
CORVALLIS 
ENHANCING COMMUNITY LIVABIUTY 

COUNCIL ACTION 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

I. ROLLCALL 

II. CONSENT AGENDA [direction] 

CORVALLIS 
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 

March 21, 2011 
12:00 pm and 7:00pm 

Downtown Fire Station 
400 NW Harrison Boulevard 

-. 
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 ofMinutes 
1. City Council Meeting- March 7, 2011 
2. For Information and Filing (Draft minutes may retmn if changes are made by the 

Board or Commission) 
a. Airport Commission- February 1, 2011 
b. Bicycle ruld Advisory Commission- February_.4, 2011 
c. Committee for Citizen Involvement- January 6 and February 3, 2011 
d. Corvallis Advisory Commission on Transit- February 9, 2011 
e. Corvallis-Benton County Public Library Boru·d - February 2, 2011 
f. Downtown Commission - February 9, 2011 
g. Downtown Parking Committee - Februruy 1, 2011 
b. Economic Development Commission - February 22, 2011 
1. Historic Resources Commission- February 8, 2011 
J. Housing and Community Development Commission- February 15 and 

16,2011 
k. Watershed Management Advisory Commission- February 16,2011 
I. Willamette Criminal Justice Council-February 16, 2011 

B. Announcement of vacancies on Boards ru1d Commissions (Community Police Review 
Board- Lacy; Parks, Natural Areas, and Recreation Board- Buckman) 
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C. Announcement of appointments to Boards and Commjssions (Citizens Advisory 
Commission on Civic Beautification and U rban Forestry- Brewer; Community Police 
Review Board - Landforce; Downtown Commission -Henry) 

D. Authorization to enter into and for the City Manager to sign an Intergovernmental 
Agreement with Benton County for health impact assessment project 

E. Schedule a public hearing for ApriJ 18,2011, to consider tbe Fiscal Year 2011-2012 
Community Development Block Grant/HOME Investment Partnerships Program Action 
Plan 

F. Schedu le an Executive Session fo llowing the regular noon meeting under ORS 
192.660(2)( d)(i) (status of labor negotiations; status of employment-related performance) 

m. ITEMS REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA 

IV. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

A. City Legislative Committee- March 9, 2011 (direction) 

V. MAYOR, COUNCIL, AND STAFF REPORTS 

A. Mayor's Reports 

B. Council Reports 

C. StaffReports [information] 

1. City Manager's Report- February 2011 
2. Council Request Follow-up Report - March 17, 2011 
3. 2011-2012 City Cmmci l goals 
4. Sustainability annual report 
5. Friends organization to benefit Parks and Recreation Department 
6. Request for Proposals - City Manager recmitment process 
7. Downtown Commission recommendation on food carts 
8. Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant Program (EECBG) 

VI. VISITORS' PROPOSmONS - 7:00pm (Note that Visitors' Propositions will continue 
following any scheduled public hearings, if necessmy and if any are scheduled) [citizen input] 

Vll. PUBLIC BEARINGS -7:30pm 

A. A public hearing to consider a Land Use Board of Appeals remand order (PLD06-000 18, 
SUB06-00006 - Brook1ane Heights) 
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Vlll.&IX. 

A. 

B. 

c. 

D. 

STANDING COMMITTEE REPORTS, ORDINANCES, RESOLUTIONS, AND 
MOTIONS 

Human Services Committee-None. 

Administrative Services Committee- March 9, 2011 
1. Second Quarter Operating Report [direction] 
2. Financial Policies Review [direction] 

Urban Services Committee-March 10,2011 
J. Systems Development Charge Annual Review [d.irection] 

ACTION· A resolution establishing Systems Development Charge rates, 
per Municipal Code Chapter 2. 08, "Systems Development 
Charge, "and stating an effective date, to be read by the City 
Attorney 

2. Three Waters Update [information] 

Other Related Matters 

1. Second Reading of an ordinance amending Corvallis Municipal Code 
Chapter 2.15, "Sidewalk Improvements, "as amended, to be read by the City 
Attorney [direction] 

2. A resolution authorizing the Parks and Recreation Department to proceed with a 
Local Government Grant application for Tunison Park and Community Center 
improvement project, to be read by the City Attorney [direction] 

X. NEW BUSINESS 

A. Request to initiate a Land Development Code Text Amendment to add new Commercial 
Uses in the Mixed Use General Commercial (MUGC) Zone [direction] 

XI. ADJOURNMENT 

For the hearing impaired, a sign language interpreter can be provided with 48 hours' notice prior to the 
meeting. Please call541-766-6901 or the Oregon Communications Relay Service at 7-1-1 to anange tor 
TTY services. 

A LARGE PRINT AGENDA CAN BE AVAILABLE BY CALLING 541-766-6901 

A Community That Honors Diversity 
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CITY OF CORVALLIS 

CORVALLIS 
ACTIVITY CALENDAR 

ENHANCING COMMUNilY LIVABILITY 
MARCH 21 - APRIL 2, 2011 

MONDAY, MARCH 21 

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

TUESDAY, MARCH 22 

.. Human Services Committee - 12:00 pm - Madison Avenue Meeting Room, 500 SW Madison Avenue 

.. Commission for Martin Luther King, Jr. - 12:00 pm - Merryfield Meeting Room, 2300 NW Walnut 
Boulevard 

WEDNESDAY. MARCH 23 

.. City Legislative Committee-7:30am- Cornell Meeting Room, 2300 NW Walnut Boulevard 

.. No Administrative Services Committee 

THURSDAY. MARCH 24 

.. No Urban Services Committee 

.. Arts and Culture Commission-5:30pm- Parks and Recreation Conference Room, 1310 SW Avery 
Park Drive 

SATURDAY, MARCH26 

.. Government Comment Corner (Commissioner Linda Modrell)- 10:00 am- Library Lobby, 
645 NW Monroe Avenue 

MONDAY, MARCH 28 

.. Economic Development Commission-3:00pm- Madison Avenue Meeting Room, 500 SW Madison 
Avenue 

.. Airport Industrial Park Planning Committee-4:30pm- Downtown Fire Station, 400 NW Harrison 
Boulevard 

TUESDAY, MARCH 29 

.. Budget Commission - 7:00 pm - Downtown Fire Station, 400 NW Harrison Boulevard 

SATURDAY. APRIL 2 

.. Government Comment Corner (host to be determined)- 10:00 am- Library Lobby, 645 NW Monroe 
Avenue 



DISCLAIMER: Consistent with advice from the Secretary of State's Elections
Division and the Secretary of State's Elections Division's March 2008 Publication:
2008 Restrictions on Political Campaigning by Public Employees, the City is
concerned that using the City's Web site to distribute materials that are related to the
local option tax levy that are not impartial would violate ORS 260.432.  The City's
archives contain numerous records related to the levy.  To avoid advocacy by public
employees, and based on the advice of the Elections Division, the full public record
related to the levy in the archives is available at the reference desk of the Corvallis-
Benton County Public Library.  For all other public record inquiries, please visit the
City Manager's Office at City Hall, 2300 NW Walnut Boulevard, email the City
Manager's Office, or call 541-766-6901.

http://www.ci.corvallis.or.us/index.php?option=com_cvocontact&task=compose&contact_id=2&subject=Web+Request
http://www.ci.corvallis.or.us/index.php?option=com_cvocontact&task=compose&contact_id=2&subject=Web+Request


AIRPORT COMMISSION 
MINUTES 

February 1, 2011 
DRAFT 

 
 
Present 
Dan Allen , Chair 
Bill Gleaves , Vice Chair 
Louise Parsons 
Todd Brown 
Vince Remcho 
Bill Dean 
Brian Wall 
Rod Berklund 
Biff Traber, Council Liaison 

Staff 
Dan Mason, Public Works 
Lisa Namba, Public Works 
 
Visitors 
Ty Parsons 
Lanny Zoeller 
Jack Mykrantz 
 
 

 
SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION 
 

Agenda Item Information 
Only 

Held for 
Further 
Review 

Recommendations 

I. Open Meeting, Introductions X   

II. Review of January 4, 2011 Minutes   Approved 

III.   Visitor Comments n/a   

IV. Old Business  
         •  Funding Future Infrastructure 

Construction at the Airport 
 X  

V. New Business  
•  None n/a   

VI. Information Sharing 
•  Update on Airport 
•  Update on AIP 
•  Update on City Council 
•  Update on AIP Committee 
•  Monthly Financial Report 

  X 
n/a 
X 
X 

n/a 

  

 
 
CONTENT OF DISCUSSION 
 
I. Open Meeting, Introductions 

Chair Allen called the meeting to order and those present introduced themselves. 
 
II. Review of Minutes 

Commissioner Berklund moved to approve the minutes; Commissioner Parsons seconded the motion and 
the minutes were approved unanimously. 



Airport Commission Minutes 
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III. Visitor Comments  

None. 
   
IV. Old Business 
 Funding Future Infrastructure Construction at the Airport 

Ms. Namba presented a list of 33 potential Airport and Airport Industrial Park (AIP) infrastructure 
projects for the Commission to prioritize.  Commissioner Remcho asked to add a project for a restroom 
for pilots in the T-hangar area to replace the port-a-potty.  Mr. Mason stated that there is already a 
project planned for the next fiscal year to provide 24/7 access to the restroom in the main hangar.  The 
Commissioners agreed to look at the projects and send their selections to Mr. Mason to be compiled. 

 
V. New Business 
  None. 
 
VI. Information Sharing 
 Update on Airport 

Mr. Mason reported the following: 
• He gave Councilor Traber and Assistant to the City Manager/City Recorder Kathy Louie a tour of the 

Airport.  He also took Mayor Manning on a tour on a separate occasion. 
• He showed the Commission the new 2010 orthophotos of the Airport, which are a much higher 

resolution than the 2005 set. 
• Duncan Brown in Eugene has submitted to the City its property appraisal report for the Airport and 

AIP.  They also provided a land-lease survey of area airports. 
• Richard Hand’s hangar is complete on the exterior. 
• The fence project is going to bid in the next week or two. 
• The Hout Street project is complete.  The Engineering Division is in the process of having four 

streetlights installed. 
• A CH-47 Chinook helicopter had an emergency landing at the Airport. 
• The ODOT rail grant has been submitted. 
• The City has purchased a new dumpster for the Airport.  It has a locking bar with small ports for trash 

to reduce the amount of construction and home trash placed in it.  There is also a new cardboard 
recycling dumpster next to it to reduce the amount of cardboard thrown away. 

  
Update on AIP 
None. 
 
Update on City Council 
Councilor Traber reported that at least three, and possibly four, Councilors voted to include the Airport 
Strategic Plan as one of their Council Goals, though it wasn’t selected for further consideration.  The 
Council discussion that followed was that the Plan goal was already in progress and would likely be 
completed this year.   
 
Update on AIP Committee 
Mr. Zoeller reported that the Committee discussed staff recommendations for design standards within the 
three designated areas in the AIP.  They also reviewed the timeline with a June completion goal.  Finally, 
they discussed future public outreach. 

 
The meeting was adjourned at 7:55 a.m. 
 
NEXT MEETING: March 1, 2011, 7:00 a.m., Madison Avenue Meeting Room 



BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN ADVISORY COMMISSION 
MINUTES 

February 4, 2011 
DRAFT 

 
 

Present 
Brad Upton, Chair 
Joel Rea 
Susan Christie 
Dan Herford 
Rosie Toy 
Charles Fletcher 
Evan Sorce 
Mike Beilstein, City Council 
 
Absent 
 

Staff 
Lisa Namba, Public Works 
 
Visitors 
Aaron Manley, Public Works 
Annette Mills, Corvallis Sustainability 

Coalition 
Carol Rathbun 
Vernon Huffman 
Dean Codo 
Stewart Holmes 
Iris Benson 
Glencora Borradaile 
Gigi Simms 
Jim Bowie 
Laura Duncan Allen

 
SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION 
 

Agenda Item Information 
Only 

Held for 
Further 
Review 

Recommendations 

I. Call Meeting to Order/ Introductions    

II. Review of January 7, 2011 Minutes   Approved 

III.   Visitor Comments 
• Aaron Manley, Public Works 

Engineering - Overview of 
summer 2011 sanitary sewer 
project near 2nd Street & B Avenue 

X   

IV. Old Business 
• None n/a   

V. New Business  
• None n/a   

VI. Information Sharing X   

VII. Commission Requests and Reports n/a   

VIII. Pending Items n/a   
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CONTENT OF DISCUSSION 
 
I.  Call Meeting to Order/ Introductions 

Chair Upton called the meeting to order.  The Commission members and staff introduced themselves. 
 
II.  Review of Minutes 

Commissioner Rea moved to approve the January 7 minutes; Commissioner Christie seconded the 
motion and the minutes were approved unanimously with one abstention. 

 
III.  Visitor Comments  

Visitor Annette Mills, of the Corvallis Sustainability Coalition, invited the Commissioners to the annual 
Sustainability Fair and Town Hall Meeting on Wednesday, March 9, at the CH2M Hill Alumni Center on 
the Oregon State University campus.  The event starts at 5:00 pm. 
 
Visitor Vernon Huffman reported that the Corvallis Bicycle Collective has found a new home in South 
Corvallis on Cummings Avenue.  The grand reopening is planned for April 2. 
 
Visitor Gigi Simms reported that March 12 will be the Corvallis Public School Foundation’s “Walk and 
Run” fundraiser at Avery Park.  May 15 will be the first youth bike race in the community, sponsored by 
the Corvallis Montessori School.  Ms. Simms asked for guidance in staging a one mile bicycle race for 
young riders.  Finally, she reported that Student Advocates for Change at Cheldelin Middle School 
currently have two projects: a Safe Routes to School Film Festival and Corvallis Community Access 
Television live broadcast.  Chair Upton suggested talking to the OSU bike club about youth bike race 
advice. 
 
Visitor Jim Bowie introduced himself as the former chair of the BPAC and thanked the Commission for 
not approving of the slip lanes proposed for ODOT’s Willamette Crossing project.  He stated that he will 
be working to help ODOT find better options for that project.  He also suggested looking at how 
pedestrians cross Circle Boulevard near the driveway entrance to Market of Choice, with the possibility of 
adding either another crosswalk or more traffic control. 
 
Aaron Manley, Public Works Engineering - Overview of summer 2011 sanitary sewer project near 2nd 
Street & B Avenue 
Aaron Manley, of the Corvallis Public Works Engineering Division, presented an overview of the Mary’s 
River Interceptor Sewer project scheduled for this summer.  The existing 30” line will remain and a new 
sanitary sewer line will be installed to reduce some surcharging during heavy rain events.  The proposed 
project will run from underneath the bypass at 3rd Street to the intersection of 1st Street and Western 
Boulevard.  The project is in pre-design at this time; construction is expected to take about four months, 
from July through October, with the estimated cost at just over $1 million.  Mr. Manley and the 
Commission discussed the impacts to the public parking lot, skate park, dog park, public restrooms, 
multi-use paths, and Wednesday Farmer’s Market during construction.  Mr. Manley said the project will 
be staged to avoid impacting all of these amenities at one time.  He noted that the Riverfront Park path 
would stay open and that the restrooms would stay open if possible, but it was likely the dog park would 
be closed.  In response to a question, he affirmed that the contract would prohibit the use of 1st and 2nd 
Streets as haul routes for material leaving the site. 

   
IV.  Old Business 

None. 
 
V.  New Business 

None. 
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VI.  Information Sharing 

Chair Upton reported that he will not be attending the National Bike Conference in Washington, DC this 
year.  He provided some information on what is happening on the national level and stated that, while in 
the past it was a very proactive forum for new programs, advocates are now in a more defensive mode, 
trying to keep programs from being cut.  He is planning to collect stories to send along with the Oregon 
delegation to the Conference. 
 
Chair Upton reported that he has finalized the letter to the City Manager regarding the vegetation 
obstruction program with regard to sidewalks.  Councilor Beilstein suggested including Parks and 
Recreation in the distribution of the letter.  Ms. Namba stated that City Manager Jon Nelson is aware of 
BPAC’s interest in the program and that a meeting between Mr. Nelson and the Public Works, Fire, and 
Community Development Department Directors has taken place. 
 
Chair Upton reported that he attended the City Council’s initial goal-setting meeting and presented 
BPAC’s recommendations.  Councilor Beilstein stated that he would have liked to have recommended a 
goal of consolidating the sidewalk obstruction process into one department, but he was unable to attend 
the meeting.  Ms. Namba stated that she has seen a draft of the goals and there are none that are explicitly 
related to transportation. 
 
Chair Upton reported that Benton County is making plans for the addition of bike lanes on West Hills 
Road and modifications to the intersection of West Hills Road and 53rd Street.  He encouraged people to 
attend the County’s open house at 6:00 pm on Thursday, February 10. 
 
Ms. Namba reported that the transit operations fee is now being collected via City services (utility) bills, 
and explained the importance of this to the stability of transit funding.  She updated the Commission on a 
New Freedom grant opportunity available through ODOT and due at the end of February.  The City 
intends to apply for several pedestrian/transit projects such as completing missing sidewalk linkages, 
upgrading substandard sidewalk ramps, and installing pedestrian activated crossings. 
 
Ms. Namba reported that ODOT has changed the signal timing at the intersection of SE 3rd Street and 
Crystal Lake Drive to provide pedestrians an advanced walk.  When the light turns red for traffic on the 
highway, pedestrians receive a walk signal a few seconds before east-west vehicle traffic on Crystal Lake 
Drive/Avery Avenue is given a green light. 
 
Ms. Namba stated that the stop bars on 9th Street at the Polk Avenue mid-block pedestrian crosswalk have 
been moved as discussed at the January meeting. 

 
VII.  Commission Requests and Reports 

Chair Upton suggested that BPAC look at Spruce Avenue between 9th Street and Highland Drive, 
particularly with the increased amount of on-street parking and traffic.  The Commission agreed. 

  
VIII. Pending Items 

Not discussed. 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 8:42 a.m. 
 
 
NEXT MEETING: March 4, 2011, 7:00 a.m., Madison Avenue Meeting Room 



CITY OF CORVALLIS 
MINUTES OF THE COMMITTEE FOR CITIZEN INVOLVEMENT 

Madison Building Meeting Room 
January 6, 2011 

Approved as presented, March 3, 2011 

Attendance 
Larry Earhart 
Jerry Groesz 
Candace Pierson-Charlton 
Larina Warnock 
Stewart Wershow, Chair 
Richard Hervey, City Council Liaison 
Tony Howell, Planning Commission Liaison 

Absent 
Josue Gomez 

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION 

Staff 
Sarah Johnson, Associate Planner 
Terry Nix, Recorder 

D Agenda Item Summary of Recommendations/ Actions 

I. Call to Order; Review Agenda Information only. 

II. Review Draft Minutes from December 2, 2010 Approved as presented. 

III. Visitors' Propositions Information only. 

IV. Planning Commission Liaison Report Information only. 

v. City Council Liaison Report Information only. 

VI. 
Work Program-Establish Meeting Times for Information only. 
Subcommittees 

VII. Staff Update Information only. 

~ New Business Larina Warnock was elected as CCI Vice Chair. 

IX. Announcements Information only. 

X. Adjournment 
The next regular meeting will be held on 
February 3, 2011, at 7:00p.m. 

Committee for Citizen Involvement, January 6, 2011 Page 1 



CONTENT OF DISCUSSION 

I. CALL TO ORDER; REVIEW AGENDA 

Chair Stewart Wershow called the regular meeting of the Committee for Citizen 
Involvement (CCI) to order at 7:02p.m. There were no changes to the agenda. 

II. REVIEW DRAFT MINUTES 

December 2, 201 0 

MOTION: Larry Earhart moved approve the December 2 minutes as presented. Jerry 
Groesz seconded the motion and it passed unanimously. 

III. VISITORS' PROPOSITIONS: None. 

IV. PLANNING COMMISSION LIAISON REPORT 

Planning Commission Liaison Tony Howell reported on the Planning Commission 
hearing (December 15, 2010) and deliberations (January 5, 2011) related to Bald Hill 
Farm. Brief discussion followed regarding the history of the case. Mr. Groesz said that 
he attended the December 15 hearing and that there was limited testimony in opposition 
to the application; one neighbor testified about compatibility concerns. He noted that he 
was unable to access the agenda on the City's website and that no staff reports were 
available at the meeting. 

V. CITY COUNCIL LIAISON REPORT 

City Council Liaison Richard Hervey reported that the Benton County Health 
Department has received a grant to conduct an assessment of codifications that make it 
harder to grow and sell food. The report is due in the fall; he anticipates proposing that 
Council consider this issue once the results are in. 

Councilor Hervey reported on the FY 2011-2012 Budget process. The Budget 
Commission, by a vote of 8 to 7, forwarded a recommendation that the City Council 
consider an operating levy of $0.40 per $1,000 of assessed value. Two Budget 
Commissioners felt there should be no levy; several wanted a larger amount. A number 
of Commissioners spoke about reducing personnel costs through furlough days, pay cuts, 
or forgoing COLAs. The Budget Commission will meet in January to begin work on a 
balanced budget that cuts $3.1 million in services. The levy, if it passes, would add back 
specific services. He anticipates that the CCI and the Neighborhood Empowerment Grant 
will be on the table later in the process. 

Chair Wershow noted that the Budget Commission next meets on January 20, 2011, 7:00 
p.m., at the Fire Station Main Meeting Room. 
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VI. WORK PROGRAM- ESTABLISH MEETING TIMES FOR SUBCOMMITTEES 

Associate Planner Sarah Johnson noted that the adopted CCI Work Program included two 
items that are scheduled to begin this month. Meeting times were established for two 
subcommittees as follows: 

Review of CCI materials and updates (Earhart, Groesz, Pierson-Charlton): Tuesday, 
January 11, 6:30p.m., at New Morning Bakery. 

Development of CCI land use participation presentation (Earhart, Warnock, Wershow): 
Friday, January 21, 8:00a.m., location to be determined. 

VII. STAFF UPDATE 

Upcoming Hearings 

Planner Johnson reviewed upcoming hearings as follows: 

• January 19: Planning Commission hearing on Good Samaritan Plan Modifications 
(tentative). 

• February 2: Planning Commission hearing on the FEMA updates. 
• February 22: City Council hearing on the Brooklane remand (tentative) 

Prior to the public hearing on the .FEMA updates, there will be a public meeting at the 
Corvallis-Benton County Library at which there will be computer stations set up and staff 
available to help citizens understand impacts to their properties. 

Planner Johnson advised that the Urban Services Committee (USC) has changed its 
meeting time to 5:00p.m. on the first Thursday of the month; the CCI meets at 7:00p.m. 
on that day. Commissioner Hervey said he thinks it would be very unusual for the USC 
to run longer than two hours. It was agreed to wait and see if there are any problems 
before considering whether the CCI should change its meeting time. 

VIII. NEW BUSINESS 

Election of Vice Chair: 

Mr. Groesz nominated Larina Warnock as Vice Chair. There were no other nominations. 

MOTION: Mr. Groesz moved to elect Ms. Warnock as Vice Chair of the CCI. The 
motion was seconded and passed unanimously. 

In response to inquiries from the Committee, Planner Johnson said that reports of errors 
on www.corvallismaps.com can be reported to Jason Yaich in the Planning Division. 
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IX. ANNOUNCEMENTS: None. 

X. ADJOURNMENT 

The next meeting of the CCI will be on Thursday, February 3, 2011, at 7:00p.m. 

The meeting was adjourned at 8:05p.m. 
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CITY OF CORVALLIS 
MINUTES OF THE COMMITTEE FOR CITIZEN INVOLVEMENT 

Madison Building Meeting Room 
February 3, 2011 

Approved as submitted, March 3, 2011 

Staff Attendance 
Larry Earhart 
Jerry Groesz 

Sarah Johnson, Planning Staff Liaison 

Candace Pierson-Charlton 
Tony Howell, Planning Commission Liaison 

Absent 
Josue Gomez 
Larina Warnock 
Stewart Wershow, Chair 
Richard Hervey, City Council Liaison 

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION 

Agenda Item 

I. Call to Order; Review Agenda 

II. Review Draft Minutes from January 6, 2011 
Regular Meeting 

III. Visitors' Propositions 

IV. Planning Commission Liaison Report 

V. City Council Liaison Report ' 

VI. OAPA Training Video 

VII. Updates 
- brochure subcommittee 
- presentation subcommittee 
- upcoming hearings 
-other news 

-- --- -- - -- -------------

VIII. New Business 
------ --------- ---- --- -----

IX. Announcements 
-------- ----------- ------ ------ -- --"-----------------

X. Adjournment 

Committee for Citizen Involvement, February 3, 2011 

Summary of Recommendations/ Actions 

Called to order at 7:05pm. 

Due to lack of a quorum, review held until March 3, 
2011. 

None. 

Information only. 

None given. 

Held until March 3, 2011 

None given. 

- ---- --------- ---- ------ -- -- ---

None given. 
i --------- -- - --------------- ----------

None given. 
------ ---- -------------------- - --------

The next regular meeting will be held on March 3, 
2011, at 7:00p.m. 
The meeting was adjourned at 7:25 p.m. 
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CONTENT OF DISCUSSION 

I. CALL TO ORDER; REVIEW AGENDA 

The regular meeting of the Committee for Citizen Involvement (CCI) was called to order 
at 7:05p.m. There were no changes to the agenda. 

II. REVIEW OF MEETING MINUTES 

Due to lack of a quorum, review of the January 6, 2011, meeting minutes was held to the 
March 3, 2011, meeting. 

III. VISITORS' PROPOSITIONS: None 

IV. PLANNING COMMISSION LIAISON RE.PORT 

Planning Commission Liaison Tony Howell gave a brief update. 

V. CITY COUNCIL LIAISON REPORT 

City Council Liaison Richard Hervey was not present. 

VI. OAPA TRAINING VIDEO 

Due to the small number of CCI members present, it was decided to hold the viewing of 
the training video to the next meeting. 

VII. UPDATES: None 

VIII. NEW BUSINESS: None 

IX. ANNOUNCEMENTS: None 

X. ADJOURNMENT 

The next meeting of the CCI will be Thursday, March 3, 2011, at 7:00p.m. 

The meeting was adjourned at 7:25p.m. 
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DRAFT
Subject to review &
CACOT approval

CORVALLIS CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMISSION ON TRANSIT 
MINUTES

February 9, 2011

Present
Stephan Friedt, Vice-Chair
Susan Hyne
Tom Kincaid
Ray Shimabuku
Robert E. Wilson

Absent
Bob Lowry, Chair
Ryan Ludlow, ASOSU Representative
Brandon Trelstad
Mike Beilstein, Council Liaison

Staff
Tim Bates, Public Works
Brie Caffey, Public Works

Visitors
Patti Hance, First Student 
Annette Mills, Corvallis Sustainability
Coalition 

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION

Agenda Item
Information

Only

Held for

Further

Review

Recommendations

I. Introductions X

II. Approval of Jan. 12, 2011 Minutes Approved.

III. CACOT/Visitor Comments X

IV. Old Business N/A

V. New Business N/A

VI.    Information Sharing X

VII. Commission Requests and Reports X

VIII.  Pending Items N/A

IX. Adjournment Adjourned at 9:09 a.m.

CONTENT OF DISCUSSION

I. The meeting was called to order at 8:22 am by Vice-Chair Friedt.  Introductions of
Commission members, staff, and visitors were made.

II. Approval of  Minutes
Commissioners Kincaid and Shimabuku, respectively, moved and seconded to
approve the January 12, 2011 minutes.  The motion passed unanimously. 



  CACOT Meeting Minutes
February 9 , 2011

Page 2 of 4 

III. CACOT/Visitor Comments
Annette Mills of the Corvallis Sustainability Coalition invited the Commissioners to the
Coalition’s main event of the year, the Annual Sustainability Fair & Town Hall Meeting.
The event is scheduled for 5:00 pm, Wednesday March 9th at the CH2M Hill Alumni
Center on the OSU Campus.  Ms. Mills said this is a “model event,” where they
encourage participants to travel to the event via bus, bike, or walking.  Commissioner
Hyne suggested that, if possible, future Coalition public events be held on Thursday,
Friday or Saturday rather than Wednesday evenings so that attendees can return from the
event via the Beaver Bus.

Ms. Mills also invited everyone to attend the Coalition’s transportation action team
meeting at 5:30 pm on Thursday, February 10th at the Benton County Commissioners
Room.  The team will discuss possible Coalition transportation projects for the coming
year.  Vice-Chair Friedt said he plans to attend and will provide a report at the next
CACOT meeting.

Patti Hance of First Student attended the meeting to pass along the CTS drivers’
comments about the first week of fareless rides.  Ms. Hance reported that 
drivers would like to see two rules implemented – no sleeping on the bus, and no
lounging on the bus (with feet up).  Mr. Bates said that lounging has been addressed in
the rule that requires use of only one seat per person and the rule that prohibits feet on the
seats.  He said sleeping on the bus would need to be addressed as an amendment to the
Code of Conduct or Administrative Rules.   

Commissioner Wilson asked if vehicle turns in and out of Reiman Avenue have been an
issue.  Ms. Hance said it has not been.     

 
Commissioner Hyne asked about rider reactions to the system going fareless.  Both Ms.
Hance and Vice-Char Friedt reported that rider reactions to the change has mostly been
surprise.  Both Ms. Hance and Vice-Chair Friedt said that in response to fareless, some
riders have also asked, “How long is this going to last?” Commissioner Friedt said that
90% of those riders he spoke to were in favor of the change.

Commissioner Hyne asked that Ms. Hance interview the drivers to determine if fareless
has resulted in more frequent rides per rider, more short distance rides, or other  changes. 
Ms. Hance said she had not heard anything from the drivers about how or if fareless is
affecting ridership patterns. 

Commissioner Shimabuku confirmed with Ms. Hance that drivers still communicate via
radio to other drivers about transfers. Since riders no longer need to ask drivers for a
transfer slip, there was concern that riders will not communicate their intention to
transfer, possibly leading to a missed transfer.  Vice-Chair Friedt suggested staff create
posters for the buses which encourage riders to tell the driver if they wish to transfer.  Mr.
Bates said he would also add this to the system map before it is reprinted and Ms. Caffey
said she would add it to the CTS website.    

Commissioner Hyne noted that is helpful to hear from a representative of the drivers and
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Commissioner Friedt suggested that CACOT invite Ms. Hance back to CACOT meetings
on a quarterly basis.  Ms. Hance was open to that idea. 

IV. Old Business
None.

V. New Business
None.

VI. Information Sharing
Mr. Bates reviewed the Information Sharing Report.  Additional information to the report
includes:

Mr. Bates said the pass refund program has been going well and will continue until
March 31 .  He credited Ms. Caffey with creating a simplified refund process for Utilityst

Billing staff who are issuing in-person refunds. Refunds may also be requested by
downloading a refund application from CorvallisTransit.com.

Mr. Bates said that Philomath City Council will meet this Monday to vote on whether or
not the PC will become fareless.  It is anticipated that Council will not make the PC
fareless because fares, especially the OSU group pass, make up about $7,000 of their
revenue.

Mr. Bates reported that he will be making a presentation to OSU’s Student Incidental Fee
Committee (SIFC)  requesting that OSU students continue to fund 70% of the 2011-12
proposed Beaver Bus budget of $75,000. He will also present the2011-12 Transit Group
Pass Program for the PC on behalf of City of Philomath. 

Vice-Chair Friedt asked that Mr. Bates email the group when staff gets word on whether
CTS has received the Flexible Funds Grant for a new VIS program.  He also requested
that staff remove from bus stops the green boxes that were originally intended to display
bus locations, as they are no longer operable. 

Mr. Bates reported that Vice-Chair Friedt, Commissioners Hyne and Ludlow, and Chair
Lowry volunteered to participate in a CACOT route review subcommittee.  A discussion
about the focus of the subcommittee ensued.  Vice-Chair Friedt suggested the focus could
be determined at the first meeting. 

Mr. Bates asked if the Commission wanted to review the rule about riding to a
destination. Vice-Chair Friedt asked Mr. Bates to bring copies of the current Code of
Conduct to the next CACOT meeting.  Commissioner Hyne said she felt the Commission
had done a good job at revising the rules last year, and asked Mr. Bates to determine
exactly what isn’t working for the drivers.  Mr. Bates said that the drivers received a copy
of the Code of Conduct with pertinent passages highlighted, specifically the section
outlining that drivers are always entitled to ensure “the safe operation of the bus.”  



  CACOT Meeting Minutes
February 9 , 2011

Page 4 of 4 

Mr. Bates noted that service enhancements will need to wait at least until CTS has
collected sufficient TOF funds.  Commissioner Hyne suggested the subcommittee set up a
prioritized list of goals to accomplish with the enhancement funds, as they have done in
the past. Commissioner Wilson asked if it was outlined anywhere how the Commission
could use TOF enhancement money.  The Commission agreed that it was left to the
Commission to determine enhancement spending. 

Commissioner Wilson asked if the City’s payment to Dial-A-Bus (DAB) for paratransit
service will be affected by the TOF.  Mr. Bates said the DAB’s paratransit service on
behalf of the City is not a fee for service.  Mr. Bates reported that City and County staff,
who share a common contractor, have met about this issue.  Further, Mr. Bates, Ms.
Caffey and Sharon Fipps, who represents the Benton County Special Transportation Fund
(STF) program, met with DAB employees to discuss the ramifications of fareless
paratransit, since STF rides still require fares. 

Commissioner Wilson asked Mr. Bates to provide the Commission with a breakdown of
the TOF money which Commissioners can use when discussing fees with the public.
Staff agreed to provide that accounting. 

Mr. Bates reported that volunteer Robert Monasky is working to get Linn-Benton Loop’s
schedule on Google Transit.

VII. Commission Requests and Reports 
Mr. Bates noted that during the course of the meeting, Commissioners had requested: a
breakdown of the TOF fee; removal of the outdated green bus location boxes; a time line
of the TOF fee, copies of the Code of Conduct for the next meeting and an email when
staff hears about award of a new VIS grant.

Commissioner Hyne asked that staff report ridership year-to-date numbers so that
CACOT members can accurately report any increases in ridership. 

Mr. Bates asked the Commission for ideas on new marketing messages for events, since
traditionally CTS has advertised free rides as an incentive to use public transportation.
Commissioners Hyne and Friedt suggested staff focus on avoidance parking hassles and
service on Sundays during events that offer Sunday service.

VIII. Pending Items
None. 

IX. Adjournment
Commissioners Wilson and Hyne, respectively, moved and seconded that the
meeting be adjourned.  The motion passed unanimously.

The meeting was adjourned at 9:09 a.m.

NEXT MEETING: March 9, 2011, 8:20 am, Madison Avenue Meeting Room 
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CORVALLIS-BENTON COUNTY PUBLIC LIBRARY BOARD MINUTES
February 2, 2011

Board Present Staff Present

Corrine Gobeli, Chair Carolyn Rawles-Heiser, Library Director
Jacque Schreck, Vice-Chair Janelle Cook, Senior Administrative Assistant
Mike Beilstein Andrew Cherbas, Extension Services Manager
Megan Castellano Mary Finnegan, Adult Services Manager
Judith Edelstein Shaun Hearn, Circulation Supervisor
Scott Elmshaeuser Curtis Kiefer, Youth Services Manager
Samantha Fisher Carol Klamkin, Management Assistant
Martha Fraundorf Mary Norman, Access Services Manager
Leanne Giordono
David Low
Isabela Mackey
Sandy Ridlington

Excused: Visitors:
Linda Modrell None

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION

Agenda Item Information Only

Call to Order 7:30 pm

Visitors’ Propositions  

Minutes: January 5, 2011 x

Library Board Packet x

Director’s Report & Budget Discussion x

Board Reports
• Friends of the Library Board
• Foundation Board

x

Division Manager Reports x

Information Sharing

Adjournment 8:35 pm

CONTENT OF DISCUSSION

       I. CALL TO ORDER

Chair Corrine Gobeli called the meeting to order at 7:30 pm. 
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      II. VISITORS’ PROPOSITIONS

None.

     III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Motion: Sandy Ridlington pointed out a missing word in the Budget section of the January 5, 2011
minutes. Jacque Schreck moved approval of the minutes as corrected. The motion was seconded by Leanne
Giordono and carried unanimously.

     IV. LIBRARY BOARD PACKET QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS 

David Low inquired if a previous issue with young adults hanging out in front of the Library had been
resolved. Carolyn Rawles-Heiser replied that the young adults are still around, but seem to have a better
understanding of the Library’s rules. There have been a couple of recent incidents where staff have had to
intervene. Carolyn is working with the City Attorney to ban smoking within fifty feet of the Library building,
which would include the sidewalks. Megan Castellano asked if it is the same group of people and Carolyn
replied affirmatively, but some have never been seen before. 

      V. DIRECTOR’S REPORT & BUDGET DISCUSSION

Carolyn reviewed the second quarter statistics with the Board. Circulation has dropped by about five
percent which is to be expected given the Library’s reduced hours. Interestingly, even though the door count is
down about six percent, remote access has increased by about twenty-five percent. Meeting room revenue
has also decreased. Probable causes include an increase in meeting room fees and the lack of availability for
all day meetings on Tuesdays, Wednesdays, and Thursdays because children’s storytimes were moved into
the Main Meeting Room. The Friday storytime was recently cut which resulted in greater attendance at the
other storytimes, and thus, the need for more space. 

Copies of policies due to be reviewed this calendar year were distributed and Board members were
invited to assist staff with the review process. Jacque volunteered and Corrine added it would be a good idea
to have someone familiar with the Foundation Board review the Gift & Donation Policy.  

