neighborhood development, it would be possible to certify 
smaller, infill projects within existing neighborhoods. 

3. Could incentives be created within SDC or permit fees to incentivize, not require, alternative 
sewer techonolgies? 

Incentives could be developed within the SDC or permit fees to encourage alternative 
technologies. One of two approaches could be used. The first approach is a significant 
undertaking to determine the precise effect on the overall wastewater system from an 
individual property's change to an alternative technology. The second approach is for the 
Council to select an amount by which the fees would be reduced (for instance, 5%). In either 
approach, fees for other properties would need to be raised to make up the difference, since 
building permit fees are directly related to the cost of providing services and SDC fees are 
tied to the cost of constructing the extra-capacity infrastructure. For the first approach, staff 
estimates a first-step project of $500,000 over two years to evaluate wastewater and storm 
water usage patterns. Additional funds would be required to update the fee schedules. 

4. How would the City move ahead on alternative sewer technologies ifthe state legislation doesn't 
change? 

Some alternative sewer technologies are currently available and allowed under state law. For 
example, gray water from a building can be re-used within the same building if appropriate 
on-site treatment is installed. If the state legislation does not change, the City could move 
forward using what is currently allowable. 



5. Would the new Senior Center facility be a good place for a community Sustainable Water 
Demonstration Site? 

Potentially, space is currently available for a rainwater system that could be used to 
supplement landscape irrigation. The plan for the new Chintimini Park Senior Center has 
been adopted by the City Council and changes would need to go through a formal process, 
including input from the stakeholders at the Senior Center and the Parks, Natural Areas, and 
Recreation Board. 

6. What was meant by the statement that tax credits for electric vehicle use are beyond the authority 
of City government? 

Tax credits are generally given as a credit against an income or sales tax. There is no local 
income or sales tax, so the City cannot issue a credit for something it does not assess. The 
City levies property taxes, but they are assessed and collected by Benton County as an agent 
of the State, with the rules for both assessment and collections promulgated by the State. 
ORS Chapter 307 lists a wide variety of property tax exemptions. Some are outright 
exemptions, granted on a blanket basis to all property in the state that meets the definition 
(i.e., churches and state-owned property). Some allow a local government to decide whether 
or not to allow an exemption (i.e., historic property). 

As a result of the State's role, the City does not have the any ability to create or offer a tax 
credit or exemption. The City Council could seek to have the legislature create an income 
tax credit for the operations of an electric vehicle (there is already a credit for the purchase 
of an electric or hybrid vehicle) or could seek to have the legislature create a property tax 
exemption for an electric vehicle. 

7. Is the .25 FTE required for the local process to adopt green building codes part of the current 
stafing? 

C o m ~ t y  Development would plan to use existing staffing to conduct the process of 
considering local adoption of the model green-building code currently being developed at 
the State level. 

8. What has already been decided about the future hours,Ji.equency and range of the transit system 
in the community? 

See the attached excerpt from the Corvallis Area Metropolitan Planning Organization's 
Transportation Plan. 

Conclusion 
This information is provided to aid Councilors in their deliberations and no action is required. 

Reviewed and concur: 
/I 



Excerpt from Corvallis Area Metropolitan Transportation Plan: Destination 2030: 

VIII.. Recommended System 

This section includes the recommendations of the Corvallis Area Metropolitan Transportation 
Plan through the horizon year 2030. These projects and policies were developed within the 
framework of the Preferred Alternative and are in accord with the Plan's Vision and Goals. 

A. Recommended Transportation System Improvements 

201 0 Networlc 
Transit Component 

Increase number of buses by 3 to I1 buses 
o One bus will be added to Route #7 
o One bus will be added to Route #1 
o One bus will be added to Route #3 

Modzfi transit routes regularly to serve the highest number ofpassengers 
Construct a new bus maintenance and operation facility 

2020 Network 
Transit Component 

Increase number of buses fiom I I to 15 
o One bus will be used as the Downtown Corvallis Circulator 
o One bus will be added to Route #8 
o One bus will be added to Philomath Connector 
o One bus will serve on the Adair Village Route 

New Route - Increase number of transit routes by 2 to 10 routes (2 more than existing) 
o Adair Village Commuter, from Transit Mall to Santiarn Lane in Adair 
Village 
o Downtown Corvallis Circulator 

Service Hours - The transit service hours will be increasedfi-om the current 22,000 
hours/year to 38,000 hours/year as follows: 

o During the 9 months of School Year - 6:30 AM to 11 :00 PM 
o During Surnmer Time - 6:30 AM to 7:00 PM 
o Saturdays - 9:30 to 5:00 PM 

2030 Networlc 
Transit Component 

Incrense number of buses by 3 to 18 buses (1 0 more than existing) 
o One bus will be added to Route # 2 
o One bus will be added to Route # 4 
o One bus will be added to the fleet to serve as the spare 

New Route - Increase number of transit routes to I I routes (3 inore than existing) 
o Philornath/Bellfountain/Airport Road 

Service Hours - The transit service hours will be increasedfiom 38,000 hoursbear in 
2020 Network to 83,000 hoursbear as follows: 

o Around the year - 6:30 AM to 11:OO PM 
o Saturdays - 9:30 AM to 11:OO PM 
o Sundays - 9:30 to 5:00 PM 



To: Mayor and City Council 

From: Steve Rogers, Public Works ~ i r e c t o w  
Ken Gibb, Community Development Direct 
Nancy Brewer, Finance Director 

Subject: City Council Sustainability Action Items 

Issue: 
The City Council requested staff input on the implications of the Council-selected sustainability 
action items. 

Background: 
At the April 6, 2009 meeting' the City Council selected sustainability goals for energy and 
transportation to pursue at this-time. The energy policy goal is to support conservation and local 
generation of energy to reduce the City's contribution to global warming and energy imports. The 
transportation policy goal is to encourage reduction of auto trips in the Corvallis community to 
minimize use of fuel, carbon dioxide emissions, and drain of resources from Corvallis. Councilors 
also chose action items for each of the goals, and requested more information from staff on the 
implications (process, staff resources, financial investments) of the selected items. Using this 
information, Council is asked to review the action item list and then select final actions at the May 
1 8Ih evening meeting following Visitors' Propositions. 

Discussion: 

Energy 

Action Item: Investigate localizing current renewable energy revenue stream in conservation a d o r  
generation projects, 

Staff Input: Currently, most of the renewable energyrevenue is in the form of Blue Sky payments 
to PacifiCorp and the public purpose fee that h d s  the Energy Trust of Oregon. 

. Accomplishing this action could be done in two ways. The City could attempt to 
negotiate with PacifiCorp to receive the Blue Sky revenues generated in Corvallis and 
negotiate with the Public Utility Commission (PUC) to receive the public purpose fee 
generated from Corvallis. 

Alternatively, the City could set up its own electric utility. Because a municipal utility 
is not required to pay the public.purpose fee to the PUC, the City could collect the 
same amount from customers but use the portion that had gone to the PUC to fund a 
'local public purpose fee' for local projects. Creating a municipal utility would 
require a very large capital expense to purchase the infkastructure from the electric 
utilities, assuming they would be motivated to sell it. Based on staffs experience 
negotiating with PacifiCorp to purchase the street light system, it is expected that 
either of these alternatives will be staff-intensive and not likely to be successfbl. 



Action Item: Investigate use of renewable energy surcharge on utility bills, directing proceeds to 
local energy conservation and generation. (modified CSC Energy 3.3.1) 

Staff Input: An ad-hoc committee would need to be developed to discuss alternatives, the method 
to calculate the surcharge, and development of a program to be funded from the 
surcharge. Because the surcharge is related to energy, it might be more logical to the 
customer if it appeared on the electric company's utility bill instead of the City 
services bill, which would entail discussions with the two providers in our 
community. Staff estimates this will likely take 18 to 24 months to develop as a 
program, including time for public comment/discussion. 

Action Item: Adopt "greeny' codes: for example, all new and remodeled homes shall comply with 
International Code Council (ICC) "Green Codes" (or Austin, Texas Codes) prior to ,. 

obtaining a permit or all those who do comply benefit via reduced pennit fees. (CSC 
Housing 3.4.1) 

Staff Input: Local building codes in Oregonmust be consistent with State-approved codes. Oregon 
has chosen to develop its own green building codes rather than using the ICC model. 
The development of this code is in progress with completion anticipated within 18 
months. 

Once the State code is in place, Corvallis and other local governments will have the 
choice of whether to adopt the State's code. It is anticipated that this will be a public 
process that will involve stakeholders, such as the local construction industry and the 
general public. The local process may take up to a year to work though with an 
estimated .25 FTE of staff time assigned to the project dwing this local review 
process. Ifadopted, it is not anticipated that administration of the "green " code would 
have significant staffing impacts other than initial internal staff training and 
communication/training for the construction industry. 

Action Item: Adopt LEED for Neighborhoods Standards that support sustainable communities and 
protection of natural features, apd reject those that are in conflict. (CSC Land Use 
4.1.1) 

Staff Input: This action would involve an extensive review of the Land Development Code and 
other City development regulations to determine their relationship to LEED 
Neighborhood standards. Recently adopted codes accomplish many LEED standards 
in areas such as natural resource protection, pedestrian design, infrastructure 
development, neighborhood centers and smaller lot sizes. . 

The .analysis would involve staff and possibly consultant assistance. A stakeholdersy 
group would be needed to help provide policy direction options and implications. A 
full scale public review ' process similar to the LDC update would be necessary to 
further develop a community consensus around potential code changes. A two-year 
process is anticipated with the dedication' of 1.0 FTE,over this time fiame. 

Action Item: Promote state-sanctioned alternative sewer technologies that safelyreduce municipal 
sewer flow for all existing buildings and require reductions for all relevant building 
permits. (CSC Water 1.2.2) Evaluate both residential and institutional usage patterns 
of the three municipal water systems and current water use reduction programs. 



Recommend new programs targeting lowering water-use patterns. (CSC Water 1.1.3) 

Staff Input: Development and implementation of an on-going marketing program to promote 
alternative sewer technologies is estimated to require about $10,000 per year and 
would, therefore, not have a significant impact on wastewater rates. Building permits 
that require reductions in wastewater flow using alternative sewer technologies will 
take significant resources and probably also require changes in building codes at the 
State level and City ordinance changes. If alternate grey water sewer legislation 
currently being considered is passed, development of rules to implement the 
legislation could take an additional 1-2 years. Some grey water re-use can be 
permitted now. 

Evaluating usage patterns would be a significant undertaking, estimated to take about 
2 years to complete at a cost of $500,000. This project is made more difficult because 
there is no community-specific data available for wastewater and stom water use, as 
the systems are not metered. Alternatively, staff could produce a white paper that, in 
general terms, provides information on drinking water use trends, existing 
conservation efforts, and possible conservation program expansions for consideration 
by the City Council. This is estimated to cost about $25,000 and could be budgeted 
inFY 10-11. 

Action Item: Plan and install a community Sustainable Water Demonstration Site in a high-traffic 
and accessible existing enterprise that will demonstrate large-scale usage of alternative 
water sources, such as rainwater and gray-water. (CSC Water 1.3.1) 

Staff Input: A demonstration project could be designed and constructed at a current City facility. 
Staff estimates the project would cost between $100,000 and $300,000 depending on 
the facility selected. High-traffic buildings, such as the Library or the Senior Center, 
are property-tax supported and this project would need to compete for limited 
resources with other planned projects at those facilities. Staff suggests a project be 
considered for inclusion in the Capital Improvement Program process, which begins , 

in August 2009. 

Alternatively, the City could potentiallypartner'with the private sector to construct a 
demonstration site. The Corvallis Sustainability Coalition's Water Action Team has 
selected this action item to work on and are cuirently seeking a privately owned 
facility for a demonstration site. The City could explore a financial contribution to 
this effort that is already undernay. 

Transportation 

Action Item: promote and encourage electric vehicle use by tax credits, priority parking and 
availability of charging stations. (modified CSC Transportation 2.3.2) 

Staff Input: A capital project has been developed to place electric vehicle charging stations in the 
community. Staff is seelcing additional funding for this effort through energy ARRA 
fiulding sources. To consider ways to provide priority public parking would require 
staff time to coordinate a public process. To provide priority private parking would 
require considerable staff effort to modify ordinances and the Land Development 
Code. Tax incentives are beyond the authority of City government. 



Action Item: ~ncrease transit hours, frequency, range and reduce fare cost. (CSC Transportation 
2.1 .l) Free transit (CSC Transportation 3.1.2) 

Staff Input: Both of these action items will require significant staff resources. The first major 
effort will be the one needed to identify alternative funding sources. Free transit at the 
current service level would require about $425,000 for replacement of lost farelgroup 
pass revenue. Over the next 12 months, this work could begin within available 
staffing levels. The second major effort is related to accomplishing the first of the w 

actions. A change to transit service levels and schedules is a the-consuming task 
requiring a significant public process. The most recent service level change process 
lasted six months. A reasonable target for the next change is September 201 1 and 
staff can accommodate that target date, provided new revenue has been secured. 

Action Item: Encourage more bike use. 

Staff Input: Staff envisions a number of activities to accomplish this action item, including 
constructldesignate bike boulevards; increase public covered, un-covered andfor 
secure bike parking; complete bike lane network per the Transportation System Plan; 
increase bike education and enforcement effort per the BicyclePedestrian Advisory 
Commission plan; mandate employer Transportation Demand Management; and 
construct the Albany to Corvallis path and other paths. These activities could be 
phased over time but would require additional dedicated staff time (0.5 FTE to 1.0 
FTE) and additional capital finding. Currently City transportation-related expenses 
total about $5.5 million annually (without street lights), which is spent, by percentage, 
on street maintenance and operations (46%), transit operations (44%), bike facilities 
(4%), airport management (4%) and parking management and maintenance(2%). 

Conclusion: 
This information is provided to aid Councilors in their deliberations by outlining the resources 

,, needed to accomplish the selected items. 

Reviewed and concur: 



Staff Summary 
City Council Sustainability Discussion 
March 16,2009 

Transportation Reduce gas-power auto Free transit (T 2.1.1 & T 3.1.2) 
trips (1 1 dots) 

Expand transit service (T 2.1.1 & T 3.1.2) 
I 

Various transportation actions including 
hybrid cars (T 2.3.2), charge stations 
(T2.3.2), hybrid parking (T2.3 -2) 

Energy Fund renewable energy Renewable energy utility fee 1 (6 dots) 

I ( Localize renewable energy revenue 

Reduce building energy ge LDCILEED (H3.4.1, LU 4.1.1) (3 

I Support energy reductions through tax I I incentives (En 1.3.3) (5 dots) 
I I I 

Adopt individual plans to reduce water 
use (Wt 1.1.1) 

Promote reduced water 
use (2 dots) 

Waste I--=-- 

Promote alternative sewer tech (Wt 1.2.2) 



Note -Italics indicate staff generated goal description. 

Food 

Community 
Education 

Economic Vitality 

Increase food produced 
locally (5 dots) 

Educate/Inform Public 

Support Local Business 

- - - 

Farmers Market coupon program 

Create agriculture BEC 

Convert farmable land (Lu 3.2.1) 

Encourage community gardens (F2.3.2) 

Education programs (4 dots) 

Communicate who lives here (CI 1.3.1, 
CI 1.3.2) (2 dots) 

Support "Buy Local First" (EV 1.1.3) (2 
dots) 

Coordinate land use strategies for local 
business, green industry & downtown 

- - 

vitality (Lu 1 . l)  (1 dot) 
- - 

Increase support for economic 
development &business retention (1 dot) 



G. Authorization to proceed with application for an Edward Bylne Memorial Justice Assistance 
Grant 

H. Schedule an Executive Session following the regular noon nleeting under ORS 
192.660(2)(d) (status of labor negotiations) 

The motion passed ~~nanin~ouslv. 

III. ITEMS REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA - None. - 

n/.. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

A. Cormnullity Sustainability Action Plan discussion 

Mayor Tolnlinson referenced from the meeting packet memoranda from Councilors Hamby 
and Brown and minutes from the March 16th Council meeting discussions of the 
Co~nmunity Sustainability Action Plan (CSAP) in relation to the Council's goal. 

Councilor Han~by said his memorandum with Councilor Brown consolidates action items 
into seven topic areas, which parallel those of the Community Sustainability Coalition 
(Coalition). Energy and transportation garnered the greatest Council support, followed by 
waste, food, local business, sustainability education, and community inclusion. 

Co~ulcilor Hanzby asked the Council to consider the topics of energy and transportation and 
develop goals and action items that staff could begin pursuing. Staff could then determine 
the financial and staffing resources needed to proceed. He noted that he did not want to 
overwhelm staff with additional work but added that the Council would select a few action 
items at this time and could add more action items later, if resources permitted. 

Councilor Daniels opined that transportation action items the Council supported were also 
supported by staff. She considered the topic areas good choices on which to focus. 

Councilor Beilstein noted that waste, food, and community inclusion would not be 
addressed irnmediately. He would like the City to act on all topic areas. He noted that 
Allied Waste Services (AWS) is talung some actions regarding waste sustainability goals. 
The City could initiate prohibiting Styrofoanl food containers and plastic shopping bags; 
however, the goal of reducing use of these items would probably be achieved without City 
input. Similarly, the work of Conununity Alliance for Diversity and other non-profit 
agencies address the topic of conun~~nity inclusion. Progress will be made regarding the 
food issue by expanding the Farmers' Market opportunities. He does not consider it a 
problem that the City is not initiating programs to address these issues, since other 
comnm~~nity agencies are addressing them; therefore, he would support the City addressing 
the issues of energy and transportation. 

Cou~lcilor Hamby concurred that other topics referenced by Councilor Beilstein were 
iinportant. He clarified that he wanted the Council to begin worlcing on action items, and 
other topic areas could be addressed in the f~~ t r~ re .  
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Councilor Raymond noted that the preference selection chart did not indicate her sulpport 
for pmsuing actions regarding natural areas. She concu~rred that energy and transportation 
were important initial goals as means of achieving the ultimate goal of reducing the 
co~lunu~nity's "carbon footprint." She believed the City could do more to su~pport community 
inclusion. She agreed that the Council should consider pursuing any actions if the 
conmulnity is lagging. 

Referencing the issue of co~nnlunity inclusion, Coulncilor Daniels noted that staff would be 
involved in the 2010 census. The City's allocations of Federal funds are dependent upon an 
acculrate census of all nlelnbers of the co~mnunity. 

Coulncilor Hel-vey cautioned the Council to not focus on the preference selection process, 
noting that some dots were not placed adjacent to specific actions. 

Ener,a? Policv Goal 

Councilor Beilstein expressed a desire to reduce dependence on sources of energy from 
outside the City. 

Coulncilor Brown noted that conservation would result in a reduced use of imported energy. 

Councilor O'Brien suggested a policy goal to support conservation and local generation of 
energy. 

Coumcilor Daniels opined that a policy goal should indicate the reason for the Council's 
action. 

Councilors noted that conservation protects scarce resources, the local economy, and 
financial savings. 

The Council agreed to an energy policy goal to support conservation and local generation 
of energy to reduce the City's contribution to global warming and energy imports. 

Transportation Polin) Goal 

Cou~ncil members discussed whether the policy goal should be active (reduce) or supportive 
(enco~lrage reduction). 

Councilor Brown noted that encouraging and sulpporting are conlponents of City policies. 

The Council agreed to a transportation policy goal to encourage reduction of auto trips in 
the Corvallis community to mininlize use of fuel, carbon dioxide emissions, and drain of 
resources from Corvallis. 

Councilor Ha~nby directed Coulncilor nlembers' attention to his memoranduun with Councilor 
Brown regarding action itenls addressing the energy and transportation policy goals, 
including those identified d~lring the March 16th Council meeting and those staff identified 
as "most promnising." 
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El~ergv Action Iter~zs 

Councilor O'Brien rescinded his suggestion that Oregon State University (OSU) decrease 
Reser Stadium lighting when the facility is not being used. He noted that OSU was 
maintaining a low energy consunlption. 

Councilor Raymond suggested that non-essential lights be turned off at businesses, such as 
when businesses are closed. This effort could be encouraged through coimn~~nity 
coordination. 

Cou~ncilor O'Brien opined that the action item to investigate use of renewable energy 
surcharges on utility bills would be regressive to lower-income households that must use the 
same amount of electricity as higher-income households. He inight accept a volunta~y 
surcharge. 

In response to Mayor Tomlinson's inquiry, Councilor O'Brien said he would like staff to 
investigate the regressiveness of a renewable energy surcharge. 

In response to Councilor Hel-vey's inquiry, Mayor Tomlinson clarified that one energy action 
item should read, "investigate localizing cunent renewable energy revenue stream in 
conservation andlor generation projects." This action would involve discussions with 
Pacific Power. 

Councilor Beilstein expressed a williilgness to reduce the number of action items, saying it 
did not seeill realistic for staff to thoroughly investigate all of the proposed action items. 
He would support selecting two action items for further staff investigation. 

Councilor Brauner noted that the Council was reducing the number of action items for staff 
to investigate pursuing but was not a~~thorizing staff to begin the action items. Staff analysis 
of needed resources would help him evaluate which action item to pursue. He agreed that 
the Council should ultilnately select two action items. 

Councilor Brown expressed agreement with Co~~ncilor Beilstein's intent to not cl~oose too 
many action items. 

City Manager Nelson offered that staff would provide overview infornlation regarding 
inlplications (process, staff resources, financial investments) of the selected action items. 

Councilor Brown observed that encouraging more bicycle use was a promising way to meet 
the City's sustainability goals. 

Cou~ncilor Raylnond questioned whether some actions were included in staffs organizational 
sustainability action plans. 
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Councilor Hamby clarified that staff identified from the CSAP the action items deemed most 
likely to be accomplished within a short time period. Council members did not express 
strong sulpport for all of those action items. 

Councilor Brauner clarified that he proposed free public transit as a long-term goal, noting 
that it would be difficult to acconlplish the goal in the near future. While free public transit 
would be beneficial, he suggested that it be deleted as a two-year goal and that action item 
2.1.1 be amended to include alternative funding so~lrces that would allow free public transit. 

Councilor Brown concul-red with Councilor Bra~lner's suggestion. 

Councilor Beilstein suggested that the action item be re-worded to "reduce dependence upon 
transit fares." 

Co~~ncilor Hamby said he was not ready to delete the possibility of free public transit and 
would like staffs evaluation of the impacts from no longer collecting transit fares. 

Councilor Bra~mer suggested combining the two discussed action items into one, after 
receiving staffs evaluation. Public transit must be free from rider fares if it is to replace 
private autonlobile use. 

Mayor Tomlinson noted that plug-in hybrid electric vellicles will soon be available to 
consumers. He suggested that CSAP action item 2.3.2 be amended to "encourage electric 
vehicles." This would include plug-in hybrid electric vehicles, which have more power and 
a longer driving range than neighborhood electric vehicles. 

Councilor Hamby arinounced that staff will provide additional information regarding the 
selected action items for the April 20th Council meeting. He reminded Council members 
to be mindful of staff time needed to implement action items and not add tasks to meet their 
personal desires. 

Councilor Daniels expressed support for continuing to encourage bicycle use, which she 
considered was missing from the CSAP. She opined that this action item should be included 
in efforts to meet the City's sustainability goal. She referenced Councilor Hirsch's recurring 
suggestion to keep the public informed of the Council's decisions. She noted that the 
education section of the CSAP referenced organizations providing information to the public. 
She added that staff is providing information toward the City's organizational sustainability 
goal, and these efforts can serve as examples for informing the public. The Council 
previously considered local business support and riparian area restoration, and work will 
continue on these issues because of other related Council goals. 

V. MAYOR, COUNCIL, AND STAFF REPORTS - 

A. Mayor's Reports 

1. Proclamation of Arbor Month - April 2009 

Mayor Tonllinson read the proclamation. 
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ENHANCING COMMUNITY LIVABILITY 

Office of the Mayor 
501 SW Madison Avenue 

P.O. Box 1083 
Corvallis, OR 97339-1083 

(541) 757-6985 
FAX: (541) 757-6780 

e-mail: mayor@ci.corvallis.or.us 

P R O C L A M A T I O N  

PUBLIC WORKS WEEK 

MAY 17 - 23,2009 

WHEREAS, Public works services provided in om convnunity are an integral part of our citizens' 
everyday lives; and 

WHEREAS, The sustainability of our community's natural environment is directly inlpacted by 
public works activities; and 

WHEREAS, The support of an understanding and informed citizenry is vital to the efficient 
operation of the pu~blic works systenls and programs provided in Corvallis, such as 
water, wastewater, stol~n water, streets, bicycle and pedestrian facilities, transit, 
airport, coimuilications, engineering, and public buildings; and 

WHEREAS, The health, safety, and comfort of this convnunity greatly depends on these systems, 
programs, facilities and services; and 

WHEREAS, The quality and effectiveness of these services, as well as the planning, design, and 
construction of facilities and infrastructure, is vitally dependent upon the efforts and 
skill of public works officials; and 

WHEREAS, The community benefits fkom the dedication and hard work of the Corvallis Public 
Works Department staff, who are committed to delivering high-quality, efficient, and 
cost-effective services to the citizens of Corvallis; and 

WHEREAS, The efforts of these dedicated persoilnel are mate~ially influenced by the people's 
attitude and understanding of the importance of the work they perfoim; 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, Charles C. Tomlinson, Mayor of Corvallis, Oregon, do hereby proclaim 
May 17 through 23, 2009, as Public Works Week in the City and call upon all 
citizeils and civic organizations to acquaint tl~emselves with our public infrastructure 
services and to recognize the contribution whicll Corvallis Public Works staff makes 
every day to our health, safety, comfort, and quality of life. 

Charles C. Tomlinson, Mayor 

Date 

A Com~nlmity that Honors Diversity 



CORVALLIS 
ENHANCING COMMUNITY LIVABILITY 

Office of the Mayor 
501 SW Madison Avenue 

P.O. Box 1083 
Corvallis, OR 97339-1083 

(541) 757-6985 
FAX: (541) 757-6780 

e-mail: mayor@ci.corvallis.or.us 

P R O C L A M A T I O N  

GET THERE ANOTHER WAY WEEK 

MAY 18-22,2009 

WHEREAS, Use of transportation alternatives to the single-occupancy vehicle (SOV) is vital to the quality of life 
and economic well being of Corvallis citizens; and 

WHEREAS, Citizens including workers, students, senior citizens, people with disabilities, and those unable to 
afford or utilize an automobile use comnu~te options to gain access to jobs, schools, medical 
facilities, and other fundamental services; and 

WHEREAS, Use of public transportation, wallting, bicycling, carpooling, and vanpooling provides commute 
options to employees, students, and other citizens without the use of an SOV; and 

WHEREAS, Use of commute options decreases the denland for autolnobile parking, resulting in better use of land 
for more productive uses, such as commercial, industrial and residential development, and open 
space, and 

WHEREAS, Increased public investment in transit services and other commute options provide the potential to 
expand the enlployment base, provide job opportunities, and enhance prosperity; and 

WHEREAS, Traffic congestion that wastes productive time can be alleviated through the increased availability 
and use of public transportation and other conmute options; and 

WHEREAS, Walling and bicycling are healthy forms of exercise and can help to incorporate physical activity 
into the daily routine; and 

WHEREAS, The nation, our community, and our citizens face the risks to health and the environment that are 
brought on by automobile exhaust en~issions; 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, Charles C. Tomlinson, Mayor of Corvallis, Oregon, do hereby proclaim May 18 through 
22, 2009, as Get There Another Way Week in the City and encourage all Coi-vallis citizens to 
consider bicycling, wallung, carpooling, and vanpooling to their work, home, or events planned in 
Co~vallis. 

Charles C. Tomlinson, Mayor 

Date 

A Coi11ri7ui1inl thnl Honors Diilersi~v 



Project Status Report 

Project: Van Buren Bridge 
County: BentonJLinn 
Key #: 12827 

Region: 2 
Authors: Norm Rauseherl 
Rod Thompson 

As of 30 April 2009 
Critical Items Needed: 
- Complete Suininary Report 
- Present ratioilale to public 
- Develop conceptual footprint for new project 
- Scope new project to deterinine NEPA classificatioil 
- Develop prospectus and project scope 
- Develop parallel TSMITDM strategy 

Proiected Schedule 
"Note: A new project schedule will be developed after the public open house, Once we have collected the colnlnents and 
recommendations fi.0111 the open house and conducted follow up meetings with the SAC and PMT, then a conceptual project design 
can be completed, the project can be scoped, a prospectus developed to deter~nine classification (Categorical Exclusion or 
Environniental Assessment) and then a schedule can be developed. 

Project Overview: 
The summary repoi? is in the final draft stage. It in essence is a wrap up and documentation of the Corvallis 
Willainette River Crossing Alternatives Project (also called the Van Buren Bridge Replacement Project earlier.) 
The suinlnary report will cover the history of the development of the Van Burell Bridge Replacelneizt Project 
that initially led to the proposal of several alternatives to construct a new bridge between the existing Van Buren 
and ~ a r r i s o n  Street bridges. The sumn~asy report will also cover the comprehensive traffic studies conducted to 
evaluate what turned out to be a larger traffic congestion issue than could be resolved by the addition of a new 
Van Buren Bridge, and the conclusioi~s/reco~~u~~e~~dations that were developed based on the more elaborate 
traffic studies. In summary, considering overall traffic congestioiz, fiscal reality, and most effective use of 
funds, the consensus was to defer the replacement of the Van Buren Bridge and consideration of the Noi-th Leg 
of the Corvallis Bypass, and focus on the replacelneilt of the OR 34lCorvallis South Bypass intersection with an 
interchange. This was determined to be the nlost critical iten1 in the overall congestion ilnprovelnent for the 
area. 

The potential next step, after taking into consideration the publics comments at the public open house May 19, 
is to develop coilceptual design(s) for the potential interchange - with associated footprint and costs - and then 
stal-t the project development process. This will include developing a prospectus, scoping, and malting a 
preliminary evaluation of the iinpacts to determine if a NEPA Categorical Exclusion or an Envirolullental 
Assessinent would be appropriate for the project. It appears the primary concerns will be impacts to the 
floodplain, cultural resources, Section 4(f) resources (park and golf course, etc), and the developinent of an 
Interchange Area Manageinent Plan (IAMP). 



Meetings: 
An internal ODOT TSMITDM strategy ineeting was held on April 2nd. The puspose of the meeting 
was to develop the next steps and ODOT's role in the TSMITDM efforts relative to t l~e  local 
agencies and the new interchange development project. 
A Teclmical Advisory Committee meeting was held on April 7 and a Project Management Team and 
a Stalteholders Advisory Colninittee ineeting was held on April 15. The inail1 thrust of those 
ineetings was to review actions to this point, seek concui-rence on the new project direction, and 
review informatioil to be presented at the foi~thcoming public open house. 

r A public open llouse is set for May 19"'; to present the "cl~ange in course" (i.e. interchange) and 
ratioi~ale for it -and solicit public conxnents on the new direction. 

PI-oiect Web Site 
Region 2 llas a Van Buren Bridge Project web-site at 
http:/!~~v~v.oregon. rrov!ODOT/H WY/REGION2/Vsu~B~~rei1StreetBrid~e.sl~ti111 





hv our econo 

and what we can do about it 
THE graphs climbing across these pages world's growing population, meeting the costs 
are a stark reminder of the crisis facing of rising public spending and stimulating 

our planet. Consumption of resources is rising technological development - not to mention 
rapidly, biodiversity is plummeting and just funding increasingly expensive lifestyles. 
about every measure shows humans affecting They see no limits to that growth, ever. 
Earth on a vast scale. Most of us accept the need In recent weelcs it has become clear just 
for a more sustainable way to live, by reducing how terrified governments are of anything 
carbon emissions, developing renewable that threatens growth, as they pour billions 
technology and increasing energy efficiency. of public money into a failing financial system. 

But are these efforts to save the planet Amid the confusion, any challenge to the 
doomed? A growing band of experts are looking growth dogma needs to be loolced at very 
at figures like these and arguing that personal carefully. This one is built on a long-standing 
carbon virtue and collective environmentalism question: how do we square Earth's finite 
are futile as long as our economic system is resources with the fact that as the economy 
built on the assumption of growth. The I grows, the amount of natural resources 
science tells us that if we are serious about needed to sustain that activity must grow too? 
saving Earth,we must reshape our economy. It has taken all of human history for the 

This, of course, is e c o n o m G r o w t h  economy to reach its current size. On current 
to most economists is as essential as the air we form it will take just two decades to double. 
breathe: it is, they claim, the only force capable In this special issue, New Sciei~tist brings 
of lifting the poor out of poverty, feeding the together lcey thinkers from politics, economics 

Northern hemisphere 
average surface temperature 



and philosophy who profoundly disagree with give us more and more from the resources we 
the growth dogma but agree with the scientists have, and as philosopher Kate Soper argues on 
monitoring our fragile biopshere. The father page 53, curbing our addiction to work and 
of ecological economics, Herman Daly, profits would in many ways improve our lives. 

' explains why our economy is blind to the It is a vision John Stuart Mill, one of the 
environmental costs of growth (page 46), while founders of classical economics, would have 
Tim Jackson, adviser to the UK government on approved of. In his Prir?ciples of Political 
sustainable development, crunches numbers Econon?y published in 1848, he predicted 
to show that technological fixes won't that once the work of economic growth 
compensate for the hair-raising speed at was done, a "stationary" economy would 
which the economy is expanding (page 42). emerge in which we could focus on human 

Gus Speth, one-time environment adviser improvement: "There would be as much scope 
to President Jimmy Carter, explains why after as ever for all lcinds of mental culture, and 
four decades working at the highest levels of moral and social progress ... for improving 
US policy-making he believes greenvalues the art of living and much more lilcelihood 
have no chance against today's capitalism of it being improved, when minds cease 
(page 48), followed by Susan George, a leading to be engrossed by the art of getting on." 
thinker of the political left, who argues that Today's economists dismiss such ideas as 
only a global government-led effort can shift naive and utopian, but with financial markets 
the destructive course we are on (page 50). crashing, food prices spiralling, the world 

For Andrew Simms, policy director of the warming and peak oil approaching (or passed), 
London-based New Economics Foundation, they are becoming harder than ever to ignore. @ 
it is crucial to demolish one of the main 
justifications for unbridled growth: that it 66ECongBMSf 
can pull the poor out of poverty (page 49). 
And the broadcaster and activist David Suzulci see no lif i ts  to 
explains how he inspires business leaders and 
politicians to change their thinking (page 44). gro 

Just what a truly m n a b l e  e c o n m  , 
would look like is explored on page 52, when 
New Scientist uses Daly's blueprint to imagine 
life in a society that doesn't use up resources 
faster than the world can replace them. Expect 

For full data see www.newscientist.com/o~ 
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dare no 

We can rely on renewable technologies to help us 
avert climate change without sacrifices to our Mestyles, 
right? Not according to sustainable development 
adviser Tim Jackson, who reckons our leaders are 
just too chicken to tell us the truth 

m SCRATCH the surface of free-market a high-ranking official was heard to mutter: 
capitalism and you discover something "Well, that is all very interesting, perhaps , 

close to visceral fear. Recent events provide a now we can get back to the real job of 
good example: the US treasury's extraordinary growing the economy." 
$Boo billion rescue package was an enormous The message from all this is clear: any 
comfort blanket designed to restore alternative to growth remains unthinkable, 
confidence in  the ailing financial markets. even 40 years after the American ecologists 
By forcing the taxpayer to pick up the "toxic Paul Ehrlich and john Holdren made some 
debts" that plunged the system into crisis, it blindingly obvious points about the 
aims to protect our ability to go on behaving arithmetic of relentless consumption. 
similarly in the future. This is a short-term The Ehrlich equation, I =PAT says simply 
and deeply regressive solution, but economic that the impact (I) of human activity on the 
growth must be protected at all costs. planet is the product of three factors: the size 

As economics commissioner on the of the population (P), its level of affluence (A) Artist Barbara I(ruger gets 
UK's Sustainable Development Commission, expressed as income per person, and a to the root of the problem 
I found this response depressingly familiar. technology factor (T), which is a measure in her 1987 artwork 
At the launch last year of our "Redefining 
Prosperity" project (which attempts to instil 
some environmental and social caution into 
the relentless pursuit of economic growth), a 
UK treasury official stood up and accused my 
colleagues and I of wanting to "go back and 
live in caves". After a recent meeting convened 
to explore how the UK treasury's financial 
policies might be made more sustainable, 

Profile 
Tim Jacltson is professor of sustainable development 
at the university of 5urrey, UI(. His research fo'uses on 
understanding thesocial, psychological and structural 
dimensions of sustainable living. He is also a member of 
the Sustainable Development Commission, which advises 
the UI(government. 

of the impact on the planet associated with 
each dollar we spend. 

Take climate change, for example. The 
global population is just under 7 billion and 
the average level of affluence is around $8000 
per person. The Tfactor is just over 0.5 tonnes 
of carbon dioxide per thousand dollars of 
GDP -in other words, every $looo worth of 
goods and services produced using today's 
technology releases 0.5 tonnes of CO, into 
the atmosphere. So today's global CO, 
emissions work out at 7 billion x 8 x 0.5 = 
28 billion tonnes per year. 

The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change (IPCC) has stated that to stabilise 
greenhouse gas levels in the atmosphere at a 
reasonably safe 450 parts per million, we need 
to reduce annual global CO, emissions to less 
than 5 billion tonnes by 2050. With a global 

population of g billion thought inevitable by 
the middle of this century, that worlcs out at 
an average carbon footprint of less than 
0.6 tonnes per person - considerably lower 
than in India today. The conventional view is 
that we will achieve this by increasing energy 
efficiency and developing green technology 
without economic growth talcing a serious 
hit. Can this really work? 

With today's global income, achieving 
the necessary carbon footprint would mean 
getting the Tfactor for CO, down to 0.1 tonnes 
of CO, per thousand US dollars -a fivefold 
improvement. While that is no walk in the 
park, it is probably doable with state-of-the-art 
technology and a robust policy commitment. 
There is one big thing missing from this 
picture, however: economic growth. Factor 

42 1 Newscientist 118 October 2008 



The potential for technological 
improvements, renewable energy, carbon 
sequestration and, ultimately perhaps, 

it in, and the idea that technological ingenuity 
can save us from climate disaster looks an 
awful lot more challenging. 

First, let us suppose that the world 
economy cai-ries on as usual. GDP per capita 
will grow at a steady 2 or 3 per cent per year 
in developed countries, while the rest of the 
world tries to catch up - China and Tndia 
leaping ahead at 5 to l o  per cent per year, at 
least for a while, with Africa languishing in the 
doldrums for decades to come. In this (deeply 
inequitable) world, to meet the IPCC target we 
would have to push the carbon content of 
consumption down to less than 0.03 tonnes 
for every thousand US dollars spent - a 
daunting 11-fold reduction on the current 
western European average. 

Now, let's suppose we are serious about 

eradicating global poverty. Imagine a world 
whose g billion people can all aspire to  a level 
of income compatible with a 2.5 per cent 
growth in European income between now and 
2050. In this scenario, the carbon content of 
economic output must be reduced to just 2 per 
cent of the best currently achieved anywhere 
in the European Union. 

In short, if we insist on growing the 
economy endlessly, then we will have to 
reduce the carbon intensity of our spending to 
a tiny fraction of what it is now. If growth is to 
continue beyond 2050, so must improvements 
in  efficiency. Growth at 2.5 per cent per year 
from 2050 to the end of the century would 
more than triple the global economy beyond 
the 2050 level, requiring almost complete 
decarbonisation of every last dollar. 

a hydrogen-based economy has not been 
exhausted. But what politicians will not 
admit is that we have no idea if such a radical 
transformation is even possible, or if so what 
it would loolr like. Where will the investn~ent 
and resources come from? Where will the 
wastes and the emissions go? What might 
it feel like to live in a world with 10 times as 
much economic activity as we have today? 

Instead, they bombard us with adverts 
cajoling us to insulate our homes, turn down 
our thermostats, drive a little less, walk a liiiie 
more. The one piece of advice you will not see 
on a government list is "buy less stuff". 
Buying an energy-efficiFnt TV is to be 

J 

accused me of w a i n 2  
to go back to cave livi~Tg' 
applauded; not buying one at all is a crime 
against society. Agreeing reluctantly to 
advertising standards is the sign of a mature 
society; banning advertising altogether (even 
to children) is condemned as "culture 
jamming".Consuming l e s s ~ a j r  be the 
single b i g g m 6 n  doto save carboll- 
emissions, and vet no one dares to mention it. . ,  

'Because if we did, it would threaten economic 
growth, the very thing that is causing the 
problem in the first place. 
A 

visceral fear is n i t  without foundation. 1f 
we d ~ u t s h ~ $ ~ e ~ t ~ i % ~ s t o p  
producing, and if factories stop producing 
then people get laid off. If people get laid off, 
then they do not have any money. And if 
they don't have any money they cannot go 
shopping. A falling economy has no money in 
the public purse and no way to service public 
debt. It struggles to  maintain competitiveness 
and it puts people's jobs at risk. A government 
that fails to  respond appropriately will soon 
find itself out of office. 

This is the logic of free-market capitalism: 
the economy must grow continuously or 
face an unpalatable collapse. With the 
environmental situation reaching crisis point, 
however, it is time to stop pretending that 
mindlessly c w g o n o m i c  growth is 
compatible with sustainability. We need 
something more robust tll% comfort blanket 
to protect us from the damage we are wreaking 
on the planet. Figuring out an a l t e r n a t E  
this doomed model is now a priority before 
aTXIZ$ss ioF ,  a ~ ~ i i ? l i Z i i Y f ~ ~ 6 6  
c-tion of the two forces itself uponus. 8 
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What makes us fool ourselves that things have never been better? Why do we fail to 
live within the constraints that our planet and biology have set for us, when future 
generations will pay the price? As Canadian campaigner and activist David S 
tells Jo Marchant, those x e  the questions that keep hun awake nights 

are 
Is anything more important than the environment? 
I can't imagine anything more important than 
air, water, soil, energy and biodiversity. These 
are the things that keep us alive. 

So why do we putthe economy first, and use 
it to define progress? 
You would have thought that our first priority 
would be to ask what the ecologists are finding 
out, because wehave to live within the 
conditions and principles they define. Instead, 
we've elevated the economy above ecology. 
After all, ecology and economics have the 
same root -"eco", from the Greek oikos, 
for "home''. Ecology is the study of home, 
economics is the management of home, 
and of course, our home is the biosphere. 

How do the economists answer you? 
They believe humans are so creative and 
productive that the sky's the limit, that ifwe 
run out of resources, we'll find substitutes. If 

which is just not true. Limitless resources are 
a fool's dream that we can never achieve. The 
reality is we are biological beings dependent 
on the biosphere. What kind of intelligent 
creature, knowing that these are our crucial 
limitations, would act as if we can use Earth 
as a garbage can and not pay a price for that! 

Has any human society ever lived sustainably? 
When we were hunter-gatherers we had a 
very small ecological footprint because all 
we had was what we could carry from one 
place to another. But as technology increased, 
we began to live in large aggregates of villages, 
and people started to use more than the 
surroundings could supply. As a result, 
civilisations collapsed again and again, as 
Jared Diamond described in Collapse. In 
the past, though, when conditions got more 
difficult, people were able to move. That's why 
we spread out from Africa. Well, we filled the 
world up. Now we're the most numerous 

the substitutes run out, we'll go to the moon, mammal on the planet and causing an 
mine asteroids or harvest sunlight in space unprecedented extinction crisis. Our f ~ ~ t u r e  
and microwave it to Earth. They think the is very much at stake. 
whole universe is there as a potential resource. 

So what can we do now? 
Isn't space a potential resource? We can't go back to scrounging a living off the 
The option of going into space allows you to land - we wouldn't be able to do it. Also, the 
pretend that technology will get our asses out land wouldn't be able to tolerate that kind of 
of any problem so we don't have to worry, assault from so many people. For example, 

85 per cent of Canadians live in large cities. 

Profile We're stuck with those urbanplaces, so they 
have to be made much more benign in terms 

David Suzulti received a PhD in zoology from the University of energy and resource throughput. We've 
of Chicago. He hosts IBC's long-runningscienceshow never had to do this in our history. 
The Notureof Things, syndicated in more than 40 countries. 
He to-founded the David Suzulti Foundation in 1990, to Will we need to lower our standard of living? f 
work "to find ways forsociety to live in balance with the Yes, if you determine your standard of living 
natural world that sustains us". Visitwww.davidsuzulti.org. by how much money you've got or what [ material goods you have. But if you judge 

standard of living by quality of life, by your - 
relationships with other people and your 
community, then I say that truly sustainable 
communities offer a far preferable way to live. 

What would a sustainable society loolc lilte to you? 
First, we must acknowledge that we are 
animals. If you give a speech to children in 
North America and say: "Don't forget that 
we're animals," their parents get very angry 
and reply: "Don't call my daughter a n  animal, 
we're human beings." We like to  think of 
ourselves as elevated above other creatures. 
But the human body evolved to be active, so 
denying we are biological creatures has taken 
us in the opposite direction: we stuff ourselves 

A - 
with more than we need, sit on our asses and 
drive 10 blocks instead of walking! Sustainable 
living would be much healthier: we would go 
out and walk around because there would be 
shops, musicians and people out on the street 
that we'd want to  meet. That's what community 
is all about. 

Plus we have to stop this crazy stuff where 
-nes are turningover every six to eight 
months, where people rush to get the latest 
iPod, and then ii allgoes into lakdfill. 

What about population growth? 
We're way overpopulated. But it's not just a 
function of numbers, it also has to  do with per 
capita consumption. The industrialised world 
has only 2 0  per cent of Earth's population but 
uses more than SO per cent of the resources 
and produces more than 80 per cent of the 
toxic waste. I asked a top ecologist at Harvard 
University how many humans Earth could 
sustainably support, and he said z o o  million 
if you want to live like North Americans. Even 
if you only look at industrialised countries, 
there are way too many of us. When I say this, 
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people get angry. They say the stores are 
filled with food, we're living longer than ever, 
we're better off. Well, the reasonwe have the 
illusion that everything is OK is because we're 
using up what our children and grandchildren 
should expect to inherit. 

How do you hope to persuade governments and 
businesses to make fundamental changes? 
When you talk to politicians, they're just 
focused on the next election. When you talk 
to business people, they're just focused on the 
quarterly report. At the Suzulci Foundation we 
say to them, let's look ahead a generation. Let's 
imagine a Canada where the air is clean, and 
fewer than 15 per cent of kids develop asthma. 

a foo%'s dream that  re 

Let's imagine a Canada covered in forest we 
can log forever because we're doing it the right 
way; a Canada where you can drink water from 
any river or lake, or catch a fish and eat it 
without woilying about what chemicals are in 
it. When vou define a vision for the future that 
way, every3 
b e c a m  you've done two things: we're no 
longer fighting because we'reall on the same 
side, and we've got a target. 

Can you achieve that target? 
We have divided foundation activities into 
nine areas, such as energy, waste, water and 
food, with targets we believe are achievable in 
25 years. We call it "sustainability within a 
generation". And our parliament just passed 
a bill mandating that government activities 
be filtered through the lens of sustainability 
within a generation. I'm very proud of that. 

- 
CANS99 a tonne to p u m ~ t o  a landfill 
but we don't pay to put pollutants into the air! 
Our corporate community screams and yells 
at the very suggestion of a carbon tax but I'm 
sure one is coming, it's only a matter of time. 

You're clearly very passionate about this. 
I have grandchildren. Anybody that's not 
passionate about this doesn't give a shit 
about their grandchildren. I'm 72. I would 
love to be retired and doing some painting 
and the other things that I've left off doing 
all these years, but I don't ever want my 
grandchild to look at me and say: "Grandpa, 
you could have done more." =S 



Eco~lornists are still failing to grasp the simple message 
that Earth's resources are h t e ,  says ecological economist 
Heman Daly. Until they do, we will never switch to a 
sustainable economy and avoid the ultimate crash 

On a road 

HERE is a salutary tale about the World 
Bank. The first draft of its 1992 World 

Development Report, dedicated to sustainable 
development, contained a diagram labelled 
"the relation of the economy to the 
environment". It showed a rectangle labelled 
"economy", with an arrow entering it labelled 
"inputs" and an arrow exiting it labelled 
"outputs". That was it. 

It was my job, as senior economist in the 
bank's environment department, to review 
the draft and offer suggestions. I said drawing 
such a picture was a great idea, but it really 
had to include the environment. As drawn, the 

economy was receiving inputs from nowhere 
and expelling outputs back to nowhere. 

I suggested we draw a big circle around 
the economy and label it "ecosystem". Then 
it would be clear that the inputs represented 
resources taken from the ecosystem, and the 
outputs represented waste returned to it as 
pollution. This would allow us to raise 
fundamental questions, such as how big 
the economy can get before it overwhelms 
the total system. 

When the second draft came baclc, a large 
unlabelled rectangle had been drawn around 
the original figure, like a picture frame. 

I complained that it changed nothing. In the 
third draft, the diagram was gone. The idea 
that economic growth should be constrained 
by the environment was too much for the 
World Bank in 1992, and still is today. The bank 
recognised that something must be wrong 
with that diagram- but better to omit it than 
deal with the inconvenient questions it raised. 

That was when1 realised that economists 
have not grasped a simple fact that to 
scientists is obvious: the size of the Earth 
as a whole is fixed. Neither the surface nor 
the mass of the planet is growing or shrinking. 
The same is true for energy budgets: the 
amount absorbed by the Earth is equal to 
the amount it radiates. The overall size of 
the system -the amount of water, land, air, 
minerals and other resources present on 
the planet we live on - is fixed. 

The most important change on Earth in 
recent times has been the enormous growth 
of the economy, which has taken over an 
ever greater s h r e  of the planet's resources. 
In my lifetime, world population has tripled, 
while the numbers of livestock, cars, houses 
and refrigerators have increased by vastly 
more. In fact, our economy is now reaching 
the point where it is outstripping Earth's 
ability to sustain it. Resources are running out 
and waste sinks are becoming full. The 
remaining natural world can no longer 
support the existing economy, much less one 
that continues to expand. 
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The economy is like a hungry, growing of fish, forests shrink from logging and levels 
organism. It consumes low-entropy natural of pollutants and greenhouse gases in the 
resources such as trees, fish and coal, produces atmosphere rise, the environmental and 
energy and useful goods from them, and spits social costs of further growth are likely to , 

out high-entropy waste such as carbon dioxide, intensify until we reach a point at which the 
mine slag and dirty water. Mainstream 
economists are mostly concerned with 
the organism's circulatory system, how 
the energy and resources can be efficiently 
allocated, while tending to ignore its digestive 
system. As my experience with the diagram 
showed, the sources of the resources that the 
organism consumes and the sinks into which 
it deposits waste are ignored. Effectively, 
economists are assuming they are infinite. 

Because of this, they recognise no limits on 
the capacity for economic growth. In a report 
published earlier this year, the Commission 
on Growth and Development reviewed the 
experience and policies of 13 countries, 
including Botswana, Brazil, China and Japan, 
which since the 1950s have grown at an 

price we pay for each unit of extra growth 
becomes greater than the benefits we gain. 

In fact, there is evidence that we have 
passed this point, at least in well-off countries 
such as the US and UI<. Since our GDP 
accounts cannot reveal whether this has 
happened or not, scholars have devised 
ways to track other potential indicators 
such as health, well-being and the state of 
our environment. These include the Index 
of Sustainable Economic Welfare, the Genuine 
Progress Indicator, the Ecological Footprint, 
and the Happy Planet Index. They have found 
that as GDP goes up, these other measures are 
levelling off and even declining. Economic 
growth may already be making us poorer 
rather than richer. 

average annual rate of 7 per cent or more for As long as our economic system is based 
25 years or longer. The commission suggests onFh""ing economic growth above all else, we 
that this is an example the rest of the world z e  heading for env~ronmental, and economic, - 
should follow. If the global economv were disaster. To avoid this fate, we must switch our 
to grow this fast, hoGever, then in &years it Eaom quantitative g;owth to qualitative 
would have increased to five times its present - 
size. They don't say what would happen after 
that; presumably we should simply aim to 

en the cost of an 
do the same again. acti~itv outweighs &e 

Generally, when the cost of an activity 
starts to outweigh any benefits, we stop doing 
it. Buying one ice cream makes sense if it 
brings us pleasure and satisfies our hunger. 
Once we have eaten two or three, however, we 
do not buy more because, despite the pleasant 
taste, we start feeling sick. This "off switch" is 
not working for the economy as a whole, 
though, because our national accounts do not 
separate the costs of economic activity from 
the benefits. Instead, both are counted 
towards a country's GDP. We count as desirable 
growth both the beneficial activity that causes 
pollution and the costly activity of cleaning up 
the pollution, for example. And when cutting 
down trees and selling the lumber boosts GDP, 
we subtract nothing for the loss of forests. 

The scale of the global economy is 
approaching the limits of what our planet 
can cope with. As the oceans are emptied 

Profile 
Herman Daly is one ofthe founders ofthe field of 
ecological economics, which argues thatthe scale of 
the economy must be ltept within sustainable limits. 
He was senior economist in the World Bank's environment 
department from 1988 to1994, and is now professor 
of ecological economics at the University of Maryland. 

beneat, we sh&ld stop" 
nd set strict limits on the rate 
sume the Earth's resources. 

In such a "steady-state" economy, the value of 
goods produced can still increase, for example 
through technological innovation or better 
distribution, but the physical scale of our 
economy must be kept at a level the planet 
is able to sustain. Can we transform our 
economy from a forward-moving aeroplane 
to a hovering helicopter without crashing? 
After zoo years in a growth economy, it is 
hard to imagine what a steady-state economy 
might look like, but it20 
freezing in the dark under a communist 
tyranny (see page 52). Most of the changes 
could be applied gradually, in mid-air. 

The idea of moving to a steady-state 
economy will appear radical to many, perhaps 
politically impossible. But the alternative, a 
macro-economy that is structurally required 
to grow in scale beyond the biophysical limits 
of the Earth, is an absurdity, and heading for 
the ultimate crash. Before we reach that 
radical physical limit, we are already 
encountering the economic limit at which 
benefits of extra growth are increasingly 
outweighed by the costs. @ 

Want to read more? 
COMMON WEALTH: ECONOMICS FOR A CROWDED PLANET 
by Jeffrey Sachs, Allen LaneIPenguin, £22/$27.95 

Global problems need global solutions. 
says Sachs in this ambkous call for a new 
economic paradigm. Hugely authoritative 
and busting with energy. 

ECOLOGICAL ECONOMICS AND SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT 
by Herman E. Daly, Edward Elgar, £251545 
This clear-thinlung set of Daly's academic 
essays also includes his heartfelt speeches to 
the World Bank. A masterclass in sustainable 
economics from the founder of the field. 

THE DOMINANT ANIMAL 
by Paul R. Ehrlich and Anne H. Ehrlich, Island Press, $35 
Devotees of the Ehrlichs will be familiar 
with their eco-message, but it feels more 
pressing than ever. This marvellous 
compendium should be required reading. 

THE BRIDGE AT THE END OF THE WORLD 
by James Gustave Speth, Yale University Press, E16/$28 
A massive plea for junking capitalism 
as we know it, from one of the world's 
best-placed environmental policy-makers. 
A must-read. 

EARTH I N  THE BALANCE 
by Al Gore, Earthscan, £9.99 
A passionate and intelligent discussion 
of the environmental crisis we face. First 
published inlggz, it was rereleased after 
the success ofAn Inconvenient Truth and 
resonates even more strongly today. 

THE SHADOWS OF CONSUMPTION 
by Peter Dauvergne, MIT Press, £16.95/$24.95 
Iconic case studies of unsustainable 
consumption focused on cars, fuel, meat, 
refrigerators and one of the most emotive 
environmental causes, seal hunting. 

HOW THE RICH ARE DESTROYING THE EARTH 
by Herve Kempf, Chelsea Green, £7.95/$12.95 
Refreshingly, this slim, searing, openly 
political essay on environmental degradation 
points the finger of blame at the left for 
ignoring ecology, as well as the rich. 

DO GOOD LIVES HAVE TO COSTTHE EARTH? 
edited by Andrew Simrns and Joe Smith, Constable, £7.99 
Twenty-three inspiring essays on how we 
can have our ecological cake and eat it, too. 

To read longer reviews of these books and others, 
go to www.newscientist.corn/channel/opinion 
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From the Supreme Court to the White House, Gus Speth 
helped shape US environmental policy. But, as he tells Liz Else, 
green values stand no chance against market capitalism 

When did you first realise that the environment the global warming issue hard, starting in 
was in trouble? 1979. Carter took it very seriously and I think 
I was 12. There was a lake in the mountains he would have done something had he stayed 
of North Carolina where I used to go with in office. I have a copy of a news story in The 
my grandparents. We arrived one summer New York Times  in which I called for capping 
and found that a tannery had dumped its carbon dioxide concentrations at 50 per cent 
waste into a river that flowed into the lake. above pre-industrial levels. We're likely to fly 
The whole thing stank to high heaven and right past that number shortly. 
frothed around the edges. I'll never forget it. 

. You later headed the UN Development Programme. 
But you read law not science? Wasn't that a big change from the environment? 

and created what became the Natural 
Resources Defense Council. This was a public people depend on. Our mantra became 
interest, non-profit environmental law firm. "sustainable human development". Can we can really reform capitalism? 
It's still doing fabulously today. Only if the issues I've dwelled on in The Bridge 

After decades of work on the environment, you've At The Edge Of The World become a subject of 
What kind of cases did you talce? painted a blealc picture in your latest boolc. Why? widespread discussion. The environmental 
The US had just passed the National I was trying to get to grips with a paradox: community, at least in the US, is weak when it 
Environmental Policy Act, which meant all the environmental community is stronger, comes to talking about lifestyle changes, about 
federal projects had to have an environmental better funded and more sophisticated than consumption, and it is reluctant to challenge 
impact statement. We used it to challenge a ever, so why is the environment going growth or the power of corporations. A lot of the 
series of destructive federal projects, from water downhill so far that we face the prospect big issues have political immunity. We need a 
projects to offshore drilling. I even helped to of a ruined planet! new political movement in the US to drive this. 
trip up the fast breeder reactor project. 

What do you think? 
Were you able to continue that worlc when you My conclusion is that we're t r y i s o d o  

"We have enough 
joined Jimmy Carter's administration in 1977? e?vironmental @icy Z h d a v i s m  within a money we're just 
I was principal environmental adviser at the system that is simply too powerful. It's today's 
White House, and we were trying to undo a lot capaaiism, with its overwhelming commitment spending it poorly" 
of destructive water development projects. to growth at all costs, its devolution of 
But I'm most proud of the fact that we pushed tremendous power into the corporate sector, What should a movement lilce this be aimingfor? 

and its blind faith in a market riddled with The economy we have now is an inherently 

Profile externalities. And it is also our own pathetic rapacious and ruthless system. It is up to 
capitulation to  consumerism. Even as the citizens to inject values that reflect human 

James Gustave Speth, dean of the school of forestry and environmental community swims more aspirations rather than just making money. 
environmental studies at Yale University, co-founded the strongly against the current, the current gets But groups, whether they're concerned 
Natural Resources Defense Council, advised Jimmy Carter, ever stronger and more treacherous, so about social issues, social justice, the 
and headed the UN Development Programme. His latest environmentalism slips under. The only environment or effective politics, are failing 
book is TheBridgeAt The Edgeof the World: Capitalism, the solution is to get out of the water, take a hard because they're not working together. I want 
environment, andcrossing from crisis tosustainability. look at what's going on and figure what needs to see them join into one hopefully powerful 

to be done to change today's capitalism. political force. 
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THE last line of defence for advocates of helping the poor rather than the rich, 
indefinite global economic growth is that we need a new developnlent model. 

it is needed to eradicate poverty.This argument Let's say we want an economy that gives 
is at best disingenuous. By any reasonable us long, satisfied lives, within the tolerance 
assessment it is claiming the impossible. levels of supporting ecosystems. Progress 

Here's why. During the 1980s, for every then requires maximising the efficiency with 
T $100 added to the value of the global economy, which an economy converts natural resources 

around $2.20 found its way to those living such as fossil fuels into desirable human 
below the World Bank's absolute poverty outcomes. At the New Economics Foundation, 
line. During the ~ g g o s ,  that share shrank we compare the ecological footprint with life 
to just 60 cents. This inequity in income expectancy and satisfaction, to see how well 

/ 
/ -*-. distribution - more like a flood up than a different nations are doing. By this measure, 

trickle down - means that for the poor to get middle-income developing countries -and 
slightly less poor, the rich have to get very especially small island states -score best, 
m i c h  richer. It would take around $166 worth while developed nations lag behind. Per unit 

1. of global growth to generate $I extra for of carbon, Europe delivers less well-being for - - - - 
people living on  below $1 a day. its citizens now than it did in 1961. Across 

Fair enough, you might think, it's worth it. Europe, however, people report comparable 

/ But considerthe resources it would require. The levels of well-being whether they consume a 
measure known as the "ecological footprint" lot or a little. In the UIC, for example, people 
compares what we harvest from the biosohere, are just as satisfied whether their lifestvles 
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Are there recent models of this "coming together"? 
The US civil rights movement of the 1960s. 
People would have to be willing to take those 
kinds of risks. 

How do you sell capitalism without growth? 
The US has been growing between 3 and 
3.5 per cent a year for a long time. Is there 
some growth dividend that's being put into 
better social conditions and services? No. 
Is it being spent protecting our environment? 
No. It's a snare and a delusion. We have e m  
money, we are just spending it poorly. To 
invoke growth-arriers 
to dealing with the real problems. 

Whatthings do need to grow? 
In the US we have huge social needs to meet, 
sustainable industries to create, techi~ologies 
to grow, decent healthcare to create. We need 
to focus on those things and not sacrifice 
them to growing the aggregate economy. 
I'm not advocating state socialism, but I 
am advocating a non-socialist alternative to  
today's capitalism. If we took one-tenth of I per 
cent of what we spend on trying to prop up 
the current system, and put it into exploring 
the future, we'd be making good progress. 8 

and return to it as waste, with the biosphere's 
ability to absorb this and regenerate. It reveals 
whether we are living within our means or 
eating into our ecological capital. 

Humanity has been overshooting the 
biosphere's capacity to sustain our activities 
every year since the mid-198os, and each year 
we do it sooner. In 2008, we had consuined 
the ration for the year by 23 September, five 
days earlier than the previous year. It would 
take at least three Earths to sustain us if 
eveiyone had the lifestyle of people in the 
UK; five if we all lived like Americans. 

Perversely, under the current economic 
system, reducing poverty by a tiny amount 
will necessitate huge extra consumption by 
those who are already rich. To get the poorest 
onto an income of just $3 per day would 
require an impossible 15 planets'worth of 
biocapacity. In other words, we will have 
made Earth uninhabitable long before 
poverty is eradicated. If we are serious about 

Profile 
Andrew Sirnms is policy director of the New Economic; 
Foundation in London, UI(. He is co-editor of Do Good Lives 
Hove to Cost the Earth?(Constable 2008). . 

would require eight planets to sustain or just 
one. This is a message of hope: good lives 
don't have to cost the earth. 

But we have to overconle knee-jerk rejection 
of the "R" word - redistribution. With global 
growth constrained by the need to limit carbon 
emissions (remember that the poorest will be 
the first and worst victims of climate change), 
redistribution becomes the only viable route 
to poverty reduction. Given the triple crunch 
of the credit crisis, high oil prices and climate 
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approach on page 50. Another is the Ef" 
New Deal, launched last month. It calls for 
capital controls and tax reforms to stabilise 
the economy and raise funds for a massive 
and quick environmental transformation, 
creating thousands of jobs while narrowing 
the gap between rich and poor. 

It took just days for governments in the 
UK and US to abandon decades of economic 
doctrine to try to rescue the reckless financial 
system from complete meltdown. Why should 
it take longer to introduce a plan to stop the 
planet crunch brought on by an equally 
reckless and even more dangerous obsession 
with growth? @ 



Susan George is known for her 
critiques of corporate-driven 
globalisation and hard-hitting books 
on hunger, development and debt. 
Now, she argues, we can borrow 
lessons from the early 1940s to 
transform our shattered economies 
and halt runaway climate change 
before it's too late 

OUR poor battered world is beset by 
multiple crises. There is mass poverty, 

and growing inequality within and between 
rich and poor countries. The financial disaster 
which began with sub-prime mortgages has 
spread inexorably throughout the US and 
elsewhere, threatening to plunge the global 
economy into a prolonged period of stagnation 
as severe as the Depression. Most ominous of 
all, climate change and species destruction are 
accelerating faster than most scientists, much 
less governments, thought possible. 

These crises feed back into and intensify 
each other. After years of irresponsible 
"innovation': huge financial institutions 
are bailed out by the public purse and top 
management takes the money and runs, 
while millions lower down lose their jobs 
and often their homes. Seeing the housing 
balloon shrivel, speculators stampede into 
commodities markets, spurring the rise 

of food and energy prices. Dramatically 
higher prices for staples plunge another 
150 million people globally into destitution. 
Resource-poor communities grab what they 
can, fell trees, kill animals and over-exploit 
the little land they have, but the rich cause 
far greater damage with their dinosaur-like 
ecological footprints. 

Piously pretending to reduce its carbon 
dioxide emissions, the US devotes more than 
a third of its corn and soyaland to agri-fuels, 
pushing food prices further skyward. Global 
warming and the fury of the storms it provokes 
hit the poor and the poorer regions of Earth 
hardest, just as the Intergovernmental Panel 
on Climate Change (IPCC) long foresaw. 

So is there an escape route? Yes, but not the 
onewell-meaning environmentalists have 
long advocated. Sorry, but "we" can't save the 
planet even if "we" halve our energy use by 
tomorrow. I'm not suggesting that individuals 

should not make every change they can, but 
they should not harbour any illusions that 
personal behaviour, however carbon-virtuous, 
can do the trick. The worst offenders will not 
desist and voluntary measures are ineffective. 
Scale is the problem, and our task is to- 
-quant~tative and qualitative leap in 
the scalevg 
t l ~ f  
we hope to avert the worst. 

- 
Is such a leap possible? Is the planet 

salvageable as lokg as international capitalism 
prevails, with its focus on growth and profits 
at all costs, predatory resource capture and 
footloose finance! As a wise man said: "All 
for ourselves and nothing for other people 
seems, in every age of the world, to  have been 
the vile maxim of the masters of mankind." 
That was Adam Smith in the Wealth of 
Nations, not Karl Marx. 

If Smith was right and our "masters" . 
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continue to display both greed and avarice, 
must we organise world revolution before 
we can hope to save Earth? Is there a single 
point of attack? If so, please tell me the name 
of the tsar and the address of the Winter 
Palace. It's not to be found on Wall Street, 
which not only survived 9/11 but seems to 
have captured the US government, despite 
a radical winnowing of the major firms. Nor 
would anyone welcome the political systems 
that shrouded those vast areas where 
revolution did occur. Somehow, though, 
because our present system seems bent on 
catastrophe, we need a third way between 
red-in-tooth-and-claw capitalism and a 
worldwide uprising as unlikely as it is utopian. 