Budget: City Councilor Traber asked the Library to better explain the $300,000 proposed cuts which
are over and above the one million dollar cuts already included in the levy. Carolyn drafted a memo in
response to this request. There is a Budget Commission meeting tomorrow evening at LaSells Stewart Center
and public comment will be accepted. Jacque elaborated on some erroneous information published in the
Gazette-Times regarding the closure of a fire station. There will not be a closure of a fire station, but instead a
potential brownout of about 100 days per year where trained paid staff would be unavailable to operate the
station. It would not be an ambulance station. Carolyn offered to share the official comparator city information
used for labor negotiations with the Board members. This information is very problematic because the Library
is compared to other cities and the Corvallis Library is a county-wide system. The City Attorney is planning to
hold a training session on election laws for Boards & Commissions on March 16 in the Main Meeting Room of
the Library. 

     VI. BOARD REPORTS

Friends of the Library: Corrine detailed highlights from the previous Friends Board meeting. They
committed $65,000 to the Library for this calendar year which includes $41,975 of ongoing requests. More
funds may be available depending on Benton Books sales. The Big Book Sale at the Benton County
Fairgrounds will be held the last weekend of February. Promotional flyers were handed out for distribution
around the community. The layout of the book sale has been reconfigured. Some changes include separate
entry and exit doors; elimination of the collectible room; and mystery boxes available for purchase. Credit
cards will again be accepted at the book sale. Corrine is drafting a new position description for a
technologically savvy person whom the Friends would like to befriend. 
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Foundation Board: According to Sandy, the Foundation assets have increased sixteen percent this
fiscal year. At their last meeting, the Treasurer noted mutual funds are recovering nicely. A motion was
approved to purchase another DVD dispenser for the Library. The group is gearing up for the “complete the
block” campaign, but will not actively begin campaigning until mid-2011 or so. Brian Brooks has joined the
Foundation Board. He knows a lot about marketing and is a great addition to the Board.    

    VII. DIVISION MANAGER REPORTS

Access Services: Mary Norman commented that Technical Services has been really busy receiving
and processing orders. Along with Mary Finnegan, Mary has been keeping very busy interviewing potential
volunteers this week. Leanne asked if volunteer applicants are ever rejected and Mary replied yes, for a
variety of reasons. 

Administration: Carol Klamkin reported that Administration staff was able to send out electronic
donation acknowledgments for the first-time using database software purchased by the Foundation and
Friends of the Library. 

Adult Services: Mary Finnegan noted Adult Services staff is busy with tax preparation questions. An
extra computer has been set up to allow patrons to download tax forms from the IRS web site and the AARP
tax volunteer aides are on site to assist patrons with their taxes. In the spirit of cross-training, Librarians Lisa
Tattersall and Suzy Conway will begin a staff exchange for the next six weeks. Suzy works at the Philomath
Library. 

Extensions: Andrew Cherbas said the Extensions Office has been waiting for an update to their 
rotation system and that was recently received which will help them brainstorm ideas on how to be more
efficient. Andrew visited the vendor in Lake Oswego who is outfitting the new Bookmobile Sprinter van. Mike
Beilstein asked about the old Bookmobile and Andrew replied it is still for sale. 

Circulation: Shaun Hearn continues to be amazed by the Library’s resilient Circulation staff who have
persevered on the front line with smiles on their faces despite some recent technological challenges.  

Youth Services: Curtis Kiefer enthusiastically reported Youth Services staff survived January without
using substitutes despite staff illnesses and injuries. Clifford the Big Red Dog will be visiting the Library in
April.   
  

   VIII. INFORMATION SHARING

None.

    IX. ADJOURNMENT

The meeting was adjourned at 8:35 pm.

NEXT MEETING: March 2, 2011 at 7:30 pm



Attendance 

Approved as submitted, March 9, 2011 
CITY OF CORVALLIS 

DOWNTOWN COMMISSION MINUTES 
Madison Building Meeting Room 

February 9, 2011 

Staff 
Pat Lampton, Chair 
Michele Adams 
Kavinda Arthenayake 
BA Beierle 

Ken Gibb, Community Development Director 
Sarah Johnson, Associate Planner 

Jim Moorefield 
Mike Schweizer 
Steven Weiler 
Liz White 
Roen Hogg, Council Liaison 

Absent 
Kirk Bailey, Vice Chair 
Les Boudreaux 

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION 

Agenda Item 

I. Call to Order 

II. Approval of January 12,2011 Meeting Minutes 

III. Public Comment 

IV. Capital improvement Project Update South 
Riverfront 

Aaron Manley, Public Works 
Terry Nix, Recorder 

Summary of Reconunendations/ Actions 

1 Information only. 

Approved as presented. 

Information only. 

Information only. 

v. Food Cart Committee- Review of Survey Results and 
Information only. 

Discussion of Next Steps 

VI. Updates Information only. 

VII. Other Business Information only. 

Vlll. Adjournment-7:32p.m. The next regular meeting will be held on March 9, 
2011, at 5:30p.m., at the Fire Station Main Meeting 
Room. 
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CONTENT OF DISCUSSION 

I. CALL TO ORDER 

Chair Pat Lampton called the regular meeting of the Corvallis Downtown Commission to 
order at 5:45p.m. 

II. APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES 

January 12, 2011 

MOTION: Ms. Beierle moved to approve the minutes as presented. Mr. Arthenayake 
seconded the motion and it passed unanimously. 

III. PUBLIC COMMENT: None. 

IV. CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT UPDATE- SOUTH RIVERFRONT 

Aaron Manley, Public Works, provided an update on the sanitary sewer replacement 
project in the South Riverfront area; the project is identified in the City's Capital 
Improvement Plan and is scheduled to go forward this summer. He distributed and 
reviewed a graphic of the project area and the conceptual alignment. He said the existing 
combined system line is undersized and there have been overflows into basements during 
high rain events; this project will relieve that problem. At this point, staff is anticipating 
a four-month construction timeline (July through October). CH2M Hill is doing some 
calculations for the City that may shorten that timeline. He will provide an update 
through staff when he has a more refined construction schedule. 

In response to inquiries from the Chair, Mr. Manley said that the new line will not be able 
to run along the existing line due to the placement of piers that support the overpass; 
efforts were made to work around existing facilities and have the least amount of impact. 
This will be an open trench design; a trenchless design was not economically viable. 

In response to inquiries from Mr. Moorefield, Mr. Manley said this project developed out 
of a 2003 consulting report that looked at the capacity of the existing system; it will tie 
into the upstream end of the Combined Sewer Overflow (CSO) proje.ct that was 
completed about 1999. 

Chair Lampton asked about the impact on parking. Mr. Manley said the City-owned 
parking lot will likely be closed for the duration of the project; the project was delayed 
from last year to allow organizers time to find an alternate location for the Wednesday 
Farmers Market. The public parking lot will remain open. Most of the streets will remain 
open. There will be limited access to the skate park but efforts will be made to keep it 
open. The dog park will probably be closed. Staff is aware that the infrastructure at the 
south end of the riverfront is only about 10 years old. That infrastructure will be put back 
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in the same or better condition, except that the replacement street trees will be smaller 
than those that are currently there. 

Ms. Beierle asked about the typical lifespan for sanitary and storm sewers. Mr. Manley 
said it depends on soil conditions and pipe material. The City has clay tile pipes that are 
about 1 00-years old that are structurally sound but that leak. He is hoping to use HDPE 
pipe for this project. HDPE is a long-lasting smooth plastic material with no joints to 
leak; it is reasonable to say it could last 80 to 1 00 years. 

In response to further questions from the Commission, Mr. Manley talked about the 
process used to evaluate the economics of having separated systems or having a 
combined system and treating it all. From a policy standpoint, the City separates when 
possible but the evaluation includes a consideration of the costs. He reviewed the layered 
system that helps prevent overflows into the Willamette; there is a potential that there 
would be discharge into the river in some catastrophic storm event. 

V. FOOD CART COMMITTEE - REVIEW OF SURVEY RESULTS AND 
DISCUSSION OF NEXT STEPS 

Associate Planner Sarah Johnson said that she e-mailed a summary of the food cart 
survey results and answers to the open-ended questions to Commissioners this afternoon. 
She reviewed several of the responses, noting that a wide margin responded in favor of 
year-round mobile food vendors, more than half felt they should be allowed through all 
commercial areas, most said they had patronized food carts in other cities and were likely 
to patronize them here, and design standards were heavily favored. There were 447 
responses; 15 were self-identified as restaurant owners and 11 as perspective food cart 
owners. 

Ms. Johnson said the survey did not restrict multiple responses from the same IP address 
in order to not restrict responses from a Library computer, for example. Director Gibb 
emphasized that this is not a scientific survey but is intended for information gathering. 
Ms. Johnson said the survey was distributed via the Gazette Times (which printed one 
article prior to the survey end date), the DCA, CIBA, the Chamber, Prosperity that Fits, 
the Sustainability Coalition, the Alchemist Weekly, the Daily Barometer, the City's 
interested parties list, and the City website. A preliminary tally of responses to the open 
ended questions from those in support of food carts centered on more food options and 
greater variety; bringing more customers and having a more interesting atmosphere 
downtown; having quick, inexpensive and healthy fast food; and opportunities for 
entrepreneurs and investment. Comments from those not in support included concerns 
about image (the perception that food carts might be tacky, trashy, or attract additional 
trash or litter); food handling and sanitation; and the impact on local restaurants. 

Ms. Johnson distributed and reviewed an agenda for the Public Forum Addressing 
Current and Future Standards for Mobile Food Vendors in Corvallis, Tuesday, February 
15, 2011, 5:00p.m., at the Downtown Fire Station Meeting Room. Agenda items include 
Introduction and Background, Overview of Corvallis Mobile Food Cart Interest Survey 
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Results, Additional Factors for Consideration, Next Steps-Process, Opportunity for 
Public Comment and Committee Interaction, and Closing Discussion. The Committee 
will likely forward a recommendation to the Downtown Commission for consideration in 
March or April. The Downtown Commission will then decide whether to make a 
recommendation to the City Council. Mr. Moorefield added that the Committee 
recommendation will not answer all of the questions of a regulatory nature; he does not 
think it is the role of the Downtown Commission to get into a high level of detail 
regarding regulations. 

VI. UPDATES 

City Budget: Mr. Gibb said that information about the City budget from the Community 
Development Department's perspective was sent to boards and commissions about a 
week ago. Staff support for The Committee for Citizen Involvement and the Downtown 
Commission are on the table for possible reduced services. The City's task is to get to 
$3.1 million in cuts. If the levy passes, there would still be a $1.3 million gap. The 
Budget Commission will meet tomorrow night to give further direction. The City 
Manager will present a proposed balanced budget in May and there will be further public 
hearings at that time. Mr. Gibb encouraged Commissioners to look at the staffing 
comparisons which show that the Department's staffing is about even with comparator 
cities on a per capita basis; dollars devoted to planning and long-range planning and code 
enforcement staff are below average. Brief discussion followed. 

Strategic Plan Review Committee: Ms. Beierle distributed Downtown Commission 
Report of Committee to Evaluate the Strategic Plan. She said the Committee found that 
most of the 30 items on the Strategic Plan are the responsibility of the Downtown 
Corvallis Association (DCA); only 30% (or nine) are the responsibility of the Downtown 
Commission. Of the 30 strategies, one was accomplished (Establish a Downtown 
Commission), one failed (Create an Urban Renewal District), and the remaining are 
either ongoing or scheduled to be completed by 2011. The Analysis is that failure of the 
Urban Renewal District (URD) undermined the rationale for creating the Downtown 
Commission- a citizen group to make recommendations to the Urban Renewal Authority 
(City Council) for development activities meriting URD generated funding. The 
Committee recommends revisiting the purpose of the Downtown Commission, improving 
integration with Downtown collaborators (especially the DCA), evaluating the 
Downtown Commission's ability to effect change without tools, and creating a visionary 
focus. 

Mr. Moorefield asked what the Committee discussed with regard to a revised mission. 
Ms. Beierle said the Committee had a far reaching discussion but did not presume to 
recommend a revised mission; she asked that the Commission schedule time for that 
discussion. 

Chair Lampton said he doesn't think the desire to maintain attention to the Downtown 
has changed; the basic premise still exists. He noted that a number of the Goals are 
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dependent on a funding source. Mr. Gibb said the food cart and sidewalk signs issues are 
two examples of work this group has done where there is significant value. 

Mr. Arthenayake said that the Downtown Commission was formed to effect change as an 
advisory board to the City Council; he doesn't think that has really been done. Ms. White 
said the Committee understands that there is no money, but discussed what could be done 
to encourage things to happen downtown. Mr. Weiler added that there was discussion 
that the Commission is being more reactionary than proactive in creating a vision and 
defining what can be done to make the vision happen. 

Mr. Moorefield noted that the Commission spent multiple meetings developing a work 
plan of what it could do with the available resources which consist of staff and 
Commission time, and that there has been some work accomplished. If members are 
dissatisfied with the work plan, it can be changed. 

Ms. White said some members are looking for ways to get beyond the lack of finances 
and think about what can be done to promote the downtown as a place to be. Mr. Weiler 
said his sense is that there is a desire to look at the bigger picture. One idea that came up 
during brainstorming was integrating OSU with the downtown; i.e., if a developer had a 
master lease agreement with OSU, they could take that contract to the bank and get 
funding for development. 

Chair Lampton advised that he will be resigning from the Downtown Commission in 
June to take on another role. He does believe in the existence of this group. The City 
cares about its downtown and wants it to thrive and prosper. He thinks it is reasonable to 
revisit the Strategic Plan and he encouraged members to bring ideas forward. 

Director Gibb suggested that the Committee meet again before the next Commission 
meeting. If an update of the Strategic Plan is thought to be a high priority item, it can 
think about how to schedule and work through that process. The idea of OSU investing 
in the downtown has been thought about, but not in a strategic way; that may be 
something the group would like to focus on. 

Mr. Moorefield said he thinks it is important to have this discussion in the context of a 
constrained resource environment and with consideration of how ideas could be 
implemented. He said the idea of OSU housing does not require the Downtown 
Commission; that could be facilitated through the DCA and developers. He asked when 
the Commission will get feedback regarding its recommendation for a City Council Goal 
to include the Downtown Commission working on a feasibility study for urban renewal. 
Councilor Hogg said this was discussed but not specifically identified as a goal to be 
considered; it is buried into a larger goal of revenue generation. Mr. Moorefield said the 
recommendation was that the Commission do the work necessary to fashion an urban 
renewal proposal that works; it is important to know whether there is adequate support 
from the City Council for the Commission to take on that task. Director Gibb said that 
may be a specific question that could be asked of the City Council, perhaps during 
visitors' propositions. 
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Mr. Weiler said he would like to come up with ideas that don't require a lot ofstafftime, 
creative ways to help generate activity and move us closer to our vision, and to 
coordinate with other groups such as the Economic Development Commission in order to 
use resources more efficiently. 

Chair Lampton again encouraged members to come back with specific ideas and to be as 
realistic as possible about how it is that those ideas can be accomplished within the 
available resources. 

VII. OTHER BUSINESS: None. 

VIII. ADJOURNMENT 

The next meeting of the Downtown Commission will be held on March 9, 2011, at 5:30 
p.m., at the Downtown Fire Station meeting room. 

The meeting was adjourned at 7:32p.m. 
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DOWNTOWN PARKING COMMITTEE 
MINUTES 

February 1, 2011 
DRAFT 

 
Present 
Brad Upton 
Liz White 
Kathy Corjasso 
Nick Malos 
 
Absent 
Roen Hogg, Council Liaison 
 

Staff 
Lisa Namba, Public Works 
Jim Mitchell, Public Works 
 
Visitors 
Captain Dan Hendrickson, Corvallis Police Department 
Gary Mahana

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION 
 

Agenda Item Information 
Only 

Held for 
Further 
Review 

Recommendations 

I. Call Meeting to Order/ Introductions X   

II. Review of December 7, 2010 Minutes   Approved 

III.   Visitor Comments 
• Captain Dan Hendrickson, Corvallis 

Police Department – Request to 
Convert 30-minute parking space to 
police-only use 

• Aaron Manley, Public Works 
Engineering – Overview of Summer 
2011 Sanitary Sewer Project Near 
2nd Street and B Avenue 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Requested staff do a 
parking survey and bring 
report to March meeting 

Rescheduled for March 
meeting 

 

IV. Old Business 
• None n/a   

V. New Business  
• Gary’s Automotive Request for On-

Street Permits in the Free Customer 
Parking Area 

  Request was withdrawn 

VI. Information Sharing n/a   

VII. Committee Requests and Reports n/a   

VIII. Pending Items n/a   
 
CONTENT OF DISCUSSION 
 
I.  Call Meeting to Order/ Introductions 

Chair Upton called the meeting to order and those present introduced themselves. 
 

II.  Review of Minutes 
Committee Member White moved to approve the December 7 minutes; Committee Member 
Malos seconded the motion, which passed unanimously. 
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III.  Visitor Comments  

Captain Dan Hendrickson, Corvallis Police Department (CPD) – Request to convert 30-minute 
parking space to police-only use 
Captain Hendrickson stated that the Police Department has transitioned from 10- to 12-hour 
shifts, which will reduce overtime and raise the number of officers per shift.  He stated that the 
Police Department has run out of parking for officers to easily and quickly access their patrol 
vehicles.  They currently have six spaces on Jackson Avenue between 5th and 6th Streets  
dedicated to patrol vehicles.  There is other parking in their parking lot, but it is not as convenient 
for the officers.  He asked that one of the signed 30-minute spaces on the east side of 6th Street 
adjacent to the Law Enforcement Building (LEB) be restricted to use by a CPD vehicle.  He also 
indicated a number of other spaces in the area that would work for the Police Department, 
including the north side of Jackson Avenue between 5th and 6th Streets (currently 2-hour meters), 
and the west side of 5th Street adjacent to the LEB (currently signed as 1-hour parking).  Chair 
Upton asked if the CPD could wait for a month until the next meeting while staff conducts a 
parking study.  The Committee is leaning toward converting a metered space, and possibly two, 
rather than converting a free space.  Captain Hendrickson will also check with the Benton County 
Sheriff’s Office to see if they are interested in a dedicated space. 
 
Aaron Manley, Public Works Engineering – Overview of Summer 2011 Sanitary Sewer Project 
Near 2nd Street and B Avenue 
This item has been rescheduled to the March meeting. 

   
IV.  Old Business 

None. 
 
V.  New Business 

Gary’s Automotive Request for On-Street Permits in the Free Customer Parking Area 
Visitor Gary Mahana, owner of Gary’s Automotive in downtown Corvallis, requested on-street 
parking permits in the Free Customer Parking Area (FCPA) for his business.  Since a 3-hour time 
limit was recently established in the FCPA, he has gotten a number of parking tickets on 
customer vehicles because he parks them on the street in the FCPA from time to time.  The 
Committee discussed various options with Mr. Mahana, including using the free unrestricted 
parking on 1st Street, 10-hour meters in the area, and leasing additional private off-street spaces.  
Chair Upton noted that granting the request would require a change to the Corvallis Municipal 
Code.  This provision would also have to be made available to other businesses downtown.  
Mr. Mahana concluded that a 10-hour meter permit is his best option.   

 
VI.  Information Sharing 

None. 
 
VII.  Committee Requests and Reports 

None. 
  
VIII. Pending Items 
  None. 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 6:30 p.m. 
 
NEXT MEETING: March 1, 2011, 5:30 p.m., Madison Avenue Meeting Room 



CITY OF CORVALLIS 
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 

FEBRUARY 22, 2011 
 

Present 
Elizabeth French, Chair 
Skip Rung, Vice-Chair 
Sam Angelos 
Jay Dixon 
Nick Fowler 
Pat Lampton 
Ann Malosh 
Rick Spinrad 
Larry Mullins 
Dan Brown, Council Liaison 
 

Staff 
Jon Nelson, City Manager 
Ken Gibb, Community Development Director 
Marci Laurent, Management Assistant 
 
Facilitator 
Joseph Bailey, LBCC 
 
Visitor 
Julie Manning, Mayor 
 

 
SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION 
 

  
Agenda Item 

 
Summary of Recommendations/Actions 

I. Call to Order  

II. Facilitated Discussion with Joseph Bailey 
Meeting Protocol & Commission Homework 

The Commission reviewed meeting 
protocols and their homework assignment.   
 

III. Approval of February 8 Meeting Minutes Approved. 

IV. Visitor Comments None. 

V. Preview of Upcoming Meeting Topics Information only. 

VI. Other Business Information only. 

VII. Adjournment To the next meeting to be held on 
March 14, 2011, at 3:00 p.m. 

 
CONTENT OF DISCUSSION 
 
I.     CALL TO ORDER.   
 
Ms. French called the meeting to order and introduced Joseph Bailey from Linn-Benton 
Community College who will facilitate a portion of the Commission’s meeting.   
 
II.     FACILITATED DISCUSSION WITH JOSEPH BAILEY.   
 
Mr. Bailey asked each  of the Co mmissioners to express when the y first beca me aware of 
economic development or when the subject became a part of their thinking process. 
 
Each Commission member described their experience. Mr. Bailey noted that they are very bus y 
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individuals, and asked  what value it has for  th em to be d oing this wo rk now.  Co mmission’s 
responses included: 
 

 Economic development is a foundat ional element  of the culture of the community t hat 
needs more time and attention. 

 A wish for more opportunity for the young to remain in the area. 
 The ability to pay for the cost of public services which are highly valued. 
 Strong sense of responsibility in the innovative contributions of OSU in this community. 
 Opportunity to give back to the community. 
 While Corvallis is a vibr ant community with many quality of life a ttributes, there is very 

little opportunity for the young who wish to remain to find vocation. 
 While, in the past, there have been many economic development studies done, this is an 

opportunity to move to action.  
 
II.A. Meeting Protocols 
Mr. Bailey stated they would next discuss the Commission’s operating protocols, the structure of 
how they would accomplish things and then begin the discussion of the homework assignment, 
their definition of economic development, and list of top three (3) objectives in priority order.   
With regard to the Commission’s operating protocols, the consensus was: 

 In order to provide an atmosphere for rigorous discussion, meeting minutes (the record) 
will attribute specific Commission members on motions for action items only, i.e. who 
made and seconded the motion. 

 Follow the agenda. 
 Everyone is given the opportunity to talk with knowledge that the Chair may interrupt if 

there is a need to wrap up. 
 Raise hand to be recognized by the Chair. 
 Consensus approach with decisions made by majority vote with minority opinion noted if 

requested. 
 Motions will be formal. 
 Votes will be made by voice, however a roll call vote can be asked for but votes will not 

be attributed unless requested. 
 The record will recognize the minority view when requested. 
 Members should make their best argument in favor or opposed to subjects, actions or 

motions and then collectively support decisions of the Commission when representing 
the Commission, separate from personal opinion. 

 Quorum is required to make decisions.  
 Members will self declare conflicts of interests and abstain from voting.   
 Avoid e-mail and conversations outside of the Commission meetings regarding topics 

before the Commission. General conversations are ok. 
 Cell phones will be turned off unless stated in advance that may need to respond to an 

emergency. 
 Contact Marci Laurent if you are unable to attend a scheduled meeting or if you will need 

to participate via a conference call. 
 Have fun. 

 
Mr. Gibb stated that he will invite the City Attorney to further clarify the subjects o f conflicts of 
interests and public records requests. 
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III. APPROVAL OF FEBRUARY 8 MEETING MINUTES.  
Commissioner Dixon mo tioned that t he Commission approve the minutes of Febru ary 8, 2011.   
Commission Fowler seconded the motion.  The minutes were approved by unanimous vote. 
 
IV. VISITOR COMMENTS. - None 
 
II.B. Homework Assignment 
Mr. Bailey asked what a negative, worst-case definition of economic development might be. The 
Commission members identified a wide range of scenarios. Mr. Bailey asked how each member 
would define positive economic development.  Commission’s responses included: 
 

 Economic activity adds net value to community as a whole. 
 Socially responsible – economic activity that adds value as an overarching context. 
 Quality – sensitive to community culture and environmental sustainability. 
 Diversity of choice – rich, vibrant and exciting. 
 Where you can live, work, play and retire in the same community. 
 Process that improves t he standard of living – s ustaining value; create business gr owth 

through innovation that leads to vibrant and engaged community. 
 Job growth. 
 Strategies a nd action  t hat result  in traded sector cap ital investment and job  gr owth 

opportunities for the benefit of the community’s citizens, local businesses and tax base. 
 Wealth creation. 
 Creation of culture, environment and processes for economic development to occur.  
 Job retention. 
 Support for business – new business and those in transition. 
 Understand that economic development is a work in progress, a living thing. 
 Creating the infrastructure and environment necessary to su pport business, for both the 

high end and low end needs. 
 Generate results. 
 Create a culture of competiveness. 
 Economic sustainability.  
 Economic exchange. 
 Create a strategic plan. 
 Foster the culture of “work as a great thing”. 

 
Mr. Bailey stated that there were similarities an d differences in the goals expressed.  He asked  
what they s ee their work as, how they will seek to acco mplish these goals.  Commission 
responses included: 
 

 Put challenges on the table – how do we create new concepts/visions. 
 Create early wins. 
 Assess what we have; who is doing it better than us, how do we stack up? 
 Measurements and benchmarks; competition with other communities. 
 Create positive conditions for jobs 
 Share a wallet – more money spent locally. 
 Community perception – how to change the negative anti-business perception. 
 Bring community to shared values/views, as minority opinion can sway. Bring attention  

to the topic, public dialogue.  
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 Build on the positives, educate and inform, appeal to broad range of value. 
 Understand strengths and weaknesses – how do  we build on  the posit ives and work on 

the disconnects and weaknesses (Councilor Brown will pro vide a copy of the Economic  
Development White Paper). 

 Respond to opportunities as they arise. 
 Get up to speed on history.  
 Set goal within a number of months; timeline to come up with operational/business plan. 
 Multiple trajectory, identify exploiting innovation and infrastructure – action orient ation 

and vet against literature of what has been developed.  
 
Mr. Bailey requested each membe r to write d own their th ree (3) top goals in priority order t o 
post on the board.  Goals posted were: 
 
 Enable environment for job creation. 
 Share of wallet – increase amount spent within urban boundary. 
 Change perception of anti-business. 

 
 Achieve desired traded sector job mix (stages 1,2,3,4). 
 Average wage is 10% above U.S. average. 
 Attract private investment of $30 million per year in early stage companies. 

 
 Net growth of family wage jobs. 
 Net growth of real market value of property. 
 Diverse economic base. 

 
 Expand startup and new business opportunities through ONAMI and OSU. 
 Improve K-12 education ranking and expand LBCC trade/technology workforce training. 
 Develop better business corridor. Better than BEC 

 
 Low hanging fruit on land planning from Blue Ribbon Panel 
 Corvallis story – for community and recommitment, answering “why here”? 
 Identify strategic objectives for funding 

 
 Keep what we have. 
 Grow what we have. 
 Create new enterprises from those we have. 

 
 Identify strengths. 
 Identify weaknesses. 
 Opportunities and Act. 

 
 Diversification of sector representation. 
 Quality of development consistent with community ethos. 
 Increased revenue. 

 
 Create a business friendly environment – identify and address impediments. 
 Develop, retain and expand local businesses. 
 Create infrastructure to support growth. 
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V.   PREVIEW OF UPCOMING MEETING TOPICS. 
 
Topics for the next meeting include: 
 
City Attorne y review of  Oregon’s Public Meeting Law and use of e mail, the Commission’s 
preferred contact information, and development  of a time-line for the Economic Development  
Commission’s work program. 

   
   

VI.   OTHER BUSINESS. - NONE 
 
 
   
VII. ADJOURNMENT 
 
The meeting adjourned at 5:05 pm. 



Approved as submitted, March 8, 2011 

CITY OF CORVALLIS 
HISTORIC RESOURCES COMMISSION MINUTES 

FEBRUARY 8, 2011 

Present 
Deb Kadas, Chair 
Scott McClure, Vice-Chair 
E. Ross Parkerson 
Geoffrey Wathen 
Kevin Perkins 
Robert "Jim" Morris 
Lori Stephens 
Stanley Nudelman 
Jim Ridlington, Planning Comm. Liaison 
Roen Hogg, Council Liaison 

Absent/Excused 
Aaron Collett 

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION 

Agenda Item 

I. Visitor Propositions 

II. Public Hearings 
A. First Congregational Church 
(HPPl0-00037) 

III. HRC Discussion- Violations and after-
the-fact pennits 

IV. Historic Preservation Month 

v. Other Business/Info Sharin~ 
a. Minutes Review- Decem er 14, 
2010 
b. Review of Work Plan 

VI. Adjournment. 

CONTENT OF DISCUSSION 

Staff 
Bob Richardson, Planner 
Brian Latta, Planner 
David Coulombe, Deputy City Attorney 
Mark Lindgren, Recorder 

Guests 
Stanley Nudelman 
B.A. Beierle 

Held for 
Further Recommendations 
Review 

None. 

A. Application approved unanimously with 
conditions of approval. 

Code Enforcement Supervisor Chris Westfall 
made a presentation and answered questions. 
Presentation on proposed schedule of events and 
discussion on the awards process and outreach. 
a. Minutes of December 14, 2010 approved as 
presented. 
b. Discussion on CLG grant application priorities. 

Meeting adjourned at 9:34 p.m. 

Chair Deb Kadas called the Corvallis Historic Resources Commission to order at 7:00 p.m. in the 
Corvallis Downtown Fire Station Meeting Room, 400 NW Harrison Boulevard. 

She introduced new City Council Liaison Roen Hogg and highlighted his experience with historic 
properties and renovations. He related that he represented Ward 2, and that he'd been disappointed 
when the Council overruled the commission's Whiteside Theater vote a couple years ago. He hoped 
to communicate to the Council what had gone into commission decisions. Mr. McClure said the 
commission was still inexperienced during the Whiteside application and now better supports its 
decisions by citing criteria. 
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I. VISITOR PROPOSITIONS. None. 

II. PUBLIC HEARINGS -A. FIRST CONGREGATIONAL CHURCH (HPPl0-00037) 

A. Opening and Procedures: 

Chair Kadas 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 to keep testimony to less than three minutes. 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. Ms. Kadas noted that the applicant was a commissioner; she polled the 
commission to see if any members would have difficulty in rendering a fair and impartial 
decision; no conflicts were declared. 

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

C. Staff Overview: 

Planner Brian Latta related the proposal was to remove a plywood covering from an existing opening 
on the south side of the building, and within that, to install two new aluminum-clad wood windows. 
The First Congregational Church is an individually listed historic resource in the National Register, 
and on the local Register of Historic Landmarks and Districts, and is located at 760 SW Madison 
Avenue. 

D. Legal Declaration: 

City 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 
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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: 

Stanley Nudelman said the church was built in 1917. There were originally two windows in the 
basement room in question. When the church became a funeral home, the windows were replaced 
with ventilation. When the City bought it, they boarded it up with plywood. The opening faces an 
alley. Currently, he is building a room to be used as an office space and he proposes to remove the 
plywood covering. When the ventilation was removed from the inside, it was found that the window 
framing was still there, along with an electrical conduit pipe along the top ofthe opening that requires 
slightly reducing the size of the windows. 

He proposed installing two windows in the area and would prefer non-gridded windows, but would 
defer to the commission's wishes in the matter. He noted that there are a number of different styles of 
windows in the basement. If he used grids, they'd be a different size than' any other windows. 

Mr. Wathen said that it seemed that the majority of windows that are original wood windows are 
divided lite windows; the non-divided lite windows seem to be newer. Since one could argue that 
divided lites would be closer to historically accurate, he asked why that wouldn't be the first 
preference. Mr. Nudelman replied that it would have grids of different size than all the other windows 
and would not look right. Given the variety of window types, there was nothing to match to. Ms. 
Kadas asked that if the panes of glass wouldn't match but the mullions would; Mr. Nudelman replied 
that that was so. 

F. Complete Staff Report: 

Planner Latta said the criteria in 2.9.90.06.a ensures that Historic Preservation Permit activities are 
compliant and compatible with state and local codes and ordinances; the applicant will be required to 
get a building permit to install the two windows; there is an accompanying Condition of Approval #2. 
Staff found the application was compatible with that criterion. 

The criteria 2.9.100.04.bl and b2 are regarding an application's compatibility with a designated 
historic resource in terms of its historic significance, age, condition, classification, historic integrity, 
and architectural style. The building was constructed in 1917 in 20th Century Georgian style by 
architect R. H. Dobell. The Statement of Significance found that the building is a significant and 
outstanding example ofthe style, and has high historic integrity, in terms of location, design, setting, 
materials and workmanship. The resource's exterior has not been much altered, with the exception of 
windows, primarily in the basement. The Statement of Significance does not specifically identity what 
was in the location of the windows and doesn't speak to their design, style, or appearance. Because it 
is not known whether the proposed windows would more closely approximate the original, other than 
going back to wood windows, stafffound the proposal needed to be compatible with the designated 
historic resource, based on criteria in 2.9.1 00.04.b2. Staff found the proposal was historically 
compatible because their design, style, size and material composition are similar to existing windows 
and also with the existing openings on the resource. 

Historic Resources Commission, February 8, 2011 Page 3 



Regarding criterion 2.9.1 00.04.b3, Facades, on the rear (south), the windows proposed to be installed 
are not highly visible from the right of way, though one can see them when walking north along NW 
8th Street. However, stafffound that no architectural elements listed in the Facades criterion would be 
impacted by installation of the windows. Also, having the windows would be compatible with the 
pattern of windows in the basement. Regarding Building Materials criterion; the proposal is for wood 
windows clad with aluminum; staff and the commission have consistently found that clad wood was a 
historically compatible material, particularly when they are painted, so staff found that the request was 
compatible with that criterion. 

Regarding the Pattern of Windows and Door Openings criterion, this size of the proposed windows 
will fit within the existing openings. The existing size and shape of the opening will be maintained, so 
the proposal is consistent with the criterion. The windows are proposed to be an aluminum-clad fixed 
design, compatible with other windows on the resource. He related that staff have not found that grids 
on the windows were particularly warranted in this case since there was so much variation in designs 
and shapes of the windows. He highlighted the attachment to show various grid patterns and 
summarized that staff felt comfortable with the applicant's proposal to not have grids in the proposal. 

He stated that staff recommended approval of the application as conditioned. He said that egress was 
not needed for office space. Ms. Kadas noted that the glass will be obscure glass. Ms. Stephens asked 
if any slider style windows had divided lites; Mr. Latta replied that no slider style windows had 
divided lites. 

Mr. Ridlington asked staff if the replacement windows would set a standard when future windows 
were replaced; Mr. Latta replied that it was really a stand-alone application. It is an unusual window, 
and a utility pipe reduced the height of one of the windows. It is different in size from other windows 
and won't set a standard for future decisions. 

Mr. Wathen asked whether there was any consideration to moving the utility pipe out of the window 
sill; Mr. Latta replied that the applicant considered it but it was not possible without potentially 
damaging the building in other ways. Mr. Perkins asked whether there was another basement 
windows that was more horizontal as this one was; most seemed to be mostly vertical; Mr. Latta 
highlighted A-14 and replied that that was correct. Mr. Perkins noted that this window was unique in 
a number of ways. 

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

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: 

The applicant waived the right to submit additional testimony and there was not a request for a 
continuance or to hold the record open. 
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N. Close the public hearing: 

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

0. Discussion and Action by the Commission: None. 

Lori Stephens expressed concern about introducing a window without any mullions; even though it 
wouldn't set precedent, something without mullions really draws your eyes to it. She highlighted B-13 
as an example. She said she would prefer to see a grid. Mr. Parkerson said considering the location of 
the proposal and its insignificance to other parts of the building, the proposal was reasonable. 

MOTION: 

Mr. Parkerson moved to approve the application as conditioned in the staff report; Mr. Morris 
seconded. 

Mr. Wathen said he was torn, but was inclined to agree with Ms. Stephens, in that all the other 
original windows have divided lites. In trying to move towards the original design, he said it seemed 
to make sense to include a Condition of Approval to require mullions. Mr. McClure noted that it was 
the only window that has an electrical conduit running along top of it. Mr. Perkins said that while you 
can see it from the sidewalk, its location means that a lower standard is applied. Since it is proposed 
to be obscure glass, any grids may be difficult to see. Motion passed unanimously. 

Mr. Parkerson thanked the applicant for providing the building's history. Mr. Nudelman joined the 
commission. 

P. Appeal Period: 

Chair Kadas 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. 

III. HRC DISCUSSION- Violations and After-the-Fact Permits 

Planner Richardson highlighted his memo on the matter and noted that this was an issue that the 
commission had indicated previously that it wanted to discuss. He introduced Code Enforcement 
Supervisor Chris Westfall; he has experience working with historic preservation in Ohio. Mr. Westfall . 
distributed handouts on the Code Enforcement Program. He worked in code enforcement in Oxford, 
Ohio and said he understood the mission of the commission. 

Mr. Westfall stated that it is currently only a complaint-based program; he highlighted a flow chart of 
how complaints are responded to. When he receives a complaint, he winnows through them based on 
urgency; Historic Preservation is often an urgent response. When there is an urgent need to respond, 
he can often respond within a day. There is also a Land Use Inspection Officer that can respond. If it 
is not urgent, staff can provide direction on the course of action. That may require an application 
process that may go through administrative review or the HRC. He said that Chapter 2.9 lists the 
criteria and Chapter 1.3 identifies how to respond to enforcement issues. 

Mr. Nudelman asked whether Historic Resources fell under the category ofland use complaints; Mr. 
Westfall confirmed the commission is working from the Land Development Code. Mr. Parkerson 
asked how the initial assessment was confirmed; Mr. Westfall replied that if there is a concern about 
something that is occurring at the time; if someone is in the act of, or preparing to alter the structure, 
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or cleaning up after doing so, staff identifY themselves at the site. Staff try to identifY the responsible 
party to correct it if the action needs to be immediately stopped, and who to get that information to. If 
there has been a violation, then staff will provide written notice to the owner. Staff take digital photos 
to document situations and gather infonnation in the field, though they provide paper notification to 
property owners. 