There is a historical precedent. When the 
Allies faced fascism in the second world war, it 
was as dire a foe for them as climate change is 
for us. The US had not yet fully emerged from 
the Depression, but it had in Franldin D. 
Roosevelt a president who understood what 
was required. Under his guidance, the economy 
was shifted to a war footing in an amazingly 
short time. My native city, Akron, Ohio, thi 
"rubber capital of the world'', switched to 
producing&es and equipment for the army 
and air force. Every other industrial centre 
also switched to meet military needs. Chief 
executives became prestigious "dollar-a-year 
men", paid that symbolic sum by the treasury 
for meeting government quantity and 
quality targets. Many framed the cheque like 
a badge of honour. 

Yes, there were still worker-management 
conflicts, but on the whole it was a time of 
opportunity, especially for women and 
minorities. Workers were well paid, everyone 
pitched in, "victory gardens" were cultivated, 
children used their allowances to buy war 
stamps, petrol was rationed. The country had 
never been so united before - or since. The war 
pulled the country out of the Depression at 
last. It was Keynesian economics, named after 
British economist John Maynard Keynes. 

A similar effort is required to fight 
environmental meltdown and it would be less 
difficult than it sounds. The political point is 
that ecological Keynesianism is a win-win 
scenario that could provide something for 
everyone. People are generally way ahead of 
governments inrecognising danger, and they 

Profile 
Susan George is chair ofthe board oftheTransnationaI 
Institute, an Amsterdam-based international networlc 
of activist-scholars who provide critical analyses ofglobal 
problems (www.tni.org). Her most recent boolc is 
Hijacking America (Polity). 
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tend to build coalitions to convince politicians 
they will vote for whoever takes a specific 
crisis as seriously as they do. Politicians . 
can win on a Keynesian environmental 
programme because now, as then, it promises 
a society of highly skilled, highly paid quality 
jobs and renewed export opportunities. 

But where is the money to come from for 
this? The world is actually awash with money, 
the problem is getting at it. According to 
US financial services giant Merrill Lynch, 
lo  million people worldwide are sitting on 
$40 trillion of investable cash. Banks must 
be told that in exchange for the bailouts they 
must devote X per cent of their loan portfolios 
to environment-friendly products and 
processes at below-market interest rates. 
They can make up the difference by lending 
to big greenhouse polluters at 10 per cent. - 

"Politically, ecological 
Kepesiauism is a 
mn-Mn scenario" 

Stringent standards for new buildings have 
to bTcZe  the norm, w h E l d e r  ones can be 
retrofitted on easy terms; families and 
landlords can be Affered financial incentives 
for installing green roofs and solar panels - 
and sell excess energy to the grid. Research 
can be oriented towards alternative energies 
and strong, ultra-light materials for aircraft 
and vehicles. Technically speaking, we already 
know how to do these things, although some 
clean solutions are still more costly than dirty 
ones. Mass-produced, that could change. 

The environmental crisis provides an ideal 
opportunity to get the global financial system 
under control. Taxing international currency 
transactions and other market operations 
needs only political determination and some 
software. Debt cancellation for poor countries 
promised by the G8 for a decade must happen, 
with the requirement they contribute to the 
global effort through reforestation, soil 
conservation, and the like. Tax havens would 
have to go. Half of all world trade currently 
passes through them; they allow rich people 
and corporaticns to stash trillions in assets 
that could provide governments with at least 
$250 billion a year in tax revenues. 

What about reluctant or hostile executives? 
Let's create an ultra-exclusive Order of Carbon 
Conquerors or Eco Heroes, give them shiny 
green-gold silk rosettes for their buttonholes, 
banners for their energy neutral homes, and 
fanions for their efficient, lightweight cars. 
We could even pay them $1 a year. Wouldn't 
that be nicer than another war? @ 

Want to do your bit? 
66,Buy less stuff. And join and 
support Friends of the Earth.TT 
Herman Daly, ecological economist, 
University of Maryland, College Park, US 

LC Vote. Or better yet, get involved 
in politics at any level and advocate 
gken economics.Tlr 
Julia Maiton-Lefevre, director general of the 
international Union for conservation of Nature 

66 In a speech in April 1967, 



The transition to a sustainable society will throw up massive 
challenges. How wilI we make a living? And what will happen to all 
those bankers? Here's a vision ofwhat a "steady state" economy might 
be like 10 years afler it gets under way 

a IT'S 2020, and we are a decade into a 
huge experiment in which we are trying 

to convert our country to a sustainable o; 
- 

"steady-state"economy. We have two guiding 
f principles: we don't use natural resources 
! fasterthan they can be replenished by the 

planet, and we don't deposit wastes faster 
than they can be absorbed. I 

in oursociety, scientists set the rules. They 
work out what levels of consumption and 
emission are sustainable -and if they're not 
sure they work out a cautious estimate. Then 
it's up to the economists to work out how to 
achieve those limits, and how to encourage 
innovation so we extract as much as possible 
from every scrap of natural resource we use. 

They are using two main mechanisms 
for doing this. Thefirst is a cap-and-trade 
system, under which companies can buy and 
sell emissions permits. This is working well 
for reducing carbon emissions, for examule. 
The second& to change what we tax. we are 
gradually abolishing income tax (a very 
popular decision!) to encourage people to add 
as much value as possible to the resources they 
work with. Instead we are taxing resources at 
the point at which they are removed from the 
biosphere: oil as it is pumped from the ground, 
for example, or fish as they are scooped from 
the sea. This raises the price of those resources, 
and encourages people to use them sparingly. 
A11 that excess supermarket packaging 
disappeared overnight. 

An incidental benefit of this tax system 
is that it's easy to enforce. Cheats can no 
longer dodge taxes by hiding their income. 
Unfortunately it is also regressive: poorer people 
end up paying a higher proportion of their 
incomes on goods than the rich do. We offset 

this by using some of the proceeds to fund 
benefits programmes and projects for them. 

Without economic-growth to raise 
incomes, we have to tackle poverty 
differently. We are gradually redistributing 
resources by setting upper limits for income 
inequality. It was tricky deciding what the 
permitted range of incomes should be - 
one that rewards real differences and 
contributions rather than just multiplying 
privilege. Plato thought it was a factor of 4. 
Universities, civil services and the military 
have always seemed to manage with 
a factor of 10 to 20, but in the US corporate 
sector before we began this experiment it 
was over 500. As a first step, we are aiming 
to lower the overall range to a factor of loo, 
so if the lowest salary in a company is 
$lo,ooo, the highest for a top manager is 
$1 million. Eventually, we may try to bring 
this down to a factor of 30. 

So what about growth! It is still allowed, 
but only as long as it doesn't breach the limits 
set by ecologists. Interest rates have therefore 
fallen very low, although not to zero. Though 
the rate of physical throughput of resources 
is limited, increases in efficiencyand 
developments in technology are allowing us 
to get more and more out of the resources we 
have. This increases the value of the economy. 

Whenwe beganthis transition, for 
example, we introduced a carbon tax which 
made petrol-fuelled travel prohibitively 
expensive. That limited car journeys, but 
also triggered huge investments in public 
transport, as well as in the technology 
required to run vehicles on renewable energy. 
 hat research has paid off, so cars are 
becoming much more affordable. Another 

thriving area of research is virtual reality: air 
travel is much more restricted now, but we can 
visit exotic locations at the flick of a switch. 

There is disagreement over how much 
economic growth we will ultimately be 
able to achieve. Some optimists think 
technology will allow huge amounts of 
growth without increasing our impact 
on the planet. Others point out that 
even sectors of the economy generally 
thought to be purely qualitative, 
such as information technology, 
actually involve significant use of 



physical resources -the raw materials either. Instead, people work part time, 
required to malce computers and monitors, generally as a co-owner of a business rather 
for instance. Even people working in IT spend than as an employee. The whole pace of life is 
most of their income on physical goods such more relaxed. Incomes are lower but we are 
as cars, houses and holidays. Besides, for the rich in something that many of us had never 
growth we do achieve to benefit the poor, they experienced before: time. 
are going to need clothing, shelter and food, Completely free trade isn't feasible ally 
not electronic music and internet recipes. more, of course, because we have to count 

Another area that has changed hugely is many costs to the environment and the future 
finance. Our steady-state economy can't that foreign firms in growth economies are 
support the enormous superstructure of allowed to ignore. So we allow regulated 
finance that used to be built around international trade under rules that 

expectations of future growth. compensate for those differences. As the 
Investment is mainly for number of countries committing to 
replacement and qualitative sustainability increases, however, we're 
improvement, and the forming a rapidly expanding club within 
enormous pyramid of debt which we can trade freely. Eventually we hope 

that was previously balanced that club will encompass the whole world. 
on top of our economy has One of the toughest issues, politically, has 

shrunk. We are gradually raising 
the percentage of money deposited that "Mddng 

banks are required to keep in reserve. As 
a result, commercial lending is 

declining - banks get their income by 
disposable goods no 

financial intermediation and service ~oII@?~ nmk?~ sense '* 
charges instead - and we are 

We are also producing 
different kinds of goods. 

what we use, natural 

So making short-lived, How is all this affecting our quality of life? 
disposable goods no The outlook here is pretty good. Before we 
longer makes economic started our experiment, psychologists and 

sense. Today, we only makc economists had found that the correlation 
what we need, and products between absolute income and happiness 

are built to last - so no more fun extends only to a certain threshold. Once 
consumertech that has to be updated every basic needs are satisfied, only relative 

our peers -influences how happy people say 
carpet, you are likely to lease it from an owner they are. This held for comparisons between 

in comparing a single country before and after 
This means that maintenance and repair - a significant growth in income. Fortunately, 

as opposed to production - are much more then, abandoning economic growth has not 
important sources of employment than ever meant a decline in total happiness. 
before. So are science and technology. We have Ten years down the line, the sacrifices we 
all kinds of opportunities there, from the have made have been less onerous than we 
government-funded ecologists and scientists feared they might be. We have escaped the 
worlting on values for concepts such as doomed model of econon~ic growth, and 
"carlying capacity" (the number of people no one is worse off. It's even possible that we 
Eaith can sustain) or modelling the effects of have all become a little bit happier, and it's 
rising sea levels, to the entrepreneurs good to know that now our grandchildren 
developing renewable technologies. Without have a chance of a better life too. @ 

- as much economic growth as before, we can't 
Z 
$ maintain full employment -but then, our old This scenario is based on a discussion with 

growth economy wasn't so good at doing that Herman Daly (see profile page 47) 

it.com www.newscientist.com 18 October 2008 1 Newscientist 153 



Beyand growth 

Breaking our dependence on profits and growth would make 
our lives better, not worse, says philosopher Kate Soper 

BACK in the 1970s~ few people listened 
to scientists' warnings about global 

warming. Even fewer heeded calls to curb 
economic growth so we could protect the 
environment. Today, these ideas are starting 
to be appreciated. We are hearing ever more 
about the contradiction between hanging on 
to a habitable planet and the expansionary 
demands of the global market. 

Yet as Tim Jackson outlines (see page 42), 
people and their governments -which 
continue to urge the growth agenda in Canute- 
like defiance of the rising waters and raging 
heats they have been told will ensue - are still 
largely in  denial about this conflict. A key 
factor in  this is the widespread presumption 
that becoming more sustainable will 
inevitably make our lives worse, which leads 

its incessant message that our happiness is 
dependent on consuming ever more "stuff". 
We hear little about the joys of escaping the 
stress, congestion, ill-health, noise and waste 
that come with our "high" standard of living. 

In fact, there is plenty of evidence that the 
work-dominated and materially encumbered 
affluence of today is not giving us enjoyable 
lives, and that switching to a more sustainable 
society in which we work and produce less 
would actually malce us happier. For example, 
rates of occupational ill-health and depression 
have been shown to be linlced to the number 
of hours we work, and once a certain level of 
income is reached further wealth does not 
correlate with increased happiness. 

The absurdity of our situation is illustrated 

to green campaigners being dismissed as 
regressive killjoys bent on returning us to a Profile 
primitive existence. Perhaps to counter this [Kate Soper is based at London Metropolitan University. She 
idea, those who take global warming seriously specialises in the theory of needs and consumption, and 
tend to focus on technical fixes that might environmental philosophy. Soper is the author of Whotis 
allow us to continue with our current ways. Nature? Culture, politics and the non-human (Blacltwell, 

It doesn't help that virtually all 1995) and has recently completed a research project on 
representations of pleasure and the life we alternative hedonism (www.consume.bbl~.ac.ul~). 
should aspire to come from advertising, with 

by the way our economy profits from sellin: 
back to us the pleasures that we have lost 
through overwork: the leisure and tourist 
companies that sell us "quality time"; the 
catering services that provide "home 
cooking"; the dating and care agencies that 
see to personal relations; the gyms where 
people pay to walk on treadmills because the 
car culture has made it unsafe or unpleasant 
to walk outside. As the economy continues tc 
expand, consumer culture becomes ever mo 
reliant on our willingness t o  accept this. 

A growing number of people are starting 
to realise that there may be more to life than 
working to spend. Troubled by the negative 
impacts of a high-stress lifestyle, they are 
simplifying their lives and rethinking their 
values and desires. If we were to  shift e n  mas: 
to a less work-intensive economy, it would 
reduce the rate at which people, goods and 
information had to be delivered, cutting 
both resource use and carbon emissions. 

Rather than entailing any sacrifice to  
our lifestyles, this would bring huge benefits. 
People would reclaim time for personal and 
family life. They would commute less and 
enjoy healthier modes of travelling such as 
walking, cycling and boating. Supermarket 
shopping would cede to a resurgence in local 
stores, malcillg town centres more individual 
and boosting local communities. All this 
would transform urban and rural living, and 
provide more tranquil space for reflection, as 
well as opportunities for sensual experience 
now denied by harried travel and work routine: 
These revised ideas of the "good life" might als~ 
inspire less-developed countries to reconsidel 
the conventions and goals of development, 
enabling them to avoid some of the less 
desirable consequences of the current model. 

Of course, we would have to sacrifice some 
conveniences and pleasures: creature comforts 
such as regular steaks, hot tubs, luxury 
cosmetics and easy foreign travel. But constant 
comfort can dull as well as gratify appetites, 
and human ingenuity will surely contrive a 
range of more eco-friendly excitements. 

Shifting to a steady-state economy is 
a daunting prospect. Yet as Herman Daly 
outlines on page 46, it is unrealistic to suppose 
that we can continue with current rates of 
expansion in production, work and material 
consumption over the next few decades, let 
alone into the next century. 

In a climate of financial turmoil and 
extensive cynicism about government 
commitments on global warming, more 
honesty about this might win cooperation and 
respect from the electorate - especially if 
politicians start to focus on the fulfilments of 
living in a sustainable society. @ 
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CITY MANAGER'S REPORT 

MAY 14,2009 
*****************%************ 

# 2009-04 

REPORTING PERIOD: APRIL 2009 

I. ORGANIZATIONAL HIGHLIGHTS 

a The City was awarded approximately $3 million in Federal stimulus funding for 
street and transit system improvements. 

11. MAYOR'S DIARY 

I met with Council leadership this month. Other activities included p'articipating in 
City Hall Day at the State Capital and meeting with Senator Morse and visiting 
Ashbrook Independent School and talking to the kindergarten class and the student 
leadership class. I hosted a reception for two visiting people from Uzhgorod, 
Ukraine and took them to Rotary and other places. I visited the Apprentice Program 
in Adair Village, participated in the Benton County Commissioner breakfast with our 
state legislators, attended the League of Women Voters Town Hall, welcomed 
Representative Kurt Schrader on his visit to Corvallis, attended the Software 
Association of Oregon Corvallis Chapter meeting to participate on a panel about the 
Stimulus Package, greeted people for the first screening of Stories and Legends by 
Lynn and Morris Walker, participated in a White House Conference call regarding 
national energy policy, talked to the Rotary After 5 Club, attended the Project 
Management Team meeting regarding the Van Buren Bridge, participated in Focus 
The Nation, welcomed winners of the Earth Day poster contest at Corvallis 
Environmental Protection Agency headquarters, helped at the Career Day for high 
school juniors, served as the Denim and Diamonds auctioneer, helped Comcast 
workers at Linn-Benton Food Share, and met with members of the Economic 
Revitalization Team. 
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Ill. CITY MANAGER'S OFFICE 

A. Department Highlights 

Received one Notice of Tort Claim; information is available for review in the 
Assistant to City ManagerlCity Recorder's office. 
Developed and posted 2009 American Recovery and Reinvestment Act 
(ARRA) information on the City Web site. The Web page will be 
continuopusly updated to include the latest City funding awards from the 
stimulus plan. 
Partnered in diversity training on abilities. 

* Began labor negotiations with the Corvallis Regional Communications Center 
Association. 

IV. COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

A. Department Highlights 

a Housing received 67 Rental Housing Program-related contacts outlining 105 
separate issues, with 24 related to habitability and 81 of a non-habitability 
nature. Twelve of the habitability issues reported are or may be subject to 
the Rental Housing Code, so those making contact are being advised of the 
process to follow to pursue resolution. 
Housing staff continue to monitor developments in Washington, DC, related 
to the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) of 2009. We were 
notified that Corvallis will receive an additional $145,490 in Community 
Development Block Grant (CDBG) funding during the current fiscal year; 
however, it is still unknown when the funds will become available and how 
they may be used. 

* Housing Division's lead paint inspectorlrisk assessor attended training 
focused on preparing for new regulations and a shift in responsibility for 
addressing lead hazard at the Federal level from the United States 
Department of Housing and Urban Development to the Environmental 
Protection Agency. The new regulations will take effect during April 2010. 
Planning processed two Director-level Historic Preservation Permits (HPP) 
and four Historic Resources Commission-level HPPs. 
Planning processed one Conditional Development Permit through the 
Planning Commission. 
Continued coordination with the City Attorney's Office regarding several Land 
Use Board of Appeals cases. 

* Continued to provide assistance to Public Works regarding Corvallis 
Municipal Airport zoning issues. 
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Continued preparing Land Development Code Text Amendment Package #2 
for public review. 
Development Services staff processed 17 residential and 39 non-residential 
plan reviews for proposed construction projects. Of these, 11 reviews 
(20 percent) were completed within one day, resulting in permits being 
issued. 
Residential construction activity for new homes remains very slow. Two new 
home permits were issued during April for a total of 12 permits since 
January I st. Commercial construction is very active. 
Development Services staff conducted 1 ,I 60 construction inspections. 
Created 56 new code enforcement cases as a result of citizen complaints 
received; conducted 159 site inspections. 
Of the 142 mechanical and electrical permits issued during April, 60 
(42 percent) were issued online. This is the highest number of online permits 
issued per month since the program began nearly two years ago. 
Staff conducted three pre-development meetings for proposed commercial 
projects. 
Held quarterly Evanite noise monitoring meeting with neighborhood 
representatives and Evanite staff. 
Convened the Board of Appeals for an orientation session. All members 
were present. Elected a Chair (David Hamby) and Co-Chair (John Evans). 
The Development Services Stakeholder Advisory Group met during April to 
hear the Division's budget and workload updates and provide advice on 
policy and procedure changes. 
Presented Building Safety Week Proclamation for May 3-9 to Mayor and City 
Council. 

V. FINANCE 

A. Department Highlights 

Utility Billing staff surveyed other cities to identify delinquent collection 
activities and their relationship with their vendor providing such services. 
Staff selected a sustainable utility billing envelope that uses a biodegradable 
corn starch film for the window. 
Conducted training and issued purchasing cards to the Police Department. 
Staff began testing a tool to allow daily updates to be saved in a .PDF format 
instead of being printed. Review work will continue to ensure the updates 
are accessible, electronic storage does not exceed reasonable levels, and 
the procedure meets audit requirements. 

* Received preliminary August 2008 Other Post-Employment Benefits (OPEB) 
valuation. 
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Conducted preliminarytesting of automated upload from Amazon ambulance 
billing to HTE cash receipts. 
MIS staff selected an Electronic Records Management consultant and began 
working with departments to assess electronic records management issues. 

VI. FIRE 

A. Department Highlights 

Operational 

* Chief Emery and Oregon Department of Forestry representative Mike Totey 
met with Skyline Valley Neighborhood Association members April 13th. 
Approximately 12 Association members attended. 
Opened proposals for exhaust extraction systems for Stations 2, 3, and 4. 
A vendor was selected, and work will commence in the immediate future. 
Staff is preparing a Request For Bids for a fire engine. 

VII. LIBRARY 

Total 
17 
0 

343 
126 
9 

40 
49 
30 
0 

61 4 

Response Activity - April 2009 
Fires 
Overpressure/Rupture 
Requests for Ambulance 
Rescue (Quick Response Team) 
Hazardous Condition 
Service Requests 
Good Intent 
False Calls 
Other 
TOTAL RESPONSES OVERALL 

A. Department Highlights 

Deputy Library Director Teresa Landers announced her resignation. She 
has accepted the position of Director of the Santa Cruz City-County Library 
System in California. Teresa has been Deputy Director here for nearly ten 
years. She has played a key role in all of our successful projects during that 
time period, including construction of the new Alsea Library, transition to the 
TLC online system, and several rearrangement projects at the Corvallis 
Library. She has assumed responsibility on a state-wide level for several 
initiatives and was awarded Oregon Library Association's Librarian of the 

City 
17 
0 

269 
108 
5 

3 1 
32 
30 
0 

492 

Non-City 
0 
0 
74 
18 
4 
9 
17 
0 
0 

122 
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Year and the Public Library Division's Ole Award. Her contributions are 
many, and she will be missed by all of us. 
The Library hosted Maya Tarasova, a visiting librarian from Uzhgorod, 
Ukraine. She spent time in all areas of library operations. Staff enjoyed 
sharing what they do and hearing about what she does. 
Approximately 110 Library volunteers attended a catered breakfast in 
appreciation of their hard work. Milestone awards were presented, and a 
special plaque was presented for the Ask Here Desk volunteers. Departing 
Volunteer Coordinator Courtney Rader was also presented with a gift. 
The Library's strategic plan consultant held meetings with two focus groups 
and the Library's planning committee. 
During National Library Week, patrons paid late fees by donating food to 
Linn-Benton Food Share. The event collected 840 pounds of food, which will 
help families in Linn and Benton counties who must depend on food from an 
emergency food pantry. 
The Library system experienced a large surge in visits and usage in recent 
months. During March there were 71,644 visits at Corvallis alone. System 
wide there were 121,615 check outs and 27,126 renewals. Plus, we filled 
23,838 holds. Compared to March of 2008, Corvallis saw a 7.42-percent 
increase in check-out activity and an 18.36-percent increase in renewals. 
The number of holds we processed increased 27.75 percent. These 
increases are in line with a nation-wide trend. 
The South Benton Library Project was finally able to purchase the land 
where the new Monroe Community Library will be built and where the historic 
Monroe train depot now stands. south Benton Library Project also hosted 
its fund-raising kickoff event April 21st. Ninety-one community members 
came that evening and listened to Monroe's mayor, Frank Thayer; Library 
Director Carolyn Rawles-Heiser; Monroe Community Library Specialist Lori 
Pelkey; and architect Lori Stephens speak about the benefits and need for 
a new, bigger library in the South Benton community. 
Carolyn Rawles-Heiser and Teresa Landers presented an update on the 
activities and services of the Philomath Library to the Philomath City Council. 
Youth Services will be sending 551 packets of summer reading material to 
Corvallis Rotary to include in their program of providing all first graders with 
a free book and book bag. 
For the past three months Early Literacy Coordinator Peik-Kuan Lim has 
been providing a plus to our storytimes by conducting parent early literacy 
trainings immediately after storytimes. They have been well received. 

B. Other 

As part of "Oregon is Indian Country," we had a month-long display from the 
Oregon Historical Society. 
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The Mid-Willamette Woodworkers Guild displayed a wide variety of beautiful 
pieces ranging from a black walnut entertainment center to an intricately 
designed butcher block. The four-day exhibit attracted about 600 people. 

VIII. PARKS AND RECREATION 

A. Department Highlights 

A dministration/Planning 
Hired Hustin Franzwa for summer casual help at the front desk. 
Administration has a team entered in the Route 66 walking wellness event. 

* Supervisors are reviewing the Department's budget process. Janet Chenard, 
Mary Steckel, and Deb Dyner have all been invited to share their 
perspectives on their departments' processes. 

Aquatic Center 
Hosted 31 private facility rentals (more than 750 participants), including the 
Rotary Breakfast Club, the Kiwanis Sunrisers Club, and Willamette Kayak 
and Canoe Club. 

* Conducted city-wide employee cardiopulmonary resuscitation (CPR) and 
automated external defibrillator (AED) training. Employees from nearly all 
eight departments were certified. 

* Responded to several complaints regarding cold locker rooms and showers 
related to the new controls. Solutions were implemented. 

* April Pool's Day had a ten-percent increase over last year. 
Aquatic Center Supervisor Mellein, Aquatics Program Coordinator Fischer, 
and Pool Operator Boal were (re)certified as Certified PoolISpa Operators. 

Parks and Natural Areas 
Both newly appointed Park Operations Supervisors were in place April 2nd. 
Urban Forestry Management Plan in draft form as of April 1st. 

* Formed the Herbert Open Space Technical Group (HTG) to guide the 
development of the Herbert Open Space Management Plan. 
Completed recruitment process for a new Park Operations Specialist to 
begin work May 18th. 

* Partnering with Public Works Department Transportation and Buildings 
Division on installation of a sustainable landscape at Corvallis City Hall block. 

Recreation 
Procession of Species event went well, with 400 participants and onlookers 
April 18th. 
Hosted Art Walk April 18th, with entertainment in front of seven businesses 
along SW Madison Avenue and SW Third Street. 
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Hosted the Joe Beaver Radio Show event, with appreciation to Pepsi, 
Albertson's and Shari's for their donations. 
Working with Corvallis School District 509J and Corvallis Boys and Girls Club 
to support after-school programming at Lincoln Elementary School. 
Working with Benton County Health Department to apply for the Robert F 
Woods Foundation Grant. "Healthy Kids -Healthy Communities" promotes 
nutrition and exercise programs. 

Senior Center 
* Spring classes are underway, with a strong continued interest in health 

classes and programs. This spring, health classes and programs include Yo 
Da Chi, Nia, Cooking Healthy For One, Yoga, and a popular Diabetes 
Screening. 
There were fun trips offered to Depoe Bay for the Crab Feed, to see the Rat 
Pack, and for a hike to Fitton Green. 

* Co-sponsored with the Library a Wii demonstration April 13th. 
The Parkinson's Support Group is growing and now serves 35 interested 
individuals each month. 

* The Senior Center continues to support older adults' safe driving habits by 
offering the very popular "55 Safe Driving Program." Older adults who 
complete the eight-hour course receive discounts on their insurance for 
participation. 

* A new Book Group is forming, due to expanded interest. 
* There has been an increase in use and interest in the Senior Center 

Computer lab daily, with many younger seniors using the lab for job-related 
searches and/or internet access. 

A. Depariment Highlights 

Officers investigated 2,076 incidents this month. Following are the highlights: 
Detectives arrested a 30-year-old Corvallis woman and charged her with two 
counts of Theft in the First Degree by Receiving. This arrest was the result 
of an ongoing investigation of several storage unit burglaries which occurred 
during January. The woman admitted to receiving stolen property and then 
selling it. The investigation is continuing. 

* Street Crimes Detectives arranged for two controlled drug buys as part of an 
ongoing investigation. The informant purchased heroin from a suspected 
drug dealer on two occasions. Detectives obtained a search warrant for the 
suspect's residence and his vehicle. They conducted a high-risk traffic stop 
of the suspect, took him into custody, and then served a search warrant at 
his residence with the help of Detectives, Patrol, and K-9 Roxy. The 27-year- 
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old man was arrested and charged with two counts of Distribution of a 
Controlled Substance and Possession of a Controlled Substance. A 34- 
year-old woman was also charged with Frequenting a Place Where 
Controlled Substances are Used. 

a Records staff began the process of removing attached files from the Records 
Management System. It was determined that these attachments were 
having a huge impact on the size of the data base and were negatively 
affecting the performance of the system. Officer Brian Stahl, currently on 
light duty, was assigned to this project. 
Detectives arrested a 34-year-old Albanywoman for stealing money from her 
place of employment in Corvallis. The woman was fraudulently crediting her 
personal card with funds from the business when doing daily credit entries. 
The woman stole over $4,600 from her employer. She was charged with 
Theft in the First Degree. 

* Received 597 items into Evidence during April. An additional 545 items were 
either returned, purged, or permanently transferred. 
Street Crimes Detectives conducted a traffic stop of a vehicle. They 
requested permission to search the vehicle, and the driver gave consent. 
K-9 Roxy was brought to the scene and located methamphetamine and 
marijuana in the vehicle. The detectives also located property in the vehicle 
which was possibly stolen. The property was seized as evidence pending 
further investigation, and the 26-year-old man was charged with Possession 
of Methamphetamine and Possession of Less Than an Ounce of Marijuana. 
He was also charged with Possession of Methamphetamine for the previous 
case. 

9-1-1 Center Calls for Service 
The Corvallis Regional Communications Center dispatched 3,176 calls for 
police, fire, and medical assistance this month as follows: 

6. Other 

Corvallis Regional Communications Center staff completed Emergency 
Medical Dispatch training at REACH Air Medical Services base at Corvallis 
Municipal Airport. 
All staff attended Cultural Diversity Training. 

POLICE 
Corvallis Police 
Benton County Sheriff 
Philomath Police 
TOTAL 

FIRE AND MEDICAL 
2,076 

403 
138 

2,617 

Corvallis FireIAmbulance 
Other FireIMedical 

TOTAL 

506 
53 

559 
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Records staff attended a training session with Marie Laper from Benton 
County Mental Health (BCMH), who provided some insight for staff members 
on the resources available to them and to those they encounter who might 
benefit from some sort of interaction with BCMH. 
Class #29 of Cops and Robbers began April I st with 34 applicants. 
Completed dispatcher applicant testing and interviews. Two applicants are 
proceeding to the background phase to fill one position, and 10 or 12 others 
will continue in the process to fill four additional positions when the Fiscal 
Year 2009-201 0 budget is officially approved. 
Corvallis Police Auxiliary staffed a Department booth to assist Court 
Appointed Special Advocates (CASA) with their Family Fun Day fund raising 
event. 

X. PUBLIC WORKS 

A. Department Highlights 

Administration Division 
Researched the parameters of the Department of Energy's Energy Efficiency 
and Conservation Block Grant Program, attended webinars, and developed 
a process for City Council consideration. 
Completed preliminary stakeholder meetings for the Airport Commission's 
strategic planning process. 
Monitored the work of PacifiCorp in the street light project to replace energy- 
inefficient mercury vapor lights with efficient high-pressure sodium lights. 
The project is 95 percent complete. 

Engineering Division 
Design is in progress for the following projects: former Moose Lodge building 
demolition, 2009-201 0 Water Distribution System Rehabilitation, 2009-201 0 
Sanitary Sewer Rehabilitation, Wastewater Master Plan project, Wastewater 
Reclamation Plant Pump Intake project, Storm Water Master Plan project, 
and NW Ninth StreetINW Circle Boulevard Intersection Improvements. 
Construction of the 2009-2010 Street Reconstruction (NW Walnut 
Boulevard) was awarded to Mid-Valley Gravel Co. of Philomath, Oregon. 
Work is anticipated to begin during July 2009. 
Construction of the 2009-201 0 Sanitary Sewer Rehabilitation was awarded 
to J. F. Pacific Liners, Inc., of Vacaville, California. Work is anticipated to 
begin during June 2009. 
The design and specifications of the ARRA Grant (~edera l  stimulus) projects 
were completed and approved by Oregon Department of Transportation 
(ODOT). Advertisement is scheduled for May 18th, pending the Native 
American Indian Council's approval of the projects. 



City Manager's Report #2009-04 
April 2009 
Page 10 

Transportation Division 
* April transit rider ship: 

* Corvallis Transit System - 60,223; a three-percent increase over April 
2008. 

* Philomath Connection - I ,I 87; a 14-percent increase over April 2008. 
Beaver Bus - 91 rides per evening; a six-percent increase over April 
2008. 

* Corvallis Transit System (CTS) added Google Translatorto the CTS Internet 
home page for translations in Arabic, Chinese, Japanese, Korean, and 
Spanish, based upon information from the 2000 census, Oregon State 
University (OSU) English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL), and the 
Multi-Cultural Literacy Center. 

* Staffed an alternative transportation table at the Corvallis Earth Day 
celebration at the first Saturday Farmers' Market of the season April 18th, at 
the OSU Earth Fair April 21st, and at the Hewlett-Packard Earth Fair 
April 23rd. 
Transportation staff represented the City on an Alternative Transportation 
Panel April 20th during the OSU Earth week celebration. 

a Participated in a webinar and teleconference regarding the use of Transit 
Investments in Greenhouse Gas Energy Reduction (TIGGER) funds 
potentially available through the Federal ARRA stimulus legislation. 

* Attended and represented the City in the fourth Oregon Bike Summit in 
Salem, Oregon, April 21st and 22nd. 

* Participated in a webinar regarding sharrows as design options to 
accommodate cyclists in the street network. 

* Received notification on grants recommended for approval by ODOT's Public 
Transit Advisory Committee, including: $328,000 in Job Access and Reverse 
Commute (JARC) funds for CTS; $35,600 in New Freedom money for the 
Coast to Valley Express (a Benton County service); $121,000 in New 
Freedom funds for sidewalk ramps and sidewalk construction on 
NW Fillmore and NW Lincoln Avenues between NW 29th and NW 30th 
Streets; and $321,000 for a bus replacement. 

Utilities Division 
* Hosted nine public education and engagement events throughout the 

community focused on opportunities to involve citizens in improving urban 
stream water quality. 
Distributed hundreds of educational brochures to veterinary clinics and pet 
adoptions agencies to encourage people to properly dispose of pet waste for 
improved water quality. 

* Staffed a booth at the Wednesday Farmers' Market to inform and engage 
citizens on water conservation and storm water runoff water quality 
improvements. 
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Awarded a contract to CH2M Hill to evaluate the feasibility of installing water 
turbines to generate electricity on the Rock Creek water pipeline. 
Completed upgrading electrical equipment at water system pumping stations. 
Technical Services Supervisor Turner passed his Department of 
Environmental Quality Wastewater Collection System license examination. 
Began treating glycerol, a byproduct of local biofuel production, at the 
Wastewater Reclamation Plant. Currently using this waste product to 
enhance the nitrogen removal process, which is improving treated water 
quality. 

XI. MISCELLANEOUS 

Attached is the City Attorney's Office Report to the City Council for April. 

@ity Manager 



CORVALLIS 
ENHANCING COMMUNITY LIVABILITY 

CORVALLIS CITY ATTORNEY 
456 SW Monroe, #I01 

Corvallis, OR 97333 
Telephone: (541) 766-6906 

Fax: (541) 752-7532 

mPORT TO CITY COUNCIL: HIGHLIGHTS 

April 2009 

Tlie following are highlights of the City Attorney's Office activities during April 2009. 

1. Preparation of opinion memorandum to Mayor and City Council regarding busking in Riverfront 
Commemorative Park. 

2. Meetings with l b l i c  WorksIEngineering Department regarding Clearwire Water Tower 

3. Meeting wit11 City department representatives regarding victim restitution process in Municipal 
Court. 

4. Meeting with Police Chief re: personnel matter. 

5 .  Preparation of Answer and Affirmative Defenses in State ex rel. McElroy v. Gat-drzer and 
Corvallis Municipal Court (new mandamus action regarding building code violations from 1998). 

6. Meeting with Corvallis Board of Appeals re: orientation. 

OngoingIFuture Matters: 

1. Representation of the City before the Benton County Circuit Court in State ex rel. McElroy v. 
Gardner (new mandamus action); before the Oregon Court of Appeals in McElroy v. Marclz (nka 
McElroy v. Carlson - Mandamus Appeal), McElroy v. City & Building Codes Structur-es Board; 
and before the Land Use Board of Appeals re: Safe Equities LLC v. City (The Regent LUBA 
Appeal), Knapp/Dearz v. City (Walnut Professional Ctr. LUBA Appeal), Hoskinson v. City 
(Western Station LUBA Appeal), Boucot, et al. v. City (Brooldane Heights LUBA Appeal), 
Papadopoulos v. City (Deer Run Park LUBA Appeal). 

2. Enforcement actions regarding code violations (building, sidewalk, land development code, etc.). 

3. Continued work on public records requests 

4. Continued assistance to City Manager regarding urban renewal. 

5 .  Continued assistance with internal investigations and employment matters. 

6. Assistance in preparing findings for land use decisions. 

7. Rental housing code enforcement actions. 

Page 1 - COUNCIL REPORT 
City Attorney's Office 



1 BEFORE THE LAND USE BOARD OF APPEALS 

OF THE STATE OF OREGON 

MARK KNAPP and STACEY DEAN, 
Petitioners, - k R p P " " ' [ ~ ~ ~  ~-J%AC, 

ws 

VS. MAY .I. % 2009 

CITY OF CORVALLIS, SlT"jf ~VIANAQERS 
Respondent, QFFICE 

and 

WALNUT PROFESSIONAL, LLC and 
W I L L M T T E  VALLEY PLANNING, 

16 Intervenors-Respondents. 

LUBA NO. 2009-008 

27 now resolve the record objections. 

28 1. Objection 1 

29 In this objection, petitioners object that the findings that are included in the record do 

30 not contain the mayor's signature and contend that "the lack of a signature raises doubt about 

3 1 whether the Findings in the record are the ones exactly adopted by the City." Objection to 

32 the Record 1. We understand the city to respond that although the findings in the record are 

Page 1 
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1 not signed, those findings are the same findings that the city adopted. With that 

2 understanding, the first record objection is denied. 

2. Objection 2 

In this objection, we understand petitioners to argue that the minutes for the city 

council meeting held on November 17, 2008 are "incomplete or inaccurate" under OAR 660- 

010-0026(3). Petitioners argue "* * * the summary nature of the minutes obscures some 

critical details of the discussion about how the City applies its land use criteria." Objection 

to the Record 2. Petitioners request that the city provide a transcript of the city council's 

deliberations during the meeting. Intervenor responds that the minutes included in the record 

satisfy the requirements of OAR 660-01 0-0025(1)(c).' 

OAR 660-01 0-0026(3) provides: 

"An objection on grounds that the minutes or transcripts are incomplete or 
inaccurate shall demonstrate with particularity how the minutes or transcripts 
are defective and shall explain with particularity why the defect is material. 
Upon such demonstration regarding contested minutes, the Board shall require 
the governing body to produce a transcript of the relevant portion of the 

diotape recording or other type of recording is available. * 

To demonstrate that alleged defects are material, a party must explain why the alleged defects 

impede his or her ability to prepare the petition for review or affect the Board's resolution of 

the appeal. Neuharth v. City of Salem, 24 Or LUBA 647, 648 (1993). The mere fact that 

minutes do not reflect everything testified to by a speaker at a public hearing does not render 

those minutes inaccurate or incomplete. A summary of testimony in local government 

minutes necessarily omits details of the testimony. Boyer v. Baker County, 34 Or LUBA 758, 

760 (1998). We do not think that petitioners have made the demonstration required by the 

rule in order to require the city to produce a transcript. Petitioners have the option of 

I The city responds that it can prepare a transcript of the city council's deliberations and will agree to do so, 
but only as long as the transcript does not lead to another record objection or hrther delay. 

Page 2 



preparing and including -a transcript of the relevant portions of the proceedings as an 

appendix to the petition for review if they so choose. OAR 660-010-0030(5). The second 

record objection is denied. 

3. Objections 3 and 4 

In their third record objection, petitioners state that they "would also like the record to 

include correspondence that occ~lrred before the land use hearings by the city" and attach that 

correspondence to their record objections. As correctly noted by intervenors and the city in 

their response, petitioners do not allege that the documents were either incorporated into the 

record or placed before the city council during the proceedings before the city council under 

OAR 66 1-01 0-0025(1)(b). The third record objection is denied. 

Petitioners' fourth objection attempts to reserve the right to further object to the 

record. We reject the attempt. 

SETTLING RECORD 

The record is settled as of the date of this order. The petition for review shall be due 

21 days after the date of this order. The respondent's brief shall be due 42 days after the date 

of this order. The final opinion and order shall be due 77 days after the date of this order. 

Dated this 7th day of May, 2009. 

Board Member i /  
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Certificate of Mailing 

I hereby certify that I served the foregoing Order for LUBA No. 2009-008 on May 7,2009, 
by mailing to said parties or their attorney a true copy thereof contained in a sealed envelope 
with postage prepaid addressed to said parties or their attorney as follows: 

Daniel A. Terrell 
Law Office of Bill Kloos 
PO Box 1 1906 
Eugene, OR 97440 

James K. Brewer 
Fewel & Brewer 
456 SW Monroe St., Suite 101 
Corvallis, OR 97330 

Mark Knapp 
13 1 NW 4th Street 407 
Corvallis, OR 97330 

Dated this 7th day of May, 2009. 

Kelly Burgess Debra A. Frye 
Paralegal Executive Support Specialist 



L E A G U E  
E! Oregon 
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PO. Box 928 SaIcm, Oregon 92'308 l" 
(503) 588-6550 (800) 452-0338 @ Fax: (503) 399-4863 'lTY MA~VAGER~ 

www.orcities.org' OFRGF 1 

May 8,2009 

TO: City Managers, Administrators, and Recorders 

FROM: Michael J. McCauley, Executive Director 

RE: LOC City-state Relations Task Force - Regional Meetings in Your Area 

In December 2008, the LOC Board of Directors created a City-State Relations Task Force charged 
with identifying what is working in the city-state relationship, what could work better, and what 
isn't working. The League is conducting a number of regional meetings around the state to solicit 
input regarding the current state of city-state relations. This information gathering will help the 
task force identify opportunities to enhance the relationship and impediments to a better 
relationship, including what needs to be changed structurally, in statute, in rules, or otherwise. The 
state has been asked to participate in this process to provide input fi-om the state perspective. We 
will also be soliciting your input through the Local Focus newsletter and the League's website. 
The final report will serve as a reference document. 

The League invites your city's officials - both elected and appointed - to participate in a regional 
meeting coming to your area (below). We anticipate each meeting will take approximately two 
hours. 

Klamath Falls Wed., June 10 12:30 PM City Council Chambers, 500 Klamath Ave. 

Medford Wed., June 10 5:30 PM Southern Oregon Univ., Higher Education Center, 
Presentation Hall, 101 S. Bartlett 

Winston Thur., June 11 12:30 PM Community Center, Grand Room, 440 SE Grape St. 

North Bend Thur., June 11 5:00 PM Public Library, Conference Room, 1800 Sherman Ave. 

Springfield Fri., June 12 12:30 PM City Hall, Library Meeting Room, 225 Fifth St. 

We ask that you share this information with your city council and department heads. For 
planning purposes, please RSVP your city officials' attendance (including which meeting) to Kiln 
Bentley at 1~bentle~~u~orcities.org or by calling (503) 588-6550 (1-800-452-0338). 



Following this series of regional meetings, the task force will synthesize the iilforniation provided 
and prepare a draft report. This report will be presented in a session during the LOC Annual 
Conference in early October with an opportunity for city officials to provide additional commeiits. 
The task force will then adopt the final report in November and refer it to the LOC Board of 
Directors at their December meeting. The board will review the report and provide direction and 
possible referral of recommendations to the League's policy committees for their review and 
recommendation on any specific legislative policies. 

We are hopeful that many cities will participate in this important process. If city officials are 
unable to attend a meeting, they may provide comments by filling out the survey on the LOC web 
site (\~~vli\v.orcities.or.~; click on Surveys). If you have any questions about the process, you may 
contact me at (503) 588-6550, 800-452-0338 or lml~ccauley@,or~ities.org. 

MJM: kab 



ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES COMMITTEE 
SCHEDULED ITEMS 

May 14,2009 

MEETING DATE AGENDA ITEM 

July 8 

July 22 

August 5 

August 19 

September 9 

September 23 

October 7 

October 21 

November 4 

November 18 

December 9 

December 23 

* Economic Development Allocations Third Quarter Reports 

Fourth Quarter Operating Report 

* Council Policy Review: CP 96-6.03, "Econoqic Development Policies" 

Council Policy Reviews: - CP 94-2.08, "Council Liaison Roles" 
CP 94-2.09, "Council Orientation" 

* CP 98-2.1 0, "Use of E-Mail by Mayor and City Council" 
* CP 91 -3.04, "Separation Policy" 

Economic Development Allocations Fourth Quarter Reports 

* Utility Rate Annual Review 
* Economic Development Application Process and Calendar 
* Funding Agreement Annual Report - Corvallis Environmental Center 

Comprehensive Annual Financial Report 

* Economic Development Allocations First Quarter Reports 
First Quarter Operating Report 



ASC PENDING ITEMS 

Benton County Fair Annual Report - Fiscal Year 2008-2009 Community Development 
* Utility Rate Structure Review Public Works 

Regular Meeting Date and Location: 
Wednesday following Council, 3:30 pm - Madison Avenue Meeting Room 



HUMAN SERVICES COMMITTEE 
SCHEDULED ITEMS 

May 14,2009 

MEETING DATE AGENDA ITEM 

July 7 

July 21 

August 4 

August 18 

September 9 

September 22 

October 6 

October 20 

November 3 

November 17 

December 8 

December 22 

Social Services Allocations - Fiscal Year 2009-2010 

* Willamette Neighborhood Housing Services Third Quarter Report 
* Public Art Access Guidelines 

Parks and Recreation Annual Fee Review 

* Social Services Semi-Annual Report 
* Council Policy Review: CP 00-6.05, "Social Service Funding Policy" 

Rental Housing Program Annual Report 

Council Policy Reviews: 
* CP 91-4.03, "Senior Citizens' Center Operational Policies" 

CP 92-4.04, "Park Utility Donations" 
CP 92-4.05, "Library Meeting Rooms Policy" 

* CP 92-4.06, "Library Displays, Exhibits, and Bulletin Boards" 
CP 95-4.08, "Code of Conduct on Library Premises" 

Council Policy Review: 
* CP 92-5.04, "HateIBias Violence" 

* Willamette Neighborhood Housing Services Fourth Quarter Report 

Chronic Nuisance Property Ordinance Review 



HSC PENDING ITEMS 

Council Policy Review: CP 00-6.05, "Social Service Funding Community Development 
Policy" 
Municipal Code Revision to Chapter 5.01, "City Park Regulations" Parks & Recreation 
(Alcoholic Beverages in Parks) 
Reducing Potential for Fire Spread Involving Natural Resources Fire 
Smoking Hiatus Ordinance Review (CMC 5.03.080.1 60.1 3) CAOlPolice 
(January 201 1) 
Social Service Allocations Administration Contract Community Development 

Regular Meeting Date and Location: 
Tuesday following Council, 12:OO pm - Madison Avenue Meeting Room 



URBAN SERVICES COMMITTEE 
SCHEDULED ITEMS 

June 18 

July 9 

11 July 23 

11 September 24 

October 8 

October 22 

November 5 

)I November 19 

December 10 I L  I[ December 24 

May 14,2009 

AGENDA ITEM 

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant Program 

Boards and Commissions Sunset Review: 
* Capital Improvement Program Commission 
Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant Program 

Council Policy Review: CP 02-7.1 5, "Fee-in-Lieu Parking Program" 
Oregon Department of Forestry Forest Patrol Assessment Fees 

Voters' Pamphlet (Explanatory Statement) 
* Cannon-Applegate Annexation 

SW 49th Street Annexation 

Council Policy Review: 
* CP 03-7.16, "Guidelines for Donations of Land and/or Improvements for 

Parks as an Offset to Systems Development Charges for Parks" 

* Display Advertisements 
* Cannon-Applegate Annexation 
* SW 49th Street Annexation 
Council Policy Review: 

Cp 91-7.07, "Sanitary Sewers; Responsibility For" 
CP 05-7.1 7, "UtilityITransportation Facility Extensions through Public 
Areas" 



USC PENDING ITEMS 

Council Policy Reviews: CP 91-7.08, "Sidewalk Policy" 
Fire Protection Services in Health Hazard Residential Areas 
Habitat Conservation Plan 
Protected Wetlands, Riparian, and Natural Areas 

Regular Meeting Date and Location: 
Thursday following Council, 4:00 pm - Madison Avenue Meeting Room 

Public Works 
Fire 

Parks and Recreation 
Parks and Recreation1 

Public Works 



UPCOMING MEETINGS OF INTEREST 

City of Corvallis 

Date 
14 

Date 
1 
1 
1 
1 
2 
2 
2 
3 
3 

MAY - OCTOBER 2009 
(Updated May 14,2009) 

MAY 2009 

Time Group 
4:30 pm Economic Development Allocations 

Subcommittee 
10:OO am Government Comment Corner 

1200 pm City Council 
7:00 pm City Council 

12:OO pm Human Services Committee 
7:00 pm Ward 5 meeting (Beilstein) 

Time 
1200 pm 

5:00 pm 
7:00 pm 
7:00 pm 
7:00 am 

12:OO pm 
5:30 pm 
3:30 pm - 
5:30 pm 
4:00 pm 
7:15 pm 
7:00 am 

10:OO am - 

Housing and Community Dev Cmsn 
No Administrative Services Cmte 
v 
Urban Services Committee 
Herbert Natural Area Stakeholders 
Parks, Natural Areas, and Rec Brd 
No Government Comment Corner 
City Holiday - all offices closed 
Cmsn for Martin Luther King, Jr. 
City Legislative Committee 
Government Comment Corner 

Location Subjecff Note 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 

Library Lobby - David 
Hamby 
Downtown Fire Station 
Downtown Fire Station 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
United Pentecostal City-Sponsored 
(444 NW 15th Street) 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 

Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Parks and Rec Conf Rm 
Downtown Fire Station 

City Hall Meeting Room A 
City Hall Meeting Room A 
Library Lobby - TBD 

JUNE 2009 

Group 
City Council 
Herbert Natural Area Stakeholders 
City Council ' 

Library Board 
Airport Commission 
Human Services Committee 
Downtown Parking Committee 
Administrative Services Committee 
Planning Commission 

Urban Services Committee 
Committee for Citizen Involvement 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Adv Cmsn 
Government Comment Corner 

7:00 pm City Council Work Session 
5:00 pm City Council 

Location 
Downtown Fire Station 
Parks and Rec Conf Rm 
Downtown Fire Station 
Library Board Room 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Downtown Fire Station 

Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Library Lobby - Joel Hirsch 

Downtown Fire Station homelessness 
Plng Cmsn and 

Madison Avenue Mtg Rm Historic Res Cmsn 
int'views 



City of Corvallis 
Upcoming Meetings of Interest 

May - October 2009 
Page 2 

Date 
9 

10 
10 
11 

Date 
1 
1 
2 
3 
4 
6 
6 
7 
8 
8 
9 

Time 
7:00 pm 
9:00 am 
530  pm 
8:00 am 

Time 
7:00 pm 
7:30 pm 
7:15 pm 

Group 
Historic Resources Commission 
City Legislative Committee 
Downtown Commission 
Citizens Adv Cmsn on Civic 
Beautification and Urban Forestry 
Government Comment Corner 
City Council 
Herbert Natural Area Stakeholders 
City Council 
Human Services Committee 
Citizens Adv Cmsn on Transit 
Housing and Community Dev Cmsn 
Administrative Services Committee 
Watershed Mgmt Adv Cmsn 
Planning Commission 
Urban Services Committee 
Parks, Natural Areas, and Rec Brd 
Government Comment Corner 

Cmsn for Martin Luther King, Jr. 
Historic Resources Commission 
City Legislative Committee 
Government Comment Corner 
Herbert Natural Area Stakeholders 

Location SubjectlNote 
Downtown Fire Station 
City Hall Meeting Room A tentative 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Parks and Rec Conf Rm 

Library Lobby - TBD 
Downtown Fire Station 
Parks and Rec Conf Rm 
Downtown Fire Station 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Downtown Fire Station 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Downtown Fire Station 
Library Lobby - Charles 
Tomlinson 
City Hall Meeting Room A 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
City Hall Meeting Room A tentative 
Library Lobby - TBD 
Parks and Rec Conf Rm 

JULY 2009 

Group 
Planning Commission 
Library Board 
Committee for Citizen Involvement 
City Holiday - all offices closed 
No Government Comment Corner 
City Council 
City Council 
Human Services Committee 
Administrative Services Committee 
Downtown Commission 
Citizens Adv Cmsn on Civic 
Beautification and Urban Forestry 
Urban Services Committee 
Government Comment Corner 

Historic Resources Commission 
Housing and Community Dev Cmsn 
Planning Commission 
Parks, Natural Areas, and Rec Brd 
Government Comment Corner 
City Council 
City Council 
Human Services Committee 
Administrative Services Committee 
Urban Services Committee 
Government Comment Corner 
Cmsn for Martin Luther King, Jr. 

Location 
Downtown Fire Station 
Library Board Room 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 

Downtown Fire Station 
Downtown Fire Station 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Parks and Rec Conf Rm 

Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Library Lobby - Patricia 
Daniels 
Downtown Fire Station 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Downtown Fire Station 
Downtown Fire Station 
Library Lobby - TBD 
Downtown Fire Station 
Downtown Fire Station 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Library Lobby - TBD 
City Hall Meeting Room A 

SubjectlNote 



City of Corvallis 
Upcoming Meetings of Interest 

May - October 2009 
Page 3 

Date Time Group Location 
28 7:00 pm Historic Resources Commission Downtown Fire Station 

Date 
1 
3 
3 
4 
5 
5 
5 
6 
6 
8 

Date 
2 
2 
3 
5 
7 
8 
8 
9 
9 
9 
9 

10 
10 

Time 
10:OO am 
12:OO pm 
7:00 pm 

12:OO pm 
3:30 pm 
7:00 pm 
7:30 pm 
4:00 pm 
7:15 pm 

10:OO am 

Time 
7:00 pm 
7:30 pm 
7:15 pm 

AUGUST 2009 

Group 
Government Comment Corner 
City Council 
City Council 
Human Services Committee 
Administrative Services Committee 
Planning Commission 
Library Board 
Urban Services Committee 
Committee for Citizen Involvement 
Government Comment Corner 

Historic Resources Commission 
Downtown Commission 
Citizens Adv Cmsn on Civic 
Beautification and Urban Forestry 
Government Comment Corner 
City Council 
City Council 
Human Services Committee 
Administrative Services Committee 
Housing and Community Dev Cmsn 
Planning Commission 
Urban Services Committee 
Parks, Natural Areas, and Rec Brd 
Government Comment Corner 
Cmsn for Martin Luther King, Jr. 
Historic Resources Commission 
Government Comment Corner 

Location 
Library Lobby - TBD 
Downtown Fire Station 
Downtown Fire Station 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Downtown Fire Station 
Library Board Room 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Library Lobby - David 
Hamby 
Downtown Fire Station 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Parks and Rec Conf Rm 

Library Lobby - TBD 
Downtown Fire Station 
Downtown Fire Station 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Downtown Fire Station 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Downtown Fire Station 
Library Lobby - TBD 
City Hall Meeting Room A 
Downtown Fire Station 
Library Lobby - TBD 

SEPTEMBER 2009 

Group 
Planning Commission 
Library Board 
Committee for Citizen Involvement 
No Government Comment Corner 
City Holiday - all offices closed 
City Council 
City Council 
Human Services Committee 
Administrative Services Committee 
Downtown Commission 
Historic Resources Commission 
Urban Services Committee 
Citizens Adv Cmsn on Civic 
Beautification and Urban Forestry 
Government Comment Corner 

Housing and Community Dev Cmsn 

Location 
Downtown Fire Station 
Library Board Room 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 

Downtown Fire Station 
Downtown Fire Station 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Downtown Fire Station 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Parks and Rec Conf 
Room 
Library Lobby - Charles 
Tomlinson 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 

Subject/ Note 
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Date 
16 
17 
19 
21 
2 1 
22 
22 
22 
23 
24 
26 

Date 
3 

Time 
7:00 pm 
6:30 pm 

10:OO am 
12:OO pm 
7:00 pm 

12:OO pm 
12:OO pm 
7:00 pm 
3:30 pm 
4:00 pm 

10:OO am 

Time 
I Or00 am 

Group 
Planning Commission 
Parks, Natural Areas, and Rec Brd 
Government Comment Corner 
City Council 
City Council 
Human Services Committee 
Cmsn for Martin Luther King, Jr. 
Historic Resources Commission 
Administrative Services Committee 
Urban Services Committee 
Government Comment Corner 

Location 
Downtown Fire Station 
Downtown Fire Station 
Library Lobby - TBD 
Downtown Fire Station 
Downtown Fire Station 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
City Hall Meeting Room A 
Downtown Fire Station 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Library Lobby - Mike 
Beilstein 

OCTOBER 2009 

Group 
Government Comment Corner 

City Council 
City Council 
Human Services Committee 
Administrative Services Committee 
Library Board 
Citizens Adv Cmsn on Civic 
Beautification and Urban Forestry 
Urban Services Committee 
Government Comment Corner 
Mayor/Cify CounciEity Manager 
Quarterly Work Session 
Parks, Natural Areas, and Rec Brd 
Government Comment Corner 
City Council 
City Council 
Human Services Committee 
Administrative Services Committee 
Urban Services Committee 
Government Comment Corner 
Cmsn for Martin Luther King, Jr. 
Government Comment Corner 

Location 
Library Lobby - Mark 
0 'Brien 
Downtown Fire Station 
Downtown Fire Station 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Library Board Room 
Parks and Rec Conf Room 

SubjectlNote 

SubjectlNote 

Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Library Lobby - Dan Brown 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm tentative 

Downtown Fire Station 
Library Lobby - TBD 
Downtown Fire Station 
Downtown Fire Station 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Madison A venue Mtg Rm 
Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
Library Lobby - TBD 
City Hall Meeting Room A 
Library Lobby - Patricia 
Daniels 

Bold type - involves the Council +3deaA type - meeting canceled Italics type - new meeting 

TBD To be Determined 



Sherman Richey 

Albany, Or. 97322 

City of Corvallis 
City Counsel: 

I would like you to file my complaint in regard to this spurious billing. It can't possibly be legal. I would 
contest it, but I don't have the fmances nor the grit at this time to do it. I just hope that by going ahead and 
paying it I won't hear from you again with some other concocted charge. 

I have lived in Corvallis in years past. My son and daughter-in -law live their now and are in business 
there. They were with me in my car when we were bumped from behind while leaving an OSU game. We 
had decided to take my car instead of his car. 

We did not call the fire department to assist us. My car was not damaged that bad. We pulled to the curb 
to wait for the police to do the accident report. I was legally parked when the fire department personnel 
arrived. We did not call them, nor did we accept help. There was no one in our vehicle injured. We did not 
spill any fluids on the roadway that had to be cleaned up. We simply waited until the report was made, and 
then we left when the police released us. 

We have traveled to Corvallis weekly all these years to shop your stores and go to games at OSU. Surely 
you can't believe that in treating your guests this way that it will build trade and visitation from out of town. 
It will surely leave a bitter taste in my mouth. There are plenty of other places to shop. I just can't 
understand how any elected official in Corvallis could possibly think this would be good for your town. 

If you needed a donation for your fire department you may have just asked. Maybe I would have seen fit 
to give you one. 

Sincerely, # 

PLEASE DETACH AND SEND THIS COPY WITH REMITTANCE 
ufi~rs:  ?t/ 3 U /  U Y  U U G  ,-JJN'l'&: 4 / 5 V /  U Y  IVHLvlfi : 
CUSTOMER NO: 10791/364314 TYPE: 97 - FI : NON-RES . COST RECOV. 

REMIT AND MAKE CHECK PAYABLE TO: 
CITY OF CORVALLIS 
ATT: FINANCE - ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE 
P.O. BOX 1083 
CORVALLIS OR 97339-1083 (541) 766-6961 

INVOICE NO: 69270 
TERMS : NET 0 DAYS AMOUNT: 



Memorandum 

To: Mayor and City Council 

From: Ken Gibb, Community Development Direct 

Copy: Jon Nelson, City Manager 

Date: May 8,2009 

Subject: Appeal of Linus Pauling Science Center Historic Preservation Permit 

f .  ISSUE 
At issue is an appeal of a Historic Resources Commission (HRC) decision to deny a 
Historic Preservation Permit. 

On March 31, 2009, the HRC held a public hearing to consider a Historic Preservation 
Permit application requesting approval to construct a 102,000 square-foot, four-story, 
science facility to accommodate research and education programs on the Oregon State 
University (OSU) campus. The building, which will house the Linus Pauling Institute and 
chemists from the College of Science, is located within the OSU Historic District at the 
southeast corner of the intersection of SW 30th Street and SW Campus Way. On March 
31, 2009, it was requested that the written record be held open for seven days. The 
Historic Resources Commission (HRC) honored this request, closed the public hearing on 
March 31,2009, and on April 14,2009, deliberated on the application (Exhibits D and E). 
On April 14, 2009, the HRC unanimously voted to deny the Historic Preservation Permit 
application citing the application's failure to demonstrate consistency with the Facades, 
Building Materials, Scale and Proportion, Pattern of Window and Door Openings, and Site 
Development review criteria, which are applicable review criteria of Land Development 
Code (LDC) Chapter 2.9 - Historic Preservation Provisions (Exhibits C - E). On April 27, 
2009, the applicant, OSU, submitted a letter appealing the HRC's decision and 
subsequently submitted revisions to the proposed building's design intended to address 
the reasons for the HRC denial (Exhibit B.1). 

Land Development Code Chapter 2.1 9 - Appeals, section 2.19.30.01 .c states that "all 
hearings on appeal shall be held de novo (as a new public hearing)." LDC Section 
2.1 9.30.02.d states that appeals of HRC decisions shall be reviewed by the City Council. 
As the appropriate body to hear the appeal of the subject Historic Preservation Permit 
application, the City Council will consider the application in whole, including revisions 
proposed by the applicant on appeal, to determine if the proposal is historically compatible 
based on consideration of the applicable review criteria in LDC Chapter 2.9. Staff identified 
applicable review criteria are provided as Exhibit A, of this memorandum. 
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Staff identified applicable review criteria were addressed in the March 24, 2009, Staff 
Report to the HRC. The HRC considered the staff analysis and reached its own 
conclusions and findings, as reflected in the minutes of the HRC meetings on the subject 
application. In some instances the HRC agreed with the staff analysis, and in others 
reached different conclusions regarding the historic compatibility of the proposed building. 
The City Council should consider both the staff analysis and the the HRC findings in 
reaching a decision. Some review criteria, which were first addressed in the Staff Report 
to the HRC have been further addressed in this memorandum to respond to issues raised 
on appeal. Where there are conflicts between the staff analysis in the March 24, 2009, 
Staff Report to the HRC and this memorandum, this memorandum shall prevail. 

It is worth noting that a LDC 2.9 review is primarily a search for compatibility. Such a 
search includes a measure of subjectivity. When considering the applicable criteria, 
individual decision makers may subjectively view the proposal differently than other 
decision makers. However, it is, ultimately the collective decision by this body whether the 
applicant's proposal satisfies the compatibility criteria. In considering the application, the 
HRC found the subject proposal was not historically compatible, based upon its 
consideration of criteria it found applicable. 

The City Council is asked to review an application similar to what was reviewed by the 
HRC, but with revisions proposed by the applicant intended to address certain reasons for 
denial. The City Council is requested to consider and balance allapplicable review criteria 
in LDC Chapter 2.9 (not just those related to appeal issues), and reach one of the following 
decisions subject to adoption of Formal Findings and Conclusions: 

1. Approve the application; 
2. Approve the application with Conditions; or 
3. Deny the application. 

Discretion is required to determine historic compatibility based on LDC Chapter 2.9 review 
criteria, therefore, multiple perspectives are likely, and none would be "incorrect." This 
memorandum contains perspectives from the HRC, City Staff, and the applicants regarding 
the historic compatibility of the proposal. Staff have generally carried forward the Historic 
Resource Commission's decision to deny the application, but in some instances have 
provided an alternative perspective based either on proposed revisions, or on a different 
interpretation of how to apply certain review criteria. 

The remainder of this memorandum provides additional background information, and an 
analysis of revisions proposed on appeal. 



BACKGROUND AND DISCUSSION 

PROPOSAL 
The applicant requests an Alteration or New Construction Historic Preservation Permit to 
construct a 102,000 square-foot, four-story, science facility to accommodate research and 
education programs on the Oregon State University (OSU) campus. The building, which 
will house the Linus Pauling Institute and chemists from the College of Science, is located 
within the OSU Historic District at the southeast corner of the intersection of 30th Street and 
Campus Way. Including the basement, the building will be constructed with five levels and 
will contain a large auditorium, teaching labs, research labs and support facilities, meeting 
rooms, and offices (Exhibits 6 and F). 

The exterior elevations of the building will be clad in red brick veneer, with an at-grade, 
precast concrete base wainscot along the perimeter of the building, a precast parapet cap, 
and precast concrete lintels, sills, and reveals to frame window and door openings on all 
building elevations. The proposed exterior treatment of the building will include recessed 
brick within expansion joints on the south and west elevations and control joints and 
protruding window bays on the north and east elevations. Brick treatment along the ground 
floor level and surrounding the window bays on the north elevation will consist of Norman 
brick with 314-inch relief on every other course. This will contrast with the flush Norman 
brick treatment on the remaining portions of the building (See Applicant's wall sections 
on Sheet 83.1 1 of Exhibit F.39). 

Glazed aluminum curtain wall windows with insulated glass are proposed in window bays, 
at entrance portals, and in other locations on the building. On the south elevation, 
individual windows on the second and third floors will also contain exterior aluminum 
sunshades within the frame of the window. The sunshades will be outside the window 
glass, but set flush with the exterior building wall. Spandrel glass panels are proposed 
within some portions of window bays along the north and south elevations. Metal panel 
mechanical screening is proposed on the top floor of the building, and will be most visible 
along the south elevation of the building. Clerestory windows are proposed along the top 
level of the north elevation. Four stainless steel exhaust stacks will protrude eight feet 
above the upper roof of the building. The building will have a flat roof (see Sheets 443.1 
and 83.2 of Exhibit F.36, 37). 

SITE AND VICINITY 
The subject site is located at the southeast corner of the intersection of 30th Street and 
Campus Way, on the OSU Campus, and is in the northeast corner of the OSU National 
Register Historic District (District) (Exhibit 6). 

When the District was formed, buildings and other resources (plazas, fields) on the OSU 
campus were placed in approximately nine groups. The first group of resources includes 
most of the original campus buildings, which were constructed between 1888 and 1902, 
and include Benton Hall, Benton Annex, Education Hall, Apperson Hall and the Gladys 



Valley Gymnastics Center. The LPSC is proposed to be located in the northwest corner of 
the District, which is near the agricultural and farm resource group of resources (Exhibits 
F.138 - 140 and G ) .  Resources in this group and their classifications are listed in Table 1, 
below. Also included are Sackett Hall, and SW 30th Street, which is also referred to as the 
30th Street Mall, because these resources would be adjacent to the LPSC. 