Ms. Kadas asked whether there was a Historic Preservation Permit equivalent to the building permit 
process, when the work is done and signed off as completed. Mr. Westfall replied that such permits 
require a building permit, which comes with a condition of approval that it comply with a notice of 
disposition that it be resolved from the Historic Preservation process. As it goes through Development 
Services review for the permit, it will get attached to the permit and the Land Use Inspector will 
follow through. After the building permit has been approved, and before the building permit is closed, 
there will be a land use inspection. If the application does not require a building permit, many projects 
will not be inspected. 

Ms. Kadas asked whether the Land Use Inspector was well versed in historic preservation; Mr. 
Westfall said that if something is specified in the building permit requirement, then it is inspected. 
Mr. Richardson added that in addition to the Land Use Inspector looking at what goes in, those 
conditions are also reviewed at the time that the building permit comes in by a planner. For example, 
if a certain type of window is specified, then a planning staffer at Development Services would also 
look at the Conditions and check it against the actual building permit to come in, so there are two 
chances to ensure that an applicant or developer are doing what they are supposed to. Ms. Kadas 
asked if replacing siding required a building permit; Mr. Westfall replied that it generally did not in 
residential situations. 

Mr. Parkerson asked if there was a time limit on completing work; Mr. Westfall said the time period 
for the validity of a permit is 180 days for a permit to be completed, though inspection activity along 
the way moves that deadline forward (which could conceivably be an extended period of time). Mr. 
Parkerson asked ifthere was a maximum time; Mr. Westfall highlighted permits with a condition of 
approval for a specific time frame for compliance, such as abatement of a violation. Mr. Nudelman 
asked ifthere was a statute of limitations on complaints; Mr. Westfall replied that it is a civil, not 
criminal issue, and is not subject to a statute of limitations for non-compliance with the Land 
Development Code. When someone is engaged in work to alter a structure and is available, staff can 
identifY the process with them and help them through it. In other situations, when a structure has been 
altered, sometimes previous to current ownership, if it wasn't done in compliance with the code 
provisions in place and applicable at the time, the changes are not grandfathered in. There is no 
expiration or statute of limitations on the time for compliance, and it carries with the property and 
ownership. 

Ms. Kadas asked when there has been a violation and a property owner comes to the HRC to have the 
work that has already been done approved, and the commission determines they need to do something 
different than what they did, she asked if there was a time frame that they had to complete that work. 
Mr. Westfall replied there was a two-year time period for HRC approvals, after which time it becomes 
no longer effective. Also, there is the potential for the building permit to expire as well. 

Ms. Kadas asked what happens when someone goes through the motions, gets the approval, but 
doesn't make the changes that they were supposed to do. Mr. Westfall replied that when the case is 
created, it is placed in the electronic permit tracking system. He said that VIO compliance program 
cases don't go away until they've been resolved; one way for a case to go away is if the violation 
never happened, and the other is when a case has been corrected. Ms. Kadas asked what the incentive 
is if they don't do the work; Mr. Westfall said if they don't do the work (if they have not complied 
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with an HRC order) then they are in violation of a Condition of Approval and the City would come 
back to them after that time frame and go through the enforcement path. Ms. Kadas said they would 
not be technically in violation until after two years. Mr. Westfall noted there were civil penalty 
provisions in the Land Development Code, which accrue quickly. 

Ms. Kadas asked what happened if the property owner wanted to sell the property, whether the 
outstanding permit would came up during a title search; Mr. Westfall said that is not attached to a title 
and could get lost in that process; it would not impede the transaction. HRC approvals are not 
transferable to a new applicant. Mr. Parkerson asked what happens if someone makes changes to their 
historic home, but the change is not in order or improper, and a neighbor complains, and the owner 
never corrects it. Mr. Westfall replied that the violation case would continue to be open; it would be 
put in long-term monitoring observation; they would not be in an open casebook. He said that the 
public can view VIO cases online. 

He related it had taken several years to get a few older cases resolved, when owners were not 
responsive. He said the enforcement program has been directed by the Council to go after such cases 
with a voluntary approach through education as the main focus. Mr. Richardson noted that there were 
different case types; Historic Preservation permits were one type of case. Violations are another case 
type; sometimes a Historic Preservation Permit may close but a Violation case may not be closed until 
it is resolved. 

Ms. Stephens asked if a building permit would be closed when an applicant has not done the HRC 
portion of the permit; Mr. Westfall replied it would not, if it came with a Condition of Approval 
applied to the building permit. She said if the house is sold with an open building permit, that doesn't 
show up on a title report. Mr. Westfall concurred; he said realtors and prospective buyers sometimes 
inquire with the office to ask whether there is a land use consideration or open building permit; that's 
fairly common. He noted that a permit does not transfer to a new owner; a new application would 
require coming before the HRC. 

Mr. Wathen asked what happens when improper, unauthorized work is already done to a historic 
resource, and there may or may not have been a complaint or HRC permit denial, or requirement to 
return a structure to its original state, and then it is sold, he asked how that is followed up on. Mr. 
Westfall said it would be a civil matter between the two parties (the previous and current owner). If a 
violation case has not been closed, then the case would continue to be monitored. Staff compliance 
work comes under provisions ofLDC Chapter 1.3, the enforcement and violations process. Staff can 
call upon the City Attorney's office to pursue cases legally. Staff provide notice of violation, putting 
the case in formal context, by identifying what has been done is deficient and not legal, identifying a 
time frame to seek mitigation through review and approval (via Director-level or HRC); and if they 
fail to comply, that can be pursued. He said more people seemed to be aware of the program now. He 
said there were about 200 open unresolved cases. 

Mr. Wathen asked whether the City pursues the person who did the unauthorized work or the new 
owner; Mr. Westfall replied that the person holding the property is responsible; once they've accepted 
the property in that condition, they have to resolve that violation. Mr. Coulombe added that from the 
City Attorney's perspective regarding enforcement, if a person intentionally causes or negligently 
allows an alteration to occur, then transfers the property to someone, that first person is still liable; the 
prosecution would be against the person who did the work; the person selling the property does not 
absolve themselves of the violation. Ms. Kadas said that made sense, since permits were issued to 
individuals, and thus violations would stay with the individual. 
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Ms. Kadas asked if Mr. Westfall saw any flaws in the system; he replied that he often found a deficit 
in regards to being able to bring a response was the degree of available documentation about 
conditions of properties. There are a number of previously occurring situations; if a violation has 
occurred and it is an alteration of a feature that needed a review or some kind of approval, if there is 
no information on what was there, it is difficult to identity that there is a violation or what must be 
done to correct it. He added that there might be less friction between the owner and staff if they could 
identity the conditions (from photo documentations or summaries from the Statement of Significance) 
and being able to demonstrate why staff were saying that is the case. She asked what the incentive 
was for property owners to comply; Mr. Westfall replied that the bulk of responses were with 
cooperation. He said the tools were in place with a robust code and good depth in enforcement by 
staff and the Attorney's office. Sometimes non-compliance results from a lack of awareness of the 
code. 

Mr. McClure highlighted houses on Arnold Way that were demolished after a long period of neglect, 
and a new owner claimed that they were beyond repair. He asked whether a complaint that a historic 
property was being neglected would have altered that arc; Mr. Westfall replied that the complaint part 
was critical, since staff don't patrol. Once a violation is identified, staff provide enforcement of 
violation of alterations without a permit. Regarding the issue of whether property is maintained as per 
the conditions of the HRC criteria, that is a matter of policy of what staff are currently asked to do; 
currently, staff respond to alterations that are unapproved. 

Mr. Nudelman asked what fines were available; Mr. Westfall replied that civil penalties were 
available from up to $1,000 per day per violation; violators are also liable to criminal offense and 
other legal actions. The department uses an incremental approach; the first thing is to communicate 
with an individual. Ms. Kadas asked if there have ever been any financial penalties applied; Mr. 
Westfall replied that there was a fine against the university for work impacting historic trees at 
Apperson Hall. Mr. Coulombe related that there was currently a land use (not historic preservation) 
case in Circuit Court seeking to undo some things that were done; those cases are few. Ms. Kadas 
asked how long staff waited before staff followed up if no building code was needed; Mr. Westfall 
replied that staff check on HRC applications with time frame expectations made clear to applicants. 
They will work with what an applicant says they can accomplish within a certain period. 

B.A. Beierle asked about demolition that occurs under the cloak of night; if it was a previous owner; 
she asked if they were still responsible. Mr. Westfall replied that if there is no way to determine how 
or when it happened, or who was responsible, then staff won't make a criminal investigation. If staff 
can identity that it has been done, and then approach the owner, who states that they don't know how 
it came to that condition, the owners are then accepting the condition of the property from an 
enforcement perspective. If staff have initiated a compliance process, and ownership changes, then the 
new owner's recourse is with the original owner, and staff will pursue the condition with the current 
owners. Ms. Beierle summarized that the current owner would have civil recourse with the previous 
owner. 

Ms. Beierle asked if a historic resource were photo-documented, whether that would help. Mr. 
Westfall replied that he appreciated photo documentation. Mr. Hogg said he's heard appreciation in 
his Ward 2 for code enforcement; he asked about patterns of complaints. Mr. Westfall said he had 
available a map showing where violations occurred, it shows a pattern of violations, mostly in the 
several overlapping wards around Ward 2. He highlighted behavior issues caused by occupant-created 
issues, especially in the downtown area and the edges of campus. 
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Mr. Latta clarified that a historic preservation permit is a land use decision, separate from the building 
permit. It is good for two years; a new owner has that approval and can do the work according to the 
approval of the HRC or Director-level activity. Unlike a building permit, which is tied to a person, a 
Historic Preservation Permit is tied to the land. Ms. Kadas said it was good a new owner wouldn't 
have to go through the historic preservation process. 

Ms. Kadas said the commission was trying to figure how to communicate with property owners in 
advance, as an educational effort. Mr. Westfall said a brochure or door hangar could be helpful. Ms. 
Kadas encouraged staff to give the commission any suggestions on this score. 

IV. HISTORIC PRESERVATION MONTH. 

Ms. Kadas thanked commissioners Parkerson and McClure for representing the commission at the 
joint City-County meeting. Ms. Kadas said the Mountain View Grange in Lewisburg has been 
selected for the Historic Preservation Awards on Saturday, May 21, from 4-6 p.m. The building is 
celebrating its 100111 anniversary. The speaker, Linda Dodson, will discuss her renovation of it. Ms. 
Kadas said the deadline for submitting events for Historic Preservation Month is March 14. She 
related that the County was interested in partnering in the awards solicitation process in the future. 
Mr. Richardson related that money for the awards process comes from CLG funds. He asked whether 
it is worth sending out a mass mailing to 500-some properties, since only a handful of nominations 
have resulted; there perhaps should be consideration of whether it is worth the investment in time and 
money. 

Ms. Beierle highlighted new Historic Preservation Month events. May 3 will be the premiere of the 
new Central Park walking tour. Fort Hoskins is celebrating the sesquicentennial of the Civil War. Mr. 
Perkins highlighted a local painting ofhow the Fort stood in the 1860's. Ms. Beierle related that Ms. 
Stephens will do an interpretive program at Beazell Forest, to be followed by a hike to view 
endangered butterflies, weather permitting. She highlighted Natural Areas Week, May 8-14; events 
were scheduled that have a sustainability focus that week. Work is underway on a tour of Camp Adair 
and Jackson-Frazier wetlands. She said the group was looking for someone knowledgeable ofLocke 
Cemetery,just west of the Lewisburg Grange; she said the view is breathtaking. She highlighted other 
activities. 

Ms. Stephens highlighted a possible future tour of a winery site that formerly contained a dude ranch; 
there's a lot of written history and photographs. Ms. Beierle agreed it was a fascinating place; at some 
point the Driving Tour could be modified to include it. Ms. Kadas asked about slogans; Ms. Beierle 
said it wasn't settled; she said "Works in Progress" had been suggested. 

Mr. McClure said Ms. Dodson may allow an illustration of the Grange to be used as a graphic. Ms. 
Kadas suggested tying the event in with schools or Scout groups in the future. Ms. Beierle said you'd 
have to demonstrate how it meets education needs in the curriculum; it can be social science 
geography, math etc, but would require someone putting together a proposal and selling it to the 
school district. Ms. Beierle suggested establishing an education committee to work on this in the 
future. 

Ms. Beierle highlighted several things not on the schedule this year; also, there will be no Footwise 
window display this year. The Hull-Oakes sawmill is back on the tour for May 18; there is usually an 
interpretive part of the tour at the county offices before the tour due to high noise levels at the mill. 
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Mr. Richardson asked for direction on whether to do a mass mailing this year; it costs $3 50-400 plus 
staff time. The alternative is to go back to having the HRC make all the nominations; staff could 
suggest a few. Mr. Perkins suggested putting it in the City Newsletter and doing a press release; Mr. 
Richardson said it will be in March and April newsletters. Ms. Kadas said an important reason to do 
the mailing is that many people are not aware of the program. There could be a bigger bang for the 
buck by tying it in to other historic preservation information, such as recent Chapter 2.9 updates. She 
noted that customers need to see something at least three times before they respond. 

Mr. Perkins said it may not be a positive time for what some may view as an extraneous city activity. 
Mr. Parkerson said that posters have been successful. Mr. Richardson said that given that it is paid 
with Certified Local Government ( CLG) funds, combining several messages may make it worth it. He 
related that CLG funds come from taxes levied on oil companies at the federal level; the funds are 
then shipped to local governments. Ms. Kadas suggested including a disclaimer such as "No City or 
State taxes were used in production of this postcard"; Mr. Richardson said there is supposed to be a 
blurb regarding CLG funding anyway. 

Mr. Wathen said that the postcards could be a tool for educational opportunity. He suggested getting 
volunteer help with graphics for the postcard; Mr. Richardson said that there is already a template. 
Ms. Beierle noted the previous cards were in color; doing them all in black and white would lower 
costs. Mr. Parkerson said it was an important tool for doing several things. Ms. Stephens suggested 
including something about saving money with historic design. Ms. Kadas noted that there won't be a 
banner or window display this year. Mr. Parkerson suggested doing twenty or so posters and 
volunteered to help, along with Mr. Wathen. Mr. Hogg volunteered to distribute fliers throughout his 
ward. Ms. Kadas noted that an OSU design class takes the College Hill-West neighborhood walking 
tour every quarter; she suggested tying in with these and other OSU classes in the future. 

Mr. Richardson said the HRC and Preservation Works should consider awards candidates, since there 
typically are few nominated by the public. He suggested the First Presbyterian Church; the John 
Foster House carriage house, if it is finished; and the George Taylor House at 7th and Tyler (new 
construction). Mr. Parkerson suggested the 1884 house at i 11 and Jefferson. Mr. Richardson suggested 
the HRC make final decisions at its April meeting. Mr. Parkerson suggested meeting to discuss 
awards this month; Mr. Richardson asked members to email in nominations. He noted that no set 
number of awards were needed. 

V. OTHER BUSINESS/INFORMATION SHARING. 

a. Minutes Review, December 14, 2010. Mr. Wathen noted that there was a fair amount oftime 
devoted to discussing the Dryden Hall fire escape, even though that was an exempt activity over 
which the commission had no say; he suggested trying to find a way to avoid that in the future. Mr. 
Parkerson moved to approve the December 14, 2010 minutes as presented; Mr. Morris seconded; 
motion passed. 

b. Review of Work Plan and CLG Grant Application. Mr. Richardson said the new CLG grant 
was due in a couple weeks. The maximum that can be applied for is $14,500 over 17 months. He said 
he was thinking of including a proposal for review and compliance, public education, and hiring a 
consultant to update the survey forms for the roughly 13 0 individually listed properties. Many of the 
forms were done in the late 1980's or early 1990's, and are a snapshot of the historic, architecture and 
materials of a building. Staff use the information to evaluate Historic Preservation permits. The new 
survey would simply check whether the listed survey information on materials and architectural style 
was accurate, list any obvious changes, and take photographs of at least one elevation. 
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Mr. McClure asked whether newer properties that are now over 50 years old could be included; Mr. 
Richardson said that while CLG funds would pay for that, City staff were concerned about expanding 
the number of regulated properties at this time. Mr. Perkins said he knew of some survey forms that 
were virtually blank; it is a worthwhile project. 

Mr. Nudelman advocated spending the money for public education; Ms. Kadas concurred, suggesting 
addressing the need for outreach materials to the public. Mr. Richardson said the hard part was 
developing a plan and then following through to do it. Ms. Kadas suggested hiring a graphic designer 
and designating part of the grant for materials. Mr. Wathen noted that Mr. Westfall had asked for 
materials this evening. Ms. Kadas said materials could be directed to property owners and affected 
contractors. Mr. Wathen suggested a simple trifold brochure for realtors to give to prospective buyers 
of property in historic districts. Ms. Kadas added that there could be a mailing to property owners 
regarding the updates to Chapter 2.9; Mr. Wathen suggested highlighting that a big part of that was 
simplifying the process for property owners. Mr. Richardson said he was hearing that developing 
education materials and at least two mailings seemed to be a higher priority than updating the survey 
forms. Ms. Kadas said she was hearing interest in commissioners helping staff with it. 

VI. ADJOURNMENT: The meeting was adjourned at 9:34 p.m. 
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HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 
MINUTES 

February 15, 2011 

Present 
Judy Gibson, Chair 
Buzz Berra 
Michael L'Heureux 
Jennifer Jordan 
David McCarthy 
Gerry Perrone 
BiffTraber, City Council Liaison 

Staff 
Kent Weiss 
Terri Heine 

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION 

Agenda Item 

Absent 
Ed Fortmiller, Vice Chair 

Visitors 
Aleita Bass-Holcombe, CHSC and CDDC 
Koleen Dunn, Corvallis Daytime Drop-in Center 
Rich Donovan, Community Outreach 
Kari Whitacre, Community Outreach 
Nancy Klahn, Parent Enhancement Program 
Amanda Klein, Parent Enhancement Program 
Sara Stride, Parent Enhancement Program 
Cindy Bond, Old Mill Center 
Michelle Maddux, Furniture Share 
Helen Higgins, Boys & Girls Club 
Becca Meskimen, Boys & Girls Club 
Dawn Tarzian, Boys & Girls Club 
Stephanie Maxon, Boys & Girls Club 
Judy Hecht, South Corvallis Food Bank 
Trish Greenfield, South Corvallis Food Bank 
Barbara Falck, Jackson StreetY outh Shelter 
Cathy Roberts, Jackson Street Youth Shelter 
Karen Smith, Grace Center for Adult Day Services 

Action/Recommendation 

I. Consideration & Approval: HCDC Draft Minutes of January 19, 2011 Approval 

II. Status: Loan Funds and Recent Rehab Loans Information Only 

III. Other Business: 2011 and 2012 Federal Budgets Information Only 

IV. FY 11-12 Human Services Fund ProQ_osal Presentations Discussion 
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CONTENT OF DISCUSSION 

I. Consideration & Approval: HCDC Draft Minutes of January 19, 2011 

Chair Gibson opened the meeting, asking for consideration of the HCDC minutes of January 19, 
2011. The minutes were approved unanimously. 

II. Status: Loan Funds and Recent Rehab Loans 

Housing Division Manager Weiss reported that no new First Time Home Buyer (FTB) loans have 
closed since the last meeting of the HCDC, adding that one is in progress. Regarding rehabilitation 
loans, Weiss reported that no new loans have closed since the meeting, adding that a few are in the 
application/review process. 

III. Other Business: 2011 and 2012 Federal Budgets 

Weiss noted that yesterday, President Obama's 2012 federal budget proposal was released, adding 
that relative to the current year's budget, it proposes a 7.5% reduction to the CDBG program, as 
well as a 9.6% reduction to the HOME program. Weiss noted that these reductions would most 
likely be manageable for the City as the actual percentage of reduced funds will likely be smaller 
for the City as opposed to the State. 

Continuing, Weiss noted that the funds that the Commission will be considering for allocation this 
evening and tomorrow evening will be from the 2011 federal budget, which has not yet been 
approved by Congress. The federal government is operating under a continuing resolution set to 
expire in early March. While many believe Congress will simply extend FY 2010 funding levels 
into FY 2011, at least some in Washington are calling for significant domestic cuts. Earlier today, 
the U.S. House ofRepresentatives took up debate on H.R.l, which is the 2011 budget. The House 
is proposing a 62% reduction of CDBG funding; the reduction percentage in regard to HOME 
funding currently remains unclear. Weiss noted that the House's proposed cuts to the CDBG 
program will likely not stay at that steep level as it would not be supported by the Senate and the 
President. Ultimately, staff anticipates that the City will receive a somewhat reduced amount of 
funding for 2011 and is still trying to work out the best strategy to do allocation work while 
funding amounts are unknown. For now, it has been decided to proceed with the process with the 
assumption that CDBG and HOME funding amounts for the City will remain close to 2010 levels. 
As more information becomes known, staff will keep the HCDC updated and if necessary, will 
schedule an additional meeting to reallocate FY 11-12 funds. 

IV. FY 10-11 Human Services Fund Proposal Presentations 

Weiss directed Commissioners to the schedule included in their packet noting the order that 

HCDC Minutes 2 02115111 



agencies would be presenting their Human Services Fund (HSF) proposals this evening. He noted 
that staff had also included a summary memo that provides background on each proposal, as well 
as a chart showing each agency's funding request along with investment amounts per beneficiary 
as proposed. Assuming a flat CDBG allocation for FY 11-12 as discussed earlier, this would 
provide the City with a program total of $535,000, meaning that up to $80,000 is allowed to be 
spent on Human Services programs under the 15% CDBG Public Services cap. The total amount 
being requested by the agencies for FY 11-12 is $209,820. 

Continuing, Weiss noted that ten of the eleven agencies seeking funding are current year recipients. 
Returning agencies will have ten minutes for their presentations. The new applicant, The Corvallis 
Homeless Shelter Coalition and its partner agency, the Corvallis Daytime Drop-in Center, a past 
recipient, will have twenty-five minutes to present information and answer questions for both of 
their proposals. Community Outreach is presenting two proposals for continuing programs and 
will have 20 minutes. Weiss noted that just prior to each presentation, he will be providing a brief 
overview of the situation regarding the budget for federal fiscal year 2011 for each agency so that 
they will be aware that the funding amounts the HCDC will be working with during this allocation 
process may actually be reduced once more is known about 2011 federal funding levels. 
Commissioner Perrone noted that prior to each agency's presentation, he would announce that he 
would only be observing the presentations and would not be participating in the HSF allocation 
process as he is employed by Community Outreach, Inc., one of the agencies presenting proposals 
this evening. 

Weiss noted that the Corvallis Homeless Shelter Coalition (CHSC) and the Corvallis Daytime 
Drop-in Center (CDDC) will be the evening's first presenters. The CHSC will be requesting 
$25,000 for their Cold Weather Men's Shelter and the CDDC will be requesting $17,000 to help 
fund the agency's operating expenses, specifically rent, liability insurance and bookkeeping costs. 
Aleita Hass-Holcombe, Agency Director of both the CHSC and CDDC arrived. She noted that she 
would first be presenting the proposal from the CHSC. The Cold Weather Men's Shelter operates 
for four months each year between November 15 and March 15 to serve chronically homeless men. 
Shelter capacity is 42 individuals per night, and 95 unduplicated clients have been served since the 
shelter opened last fall. Ms. Hass-Holcombe noted that what makes this shelter unique is that the 
criteria for entry is more flexible than other area shelters, and all but one of the shelter staff are 
volunteers. Clients can arrive later in the evening even though the shelter opens at 7:00p.m. and 
are not required to be sober. Clients' behavior is the threshold by which they are accepted into the 
shelter. Bag checks are done every night to ensure no alcohol, illegal drugs, or weapons are 
brought into the shelter, and clients are required to respect the rights of others. Ms. Hass
Holcombe noted that no clients have been turned away due to behavior issues this year, adding that 
there were only two or three circumstances of this during the previous year. 

Commissioner Jordan asked if the CHSC has long-range plans to keep the shelter open for four 
months each year. Ms. Hass-Holcombe responded that the agency is committed to continue 
running the shelter every year as it is likely there will continue to be a need to do so. Chair Gibson 
asked if the CHSC has a way to connect its clients with other services they may need in the 
community. Ms. Hass-Holcombe noted that the CHSC partners with the Benton County Health 
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Department (BCHD) to provide tuberculosis testing, flu shots, skin disease checks, and other 
health-related activities. The CHSC also collaborates with Stone Soup and the City's 
transportation system, as well as the Dial-a-Bus agency for weekend transport needs when the 
City's buses are not running. Commissioner Jordan asked what other types of things the CHSC 
raises funding for, other than its Cold Weather Shelter, and if the CHSC budget overlaps with the 
budget of the Corvallis Daytime Drop-in Center. Ms. Bass-Holcombe noted that the funding being 
requested today would be specifically for the shelter, but the CHSC also has other programs, such 
as the Partners Place permanent supportive housing project that involves separate fundraising 
efforts. She added that the budgets for the CHSC and the CDDC are separate, as they are both 
501 ( c )3 agencies in their own right. Commissioner Berra asked why the CHSC expects to receive 
only one-half of the contributions this year and next as compared to the $18,000 received last year 
as noted on the budget page of their proposal. Ms. Bass-Holcombe noted that she is unable to 
provide a detailed response to this inquiry as A & S Accounting provides financial services for the 
CHSC, including putting together the numbers for the proposal's budget page, but it appears that 
the budget page reflects not only the shelter's budget, but the Partners Place budget as well. 
Commissioner McCarthy asked if the CHSC is able to track its shelter clients from year-to-year. 
Ms. Bass-Holcombe noted that they do have an informal process that tracks whether clients return 
from one year to the next. Commissioner Jordan asked if the CHSC has other potential funding 
sources if it does not receive the entire requested amount of $25,000 in CDBG funding. Ms. Bass
Holcombe noted that this is the first year that the CHSC has requested CDBG funding, and will 
continue to pursue other potential sources of funding as it has in past years. 

Chair Gibson thanked Ms. Bass-Holcombe for her presentation for the CHSC. The next proposal 
was from the Corvallis Daytime Drop-in Center. Ms. Bass-Holcombe was joined by Koleen Dunn, 
who introduced herself as a CDDC volunteer who will help with grant writing and data gathering 
for the agency. Ms. Bass-Holcombe provided a brief overview of the CDDC, noting that it began 
operating as the Circle of Hope several years ago and was originally a peer/consumer-operated 
drop in center for people with a mental illness. The CDDC has changed throughout the years, 
moving away from a focus solely on people with a mental illness, and now offers a variety of 
services for individuals who are homeless and/or have health, alcohol, drug or dual-diagnosis 
issues. The by-laws have also changed so that the agency no longer has to be a peer-run 
organization, but can be run by volunteers from the community who feel that the mission is 
important and want to help provide structure and stability for the agency. Ms. Bass-Holcombe 
noted that the CDDC provides a point of entry to information and referral services in the 
community for its clients, and just as importantly, provides opportunities for clients to develop 
trusting relationships with the volunteers so they know how best to help them with their needs. 
Currently, the CDDC is collaborating with the Green Belt Land Trust in a program called the 
Homeless Employment Launching Project (HELP). The program is relatively new, but has already 
provided three full days of labor for three clients. The CDDC also has an annex office called 
Project Action where volunteers assist in a more formal way to help clients achieve personal goals 
that will help to improve their situations. Services includes a new advocacy program that has 
already experienced success with its clients. 
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Commissioner L'Heureux noted that the CDDC is suggesting that it will serve 600 clients next 
fiscal year, but has actually been serving less than half that number on average in recent years, and 
are on track to again assist fewer than 200 clients in the current fiscal year. He asked why this 
seems to be a recurring issue. Ms. Bass-Holcombe responded that this most likely has to do with 
the record-keeping skills of the volunteers following the departure of the person who has been in 
charge of intake information for new clients. She added that volunteers are currently having 
discussions about how they might do a better job of collecting data from the CDDC's clients as it 
is believed that the client count is actually higher than is being reported monthly to the City. 
Commissioner Jordan asked whether the City's funding is critical to the successful operation of the 
CDDC. Ms. Bass-Holcombe responded that the City's CDBG funds have been the lifeline for the 
agency as they continue to pursue other funding sources. Commissioner Jordan then noted that the 
agency has not been requesting their funding on a monthly basis during the current fiscal year as 
called for in their funding agreement, twice skipping one month and once skipping two months 
before requesting payments. Ms. Bass-Holcombe noted that even though the funds are necessary 
for the operation of the agency every month, the accounting system is sometimes hard to 
understand and it is her belief that City staff have talked with A & S Accounting regarding being 
more consistent in their effort to submit monthly invoices to the City. Commissioner Jordan asked 
if the CDDC is making progress on securing a permanent facility location. Ms. Bass-Holcombe 
noted that the CDDC Board feels that their current location is a good fit and that the relationship 
between the agency and the First Christian Church is a strong one. Commissioner L'Heureux 
noted that proposal's budget includes personnel costs for the first time to provide security 
personnel during certain parts of the day at the request of the First Christian Church. He asked 
what drove this new requirement. Ms. Bass-Holcombe noted that the security people are there to 
help keep clients from waiting and sleeping in the halls of the church between the time they arrive 
(many from the Cold Weather Shelter which closes at 7:00a.m.) and when the Center opens at 
9:00a.m. each weekday. Security personnel are also present around the time the Center closes 
each day at 2:00p.m. to ensure that clients do not loiter and/or sleep in the church while many are 
waiting for the Cold Weather Shelter to open again at 7:00p.m. Ms. Bass-Holcombe noted that 
the security presence is very helpful toward the goal of keeping a strong relationship between the 
CDDC and the church. 

Chair Gibson thanked Ms. Bass-Holcombe and Ms. Dunn for their presentation. Following their 
departure, Weiss noted that the next presenter will be Community Outreach, Inc. (COI) which will 
be presenting two proposals. The first request will be for $23,500 to fund their Permanent 
Supportive Housing program. The second request will be for $18,500 to fund their Behavioral 
Health Services program. 

Representatives for COr arrived. Rich Donovan, Executive Director, noted that he will soon be 
retiring from his position, then introduced Kari Whitacre, Development Director of COr, who will 
be taking over as Executive Director on March 1. Mr. Donovan noted that the first proposal he 
would be presenting is for COl's Permanent Supportive Housing program. He noted that 
approximately two years ago, COl agreed to absorb the program services of Mid Valley Housing 
Plus, which was ceasing operations due to financial difficulties. Since taking over the program, 
cor has been successful in its efforts to keep people in their homes by providing a variety of 
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supportive services. Nearly all ofthe 55-70 clients served each year have incomes at or below 30% 
of the Corvallis median income, and in addition, all clients have a mental illness and/or are 
elderly/frail elderly. Mr. Donovan noted that most of the clients reside in the Benton Plaza and 
Julian apartments, but the program serves a few other clients living elsewhere in the community as 
well. The primary purpose of the program is to assist clients in managing their illnesses or 
disabling conditions so they may continue to live independently and not succumb to homelessness, 
an addiction, or criminal behavior. Mr. Donovan noted that most clients take multiple medications 
and COl works closely with a volunteer pharmacist from the OSU College of Pharmacy who 
creates pre-packaged packs of medication for each client. 

Commissioner Berra asked whether the program includes providing meals for its clients. Mr. 
Donovan responded that meals are not provided as the clients prepare their own meals, but added 
that COl will help clients with their food shopping, and also keeps a small food bank available to 
clients if the need arises. Commissioner McCarthy noted that he is a beneficiary of the program 
and that it has made a noticeable positive difference in his life. 

Mr. Donovan began his presentation of COl's second proposal ofthe evening, for their Behavioral 
Health Services program. He noted that this is a two-part program that provides professional 
counseling services to homeless and low-income community members as well as providing 
intensive outpatient services to adults suffering from substance abuse and addiction. The mental 
health counseling services element of the program specifically targets clients who are able to 
manage their mental illness with outpatient care, and if they are in need of psychiatric medication, 
have historically been medication compliant. In FY 09-10, 71 mental health clients were served. 
The alcohol and drug treatment element of the program offers onsite intensive outpatient services 
to adult men and women who are suffering from alcohol and drug addiction. During FY 09-10, 92 
individuals were served. Twenty-three of these clients received both mental health and substance 
abuse treatment services at COL Mr. Donovan noted that the individuals who receive insurance 
coverage under the Oregon Health Plan typically do not participate in COl's Behavioral Health 
Services program because those clients are served by the Benton County Health Department's 
Mental Health Division. A homeless person who is not a COl client is also eligible for treatment. 
Concluding, Mr. Donovan thanked the Commission for their support of COl's programs through 
the years, and also thanked Housing staff for their commitment and support for the lower income 
residents in the City. 

Commissioner McCarthy asked whether the trend of the newly unemployed becoming the new 
faces of homelessness is continuing today. Ms. Whitacre noted that the State of Oregon currently 
has the largest increase (33%) in the nation regarding new homeless families within the last year. 
She added that the increase is largely due to job loss and foreclosure issues. COl has seen the 
effects of this increase at their shelter mostly in the areas concerning childcare, drug and alcohol 
treatment, and domestic violence programs. Commissioner L'Heureux noted that during the last 
three years, proposals from COl for their Behavioral Health Services program have suggested that 
approximately twice as many clients would be served as actually were, and asked why the number 
served has been lower than expected. Ms. Whitacre responded that the 120 proposed beneficiaries 
is a mistake on the part of the grant writer as it includes all participants of the program; the actual 
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number of beneficiaries that are Corvallis residents will likely be closer to 20-30 as has been the 
case the last several years. 

Chair Gibson thanked Mr. Donovan and Ms. Whitacre for their presentation. Weiss noted that the 
next presentation would be from the Parent Enhancement Program (PEP). Their request is for 
$15,000 to fund their Supporting All Families through Education (SAFE) program. 
Representatives for PEP arrived and introduced themselves as Nancy Klahn, Executive Director, 
Amanda Klein, Program Manager, and Sarah Stride, OSU intern. Ms. Klahn provided a brief 
overview of PEP, noting that the agency is celebrating its 21st year of service. The agency provides 
supportive services designed to reduce the risk of child abuse and maltreatment by educating and 
empowering pregnant and parenting teenagers and young parents age 13 through 26 to be 
successful individuals capable of leading strong, nuturing families. Ms. Klahn noted that PEP 
anticipates serving at least 175 Corvallis families, including 250 children, in FY 11-12. This 
evening's funding request will allow staff and volunteers to enhance and expand the agency's 
services through its SAFE program. Services offered through the program include addressing 
parenting skills, health care issues, poverty reduction, mental health issues, substance abuse, basic 
resources, life skills, and child development. PEP also purchases child safety equipment, such as 
car seats, for their clients. Parents volunteer for the agency in exchange for the car seats and other 
child equipment such as high chairs, cribs, and safety gates. Ms. Klahn noted that PEP also 
collaborates with the Corvallis School District to provide GED preparation sessions at their 
agency. While clients work on their GED certification, PEP is able to provide much needed 
childcare services. The agency also collaborates with Linn-Benton Community College (LBCC), 
providing opportunities for parents (male and female) and their children to participate in interactive 
classes and activities. Ms. Klein noted that PEP is a unique agency because they are a private 
agency able to customize their services for each family according to that family's specific needs, 
whereas other agencies that receive State funding are less flexible in order to meet the State's 
requirements. 

Commissioner Jordan asked how PEP's program differs from the Old Mill Center's Rally Around 
Families Together (RAFT) program. Ms. Klein noted that some of the services PEP offers are 
similar to the RAFT program, but the agencies work closely together to be sure that if they are 
sharing clients, each agency is offering its own unique services for those clients. Ms. Klahn added 
that PEP is able to offer a larger variety of services than the RAFT program as RAFT receives 
State funding and is tied to many more regulations. Ms. Klein noted that PEP is also able to work 
with families where there may be custody issues or when the children are in foster care. 
Commissioner McCarthy noted the high number of clients that PEP serves and the success rate 
with those clients as noted in their proposal and asked what methodology the agency uses to track 
it clients and outcomes. Ms. Klahn noted that PEP uses an extensive database to collect each 
client's information, and also collaborates with the Department of Human Services (DHS) in order 
to help determine outcomes. 

Chair Gibson thanked Ms. Klahn, Ms. Klein, and Ms. Stride for their presentation. Following their 
departure, Weiss noted that the Old Mill Center (OMC) will be presenting next. Their request is 
for $25,000 to support their RAFT program. Cindy Bond, Early Education Director for OMC, 
arrived. Ms. Bond provided a brief overview of OMC's RAFT program, noting that it is the goal 
of RAFT services to reduce the maltreatment of children. The program focuses on nurturing 

HCDC Minutes 7 02115111 



children to be successful and resilient, strengthening parents, and stabilizing low income families 
by offering comprehensive and integrated early childhood, mental health, parent education, 
literacy, and family support services. Ms. Bond noted that the RAFT program has been in 
operation since April 2007 and is modeled after the ReliefNursery system that has been in 
existence in the state of Oregon for more than 30 years. OMC's RAFT program has been 
identified by the State ReliefNursery Association as an official "emerging relief nursery" and it is 
hoped that RAFT will attain status as a "relief nursery" in the near future so that it may begin 
receiving state funding. Since beginning the RAFT program, OMC has served 77 unduplicated 
families. Twenty families are currently taking part in the program, and referrals for seven more 
were received during the past week. Services include the opportunity for families to participate in 
one of the Therapeutic Classrooms that run twice a week at OMC, combined with home visiting 
from the teachers. Families may also access a Resource Closet for clothing, toiletries, diapers, 
cleaning supplies, and other necessities not covered by food stamps. Ms. Bond noted that the 
funding requested this evening would allow OMC to hire an Outreach Home Visitor, adding that 
she currently provides all of the outreach while coordinating the program. The Outreach Home 
Visitor will make weekly home visits for high-risk families who are unable to take part in the 
Therapeutic Classrooms due to being on the waiting list or other factors. During the weekly visits, 
families will receive parent education, support, and resource connection. Ms. Bond concluded by 
sharing two stories of families who have benefitted from the RAFT program's services, noting how 
the services were essential in changing their clients' lives for the better. 

Commissioner Jordan asked how OMC's RAFT program differs from PEP's SAFE program. Ms. 
Bond noted that the two agencies collaborate closely as some of the services offered are similar. 
The main difference between the two is that PEP's SAFE program focuses more on adult education 
while OMC's RAFT program concentrates on the intensity of the therapeutic classroom education. ( 
Commissioner McCarthy asked if the success rate of achieving outcomes in FY 11-12 as noted in 
the proposal are goals or a statement of fact. Ms. Bond responded that the outcomes are objective, 
but are based on outcomes achieved in previous years as well as to-date in the current fiscal year. 

Chair Gibson thanked Ms. Bond for her presentation. Following her departure, Weiss noted that 
the next presenter will be Furniture Share. Their request is for $11,000 to continue their service of 
delivering donated furniture to CDBG-qualified Corvallis populations. Michelle Maddux, 
Executive Director of Furniture Share (FS), arrived. Ms. Maddux provided a brief overview of FS, 
noting that the agency has dropped "Benton" from the beginning ofit's name as they now serve 
clients in other counties as well. She then noted that FS has a dual mission: 1) to administer the 
redistribution of quality used furniture at no cost to individuals and families in need, and 2) to 
redirect items that might otherwise go to the landfill. She noted that during FY 09-10, FS served a 
total of3,019 individuals, provided 1,119 beds to children, and diverted 166.1 tons from the 
landfill. FS selects the families it serves through referrals from more than 65 social service 
agencies. Ms. Maddux noted that the funding requested today will help sustain the agency's 
services to its target populations, with the goal of serving 1,1 00 households in Corvallis. These 
services can add to the quality of clients' lives through increased comfort and safety in their homes, 
eating meals together, improved family interactions, and the ability to sleep comfortably. The Beds 
for Kids program is promoted in the community along with a request of $40 that will provide a 
child with a donated bed, pillow, sheets and blanket. The Feeding our Future program is FS's 
newest and is in the beginning stages of being promoted in the area. A $40 donation to this 
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program will provide a family in need with a dining room table with the goal of providing an 
opportunity for families to spend more time together. 

Commissioner McCarthy noted that he has been a recipient ofFS's services in the past, and 
thanked the agency for their dedication to serving low income residents in the community. As 
there were no questions from the Commission, Chair Gibson thanked Ms. Maddux for her 
presentation. Following her departure and a short break, Weiss noted that the next presenter would 
be the Boys & Girls Club of Corvallis. Their funding request is for $25,000 to fund their Lincoln 
Lion's Den program. Representatives from the Boys & Girls Club arrived and introduced 
themselves as Helen Higgins, Executive Director, Becca Meskimen, Program Director, Dawn 
Tarzian, Board member, and Stephanie Maxon, Board President. Ms. Meskimen provided a brief 
overview of the Lincoln Lion's Den after-school program, noting that it focuses on three main 
areas: behavior and academics, life skills and careers, and healthy habits. The funding being 
requested today will support a new project within the behavior and academics focus area called 
ABCs to PhDs. The project will pair academically at-risk elementary youth with an experienced 
youth development adult mentor who will work with the students to create an action plan with 
daily and weekly goals leading to short- and long-term gains in a specific area of weakness. Ms. 
Meskimen noted that the "ABCs" portion of the project's name notes the areas of Attendance, 
Behavior, and academic Competency, which are the three areas that the national Boys & Girls Club 
of America organization has targeted as the main factors regarding whether children will graduate 
from high school. She noted that the children who attend the after-school program at Lincoln 
Elementary are primarily from low-income, high-poverty families and many are Latino and Latina 
students. Many of the students would not be able to participate in the after-school program and 
have access to its services if they were not able to receive funding support through scholarships 
offered by the Boys & Girls Club of Corvallis. 

Continuing with the presentation, Ms. Tarzian noted that she will soon be retiring from her 
position as Superintendent of the Corvallis 509J school district, but wanted to voice her support for 
the importance of early childhood education as it has a direct relationship to how successful 
children will later be as adults. She added that it is very difficult to find a social service agency 
that is willing to interface with a school as completely as the Boys & Girls Club has at Lincoln 
School, and that the exposure the children have to a different group of adults each day has a direct 
effect on their academic success. Ms. Maxon noted that the Lincoln teaching staff has identified 
between 80-120 students who could benefit from the ABCs to PhDs program, adding that the Boys 
& Girls Club Board feels very strongly that the full $25,000 requested is crucial to implementing 
the program. 

Commissioner Jordan asked if all of the students participating in the Lincoln Lion's Den after
school program will also be able to participate in the ABCs to PhDs program. Ms. Meskimen 
responded that in order to provide more intense mentoring, the number of children per adult ratio 
needs to stay at about 10. It is hoped that in time more adults will be available to help so that more 
children can participate. For now, the children who are having the most difficulty in school will be 
selected to be the initial participants. Commissioner L'Heureux noted that the current and 
projected program budgets in the proposal reflect growing operating deficits and asked how the 
agency has compensated for these deficits, and how the program will be affected if it does not 
receive the full $25,000 of requested CDBG funding for next year. Ms. Meskimen noted that 
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staffing has been cut as necessary in order to keep the program afloat during the current year, 
adding that this has a direct effect on the number of children who are able to access the services of 
the program, which has been a frustrating factor for some of Lincoln School's teachers as well as 
Lincoln Lion's Den staff. Ms. Higgins added that if a reduced amount of CDBG funding is 
received, the program will need to be down-sized. She noted that the Board has been very active in 
its fundraising efforts to keep the after-school program in place. 

Chair Gibson thanked Ms. Higgins, Ms. Messkimen, Ms. Tarzian, and Ms. Maxon for their 
presentation. Following their departure, Weiss noted that the South Corvallis Food Bank (SCFB) 
will be presenting next. Their request is for $11,820 to cover the cost of the agency's facility rent 
in the coming year. Representatives for the SCFB arrived and introduced themselves as Judy 
Hecht, Executive Director, and Trish Greenfield, Board member. Ms. Hecht noted that the SCFB 
is a volunteer-run emergency food box agency located in South Corvallis, providing at least a five
day supply of food once a month to qualifying low income clients. In 2010, the SCFB provided 
food for 667 unduplicated households, with a total of2,496 food boxes delivered. Using an 
average of 3. 7 individuals per household, food was provided for 796 individuals per month in 
2010. Forty-three percent of these individuals were children and 48% are single female heads of 
households. SCFB is projecting that the number of clients will increase by more than 5% in 2011. 
All of the households that receive food boxes are low income as defined by the City, and 
approximately 90% of clients fall into the City's extremely low income category. The target 
population includes the mentally ill, people with alcohol and/or drug addictions, the elderly, people 
who are physically or developmentally disabled, and homeless individuals. Ms. Hecht noted that 
the SCFB continues to work toward greater food security for its clients, beyond just the distribution 
of food boxes. Currently, the agency is working with an evolving group, the South Corvallis 
Neighborhood Food Center, to combine several food assistance agencies in Corvallis under one 
roof. It is envisioned that the new site will include classroom space for nutritional, cooking, and 
gardening classes, as well as a commercial kitchen space for the use of the agencies and local 
entrepreneurs. In the meantime, SCFB will continue offering its service from its current location, 
and the funding requested tonight would be used to pay the rent at this facility. 

Commissioner Berra asked if the agency receives food donations from any of the grocery stores in 
Corvallis. Ms. Hecht responded that donations from local stores are received through the Fresh 
Alliance program run by Linn-Benton Food Share. She added that produce is also donated to the 
food bank from local farms and the SAGE garden project. Commissioner McCarthy thanked the 
food bank representatives for their efforts, noting that he has been a beneficiary of their service in 
the past and it made a positive difference in his life. Commissioner Jordan asked how many 
volunteers the agency has. Ms. Hecht noted that the SCFB currently has 90 volunteers who aid in 
the delivery of its service. 

Chair Gibson thanked Ms. Hecht and Ms. Greenfield for their presentation. Following their 
departure, Weiss noted that the Jackson Street Youth Shelter (JSYS) will be presenting next. Their 
request is for $10,000 to support Phase III of their Transitional Living Program Expansion. 
Representatives from the JSYS arrived and introduced themselves as Barbara Falck, Program 
Development Director, and Cathy Roberts, Business Manager. Ms. Roberts noted that JSYS's 
Transitional Living Program (TLP) provides longer-term shelter to homeless youths ages 16 to 18, 
and the funding requested tonight would help to continue maintaining the existing TLP program, as 
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well as to support an expansion of the agency's outreach programs specifically targeting 18 to 20 
year olds. This will be accomplished by expanding JSYS's volunteer program and involving 
trained volunteers in "street outreach" and other non-resident services such as tutoring, mentoring, 
and job-readiness coaching. JSYS also plans to provide a wrap-around approach to serving this 
older age group through collaboration with other agencies in the area. JSYS's role will include 
individualized case management, education support, providing Independent Living Skills 
Workshops (ILSW), and after-care services. Ms. Roberts noted that a longer-term goal of the TLP 
is to add an off-site facility that would provide transitional housing for these older youths. JSYS 
plans to begin developing relationships with local landlords and businesses to explore options for 
rent reductions/subsidies and leasing options in scattered-site housing. Ms. Falck noted that JSYS 
staff is finding that they have the capability to provide support for most needs of the 18-20 year old 
age group, with the exception of housing. Currently, the agency is providing support services for 
six to nine youth in this age group, but expects this number to increase significantly as outreach 
volunteers are seeing and making contact with a much larger number of youths than just a year ago. 

Commissioner L'Heureux asked how many individuals the agency expects will benefit from the 
program for which they are seeking funding. Ms. Roberts responded that when the proposal was 
written, the agency was anticipating supporting 12 youths, ages 16-17, receiving full case 
management in the shelter and approximately 250 outreach contacts made with youths not living at 
the JSYS. Commissioner McCarthy asked if the shelter anticipates that some of the youths in the 
18-20 age group who are helped with the TLP expansion will be those who stayed at the shelter 
when they were younger. Ms. Falck replied that it's possible some youths may be past shelter 
residents, but it is hoped that the program expansion will reach far enough to encompass youths 
that have not stayed at the shelter previously. Chair Gibson asked if the 2.5 FTE identified in the 
proposal's program budget will be working only with this program expansion and its clients. Ms. 
Roberts responded that it is hoped that there will be a marginal amount of staff increase for this 
program, but experience has taught that it works best when the same staff work with both 
populations. Rather than increasing the number of staff, it may be more beneficial to instead add 
more case management hours to existing staffs' schedules. 

Chair Gibson thanked Ms. Roberts and Ms. Falck for their presentation. Following their departure, 
Weiss noted that the final presenter this evening will be the Grace Center for Adult Day Services. 
Their funding request is for $20,000 to provide scholarships to clients that cannot afford the full 
cost of program participation. Karen Smith, Board President of the Grace Center for Adult Day 
Services arrived. She explained that the search for a new Executive Director will be taking place 
in the near future, so tonight she will be making the agency's presentation. Ms. Smith noted that 
the Grace Center has been operating for 28 years and it is the agency's mission 1) to provide 
health, dignity and independence to frail, elderly and disabled adults in the community who are not 
able to stay in their homes during the day, and 2) to provide respite for care givers. The goal of the 
agency is to improve clients' functional abilities so they will be able to live in their own homes for 
as long as possible. Ms. Smith noted that the Grace Center continues its commitment of providing 
its services regardless of the client's ability to pay. Participants are billed according to a sliding fee 
scale based on income, and receive discounts if they cannot afford the full cost of services. As in 
past years, the CDBG funding requested tonight will help continue to allow the Grace Center to 
provide scholarships to those unable to pay the full rate. Ms. Smith noted that since the agency 
moved into its new facility in 2006, it has seen the number of clients served each year continue to 
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grow. Services include nursing assessment and care management, therapeutic exercise, health 
monitoring, and cognitive and social stimulation that stabilize and improve the clients' physical 
and mental functioning. 

Commissioner Jordan asked what percentage ofthe 82 clients that will be served in FY 11-12 as 
noted in the proposal will be low income. Ms. Smith noted that it is anticipated that 52% of clients 
served will be low income as is the case during this current year. Chair Gibson asked why the 
proposal's budget shows revenue in the amount of$9,500 from the Human Services Fund for FY 
11-12, but the agency's request is for $20,000. Ms. Smith responded that this difference is likely 
due to the budget showing what the agency conservatively hopes will actually be granted from their 
larger request. She then thanked the Commission for their past support of the Grace Center's 
program. 

Chair Gibson thanked Ms. Smith for her presentation. Following her departure, Weiss reminded 
Commissioners that their February 16 meeting, which will begin at 4:45, will include the 
CDBG/HOME Program capital project proposal presentations, as well one additional HSF 
proposal from Willamette Neighborhood Housing Services (WNHS), and WNHS's proposals for 
their MicroBusiness program and their operations as a Community Housing Development 
Organization (CHDO). He noted that following all of tomorrow evening's presentations, the 
HCDC will discuss and develop a set of recommendations for funding allocations to be forwarded 
to the City Council for their consideration and approval in April 

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 8:20p.m. 
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CONTENT OF DISCUSSION 

I. Agency Presentations: Human Services Fund (1), CDBG and HOME Capital Projects, and 
Other Proposals 

Chair Gibson opened the meeting. Housing Division Manager Weiss directed Commissioners to 
the schedule included in their packet noting the order that agencies would be presenting their 
proposals. Weiss noted that as he did during the prior evening's meeting, just before each 
presentation, he will provide a brief overview of the situation regarding the 2011 federal budget for 
each agency so that they will be aware that the funding amounts the HCDC will be working with 
during this allocation process may actually be reduced once more is known about 2011 federal 
funding levels. 

Beginning this evening's presentation process, Weiss noted that Willamette Neighborhood 
Housing Services (WNHS) will be the first presenter with five requests for funding: $8,000 Human 
Services Fund funding for their Financial Literacy Program; $25,000 CDBG funding for their 
Linn-Benton MicroBusiness Program; HOME funding for their Community Housing Development 
Organization (CHDO) operating support; $400,000 HOME Capital funding for their Lancaster 
Bridge/Seavey Meadows III project; and $150,000 CDBG Capital funding for their Seavey 
Meadows Community Land Trust Homes project. 

Representatives from WNHS arrived. Carol Trueba, Board Chair, introduced herself and thanked 
the Commission for their continued support of WNHS' s programs throughout the several years. 
She then introduced Jim Moorefield, Executive Director. Mr. Moorefield noted that WNHS will 
first be presenting their funding request for the Linn-Benton MicroBusiness Program(LBMP). He 
then introduced Brigetta Olson, Deputy Director ofWNHS, and Barbara Bessey, Director of the 
Small Business Development Center at Linn-Benton Community College (LBCC). Mr. 
Moorefield provided a brief overview of the LBMP, noting that WNHS has been operating the 
program for about six years in partnership with the Small Business Development Center at LBCC. 
Recently, just after submitting it's funding proposal for the LBMP, WNHS received some bad 
news from the State of Oregon. The news changes how the funding request for the LBMP will be 
proposed this evening, as WNHS has come to the conclusion that the State has made it too difficult 
for the agency to continue to properly operate the program. Mr. Moorefield explained that the 
State has decided to change the way it administers a major funding source for MicroBusiness 
programs; this funding source has historically provided more than half of the revenue that WNHS 
uses to support its local program. New rules will limit WNHS to receiving funding only for staff 
time/classroom-related charges. This means funding for one-on-one assistance, which WNHS 
feels is the most important piece of the program, will no longer be available. Mr. Moorefield 
explained that in order to continue operating the program as it has in past years, WNHS would be 
faced with a funding deficit that they are not able to sustain. He noted that the good news for the 
continuation of the local Micro Business program is that LBCC has a different set of funding 
resources available, and also feels that it is now in a position to take over operation of the program. 
Mr. Moorefield asked for the Commission's consideration to allocate funds to LBCC rather than 
WNHS in order to continue the program, adding that WNHS will still be a participant in the LBMP 
through its Financial Literacy program. 
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Ms. Bessey provided a handout for Commissioners that detailed the LBCC Small Business 
Development Center's (SBDC) Business Life Cycle Service Model. She opined that WNHS has 
provided a valuable service throughout the last several years to MicroBusiness Program 
participants. Many of the participants continue their learning process at the SBDC where they 
receive additional advising services and can also take advanced business classes. Directing 
attention to the handout, Ms. Bessey explained that the SBDC has several business programs, but 
there is a critical service gap between their Going into Business and Small Business Management 
programs where the addition of the Micro Business program would be a good fit and help to close 
the gap. The new Business Life Cycle Service Model would include an exploration phase for the 
first six months during which time the MicroBusiness program would take place. This would be 
followed by coaching, Financial Future classes, and other services after which participants would 
compete to be part of another new program, Launch Your Business. Fallowing completion of this 
new suite of microenterprise programs and services, participants would continue on with the 
SBDC's existing programs in the Business Life Cycle Model. 

Continuing her presentation, Ms. Bessey noted that LBCC has stable federal and state funding 
sources, as well as general funds from the college itself, that altogether will help fund the program 
as a whole. She noted that LBCC and WNHS will continue their partnership to ensure effective 
outreach to qualifying Corvallis clients, adding that while LBCC will take over the advising and 
coaching pieces of the Micro Business program, WNHS will continue offering its Financial Future 
classes, as well as the Valley Individual Development Accounts (VIDA) that are a necessary part of 
the program. 

Ms. Olson noted that to date, WNHS has served more than 150 Corvallis residents through the 
MicroBusiness program. Ofthese 150 participants, 100 have completed the program. More than 
half of those graduates have started or expanded a business, and 80% have increased or maintained 
their household income. Given the challenging economic times, WNHS feels these statistics 
represent a highly successful and vital program that should remain available to residents in the 
community, especially those who are lower income. 

Commissioner Berra asked if funds would be used only for Corvallis residents if they are allocated 
to LBCC rather than WNHS. Ms. Bessey and Mr. Moorefield both confirmed that any City funds 
allocated to the MicroBusiness Program would benefit only those participants who reside in 
Corvallis. Chair Gibson asked what percentage of the 100 graduates of the program are still in 
business. Ms. Olson noted that over 50% have started or expanded their business, but that it is 
difficult to track participants through the years as it depends on the number of participants who 
follow up by answering WNHS' s surveys, for example. Weiss asked if the way participants 
initially find and come into the program will change relative to the current process, and how will it 
be ensured that there will be outreach specifically to low income potential participants. Ms. Bessey 
responded that LBCC will continue using the outreach models that WNHS has used in the past. 
LBCC will also continue including information in its class catalog, but will now be able to 
advertise the program in a more optimal way. Ms. Olson added that WNHS will continue 
advertising the program to residents living in the agency's affordable housing units. Housing 
Program Specialist DeMarzo asked what would happen if the requested City funds for this program 
were not received. Mr. Moorefield responded that the City's CDBG funding is critical and the 
primary funding source toward offering this program to Corvallis residents. 
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Chair Gibson thanked Mr. Moorefield, Ms. Bessey and Ms. Olson for their MicroBusiness 
Program presentation. Mr. Moorefield then noted that the next proposal for $8,000 to support the 
Financial Literacy program would be presented by Ms. Olson. Commissioner Perrone noted that 
he would only be observing the Human Services Fund presentation and would not be participating 
in the HSF allocation process later this evening as he is employed by Community Outreach, Inc., 
one of the agencies that presented proposals this year. Beginning her presentation, Ms. Olson 
noted that the Financial Literacy program consists of two primary components: a Financial Future 
class and the Valley Individual Development Account (VIDA) program. The Financial Future 
class includes eight hours of classroom time where budgeting, saving and financial planning skills 
are taught. The VIDA program is a matched savings program; clients receive $3 for every dollar 
they save up to a combined total of $4,000 over a one-year time period. The VIDA funds can be 
used toward the down payment for a home, adaptive technology, continuing education, or the start
up or expansion of a business. 

Continuing, Ms. Olson noted that WNHS has been operating the Financial Literacy program for 
more than ten years. The make up of the participants has shifted due to changes in the economy. 
Currently, many of the participants are low income for the first time and are needing to develop 
financial skills so they can live on a tighter budget. A recent tenant survey of WHNS 's affordable 
housing units found that more than 40% of the residents do not have a bank account. Based on this 
survey result, WNHS will be focusing on more outreach to its tenants in the coming year and will 
be holding classes in community rooms on-site. Mr. Moorefield noted that having difficulty with 
finances can lead to further stresses in people's lives. Thus learning financial skills can be key 
toward a better future in many ways. 

Chair Gibson asked why the program budget included in the proposal reflects large variances in 
expenditures for salaries/benefits/taxes. Mr. Moorefield responded that the larger amounts in the 
current year's budget reflect the additional time that staff is putting in to serve Corvallis residents 
in particular. He added that WNHS received a one time grant from the Bank of America to 
specifically expand Financial Literacy program services to Corvallis residents during 2011. The 
larger personnel expense also reflects that WNHS employees are now exclusively teaching classes 
for the program, rather than as in past years, when contractors taught some of them, with the 
related expense showing in the budget as a miscellaneous expense. 

Chair Gibson thanked Ms. Olson for her presentation. Mr. Moorefield then provided a brief 
overview ofWNHS's request for Community Housing Development Organization (CHDO) 
operating funds. He thanked the HCDC for its recommendations for CHDO operating funding in 
past years, noting that it has been critical to WNHS' s ability to improve its operating stability in 
the midst of the risks and uncertainty of real estate development and securing financing for 
affordable housing projects. Mr. Moorefield noted that the CHDO support helps WNHS adapt 
financially when large projects are carried out over two or three years, sometimes delaying the 
developer fees that it relies on for operating revenues. 

Mr. Moorefield noted that WNHS's next request will be for HOME Capital funding in the amount 
of $400,000 for its Lancaster Bridge/Seavey Meadows III project. Providing a brief background of 
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the Lancaster Bridge piece of the project, he noted that this was a construction project completed in 
1996. Mr. Moorefield explained that the world ofbuilding affordable housing was different in the 
1990s as compared to the present day. Projects were less costly to build and were built using lower 
quality standards than today, and the financial structures for the projects assumed that in 
approximately 15 years (present day for Lancaster Bridge) the projects would need to be 
refinanced. This was assumed because one of the primary funding sources for many projects was 
the federal Low Income Housing Tax Credit (LIHTC) program. Investors bought the tax credits 
and were then attached to the related projects for the 15-year period, which was standard at that 
time. Once the 15-year time periods expired and the investors exited, project were acquired from 
the limited partnership (the investors) that previously owned it by the agencies through a 
refinancing process. Mr. Moorefield noted that the projects in the 1990s were constructed so that 
they would remain in relatively good condition during the 15 years they were owned by the 
investors; after that, most would need maintenance to stay in that condition. He added that the 
financing structures for affordable housing projects has also changed from 15 years ago. 

Continuing, Mr. Moorefield noted that 50 families currently live at Lancaster Bridge. The average 
household size is between three and four people, approximately half are children, and the average 
income of the households is below 3 0% of Corvallis' median income. Mr. Moorefield then 
introduced Garrick Harmel, WNHS Housing Development Manager. Mr. Harmel noted that 
WNHS is taking a longer-term approach while planning the rehabilitation work for the Lancaster 
Bridge project. In order to improve the quality of life for the families who live there as well as the 
life of the structures themselves, WNHS is proposing a scope of work that includes increasing 
energy efficiency and improving indoor air quality, as well as many improvements that will add to 
the long term structural integrity of the entire property. 

Regarding the Seavey Meadows portion of the project, Mr. Harmel noted that the total number of 
units approved for the larger affordable housing development is 36. Funding for twenty-four of the 
36 units has been secured, leaving a need to raise funding for the remaining 12 units (all multi
family units). He added that the units at Seavey Meadows will serve residents who are at or below 
50% of Corvallis' median income and all units will be Earth Advantage certified. In order to 
achieve this certification, the project will incorporate materials, systems, and methods that address 
water conservation, energy efficiency, and environmental and health concerns. 

Commissioner Berra asked if the $10.3 million budget included in the proposal is the combined 
budget for the Lancaster Bridge and Seavey Meadows III projects. Mr. Harmel responded that this 
is correct. Commissioner Berra then asked what the additional cost of meeting Earth Advantage 
certification for the Seavey project is and if there will be a good return on this extra investment. 
Mr. Harmel noted that meeting Earth Advantage standards likely adds approximately 6-8% to the 
project, and that along with the savings that will be seen in time, being able to use the certification 
as a marketing tool makes the certification more than worth the extra cost up front. 

A brief discussion followed during which it was summarized how the $400,000 in requested 
funding would be applied to the Lancaster Bridge/Seavey Meadows III housing 
acquisition/rehabilitation (50 units)/new housing construction (of 12 units) project. Mr. Moorefield 
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then noted that in April, WNHS will submit an application to the State for the balance of funding 
needed for this project. He opined that if the project does not receive HOME capital funds from 
the City, it is almost guaranteed that the State will not provide the necessary additional funding due 
to high competition for their dollars. 

Mr. Moorefield noted that WNHS's final request this evening is for $150,000 in CDBG capital 
funding for their Seavey Meadows Community Land Trust (CLT) Homes project. Mr. Harmel 
provided copies of a handout that detailed cost estimates for site work at the Seavey Meadows CL T 
property. He thanked the Commission for their past support for the construction of CLT homes. 
The funding requested this evening would cover the costs of the off-site infrastructure that must be 
completed before the homes can be built. Public infrastructure work would include road, curb and 
sidewalk repairs, utilities, and sewer and water connections to City mains. Mr. Harmel noted that 
the original infrastructure work that was anticipated has evolved to include additional work and 
requirements conditioned by the City following submission of this funding request. It was 
originally estimated that infrastructure costs at the site would be about $100,000. When adding in 
the additional conditions now required, project bids for the work now show a total public 
infrastructure cost of $150,000. Mr. Harmel noted that the budget handout details the 
infrastructure work that is now required for the Seavey Meadows CL T property, adding that all of 
the work must be completed prior to receiving a building permit from the City. 

Chair Gibson thanked Mr. Moorefield and Mr. Harmel for their presentation. Following their 
departure and a short break, Weiss noted that the next presenter would be Home Life, which is 
requesting $200,000 in HOME capital funding for their Fillmore Four-plex project. 
Representatives from Home Life arrived and introduced themselves as Dave Zaback, Executive 
Director, Carrie Fairchild, Development Coordinator, and Bob Tatum, Board Vice President. Mr. 
Zaback provided a brief background of Home Life, noting that the agency was founded in 1972 and 
is a housing and support services provider for adults with developmental disabilities. The mission 
of Home Life is to assist clients to enjoy active, productive and independent lives. The requested 
funding is for redevelopment of a property owned by Home Life. 

Ms. Fairchild began her presentation, noting that the property being discussed today is a .114 acre 
lot at 2361 NW Fillmore. Currently, an aging two-bedroom single family home is located on the 
property. Using a chart as a visual aid, Ms. Fairchild explained that the redevelopment project 
proposes to remove the current dwelling and construct a new four-plex in its place. The four-plex 
will be built as two levels with two units per level, each unit totaling approximately 960 square feet 
with two bedrooms. This will provide permanent supportive housing for up to eight adults, 
increasing the population density four-fold. The two ground floor units will be ADA compliant to 
support clients who have physical and developmental disabilities. 

Continuing, Ms. Fairchild noted the Home Life operates two separate client programs: a residential 
program where multiple clients live under one roof with 24-hour staffing, and an independent 
living program where clients live alone or with a roommate in their apartment or home. The 
proposed four-plex will serve the needs of clients in the independent living program who will be 
living on their own with support and assistance of Home Life staff as appropriate. Ms. Fairchild 
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noted that Home Life group home clients have always lived in Home Life-owned homes, whereas 
supported living clients most often live in rented apartments due to the limited quantity of Home 
Life-owned apartments. She added that following the completion of the four-plex project, Home 
Life will continue to work closely with HUD, ensuring uninterrupted housing and support services 
for all of their clients who live in rented apartments and who also receive Section 8 rental 
assistance. Another benefit for clients who will be living in the new four-plex is that one of Home 
Life's group homes (with 24-hour staffing) is located directly across the street. The location is also 
close to public transportation and shopping, as well as Home Life's main office. Concluding, Ms. 
Fairchild noted that the total cost of the four-plex project is estimated at $586,000. Home Life is 
requesting $200,000 from the City's HOME funds, with the remaining $386,000 to be raised 
through a capital fundraising campaign. 

Mr. Tatum stated that he has been a Board member since 2003, noting that the entire Board 
enthusiastically supports this project. He added that a capital fundraising campaign committee has 
been formed and the mechanics of how to carry out the fundraising are currently being discussed. 
The committee has a fundraising consultant to help with the effort, and because support has been 
voiced by many in the community, Home Life feels confident that their fundraising goal will be 
met. 

Chair Gibson asked for clarification regarding whether the four-plex will house existing or new 
Home Life clients. Mr. Zaback noted that existing clients will be housed in the new structure. 
Commissioner Berra asked if Home Life has had discussion with the City regarding the suitability 
of the new four-plex for this site. Mr. Zaback responded that Home Life is working with a local 
architect who has had discussions with the City's Planning Division, noting that it was determined 
that the only issue could be with the lack of available parking space. He added that this issue will 
most likely be resolved, as the group home located across the street has a very large parking lot that 
is rarely at full capacity. The option of deeding or restricting some of the group home's parking 
spaces to use for the four-plex is being explored. 

Chair Gibson thanked Mr. Zaback, Ms. Fairchild and Mr. Tatum for their presentation. Following 
their departure, Councilor Traber noted that he would be leaving in order to attend a Planning 
Commission meeting. Weiss then noted that the final presenter this evening will be the Arc of 
Benton County, which will be presenting the final capital funding proposal. Karin Frederick, 
Executive Director of the Arc of Benton County, arrived. Ms. Frederick noted the agency is 
requesting $43,000 in CDBG capital funding to address a range of current building deficiencies at 
their group home located at 2135 NW 29th Street. Following a complete home inspection in July 
2010, it was found that water and associated damage issues within, under and around the group 
home existed. Ms. Frederick provided an overview of some of the known issues, noting that the 
full extent of damage and associated repairs needed may not be evident until the flooring and 
sub floor are removed. She then noted that even though the Arc's current financial state looks 
healthy, the agency has had to sell properties over the last two years. It is felt that it would be more 
beneficial to the longer-term health ofthe agency to save the majority of its savings for future 
operating costs, as current sources of revenue are not covering the day-to-day costs to operate the 
agency. Ms. Frederick concluded by noting that the Arc would be grateful for any funding the City 
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may be able to provide, adding that although the request is for grant funds, she is open to 
alternative terms for the funding. 

Chair Gibson asked if the agency has received any actual bids for the repair work. Ms. Frederick 
responded that following a thorough inspection of the premises, a contractor, who has worked on 
other rehab projects for the agency, was able to provide a probable cost estimate. Commissioner 
McCarthy asked if the Arc's group home provides permanent housing or transitional housing for 
its clients. Ms. Frederick noted that the group homes that the Arc owns provide permanent 
supportive housing for clients. Commissioner Berra asked how many clients reside in the 29th 
Street group home. Ms. Frederick responded that the group home currently houses five 
individuals. Commissioner McCarthy asked about the condition of the other properties that the 
Arc owns. Ms. Frederick provided a brief overview of each of the properties, noting that the 
remaining structures are in good condition. 

Chair Gibson thanked Ms. Frederick for her presentation. Following her departure and a short 
break, the deliberation process began. A lengthy discussion ensued during which each of the 
Human Services, CDBG and HOME capital, and other proposals and presentations was further 
reviewed and analyzed in order to bring Commissioners' recommendations to a consensus. 

Commissioners completed individual worksheets for Human Services Fund allocations, which 
were combined on a single sheet for discussion and consensus development. Following agreement 
on final amounts, Commissioner Berra moved, with Commissioner McCarthy's second, to 
recommend to the City Council allocations ofFY 11-12 CDBG Human Services Fund as follows: 

• $ 7,000 Boys & Girls Club 
• $ 7,000 Community Outreach (Behavioral Health Services program) 
• $10,000 Community Outreach (Permanent Supportive Housing program) 
• $ 7,000 Corvallis Daytime Drop-in Center 
• $ 6,000 Corvallis Men's Winter Shelter 
• $ 9,000 Furniture Share 
• $ 5,000 Grace Center for Adult Day Services 
• $ 6,000 Old Mill Center 
• $ 8,000 Parent Enhancement Program 
• $10,000 South Corvallis Food Bank 
• $ 5,000 Willamette Neighborhood Housing Services 

The motion passed 5-0, with Commissioner Perrone abstaining. 

Following a lengthy discussion of the CDBG and HOME capital, and other proposals and 
presentations, the HCDC came to a consensus regarding all of the proposal requests presented this 

evenmg. 
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Regarding the HOME funds, Commissioner Jordan moved, with Commissioner McCarthy's 
second, to recommend: 1) capital funding in the amount of $230,000, preferably as a loan but 
with terms to be negotiated by Housing staff, to WNHS for their Lancaster Bridge/Seavey 
Meadows III project; 2) $20,000 to support WNHS's operations as a CHDO; and 3) capital 
funding in the amount of $150,000 for the Horne Life four-plex project, preferably as a loan but 
with terms to be negotiated by Housing staff with a portion potentially to be granted based upon 
the needs of the project. The motion passed 5-0, with Commissioner L'Heureux abstaining. 

With regard to CDBG funds, Commissioner L'Heureux moved, with Commissioner Jordan's 
second, to recommend: 1) capital funding in the amount of $150,000 as a zero interest loan to 
WNHS for their Seavey Meadows Community Land Trust Homes project; 2) capital funding in 
the amount of a $30,000 grant to the Arc of Benton County for their 29th Street Group Horne 
project; and 3) a reserve of $25,000 to support the Linn-Benton MicroBusiness Program as long 
as it is determined that the program will continue to function within the parameters of CDBG 
rules following investigative work by Housing staff. If it is determined that the Linn-Benton 
MicroBusiness Program is no longer eligible for CDBG funding, it is recommended to apply an 
additional $13,000 to the Arc of Benton County grant for a total grant amount of$43,000. The 
motion passed unanimously. 

Weiss thanked the Commissioners for their time and hard work with this year's funding 
allocation process. He noted that recommendations will be included in the draft FY 11-12 Action 
Plan which will be reviewed once more by the Commission on March 9. The March 9 meeting 
will be followed by a 30-day public comment period after which the draft Plan will be presented 
to the City Council at a Public Hearing currently scheduled to be held on April 18. 

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 8:50p.m. 
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WATERSHED MANAGEMENT ADVISORY COMMISSION 
MINUTES 

February 16, 2011 
DRAFT 

 
 

Present 
Jacque Schreck, Vice-Chair 
Charlie Bruce 
Michael Campana 
Sheryl Stuart 
David Zahler 
Richard Hervey, City Council Liaison 
 
Absent 
Matt Fehrenbacher, Chair - Excused 
Creed Eckert - Excused 
 

Staff 
Amber Reese, Public Works 
Tom Penpraze, Public Works 
Mike Hinton, Public Works 
Jon Boyd, Public Works 
Mark Miller, Trout Mountain Forestry 
 
Visitors 
Frank Davis, Siuslaw National Forest 
 

 
SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION 
 

Agenda Item Information 
Only 

Held for 
Further 
Review 

Recommendations 

I. Call Meeting to Order/ Introductions X   

II. Review of Agenda X   

III. Review of January 19, 2011 Minutes   Approved as corrected 

IV. Staff reports X   

V.   Visitor Propositions n/a   

VI. Old Business 
• Forest Age/Structure Policy   Approved unanimously 

VII. New Business  
• Revised Reserve Areas, Native 

Vegetation & Invasive Species, and 
Herbicides Policy  

• Wildlife Habitat; Fish Habitat & 
Stream Structure; Water Quality 

• Annual Public Tour 

X 

 

X 

X 

  

VIII. Commission Requests and Reports n/a   

IX. Adjourn n/a   
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CONTENT OF DISCUSSION 
 
I.  Call Meeting to Order/ Introductions 

Vice-Chair Schreck called the meeting to order and those present introduced themselves. 
 
II.  Review of Agenda 
  No comments or changes were made. 
 
III.  Review of Minutes 

Commissioners Campana and Stuart were noted as being excused in their absences at the January 
meeting.  Commissioner Bruce moved to approve the minutes as modified; Commissioner 
Schreck seconded the motion, which passed unanimously. 

 
IV.  Staff Reports 

Mr. Penpraze reported that staff held a meeting with US Forest Service staff regarding the Forest 
Service’s plans for their upcoming thinning sale on Siuslaw National Forest watershed properties 
and the future of the Rock Creek Bridge replacement. Frank Davis will provide a briefing at next 
month’s meeting. 
 
Mr. Penpraze reported that the Greasy Creek Rapid Bio Assessment Inventory, prepared by the 
Marys River Watershed Council, has been completed. The Commission will receive a copy at 
next month’s meeting. 
 
Ms. Reese reported that she has been working to compile existing grants for reporting purposes.  
She also reported that she is working with the County on permits to work on the 5 acre piece of 
City-owned land just south of the Rock Creek gate for Peacock Larkspur restoration. 
 