Life Sciences. South 

casement windows 



Building Historic 1 Name Classification* 

30th Street Contributing 
Mall 

* Numbers in parentheses refer to buil 

not applicable not applicable 

New, individually-framed and Multiple entrances, 
operable windows. primary entrance 

centered, facing 
3Oth St. 

Not applicable I Not applicable 

ing i.d. numbers of the OSU Historic District Map, Exhibit G. 

The resources listed above form the context or setting within which the proposed LPSC 
would be placed, and these resources were considered by Staff when evaluating the 
issues raised on appeal of the HRC decision. 

HRC REASONS FOR DENIAL 
As indicated by the issues raised by the HRC during the March 31, 2009 Public Hearing, 
and the April 14, 2009 Deliberations, the HRC denied the Historic Preservation Permit 
(HPP) application because several components of the building's designed were found to 
be inconsistent with applicable Land Development Code (LDC) Chapter 2.9 - Historic 
Preservation Provisions review criteria (Exhibits D and E). The building aspects 
emphasized by the HRC as not being historically compatible were 

e Setback distances from the 30th Street Mall; . Aspects of the south elevation, including: the loading dock, pattern of 
windows, use of metal window shades and aluminum framed curtain walls, 
and the fourth story screening wall; 

e Location of entrances; and 
e Overall scale and proportion. 

The applicant addressed each of these issues in the April 27, 2009, letter appealing the 
HRC decision through provision of new information and by proposing alternative designs 
that the applicant believes satisfy review criteria. The following section of this report will 
review the reasons for denying the application, as reflected in the HRC meeting minutes, 
and analyze the materials submitted by the applicant to help the City Council determine if 
the application as originally proposed, or as revised, satisfies applicable review criteria in 
LBC Chapter 2.9. A list of Staff identified applicable review criteria is included with this 
report as Exhibit A. Each applicable criterion was addressed in the March 24,2009, Staff 
Report to the HRC, and those applicable to the reasons for denial and/or issues on appeal 
are addressed below. 



Building Setbacks and Loading Bock 
The LPSC is proposed to be located on the corner of SW Campus Way and SW 30th 
Street, with the front of the building facing north towards Campus Way. The portion of SW 
30th Street, approximately from Washington Way to Orchard Avenue, is within the OSU 
Historic District. This portion of the street is designed as a boulevard, which is referred to 
as the 30th Street Mall, and is listed as a Contributing feature of the OSU Historic District. 
As such, the relationship of the proposed LPSC with the 30th Street Mall is as important as 
the new building's relationship to Contributing buildings within the District. 

With respect to setback distances, the most applicable review criterion is LDC Section 
2.9.1 00.04.b.3.i - Site Development, which states: 

Site Development 
To the extent practicable, given other applicable development standards, such as standards in this 
Code for building coverage, setbacks, landscaping, sidewalk and street tree locations, the Alteration 
or New Construction shall maintain existing site development patterns, if in existence and proposed 
in part to remain. 

As noted in the appeal letter, buildings within the OSU zone must either be set back a 
minimum of 10 feet from the back of the sidewalk, or 20 feet from the back of the street 
curb (Exhibit B). There is no maximum setback restricting how far from a street or 
sidewalk a building may be located. As proposed to the HRC, the west wall would be set 
back 19 feet from the sidewalk, which complies with OSU zone standards. It should be 
noted that the OSU setback standards would not prevent the LPSC building from being 
moved further east if necessary to be historically compatible with established setback 
patterns. In otherwords, there are no other applicable development standards that prevent 
the building from being located even further to the east than proposed, though there are 
practical reasons for not moving the building further east, as outlined by the applicant. 

The Site Development criterion also states that "New Construction shall maintain existing 
site development patterns, if in existence, and proposed in part to remain." Two one-way 
streets and an 80-foot wide median with several mature trees comprise the 30th Street Mall. 
Sidewalks on the east and west sides of the 30th Street are roughly 150 feet apart. This 
design creates a physical and visual separation between the two sides of the street, 
making the east side of the 30th Street Mall, where the LPSC would be located, the most 
relevant to understanding existing site development patterns and the ability of the proposal 
to maintain them. 

The HRC found that the proposed setback was not historically compatible based on the 
Site Development criterion because the building was placed too close to 30th Street. The 
3oth Street Mall is considered by the HRC as a "premier entryway", and a "gateway" into 
the OSU campus. The HRC noted that a default setback line was established by Sackett 
and Withycombe Halls, both of which are Contributing buildings, and the location of the 
LPSC would disrupt that pattern or setback-line of buildings along 30th Street. In addition 
to disrupting the setback pattern established by these two Contributing buildings, the HRC 



found that the proximity to 30th Street would visually increase the mass of the LPSC 
building and increase the visibility of the loading dock, which would detract from the historic 
character of the 30th Street Mall (Exhibit D). 

To address the reasons for denial relative to setback distances, the applicant has proposed 
the following four changes to the original application. 

. Reconfigure the east end of the building, so that the west wall will be setback an 
additional 6 feet for a total of 44 feet from the street curb; 

a Move the loading dock screening wall east by eight feet to be flush with the main 
wall; 

a Increase the height of the loading dock screening wall from six feet to eight feet; 
and 

* Decrease the opening of the loading dock entrance as shown by comparing Exhibits 
D.l and E . l  and E.2 of the applicant's appeal letter (Exhibit €3). 

To support the case that the proposed setbacks are historically compatible, the applicant 
provided more specific measurements and additional graphics indicating the location of the 
proposed existing buildings relative to 30th Street. The two tables below are based on 
information provided by the applicant. Table 1, lists setback distances of nearby buildings 
(south to north) on the east side of SW 30th Street, including the proposed building. Table 
2 provides approximate distances between main building walls and the back of the 30th 
Street sidewalk. 

TABLE 2: APPROXIMATE SETBACKS FROM 30TH STREET CURB 

Approximate Setback 

Linus Pauling Center 
I 

Sackett Hall 

I Revised on Appeal I 44 I 1 

63.5 

Original Proposal I 38 
I 

Contributing 

Non Contributing I 
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TABLE 3: APPROXIMATE SETBACKS FROM 30TH STREET SIDEWALK 

West Hall &West Dining Hall Non-Contributing 

Linus Pauling Center (Original 
Proeosal) 

I 

Main Wall 19 Non Contributing I 
Linus Pauling Center (Revised on I 

Loading Dock Screen Wall 17 

Loading Dock Screen Wall I 2 5 
I I 

I I 

Main Wall 

Table two, and the graphics provided by the applicant (Exhibit B), demonstrate that there 
are a variety of setback distances along the east side of the 30th Street. Of the four existing 
buildings, the two south of Jefferson Avenue, West Hall and Reed Lodge, have setbacks 
of approximately 43 and 46 feet from the street curb, respectively. The two buildings north 
of Jefferson Way, Sackett Hall and Withycombe Hall, have setbacks of approximately 63 
feet. The LPSC would be located between the later two buildings, and would have a 
setback from the street curb of 44 feet, which is 19 feet less than the distance of the 
adjacent buildings, but similar to the setback distances of West Hall and Reed Lodge, 
which are south of Jefferson Way. 

25 

Withycombe Hall 

In denying the application, the HRC made specific reference to the setback pattern 
established by Sackett Hall and Withycombe Hall and found the proposed building setback 
was inconsistent with this pattern, and therefore, incompatible with the Site Development 
review criterion. The design proposed to City Council only decreases the setback by six 
feet, and would be 19 feet closer to the street than adjacent buildings. The proposed six- 
foot setback reduction would not significantly minimize the visual prominence of the 
building as one travels up 30th Street, and would not significantly minimize the appearance 
of the overall mass of the building relative to Sackett and Withycombe Halls, which were 
two concerns of the HRC. Given this, the revised 44 foot setback is not consistent with the 
approximately 63-foot setbacks of Withycombe and Sackett Halls, and would not likely 
resolve the compatibility issues cited by the HRC for denying the application with regard 
to setbacks and the Site Development criterion. 

Non Contributing 

45 



Page 2 of the applicant's appeal letter contains images and distances of other Contributing 
buildings' sideyard setbacks. Because none of the buildings shown by the applicant are 
on 30th Street, Staff do not believe the buildings shown by the applicant are relevant, or 
useful in understanding the development patterns and relationships of buildings to the 30th 
Street Mall, which is also a Contributing resource. 

The applicant addressed related concerns regarding the visual prominence of the loading 
dock opening by increasing the height of the screening wall from 6 feet to 8 feet, by moving 
the screening wall flush with the main west wall, and by reducing the size of the loading 
dock opening. While reducing the setback distances, alone, would do little to minimize the 
visual impacts of the loading dock on the 30th Street Mall, increasing the height of the 
screening wall, and reducing the size of the loading dock opening do. A loading dock is 
a necessary component of the LPSC and the options for its location are limited. It should 
not be placed on the north elevation, which is the building's primary facade, nor should it 
be directly accessed or face 30th Street because it would detract from the visual quality of 
the 30th Street Mall. If moved to the southeast corner of the building, it may negatively 
impact Nash Hall. Staff believe with the proposed revisions, the impacts to the 30th Street 
Mall caused by the loading dock will be negligible, and this aspect of the building's design 
is historically compatible based on consideration of the Site Development and other 
criteria. 

Conclusions Regarding Sefbacks and Loading Dock 
Staff believe the east side of the 30th Street Mall between SW Washington Way and SW 
Orchard Avenue is the most relevant to understanding the historic compatibility of the 
proposed setbacks for the LPSC. The buildings on this side of 30th Street have a variety 
of setbacks, and the proposed setback is consistent with some nearby buildings, but not 
with the adjacent buildings. The revisions to the loading dock result in greater compatibility 
based on the Site Development criterion, but do not fully respond to the specific reasons 
cited by the HRC for denying the application relative to setback distances. Reasons include 
the disruption of the setback line established by Withycombe and Sackett Halls, and the 
proximity of the building to the street given its size. Given this, the revised proposal is still 
inconsistent with the Site Development criterion based on the findings made by the HRC. 

SOUTH ELEVATION AND METAL MATERIALS 
The south elevation contains four stories. The fourth story consists mostly of a metal 
screen wall designed to hide rooftop mechanical equipment. The screen wall is recessed 
10-feet from the edge of the south wall as shown in Exhibits B. The second and third 
stories are essentially flush with one another, and are recessed eight inches from the first 
floor base. South elevation windows are placed in straight, horizontal rows. 

As discussed above, the HRC emphasized the historic qualities of the 30th Street Mall and 
the relationship of the proposed building's south elevation to it. The HRC cited a number 
of historically incompatible elements of the south eievation, as reflected in the minutes of 
the March 31, and April 14,2009, HRC meeting minutes (Exhibits D and E). Incompatible 
elements include: 



e Solar screens on south windows; 
e Metal screen wall on roof; 
s South window pattern that is inconsistent with the pattern proposed on other 

elevations; 
e Insufficiently interesting south elevation design, overall, and particularly with regard 

to the south entrance. 

In summary, the HRC found that because the south elevation was highly visible from the 
30th Street Mall, it deserved to be treated more like the front elevation of a building, rather 
than a rear elevation that would not be easily viewed. This finding is consistent with the 
Facades criterion in LDC Section 2.9.100.04.3.b, which states that particular attention 
should be paid to facades facing street rights-of-way. The HRC also found that the 
placement and organization of windows on the south elevation was inconsistent with those 
on the north, and was therefore, inconsistent with the Pattern of Window and Door 
Openings criterion. Additionally, the HRC found that the aluminum solar screens and fourth 
story screening wall were incompatible elements because they were constructed of metal 
and are not found on Contributing resources. For these reasons, the HRC found the 
proposed design historically incompatible with the OSU Historic District and surrounding 
comparable buildings (Exhibits D and E).The HRC also took issue with the use of 
aluminum-framed curtain walls. To simplify analysis, this element is discussed with the 
proposed fourth story screen, metal screen wall. 

Criteria applicable to aforementioned issues are listed below, followed by a more detailed 
discussion of the application's consistency with each criterion. 

Facades 
Architectural features, such as balconies, porches, bay windows, dormers, or trim details on main 
facades shall be retained, restored, or designed to complement the primarystructure and any existing 
surrounding comparable Designated Historic Resources. Particular attention should be paid to those 
facades facing street rights-of-way. Architectural elements inconsistent with the Designated Historic 
Resource's existing building design or style shall be avoided. 

Scale and Proportion 
The size and proportions of the Alteration or New Construction shall be compatible with existing 
structures on the site, if in existence and proposed in part to remain, and with any surrounding 
comparable structures. New additions or New Construction shall generally be smaller than the 
impacted Designated Historic Resource, if in existence and proposed in part to remain. In rare 
instances where an addition or New Construction is proposed to be larger than the original 
Designated Historic Resource, i t  shall be designed such that no single element is visually larger than 
the original Designated Historic Resource, if in existence and proposed in part to remain, or any 
existing surrounding comparable Designated Historic Resources. 

Pattern of Window and Door Openinas 
To the extent possible window and door openings shall be compatible with the original features of 
the existing Designated Historic Resource, i f  in existence and proposed in part to remain, in form 
(size, proportion, detailing), materials, type, pattern, and placement of openings. 
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Pattern of Window Openings 
To address issues related to the pattern of windows, the applicant proposes to revise the 
building design to include window bays on the south elevation that would project six-inches 
from the building wall and would be capped with a new pre-cast cornice. A similar 
treatment is proposed on portions of the lower screen wall. The applicant has provided two 
alternatives for this identified as Exhibits E. l  and E.2 of the appeal letter (Exhibit B). 
Alternative 1 creates three blocks of windows that would project from the main wall, while 
alternative 2 creates six blocks, or bays. While the proposed bays do not alter the spacing 
of windows compared to what was reviewed by the HRC, they do articulate the building in 
a way that is reflective of the north elevation, which contains five window bays that each 
project two feet from the main wall. The applicant prefers alternative one, as shown in 
drawing E.l of Exhibit B. Staff do not disagree that this alternative increases the visual 
interest of the south elevation, but suggest that the second alternative may be more 
reflective of the north elevation. This is because the north elevation contains five bays, and 
alternative 2 would result in 6 bays. 

The proposed south elevation window pattern, composed of horizontal bands of individual 
windows is similar to the pattern found on other multi-story Contributing resources in the 
OSU Historic District, including Wiegand, Withycombe, Sackett, and Cordley Halls 
(Exhibits F. 11 3, 105, and 137 and H . 1  I ,  12-14, 8-1 0, and 2). Given the wide variety of 
window treatments found throughout the historic district, the similarities of the proposed 
south elevation windows to nearby contributing resources, and the revisions that cause the 
south elevation to more closely reflect the pattern of windows on the north elevation, Staff 
believe the proposed south elevation windows are historically compatible with respect to 
size, proportion, placement and pattern of openings, which are aspects to be considered 
per the Pattern of Window and Door Openings criterion. 

Exterior Window Shades 
Modern features may be incorporated into new buildings within historic districts if done in 
a historically compatible manner. One proposed modern feature on the subject building 
is the exterior aluminum window shades. The HRC found that exterior window shades 
would not be historically compatible, stating that this architectural feature was not found 
on other Contributing structures within the historic district. The applicant has not proposed 
to remove or revise this feature, but has stated that the shades are proposed to increase 
energy efficiency, and are one element that helps differentiate the LPSC as a new 
structure. If the City Council decides to reverse the HRC's decision, and approve the 
application, the City Council could apply a condition of approval that would require the 
shades to be removed, or the Council could find that the shades are historically compatible 
given their use on a new, non-contributing structure. 

Metal Screen Wall and Aluminum Framed Curfain Walj 
The HRC expressed concern with the use of the fourth story metal screen wall because 
this feature is not used on Contributing buildings, it would comprise an entire story, and 
would be constructed of metal. The HRC specifically cited the Building Materials criteria, 
which states that aluminum siding materials shall not be used. The HRC interpreted the 
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screen wall as a siding material, and therefore, found it inconsistent with the Building 
Materials criterion. The metal screening wall would also be approximately 18 feet tall and 
a full story high, would run nearly the full length of the south elevation, and would be visible 
from the west and east elevations. Based on the HRC's finding that the metal screen wall 
is part of the building siding, staff agree that the screening wall material is not consistent 
with the Building Materials criterion. 

The Scale and Proportion criterion in LDC Section 2.9.100.04.b.3 also states, in relevant 
part, 

In rare instances where an addition or New Construction is proposed to be larger than the original 
Designated Historic Resource, it shall be designed such that no single element is visually larger than 
the original Designated Historic Resource, if in existence and proposed in part to remain, or any 
existing surrounding comparable Designated Historic Resources. 

The proposed metal screening wall is visually larger than any other screening material 
used on surrounding Designated Historic Resources. Staff do not interpret this criterion to 
mean that new materials cannot be used on new buildings, but do believe the screening 
wall is so large as to be inconsistent with the design elements of surrounding Contributing 
and noncontributing resources, based on consideration of the Scale and Proportion 
criterion. 

To address the concerns raised by the HRC, the applicant has revised the design of the 
screen wall to reduce its height by 6 inches in several locations, has added a 6 inch 
projection to the lower screen wall, and has increased the height of the building's parapet 
wall by 18 inches (Exhibit B). These revisions reduce the visual prominence of the screen 
wall, but do not significantly alter its scale and proportion relative to the rest of the building. 
The revisions also fail to address the fact that the HRC found the material historically 
incompatible, and do not address the concerns that this type of feature is not found at the 
scale proposed on the District's Contributing resources. 

With respect to the aluminum framed curtain walls found on the north and east elevations, 
the meeting minutes indicate that the primary reason expressed by the HRC for why they 
were not historically compatible was because of the metal frames. As shown in Table 1 of 
this report, Withycombe and Cordley Halls, which are surrounding Contributing buildings, 
use metal framed curtain walls, or large expanses of metal framed windows (Exhibit H.12- 
14, and 2). Given this, Staff believe that as proposed, the curtain walls are historically 
compatible based on consideration of the Pattern of Window and Door Openings criterion. 

CONCLUSION ON SOUTH ELEVATION AND METAL MATERIALS 
Considering the proposed revisions regarding the south elevation, Staff believe that some 
of the reasons for denial have been overcome. The proposed revisions to the loading dock 
would minimize its appearance from the 3Qth Street Mall, reducing the potential for negative 
impacts to the 30ih Street Mall. The inclusion of projecting columns or window bays causes 
the south elevation to more closely reflect the window treatment on the north elevation, 
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thereby improving the visual continuity between elevations. No changes have been 
proposed to the metal framing around the curtain wall (east elevation). However, Staff 
believe that this material is compatible with window materials used on nearby comparable 
Contributing buildings, e.g. Withycombe Hall. The applicant proposes to revise the fourth 
story screening wall be reducing its height by six inches, and adding a six-inch projection 
on the lower screen wall that is similar to the cornice cap proposed for the south elevation, 
and raising the parapet by 18 inches. Staff do not believe changes to the screening wall 
are significant enough to overcome the HRC's reasons for denying the application relative 
to this feature. Similarly, the applicant does not propose removing or altering the exterior 
solar shades from the south elevation window. The HRC found these elements historically 
incompatible, and the application materials do not contain information demonstrating that 
these elements are historically compatible. 

LOCATION OF BUILDING ENTRANCES 
As discussed above, part of the reason the HRC denied the application was because they 
found that the pattern of windows and doors on south elevation was not consistent with the 
north elevation, and was not designed with sufficient architectural details for its highly 
visible position. Part of this critique focused on the placement of the entrances on the 
north and south elevations, which are proposed to be located near the east end of the 
building, rather than the center. The HRC found that the majority of Contributing buildings' 
entrances are placed in the center of the building. A Staff field survey of the buildings listed 
in Table 1, found that entrances facing streets were generally in the center of buildings. 
The most notable exception is Withycombe Hall's main entrance, which is located off- 
centerto the west of the building. The National Register Nomination Form, which describes 
broad characteristics and themes of the OSU Historic District, does not specifically note 
that doors are located in the centers of buildings, but it does state that, according to the 
Olmsted campus plan, unless buildings were located back to back, they were to be 
designed with double fronts (Exhibit F. 157). The proposed revision to create six 
projecting bays provides interest to the south elevation that was not part of the design 
presented to the HRC. The applicant also proposes to revise the south entrance so that 
it projects a total of 18-inches from the first floor main wall, and 26 inches from the second 
story wall. These changes result in a south elevation that is consistent with the north 
facade and primary entrance, but that is also interesting enough to be consistent with the 
"double fronts" concept. 

The applicant has not revised the plans to move either the south or north elevation doors 
to the center of the buildings. As explained in more detail in the appeal letter, the doors are 
located where proposed as a matter of convenience for pedestrians, most of whom will be 
traveling from the eastlcenter of campus. Land Development Code Chapter 2.9 does not 
contain review criteria that specifically addresses pedestrian amenities, but with regard to 
location and position of buildings and entrances, the Building Orientation and Site 
Development criteria in LDC Section 2.9.100.04.b.3, are applicable. 
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Site Development 
To the extent practicable, given other applicable development standards, such as standards in this 
Code for building coverage, setbacks, landscaping, sidewalk and street tree locations, the Alteration 
or New Construction shall maintain existing site development patterns, if in existence and proposed 
in part to remain. 

Building Orientation 
Building orientation shall be compatible with existing development patterns on the Designated 
Historic Resource site, if in existence and proposed in part to remain, and any existing surrounding 
comparable Designated Historic Resources. In general, Alteration or New Construction shall be sited 
so that the impact to primary facade(s) of the Designated Historic Resource, if in existence and 
proposed in part to remain, is minimized. 

As revised, the building has "double fronts", with the main entrance facing north onto SW 
Campus Way. Adjacent buildings such as Withycombe Hall, Cordley Hall, and Hovland 
Hall are also oriented toward SW Campus Way, and have secondary entrances to the rear. 
Orienting the LPSC as proposed is consistent with the development patterns of the just 
noted, nearby, Contributing buildings, as well as the Agriculture and Life Sciences building, 
a noncontributing resource. Given this, Staff believe that the locations of the building 
entrances are consistent with the Building Orientation criterion. 

Considering the Site Development criterion, there are no LDC standards that require doors 
to be placed toward the east ends of the building that would trump a design found to be 
historically incompatible. However, items such as the location of sidewalks may be 
considered relative to the building entrances when determining consistency with the Site 
Development criterion. For example, if there are two possible entrance locations, and both 
are historically compatible, it would be reasonable for the decision making body to require 
the design that was best for pedestrians. Regarding the subject application, the HRC found 
that to be historically compatible, entrances should be centered. The applicant has not 
revised the building design to center the entrances. In reviewing the appeal, the Council 
may find that doors do not need to be centered to be historically compatible, or may accept 
the HRC's finding that the proposed locations are not consistent with the Site Development 
criterion. 

SCALE AND PROPORTION 
The HRC also stated that the application is not consistent with the Scale and Proportion 
criterion in terms of the height to length ratio of the LPSC when compared to Contributing 
buildings within the District. The LPSC would be four stories and 75 feet tall as measured 
from grade on the west elevation, and approximately 65 feet tall as measured from grade 
on the east elevation. It would be surrounded by other multi-story buildings. The nearest 
comparable Contributing building is the five story Cordley Hall, located on SW Campus 
Way. Though not historically Contributing, Nash Hall to the east is 80 feet and five stories 
tall, and the Agriculture Life Sciences buildings, also to the east is 60 feet, and five stories 
tall. Directly north of the proposed LPSC, and across SW Campus Way is Withycombe 
Hall, which is three stories on its west side and 75 feet tall at its highest point. South of the 
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LPSC and across a parking lot is Sackett Hall, which is also three stories and 35 feet tall. 
These buildings form the setting within which the proposed LPSC would sit (Exhibit €3.1). 

The Scale and Proportion criterion in LDC Section 2.9.100.04.b.3 states, 

Scale and Proportion 
The size and proportions of the Alteration or New Construction shall be compatible with existing 
structures on the site, if in existence and proposed in part to remain, and with any surrounding 
comparable structures. New additions or New Construction shall generally be smaller than the 
impacted Designated Historic Resource, if in existence and proposed in part to remain. In rare 
instances where an addition or New Construction is proposed to be larger than the original 
Designated Historic Resource, it shall be designed such that no single element is visually larger than 
the original Designated Historic Resource, if in existence and proposed in part to remain, or any 
existing surrounding comparable Designated Historic Resources. 

The Scale and Proportion criterion states that new structures shall be compatible with 
existing structures on the site, surrounding comparable structures, and generally smaller 
than the impacted Designated Historic Resource. New structures may also be larger than 
original structures if no single element is visually larger than existing comparable 
Designated Historic Resources. In this application, there is not a specific structure that 
would be impacted, as would, for example, an existing house be impacted by the 
constructipn of a new garage or addition. The LPSC would be an independent structure, 
and would relate to nearby buildings, but is not specifically associated with them. While 
other nearby buildings do not have the same length to width proportions of the LPSC, it is 
similar in proportion to individual wings of the larger Cordley Hall, which is the nearest 
comparable building in terms of use and historic classification (Contributing). The four 
storey LPSC is consistent with the height of surrounding buildings, all of which contain 
three to five stories, and is consistent with the length of Withycombe Hall. When viewed 
from the west, the LPSC would not be appeal taller than either the Agriculture and Life 
Sciences building, or Nash Hall as shown in drawing D.2 of Exhibit B. Overall, staff believe 
the proposed scale and proportion of the proposed LPSC is historically compatible based 
on consideration of the Scale and Proportion criterion. 

FIRE ACCESS 
A new component of the application is the incorporation of a fire access drive east of the 
proposed building where the sidewalk leading to entrances to Nash Hall and the Agriculture 
and Life Sciences is located (drawing C of Exhibit B). The fire access is proposed to be 
20 feet wide and constructed of engineered turf, similar to the fire access on the east side 
of the Renaissance Building on SW First Street (If the City Council decides to approve the 
application, Condition of Approval 5 specifies a slightly different design). The proposed fire 
access would include a sidewalk, and as conditioned, would be bound on each side by 
concrete strips in the ground, painted red. Based on consideration of the Site Development 
criterion the fire access is historically compatible. This is because it is required by Code, 
it would replace the existing site features (sidewalk and turf), and would not physically 
impact or visually obstruct any historic resource. 
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111. SUMMARY OF CONCLUSIONS AND STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS 
The HRC found the proposed LPSC was historically incompatible based on consideration 
of a number of applicable LDC Chapter 2.9 review criteria. Consequently, the HRC denied 
the application. On appeal, the applicants responded to each of the reasons for denying 
the application, and in some instances proposed revisions to the original design. Staff 
believe that some revisions sufficiently address the HRC's concerns and result in 
consistency with the pertinent review criteria. In other instances, revisions were not made, 
or were inadequate to result in historic compatibility based on the HRC's reasons for 
denial. Such is the case regarding the setback distance from the 30th Street Mall, and the 
scale and proportion of the fourth story screening wall. In the absence of revisions or more 
compelling arguments demonstrating compliance with the criteria the HRC found the 
proposal did not satisfy, Staff recommend the City Council uphold the HRC decision to 
deny the application. However, should the City Council chose to approve the application 
based on the revised materials, Staff recommend applying the conditions of approval 
provided at the end of this memorandum. Regardless of the decision, the City Council is 
requested to adopt Formal Findings and Conclusions regarding the historic compatibility 
of the LPSC based on consideration of all applicable review criteria. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION 
The City Council has three options with respect to the subject Historic Preservation Permit 
application: 

Option 1 : Approve the application as; or 

Option 2: Approve the application with conditions; or 

Option 3: Deny the application. 

Based on the HRC decision in this discretionary review process, and analysis in this 
memorandum, Staff recommend that the City Council deny the Historic Preservation Permit 
application subject to adoption of Formal Findings and Conclusions. If the Council accepts 
this recommendation, the following motion to approve is suggested: 

RECOMMENDED MOTION 
I move to deny the Linus Pauling Science Center Historic Preservation Permit (HPPO9- 
00005), subject to adoption of Formal Findings and Conclusions. This motion is based on 
findings for denial contained in the March 31 and April 14, 2009, HRC meeting minutes, 
and findings for denial contained in the May 18, and June 1, 2009, City Council meeting 
minutes, when this application was considered, as well as the reasons for denying the 
application presented in the May 8, 2009, Memorandum to the City Council from fhe 
Community Development Director. 
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IV. CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 
Should the City Council decide to approve the application based on the revisions proposed 
to the Council on appeal, Staff recommend applying the following conditions of approval. 

1. Consistencv with Plans - Development shall comply with the plans and narrative in 
the applicant's proposal identified as Attachments B and C of the March 24, 2009, 
staff report to the HRC (Exhibit F), except as modified by this approval and revised 
by the applicant on appeal, as illustrated in the drawings in Exhibit 5,  or unless a 
requested modification otherwise meets the criteria for an Alteration or New 
Construction per LDC Chapter 2.9 - Historic Preservation Provisions. 

2. Buildinq Permits and other LDC Standards -The applicant shall obtain any required 
Building Permits prior to construction activities. Work associated with the proposal 
shall comply with the Building Code, as adopted and amended by the State of 
Oregon; and other applicable state and local Codes and ordinances related to 
building, development, fire, health, and safety, including other provisions of the 
Land Development Code. 

3. Tree Preservation Plan - Prior to issuance of building permits for construction of the 
new building, the applicant shall provide Development Services Staff with a report 
prepared by a certified arborist that details all measures necessary to ensure that 
no trees between the sidewalk and curb on 30th Street (and no other trees within the 
historically significant 30th Street Mall) will be damaged by construction activities. 
All recommended tree protection measures, including tree protection fencing, shall 
be in place prior to issuance of a building permit for construction of the new building. 

4. South Elevation Windows - The windows bay projections on the south elevation 
shall be as shown in Attachment E.2 of the applicant's appeal letter (Exhibit B.q5). 

5. Fire Access - Fire access shall be located as shown in drawing C of the applicant's 
April 27, 2009 appeal letter (Exhibit 5.q 1). It shall also comply with the following: 

A. Engineered turf surface shall be designed to support Fire Department 
apparatus weighing 75,000 pounds. The entire perimeter of the turf surface 
intended for passage or use by fire apparatus shall have a continuous and 
visible concrete strip, red in color, marked "No Parking - Fire Lane". Ref: 
OFC 503.3, CFD Guideline 11.2.4. 

B. The existing Sackett Place drive width of 24 feet shall be retained for the 
entire length of the west wall of Nash Hall, not the reduced dimension of 20 
feet as indicated on the submitted plan for a portion of this drive. Ref: OFC 
Appendix D 105.2 
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C. An existing fire hydrant is located on Campus Way at Sackett Place. With 
the potential scenario of blocking FD vehicle access down Sackett Place 
south of Campus Way, an additional accessible hydrant will be needed to 
serve this area. Such new hydrant shall be located on the east side of 30th, 
on the south side of the driveway entry to the LPSC parking lot. 

Staff identified review criteria 
Information submitted by applicant on appeal, including April 27, 2009 
appeal letter 
HRC Notice of Disposition, Order 2009-001 8, regarding HPP09-00005 
Excerpt of April 14, 2009 HRC Meeting Minutes 
Excerpt of March 31, 2009, HRC Meeting Minutes 
March 24,2009, Staff Report to the HRC 
OSU Historic District Map 
Photographs taken by City Staff of OSU buildings 
Written testimony received before May 8, 2009 

Review and Concur: 
on Nelson, City Manager 

f l  
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Staff Identified Review Criteria

The following are review criteria from LDC Chapter 2.9 - Historic Preservation Provisions,
Section 2.9.100.04.b.

b. Review Criteria 

1. General - The Alteration or New Construction Historic Preservation
Permit request shall be evaluated against the review criteria listed below.
These criteria are intended to ensure that the design or style of the
Alteration or New Construction is compatible with that of the existing
Designated Historic Resource, if in existence, and proposed in part to
remain, and with any existing surrounding comparable Designated
Historic Resources, if applicable.  Consideration shall be given to:

a) Historic Significance and/or classification;

b) Historic Integrity; 

c) Age;

d) Architectural design or style;

e) Condition of the subject Designated Historic Resource;

f) Whether or not the Designated Historic Resource is a prime
example or one of the few remaining examples of a once common
architectural design or style, or type of construction; and

g) Whether or not the Designated Historic Resource is of a rare or
unusual architectural design or style, or type of construction.  

2. In general, the proposed Alteration or New Construction shall either:

a) Cause the Designated Historic Resource to more closely
approximate the original historic design or style, appearance, or
material composition of the resource relative to the applicable
Period of Significance; or 

b) Be compatible with the historic characteristics of the Designated
Historic Resource and/or District, as applicable, based on a
consideration of the historic design or style, appearance, or
material composition of the resource.  

 3. Compatibility Criteria for Structures and Site Elements - Compatibility
considerations shall include the items listed in “a -n,” below, as applicable,
and relative to the applicable Period of Significance.  Alteration or New
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Construction shall complement the architectural design or style of the
primary resource, if in existence and proposed in part to remain; and any
existing surrounding comparable Designated Historic Resources.
Notwithstanding these provisions and “a-n,” below, for
Nonhistoric/Noncontributing resources in a National Register of Historic
Places Historic District or resources within such Historic District that are
not classified because the nomination for the Historic District is silent on
the issue, Alteration or New Construction activities shall be evaluated for
compatibility with the architectural design or style of any existing
Historic/Contributing resource on the site or, where none exists, against
the attributes of the applicable Historic District’s Period of Significance.

a) Facades - Architectural features, such as  balconies, porches, bay
windows, dormers, or trim details on main facades shall be
retained, restored, or designed to complement the primary
structure and any existing surrounding comparable Designated
Historic Resources.  Particular attention should be paid to those
facades facing street rights-of-way.  Architectural elements
inconsistent with the Designated Historic Resource’s existing
building design or style shall be avoided.

b) Building Materials - Building materials shall be reflective of, and
complementary to, those found on the existing primary Designated
Historic Resource, if in existence and proposed in part to remain,
and any existing surrounding comparable Designated Historic
Resources.  Siding materials of vertical board, plywood, cement
stucco, aluminum, exposed concrete block, and vinyl shall be
avoided, unless documented as being consistent with the original
design or style, or structure of the Designated Historic Resource.

c) Architectural Details - Retention and repair of existing character-
defining elements of a structure, such as molding or trim, brackets,
columns, cladding, ornamentation, and other finishing details and
their design or style, materials, and dimensions, shall be
considered by the property owner prior to replacement.
Replacements for existing architectural elements or proposed new
architectural elements shall be consistent with the resource’s
design or style.  If any previously existing architectural elements
are restored, such features shall be consistent with the
documented building design or style.  Conjectural architectural
details shall not be applied.

d) Scale and Proportion - The size and proportions of the Alteration
or New Construction shall be compatible with existing structures on
the site, if in existence and proposed in part to remain, and with
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any surrounding comparable structures.  New additions or New
Construction shall generally be smaller than the impacted
Designated Historic Resource, if in existence and proposed in part
to remain.  In rare instances where an addition or New
Construction is proposed to be larger than the original Designated
Historic Resource, it shall be designed such that no single element
is visually larger than the original Designated Historic Resource, if
in existence and proposed in part to remain, or any existing
surrounding comparable Designated Historic Resources.  

e) Height - To the extent possible, the height of the Alteration or New
Construction shall not exceed that of the existing primary
Designated Historic Resource, if in existence and proposed in part
to remain, and any existing surrounding comparable Designated
Historic Resources.  However, second story additions are allowed,
provided they are consistent with the height standards of the
underlying zoning designation and other chapters of this Code, and
provided they are consistent with the other review criteria
contained herein.

f) Roof Shape - New roofs shall match the pitch and shape of the
original Designated Historic Resource, if in existence and
proposed in part to remain, or any existing surrounding compatible
Designated Historic Resources.  

g) Pattern of Window and Door Openings -  To the extent possible
window and door openings shall be compatible with the original
features of the existing Designated Historic Resource, if in
existence and proposed in part to remain, in form (size, proportion,
detailing), materials, type, pattern, and placement of openings.

h) Building Orientation - Building orientation shall be compatible with
existing development patterns on the Designated Historic
Resource site, if in existence and proposed in part to remain, and
any existing surrounding comparable Designated Historic
Resources.  In general, Alteration or New Construction shall be
sited so that the impact to primary facade(s) of the Designated
Historic Resource, if in existence and proposed in part to remain,
is minimized.  

i) Site Development - To the extent practicable, given other
applicable development standards, such as standards in this Code
for building coverage, setbacks, landscaping, sidewalk and street
tree locations, the Alteration or New Construction shall maintain
existing site development patterns, if in existence and proposed in
part to remain.  
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j) Accessory Development/Structures - Accessory development as
defined in Chapter 4.3 - Accessory Development Regulations and
items such as exterior lighting, walls, fences, awnings, and
landscaping that are associated with an Alteration or New
Construction Historic Preservation Permit application, shall be
visually compatible with the architectural design or style of the
existing Designated Historic Resource, if in existence and
proposed in part to remain, and any comparable Designated
Historic Resources within the District, as applicable.  

k) Garages - Garages, including doors, shall be compatible with the
Designated Historic Resource site’s primary structure, if in
existence and proposed in part to remain, based on factors that
include design or style, roof pitch and shape, architectural details,
location and orientation, and building materials.  In a National
Register of Historic Places Historic District, the design or style of
Alteration or New Construction involving an existing or new
garage, visible from public rights–of-way or private street rights-
of–way, shall also be compatible with the design or style of other
garages in the applicable Historic District that were constructed
during that Historic District’s Period of Significance. 

l) Chemical or Physical Treatments - Chemical or physical
treatments, if appropriate, shall be undertaken using the gentlest
means possible.  Treatments that cause damage to historic
materials shall not be used.

m) Archeological Resources - Activities associated with archeological
resources shall be carried out in accordance with all State
requirements pertaining to the finding of cultural materials,
including ORS 358.905, as amended, which pertains to the finding
of cultural materials; ORS 390.235, as amended, which describes
steps for State permits on sites where cultural materials are found;
and OAR 736.051.0080 and OAR 736.051.0090, as amended,
which describe requirements for cultural materials found on public
verses private land, respectively.

n) Differentiation - An Alteration or New Construction shall be
differentiated from the portions of the site’s existing Designated
Historic Resource(s) inside the applicable Period of Significance.
However, it also shall be compatible with said Designated Historic
Resource’s Historically Significant materials, design or style
elements, features, size, scale, proportion, and massing to protect
the Historic Integrity of the Designated Historic Resource and its
environment.  Therefore, the differentiation may be subtle and may
be accomplished between the Historically Significant portions and
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the new construction with variations in wall or roof alignment,
offsets, roof pitch, or roof height.  Alternatively, differentiation may
be accomplished by a visual change in surface, such as a molding
strip or other element that acts as an interface between the
Historically Significant and the new portions.  
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Richardson, Robert 

From: Dodson, David [David.Dodson@oregonstate.edu]
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2009 1:55 PM
To: Richardson, Robert
Subject: Linus Pauling Science Center Information
Attachments: F2 - Perspectives.pdf; E1 - Revised Building Elevations.pdf; E2 - Revised Building 

Elevations.pdf; E3 - Revised Building Elevations.pdf; F1 - Perspectives.pdf

Page 1 of 1

5/8/2009

Bob: 
  
We were able to increase the height of the brick parapet wall on the south, east, and west sides of the building 
by 18‐inches to further minimize the visual impacts of the rooftop screen wall.  We also changed the color of the 
screen wall to a neutral beige.  This change is reflected in the attached updated exhibits. 
  
In response to your request for nearby building heights, I am providing you the following heights which were 
obtained from building plan sets and student workers. 
  
Sackett – 35’ 
Nash – 80’ 
Ag Life – 60’ 
Wiegand – 32’ 
Withycomb – 31’ 
Milan – 70’ 
Kidder – 47’ 
Waldo – 60’ 
  
Sincerely,  
  
David Dodson, AICP 
Senior Planner 
Oregon State University 
100 Oak Creek Building, #130 
Corvallis, OR  97331 
541‐737‐8503 
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OSU Facilities Sewices 
Campus Planning 
130 Oak Creek Building 
Cowallis, OR 97331 

o r e g f ~ ~ ~ ~  (541) 737-0917 

April 27,2009 

Cowallis Planning Division 
c/o The City Manager's Office 
501 SW Madison Avenue 
Cowallis, OR 97333 

Subject: Appeal of the Linus Pauling Science Center (HPP09-00005) 

Dear Mayor Tomlinson and Members of the City Council: 

We wish to appeal the Historic Resources Commission (HRC) April 14'~ decision on the Linus Pauling 
Science Center project referenced above. OSU was the applicant in the HRC hearing and is therefore 
an affected party with standing. 

The grounds for this appeal are as follows: 

1. The HRCfound the building setback and loading dock along 3oth Street t o  be too close to the 
9 m 

street when compared t o  other existing buildings along the 3om Street Mall. I- - 
rn - 

Where 3oth Street bisects the University, the travel lanes are separated by a large parkway. I 
Large trees flank both sides of the street, resulting in a very attractive parkway that is commonly x 
referred to as the 3oth Street Mall. The mall is a contributing resource within the historic district 

W 

and some of the trees are also designated as significant vegetation in the City's Natural Features 
Inventory. There is no public right-of-way along 3oth Street, as this segment of roadway is 
owned by OSU. The OSU Zoning District requires the building to be setback a minimum of 20- 
feet from the curb or 10-feet from the back of the sidewalk. OSU has decided to use the more 
conservative of the two setbacks, which is 10-feet from the back of the sidewalk or 27-feet from 
the curb. The loading dock screen wall is setback 17-feet from the sidewalk while the building is 
setback 19 feet from the back of the sidewalk which is consistent with the OSU Zoning District 
and is almost 50% greater than the 10-foot minimum setback required. 

In order to better understand the existing building relationships to 3oth Street, OSU has 
prepared an exhibit showing their setbacks, (Exhibit A). There are nine buildings along the 
parkway portion o f  3oth Street between Orchard Avenue and Washington Way. Building 
setbacks vary between 42'4" and 88'-6" from the street. The newly proposed building would 
be 43'4" from the street. 

Many of the historically contributing buildings that were constructed on campus were built at a 
time when there were no setback requirements. OSU conducted an inventory of historically 
contributing buildings located on corners to better understand their relationship to the adjacent 
streets. The applicable criterion requires new construction within the historic district to be 
compatible with the setbacks of other contributing resources in the district. The main building 
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OSU Facilities Services 
Campus Planning 
130 Oak Creek Building 
Cowallis, OR 97331 

: :  (541) 737-0917 

entry for the Linus Pauling Science Center faces Campus Way, so the side of the building faces 
3oth Street. The side setbacks for the following contributing buildings were noted: 

- - 

Historically Contributing Number of Side Building Setback - - 
Buildings Stories from Sidewalk 

Bexell Hall 3.5 11-feet 
.E,, ,.ye-- 
.& ,'?:::51$, .-.+*. - = -  

Weatherford Hall 3 1 I-fwt 

Ballard Extension Hall Bexell Hall 

There are two significant elm trees along Campus Way, just east of the proposed building and 
one significant red oak directly south of the elms, (Exhibit B). Throughout the design process 
there has been an emphasis on preserving these trees. These existing significant trees make it 
difficult to shift the building to the east. OSU would like to maintain a 12-foot wide sidewalk 
between Nash Hall and the new Linus Pauling Science Center building for use by pedestrians as 
well as maintenance vehicles. The current design establishes a seat wall approximately 16-feet 
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OSU Facilities Services 
Campus Planning 
130 Oak Creek Building 
Cowallis, OR 97331 

Y (541) 737-0917 

from the trunkof the red oak. Any further encroachment into the root zone might negatively 
impact the long term health of the tree. There is also an existing storm water line running 
north-south at the eastern end of the building. If the building were moved east it would require 
this line to be rerouted and additional manholes installed. The Corvallis Fire Marshal is requiring 
a 24-foot wide fire lane between the new building and Nash Hall, further restricting OSU's ability 
to  shift the building east. 

The loading dock was placed at the southwest corner of the building to minimize conflicts with 
~edestrians who will primarily use Campus Way to access the building and allows OSU to 
establish the long range planning option of a quad in the future, which is consistent with the 
historic district character of the district. A 6-foot tall masonry screen wall with landscaping was 
placed around the loading dock to visually screen it from 30'" Street. 

OSU has worked diligently with the project Architect to explore options for shifting the building 
to the east and to minimize the visual impacts of the loading dock. To address this concern, OSU 
is proposing to reduce the size of the building by squaring up the easterly wall, (Exhibit C). This 
results in a more rectilinear building that is consistent with many of the historically contributing 
buildings on campus. By doing this, the building can be shifted 6-feet to the east, thereby 
increasing the building setback to 25-feet from the back of the sidewalk along 3oth Street, 
(Exhibit GI). OSU is also proposing to install a 20-foot wide paved walkway extending from the 
northeast corner of Nash Hall to  Campus Way to address fire safety concerns at Nash Hall. 

To minimize the visual impacts of the loading dock, OSU is proposing to increase the height of 
the masonry screen wall from 6-feet to  Mee t  and to move the wall 8-feet to the east, so it will 
align with the west face of the building which is setback 25-feet from the back of the sidewalk 
along 3 0 ~  Street. OSU is also proposing to reduce the size of the service opening at the loading 
dock, (Exhibit E2). 

2. The HRC found most o f  the historically contributing buildings within the district have entrances 
that are in  the middle of the structure and the building entrances on the proposed building were 
not consistent with this pattern. 

The slope across the site makes it difficult to place the main entry in the middle of the building. 
This is because OSU's accessibility guidelines require building entrances to be fully accessible 
and to avoid ramDs. If the finished floor remains in its current location, a 12-inch elevation 
change ramp would be required at a more centrally located entry. If the finished floor were to 
be lowered by 12-inches to avoid the ramp, then it would require additional retaining walls and 
accessibility ramps on the other building entrances to the east and south. Most building users 
will come from the east along Campus Way, so the entrance near the east end of the building is 
much more convenient. 
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The secondary entry on the south side of the building was placed toward the east end in the 
hope that it might someday face onto a new quad, just southeast of the proposed building. This 
entry is not as prominent as the main entry facing Campus Way, however the HRC did imply that 
the original Olmstead Plan encouraged buildings with two fronts. In response to this concern 
OSU has redesigned the south entry to project an additional 18-inches from the facade of the 
building, (Exhibit €2). 

3. The HRC found the amount of metal screen wall on the roof and the aluminum framed glass 
curtain walls were not compatible with the existing contributing structures within the district. 

The large windows a t  the east end of the building are part of a two story atrium that is critical 
for exposure of the public areas of the building, (Exhibit D2). The cafC in the lobby serves an 
interdisciplinary research group that is housed in the Linus Pauling Science Center and adjacent 
buildings. It is important for this area to be transparent, welcoming and friendly. The proposed 
curtain-wall is a state of the art method for creating waterproof and energy efficient window- 
wall assemblies, which are also present in monumental openings of older buildings, such as the 
historically contributing Graf Hall. 

Research buildings by nature have extensive ventilation and exhaust equipment, typically roof 
mounted. The rooftop equipment has been unconventionally stacked atop other equipment t o  
minimize the mechanical penthouse footprint, (Exhibit G2). In addition, the architect has 
recessed the main screen wall 10-feet from the south face of the building. There are other 
contributing historical structures such as Cordley Hall that houses rooftop equipment and 
ventilation ducts that have minimal screening. 
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OSU has worked with the project Architect to explore options for minimizing the visual impacts 
o f  the rooftop screen walls. To address this concern, OSU is proposing to shorten the screen 
wall in several locations by 6-inches, (Exhibit E2). In addition, the ventilated portion of the lower 
screen wall will have a Cinch projection that matches the proposed projections to the south 
facade discussed further in this letter. 

4. HRC found the building was not proportional. 

The HRC did not provide specifics for why they found the building was not proportional. The 
allowable height for the proposed building in Sector C is 112-feet. The proposed building will be 
75-feet tall which is lower than the buildings allowed in this sector. The scale of the proposed 
building is consistent with other adjacent 4 and 5 story structures such as Nash Hall and Ag Life 
Sciences and other 4 story contributing historic structures such as Cordley Hall. Given the 
context of the surrounding buildings and the height of other contributing historic structuresin 
the district, OSU finds the scale and proportion of the proposed building appropriate. 

(Just east of the proposed building) 
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5. The HRC found the window pattern on the buildings south side to be monotonous and 
that the windows should be in groupings as opposed to evenly spaced. They also found 
the metal window shades were non historical features. 

There isa number of contributing historic buildings within the district such as Cordley Hall, 
Gilbert Hall, Graff Hall, and Weatherford Hall each of which has windows equally spaced. 

~- ~. 
~~ -- I 

Gilbert Hall 

Graff Hall Weatherford Hall 

OSU has worked with the project Architect to explore options for improving the window 
pattern and detailing along the south facade. To address this concern, OSU is proposing 
to group the windows by providing 6-inch projecting bays as shown in Exhibits E l  and E2. 
Both treatments are an improvement, however alternative E2 is preferred, as it offers 
more numerous bay projections to the faqade that more closely resemble the north 
facade. The 6-inch bays sit on the first floor base that already extends &inches from the 
wall. In addition, a new precast cornice cap has been introduced along the roofline of the 
projecting bays. These changes reflect more of the design elements that were used on 
the main facade of the new building. 
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The window shades on the south side of the building provide natural lighting and assist in 
meeting the State Energy Efficient Design (SEED) program and Leadership in Energy and 
Environmental Design (LEED) requirements. Most institutional buildings today are 
designed with exterior window shades to reduce the heat load during the summer 
months. Typically they are found on the south building facades, where summer heat 
loading is the greatest. The window shades are considered new energy efficient design 
elements that provide differentiation between the older buildings on campus and the 
newer ones that are far more energy efficient. 

We appreciate your thoughtful consideration of this highly significant project for OSU. Attached to 
this letter is the $240appeal fee. If your staff has any questions, please contact our new senior 
planner, David Dodson at 231-6111. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Vincent Martorello, AlCP 
Director of Facilities Services 
105 Oak Creek Building 
Oregon State University 
Corvallis, Oregon 97331 
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 CITY OF CORVALLIS 
HISTORIC RESOURCES COMMISSION MINUTES 

MARCH 31, 2009    
 

Present 
Aaron Collett 
Deb Kadas 
Robert “Jim” Morris 
Bruce Osen, Chair 
Michael Pope 
E. Ross Parkerson 
Jacqueline Stephens 
Karyn Bird, Planning Commission Liaison 
Dan Brown, Council Liaison 
 
Absent 
Cynthia Solie, Vice Chair 
Scott McClure 
 
 

Staff 
David Coulombe, Deputy City Attorney 
Kelly Schlesener, Senior Planner 
Kevin Young, Senior Planner 
Mark Lindgren, Recorder 
 
Guests 
B.A. Beierle, PO Box T 
Patty McIntosh, OSU, Oak Creek Bldg. 
John Gremmels, OSU, Oak Creek Bldg. 
Peter Van Der Meulen, ZGF Architects, Portland 
Stephen Lawson, 913 SE Dorothy 

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION 
 

 
 

 
 

Agenda Item 

 
Held for 
Further 
Review 

 
 

Recommendations 

 
I. 
 

 
Visitor Propositions  None. 

 
II.   

 
Public Hearings.  
A. Linus Pauling Science Center 
(HPP09-00005) 
 

  
Request for written record to be held open for one 
week; deliberations to be held on April 14, 2009. 

 
III. 

 
Other Business/Info Sharing 
 

 Discussion of scheduled second monthly HRC 
meetings, as needed. 
 

 
IV. 

 
Adjournment.  

 
 

 
Meeting adjourned 8:41 p.m. 

 
Attachment to the March 31, 2009 minutes: 
 
A.  Written request to hold the Linus Pauling Science Center case open. 
 
CONTENT OF DISCUSSION 
 

Chair Bruce Osen called the Corvallis Historic Resources Commission to order at 7:00 p.m. in the 
Corvallis Downtown Fire Station Meeting Room, 400 NW Walnut Blvd.  
 

I.     VISITOR PROPOSITIONS.  None. 
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II. PUBLIC HEARINGS –A.  LINUS PAULING SCIENCE CENTER  (HPP09-00005)  
 

A. Opening and Procedures:   
 
Chair Osen reviewed the public hearing procedures.  Staff will present an overview followed by the 
applicant’s presentation.  There will be a staff report and public testimony, followed by rebuttal by 
the applicant, limited in scope to issues raised in opposition and sur-rebuttal by opponents, limited in 
scope to issues raised on rebuttal. The Commission may ask questions of staff, engage in 
deliberations, and make a final decision. Any person interested in the agenda may offer relevant oral 
or written testimony.  Please try not to repeat testimony offered by earlier speakers. It is sufficient to 
say you concur with earlier speakers without repeating their testimony. For those testifying this 
evening, please keep your comments brief and directed to the criteria upon which the decision is 
based. 

 
Land use decisions are evaluated against applicable criteria from the Land Development Code and 
Comprehensive Plan. A list of the applicable criteria for this case is available as a handout at the 
back of the room. 

 
Persons testifying either orally or in writing may request a continuance to address additional 
documents or evidence submitted in favor of the application. If this request is made, please identify 
the new document or evidence during your testimony. Persons testifying may also request that the 
record remain open seven additional days to submit additional written evidence. Requests for 
allowing the record to remain open should be included within a person’s testimony. 

 
The Chair opened the public hearing. 

 
B. Declarations by the Commission: Conflicts of Interest, Ex Parte Contacts, Site visits, or 

Objections on Jurisdictional Grounds 
 

1. Conflicts of Interest – None. 
2. Ex Parte Contacts – None. 
3. Site Visits –Declared by all Commissioners except Osen and Collett. 
4. Objections on Jurisdictional Grounds – None. No rebuttals were made. 

 
C. Staff Overview:   

 
Planner Kevin Young stated the subject site is located at the southeast corner of the intersection of 
30th Street and Campus Way on the OSU campus. He highlighted an overhead view of the site, 
which is currently used as a parking lot. It is surrounded by Withycombe Hall to the north, Nash and 
Agricultural Life Sciences Buildings to the east, Sackett Hall to the South, and 30th Street to the 
west. The proposed new building is within the Oregon State University Historic District, which is 
now listed on the National Register of Historic Places (the district occupies the core area of the 
campus). The request is for approval to construct a 102,000 square foot, four-story science facility to 
accommodate research and education programs, including the Linus Pauling Institute, chemists from 
the College of Science, a large auditorium, classrooms, laboratory space, and offices. 

 
D. Legal Declaration: 

 
City Deputy Attorney David Coulombe stated that the Commission would consider the applicable 
criteria as outlined in the staff report, and he asked that citizens direct their testimony to the criteria 
in the staff report or other criteria that they feel are applicable. It is necessary at this time to raise all 
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issues that are germane to this request. Failure to raise an issue, or failure to provide sufficient 
specificity to afford the decision-makers an opportunity to respond, precludes an appeal to the State 
Land Use Board of Appeals on that issue. 

 
The failure of the applicant to raise constitutional or other issues relating to proposed conditions of 
approval with sufficient specificity to allow the local government to respond to the issue precludes 
an action for damages in Circuit Court. 

 
E. Applicant’s Presentation:   
 

OSU Campus Planning Manager Patty McIntosh introduced the rest of the team, including Facilities 
Services Project Manager John Gremmels, and Peter Van Der Meulen, the primary architect, of ZGF 
Architects, Portland. She said the proposed Linus Pauling Research Center (LPRC) would be a major 
research facility on campus.  
 
She noted that this was the first project under review by the HRC within the newly formed OSU 
National Historic District, which was approved by the Secretary of Interior on June 25, 2008. While 
the main campus boundary is about 570 acres, the historic district is about 180 acres within that. 
Within the district there are 83 resources, of which 59 are considered Contributing and 24 
Noncontributing.  
 
Styles included a restrained, simple classical approach, from 1909 to the 1940’s; with details mostly 
limited to details surrounding entrance cornices. The primary influence of the district is credited 
mostly to architect John V. Bennes, whose work changed the tone of the campus and introduced the 
quad development from the Olmstead Plan. His buildings include Batcheller Hall, circa 1920’s; 
Dryden Hall; and Shepard Hall, 1909. Examples of Moderne Architecture on campus include Gilbert 
Hall and Withycombe Hall.   
 
The OSU National Historic Register District is divided into groupings including the original campus 
buildings; the quadrangle development, including the library and the MU Quad and surrounding 
buildings; the engineering triangle, which includes buildings that developed along Monroe Avenue; 
Agriculture and Farm Resources buildings (where the LPRC is proposed); and dormitories. She 
stated the location of the LPRC is consistent with how the campus developed.  
 
She displayed a southeast aerial view of the site. She noted that Ag Life Sciences and Nash Hall are 
Noncontributing buildings; and Withycombe Hall, Sackett Hall and 30th Street Mall are Contributing 
resources. The LPRC is oriented towards the north end of the parking lot, on an east-west orientation 
that allows a connectivity with the arch of the Ag Life Sciences Building, which is a major campus 
pedestrian corridor. The primary entrance, of three, is directed to the east in order to be 
complimentary to the pedestrian walk. The proposed building’s location allows for future 
development of an potential additional building (now in concept form) on a north-south orientation 
along 30th Street that would form the basis of a possible quad that would emulate the Olmstead 
framework.  
 
Ms. McIntosh said location of the building on the parking lot is consistent with the Campus Master 
Plan (CMP) within Sector C, since it has the most development and buildable land. She added that 
parking is managed through a utilization rate, which is currently 72%, so the university can absorb 
the loss in parking, and there will still be some parking adjacent to the building.  
 
 
 
The LPRC is consistent with LDC Chapter 2.9.100.04.b.2(b), as it is compatible with the historic 
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characteristics of the historic district, based on its historic design, style and appearance, and the 
predominant materials. These materials include red brick veneer, consistent with the predominant 
tone of the district.  
 
Regarding Scale, Proportion, and Building Height, the Sector C building floor to area ratio is 3.5; the 
LPRC is consistent with that. The east-west orientation on the north location on the parking lot site 
allows flexibility for future development and allows a future quad (though nothing is planned at this 
time).  
 
Regarding Site Development, the east-west orientation allows for parking by students, faculty and 
staff; a fire lane is included. A service entrance is located on the southwest corner. The tree 
preservation plan stipulates that none of the trees adjacent to 30th Street will be removed; they will be 
identified by the OSU certified arborist and protected during construction. The proposal meets all 
CMP setback requirements.  
 
John Gremmels highlighted locations of entrances. He noted the site slope includes a 6’ grade 
change, so the main entrance was located on grade, partly for easy access for wheelchairs. Ms. 
McIntosh summarized that the placement of the proposed LPRC building is consistent with the 
framework established by the Olmstead Plan and consistent with the Campus Master Plan and will 
add to the integrity of the campus’ historic district.  
 
Council Liaison Brown asked about the building’s placement on the site; project manager Peter Van 
Der Meulen, of ZGF Architects, estimated it would be set back about 40’ from 30th Street; the other 
buildings nearby range from 30-60’ in setback. Ms. McIntosh added that there is variation in 
setbacks nearby but the setback is consistent with the CMP.  
 
Mr. Parkerson noted that some trees in the parking lot would be saved; he asked whether there had 
been any consideration to transplanting any of the twenty or so trees that were planned to be 
removed; Mr. Gremmels replied that there were no plans to do so. Mr. Parkerson stated he liked the 
proposed pedestrian plaza at the east end; he asked if brick pavers were under consideration for a 
surfacing material; Van Der Meulen responded that pavers fit the collegiate vernacular but they 
present maintenance issues over time, so a cheaper exposed aggregate surface with less maintenance 
was chosen.  
 
Commissioner Osen asked about the proposed spandrel panel (back-painted, fixed insulated glass 
with a ceramic frit), which appears to be proposed for the top of the north bays and windows. Mr. 
Van Der Meulen replied that often vision glass can’t be used everywhere, so in some cases spandrel 
glass is used, which has a ceramic coating fired on the back side on it to make it opaque. He said it is 
intended to look similar to vision glass; both are a high performance glass with a low-E coating. He 
said the color of the spandrel glass changes under different light conditions, tends to look glassy and 
reflective, and blends well with vision glass, especially on cloudy days.  
 
Mr. Osen asked whether the small or larger-scale  elevation drawings were more representative of 
the design intention; Mr. Van Der Meulen replied the smaller-scale drawings do not represent the 
design as well as the larger drawings.  
 
Commissioner Deb Kadas asked Mr. Van Der Meulen whether he had read the National Register 
listing for the OSU historic district in order to help in designing the building; he replied that he had. 
She asked how he felt the proposed design was compatible with the character of the historic district. 
He responded that the design is intended to fit in with the design of the older legacy buildings. He 
highlighted the red brick college blend; punched openings within the envelope with operable and bay 
windows, and elements of trim around those openings; and a vertical composition with a base, 
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middle and top. A rusticated brick laid with profile would read darker in the first floor of the 
building. Bay windows help break down the massive scale of the building. Precast simulated stone 
trim elements are used for lentils and sills; these are present in older buildings. A wainscot base is 
used around the base of the building. A precast parapet caps the crown of the building, like some 
other district buildings. It is devoid of historic ornament found on some older buildings, since it is a 
modern building, intended to carry a strong association with other campus legacy buildings. Mr. 
Gremmels added the entrances are designed to be pronounced, with precast elements, in order to 
attract people toward them and announce the building’s name, similar to other historic district 
buildings.  
 
Ms. Kadas noted that John V. Bennes buildings tend to have a strong, prominent  central entrances; 
also, Campus Master Plan design guidelines state that entrances should be centered. Wheelchair 
access doesn’t seem like a compelling enough argument by itself for a proposed east, non-central 
entrance. Mr. Gremmels replied that wheelchair access was part of the reason; also, most of the 
student access will be from the east; in addition, the location promoted good interior layout. Ms. 
Kadas asked how much deviation from the CMP was allowed; Ms. McIntosh responded that the 
CMP design guidelines are driven by the proposed use of the building. There must be consistency 
with both the CMP and the historic district. There was no alignment with adjacent buildings that 
drove including a central entrance, from a CMP standpoint. She noted the design is not completely 
bound to the design guidelines; the site and the building’s use dictate the design.  
 
Ms. Kadas noted that the central entrance fit both CMP and historic district guidelines. Ms. 
McIntosh replied that architect Bennes had a more open field palette available to him in developing 
buildings; when quads were a predominant theme, building entrances oriented to the middle of the 
quad made sense. However, as the university has grown, the site footprints in Sector C have become 
smaller for new buildings, so it is a challenge to design new buildings consistent with the historic 
district that still function well, while still complying with as many elements as possible of the CMP, 
which includes having a nice pedestrian plaza adjacent to the entrance. She added that the classroom 
anchors drove the design a lot, too.  
 
Ms. Kadas asked about the metal shutters on the south side; Mr. Van Der Meulen replied that the 
east-west orientation is a strong response to the solar exposure; the grills help a lot with energy 
savings by shading solar gain seasonally. Ms. Kadas asked if this conflicted with the CMP statement 
that applied solar screening shall not be used, and how applied solar screening could be considered a 
historic material. Ms. McIntosh replied that the intent regarding “applied solar screening” meant 
nothing would be applied directly to the window as a screening element. Ms. Kadas noted that grills 
on the Kelly Building cannot be considered, since the building was built after the historic district’s 
period of significance. Mr. Van Der Meulen stated that the grills are modern in a green way, in order 
to use passive means as much as possible in order to control temperature; the shades allow low 
incidence light in during the winter and keep high incidence summer sun out. Ms. Kadas asked 
whether that could be accomplished with interior blinds; Mr. Van Der Meulen responded that it 
could not be. 
 
Ms. Kadas asked about the 8.o Windows section in Attachment D-2: “Exterior mounted or applied 
solar screening (such as that removed from the south side of the Valley Library) is not acceptable”. 
Ms. McIntosh replied that she would get back to Ms. Kadas on the issue.  
 
Ms. Kadas asked how many parking spaces were there currently; Ms. McIntosh replied there were 
just over 200. Ms. Kadas asked where it was intended that displaced cars park; she noted there was a 
residential neighborhood only two blocks away. Ms. McIntosh replied the university was constrained 
by the CMP to manage by parking utilization, which is currently at 72%. A couple parking lots will 
be built to mitigate loss of that parking, and reduced adjacent parking will still be available there.  
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Ms. Kadas asked OSU representatives to address the design of the south side of the building, which, 
even though it will be considered the rear, will still be highly visible from a right-of-way, and 
potentially, a quad. (She noted that the rear sides of many historic district buildings were addressed 
nicely and complimentary to the fronts). For example, the bay windows that break up the front of the 
building do not occur on the proposed rear. Mr. Van Der Meulen replied that there was an attempt to 
make the rear as attractive as well, since it would front on a future green space. This reflects on the 
function of the building, since all the spaces on the south side are 10.5’ high laboratory research 
bays. The design choice was to keep it simple, with deciduous trees planned to shade the windows 
and give foreground, along with a wainscot.  
 
Ms. Kadas asked if historic lights were planned; Ms. McIntosh indicated that they were. Mr. 
Parkerson asked if an art sculpture was planned; Mr. Van Der Meulen replied the 1% for Art 
Program would apply; the interior artist was chosen several weeks ago. The selected artist hasn’t 
gotten to exterior art yet; also, there are more limited opportunities for art outside the building, since 
the plaza is mainly a circulation zone. 
 
Council Liaison Brown noted the proposed south elevation contained a lot of metal work near the 
top; however, he didn’t see metal as a material used on the structure of existing buildings. He asked 
if there was a reason for the metal or whether it could be brick like other district buildings. Mr. Van 
Der Meulen responded that metal was chosen because it was a lighter material, often associated with 
rooftop structures. It is being proposed as a screening material for the substantial amount of 
mechanical equipment needed for a laboratory research building. The mechanical equipment is to be 
set back from the parapet as far as possible in order to reduce the scale of the building.  The metal is 
a ribbed, painted profile material chosen to avoid oil canning, and is used for a similar purpose in 
other campus buildings. Ms. McIntosh added that the library, Kelly Engineering Center and other 
newer buildings in the district use the metal screening for that purpose. Mr. Brown noted he didn’t 
see the material used on 30th Street. 
 
Ms. McIntosh stated that regarding the issue of central entrances, the adjacent ALS Building’s 
primary entrance is on the north, smaller-width side of the building, which is oriented to the north-
south. Nash also has an off-center entrance. She added that the passage of the CMP obligated the 
university to do a five-year neighborhood parking study; the information is provided in the annual 
report to the city. OSU also developed a specific area plan related to the College Hill District; it 
proposed additional mitigation strategies to offset the over-flow parking to that neighborhood.  
 

F.      Staff Report:   
 
Senior Planner Kevin Young gave highlights of the staff report. He said HRC review was needed 
because construction of a new building in a historic district qualifies as new, freestanding 
construction within the area of a designated historic resource. Relevant criteria include LDC 
2.9.100.04.b.2.(b), which requires that new construction be compatible with the historic 
characteristics of the district, based on consideration of the historic, design, appearance or material 
composition of the resource. The district’s period of significance spans the years from 1888 to 1957, 
so the district contains contributing buildings that vary widely in style.  
 