Mr. Miller reported the following: 

• Tree-topping has resumed; it will be finished in the next couple of months. 
• Tree planting has been scheduled in last year’s harvest area, including cedar and 

hemlock. 
• There will be some shrub planting in the meadow enhancement area along Old Peak 

Road. 
• The third phase of the stewardship wildlife enhancement grant, riparian enhancement/ 

planting, will be going forward this summer and fall as a stand-alone project. 
 
V.  Visitor Propositions  

None. 
   
VI.  Old Business 

Forest Age/Structure Policy 
Mr. Miller presented the policy document, which shows all of the changes that have been made to 
the document at the request of the Commission.  The Commission made some minor edits to the 
policy wording.  Commissioner Campana moved to approve the policy as amended; 
Commissioner Bruce seconded the motion, which passed unanimously. 
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VII.  New Business 

Revised Reserve Areas, Native Vegetation & Invasive Species, and Herbicides Policy 
Mr. Miller presented a new map to be included with this policy, showing it alongside the original 
map to show the changes.  The Commission asked for some additional modifications to provide 
more specific information on the map such as watershed catchment outside City property.  The 
Commission went page-by-page through the document, making minor modifications throughout. 
The subcommittee will bring back the changes made for final review and approval by the 
Commission. 
 
Wildlife Habitat; Fish Habitat & Stream Structure; Water Quality 
Mr. Miller presented some maps showing streams and fish habitat.  He stated that the Oregon 
Department of Fish and Wildlife now assumes fish in all waterways unless surveyed and proven 
otherwise.  Mr. Miller also provided an overview of these policies. The subcommittee will review 
the maps and policies and bring back to the Commission for discussion at next month’s meeting. 
 
Annual Public Tour 
Ms. Reese suggested May 18 for the annual tour.  The Commission will check their calendars and 
get back to Ms. Reese about that date.  The Commission also discussed possible topics, as well as 
the possibility of doing a combined tour with the US Forest Service and the Marys Peak 
Stewardship Group. 

 
VIII. Commission Requests and Reports 

None. 
  
IX.  Adjourn 
 

 
The meeting was adjourned at 6:50 p.m. 
 
NEXT MEETING: March 16, 2011, 5:30 p.m., Madison Avenue Meeting Room 
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MINUTES  
 

Wednesday – February 16, 2011 3:00-4:30 PM 

 
 
In Attendance:  ■ Angie Baca  ■ Mike Beilstein □ Kevin Bogatin  ■ Gary Boldizsar  ■ Ed Boyd     

□ Floyd Collins  □ Mark Cotter  □ Bill Currier  ■ Jay Dixon  □ Ken Elwer   
■ Max Frederick □ John Haroldson ■ Rick Hein  ■ Linda Hukari  □ Sharon Konopa  

 □ Steve Harder ■ Al Krug   ■ Jeff Lanz  □ Jeanne Nelson □ Jon Nelson   
 □ Gail Newman  ■ Joe Pickens  ■ Jack Rogers  ■ Jon Sassaman        ■ Dan Schwab(p)    

  □ Diana Simpson ■ Angie Stambuk ■ Stewart Wershow ■ Deb Williams  □ Locke Williams  
 □ Karen Zorn 

 
 ■ Present   □ Absent 
  

 16 Members Present: = Quorum (31 positions filled: quorum requirement 16) 
 
Vacancies:  Adair Village Citizen Rep, Adair Village City Councilor, Adair Village Police Chief, OSU: Director -

Dept. of Public Safety, Philomath City Manager/Rep, Benton County Citizen Rep, Rep of Crime 
Victims, ASOSU Representative 

 
Staff:     Jodi Robin 
 
Guests:  
 
 

Willamette 
Criminal 
Justice 
Council 

ACTIONS: 
 

 Action Item - January 2010 minutes approved as submitted. 
 

 

 

 

FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS: 
 
 

UPCOMING MEETINGS (3:00pm – 4:30pm): 
 March 16

th
 

 April 20
th
 

 May 18
th
 

 June 15
th
 

 No July Meeting 
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Call to Order & Introductions       

Ed Boyd called the meeting to order. The attendance roster was circulated.  
 

1. January 2011 Minutes       

 January 2011 minutes approved as submitted. 
 

2. WCJC Committees, Projects and LPSCC Activities 

A.  Benton County Drug Treatment Court (DTC) Update, Linda Hukari 
 Juvenile DTC: 
Current Active Participants  9 

 JDTC Basketball 

 Arcade Incentive 

 OSU Challenge Course 
Adult DTC: 
Current Active Participants   46 

 National Networking Meeting 2/17-18 in Virginia 

 2 participants to graduate in February 
 

B. WCJC Workplan - Project Ideas, Ed Boyd 
 

Sobering Station-  
Stewart Wershow talked to Kristin Osborne, the Chair of Linn and Benton Medical Detox Committee. This 
committee has been working since 2009 towards setting up a detox facility in the region.  Recently, the Committee 
has been scaling down the project to a sobering station as a starting point.  Ms. Osborne has been invited to come 
present at our next Full Council Meeting in March 2011, to see how we might be able to contribute.  Back in 2006 
the Corvallis City Council adopted a plan that included promoting the establishment of a detox facility and at that 
time assigned this duty to the WCJC.  
 

There is definitely a need for a sobering station and we will further explore this option starting with a presentation by 
Kristin Osborne next month. A lot of work has already been put into developing this plan by their committee.  A 
sobering station is something that is more affordable and can be ready a lot quicker than a detox facility. 
Representative from Good Samaritan and EMT’s from the Corvallis Fire Department are both serving on the 
committee. This would be a group effort to save money for all and would be a great benefit to the community.  
Officers are currently not sure what to do with intoxicated individuals, who currently end up at the hospital more 
often than not. 

  

 Health Departments, Medical Health Database- 
 A letter is to be sent out soon to both Health Department Directors to encourage a report as stated in HB 3466 

regarding the new Medical Health Database. 
 

Legislative Updates-  
The WCJC needs to closely monitor what is happening in Salem, a monthly update of the current legislative status 
was suggested.  Ed Boyd meets monthly with Representative Olsen and will report back to the Full Committee. 

  

 New Jail Education Plan- 
Rick Hein stated that the Lay Committee would like to be involved in educating the public about the need for a new 
jail facility.  The Sheriff’s Office in-house committee is beginning to form and how the Lay Committee is to be 
involved will be developed soon.  The plan is to model the education efforts after the WCJC’s community meth 
education plan that was previously presented.  

 
3.  Other Business       
 

 Ed Boyd welcomed Jodi Robin as the new WCJC Coordinator.  
 

Call for Additional Agenda Items       

None noted. 
 

Adjournment The meeting was adjourned at 3:25pm 

 



MEMORANDUM 

To: City Council Members 

From: Ju1ie Jones Manning, May 

Date: March 7, 2011 

Subject: Vacancy on Community Police Review Board 

Patricia Lacy has resigned from the Community Police Review Board to attend to other 
responsibilities. Panicia's term on the Board expires June 30, 2012. 

I would appreciate your nominations of citizens to fill this vacancy. 

1018 



MEMORANDUM 

To: City Council Members 

From: Julie Jones Manning, Mayor 

Date: March 16, 2011 

Subject: Vacancy on Parks, Natmal Areas, and Recreation Board 

Mary Buckman has resigned from the Parks, Natural Areas, and Recreation Board for personal 
reasons. Mary's tenn on the Board expires Jw1e 30, 2013. 

I would appreciate yom nominations of citizens to fill tllis vacancy. 

1022 



To: 

From: 

Date: 

MEMORANDUM 

City Council Members \' 

Julie Jones Manning, Mayorqv ~()) 
March 14, 2011 

Subject: Appointment to Citizens Advisory Commission on Civic Beautification and 
Urban Forestry 

I am appointing the following person to the Citizens Advisory Commission on Civic 
Beautification and Urban Forestry for the term of office shown: 

Tim Brewer 
Tenn expires: June 30, 2013 

Tim is a local certified arborist. 

I will ask for confinnation of this appointment at our next Council meeting, April4, 2011. 
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To: 

From: 

Date: 

MEMORANDUM 

City Council Members ~ 

Julie Jones Manning, Mayor~ 
March 9, 2011 

Subject: Appointments to Boards, Commissions, and Committees 

I am appointing the following persons to the indicated advisory boards and commissions for the 
tem1s of office shown: 

Community Police Review Board 

John Landforce 
Term expires: June 30, 2012 

John is a long-time Corvallis resident and business person who expressed interest in 
being appointed to the Community Police Review Board when a vacancy occtrrred. 

Downtown Commission 

Heidi Henry 
Term expires: June 30, 2013 

Heidi is Director of Community Outreach and Development at Community Services 
Consortium. She and her daughter own Mod Pod on NW Second Street. Heidi has 
extensive experience in various aspects of downtown planning, development, and renewal 
and is a certified Main Street consultant. 

I will ask for confirmation of these appointments at our next Council meeting, April4, 2011. 
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CORVALLIS 
ENHANCING COMMUNITY UVAB!UTY' 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

MEMORANDUM 

March 15, 2011 

Mayor and City Council 

Request Authorization for City Manager to establish an 
Intergovernmental Agreement with Benton County to Allow for 
limited Planning Division Staff Involvement with County Health 
Impact Assessment Project 

Benton County Health Department (BCHD) Staff are conducting a Health Impact 
Assessment to evaluate City of Corvallis regulations and policies relating to urban 
agriculture. It is anticipated that this assessment will result in findings that would benefit 
the community, are consistent with Council goals, and may result in recommendations 
for future Planning Division work program tasks. Pursuant to ORS 190.010, BCHD 
Staff have offered to enter into an intergovernmental agreement (Attachment A) with 
the Corvallis Planning Division for assistance by an Associate Planner for approximately 
70 hours of consultation and other assistance. 

Review and Concur: 

Jo~ 

v 



City of Corvallis/Benton County 
Intergovernmental Agreement 

for 
Planning Consultation Services on an 

Urban Agriculture Health Impact Assessment 

The CITY OF CORVALLIS, a municipal corporation of the State of Oregon, hereinafter referred to as 
CORVALLIS, and the BENTON COUNTY, a political subdivision of the State of Oregon, hereinafter 
referred to as the COUNTY, and jointly referred to as PARTIES, or individually as a PARTY, mutually 
agree as follows: 

All notifications necessary under this contract shall be addressed to: 

City of Corvallis 
Attention: Kevin Young 
Planning Division Manager 
PO Box 1083 
Corvallis, OR 97339-1083 
(541)-766-6908 

I. TERM: 

Benton County 
Attention: Judy Blackburn 
Contracts Office 
Benton County Health Department 
530 NW 27'h St., Corvallis, OR 97339 
(541) 766-6037 

1.1 CORVALLIS and the COUNTY agree that this intergovernmental agreement is entered 
into pursuant to ORS 190.0 I 0. It is the intent of the PARTIES that this agreement is 
effective as of the date it is fully executed and that it continues generally as specified in 
Attachment A: the Urban Agriculture HIA Work Plan, to cease no later than December 
31,2011. 

1.2 If this contract crosses fiscal years, funding for future years is contingent upon the City 
Council adopting appropriations. 

1.3 If this contract crosses fiscal years, funding for future years is contingent upon the County 
adopting appropriations. 

2. SCOPE: City of Corvallis Associate Planner Robert Richardson shall provide services as generally 
described in Attachment A: the Urban Agriculture HIA Work Plan. Although the number of hours 
allotted to particular tasks in that agreement may be altered by mutual consent of the parties, the 
fotal number of hours (70) shall not be exceeded. 

3. COMPENSATION: 

3.1 The COUNTY shall pay CORVALLIS for planning consultation services at the rate of 
$60 per hour. 

3.2 Compensation shall include travel time to and from meetings, etc. 
3.3 The COUNTY shall pay CORVALLIS within thirty (30) days after Associate Planner 

Richardson completes all work on the project. 
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4. PARTIES agree as follows: 

4.1 The PARTIES intend that, in performing this agreement, each shall act as an independent 
contractor and shall have the control of the work and the manner in which it is performed. 
Neither CORVALLIS nor the COUNTY is to be considered an agent or employee of the 

other. 
4.2 Subject to the limitations and conditions of the Oregon Tort Claims ActORS 30.260-

30.300, each party agrees to hold the other harmless, to indemnify and to defend the other, 
its officers, agents, volunteers and employees from any and all liability, actions, claims, 
losses, damages or other costs including attorneys fees and witness costs that may be 
asserted by any person or entity arising from, during, or in connection with the 
performance of the work described in this agreement, when such liability, action, claim, 
loss, damage or other cost results from the actions of that party in the course of this 
agreement. Nothing in this agreement shall be deemed to create a liability for any party in 
excess of the Oregon Tort claims limits for either party. 

4.3 CORVALLIS shall provide insurance as indicated: 
4.3.1 Workers' compensation insurance in compliance with ORS 656.017, which 

requires subject employers to provide Oregon workers' compensation coverage 
for all their subject workers. 

4.3.2 General Liability insurance with a combined single limit, or the equivalent, of not 
less than $1,000,000 each claim, incident, or occurrence for Bodily Injury and 
Property Damage. It shall include contractual liability coverage for the indemnity 
provided under this contract, and shall be in a form at least as broad as 
Commercial General Liability ISO form CG 0001. It shall provide that City and 
its officers and employees are Additional Insureds, but only with respect to the 
Contractor's services to be provided under this contract. 

4.3.3 Automobile Liability insurance with a combined single limit, or the equivalent, of 
not less than $1,000,000 each accident for Bodily Injury and Property Damage, 
including coverage for owned, hired, or non-owned vehicles, as applicable. 

4.4 Each insurance endorsement shall state that coverage shall not be suspended, voided, or 
canceled by either party, reduced in coverage or in material limits except after thirty (30) 
days prior written notice by certified mail, return receipt requested, has been given to 
CORVALLIS. 

4.5 CORY ALLIS shall furnish acceptable insurance certificates to COUNTY with original 
endorsements for each insurance policy signed by a person authorized by that insurer to 
bind coverage on its behalf. Certificates will be received and approved by the COUNTY 
prior to start of work. CORVALLIS shall be financially responsible for all pertinent 
deductibles, self-insured retention and/or self-insurance. All such deductibles, retention, 
or self-insurance must be declared to, and approved by, COUNTY. 

5 This agreement shall not be assigned, nor shall duties under this agreement be delegated, and no 
assignment or delegation shall be of any force or effect without the written approval of the 
contracting officers of the COUNTY and CORVALLIS. 

6 Either PARTY may terminate this agreement at any time without cause by providing the other 
Party a 30 day written notice of intent to terminate. 

7 PARTIES shall comply with all applicable federal, state and local laws, rules and regulations on 
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nondiscrimination in employment. The parties agree not to discriminate on the basis of race, 
religion, religious observance, sex, color, national origin, family status, marital status, sexual 
orientation, age, source or level of income, gender identity or expression, citizenship status, or 
mental or physical disability in the performance of this agreement. 

8 PARTIES shall comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act of I 990 (Pub. Law No. I 01-
336), ORS 30.670 to ORS 30.685, ORS 659.425, ORS 659.430, and all regulations and 
administrative rules established pursuant to those laws. 

9 PAR TIES agree to safeguard personal identifying information in compliance with Oregon Revised 
Statute ORS 646A.600, the Oregon Consumer Identity Theft Protection Act and the Fair and 
Accurate Credit Transaction Act provisions of the Federal Fair Credit Reporting Act. 

10 This writing is intended both as the final expression ofthe agreement between the PARTIES with 
respect to the included terms and as a complete and exclusive statement of the terms of the 
agreement. No modification of this agreement shall be effective unless and until it is made in 
writing and signed by both PARTIES. 

Dated this 1 '' day of March, 2011. 

Benton County 

Mitch Anderson, Director, Benton 
Health Department 

Reviewed as to form: 

Vance Croney, Benton County Counsel 

City of Corvallis 

Jon Nelson, Corvallis City Manager 

Approved as to fonn: 

Corvallis City Attorney 

C:\DOCUMENTS AND SETTINGS\YOUNGKEV\LOCA!. SETTINGS\TEMPORARY INTERNET Fll.ES\OLK97\(031) 0911-261 PH CITY OF 

CORVALLIS URBAN AGRICULURE HIA CONSULTANT DRAFT.DOC Page 3 

Attachment A-3 



Urban Ag-r-iculture HIA work Plan 

MG = Mac Gillespie MPL = Megan Potion-Lopez BR = Bob Richardson HF = Holly Fellows CW = Charles Weller 

JanUOD;: 2011- DecernQ§r 2011 
Number of 

Task 

Planning phase for HIA 

Deliver-abies Timeline Hours 

·-~~---------~--f-c-- ···-·~---.f..c---Jo' BR __ 
--·MOnthly Check-in wi-iil-HlA teOfn {All) January 15 

o 10 goals and detailed process for HIA project 
o Share notes 

Follow up call I emails with MG. MPL and H to review 
assessment agenda and fools for the following: 

o community visioning IHF) 
o review of best prociices in urban agriculture (HF) 
o demographic analysis {MPL & MG} 
o Field survey/key informant interviews to assess existing 

urban agriculture practices/policies {HF. MPL & MG) 
o Spatial & GIS Analysis of_ urban agriculture practices 

{TBD) 
o Provide technical assistance (BR) 

Provide background 1 education on city planning/land use 
fundamentals for HIA Team {BRJ 

--··-MOflthly c·hBCk:-in (All-)~ 
Implement the following: 

o community visioning {BR. HF, MPL. MG)} 
o review of best practices in urban agriculture (Hf) 
o demographic analysis {MPL & MG} 
o Field survey/key informant interviews to assess existing 

urban agriculture practices/policies {HF, MPL & MG} 
o Spatial & GIS Analysis of urban agriculture practices 

{TBD) 
o Provide technical assistance (BR} 

February
March 

15-20 

Cost 

----~----~-~~-~~ 

Analyze dota and report out to team April 
---~-- --~~=-~~--+~~---

5-10 
o Review data and provJde feedback (BR) 

Technical assistance as requested (BR} 
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~·~---------·-··------,--··r~chnlC~I ossistonce·as ,requ~sted {BR) 

---:-;-:-;;.,----- ·- --- --·-·+-J-u_n_e _____ ·~----

t'i.e;)··gn-t·-~aftioH·---~n-A0re1 HploAri----+=--"'Mon-fh-ly check~in fo \D Progress {All) 
5 

Put together the pieces of the report (HF) 
Eqijing and revlewgU_eport {MPL MG, BR) _ --·---··· 

• Monthly check-in to 10 progress (All} _ September 5 
• Creation of communication/marketing strategy and matena\s 

(CW) .. 
• Present H!A findings to community stakeholders. odvts!ng 

~·------+--"""'~oups,_<;:Jty councll {All- as 9J?Q!QPriate) ----------
Evaluatio~ .. of proce>S Monthly check-in to debrief (All) 

___ _ Evaluate the process of the HIA team and project 

Monitoring of -----+-.--c"'"Onduct a 6 & 12 month scan of policy activities tha-t~o-c-c-ur 

5 

·-1-------··~----+-----1 
Onward 5 

Oc1ober 

effectiveness in reloiion to urban agriculture in our community 

Total 
----·······-----··---------------! ·---- ·f-::c70;:-c--·----+.------
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MEMORANDUM 

March 14,2011 

TO: Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Ken Gibb, Community Development Director 

RE: Scheduling a public hearing to receive input related to draft FY 11-12 CDBG/HOME 
Program Action Plan 

In order to meet public participation requirements and carry out planning activities related to the 
development of an FY 11-12 Action Plan for the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) 
and HOME Investment Partnerships (HOME) Programs, the City must conduct two public hearings 
prior to submitting the final Plan for HUD consideration and approval. 

The first of the two City Council hearings, to receive input prior to drafting the Plan, was held on 
January I 8, 20 I I. This memo requests scheduling of the second CDBG/HOME public hearing for 
the City Council meeting of April IS, 2011, in order to receive citizen comments related to the draft 
Action Plan. The draft Plan is being completed following Housing and Community Development 
Commission's final review on March 9, and will be made available for public review beginning no 
later than March 18. 

The federal budget that will establish the basis for the City's FY I 1-12 CDBG and HOME program 
allocation amounts has not yet been approved, it may not be approved until some time in April, and 
indications are that allocation amounts will be reduced relative to our FY I 0-11 program levels. Thus 
there is a possibility that the FY 11-12 Action Plan activity funding amounts will need to be revisited 
once federal budget issues are resolved. If this is the case the hearing schedule may also need to be 
adjusted to accommodate notice and public review requirements. Staff will keep the Council 
apprised as information becomes available. 



* * *MEMORANDUM* * * 

MARCH 11,2011 

TO: MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL (\ 

FROM: JON s. NELSON, CITY MANAGER UUV'--
SUBJECT: 

1. 

MARCH 9, 2011 CITY LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE WORKING NOTES 

Call to Order 

Mayor Manning called the meeting to order at 7:30am, with Councilors Brauner and 
O'Brien in attendance. Councilor Brown was excused. Also present were City 
Manager Nelson, Finance Director Brewer, Transportation Division Manager 
Mitchell, and Corvallis Gazette-Times reporter Raskauskas. 

2. Business Energy Tax Credit CBETC) Program 

Mr. Mitchell outlined materials in the packet noting the importance ofBETC to the 
City, especially the transit system. The attached report demonstrates the significant 
services and benefits Corvallis has enjoyed from the BETC program. Mr. Mitchell 
noted the transit system implications to energy savings, greenhouse gas, job 
implications for low income riders needing public transportation, social service 
implications, and disability clientele ( 10% of riders) served. Following discussion, 
the committee unanimously recommends the City Council support legislation 
extending the Business Energy Tax Credit program. (House Bill 3582, attached, 
extends BETC to 2022, but the Committee believes Council should support similar 
legislation that may be included.) 

3. Finance Department Bills of Interest 

Ms. Brewer outlined from the Febmary 28, 2011 memorandum the bills being 
tracked by the Finance Department. Regarding Councilor Hervey's interest in Senate 
Bill 889, Ms. Brewer noted that it has not been referred for a hearing and House Bill 
2263, which studies the establishment of an Oregon State Bank, is more likely to 
receive a hearing. Senate Bill 889 and past similarly proposed venture 
capital/economic development related financing bills have trouble being reconciled 
with the State's funding responsibilities to maximize return while minimizing risk. 

4. House Bill3017- Enterprise Zone Sunset Date- 2025 

Noting the City and Benton County's recent enterprise zone expansion, the 
Committee unanimously recommends the City Council support House Bill 3017 
extending enterprise zones to 2025. 



Mayor and City Council March 9, 2011 
Page2 City Legislative Committee Working Notes 
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5. Next Meeting 

The next meeting is scheduled for 7:30am on Wednesday, March 23, 2011, in the 
Cornell Meeting Room. Human resources and police related legislation will be 
reviewed. 

6. Adjournment 

The meeting adjourned at 8:20am. 



76th OREGON LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY--2011 Regular Session 

House Bill 3582 
Sponsored by Representative SCHAUFLER 

SUMMARY 

The following summary is not prepared by the sponsors of the measure and is not a part of the body thereof subject 
to consideration by the Legislative Assembly. It is an editor's brief statement of the essential features of the 
measure as introduced. 

Extends sunset for income and corporate excise tax credits for energy facilities . 

1 A BILL F OR AN ACT 

2 Relating to sunset of tax credits for energy facilities; amending ORS 315.357. 

3 Be It Enacted by the People of the State of Oregon: 

4 SECTION 1. ORS 315.357, as amended by section 5, chapter 76, Oregon Laws 2010, is amended 

5 to read: 

6 315.357. (1) Except as provided in subsection (2) of this section, a taxpayer may not be allowed 

7 a credit under ORS 315.354 unless the taxpayer receives final certification under ORS 469.215 before 

8 [July 1, 2012] January 1, 2022. 

9 (2) A taxpayer may not be allowed a credit under ORS 315.354 for a renewable energy resource 

10 equipment manufacturing facility unless the taxpayer receives preliminary certification under ORS 

11 469.210 before January 1, [2014] 2022. 

12 

NOTE: Matter in boldfaced type in an amended section is newi matter [italic and bracketed] is existing law to bG omitted. 
New sections are in boldfaced type. 
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OREGON DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
BUSINESS ENERGY TAX CREDIT PROGRAM 
2007-2010 

S:tstem S:tstem Name Final Year Final Certified Cost 
Transportation Transit Operations 2007 $1 ,698,554 
Transportation Transit Operations 2009 $2,051,909 
Transportation Transit Buses 2008 $55,272 
Transportation Transit Buses 2010 $74,383 

$3,880,118 

Conservation Lighting Modification 2007 $11,537 
Conservation Lighting Modification 2009 $38,827 
Conservation HVAC System 2010 $209,000 
Conservation Lighting Modification 2008 $5,844 
Conservation Lighting Modification 2008 $11,595 
Conservation Lighting Modification 2009 $3,308 
Conservation Lighting Modification 2009 $2,116 
Conservation Pumps 2007 $225,671 
Conservation HVAC System 2010 $51,420 
Conservation VFDs 2007 $81,861 
Conservation Lighting Modification 2009 $9,171 
Conservation Lighting Modification 2009 $3,890 
Conservation Lighting Modification 2008 $4,122 

$658,362 

Solar Active Water Heating 2010 $19,350 
Solar Active Water Heating 2010 $7,392 
Solar Active Water Heating 2009 $8,131 
Solar Passive Water Heating 2009 $5,462 

$40,335 

Transportation Hybrid Vehicles (New) 2009 $5,745 
Transportation Hybrid Vehicles (New) 2009 $5,745 
Transportation Hybrid Vehicles (New) 2007 $5,399 

$16,889 

Totals $4,595,704 

Tax Credit Amount Rev. to Cit:t 
$594,494 $433,131 
$718,168 $523,237 

$19,345 $14,094 
$26,034 ~18,968 

$1,358,041 $989,430 

$4,038 $2,884 
$13,589 $9,707 
$73,150 $52,250 

$2,045 $1 ,461 
$4,058 $2,899 
$1,158 $827 

$741 $529 
$78,985 $56,418 
$17,997 $12,855 
$28,651 $20,465 

$3,210 $2,293 
$1 ,362 $973 
$1,443 $1,031 

$230,427 $164,591 

$9,675 $7,101 
$3,696 $2,797 
$4,066 $3,537 
$2.731 $2,376 

$20,168 $15,811 

$2,011 $1 ,465 
$2,01 1 $1 ,465 
$1,890 $1,377 
$5,912 $4,307 

$1,614,548 $1 ,174,139 



CITY OF CORVALLIS 
CITY LEGISLATIVE COM:MITTEE 

CORVALLIS 
ENHANCING COMMUNITY LNABILITY 

1. Call to Order 

2. Finance Department Bills of Interest 

March 9, 2011 
7:30am 

Cornell Meeting Room 
2300 NW Walnut Boulevard 

a. HB 889 - Creates Oregon Financing and Credit Authority 
b. PERS-related bills 
c. Others 

3. Business Energy Tax Credit (BETC) program 

4. HB 3017 - Enterprise Zone Sunset 

5. Next meeting - March 23, 2011 

6. Adjournment 



MEMORANDUM 

February 28, 2011 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Legislative Committee 

Nancy B<ewe<, Finance Dkecto< ~ 
Finance Department Bill Monitoring 

I. Issue 

To summarize the bills the Finance Department is tracking tll.is legislative session. 

II. Discussion 

There are a number of bills the Finance Department is watching in the 2011 legislative session. The bills are grouped 
by subject on the attachment. There has been little activity for most of these bills. In general: 

o Banking- there are bills introduce to establish or study an Oregon State Bank, or to allow Credit Unions to 
serve as public depositories. HB 2561 would require deposit of monies into a community bank if 90% of its bid 
was less than other bank bids; levd of service would have to be comparable. 

• Cigarette/Alcohol Taxes - there are bills to allow counties to have local cigarette/ alcohol ta.'<es, with restrictions 
on what tl1e local monies can be used for. There are several bills to raise the State's cigarette ta.'<; most also 
lower the allocation to local governments. 

• 1fiscellaneous-there are bills to modify local budget law, allow a local real estate transfer tax, and change how 
.refunds are made for successful appeals of high value property tax payers. 

o PERS - there are at least 26 .individual bills to make some kind of change toPERS. As of this writing the bill 
that the Employer Alliance believes would best aid the PERS system - to divert some or all of the employee's 
6% from a personal account into the "system" -has not been introduced. Staff expects at least some of the 
PERS bills to move based on many previously stated Governor and Legislator's intent to change the system. 

o Property Ta.xes - there are several bills to modify the property tax sys tern, including one that is a legislative 
priority for the League of Oregon Cities sutrounding local option ta..'< levies. This one is scheduled for a public 
hearing on March 1. . 

o Transient Room Taxes- there are five bills that would modify transient room taxes, some that may be more 
beneficial to ilie City than others. 

III. Action Requested 

No action is requested at this time. It is still early in the legislative process. Staff will continue to monitor these bills. 

Review & Con cut: 



Finance Department-- 2011 Legislative Tracking 

Bill Subject Summary Committee Activity 

12 Banking Allows cteilit unions that meet certain requirements Gen Gov't; Consumer No $Chcdule-
to be used O$ depositories for public funds. 

889 Banking Creates an Oregon Financing and Credit Authority Not referred yet None 
that would use state funds to create venture capital 
opportunities. Investment<: would align with those 
nuthorb.ed to the Oregon Investment Council. 

2263 Banking Crcntcs a task force to study the possible creation of Rules; Ways & Menns None 
an Oregon State Bank, along the lines of the North 
Dal<ata State Bnnk. 

2561 Banking Requires a public official to dcpo!Ut public funds with General Gov't; Revenue None 
a commuruty bank if 90% of the community b11nk 
costs is less thnn the cost to deposit in a non· 
community bank to provide the same banking 
setviccs. i\dds credit unions to the list of community 
banks. 

6% Cig/Al r\Uows counties to have a local beer/wine tax; Finance & Revenue None 
monies coUectcd/rcrnittcd by OLCC; limits on 
revenue to alcohol/drug adtlition 
prevention/treatment/law enforcement, etc. 

211C Cig/ t\1 Increases (nearly doubles)cigarette taxes; decreases Revenue None 
City distribution from 0.46% ro 0.2%. 

2231 Cig/.-\1 lncrea~es the taxes and may change distribution Revenue None 
rntios (om defined yer). 

2385 Cigl,\1 r\Uows County to have a local tax on cigarettes; Revenue None 
requires 20% of monies to be used for public health; 
aUows county to contract with DOR to collect/remit. 

2533 Cig/Al Reduces the distribution to cities by nearly half. Revenue None 
692 Cig/,\1 Allows County to have a locnl tax on cigarettes; Finance & Revenue None 

ret1uircs 20% of monies to be used for public health; 
aUows county to contract with DOR to coUect/ remit. 

2425 Mise Omrubus bill that proposes a number of changes to Gencrnl Gov't and PH held 2/24 
Local Budget Law. Consumer Protection 

2518 Mi~c 1\Uows local real estate transfer tax Busjness & Labor; Ways None 
and Means 

2569 Mise Changes how refunds for high value property tax Revenue PH Held 2/8 
appeals are paid. 

576 PERS Removes out of state tax benefit Gen Gov't, Consumer None 
665 l'ERS Require~ employer to continue to make contributions Gen Gov't, Consumer None 

for T1/T2 members when member receives 
temporary total tlisability under workers' comp. 

896 PERS Eliminates the lr\ l' I eliminates employer paid pick- Not referred yet None 
up/prohibits ER pick-up 

897 PER$ Eliminates the lAP/eliminates employer paid pick- Not referred yet None 
up/prohibill; ER pick-up 

2161 PERS Ewninaces the lAP/eliminates employer paid pick- Business & Labor; Ways None 
up/prohibits ER pick-up and Means 
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Finance Department-- 2011 Legislative Tracking 

Bill Subject Summary Committee Activity 

2343 PERS Modifies# of hours PERS retirees can work and ~rill Business & Labor; W:~ys None 
receive pension. and Mellns . . 

2436 PERS F:.liminates tbe "double coURr'' for employer rate~ Business & L~bor; Ways None 
through FY 16-17. and Means 

2444 PERS Limirs COLAs to members who have at least 10 Business & l.abor; Ways None 
years of credit:1ble service at retirement, disability, or and Means 
dellth. Modifies COLA 

2445 PERS Limits COLAs ro members who have at !cast 10 [Business & L.1bor; Ways None 
years of creditable service ac retirement, disability, or and Means 
delltb. Modifies COLA 

2447 PERS Overtime used to calculate final average salary is only Business & Labor; Ways None 
ar the average number of hours for the same class of and Means 
employee. 

2450 PERS Limits COLAs to members who have at least 10 Business & Labor; Ways None 
year,; of creditable ,;crvicc at retirement, disability, or and Means 
death. Modifies COLA 

2453 P.ERS Limits COLJ\s to members who have at least 10 Business & Labor; Ways None 
years of creditable service :It retirement, disability, or nrul Means 
death. Modifies COLA 

2454 PERS Eliminates the use of accumulated sick/vacation Business & Labor; Ways None 
leave in computation of final average salary. and Means 

2455 PERS Sets a maxio1um JlERS benefit Bu:ilness & Labor; Ways None 
and Means 

2456 PERS Removes out of state tux benefit Bu:ilncss & L-lbor; Ways None 
ruld Means 

2814 PERS Modifies# of hour$ PERS retirees can work and still Business & Labor None 

receive pension. 

2984 PERS Eliminates the 11\ PI eliminates employer paid pick- Bus & Labor; Ways & None 

up/prohibits ER pick-up Means 

2985 PERS Eliminates the lJ\1> I eliminates employer paid pick- Bus & Labor; Ways & None 

up/prohibit~ ER pick-up Means 

2986 PERS Renames OPSRP to Tier 3. Bu.~ & Labor; Ways & None 
Means 

2990 PERS Creates a new retirement system for those hired Bus & Labor; Ways & None 
on/after 7/1/11. Means 

2991 PERS Removes out of state tax benefit Bu!\iness & Labor None 

3084 PER$ Gives a "Christmas Bonus" to pre-93 retirees in Business & Labor None 
2011 . 

3116 PER$ Creates a one yc..-ar ban on re-employment for PERS Business & Labor None 

retirees. 

3218 PERS Reduces pick-up to 3% .Business & Labor None 

3364 PERS Modifies # of hours PEUS retirees can work and still Referred to the Desks of None 
receive pen.~ion. the Co-Speakcn; 

3407 PERS Modifies # of hours PERS retirees can work and srill Referred to the Desks of None 
receive pension. the Co-!:ipcakers 

304 lYI' Allows rcasonablc attorney fees in property tax Finance & Revenue PH Held 2/11 
appeal procecdi"br:; to be paid from the unsegregated 
property taxes collected in the county. 
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Finance Department-- 2011 Legislative Tracking 

Bill Subject Summary Committee Activity 

3305 lYJ" Allows J"\sscs.~ment/Collection function of each Revenue None 
county to withhold up to 2% of the growth in 
property 1:1xes from FY 11-12 (bond~ excluded) to 
pay for the nsscssmcnc/collcction function. 

r IJR 26 JY!' CoMtitutionnl ,\ mcndmcnt - Allows governments to Revenue League Pliority; scheduled for a 
have a local option levy lasting up to 10 years; keeps PH at 1-louse Rev committee 
the requirement for November elections in even 3/1/11. 
numbered years, but allows for local option levy 
renewal at 8 yc:us; exempt.~ these local option levies 
from M5 limits .. 

SJR7 PT Con~tirutionnl Amendment -- Change$ the AV on a Fin~nce & Revenue; Rules None . 
property to. 75% of it RMV for new construction; or 
when the property is sold or trnnsferred to a new 
owner. 

SJR8 lYl' Constirutionol t\mcndment- Changes tbc minimum Finance & Revenue; Rules None 
r\ V to 50% ofRMV; incrcascs to 75% ofRMV for 
ncw prnpcrty or when sold/trnnsferrcd. J\nnunl3% 
increase in t\ V ~till occurs within the min/max. 

SJR9 lYJ" Constitution:~ I Amendment- Changes the M5 tax Fin:~nce & Revenue; Rules None 
limirs in FY 14-15 ro $3.33 for c<.lue:~tion and S6.67 
for non-education taxing districts. Rates still apply to 
Rtl.iV. Directs the legislature to develop rules to allow 
voter approval of new permanent tax rates bur still 
within the limits of the new rates. Requires State ro 
fund education. 

541 TRT Includes maintaining public health, safety and welfare Finance & Revenue None 
of residents and rourisr:;. ;\ tourism facility includes 
an improvement on or adjacent to a l'Ccnic and 
historic area visited by tourist:>. 

694 TRT Require$ on-line sellers to collect and remit state TRT Finance & Revenue None 
taxes in their billings. Note- if this gttr a hearing IVt 

sho11/d Sll!,glfl co/luting stale and loL'all 

2554 TRT Increases State TRT from 1% to 6.29% Business & Labor; Wnys None 
and Means 

3518 ·nrr Decreases the ratio of increases in TRT thllt !lie Referred to the Desks of None 
required to go to touri.~m rein ted services from 70% the Co-Speakers 
to 50%. 

307 mT Definitions ofTouri~-m related services ton include Pinance & Revenue None 
those provided by a City or County where the 
~-ubstantial purpose is to support tourism or 
accommod:uing tourist activities. 
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76th OREGON LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY--2011 Regular Session 

NOTE: Matter within { + braces and plus signs + } in an 
amended section is new. Matter within { - braces and minus 
signs - } is existing law to be omitted. New sections are within 

{ + braces and plus signs + } . 

LC 3312 

Senate Bill 889 

Sponsored by COMMITTEE ON GENERAL GOVERNMENT, CONSUMER AND SMALL 
BUSINESS PROTECTION 

SUMMARY 

The following summary is not prepared by the sponsors of the 
measure and is not a part of the body thereof subject to 
consideration by the Legislative Assembly. It is an editor's 
brief statement of the essential features of the measure as 
introduced. 

Creates Oregon Financing and Credit Authority to formulate and 
implement investment and management policies and practices for 
state funds controlled and administered by state agencies. 
Authorizes authority to enter into contracts with state agencies 
for investment and management of state funds . Authorizes 
authority to make, purchase, guarantee and hold loans, purchase 
participation interests and invest and manage state funds. 
Directs authority to adopt rules. Requires report to Legislative 
Assembly on or before date of convening of 2013 regular session 
of Legislative Assembly. 

Declares emergency, effective on passage. 

A BILL FOR AN ACT 
Relating to state finance ; creating new provisions; amending ORS 

293.148; and declaring an emergency. 
Be It Enacted by the People of the State of Oregon: 

SECTION 1. { + The Legislative Assembly finds that: 
(1) The availability of venture capital for Oregon businesses 

that are engaged in economic development is critical to the 
continued growth and development of the economy of Oregon. 

(2) There exists a substantial gap between available venture 
capital resources and the need of Oregon businesses that are 
engaged in economic development for such resources. 

(3) Currently existing state-managed funds constitute a major 
financial resource of the State of Oregon. Prudent investment and 
management of these funds may, together with access to capital 
provided in partnership with financial institutions, enhance the 
availability of venture capital for Oregon businesses engaged in 
economic development. + } 

SECTION 2. { + As used in section 3 of this 2011 Act, unless 
the context requires otherwise: 

(1) 'Authority' means the Oregon Financing and Credit 
Authority. 

(2) 'Business' means a corporation, partnership, 

http://www.leg.state.or.us/llreg/measures/sb0800.dir/sb0889 .intro.html 3/2/201 1 



Relating to state finance; creating new provisions; amending ORS 293.148; and declaring... Page 2 of 5 

proprietorship, firm, enterprise, joint venture, franchise, 
association, organization, self-employed individual or other 
business entity operating or doing business in Oregon. 

(3) 'Economic development' means development that relates to 
and supports the economic development policy and strategy for 
this state outlined in ORS 285A.020, that promotes, expands or 
prevents the decline of a business located or to be located in 
Oregon and that is necessary to and consistent with the policies 
of the Oregon Financing and Credit Authority. 

(4) 'Financial institution' means a banking institution, 
federal bank, federal savings bank and insured institution as 
those terms are defined in ORS 706.008, a credit union as that 
term is defined in ORS 723.006 and any other institution defined 
by rule of the Oregon Financing and Credit Authority as a 
financial institution for purposes of section 3 of this 2011 Act. 

(5) 'State agency' means an officer, boa.rd, commission, 
department, division, institution, branch or agency in the 
executive or administrative branch of state government or a 
public institution of higher education. 

(6) 'State fund' means a fund established under the control and 
administration of a state agency that has entered into a contract 
with the Oregon Financing and Credit Authority for investment and 
management of the fund . + } 

SECTION 3. { + (1) The Oregon Financing and Credit Authority 
is established to formulate and implement policies and 
procedures, and to make recommendations, for the investment, 
reinvestment and management of state funds to support the 
economic development of this state and to increase access to 
capital for businesses, in partnership with local financial 
institutions, for the purpose of furthering economic development 
in this state. 

(2) The authority shall consist of 15 members as follows: 
(a) The Governor or the Governor's designee, who shall be the 

chairperson of the authority; 
(b) The State Treasurer or the treasurer's designee; 
(c) The Commissioner of the Bureau of Labor and Industries or 

the commissioner's designee; 
(d) The Chancellor of the Oregon University System or the 

chancellor's designee; 
(e) A member appointed by the President of the Senate from 

among members of the Senate, who shall be a nonvoting, advisory 
member; 

(f) A member appointed by the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives from among members of the House of 
Representatives, who shall be a nonvoting, advisory member; and 

(g) Nine members appointed by the Governor: 
(A) Three of whom shall be from a list of candidates 

recommended by the State Treasurer who are qualified by training 
and experience in the field of venture capital, investment, 
finance and economic development in Oregon; 

(B) Three representatives of this state's financial 
institutions; and 

(C) Three representatives of this state's business, 
agricultural and labor sectors. 

(3) The Oregon Financing and Credit Authority shall formulate 
and implement investment and management policies and practices 
subject to the standard set forth in ORS 293.726 for the 
investment and management of state funds. In exercising its 
authority under this subsection, the authority may approve and 
direct specific investments and strategies for the investment of 
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moneys in state funds and may make investments directly, without 
the use of a management company, in any form or manner that would 
be lawful for a private corporation having similar intent. 

(4) The authority may enter into a contract with a state agency 
for the investment and management of state funds over which the 
agency has supervision and control and may enter into any other 
contract the authority deems necessary or appropriate to carry 
out the authority's duties, functions and powers under this 
section. 

(5) The authority may: 
(a) Make, purchase, guarantee or hold loans : 

(A) To qualified businesses engaged in economic development 
that are doing business in this state; or 

(B) Originated by financial institutions doing business in this 
state. 

(b) Make loans in the form of participation loans where the 
originator of the loan is a financial institution doing business 
in this state. 

(c) Purchase participation interests in loans made or held by 
financial institutions doing business in this state. 

(d) Invest and manage state funds in conformity with policies 
and practices formulated by the authority and the investment 
standard stated in ORS 293.726 (1). 

(e) Perform all acts and do all things necessary, convenient, 
advisable or desirable to carry out the powers expressly granted 
or necessarily implied in this section through its chairperson, 
officers, agents and representatives or by contracts with any 
person, state agency or financial institution . 

(6) The authority may enter into contracts with one or more 
management companies for the provision of investment advice, to 
manage and invest moneys in state funds and for other services 
that the authority deems reasonable and necessary to fulfill the 
duties of the authority under this section. A management company 
selected under this subsection shall manage moneys in state funds 
subject to the investment policies and practices established by 
the authority with the care, skill and diligence that a prudent 
investor acting in a similar capacity and familiar with such 
investments would use in managing and investing a similar 
account. Contracts entered into under this subsection are not 
subject to the State Personnel Relations Law, ORS 279 . 835 to 
279.855 or ORS chapter 279A or 279B. 

(7) The authority shall keep a separate fund or account for 
each state fund it has contracted with a state agency to invest 
and manage for the purpose of recording individual amounts and 
totals of all investments of moneys in the state fund . 

(8) The authority may assess and charge fees for services 
provided in the management a~d investment of state funds t hat may 
be credited against moneys earned from investment and 
reinvestment of the state funds . 

(9) The Oregon Business Development Department shall provide 
staff to the authority as necessary to allow the authority to 
carry out its responsibilities under this section. 

(10) The Oregon Financing and Credit Authority shall adopt 
rules that specify: 

(a) The authority's powers, permissible investments and 
activities and services that the authority may provide. 

(b) Limits for loans and other obligations the authority makes, 
authorizes or undertakes. 

(c) Other requirements that the authority considers necessary 
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for the exercise of the authority's powers and functions under 
this section. 

(11) A member of the authority may receive reimbursement of 
expenses under ORS 292.495 (2) but may not receive compensation 
under ORS 292 .495 (1) or otherwise for participation as a member 
of the authority. + ) 

SECTION 4. The authority shall submit a report to the 
Legislative Assembly on or before the date of convening of the 
2013 regular session of the Legislative Assembly as specified in 
ORS 171.010. The report required by this section shall include 
the policies and practices for investment and management of state 
funds formulated by the authority, recommendations for 
legislation and a summary of the moneys invested and managed by 
the authority, if any . 

SECTION 5. { + Except as provided in ORS 293.148, as soon as 
possible after the end of each calendar year, the Oregon 
Financing and Credit Authority shall determine the amount of 
income, if any, earned by state funds invested and managed by the 
Oregon Financing and Credit Authority in that calendar year that 
is in excess of amounts necessary to pay for expenses of 
developing and administering the programs and funds under the 
direction of the authority. The amount of the excess shall be 
transferred to the Oregon Rainy Day Fund established by ORS 
293 .144. + } 

SECTION 6. ORS 293.148 is amended to read: 
293 . 148 . (1) If the moneys i n the Oregon Rainy Day Fund 

established by ORS 293.144 just prior to the time of a transfer 
scheduled under ORS 293.144 (3) or 293.146 { +or section 5 of 
this 2011 Act + } equal at least 7-1/2 percent of the amount of 
General Fund revenues collected during the prior biennium, moneys 
that would otherwise be transferred to the Oregon Rainy Day Fund 
shall be deposited in the General Fund. 

(2) If the moneys in the Oregon Rainy Day Fund just prior to 
the time of a transfer scheduled under ORS 293.144 (3) or 293.146 

{ + or section 5 of this 2011 Act + } do not equal at least 
7-1/2 percent of the amount of General Fund revenues collected 
during the prior biennium, the transfer to the Oregon Rainy Day 
Fund shall be made regardless of whether that transfer increases 
the amount in the Oregon Rainy Day Fund to at least 7-1/2 percent 
of the amount of General Fund revenues collected during the prior 
biennium. 

SECTION 7. { +This 2011 Act being necessary for the immediate 
preservation of the public peace, health and safety, an emergency 
is declared to exist, and this 2011 Act takes effect on its 
passage. + } 
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MEMORANDUM 

March 2, 2011 

To: City Council Legislative Committee 

From: Jim Mitchell, Transportation and Buildings Division Manager 

Subject: Business Energy Tax Credit Program 

The 2010 Oregon Legislature established a sunset date of June 30, 2012 on energy conservation 
and transportation projects as eligible projects under the Business Energy Tax Credit (BETC) 
program. The City has benefited from this program for a number of projects ranging from 
energy conservation system improvements in public buildings to transit service. Without this 
revenue to the City, projects such as these will not be affordable and transit service would be cut 
at least 25% and as much as 50%. 

Background: 

The City has used revenues from the BETC progiam for additional funding for a variety of 
projects. The attached spreadsheet shows projects from 2007-2010. The attached summary 
docmnent was prepared by the League of Oregon Cities (LOC) and shows the use of the program 
by cities in Oregon. 

Discussion: 
Because we have a municipally run transit system (not a district) and we are an urbanized area 
smaller than 199,999 population, our operating expenses are eligible for BETC. Our transit 
operation runs in the $2.3 million range annually, so the annual pass-through value of the BETC 
to us is nearly $600,000. Since these dollars are used to leverage federal 5307 funds at 50/50, 
the BETC funds produce a net impact to our operation of$1.2 million annually. Loss of this 
revenue source will result in catastrophic service level reductions without a replacement for these 
funds. 

We have also used BETC to help with bus purchases, since the local match for these purchases is 
BETC eligible. Finally, we have used BETC for energy conservation projects such as lighting 
and energy management systems upgrades, boiler and pump replacements at our public 
swimmjng pool, etc. 

The sunset date of June 30, 2012 requires that all necessary documentation, including the 
financial audit reports be approved by the Oregon Department of Energy by this date. 

Chris Fick, LOC, is aware of this issue and is working with others to attempt to preserve the 
BETC program for energy conservation and transportation projects. I will be contacting him 
again by Friday, March 3rd and will bring updated information on the LOC's progress to the 



meeting on the 9th. At this point in time, there is no bill proposed to specifically extend the 
sunset date or otherwise preserve BETC for these types of projects, although Chris stated that 
there are efforts to "gut and stuff' some proposed bills for this purpose. He mentioned that 
Representative Reed, Beaverton, is heading this effort. 

Recommendation: 

The City Council actively support the preservation of the Business Energy Tax Credit program 
for transportation and energy conservation projects. 

Attachments: Projects list 
LOC summary document 

cc: Steve Rogers, Public Works Director 



OREGON DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
BUSINESS ENERGY TAX CREDIT PROGRAM 

System System Name Final Year 
Transpo!tldon Transit Operations 2007 
Transportation Transrt O~raticns 2009 
Transporution Transit Su£lls 2ooc, 
Transportation Transit 3us!!s 2010 

ConsefVation Lighting Modiiic.;,t;on 2007 
Cons&f\lation Lighting Modi'flc.;,tlon 2009 

Consef\lation HVACSyslem 2010 
Consef\lation Lighting Modification 2008 
Conservation Lighting Modilic.;,tion 2008 
Conservation Lighting Modiiic.;,bon 2009 
ConserJation Lighting Modffic.;,tion 2009 
Conser.•ation Pumps 200/ 
Conser.•ation HVAC Sys1em 2010 
Consef\lation VFDs 2007 
Conservation Lighting Modli:ic.;,hon 2QOQ 
Conservation Lighting Modific.;,ticn 200~ 

Cons&MJtion Llgntir:g ModifiC.!ttion :mo& 

Solar Active Water Heating 2010 
Solar Active Water H~ting 2010 
Solar Active Water Heating 2009 
Solar Passive Water Hea:ing 2009 

Transportation Hybrid Vehicles (New} 2009 
Transportation Hybrid VehiclES (New) 2009 
Transportation Hybrid Vehic!ES (New) 2007 

Fin at Cenified Cost 
st.~o.5~ 

52,051.909 
$55,272 
S74,3o3 

s2.aso.na 

$1 1,537 
$38,827 

5209,000 
S5,8~ 

St 1,595 
S3.308 
52.116 

5225.671 
$51.420 
ss 1.so1 
5~.171 

53,SP.O 
54,122 

5osa.3o2 

$19,350 
57,392 
so. 131 
55,462 

~0.33!5 

55,745 
S5,745 
S5.39g 

SlO.S&g 

Totals 

Tax Credit 
Amount Rev. to City 
S594.4~ $433, 131 
s7to. t.ss $523,237 
$1Q,345 St4,094 
$26,03-: S18,9S8 

S1,35S.041 $989,430 

$4,038 S2,884 
$13,!!89 S9,707 
$73.150 552,250 

52,045 S1,4S'I 
S4,058 52,899 
51,1!\9 5827 

5741 5529 
s1c,,g.;5 S5G,418 
$17.997 S12,855 
S2o.65t 520,465 

53.210 S2,293 
5 t .3o2 S973 
5· ,.!43 $1,031 

523!1.~27 $164,591 

SQ,675 S7,101 
53,696 S2,797 
54.066 S3,537 
52,731 52,376 

$20.168 515,811 

52.01 t S1,465 
52,0 11 51 ,465 
S1.890 51,377 
S5.Q12 54,307 

S4 .5~5. 7C..: ::.1 .e 14.~& 



Business Energy Tax Credits & Cities- Review of Data 

Project Overview 

This document summarizes data and trends in business energy tax credits received by cities. Data for business 
energy tax credit recipients from January 2006 to January 2011 were analyzed; all data comes from the Department 
of Energy. 
Key Findings 

• Since 2006, 56 different cities have received tax credits (23% of all incorporated cities); 

• Cities have received 210 tax credits for a total of$ 15,297,587; 

• Total tax credits in dollars increased from $148,201 in 2006 to $6,882,539 in 2010; 

• Tax credits for conservation accounted for 55% of the total (transportation credits were the 
other 45%) 

Project Process 

In order to identify cities in the larger BETC recipient list, the entire list of businesses provided by the Department 
of Energy was reviewed (the list covered credits from 2007 to 2011 ). The data had some inconsistencies in naming 
conventions, so a separate effort was made to identify recipients that were labeled as cities but were not actually 
cities, or were not labeled as cities but actually were cities. Businesses names that were unclear (for example, some 
fire departments are part of the city while others are special districts) were verified, so this final list should represent 
an accurate list of city tax credits. Numbers from the Department of Energy for 2006 tax credits were added from an 
LOC memo, but because the list only provided city information, it was impossible to verify if all city recipients were 
included from the 2006 master recipient list. Organizations that were partially funded by cities (such as Chehalem 
Valley Transit), but not fully under city purview, were not included in these results. 

Data Summary 

All Tax Credits 
Cities account for approximately 2% of all BETC recipients for the period from 2007 to 2011 (total number of 
BETC recipients for 2006 not available). Tax credits for cities rose dramatically in 2007, dipped down again in 
2008, and continued to steadily climb in 2009 and 2010.1 Tax credits range from 35 percent to 50 percent of the total 
certified cost of projects, but the vast majority are 35 percent. 

BETC for Oregon Cities Data - Graphs 

1 Since information for 2011 is only available for one month it was not included in graphs. 
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2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 TOTAL 

All tax credits 21 50 39 45 53 1 209 
Transportation credits 15 18 18 28 16 0 95 
Conservation credits 6 32 21 17 37 1 114 
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2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 Total 

All tax credits $148,201 $2,659,241 $1,786 656 $3,668,135 $6,882,539 $152,815 $ 15,297,587 
Transportation 
credits $132,832 $1,798,913 $ 1,179,213 $3,285,417 $ 1,164, 113 -- $7,560,488 
Conservation 
credits $15,369 $860,328 $607,443 $382,7 18 $5,718,426 $152,815 $7,737,099 

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 Total 

All tax credits $423,441 $7,597,325 $4,914,162 $10,474,556 $15,156,867 $436,614 $39,002,965 
Transportation 
credits $379,530 $5,139,744 $3,369,18 1 $9,386,906 $3,326,034 -- $21,601 ,395 
Conservation 
credits $43,911 $2,457,581 $1,544,981 $1,087,650 $1 1,830 833 $436,614 $17,401,570 

, 
Number of Tax % of City 

Credits total2 
Number of Tax % of City 

Credits total 

6 3% Albany 6 3% McMinnville 
1 .5% Amity 1 .5% Molalla 
2 1% As bland 1 .5% Monroe 
1 .5% Astoria 1 .5% Myrtle Creek 
4 2% Bend 1 .5% Newberg 
1 .5% Brownsville 5 2% Oakridge 
3 1% Burns 1 .5% Oregon City 
1 .5% Butte Falls 8 4% Pendleton 
7 3% Canby 42 20% Portland 

2 Percentages in tables may not equal! 00 due to rounding 



5 2% Canyonville 1 .5% Reedsport 
1 .5% Central Point 1 .5% Roseburg 
1 .5% Columbia City 3 1% Saint Helens 
1 .5% Condon 5 2% Salem 

24 11% Corvallis 9 4% Sandy 
1 .5% Cottage Grove 2 1% Silverton 
6 3% Dallas 1 .5% Stayton 
1 .5% Damascus 6 3% Sutherlin 
2 1% Drain 1 .5% Sweet Home 
2 1% Elkton 1 .5% Tigard 
1 .5% Enterprise 1 .5% Thalatin 
7 3% Eugene 3 1% Waldport 
1 .5% Grants Pass 1 .5% Warrenton 
6 3% Gresham 1 .5% Westfir 
1 .5% Hillsboro 2 l% Wilsonville 
3 1% Junction City 1 .5% Winchester 
1 .5% Klamath Falls 4 2% Winston 
1 .5% La Grande 1 .5% Wood Village 
5 2% Lebanon 2 1% Yoncalla 
1 .5% Lincoln City 

TOTAL 209 
*Highlighted cities indicate top three tax credit recipients. 

ConservatiQII Tax Credits 
The conservation credits are 55 percent of the total number of business energy tax credits awarded to cities. In the 

conservation section tax credits fall under ~th~e~~ii. iiiiiJ. ~an~diiiii~~i]~~~lli] 

-

70 67% Lighting Modification 

12 12% Industrial Process Mod 

6 6% HVACSystem 

4 4% Pumps 

4 4% VFDs 

2 2% Controls 

2 2% Water Heating 

1 >1% Boiler Modification 

1 >1% Motors 



1 >1% Other Conservation 

1 > 1% Refrigeration Conservation 

TOTAL 104 

Transportation 
Trends in the transportation category have remained consistent overtime, with transit providers/ transportation 
services being the top sub-category every year. Between 2006 and 2011 there were 95 transportation tax credits ( 45 
percent of in the · · 



Relating to enterprise zones; amending ORS 285C.255 and 285C.406. 

76th OREGON LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY--2011 Regular Session 

NOTE: Matter within { + braces and plus signs + } in an 
amended section is new. Matter within { - braces and minus 
signs - } is existing law to be omitted. New sections are within 

{ + braces and plus signs + } . 

LC 1971 

House Bill 3017 

Sponsored by Representative BAILEY 

SUMMARY 

The following summary is not prepared by the sponsors of the 
measure and is not a part of t he body thereof subject to 
consideration by the Legislative Assembly. It is an editor's 
brief statement of the essential features of the measure as 
introduced. 

Extends sunset date of enterprise zone program. 

A BILL FOR AN ACT 
Relating to enterprise zones; amending ORS 285C.255 and 285C.406. 
Be It Enacted by the People of the State of Oregon: 

SECTION 1. ORS 285C.255, as amended by section 22, chapter 76, 
Oregon Laws 2010, is amended to read: 

285C.255. (1) Notwithstanding any other provision of ORS 
285C.050 to 285C.250: 

(a) An area may not be designated as an enterprise zone after 
June 30, { - 2013 - } { + 2025 + } ; 

(b) A business firm may not obtain authorization under ORS 
285C .140 after June 30, { - 2013 - } { + 2025 + } ; and 

(c) An enterprise zone, except for a reservation enterprise 
zone or a reservation partnership zone, that is in existence on 
June 29, { - 2013 - } { + 2025 + } , is terminated on June 30, 

{ - 2013 - } { + 2025 + } . 
(2) Notwithstanding subsecti on (1) of this section: 
(a) A reservation enterprise zone may be designated, and a 

reservation partnership zone may be cosponsored, under ORS 
285C. 306 after June 30, { - 2013 - } { + 2025 + } ; and 

(b) A business firm may obtain authorization under ORS 285C.l40 
after June 30, { - 2013 - } { + 2025 + } : 

(A) If located in a reservation enterprise zone or a 
reservation partnership zone; or 

(B) As allO\•led under ORS 285C. 245 (1) (b) . 
SECTION 2. ORS 285C.406 is amended to read: 
285C . 406 . In order for a taxpayer to claim the property tax 

exemption under ORS 285C.409 or a corporate excise or income tax 
credit under ORS 317.124: 

(1) The written agreement between the business firm and the 
rural enterprise zone sponsor that is required under ORS 285C.403 
(3) (c) must be entered into prior to the termination of the 
enterprise zone under ORS 285C.245; and 

(2) (a) For the purpose of the property tax exemption, the 
business firm must obtain certification under ORS 285C.403 on or 
before June 30, { - 2013 - } { + 2025 + } ; or 

(b) For the purpose of the corporate excise or income tax 
credit, the business firm must obtain certification under ORS 
285C.403 on or before June 30, {- 2012 - } { + 2024 + }. 

http://www.leg.state.or.us/llreg/measures/hb3000.dir/bb3017.intro.html 
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Louie, Kathy 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 
Subject: 

Nelson, Jon 
Monday, March 14, 2011 11 :15 AM 
Representative Sara Geiser (rep.saragelser@state.or.us); Senator Frank Morse 
( sen.frankmorse@state.or .us) 
Manning, Julie; Louie, Kathy; Boldizsar, Gary 
HB 2075 

Hi Representative Geiser and Senator Morse, 

Chief Boldizsar's e-mail (content below) does a good job of capturing the equity and subsidy issues currently in play in 
9-1-1 Centers that have evolved with the growth of cell phones. To put this in a money context, the Corvallis regional 9-1-1 
Center, which serves 10 emergency service agencies in Benton County, must rely on $936,420 in general fund payments 
(property taxes) in addition to the 9-1-1 tax, to maintain operations. This is becoming increasingly diificult to maintain as 
budget reductions occur across the board for all services and agencies. 

Thanks for understanding the importance of this issue to emergeny service providers and other local governemnt service 
providers. 

In a brief discussion with Mayor Manning, she endorsed support for HB 2075, and we will be sharing this e-mail with the 
City Council for their formal consideration of HB 2075 on March 21, 2011. Fyi, the Corvallis City Council is already on 
record in support of maintaining state shared revenues and addressing inequity issues of which this is one. 

Thanks for your service. 

Jon Nelson 

Representative Geiser ... I am making this contact to urge you to support House Bill 2075, the bill to require the collection 
of 9-1-1 user fees (75 cents per month per line) from non-contract cell phone providers. The Corvallis Regional 9-1-1 
Center, one of 49 such centers in Oregon, is operated by the Corvallis Police Department. We provide police and fire 
emergency dispatch services for every police and fire agency in Benton County. Last year 62% of our calls for service 
originated from a cellular telephone. Calls to the 9-1-1 centers are significantly increasing each year driving demand for 
services, staffing, related equipment and ultimately costs to run the center. The Corvallis Regional 9-1-1 Center receives 
about 25% of its funding from the 9-1-1 user fees. The telephone communication system has been experiencing a 
significant reduction in the percentage of wired phones, which historically all pay the 75 cents per month fee, and are being 
replaced by cellular and internet phones. The latest trend is the movement to non-contract cellular telephones which will 
result in further reductions in 9-1-1 tax revenues for the 9-1-1 Centers in Oregon. I urge you to support HB 2075 so that 
there will be equity in the 9-1-1 telephone tax system. Thank you. 

Gary D. Boldizsar, Chief 
Corvallis Police Department 
(541) 766-6925 

Confidentiality Notice: This email message, including any attachments, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and 
may contain confidential and privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited. 
If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the original 
message. 

1 



LEGISLATIVE ALERT 
DATE: March 11,2011 

TO: General Membership 

ISSUE: 911 Tax 

HOMETOWN ACTION: 
Please contact your Representative to request they support HB 2075. 

MESSAGE TO LEGISLATORS: 
• HB 2075 requires pre-paid cellular service providers to remit 911 taxes as required by 

all other telecom providers. 
• HB 2075 does not create a new tax; it simply allows an alternative means for the 

collection of the tax. 

BACKGROUND: 
All telecommunications providers that supply communication products that are capable of 
reaching a 911 dispatcher are required to pay a $.75 tax as part of the monthly billing process. 
When this collection method was designed, a pre-paid plan was not envisioned. All HB 2075 
does is update the collection system to account for new business models. 

TELL YOUR CITY'S STORY: 
Explain to Legislators the challenges your city has in meeting their 911 costs and how the 
system needs to be upgraded to account for emerging technologies. 



Nelson, Jon 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Angela Carey [acarey@orcities.org] 

Monday, March 14, 2011 9:00AM 

Angela Carey 

Subject: FW: HB 2075, The League needs you to contact your State Representative 

Attachments: 911 Alert.pdf 

Good Morning, 

Page 1 of 1 

The League of Oregon Cities needs you to contact your Representative and urge them to support HB 2075. This 
bill requires pre-paid cellular service providers to remit 911 taxes as required by all other telecom providers. The 
bill is scheduled for work session on Thursday, March 17 in the House Revenue Committee. 

Detailed information about the bill is attached. Please do not forward this information outside of your city. You 
can also go to the League's Web page at www.orcities.org and click "Legislative on the left-hand menu." You can 
access the alert or choose "Contact My Legislators" for phone and e-mail information. You can also send an e
mail to your Representative directly from that page. 

It is critical that the League hear how your legislator plans to vote. Either use the "Feedback" link on that page to 
let the League know what you are hearing from your Representative, or contact Angela Carey at 503-540-6590. 

Thank you in advance for your work on this critical bill for cities. 

Sincerely, 

Angela 

.9Lngefa Carey 
Legisfative .9l.ssistant 
League of Oregon Cities 
General: 503-588-6550 
Direct: 503-540-6590 
Fax: 503-399-4863 
http://www.orcities.org 

3/14/2011 



March 2011 

AVERAGE TOTAL CITY OF CORVALLIS TIME SPENT BY FIRM: 

Hours: 70.95 Average Attorney Hours per week 
39 Average Clerical Assistant Hours per week 

These are averages with low (vacation) and high (coverage for vacation) weeks omitted for each 
person. 

ATTORNEY TIME FOR CITY OF CORVALLIS 

Scott Fewel: 

18.3% (average 13 hours/week)- City Council meetings & consultations; consultations with city 
manager; Investment Council meetings; Document review; department head consultations. 

David Coulombe: 

30.7% (average 21.75 hours per week) 

Municipal Court- 9 hours/week (5 hrs. case review/negotiations/hearings, 4 hours trial prep. & 
trials) 
Advice to departments/code enforcement/labor issues- 5.75 hours/week 
Contract review - 1 hour/week 
Commission meetings/public hearings/other meetings- 3 hours/week 
Legal research - 3 hours/week 

Jim Brewer: 

51.0 % (average 36.2 hours per week) 

City Manager/City Recorder/HRIRM: 6/W eek ( including direct from Council, not including 
Council or Council Committee meetings) 
CD Housing/Dev. Serv.: 3.0/week. 
CD Planning/CD Admin: 8/week (not including public hearings) 
Fire: 2.8/week 
CPD: 6/week 
P&R2/week 
Library 1.4/week 
Finance 1/week 
Public Works Contract Review 7 /week 
Public Works other 4.4/week 

Average 36.2 per week 



LEGAL ASSISTANT TIME FOR CITY OF CORVALLIS 

Mandy: 

51.28% (20 hours/week) - Municipal Court, filing 
Kristen: 

18% (7 hours/week) - Pleadings/briefs and contracts, correspondence 

Nancy: 

30% (12 hours/week)- Municipal Court, calendaring, filing, correspondence, briefs 

Total Legal Assistant Time per week: 39 hours. 

Note: Other than the distinction between attorney and clerical time, accounting for time does not 
provide a distinction between higher and lower level tasks, so filing, for example, is accounted 
for on an equal basis as the time spent preparing briefs or pleadings. 



City Manager's Monthly Highlights
February 2011

E-Mail City Manager Subscribe to CM Monthly

Through the City Manager’s Monthly Report, I have the opportunity to review City departments' news
and the dedicated and creative work accomplished by the City.  The City Manager’s Monthly
Highlights was created to share department accomplishments with a broader audience.  The detailed
City Manager’s Monthly Report is available on the City's Web site at www.ci.corvallis.or.us.  I
welcome your feedback .... Jon Nelson

Mayor and City Council

• The City Council approved three ordinances adding Sustainability Initiatives Funding fees to City
utility services bills.  The fees will generate revenue to pay for the City's new responsibility of
maintaining sidewalks and street trees and providing free public transportation.

• The Mayor led the organizational meeting of the newly established Economic Development
Commission and met with Albany Mayor Sharon Konopa, Benton County Commissioner Jay
Dixon, and Cascades West Council of Governments Executive Director Cynthia Solie to discuss
economic development in the region.

Parks and Recreation

• Designed and distributed survey at Osborn Aquatic Center swim meets to capture visitor
information on economic impacts to Corvallis.

• Held initial meetings with MIS to explore the construction of an electronic Urban Forestry Tree
Service Request form, which would be accessible from the Parks and Recreation department
Web site.

• The printed Activity Guide will have a reduced format to facilitate mailing along with "the City"
newsletter.  The reduced size and mailing costs, combined with strong advertisement sales, led
to better cost recovery.  The guide will be on-line March 18 and mailed on March 25.

Police

• Officers investigated 1,828 incidents, and the Corvallis Regional Communications Center
dispatched 2,808 calls for police, fire, and medical assistance this month.

• The Department sponsored the second annual Polar Plunge Corvallis as part of the Law
Enforcement Torch Run.  Four hundred twenty-four people registered to plunge into the
Willamette River on February 12, raising over $55,000 for Special Olympics Oregon.

• Corvallis Police Auxiliary opened recruitment for Cops and Robbers Class #32.

Public Works

• Design is in progress for the Wastewater Master Plan project, Advanced Transportation
Management System, Marys River Interceptor Improvements, Fillmore and Lincoln Sidewalks,
Senior Center Ground Coupled Heat Pump, and North Hills First Level Reservoir Improvements.

• Construction is underway for the following projects:  City Hall Seismic (May completion), City Hall
Window Replacement (May completion), City Hall HVAC Replacement (May completion), and NW
Circle Boulevard Pedestrian Crossings (June completion).

• Staff began the implementation of the new Sidewalk Maintenance Program funded by the SIF
sidewalk fee.  Eighteen sidewalk structural defects are scheduled to be repaired or mitigated in
March.

mailto: jon.nelson@ci.corvallis.or.us
http://www.ci.corvallis.or.us/lists/index.php?p=subscribe&id=1
http://archive.ci.corvallis.or.us/DocView.aspx?id=296022


• At 80,794 rides, February reached the highest monthly ridership in the history of CTS.  This
compares to February 2010 ridership of 65,306.

• Staff delivered a lecture on water-efficient landscapes to about 100 Corvallis citizens as part of
the Oregon State University Extension Brown Bag series "Gearing Up For Gardening."

City Manager's Office

• Forwarded May 2011 local option property tax levy materials to Secretary of State's Office
Elections Division for advocacy review.

• Consistent with advice from the Secretary of State's Office Elections Division and the Secretary
of State's Office Elections Division's March 2008 Publication, "2008 Restrictions on Political
Campaigning by Public Employees," staff worked on removing numerous records pertaining to
the local option property tax levy from the City's Web site.  Paper copies of documents and
electronic copies of videos will be delivered to the Library Reference Section for public review in
March.

Community Development

• Over the course of two evenings, the Housing and Community Development Commission heard
proposals from 14 local agencies seeking funding totaling just over $1 million to support both
social services and capital projects during Fiscal Year 2011-2012 from the City's Community
Development Block Grant and HOME Investment Partnerships Program.

• Development Services Division staff processed eight residential and 33 non-residential plan
reviews for proposed construction projects and conducted 1,056 construction inspections during
February.

• During two February meetings, the Planning Commission reviewed proposed Land Development
Code text amendments to address Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)
requirements for activities within the 100-Year Floodplain.  The revisions are required in
association with implementation of updated FEMA maps of the 100-Year Floodplain for the City. 
The Planning Commission considered public testimony, deliberated, and forwarded a
recommendation to the City Council for approval of the proposed amendments.

Finance

• Utility Billing launched a transit pass refund program beginning February 1 and ending March 31.
• Collection Services of Oregon employees spent two days at Municipal Court processing accounts

to be turned over to collections.
• MIS Division staff began preliminary discussions to determine whether collaborative

reorganization of the City of Corvallis and Benton County information technology departments
would provide sufficient operational effectiveness and efficiency to warrant joint action.

Fire

• Fire personnel responded to 681 calls this month – 555 were within the City Limits, and 126 were
outside the City Limits.

Library

• Because attendance continues to exceed Storytime Room capacity, we are presenting Toddler
and Preschool storytimes in the main meeting room.

• The Gearing Up for Gardening lecture series wrapped up.  Attendance for the four programs this
month totaled 384.

• The annual Friends of the Library Big Book Sale at the Benton County Fairgrounds grossed
$31,325.



****************************** 

CITY MANAGER'S REPORT 

MARCH 17, 2011 
****************************** 

CORVALLIS 
ENHANCING COMMUNITY LIVABILITY 

# 2011-02 

REPORTING PERIOD: FEBRUARY 2011 

I. ORGANIZATIONAL HIGHLIGHTS 

• The City Council approved three ordinances adding Sustainability Initiatives 
Funding fees to City utility services bills. The fees will generate revenue to pay for 
the City's new responsibility of maintaining sidewalks and street trees and providing 
free public transportation. 

II. MAYOR'S DIARY 

I have engaged in the following activities, in addition to meeting and corresponding 
with constituents and presiding at the twice-monthly City Council meetings and 
meetings with Council leadership: 

Speaking Engagements 
• League of Women Voters public forum on issues related to homelessness 
• Tree planting event at Islamic Cultural Center 
• Downtown Corvallis Association 
• Retired Military Officers Club 
• Rotary Club of Corvallis After 5 
• Linn-Benton Food Share press conference for Bank of America grant 

Special Meetings 
• Led organizational meeting of newly established Economic Development 

Commission 
• Met with Albany Mayor Sharon Konopa, Benton County Commissioner Jay Dixon, 

and Cascades West Council of Governments (COG) Executive Director Cynthia 
Solie to discuss economic development in the region 

• Attended Leadership Corvallis reception and special recognition of Hans Neukomm 
• Read with first grade students at Mountain View Elementary School 
• Attended meetings of Friends of Corvallis, which is working to secure passage of 

the City's local option levy 
• Toured the Corvallis Airport and Airport Industrial Park 
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• Met with Dan Whelan from Senator Jeff Merkley's office 
• Facilitated Representative Kurt Schrader's town hall meeting 
• Met with Corvallis, Albany, and Cascades West Council of Governments 

representatives to discuss Albany's pending designation as a Metropolitan Planning 
Organization 

• Greeted guests at the Chocolate Fantasy fund raiser for the Corvallis Arts Center 

Appointments 
• Appointee to Parks, Natural Areas, and Recreation Board 
• Appointee to Capital Improvement Program Commission 

Ill. CITY MANAGER'S OFFICE 

A. Department Highlights 

• Forwarded May 2011 local option property tax levy materials to Secretary of 
State's Office Elections Division for advocacy review. 

• Consistent with advice from the Secretary of State's Office Elections Division 
and the Secretary of State's Office Elections Division's March 2008 Publication, 
"2008 Restrictions on Political Campaigning by Public Employees," staff worked 
on removing numerous records pertaining to the local option property tax levy 
from the City's Web site. Paper copies of documents and electronic copies of 
videos will be delivered to the Library Reference Section for public review. 

• Provided notice to all elected officials, Planning Commissioners, Historic 
Resources Commissioners, and the Municipal Court Judge regarding the 
annual filing of Statement of Economic Interest required by state law. 