The nearest contributing buildings are of varying styles: Withycombe Hall (Moderne style), Sackett 
Hall (undefined style), and Wiegand Hall (International Style), so the proposed contemporary style  
 
 
building will be placed in a mixed context. Staff’s analysis is that it would be compatible with 
surrounding buildings, because the design, scale and materials would complement historically 
significant buildings in the vicinity and the district.  
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Among the Compatibility criteria, regarding the Facades criterion, the building has been designed 
with no clear front or back, with entrances provided on all elevations and formal entrances on the 
north, south and west. The window, base and parapet treatments; contrasting brick treatments; and 
the monumental surrounds for the building entrances enhance the compatibility of the building with 
other buildings in the historic district.  
 
Materials selected include the red brick and precast concrete for the base and parapet treatments that 
are found on many district contributing buildings. Regarding the Scale, Proportion and Height 
criterion, the proposed building will contain four above ground stories, and will be about 77’ tall. It 
is oriented in an east-west manner with an east-west width of about 288’, and a north-south width of 
about 104’. The scale and proportion of the building is consistent with a number of similar historic 
buildings in the district, such as Kidder Hall.  
 
Regarding the Pattern of Window and Door Openings criterion, Planner Young noted that there were 
a number of variations in window treatments for both Contributing and Noncontributing buildings in 
the district. The proposed building contains a variety of window treatments, with a regular repetition 
of individual metal-framed windows with precast concrete lentils and sills on the south; he said 
Bexell Hall was similar to this. There are window bays in a glass curtain wall configuration, 
interrupted by spandrel glass between floors on the north elevation. He highlighted other window 
treatment examples in the district, including window bays in Fairbanks Hall, and curtain walls on 
Kidder Hall.  
 
Proposed formal entryways on the west, north and south elevations include precast concrete 
surrounds, and large window bays similar to Kidder Hall. Based on this analysis, staff found window 
and door openings to be generally compatible with historic resources within the district.  
 
Regarding Site Development, the proposed building’s site design is consistent with a number of 
campus planning recommendations by the Olmstead Brothers and A.D. Taylor for the campus. This 
includes grouping buildings of related interests around open space quads or preserving opportunities 
to create future open space quads, limiting the encroachment of automobiles on the campus, and 
recognizing 30th Street as a boundary or entryway to the campus. The proposed building would help 
to form an open space quad to the east and there is also the potential, if a building is constructed in 
an north-south alignment, to create a quad to the south.  
 
Regarding the Differentiation criterion, the building would clearly differentiate itself from 
Contributing resources within the district due to the many contemporary elements on the building, 
including sunshades on the south windows, metal roofing and screening, and the use of curtain wall 
glass.  
 
He summarized that staff found the building to be compatible with Contributing resources in the 
district and recommend approval of the request, subject to recommended conditions of approval. 
There were no questions for staff at this time. 
 

G.      Public Testimony in favor of the application:  
 
B.A. Beierle, PO Box T, stated that quality design today is the heritage activity of tomorrow. 
Balancing new construction in a historic district with such diverse elements is very challenging, and  
 
that the proposed design satisfies that, especially given the proposed scale and materials. The 
window and door placements can be seen elsewhere on campus, particularly in Gilkey Hall, where 
the entrances are on the narrow side of the building, and not on the broad expanse of the major axis. 
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The 
sloped site creates great challenges for a major door placement on the north or south sides. 
Placement of the structure on the north side of the lot creates an open space to the south, which 
respects the Olmstead elements seen elsewhere on campus.  
 
Stephen Lawson, 913 SE Dorothy, stated he works on campus and would work in the future 
building. He said the architects did a great job on designing a building functional for the Chemistry 
Department and the Linus Pauling Institute, as well as conforming to the design of the campus’ 
historic buildings. He said the red brick, height, dimensions, location, finish materials harmonize 
well with surrounding buildings.  
 

H.      Public Testimony in opposition of the application:  None. 
 

I. Neutral testimony:  None. 
 
J.      Additional Questions for Staff:  None. 

 
K. Rebuttal by Applicant:  None. 

 
L. Sur-rebuttal:  None. 

 
M. Additional time for applicant to submit final argument:   

 
Chair Osen related that there was a written request by Tammy Stehr, 3560 NW Tyler Avenue, to 
hold the record open for one week. Planner Young read aloud Ms. Stehr’s letter and characterized it 
as neutral. Chair Osen stated the content of the letter did not sound as if it gave an opportunity for 
rebuttal. Planner Schlesener said the applicants have the right to submit additional written testimony 
during the seven-day period, (by 5 p.m., Tuesday, April 7) and an additional seven-day period for 
the applicant to submit final written argument, if they so desire. The date certain for deliberations 
would be April 14, the next regularly scheduled HRC meeting. Mr. Osen cautioned the applicants 
not to submit new testimony or evidence that was not presented in the public hearing.  
 

N.     Close the public hearing:   
 
Mr. Pope moved and Mr. Parkerson seconded to close the public hearing; motion passed. 
 

O. Discussion and Action by the Commission:  
 
Ms. Schlesener said staff would send out written testimony in advance of deliberations. Ms. Bird 
added that written testimony will give the applicant an opportunity to answer questions that were 
posed that they did not have the answers to; or to correct incorrect information that was given.  This 
was determined to be inappropriate as it would constitute new testimony requiring the reopening of 
the public hearing.  
 

III.  OTHER BUSINESS/INFORMATION SHARING. 
 
Planner Schlesener said that in the interest of sustainability, staff would like to know if 
commissioners were willing to be sent in an email a link to the city website, where color photos 
would be attached to  
 
 
the staff report available to the public. Commissioner Pope stated that a link to photos would be  
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adequate for a small project, though paper can be helpful for a large project. Commissioners 
indicated their willingness for staff to play it by ear.  
 
Ms. Schlesener said that commissioners’ questions to the applicants this evening would provide 
good guidance regarding criteria for an architect working on another new building within the OSU 
historic district.  
 
She related that Commissioner Collett raised the issue of the additional meetings highlighted in an 
recent email. She clarified that the schedule of extra meetings reflects the need to address the 
additional applications that come in during summer and fall, some months there is the need to add a 
second meeting. She asked commissioners to let staff know if they can’t attend any of the proposed 
meeting times. Since there has regularly been the need for second meetings during this period, so 
staff would like to plan on having a second meeting, and letting the HRC know if it isn’t needed.  
 
Commissioner Kadas stated she appreciated Planner Young’s succinct and readable staff report. She 
added that a new building on the OSU campus was a big deal; she asked if it was appropriate for the 
commission to do an educational tour of the campus, since the HRC will be considering the historic 
district. In discussion, Chair Osen noted that such a tour would have to be noticed and open to the 
public. Mr. Parkerson cautioned that such a tour would be awkward, since it would be difficult to 
avoid expressing references and judgments. Planner Schlesener anticipated a steady stream of 
applications from OSU. Mr. Collett suggested scheduling such a tour if a second meeting is 
cancelled; Ms. Schlesener stated she would follow up on it with staff.  
 
In discussion on the materials sent out regarding the application, Mr. Pope noted that it cost $5.50 to 
mail out the sizable application packet; he suggested that members who were willing could come by 
and pick it up to save money. In polling the group, all members indicated willingness to do so. Ms. 
Schlesener stated she would email members when a thick packet was ready to be picked up.  
 
Ms. Bird added that the very large packet was not particularly helpful and was overkill; the color 
photos were much more helpful. Mr. Parkerson said the reduced drawings were easier to reference. 
Mr. Collett suggested posting pdf versions at the website of drawings that could be zoomed in on to 
clarify details; Ms. Schlesener replied the city already did that.  
 

IV.  ADJOURNMENT:  The meeting was adjourned at 8:41 p.m.  

EX
H

IB
IT

 E
 - 

9



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

1



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

2



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

3



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

4



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

5



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

6



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

7



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

8



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

9



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

10



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

11



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

12



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

13



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

14



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

15



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

16



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

17



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

18



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

19



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

20



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

21



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

22



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

23



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

24



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

25



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

26



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

27



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

28



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

29



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

30



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

31



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

32



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

33



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

34



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

35



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

36



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

37



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

38



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

39



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

40



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

41



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

42



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

43



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

44



EXHIBIT F - 45



EXHIBIT F - 46



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

47



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

48



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

49



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

50



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

51



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

52



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

53



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

55



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

56



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

57



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

58



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

59



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

60



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

61



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

62



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

63



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

64



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

65



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

66



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

67



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

54



EXHIBIT F - 68



EXHIBIT F - 69



EXHIBIT F - 70



EXHIBIT F - 71



EXHIBIT F - 72



EXHIBIT F - 73



EXHIBIT F - 74



EXHIBIT F - 75



EXHIBIT F - 76



EXHIBIT F - 77



EXHIBIT F - 78



EXHIBIT F - 79



EXHIBIT F - 80



EXHIBIT F - 81



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

82



EXHIBIT F - 83



EXHIBIT F - 84



EXHIBIT F - 85



EXHIBIT F - 86



EXHIBIT F - 87



EXHIBIT F - 88



EXHIBIT F - 89



EXHIBIT F - 90



EXHIBIT F - 91



EXHIBIT F - 92



EXHIBIT F - 93



EXHIBIT F - 94



EXHIBIT F - 95



EXHIBIT F - 96



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

97



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

98



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

99



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

10
0



EXHIBIT F - 101



EXHIBIT F - 102



EXHIBIT F - 103



EXHIBIT F - 104



EXHIBIT F - 105



EXHIBIT F - 106



EXHIBIT F - 107



EXHIBIT F - 108



EXHIBIT F - 109



EXHIBIT F - 110



EXHIBIT F - 111



EXHIBIT F - 112



EXHIBIT F - 113



EXHIBIT F - 114



EXHIBIT F - 115



EXHIBIT F - 116



EXHIBIT F - 117



EXHIBIT F - 118



EXHIBIT F - 119



EXHIBIT F - 120



EXHIBIT F - 121



EXHIBIT F - 122



EXHIBIT F - 123



EXHIBIT F - 124



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

12
5



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

12
6



EXHIBIT F - 127



EXHIBIT F - 128



EXHIBIT F - 129



EXHIBIT F - 130



EXHIBIT F - 131



EXHIBIT F - 132



EXHIBIT F - 133



EXHIBIT F - 134



EXHIBIT F - 135



EXHIBIT F - 136



EXHIBIT F - 137



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

13
8



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

13
9



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

14
0



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

14
1



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

14
2



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

14
3



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

14
4



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

14
5



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

14
6



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

14
7



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

14
8



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

14
9



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

15
0



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

15
1



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

15
2



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

15
3



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

15
4



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

15
5



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

15
6



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

15
7



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

15
8



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

15
9



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

16
0



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

16
1



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

16
2



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

16
3



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

16
4



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

16
5



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

16
6



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

16
7



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

16
8



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

16
9



EX
H

IB
IT

 F
 - 

17
0



EXHIBIT F - 171



EXHIBIT F - 172



EXHIBIT F - 173



EXHIBIT F - 174



EXHIBIT F - 175



EXHIBIT F - 176



EXHIBIT F - 177



EXHIBIT F - 178



834

817

807

259

162

154

151
147

146

145

131

130

129
128

127

121

119118 116

115 114

113

112

111

109

108

107
106 105

103

102

100

96

92
91

87

86

84

83
82

8179

75

74 73

69 67

62

56
54

53

38

37

36

34

33
32

30
29

28

27

22

21 20

19

18

17

16

15

14

12

11 9
7

6
3

2

1

30th St
Mall

MU Quad Library
Quad Lower

Campus
Quad

11
th 

St

11th 
St

30
th 

St
30

th 
St

Washington Way

Monroe Ave

Campus Way

14
th 

St

Jefferson Way

Orchard Ave

C

D

A

E

B

A

B

E

D

C

6 72 93 1051 4 8

10832 6 71 94 5

Key
Contributing
Non-Contributing
District Boundary

OSU Campus Planning  \\cn-share\g3\FA\FS\Planning\_Campus Planning\14200_LandUsePlanning\14210_Mapping\Projects\HistPresPlan\SHPO_SiteMap_Color.mxd  Tuesday, March 25, 2008  03:55 PM    By: monaskyr

Bldg #- Name
1- Apperson Hall B8
2- Merryfield Hall B8
3- Kelley Engineering Center B5
6- Graf Hall A7
7- Covell Hall B7
9- Batcheller Hall B7
11- Dearborn Hall B7
12- Gilbert Hall Addition B7
14- Shepard Hall B7
15- Gilbert Hall A7
16- Gleeson Hall (Chem Engr) B6
17- Weniger Hall A6
18- Bexell Hall B6
19- Rogers Hall A7
20- Milne Computer Center B7
21- Nash Hall B3
22- Owen Hall B8
27- Benton Hall B8
28- Education Hall C8
29- Benton Annex (Women's Center) C7
30- Pharmacy C7
32- Campus Entrance Station C9
33- Gladys Valley Gymnastics Center C7
34- Kidder Hall B7
36- The Valley Library C7
37- Gilkey Hall B6
38- Strand Agricultural Hall C6
53- McAlexander Fieldhouse D7
54- Indoor Target Range D7
56- Physical Plant Heating Plant D7
62- Plageman Student Health CR A6
67- Ballard Extension Hall B5
69- Bates Hall (Family Study Center) B4
73- Cordley Hall B4
74- East Greenhouse B3
75- Withycombe Hall B3
79- Ag Life Sciences B3
81- Milam Hall B5
82- Fairbanks Annex C4
83- Memorial Union Bldg C5
84- Gilmore Hall B4
86- Womens Building B4
87- Fairbanks Hall C4
91- Gilmore Annex B4
92- Hovland Hall B4
96- Sackett Hall C3
100- Snell Hall/ MU East D7
102- Waldo Hall C6
103- Filtering Plant (Langton) C6
105- Langton Hall C5
106- Moreland Hall C5
107- Native American Longhouse C5
108- Goss Stadium D6
109- Weatherford Hall C4
111- Buxton Hall C3
112- Poling Hall D4
113- West Dining Hall C3
114- Cauthorn Hall D3
115- West Hall D2
116- Heckert Lodge C3
118- Reed Lodge C2
119- Hawley Hall C3
121- Gill Coliseum E4
127- Tennis Pavilion D3
128- Wiegand Hall B2
129- West Greenhouse (W17-W20) B1
130- West Greenhouse (W13-16) A1
131- West Greenhouse (W21) B1
145- Dixon Recreation Center D5
146- Bell Tower C7
147- Goss Stadium Maintenance Bldg D7
151- Dryden Hall D2
154- Vet Research Lab D1
162- Vet Dairy Barn D1
259- Lab Animal Resources Center D1
807- Ocarn Administration Bldg A5
817- Dawes House A5
834- Black Cultural Center A6
Jensen Mem. Gate C10
Lower Campus Quad C9
Library Quad B7
MU Quad C5
30th St Mall C2

Historic District Site Map
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HUMAN SERVICES COMMITTEE 
MINUTES 

MAY 5,2009 

Present Staff 
Councilor Dan Brown, Chair Jon Nelson, City Manager 
Councilor Jeanne Raymond Tony Krieg, Customer Services Manager 
Councilor Mike Beilstein Mike Dohn, Finance Senior Administrative Specialist 

Carrie Mullens, City Manager's Office 

Agenda Item 

I. Liquor License Annual 
Renewals 

II. Other Business 
* Displaying public art 

Approve all annual liquor license 
renewal applications and submit 
favorable recommendations to 
the Oregon Liquor Control 
Commission 

\I 

Information 
Onlv 

Chair Brown called the meeting to order at 12:OO pm. 

*** 

CONTENT OF DISCUSSION 

Held for 
Further 
Review 

Pending 

I. Liquor License Annual Renewals (Attachment) 

Recommendations 

Customer Services Manager Krieg reported that the Oregon Liquor Control Commission 
(OLCC) conducts annual renewals for all licenses issued in the State, provides the City 
with a list of eligible licenses, and offers an opportunity to participate in the review. The 
City conducts an investigation of all renewal applicants that includes review by Fire for 
fire code compliance, Community Development for building and sign code compliance, 
and Police for criminal activity and/or alcohol related issues. In addition to the OLCC 
renewal, each applicant pays the City a $35 fee to offset review expenses. All 
departments recommend approvai o i  aii renewais. 

Mr. Krieg noted that although OLCC makes the final decision, they carefully consider 
the City's recommendation. Choosing not to participate in the renewal process would 
be viewed by the OLCC as a favorable recommendation. 



Human Services Committee 
May 5, 2009 
Page 2 

Mr. Krieg clarified for Councilor Raymond that the list includes all current liquor license 
holders in Corvallis and that no applicants have been refused. OLCC will make their 
final decision later this month. 

In response to Chair Brown's inquiry, Mr. Krieg said Strega was most likely on the 
OLCC renewal list prior to their closure. [After the meeting, Mr. Krieg confirmed that 
Strega was included on the March 18 OLCC list and the City had not received closure 
information prior to drafting the staff report.] 

Mr. Krieg noted that any new applications received before June 30 would be reviewed 
by the three City Departments. The applicant would be required to pay the initial fee 
for this fiscal year, and a renewal fee next fiscal year. 

The Committee discussed whether favorable recommendations should be sent directly 
to Council for review and approval under Consent Agenda. City Manager Nelson said 
the current process has been utilized in the past to help establishments be better 
neighbors. Mr. Krieg said the related Council Policy would need to be amended to 
make this process change. The Committee agreed bv consensus not to recommend 
any changes. 

The Committee unanimouslv recommends that Council approve all annual liquor license 
renewal applications and submit favorable recommendations to the Oregon Liquor 
Control Commission. 

II. Other Business 

Mr. Nelson recommended the Committee review with stakeholders and Department 
Directors the public art selection Council policies related to displaying public art. The 
Committee concurred. Councilor Beilstein suggested the City consider the Majestic 
Theatre as public space for displaying public art. He noted that the facility, owned by 
the City and managed by Majestic Theatre Management, Inc., is a semi-public room 
similar to other City meeting rooms. 

The next Human Services Committee meeting is scheduled for 12:00 pm on Tuesday, 
May 19,2009 in the Madison Avenue Meeting Room. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Dan Brown, Chair 



MEMOWNDUM 
- -- -- -- -- - -- -- -- -- --- 

April 27, 2009 

TO: Human Services Committee 

FROM: Nancy Brewer, Finance Director b 
SUBJECT: Annual Liquor License Renewals 

I. ISSUE 
Annual review and approval of local establishments applying for liquor licenses with the Oregon 
Liquor Control Commission (OLCC). 

11. BACKGROUND 
The OLCC conducts an annual renewal process for all liquor licenses issued in the state. OLCC 
sends a list of licensees that are eligible for renewal to tlie City in early March. T11e City has sixty 
days to make a recommendation to OLCC about renewing tlie licenses. At the end of sixty days, if 
there is not arecommendation for a license, OLCC processes the renewal as if it received a favorable 
recommendation. 

OLCC mails license renewal applications to licensees approximately two months before the license 
expires. The license applicant must retum the completed application to OLCC at least twenty days 
before the license expires. As part of the City renewal process, licensees must provide a copy of 
their completed OLCC application aid  pay a $35 renewal fee to the City. Applicants c m c t  legally 
sell or se-me alcohol after the license expires. 

The City conducts an investigation on all renewal applications which includes review by the Fire 
Department for compliance with fire code and by Community Development for compliance with 
building and sign codes. The Police Department (CPD) investigates each applicant for any criminal 
activity or alcohol related problems associated with the business. Finance staff compile the 
recommendations and report to the Human Sewices Committee (HSC). 

Even though Council is requested to review license applications, Council has limited authority in 
the actions it can take. Actions available to Council and responses available to the OLCC are 
detailed in tlie table below. The OLCC is not required to abide by Council's recoimnendations, but 
the OLCC does carefully consider Council's recommendations. 

Annual Liquor License Renewals Page 1 



111. DISCUSSION 
Upon review and investigation of the applicants, CPD, Fire Department and Community 
Development reported no ongoing problems and approved all applicants (list attached) for liquor 
license renewal. 

Actions available to the City Council 

Recommend granting licenses with 
restrictions 

Recommend licenses not be granted unless 
applicant demonstrates commitment to 
overcome concerns 

Recommend denial of the licenses 

Staff also received an application from The Vibe for an annual liquor license during this renewal 
period. This application has been approved by each department and is scheduled for an upcoming 
City Council meeting. In addition, this applicant will also be subject to liquor license renewal in 
June 2009. 

Responses available to the OLCC 

Accept recommendation; renew without 
restrictions; deny 

Accept recommendation; renew without 
restrictions; renew with restrictions; deny 

Accept recommendation; renew without 
restrictions; renew with restrictions. 

IV. REQUESTED ACTION 
Staff requests HSC recommend City Council approve all applicants for the annual liquor license 
renewal and submit a favorable approval recommendation to the OLCC. 

Annual Liquor License Renewals Page 2 



- - - -  -- - -- - 

Business Name I Business Address 

!China Deliaht Restaurant 1325 NW 2nd St 

Elmer's Breakfast Lunch Dinner ;- 11.1 I 5N-yV-gth;8t-7 ;s':-:*~;. ;,x-b. ~LL-:!:-~-~ 



Type of 
Business Name Business Address License 1 

King-Tin,Restaurant . ' 1. -., ,; I$-., 5 
La Roau~ta Mex~can Restaurant 

I Pastini's 11580 NW 9th St #I01 IF I 

Marzini's 3:' .-':+-y- :' , - i *' " 

McGrath's Publlck F~sh House 

~Qdoba Mexican Grill 

3,85wWl9th;St >:?: ,;+~;.r:~ ,?$.'- 
370 SW Western Blvd 

L:?;zdi‘li :: 
F 

922 N,W Kings BIv@L:I;-~+ 7 < 
350 NE C~rcle Blvd 

L-3c-d 'i3i.: - 



I 

Sodexho - , ,  . -. 3 I430 SW. Langton PI. ' , . IL : 
lSodexho I Reser Stadium I L 

Tokyo Japanese, Stdakhouse & Sushi 250 SW-3rd St - ; ' - '. F s - ~  

Tom's Peacock Bar & Gr~ll 125 SW 2nd St F 

License: L = Liquor, T - Tobacco, S = Social Gaming, U = Used Merchandise 

Type of License: BP 
BRW / BRWNC 
CERA 
DlST 
DS 
F 
GSP / GSPNC 
L 
0 
WH 
WMBW 
WSD 
WY/WYNC 

Brewery-P 
Brewery 
Certificate 
Distillery 
Direct Shik 
Full On Prr 
Grower's 5 
Limited Or 
Off Premis 
Warehous 
Wholesale 
Wine Self 
Winery 



ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES COMMITTEE 
MINUTES 

May 6,2009 

Present Staff 
Councilor Joel Hirsch, Chair Jon Nelson, City Manager 
Councilor Mark O'Brien Ken Gibb, Community Development Director 
Councilor Hal Brauner Mary Steckel, Public Works Admin Div'n Manager 

Kathleen Matthews, Community Development Mgt Asst 
Carla Holzworth, City Manager's Office 

Economic Development Allocation Committee Citizen Members 
Marti Barlow 
Rick Schroff 
Brian Weldon 

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION 

Agenda Item Recommendations 

I. Solid Waste Management Amend Section 3, Community 
Ordinance Amendment Standards for Collection and 

Disposal of Solid Waste and 
Recycled Materials, Paragraph 
3.2.4 of Ordinance 08-1 5 as 
proposed by staff by means of 
an ordinance to be read by the 
City Attorney 

II. Economic Development Allocation * 

Committee Orientation 

Ill. Other Business * 

Chair Hirsch called the meeting to order at 3:30 p.m. 

CONTENT OF DISCUSSION 

I. Solid Waste Manaaement Ordinance Amendment (Attachment) 

Ms. Steckel said Council's approval to change solid waste collection services to include 
weekly yard debris and green food waste requires an amendment to the solid waste 
franchise ordinance. There were no questions. 

The Committee unanimouslv recommends that Council adopt an ordinance amendment 
to Section 3, Community Standards for Collection and Disposal of Solid Waste and 
Recycled Materials, Paragraph 3.2.4 of Ordinance 08-15 as proposed by staff. 



Administrative Services Committee 
May 6, 2009 
Page 2 

I I. Economic Development Allocation Committee Orientation (Attachment) 

Ms. Matthews distributed additional materials to the Committee: 
Attachment A - Orientation Agenda 
Attachment B - FY 2009-10 Funding Requests Memo 
Attachment C - American Legion Baseball Application 
Attachment D - Sample funding request from FY 2008-09 

Mr. Gibb thanked the citizen members for serving. He reviewed the orientation agenda 
and noted the City's competitive process for economic development funding has been 
in place for about 20 years. 

Mr. Gibb recapped the process thus far. Notices of intent to participate were sent to 
potential applicants at the end of December, requests for proposal documents were 
mailed to interested parties in February, and proposals were due at the end of March. 
The City received 13 submittals, which were reviewed by staff for formatting and 
completeness. Those who submitted proposals were notified of the presentation and 
deliberation schedules, including dates, times, and location. Mr. Gibb said staff do not 
make recommendations about proposals; they only seek to provide information that 
facilitates decision making. 

Mr. Gibb highlighted recent economic development allocation policy changes, noting 
that 48% of collected transient room taxes (TRT) goes to the General Fund and the 
remaining 52% is set aside for economic development. Of that 52%, 30% is dedicated 
to Corvallis Tourism, 4% is allotted for events and festivals, and 18% is available for 
general economic development activities. Another substantive policy change is in the 
goals section where applicants are now encouraged to describe how their proposals 
address the Economic Vitality and the Prosperity That Fits Plans. 

Mr. Gibb and Ms. Matthews led the group through the contents of the three-ring binders 
provided to the Committee. 

Ms. Barlow said she appreciated the proposal summary information provided by staff. 

In response to Mr. Schroff's inquiry, Mr. Gibb said the deliberations meeting is open to 
applicants and the public. 

In response to Chair Hirsch's inquiry, Mr. Gibb said during deliberations it is fine to ask 
minor clarification questions of applicants; however, asking more involved questions is 
not desirable because not every organization will be able to attend deliberations and 
the additional information gleaned from one applicant could be viewed as an unfair 
advantage. 



Administrative Services Committee 
May 6,2009 
Page 3 

In response to Councilor O'Brien's concern, Councilor Brauner said being a member 
of, and Council liaison to, the Downtown Corvallis Association is not a conflict of 
interest and he agreed it is appropriate to disclose any financial connections to 
applicant organizations. 

In response to Chair Hirsch's inquiry about objectivity concerns, Councilor Brauner said 
a Committee member's vote is only one of six. Mr. Nelson added that the Committee 
is only making a recommendation and Council provides the final approval. He further 
noted that in a city the size of Corvallis, it is difficult to find people who do not have 
some sort of affiliation with an applicant organization. 

In response to Councilor O'Brien's inquiry, Ms. Matthews confirmed that none of the 
requests have been rescinded. 

Mr. Nelson said outside of the economic development allocations process, the City has 
contracts with the Corvallis-Benton Chamber Coalition (CBCC) to market the Airport, 
provide Enterprise Zone administration, and for the City's share of the Prosperity That 
Fits (PTF) Plan administration. The CBCC is requesting $30,000 in economic 
development funds for PTF administration. Mr. Nelson noted that the City has already 
budgeted $12,000 toward this effort. [The CBCC has since withdrawn its $30,000 
funding request.] 

In response to Councilor Brauner's comment, Mr. Gibb said a separate process was 
used to solicit interest in managing the above contracts; the Oregon Natural Step 
Network and CBCC expressed interest. 

Councilor Brauner reminded the group that past receipt of economic development 
allocation funds does not entitle that organization to future dollars. 

Ms. Matthews noted that this year, applicants were asked to place their proposals in 
pre-determined categories. For example, the American Legion indicated their funding 
request was for an event. The group discussed whether the Committee should modify 
how applicants categorized their proposals. They agreed to wait until after the 
presentations or! May I d ,  but before the tally sheets are completed. 

The Committee's recommendations will be discussed at the June 1 Council meeting. 

The item is for information only. 



Administrative Services Committee 
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II I. Other Business 

Special meetings related to the Economic Development Allocations Presentations are 
scheduled for May 11 (530 pm) and May 14 (4:30 pm) in the Madison Avenue Meeting 
Room. 

The next regular Administrative Services Committee meeting is scheduled for 3:30 pm, 
Wednesday, May 20,2009 in the Madison Avenue Meeting Room. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Joel Hirsch, Chair 



MEMORANDUM 

TO: Adinillistrative Services Committee 

< f l  ,rl 

FROM: Steve Rogers, Public Works Director -+?L--e-d 

DATE: April 10, 2009 

SUBJECT: Amendment to Ordinance 08- 1 5 

ISSUE: 
A City Council-approved change in the sei-vices offered by the solid waste collection company 
requires an amendment to the solid waste frailchise ordinance. 

DISCUSSION: 
The recent adoption and approval of Allied Waste's weekly yard debris / green food waste program 
brings about the need to make a small ordinance language change. 

Language in Section 3, Community Standards for Collection and Disposal of Solid Waste and 
Recycled Materials, Paragraph 3.2.4, requires Allied Waste to collect yard debris every other week 
for residential custon~ers. This would be amended to require Allied Waste to provide weekly yard 
debi-is collectioil for residential customers. 

RECOMMENDATION: 
Staff requests the Adnlinistrative Seivices Coinrnittee recoilllnend to Council adoption of the 
ordinance arnendmeilt for Section 3, Coinrnunity Standards for Collection and Disposal of Solid 
Waste and Recycled Materials, Paragraph 3.2.4 of Ordinance 08-15 as proposed. 

Reviewed and Concur: 

M o n  S. Nelson, City Manager Jiin Brewer, City Attorney 



ORDINANCE 2009-- 

An Ordinance relating to Solid Waste Management, amending Ordinance 08-15, as amended. 

THE CITY OF CORVALLIS ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS: 

Section 1. Section 3.2.4 of the Solid Waste Management Ordinance 08-15 is hereby amended as 
follows: 

3.2.4 Yard Debris Receptacles for Residential customers shall be Collected every ofkr week on the 
same day as Solid Waste Collection. Yard Debris must be Disposed at a compost or vermiculture 
facility registered with the Oregon Department of Environmental Quality or equivalent state agency. 

PASSED by the Council this day of ,2009. 

APPROVED by the Mayor this day of ,2009. 

EFFECTIVE this day of ,2009. 

Mayor 
ATTEST: 

City Recorder 



Memorandum 

Date: April 20, 2009 

To: Administrative Services Committee - Economic Development Allocations 
Subcommittee 

From: Ken Gibb, Community Development Directo d 
Re: Orientation Session for Requests for Economic Development Funding 

I. Issue 
This is an opportunity for citizen members to join ASC members in an orientation session to 
review the process for allocating the FY 09-1 0 Economic Development program funds. 

I I .  Discussion 
For the orientation on May 6th, we will bring to the meeting a proposal from last year's allocation 
process to discuss as an example, as well as the full set of proposals received for the FY 09-10 
process for you to take and review prior to the Economic Development Allocations 
presentations. The presentations are scheduled for May 1 l th, starting at 5:30 p.m., and the 
deliberations on May 14 '~  beginning at 4:30 p.m. 

The Council Policy on Economic Development (96-6.03) was revised by the City Council on 
December 15, 2668, following public comment and review by ASC. The revisions included 
increasing the transient room tax (TRT) revenue allocation to organizations from 20% to 22%, of 
which 4% is to be allocated to festivals and events. The total amount of the TRT collected in 
calendar year 2008 was $1,158,780. Under both former and current policy guidelines, Corvallis 
Tourism receives a dedicated 30% percent of the TRT (which for FY 09-10 will be $347,630). 

The City received 13 requests from organizations for non-dedicated funding which total 
$425,200. The amount available is $254,930 (22% of the TRT), leaving a gap of $170,270 
between requests and funds available. Of the available funding, $46,350 (4% of TRT) is for 
festivals and events and $208,580 (1 8% of TRT) is for other economic development. 

Attached to this memo is the Allocation History (three prior years) for your information and 
perspective on the past distribution of funds. On the far right of the spreadsheet are the funding 
requests for FY 09-1 0. 

Staff has invited the citizen members of the Allocations Subcommittee to join you for this 
orientation session on the Economic Development Funding Process. We look forward to having 
the citizen members, Marti Barlow, Rick Schroff, and Brian Weldon, join the Administrative 
Services Committee members. Staff will be providing the citizen members with the allocation 
history spreadsheet and Council Policy prior to the orientation session. 

III. RecommendationlAction Requested 
No action is required. This is for information only. 

Review and Concur: Review and Concur: 



CITY OF CORVALL - FY 09-10 ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT FUNDING REQUESTS 

- 

Less: Corvallis Tourism - Dedicated Funding ) CT Operations Support 

Cowallis-Benton Chamber Coalition (CBCC) 
(formerly Economic Development Partnership) 

o fund administrative and operating 

Downtown Cowallis Association (DCA) Economic Enhancement 

I-loliday Decorations 
Cowallis Science Pub 

DCA - Red, White & Blue Riverfront Festival 

First Alternative Cooperative 

Oregon Natural Step Network, Corvallis Chapter 

Willamette Neighborhood Housing Services - 

Note: 2008 calendar year Transient Room Tax (TRT) collections were $1,158,780. FY 09-10 Economic Development Funding receives 52% of TRT ($602,560), of which a dedicated 30% of TRT goes to Corvallis Tourism ($347,630). 
Non-dedicated Economic Development Allocation receives 22% of TRT ($254,930) which is to be split 4% for Festivals & Events ($46,350) and 18% for other economic development activities ($208,580) 



Economic Development Allocations Subcommittee 
Orientation Session 

May 6,2009 

1. Activities to Date 
Notices of Intent were mailed to interested parties and advertised in late December 
Notices of Intent were due from organizations by January 30" in order to apply for funding 

r Requests for Funding Proposals (RFPs) were mailed out February 6'h 
Applications were received by the due date of March 3 1'' (13 proposals were submitted) 

Finance Office reviewed the financial information submitted 
Community Development staff reviewed applications for format and completeness 

b Presentation schedule, copy of staff memo and review were mailed to organizations by May 1 

2. Policy Review 
52% of the Transient Room Tax (TRT) is made available for Economic Development 

30% of the TRT is dedicated to Corvallis Tourism 
22% of the TRT is the non-dedicated portion allocated through the competitive allocation 
process. This amount is to be split 4% to events and festivals and 18% to other economic 
development activities 

Remaining 48% of the TRT is revenue to the General Fund 
b Other Policy revision from 2008 was addition of EVP/PTF to Policy Goals section (6.03.022) 

3. Preview of FY 09- 10 Economic Development Allocations binders 

4. Review of an application from last year (BEC) 

5. Discussion regarding categorizing an application fcr 2009-1 0 

6. The PresentatiodDeliberation Process 

Presentations on Monday, May Wh 
e Arrive between 5:OO-5:30 pm for dinner and to finalize process 
e Time limits for oral presentations 

Question/Answer opportunity 
a Opportunity to ask for additional information 

Delibera(ions on Thursday, May 1 4 ' ~  
Deliberations will begin at 4:30 pm 
Fill out Tabulation Table prior to meeting 

e Determine Average 
Reach Consensus for Allocation Recommendation 

7. Evaluation Survey (optional) 

8. Council Action scheduled for June 1st 



Memorandum 

Date: April 30, 2009 

To: Administrative Services Committee 
Council Members of the Economic Development Allocations Subcommittee 

From: Ken Gibb, Community Development 

Re: FY 09-1 0 Requests for Economic Development Funding 

Enclosed are the proposals received by the City of Corvaliis from organizations interested 
in receiving economic development funding for FY 09-1 0. Funds for this activity are 
derived from the Transient Room Tax (TRT). The following calculations were made to 
arrive at the amount of economic development funds available for non-dedicated funding, 
and are in conformance with the Council Policy. 

A listing of funding requests received is enclosed. The total amount requested is 
$425,200. The amount of non-dedicated funds available for distribution to organizations 
total $254,930. The amount requested exceeds the amount available by $170,270. 

2008 TRT Collected 

Also enclosed is an agenda outlining the presentation schedule. The scheduling allows for 
a 10 minute presentation with a 5 minute follow-up question/answer period. Each request 
will be presented to the Economic Development Allocations Subcommittee on Monday, 
May 1 lth with Subcommittee deliberations on Thursday, May 1 4 ~ ~ .  The meetings will be 
held in the Madison Avenue Meeting Room. 

$1 ,I 58,780 

Opening remarks for the meeting on May 11" are set for 530 pm. However, if possible, 
we would appreciate you arriving between 5:00 and 5:30 as we will be serving dinner, and 
the extra time will give both Council and citizen members a few minutes to eat and discuss 
the process prior to opening remarks. Citizen members appointed by the Mayor are Marti 
Barlow, Rich Schroff, and Brian Weldon. 

Deliberations on May 14'~ will begin at 4:30 pm, but please come a few minutes early to 
allow staff to enter your individual allocations to enable discussion. 

In accordance with Council Policy, 52% of TRT can be allocated for economic development activities 

FY 2009-10 Corvallis Tourism's Dedicated Funding (30% of the TRT) 

FY 2009-10 Non-Dedicated Funds Available for Festivals & Events (4% of the TRT) 

FY 2009-10 Non-Dedicated Funds Available for Other Economic Development (18% of TRT) 

$347,630 

$46,350 

$208,580 



Corvallis Tourism is not requesting any of the non-dedicated funds this year and will again 
report, in the interests of time, through other means. However, we do want you to get a 
sense of how 30% of the TRT funds are used by Cowallis Tourism. The last tab of the 
binder is labeled "Corvallis Tourism Draft Marketing Plan" which contains a letter of 
explanation from Corvallis Tourism in lieu of their usual draft marketing plan, and a copy of 
their draft budget for 2009-1 0. 

Provided in the binder are the following: 
An agenda with the schedule for organization presentations. 
Tabulation table listing FY 09-10 requests, with the recommended allocation column 
left blank to be filled in by each Subcommittee member. The tabulation table is very 
useful in the process when each member determines how the dollars should be 
allocated and brings the completed form with them on the evening of the 14'~ when 
deliberations take place. In previous years the Subcommittee found that by each 
member having this form completed with an amount for each organization at the 
beginning of deliberations, the task of negotiating a final consensus allocation 
recommendation worked well. 

p Council Policy 96-6.03 - Economic Development Policies. 
Council Goals for this council term are included for your information. Organizations 
are not required to address Council goals in their presentation. 
Three-year funding history spreadsheet showing this year's requests along with the 
previous three years' allocations is included for your information and reference. 
Optional evaluation survey (green) to be completed and returned. The survey 
questions address the process generally as feedback to Staff on this year's process as 
well as helpful information to organizations. Organizations also receive an evaluation 
sheet for feedback to Staff. 
A copy of the RFP sent to organizations is included as information. 

p Staff review of submittal is found at the front of each organization's section and 
provides a quick analysis of each request. This evaluation is intended to be only a 
review of application format and completeness, not of content or of the merits of the 
request. 
Finance Office review is included for each organization, following the Community 
Development staff review memo. Each organization has been provided a copy of both 
the staff and Finance Office reviews. 

Review and Concur: Review and Concur: 

Nancy?Pr Finance irector kity Manager 



Cowallis American Legion Baseball Application 

a Request is for $15,000 under events category 

Bleacher rental cost for 4 day State Tournament is $8,000 

Bleacher rental cost for State Tournament and preceding 8 weeks of Legion 
Baseball season is $14,400 plus $2,500 in installation costs 

Preceding 8 weeks includes July 4" tournament 

Options 

e Consider the entire $1 5,000 in the event category 

Consider the entire $1 5,000 in the non-event category 

Split the costs into two categories, e.g., $8,000 in the event category and balance 
of $7,000 in the non-event category 

Note: This decision can be made now or can wait untii after the presentations/question 
and answer session. 



Rcd by CD: 
City of Corvallis 

Economic Development Funding 
FY 08-09 PC 

CHECKLIST FOR APPLICATION FOR FUNDING 

Organization Name: Business Enterprise Center, Inc. 
Organization Address: 1965 SW Airport Road, Corvallis, OR 97333 
Telephone: (541) 758-4009 Fax: (541) 758-731 9 Email: thebec@thebec.com 
Contact Person: Alan Fudqe Signature: &- 
Amount of Request: $56,000.00 
Purpose of Request (be as specific as possible): To acquire funds to improve building 
and surroundings and increase salaries of contracted staff. 

Application Requirements (CP 96-6.03.033): 
Any items checked should either be attached or discussed in the organization's narrative. 

c) Develop Airport Industrial Park as an attractive business location which creates quality 
jobs, and provides resources necessary to support operation, and expansion of the Airport. 

Requirements 

a. List of Board Members 
Statement about purpose of organization 
Names of paid professional staff, if any 

b. Success achieved in at least two (2) of the following economic development policy goals (as 
defined in CP 6.03.022): 

a) Support retention, expansion, development of professional service, commercial, and 
manufacturing firms which are compatible with the community and which provide for a 
diverse economic base. 

b) Support the role of Downtown Corvallis & the Riverfront District as a vital commercial, 
cultural, and social center of the community. 

d) Support business development by planning for appropriate amounts and locations of 
industrial, and commercial land and by planning for the necessary public infrastructure. 

e) Attract dollars to the local economy through the expansion of the convention and visitor 
industry, and community activities, such as regional sport events. I I I 

Check off 

- / 

- 

f) Support programs, projects, and activities which encourage local spending, thereby 
sustaining the local economy. I - I  - 

Attached 

d' 

-? 
7 - 

- 1 

- 

g) Support education and training programs that enhance the availability and productivity of 
the local work force. 

Narrative 
page # 

- i 0 
I - - 
10 

h) Support the development of a supply of adequate housing which is affordable to 
employees of existing and future businesses. I - I  - 
i) Support financial and technical assistance programs that are available to business 
startups, small business development, local product development, and environmentally 
responsible modernization. 

I j) Facilitate partnerships with public, non-profit, educational, and private sector organizations 
to maximize the effectiveness of economic development resources. 

k) Develop methods by which the success of the economic development program in 
addressing community livability and economic sustainability can be evaluated. 

- - 

J - 

/" 
- 

2 - 

2 - 



Other Requirements for Funding Request Packet 

Meets at least two (2) goals (see above): 

Meets at least one (1) indicator of economic health or barriers to employment (see below): 

1) Indicators of Economic Health 
a) Housing cost and availability 
b) Business retention and expansion 
c) Average family income levels 
d) Commercial and retail vacancy rates 
e) Unemployment rate 
f) Percent of employees with health insurance 
g) Percent of citizens underemployed 
h) V~sitor spending levels 
i) Businesses embracing sustainability concepts 

2) Barriers to Employment 
a) Lack of housing 
b) Lack of access to child care 
c) Lack of availability of transportation 
d) Lack of health insurance 
e) Lack of job skills 

e Leverage - Meets Requirements with discussion included in narrative (1:3 preferred). 

f. Object~ves - Meets Objectives with discussion included in narrative (1 :I 0 is objective). 

g.  Start-up Organization: If new or start-up, please see CP 6.03.033.9. for detail and discuss in 
narrative 

- 
J - 
- 
- 
- 
- 
- 
- 
- 

- 
- 
- 
J 
r/ 

- / 

1. 

2. 

3 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

- 
& 
- 
- 
- 
- 
- 
- 
- 

- 
- 
- 
- 
- S 

- J' 

- 6 

Attached 

J 

- v'./ 

- 

- 

Budget Information (a sample budget format is attached): 

Prior YearActuals, Current Year Budget and Actuals (through a period); Proposed 
Budget (proposed as required under the Policy requirement "c" above can be detailed in 
same document): 

Note: Budget dates for above and below need to be the same 

Prior Year Balance Sheet and Current Year Balance Sheet (should include 
carryoverlcontingencies) 

Identify your fiscal year: -July I through J u n e  30 

Agency Proposed Reserves (state purpose in narrative): $ AIR 
Address Council Goals & Objectives in Narrative (optional): 

Other policies you address in your narrative (optional): 

Narrative pages (not including attachments) not to exceed six (6) double spaced pages 

Thirteen (13) Signed Copies of Request Required (please do not bind) 

Yes-  NO^ 

Narrative 
Page # 

7 

- q,"t 

- 
- 

/ 
/ 



To: Economic Development Allocations Subcommittee - - -  -. <- - -, i7 - C 
\. , - t  8 , -1e2 

From: Business Enterprise Center, Inc. 
Subject: Economic Development Funding Proposal - 0 .  p>.-.,t - : ;-:"c yr,Fr- - 

t ,!#,L' - - i l C  * 

Date: March 3 1,2008 

We are pleased to present our request for Economic Development funding. 

This year we are requesting $56,000 in order to improve the interior and 
exterior of our building and increase the salaries of our contracted staff. The 
purpose of the Business Enterprise Center, Inc. (BEC) is to "accelerate" the 
growth of newly formed businesses in our local region. We do this by offering 
office space and education programs to business start-ups. 

Newly formed businesses, as they grow out of their garage or home office, need 
a work space that is professional and functional. Our funding request of 
$56,000 will allow us to continue the renovation of the 1965 SW Airport Way 
building. Your generous funding will allow us to renovate existing office spaces 
to acceptable business norrns. Renovation to the BEC means wiring the office 
for phone and data access and replacing floor coverings and light ballasts as 
necessary. Without these renovations, the office spaces are not rentable! 

In addition we have two paid contractors, Mr. Bill Ford (Executive Director) 
and Ms. Barb Sloan (Program Manager), who are the ambassadors of the BEC. 
They are responsible of the malting sure that local start-ups are aware of the 
BEC and its programs. They also solve problems, introduce tenants to local 
business contacts and make the BEC a great place to grow a business. 
Currently they are underpaid and for the sake of continuity of our operation we 
need to pay them more or we might lose them and thus impair our efforts. 

In February of 2007, we moved from the Research Way to our current Airport 
location. Two new start-ups came with us during our move and today we have 
thirteen resident companies at the BEC. We project having 
twenty-five to thirty resident companies at this time next year. 

The ultimate goal of the BEC is to foster the addition of new 
jobs to the area. Your gracious funding will help us maintain 
our momentum and continue with the economic development of 
the local region. 

Tllr Mid- WIInrnette Hll1.q~'~ 
B~isi~ress A ccelernror 

"Success Starts Here" 



Application for Funding 
FY 08-09 Request 

Business Enterprise Center, Inc. (BEC) 

a. List of Board of Members (attached) 

Purpose of Organization 
The purpose of the Business Enterprise Center (BEC) is to stimulate and support the 
development of emerging businesses resulting in the creation and retention of jobs in the 
region. 

Names of Paid Staff - The BEC has no employees. See attachment for paid contractors. 

b. Policy Goals Achieved: 

a) Support retention, expansion, development of professional service, commercial, and 
manufacturing firms which are compatible with the community and which provide for 
a diverse economic base. 

The BEC is a ltey organization in the EVP "Prosperity that Fits" plan (3.1). The BEC also 

supports the City's "Vision 20120 Statement" by broadening the diverse economic base by 

developing and attracting small, locally-owned environmentally sound businesses. 

As of February 2008, the BEC had thirteen clients, three recent graduates, many affiliates 

and several new applicants requesting entrance. These clients range from open source 

software companies to internet services to physical science technology. We already have 

strong interest from several firms to apply as clients at the airport facility. 

c) Develop Airport Industrial Park as an attractive business location which creates 
quality jobs, and provides resources necessary to support operation, and expansion of 
the Airport. 

The BEC is located 1965 SW Airport Avenue and is a resident of the Airport Industrial Park. 

We have continued the process of upgrading the building's interior and exterior so we can 

attract more client-businesses to our facility at the airport. 

g) Support education and training programs that enhance the availability and 
productivity of the local work force. 



The BEC assists startup companies by using the "Teach me, show me, let me do it" model to 

help entrepreneurs strengthen their business practices in many aspects of their business from 

marketing to finance to delivery of products and services. This past year the BEC co- 

sponsored a ten-week "Growing a Technology Seminar" series, a monthly "After Hours 

Program," and a one week "Business Bootcamp." These programs were well attended and 

incorporated sponsorships with Linn-Benton Community College, Corvallis Benton Chamber 

Coalition, OSU, Consumers Power Inc, Jeanne Smith & Associates, Witt Consulting, and 

Sophistic Media. All three series were developed to help our clients and local business 

people gain a better understanding of various business topics (marketing, business planning, 

legal, finance, etc.). 

j) Facilitate partnerships with public, non-profit, educational, and private sector 
organizations to maximize the effectiveness of economic development resources. 

The BEC views its partnerships with other community organizations as critical to its success. 

This is evidenced by the diverse composition of the current board of directors (see the list of 

members of the board attachment). We continue to have members from the City of 

Corvallis, LBCC, OSU, Corvallis-Benton Chamber Coalition, Consumers Power, Korvis, 

Benton County Board of Commissioners, HP, IBM, local CPAs and attorneys, and local 

entrepreneurs. Creating this diversity was intentional as to not only maintain close ties to the 

represented organizations, but to ensure that the BEC fits needs in the community that are 

complementary to surrounding organizations not overlapping with them. 

k) Develop methods by which the success of the economic development program in 
addressing community livability and economic sustainability can be evaluated. 

A measure of economic vitality is the diversity of the economy. Currently the local economy 

is reliant on three major employers, OSU, HP, and Good Samaritan. The BEC provides an 

avenue for business and job creation which is not specifically tied to these three 



organizations. As stated above in section "a)", the BEC is attracting diverse set of businesses 

into its facility. 

c. Work Plan Submitted for Funding Period 

a) Support retention, expansion, and development of professional service, commercial, 
and manufacturing firms which are compatible with the community and which 
provide for a diverse economic base. 

A critical need is to increase our payment to our contracted Executive Director and Program 

Manager. Their pay is below average and we must increase their compensation to ensure 

continuity of our operation. Using the PTF 3.1 and Cowallis Vision 20/20 framework, the 

Executive Director and Program Manager recruit and nurture the new businesses that move 

into the BEC and provide the day-to-day administration that ensure a well run organization 

thus meeting the goal stated in a). 

The ability to attach new clients to the BEC is directly correlated to providing a standard 

Personnel 
Executive Director 
Program Manager 

Interior Building Improvements 
Carpet for Offices, Training Room, & Hall 

Wiring for Next Seven Offices 
Ballast Replacement 

Total 

business environment that includes internet access, carpeting, and good quality lighting. 

c) Develop Airport Industrial Park as an attractive business location which creates 
quality jobs, and provides resources necessary to support operation, and expansion of 
the Airport. 

The BEC Building has many deferred maintenance items and the exterior of the building 

200712008 
Budget 

$ 6,475 
23,903 

0 
0 
0 

$ 30,378 

shows wear. As we bring in new resident clients we must provide a professional appearance 

and environment that reflects common business expectations. See table next page: 

200812009 
Budget 

$ 24,000 
30,000 

1 1,000 
1,000 
2,000 

68,000 

Increase 

$ 17,525 
6,097 

1 1,000 
1,000 
2,000 

37,622 

Comment 

0.40 FTE in 08/09 

1.00 FTE in 08/09 



i) Support financial and technical assistance programs that are available to business 
startups, small business development, local product development, and 
environmentally responsible modernization. 

Deferred Maintenance Items 
HVAC Systems (4 units) 
Painting of Building Exterior 
Repair Parking Lot 
Total 

The BEC facilitates the interaction of our clients with Angel and Venture Capital investors in 

our regional partner program. The BEC will also help clients find other sources of financial 

200712008 
Budget 

$ 0 
0 
0 

$ 0 

assistance (e.g. SBIR and SBA programs). We will continue to assist startup companies by 

using the "Teach me, show me, let me do it" model to help entrepreneurs strengthen their 

200812009 
Budget 

$ 16,000 
4,000 
4,000 

$ 24,000 

business practices. A critical element of the BECYs client support is the advisory committees 

that the BEC board forms for each client company. Also, the BEC continues to upgrade and 

Increase 
$ 16,000 

4,000 
4,000 

$ 24,000 

offer its monthly educational series (Brown-Bag Lunch series) to both client and community 

Comment 
could fail at any time! 

-- - 

businesses. 

j) Facilitate partnerships with public, non-profit, educational, and private sector 
organizations to maximize the effectiveness of economic development resources. 

The BEC will continue to maintain its diverse board of director's membership, work with 

other organizations (LBCC, OSU, Corvallis-Benton Chamber Coalition, HP, the City of 

Corvallis, EVP, local businesses, etc.) to be complementary in serving the needs of the 

community, and partner with other professionals to attain economic development. 

k) Develop methods by which the success of the economic development program in 
addressing community livability and economic sustainability can be evaluated. 

The BEC will evaluate its success by tracking company's progress and jobs created. The 

BEC also promotes sustainable industries such as bio-fuels and industrial and consumer bio- 

products in its strategic direction. The BEC will strive to raise funds necessary to sustain its 



operations and turn it into a key economic engine that will continually create new diverse 

businesses and jobs in the area. 

d. Indicators of Economic Health & Barriers to Employment 

I b) Indicators of economic health - Business retention and expansion 

Through the above described Educational Programs described in section "section b. part g", 

unique training in Marketing, Finance, Legal, Administration, etc. will be made available to 

local businesses. This training is designed to enable local businesses to make better 

decisions in planning and implementation, and be more successful. Additionally, the BEC 

has seen strong interest from many potential clients to locate at the airport facility. These 

business and other clients will benefit from the above described training and educational 

opportunities. 

2e) Barriers to Employment - Lack of job skills 

The BEC with it close ties to LBCC, OSU, and local professionals, will provide local 

workers with the skills they will need to be successful in business through the above 

described educational programs, seminars, and client advisory committees. 

e. Leverage 

The following table shows the anticipated City support and non-City support for 08-09: 

City 
Support 
$56,000 

NOD-City 
Support 
$50,000 

$3 1,200 

$15,000 

$1 50,000 

Description 

Mr. Rich Carone graciously lets the BEC use building at 1965 SW Airport Dr. rent 
free. Market value is $50,000 per year. 
Mr. Rich Carone supplies a maintenance person for the BEC Building which is 
valued at $600/week. Over a year this service is worth $3 1,200. -- 
SBDC & SCORE advisors deliver 150 hours of free counseling (Market value of 
one hour of counseling is $100/hr. This h ~ u r  amount will vary based on client 
needs.) 
Our volunteers (Board of Director's members, committee members and other 
volunteers) will deliver around 1,500 hours of volunteer time and in-kind services 
and support. (Market value of one volunteer hour is $100/hr.) 



The last entry in the above table reflects the large amount of time that our Board Members 

and other business professionals give to the BEC. Our volunteers attend board meetings, sit 

on advisory committees, render business advice, teach classes, and give business counseling 

to our clients. Given the above support, the City's funding of the BEC will meet the 3:l 

leverage goals. 

f. Objectives 

Once the BEC has acquired the necessary funds to build improve its current facility, pay its 

contractors at a market rate, and achieve full occupancy with client companies, it is 

anticipated that the BEC client graduates will be generating 50 jobs annually. At $40,000 per 

job created per year, the annual payroll impact will be -$2.0million. This will provide a 

much larger impact than 10: 1 in payroll to City funding. Additionally, since the majority of 

the BEC client graduate businesses are traded sector businesses, there should be additional 

opportunities for business-to-business transactions to occur locally. The support by the City 

of Corvallis through the Economic Development Allocation process is instrumental in 

meeting the purpose and objectives of the Business Enterprise Center. 

g. Start-up Organization 
Not Applicable to the BEC 

Thank you for your consideration of the Business Enterprise Center's $56,000 funding 
request. 

President, BEC Board of Directors 



Fiscal year runs July 1 through June 30th 

Revenues 
Client lease income 
City of Corvallis 
Other lease (pass-through) 
Regional Investment Board grant 
USDA Grants 
Fundraising 
Interest income 
Other receivableslincome 
Total Revenue 

Expenditures 
Operating 
Other lease (pass-through) 
Land lease - City of Corvallis 
Property tax 
Executive Director 
Program Manager 
Marketing plans 
BEC Building 
Telephonerrl 
Utilities 
Equipment 
Maintenance 
Capital Outlay 

Office Carpet, Wiring, Ballasts 
HVAC Systems 
Painting of Exterior 
Parking Lot Improvement 

Postage 
Supplies 
Banking fees 
Insurance 
Advertising 
Dues and subscriptions 
Corporate filing 
Fundraising 
Program expense 
Miscellaneous 
Total Expenditures 

NET INCOME (LOSS) 

BUSINESS ENTERPRISE CENTER, INC. 
FY 2008-2009 REQUEST FOR FUNDING 

INCOME STATEMENT - ACCRUAL BASIS 

Difference 
YTD Actual1 Proposed in Percentage 

200612007 200712008 YTD Actual Budget 200812009 from FY07108 
Actual Budget* 2/29/2007 Percent Used Budget* Budget 

Cash starting balance at July 1, 2007 was $51,235.71 

'ties to the revised budgets reviewed at the March 25, 2008 BEC Executive Committee meeting 



Business  Enterprise Center, Inc. 

ASSETS 

Balance Sheet 
As of June 30,2007 

Jun 30,07 

Current Assets 

CheckinglSavings 

1101 - Money Market - Citizens 46,666.90 
1102 . Checking - Citizens 4,568.37 

Total CheckinglSavings 51,235.27 

Other Current Assets 

1410. Prepaid Insurance 1,408.00 

Total Other Current Assets 1,408.00 

Total Current Assets 

Fixed Assets 

1600. Fixed Assets 

Total Fixed Assets 

TOTAL ASSETS 

LIABILITIES & EQUITY 

Liabilities 

Current Liabilities 

Accounts Payable 

2000 . Accounts Payable 10,335.24 

Total Accounts Payable 10,335.24 

Other Current Liabilities 

2250 - Rental Advances 220.00 

2300 . Tenants' Security Deposits 2,495.00 

Total Other Current Liabilities 2,715.00 

Total Current Liabilities 

Total Liabilities 

Equity 

3900 . Retained Earnings 
Net Income 

Total Equity 

TOTAL LIABILITIES & EQUITY 63,654.81 



Business Enterprise Center, Inc. 
Balance Sheet 

As of February 29, 2008 

ASSETS 

Current Assets 

CheckinglSavings 

11 01 . Money Market - Citizens 

11 02 . Checking - Citizens 

Total CheckinglSavings 

Accounts Receivable 

1200 .Accounts Receivable 

Total Accounts Receivable 

Other Current Assets 

1410 .Prepaid Insurance 

1420 .Prepaid Property Taxes 

Total Other Current Assets 

Total Current Assets 

Fixed Assets 

1600 . Fixed Assets 

Total Fixed Assets 

TOTAL ASSETS 

Feb 29,08 

LIABILITIES & EQUITY 

Liabilities 

Current Liabilities 

Accounts Payable 

2000 . Accounts Payable 10,103.94 

Total Accounts Payable 10,103.94 

Other Current Liabilities 

2250 . Rental Advances 

2300 . Tenants' Security Deposits 

Total Other Current Liabilities 

Total Current Liabilities 

Total Liabilities 

Equity 

3900 . Retained Earnings 

Net Income 

Total Equity 

TOTAL LIABILITIES & EQUITY 



Attachment 
Board of Directors 

1 Brown. Mike - VP 1 Formerlv of Hewlett Packard Co. I 

NAME 
Peterman. Jeff - President 

I McGowan. Heather - Treasurer 1 Johnson. McGowan & Associates I 

REPRESENTING 
I BM 

I Holdren. Rich I OSU. Associate VP of Research 1 

Fudge, Alan - Secretary 
Plotkin, Larry - Past President 
Bell, Chris 
Carone, Rich 
Crowe, Chuck 
Dean, Bill 
Enger, Dallas 

1 Klemm. Chris 1 OSU. AEP Director I 

Linn-Benton Community College, SBDC 
Precision Plant Systems 
OSU, College of Engineering 
Korvis Automation 
ATCO America 1 ZAPS Technologies 
Acewl Co., Entrepreneur, Client Representative 
Dallas Enger Commercial Loan Broker, LLC 

I Whitaker, Dan I Nanobits, Entrepreneur 

Modrell, Linda 
Persohn, David 
Ramseyer, James 
Sechrest, John 
Smith, Jeanne 

I Wright, Curtis ( Citizen at Large 

Benton County Board of Commissioners 
Precision Plant Systems & Business Instructor 
Consumers Power Inc. 
Corvallis-Benton Chamber Coalition 
Jeanne Smith & Associates, Attorney 

I Witt. William I Witt Consultinu I 

/ Hamby, Dave ( City Councilor, Ward 8, Corvallis 

Paid Employees 
None 

Paid Contractors 
Bill Ford - Executive Director ($600 monthly stipend) 

o Barb Sloan - BEC Program Manager (up to $2,000 per month) 



URBAN SERVICES COMMITTEE 
MINUTES 

MAY 7,2009 

Present Staff 
Councilor Patricia Daniels, Chair Jon Nelson, City Manager 
Councilor Richard Hervey Ken Gibb, Community Development Director 
Councilor David Hamby Steve Rogers, Public Works Director 
EECBG Stakeholder Patricia Weber Dan Carlson, Development Services Manager 
EECBG Stakeholder Brandon Trelstad Mary Steckel, Administrative Division Manager 
EECBG Stakeholder Bill Byers Carrie Mullens, City Manager's Office 

Visitors 
Dean Codo, Citizen 
Brad Upton, Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Commission (BPAC) Chair 
Laura Duncan Allen, Work Unlimited 
Stefani Lefler, The Beanery 
Kerry Ellis, The Beanery 
Mike Magee, Citizen 
Catherine Mater, Enoteca Wine Bar 
Davd Dickson, Corvallis Sustainability Coalition Energy Action Team (CSC-EAT) 
Jim Phelps, Corvallis Sustainability Coalition Energy Action Team (CSC-EAT) 
Charles C. Tomlinson, Corvallis Mayor 
Dan Brown, Corvallis Ward 4 Councilor 

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION 

Chair Daniels called the meeting to order at 4:00 pm. 

Ill. Other Business 

I. Sidewalk Cafe Regulations (Attachment) 

Recommendatior 

*** 

Community Development Director Gibb announced that stakeholders were notified of 
today's opportunity to comment on a potential code change, consistent with previous 
direction by this Committee and City Council. He noted that written comment was not 
received. 

Held for Further Review 

201 0 ordinance review 

Public comment 
May 21,2009 

Agenda Item 

I. Sidewalk Cafe 
Regulations 

II. Energy Efficiency and 
Conservation Block 
Grant Program 

Information 
Only 
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Mr. Gibb explained that the Committee recently conducted a one-year review of the 
sidewalk cafe standards that were initially applied in 2008. The primary concern raised 
during the review was the setback clearance standards for the sidewalk cafe at 
Enoteca Wine Bar. Staff suggested an administrative change resulting in a minimum 
six-foot setback from all curbs (not just street curbs). The Committee agreed with this 
approach; however, when it was presented to Council, the administrative solution was 
challenged by one of the owners of Enoteca. Council directed the matter back to this 
Committee for review and public comment. 

Mr. Gibb said the review is specific to setback language from curbs and does not 
include the entire Sidewalk Caf6 ordinance. If the Committee recommends a code 
amendment, staff will prepare an ordinance for Council consideration on May 18. 

Development Services Manager Carlson provided a copy of Corvallis Municipal Code 
(CMC) Chapter 8.08, Sidewalk Cafes (Handout A). He identified the related Sections 
as: 8.08.070 1)b) and 8.08.090 1)e). 

Mr. Gibb confirmed for Councilor Hervey that a code change to a specific section can 
be recommended now, followed by a full ordinance review next year. 

Public Testimonv 

Dean Codo said enough public space has been given away to serve alcohol. It is a 
public land grab that affects accessibility and he would prefer it not be encouraged. 
He would like to see less accommodation for alcohol and alcoholics. 

Brad Upton, BPAC Chair, noted that his prior testimony about this issue was included 
in the meeting materials. He said the current code, as implemented, is not within the 
stated purpose of sidewalk cafes to "...encourage a pedestrian-oriented environment 
and help to create a visually attractive atmosphere and streetscape, ..." (Section 
8.08.010, Purpose). BPAC prefers a revision in the code to clarify how much free 
space should be left on the public right-of-way sidewalks. If an administrative solution 
cannot be accomplished, the code should be changed to be clear and coincide with the 
stated purpose as noted in Chapter 8.08.01 0. 

Laura Duncan Allen, Work Unlimited, said she provides vocational skills training for 
disabled individuals. The Parks and Recreation Department contracts with her agency 
to provide trash pick-up along the riverfront. Clients use a push cart that is 3.5 feet 
wide to collect the trash. She quoted from the Accessible Route definition listed in 
Section 8.08.030 2): "A continuous unobstructed path of travel connecting all publicly 
accessible elements...". The push cart cannot be used in the public space adjacent 
to the Enoteca sidewalk cafe without running over landscaping. The code is specific 
that accessible route clearances be no less than four feet in width; however, Enoteca 
has pushed this language to their advantage rather than utilizing "pinch-points" that 
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were imagined when the code was created. It is essential that this problem be 
corrected now and not delayed until 2010 because of public safety. The current 
situation is unsafe and an elderly citizen utilizing a walker could not traverse the 
uneven surface. 

Stefani Lefler, The Beanery, said the proposed changes will cause additional loss of 
outside seating at The Beanery. When the code was initiated, four chairs were 
removed on the east side of the SW 2nd Street location and all but one small table and 
two chairs have been removed from the NW Monroe location. The proposed change 
will result in a loss of four additional chairs on the east side and two chairs on the north 
side of the SW 2nd Street location. She requested the Committee provide businesses 
with an extension for written comments. 

Kerry Ellis, The Beanery, added that she understands the accessibility issues; 
however, business is lost due to the lack of outdoor seating and by requiring The 
Beanery to move the seating next to the building which causes a maze between the 
chairs, bicycle rack, and planters. The required gray colored lines delineating the 
outdoor seating area is very difficult to see, especially when it is raining. 

In response to Councilor Hamby1s inquiries, Ms. Ellis said her building maintenance 
staff indicated that gray was the only color allowed to delineate outdoor seating and 
if the proposed measurement (six feet from any curb) is approved, the 2nd Street 
location will lose two more chairs. Ms. Ellis provided photographs of The Beanery's 
sidewalk cafe (Handout B). 

Mike Magee said he is in the planning stages of a site that will take advantage of a 
sidewalk cafe. He asked for clarification about accessibility measurements and 
whether planters could be placed between outdoor tables. Mr. Magee was referred to 
City staff for assistance. 

Catherine Mater, Enoteca Wine Bar, said there was a lot of discussion with City staff 
and the Oregon Liquor Control Commission (OLCC) prior to the installation of the 
fence around the Enoteca sidewalk cafe. Initially, the City said fencing was required 
and OLCC was not sure. After the fencing was installed, OLCC clarified that fencing 
would only be required after a first offense. Enoteca is different from other sidewalk 
cafes in that it focuses on selling alcohol, not food. 