IV. COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

A. Department Highlights 

• Housing Division staff received 41 Rental Housing Program-related contacts 
during February outlining 83 separate issues, with 28 issues related to 
habitability and 55 of a non-habitability nature. Sixteen of the habitability issues 
reported are or may be subject to the Rental Housing Code, and citizens 
making contact in these cases were advised of the process to follow to pursue 
resolution. · 

• Over the course of two evenings, the Housing and Community Development 
Commission heard proposals from 14 local agencies seeking funding totaling 
just over $1 million to support both social services and capital projects during 
Fiscal Year 2011-2012 from the City's Community Development Block Grant 
and HOME Investment Partnerships Program. 

• Housing Division staff facilitated execution of a funding agreement for 
Willamette Neighborhood Housing Services' (WNHS) 49-unit Alexander 
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Court/Seavey Meadows affordable rental housing project and coordinated the 
first release of funds to complete WNHS' acquisition of the Alexander Court 
site. 

• Development Services Division staff processed eight residential and 33 non
residential plan reviews for proposed construction projects and conducted 1,056 
construction inspections during February. 

• Created 24 new code enforcement cases as a result of citizen complaints 
received. 

• · Of the 206 plumbing, mechanical and electrical permits issued during February, 
51 (or 25 percent) were issued online. This statistic now includes online 
plumbing permits, which were added in December 2010 as part of the service 

·enhancement package. 
• Completed the Classification and Compensation Team review for the 

Development Services Division reorganization. 
• During two February meetings, the Planning Commission reviewed proposed 

Land Development Code text amendments to address Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA) requirements for activities within the 1 00-Year 
Floodplain. The revisions are required in association with implementation of 
updated FEMA maps of the 100-Year Floodplain for the City. The Planning 
Commission considered public testimony, deliberated, and forwarded a 
recommendation to the City Council for approval of the proposed amendments. 

• Planning Division Manager Young attended the tenth Annual New Partners for 
Smart Growth Conference in Charlotte, North Carolina. The trip was funded 
with a grant obtained by the Benton County Health Department. (Thanks, 
Benton County!) 

• The Planning Division received four Historic Preservation Permit applications 
and issued four land use decisions in February. 

o Administration staff provided support for the first two Economic Development 
Commission meetings. 

V. FINANCE 

A. Department Highlights 

• Utility Billing launched a transit pass refund program beginning February 1 and 
ending March 31. 

• Department staff published four requests for proposal (RFPs) for 1) investment 
advisory services, 2) deferred compensation provider consultants, 3) Web site 
replacement, and 4) auditor services. Interviews were completed for investment 
advisory services and a deferred compensation provider. 

• Payroll implemented Corvallis Police Officers Association 12-hour shift change, 
including pay increases, floating holiday, and Fair Labor Standards Act (FLSA) 
coding changes. 
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• Collection Services of Oregon employees spent two days at Municipal Court 
processing accounts to be turned over to collections. 

• MIS Division staff began preliminary discussions to determine whether 
collaborative reorganization of the City of Corvallis and Benton County 
information technology departments would provide sufficient operational 
effectiveness and efficiency to warrant joint action. 

• The City's electronic records consultant provided training to records staff on the 
use of taxonomy software to track city electronic records' metadata. 

VI. FIRE 

A. Department Highlights 

Operational 

Response Activity - February 2011 City Non-City Total 
Fires 7 3 10 
Overpressure/Rupture 1 0 1 
Requests for Ambulance 271 72 343 
Rescue (Quick Response Team) 167 26 193 
Hazardous Condition 12 4 16 
Service Requests 33 7 40 
Good Intent 29 12 41 
False Calls 35 2 37 
Other 0 0 0 
TOTAL RESPONSES OVERALL 555 126 681 

• Division Chief Hunt is preparing a Volunteer Academy to be held during spring 
break week. The Academy will bring in new volunteers who have committed to 
be here during the summer months. 

VII. LIBRARY 

A. Department Highlights 

• Staff met with Linn-Benton Community College (LBCC) Benton Center and the 
Benton County Historical Museum to begin planning the annual summer noon
time lecture series. A World of Ideas (previously called Chautauqua) offers 
lectures on a variety of topics and is locally sponsored. 

• A computer and printer dedicated to tax forms is now available on the second 
floor to help Library users find tax-related information. 

• The adult book club read and discussed Into Thin Air by Jon Krakauer. 
• Because attendance continues to exceed Storytime Room capacity, we are 

presenting Toddler and Preschool storytimes in the main meeting room. 
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• The Gearing Up for Gardening lecture series wrapped up. Attendance for the 
four programs this month totaled 384. 

• The annual Friends of the Library Big Book Sale at the Benton County 
Fairgrounds grossed $31 ,325. 

VIII. PARKS AND RECREATION 

A. Department Highlights 

Administration/Planning 
• Designed and distributed survey at Osborn Aquatic Center swim meets to 

capture visitor information on economic impacts to Corvallis. 
• Local Government Grant Application for Tunison playground rehabilitation in 

process. 
• Updated emergency employee handbook. 
• Submitted Fiscal Year 2011-2012 budget. 

Aquatic Center 
• Hosted the 11-14 Age-Group State Championships, with more than 1,500 

athletes and spectators. 
• Hosted the Mid-Willamette Valley High School District swim meet February 11 

and 12, with more than 1 ,200 athletes and spectators. 
• Held 30 facility rentals, with more than 3,500 participants. 
• Continued fund raiser for the ultraviolet system to help the water quality of the 

Therapy Pool. 
• Registered 786 children and adults in the Swimming and Water Safety program. 
• 863 seniors and adults participated in the Aqua Fitness classes. 
• 86 citizens, including Public Works Department employees, were certified in 

health and safety classes, such as cardiopulmonary resuscitation, First Aid, and 
Automatic External Defibrillator (AED). 

Parks and Natural Areas 
• The Herbert Farm and Natural Area Management Plan was presented to 

Human Services Committee February 23 and the City Council will consider 
adoption in March. 

• Awarded a contract to Premier Electric to install new underground wiring and 
conduit for the Central Park lighting upgrade. 
Held initial meetings to determine the potential of converting portions of the 
Sunset Park landscape plan to water-wise and pesticide-free projects. 

• Held initial meetings with MIS to explore the construction of an electronic Urban 
Forestry Tree Service Request form, which would be accessible from the Parks 
and Recreation department Web site. 
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Recreation 
• Held the first of three public meeting for developing the Community Gardens 

Master Plan. Forty people attended the meeting, providing the "wish list" to the 
13-member stakeholder committee. 

• The printed Activity Guide will have a reduced format to facilitate mailing along 
with "the City" newsletter. The reduced size and mailing costs, combined with 
strong advertisement sales, led to better cost recovery. The guide will be on
line March 18 and mailed on March 25. 

• The Youth Volunteer Corps received $1 ,000 in grant support from the Kiwanis 
and Oregon Commission for Voluntary Action and Service for Global Youth 
Service Day. 

• Concluded Youth Basketball Program. Final participant counts: Elementary, 
270; Middle, 126; and lntroduction,95 participants. 

• Concluded Adult Basketball with 16 teams and 150 participants. 

Senior Center 
• The Home Depot Day of Caring February 26 assisted ten local seniors with 

home safety. Six Home Depot employees volunteered 39 hours of service to 
help each senior with weatherization, smoke alarms, and home lighting to 
increase safety in their home. 

• Tax Aide Program began free tax preparation at the Senior Center. Center 
Volunteers manage the appointment line for appointments at the Philomath 
Library and the Senior Center. At end of February we already have over 350 
hours of volunteer tax preparation at the Senior Center site. 

• Hosted the Healthy Aging Coalition Community Forum February 22, which 50 
people attended. This is one of three forums; two more will be held in Albany 
and Lebanon. 

• The computer lab is seeing increased use, the Senior Health Insurance Benefits 
Assistance (SHIBA) program is busy helping clients with medical insurance 
issues, and computer classes were full during February. The Center offered a 
Facebook and social networking class and one-on-one computer instruction 
classes. 

• Had 23 participants in Aging Well lecture series on chiropractic medicine. 
Aging Well is a continuing wellness program with a different focus in each 
series. 

IX. POLICE 

A. Department Highlights 

Officers investigated 1,828 incidents this month. Following are the highlights: 
• While conducting surveillance in a known high-drug-activity area, an officer 

observed a vehicle fail to make an appropriate signal; and he stopped the 
vehicle. Drug Detection K9 Officer and K9 Roxy responded to the stop, where 
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K9 Roxy alerted to the vehicle during an open air sniff. After a search of the 
vehicle was conducted, 51.329 grams of marijuana, 19.63 grams psilocybin 
mushrooms, and methamphetamine residue were located inside the vehicle. 
The driver of the vehicle was taken into custody for three charges of 
Possession of a Controlled Substance, and the passenger was taken into 
custody on a warrant. 

• Street Crimes detectives were contacted by a citizen regarding text messages 
he had been receiving on his work cell phone that appeared to be drug related. 
Detectives had the citizen respond to the text messages and provided a 
detective cell phone number. Detectives exchanged messages with the subject 
and arranged to meet at a Corvallis park to purchase drugs. The subject 
arrived at the park in a van with passengers, including two small children and 
a teen. The 32-year-old Philomath man was charged with Distribution of a 
Controlled Substance (Oxycodone), Possession of a Controlled Substance 
Schedule, Possession of a Controlled Substance (Methamphetamine), and 
three counts of Endangering the Welfare of a Minor. A 40-year-old woman 
passenger was also charged with two counts of Endangering the Welfare of a 
Minor. 

• Detectives were assigned to investigate an arson that occurred during March 
2010. Police had arrived at the scene to find a vehicle fully engulfed in flames. 
The owner of the vehicle stated he believed the fire had been intentionally set 
in retaliation for a prior incident. During November detectives received 
information from a person claiming to have information about the arson. The 
person was interviewed, and a suspect was identified. Detectives applied for 
and were granted a search warrant for the DNA of the suspect to be compared 
to evidence seized at the crime scene. The 17-year-old man was subsequently 
arrested and charged with Arson, Theft, and Criminal Mischief. 

• Officers responded to a call from a 33-year-old woman who reported being 
robbed as she left the downtown post office. The suspect reportedly struck her 
several times with a blunt object before stealing her purse and additional items. 
The purse was recovered two blocks away, but the suspect remains at large. 
Detectives are continuing the investigation. 

• An officer responded to a daytime theft from a motor vehicle near Safeway on 
SW Philomath Boulevard. The officer learned the woman had left her purse in 
her vehicle while she ate lunch. She returned to find her side window shattered 
and purse missing. Over $1 ,000 in charges had taken place at Safeway, Home 
Depot, and Kmart in Corvallis and CostCo and Kmart in Albany before her 
cards were cancelled. The suspects were arrested for Unlawful Entry into a 
Motor Vehicle, Theft, and Identity Theft in Redmond, Oregon, a few days later 
and property stolen from Corvallis was located in their vehicle. 
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9-1-1 Center Calls for Service 
• The Corvallis Regional Communications Center dispatched 2,808 calls for 

police, fire, and medical assistance this month as follows: 

POLICE FIRE AND MEDICAL 
Corvallis Police 1,828 Corvallis Fire/Ambulance 491 
Benton County Sheriff 384 Other Fire/Medical 33 
Philomath Police 72 
TOTAL 2,284 TOTAL 524 

B. Other 

• Street Crimes Detectives attended a five-day training on "Advanced Vice and 
Narcotics Investigation" hosted by Law Enforcement Training Associates in 
Henderson, Nevada. 

• Recruit Officer Ameele began his Police Training Officer (PTO) program with 
Officer Dunn. 

• Recruit Officer Torin Liden resigned from the Department while still in the PTO 
training program. 

• Chief Boldizsar and Lieutenants Brewer, Keefer, and Bailey attended the three
day Executive Leadership Training Symposium in Seaside, Oregon. 

• Sergeant Zessin conducted Cadet Training (Interview Stance, searching, 
cooperative handcuffing). 

• Sergeant VanArsdall attended the two-day Public Information Officer training. 
• The Department sponsored the second annual Polar Plunge Corvallis as part 

of the Law Enforcement Torch Run. Four hundred twenty-four people 
registered to plunge into the Willamette River February 12th, raising over 
$55,000 for Special Olympics Oregon. 

• Officer Maclean conducted an officer friendly presentation to preschoolers at 
the LBCC Benton Center. 

• Officer Houck did a presentation at Kappa Alpha Theta sorority. Officer Eaton 
(Greek Liaison) gave a presentation at Sigma Phi Epsilon. 

• Officers attended annual in-service training February 15 and 22. 
• Corvallis Police Auxiliary opened recruitment for Cops and Robbers Class #32. 

X. PUBLIC WORKS 

A. Department Highlights 

Administration Division 
• Along with staff from the Finance and Community Development Departments, 

met with a representative from the federal Department of Energy to discuss the 
City's progress on the projects funded by the American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant (EECBG) 
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program. The representative shared the federal government's goal to have 35 
percent of the City's $511 ,600 allocation spent by March 31 and 50 percent 
spent by June 30. Currently, the City is not on track to meet these timeline 
thresholds; and staff is working on a proposal for Council's consideration to get 
back in line with them. 

• Responded to citizen complaints and requests for information about the new 
Sustainability Initiative Funding (SIF) fees on City services bills. 

• Finalized the Department's Fiscal Year 2011-2012 budget proposal. 
• The Director served as a member of the management team working on the 

American Federation of State, County, and Municipal Employees (AFSCME) 
negotiations. 

Engineering Division 
• Design is in progress for the Wastewater Master Plan project, Advanced 

Transportation Management System, Marys River Interceptor Improvements, 
Fillmore and Lincoln Sidewalks, Senior Center Ground Coupled Heat Pump, 
and North Hills First Level Reservoir Improvements. 

• Construction is underway for the following projects: City Hall Seismic (May 
completion), City Hall Window Replacement (May completion), City Hall HVAC 
Replacement (May completion), and NW Circle Boulevard Pedestrian Crossings 
(June completion). 

Transportation Division 
• Street Maintenance staff installed three new disability-accessible ramps at 

street crossings on NW hland Drive at the request of Corvallis School District 
509J staff to address the needs of a student who uses a wheelchair. 

• Staff began the implementation of the new Sidewalk Maintenance Program 
funded by the SIF sidewalk fee. Eighteen sidewalk structural defects are 
scheduled to be repaired or mitigated in March. 

• Fareless transit service on Corvallis Transit System (CTS) began February 1. 
Passengers expressed appreciation and drivers report no increase in negative 
rider behavior. 

• At 80,794 rides, February reached the highest monthly ridership in the history 
of CTS. This compares to February 2010 ridership of 65,306. 

• CTS received a $448,700 Flexible Funds grant from the Oregon Transportation 
Commission for a replacement Vehicle Information System that provides 
automatic passenger counting, real-time bus locations, on-board automatic 
transit stop announcements, and detailed reporting. 

Utilities Division 
• Staff delivered a lecture on water-efficient landscapes to about 100 Corvallis 

citizens as part of the Oregon State University Extension Brown Bag series 
"Gearing Up For Gardening." 
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Staff delivered a lecture on the Corvallis water system, water conservation, 
water mythology, and the nexus of water and energy to about 50 Corvallis 
citizens as part of the Academy for Lifelong Learning. 

• Staff began development of an on-line citizen science database as part of a 
new Stream Stewards volunteer program. 

B. Other 

• Traffic Order 11-04 was signed by the City Manager, allowing staff to remove 
two two-hour meters on NW Jackson Avenue between NW Fifth and NW Sixth 
Streets, one on each side of the alley, and mark the spaces as law enforcement 
only; relocate the two meters to the east side of NW Sixth Street just north of 
NW Jackson Avenue; and move the current disability-parking space on NW 
Sixth Street south of NW Jackson Avenue one space immediately south of the 
current disability-parking space and mark the current space as No Parking. 

XI. MISCELLANEOUS 

• Attached is the City Attorney's Office Report to the City Council for February. 

fi:'J~ Nelson 
y Manager 



CORVALLIS 
ENHANCING COMMUNITY LIVABILITY 

CORVALLIS CITY ATTORNEY 
456 SW Monroe, #1 01 

Corvallis, OR 97333 
Telephone: (541) 766-6906 

Fax: (541) 752-7532 

CITY ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
REPORT TO CITY COUNCIL: HIGHLIGHTS 

February 2011 

The following are highlights of tbe City Attom ey's Office activities during February 2011 

1. Memorandum to City Council regarding board and c01mnission online meetings and discussings, as 
they re late to public meetings law. 

2. Assistance to Planning Department regarding objections filed against the record on appeal for 
League of Women Voters el a!. v. City, et al. (Creekside Center) LUBA matter. 

3. Meetings with City staff regarding election and campaign Jaws and e-records regarding the proposed 
levy. 

4. Preparat ion of ballot t itle and explanatory statement fo r proposed levy. 

5. Preparation of closing argument brief for employee grievance AFSCME arbitration. 

6. Meeting with Planning Department regarding Brooklane Heights. 

Ongoing/Future Mattet·s: 

l. Representation of the City before the Oregon Court of Appeals in Stale ex rel. JvfcElroy v. CMC 
(formerly v. Gardner)- appeal of mandamus action; in JvlcElroy v. City (appeal of declaratory 
j udgment action); before the Benton County Circuit Court in JvlcElroy v. City & Building Codes 
Structures Board, and in City v. Crescent Valley Company, LLC (McKenna Building Code vio lation 
case); before the Land Use Board of AppeaJs in Safe Equities LLC v. City (The Regent LUBA 
Appeal) and League of Women Voters eta!. v. City, el a!. (Creekside Center LUBA Appeal); before 
the Employment Relations Board in!AFF v. City (ULP complaints on revisions to the City's Driving 
and Travel/Training Admin. Policies); and participation on the City's behalf in the CPOA sergeants' 
acting-in-capacity arbitration. 

2. Enforcement actions re: code violations (build ing, rental housing, sidewalk, land development code). 

3. Continued work on publ ic records requests. 

4. Continued assistance on internal investigations, employee grievances and other employment matters. 

5. Assistance in preparing findings for land use decisions. 

Page 1 - COUNCIL REPORT 
City Attorney's Office \clicm\corvallis\repons\2011/February.wpd 



********************************************** 

COUNCIL REQUESTS 

FOLLOW-UP REPORT 

MARCH 17, 2011 

********************************************** 

1. Agricultural Income from City Properties (Beilstein) 

The City has farming contracts on the following properties: 

• Berg Natural Area 
Owens Farm and Natural Area 

• Herbert Farm and Natural Area 
• Airport lands 

57.5 acres 
103.0 acres 
137.5 acres 

1,100.0 acres (approximately) 

Additionally, there have been farming contracts for Bald Hill Natural Area (60 acres), 
but it is currently fallow. 

The City currently has three different farming contractors. Rent is variable based 
upon different factors, such as quality of the land, restrictions by the City, interest 
in the market in response to bid requests, and cost-sharing arrangements. The 
three Parks and Recreation contracts have per-acre annual rental rates of $45 to 
$85 and generate just under $19,000. Also, management plan requirements, such 
as buffer widths and chemicals use, result in reduced income. 

The airport lands contract is more complex by design. The City receives 33 percent 
of the net proceeds, with one-third City shared expense reductions for fertilizers and 
noxious weed control. This translates to more market volatility-based income 
proceeds. Again, City requirements to minimize chemical use also impacts total 
revenue. In the past five years, net income from the airport has ranged from 
$34,777.81 to $109,329.41 , with corresponding per-acre proceeds of $31 .62 to 
$99.39. 

In bidding and contracting farming arrangements, City staff consults with farming 
experts so that we use best management practices. 
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2. City Council Meeting Amendments (Nelso_n) 

The February 22, 2011 , City Council minutes were amended at the request of 
Councilor Traber to clarify the intent of his Councilor report regarding 2-1-1 service. 

When such requests are made, it is staff's practice to review the audio recording of 
the meeting and compare a verbatim transcript to the minutes. Staff strives to be 
accurate and concise when capturing what each Councilor said and does not 
attempt to interpret a Councilor's intent when preparing minutes. Staff can and will 
change the minutes administratively to correct typographical or grammatical errors. 

City Council minutes need to reflect what was said at the meeting. A Councilor 
wanting to correct what was said previously or present a more complete explanation 
of intention may make clarifying remarks that will be captured in the subsequent 
Council meeting minutes. 

~n ~~~~~ger 
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* Key: City of Corvallis’ 2020 Vision Statement Categories

CR = Culture and Recreation C = Central City EV = Economic Vitality EH = Education and Human Services

GC = Governing and Civic Involvement E = Protecting the Environment L = Where we Live

CORVALLIS CITY COUNCIL GOALS 2011-2012
Preface:

City Council goals continue to reflect an ongoing commitment to the overarching goals of:

iDiversity iCitizen Involvement i Sustainability iCost Efficiency

Goals:

GOALS Corvallis’ 2020 Vision Statement Categories*

CR C EV EH GC E L

By December 2011, the Council will provide direction on recommendations to strengthen access to
and availability of locally produced food and community gardens via policy, ordinance and Land
Development Code changes.

* By December 2012, the Council will enact code and policy changes corresponding with
that direction.

U
U U

By December 2011, the Council will consider action on recommendations by the Economic
Development Commission concerning strategic priorities and funding sources for Economic
Development initiatives.

U U U U

Working with the OSU President and his staff, by December 2011, the Council will create a plan to
seize opportunities on parking, code enforcement, infill design, rental code, traffic design and other
important issues.

U U U U U

The Council will create a financially sustainable City budget.

*Amend compensation policies to align total employee compensation with available City
revenue.

*Develop new sources of revenue that align with the cost of desired City services.

U U U U U U U
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Sustainability means using natural, financial and 
human resources in a responsible manner that 
meets existing needs without compromising the 

ability of future generations to meet their own needs. 

− City Council Policy on Sustainability 
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In 2004, the City Council adopted a Sustainability Policy to ensure that City departments 
achieve a more sustainable workplace through plans and programs that promote a balance of 
environmental, economic and social equity values in the expenditure of public funds. The 
policy requires an annual report that identifies the progress achieved and sustainability 
objectives for the next reporting period. 
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The Sustainability Program in 2010 
In their best‐selling book Green to Gold: How Smart Companies Use Environmental Strategy to 
Innovate, Create Value, and Build Competitive Advantage, Daniel Esty and Andrew Winston assert 
that the four buckets of value creation “gold” that companies mine from being “green” include 
reduced costs, increased revenues, lowered risk, and enhanced brand. By this measure, the City 
of Corvallis did very well in 2010. 

• Cost reduction. Taking a strategic approach to sustainability has enabled the City to identify 
inefficiencies and to find cost‐saving solutions. It has reduced costs by encouraging staff to 
take a life‐cycle approach to expenditures and to find innovative ways to conduct their 
work. Sustainability program staff facilitate the change by conducting training and project 
brainstorming sessions; researching products, vendors, and RFP and contract language; 
documenting and publicizing the projects; tracking progress; and sharing best practices. 
Examples of quantifiable reductions in 2010 include energy savings valued at $122,000 over 
2009 (see Figure 1). Even smaller purchases tracked over time can show impressive savings. 
For example, since 2004 the Finance Department alone has reduced its paper consumption 
by 76% for a cumulative savings of more than $19,000. 

• Increased revenues. Sustainability program staff look for potential funding sources outside 
of the City and for financial incentives to implement projects. In 2010, the Sustainability 
Supervisor drafted a successful EPA Climate Showcase Communities grant that will provide 
$492,000 to fund community energy programs. Sustainability staff also ensure that City 
energy projects are tracked systematically so that the organization receives all available 
incentives. In 2010, the City received more than $86,000 in energy conservation incentives. 

• Lowered risk. Sustainability staff help manage regulatory, litigation, and reputation risk by 
representing the City in state and local government discussions related to sustainability, 
providing input to new legislation, monitoring initiatives that may affect City operations, 
and advocating for City interests. Using the ISO 14001 framework1 to manage the 
organization’s sustainability impacts also reduces risk by enabling all staff to identify 
activities that could impair the environment and human health and safety and to help the 
City mitigate or eliminate these impacts. 

• Enhanced brand. Devoting staff to sustainability has enabled the organization to carry out 
Council directives and to exercise leadership on a local, regional, and even national scale. In 
2010, staff drafted the nomination of Corvallis for the EPA’s Green Power Community of the 
Year Award. Corvallis ultimately shared the honor with Park City, Utah and is now 
highlighted on the EPA’s website for all of 2011. Corvallis’s record of sustainability 
accomplishments, including previous awards from the League of Oregon Cities and the 

                                                 
1 The ISO 14001 framework, from the International Organization for Standardization’s family of standards for environmental 
management systems, follows the ʺPlan, Do, Check, Actʺ model for continual improvement. It involves identifying activities and 
their impacts and establishing goals; training, communication, documentation and operational controls; monitoring, measuring, 
corrective and preventive action, audits; and reviewing progress and updating the management system. 
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American Public Works Association, has proven its economic value in the form of revenue 
grants from the Energy Trust of Oregon and the Environmental Protection Agency. 
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Energy consumed at all metered electrical and natural gas locations operated by the City. 

Looking to 2011 
The addition of a part‐time Program Specialist in early 2010 enabled the program to expand in 
scope to begin community outreach in the Council’s priority areas of energy and transportation. 
For example, staff created materials for the Council’s table at the Corvallis Sustainability 
Coalition’s Town Hall meeting, developed a display about the City’s sustainability program for 
da Vinci Days, and prepared materials for World Carfree Day.  
 
In 2011 Corvallis will continue to benefit from the additional part‐time staff because funds from 
the Climate Showcase Communities grant will substitute for the general fund revenue that 
supported this position. It will be necessary to shift the duties of the Program Specialist to grant 
administration and implementation in order to meet the 50% in‐kind match required by the 
grant. Despite these restrictions, the external program will continue to move forward; the grant 
will enable staff to make progress on some of the actions from the Council’s Community Energy 
Strategy, such as: 
• Implementing follow‐up communications and financial incentives to promote 

weatherization and efficiency measures in homes and businesses throughout the 
community. 

• Providing the public with information on energy conservation, weatherization and 
efficiency programs, energy improvement loans, and related matters. 

• Providing information on renewable energy. 
• Enrolling the community in renewable energy programs. 

Figure 1 
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The internal sustainability program will focus on addressing organization-wide issues that were 
identified as areas for improvement in the internal sustainability audit conducted in 2010. 
• Communication/marketing to raise awareness of citywide goals, related departmental goals 

and projects, and the membership of the Steering Committee and Core Teams. In late 2010, 
sustainability program staff developed themes for each month of 2011 to promote the 
Sustainability Management System and organization‐wide sustainability goals. 

• Training for employees on the SMS and job‐related sustainability topics. 
• Documenting procedures for monitoring activities (e.g., greenhouse gas emissions, energy, 

fuel, and solid waste tracking). 
 
In addition, it is time to renew the efforts initiated in 2007‐08 to conduct brainstorming sessions 
in City departments to identify potential operational improvements within those service areas. 
The organization has committed to completing the brainstorming exercises at least every three 
years. Public Works completed the process in 2010, identifying more than 40 improvement 
projects that it is now implementing. These projects will continue the organizationʹs efforts to be 
more efficient and effective with human and environmental resources, a particularly critical 
element as the organization continues managing within dwindling financial resources. 

Challenges 
Going into 2011, the sustainability program shares with every other City department and 
function the challenges that come with an unprecedented budget crisis. The past two years’ 
sustainability reports noted that more than 15% of the workforce was regularly involved with 
some aspect of sustainability program management through membership on the Sustainability 
Steering Committee, the Citywide Core Team, a department core team, or other related 
committees, such as those dealing with recycling, diversity, and career development. 
Organizational change requires wide‐scale participation for staff buy‐in and engagement, but 
this participation fell off somewhat in 2010 as staff resources were reduced. Moreover, as noted 
in last year’s report, some employees already viewed sustainability as something they were 
being asked to do in addition to their “real jobs.” When “real jobs” face the threat of 
elimination, sustainability and other internal programs may be given an even lower priority.  
 
Even in the best of times, sustainability has to be economically viable; an organization must 
operate in a fiscally sound manner to provide the maximum environmental or social benefits. 
For this reason, economic performance is one of the three pillars of the “triple bottom line” 
approach to measuring sustainability success. One of the key challenges sustainability programs 
face is how to measure the long‐term benefits (strategic investments that pay off later) or 
intangible aspects of the triple bottom line—things like brand enhancement and employee 
loyalty, for example. These may have longer payback periods than typical capital investments. 
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According to the Government Finance Officers Association, sustainability programs in their 
early years typically focus on direct actions to make local government operations greener.2 
Actions include things like upgrading lighting and HVAC systems, planting drought‐tolerant 
landscapes, and improving recycling programs. This “walking” the green “talk” increases the 
visibility of the organization’s actions as well as staff expertise and credibility with the public. 
The economic return on investment of individual projects is fairly easy to determine. 
 
However, as sustainability programs mature and move beyond tactical actions, their larger 
strategic benefits become more profound, but also harder to measure. This is the stage the City 
of Corvallis program is in at the close of 2010. A review of past years’ sustainability reports 
provides ample evidence that sustainability is being operationalized in the organization. The 
sustainability program has been developed and is being institutionalized, including defining 
what sustainable operations look like in City departments and work groups, setting priorities 
and organizing staff to achieve them, institutionalizing sustainability‐related policies and 
procedures, and determining ways to measure success toward objectives. The internal audits 
completed in 2010 show that City staff have a good understanding of sustainability, that 
sustainable practices and projects are occurring outside of the formal program and becoming 
part of daily activities, and that top management support is very good.  
 
In short, sustainability is a core value of the organization and increasingly a part of key decision 
processes in all City departments and functions. As outlined in the next two sections of this 
report, the organization last year made progress on its short‐term projects (see the Sustainable 
City Report Card) and toward its longer term goals (see Citywide Goals). Progress toward a 
sustainable end state—for example, maintaining city functions with less energy input, less 
waste, and more satisfied employees—also builds resiliency, better positioning the City to 
weather turmoil, be it an economic downturn or a natural disaster. The concept of sustainability 
takes systems into the future; resiliency allows them to thrive. 
 

                                                 
2 “How green programs get the gold: lessons for mid‐sized communities,” Public Management. May 1, 2008. Kavanagh, Shayne; 
Kavanagh, Liam. 
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Sustainable City Report Card 
During 2010, the organization made progress on all five of its overarching sustainability goals, 
meeting or exceeding most of the key objectives itemized in the 2009 sustainability report. Out 
of the 16 projects on the scorecard, all but two showed progress. 
 

Meets/exceeds goal   Some progress toward goal   No progress toward goal   
2010 Objective  Status  Comment 

Goal: Employer of Choice     
Align the work of the Sustainability, Career 
Development and Diversity Committees. 
Determine areas of overlap. 

 Career Development and Diversity 
Committees have set objectives and targets 
for Employer of Choice goal. The 
sustainability program will track progress 
based on the annual employee survey. 

Complete the pilot project to test the viability 
of Individual Career Development Planning 
with a small group of employees and coaches. 

 Pilot completed June 2010. Now an annual 
process that runs October through March 
with a new group of mentors/mentorees 
each year. 

Design/create a calendar for in‐house training 
and continuing education opportunities. 

 Training resources are available on the 
City’s intranet, but no formal calendar has 
been created.  

Begin improving performance management 
practices by making the employee evaluation 
process more understandable and relevant to 
positions and job duties. 

 Work has begun on a pilot project in the 
Fire Department and some progress 
toward the goal has been achieved. 

Goal: Sustainable Facilities     
Identify a City building for which to apply 
LEED‐EB (LEED for Existing Buildings) points 
to develop an evaluation process. Determine 
sources of data, research costs of certification 
and ongoing maintenance/re‐certification. 

 Baseline study is complete. Staff has 
identified the Parks and Recreation 
Administration building as the best 
candidate for which to apply LEED points 
and is documenting requirements. 

Begin implementation of the Urban Forestry 
Management Plan. 

 Working with the Civic Beautification and 
Urban Forestry Commission, staff and 
volunteers have begun implementation. 

Assure that all irrigation systems under City 
control are at least 80% efficient. 

 Irrigation audits have been conducted at 
about half of the City’s parks. 

Select a park to benchmark against Sustainable 
Sites Initiative guidelines. 

 Staff has selected Sunset Park as the best 
candidate to benchmark.  
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Goal: Sustainable Purchasing     

Create training and/or a training aid to help 
employees understand the City’s sustainable 
purchasing guidelines, life‐cycle costing and 
how to navigate other sustainable purchasing 
information on the intranet. 

 Investigating using consulting services to 
customize training for Corvallis. 

Arrange sustainable purchasing training from 
the State of Oregon for employees who make 
purchases so they understand what is allowed 
by State law. 

 State of Oregon trainers say they cannot 
train or advise because the City of Corvallis 
is not governed by State Administrative 
Rules. Staff is investigating alternatives. 

Goal: Vehicle Carbon Footprint    

Formalize departmental procedures for 
reviewing fleet size for possible reductions 
and/or more economical vehicles. 

 Departments review vehicle plans annually 
as part of the budget process. Sustainability 
Steering Committee will do a separate 
review of the whole fleet.  

Ensure fleet tracking by Public Works agrees 
with definitions that the International City 
Manager’s Association (ICMA) uses for light, 
medium, and heavy vehicles to enable data 
collection for comparison purposes. 

 City data and definitions align with the 
ICMA performance measurement survey 
on fleet maintenance. The organization 
completed the ICMA survey on 
sustainability practices for the first time in 
2010. 

Goal: Zero Solid Waste     

Expand composting program for staff‐
generated paper towels to 50% of buildings. 

 Exceeded goal; majority of staff‐occupied 
buildings now composting paper towels. 

Evaluate potential for food debris composting 
at each City building. 

 Paper towel composting program makes 
this possible, but need to recruit staff to 
dispose of food waste in yard carts. 

Train City employees on the solid waste policy 
and implementation in their workplaces. 

 Done in half of City departments (Finance, 
Fire, Library, Public Works) 

Formalize in the Solid Waste Management 
Policy City practices regarding reduction of 
waste from fleet repair and preventive 
maintenance operations. 

 Current policy provides strategic direction 
related to operations, which encompass 
fleet. It was determined that this level of 
detail is more appropriate as a procedure 
in departmental waste management plans. 
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Citywide Goals: Highlights and Next Steps 
In 2010, staff worked to define how to monitor and measure progress relative to the City’s five 
long‐term sustainability goals by determining baseline performance indicators and setting 
Objectives and Targets. Objectives are the overriding considerations that an organization takes 
into account to meet its long‐term goals. Targets are the performance requirements that need to 
be met in order to achieve those objectives. ISO 14001 requires the organization to have 
documented Objectives and Targets that are stated in a measurable and quantifiable manner, 
while considering the financial, operational and business limitations of the organization. By 
establishing a baseline of performance indicators, the City will be able to systematically 
evaluate progress toward its sustainability goals. 
 

Employer of Choice 
An Employer of Choice is one whose practices, policies, benefits and overall work conditions 
enable it to successfully attract and retain talent. Employee Development, Diversity, and 
Workload are the related social sustainability issues the organization is focusing on. To assess 
progress, City sustainability teams track responses in the annual employee survey.  

Objectives  Targets 
Enhance Employee Development 
Percentage of respondents to Employee Survey who rate 
the City’s support for lifelong learning and development 
as good or excellent. 
Baseline: 2009/10: 52.3% agree 

2012: 57% agree with the statement 
2015: 65% agree 
2020: 75% agree 

Increase and Accept Diversity 
Percentage of respondents to Employee Survey who say 
their workplace is welcoming for them. 
Baseline: 2009/10: 71.1% agree 

2012: 75% agree with the statement 
2015: 80% agree 
2020: 90% agree 

Manage Workload 
Percentage of respondents to Employee Survey who 
agree with the statement, “I have a workload that is 
challenging but not overwhelming.@ 
Baseline: 2009/10: 51% agree  

2012: 55% agree with the statement 
2015: 65% agree 
2020: 75% agree 

The City’s mission to become an “Employer 
of Choice” began in 2007, when a Career 
Development Committee was formed and 
charged with creating a plan to manage the 
development of talent at all levels of the 

 
organization. In March 2010, the City 
Employee Development Report and Action Plan 
2010‐2012 was completed and approved by 
the City Council. 
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• The action plan is designed for a 
three‐year period, with actions falling 
into strategic areas of employee 
engagement, performance 
management and work life quality, 
development planning, and training.  

• Ten employees completed the pilot 
project to test the concept of a 
program for Individual Career 
Development Plans. 

 
March 2010 also saw the completion of the 
Citywide Diversity and Inclusion Plan, which 
focuses on the City of Corvallis as a service 
provider and employer.  The Plan addresses 
one of the Council’s overarching values in 
support of the City’s mission of enhancing 
community livability.   

• The City partnered with the 
Employer Partnership for Diversity 
to offer employees training in topics 
such as cultural empathy, gender 
identity, and sexual orientation. 

• The City increased public 
accessibility of its website by 
installing Google Translate, which 
enables users to translate the site 
into more than 50 languages. 

 

 

In 2010 the organization maintained its 
strong record of providing a safe and 
healthy workplace for employees: 

• The Society for Human Resource 
Management rated the City of 
Corvallis as number five in the top 
10 list of Oregon’s Healthiest 
Employers for cities having 500 to 
1499 employees. 

• City County Insurance Services 
awarded the City of Corvallis a 
Silver Safety Award in recognition 
of its successful employee safety 
programs and low injury rate. 

 
Departments continue to implement 
electronic solutions that save time for staff 
and the public. 
• Parks and Recreation implemented an 

online registration system that enables 
citizens to register for programs at their 
convenience and without driving to a 
City building. 