Ms. Mater said Enoteca complied with every aspect of the code. There is exactly six 
feet between the curb and the fence, and four feet between the fence and the non- 
street curb area (lamp post). The fencing is high quality and bolted to the ground. 
Enoteca believes the fencing is appropriate. Ms. Mater added that the owners of 
Enoteca did not do anything maliciously. 
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Ms. Mater researched setbacks in other nearby communities and could not find any 
four-foot setback requirements. The City of Bend requires a five-foot setback in all 
cases and Salem requires six-feet from the curb and five-feet from other passageways. 
Enoteca is happy to remove the fence, but they will continue to use the space. 

In response to Councilor Hamby's inquiry, Ms. Mater clarified that when Enoteca first 
applied for a sidewalk cafe permit, OLCC said a fence was required. Afterwards, 
OLCC said a fence was only required after a first offense. The business owners felt 
it was safer to have a fence and the intent was to install something attractive in the 
downtown. 

Joan Wessell submitted written testimony (Handout C). 

Questions of Staff 

Planter boxes - Mr. Gibb explained that the proposed change is related to curbed 
areas adjacent to the street or planter areas maintained by the City that are part of the 
street infrastructure. The change would impact the Enoteca site along 1st Street 
where the curb meets the landscaping and any planter areas that are on a corner and 
part of the City's streetscape. This regulation would not pertain to individual planters 
that are part of the interior of a sidewalk cafe. 

Mr. Gibb confirmed that there is a City-maintained planter box on the north side of The 
Beanery. He encouraged The Beanery personnel and Mr. Magee to contact Code 
Enforcement Supervisor Westfall for further clarification. Mr. Carlson added that the 
proposed change would most likely work for The Beanery based on the "current" 
picture they submitted. Without a specific measurement, it appears there is six feet 
from the curb to the cafe. 

Ordinance Chanse - Mr. Gibb said an ordinance amendment would include increasing 
the clearance from four feet to six feet when adjacent to all curbs, not solely street- 
curbs. 

Pavers - Mr. Carlson said the pavers that define sidewalk areas (not around tree wells) 
were approved as part of the Riverfront Plan to break-up surfaces between concrete 
and pavement. The pavers are compliant with the Americans With Disabilities Act 
(ADA). 

Setbacks - Mr. Gibb referred to staff report attachment A-14 that identifies four-foot 
setbacks from the street light pole to the fence and from the curb adjacent to the grass 
to the fence. An ordinance change would require the fence, from the curb adjacent to 
the grass, to be moved back two-feet to comply with a six-foot clearance. 



Urban Services Committee 
May 7,2009 
Page 5 

Public Land Grab - Mr. Gibb confirmed that if a sidewalk was 50 feet wide, a cafe 
could utilize 46 feet under the current rules. When the code was developed, the intent 
was to increase the minimum passageway from three to four feet (in addition, a six foot 
setback was required from street curbs). Mr. Carlson added that the space must also 
be within the property lines. 

Location Details - Mr. Gibb said specific location inquiries and clarifications should be 
made to City staff. The change being proposed is related to street curbs associated 
with City infrastructure versus individual planters that are part of a cafe. 

Painted Line Delineation - Mr. Carlson said the standards require a contrasting line for 
sidewalk cafe delineation. Charcoal is one of the many color examples noted in the 
standards; however, it is not a required color. 

Curvature and Visabilitv- Councilor Hervey said it is difficult to traverse the sharp turn 
around the lamp post at the northeast corner of Enoteca on a bicycle. He suggested 
addressing curvature and radius. Visually, looking from the north, the area around 
Enoteca appears to be private property and not accessible to the public. Moving the 
lamp post may remove this perception. 

Deliberations 

Councilors Hervey and Daniels, respectively, moved and seconded to recommend 
Council adopt an amendment to the Sidewalk Cafe ordinance requiring a six-foot 
setback from all curbs. 

Councilor Hervey said this is an obvious problem that needs to be addressed. The 
proposed change may not be the optimum solution, but it is an interim step toward 
resolution until a full review of the ordinance is completed next year. 

Councilor Hamby opined that it is not staff's recommendation to make a change. Staff 
asked for public comment and direction. He is satisfied with leaving the language as 
written until the full review. If the change is made, Enoteca will need to remove their 
fence. He clarified that he believes the issue is with the pavers and noted that he is 
not trying to protect the establishment. 

Chair Daniels said she had reservations about leaving the language as written; 
however, Enoteca could remove their fence and staff has noted that other issues can 
be worked out with other establishments. The language is being discussed as it 
relates to one establishment; however, once a change is made, it will effect others. 
She will not support the motion. 

Councilor Hervey clarified that opposition to the motion will not require the fence to be 
removed at Enoteca. 
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Councilor Hamby said his preference is for all sidewalk cafe fences be removed unless 
required by the OLCC. 

The motion failed two to one, with Chair Daniels and Councilor Hamby in opposition. 

II. Enerqv Efficiencv and Conservation Block Grant (EECBG) Proqram (Attachment) 

Public Works Director Rogers explained that the proposed process has been used 
successfully in the past to identify System Development Charges and Economic 
Development Allocations. The process will include public input to identify projects for 
the $51 1,600 EECBG funds prior to the June 25 application deadline. 

The next two Urban Services Committee (Committee) meetings will include the 
expanded membership and be devoted to the following: 
* May 21 - public input on types of activities and specific projects 
* June4 -deliberations and recommendations of activities and/or projects for Council 

consideration 

Chair Daniels clarified that the Committee will not be eliminating from consideration 
any of the items on the Department of Energy's (DOE) list of eligible activities until the 
June 4 meeting. 

Public Testimonv 

Jim Phe l~s  and David Dickson thanked the Committee for inviting members of the 
Corvallis Sustainability Coalition Energy Action Team (CSC-EAT). They requested 
information on preferred format for submitting project suggestions on May 21. 

Mavor Tomlinson read from his written testimony (Handout D) and added that 
Corvallis has an opportunity to do something about energy, whether it is the built or 
transportation environment. Energy uses in those two areas account for 80 percent 
of carbon dioxide emissions in Oregon as documented by the Governor's Climate 
Action Working Group. As the Council focuses on transportation and energy, this 
Committee can make the most impact toward reducing energy use and emissions. 

Mayor Tomlinson said the Committee may want to consider a community energy 
strategy that will serve Corvallis for decades. 

In response to Councilor Hervey's inquiry, Mayor Tomlinson said one strategy is to 
initiate a long-term strategy. He added that the United States Conference of Mayors 
is working toward subsequent EECBG funding that was written into law as a $2 billion 
per year funding source, but only funded the first year through the American 
Reinvestment and Recovery Act (ARRA). A long term strategy should be considered 
as a viable project in the activity list. 
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Councilor Dan Brown submitted written testimony supporting the creation of a Corvallis 
energy strategy (Handout E). He said energy is important to sustainability and a 
strategy needs to be carefully planned. The City has been given an opportunity it did 
not have six months ago and the situation allows funds to be used to develop a 
strategy to obtain additional dollars. 

In response to Councilor Hervey's inquiry, Councilor Brown said an outline for 
developing a long-term strategy can be completed before the application is submitted 
in June. 

Councilor Brown clarified for Ms. Weber that the strategy can be based on existing 
policies as noted in his attachment. 

Fund Information 

Mr. Rogers referred to Attachment D, which is one of two documents that must be 
submitted on June 25. The form is brief and provides space to summarize projects. 
The application must include an Energy Efficiency and Conservation Strategy (EECS). 
Local governments have the option of submitting the EECS at time of application and 
receiving the entire award or accepting half of the award initially and the other half after 
submitting the EECS within 120 days of the initial award. 

Mr. Rogers referred to Attachment C that describes requirements of the EECS. He 
said staff could use the adopted Council goals related to energy and transportation, 
and the CSC Action Plan as a basis and background for the strategy development. 

City Manager Nelson added that Attachment C is an expenditure strategy for the 
$51 1,600. The strategy can be completed by the June 25 deadline or an extension 
can be requested for 120 days. Staff would need to verify whether the City has until 
December 2010 as one component to work on a community energy strategy that 
Mayor Tomlinson and Councilor Brown suggested. 

Public Works Administrative Division Manager Steckel opined that the community 
energy strategy could be eligible, but not under Activity 1 (on the DOE'S list of eligible 
activities). Mr. Rogers agreed and said it could be tied to Activity 14 or other programs. 
Staff will obtain additional clarification. 

Mr. Rogers reviewed Attachment A that includes a summary of the EECBG funding, 
reporting requirements, purpose, principles, outcomes, and prioritization criteria. He 
noted that reporting requirements are extensive, purchases are limited to United States 
manufacturers, and Davis-Bacon wages are required. 

One of the requirements of the expenditure strategy is to coordinate with adjacent 
entities that also received a direct allocation of EECBG funds. Mr. Rogers said staff 
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checked with the City of Albany and they will be using their funds to retrofit municipal 
government buildings with new heating, ventilation, and air conditioning (HVAC) 
systems and may utilize building inspectors for energy audits. Staff believe Albany is 
the only adjacent organization receiving EECBG funds. Benton County did not receive 
a direct allocation of funds, and therefore would not be considered an adjacent entity 
for the purposes of the expenditure strategy. To receive energy stimulus dollars, the 
County must apply through the State. 

In response to Mr. Trelstad's inquiry, Ms. Steckel said a raw product that is meant to 
be put together in the United States qualifies as manufactured in the United States. 
Importing solar panels from another country would not qualify. 

Mr. Rogers reviewed the DOE'S list of Eligible Activities, as noted in Attachment B: 
1. Development of an Energy Efficiency and Conservation Strategy 
2. Technical Consultant Services 
3. Residential and Commercial Building Energy Audits 
4. Financial Incentive Programs 
5. Energy Efficiency Retrofits 
6. Energy Efficiency and Conservation Programs for Buildings and Facilities 
7.  Development Implementation of Transportation Programs 
8. Buildings Codes and Inspections 
9. Energy Distribution 
10. Material Conservation Programs 
1 I. Reduction and Capture of Methane and Greenhouse gases 
12. Traffic Signals and Street Lighting 
13. Renewable Energy Technologies on Government Buildings 
14. Other Appropriate Activity 

Mr. Rogers made the following responses to inquiries posed by Committee members: 
The Housing Division received a copy of the guidelines and has been involved in 
energy discussions. 
Block grants are administered by the related department and/or activity (e.g., 
Housing administers revolving fund loans). 

* A revolving loan fund does not have to be administered by a City entity. 
Solar street lights would be eligible under Activity 12. 

Mr. Nelson said one concern is staffing an activity allocated with one-time funding; 
however, the activity can be kept as an option in the event it is funded by the federal 
government beyond one year. 

Mr. Rogers said Attachment B includes information about National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) requirements and how they apply to specific Eligible Activities. 
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Mr. Nelson inquired about using Activities 1 and 2 to recover costs associated with staff 
or consultant time. Ms. Steckel responded that consultant time would not be covered 
in Activity 2 unless it was related to the development of the EECS; however, the budget 
proposed for specific activities can include staff time. There is also an overall program 
management, not associated with an individual activity, that allows for recovery of 
some staff time. 

Ms. Steckel said Attachment E includes information obtained during a March 31 
conference call with ICLEl and focuses on the metrics and supportive outcomes. The 
"next steps" paragraph refers to ICLEl and the federal government. 

Mr. Steckel highlighted items from her submitted notes (Handout F): 
Funds must be obligated within 18 months and expended within 36 months. 

* Up to $250,000 can be used for the development of the EECS, establishment of a 
revolving loan fund program, or sub-grants to non-governmental organizations in 
support of the EECS. 

* Up to $75,000 can be used for administrative expenses not related to any specific 
activity. 
The preferred use of funds are for upgrades, improvements, and/or retrofits of 
government and non-profit buildings, as opposed to new construction. 

* The DOE is willing to work with entities to develop strategies and/or finalize a list of 
acceptable projects or activities. 

Mr. Rogers added that it would be appropriate to prioritize a list that includes projects 
totaling more than $51 1,600. If the DOE rejects a project, the City would be prepared 
with an alternative. 

Ms. Steckel referred Committee members to Attachment F identifying Council goals 
related to energy and transportation. 

In response to Ms. Weber's inquiry, Mr. Rogers said funding a feasibility study for the 
private sector would not be an approved activity. Ms. Steckel added that the intent of 
partnering with the private sector is to leverage EECBG funds with private sector funds 
to accomplish a larger activity versus giving the EECBG funds to the private sector. 

Chair Daniels recessed the Committee from 5 5 0  until 5:55 pm. 

Mr. Rogers said staff is requesting direction regarding the basis for the strategy 
identified as the Council goals and CSC Action Plan and development of a criteria 
matrix to be used as a selection process for the activities and projects submitted with 
the EECBG application. 
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Public Testimonv 

David Dickson said he is concerned that more time and energy will be spent 
strategizing. The community and the CSC-EAT is ready to move forward and 
accomplish activities after spending the last two years strategizing. 

Councilor Hervey said he is very pleased with what the CSC has accomplished; 
however, even though the CSC Action Plan is supported by the City, it is not a City 
plan. Mayor Tomlinson and Councilor Brown were referring to a more comprehensive 
plan than what was adopted in the CSC Action Plan. Chair Daniels concurred and 
added that the CSC Action Plan does not have the force of law and is not an official 
City document. The CSC Action Plan and this proposed strategy can be concurrent. 

Process 

Councilor Hervey said the intent of his spreadsheet (Handout G) was to make sure the 
process was clear and the Committee knew what to expect. There needs to be a clear 
process to identify projects, develop strategy, and relate projects to the strategy. He 
prefers the process be established during this meeting or a subsequent meeting prior 
to May 2 1. 

Ms. Weber said she would not be available for another meeting. She noted that the 
proposed process is clear in that a list of projects will be developed from staff, public, 
and Committee ideas. The Committee will then prioritize the list based upon pre-set 
criteria (weighing each activity) or apply the projects to categories such as energy 
conservation, alternate power generation, etc. The Committee can discuss evaluation 
criteria, but instincts, intuition, and personal preference will form the basis for each 
member's vote. 

In response to Councilor Hamby's inquiry about spending the funds to develop a 
community energy strategy over the next 120 days, Mr. Rogers said he is more 
concerned with completing the process within the 120 day period. That type of 
strategy development will involve several Committee, Council, and public meetings, 
and would most likely take more than one year. A consultant would be needed to 
facilitate the process. 

Mr. Trelstad said the Committee needs to focus on an "expenditure strategy" separate 
from a "community-wide strategy." The expenditure strategy is required to be 
submitted with the EECBG application. 

Councilor Hervey said his spreadsheet does not suggest anything different than 
Ms. Weber's comments. It is important to know how the ranking process will be 
accomplished prior to making the decisions. 
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Chair Daniels suggested that comments about methodology be submitted via e-mail 
to Mr. Rogers so the Committee can discuss the process at the next meeting. 

Mr. Nelson said the funding amount is not great when compared to a boiler project at 
the pool and there may be fewer activity choices than what the Committee is 
assuming. In addition to Councilor Hervey's proposal, the Economic Development 
Allocations Committee approach works well. After hearing the requests, committee 
members privately rank the requests and assign dollar values. At the next meeting, 
those rankings and dollar amounts are shared with the committee. This process 
quickly identifies which projects have the most support. The committee can then 
negotiate ranking and allocation amounts for final recommendation. 

Ms. Weber said the Housing and Community Development Commission follows the 
same process for Community Development Block Grants (CDBG) and HOME 
Investment Partnership Program allocations. The process provides for a very clear 
understanding of what projects have support. 

Mr. Nelson added that after the public input meeting on May 21, staff may provide 
Committee members with a summary of suggested projects and a form to complete 
for ranking and dollar allocation. Committee members could return rankings to staff 
prior to the June 2 meeting. Mr. Nelson noted that the Economic Development 
Allocation Committee has criteria to help make their decisions; however, each member 
views each project and criteria differently so trying to reach consensus on criteria 
meaning may not be a good investment of time. 

Councilor Hervey said he is agreeable to the process as described by Mr. Nelson. He 
would like each step of the process documented. 

The Committee agreed bv consensus to base the expenditure strategy on the two 
Council goals, and the discussions that led to those goals as identified in 
Mayor Tomlinson's written testimony. 

Mr. Trelstad suggested adding a technical column to the Proposed Selection Criteria 
Matrix (Attachment G). He said certain metrics such as "dollars per pound of carbon 
dioxide mitigated" is an emerging measurement focusing on carbon emissions. 
Ms. Weber and Mr. Trelstad will work with staff to further develop this column. 

Councilor Hervey requested columns for visibility to citizens and local job creation. He 
inquired about including a category excluding projects that may require additional 
funding. 

Mr. Rogers said excluding projects that might require additional funding would be 
difficult to determine at this time and should not be included in the matrix. 
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Mr. Byers suggested adding language for unfunded obligations: short-term funding 
requiring long-term obligations. 

Ill. Other Business 

The next Urban Services Committee meeting is scheduled for 4:00 pm on Thursday, 
May 21,2009 in the Madison Avenue Meeting Room. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Patricia Daniels, Chair 



Date: April 24,2009 

To : Urban Services Committee 1 

From: &/g& Ken Gibb, CommuniQ Development Director 

Re: Potential Changes to Sidewalk Cafb regulations 

Issue: 

Committee review and direction related to sidewalk cafi setback requirements from curbs. 

Background: 

Recently, the Urban Services Committee conducted a one year review of the new sidewalk cafk 
standards that were applied during 2008. The primary concern raised by the public and discussed 
at the meeting was Staffs application of the setback clearance standards for the Enoteca sidewalk 
cafi. 

As an alternative to conducting a full scale review after only one year's worth of experience in 
implementing the new code, Staff suggested an administrative solution that would result in an 
interpretation that the minimum 6 foot setback be required from all curbs not just the street curb 
that is called out in Section 8.08.070 1) b) of the Code. After a full discussion, USC agreed with 
this approach. 

As noted in an April 1,2009 memorandum to the City Council (Attachment A), this 
administrative solution was challenged by Catherine Mater, part owner of Entoteca. At the April 
6 meeting, the Council directed that the matter be sent back to Urban Services for a review, with 
stakeholders notified of the opportunity to comme~lt on a potential code change that would be 
consistent with the previous direction of USC. 

Discussion: 

Staff has notified stalceholders including sidewalk cafk permittees, accessibility advocates and 
business organizations of the opportunity to comment. The public notice (Attachment B) 
specifically indicates that the intent is to only review the language of Section 8.08.070 1) b) at 
this time. Written andlor oral comment is invited. 



Requested Action: ' 

USC review of this information and public comment is requested. If the Committee recommends 
a code amendment to the City Council, Staff will prepare an ordinance for Council 
consideration. 

Review and Concur: 

# S. Nelson, City Manager 



Date: April 1,2009 

To: Mayor and City Council 

From: Ken Gibb, Comlnunity Development Directo 

Re: Council Direction on Reconsidering Sidewalk Caf6 Decision 

Issue: 

Request for Council Direction regarding the interpretation of the sidewalk cafk regulations 

Background: 

Recently, the Urban Services Committee conducted a one year review of the new sidewalk cafe 
standards that were applied during 2008. The primary concern raised by the public and discussed 
at the meeting was Staffs application of the setback clearance standards for the Enoteca sidewalk 
cafe. 

As an alternative to conducting a full scale review after only one year's worth of experience in 
implementing the new code, Staff suggested an administrative solution that would result in an 
interpretation that the minimum. 6 foot setback be required from all curbs not just the street curb 
that is called out in Section 8.08.070 1) b) of the Code. After a full discussion, USC agreed with 
thus approach. Attachment A includes the staff report and Committee and City Council minutes 
related to this matter. 

Discussion: 

In contacting 2008 sidewalk cafe permittees regarding renewal of permits for 2009, Staff 
discussed the administrative interpretation with Enoteca. Part owner Catherine Mater followed 
up with Staff regarding her concerns aboct this approach. Communication between Staff and Ms. 
Mater is included in Attachment B. 

In her March 22 e-mail, Ms. Mater indicates that she believes that an administrative ruling is not 
appropriate and that a code amendment process should be conducted if the application of the 
setback standards is to be changed. In a subsequent e-mail, she indicates that her preference is to 
not change the code and interpretation of the code. 
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Requested Action: 

Staff is seeking direction fiom the Council on how to proceed. Options include referring the 
matter back to the Urban Services Committee for consideration of a code amendment with the 
associated stakeholder and general public involvement, or reconsidering the recent discussion 
and direction and applying the standards as was done in 2008. 

Review and Concur: 

o S. Nelson, City Manager p 
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Present 
David Hamby, Acting Chair 
Richard Hervey 

Absent 
Patricia Daniels (excused) 

Visitors 
Laura Duncan Allen 
Brad Upton 

URBAN SERVICES COMMITTEE 
MINUTES 

February 5,2009 

Staff 
Jon Nelson, City Manager 
Ken Gibb, Community Development 

Director 
Dan Carlson, Development Services 

Division Manager 
Mike Fegels, Assistant Building Official 
Chris Westfall, Code Enforcement 

Supervisor 
Emely Day, City Manager's Office 

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION 

Agenda Item Recommendations 

CONTENT OF DlSCUSSiON 

Councilor Hamby called the meeting to order at 4:14 pm. 

I. Council Policv Review: CP 91-7.04, "Buildins Permits" (Attachment) 

Development Services Division Manager Carlson noted that the Policy was scheduled for 
a periodic review. The Policy allows issuance of building permits in developments where 
public improvements are not yet accepted by the City. The Policy facilitates approved 
development projects by allowing exceptions for early construction and provides specific 
direction for staff in these situations. 
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Staff sought Policy review input from Public Works, Community Development, and Fire 
staffs. This input prompted suggested minor amendments for clarification, as indicated in 
the draft Policy revision. The amendments would clarify issues of excavation and grading 
permits and references to the City Engineer as the approving authority. 

Mr. Carlson noted that the Policy has been beneficial to staff. 

In response to Councilor Hamby's inquiry regarding Policy provision 7.04.020.d.5), which 
allows for "a reasonable amount of time" for required corrections, Mr. Carlson explained 
that staff previously considered the magnitude of the required correction in determining the 
allowable time limit. The City Engineer must approve the requested corrections, so it 
seemed appropriate for the Engineer to determine'the correction timeframe. 

Based upon a motion moved and seconded by Councilors Hervey and Hamby, 
respectively, the Committee unanimouslv recommends that Council amend Council Policy 
CP 91-7.04, "Building Permits Where Public Improvements are not Completed and 
Accepted by the City of Corvallis," as recommended by staff. 

11. Council Policy Review: CP 91-9.05, "Street Namins and Addressins Policies and 
Procedures" (Attachment) 

Mr. Carlson reported that the Policy has served staff well'since its 1975 adoption and has 
been updated as necessary. The Policy provides a process for street naming and address 
changing. 

Staff sought Policy review input from Public Works, Community Development, Fire, and 
Benton County staffs. This input prompted suggested minor amendments for clarification, 
as indicated in the draft Policy revision. Suggested amendments included: - Indication that the Policy applies to public and private streets. - Correcting names of businesses and agencies to be notified of street name and " 

address changes (e.g., Corvallis Disposal Company is now Allied Waste Services and 
AT&T Cable is now Camcast Cable). 

* Revising section headings for subject clarification. 

Mr. Carlson explained for Councilor Hervey that Policy Section 9.05.021 was re-titled to 
indicate that it involves street numbering, as street naming is addressed in Policy section 
9.05.023. 

Mr. Carlson confirmed for Councilor Hamby that the City has authority to control the names 
of private streets. 

Based upon a motion moved and seconded by Councilors Hervey and Harnby, 
respectively, the Committee unanimouslv recommends that Council amend Council Policy 
CP 91-9.05, "Street Naming and Addressing Policies and Procedures," as recommended 
by staff. 
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Ill. Sidewalk Cafe Resulations Review (Attachment) 

Community Development Director Gibb reviewed that the Committee conducted an 
extensive review and revision of the sidewalk cafe regulations last year and approved 
conducting another review one year after the new regulations were implemented. He 
noted the considerable amount of community interest in the regulations last year, which 
was incorporated into the revised standards applied to the 2008 sidewalk cafe permit 
season. Staff issued 19 permits last year. Staff worked with permit holders and conducted 
outreach to facilitate implementation of the new standards and permit application 
requirements. The permits were in compliance by November 2008. The greatest issue in 
revising the regulations involved increasing the clearance width from three to four feet and 
requiring that fencing be anchored to the sidewalks. Fences were deemed optional, unless 
they were required as par€ of an Oregon Liquor Control Commission (OLCC) license. 

Mr. Gibb opined that implementation of the revised sidewalk cafe regulations was fairly 
successful. Several cafes used painted delineation lines, as allowed underthe regulations. 
Concerns and complaints related to cafes with fences. 

Mr. Gibb referenced from his January 19th memorandum some minoradm'inistrative issues 
staff would like to resolve through a possible legislative amendment. The existing 
regulations can be applied for the 2009 sidewalk cafe season. 

Mr. Gibb said the greatest concern expressed to staff involved the sidewalk cafe fencing 
at Enoteca Wine Bar (EWB) outside the Renaissance on the Riverfront building at 
SW Washington Avenue and the riverfront. The cafe area is large and must be fenced, 
per OLCC. Much of the cafe fencing is adjacent to green space or planter isfands that are 
part of the streetscape. As indicated in his memorandum, staff identified a possible 
solution to this and similar situations of no adjacent street curbs. The revised sidewalk 
cafe regulations require six feet of clearance from street curbs and four feet from all 
sidewalk obstructions; the two-foot clearance difference would allow for cars overhanging 
street curbs and curbside parking meters, sign and light poles, and tree wells. During the 
2008 sidewalk cafe season, staff applied the four-foot clearance at the Enoteca site. Staff 
recommended requiring the full six-foot clearance from the landscaping curbs at Enoteca 
to provide a greater sense of pedestrian passage. 

Mr. Gibb said staff would like more experience with the revised regulations before the 
Committee conducts a full review of the regulations. Sidewalk cafe permits expire 
December 31st each year; however, staff would like to extend the 2008 permits for the 
2009 sidewalk cafe season, to allow further review of the regulations and permitting 
process at a staff level. 

Brad Upton, Chair of the Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Commission (BPAC), noted that 
the Commission was extensively involved in the sidewalk cafe regulation revisions two 
years ago. He opined that the revised regulations were working well. The Commission 
received comments regarding the sidewalk cafe at EWB. He distributed and reviewed a 
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summary of his June 16, 2008, testimony to the City Council and photographs taken last 
June of the EWB sidewalk cafe (Attachment A). He viewed the Enoteca sidewalk cafe 
recently, and the situation had not changed from last June. He said, from a distance, it 
appeared as though the sidewalk around Enoteca was closed because of the cafe fencing 
across the sidewalks, leaving only the landscaping pavers uncovered. The sidewalk cafe 
regulations allow vertical obstructions of up to one-half inch. While pavers might be 
displaced by less than one-half inch, they create an uneven surface that is difficult for 
people with mobility challenges to cross. 

Mr. Upton said he was not offering suggestions for regulation revisions; however, he 
wanted to express the opinion of the BPAC and bring to the Committee's attention the 
situation at EWE, which did not meet the intent of the revised sidewalk caf6 regulations. 
He suggested that staff implement administrative changes to specify that four feet of clear 
sidewalk must remain around sidewalk caf6s or amend the regulations. 

Councilor Hervey inquired as to the differing references to sidewalks and pavers. 

Mr. Upton said he spoke with people, some of whom have mobility challenges, who 
indicated difficulty traversing across pavers. Additionally, pavers appear to be a decorative 
zone, rather than a pedestrian zone. He was not aware of a definition for sidewalks. 

Councilor Hervey surmised that a paver section of concrete at the same level as the 
sidewalk would not create a problem. 

Mr. Upton responded that he would consider the described scenario an improvement; 
however, a pedestrian, from a distance, might interpret by the fencing around EWB that 
the sidewalk was closed to pedestrians because the fencing extends to the tree wells. 
Mobility access would be improved by a full concrete surface. The four-foot minimum 
clearance is maintained for approximately ten to 15 feet, creating a narrow corridor, rather 
than merely clearance around an obstacle. 

Mr. Upton confirmed for Councilor Hervey that a building entrance is just south of the 
fencing. 'One resident of the building uses a wheelchair and must travel south from the 
building entrance approximately 75 feet to access a sidewalk to the multi-modal path along 
the river in order to then travel north; he is unable to cross the pavers in his wheelchair. 

Laura Duncan Allen would like staff to administratively resolve the situation of the sidewalk 
cafe fence at EWB, which she considered the primary area of concern. She recalled that 
sidewalk cafe regulation discussions involved six feet of clearance from fencing to street 
curbs. She said the plans for Riverfront Commemorative Park referenced curbing at the 
edge of landscape areas, although they were not considered street curbs. She said four 
feet of clearance for an extended period creates a situation where people, particularly with 
strollers, walkers, or wheelchairs, cannot pass one another. She urged Committee 
members to visit the Enoteca site to understand the impression to pedestrians of the 
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sidewalk surrounding the cafe. She said the fenced cafe appears to be private space and 
is not pedestrian friendly. 

Ms. Allen requested additional opportunity for public comment. She works with disabled 
individuals in the Downtown area, who are unable to maneuver a pushcart through a 
narrow, winding area, such as the pedestrian passageway around the EWB sidewalk cafe 
fence. She would like to be able to notify people when they could comment to the 
Committee. 

Code Enforcement Supervisor Westfall distributed the approved diagram for the EWB 
sidewalk cafe and a photograph staff took earlier this week of the cafe area along the north 
side of the building. (Attachment B). 

Mr. Gibb said staffs photograph demonstrated thedifference between six feet of clearance 
from curbs and four feet of clearance from obstructions. He said staff suggested moving 
the EWB sidewalk cafe fence back to six feet from curbs, whether the curbs are adjacent 
to the street and parking or landscaping areas. This would also impact the cafe area 
depicted in Mr. Upton's photographs by moving the fence two feet closer to the building. 
The pavers would still be considered a pedestrian travel area, as allowed in the cafe 
regulations, provided the pavers were within the one-half-inch vertical obstruction 
allowance. The regulations allow surfaces other than flat concrete to be considered 
pedestrian passageways, provided they meet the standards for accessibility, as defined 
in the City's sidewalk regulations. Staffs recommendation would require Enoteca to move 
portions of its fence two feet closer to the building to allow a full six feet of clearance from 
all curbs. 

Mr. Gibb said the issue of pavers in pedestrian passageways is important in areas where 
tree wells are within the paver area. It would be dificult to prohibit pavers as an acceptable 
pedestrian surface. Some sidewalk cafes would not be allowed because they cannot 
provide the required clearance width without considering pavers as pedestrian 
passageways. 

Mr. Westfall read the definition of "adjacent sidewalk area" from Municipal Code Chapter 
8.08, "Sidewalk Cafes." The definition prompted staffs determination that the pavers could 
be included in the pedestrian passageway area. 

In response to Councilor Hewey's inquiry, Mr. Westfall read the definition of "clearances" 
from Municipal Code Chapter 8.08, "Sidewalk Cafes." 

Councilor Hervey opined that the grass along the east side of the Renaissance on the 
Riverfront building would be considered an obstruction, warranting six feet of clearance 
outside the EWB sidewalk cafe. 

Mr. Westfall responded that staff reviewed the EWB sidewalk cafe permit application in 
terms of what would constitute a curb. Standard street section curbs are adjacent to 
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streets. Concrete edges adjacent to grass and landscape areas are not considered curbs. 
The six-foot clearance requirement applies to areas bordered by street curbs; the four-foot 
clearance requirement applies to other obstructions. The paver area did not exceed the 
vertical obstruction limit; therefore, staff considered it an allowed, unobstructed area, 
subject to the four-foot clearance requirement. The cafe fence alongside SW Washington 
Avenue parking spaces is six feet from the street curb. When the sidewalk no longer abuts 
the street (east of the parking spaces), the clearance decreases to four feet, since 
pedestrians would not need to deal with cars overhanging the curb in that area. 

Mr. Gibb added that the six-foot clearance along the parking spaces provides a sense of 
greater pedestrian clearance. He confirmed for Councilor Hamby that the EWB sidewalk 
cafe meets the existing regulations for pedestrian clearance. Staff suggested issuing an 
administrative interpretation that the fence must be six feet from any curb, whether it abuts 
a street or a landscape area. Under this proposal, the pavers along.the east side of the 
building could be used as an acceptable pedestrian passageway, provided they do not 
exceed the allowed versicle obstruction limit. 

City Manager Nelson commented that, during discussions regarding design of Riverfront 
Commemorative Park, citizens expressed a desire for pavers to "break up" the use of 
pavement. This involved balancing the values of a rougher surface and pedestrian 
accessibility. 

Councilor Hamby said he did not like the appearance of the EWB sidewalk cafe but said 
it seemed inappropriate to require the cafe fence to be six feet from all curbs. The two-foot 
clearance difference was intended to allow for cars overhanging curbs, which would not 
exist along a curb abutting a landscape area. He said he was not overly concerned about 
the pavers because many sidewalks in Corvallis have pavers. The pavers should be 
maintained as a level surface. 

Mr. Westfall explained that tree wells are considered separate review criteria. Any surface 
in the tree well is considered differently from pavers. 

Mr. Gibb added that the two-foot clearance difference was intended to allow obstructions 
in addition to overhanging cars and provide a sense that a sidewalk cafe did not occupy 
an entire sidewalk width. He was not aware of another sidewalk cafe with a long section 
not adjacent to a street; therefore, an administrative interpretation applied to the EWB 
sidewalk cafe would not apply to other locations. 

Councilor Hamby noted that the Committee was to discuss today whether to conduct a 
sidewalk cafe regulation review. He questioned whether the EWB sidewalk cafe situation 
could be addressed without a full review of the sidewalk cafe regulations. 

Mr. Gibb responded that staff could address the EWB situation administratively for the 
2009 sidewalk cafe season. If the Committee wanted to conduct an extensive regulation 
review this year, staff would need to begin the notification process soon. 
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Councilor Hamby expressed support for staff administratively resolving the EWB sidewalk 
cafe situation and the Committee conducting a full review of the sidewalk cafe regulations 
next year, after staff has been able to gather more data and determine whether other 
regulation amendments are needed. 

Councilor Hervey concurred, saying he would need to visit the EWB site before deciding 
on another solution. He admitted that crossing pavers via bicycle was uncomfortable, but 
he believed the short distance someone would need to travel over pavers to pass the EWB 
sidewalk cafe would be an acceptable interim solution. 

IV. Other Business 

A. Committee members and staff agreed to postpone discussion of the City Hall Block 
Public Restroom Design issue until the Committee's March 5th meeting, so 
Councilor Daniels would be able to participate. 

B. The next regular Urban Services Committee meeting is scheduled for February 19, 
2009, at 4:00 pm, in the Madison Avenue Meeting Room. 

Councilor Hamby adjourned the meeting at 4:55 pm. 

Respectfully submitted, 

David Hamby, Acting Chair 



MEMORANDUM 

DATE: January 19,2009 

TO: Urban Services Committee 

FROM: Ken Gibb, Community Development Direct 

SUBJECT: Sidewalk Cafe Permit Process, One-Year Check-in 

1. Issue 

~ u r i n ~  the 2007 Sidewalk Cafe Permit review process, the Committee requested a one- 
year check-in regarding the revised standards and the overall program implementation. 

11. Discussion 

The 2008 Sidewalk Cafe season was busy with 19 Sidewalk Cafe permits issued. Once 
the new standards were adopted in November 2007, staff conducted extensive outreach 
in cooperation with stakeholders, such as the Chamber and DCA, in effort to facilitate 
code compliance in a reasonable time frame. Of the 19 Sidewalk Caf6 permits, 5 were 
approved with fence delineations. The remaining 14 approved installations 
predominately utilized a painted line for delineation. While staff fielded a number of 
questions about the code compliance and size of one or two fenced installations, no 
formal complaints were lodged regarding sidewalk cafe installations or clearances for 
non-fenced locations. 

The main issue during the cafe review in 2007 was the previous code allowance of a 3 
foot walkway clearance and the tendency for fences to creep into the required clear 
area. The committee addressed this issue by increasing the 3 foot clearance to 4 feet 
and by requiring fences to be anchored. Also, for those cafe's with a fence, there has 
been concern expressed that in some instances, particularly with very large cafe's, the 4 
foot clearance is not enough for pedestrian passing space, however, by most accounts 
this clearance has worked well for those cafes with a painted delineation line. 

In the process of administering the revised code language, Staff identified some 
relatively minor administrative changes that could be considered should the Committee 
choose to move forward with a review process. Changes in the following areas would 
clarify or improve the administration of the current code provisions: 

Clarify that a cafe permit holder is a food service business abutting the right-of- 
way 
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Clarifying a definition so it reflects that dining furniture in the right-of-way which is 
adjacent to a food service business is included in the definition of "Operate a 
sidewalk caf2, whether intended for patrons or general public 

Modifying the vision clearance definition to align with Land Development Code 
and City Engineer's Standards 

Streamline the public notice as still being provided, but not as a wait period; runs 
concurrent with application review 

Modifying the language relating to operating without a permit to include a the 
requirement to obtain a permit within 45 days of notice to make application, or 
cease operation 

Staff notes that during the first year of applying the revised standards, a stakeholder 
group expressed interest in the Council revisiting several of the cafe standards. Most of 
this interest seemed to center around a large sidewalk cafe that is required to be fenced 
by OLCC and has a portion of its fencing located adjacent to a public green space 
rather than a street. Staff has identified an administrative action that may address this 
concern. 

I l l .  Action Requested 

Staff does not recommend a wholesale review of the sidewalk cafi! regulations at this 
time as the current standards have been in place less than a year. The Committee is 
asked to review this report and determine whether a review process is warranted and if 
so, the scope and public process associated with this review. As noted above, the 
administrative fine tuning items could wait if the Committee decides to review the 
sidewalk cafe standards at a future date. 

Review and Concur: 

Jon S. 'Nelson 
.City Manager 

4 t . : 
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Summaw of June 16 2008 testimonv to Citv Council bv Brad Upton, BPAC Chair 

The Corvallis Municipal Code (Chapter 8.08 -Sidewalk Cafes) specifies that an accessible route with 

clearances must be maintained along a sidewalk cafe in Corvallis. 

However, neither the "clearance" nor the "accessible route" definition include that they be on a 

sidewalk (Section 8.08.030). Clearance is only defined relative to  obstructions, and accessible route is  

only defined as a "path of travel." 

Therefore, a sidewalk cafe in Corvallis can occupv the entire sidewalk as long as clearance from 

obstacles is maintained. 

In the case of the cafe at Enoteca, for example, because of the difference in pavement materials it looks 

like the pedestrian is relegated to the "furniture zone." The accessible route, in this example, is the 

minimum width for a long distance rather than just a short distance to provide clearance around 

obstacles. 

Clearly, this is not within the City's stated purpose of implementing sidewalk cafes (Section 8.08.010), 

which includes that sidewalk cafes "encourage a pedestrian-oriented environment [and] help to create a 

visually attractive atmosphere and streetscape." 

I am not here today to submit specific recommendations on the city's sidewalk cafi. code. I anticipate 

that BPAC will formally submit recommendations in the near future. 

However, I do recommend that councilors evaluate the sidewalk cafe at Enoteca, as it is obvious that 

this implementation does not provide adequate sidewalk access. 
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CITY OF CORVALLIS 
COUNCIL ACTION MINUTES 

February 17,2009 

ARY OF DISCUSSION 

Agenda Item 

Consent Agenda 
Pages 123-124 
Unfinished Business 
1. Dear Run Park Subdivision - Deliberations 

2. City Legislative Committee - February 1 1, 
2009 

3. Cormnunity Sustainability Action Plan 
Pages 124-127, 140-147 
Mayor's Report 
1. Van Buren Bridge Project Status Report 
2. Council Liaison Appointment Changes 
3. Climate Change Panel/Sustainability 
4. Montftly Science Pubs 
5. Cityl509J Facilities Usage 
6. Absence from City 

information Held for Further Decisions/Kecommendations 
Onlv RPV~PW 

Yes 

Yes 

Approved Conceptual and Detailed 
Development Plan passed 6-1 
(1 abstention) 
Approved Tentative Subdivision 
Plat passed 6-1 (1 abstention) 

Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 

Pages 127-129 
Council Reports 
1. Pending Transportation Projects (Brauner) Yes 
2. CHS Girls' Basketball Team (Beilstein) Yes 
3. Benton County Teen Summit (Beilstein) Yes 
4. COI Fund-Raisiug Event (Raymond) Yes 
5. Mecca Fund-Raising Event (Raymond) Yes 
6. Woodland Parlc Work Sessioll (Raymond) Yes 
Pages 129-130 
Staff Reports 
1. Western Station Appeal to LUBA 
2. FEMA Grant Withdrawal Appeal 
3. May 2009 Election Voters' Pamphlet 
4. City Manager's Report - January 2009 
5. Council Request Follow-Up Repo~t  - 

Feb~uaqr 12,2009 
6. Qua~terly Work Session 
7. Community Sustainability Action Plan 

Discussions 

Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 

Yes 
Yes 

Page 130 
Items of HSC Meeting of February 3,2009 
1. Project Action Request - Barbara Ross * Distribute transit passes for Project 

Action participants passed U 
P R O P  171 

Cou~~cil Minutes Su~ll~llary - Februa~y 17, 2009 Page 121 
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Glossaw of Terms 
509J Corvallis School District 509J 
ASC Administrative Services Conlmittee 
CHS Corvallis Nigh School 
COI Community Outreach, Inc. 
FEMA Federal Emergency Management Agency 
HSC Human Services Committee 
LDC Land Development Code 
LUBA Land Use Board of Appeals 
U Unanimous 
USC Urban Services Committee 

Council Minutes Sununa~y - Febnlaiy 17, 2009 

I)ecisions/Kecornmendations 

Accept amended Explanatory 
Statenlent passed U 
Amend Policy passed U 

Amend Policy passed U 

Amend Policy passed U 

ORDINANCE 2009-03 passed 6-2 

Approve easement passed U 

Page 122 
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Held for Further 
RPV~PW 

Agenda Item 

Items of ASC Meeting of February 4,2009 
I .  Urban Renewal Plan Voters' Pamphlet 

Review 
2. Council Policy Review: CP 91-2.01, 

"Meeting Procedures'' 
3. Electiou Guidelines 
Pages 131-135 
Items of USC Meeting of February 5,2009 
1. Council Policy Review: CP 91-7.04, 

"Building Permits" 
2. Council Policy Review: CP 91-9.05, "Street 

Naming and Addressing Policies and 
Procedures" 

3. Sidewalk Caf6 Regulations Review 
Pages 135-136 
Other Related Matters 
1. Ordinance - Municipal Code Chapter 1.25, 

"Living Wage" 
Page 136 
New Business 
1. Seavey Meadows Easement - Northwest 

Natural 
Pages 136-137 
Executive Session 
1. Pending Litigation - LDC Amendments 

Appeal 
Page 137 
Visitors' Propositions 
1. COI (Donovan, Krebsbach) 
2. French Exchange Students (Huddleston, 

Cbilders, five French students) 
3. Ovemight Homeless Shelter (Eversole, 

Miller, Hulbertson, Olson) 

lnforrnation 
Onlv 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 
Yes 

Yes 



3. Sidewalk Cafe Regulations Review 

Councilor Hamby reported that the Council requested a review of sjdewalk cafe 
regulations one year after the revised regulations were implemented. The 
Committee decided that more data was needed for a thorough review and concurred 
with staffs suggestion that the regulations be applied for another year, while 
additional data is gathered. Staff issued 19 permits during 2008; and only one 
sidewalk caf6 prompted complaints, which staff believes can be addressed 
administratively. The existing permits will be extended through December 31, 
2009; and businesses will pay the annual fee for the 2009 sidewalk cafe season. 

Councilor Harnby said the Committee supported staff administratively responding 
to one sidewalk cafi permit holder for which complaints were received and 
gathering additional data during the 2009 sidewalk cafk season in preparation for 
a full review next year, when regulation amendments can be considered. 

This issue was presented for information only. 

Councilor Beilstein inquired whether staff anticipated any additional sidewalk caf6 
permit applications for the 2009 season. 

Mr. Gibb said staff determined at the end of ZOO8 that permits were issued for all 
businesses requiringpermits. The permits must be renewed for 2009, and there may 
be some changes in which businesses will have sidewalk cafes. He confirmed that 
all businesses with sidewalk caf6s had permits. 

D. Other Related Matters 

1. Second reading of an ordinance amending Cowallis Municipal Code Chapter 1.25, 
"Living Wage," as amended 

Mr. Brewer read an ordinance amending Corvallis Municipal Code Chapter 1.25, 
"Living Wage," as amended, noting that the ordinance would add a new exception. 

Councilor Beilstein urged Councilors to oppose the proposed ordinance. 

Councilor Hirsch discussed an e-mailhe sent February 16th to Mayor Tomlinson 
and Council members. 

Councilor Brown ach~owledged that the decision before the Council was difficult. 

ORDINANCE 2009-03 passed six to two, with Councilors Hervey and Beilstein opposing. 

X. NEWBUSINESS - 

A. Seavey Meadows easement - Northwest Natural 

Council Minutes -February 17,2009 Page 133 
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'ram: Gibb, Ken 
nt: Friday, March 20, 2009 12:54 PM 

, 0: Catherine Mater 
Subject: Follow-up re: 2009 Sidewalk Cafe regulations 

Attachments: USC Minutes-Staff Report-Attachmentspdf; Council Minutes Excerpt.pdf 

Hi Catherine. 

I am following up your conversations with Chris Westfall and Jon Nelson regarding the sidewalk caf6 
regulations and how they affect the Enoteca sidewalk cafe. Attached is the staff report to the Urban 
Services Committee, Committee minutes that include public testimony and the Council minutes 
related to this matter. I would like to highlight the following: 

- The Council had requested a one year review of the new standards that were applied for the 2008 
season. 
- During 2008, Community Development Staff received some general complaints about the lack of 
accessibility for the public and specific concerns from the City's Bicycle Pedestrian Advisory 
Committee (BPAC) about how the regulations were being applied to Enoteca. 
- I would note that the purpose of the USC agenda item was to seek direction on whether to proceed 
with a full review of the outdoor cafe regulations with a public process, or not. Therefore, there was 
no specific public outreach conducted prior to the Committee meeting. 
- As you will see, Staff did not recommend a full scale review of the regulations after just one year. 
'iowever, in the Staff report we identified a possible administrative solution to the concerns being 
aised. 

- This solution was discussed at USC and involved the interpretation that the 6 foot setback called for 
in Section 8.08.070 1) b) of the Code was intended to apply to all curbs and not just street curbs. 
- This would mean that the Enoteca cafe fences that were adjacent to curbs associated with green 
areas would need to set back 6' rather than 4'. 
- As noted in the USC minutes, while the administrative interpretation would apply to all similar 
situations, the Enoteca was the only situation identified at that time as being affected by this 
interpretation. 
- There was also discussion at USC about whether concrete pavers should be considered an 
acceptable surface for the required pedestrian clearance. Staff pointed out that pavers were 
acceptable as long as ADA standards were met and the Committee concurred with this determination 
( a different outcome would have further impacted Enoteca's setback requirements). 
- In the end, USC agreed that an administrative interpretation was preferred over a wholesale review 
of this and other aspects of the sidewalk care' regulations. 
- The City Council reviewed the USC direction at the February 17th meeting. At that time, Staff noted 
that the existing 2008 permits would be extended until permit renewal notices were sent out in the 
late winterlearly spring of 2009. The administrative interpretation would apply to the 2009 permit 
renewals. 

Please let me know if you have any questions regarding this information. 

Ken 
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- -om: 
;nt: 

1-0: 
Subject: 

Importance: 

Mullens, Carrie on behalf of City Manager 
Monday, March 23,2009 6:03 AM 
Nelson, Jon; Gibb, Ken; Westfall, Chris 
FW: <web>Sidewalk Cafe - USC interpretation 

Low 

----- Original Message----- 
From: Catherine Mater [mailto:catherine@mater.com] 
Sent: Sunday, March 22, 2009 1:23 PM 
To: City Manager 
Subject: <web>Sidewalk Cafe - USC interpretation 
Importance: Low 

This is an inquiry e-mail via %s from: Catherine Mater 
(catherine@mater.com) 

Jon, Ken, Chris: Thanks so much for getting back to me so quickly 
regarding the matter referenced below. While I understand what the USC 
attempted to do, and staff's subsequent suggestion that an administrative 
ruling might be the way to insert added interpretation on this item, I need 
to point out that the code is very clear regadring set-backs. Section 
'.08.090 Sec. 1.e. clearly states: "The operation of a sidewalk cafe 
shall be located such that there is at least six (6) feet from the 
outermost edge of a sidewalk cafe to the street curb, that also includes a 
minimum of four (4) feet of clear and unobstructed route between the cafe 
delineation and tree wells, tree limbs, bike racks, lamp posts and any 
other fixtures or obstructions, to a height of seven (7) feet measured 
vertically from grade. Radiuses along an accessible route shall be no less 
than four (4) feet in width." 

I will point out that Enboteca meets all determinants of the code, as our 
four foot setback on Washington St happens at a tree well, and the frontage 
on the riverfront is not a street and therefore only subject to the 4' 
setback. All clearances around other obstacles such as lamposts etc. also 
clearly meet code. Further - I need to underscore that the layout of the 
current fencing line on both Washington and along the riverfront were 
measured and set with City staff present at all times and participating in 
the fencing location as you now see it to ensure compliance to code. As 
such, we comply with all aspects of the code and will expect a renewal of 
our outdoor cafe permit to follow what is required in the code. The 
sugges 
admini 
change 

- 

ted interpretation revisions of 
strative rule suggestions from 
s suggested contradict what is 

the USC (and 
staff) simply 
required in th 

subsequent 
do not hold as the 
e code. Should the 

elect to pursue the suggested interpretation chang! 

e - it must do so as an official code change (not as an administrative 
ruling) with all the attendant public hearings required. 

Please note we are not wishing to be difficult here and understand the 

city 

I 
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delicate position you have been placed in. Nonetheless - we have worked 
very hard to bring Corvallis the type of business it has deemed desirable 
and appropriate within the city's master plan, and have made a commitment 
to continue to offer these desired services in the downtown district - even 
though other businesses in the same district are folding up and closing. 
It would seem that the success of the proposed urban renewal district might 
well depend on the public seeing that the downtown district remains a 
vibrant part of the community - a condition in peril given the extent of 
business closures in the last few months. 

Please call should you have any questions, and thanks again for all your 
help on this. 

Catherine Mater 
Part owner - Enoteca 
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Gibb. Ken 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

Catherine Mater [mater@mater.corn] 
Monday, March 23, 2009 2:01 PM 
Gibb, Ken; Catherine Mater 
Nelson, Jon; Westfall, Chris; Carlson, Dan; Rich-Carone; griffobros2@proaxis.com; 
mark@griffobros.com 
RE: <web>Sidewalk Cafe - USC interpretation 

Thanks Ken. Of course, our preference is to leave things as they are and 
follow the same approved code criteria used last year. Please keep us 
informed. 

Catherine 

At 01:21 PM 3/23/2009, Gibb, Ken wrote: 
>Hi Catherine, 
> 
>We will plan to share your perspective with the City Council and ask 
>them for direction on whether they want to consider the code amendment 
>that you believe is necessary to implement the USC direction or not. Of 
>course another option is to leave things as they are without applying 
>an administrative interpretation or approving a code change that 
>addresses the concerns that have been raised. 
> 
>Will keep you pos~ed. 
> 
>Ken 
> 
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ENHANCING COMMUNITY LIVABILITY 

Community Development 
Development Services Division 

501 SW Madison Avenue 
P.O. Box 1083 

Corvallis, OR 97339-1083 
(541) 766-6929 

TTY (541) 766-6477 

To: Interested Parties 

Date: April 23,2009 

Subject: Sidewalk Cafk Clearance Requirements - Input Opportunity 

The Corvallis City Council, through the Urban Services Committee, is considering a possible 
change to the Sidewalk Caf6 ordinance. The Co~nrnittee is interested in hearing your feedback. 

There is an upcoming meeting of the Urban Services Co~nmittee to review a specific clearance 
standard for sidewalk cafk pennit regulations found in Corvallis Municipal Code Section 
8.08.070(1)(b). This standard currently requires at least six (6) feet of clearance from the 
outermost edge of the sidewalk caf6 to the str.eet curb. Under consideration is the discontinuance 
of the reference to the street curb such that tlie six (6) feet of clearance would apply to all curbed 
areas abutting the public right of way, e.g. curbs adjacent to landscaped areas. 

The public meeting will be held in the Madison Meeting Room at 500 SW Madison Avenue, 
Corvallis, on: 

Thursday, May 7,2009, at 4:00 P.M. 

Public comments on this specific element of review are invited at that time. Written co~nrnents 
msy be submitted via e-mail to me at dan.caslson~~ci.coniaIlis.os.us, or to the Development 
Services Division office. Written colnrnents need to be received by 12:00 pm the day of the 
hearing in order to be presented at the hearing. You are also welcome to present your co~nrnents 
in person at the hearing. 

You may review the Corvallis Municipal Code Sidewalk Caf6 provisiolzs online at: 
~ ~ : / / a r c h i v e . c i . c o r \ : a l l i s . o r . u s / d c 7 c  774. 

If you have any questions please do not hesitate to contact me or Code Enforcement Supervisor 
Chris Westfall at 541 -766-6929. 

Sincerely, 

Development Services Manager 

"A Community that Honors Diversity" 



MEMO DUM 
April 27,2009 

To: Urban Services Committee 
C "  

From: Steve Rogers, Public Works Director 37'' 

Subject: Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant (EECBG) Application Process 

Issue: 
The Urban Services Committee is leading a process to determine which activities to fund with the City's 
federal Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant (EECBG) allocation. 

Discussion: 
In keeping with the process approved by City Council, staff will provide background information on the 
EECBG program at the May 7" USC meeting. These items (attached) will be reviewed with the 
Committee during the meeting. 

- EECBG program summary, principles, outcomes, and prioritization criteria (A) 
- Eligible activities and corresponding NEPA requirements (B) 
- Energy Efficiency and Conservation Strategy form (C) 
- EECBG Activity Worksheet (D) 
- Notes from an ICLEI-sponsored conference call on March 3 1,2009 (E) 
- City Council community sustainability goals (F) 

The EECBG application requires the City to decide which specific actions it will pursue fiom the 
Department of Energy's list of eligble activities. To help frame the selection decision, staff developed a 
matrix (G) that shows how each of the eligble activities match up to the Council's community 
sustainability goals, the federal priority criteria and the federal desired EECBG program outcomes. 
Additional columns are provided to capture other criteria the Committee would like to use and the 
proposed programs/projects fiom the public input. The goals of the process are to: 

1. Select activities from the eligible list 
2. Minimize the number of activities selected 
3. Select specific projects where applicable 

Example: a) energy audit activity would have no specific projects 
b) renewable energy on government buildings would require specific projects 

The EECBG application also requires the City to develop a Energy Efficiency and Conservation Strategy. 
Staff proposes using the Council's community sustainability goals on energy and transportation as the 
basis for the required strategy. 

At the next USC meeting on May 21", the public will be invited to comment on which of the eligible 
activities andlor projects should be funded. Before the June 4th meeting, staff will add this information 
to the selection matrix, matching the input to one of the activity categories. During the June 4~ meeting, 
the Committee would select the final activities and assign specific projects, if applicable, and allocate the 
available funding among the selected activities. 

Recommendation: 
Staff requests USC approve or modify the proposed approach and selection criteria. 

Reviewed and concur: 



EECBG FUNDING OPPORTUNITY DESCRIPTION 

SUMMARY 

The American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009, Public Law I 11-5, appropriates funding for the 
Department of Energy (DOE) to issuelaward formula-based grants to states, U.S. territories, units of 
local government, and Indian tribes under the Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant (EECBG) 
Program. DOE'S authorization for this program is set forth in Title V, Subtitle E of the Energy 
Independence and Security Act (EISA) of 2007. 

Projects under this announcement will be funded, in whole or in part, with funds appropriated by the 
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009, Pub. L. 11 1-5, (Recovery Act or Act). The Recovery 
Act's purposes are to stimulate the economy and to create and retain jobs. The Act gives preference to 
activities that can be started and completed expeditiously, including a goal of using at least 50 percent of 
the funds made available by it for activities that can be initiated not later than June 17, 2009. Due to the 
schedule of this Funding Opportunity Announcement, this date does not impact activities in the EECBG 
Program. Accordingly, special consideration will be given to projects that promote and enhance the 
objectives of the Act, especially job creation, preservation and economic recovery, in an expeditious 
manner. 

Be advised that special terms and conditions may apply to projects funded by the Act relating to: 
Reporting, tracking and segregation of incurred costs; 

0 Reporting on job creation and preservation; 
0 Publication of information on the Internet; 

Access to records by Inspectors General and the Government Accountability Office; 
0 Prohibition on use of funds for gambling establishments, aquariums, zoos, golf courses or 

swimming pools; 
o Ensuring that iron, steel and manufactured goods are produced in the United States; 

Ensuring wage rates are comparable to those prevailing on projects of a similar character; 
Protecting whistleblowers and requiring prompt referral of evidence of a false claim to an 
appropriate inspector general; and 

e Certification and Registration. 

Recipients of funding appropriated by the Act shall comply with requirements of applicable Federal, 
State, Tribal and local laws, regulations, DOE policy and guidance, and instructions in this 
announcement, unless relief has been granted by DOE. Recipients shall flow down the requirements of 
applicable Federal, State, Tribal and local laws, regulations DOE policy and guidance, and instructions 
in this announcement to subrecipients at any tier to the extent necessary to ensure the recipient's 
compliance with the requirements. 

Be advised that Recovery Act funds can be used in conjunction with other funding as necessary to 
complete projects, but tracking and reporting must be separate to meet the reporting requirements of the 
Recovery Act and related OMB Guidance. Applicants for projects funded by sources other than the 
Recovery Act should plan to keep separate records for Recovery Act funds and to ensure those records 
comply with the requirements of the Act. Funding provided through the Recovery Act that is 
supplemental to an existing grant is one-time funding. 

This announcement includes program guidance on the implementation and administration of  the 
EECBG Program. 



PURPOSE 

The purpose of the EECBG Program is to assist eligible entities in creating and implementing strategies 
to: 

reduce fossil fuel emissions in a manner that is environmentally sustainable and, to the 
maximum extent practicable, maximizes benefits for local and regional communities; 
reduce the total energy use of the eligible entities; and 
improve energy efficiency in the building sector, the transportation sector, and other appropriate 
sectors. 

These stated purposes describe the overall intent of the EECBG Program. Entities may develop various 
initiatives and projects that address one or more of the purposes and each activity an entity undertakes 
is not required to meet all of the stated purposes. DOE encourages entities to develop many different 
new and innovative approaches within the framework of the legislation and the guidance to serve these 
purposes. However, each entity is required to use the funds in a cost-effective manner that is of 
maximum benefit to the population of that entity and in a manner that will yield continuous benefits over 
time in terms of energy and emission reductions. 

The period of performance for these grants will be 36 months. In keeping with the agenda of the 
Recovery Act, and supporting the goal of immediate investment in the economy, entities are required to 
obligatelcommit all funds within eighteen (18) months from the effective date of the award. In the event 
funds are not obligatedlcommitted within eighteen (18) months, DOE reserves the right to deobligate the 
funds and cancel the award. 

PROGRAM PRINCIPLES 

DOE has developed the following core principles to guide entities during the program and project 
planning process: 

Prioritize energy efficiency and conservation first as the cheapest, cleanest, and fastest ways to 
meet energy demand. 
To maximize benefits over the longest possible terms, entities should look for ways to link their 
energy efficiency efforts to long-term priorities (especially community economic development, 
community stabilization and poverty reduction efforts). 
Invest funds in programs and projects that create and/or retain jobs and stimulate the economy 
while meeting long term energy goals. 
Target programs and projects that will provide substantial, sustainable and measurable energy 
savings, job creation and economic stimulus effects. 
Give priority to programs and projects that leverage federal funds with other public and private 
resources, including coordinated efforts involving other Federal programs targeting community 
development funded through the Recovery Act such as the Community Development Block 
Grant program, HOME, and job training programs. 
To the extent possible, develop programs and strategies that will continue beyond the funding 
period. 
Ensure oversight, transparency, and accountability for all program activities. 
Enact policies that transform markets, increase investments, and support program goals. 
Develop comprehensive plans that benchmark current performance and set aggressive goals. 



PROGRAM OUTCOMES 

The EECBG Program is a crosscutting program. There are many possible outcomes that could result 
from successfully implementing programs, projects and activities at the state and local level. These 
desired outcomes help clarify the broad purposes stated in the legislation and can assist 
implementation, including overall development and administration of state and local programs. They can 
be used to help evaluate potential programs and projects, as well as understand the factors that affect 
the success of different activities, programs and projects. 

I 

Desired outcomes of the EECBG Program include: 

lncreased energy efficiency, reduced energy consumption and reduced energy costs through 
efficiency improvements in the building, transportation and other appropriate sectors; 
New jobs and increased productivity to spur economic growth and community development; 
Accelerated deployment of market-ready distributed renewable energy technologies, including 
wind, solar, geothermal, hydropower, biomass and hydrogen technologies; 
lmproved air quality and related environmental and health indicators associated with the 
reduction of fossil fuel emissions; 
lmproved coordination of energy-related policies and programs across jurisdictional levels of 
governance and with other local and community level programs in order to maximize the impact 
of this program on long-term local priorities; 
lncreased security, resilience, and reliability of energy generation and transmission 
infrastructure; 
Leveraging of the resources of federal, state and local governments, utilities and utility 
regulators, private sector and non-profit organizations to maximize the resulting energy, 
economic and environmental benefits; and 
Widespread use of innovative financial mechanisms that transform markets. 

PROGWM PRIORITIZATION CRITERIA 

Energy efficiency, conservation, and renewable energy programs and projects are building blocks for 
increased economic vitality, energy security, and environmental quality. EECBG program funds will have 
maximum impact if invested in ways that create and or retain jobs and stimulate the economy in the 
short term while laying the foundation for a long-term and sustainable clean energy economy. DOE 
encourages grantees to prioritize programs and project that: 

Leverage other public and private resources. 
0 Enhance workforce development. 
0 Persist beyond the funding period. 

Promote energy market transformation such as revolving loans, low-cost loans, energy savings 
performance contracting, advanced building codes, building and home retrofit incentives and 
policies, and transportation programs and policies. 



ELIGIBLE ACTIVITIES 

A list of eligible activities for use of program funds is contained in Sec. 544 of EISA. Additional activities 
may be eligible pending approval by the DOE. The activities below are therefore not an exhaustive list 
and should be used as a guide to the intent of the program. DOE encourages each entity to develop a 
strategy, including its component activities, that is likely to result in maximum energy efficiency 
improvements, fossil-fuel emission reductions, economic benefits and total energy use reduction. 

I. Development of an Energy Efficiency and Conservation Strateqv: Entities may use a 
grant received under this part to develop and/or implement a strategy for energy efficiency and 
conservation and to carry out activities to achieve the purposes of the program. All entities 
receiving direct formula grants from the DOE are required to submit a proposed strategy for 
approval. 

2. Technical Consultant Services: Entities may retain technical consultant services to assist 
the eligible entity in the development of such a strategy, including formulation of energy 
efficiency, energy conservation, and energy usage goals; identification of strategies to achieve 
those goals through efforts to increase energy efficiency, reduce fossil fuel emissions or reduce 
energy consumption through investments or by encouraging behavioral changes. Entities may 
develop methods to measure progress in achieving the goals. Entities may develop and publish 
annual reports to the population served by the eligible entity describing the strategies and goals 
and the progress made in achieving them during the preceding calendar year. 

3. Residential and Commercial Buildinq Enerqy Audits: Entities may support the conduct of 
residential and commercial building energy audits. 

4. Financial Incentive Programs: Entities may establish financial incentive programs and 
mechanisms for energy efficiency improvements such as energy saving performance 
contracting, on-bill financing, and revolving loan funds. 

5. Enerqy Efficiencv Retrofits: Grants may be made to nonprofit organizations and , 

governmental agencies for the purpose of retrofitting existing facilities to improve energy 
efficiency. 

6. Enerqv Efficiency and Conservation Programs for Buiidinqs and Facilities: Entities may 
develop and implement energy efficiency and conservation programs for buildings and facilities 
within the jurisdiction of the entity. The range of activities includes the design and operation of 
the programs; the identification of the most effective methods for achieving maximum 
participation and efficiency rates; public education; measurement and verification protocols; and 
identification of energy efficient technologies. 

7. Development and Implementation of Transportation Programs: Entities may develop and 
implement programs to conserve energy used in transportation, including but not limited to: 
e Employee flex time programs; 

Promoting use of satellite work centers; 
e Development and promotion of zoning guidelines or requirements that promote energy 

efficient development; 
e Development of infrastructure such as bike lanes and pathways and pedestrian walkways; 
e Synchronization of traffic signals; 

State/locals/regionaI integrated planning activities (i-e. transportation, housing, 
environmental, energy, land use) with the goal of reducing greenhouse gas emissions and 
vehicle miles traveled; 

e lncentive programs to reduce commutes by single occupancy vehicles; 



Improvements in operatiorial and system efficiency of the transportation system such as 
implementation of intelligent transportation system (ITS) strategies; 
Idle-reduction technologies and/or facilities to conserve energy, reduce harmful air pollutants, 
and greenhouse gas emissions from freight movement; and 
Installation of solar panels on interstate rights-of-way to conserve energy in highway 
operations and maintenance activities. 

8. Buildinq Codes and Inspections: Entities may develop and implement building codes and 
inspection services to promote building energy efficiency. 

9. Enerqy Distribution: Entities may implement distributed energy resource technologies that 
significantly increase energy efficiency, including: 

District heating and cooling systems 
a Combined heat and power systems 
a Cogeneration systems 
a Energy Storage systems 

Absorption chillers 
Desiccant humidifiers 

e Micro turbines 
Ground source heat pumps 

10. Material Conservation Prosrams: Entities may implement activities to increase 
participation and efficiency rates for material conservation programs, including source reduction, 
recycling, and recycled content procurement programs that lead to increases in energy 
efficiency. 

I I. Reduction and Capture of Methane and Greenhouse Gases: Entities may use grant 
funds to purchase and implement technologies to reduce, capture, and, to the maximum extent 
practicable, use methane and other greenhouse gases generated by landfills or similar waste- 
related sources, such as wastewater treatment plants, operations producing food waste, dairy 
farms and other animal operations. 

12. Traffic Signals and Street Liqhtinq: Entities may use grant funds to replace traffic signals 
and street lighting with energy efficient lighting technologies, including light emitting diodes; and 
any other technology of equal or greater energy efficiency. 

13. Renewable Energy Technoloqies on Government Buildings: Entities may use grant 
funds to develop, implement, and install on or in any government building of the eligible entity 
onsite renewable energy technology that generates electricity from renewable resources, 
including solar energy; wind energy; fuel cells; and biomass. 

14. Any Other Appropriate Activity: Entities may submit any other appropriate activity for 
approval in the Energy Efficiency and Conservation Strategy. 

NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT (NEPA) 

All projects receiving financial assistance from DOE must be reviewed under the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 - 42 U.S.C. Section 4321 et seq. 

Based on DOE'S review of the list of activities that funds can be utilized for under the EECBG 
Program, DOE has determined that projects in support of activities 1-3, 6, 7A, 7B, 7C, 7E, 7F, 8- 



10, and 12 (shown in the table in regular text) will likely be classified as categorical exclusions. 
Therefore, Applicants proposing projects in support of activities 1-3, 6, 7A, 7B, 7C, 7E, 7F, 8-10, 
and 12 are not required to submit any NEPA documentation at this time. However, DOE 
reserves the right to request NEPA documentation if during the review process it is determined 
necessary. 

Applicants proposing projects in support of activities 4, 5, 7D, 11, 13, and 14 (shown in the table 
below in bold text) may also qualify for categorical exclusion status. However, this 
determination cannot be made without NEPA review. Therefore, all Applicants proposing 
projects in support of activities 4, 5, 7D, 11, 13, and 14 must supply the environmental 
information contained in NETL F 451.1-113-EECBG contained in Attachment B3. This form 
should be saved in a file named "UIC-NEPA.pdf' and click on "Add Optional Other Attachment" 
to attach. 

Applicants must know that by proposina proiects in support of activities 4, 5, 7D, 11, 13, or 14, 
the NEPA process could delay the award process; applicants may be restricted to use of funds 
for planninq purposes only until the NEPA process is complete. 

All project activites permitted under the EECBG Program and the corresponding required 
NEPA actions are reflected in the table below: 

Table of NEPA Requirements by EECBG Project Activities 

i 2. i retaining technical consultant services to assist the eligible entity in 
the development of such a strategy, including- 

ACTIVITY 
NUMBER 

development and implementation of an energy efficiency and 
conservation strategy under section 545(b); 

A. formulation of energy efficiency, energy conservation, and 
energy usage goals; 

No further action needed at this 
time 

I I B. identificason of strategies to achieve those goals- I I 

ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION 

(i) through efforts to increase energy efficiency and reduce energy 
consumption; and 

NEPA ACTION REQUIRED AT 
THIS TIME 

(ii) by encouraging behavioral changes among the population 
served by the eligible entity; 

D. development and publication of annual reports to the population 
served by the eligible entity describing- 

C. development of methods to measure progress in achieving the 

I I (i) the strategies and goals; and I I 

No further action needed at this 
time 

(ii) the progress made in achieving the strategies and goals during 
the preceding calendar year; and 

E. other services to assist in the implementation of the energy 
efficiency and conservation strategy; 



No further action needed at this 
time 

Complete NETL F 451 .I -113- 
EECBG and submit with 
application 

Complete NETL F 451 .I-113- 
EECBG and submit with 
application 

No further action needed at this 
time 

No further action needed at this 
time 

Complete NETL F 451.1-113- 
EECBG and submit with 
application 

No further action needed at this 
time 

No further action needed at this 
time 

No further action needed at this 
time 

~ -- - 

No further action needed at this 
time 

Complete NETL F 451.1-113- 
EECBG and submit with 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

residential and commercial building energy audits; 

establishment of financial incentive programs for energy 
efficiency improvements; 

the provision of grants to nonprofit organizations and 
governmental agencies for the purpose of performing energy 
efficiency retrofits; 

development and implementation of energy efficiency and 
conservation programs for buildings and facilities within the 
jurisdiction of the eligible entity, including- 

A. design and operation of the programs; 

B. identifying the most effective methods for achieving maximum 
participation and efficiency rates; 

C. public education; 

D. measurement and verification protocols; and 

E. identification of energy efficient technologies; 

development and implementation of programs to conserve energy 
used in transportation, including- 

A. use of, flex time by employers; 

B. satellite work centers; 

C. development and promotion of zoning guidelines or 
requirements that promote energy efficient development; 

D. development of non-highway transportation infrastructure, 
such as bike lanes and pathways and pedestrian walkways; 

E. synchronization of traffic signals; and 

F. other measures that increase energy efficiency and decrease 
energy consumption; 

development and implementation of building codes and inspection 
services to promote building energy efficiency; 

application and implementation of energy distribution technologies 
that significantly increase energy efficiency, including- 

A. distributed resources; and 

B. district heating and cooling systems; 
-- 

activities to increase participation and efficiency rates for material 
conservation programs, including source reduction, recycling, and 
recycled content procurement programs that lead increases in 
energy efficiency; 

the purchase and implementation of technologies to reduce, 
capture, and, to the maximum extent practicable, use methane 



replacement of traffic signals and street lighting with energy 
efficient lighting technologies, including- 

and other greenhouse gases generated by landfills or similar 
sources; 

A. light emitting diodes; and 

application 

( 6. any other technology of equal or greater energy efficiency; I I 
development, implementation, and installation on or in any 
government building of the eligible entity of onsite renewable 
energy technology that generates electricity from renewable 
resources, including- 

1 A. solar energy; 

B. wind energy; 

C. fuel cells; and 

D. biomass; and 

any other appropriate activity, as determined by the Secretary, 
in  consultation with- 

I A. the Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency; 

/ B. the Secretary of Transportation; and 

( C. the Secretary of Housing and Urban Development. 

Complete NETL F 451 .I -113- 
EECBG and submit with 
application 

Complete NETL F 451 .I -113- 
EECBG and submit with 
application 



Energy Efficiency & Conservation Strategy for Units of Local Governments 

All applicants must submit an Energy Efficiency and Conservation Strategy (EECS). Units of 
local government have the option of submitting the EECS no later than 120 days after the 
effective date of the award or at the time of application. Units of local government who chose to 
submit the EECS at the time of application will provide the following information. 

1. Describe your government's proposed Energy Efficiency and Conservation Strategy. 
Provide a concise summary of your measureable goals and objectives, which should be 
aligned with the defined purposes and eligible activities of the EECBG Program. These 
goals and objectives should be comprehensive and maximize benefits community-wide. 
Provide a schedule or timetable for major milestones. If your government has an existing 
energy, climate, or other related strategy please describe how these strategies relate to 
each other. 

2. Describe your government's proposed implementation plan for the use of EECBG 
Program funds to assist you in achieving the goals and objectives outlined in the strategy 
describe in question #l .  Your description should include a summary of the activities 
submitted on your activity worksheets, and how each activity supports one or more of 
your strategy's goals1 objectives. 

3. Describe how your government is taking into account the proposed implementation 
plans and activities for use of funds by adjacent units of local government that are grant 
recipients under the Program. 

4. Describe how your government will coordinate and share information with the state in 
which you are located regarding activities carried out with grant funds to maximize 
energy efficiency and conservation benefits. 

5. Describe how this plan has been designed to ensure that it'sustains benefits beyond the 
EECBG funding period. 

6. The President has made it clear that every taxpayer dollar spent on our economic 
recovery must be subject to unprecedented levels of transparency and accountability. 
Describe the auditing or monitoring procedures currently in place or that will be in place 
(by what date), to ensure hnds are used for authorized purposes and every step is taken to 
prevent instances of fraud, waste, error, and abuse. 



EECBG Activity Worksheet -D 
Grantee: Date: 

DUNS #: Program Contact Email: 

'rogram Contact First Name: Last Name: 

Project Title: 

Activity: If Other: 

Sector: If Other: 

Proposed Number of Jobs Created: Proposed Number of Jobs Retained: 

Proposed Energy Saved and/or Renewable Energy Generated: 

Proposed GHG Emissions Reduced (C02 Equivalents): 

Proposed Funds Leveraged: 

Proposed EECBG Budget: 

Projected Costs Within Budget: Administration: Revolving Loans: Subgrants: 

Project Contact First Name: Last Name: Email: 

Metric Activity: If Other: 

Project Summary: (limit summary to space provided) 

If you are proposing more than one activity, save this file as many times as needed with successive page numbers. For example: "OH-CITY-Columbus- 
Project Activity page l.pdf, " "OH-CITY-ColumbusProject Activity page Zpdf, " and confinue as needed. 



Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant Guidelines 

Notes from the ICLEI conference call on March 31,2009 

In general, the Department of Energy is looking for: 
long-term transformational activities, not one-off projects 
things that move conservation and renewable energy forward, after the dollars are gone 
coordination at the local level with state level activities (state applications are due May 

26th, SO coordination with the State, if it's going to happen, needs to happen soon) 
long-term sustained programs--think programs, not capital outlay--building audit 

program, building code changes 
programs that can pay dividends year after year 

For the Strategy development: 
Better to under-promise and over-deliver 
Build comprehensive strategies, with programs that leverage funds to the greatest extent 
Create mechanisms to invite and encourage private sector to participate and become 

dominant fund-suppliers 

Regarding accountability, city activities will be monitored against the Strategy, including 
announced or unannounced visits/conference calls 

Five outcome metrics will be measured at the national level: 
Energy saved 
Renewable energy installed 
GHG emissions reduced 
Funds leveraged/cost savings 
Jobs saved and created (a job calculator will be added to the website so that everyone will 

be ca!culziting the same way) 

There will also be intermediate measures that will be based on which of the allowable activities a 
city chooses to pursue 

Next steps 
Publishing allocation formula through Federal Register 
Formula grants are first priority, then competitive grants 
Developing web-based solution center to include best practices 
Expanding technical assistance program 

Questions can be emailed to stirnulus@~ICLEI.org 

It was not speczfically stated that there would be no follow-up money in future years, but it was 
vely clear& implied that this is our one-shot at federal funding for these types ofprograms. 



Councilor Raymond noted that the preference selection chart did not indicate her support 
for pursuing actions regarding natural areas. She concurred that energy and transportation 
were important initial goals as means of achieving the ultimate goal of reducing the 
community's "carbon footprint." She believed the City could do more to support community 
inclusion. She agreed that the Council should consider pursuing any actions if the 
community is lagging. 

Referencing the issue of community inclusion, Councilor Daniels noted that staff would be 
involved in the 201 0 census. The City's allocations of Federal funds are dependent upon an 
accurate census of all members of the community. 

Councilor Hervey cautioned the Council to not focus on the preference selection process, 
noting that some dots were not placed adjacent to specific actions. 

Enerm Policv Goal 

Councilor Beilstein expressed a desire to reduce dependence on sources of energy fiom 
outside the City. 

Councilor Brown noted that conservation would result in a reduced use of imported energy. 

Councilor O'Brien suggested a policy goal to support conservation and local generation of 
energy. 

Councilor Daniels opined that a policy goal should indicate the reason for the Council's 
action. 

Councilors noted that conservation protects scarce resources, the local economy, and 
fmancial savings. 

The Council agreed to an energy policy goal to support conservation and local generation 
of energy to reduce the City's contribution to global warming and energy imports. 

Tra~zsportation Policy Goal 

Council members discussed whether the policy goal should be active (reduce) or supportive 
(encourage reduction). 

Councilor Brown noted that encouraging and supporting are components of City policies. 

m e  Council agreed to a transportation policy goal to encourage reduction of auto trips in 
the Corvallis community to minimize use of fuel, carbon dioxide emissions; and drain of 
resources from Corvallis. 

Councilor Hamby directed Councilor members' attention to h s  memorandum with Councilor 
Brown regarding action items addressing the energy and transportation policy goals, 
including those identified during the March 16th Council meeting and those staff identified 
as "most pronlising." 
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Proposed Selection Criteria Matrix 
April 30, 2009 

Supports Federal 
Priority Criteria 

Leverage 

Workforce 
Persist 
Market 

Leverage 
Workforce 

Persist 
Market 

- - - -  - - 

Leverage 
Workforce 

Market 

Persist 

Leverage 
Workforce 

Market 

Eligible Activity 
Category 

1 .Develop strategy 

2. Technical consultant 
services for strategy 

3. Building energy audits 

*4. Financial incentives 

$5. Energy retrofits 

6. Efficiency and conservation 
programs 

"7. Transportation programs 

Accomplishes Federal 
Program Outcome 

Coordination, Leverage 

Efficiency, Jobs, Air 
quality 

Efficiency, Jobs 
Technology, Air quality, 
Leverage, Financial 

- - ---- 
Efficiency, Jobs, 
Technology, Air quality, 
Leverage 

Efficiency, Technology, 
Air quality, Coordination 

Efficiency, Jobs, Air 
quality, Coordination, 
Leverage 

Corresponds 
to Council 
Goal 

E 

E 

E 

E 

E 

E 

E, T 

--- 
8. Building code and 
inspections 

9. Distributed energy systems 

10. Recycling and source 
reduction programs 

* 1 1. Reduction of methane 
and greenhouse gases 

12. Traffic signals & street 
lighting 

* 13. Renewable energy on 
government buildings 

1 14. Othe- -apropriate activity 

Committee Suggested 
Criteria 

- - -  

E 

E 

E 

E 

E 

E 

Community Interest 

- - 

- 

Persist 
Marlcet 

Workforce 

Leverage 

Leverage 
Workforce 

Leverage 
Workforce 

Efficiency, Technology, 
Air quality, Coordination 

Efficiency, Jobs, 
Technology, Air quality, 
Infiastn~cture 

Efficiency, Air quality, 
Leverage 

Efficiency, Jobs, 
Technology, Air quality, 
Infrastn~cture, Leverage 

Efficiency, Air quality, 
Infrastructure 

Efficiency, Jobs, 
Technology, Air quality, 
Infrastructure, Leverage 

I_ 



Matrix Key 

* = NEPA requirement on all or some projects in this category 

City Council Goals: 
E = Energy - Support conservation and local generation of energy 
T = Transportation - Encourage reduction of auto trips 

Priority Criteria: 
Leverage = Leverage other public and private resources 
Workforce = Enhance workforce development 
Persist = Persist beyond funding period 
Market = Promote energy market transformation 

Outcomes Desired: 
Efficiency = Increased energy efficiency 
Jobs = New jobs and increased productivity 
Technology = Accelerated deployment of renewable energy technologies 
Air quality = Improved air quality and related environmental indicators associated with reduced in fossil fuel emissions 
Coordination = Improved coordinated of energy related policies across jurisdictions 
Infrastructure = Increased security and reliability of energy generation and transmission infrastructure 
Leverage = Leverage of government, private and non-profit resources 
Financial = Widespread use of innovative financial mechanisms that transform markets 

Committee Suggested Criteria: To be completed after the May 7" USC meeting 

Community Interest: To be completed after public input received 



Corvallis Municipal Code HANDOUT A 

Chapter. 8.08 . 

Sidewalk Cafes 

Sections: 

8.08.010 Purpose. 
8.08.020 Permit required. 
8.08.030 Definitions. 
8.08.040 Permit fee. 
8.08.050 Permit application. 
8.08.060 Notice required. 
8.08.070 Location rules and review criteria. 
8.08.080 Liability and insurance. 
8.08.090 Forms and conditions of permit. 
8.08.100 Denial, revocation or suspension of permit. 
8.08.110 Consumption of alcoholic beverages. 
8.08.120 Penalties. 
Section 8.08.010 Purpose. 

The purpose hereof is to pennit and encourage sidewalk vending that is compatible with other uses of 
the public sidewalk. The City finds that sidewalk cafes encourage a pedestrian-oriented environment, 
help to create a visually attractive atmosphere and streetscape, and promote overall commerce. 
(Ord. 89-33 92, 1989) 

Section 8.08.020 Permit required. 
Private colnrnercial use of public sidewalks for the purpose of operating a sidewalk cafe in the City is 

prohibited unless a permit is obtained from the Building Official as provided herein. 
(Ord. 89-33 93, 1989) 

Section 8.08.030 Definitions. 
1) Abutting property owners and occupants - Any owner or occupant of property which abuts the 

subject sidewalk cafd site excluding public right-of-way. 
2) Accessible Route - A continuous unobstructed path of travel connecting all publicly accessible 

elements and spaces of a building or facility. 
3) Adjacent sidewalk area - That portion of the public sidewalk between the curb line and the 

property line demarcated by extending the side building lines of the premises until they intersect the curb. 
4) Clearances - Clearances as referenced in this section are measured horizontally from the outside 

edge of the sidewalk cafd delineation to any obstruction on the ground greater than one-half inch in 
height, or to an adjacent projection such as tree limbs, tree wells, banners, signs, bike racks, lamp posts, 
or any other fixtures. Accessible route clearances shall be no less than four (4) feet in width and no less 
than seven (7) feet in height for the entire length of the accessible route. Radiuses along an accessible 
route shall be no less than four (4) feet in width. 

5) Operate a sidewalk cafd - Serving food or beverage from a restaurant to patrons seated at tables 
located within the adjacent sidewalk area, including, in the case of a permittee in possession of a valid 
license for the sale of alcohol beverages covering such sidewalk area, the service of such beverages, or 
providing seating for patrons in the adjacent sidewalk area. 

6) Substantiated - Witnessed and recorded by City staff. 
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Corvallis Municipal Code 

7) Tree Well - A defined area adjacent to a required street tree which provides a buffer for 
protection of the tree. The grade level surface of the tree well may contain movable tree pavers, steel 
grates, wood, dirt or other materials. With respect to measuring clearances, the area and surface 
materials within the tree well shall not be included. Any clearance shall be measured horizontally from 
the outside edge of the tree well, and/or projecting tree limbs. 

8) Vision clearance triangle - A vision clearance triangle is that area which abuts streets, alleys or 
driveway intersections whether on the subject property or the abutting property. The vision clearance 
triangle is determined by measuring 25 feet in both directions from the intersecting curb lines along the 
edge of the rights-of-way and/or the edge of driveways and alleyways. 
(Ord. 2007-24 5 1, 11/19/07; Ord. 98-34 $2,09/08/98; Ord. 93-24 $ 1, 1011 8/93; Ord. 89-33 $4, 1989) 

Section 8.08.040 Permit fee. 
1) Applicants for a sidewalk cafk shall pay a permit fee and a rental fee for the use of the public 

right-of-way. 
2) The fee for the permit and the rental fee as described in Section 8.08.020 shall be as specified in 

Chapter 8.03. Fees are annual and shall be payable at time of permit issuance. 
(Ord. 2007-24 $2, 11/19/07; Ord. 89-33 $5, 1989) 

Section 8.08.050 Permit application. 
1) Application for a permit to operate a sidewalk cafe shall be made at the Development Assistance 

Center on a form provided by the Building Official. Application for a permit will minimally contain: 
a) A completed application; 
b) A scaled plan of the proposed public sidewalk area for sidewalk cafe use, with dimensions 

shown to include at a minimum: 
- total square foot area of cafk, 
- cafk entrance location and size, 
- ADA clearances into and throughout the cafk, 
- all clearances to fixtures, lights, tree wells, signs, news racks, bike racks, planters and any 

other obstructions, 
- size and location of tables and chairs, 
- location of outdoor cafk waste receptacles, 
- location and type of cafk delineation meeting City Standards, 
- cross section of any fence or other delineation showing the construction materials and 

height, 
- if applicable, details reflecting approved method of semi-permanent fence anchoring to the 

sidewalk or building; and 
c) A certificate of insurance and endorsement form. 

2) Information shall be provided as required by the Building Official to carry out the purpose 
hereof. 
(Ord. 2007-24 $3, 11/19/2007; Ord. 98-34 §2,09/08/98; Ord. 89-33 $6, 1989) 

Section 8.08.060 Notice required. 
Prior to rendering a decision, the Building Official shall mail abutting property owners and occupants 

notice that an application for a sidewalk cafe has been filed. The notice shall contain the diagram 
submitted by the applicant, state whether or not the business is licensed to serve alcoholic beverages 
which may be served and consumed at the sidewalk cafe, if the permit is granted, and state that all 
comments concerning the proposed sidewalk cafe must be received by the Development Assistance 
Center within ten (10) calendar days from the date of mailing the notice. 
(Ord. 98-34 $2,09/08/98; Ord. 89-33 $7, 1989) 
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Section 8.08.070 Location rules and review criteria. 
1) The Building Official shall review the application for its compliance with the following criteria: 

a) The operation of a sidewalk cafe is limited to structures which are sited within 10 feet of a 
public sidewalk, and which are located in one of the following development districts: Central Business 
(CB); Central Business Fringe (CBF); Mixed Use Employment (MUE); Mixed Use Commercial (MUC), 
River Front (RF), Mixed Use Community Shopping (MUCS), Neighborhood Center (NC). 

b) The operation of a sidewalk cafe shall be located such that there is at least six (6) feet from 
the outermost edge of the sidewalk cafe to the street curb, that also includes a minimum of four (4) feet 
of clear and unobstructed accessible route to a height of seven (7) feet measured vertically from grade, 
between the sidewalk cafe delineation and tree wells, tree limbs, bike racks, lamp posts, sign posts and 
any other fixtures or obstructions. Radiuses along an accessible route shall be no less than four (4) feet 
in width. 

c) Additional restroom facilities may be required if the additional seating capacity created by a 
sidewalk cafe causes an increase in the required fixtures under Chapter 29 of the Oregon Structural 
Specialty Code. 

d) The location of the sidewalk cafe operation shall be as approved by the Building Official. 
e) Accessible routes into, throughout, and adjacent to a sidewalk cafk shall be maintained in 

accordance with Chapter 11 of the Oregon Structural Specialty Code. 
f) The operation of a sidewalk cafe requires that trash containers be provided on site. 

2) The Building Official will forward all applications for review by the Police Chief or designee for 
any business who holds a valid liquor license, or in which alcoholic beverages are intended to be served. 

a) The Police Chief or designee upon review of application will sign the application for 
concurrence with granting the license, or, 

b) Submit a memorandum of concerns to be forwarded to City Council for consideration, 
signing the application in a location that acknowledges review of application. 
(Ord. 2007-24 $4, 11/19/07; Ord. 98-34 $ 2,08/17/98; Ord. 89-33 $ 8, 1989) 

Section 8.08.080 Liability and insurance. 
A signed statement that the permittee shall hold harmless the City, its officers and employees, and 

shall indemnify the City, its officers and employees for any claims for damages to property or injury to 
persons which may occur in connection with an activity carried on under the terms of the permit. 
Permittee shall furnish and maintain such public liability, food products liability, and property damages 
insurance as will protect permittee and City from all claims for damage to property or bodily injury, 
including death, which may arise from operations under the permit or in connection therewith. Such 
insurance shall provide coverage of not less than the amount of municipal tort liability under the Oregon 
Tort Claims Act. The permittee shall name the City of Corvallis as an additional insured by attaching an 
endorsement to the certificate of insurance (provided by the City). Such insurance shall be without 
prejudice to coverage otherwise existing therein, and shall name as additional insured the City, its 
officers and employees, and shall further provide that the policy shall not terminate or be canceled prior 
to the expiration of the permit without 30 days written notice to the city. 
(Ord. 98-34 $2, 09/08/98; Ord. 89-33 $9, 1989) 

Section 8.08.090 Forms and conditions of permit. 
The permit issued shall be in a form deemed suitable by the Building Official. In addition to naming 

the permittee and other information deemed appropriate, the permit shall contain the following minimum 
conditions. 

1) Requirements for all sidewalk cafes: 
a) Each permit issued shall terminate December 3 1st of the year in which issued. 
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b) The permit issued shall be personal to the pennittee only and is not transferable in any 
manner. The permittee will be responsible for compliance with all conditions of approval. 

c) The permit may be temporarily suspended by the Building Official if the public interest 
requires use of the right-of-way for a public event, construction, repair, or any other purpose. 

d) The permit is specifically limited to the area approved or as modified by the Building 
Official, and will include a site plan as required by Section 8.08.050 indicating the area approved for the 
sidewalk cafe and the location of the tables and materials permitted to be in the right-of-way. Each 
business operating a sidewalk cafe is required to utilize an approved method in accordance with City 
Standards, to clearly delineate the cafk. 

e) The operation of a sidewalk cafe shall be located such that there is at least six (6) feet from 
the outermost edge of the sidewalk cafe to the street curb, that also includes a minimum of four (4) feet 
of clear and unobstructed accessible route between the cafk delineation and tree wells, tree limbs, bike 
racks, lamp posts, sign posts and any other fixtures or obstructions, to a height of seven (7) feet measured 
vertically from grade. Radiuses along an accessible route shall be no less than four (4) feet in width. 

f) The sidewalk and all things placed thereon shall at all times be maintained in a clean and 
orderly condition. Only those things authorized by the permit and shown on the site plan may be stored 
in the public right-of-way when the sidewalk cafe is not in operation. The operation of a sidewalk cafe 
requires that trash containers be provided on site. 

g) All required building modifications or parking improvements shall be completed prior to the 
commencement of the operation of the sidewalk cafe. 

h) No signs shall be attached to any furniture or any other structure related to the operation of 
the sidewalk cafe. 

i) The permittee shall notify the Building Official in writing when operation of the sidewalk 
cafe commences. 

j) No use of City fixtures will be allowed. , 

k) Sidewalk cafes shall not occupy or obstruct the Visual Clearance Triangle. 
1) Council has the right to repeal or amend this Chapter and thereby terminate or modify all 

sidewalk cafe operations. No permittee shall obtain any property right in the continued private 
commercial use of the public sidewalk. 

m j  Sidewalk cafk hours of operation will discontinue by i 1 :00 pm on Sunday t l~ough  Thursday 
and 1 100 am on Saturday and Sunday. 

2) Businesses which intend to serve alcoholic beverages at the sidewalk cafe must additionally meet 
the following requirements: 

a) The business shall provide verification that they hold a valid Oregon Liquor Control 
Commission liquor license. 

b) Storage of containers commonly used for dispensing alcoholic beverages to customers 
including but not limited to bottles, pitchers, and carafes must be kept inside the business unless an 
employee is stationed in the outside area at all times. No taps, kegs, coolers, or other alcoholic beverage 
storage devices are allowed outside on the sidewalk. 

c) Sidewalk cafes where alcoholic beverages are served and consumed require supervision by 
employees of the licensed business, as required by the Oregon Liquor Control Commission liquor 
license. 

d) Each business serving alcoholic beverages at the sidewalk cafe is required to utilize an 
approved method in accordance with City Standards, to clearly delineate the cafk. 

e) All service and consumption of alcoholic beverages at sidewalk cafes will discontinue by 
11 :00 pm on Sunday through Thursday. All service and consumption of alcoholic beverages at sidewalk 
cafes will discontinue by 1 :00 am on Saturday and Sunday. 

f) All alcoholic beverage service providers must also provide food service in the licensed area. 
g) Sidewalk cafes shall designate one accesslexit point for the exterior service area and this 

point shall be located near a business entrance; and shall post signage at the accesslexit point and 
enclosed area prohibiting the removal of alcoholic beverages from the licensed sidewalk cafe area. 
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(Ord. 2007-24 $5, 11/19/2007; Ord. 98-36 $1, 09/08/1998; Ord. 98-34 $2,0910811998; Ord. 93-24 $2, 
10/18/93; Ord. 89-33 810, 1989) 
(98-34, Amended, 09/08/1998; 98-36, Amended, 09/08/1998) 

Section 8.08.100 Denial, revocation or suspension of permit. 
1) The Building Official may deny, revoke, or suspend the permit upon finding that any provision 

herein or condition of approval will be or has been violated. 
2) Upon denial, revocation, or suspension the Building Official shall give notice of such action to 

the applicant or permittee in writing stating the action which has been taken and the reason therefor. The 
action shall be effective immediately, but the applicant or permittee may make written request, within 10 
calendar days after the notice is issued, for a hearing by the Building Official. Upon hearing the matter, 
the Building Official shall render a final decision concerning the permit. 
(Ord. 89-33 $1 1, 1989) 

Section 8.08.110 Consumption of alcoholic beverages. 
The provisions of Section 5.03.040.010.06 notwithstanding, patrons, while seated at a sidewalk cafe 

licensed to sell alcoholic beverages, may possess and consume such beverages. 
(Ord. 98-34 $2, 09/08/98; Ord. 93-24 93, 10/18/93; Ord. 92-27 $2, 1992) 

Section 8.08.120 Penalties. 
In addition to the remedies set out below, violations of the provisions of this section may be subject 

to other appropriate legal or equitable actions to restrain, correct, or abate the violations. These remedies 
are intended to be cumulative and not exclusive. The following violations are infractions punisl~able by a 
penalty in accordance with this section. Any violation of this section may be prosecuted as a Class A 
infraction under the procedures of ORS Chapter 153 and Cowallis Municipal Code Section 1 .01.120. 
The City Manager or person designated by the City Manager is authorized to issue a citation or written 
notice of violation to any person violating the provisions herein. In addition: 

1) Any sidewalk cafe operating without a valid permit for the year shall be notified by the City that 
it is in violation of this section, and will be allowed up to ten business days to file an application. If no 
application is filed within 10-days, the operator of the cafe shall be notified ail& a civil penalty of $500 
per day shall be levied. 

2) Any sidewalk cafe operating with a valid license, but found by the City to have a substantiated 
instance of failing to be in compliance with any other provision of this section of the Corvallis Municipal 
Code shall be given up to two written notices per year, warning that it is operating out of compliance and 
in violation of this section. On the third investigated and substantiated instance of non-compliance, notice 
of the non-compliance may be delivered and penalties may be levied as follows: 

a) first levy (third substantiated violation) $500; 
b) second levy (fourth substantiated violation) $1,000; 
c) third levy (fifth substantiated violation) $1,500. 
d) Penalties shall continue to accnle in $500 increments for each additional substantiated 

violation. 
3) Ln accordance with Section 8.08.100, the Building Official may deny, revoke, or suspend the 

permit upon finding more than three separate instances of substantiated violations that result in fines. 
4) Levies of civil penalties and revocations of permits may be appealed to the municipal court judge 

within ten days of date written notice of the levy of penalty or revocation is deposited in the United 
States Mail with first class postage addressed to the cafk or delivered to an employee of the cafk or 
posted at the cafk. If no appeal is filed within ten days of the notice, the levy of penalty shall be final and 
failure to pay the levy shall be a separate violation of this section. 
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5) Any appeal must be in writing, signed by the owner or operator of the cafe, and must state the 
grounds for the appeal. The appeal must be accompanied by a deposit in the amount of the levy and an 
appeal fee of $50. The appeal must be filed with the municipal court. The appeal must be served upon the 
City Attorney. Failure to comply with any of these requirements within ten days of the date of notice 
shall result in a dismissal of the appeal, a forfeiture of the appeal fee, and entry of judgment in the 
amount of the levy by the municipal court in its register. 

6) Rules of conduct for hearing and final order. The Municipal Judge shall develop any rules, 
procedures or regulations that may be necessary for the proper conduct of the appeal. The only issue to 
be decided by the Municipal Judge is a determination of whether or not the cafe was in violation of CMC 
8.08.120(1) or (2) as alleged in the notice of penalty. If the Municipal Judge finds that it is more likely 
than not that the cafk was in violation as specified in the notice of penalty, the Municipal Judge shall 
issue an order affirming the levy of penalty and enter a judgment for the amount of the levy of penalty 
into the register of the Municipal Court. The order and judgment shall contain a provision for court costs 
to be paid by the violator in the amount of $250. If the Judge finds that it is more likely than not that the 
cafk was in compliance and not in violation as specified in the notice of penalty, the Judge shall void the 
notice of penalty. The Judge's order is final and is not subject to appeal. It shall not be a defense that the 
cafk owner or operator did not receive notice of the penalty if mailed to the address of the cafk or 
delivered to an employee of the cafe. It shall not be a defense that the cafe owner or operator was not 
aware of the permit requirements. The Judge may not reduce or suspend any portion of the amount of the 
levy of penalty if the Judge finds that it is more likely than not that the cafe was in violation as specified 
in the notice of penalty. 

7) Failure to pay levy of penalty. Unless the full amount of the levy of penalty is paid within ten 
days after notice of penalty or the order becomes final by operation of law, or after appeal, each day that 
the penalty is not paid shall constitute a further violation. 
(Ord. 2007-24 56, 11/19/2007; Ord. 89-33 512, 1989) 
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HANDOUT C 

7 May 2009 

PO Box 1232 
Corvallis OR 97339 

Corvallis City Council 
Urban Services Committee 
c/o Dan Carlson 
Corvallis City Hall 
5 t h  & Madison 
Corvallis OR 97333 

Re: Sidewalk Caf6 Clearance Requirements - Enoteca Fencing 

Due to a previous obligation, I am unable to attend the Urban Services Committee's 
May 7 Meeting, so I am submitting my written testimony for USC consideration. 

With respect to Enoteca's sidewalk caf6 area, people have shared with me their 
favorable, positive comments about the area, they like the way it looks and they 
enjoy the experience of being outside, within that fenced area. In all of my visits to 
the Renaissance on the Riverfront building, I have never observed any problems of 
pinch points near Enoteca's fencing. 

To their credit, Enoteca's owners have always shown responsibility by stepping up 
to the plate in cooperation with the City on the sidewalk caf6 ordinance, even a t  the 
beginning of the sidewalk caf6 process when some establishments had some 
confusion about that process. 

I encourage you to leave the ordinance as it is currently written. 

Sin ere1 F Y1 
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M E M O R A N D U M  

To: Urban Services Committee 

From: / Charles C. Tomlinson f(, \ 

Subject: Corvallis Energy Strategy 

Date: May 5,2009 

There are many opportunities in play that have the capability to lead to a colnprehensive 
CorvalIis energy strategy. These opportunities are: 

The formula grant ($5 1 1,000) from the Energy Efficiency Conservatioli Block 
Grant program that Urban Services and your citizen appointees are considering in 
t l is  process 

c A $455 million competitive grant process froin the Department of Energy that is 
part of the EECBG program but for which a Funding Oppoi-t~mity Announcement 
lias not been announced 

The Community Sustainability Plan Economic Vitality, Energy and 
Transportation Topic Areas that included goals, strategies and actioils developed 
last year 

o The Prosperity That Fits Plan's Integrating Sustainability and Economic 
Development Focus Area and this area's Strategies and Actions 

The President's national energy policy that posits an American Clean Energy 
sector that will produce green collar jobs, innovation investlnents in clean energy, 
leading to reducing America's dependence on foreign oil and c~u-bing pollution of 
our nat~lral areas, water and air 

Oregon Governor Ted Kulongoslu's multiple energy initiatives, including the 
Alternative Fuel Vehicle Infi-astructure Worlung G r o ~ ~ p  efforts, the Oregon 
Department of Transpoi-tation Innovative Partnership's Program, the Oregon 
Transportation Research and Education Consortium and the Oregon Depai-tment 
of Energy's numerous programs 

c The President's desire to utilize the Community Development Block Grant model 
for the Energy Efficiency Conselvation Block Grant program 



The Corvallis Comprehensive Plan, which contains numerous energy-related 
policies that apply to the development and use of renewable energy resources, the 
establishment of energy efficiency goals and the conservation of nonrenewable 
energy sources, and 

The Corvallis commitment to renewable energy, a coillmitment at least five years 
old 

These opport~~nities are interrelated and represent an opportunity for Corvallis to develop 
a long-term community energy strategy. 

The Urban Services Committee might proceed in the following manner: 

1. Recommend that Council create and adopt a Comm~mity Energy Strategy, 
modeled on the current Community Development Block Grant planning model, 
using part of the EECBG formula fi~nding. 

2. Include in the Coinm~mity Energy Strategy selected projects fimded from the 
balance of the $5 1 1,000 EECBG formula grant. 

3. When creating the Community Energy Strategy, utilize selected Economic 
VitaIity, Energy and Transportation goals from the Community Sustainability 
Plan, modified as appropriate, to be the long-term goals of the Strategy. 
Prosperity That Fits sustainability goals can also be included in the Strategy. 
These goals must be consistent with Council's Sustainability Goal, to be 
discussed at yow May 18 meeting. 

4. Create strategies and actions that are specific enough to enable the application 
for subsequent grant filnding opportunities, for example, the $400 million EECBG 
competitive process or other grant sources. 

5. Delay creating staff infrastructure until follow-on fi~nding is identified. 

6. Consider that the planning horizon for this process will take time but should be 
complete by December 3 1,20 10. 

Council and staff have an opportunity to develop a Community Energy Strategy that will 
benefit Corvallis for decades. 



HANDOUT E 

To: Urban Services Committee 
From: Dan Brown 

May 7, 2009 

Subject: CORVALLIS ENERGY STRATEGY 

Because of my professional background, I consistently support thoughtful 
planning for all activities of the City of Corvallis. The benefits include: 
an organized approach, focus on identified goals and priorities, synergy, 
communicability, etc. It is also an ingrained part of my world view that 
planning should precede acting. 

With regard to today's UPS discussion, I believe that creating a Corvallis Energy 
Strategy is a very important first step for proceeding into the future. The first 
concern is opportunity; the Obama administration is going to  create financial 
opportunities for cities who can demonstrate they are prepared to help meet 
national energy objectives. Second, the strategy will inform other audiences, 
most notably the citizens of Corvallis, but also future citizens and future council 
members. Further, I believe this is an opportunity for the City to provide 
leadership by building a strategy based on existing City policies: 

Council's 2009-10 Energy and Transportation policy goals; 
Vision 2020; 
Corvallis Comprehensive Plan, especially Articles 1 I, 12, and 7; 
City Sustainability Policy; 
Community Sustainability Action Plan from the Sustaina bility Coalition; 
Commitment to renewable energy started by the 05-6 City Council 

The bottom line - I support including the creation of a Corvallis Energy Strategy 
as one option on the list of activities for EECBG committee. 



Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant Program HANDOUT F 
Additional Information for the Expanded Urban Service Committee 

April 30,2009 

EECGB Program information of special note: 
1. City must obligate/commit all funds within 18 months of the date of the award and expend 

all funds within 36 months. 
2. Iron, steel and manufactured goods used in projects need to be produced in the United 

States. 
3.   he Energ Efficiency and Conservation Strategy (EECS) is due with the application on 

t X June 25 . 
4. The City could use up to $250,000 of its allocation for: 

- development of an EECS, 
- establishing a revolving loan fund program, or 
- subgrants to non-govemmental organizations for the purpose of assisting in the 

implementation of the City's EECS. 
5. The City could use up to $75,000 of its allocation for administrative expenses related to the 

overall management of the awarded grant, but not those associated with any single 
program or project. 

Examples of acceptable uses of program funds: 
- energy efficiency retrofits to government buildings 
- renewable energy system on land owned by the local government (not buildings) 
- energy efficiency retrofit of waterlwastewater treatment plant or pumping facility 
- conversion of existing government vellicles to CNG as a fuel source 
- replacement of fleet vehicles with alternative fuel vellicles 
- idle reduction technologies on government fleet 
- roof and fumacehoiler replacements for govenlment buildings 
- installation of sidewalks in city 
- construction of new bikelpedestrian paths in the City's right-of-way or parks 
- design and engineering fees that support a project activity being proposed 
- residential weatherization, provided funds supplement, not supplant, weatherization funds 
- projects at local school district facilities that fit into one of the 13 activity areas 
- hire staff that providelsupport the project activity being proposed 
- revolving loan fund program for city government buildings 
- grants to non-profit to install renewable energy technoiogy in an existing non-profit building 

Examples of unacceptable uses of program funds: 
- support a project installed at a private business 
- back-up generator 
- any activity (even if energy-efficiency related) at a zoo, aquarium, golf course, swimming 

pool, or gambling establishment 

Other information about the use of program funds: 
- purchase of an energy management system is not a project in itself and would need to be 

related to a project submitted under one of the 13 activities to be allowable 
- upgrades, improvements or retrofits to existing facilities are preferred over construction of a 

new facility 
- if City submits an activity that DOE does not find acceptable, they will work with the City to 

develop an acceptable activity 
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ORDINANCE 2009-         

AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO  PEDICABS, AND CREATING NEW CORVALLIS
MUNICIPAL CODE CHAPTERS 6.17, "PEDICAB STANDS"; 8.03, "PEDICAB FEES"; AND
8.12, "PEDICAB LICENSE AND REGISTRATION
THE CITY OF CORVALLIS ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1.  Municipal Code Chapter 6.17, “Pedicab Stands,” is hereby created as follows:

CHAPTER 6.17 Pedicab Stands

Section 6.17.010 Procedure to Designate.
Council may from time to time by resolution designate and establish on the streets of

Corvallis stands for pedicabs licensed under Chapter 8.12, establishing the parking spaces so
described for the exclusive use of such pedicabs as designated by a sign per Section 6.17.020.
(Ord. 2009-** §1, 05/18/2009)

Section 6.17.020 Procedure to Establish and Identify.
Anyone holding a license under said Chapter 8.12 for the operation of pedicabs in the

City may apply to Council for the establishment of such pedicab stands.  Upon the selection,
approval, and establishment of such stands, each such stand shall be plainly marked and
identified by a sign not over 12 inches by 18 inches in size, approved by the City Engineer,
showing as a minimum thereon "Pedicab Stand - No Parking" with the name of the licensee
thereon, same to be provided and installed at the expense of the licensee.
(Ord. 2009-** §1, 05/18/2009)

Section 6.17.030 Fees.
Every licensee for pedicab stands so established shall pay to the City a fee as provided

in the Fees Chapter.  A licensee can avoid incurring the fee by surrendering the license to the
City prior to the period in which the fee is due and payable.
(Ord. 2009-** §1, 05/18/2009)

Section 6.17.040 Parking.
It shall be unlawful for any person to cause, allow, permit or suffer any vehicle

operated or controlled by her or him (other than a pedicab licensed under said Chapter 8.12)
to be upon any street in Corvallis in any parking space designated as a pedicab stand as above
provided and marked as above provided.
(Ord. 2009-** §1, 05/18/2009)

Section 6.17.050 Penalty.
Any person who shall violate any provision herein shall, upon conviction thereof before

the Municipal Judge of Corvallis, Oregon, be punished by a fine of not more than $100.00, or
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by imprisonment in the City jail not more than 10 days, or by both such fine and
imprisonment, in the discretion of the Municipal Judge.
(Ord. 2009-** §1, 05/18/2009)

Section 2.  Corvallis Municipal Code Section 8.03.800.010, “Pedicab Fees,” is hereby created as
follows:

Section 8.03.800.010 Pedicab Fees.
1) No fees shall be charged for initial permits or licenses issued prior to January

1, 2010. As of January 1, 2010, the fees applicable to the licenses and permits provided for in
Chapter 6.17 (Pedicab Stands) and Chapter 8.12 shall be:

a) Initial approval period and application:
1] Pedicab owner’s license (includes up to three pedicabs) - $50.00;
2] Pedicab operator’s permit - $50.00;

b) Annual renewal fee:
1] Pedicab owner’s license;

a] Total for up to three pedicabs - $25.00,
b] Each additional pedicab after first three $12.50,

2] Pedicab operator’s permit - $25.00;
3] Annual re-inspection fee - $25,00
4] Issuance of duplicate license or permit - $5.00.

2) If a person applies simultaneously for a pedicab operator license and a pedicab
driver's permit, only one application fee in an amount equal to the pedicab owner’s license
application fee shall be required.
(Ord. 2009-** §2, 05/18/2009)

Section 3.  Corvallis Municipal Code Chapter 8.12, “Pedicab License and Registration,” is hereby
created as follows:

CHAPTER 8.12 Pedicab License and Registration

Section 8.12.010 Purpose
Pedicabs have become an increasingly popular form of environmentally friendly

transportation for hire.  This Chapter is adopted in response to requests to form pedicab
businesses.  Regulations governing pedicabs, operators, and owners are necessary to protect
the general safety and welfare of passengers using pedicabs for hire, as well as pedestrians.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.020 Definitions
1) City.  City of Corvallis, Oregon.
2) City Manager.  The City Manager for the City of Corvallis.
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3) Council.  The City Council of the City of Corvallis.
4) Darkness.  Any time from one-half hour after sunset to one-half hour before

sunrise and any time when visibility is not sufficient to render clearly discernable any person
or vehicle on the highway at a distance of 1000 feet.

5) Decal.  The numbered decal issued by the City to a pedicab owner for display
on the pedicab to indicate that the pedicab is permitted to operate. 

6) Identification Badge.  A badge that identifies the operator with a color passport-
size photo.

7) Operator.  Any person who operates (drives) a pedicab within the City of
Corvallis.

8) Owner.  Any person who owns a pedicab business.
9) Pedicab.

a) A  human-powered bicycle or human powered with an electric motor
assist that has three or more wheels, that transports, or is capable of transporting, passengers
on seats attached to the bicycle, that is operated by an individual, and that is used for
transporting passengers for receipt of any form of consideration; or

b) A human-powered bicycle or human powered with an electric motor
assist that pulls a trailer, sidecar, or similar device, that transports, or is capable of
transporting, passengers on seats attached to the trailer, sidecar, or similar device, that is
operated by an individual, and that is used for transporting passengers for receipt of any form
of consideration.

10) Pedicab Operating Permit. A written permit issued by the City authorizing a
person to operate (drive) a pedicab.

11) Pedicab Owner's License. A written license issued by the City authorizing a
person to operate a pedicab business.

12) Pedicab stand.  As used herein, any place upon the curb or street or elsewhere
which is exclusively reserved by the City for the use of pedicabs.

13) Person.  As used herein includes both singular and plural, and shall mean any
natural individual, firm, corporation, partnership, association, or society exclusive of public
agencies.

14) Police Chief.  The Chief of Police for the City of Corvallis.
15) Sidewalk. As used herein, does not include multi-purpose paths or bicycle paths

or lanes.
16) Street.  As used herein, every road, highway, thoroughfare, alley, and place,

including bridges, viaducts, and other structures within the boundaries of this City, used or
intended for use of the general public for vehicles, except the terms do not include any road
or thoroughfare or property in private ownership.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.030 Permit Requirement to Operate Pedicab Business.
It shall be unlawful for any person to operate a pedicab business within the City

without first having obtained a pedicab owner’s license issued by the City pursuant to this
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Chapter.  Pedicab owner’s licenses are the property of the City and are not transferable to any
other person.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.040 Application for Pedicab Owners’ License.
1) Before operating a pedicab business, an applicant shall apply for a pedicab

owner’s license in person.
2) The pedicab owner’s license application form shall be in a form prescribed by

the Police Chief.
3) The applicant shall provide the following information to complete the

application using forms supplied by the City as applicable; said application shall be
accompanied by a fee as set forth in Chapter 8.03.  Such application shall be verified under
oath or affirmation, and shall include the following information:

a) The applicant’s full name and residence address;
b) The applicant’s date of birth;
c) The business name and business address of the pedicab operation;
d) The experience of the applicant in the transportation of passengers;
e) The applicant’s valid Oregon driver license;
f) Proof that the applicant is eighteen years or older;
g) A digital full-face photograph to be taken by the Corvallis Police

Department;
h) Information regarding criminal convictions;
I) The number of pedicabs to be operated or controlled by the applicant and

the location of the proposed depots or terminals;
j) Such further information as the City Manager may require;
k) The application shall be signed by the applicant; such signature shall

constitute the applicant’s consent to an investigation conducted by the City of the applicant’s
qualifications.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.050 Police Investigation of Applicant.
The Police Department shall conduct an investigation of each applicant for an owner’s

license, and a report of such investigation shall be forwarded to the City Manager. 
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.060 Eligibility for Owner’s License.
The City Manager may deny issuance of a pedicab owner’s license if an applicant:
1) Fails to comply with the requirements of this Chapter; or
2) Fails to supply required information or submits false or misleading information;

or
3) Misrepresents facts relevant to the fitness of the applicant; or
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4) Does not possess a valid driver license issued by a state in the United States; or
5) Has any type of driving restrictions issued by the State of Oregon; or
6) Is currently required to register pursuant to Oregon Revised Statutes regarding

Sex Offenders; or
7) Has been convicted for failure to perform the duties of a driver (hit and run),

driving recklessly or while under the influence of intoxicating alcohol or drugs within the three
(3) years immediately preceding application for pedicab operating permit; or

8) Has been convicted of aggravated murder or murder as those crimes are defined
in Oregon Revised Statutes Chapter 163; or

9) Has been convicted of:
a) A crime or offense against a person included in ORS Chapter 163 or its

counterpart in another jurisdiction; or
b) A crime or offense involving theft and related offenses, burglary and

criminal trespass, criminal mischief, or robbery as those crimes are defined in ORS Chapter
164 or its counterpart in another jurisdiction, within the time period specified, as follows:

1] Ten (10) years immediately preceding the application for license
in the case of a Class A or B Felony; or

2] Five (5) years immediately preceding the application for license
in the case of a Class C Felony or Class A Misdemeanor; or

3] Two (2) years immediately preceding the application for license
in the case of a Class B or C Misdemeanor.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.070 Consideration of Owner’s License Application.
The City Manager, after considering the application, the reports required to be

attached thereto, and the results of the police investigation, shall approve or deny the
application for a pedicab owners’ license.  If the application is denied, the applicant may
request a hearing, which shall be held in accordance with the provisions of Section 8.12.230
(Hearings), to offer evidence why the application should be reconsidered.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.080 Insurance.
Before a pedicab owner’s license is issued, the owner shall deposit with the City

Manager a policy or policies of an insurance company or companies, duly licensed to transact
business in the State of Oregon, insuring the owner and operator of any pedicab against loss
and liability imposed by law for damages on account of bodily injuries or death, or for
damages to property resulting from the ownership, maintenance, or use of any pedicab to be
owned or operated under such license and naming the City as an additional insured.

1) The policy or policies shall be approved by the City Manager as to form and
compliance herewith. The limit in any such insurance policy shall not be less than $100,000 for
damage to or destruction of property arising out of a single accident or occurrence, $100,000
for bodily injuries to or death of one person, and $300,000 for any number of claims arising
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out of a single accident or occurrence.
2) The policy or policies shall be maintained in full force and effect during

operation of the business and shall provide for 30 days prior notification to the City Manager
of all changes in the terms and/or cancellation of the policy.

3) Any license issued under the provisions herein shall expire automatically upon
the cancellation of the insurance required by this Section.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.090 Suspension or Revocation of License.
1) The owner’s license issued under the provisions herein may be revoked or

suspended by the City Manager if the holder thereof has:
a) Misrepresented facts relevant to the fitness of the owner if such

misrepresentation becomes known after a license has been issued; or
b) Violates the traffic laws of the City or State; or
c) Is convicted for misdemeanor reckless driving; or
d) Allows the operation of a pedicab known not to be in good order and

repair; or
e) Knowingly falsifies material and relevant facts on an application for a

pedicab owner’s license; or
f) Is convicted or pleads nolo contentere (no contest) to the violation of

any law involving alcohol; or
g) Is convicted or pleads nolo contentere (no contest) to any law

involving narcotics; or
h) Operates any vehicle in a manner which constitutes a misdemeanor

under the laws of Oregon; or
I) Violated any of the provisions herein; or
j) Committed any offense as listed in Section 8.12.060.  Repeatedly fails

to comply with the applicable provisions of this Chapter or the rules and regulations
prescribed by the City Manager.

2) The City Manager shall immediately suspend, for a period not to exceed 30
days, the pedicab owner’s license of any owner upon the receipt of information reasonably
sufficient and reliable to establish that the owner has committed a violation of law
involving:

a) a felony; or
b) a sex offense; or
c) soliciting for prostitution; or
d) a narcotics offense; or
e) has had a license to drive issued by the State of Oregon either

suspended or revoked by the State.
3) The City Manager shall immediately revoke the pedicab owner’s license if

the owner has been found guilty by final judgment of a court of competent jurisdiction of a



Page 7 - Pedicab Ordinance

violation of the law involving:
a) a felony; or
b) a sex offense; or
c) soliciting for prostitution; or
d) a narcotics offense.

4) Upon suspension or revocation, the owner shall immediately surrender the
pedicab owner’s license to the City Manager.  In the event of suspension, the City Manager
shall return the pedicab owner’s license immediately upon termination of the suspension
period.

5) Except as otherwise provided in subsection C. above, prior to suspension or
revocation, the holder shall be given notice of the proposed action to be taken in
accordance with the provisions in Section 8.12.230.

6) Upon determining that an immediate danger to person or property exists, the
City Manager may suspend the license at once. The suspension shall take effect
immediately upon notice of the suspension's being received by the licensee, or being
delivered to the licensee's business address as stated on the licensee's application for the
license that is being suspended.  The notice provided for in Section 8.12.220 shall be mailed
to the licensee.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.100 Pedicab Operator’s Permit Required.
No person shall operate a pedicab for hire upon the streets of the City and no person

who owns or controls a pedicab shall permit it to be so driven unless the operator of said
pedicab shall have first obtained and shall have then in force a pedicab operator's permit
issued under the provisions herein.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.110 Application for Operator’s Permit.
1) An application for a pedicab operator's permit shall be filed with the City

Manager on forms provided by the City; and such application shall be accompanied by a fee
as set forth in Chapter 8.03 as amended.  The application shall be verified under oath and shall
contain the following:

a) Name and residence address of the applicant;
b) Name of prospective employer;
c) Information relating to criminal convictions;
d) Information relating to convictions of traffic infractions;
e) Number of valid Oregon driver license;
f) Such other information as the City Manager may require; and
g) A digital full-face photograph to be taken by the Corvallis Police

Department.
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2) The application shall be signed by the applicant; such signature shall constitute
the applicant's consent to an investigation conducted by the City of the applicant's
qualifications.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.120 Police Investigation of Applicant.
The Police Department shall conduct an investigation of each applicant for a pedicab

operator's permit, and a report of such investigation shall be forwarded to the City Manager.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.130 Eligibility for Permit.
No operator's permit shall be issued to:
1) A person who does not have a driver license issued by the State of Oregon,

Motor Vehicles Division; or
2) A person who has been convicted of aggravated murder or murder as those

crimes are defined in Oregon Revised Statutes (ORS) Chapter 163; or
3) A person who has been convicted of:

a) A crime or offense against a person included in ORS Chapter 163 or its
counterpart in another jurisdiction; or

b) A crime or offense involving theft and related offenses, burglary and
criminal trespass, criminal mischief, or robbery as those crimes are defined in ORS Chapter
164 or their counterpart in another jurisdiction, within the time periods specified, as follows:

1] Ten (10) years immediately preceding the application for permit
in the case of a Class A or B Felony; or

2] Five (5) years immediately preceding the application for permit
in the case of a Class C Felony or Class A Misdemeanor; or

3] Two (2) years immediately preceding the application for permit
in the case of a Class B or C Misdemeanor.

4) A person who has been convicted of a traffic offense as defined in ORS Chapter
811 or its counterpart in another jurisdiction within the time periods specified, as follows:

a) Two (2) years immediately preceding the application for permit in the
case of a major traffic offense; or 

b) One (1) year immediately preceding the application for permit in the case
of four Class A, B, or C traffic infractions.

5) An applicant who fails to supply information so required or who submits false
or misleading information.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.140 Consideration of Application.
1) The City Manager shall, upon consideration of the application and the police

investigation, approve or deny the application for an operator’s permit.  If the application
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is denied, the applicant may request a hearing, which shall be held in accordance with the
provisions of Section 8.12.230, to offer evidence why the application should be
reconsidered.

2) Notwithstanding the provisions of Section 8.12.230, the City Manager may,
based upon the evidence, facts or circumstances of a particular application, grant a permit
to a person who has been convicted of a Crime or Offense under ORS Chapter 163 or its
counterpart in another jurisdiction.  If the City Manager approves a permit to a person
who has been convicted of a Crime or Offense under ORS Chapter 163, the City Manager
shall report the reason for approving the permit to the City Council.   

3) If after consideration of the application, the City Manager approves a permit
for a person who has been convicted of a Crime or Offense under ORS Chapter 163, should
that person seek to renew an operator’s permit, that person will  be considered to be
eligible for renewal, notwithstanding the conviction.  If the City Manager approves a
permit for a person who has been convicted of a Crime or Offense under ORS Chapter 163
and that person is arrested or convicted of another Crime or Offense under ORS Chapter
163, the permit shall be revoked.  
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.150 Permit to be Posted.
The operator's permit shall be posted in a conspicuous place in the pedicab which

the operator is operating.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.160 Suspension and Revocation of Permit.
1) The City Manager may suspend or revoke any operator's permit issued

hereunder for failure to comply with the provisions herein or for violation of the offenses
listed in Section 8.12.130 herein.

2) Except as otherwise provided in subsection C. below, prior to suspension or
revocation, the permit holder shall be given notice of the proposed action to be taken in
accordance with the provisions of Section 8.12.220.

3) Upon determining that an immediate danger to person or property exists, the
City Manager may suspend the license at once. The suspension shall take effect
immediately upon notice of the suspension being received by the licensee, or being
delivered to the licensee's business address as stated on the licensee's application for the
license that is being suspended.  The notice provided for in Section 8.12.220 shall be mailed
to the licensee.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)
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Section 8.12.170 Initial License/Permit Duration.
Unless a shorter term is specified, new licenses or permits shall be valid from the date

of issuance to and including the next following January 1 and shall be renewable annually for
a term of one (1) year beginning on January 1.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.180 License/Permit  Renewal and Late Penalty.
1) The application for renewal of a license or permit shall be made to the City

prior to the license or permit expiration date. A penalty of $5.00 or 25 percent of the
annual license or permit fee, whichever is greater, shall be added to the license or permit
fee accompanying a renewal application received by the City after the expiration date.

2) If a licensee or permit holder fails to apply for and pay the required fee,
including any accrued penalties, within 30 days from the expiration date of the license or
permit, a new application fee, in addition to the license or permit fee and any accrued
penalties, must be paid prior to issuance of the license or permit.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.190 Fees.
No pedicab owner’s license or pedicab operator's permit shall be issued or continue

to be valid unless the holder thereof has paid the fees as required by Chapter 8.03.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.200 Transfer of License or Permit.
No license or permit issued in accordance with the provisions herein may be sold,

assigned, or otherwise transferred.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.210 Licenses and Permits Property of City.
Any license or permit issued in accordance with the provisions herein shall remain the

property of the City and upon expiration, revocation, or suspension, it shall be returned to the
City.  If a license or permit is lost or destroyed, upon affidavit made as to its loss or
destruction, it may be replaced upon the payment by the applicant of a fee as set forth in
Chapter 8.03. 
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.220 Notice.
Unless otherwise provided, prior to the revocation or suspension of a license or permit

issued under the provisions herein, the City Manager shall provide a notice to the holder of
said license or permit.  The notice shall contain the following information:

1) The name and title of the person issuing the notice;
2) The date on which the suspension or revocation will become effective;
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3) The reason for the revocation or suspension;
4) That the licensee or permittee may request a hearing regarding the revocation

or suspension;
5) That the request for a hearing must be made in person or in writing and

received by the City Manager within ten (10) days after receipt of the notice; and
6) That failure to appear in person or mail a letter within ten (10) days after receipt

of the notice or by its return by the Postal Service shall act as a waiver of the right to a hearing
and the revocation or suspension will, if applicable, become effective on the date included in
the notice.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.230 Hearing.
1) Upon request of a hearing as provided above, a hearing shall be held before a

Hearings Officer appointed by the City Manager.  The hearing shall be set and conducted
within 48 hours of receipt of the request, holidays, Saturdays, and Sundays not to be
included.  The hearing can be set for a later date if the applicant, licensee, or permittee so
requests.

2) At the hearing, the applicant, licensee, or permittee may contest the denial,
revocation, or suspension of the license or permit.

3) If the Hearings Officer finds that the applicant, licensee, or permit holder is
not eligible for a license or permit, the Hearings Officer may declare the license or permit
denied, revoked, or suspended.  The action of the Hearings Officer is final.

4) If the applicant, licensee, or permittee does not appear at the scheduled
hearing, the Hearings Officer shall enter an order supporting the denial, revocation, or
suspension of the license or permit.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.240 Rates.
Council shall have the right at any time after notice to license holders and public

hearing to fix the rates to be charged by pedicabs in the City. No operator shall charge any
passenger a rate different from that mutually agreed upon in advance of the ride.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.250 Receipts.
The operator of a pedicab shall, upon demand by the passenger, render to such

passenger a receipt for the amount charged, either by a mechanically printed receipt or by a
specially prepared receipt, on which shall be the name of the owner, license number, amount
of meter reading or charges, and the date of transaction.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)
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Section 8.12.260 Direct Route to be Traveled; Fares Not Charged when Vehicle
Disabled.

1) Any pedicab operator employed to carry passengers to a definite point shall take
the most direct route possible that will carry the passenger safely and expeditiously to his/her
destination.

2) In the event any vehicle described herein shall, while under employment, become
disabled or breaks down without fault of the passenger, the time of stoppage shall be deducted
from the charge.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.270 Acceptance and Discharge of Passengers.
1) Receipt and discharge of passengers.  Operators of pedicabs shall not receive

or discharge passengers in the roadway but shall pull up to the right-hand side as nearly as
possible or, in the absence of a sidewalk, to the extreme right-hand side of the road and there
receive or discharge passengers, except upon one-way streets, where passengers may be
discharged at either the right- or left- hand sidewalk or side of the roadway in the absence of
a sidewalk.

2) Refusal to carry orderly passengers prohibited.  No operator shall refuse or
neglect to convey any orderly person or persons upon request unless previously engaged or
unable or forbidden by the provisions herein to do so.  Operators may refuse passengers in
accordance with Section 8.12.360 10) and 11).

3) Lodging solicitation prohibited.  It shall be a violation hereof for any operator
of a pedicab to solicit business for any hotel or motel or to attempt to divert patronage from
one hotel or motel to another.

4) Additional passengers.  No operator shall permit any other person to occupy or
ride in said pedicab unless the person or persons first employing the pedicab shall consent to
the acceptance of additional passenger or passengers.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.280 Pedicab Service.
1) Pedicab operators may not interfere with another pedicab operator and their

passenger(s).
2) Pedicabs may not be used as sleeping quarters or lounging places, or for the

unnecessary gathering of persons other than passengers.
3) Pedicab operators must be clean in dress and in person.
4) Operators may not deceive, or attempt to deceive any passenger as to their

destination or the rate of fare to be charged.
5) Pedicab operators may not discriminate in the operation of pedicabs on the basis

of an individual's age, citizenship status, color, familial status, gender identity or expression,
marital status, mental disability, national origin, physical disability, race, religion, religious
observance, sex, sexual orientation, and source or level of income. 
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)
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Section 8.12.290 Vehicles.
1) Pedicabs must be kept in clean and sanitary condition.
2) Pedicabs must be equipped with operational battery powered headlights and tail

lights, capable of being seen from a minimum distance of five-hundred (500) feet in addition
to all other equipment required by Oregon Revised Statutes.

3) Pedicabs shall be inspected annually during the annual pedicab owner’s renewal
process.  The cost of the inspection shall be assessed in accordance with fees as listed in Section
8.03.800.010 (Pedicab Fees).
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.300 Reports and Records.
1) Every holder of a pedicab owners’ license shall keep accurate records of receipts

from operations, operating and other expenses, capital expenditures, and such other operating
information as may be required by the City Manager.  Every holder shall maintain the records
containing such information and other data required herein at a place readily accessible for
examination by the City Manager at any reasonable time.

2) All accidents arising from or in connection with the operation of pedicabs which
result in death or injury to any person or in damage to any vehicle or to any property in an
amount exceeding the sum of $1500.00 shall be reported within 24 hours from the time of
occurrence to the City Manager.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.310 Enforcement Authority.
The City is authorized to administer and enforce the provisions of this Chapter.  The

City may exercise any enforcement powers as provided in this code.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.320 Enforcement Remedies.
Violations of this Chapter may be prosecuted as infractions or misdemeanors subject

to the fines and custody provided in the Municipal Code. The City Attorney may also seek
injunctive relief and civil penalties in the Corvallis Municipal Court or pursue any
administrative remedies provided in this code.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.330 Penalty.
Any person violating any of the provisions herein shall be deemed guilty of a

misdemeanor and, upon conviction thereof, shall be fined in an amount not exceeding
$500.00 or by imprisonment not exceeding 90 days, or by both such fine and imprisonment.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)
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Section 8.12.340 Authorized Routes.
Pedicabs are prohibited on all sidewalks at all times. Pedicabs are permitted on multi-purpose
paths and bike lanes.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.350 City Held Harmless.
A license holder shall, and by acceptance of the license, does agree to hereby indemnify

the City of Corvallis, its officers, employees and agents from any and all damages, claims,
liabilities, costs, suits, or other expense resulting from and arising out of said license holder’s
operations. 
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

Section 8.12.360 General Pedicab Operations.
1) Any pedicab permitted by the City as a pedicab shall be operated according to

the pedicab provisions of this Chapter.
2) Each operator shall carry in the vehicle a current and sanitarily clean map of

the City.  Upon request, the operator shall make the map available to the passenger.
3) An operator shall not deceive any passengers who ride in the vehicle, or who

expresses a desire to ride in such vehicle, as to that passenger’s destination or the rate to be
charged.

4) Every pedicab while in operation for the transportation of passengers shall be
attended by the operator at all times except when such operator is actually engaged in loading
or unloading the vehicle, or in answering telephones in connection with the business.

5) An operator shall not leave the pedicab operating permit in an unattended or
unsecured pedicab.

6) No owner or operator of a pedicab shall knowingly permit such pedicab to be
used for unlawful purposes or knowingly to transport persons therein to places for such
purposes.

7) It shall be the duty of the operator of a pedicab to give any passenger so
requesting. A receipt in writing signed by the operator.

8) Operators shall not stop to load or unload passengers or their belongings in the
intersection of any street or any marked crosswalks.  Operators shall pull up to the sidewalk
on the right-hand side of the roadway, or in the absence of a sidewalk, shall pull up to the
right-hand side of the roadway and there receive or discharge passengers.  No pedicab shall
load or unload in any such way that will in any way impede or interfere with the orderly flow
of traffic on the streets.

9) An operator shall assist a passenger in and out of a pedicab when requested,
however, an operator is not required to lift a passenger.

10) No operator shall transport any more persons, including the operator, than the
manufacturer’s designated seating capacity for the pedicab.

11) No operator shall transport any more weight, including the operator, passengers
and luggage, than the manufacturer’s designated weight capacity for the pedicab.
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12) Cruising is permitted. 
13) Every pedicab shall be operated in accordance with the laws of this State, the

provisions of this Chapter and other ordinances and laws of the City, with due regard to the
safety, comfort, and convenience of passengers and the general public.

14) The Chief of Police is empowered to make regulations necessary to make
effective the provision of this Chapter, to cover emergencies or special conditions.
(Ord. 2009-** §3, 05/18/2009)

PASSED by the City Council this ________ day of _______________, 2009.

APPROVED by the Mayor this ________ day of _______________, 2009.

EFFECTIVE this ________ day of _______________, 2009.

  

___________________________________
Mayor

ATTEST:

_____________________________________
City Recorder
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Present
Brad Upton, Chair
Joel Rea
Rosie Toy
Gerry Perrone
Jack Schubert
Andrew Ross
Mike Beilstein, City Council

Absent
Dan Herford

Staff
Lisa Namba, Public Works
Dan Hendrickson, Corvallis Police Dept.
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Charlie Tomlinson, Mayor
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Vernon Huffman
Laura Duncan Allen
Greg Bennett
Walter Prichard
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Vivek Jeevan
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Agenda Item Information
Only

Held
for

Further
Review

Recommendations

I. Call Meeting to Order/ Introductions X

II. Approve April 3, 2009 Minutes Approved unanimously

III. Visitor Comments X  

IV. Old Business
• Bike Map Red Caution Areas
• Monroe Avenue and 14th Street

Intersection Recommendations

X
X

V. New Business
• Proposed Pedicab Licensing Ordinance

• Willamette Crossing Project (letter to
ODOT)

Forward to Council as is,
noting potential concerns

with Sections 8.12.340 and
8.12.360.D

Decided letter wasn’t
needed, City staff position

can represent BPAC 

VI. Information Sharing X

VII. Commission Requests and Reports 
• Bike Count (add to 0.5 FTE request)
• Bike Boulevards and Other Big Ideas

X
X

VIII. Pending Items 
• Sidewalk Café X

CONTENT OF DISCUSSION
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I. Call Meeting to Order/Introductions
The meeting was called to order by Chair Upton; the Commission introduced themselves.

II. Approve April 3, 2009 Minutes
Chair Upton suggested changing the phrase “...create an illegal contra-flow bicycle lane...” in
line two of Greg Bennet’s Visitor Comment to “...exacerbate the existing contra-flow....”

Commissioner Schubert moved to approve the minutes, as corrected.  Commissioner Rea
seconded.  The minutes were unanimously approved as corrected.

III. Visitor Comments
Mayor Tomlinson thanked the Commission for their volunteer work in helping to make
Corvallis the kind of community it is.  He spoke about his recent visit to Washington DC and
the President’s agenda regarding energy policy, and how it relates to work planned and
occurring at the state and local level.  Mayor Tomlinson believes it is important to have a plan
with measurable outcomes.  He asked the Commission to be prepared to let him know about
their accomplishments during his visit next year.  Councilor Beilstein agreed that we need a
way to enthuse people about using alternative transportation, and a plan for developing the
infrastructure to support that.  

Visitor Dean Codo suggested the City stop subsidizing parking, as a way to promote the use of
alternate modes of transportation.  He reported his appreciation that the uneven concrete
panels at the 29th Street and Fillmore Avenue bus stop have been replaced.  He is still dealing
with vegetation issues on Fillmore between 29th and 30th Streets.  He did get a response from
the Corvallis Fire Department and walked the area with CFD staff, and is now waiting for the
24 day period to expire before the next step can be taken to mitigate the vegetation.

Visitor Vivek Jeevan reported that on two separate occasions he was pulled over by a police
officer and given warnings for riding too long in the turn lane before making a left turn.  This
occurred as he turned from Highway 99W northbound to Walnut Boulevard westbound, then
stayed in the left turn lane to make a left turn onto 9th Street southbound.  He was similarly
pulled over after turning left  from 9th Street northbound to Circle Boulevard westbound.  In
that instance, due to the heavy traffic, Mr. Jeevan stated he took the opportunity of a gap in
traffic to cross the two travel lanes and enter the continuous left turn lane.  According to Mr.
Jeevan, the officer cautioned him that it was dangerous for him to be in the left turn lane
because bicyclists are difficult to see and drivers aren’t expecting them there, and encouraged
him to stay in the bike lanes provided.  He was given a warning in both situations but no
citation was issued.  Discussion ensued about how far in advance of the turn it would be legal
for a bicyclist to enter the left turn lane.  Captain Hendrickson stated that many variables are
involved in these situations: traffic, lighting, time of day, weather, etc., and that he had
confidence in his officers to use proper judgment on whether or not there was a violation of
the law.  

Visitor Vernon Huffman suggested that education is needed for City employees, and police
officers in particular.  He stated that cars are obsolete, dangerous, and a threat to everyone.  He
stated that bicycles have a right to use the roads, while cars are allowed to use roads by
licensed privilege.

Visitor Greg Bennett reported that the City of Philadelphia recently enacted a ban on cell
phones for automobile drivers, bicyclists, and skateboarders.  He stated that 6% of car crashes
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are directly attributable to electronic devices, and that 40% of people between 18 and 30 admit
to texting when driving, and he suggested banning these devices for pedestrians in the public
right-of-way, as well.  He stated that data indicates traffic deaths would be reduced by 25% if
motorized vehicle drivers wore helmets.

IV. Old Business
Bike Map Red Caution Areas
Not discussed.

Monroe Avenue and 14th Street Intersection Recommendations
Not discussed.

V. New Business
Proposed Pedicab Licensing Ordinance
Ms. Namba provided an overview of the staff report, stating that the City has received a
request from an individual who would like to operate a pedicab in the city.  The Police
Department has developed proposed language that would amend the City Municipal Code
(CMC) to establish licensing and registration governing pedicabs.  BPAC was asked by the
Human Services Committee (HSC) to review the proposed language and provide input before
it goes to the City Council.  Captain Hendrickson stated that there is no prohibition on the
operation of a pedicab business in Corvallis, but it is in the City's interest to establish controls
and regulations.  The proposed language was largely copied from the current language
regulating taxis, which he felt covered the important issues, including background checks,
operational safety, and insurance.  Language from other communities that regulate pedicabs
was also used to develop the proposed language.  In response to a question from
Commissioner Toy, Captain Hendrickson stated that the pedicabs would typically be expected
to use the bike lanes rather than travel lanes.  He expects the business will likely operate
primarily in the downtown core and riverfront area.

Councilor Beilstein reported on the HSC meeting where the proposed language was discussed. 
HSC eliminated some items from the proposed ordinance: restrictions on hours and areas of
operation were lifted, licensing fees were reduced by half, and background checks were
limited to exclude employer references.  He stated that the changes are intended to allow
pedicabs to operate just as any other vehicle.  He also noted that Dan Krall, who plans to apply
for a license as soon as it becomes available, reviewed the proposed ordinance to determine
how it would affect his business, which was helpful to HSC.

Chair Upton reported that he received an email from Mr. Krall with additional concerns about
the proposed language.  The only item that the Commission felt was relevant to BPAC is
whether or not pedicabs should be allowed on sidewalks.  Proposed language in Section
8.12.340 states that pedicabs are prohibited on sidewalks at all times, but they are permitted on
multi-use paths and bike lanes.  Chair Upton feels that this is a reasonable prohibition. 
Commissioner Perrone expressed concern, noting that there could be instances where a
pedicab might need to be on a sidewalk briefly.  In response to a question about where
operators could legally unload patrons, Captain Hendrickson stated that the pedicabs cannot
impede traffic, but that curb cuts would be acceptable locations for pick-ups and drop-offs. 
The primary concern is the safe operation of the pedicab for passengers.  Councilor Beilstein
stated that, as long as operators work rationally and safely, they are not risking a ticket.  He
suggested changing the wording to "pedicabs may not operate on sidewalks,"  rather than a
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complete prohibition.  Captain Hendrickson requested and received clarification that the
Commission is suggesting that pedicabs be allowed to board/drop off passengers on the
sidewalk, but that riding on the sidewalk is prohibited.  He reiterated that safety and ease of
enforcement are the primary concerns, and that the ordinance can be changed later if needed.

Commissioner Rea asked where operators would be allowed to park when taking lunch breaks
or using the restroom.  Ms. Namba suggested, again, that the wording could restrict pedicabs
from sidewalks “while in operation" which would allow drivers to utilize bicycle parking. 
Commissioner Ross agreed with this, as bikes with trailers can legally be walked on the
sidewalks downtown.  Councilor Beilstein stated that he would be comfortable with wording
that stated, “operation of pedicabs on sidewalks is prohibited at all times.”  Chair Upton
opined that he felt the current wording is appropriate.  After further discussion, the
Commission decided to recommend no changes, but would like the record to reflect that the
issue of “operation” versus a complete prohibition of pedicabs on sidewalks was discussed at
length, recognizing that it is legal to walk bicycles on sidewalks downtown.

The Commission discussed Section 8.12.360.D. and E. related to the requirement that the
operator attend the pedicab at all times while in operation.  Councilor Beilstein stated that this
is intended to avoid stranding a passenger in the vehicle while the operator takes a break.  The
same rights and requirements should apply to pedicabs as to taxi cabs.  The Commission did
not suggest a wording change, but want the record to note that this section was potentially
confusing, as the phrase “while in operation” isn’t specifically defined (driving seeking a fare
versus having a passenger on board).

Willamette Crossing Project (letter to ODOT)
Greg Bennett reported that the next open house for this project will be held on May 19 from
6:00-8:30 p.m. at the Corvallis Benton County Public Library.  He reported that staff and
Councilor Brauner will insist that ODOT consider bicycle and pedestrian needs in this project,
and feels comfortable with the position the community is taking.  ODOT plans to build an
interchange at the intersection of Highway 34 and the Bypass as the best way to improve
congestion.  He stated that the interchange, new bridge, and north bypass are all in the overall
long-term plan.

VI. Information Sharing
Chair Upton reported that he has noticed bikes being parked in covered parking for weeks at a
time and stated that he will take it up with Code Enforcement.  He also reported that he
recently attended the Oregon Bike Summit in Salem with Joe Whinnery.  Chair Upton met
with State Senator Frank Morse and Representative Sara Gelser.

Commissioner Schubert stated that he hopes others on the Commission will continue cleaning
up the adopted bike path.  Chair Upton suggested discussing this at the next meeting, when the
new Chair and Vice Chair are elected.  The Commission concurred.

Ms. Namba reported that Urban Services will be discussing sidewalk cafes in a very limited
way on May 7, 2009, specifically to review what constitutes a curb.  She also reported that she
spent three days in Sheila Lyons and Michael Ronkin's "Designing Streets for Bicycles and
Pedestrians."  She asked them to bicycle a few areas, including 14th Street and Monroe
Avenue, and give their thoughts.  This will be discussed at the next Commission meeting.

Commissioner Toy reported that Portland is closing a lane on one road to automobiles for
bicycle use.  She also asked about getting the fence removed from the former Fox and Firkin
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site.  Ms. Namba reported that there is no provision in the CMC for removing fences when the
business is no longer occupied.  The permit has now expired and Public Works is addressing it
as an obstruction of the public right-of-way.

Visitor Cindy Hallett reminded the Commission about Get There Another Way Week, May 
18-22.

VII.   Commission Requests and Reports
Bike Count
Not discussed.

Bike Boulevards and Other Big Ideas
Not discussed.

VIII. Pending Items
Sidewalk Café
Not discussed.

Chair Upton adjourned the meeting at 8:55 am.

NEXT MEETING: June  5, 2009, 7:00 am, Madison Avenue Meeting Room



From: Ken Gibb, Community Development Director, 

To: Mayor and City Council 

Subject: Certified Local Government Grant for Historic Preservation Activities 

Date: Mav 1 I. 2009 

issue 
Each year the City of Corvallis applies for funding from the State Historic Preservation 
Office (SHPO) Certified Local Government grant program. This year the City was awarded 
$15,000 based on an equivalent match consisting of in-kind contributions (staff and 
volunteer time) and cash. As shown in more detail in the attached agreement, the grant will 
support a number of activities under four categories: 

Administration $1,504 

Other Preservation Activities $4,379 
(Staff and HRC Training) 

Public Education $4,800 

Review and Compliance $1 9,317 

Total $30,000 

Requested Action 
The Council is asked either to accept the grant award and enter into the attached 
agreement, or to decline the grant award. Staff recommend that the City Council accept 
the award through adoption of the attached Resolution. 

Rev'ew and Concur A 

Y c i t y  Manager 

Enclosures: Resolution Accepting 2009 - 201 1 CLG Grant 
Copy of 2009 Grant Agreement and Cover letter 



RESOLUTION 2009-- 

Minutes of the Corvallis City Council meeting, continued. 

A Resolution submitted by Councilor 

WHEREAS, ORS 294-326 (2) allows City Council to accept grants after the Budget has 
been approved; and. 

WHEmAS,  the Community Development Department has been awarded a grant in the 
amount of $1 5,000.00 from the Oregon State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) for support of 
on-going program work; and 

WHEREAS, the grant acceptance requires approval by City Council; 

KOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CORVALLIS 
RESOLVES that the grant awarded by the Oregon State Historic Preservation Office be 
accepted; and 

BE IT FURTHER =SOLVED that the City Manager is authorized to execute the 
agreement between SHPO and the City. 

Councilor 

Upon motion duly made and seconded, the foregoing resolution was adopted and the 
Mayor thereupon declared said resolution to be adopted. 
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May 04,2009 

Robert Richardson 
City Of Corvallis 
PO Box 1083 
Corvallis, OR 97339 

Parks 

RECEIVED 

Comrnul~ity Development 
Planukg Division 

and Recreation Department 
State Historic Preservation Office 

725 Summer St NE, Ste C 
Salem, OR 97301-1266 

(503) 986-0671 
Fax (503) 986-0793 

H I S T O R Y  

Dear Robert: 

Congratulations! I am pleased to inform you that the application for a 2009 Certified Local 
Government Grant has been fbnded for the amount and purpose listed below. 

Grant Amount: $15,000 
Start Date: 5/1/2009 
End Date: 8/31/2010 

Project Summary: Program administration. Offer and promote preservation month activities. 
Implement review and compliance program. Cover costs for staff and 
commissioners to attend trainings. 

Heritage Division Grant #: OR-09-07 

Enclosed are two copies of the 2009 Grant Agreement to support your project. Please carefully 
review the scope of work and requirements for each category to be sure they are summarized 
correctly. Then have the authorized signer sign both copies and return them. You will receive 
back a fully signed original for your files. The signed Agreement must be returned to our office 
within 30 days; if not returned in that period, it will be assumed that you are not accepting the 
grant award. 

Please note that Agreement expenses may not be incurred until the signed contract is received. 

I am looking forward to working with you. We are offering a workshop May 15, 12-4 PM. I 
highly recommend attending as it will include information about grant management, contracts 
and reporting. Please let me know if you have any questions, and, again, congratulations and 
best wishes for a successful project. 

Since ely, J 

v 

Kuri Gill 
CLG and Historic Cemeteries Program Coordinator 
(503) 986-0685, 
Kuri.Gill@state.or.us 



Grant Agreement 
2009 Certified Local Government Grant (OR-09-07) 

This Agreement is made and entered into on the date of final signature of this agreement by and 
between the State of Oregon, acting by and through Oregon Parks and Recreation Department, 
Heritage Programs, hereinafter referred to as the "State" and: 

City of Corvallis 
PO Box 1083 
Corvallis, OR 97339-1083 

hereinafter referred to as "Grant Recipient." 

1. GEmRAL PURPOSE: The general purpose of this agreement is: to under-take the 
heritage-related project as detailed in Attachment A. 

2. AGREEMENT PERIOD: This agreement is for the period from 5/1/2009 to 8/31/2010 unless 
otherwise extended or terminated in accordance with the terms and conditions of this agreement. 

3. AGREEmPU'T COSTS: STATE will pay GRANT RECPENT a maximum of $15,000 
for costs authorized by this agreement. 

4. ATTACHMENTS INCLUDED AS PART OF THIS AGREEMENT: 
Attachment A: Scope of Work 
Attachment B: Standard Terms and Conditions 

5. SIGNATURES: 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties sign and cause this agreement to be executed. 

GRANT RECIPIENT: 

Signature, Authorized Representative Date 

Name and Title of Signer (Type or Print) 

STATE: 

Roger Roper, Assistant Director Date 
OPRD Heritage Programs 



Attachment A -- Scope of Work 

2009 Certified Local Government Grant 

Grantee: Corvallis 

Grant Amount: $15,000 Match Amount: $15,000 
The grant funds and matching local contrib~rtions will be used to accomplish the work items detailed in the Budget 
and Work Description sections that follow. OPRD Heritage Programs staff must approve any changes to this 
Scope of Work. 

PROPOSED BUDGET 

1 Administration 
Planner $756 
Admin Staff $748 

Total $1,504 
2 Other Preservation Activities 

Employees $1,064 
Office supplies $40 
Registration, hotel, travel, etc. $3,275 

Total $4,379 
3 Public Education 

Printing & Distribution marketing $600 
Admin Staff $5 10 
Ads $1,100 
Assoc. Planner $630 
Certificates & frames $100 
Copies $100 
Planner $510 
Speaker $500 
Volunteers $660 
Office supplies $90 

Total $4,800 
4 Review and Compliance 

Volunteers $3,564 
Adrnin Staff $2,040 
Assoc. Planner $6,090 
Asst. Planner $3,510 
Copies $200 
Office supplies $133 
Planner $2,040 
Planning Manager $1,740 

Total $19,317 

Total Project Budget* $30,000 

* Includes grant amount and local match. Note: This project may include overmatch of work activities 
and expenditures that exceed the requirements of this grant. The minimum match requirement is equal 
to the grant amount. 
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WORK DESCRIPTION 
1 . Administration $1,504 

Products: 
Monitoring, Progress Reports and Payment Requests. 

Standards: 
Project Standards: 
Allowable costs and services must be related to the administration of this grant: 

application/contract processing, project oversight, reimbursement requests, etc. 

2 . Other Preservation Activities $4,379 
Products: 

Fund training opportunities for staff and comissioners. 

Standards: 
Project Standards: Activities in this program area include any activity that is eligible for 
HPF assistance but that does not readily fall within one of the Program Areas described 
above, or involves Multiple Program Areas and the activity cannot reasonably be divided 
among the specific Program Areas. One example is HABSIHAER documentation projects. 

3 . Public Education $4,800 
Products: 

Present Preservation month event with a high quality speaker and awards presentation. 

Standards: 
Project Standards: 

The grant recipient must follow appropriate procurement standards for these projects, 
including obtaining at least three bids for expenditures exceeding $500. 
Printed publications must include the following Statement of Equal Opportunity and 

Funding: 

This publication has been funded with the assistance of a matching grant-in-aid from the 
Oregon State Historic Preservation Office and the National Park Service. Regulations of 
the U.S. Department of the Interior strictly prohibit unlawful discrimination on the basis 
of race, color, national origin, age or handicap. Any person who believes he or she has 
been discriminated against in any program, activity, or facility operated by a recipient of 
Federal assistance should write to: Office of Equal Opportunity, National Park Service, 
1849 C Street, NW, Washington, D.C. 20240. 

4 . Review and Compliance $19,317 
Products: 

HistoricResources Commission and City planning staff review of proposals for 
demolition, alterations, and new construction in three historic districts, and individual 
properties on the local and national registers of historic places. 

Standards: 
Project Standards: 

Eligible costs and activities include those related to local "design review" as well as to 
participation with the SHPO in state or federal compliance activities for properties within 
the local government's boundaries. 
Activities and products must be consistent with local, state, and federal preservation 

standards and guidelines, including the National Register bulletin "How to Apply the 
National Register Criteria for Evaluation" and the Secretary of the Interior's "Standards for 
Rehabilitation". 
The CLG must maintain records of cases it reviews and the decisions it make. 
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Attachment B 
Standard Terms and Conditions - Historic Preservation Fund Grants 

Authority: The National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 and Amendments, 16 U.S.C 470, authorizes the SHPO to 
provide grants to Certified Local Governments to carry out preservation projects authorized under the Act; 
Work Plan Approval: Prior to commencing the project described in Attachment A, Grant Recipient shall receive 
approval on a final work plan &om the State. 
Renegotiation or Modifications: This agreement may be amended, modified, or supplemented only by written 
amendment to the agreement, executed by the same persons or by persons holding the same position as persons who 
signed the original agreement. 
Employment Practices Clause: In carrying out its responsibilities under this agreement, the Grant Recipient shall not 
deny benefits to or discriminate against any person on the basis of race, color, creed, religion, national origin, sex, 
disability, or sexual preference, and shall comply with all requirements of federal and state civil rights statutes, rules and 
regulations including: 

0 Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 USC 200d et. seq.). 
0 Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (20 USC 794). 

Title IX of the Education Amendments of 1972 (20 USC 1681 et. seq.). 
Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 USC sections 12 10 1 to 122 13). 
ORS 659.400 to 659.460 relating to civil rights of persons with disabilities. 

Statement of Support: All publicity, visual or oral, and all publications for and related to this project shall be 
accompanied by the following statement: "This project is supported in part by a grantfi-om the Oregon State Historic 
Preservation Ofice, Oregon Parks and Recreation Department, funded by the National Park Service through the 
National Historic Preservation Act. " A  sign to that effect, provided by the State, may be required on the project site as 
well. 
Reporting: Grant Recipient shall submit written progress reports and a fmal report as described in the grants manual and 
on forms provided by State. 
Grant Payments: Grant funds are awarded by State on a reimbursement basis. Reimbursement requests shall be in 
accordance with grant instructions and on forms provided by State. 
Records Administration: Grant Recipient shall maintain, or supervise the maintenance of all records necessary to 
properly account for the payments made to the Grant Recipient for costs authorized by this contract. These records shall 
be retained by the Grant Recipient for at least four years after the contract terminates, or until all audits initiated w i t h  
the four years, have been completed, whichever is later. The Grant Recipient agrees to allow State auditors, and State 
Agency Staff, access to all the records related to this contract, for audit and inspection, and monitoring of services. Such 
access will be during normal business hours, or by appointment. 
Tax Obligations: Grant Recipient will be responsible for any federal or state taxes applicable to payments under this 
Agreement. 
Indemnity Clause: Grant Recipient shall defend, save, and hold harmless the State of Oregon Parks and Recreation 
Department, its officers, agents, employees and members, from all claims, suits or actions of whatsoever nature resulting 
fiom or arising out of the activities of the Grant Recipient or its contractors, agents or employees under this Agreement. 
Laws and Regulations: Grant Recipient agrees to comply with all state laws and regulations pertaining to this 
Agreement and the work to be carried out. 
Repayment: In the event that Grant Recipient spends Cemetery Grant funds in any way prohibited by state or federal 
law, or for any purpose other than the completion of the project, Grant Recipient shall reimburse the OCHC for all such 
unlawfully or improperly expended fimds. 
Termination: This contract may be terminated by mutual consent of both parties, or by either party upon a 30-day notice 
in writing, delivered by certified mail or in person. On ternination of this contract, all accounts and payments will be 
processed according to the financial arrangements set forth herein for approved services rendered to date of termination. 
Entire Agreement: This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the parties. No waiver, consent, 
modification or change of terms of thls agreement shall bind either party unless in writing and signed by both parties. 
Such waiver, consent, modification or change, if made, shall be effective only in the specific instance and for the specific 
purpose given. There are no understandings, agreements, or representations, oral or written, not specified herein 
regarding this agreement. Grant Recipient, by signature of its authorized representative on the agreement, acknowledges 
that the Grant Recipient has read this agreement, understands it, and agrees to be bound by its terms and conditions." 

(revised 4/08) 



MEMORANDUM 

May 14,2009 

TO: Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Nancy Brewer, Finailce Direct01 

SUBJECT: Refunding Bond Resolution 

I. Issue 

Approval of a budget aineildineilt to create appropriations for the series 2009A reftulnding bonds. 

PI. Discussion 

The General Obligation refunding bonds were priced on May 12,2009 th ro~gh  Piper Jaffray in a 
ilegotiated sale. The bonds were issued at $1 0,190,000 par value, wit11 about 60% of the boilds 
sold during a "local retail" period on May 11. Combined, the pas value, reofferiilg premium, and 
accrued interest provide total resources of $10,727,010. Of that amount, $5,459,540 of the 
proceeds will be used to refund the reinailling Riverfroi~t Coinnlemorative G.O. Bonds 1999A 
series on their call date of June 1,2009. For the Open Space 2001 A bonds, $5,172,430 of the 
proceeds will be held in escrow (earlling interest) with proceeds used to pay interest on the boilds 
that are callable until the call date in 201 1 when the balance will be used to call all of the 
outstandiilg bonds. The renlainder of the proceeds will pay issuance costs totaling $95,040. 

The net present value of the savings over the life of the outstanding bonds is $754,616.64. 111 
fiscal year 200912010 $3 19,940 in debt service costs will be saved. The true interest cost for the 
refu~~ding issue is 2.77%. The original General Obligatioil Bond series 1999A and 2001A 
respectively had ti-ue interest costs of 4.45% and 4.80%. 

A suppleine~ltal budget is not required under Oregoil State Law for a bond sale of tliis nature, but 
finailcia1 reposting is facilitated by actual expenditures not exceeding budget. The State budget 
office recoinillends that a resolution be adopted by the Coiulcil for this purpose. 

IPI. Requested Action 

Adopt the attached resolution. 

Review and Concur: 



RESOLUTION 2009 - - 

A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING AND APPROPRIATING THE SERIES 2009A 
ADVANCED REFUNDING BONDS. 

Minutes of the meeting of May 18,2009, contiilued 

A resolution submitted by Couilcil inenlber 

WHEREAS, the City Couilcil passed Resol~ltion 2009-16 on April 20,2009 authorizing 
the issuailce of General Obligation Bonds to refulnd certain of the City's outstanding General 
Obligation boilds issued by the City in 1999 and 2001 and specifying cei-tain parailleters 
including that the true interest cost for the bonds should not exceed 6.0% per allllLlill 011 ail 
aggregate basis; and 

WHEREAS, the aillount required to refund the General Obligation Bonds from the 
1999A and 2001A issues plus issuailce costs and other amounts necessary to the bond structuring 
bring the total proceeds of the bonds to $1 0,727,010; and 

WHEREAS, the true interest cost achieved on the bond issuailce based on May 12, 2009 
illarlcet pricing was 2.77%; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council has deterinined that an increase in resources will occur 
upon receipt of the bond proceeds wl~ich will cover the additional appropriations ill the General 
Obligation Debt Service Fuild for the escrow paylllent to the Trustee and the payllleilts for 
issuance costs; and 

WHEREAS, the City Couilcil finds that while a supplemental budget is not required for 
this purpose uilder ORS 294.326, an ainendiilg resolutioll to increase appropriations based on the 
additional revenue facilitates fillailcia1 reporting of the refunding bonds; and 

WHEREAS, the overall reduction in net principal and interest paymeilts froin the General 
Obligation Debt Service fund are expected to be approximately $1,061,9 18 over the renlaiiliilg 
terin of the bonds with a net present value savings of $754,617; 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CORVALLIS 
RESOLVES that appropriatiolls in fiscal year 2008-2009 budget be increased as follows: 
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RESOURCES REQUIREMENTS 

GENERAL OBLIGATION DEBT 
SERVICE FUND 

Non-Operating 

Non-Operating 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Fiilance Director is autl~orized to male the 
proper adjustlnellts in the budget appropriations. 

Upon illotioil duly made and seconded, the foregoiilg resolutioll was adopted and the Mayor 
thereupon declared said resol~tion to be adopted. 
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To: Mayor and City Council 
From: Karen Emery, Director 

Steve DeGhetto, Assistant Director 
Date: May 18, 2009 
Subject: Urban Forestry Management Plan 

ENHANCING COMMUNITY LIVABILITY 

PARKS & RECREATION 

Issue: 
To receive the draft Urban Forestry Management Plan in order to further this document 
toward adoption. 

Background: In FY 05-06, The Citizens Advisory Commission on Civic Beautification 
and Urban Forestry (CBUF) identified the Urban Forestry Management Plan (UFMP) as 
a priority project. As pari of that process, staff has hired a consultant to lead this effort. 
The scope of this project is focused on the following: 

0 The Plan provides a 20-year strategic framework to focus and expand the city's 
Urban Forestry program to meet a range of policy, educational and management 
goals. 
The Plan is intended as a tool to explore community concerns and management 
conflicts, while offering a series of prioritized implementation actions based on 
extensive stakeholder and community outreach. 
The Plan evaluates staffing needs and addresses program sustainability, funding 
and ongoing community support. 
The Plan will serve as a road map to improve the City's urban tree management 
and stewardship in a coordinated, cooperative approach with City departments, 
program partners and private land owners. 

In November 2008, staff hired Conservation Technix to assist in the preparation of the 
Urban Forestry Management Plan. In December 2008, with the guidance of CBUF, staff 
assembled a Stakeholder Committee of diverse community representatives to best 
represent goals for the Plan, and to advise staff and the consultant team on the types of 
issues that should be evaluated as part of the UFMP. 
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Discussion: The following information describes the planning process and next steps 
for Urban Forestry Management Plan. 

Public Outreach 
The Stakeholder Committee held 3 meetings: January 28, 2009, February 25, 2009, 
April 15, 2009. The City Newsletter and the Gazette Times were used to announce 
public meetings. Meeting notices were also sent to an email list of interested parties. 
Citizen comments were taken into consideration in the development of the plan. The 
plan was prepared through a systematic and comprehensive review of existing city 
regulations, standards and other adopted plans, discussions with key community 
stakeholders, results from a public opinion survey and a current street and park tree 
inventory. 

Next Steps 
Conservation Technix has incorporated all of the public testimony as well as the 
Stakeholder Committee comments into a draft plan. The Parks, Natural Areas and 
Recreation Board (PNARB) endorsed the proposed plan at their April 16, 2009 meeting. 
The Scope and Purpose, Executive Summary, Vision and Mission sections of the plan 
are attached. The 128 page full plan is available for review on the City Website at 
www.ci.corvallis.or.us/downloads/pr/UF-UFMPdraft.pdf. The draft plan with additional 
stakeholder, City staff and any other feedback, including individual Councilors, is ready 
for final review by the advisory board prior to final City Council review and approval 
consideration. 

Recommendation: To receive the draft Urban Forestry Management Plan, seek final 
recommendations on the plan from PNARB and CBUF and forward the plan for approval 
by City Council through the Human Services Committee (HSC). 

Review and Concur: 

~ p l s o n ,  City Manager 

Attachments 
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Statement of Scope & Purpose 

The Corvallis Urban Forestry Management Plan provides a 
20-year strategic framework to focus and expand the city's 
Urban Forestry program to meet a range of policy, 
educational and management goals. The Plan is intended as 
a tool to explore community concerns and management 
conflicts, while offering a series of prioritized 
implementation actions based on extensive stakeholder and 
community outreach. The Plan evaluates staffing needs and 
addresses program sustainability, funding and ongoing 
community support. The Plan will serve as a road map to 
improve the city's urban tree management and stewardship 
in a coordinated, cooperative approach with city 
departments, program partners and private land owners. 

As a strategic and forward-looking document, this Plan does 
not alter or supersede the existing policies and requirements 
of the Corvallis Municipal Code, the Comprehensive Plan or 
the Land Development Code. While the Plan does not create 
new, discrete public policy with regard to the management 
of the urban forest, it does suggest modifications and 
expansions to city codes to improve long-term tree 
stewardship, and any proposed code revisions will be 
reviewed and considered through future public process. 

The plan was prepared through a systematic and 
comprehensive review of existing city regulations, 
standards and other adopted plans, discussions with key 
community stakeholders, results from a public opinion 
survey and an analysis of tree inventory data. This is a 
unique, holistic urban forestry management plan for the city 
of Corvallis based on local needs and priorities, as 
determined through this public process. 

Lastly, it is understood that woody shrubs and ground cover 
plant communities are part of, and integral to, the overall 
health of the urban forest, but the primary scope of this plan 
is to focus on trees 2 the largest, longest-lived and more 
significant member of the landscape community. 



[ THIS PAGE LEFT INTENTIONALLY BLANK ] 



Executive Summary 

Situated in the temperate lushness of the Willamette Valley, 
the City of Corvallis has long benefited from its relationship 
to its natural setting and has made critical, bold statements 
about its future through the Corvallis Vision 2020, 
Comprehensive Plan and land use and sustainability 
policies. Through this leadership and in recognition of the 
role urban trees in providing environmental, economic, 
social and aesthetic benefits, the City of Corvallis embarked 
on the development of its first Urban Forestry Management 
Plan. While significant challenges lie ahead, this plan 
provides a framework for policy direction and realistic 
action steps to improve the health, well-being and extent of 
the City's urban forest. 

Comments and opinion from residents, along with industry 
and community stakeholders, shaped the direction of the 
overall plan, its objectives and the implementation strategy. 
Four primary methods of community outreach were used: 

e%s Public opinion survey 

H Interviews and group discussions with ltey stakeholders 

kPdl Stakeholders Committee 

H Project-specific webpage 

Survey results indicate a strong public passion for trees, 
which favorable to the successful implementation of this 
plan. Also, survey responses highlighted the tension 
between regulatory versus incentive/voluntary measures. 
As a result, the plan is geared toward strenuous marketing 
and community outreach efforts to connect with and educate 
private property owners and to heighten the level of 
awareness of and care for the urban forest. This commitment 
to education and outreach is a central tenet of the plan and 
will be necessary for any future growth of the Urban 
Forestry program. 

The plan identifies a broad range of objectives and action 
steps that are intended to guide Corvallis toward the growth 
and management of a healthy, sustainable urban forest that 

Executive Summary - 



will continue to enhance the quality of life for its residents. 
Additionally, plan recommendations include a summary of 
the highest priority initiatives to be undertaken by the Urban 
Forestry program within the first 5 years of adoption of this 
plan. 

Outreach & Education Campaign: A focused, extensive 
campaign is required to improve awareness of the program, 
reach new volunteers and provide support and education to 
private property owners who are responsible for the vast 
majority of the city's trees. 

&! Code & Policy Revisions: Certain clarifications will help 
address issues with which the Land Development Code is 
currently silent or ambiguous, such as structural pruning of 
young trees, inspections and specific development site-related 
issues. 

Inventory & G I s  Projects: GIs modeling and aerial imagery 
will provide crucial information about the extent and 
condition of the urban forest to inform future planning by 
land use classification or resource type. 

Tree Maintenance & Care: On-going and expanded 
coordination with Public Works and Parks will address the 
planning, care and replacement of city trees street, including 
sidewalk infrastructure conflicts and improvements for 
wildlife habitat, tree canopy and tree species diversity. 

Corvallis' urban forest is a recognized, valuable resource to 
residents, but its health, maintenance and continuity are not 
guaranteed and will remain threatened by potential conflicts 
between land use and management approaches. Guided by 
the objectives and action steps contained in this plan, Urban 
Forestry staff can lead the city's efforts to preserve, enhance 
and sustain this dynamic and precious resource through the 
21st century. While this plan provides only the framework 
by which Corvallis can begin to improve its forest 
environment, many specific details and new ideas can be 
developed and fostered through further public involvement 
and interaction among agencies and program partners, 
making Corvallis a more healthy, sustainable, and vibrant 
community. 



Vision & Mission 

The city of Corvallis embraces its urban forest as an integral 
part of the community's infrastructure, which contributes to 
the healthy lifestyle of its residents, connects natural areas, 
enhances habitat and ecological services, and contributes to 
the economic prosperity of the city. 

The Urban Forestry Program is vibrant, robust and held as a 
critical city service. The Program draws strength from active, 
committed volunteers and maintains a successful 
recruitment and retention program to attract and engage the 
community. Its keen focus on integrated urban forestry 
education and direct landowner outreach make the Program 
both innovative and highly effective, while creating one of 
the most beautiful communities in Oregon and maintaining 
one of the healthiest and most complete urban forests in the 
Northwest. 

[The Civic Beautification/Urbaz Forestry Conznzissio~~ Vision 
appears in Appendix C.] 

bAission Statement: ""To Enhance, Protect and 
Manage Our Urban Forest" 

The Corvallis Parks and Recreation Department's Urban 
Forestry Program strives to promote a safe, healthy, and 
diverse urban forest by preserving, managing and enhancing 
tree resources, while promoting active community 
participation through public education and outreach. 

In cooperation with community residents and program 
stakeholders, the Urban Forestry Program has outlined the 
following tenets to guide urban forest management in 
Corvallis: 

Inform - Expand program awareness through innovative, 
visible outreach and education campaigns. 



Bgg Protect - Recognize the environmental, economic, cultural and 
social benefits offered by the urban forest and refine and 
implement policies to protect public tree resources, while 
seeking substantial participation from landowners to protect 
private trees. 

Expand - Enable the growth of public and private tree 
resources to optimize the urban tree canopy through 
plantings, outreach and other incentives. 

Manage - Improve and institutionalize the care, maintenance 
and operating principles for the long-term viability of a 
mixed-aged, sustainable urban tree resource. 

Partner - Increase community, private sector and other city/ 
county department's involvement in planning, management 
and funding of the urban forest. 



May 13,2009 

To: Mayor and City Council 

From: Steve Rogers, Public Works Director 

Subject: State Energy Grant Support Letter 

Issue: 
A letter of support is required to participate in the State energy grant request process. 

Background: 
The State of Oregon is coordinating a state-wide grant request for ARRA fiulding for installation 
of electric charging stations, and the purchase of electric and hybrid electric vehicles. The City 
has provided the State with a list of charging stations and vehicles for purchaselinstallation 
during 2009 and 2010. A letter of support is required to participate (attached). 

Discussion: 
For charging stations, it is expected that the grant would filnd 50% of the cost. The City's match 
for the first year is already budgeted in the Electric Charging Station CIP project ($30,000). 

The City has identified three types of vehicles that would be eligible for funding in this program. 
The match amo~lnt for these vehicles is already budgeted as part of the vehicle replacement 
sched~~le. In addition, there would be program funds to upgrade the City's existing two Prius 
hybrids to plug-in hybrids. 

If the State is awarded this grant, the City's share is estimated at $1 13,000. The out-of-pocltet 
costs to the City are only what the City would have paid for replacement of non-energy efficient 
vehicles planned over the next two years and in-kind staff work to provide data, invoices and 
doc~lmentation. 

The federal government is expected to make final program allocations in August, 2009. 

Recommendation: 
That City Council authorize the City Manager to sign the letter of support. 

Reviewed and concur: 

~d' S. Nelson, City Manager f Nancy re er, Finance Director kd. 



ENHANCING COMMUNITY LIVABILITY 

City Manager's Ofice 
501 S W  Madison Avenue 

PO. Box 1083 
Corvallis, OR 97339-1083 

(541) 766-6901 
FAX: (541) 766-6780 

e-mail: city.managerOci.corvallis.or.us 

May 19,2009 

Mr. Raymond Jarr 
Grant Officer 
U. S. Department of Energy 
National Energy Technology Laboratory 

Dear Mr. Jarr: 

This letter serves as confirmation that the City of Corvallis supports the widespread use of advanced 
technology vehicles to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and dependence on foreign oil. To advance this goal, 
the City of Corvallis plans to participate in the project described in the proposal submitted by the Oregon 
Department of Transportation entitled "Oregon EV and EV Charging Network" in response to Funding 
Opportunity Announcement DE-PS26-09NTO 1236-04. 

Assuming the project is funded by US Department of Energy at the level requested in the proposal by Oregon 
Department of Transportation, the City of Corvallis estimates our participation in this project as follows: 

Install 12 electric vehicle charging stations for an estimated cost share of $44,700. The station(s) will be 
active a minimum of three years. 
Purchase 4 hybrid electric vehicles for an estimated cost share of $1 12,429. 
Purchase 2 plug-in hybrid electric vehicle conversions for an estimated cost share of $28,550. 
Purchase 2 plug-in hybrid electric vehicles fiom original equipment manufacturers for an estimated cost 
share of $46,183. 
Purchase 2 battery electric vehicles for an estimated cost share of $30,000. 
Provide an in-ln'nd cost share of $30,000 related to outreach, training, planning, reporting and 
administration of the project. 
Provide the Oregon Department of Transportation and the Oregon Department of Energy relevant data, 
invoices and documentation for grant reporting and research purposes. 
Procure with grant funds only equipment and/or installations that meet all applicable safety andlor 
emissions regulations and appropriate individuals will be trained about the benefits of advanced 
technology vehicles and provided with strategies to realize these benefits. 
Display appropriate signage on vehicles and infrastructure stating fuel type and support of Clean Cities. 

None of the funds that will be used as cost share in this project come from federal sources. We appreciate 
your consideration of this exciting and worthy project that will help our organization reduce its petroleum 
use and emissions. 

Sincerely, 

Jon S. Nelson 
City Manager 

A Community that H O I I O ~ S  Diversity 



May 13,2009 

To: Mayor and City Council 

From: Steve Rogers, Public Works Directori'd- J' 

Subject: Bioalgene, Inc. Memorandum of Understanding 

Issue: 
Bioalgene, Inc. has requested use of resources (water, C02) and space at the Wastewater Reclamation 
Plant (WWRP) for a full scale demonstration of algae growth for fuel technology. 

Background: 
A number of researchers are developing lab scale algae growth and algae-to-fuel conversion systems. 
Bioalgene, a Washington company, has put into production several full-scale algae growth systems and 
has proposed a demonstration at the City's W. Bioalgene's process would use C02 derived from 
the methane rich bio-gas produced by the W"WRP, wastewater and/or reclaimed wastewater, and space 
within the bio-solids storage lagoons to grow algae. The algae can be converted to bio-fuel by 
extracting the lipids from the algae. 

Bioalgene proposes a memorandum of understanding (attached) for a one-year tnal. The MOU is 
designed as a right-of-entry permit to the City facility with appropriate liability protections to the City. 
Should the trial be successful, the parties would consider a negotiated or RFP based contract for future 
algae growing seasons. 

Discussion: 
Bioalgene has three full-scale algae growing systems underway or completed, including a similar 
project at the City of Everett Wastewater Plant, with several others under consideration. No wastewater 
funds would be used for this project. Bioalgene would not compete for the local allotment of Federal 
ARRA funds that might be used to make the wastewater plant more energy efficient. All Bioalgene 
activities would be undertaken without impacts to the wastewater treatment processes. City of Everett 
staff reported that Bioalgene performed as promised. 

If algae growth is successful, and assuming the City continues to move forward with a project to convert 
methane gas to electricity and C02, the final complete system could reduce wastewater treatment cost, 
produce electricity and bio-f~~el, and reduce, if not eliminate, green house gas emission to the 
atmosphere from the treatment process. Additional process documentation is contained in three 
attachments labeled "Process Flow Diagram", "Corvallis Integrated C02 and Wastewater to 
Bioproducts and Fuels", and "Bioalgene - Summaly Business Plan". 

Recommendation: 

That City Council authorize the City Manager to sign the Memorandum of Understanding with 
Bioalgene, Inc. 

Review and Concur: 

f' S. Nelson, City Manager 4" 



D R A F T  

Memorandu~m of Understanding between City of Corvallis and Bioalgene, Inc. 

1. Parties. 

This agreement is entered into on the day of May, 2009, by the City of 
Corvallis, an Oregoii municipal corporation and Bioalgene, Inc., a corporation of the state of 

2. Recitals. 

The parties seek to achieve mutually beneficiary goals by capturing C02 from the City's 
wastewater plant and inlplementing an advanced algae-based filels and bioprod~~cts system fed by 
that C02. Bioalgene wishes to supply, and operate such a system in coordination with the City's 
Public Works Department. Goals of both the Prosperity That Fits Plan and the Corvallis 
Sustainability Coalition are supported by this effort. This Memorandum of Understanding 
provides a framework of understanding of those goals and acknowledges the parties' differences 
and speaks to the relationship between the parties that is necessary for Corvallis to achieve its 
vision of economic vitality and sustainability. The Memorandum of Understanding sets the stage 
for focus towards a more sustainable community. 

3. Sustainability 

Bioalgene, Inc. is an enviromnentally responsible business at the forefront of advanced 
technology for renewable fuels using algae. Corvallis continues to lead the state and nation as an 
example of being an imiovative and sustainable community. 

4. Commonality and Differences. 

The parties recognize that there are differences in desired outcomes and interests. The parties 
agree that an econolnically vibrant and sustainable community benefits all. This Memorandum 
of Understanding depends on the best efforts and cooperation of both parties to accomplish 
mutually beneficial results. The City's plilnary purpose for operating its wastewater reclamation 
plant is to treat the wastewater produced by the community to protect public health and enhance 
Willamette River water quality. Production of algae as a biofuel source is a secondary 
colisideration outside of the core business of the wastewater utility. Both Bioalgene and City of 
Corvallis agree to extend their best efforts and cooperation to implement a successful project and 
attain beneficial results. Nothing in this Memora~idum of Understanding should be construed as 
allowi~ig either party to act or represent itself as an agent of the other party. Each party is strictly 
responsible for its own expenses, liabilities, and debts. This Men~orandum of U~~derstanding is 
not intended to create a business entity or relationship that allows either party to represent itself 
as an agent of the other party. 



5. Responsibilities and Scope of Work 

The "system" to be supplied by Bioalgene consists of devices to capture methane from the 
present methane flare, convert the methane to C02 and generate electricity from the conversion, 
feed C02  to algae reactors floating on a wastewater pond designated by the city, capture the 
algae and convert it to useful products. Bioalgene owns or controls all equipment; technologies 
and products provided or developed under this Memorandum of Understanding and assumes 
responsibility for safe and effective performance of all devices and equipment provided to the 
City. City may assist with installation of equipment and will provide access to methane, settling 
pond, and small amount of land on the wastewater site within its existing budget and operating 
restrictions. Should the equipment and systems s~lpplied by Bioalgene interfere with the 
operation of the wastewater reclamation plant, Bioalgene will remove the systems and equipment 
upon direction from the City at Bioalgene's expense. Equipment will be removed from site 
andlor relocated as directed from time to time by City's Public Works Department. Bioalgene 
staff will exercise all reasonable and prudent care for the City's equipment and systems, and for 
its equipment and operations. City will direct Bioalgene to comply with City practices, 
processes, ordinances, and policies. Bioalgene will assume liability for any resulting City 
property damage or personal injuries on its sites provided under its existing insurance programs. 
Bioalgene will name the City as a11 additional insured on its insulrance policy and provide a copy 
to the City. 

6. Liability and Insurance 

Each party shall bear the expense of its own insurance sufficient for that party's liability for 
activities related to this memorandum of understanding. Nothing in this memorandum of 
understanding shall be construed as an acceptance by either party for the acts, failures to act, 
errors or omissions of the other party, the other party's officers, agents, volunteers or employees. 

Subject to the limitations of the Oregon Tort Claims Act, City shall indemnify, protect, defend, 
and hold Bioalgene, its officers, agents, volunteers, and employees harmless against any actions, 
claim for injury or damage and all loss, liability, cost or expense, including court costs and 
attorneys fees, growing otlt of or resulting directly or indirectly from the City's activities related 
to this memorandum of understanding. 

Bioalgene shall indemnify, protect, defend and hold City, its officers, agents, volunteers, and 
employees harmless against any actions, claims for injury or damage and all loss, liability, cost or 
expense, including court costs and attorneys fees, growing out of or resulting directly or 
indirectly from Bioalgene's activities, processes, or equipment related to this memorandum of 
understanding. 

Bioalgene will name the City as an additional insured on its insurance policies as detailed herein 
and provide proof of such coverage to the City. Throughout the term of this MOU, Bioalgene 
shall maintain the insurance set out on attachment A as the minimum ins~lrance for their 
responsibilities under this MOU. 



7. Teim, Cost and Modification. 

This Memorandum of Understanding shall be effective following signature by the participating 
parties. The Memorand~lm of Understa~iding may be modified or terminated at any time by 
m~ltual consent of the parties upon 30 day written notice. This Memorandum of Understanding 
shall be in force for one year or as othenvise mutually agreed. Bioalgene will supply system 
elements and devices at its own cost. City may assist with installation of equipment and will 
provide access to methane, settling pond, and small amount of land on the wastewater site within 
its existing budget and operating restrictions. 

Jon S. Nelson (Date) 

City of Corvallis 

Stanton J. Barnes, CEO (Date) 

Bioalgene, Inc. May 2, 2009 
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Corvallis Integrated C 0 2  and wastewater to Bioproducts and fuels 

Bioalgene, Inc., working with the City of Corvallis and a team of qualified partners 
proposes to develop an integrated C02 capture and bioproducts facility to produce 
biofuels (ethanol and biodiesel) and biomass products from cultivated microalgae strains 
grown on wastewater nutrients and exhallst C02 from a methane flare and Stirling 
Engine exhaust at the Corvallis Wastewater Treatment Plant, 

The wastewater facility processes urban wastewater from the surrounding area and the 
methane-fueled generator produces on a variable schedule an average - KW of electric 
power. Bioalgene will install on this site its tested pilot-scale system to capture C02  
from tlie engine and anaerobic digester exhausts, combine it with nutrients from 
wastewater, and grow high-yield algae strains in ponds on 10-50 designated acres of 
surrounding area owned by the City and the wastewater treatment plant. From produced 
algae we will extract fi~els and biomass for products, and release atmospheric oxygen. 

Based on successful tests at a 585 MW coal-fired power plant at Boardman, Oregon, 
Bioalgene expects eventually to capture ALL the C02  prod~~ced by the plant, and to 
demonstrate the ability to create a profitable closed-circuit system that produces fuel 
feedstocks, products from biomass, and carbon offsets fi-om the transportation sector by 
producing a net-zero-C02 fuel from "waste" materials. 

The project will encompass these phases: 

1. Site evaluation and preliminary systems design 
2. Systems review and design finalization 
3. Data components identification, 
4. Data capture and evaluation procedmes review 
5. System component fabrication, on-site constn~ction, delivery and i~lstallation 
6. Preliminary test operation 
7. Full-scale pilot test operation and data capture 
8. Data evaluation and analyses 
9. System modifications and adjjustments 
10. 90-day filll-scale optimized system operations 
1 1. Process and product evaluation and scale-LIP systems design 

The systems to be installed have been developed at Washington State University and by 
the company and its suppliers on f~~nding from Boeing. They have been tested at 
Bioalgene's sites in Washington State and at Portland General Electiic's 585 MW coal- 
fired power plant. A comparable pilot plant is currently being constnlcted and tested at 
the Corvallis, Oregon municipal wastewater plant and will be in operation by June, 2009. 

Primary organizational participants in tlis project and chief contacts include: 

Bioalgene, Inc., Seattle Washington - Stantoil J. Barnes, CEO -Project Director - Algae 
systems supplier, processes and products developer, project and supplier coordinator 



PNNL Marine Sciences Laboratory, Sequim, Washington - Michael Huesemann, PhD - 
Algae systems evaluator, lipids extractor on existing DOE grant, technical advisor 

City of Corvallis - Lead Manager tba 

Oregon State University - Maki find'em hotshot scientists 

Washington State University - Biological Systems Engineering Dept. - Ben Lucker, PhD 
- Algal strains developer and provider, systems and processes advisors, 

University of Washington, Mechanical Engineering Dept. - Ann Mescher, PhD - Lipid 
extraction process co-developer 

Stanford Research Institute - Ripudaman Malhotra, PhD - combustion monitoring and 
optimization, biopolymer from biomass development, 

Malcolm Pirnie, Inc., Kirkland, Washington- Alan Wolfson, Project Lead - 
Environmental engineers 

Richmond Engineering, Inc. - Olympia, Washington - George Richmond, CEO - Algae 
systems components desigdbuild manufacturer, installation and operations coordinator 

Beaver Biodiesel, Corvallis, Oregon - Daniel Shaefer - CEO - Chemical Engineering, 
oil processing, specialty chemical extractions 

Systems Monitoring, Inc., Scottsdale, Arizona, Link Jaw, PhD, CEO - Monitoring 
systems data trends and evaluations 

Materials Processing Inc., Corvallis, Oregon. - Paul H. McClelland, CTO - Chemical 
processes, equipment development and fabrication, 

Perpetx~a Power Source Technologies, Inc., Corvallis, Oregon, Nick Fowler, CEO - Data 
sensors and remote power systems 

Stirling Biopower, Ann Arbor, Michigan, David Miklosi, Vice President - Efficient 
power generating systems. 



NEXT-GENE ON 
OFUELS & PRODUCTS 

FROM ALGAE 

Su ary Business P 

"Algae technology is unique in its ability to produce a useful, high-volume product from 
waste C02." 



Executive Summary 

Bioalgene is implementing a timely high-potential process to capture C02 and 
produce biofuel and bioproducdts from algae. The company has identified five high- 
value algae strains on a project fuded by Boeing and grown them rapidly on C02 from 
a coal-fired power plant owned by Poretland General electric. EPA's recent 
recognition of C02 and five other combustion gasses as threats to human health 
continue to validate demand for C02 capture. Algal capture is the most economical 
system. Bioalgene's process is second to none in growth rate or high volume 
economies. 

Domestic fuel value, potential algae share, company's 5-year and 10-year projections 

The company has been cultivating rapid-growth, high-yield algae to produce 
feedstocks for biofuel production for three years supported by Boeing, Portland General 
Electirc, and municipalities. We have produced small amounts of biodiesel and Bio Jet 
A feedstocks, as well as materials for valuable bio-products. The company's licenses of 
University-developed, patentable systems and its own proprietary systems provide 
distinct process protection, speed-to-market and quality advantages. 

Bioalgene's opportunity arises from the unique ability of algae to capture large 
quantities of C02 and convert it to high-value fuels and products without using 
croplands or diminishing food supplies. The company leads a group of highly-qualified 
subcontractors in four ARRA stimulus bill funding projects in Washington and Oregon, a 
large DOE proposal in California, and a private project in Idaho. Gross project total 
amounts to $29.5 Million revenue over three to seven years. 

Independent of ARRA financing the company is partnering with electric utility and food 
processing companies to build algae-production systems at coal-fired and gas-fired 
power plants, where we capture C02, and NOx compounds from exhausts. Coal-fired 
power plants create most of the world's CO2 pollution. Food processors produce C02 
and also create nutrient streams suitable to feed algae. 

Partnership with Bioalgene benefits the utility by reducing its emissions of greenhouse 
gases, both to avoid regulatory pressure and fines, and to earn "carbon credits" which 
will be sold in rapidly developing new regional "cap-and-trade" markets. The company 
will produce and sell ethanol, biodiesel, lipids extracted from its algae to Bio Jet A fuel 
producers, and biomass by-products into a variety of markets. The company retains all 
product revenues and a share of the revenue from all sales of carbon credits. 

"Algae technology is unique in its ability to produce a useful, high-volume product from 
waste C02." 



Bioalgene is seeking US$10 million in first-round equity financing, and US$50 million of 
equity financing in a second round funding in 201 0 to generate $1 00MM revenues at 
25% EBITDA within seven years. 

Algae as the ideal high-yield next generation fuel source can: 

Produce more than any competing source of the natural fuel supply required to 
reduce petroleum dependence and make communities and regions self- 
sufficient in fuels. 
Grow 300+ times faster than other oil-producing plants. 

0 Supply from its biomass the ingredients for bioplastics, pharmaceuticals, animal 
feeds, soil improvers, and products yet to be developed. 

Algae are special organisms. Long overlooked, these single-cell plants capture CO2 
and release oxygen through photosynthesis. They help reduce greenhouse gasses and 
solve one of the most serious global environmental problems. Algae can also eliminate 
major emission control problems and costs, and do not face the sustainability and land 
use obstacles that inhibit first-generation food-based bio-fuels. 
Target customers include: 

0 Coal/Oil/Gas/Biomass Fired Power Plants 
0 Municipal Waste Treatment Plants 

Industrial and Manufacturing Plants 
0 Agricultural Production Facilities 

Transportation users - air, land and sea 
0 Packaging processors 
0 Agricultural, Feed, and Chemical Industries 

Bioalgene, Inc. is a Washington State company involved in immediate carbon capture 
from Con, and development and use of algae strains and processes to produce 
biofuels and bioproducts.. 

Bioalgene has been growing algal strains and evaluating CO2 capture and lipid 
production rates of multiple algae species in Oregon and Washington State, and will 
soon begin in California. Working with Dr. Ben Lucker of Washington State University 
and early funding from Boeing, the company has evaluated 30 and identified and 
grown 5 promising species. To evaluate productivity at scale, Bioalgene has grown a 
variety of species at its field research facility near Yakima, Washington. The success of 

"Algae technology is unique in its ability to produce a useful, high-volume product from 
waste C02." 



those experiments led to a Con capture project with Portland General Electric at their 
Boardman, Oregon 585 MW coal-fired power plant. New projects at a gas-fired power 
plant and a mixed-fuels food processor promise continued understanding and 
development of means to scale these processes. 

With a substantial team from three regional universities, PNNL, SRI International, and 
other private process and equipment developers Bioalgene will also begin a larger- 
scale integrated test at a methanelnatural gas-fired plant at a large algae-rich 
wastewater treatment facility in California. 

The company has assembled a team of capable researchers, technologists and 
entrepreneurial managers to create and capture the benefits of algae production, 
specifically: 

0 Capture CO2 and other gases at points of origin using selected algae strains 
0 Reduce clients' costs, absorb waste greenhouse gases and wastewater effluents 

as nutrients 
Create fuels and carbon credits and release oxygen into the atmosphere 
Produce Bioproducts - Algae biomass makes soil conditioners, food 
supplements, bio-polymers 

Bioalgene's management team combines extensive experience in engineering, plant 
construction and operations, new product introduction and finance, and biological 
process management. The Bioalgene team includes four PhD's, a distinguished 
Advisory Board with extensive experience in new venture formation and finance, and 
working relationships with major corporations, universities, and government agencies. 

Plan and Funding Requirements 

Over the summer of 2008, a field team under the direction of Chief Science Officer Dr. 
Steve Verhey established a test site and began Phase I CO2 capture in selected algae 
strains at Boardman, Oregon. Using its proprietary processes the team grew algae in 
test ponds enriched with flue gas from the plant that captured C02at a rapid rate and 
grew three or four times as rapidly as in control ponds without added C02. This project 
will continue into Phase II pilot plant design and construction in 2009, including larger 
scale pond structures, enhanced algae strains, and additional production equipment. 

To date, Bioalgene has: 
a Contracted a $1 50,000 development program with Boeing Corporation 
a Successfully captured volumes of C02from PGE's coal-fired power plant in 

Oregon 
Produced a successful bioreactor and oil-rich algae crop at Seattle University, 

"Algae technology is unique in its ability to produce a useful, high-volume product from 
waste C02." 



a Secured two lipids-extraction grants from US Department. of Energy 

Next steps in the Bioalgene business process focus on the development of production 
plants for industrial customers that produce large amounts of Con. Bioalgene will build 
wholly-owned and operated regional production facilities, first in the U.S., then in high- 
demand regions worldwide. 
Bioalgene's competitive advantages include: 

0 Immediate carbon capture and credits revenues 
e Low-cost , high volume production process 
o Early entrance into multiple markets 
0 High-margin fuels and bioproducts. 

Bioalgene is currently developing regional production opportunities at municipal 
wastewater and industrial waste treatment plants, and is exploring market opportunities 
with fuel users and renewable power producers. From productive operations in the 
northwest USA, Bioalgene will grow to serve multiple regions through direct operations, 
licenses, technology sales, and productive partnerships. 

The company expects to generate profitable revenue streams from: 
Carbon credits for market trades 
Algae-based biofuels for regional and international transportation and power 
markets 

e Biomass byproducts including bioplastics, animal feeds, and soil enhancers. 

Bioalgene has invested about US$300,000 founders' equity to date on progress 
described above. The company is actively seeking qualified investors who expect to 
profit from new fuel challenges, produce carbon credits, and encourage energy 
independence through both local and regional production. 

Continuing funding is sought in three stages: 

Stage 1 : US$10 million will be used to extend the current pilot projects, continue 
process development, and expand the Boardman site into Phase 2 operations. 
The company must also expand and solidify its existing R&D installation to perfect 
systems and processes. Three current initiatives to develop equipment to 
harvest and extract pure algal oil and other biomass products show great 
promise. This facility will demonstrate commercial scalability and viability, and 
supply equipment and systems to operating sites. Site construction is 80% 
complete. New equipment and installations will require six to eight months. 

"Algae technology is unique in its ability to produce a useful, high-volume product from 
waste C02." 



Bioalgene will receive revenue from management fees and sale of algal oil and 
biomass from operating sites. Funds will also be applied to develop Phase 1 
implementations at several additional priority plant sites. 

0 Stage 2: An additional US$50 million will be required in 201 0 to expand into 
commercial-scale operations at Boardman, and to continue Phase 1 and II 
development at ten additional targeted sites. Bioalgene will construct 1,000 
acres of ponds and expand the plant as needed to drive Boardman into scaled 
commercial production. Revenues of approximately US$] 0 million annually will 
come from the sale of algal oil, biomass and carbon credits. Initial construction 
will require approximately eight to ten months per site and will continue for three 
years. 

0 Stacre 3: Bioalgene has targeted 30 carbon-generating facilities, largely coal- 
fired power plants, but also including several other industrial customers. Within 
seven years Bioalgene EBlT is projected to exceed 25%, on revenues in excess of 
US$] 00 million. The business can also be expanded to include wastewater 
treatment facilities, of which there are more than 8000 in the United States where 
productivity could be somewhat lower due to lesser amounts of C02 produced. 

A complete business plan and financial projections are available upon request. 

Please contact: 

Stan Barnes 
CEO 
Bioalgene, Inc. 
100 NE Northlake Way, Suite 200 
Seattle, Washington USA 
206-734-7323 
stanb~bioalqene.com 
www.bioalqene.com 

"Algae technology is unique in its ability to produce a useful, high-volume product from 
waste C02." 
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MEMORANDUM

To Corvallis City Council

From Charles C Tomlinson

Subject Weatherization Program Proposal EECBG

Date May 12 2009

Weatherization programs for our communitys built environment can provide citizens with lower

monthly utility bills create jobs in the clean energy sector and reduce energy use

Often paying for the weatherization is a barrier to actually doing the work once a Home Energy
Review is complete or a commercial building walkthrough is conducted This memorandum

outlines a potential weatherization education tool for residents and business owners identifies
some financing ideas for incentivizing weatherization projects estimates the funding required to

operate a weatherization program and identifies community partners

Background
In the past the City has used a revolving loan fund to create building rehabilitation loans This

approach has worked well for Community Development activities but it takes time to build the

principal in the revolving loan fund and to staff the administration of the program After talking
with representatives of Citizens Bank and the OSU Federal Credit Union they suggested
principal buydown for those that borrow or a cash rebate for those that pay cash as a preferred
incentive if the city chose an incentive approach We also discussed interest rate buydown and

the revolving loan fund noted above

Financial Education Packet

After meeting with the financial representatives it was determined that a lack of knowledge
about how to start a weatherization project or what financial and tax incentives may be available

could also be barriers Creating a Financial Education Packet with the following components
should help lower those barriers of our citizens

Local Trade Ally vendors associated with the Energy Trust of Oregon

Energy Trust of Oregon information outlining various ETO incentive plans

Federal and State tax credits available for various weatherization options

Local lenders for the program and their financing options ATTACHMENT A
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Utility company information and programs

Potential energy savings given the results of an energy review

Potential city incentives to pay for weatherization

A local telephone number or website link for asking questions about how to get a

weatherization project started and take advantage of financial and tax incentives available

City Financial Incentive Estimate

Past history of Home Energy Reviews conducted through the Energy Trust of Oregon indicate

that about twentyfive percent ofpeople conducting a review actually follow through in

weatherization work In a typical year up to ninety reviews might be conducted applying the

25 follow through rate about twenty city incentive packages might be extended to citizens In

the past year given the high volume of Home Energy Reviews due to the Community Energy

Challenge ninety individuals might actually complete a weatherization project

If offered this historical information indicates a range of twenty to ninety individuals that might

apply for a city incentive If the incentive was 500 per individual the total incentive package
for ninety individuals would be 45000

The City Council could adopt different incentive levels or restrict the incentives to residents

using local contractors

Program Support

If the Council chooses to include a weatherization program in the Energy Efficiency
Conservation Block Grant funding the City might want to contract with an organization like the

Corvallis Environmental Center to provide resident followup fiscal accountability and

coordination with the Energy Trust of Oregon and other resources The Corvallis Environmental

Center in partnership with the Oregon Energy Trust now operates a renewable energy program

providing small and medium sized business owners in Corvallis with energy assessments and

walkthroughs In some cases their recommendations have saved business owners up to 30 in

energy savings This weatherization program could complement and improve the current

services that Corvallis Environmental Center now offers through its Renewable Energy Program
In addition OSU Extension has a Climate Masters program to provide useful tips to make low

cost lifestyle changes for reducing energy consumption something that could easily be

incorporated in this effort

If there is interest the concept would have to be presented to the Urban Services Committee for

Energy Efficient Conservation Block Grant consideration

0056
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TO Corvallis City Council

CC Charles Tomlinson Mayor
Jon Nelson City Manager

DATE May 18 2009

RE Quarterly Report of the Corvallis Sustainability Coalition

Since the presentation of our Community Sustainability Action Plan to you on December 15

2008 we have been very busy We continue to engage a large number of committed

volunteers of all ages from all parts of our community in our work We estimate that

community members have contributed more than5000 volunteer hours from January 2008

through April 2009 Calculated at the Citys living wage of1118 per hour the value of

these volunteer hours is approximately5590000 Please see Attachment I for our cash

report through January 2009 If the decision is made to collaborate on a community survey

we have reserved 10500 for a survey We will provide our final fiscal report for the period
January 2008June 2009 as well as a more complete calculation of the number and value of

volunteer hours in our July 2009 report

Ten of our Action Teams have been launched with eight to twenty individuals participating
on each team They have begun working on specific actions from the Community
Sustainability Action Plan with a focus on working with partner organizations to complete
specific actions within the next one to two years or to begin work on long range actions

Attachment II is a Summary of Approved Pending Actions as of May 14 Highlights of

some of the Action Teams collaborative work include

Food Action Team

Stone Soup and Southside Community Church are providing us support in the

development of a monthly Southtown Family Dinner

Master Gardeners are working with us to encourage the development of gardens and

sharing of gardening skills resources and excess produce in our neighborhoods
First Alternative Coop has provided the Local 6 logo and definition as well as

printing services for our local food ad campaign

Health and Human Services

We are working with staff from Benton County Public Health Department and the

Health Equity Alliance on addressing preventive health health care reform and

crafting lowcostnoninsurance based clinics

ATTACHMENT B
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Housing
We are working with Benton Habitat for Humanity Willamette Neighborhood
Housing and others to gather and disseminate information on rights and actions to be

taken for families at risk ofevictionforeclosure

We are working with Seventh Generation Building Guild to develop a clearinghouse
to identify materials from deconstruction for new and remodeled development

Natural Areas

We are collaborating with conservation and outdoor groups and Corvallis Parks and

Recreation Department on a city wide week of celebration and awareness around

local natural areas for week ofMay 19 2010

Waste Prevention

We are working with Allied Waste to develop education and outreach for the new

curbside food waste collection program

Love INC is working with us to establish contacts with various members of the faith

community so we can provide recycling and reuse information to their

congregations

Water

We are working with Benton Soil Water Conservation District and Marys River

Watershed Council to engage property owners adjacent to principle streams in the

planning process to improve stream characteristics Pilot stream reach to be chosen

by July 2009

Some other activities of the Sustainability Coalition since January 2009 include the

following

Even though the official Corvallis Energy Challenge is over we are continuing to

work with the Energy Trust on special projects These include a Greek Challenge at

OSU for conservation measures in fraternity and sorority houses and continuation of

the resource efficiency program for businesses and organizations In addition our

Energy Action Team is working on ways to assist residents in implementing the

energy audit recommendations that were made as a part of the Energy Challenge

We have collaborated with OSU Department of Environmental and Microbial

Toxicology for a grant application to NIH for a4year grant to develop a public
education program regarding toxics in our waterways

The City of Corvallis and the work of the Sustainability Coalition were featured in

the February 2009 journal of the American Planning Association

A member of our Steering Committee will participate with the Urban Services

Committee to review the Citys strategy for the Energy Efficiency and conservation

Block Grant EECBG Program
We held a quarterly meeting of the Sustainability Coalition partners on March 31

2009 which was attended by approximately 60 individuals from our partner

organizations and the general public This meeting focused on the sustainability

May 2009 Report to Council Page 2 Page 374d



efforts of two business partners Animal Crackers Pet Supply and EcNowTech In

addition two Action Teams Energy and Food reported on their work

We participated in an Earth Day fair on April 23 sponsored by the HP employee

sustainability network It was organized around the Corvallis Sustainability
Coalition Action Teams and our partner organizations
We are organizing Green Town in conjunction with daVinci Days
Volunteers from our Action Teams and Steering Committee have participated in

local events such as the Master Gardeners Annual Conference OSU Earth Day Buy
Local breakfast Spring Garden Festival and Focus the Nation Town Hall

We have given presentations on the Community Sustainability Action Plan to the

West Hills Congregational Church and OSU Housing and Dining Services

On June 3 a member of our Steering Committee will participate on a panel at the

Achieve Green Conference at the Oregon Convention Center in Portland focused on

businesses that wish to adopt more sustainable practices The panel will focus on

trans formative change For more information on the conference go to

httpHwww acliievegreennivcom

We have developed and approved a budget for our organization for the 20092010 fiscal

year and have approved a position description for a Coordinator We are in the process of

researching grants to help support the Coordinator position provide seed money for our

Action Team projects and assist us in completing the work on baseline data for our Action

Teams We are looking towards the future by convening a planning meeting this fall to

work on a Strategic Plan for the Coalition

We appreciate very much the work that you have done on selecting action items for your

goal on community sustainability We look forward to your final selection of items to work

on during the remainder of your Council term Your leadership is critical in helping move

our community towards increased sustainability Please contact us if you have questions or

would like more information on this report or our activities Thank you for your tune and

for your tremendous ongoing support of this important work for our community

Sincerely
Corvallis Sustainability Coalition

Steering Committee

Benjamin Baggett Maureen Beezhold Bob Devine

Betty Griffiths Loma Hammond Linda Lovett

Ryan McAlister Annette Mills Jack Nickerson

Dee Wendel Mooney Mysty Rusk Anne Schuster

Brandon Trelstad

Attachments I Financial Report cash

11 Summary of Approved Pending Actions
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Corvallis Sustainability Coalition All Transactions to 0125109 All Dates

12172007 through1262009

11262009 Page 1

Date Num Description Memo Category Amount

INCOME 75132600

City Grant 6250000

2282008 DEP City Of Corvallis City Grant City Grant 2000000

3212008 DEP City Of Corvallis City Grant City Grant 1250000

7252008 DEP City Of Corvallis City Grant City Grant 3000000

Donation 1047100

12212007 DEP Various Donors Donation Donation 14000

432008 DEP Various Donors Donation Donation 100000

542008 DEP Various Donors Donation Donation 331000

6162008 DEP Various Donors Donation Donation 35100

7102008 DEP Various Donors Donation Donation 60000

71112008 DEP Various Donors Donation Donation 34000

7252008 DEP Various Donors Donations Donation 105000

8212008 DEP Various Donors Town Hall 3 Heros Donation 75000

912008 DEP Various Donors TH 3 Sponsor Circle Donation 100000

Town Hall 3 Heros Donation 20000

932008 DEP Various Donors Town Hall 3 Heros Donation 58000

91232008 DEP Various Donors Town Hall 3 Heros Donation 65000

1012008 Dep Due Various Donors Town Hall 3 Heros Donation 40000

1232009 DEP donation John Gaylord Donation 10000

Vendor Fair 235500

9232008 DEP Various Donors Town Hall 3 Vendor Fair Vendor Fair 119500

10112008 Dep Due Various Donors Town Hall 3 Vendor Fair Vendor Fair 45000

1012008 Dep Due Donation Town Hall 3 Vendor fair OSU Vendor Fair 3500

10312008 Dep due Various Donors Town Hall 3 Vendor Fair Vendor Fair 67500

EXPENSES 6316161

Consultant 5350000

5152008 2766 Cogan Owens Cogan Consulting Fees Consultant 1373735

6132008 2774 Cogan Owens Cogan Consulting Fees Consultant 510871

6302008 2791 Cogan Owens Cogan Consulting Fees Consultant 469980

8152008 2817 Cogan Owens Cogan Consulting Fees Consultant 1039039

8292008 2826 Cogan Owens Cogan Consulting fees Consultant 216011

9302008 2849 Cogan Owens Cogan Consulting Fees Consultant 105271

10312008 Bill Cogan Owens Cogan Sept 30 bill Consultant 631220

11172008 2891 Cogan Owens Cogan Consulting Fees Consultant 1003873

Fundraising
4200

1102009 bill S Annette Mills stamps for fundraising letter Fundraising 4200

Printing
9909

6132008 2775 Willamette ESD April Printing Printing 5712

9302008 2850 Willamette ESD Printing Printing 4197

Quarterly Meeting 2007 000

1272007 split Cash Donation Cash donated Quarterly Meeting 2007 6000

1272007 split Annette Mills Library Facility Quarterly Meeting 2007 6000

Quarterly Meeting 2008 6500 4

1102009 bill S Annette Mills meeting room rent Quarterly Meeting 2008 6500 m

Town Hall 1 444180

4302008 2748 OSU Catering Catering Town Hall 1 270510
as

P

5152008 2764 OSU Alumni Associati Facility Town Hall 1 157075

51152008 2765 Willamette ESD Printing Town Hall 1 16595

Town Hall 2 233374

8152008 2821 Corvallis School Distri Facility Town Hall 2 77975



Corvallis Sustainability Coalition All Transactions to 012509 All Dates

1272007 through1262009

1262009 Page 2

Date Num Description Memo Category Amount

8152008 2822 Willamette ESD Printing Town Hall 2 17400

81152008 2823 Fireworks Catering TH2 Catering donated 1360 Town Hall 2 136000

11172008 Bill S Annette Mills Flip Chart Town Hall 2 1999

Town Hall 3 249298

111712008 Bill OSU Catering Catering Town Hall 3 115817

11172008 Bill OSU Alumni Associati Facility Town Hall 3 58500

11172008 Bill S Annette Mills Printing Town Hall 3 4267

11172008 Bill EcTech Eco cups spoons etc Town Hall 3 1605

11172008 Bill Printing For Town Hall Printing Town Hall 3 51817

1102009 Bill Betty Griffiths supplies for TH3 Town Hall 3 17292

Tunison Workshop 18700

11172008 Bill S Annette Mills Facility Tunison Workshop 5200

11172008 Bill Anne Schuster Coffee Culture reimbursment Tunison Workshop 13500

OVERALL TOTAL 1216439
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0 1x
Each Councilor should select a total of three action items by initialing in the space provided that they

would most like to see initiated by City Staff The selections will be tallied and the most popular action

item will be the first to be pursued by Staff The second and third most popular among Councilors will

be the second and third actions items to be pursued by Staff respectively as time and resources permit

Youve received staff information previously about the challengespossibilitiesissues related to each

proposed action You may wish to consider that information in making your choices

ENERGY

Investigate localizing current renewable energy revenue stream in conservation andor

generation projects

Investigate use of renewable energy surcharge on utility bills directing proceeds to local

energy conservation and generation

Adopt green codes for example all new and remodeled homes shall comply with

International Code Council Green Codes prior to obtaining a permit or all those who

do comply benefit via reduced permit fees

Adopt LEED for Neighborhood Standards that support sustainable communities and

protection of natural features and reject those that are in conflict

Promote statesanctioned alternative sewer technologies that safely reduce municipal

sewer flow for all existing buildings and require reductions for all relevant building

permits Evaluate both residential and institutional usage patterns of the three

municipal water systems and current water use reduction programs Recommend new

programs targeting lowering wateruse patterns

Plan and install a community Sustainable Water Demonstration Site in a hightraffic and

accessible existing enterprise that will demonstrate largescale usage of alternative

water sources such as rainwater and graywater

TRANSPORTATION

Promote and encourage electric vehicle use by tax credits priority parking and

availability of charging stations

Increase transit hours frequency range and reduce fare cost Free transit

Encourage more bike use

ATTACHMENT C
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CORVALLIS
ENHANCING COMMUNITY LIVABILITY

MEMORANDUM

DATE May 18 2009

TO Mayor and City Council

FROM Bob Richardson Associate PlannerjA
SUBJECT Written Testimony to the HRC regarding the Linus Pauling Science

Center HPP0900005

After the March 24 2009 Staff Report to the Historic Resources Commission HRC
was published additional written testimony was submitted to the HRC This testimony
should have been included in the May 8 2009 Memorandum to the City Council from

Community Development Director Ken Gibb as part of the March 31 and April 14
2009 HRC meeting minutes Enclosed with this memorandum are three documents

Letter from the applicant OSU dated April 13 2009 responding to Tammy
Stehrs testimony

Written testimony received prior to the close of the HRC record at 500 PM on

April 7 2009 consisting of one letter from Tammy Stehr

Written request from Tammy Stehr to hold the HRC record open for seven days
dated March 31 2009

ATTACHMENT D
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OSU Facilities Services

VISDCampus Planning
130 Oak Creek Building
Corvallis OR 97331

Oregon State 5417370456 APR 1 3 2009
UNIVENSIIY

Monday April 13 2009 Community Development
y Planning Division

Kevin Young
Sr Planner

City of Corvallis

Planning Department
Corvallis OR 97339

Dear Kevin

This letter is in response to the testimony received in a letter from Tammy Stehr dated April 7 2009 We

will provide you and the HRC Commissioners additional information addressing the specific information

Ms Stehr outlined in her letter

We will provide additional information to address Ms Stehrs comments and how the construction of the

new Linus Pauling Science Center is consistent with the criteria identified in Chapter 29 Historic

Resources and Chapter 336 OSU District

Response to general opening comments

The purpose of Chapter 29 Historic Resources is to establish procedures and standards for the review

of development on properties that have a Designated Historic Resource including new construction as

identified in Section2920f1 The Linus Pauling Science Center as new construction in a Designated
Historic Resources OSU National Historic District as a whole and is compatible with Chapter 29 as was

also stated in the City Staff Report

Response to comments regarding OSU Design Guidelines and OSU Campus Master Plan CMP
The OSU Design Guidelines were not included in the application and so we will not provide comment on

this reference

OSU Campus Master Plan

We agree with part of the statement that Ms Stehr makes regarding the OSU Campus Master Plan She

states that it is more than an OSU document and we agree The document was publically approved and

guides development on campus to be consistent with policies and guidelines in the Campus Master Plan

All chapters with the exception of Chapter 8 are designed to provide an overview of the campus address

policies to guide future development identify existing development and forecast future development
provide recommendations through the design guidelines for alterations andor new construct and identify
how OSU will manage and mitigate transportation impacts and its parking management andor utilization

The regulatory section of the CMP is Chapter 8 Implementation of the CMP OSU District and is

identical to Section 336 OSU District To ensure that all development is consistent with the CMP

Campus Planning in Facilities Services reviews all land use projects for compliance with the campus

master plan policies and guidelines as well as the requirements of Chapter8Chapter336 prior to

submittal to the City of Corvallis Development Services department

CMP Chapter 50 Design Guidelines

Ms Stehrs references to Attachments J and K in the application were pages from OSUs Campus Master

Plan Chapter 50 Design Guidelines pertinent to the LPSC Chapter 50 are guidelines which were

defined as an attempt to ensure that new buildings reflect the vitality of modern construction yet maintain

unity with existing older architecture
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z Campus Planning
a 130 Oak Creek Building

Corvallis OR 97331

Oregon State 5417370456
UNIVERSITY

Response to Review Criteria
Facades Ms Stehr comments in her letter that OSU ignores the basic requirements that primary building
entrances shall be in the center bay of the center facade The actual language from Attachment 90

Entries states The building entry shall generally be in the center bay of the center facade Since the

guideline generally suggests a central entry the north entrance was constructed to provide other inviting
elements such as the plaza Item 90 also states that buildings should have a primary entry oriented

towards a street or pedestrian way As stated at the public hearing orienting the north entrance where it

is shown on the submitted drawings meets the guideline as its location is adjacent to a primary eastwest

pedestrian way

The bay entries were designed on each primary building entrance to be consistent with the general
design of both contributing and noncontributing buildings within in the historic district The design
guidelines suggest the use of many different materials in order to make the entrance readily recognizable
Therefore the concrete design including a sill and lintel is consistent with the design guidelines The new

LPSC building is consistent with the CMP Chapter 50 guidelines which provide defined entrances on all

elevations

Ms Stehr states several buildings should be ignored as referenced in the application as NP

noneligible out of period As shown on the map at the March 31 2009 presentation there are 59
contributing and 24 noncontributing resources which were identified and included in the nomination

documents to the National Register of Historic places To ignore noncontributing buildings within a

historic district would be inconsistent with the National Register of Historic Places nomination All

resources within the historic district were categorized consistent with the NRHP and approved on June

25 2008

Ms Stehr also outlines several items ignored by OSU in the design of the facades We would disagree
with those called out on page 3 of her letter Again the design guidelines are an attempt to ensure that

new buildings are designed to reflect the vitality of new construction New construction within a historic

district must be differentiated with its own era of construction style yet be complimentary to the district

regarding building mass scale height and setback or those physical elements within the district All of

these types of elements are identified in the review criteria in Chapter 29 and the LPSC is consistent with

those criterions

Lastly Ms Stehr in her letter and also Commissioner Kadas at the March 31 meeting brought up

questionsconcerns about the installation of solar screening on the south side of the facility when Chapter
50 Design Guidelines Item 80 recommends that exterior solar installation is not acceptable Again this

reference is a guideline however the primary reason for writing this section into the CMP was to prevent
the construction of louvered solar screening walls which were previously installed on the Valley Library
and are still installed on Burt Hall The installation of individual window solar screens is similar in design
and style on the newest building within the historic district Kelley Engineering Center therefore the

installation of similar screens on LPSC is consistent with other buildings within the historic district

Building Materials Ms Stehr states that the metal siding on the 4t floor violates the requirements that

new buildings shall be consistent with the existing masonry theme The primary red brick veneer building
materials are consistent with the design guidelines for building materials in the CMP design guidelines
The smaller metal materials used on the 4h floor are not inconsistent with similar materials used within

the district and were also constructed on the Kelley Engineering Center and the Valley Library The metal

material allows easier access to the extensive mechanical equipment necessary to run building
operations The portion of the 4h floor that Ms Stehr refers to as a clerestory was designed to house

additional offices for building occupants and the windows provide the necessary daylight into these

spaces

2

Page 374n



OSU Facilities Services

Campus Planning
130 Oak Creek Building
Corvallis OR 97331

Oregon State 541 7370456
UR IVERSITY

In addition Ms Stehr comments that staff reported the addition of the metal panel cladding aluminum

windows and solar screening adds a modern design element is in conflict with OSUs design guidelines
Chapter 50 design guidelines again are an attempt to ensure that new buildings are designed to reflect
the vitality of new construction

Architectural Details Ms Stehr recommends incorporating an arch into the design of the new LPSC
There are several buildings that introduce arch design elements and the Ag Life Sciences arch was a

defining architectural element for that particular building However there are many other buildings within
the historic district that do not include an arch design such as Nash Hall Withycombe Hall Wiegand Hall
and Cordley Hall which are all adjacent to the LPSC

Scale and Proportion The scale and proportion of the building is consistent with surrounding buildings
and the historic district as a whole

Roof Shape Ms Stehr refers to portions of the design guidelines as it relates to roof shape Primarily
most buildings within the historic district are rectilinear buildings including LPSC and most all have flat
roofs on both contributing and noncontributing buildings Adjacent buildings that have similar roofs are

Withycombe Hall Wiegand Hall and Cordley Hall which are all contributing buildings to the district
LPSCs roof shape is consistent with other similar roofs in the historic district In addition flat roofs allow
for a parapet wall high enough to screen the sizeable mechanical in order to run the buildings operations
which would otherwise have to be installed at the ground level

Pattern of Window and Door Openings MsStehr again refers to an inconsistency in the pattern of
windows and doors The window and door fenestrations are consistent with other contributing and non

contributing resources within the historic district The majority of windows are typical punchedopenings
with operable casement sash windows including precast sill and lintel details The windows are vertical in

proportion and separated by cement piers softening the mass and scale of both the north and south
elevations Bay and punchedopening windows are arranged in a repetitive pattern in the brick masonry
fagade in a careful cadence and proportion similar in size and scale of adjacent and other buildings
within the historic district which is also consistent with the campus master plan design criterion The

building windows all within the brick masonry fagade respond to each building elevation orientation
weather exposure for the buildings internal use and occupants These design elements are consistent
with the criteria in Chapter 29

30th Street Mail Ms Stehr calls out the 301h street mall and the need for a more prominent entrance on

the west elevation The orientation of the building determined the window patterns and entrance design
on the west side of the building OSU is compliant with Section3355005c with the current design
proposed for the west elevation References regarding the 30h street mall were made in the application to
ensure that the construction of the facility would not impact this contributing resource

Building Orientation Ms Stehr disagrees with the Staff report that the building is compatible with
historic resources within the historic district OSU contends that the orientation of this building is similarly
oriented on an eastwest grid like Bexell Hall Kidder Hall Milam Hall to mention a few Additionally it
was stated at the March 31 meeting that this location allows OSU to place a future building parallel to 30th
street then also allowing for the development of a future quad between LPSC a future building Sackett
Hall and Nash Hall If new development is realized this would again emulate the Olmsted Plan for quad
development

Site Development Ms Stehr comments about transportation impacts This is not a criteria included in

Chapter 29 however OSU manages their parking and transportation impacts as written in the Campus
Master Plan

3
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This completes OSUs response to the comments included in Ms Stehrs letter to the City dated April 7
2009 We respectfully submit our responses for the City and the Historic Resource Commissioners
consideration

Sincerely

Patty McIntosh

4
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DELIVERED IN PERSON

Corvallis OR 97330

EIVEDApril 7 2009 REu
Historic Resources Commission

ASR 7 2009City of Corvallis City Hall

Dear Friends Community Development

Please accept this letter as public testimony against the Application being consic9 Division

under HPP0900005 Because this is the first new construction proposed within the newly
created OSU Historic District this review process is precedent setting It is therefore vital that

great care be taken in this review keeping in mind that since the City has virtually no experience

with development in an institutional Historic District it is important to be wary of rash decisions

and potential unintended consequences Oregons landuse process dictates that the HRC

function as the gatekeeper here as the frontline steward of a priceless and unique public
resource the OSU Historic District It is up to the HRC to protect the integrity of the OSU

Historic District

The Application is incompatible with

the character of the Oregon State University National Historic District

the 30th Street Mall Historic resource

Pedestrian Oriented Design standards in the Corvallis Land Development Code

the OSU Campus Master Plan

Before continuing it is important to say something about the OSU Campus Master Plan

This document is more than an OSU document It was approved by the Corvallis City
Council and provides requirements which must be met by the University in new

development unless the University wants to have projects reviewed like other projects in

the City OSU must follow these requirements

The law requires this Application be reviewed against the criteria in LDC Chapter 29

Historic Preservation Specifically the proposed building must conform with LDC Section

2910004b2 which requires it to be compatible with the historic characteristics of the OSU

Historic District

First the Historic District as a whole is the Historic Resource

Second compatibility is defined in terms of the attributes of the applicable Historic

Districts Period of Significance

The Application addresses the essential compatibility issues point by point under review

Criteria an in LDC Section2910004b3 The StaffReport undertakes a similar analysis The

Application implies the proposed design meets the code requirements The StaffReport asserts

outright that the proposed building will be compatible with the historic characteristics of the

OSU Historic District I disagree with these conclusions
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I believe the conclusions regarding compatibility in both the Application and the Staff
Report are in error for a number of reasons Both analyses point to details and features that are in

direct violation of the Applicants own Design Guidelines and CMP Implementation Guidelines

Applicants Attachments J and K Most important they ignore the intent of the code which is

to ensure new construction within a designated historic district is compatible with the district

overall While it is acknowledged that the Period of Significance here includes a number of

different architecture styles designing a building that is a smorgasbord of styles does not result

in a building compatible with the historic characteristics of the OSUHistoric District but rather

a building that is an affront to the very purposes and objectives ofhistoric preservation
The Staff Report on page S notes a recommendation of the Olmsted Plan a key

rationale underpinning the OSU Historic District was that harmony and unity were to be

achieved through architectural style exterior materials and the massing and orientation of

buildings This building would in no way contribute to the desired harmony and unity within the

OSU Historic District and in fact its design would seriously compromise the harmony and unity
of the District A number of details make the proposed building incompatible with the historic

characteristics of the District and the totality of its design is in complete opposition to the look

and feel of the District thus the only logical decision is a rejection of the Application

I will address individual incompatibilities in the proposed building by evaluating it for

compliance with applicable criteria a n in LDC Section2910004b3

a Facades Inasmuch as the fagades of the proposed building are a pastiche of styles
found within the Designated Historic Resource rather than a reasonable facsimile or

sensitive contemporary adaptation of anyone style the building is inherently inconsistent

with the Historic Resource

At the very least its design ignores the basic requirements that primary building entries

shall generally be in the center bay of the center fagade Attachment D3 OSU Design
Guidelines 90 Entries The concrete surrounds at these entries are overwhelmed by the

dominating curtainwall windows on the north south and east portals These curtainwall

windows and many other features of the design are justified in the Application and the

StaffReport by noting that they are similar in style with buildings that are not valid

examples of the historic characteristics of the OSUHistoric District in the Architectural

Survey Data for the OSUHistoric District they are designated NP noneligibleout of

period not merelynoncontributing as the Staff Report notes All references to these

NP buildings in the Application and the StaffReport should be considered moot and be

ignored Compatibility conclusions based on comparisons made with the following

buildings are invalid Ag Life Nash Valley Library Kelley Rogers Kerr and Crop

Science among others

Also regarding the building entrances I take issue with the StaffReport assertion that the

surrounds on the north and west elevations are monumental Primary and even

secondary portals on Bexell Kidder Milam and Gilbert Halls to name just a few

qualify as monumental the entrances as proposed are reminiscent of a Fred Meyer one

etop shopping center
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OSUsDesign Guidelines contain a number of other pertinent points that have been

ignored in the design of thefacades In describing features of the finest buildings on

campus and existing historic building facades the Guidelines emphasize and specify
features to be incorporated in the facades of new buildings

articulated centerbay entries 10 Style ignored on all four facades

beltcoursings at the floor line to help downscale the buildings 20
Proportion ignored on all four facades

inviting entry elements such as the arch architrave carved lintel or porch
are encouraged 90 Entries ignored on all four facades

proportional relationship between the parts of the structure 20Proportion
referring to the obvious application of the principles of the Golden Section by
earlier OSU architects such as John Bennes ignored on all four facades

visually reinforced corners of the building S 0 Corners ignored on all four

facades with all the stepbacks and setbacks and fourth floor metal walls its hard

to define the four building comers at all
exterior mounted or applied solarscreening is not acceptable 80 Windows

yet exterior solar screening dominates the south facade

The buildings most disturbing aspect is the disparities among the facades There is no

harmony or unity of the kind urged in the original Olmsted Plan The north side has its

own style quite different from the south side and both in turn quite different from the

east and west sides

b Building Materials The choice of red brick the predominant siding material in use

on the campus contributes greatly to ensuring that the new building will be compatible
with the historic characteristics of the District that is with the overall look and feel of

the District The use of concrete for accented features in accordance with the spirit of

OSU Design Guideline 100 Building Materials is also to be commended

On the other hand the use of overwhelming curtainwall windows at the north south and

east entrances is in direct defiance of Guideline 100 Building Materials which states that

generally stone and terra cotta or concrete as a standin are most elaborate at the

building entry
The extensive use of metal siding for the fourth floor as well as the essentially
unprecedented clerestory windows violate the requirement that new buildings shall be

consistent with the established masonry theme as required in Design Guideline 10

Style
The use of metal sunshades on the south facade is in direct violation of OSU Design
Guideline 80 Windows which clearly states that exterior mounted or applied solar

screening is not acceptable
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Finally the overall effect is certainly not in keeping with the preferred threepart vertical

massing called out in that same Guideline

The Staff Report notes that aluminumframed curtainwall windows metal panel
cladding on the top level and aluminum sunshades on windows on the south fagade will
introduce more modern design elements in the design of the building JUST SO and
that is one of the biggest problems with the Application combining such modern design
elements with the historical elements dictated by OSUs own Design Guidelines

undermines the impact of those historical elements It results in a building that clashes

with the historic characteristics of the District with the look and feel that is its very

essence particularly on what will be the most visible side the south

c Architectural Details I essentially agree with the StaffReport contention that this

criterion is not applicable to the proposed development However since the Staff

Report makes note here of the Ag Life building arch I would like to ask why this arch

shape was not incorporated into the proposed building Many prominant defining
buildings in the OSUHistoric District The Womens Building Ballard Bexell

Kidder and others showcase the arch Presumably those precedents are why it was

incorporated into the Ag Life building design and they certainly would justify
incorporating it in this building

d Scale and Proportion and e Height The site in question here is the Designated
Historic Resource in this case the entire OSU Historic District as a whole The scale and

proportion as well as the height of the proposed building might be in keeping with the

overall characteristics or look and feel of the OSU Historic District However more

data is needed to be sure The Application addresses the Floor Area Ratio in Design
Guideline i General Standards but the Staff Report ignore the topic Both the

Application and StaffReport ignore another basic ratio which is critical to evaluating if

the scale and proportion of the New Construction is compatible with the OSU Historic

District the ratio of building height to length The proposed building strikes me as much

more horizontal than virtually all other buildings in the District with the exception of the

Greenhouses and the Longhouse hardly valid comparables Before asserting that this

new building is compatible in terms of proportion someone should collect the necessary

data to calculate and compare heighttolength ratios

f Roof Shape This criterion requires that new roofs shall match the pitch and shape of

the original Designated Historic Resource This calls for information on the attributes

of all roofs in the OSU Historic District The StaffReport simply contends that the flat

roof of Linus Pauling building is consistent with the shape of most roofs on campus yet
this contention is undermined by OSU Design Guideline 110 Roofs which requires that

the majority of visible roof area shall be sloping at a ratio that equals or exceeds a4inch

rise over a 12inch run More information on all roofs in the OSU Historic District is

required to determine if the Application is in compliance At the very least the

Application should explain why OSU deviates from its own stated Design Guideline

regarding roof pitch

z
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g Pattern of Window and Door Openings This criterion has already been partially
addressed within the context of criteria a and b As stated the Application ignores OSU
Design Guidelines 10 and 9 0 which require primary entries to be placed in the center of
a fagade Additionally although the StaffReport refers to the east side as a main

entrance a valid contention given the buildings relation to the core of campus and

adjacent buildings that entrance lacks any attributes of a primary entrance It consists of
an inconspicuous pair of glass doors lost in a sea of curtainwall windows lacking even

signage
And given the importance of the 30h Street tall see below the west side should havea
more monumental entranceAs for window placement patterns the StaffReport freely
acknowledges that the fenestration on all elevations of the building repeats window

patterns and window details found on other contributing andnoncontributing buildings
within the historic district In other words there is no consistency from fagade to fagade

as already alleged above resulting in a stylistic mish mash of a building completely
lacking in harmony and unity and fundamentally incompatible with the OSU Historic

District Resource Particularly on the south side the venerated Golden Section appears to

have played no role in window placement it looks like a cliche factory building The

window placement or rather the lack ofwindows on the west fagade is of particular
concern

The OSU Historic District nomination forms specifically define the 30x Street Mall as a

vital Contributing Historic Resource of the District The Staff Report highlights the

prominence of 30 Street as a stately treelined boulevard which as the campus has

expanded westward has evolved beyond the role envisioned for it as the westerly
boundary of the campus proper Given the significance of 304 Street Malls unique
streetscape and the fact that many of the other buildings adjacent to it present formal

primary entrances it is shortsighted to exempt the proposed building from the

requirement of OSUCMP Implementation Guideline Section3365005 that buildings
designed for human occupancy with fagades that face a public or private street multi
use path andor sidewalk shall have windows pedestrian entrances or display windows

that cover at least 25 percent of the length and 15 percent of the surface area of the

ground floor fagade on the basis that that portion of the building will be used

exclusively for research or storage purposes The proposed west facade with its blank

wall space and forbidding vents isoffputting and totally out of keeping with the

cherished overall 30x Street Mall streetscape not to speak of in direct violation of the

Citys POD standards LDC4107003a4b6a

h Building Orientation I disagree with the misleading semantics of the StaffReport
stance that the building orientation will be compatible with historic resources within the

district the StaffReport erroneously persists in applying the criteria to individual
elements within the OSUHistorie District ignoring the Districts nature as the Resource
a single entity in and of itself with which compatibility must be determined
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i Site Development As noted above the proposed building ignores the importance and

prominence of the 30h Street Mall

Also of greafconcern are the transportation impacts of this development and the

complete disregard for these impacts in both the Application and the StaffReport This

building will eliminate a good portion of the very limited parking available in this section
of campus There is a long andwelldocumented history ofparking shortages in this area

shortages which directly impact the adjacent neighborhoods particularly the College Hill
West Historic District legally does this Application need to be evaluated for its

compatibility with that Historic District Elimination ofparking spaces will certainly
exacerbate the shortage I seem to recall that these issues were have to been addressed
under the terms of the most recently adopted OSU Campus Master Plan by a joint
communityuniversity traffic and parking committee required to meet annually To my
knowledge that committee has never been constituted let alone convened Without a

guarantee that the parking impacts of this Application will be ameliorated it is not valid
to assert that the site development criteria are met

An additional concern regarding site development is that of setbacks Presumably the

building will meet the letter of the law regarding setbacks but it is disappointing that the

Application does not address the subject specifically and provide assurances that the
setbacks will conform to the general pattem along the 30t Street Mall to the general
look and feel of the OSU Historic District

There is one particular aspect of the buildings design which is totally incompatible with

the characteristics of the OSU Historic District and which does not seem to fall under

any of the criteria considered thus far I raise it here as it has to do with the buildings
footprint As is true for most of the buildings in the OSU Historic District the proposed
building is a rectangle with the exception of the east end which sports a disconcerting
diagonal projection

Thank you for your consideration of my arguments and testimony I realize this letter is

long but I understand there was very little other public testimony provided I am happy
to make myself available at the next HRC meeting for any questions on these issues
In light of the conclusions of my detailed analysis it is my sincere hope that the HRC

will vote unanimously to deny the Application in question As I stated this is a crucial

precedent setting decision

Sincerely

Tammy Stehr
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Corvallis OR 97330

March 31 2009

TO Bob Richardson Associate Planner

Corvallis Historic Resources Commission

PR Tammy Stehr citizen

RE FIPP0900005 LIN S PAULING SCIENCE CENTER

This is to request that the record in this case be held open seven days beyond
tonights hearing I am extremely interested in this application but have not

had an opportunity to thoroughly acquaint myselfwith all its nuances

inasmuch as I have been traveling extensively and am currently ill and

unable to attend this eveningshearing

Thank you for your attention to this request

L9
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Corvallis City Council Testimony
May 18 2009

BA Beierle

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Appeal of the Linus Pauling Science Center HPP09
00005 and to provide testimony in support of the OSU appeal While I am sympathetic with the

challenges of balancing programming energy efficiency and budget with new university construction
historic compatibility of new construction is now also part of the new OSU design process and your
deliberations must focus on whether the proposed Linus Pauling Science Center is compatible with its

surrounding designated historic resource neighbors

The review bodies for Historic Preservation Permits must address three review criteria

2910004b12 and 3

1 Is a general Review Criteria and allows the decisionmaking body to consider the dynamic
relationship among several factors a g historic significance historic integrity age achitectural

design or style condition prime example or rare resource These criteria are not a checklist
this aspect of the code allows the decision making body to consider the dynamic
interrelationship of all these factors If for example you were reviewing the OSU Womens

Building all these factors would rank high and the Council would need to consider the

alteration application with a strict application of the subsequent Compatibility Criteria 3 If on

the other hand Council were considering a highly deteriorated tract ranch home that had been

substantially altered over time some outstanding historic event would need to have occurred

within the resource for the Historic Significance to outweigh other mitigating factors

Unfortunately few applications are so clear and the decisionmaking body must simultaneously
weigh all these criteria before examining the specific Compatibility Criteria 3

In this appeal for new construction of the Linus Pauling Science Center there is no

resource BUT this section of the LDC requires that the new construction must be compatible
with the Designated Historic District The precise language is any existing surrounding
comparable Designated Historic Resources In this appeal there are only three surrounding
contributing historic structures Withycombe Hall Sackett Hall and the 30t Sreet Mall In

evaluating this appeal your deliberations will need to consider whether the proposed Linus

Pauling Science Center design is compatible with these three existing surrounding
resources

2 New construction cannot satisfy 2a so it must satisfy 2b be compatible with the historic

characteristics of the District based on a consideration of the historic design or style
appearance or material composition of the resource

3 After these considerations the project must address the Compatibility Criteria 3 a n

Setbacks

Concerns regarding setbacks are a consideration under 3 h Building Orientation and i Site

Development These criteria tell us that the new construction shall be sited so that impact to

Page 1 of 2
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surrounding Designated Historic Resources is minimized The proposed building setback is 438 from

30 Street Withycome Hall is 63 Sackett Hall is 44 The building setbacks along 30 Street are

consistently inconsistent That said the proposed building is within 4 of the existing setback of Sackett

Hall a surrounding designated historic resource immediately adjacent to the site

Building Orientation

Concerns regarding entrances are addressed under h Building Orientation and g Pattern of
Window and Door Openings The proposed building entrance is located on the short axis

Surrounding structure entrances are like the setbacks diverse Withycombe Hall with its irregular
shape has an entrance on the SE corner of the building and another asymmetrically located on the long
ish south elevation directly across from the proposed Linus Pauling Center Sackett Hall with a

spiderlike footprint has entrances along four legs and elsewhere When considering the

surrounding designated historic resources the proposed project entrance placement like the setbacks

is consistently inconsistent and the decisionmaking body has greater latitude in making a decision

Metal Screen Wall

Neither Sackett nor Withycombe have visible mechanical penthouses on their roofs and neither is a

research building requiring extensive ventilation and exhaust equipment

Aluminum Framed Glass Curtain Wall

Withycombe has aluminum framed windows conspicuously so around its south facing entrance

Scale and Proportion d
Size and proportion of the new construction shall be compatible with any surrounding comparable
structures Both Withycombe and Sackett are threestory structures the proposed project is four

stories This might be a concern however Nash Hall anoncontributing building immediately east is

five stories already larger than either of the surrounding contributing structures

Window Patterns g
Withycombe has three sets of three windows in brick on the west end of its south facade facing the

proposed project It also has a ribbon of glass block windows on its second floor with no interruption
of any kind

Site Development i
The proposed Linus Pauling Science Center is located on the NW corner of the existing site This siting
is consistent with the historic Olmsted campus plan that called for the arrangement of buildings around

open space The siting of this building honors that historic legacy

I encourage you to approve the appeal Thank you for your kind consideration

Page 2 of 2
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Introduction

Good evening ladies and gentleman my name is Heather Bennett and I currently serve as

the Director of Community Affairs for the Associated Students of Oregon State University

Holding this position has given me the great opportunity to connect with student on campus

while remaining involved in the intricacies of the Corvallis community One of the

responsibilities of this organization is to practice direct advocacy for the unrepresented and to

continuously work towards toward a more cohesive community for all

The Issue

One of the issues that has come before my task force concerns the insufficient street light

issue in Corvallis predominately focusing on the areas of the community that are heavily

populated by students After studying the Citys street lighting policy as of November 2007 and

the 20092013 Capital Improvement Plan for Public Works it has become apparent that while we

feel that street lighting issues in the community is being addressed the rate of improvements and

emphasis on citizen safety and unity needs to be increased After myself and several other

student interns for the organization gathered a variety of information such as testimony surveys

and independent evaluations of Corvallis streets we have determined that this is a issue we feel

should be communicated to you the City Council in the hope that we can move towards a more

preserved and connected community

Survey Data

With the support of my coworkers and several ASOSU interns we began research on the

street light issue in fall of this year Throughout this process we focused on collecting surveys

from students to find how real of an issue this was and on what scope it affected Attached you

can see a copy of the survey that passed out and the graphed results from each of the questions

Page 374bi



We collected a total of 70 surveys I will elucidate on some of the percentages that I find most

clearly expresses the need for improved and increased lighting by the student citizens of this

community
Mode of Transportaion

The first graph refers to the most common 4
11

mode of transportation used by students As you can walking

see walking is overwhelming the way students get
biking

driving

from one place to another within the community

Students are constantly relying on city sidewalks and street lights to be adequate while walking

during the evening

A majority of these students live off campus and are a vital part to the economy of our

city According to 57 of those surveyed

Participation in Evening Activities

they spend an average of three days a week

inever participating in evening activities that bring
28l

them directly into the cities nightlife In order
three times a

week
to alleviate parking congestion be more

four times a

week
economically and environmental friendly and

provide a safe alternatives to get home if

individuals have been drinking street lights are essential to ensure our citizens get where they

need to go in the evening

Although it cannot be directly correlated that there is a higher probability of an attack or

crime taking place when there is fewer lights it must be
Feel Safer if More Lights

recognized that people feel safer when there are street lights

in good working order According to those surveyed a huge
yes

no

7 Page 374bj



percentage of individuals communicated that they would safer if they thought Corvallis streets

were better lit Simply put this is an issue that many people recognize and though we understand

there is no simple solution it should not be easily dismissed

Independent Street Light Evaluation

In addition to the surveys we chose to examine a sampling of Corvallis streets ourselves

in order to establish a general idea of the condition of the cities street lights Towards the end of

the term I gathered a group of students and provided an informative questioner attached in

order for each of us to evaluate different aspects of the adequacy of the lights We then set out

after sunset and collectively recorded the data We chose to focus on a random sample of streets

predominately near campus such as Jefferson St Thompson St Van Buren St Polk St and

several others The information in its entirety is attached We evaluated the street lights as well

aspects such as trees and shrubs blocking light and uneven sidewalks in compliance with Public

Works regulations for street lighting such as that lights must be spaced more than 300ft and

that sidewalks cannot be raised more than34 inch and trees and shrubs should hang down no

lower than 8ft In the event of a noncompliance we made note of this location and the details of

what the hazard was We realize that it is not financially feasible to attend to every instance of

light and sidewalk maintenance However while walking and discussing the issue with Corvallis

citizens we feel it could be beneficial to look into an alternative system to continue maintenance

on street lights

Testimony

Finally I made it available for students throughout the year to submit their stories and

experiences with street light inadequacy I wanted to offer you the opportunity to hear the

students stories and will take this time to read a few examples of such testimony
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Read Testimony

Summary

Conclusion

I just want to reiterate we realize that there is no simple solution to the issue However

instead of simply making this complaint and leaving it at that we felt we would like to offer the

opportunity to begin discussion on some kind of direction for improvement According to the

cities lighting policy a street light will be replaced or installed by Public Works upon complaint

by a citizen if it requires no cost to the city However student turnover in the city is so rapid that

not enough time is really established to offer the opportunity to complain about street lights in

their neighborhood and few are educated on the steps necessary to make that complaint We feel

another system to improve lights in these areas needs to take place whether that is in the form of

educating landlords and renters on how to initiate complaints making it available to complain

online or possibly using a more periodic method ofpublic officials reviewing street light

adequacy and requiring more regular maintenance

The undeniable fact is that a more maintained community leads to a more secure and

united feeling within its citizens Students have voiced that they feel they have been passed over

when it comes to regular maintenance and safety and the other citizens living in these

neighborhoods would no doubt express the same A simple recognition of this issue is the main

intent of this presentation and we hope that you can take our research and suggestions in order to

look into some type of a reevaluation of the state of our street lights Thank you for your time at

this point I would be happy to answer any questions you may have
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ASOSU Community Affairs Lighting Concern Survey

The following informational is being collected by the ASOSU Community Affairs Task Force as apart of their campaign
to improve or increase the lighting in areas surrounding campus which are heavily populated by students This

information will remain confidential and is just an effort to provide better services for students

1 What is your gender preference

2 Do you live on or off campus circle one

On Campus Off Campus

3 What is your usual mode of transportation on or around campus circle one

Walking Biking Driving Other

4 How often do you walk from campus or from another location to your place of residence after dark

circle one

Never Three times a week or less Four times a week or more

5 When walking after dark do you usually walk alone circle one

Yes No

6 Ifno is this because you feel unsafe

Yes No

7 Would you feel safer walking after dark if the streets were lighter

Yes No

8 How often do you participate in activities that take place in the evening circle one

Never Three times a week or less Four times a week or more

9 Has a lack of lighting ever been a factor in your choice to participate in after dark activities circle

one

Yes No

10 Reasons you feel lighting is inadequate in the areas you frequent after dark check all that apply

Lights are not working

Lights are not bright enough

There are not enough lights in one area

Lights are blocked by trees or shrubs

Pathways are rough or inadequate

Other please list here
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11 Do you have any other concerns or ideas concerning lighting in the Corvallis Community

Thank you for taking the time to fill out this survey

If this is a campaign you would like to get involved with feel free to contact Heather Bennett

theASSUDirector ofCommunity Affairs at

community affiarsoregonstate edu
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Gender preferaece
male 23 I What is your gender prefernece

female 47

I7 33

c
s

912

67

mode of transportation
iwalking 60
G Yransporation

biking 8

driving 3
40 4

other 3
F

1

N 2

r3
516

K4

how often walk off campus

never 10
How often do you walk off campus

three times week 26
14

sfour timesweek 36

never

I

Do you walk alone after dark

walk alone

yes 31

no 26 u 1

S 1 2

i

Do you feel unsafe walking alone

because you feel unsafe

yes 30
1

no 21
2

I

Would you feel safer walking with r
M

more lights a

feel safer if lighter
21 Pa

yes 55

no 15 1

M2



79

E

i How much time do you spend at after
how often participate after dark activiites

dark activites E
never 10

three timesweek 39 15

four timesweek 19
t F

02 r

3

Is ighting is a factor in choosing to

has lack of lighting been factor in this participate in activites after dark

yes 24

no 43

64 2
r
i

reasons you feel inadequate What are some reasons you feel lighting
not working 22 is inadequate
not bright enough 27

5

not enough 46 i

blocked by trees 24 192

pathways bad 23 3

other
S 4

l 5

r 6

On or off campus Where do you live

On 19

off 52

7 2
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Corvallis Streetlight QuestionnairePLEASE FILL OUT

Please fill out the information below EACH TIME you encounter a faulty light tree obstruction or

loose hanging foliage rough or cracked sidewalks or lack of light in general

Note Present Municipal Code on trees and bushes states they must be higher then 8ft when hanging over

sidewalks and sidewalks cannot stick up higher then Y4 inch Ifyoufind anything NOT to code report it

1 Record the street you are on including closest cross street

2 What is the problem Check all that apply

Light is not working turning off flickering or not on at all

Light is on but not efficiently lighting the space

Lights are spaced farther then 300ft apart

Sidewalk is cracked enough to present a hazard to walkers

Sidewalk is sticking up farther then inch

Trees or shrubs branches are blocking lights lower then 8ft

Trees or shrubs are hanging over sidewalks lower then 8ft

3 Include any notes about the area or issue

1 Record the street you are on including closest cross street

2 What is the problem Check all that apply

Light is not working turning off flickering or not on at all

Light is on but not efficiently lighting the space

Lights are spaced farther then 300ft apart

sidewalk is cracked enough to present a hazard to walkers

sidewalk is sticking up farther then 3 inch

Trees or shrubs branches are blocking lights lower then 8ft

Trees or shrubs are hanging over sidewalks lower then 8ft

3 Include any notes about the area or issue
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ENHANCING COMMUNITY LIVABILITY

MEMORANDUM

DATE May 18 2009

T Mayor and City Council

C
FROM Bob Richardson Associate Planner1

SUBJECT Written Testimony to the HRC regarding the Linus Pauling Science

Center HPP0900005

Enclosed is testimony received after the release of the May 8 2009 Staff Report to City
Council regarding the Linus Pauling Science Center and before 500 PM on May 18
2009

ATTACHMENT I
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Sharon K Krueger

Corvallis OR 97330

May 18 2009

Corvallis Land Use Public Hearing
Topic Appeal of decision to deny a historic preservation permit application
Case Linus Pauling Science Center HPP0900005

Hello

Im writing to voice my support for the approval of a building permit allowing construction of the Linus
Pauling Science Center LPSC to begin on the Oregon State University OSU campus

It is my belief that the original design submitted as well as the current design before the council is

compatible with the historic buildings already on the OSU campus
Briefly the LPSC is similar in size to other buildings in the vicinity including the adjacent 4
story Nash Hall and ALS Building and the historic Cordley Hall building that is 5 stories high
The LPSC maintains a common exterior building theme consisting of brick in common with the

adjacent buildings and most historic buildings on the OSU campus
Like other buildings in the campus core visitors will be led naturally into the main entry from
the campus core

Ive been a citizen of Corvallis for 23 years and have always appreciated the beautiful OSU campus
Addition of critical modern laboratory spaces for the sciences is long overdue and being able to see

a building take shape that can be a true legacy to the work and life of Linus Pauling is truly exciting I
believe that this building should and does incorporate historic components but this should not be

incompatible with incorporation of energy efficienciesstandards and features The LPSC can and
should be a legacy a tribute and a bridge to the future discoveries so it should not look like every
other building on campus

Again I hope that you will vote in favor of a building permit for the LPSC on the OSU campus

Sincerely

a t

Sharon K Krueger PhD

U

OSU Alum and faculty
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Richardson Robert

From Butler Judy A r

Sent Monday May 18 2009 824 AM

To Richardson Robert

Subject Letter in Support of the Linus Pauling Science Center

May 18 2009

To Members of Corvallis City Council co Robert Richardson

From Judy Butler

Re Letter in Support of Linus Pauling Science Center

Many residents and OSU officials will address specific concerns regarding the appeal of the denial by the Historic

Resources Commission of the construction permit for the new Linus Pauling Science Center this evening
However I would like to share a few thoughts with the Council members as well

Though my mothers lineage I have deep roots in Oregon Benton County Corvallis and OSU The first members
of my family arrived in Benton County nearly 160 years ago and became affiliated with Corvallis and OSU then
OAC over 100 years ago Thus I am a longterm supporter of local historic preservation issues In addition I

am also a relatively recent member of Linus Pauling Institute and a strong supporter of the innovative work

being done by the Institute

I took the time to read the City Planning Staffs comprehensive report outlining the ways that the LPSC could fit
in with the newly created Campus Historic District and found it very compelling In reality The western end of
the Campus Historic District represents some of the best aspects of a living architectural laboratory with

buildings of an amazing number of styles and ages I believe that the architects and designers of the new LPSC

have done a fine job in creating a structure that will be both an innovative and desirable working environment

while still being a good neighbor to the other buildings around it

One of the things that I have always enjoyed living and working in Corvallis and at OSU is the variety of

architectural expression to be found all around us The red brick which is proposed for use in the LPSC is a

unifying theme that has been used appropriately in a number of different and interesting ways on campus
Corvallis and OSU are relatively young entities and I truly believe that trying to make all buildings conform too

rigidly to one style is counterproductive to that youthful spirit My grandmother attended OAC In the class of

07 and she had treasured memories of the buildings that were a part of her education However she and those

of her classmates that I was honored to get to know when they were in their 80s and 90s were also delighted
to be taken to see new buildings being built on campus as it represented growth for their college They
honored the old yet celebrated the new This pioneer spirit is what I would like to see emulated by the newly
created campus historic district as the legacy of these strong and adaptable people

The LPI was promised a new facility when it decided to come to OSU over ten years ago A number of

circumstances prevented a quick response to that promise Now when funds are at hand and the clock is

ticking away I feel that it is imperative that we move forward in a timely manner with the longawaited
structure My limited contact with the architects and designers in creation of specific units in the proposed
building has been very positive They are committed to creating the best possible building within the budget at

hand The new LPSC shows promise of becoming a landmark structure for OSU and the community while fitting
in well with its existing neighbors

Page 374bv

5182009



Richardson Robert

From lawsons

Sent Sunday May 17 2009 543 PM

To Richardson Robert

Subject Linus Pauling Science Center building permit

Dear Mr Richardson

I very strongly endorse the design of the new laboratory and teaching building the Linus

Pauling Science Center on the OSU campus The architects have worked hard to develop a

design that respects the historical architecture of the district while serving as a modern

facility These goals led them to select appropriate materials for the facade such as red

brick and to create a design that harmonizes with surrounding buildings There is a wide

variety of buildings in OSUs historic district Some are new and exciting like the

Kelley Engineering building some are old and distinguished like Waldo Hall and some are

merely old The Linus Pauling Science Center will greatly enhance the beauty of the

architectural palate on campus

A modern building that serves the needs of its tenants the Chemistry Department and the

Linus Pauling Institute needs to be guided by the relevant principle forms follows

function OSU is very fortunate to have one of the countrys finest architectural firms in

laboratory building design Zimmer Gunsul and Frasca working on the Linus Pauling
Science Center ZGF has designed magnificent prizewinning buildings for clients like the

National Institutes of Health Duke University Memorial SloanKettering Fred Hutchinson

Cancer Research Center the University of Southern California the University of

California at San Diego the University of Texas and the University of Arizona ZGF

designed the Vollum Institute at OHSU which won one of four of the firms awards for

Laboratory Building of the Year

Linus Pauling is generally recognized as one of the 20th centurys greatest scientists and

was portrayed in Nature one of the worlds foremost scientific journals as one of the

great thinkers and visionaries of the millennium along with da Vinci Galileo and

Einstein He is by far the most illustrious and celebrated graduate of OSU He

revolutionized chemistry with his work on the chemical bond founded the science of

molecular biology with work on protein structure and molecular specificity and discovered

the cause of sicklecell anemia the first disease to be recognized as a molecular

disease He provided the theoretical basis for orthomolecular medicine a discipline that

guides the mission of the Linus Pauling Institute He is the only person to win two

unshared Nobel Prizes which honored his work in chemistry and for peace Linus Pauling
was characterized by bold imagination humanitarian passion and zeal for the truth The

Linus Pauling Science Center asa working memorial to Pauling should serve to inspire
students and faculty A prosaic building will not accomplish this

The building should honor and respect the past but point with vigor to the future The

Linus Pauling Science Center achieves this important goal

Sincerely

Stephen Lawson
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Regis Moreau

Corvallis OR 97330

May 13 2009

Subject Linus Pauling Science Center

To the Members of the City Council

This letter is to express my enthusiastic support for the construction of the Linus Pauling
Science Center on the OSU campus Corvallis This building is a magnificent
opportunity to honor the genius ofDr Linus C Pauling a born and raised Oregonian
who attended OSU and went on the win two unshared Nobel Prizes

I was dismayed by the prospect of not seeing the day when the OSU campus would count

within its perimeter a building raised to perpetuate the work of Dr Pauling I respect the

work of the Historic Resources Commission I believe their concerns are genuine and

wish a solution satisfying everyone can be found

In my opinion the proposed building is more than a building it is a sanctuary for the
vision of Dr Pauling who strove to show us how to live a healthy and productive life

through science and education This building is also a home for the people who devote

their time and effort to carry his message into the 21St century

Thus it is my wholehearted wish that a compromise be reached so that the Corvallis

community as a whole can be proud of the new addition to campus

Thank you for your consideration

Sincerely

TT 71

ZL
Regis Moreau

MAY 1 3 2009

lnmunity D n elopment
Planning Division
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Linus Pauling Science Center

City Council Presentation Outline
May 18 2009

INTRODUCTIONS Vincent

Vincent Martorello Director of Facilities Services at OSU

David Dodson new Senior Planner at OSU

John Gremmels OSU Senior Project Manager
Peter van der Meulen ZGF Architects

BACKGROUND OVERVIEW Vincent

2 In the summer of last year OSLI formed a national historic district encompassing 180 acres

HISTORICAL BUILDINGS AND CONTEXT David

34 From 1909 to mid1940s restrained classical approach

Matching window patterns between floors

Concrete base with brick facades

Entries accentuated by projections and often two stories

56 From 1940s to 1960s movement toward moderne architecture

More simplified designs with less detail

Both Gilbert Hall and Withycombe Hall are historically contributing structures in the district

7 Context

Site at Campus way and 30h Street

Sackett and Withycombe Halls built in 1949 historically contributing
Nash Hall built in 1969

Crop Sciences to the west outside the district

CONCERNS OF THE HRC David

1 The HRC found the building setback and loading dock along 301h Street to be too close to the street when

compared to other existing buildings along the 30h Street Mall

8 We looked at the 8 existing buildings along the parkway portion of 30th Street and found that setbacks vary from

just over 39 to 88 from the street At the HRC hearing the LPSC building was proposed at just over 37feet

from the curb closer than any of the other buildings along 30th Street

The zoning requires buildings to be 10 from the back of the sidewalk At the HRC hearing the building was 19

from the back of the 30th Street sidewalk

9 Weve looked at other historically contributing buildings on street corners to compare setbacks photos

Its difficult to move the building east because of the three significant trees an existing storm water line the

need to maintain a 12foot wide paved surface for pedestrians and maintenance vehicles and to provide a

24foot wide fire lane adjacent to Nash Hall
ATTACHMENT K
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10To address the HRCs concerns we were able to square off the eastern face of the building and shift the entire

structure 6feet east resulting in the building being setback 25feet from the sidewalk

11To minimize visual impacts of the loading dock we increased the height of the masonry screen wall from 6 to 8

and moved it 8 to the east We also reduced the size of the service opening at the loading dock

2 The HRC found most of the historically contributing buildings within the district have entrances that are in the

middle of the structure and the building entrances on the proposed building were not consistent with this

pattern

The slope across the site makes it difficult to place the main entry in the middle of the building This is because

OSUs accessibility guidelines require building entrances to be fully accessible and to avoid ramps A central

entry would require a 12 ramp If the finished floor were lowered by 12 to avoid the ramp then it would

require additional retaining walls and accessibility ramps on the other building entrances to the east and south

Most building users will come from the east along Campus Way so the entrance near the east end of the

building is much more convenient

The secondary entry on the south side of the building was placed toward the east end in the hope that it might

someday face onto a new quad just southeast of the proposed building

12ln response to the HRCs concerns we have redesigned the south entry to project an additional 18inches from

the facade of the building

3 The HRC found the amount of metal screen wall on the roof and the aluminum framed glass curtain walls were

not compatible with the existing contributing structures within the district

The large windows at the east end of the building are part of a two story atrium that is critical for exposure of

the public areas of the building It is important for the cafe to be transparent welcoming and friendly The

proposed curtainwall is a state of the art method for creating waterproof and energy efficient windowwall

assemblies which are also present in monumental openings of older buildings such as the historically

contributing Graf Hall 13

Research buildings by nature have extensive ventilation and exhaust equipment typically roof mounted The

rooftop equipment has been unconventionally stacked atop other equipment to minimize the mechanical

penthouse footprint In addition the architect has recessed the main screen wall 10feet from the south face of

the building There are other contributing historical structures such as Cordley Hall that houses rooftop

equipment and ventilation ducts that have minimal screening 14

In response to the HRCs concern about the visual impact of the rooftop screen wall we are proposing to

shorten the screen wall in several locations by6inches provide 6 offsets raise the parapet wall by 18 and

make the screen a neutral beige 15

4 HRC found the building was not proportional

The allowable height for a building in this sector is 112 The proposed building will be 75 tall The scale of the

proposed building is consistent with other adjacent 4 and 5 story structures such as Nash Hall and Ag Life

Sciences 16 and other 4 story contributing historic structures such as Cordley Hall 17 Therefore we found

the scale and proportion of the proposed LPSC appropriate
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5 The HRC found the window pattern on the buildings south side to be monotonous and that the windows should

be in groupings as opposed to evenly spaced They also found the metal window shades were non historical

features

18 There is a number of contributing historic buildings within the district such as Cordley Hall Gilbert Hall Graff

Hall and Weatherford Hall each of which has windows equally spaced

19 We have explored options for improving the window pattern and detailing along the south facade To address

the HRCs concerns we are proposing to group the windows by providing6inch projecting bays that sit on the

first floor base that already extends8inches from the wall In addition a new precast cornice cap has been

introduced along the roofline of the projecting bays and the cornice has been extended an additional 18 These

changes reflect more of the design elements that were used on the main facade of the building

20 The window shades on the south side of the building provide natural lighting and assist in meeting the State

Energy Efficient Design SEED program and Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design LEED

requirements Most institutional buildings today are designed with exterior window shades to reduce the heat

load during the summer months Typically they are found on the south building facades where summer heat

loading is the greatest The window shades are considered new energy efficient design elements that provide
differentiation between the older buildings on campus and the newer ones that are far more energy efficient

That concludes our presentation We would be happy to answer any questions you have at this time
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Comments from Sherman Bloomer Dean College of Science on behalf of members

of the Department of Chemistry and the Linus Pauling Institute at OSU

May 18th 2009 for the Corvallis City Council

Good evening my name is Sherman Bloomer I am the Dean of the

College of Science at Oregon State University A significant part of

my Department of Chemistry will be housed in the Linus Pauling
Science Center as will faculty members in Biochemistry who are part
of the Linus Pauling Institutea number of those people are here

today ask for hands

The Linus Pauling Science Center will further a strategic decision that

OSU made some years ago to focus much of our research on healthy

aging diet and nutrition and on the design and creation of novel

materials The goals of that work are to decrease the cost of health

care by preventing disease and to develop new electronic and optical
devices that create new businesses and economic opportunity

Some points I would like you to be aware of as you consider OSUs

request

The Linus Pauling Science Center will provide OSU with our first

stateoftheart laboratory research building in over 25 years

The programs to move to LPSC are currently working in buildings
without air conditioning and reliable power Those conditions limit

our ability to perform certain kinds of work and to recruit the

scientists and students we need to be successful

Chemistry and the Linus Pauling Institute already generate in

excess of 7M annually in external research grants Typically 80

of those research grants support employeesgraduate students
laboratory assistants and postdoctoral scientistswho live in and

contribute to the Corvallis community LPSC is essential if we are

to continue that funding we anticipate the building will also allow

growth of 2030 in our programs
The results of research in the building will create economic spinoffs
in terms of new hightech startups and new health promotion
practices
The project is so important that it is the centerpiece of OSUs first

comprehensive fundraising campaign there is 315M of private
funding and 315M of State funding committed to construction

The structure of the private funding is such that it is not released

until construction commences in the meantime the College of

Science and the Linus Pauling Institute are paying about 81000 a

ATTACHMENT L
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month in interest on construction loans or the equivalent of laying
off one senior staff person each month those costs continue

Finally the LPSC will fit in the NW corner of the core of OSUs

campus adjacent to Nash Hall Cordley Hall and the Ag Life

Science building creating a collaborative research environment for

students and faculty in life sciences chemistry and biochemistry
It is the lynchpin in our strategy for longterm scientific and fiscal

success in science at OSU

I appreciate the chance to provide you the perspective of my College
on this project I urge you to approve OSUs request for construction

of the Linus Pauling Science Center Thanks very much for your time

Submitted May 18t 2009

l

Sherman H Bloomer

Dean College of Science

Oregon State University

Page 374dr



Linus Pauling Institute

Oregon State University 571 Weniger Hall Corvallis Oregon 973316512

T 5417375075 F 5417375077 httpIpioregonstateedu

UNIVERSITY

May 18 2009

City of Corvallis

Planning Division

501 SW Madison Avenue

Corvallis OR 97333

Subject Appeal of the Linus Pauling Science Center HPP0900005

Members of the Council

Good evening My name is Balz Frei I am the Director of the Linus Pauling Institute at OSU

I am here representing faculty students and staff of the Institute many of whom are also

here tonight

My purpose is to request approval for construction of the Linus Pauling Science Center which

will be the new home for the Institute and numerous programs from the College of Science

There are many reasons to request this approval

The Linus Pauling Science Center will be a fitting memorial to one of the greatest
scientists of the twentieth century and a famous Oregonian and OSU alum

The Science Center will be an architectural asset for OSU and the entire community
The design firm of Zimmer Gunsul Frasca Architects is renowned for award winning
stateoftheart research and teaching facilities This building will reflect Linus Paulings
unrivalled imagination while complementing neighboring buildings maintaining the

beauty of the campus and reducing energy use through green building standards

This project will infuse 62 million in employment and spending into the local economy

The most important reason for approving this building is to advance the cuttingedge research

and education that will occur within it

This research and education has worldwide health benefits The Institute focuses on the role

of nutrition vitamins and dietary supplements in improving human health preventing disease
and reducing health care costs We seek to help people everywhere achieve a healthy long
and productive life free of cancer and other debilitating diseases

Our Web site gets over2000000 hits a month from people who rely on our unbiased

expertise ATTACHMENT M
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Corvallis City Council

May 18 2009

Page 2

Oregon State
UNIVERSITY

Likewise the Institutes faculty members win over 5 million annually in research grants from

the National Institutes of Health We employ 11 productive professors and nearly 40 highly
skilled technical staff we are also currently training 17 graduate students and have nearly 30

undergrads involved in research

Unfortunately the Institutes 11 laboratories are currently spread over four buildings on

campus Most labs are in a50yearold building that is inadequate for modern biomedical

research Precious research samples have been damaged and critical experiments have

been lost as a result

Time is of the essence Delay raises construction costs and the costs of borrowing
Important work in health and other disciplines is impeded Recruiting outstanding faculty and

students to OSU and Corvallis becomes more difficult as does winning research grants

The new Linus Pauling Science Center is critical to the success of the Institute and many
other programs at Oregon State University It is the centerpiece of the Campaign for OSU

and will allow the University to succeed in the 21St century I respectfully urge you to approve
it without delay

Thank you for your kind attention and consideration of this request

Balz Frei PhD

Professor Director and Endowed Chair

Linus Pauling Institute

Oregon State University
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Professor Kevin P Gable

Department of Chemistry Oregon State University 153 Gilbert Hall Corvallis Oregon 97331

T5417376744 F 5417372062 1 kevingable@oregonstateedu

re on State
UNIVERSITY

May 18 2009

Members of Council

Good evening My name is Kevin Gable I am Chair of the OSU Chemistry
Department I speak for several members of the Department in the

audience show of hands in support of the Universitys request to

construct the Linus Pauling Science Center

A major portion of our Department is currently housed in Gilbert Hall a

laboratory designed and built 70 years ago While this building is a

historic asset to the campus it cannot adequately support the

requirements of a modern Chemistry teaching and research program

We are in desperate need of modern lecture facilities to enhance

multimedia presentations that serve a range of learning styles We also

use laboratories to teach chemistry principles and the new building will

provide an opportunity to showcase Green Chemistry principles through
the design of the laboratory space and the choice of activities

Our research activities are focused on discovering new ways to enhance

human health and to make new materials for electronic and other

applications We bring in 25 million annually in research dollars most of

which comes back to the community in the form of student and faculty
stipends This work has requirements that were not dreamed of 70 years

ago Part of this has to do with housing modern stateoftheart

equipment We have brought in more than 3 million in external funds to

purchase new magnetic resonance and electron microscope equipment
Use of these facilities will enhance the training for hundreds of graduate
researchers across campusmany of whom represent the knowledge
based workforce of Oregons future Ill note that the promise of the new

building has been a major part of attracting three new faculty and 20 new

graduate students to the Department during the past year

ATTACHMENT N
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Professor Kevin P Gable

Department of Chemistry Oregon State University 153 Gilbert Hall Corvallis Oregon 97331

T5417376744 F 5417372062 kevingable@oregonstateedu

Oregon State
UNIVERSITY

I am convinced that the design modifications that have been made to the

building address the issues raised by the Historic Resources Commission

and I urge you on behalf of my faculty students and staff to approve this

request

Thank you for your kind attention

AlldJ f

n

Kevin P Gable

Professor and Chair
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To Corvallis City Council

Date May 18 2009

Subject Linus Pauling Science Center Building

Dear Members of the City Council

The purpose of this letter is to express my support for the proposed Linus Pauling Science Center

Building on the Oregon State University campus I am a researcher in the Linus Pauling Institute LPI
and a pharmacy teacher in the College ofPharmacy at Oregon State University My research is

supported by the National Institutes of Health NTH with federal tax dollars from Washington DC in
excess of 2 million My research supports two graduate students and four postdoctoral researchers

and their families Funding from the NIH is very competitive nowadays only the top 1015 best

research proposals receive funding Factors that weigh in the ranking of research proposals include

expertise of the researcher productivity in terms of publications and research environment The

research environment would significantly improve with the completion of the proposed Linus Pauling
Science Center building I will be in a better position for competing for NIH funds ifmy students and

postdoctoral coworkers can conduct research in the proposed stateoftheart research building
Therefore the research at the LPI and OSU would significantly benefit from the proposed building and

any delay in the construction of the building will weaken our position for competing for federal tax

dollars that will ultimately flow into the Corvallis community

I would like to give one specific example of how the proposed building can improve the research

environment In March 2009 I and other LPI researchers submitted a grant proposal to the NIH with a

request for a mass spectrometer to determine levels of oxidative stress in chronic inflammatory
disease In the grant proposal we stated that the sophisticated equipment would be placed in a research

room in the proposed building and that the infrastructure of the building would adequately support
operation of the instrument We further stated that the requested equipment would be housed in the

building upon its completion in the Spring of 2011 If the construction of the building will be delayed
we may actually lose funding for the equipment ifwe cannot accommodate the instrument If the

instrument would not arrive in a timely fashion the research that is supported by the requested
instrument will not proceed and we will lose the competition

I would also like to draw the Council Members attention to the fact that the proposed building will

house stateoftheart teaching facilities If we continue teaching our courses in 1950svintage
buildings we will lose prospective OSU students to other institutions of higher education with more

appealing teaching facilities

Yours in e

J rederik Stevens

Corvallis OR 97330 ATTACHMENT O
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Mr Bob Richardson May 18 2009

Associate Planner

Corvallis Oregon

Dear Mr Richardson

I am writing to in response to the denial by the Historic Resources

Commission of a permit for the new Linus Pauling Science Center LPSC
I am writing in support of the City Planning Staff s comprehensive report

supporting the LPSC permit The prospect ofvery expensive delays for a

building that is not located anywhere near historic buildings is something
that concerns me as a taxpayer It is my understanding that over 30 million

dollars have been raised by private donations for this project It is very

difficult to obtain such funding especially in the present economic climate

Such huge contributions should not be held hostage to further delays

I urge the City of Corvallis to agree with the City Planning Staff and

approve the appropriate permits for this project to go forward without further

delays

Thank you for your time

Sincerely

RalphL Reed

Philomath Oregon 97370

ATTACHMENT P
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