• Community Development has fully 
implemented electronic plan submittal, 
resulting in roughly 50% fewer trips to 
City Hall. 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Steps for 2011 
• Improve content and increase awareness of resources available on intranet for in‐house 

training and continuing education opportunities.  
• Investigate applicability of existing and planned software solutions for designing and 

creating a calendar for in‐house training and continuing education opportunities. 
• Complete the pilot project in the Fire Department to improve performance management 

practices by making the employee evaluation process more understandable and relevant 
to positions and job duties. Determine next phase of project. 
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Sustainable Facilities 
Sustainable facilities are those built, maintained, and operated in a manner that reduces both 
consumption of energy, water, and materials and harm to human health and the environment. 
They include occupied buildings and facilities such as parks and water and wastewater 
pumping stations.  

Objectives  Targets 
Reduce emissions from energy used in City 
operations (e.g., facilities, streetlights, water, 
wastewater) 
Baseline: 2004: 13,307 MT CO2e (City of Corvallis 
Greenhouse Gas Inventory) 

2011: 1.5% below 2004 emissions 
2015: 5% below 2004 emissions 
2020: 15% below 2004 emissions 

Reduce water use in City operations 
Baseline: 2007: 123,824,684 gallons 

2011: 3% below 2007 use  (normalized to account 
for weather conditions) 
2015: 15% below 2007 use 
2020: 30% below 2007 use  

In 2010, the organization reduced its energy 
use by more than 700,000 kWh of electricity 
and 54,900 therms of natural gas compared 
with 2009. Water consumption declined by 
13.3 million gallons. 
 
Energy Conservation 
The City realized substantial savings from 
reduced energy consumption in FY09/10, 
saving more than $122,000 over FY07/08 
and receiving more than $86,000 in energy 
conservation incentives. 
• The City upgraded incandescent and 

T12 fluorescent lights at the Majestic 
Theatre to more energy‐efficient fixtures 
using $11,219 in funds from the federal 
Energy Efficiency Conservation Block 
Grant program. The City’s entire $3,536 
match was covered by incentives from 
the Energy Trust of Oregon. 

• The Library installed LED lights on 
shelving for better illumination and 
energy savings. 

• Staff replaced fluorescent bulbs in street 
signs at the intersection of Harrison and 
Kings Boulevards with LEDs, greatly 
reducing the energy draw at the 
intersection. 

• City IT staff implemented technology to 
turn on computers remotely when 
updates or patches are needed. This 
enables employees to turn off computers 
when not in use, potentially saving 
more than $10,000 in energy costs 
annually. 

 
Parks and Natural Areas 
• Public Works and Parks and Recreation 

conducted irrigation audits in half of the 
City’s parks to determine water use 
efficiencies. 
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• Using best practices outlined in its 
Sustainable Operations Plan, Parks and 
Recreation implemented its fall 
herbicide application program at 36 City 
park and beautification areas. 

• Parks and Recreation installed a water‐
wise and pesticide‐free landscape at the 
Osborn Aquatic Center. This is the 
fourth location converted to be more 
resource‐efficient, following City Hall, 
Riverfront Park, and the street island at 
18th and Van Buren.  

• Parks and Recreation closed public 
restrooms in winter to save energy and 
labor costs. 

 

 
Water‐wise landscaping at Osborn 
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City of Corvallis 2010 Sustainability Report 

11

 

Sustainability Showpiece 
The Moose Lodge demolition and parking 
lot construction projects were designed to 
maximize sustainability features. Local 
consultants provided design guidance, and 
local vendors provided most of the 
materials used for the parking lot. 
 
The building demolition design included a 
recycle /reuse rate target of 85% by weight; 
it exceeded expectations by reaching 97%. 
Concrete, which made up the bulk of the 
weight at 77%, was crushed and used as fill 
material. Some of the timbers and most of 
the brick were donated to Habitat for 
Humanity. The remaining wood debris was 
ground and used for stormwater filtration 
berms, while mixed metal was recycled. 
 

 
Moose Lodge, Before 

 

 
Parking Lot, After 

 
The parking lot was constructed with 
porous asphalt, which allows water to 
infiltrate into the soil instead of draining to 
the wastewater system to be treated. The 
site also includes drought‐tolerant plantings 
and drip irrigation, energy‐efficient 
inductive lighting, bike lockers, and the 
infrastructure for an electric vehicle 
charging station. Parking lot striping was 
minimized to reduce the use of materials 
and maintain the porous surface. 

Steps for 2011 
• Document requirements and costs to benchmark and possibly register the Parks and 

Recreation Administration Building for LEED for Existing Buildings (LEED‐EB). 
• Develop green cleaning policy to align with LEED‐EB requirement. 
• Using funds from the Sustainability Initiatives Fee, implement the Urban Forestry 

Management Plan’s goals for structural pruning, hazard tree removal, and public 
education. 

• Evaluate Sunset Park using Sustainable Sites Initiative performance benchmarks. 
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Sustainable Purchasing 
Sustainable purchasing considers the triple bottom line (environmental, economic, and social 
impact) in purchasing decisions. Useful tools include: life‐cycle costing to determine lowest 
economic cost; specifications that include environmentally preferable characteristics; and third‐
party certifications (e.g., ENERGY STAR) to identify products.  

Objective  Targets 
 
Reduce impacts 
from purchases 
(i.e., emissions, 
waste, toxicity) 

2011:  See “Steps” below. 
2013: Create green purchasing standard operating procedures for areas of highest  
           impact (e.g., energy, paper, computers, vehicles). 
2015: 1) 90% of goods purchased are from vendors in the ʺLocal Sixʺ counties  
              (Benton, Linn, Lane, Lincoln, Polk, Marion) 
          2) Enhance the City’s greenhouse gas inventory to include more refined 
               estimates of emissions from purchased goods and services and to set 
               reduction targets. 

 
• The City completed a rough estimate of 

the greenhouse gas emissions embodied 
in its purchased goods and services. The 
analysis revealed that some 4,200 metric 
tons of CO2e—about 28% of the total 
from City operations—are the result of 
purchases. 

• The City’s sustainability team worked to 
identify the goods and services that 
offered the greatest opportunity for 
sustainability gains (top five: energy, 
paper, computers, vehicles, and 
communication equipment) from the 
standpoint of employee behavior. 

• The Library acquired used shelving 
from the Oregon City Public Library for 
use at the new Monroe Library, a 
potential savings of $70,000 over the 
cost of new shelving. 

 
• Several departments are participating in 

a pilot program from Office Max that 
reduces the packaging and CO2 
emissions associated with standard 
deliveries. All orders are shipped in 
reusable totes that are returned at the 
time of the next delivery. 

• The Finance Department hosted a 
presentation by Office Max about 
sustainable office supplies that are 
available at a discount through the State 
Price Agreement. 

• The Finance Department has reduced its 
paper consumption by more than 70% 
since it started formally tracking 
purchases in FY 04/05. Finance 
managers attribute the change in large 
part to increased employee efforts to 
implement sustainable practices. 

 

Steps for 2011 
• Provide green purchasing training to procurement staff and supervisors. 
• Require least economic cost analysis on purchases over $2,500. 
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Vehicle Carbon Footprint 
Vehicle carbon footprint is measured in the organization’s greenhouse gas inventory. The City 
aims to decrease its use of fossil fuels by using more energy‐efficient, alternative‐fuel, and 
hybrid vehicles and by changing driving behaviors.  

Objective  Targets 
Reduce greenhouse gas emissions from City 
vehicles (fleet, transit) 
Baseline: 2004: 1,801 MT CO2e (City of Corvallis 
Greenhouse Gas Inventory) 

2011: 1.5% below 2004 emissions  
2015: 5% below 2004 emissions 
2020: 15% below 2004 emissions 

In 2010, the organization reduced the use of 
fuel in City vehicles by 0.8% as compared 
with 2009. City fleet consumption declined 
by 4.7%, but transit fuel use rose by 4.3%. 
• Public Works is a using a GEM electric 

vehicle to make short trips around 
town, where speed limits allow. The 
GEM car had been used at the airport 
property for the past s years. 

• The Library purchased a fuel‐efficient 
Sprinter van to replace the bookmobile, 
and the Police Department replaced its 
gasoline‐powered administration 
vehicle with a Toyota Prius hybrid. 

• Employees participated in Get There 
Another Way Week, World Carfree Day, 
and the Bike Commute Challenge. Staff 
helped plan and promote the events, 
which inspired hundreds of local 
residents to use alternatives to single‐
occupancy vehicles. 

• Staff at City Hall bought two bicycles to 
use when short trips are required for 
City business. Employees have found 

that it is often as quick to ride a bike as 
it is to drive and that parking is easier. 

• City staff provided design and 
construction assistance on the 
installation of 22 new bicycle racks at 
the City parking lot at SW Second Street 
and SW B Avenue. The new racks will 
support bicycle commuters and the 
public attending the farmers market. 

 
New bike racks make market parking easy 

 

Steps for 2011 
• Document departmental procedures for reviewing vehicle budgets for Sustainability 

Steering Committee review. 
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Zero Solid Waste 
Zero solid waste encourages staff to use resources in a manner that reduces waste to the landfill 
to zero. It promotes reuse, recycling, and waste prevention from reduced consumption and 
considers the entire life cycle of a product. Staff conducts waste audits and measures success by 
the diversion of waste from the landfill, an increase in materials recycled or reused, and 
financial savings from smaller garbage bins.  

Objectives  Targets 
Reduce waste to landfill from City 
operations 
Baseline: 2009: Waste to landfill roughly 333 tons, 
of which 113 tons (34%) is from City operations. 

2011: 25% reduction from baseline  
2015: 50% reduction from baseline  
2020: Zero waste to landfill / incinerator 

Reduce waste to landfill from public waste 
collected by the City (e.g., Library, parks) 
Baseline: 2009: Roughly 220 tons (66%) of 333 tons 
sent to landfill is public waste. 

2011: No increase in per capita waste generation 
(defined as the sum of recovery and disposal)  
2015: 25% reduction in per capita waste generation 
2020: 50% reduction in per capita waste generation 

In 2010, the City reduced its waste to the 
landfill by 10 tons as compared to 2009 (see 
Figure 3).Waste audits conducted in staff 
areas of all facilities revealed very little 
material in the garbage that could be 
recycled. Public garbage containers, 
however, contained much recyclable 
material. 
• City staff worked with Benton County, 

OSU, and Allied Waste on a strategy to 
improve the recycling rate for the 
Benton County wasteshed, which (at 
43%) fell short of the 50% goal set for 
2009 by the Oregon Department of 
Environmental Quality. 

 
Staff has initiated a variety of innovative 
recycling and composting solutions: 
• The Senior Center began using real 

dishes instead of disposables and 
reusing gift boxes at events. 

• An employee‐driven project to return 
cans and bottles for deposit netted $631 
for the Linn Benton Food Share—
equivalent to about 3,600 meals.  

• The Library created a signage system by 
reusing discarded video and DVD cases. 

 
DVD cases recycled as dividers 
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• The Osborn Aquatic Center’s Appliance 
Round Up netted four dozen appliances 
that were recycled or refurbished 
instead of going to the landfill. 

• The City expanded to the majority of 
buildings its pilot project to dispose of 
paper towel waste in yard carts. Paper 
towel composting has the potential to 
divert 20 percent (by volume) of the 
Cityʹs waste stream from the landfill. 

 
 Removing paper towels from the landfills 
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Number for 2011 is estimated based on current waste and recycling trends. 

 

Figure 3 

Steps for 2011 
• Complete department‐specific waste management plans.  
• Develop plan to improve recycling in public areas of City buildings. 
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In the Community 
As directed by the Organizational Sustainability policy, this report focuses on progress achieved 
by the City’s internal sustainability program and objectives for the next reporting period. 
However, City staff play a large role—often as volunteers—in community sustainability as well.  
 
In addition to the many community education and outreach events that City employees sponsor 
or participate in every year, events new in 2010 include: 
• ʺSafe RxDay,ʺ a one ‐day event to collect unused, expired, and/or unwanted 

pharmaceuticals from members of the community—no questions asked. This partnership of 
the Public Works Utilities Division, OSU, and Oregon State Police resulted in the safe 
disposal of 544 pounds of material, including packaging. 

• The “Pick‐up after Your Pet Pledge” campaign, a partnership of stormwater pollution 
prevention staff and four Corvallis pet supply stores. 

• The “Healthy Soils for Healthy Streams” program, which encourages local lawn care 
businesses to adopt practices that keep waterways clean. 

• A joint Fire Department‐Parks and Recreation Youth Volunteer Corps project to check 
smoke alarms. Teams visited nearly 350 apartments in South Corvallis and found 19 alarms 
that did not work. 

• A circulating collection of nine Kill A Watt monitors at the Library, courtesy of the Energy 
Trust of Oregon, for patrons to measure the electricity use of home devices. 

 
City staff and work groups benefit those in need in the community by volunteering their 
personal time and through City programs. Some highlights include: 
• In the most recent survey, 83.8% of employees said they volunteered time in their 

communities in the past year. 
• Approximately 20 City employees participated in the fall United Way Day of Caring. 
• The Parks and Recreation Youth Volunteer Corps raised $1,600 for the Jackson Street Youth 

Shelter through its ʺSay Cheeseʺ fundraiser. 
The Corps also works at the SAGE 
Community Garden to grow produce for local 
charities. 

• The Library collected 1,196 pounds of food for 
the Linn‐Benton Food Share in lieu of fines for 
overdue materials. 

• Public Works gave 500 gallons of used oil to 
Oregon HEAT, an organization that helps 
low‐income families pay for utilities. 

• The Police Department co‐sponsored  
Polar Plunge Corvallis, which raised nearly            Police take the plunge for Special Olympics 
$37,000 for Special Olympics Oregon. 
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The City is a founding member of the Corvallis Sustainability Coalition 
and works with the Coalition and other organizations on sustainability 
projects: 
• Staff worked with the Coalition’s Water Action Team and the First 

Alternative Co‐operative on the Sustainable Water Demonstration 
Project at the Co‐opʹs south store. 

• Community Development’s Housing Division worked with the 
Energy Action Team and the Corvallis Environmental Center to establish program 
parameters for a residential energy efficiency revolving loan fund and a weatherization 
program using federal Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant funds (see Text 
Box). 

 
In 2011, sustainability program staff will work closely with 
community groups developing residential energy projects 
that will be funded through the Environmental Protection 
Agency’s Climate Showcase Communities grant: 
• The City of Corvallis will conduct a community 

greenhouse gas inventory, which will help with tracking 
and measuring progress toward the goals of the Council 
Energy Strategy and the Corvallis Sustainability 
Coalition’s Action Plan. 

• The Corvallis Environmental Center will expand its energy‐efficiency programs with the 
new Kilowatt Cruncher Challenge, a neighborhood outreach program to reduce energy use 
through no‐cost and low‐cost actions. A Community Liaisons program will create a network 
for disseminating energy‐related information throughout Corvallis. 

• OSU‐Benton County Extension will staff the Climate Masters at Home program, which was 
piloted in 2009‐10. Climate Masters educate and support individuals in reducing their 
personal and household carbon footprints. 

• The Resource Innovation Group, a non‐profit climate change research organization based in 
Eugene, will kick off a new and unique Green Share program to train Corvallis employees 
in eight commercial sectors to work with customers to reduce residential greenhouse gas 
emissions. Participating businesses and agencies would include home improvement stores, 
water heater and HVAC system installers, construction companies, county and city 
permitting offices, architecture and landscape architecture firms, and landscaping and 
arborist companies. 
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Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant (EECBG) Update 
 
The City was allocated $511,600 from the EECBG program to use for energy conservation and 
renewable energy projects. Through a public process, the City selected five projects, two on City 
buildings and three community‐wide efforts. As of December 30, 2010, approximately 23% or 
$117,350, of the allocation has been expended: 
 
Majestic Theatre Lighting Upgrade – The project was completed under budget in June 2010.  
Project budget = $16,000; project cost = $14,755 
 
Energy Efficiency Volunteer Coordinator ‐ Through a subgrant to the Corvallis Environmental 
Center (CEC), a Volunteer Coordinator was hired in January 2010 for one year. This position 
was charged with developing a pool of volunteers (Energy Advocates) who would educate 
residents on energy reduction techniques and available financial incentives/rebates such as the 
Energy Trust, the Residential Tax Credit, and the City’s revolving loan fund. As of December 
30, 2010, this program had trained 82 volunteers, contacted 1,080 households, and assisted 58 of 
these households to complete 183 energy conservation measures. 
Project budget = $50,000; project expenditures through December 30, 2010 = $42,349 
 
Corvallis Weatherization Incentive Program (CWIP) ‐ Through a subgrant to the CEC, this 
program offers incentives of up to $500 to qualifying households that complete weatherization 
projects. As of December 30th, 45 qualifying applications had been received and 31 incentives 
had been disbursed, for a total of $12,107.11. The estimated annual energy savings from these 
projects are 5,054 kilowatt hours and 3,090 therms. 
Project budget = $79,600; project expenditures through December 30, 2010 = $35,430 
 
Energy Efficiency Revolving Loan Program ‐ The Housing Division, with input from the CEC 
and the Corvallis Sustainability Coalitionʹs Energy Action Team, developed this new program, 
including loan criteria, forms, and procedures. Marketing this opportunity to the public has 
been done by the CEC and Energy Action Team, and several households have expressed an 
interest, but as of December 30th, no loans had been issued. 
Project budget = $250,000; project expenditures through December 30, 2010 = $16,465 
 
Senior Center Geothermal Heating ‐ The project did not receive approval for funding from the 
Department of Energy until the spring of 2010. Construction was planned to begin in the 
summer of 2011, but is currently on hold pending FY 11‐12 budget discussions. 
Project budget = $120,000; project expenditures through December 30, 2010 = $348 
 

 
 
If you have questions or comments about the City’s sustainability program, 

please contact the Sustainability Supervisor at 541‐766‐6916 or visit 
http://www.ci.corvallis.or.us/. 



MEMORANDUM 
To: 
From: 
Date: 

Mayor and City Council 
Karen Emery, Director 
March 3, 2011 

CORVALLIS 
ENHANCING COMMUNITY LIVABILITY 

PARKS & RECREATION 

Subject: Friends Organization to Benefit Parks and Recreation Department 

Issue 
The Parks and Recreation Department is actively pursuing ways to diversify its revenue income 
to enhance fiscal stability. 

Background 
The Parks, Natural Areas and Recreation Board (PNARB) adopted a goal to develop a Foundation 
to support the Parks and Recreation Department during its 2008-2013 goal setting session. 
Additionally, developing a Foundation for the Department is in the Department Director's current 
work plan. 

PNARB established a subcommittee to work with staff to determine the best approach to 
developing a Foundation. Staff researched the process to develop and manage a non-profit 
501 {c)(3) Foundation and shared these with the subcommittee. The subcommittee developed a 
list of information needed to help determine the most suitable type of Foundation for the 
Department. 

Staff and subcommittee member, Betty Griffiths, met with the Director of Willamalane Parks and 
Recreation District to discuss their experience with managing a 501 (c)(3) Foundation. Willamalane 
had moderate success and ~as changing to a Friends group format to create a larger advocacy 
base and to utilize people who were already emgaged with Department services. 

Staff met with the Director of the Corvallis/Benton County Library to discuss their experience with 
supporting both a 501 (c)(3) Foundation and a Friends group. The Director recommended having 
one funding group, and that either would work, depending on how it was set up initially. 

Staff and subcommittee member, Betty Griffiths, then met with the Executive Director of the Benton 
County Foundation (BCF) to discuss establishing an endowment fund that BCF would manage 
instead of developing a non-profit 501 (c)(3) Foundation. 

Discussion 
PNARB discussed the pros and cons of establishing a nonprofit foundation and a nonprofit friends 
group. After discussion PNARB recommended that a nonprofit friends group be developed by 
advocates and the funds raised be managed by a private non-profit foundation such as the Benton 
County Foundation or Community Foundation. 
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Recommendation 
Information only, no action required unless City Council would like staff and PNARB to pursue a 
different course. 

Review and Concur: 

/ 
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CITY OF CORVALLIS 

REQUESTFORPROPOSAL 

City Manager Recruitment Process 
CMO 2011-02 

CORVALLIS 
ENHANCING COMMUNITY LIVABILITY 

SOLICITATION ADVERTISEMENT ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ! 

SCOPE OF WORK. •••••..•..•....•.•.•.•..•...•.••.••••••.•...•.......•..••..•••..•.....••..••.••••••.............•.••••••••••...••.••••.• l 

PROPOSAL PROCESS •..•..........•..•.•••..........•.•.....•..••••.••••••••....••••••...•........••••••••••.•....•...•.•...••••.... 2 
Summary of the Anticipated Time Line for Proposal, Initiation, and Completion of 
Work 
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BASIS OF AWARD OF CONTRACT oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo4 

CONTRACT REQUIREMENTS ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo5 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR SUBMITTING THE PROPOSAL ...................................................... 5 

FORM OF PROPOSAL oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo•ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo6 

Questions seeking clarification about this Request for Proposals must be submitted no later than 
5:00pm on March 23, 2011. No questions will be accepted or answered after this date. See page 
6 for a complete schedule of due dates. 
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SOLICITATION ADVERTISEMENT 

Sealed services proposals for City Manager Recruitment Process- CMO 2011-02, will be 
received at the City of Corvallis, City Manager's Office, Corvallis, OR 97333. The work 
consists of assisting the City Council in designing and implementing a recruitment and selection 
process for the position of City Manager. 

The Request for Proposal document may be examined or obtained for no charge prior to March 
25, 2011 at 5 p.m. at the City of Corvallis, 2300 NW Walnut Boulevard, Corvallis, OR or by 
calling (541) 766-6902. 

Sealed proposals must be submitted to Assistant City Manager Ellen Volmert no later than 3 p.m. 
on March 28,2011 at 2300 NW Walnut Boulevard or mailed to City Manager's Office, PO Box 
1083, Corvallis, OR 97339-1083. The sealed proposals will be publicly opened and read at 3 
p.m. on March 28, 2011 at 2300 NW Walnut Boulevard, Corvallis, Oregon. 

The City of Corvallis encourages small, minority- and women-owned businesses to submit 
proposals. For more information, contact Assistant City Manager Ellen Volmert, (541) 766-
6902, extension 5063, or Hearing and Speech Impaired: Contact Oregon Telecommunications 
Service 7-1-1. 

CITY OF CORVALLIS, OREGON 

DATED THIS __ day of _____ _ 

By: --------------
Ellen Volmert, Assistant City Manager 

Advertise: Corvallis Gazette Times and Daily Journal of Commerce 

Advertise on March 11, 2011. 
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SCOPE OF WORK 

1. The following specifications are the minimum requirements for the City Manager Recruitment Process project. 

1.1. Contractor shall perform certain services necessary for the completion of an executive recruitment for a 
City Manager, which services shall include the following: 

1.1.1. Develop the candidate profile in consultation with the Mayor and City Council, executive City staff 
and other stakeholders. 

1.1.2. Develop an advertising campaign and recruitment brochure 

1.1.3. Recruit candidates 

1.1.4. Screen candidates 

1.1.5. Conduct personal interviews 

1.1.6. Conduct public record search 

1.1. 7. Provide recommendation 

1.1.8. Assist with fmal interviews and on-site process (including involving stakeholders) 

1.1.9. Conduct detailed reference checks 

1.1.1 0. Assist with negotiations 

1.1.11. Provide complete administrative assistance for the above 

1.2. Contractors shall use recyclable products to the maximum extent economically feasible in the performance 
of the contract work set forth in this document. 

1.3. Term of the agreement is one year. 

1.4. With the successful vendor's approval, other contracting agencies may establish contracts or price 
agreements under the tenns, conditions, and prices of the original contract resulting from this 
procurement. 

1.5. The proposal will be valid for 30 days from the date of proposal opening. 

1.6. Vendors responding to this RFP do so solely at the vendor's expense; the City is not responsible for any 
vendor expenses associated with the RFP. 

PROPOSAL PROCESS 
2. The City follows Oregon Revised Statutes Chapters 279A, 279B, an 279C in the procurement of services. In 

some cases, the City has more restrictive limits than State law. Under Oregon and Corvallis law, the proposal 
process is as follows: 

2.1. City staff develop a procurement calendar, specifications, advertisement, etc. Any party interested in a 
request for proposal document may view a copy of the request for proposal, or may request a copy, free 
of charge, from Assistant City Manager Ellen Volmert, 541-766-6902, ellen. volmert@ci.corvallis.or.us. 
All vendors will be required to provide contact information (i.e., contact name, address, phone, FAX #, 
and e-mail address). Any addenda will be FAXed, e-mailed, or mailed to the address provided by the 
vendor. City staff will mail the request for proposal document to the interested vendor list and advertise 
the request for proposal. 

2.2. Assistant City Manager Ellen Vohnert, fax 541 766-6780, phone 541-766-6902, 
ellen.volmert@ci.corvallis.or.us will accept written questions seeking clarification about the proposal 
requirements, and will accept any exceptions to specifications or contract requirements, until March 23, 

Page 3 - Contract - CM Recruitment March 9, 2011 



2011 at 5 p.m. All questions, including clarification of or exception to specifications, questions regarding 
proposal submittal instructions, questions or exceptions regarding contract terms, and questions or 
exceptions to the basis of award must be received by this date and time. No questions about the request 
for proposal document or the proposal process will be accepted after this date and time. 

2.3. Written answers to all questions will be sent to proposers as an addendum by 5 p.m. on March 25, 2011. 

2.4. Sealed Proposals must be submitted to Ellen Vohnert, Assistant City Manager, 541 766-6902 no later than 
March 28, 2011 at 3 p.m .. Proposals received after this date/time shall be marked with the date/time 
received and held unopened by the City of Corvallis until the end of the proposal process. 

2.5. Proposals will be publicly opened and read at March 28, 2011 at 3 p.m. at 2300 NW Walnut Boulevard. 
The proposal tabulation will include only the names of the vendors submitting proposals, and will be 
publicly available immediately after the proposal opening. Proposal documents will not be available for 
review by the public until after the notice oflntent to Award has been issued. 

2.6. At any time prior to the due date for the submission of proposals, a vendor may request to modify or 
withdraw the proposal in the following fashion: 

2.6.1. Modification: The vendor may submit a written modification in accordance with the instructions 
for submitting a proposal as identified in this request for proposals. Any modification is 
required to have a date and time placed on it by the vendor, and the words "This modification 
amends and supersedes the prior Offer" written on the modification. 

2.6.2. Withdrawal: A vendor may request to withdraw a proposal by filing such request in writing, on the 
letterhead of the vendor, signed by a person authorized to do so. Alternatively, the vendor 
may request to have a proposal withdrawn by making the request in person, producing 
appropriate identification and evidence that the person is authorized to withdraw the offer. 
The City will void the time and date stamp on the offer envelope and return the proposal to the 
vendor unopened. 

2.6.3. A withdrawal will not preclude the submission of another proposal by the vendor prior to the time 
and date set for the opening of proposals. 

2.6.4. After proposals have been opened, proposals may not be withdrawn by the vendor for a period of 
thirty (30) days and at no time after award of contract. Proposals may not be modified after 
they have been opened unless the selection process identified in section three of this 
agreement allows proposal modification. 

2.7. Following the public proposal opening, staff will review the proposals submitted for completeness and 
compliance with the proposal requirements. All proposals shall be evaluated based on the criteria 
identified in section three Basis of A ward of Contract. The City reserves the right to waive irregularities 
and minor informalities if it is in the public interest to do so. 

2.8. Staff will send a letter stating the City's intent to award the City Manager Recruitment Process project to 
all vendors submitting a proposal. Vendors will have seven calendar days to protest; any protest filed 
after the protest period will be late and will not be considered. To file a protest, a vendor must submit the 
protest in writing to the person named in section 2.11 above and state the reasons for the protest. The 
City Manager will review any protest and make a decision as to the award of the proposal. 

2.9. The successful vendor(s) will be expected to complete a contract for the City Manager Recruitment 
Process project immediately after being notified of award. A sample contract form has been included 
with this request for proposal as Attachment A. 

2.10. The City reserves the right to cancel this procurement and/or reject all proposals if it is in the best interest 
of the City to do so in accordance with ORS 279B.100. If the City cancels this procurement after 
proposals have been submitted, the proposals will be returned, but the City will keep a list of the 
proposals received. 
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2.1 0.1. The City of Corvallis reserves the right to reject the offer of any vendor who previously failed 
to perform properly to the satisfaction of the City of Corvallis, or complete on time an 
agreement of a similar nature, or to reject the offer of any vendor who is not in a position to 
perform such an agreement satisfactorily as determined by the City of Corvallis. 

2.1 0.2. The City reserves the right to accept the offers and award a contract to a responsible vendor, 
to postpone the acceptance of the offer and the award of the contract for a period not to 
exceed thirty (30) calendar days, or to reject any and all offers received, and further advertise 
the project for offers. 

2.1 0.3. The City may reject any offer not in compliance with all prescribed public purchasing 
procedures and requirements, and may reject for good cause any or all offers upon fmding of 
the City it is in the public interest to do so. 

Summary of the Anticipated Time Line for Proposal, Initiation, and Completion of Work 

Action 

Advertising 

Mail RFP to potential proposers 

Pre-Proposal Questions Due 

Responses to Pre-Proposal Questions 
distributed by City 

Proposal opening 

Proposal evaluation period 

Selection ofFinalists 

Interviews with Finalists 

Notice of Intent to Award Contract 

Challenge Period expires and Award of 
Contract 

Begin Contract (estimated) 

Contract Completed (estimate) 
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Location Date Time 

Gazette Times/Daily March 11, 2011 
Journal of Commerce 

2300 NW Walnut 
Blvd. Corvallis 

2300 NW Walnut 
Blvd. Corvallis 

March 11,2011 

March 23, 2011 17:00 

March 25, 2011 17:00 

March 28, 2011 15:00 

March 28-
April 8, 2011 

April1, 2011 

April 4-8, 2011 

April 8, 2011 

April15, 2011 

April18, 2011 

September 1, 
2011 

March 9, 2011 



BASIS OF AWARD OF CONTRACT 
1. A team of three members of the Mayor and City Council will individually evaluate and score the proposals 

based on the following weighted criteria to detennine finalists: 

1.1. Proposal team's experience within the past five years with similar projects for a similar municipality (15 
points) 

1.2. Proposal team's references from other governments (15 points) 

1.3. Proposer's approach to the work (15 point) 

1.4. Proposer's experience in Oregon within the past five years with similar projects (15 points) 

1.5. Proposal price (20 points). 

1.6. Interviews will be conducted with the selected finalists. Evaluation following interviews (20 points). 
Interviews may be conducted in person or via teleconference (web or phone). 

Following the individual evaluation of proposals the team will meet to select finalists. 
Following the finalist interviews, the team will meet to compare rankings. The highest 
ranked proposal will win the award. 

CONTRACT REQUIREMENTS 

2. All vendors must accept the terms included as Attachment A with this Request for Proposals 
as part of the contract. If a vendor is exempt from a particular term due to a statutory or 
regulatory exception or exemption, whether the exception or exemption applies to the 
contract matter, the type of work, or the vendor, the vendor will be considered to have met 
the requirements of that term. Any vendor who does not agree with a term of this contract 
must file an exception to requirement notice as identified in section 2.3 above. The City 
reserves the right to negotiate a final Contract that is in the best interest of the City. 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR SUBMITTING THE PROPOSAL 

3. Submittal Instructions 

3 .1. The proposal must be submitted as identified in the section labeled "Form of Proposal" 
which begins on page eight. 

3.2. Mail or deliver the proposal in a sealed envelope to the address identified in section 2.9. 

3.3. Proposals must be plainly marked in the lower left-hand comer of the envelope as 
follows: 

Item: City Manager Recruitment Process 

Time: 3 p.m. (15:00 hours) 
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Date: March 28, 2011 

Vendor Name: _______ _ 

3.4. Facsimile and email offers will not be accepted for this project. 

3.5. The proposal must be signed. Submission of a signed proposal will be interpreted to 
mean that vendor has hereby agreed to all terms and conditions set forth in all of the 
sheets which make up this solicitation document. Four copies of the proposal are 
required. 

FORM OF PROPOSAL 
4. The proposal should be organized in the following order: 

4.1. A signed cover letter stating the proposer's desire to make an offer. 

4.2. A section discussing the proposer's understanding of the project and outlining the proposer's planned 
approach to the work. 

4.3. A section with the resumes of the proposer's team that will be working on this project. 

4.4. A section providing references on similar projects completed for other cities or counties in the past five 
years that were completed by the members of the team proposed for the Corvallis project. 

4.5. A section outlining the price offer. 

4. 6. Offer/ certifications/ commitment 

6.7 OFFER/CERTIFICATIONS /OFFER COMMITMENT 

Vendor Name: 

We propose to complete the work requested in the City of Corvallis Request for Proposal# CMO 
2011-02. 

PROPOSAL ADDENDA 

Vendor acknowledges receipt of [enter number:} __ addenda for this RFP 

BIDDER RESIDENCY STATEMENT 

The 1987 Oregon Legislative Assembly enacted a reciprocal preference law which states, in part: 

In determining the lowest responsible bidder, a public contracting agency shall, for the 
purpose of awarding the contract, add a percent increase on the bid of a nonresident 
bidder equal to the percent, if any, of the preference given to that bidder in the state in 
which the bidder resides. 
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"Resident bidder" means a bidder that has paid unemployment taxes or income taxes in 
this state during the 12 calendar months immediately preceding submission of the bid, has 
a business address in this state, and has stated in the bid whether the bidder is a "resident 
bidder" 

"Nonresident bidder" means a bidder who is not a "resident bidder" as defined above. 

1. Check one: Bidder is: A resident bidder 

A nonresident bidder 

2. If a resident bidder, enter your Oregon business address: 

3. If a nonresident bidder, enter state of residency: 

CONFIDENTIALITY STATEMENT 

The City of Corvallis abides by the public records laws of the State of Oregon. As such, proposal 
documents are generally considered to be a matter of public record after the contract for work has 
been awarded. Information in a proposal may or may not be considered to be exempt from 
public disclosure based on the following: 

Trade secrets as identified in ORS 192.501; 

2 Information submitted in confidence as identified in ORS 192.502. 

To the extent of the law, the City will endeavor to keep information confidential if the vendor 
marks the subject information as confidential. 

PROPOSER IDENTIFICATION 

Business Name: 

Address: 

City/State/Zip: 

Phone: ___________________ ___;FAX: ________ _ 

Primary Contact- Name and Printed/Title: 

The undersigned has the authority to commit the vendor to the proposal as identified in these 
documents, and certifies that this information is true and accurate. 
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This organization is a_ Corporation of the State of _______ _ 

_ Partnership 

_ Sole Proprietorship 

_Other (specify _____ __/ 

In witness whereof the undersigned has caused this instrument to be executed tllis ___ day of 

------' 2011. 

By: __________________ __ 

Title: --------------------------

The undersigned attests that the person above is authorized to commit the vendor to the proposal 
executed this day of , 2011. 

Attest: ----------------------------
Title: -------------------------
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CITY OF CORVALLIS 

SERVICES CONTRACT 

Attachment A 

This contract is entered into this day of between the City of Corvallis, a municipal corporation of the State of 
Oregon, hereafter called "City" and , a hereafter called "Contractor" of the state of 

All notifications necessary under this contract shall be addressed to: 

City of Corvallis 
Attention: 
PO Box 1083 
Corvallis, OR 97339-1083 
Telephone 

1. TERM 

Contractor name 
Attention: 
Mailing Address: 
City, State, Zip 
Telephone 

1.1. This contract shall be effective from the date of signature through June 30, 2012. 

1.2. If this contract crosses fiscal years, funding for future years is contingent upon the City Council adopting 
appropriations. 

2. SCOPE OF SERVICE 

2.1. Contractor shall perform certain services necessary for the completion of an executive recruitment for a 
City Manager, which services shall include the following: 

2.1.1. Develop the candidate profile 

2.1.2. Develop an advertising campaign and recruitment brochure 

2.1.3. Recruit candidates 

2.1.4. Screen candidates 

2.1.5. Conduct personal interviews 

2.1.6. Conduct public record search 

2.1.7. Provide recommendation 

2.1.8. Assist with fmal interviews 

2 .1.9. Conduct detailed reference checks 

2.1.10. Assist with negotiations 

2 .1.11. Provide complete administrative assistance for the above 

3. COMPENSATION 

3 .1. In consideration of contractor's performance, City agrees to pay Contractor $ ____ , 

3 .2. Payment will be made monthly and contractor will invoice by the 1Oth of the month for services performed 
in the prior month. 

4. CITY RESPONSIBILITIES 

4.1. City agrees to pay Contractor within 30 days of receiving an invoice for services performed. City will 
report all payments made to Contractor required by the Federal Internal Revenue Service and the State of 
Oregon Department of Revenue. 
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Attachment A 
5. STATUS 

5.1. Contractor is retained as an independent contractor and will be responsible for any state or federal taxes 
resulting from this contract. Contractor is not an "employee" for purposes of OAR 459-10-030(6). 
Contractor will not be under direct control of City in performing this contract. 

5.2. Contractor will furnish all of the equipment and supplies necessary under this contract. 

5.3. Contractor will not be eligible for any federal Social Security, State Workers' Compensation, 
unemployment insurance, or PERS benefits from this contract, except as a self-employed individual or as 
required by ORS 237.103. 

6. CONTRACTOR RESPONSIBILITIES 

6.1. Contractor will make prompt payment to all persons supplying them with labor or materials for the 
perfonnance of work under this contract. If Contractor fails to make prompt payment of any claim for labor 
or services furnished in connection with this contract, City may pay the claim and charge the amount against 
funds due or which may become due to Contractor. 

6.2. Contractor will pay all contributions or amounts due the Industrial Accident Fund for themselves or any 
sub-contractor resulting from this contract. 

6.3. Contractor will not permit any lien or claim to be filed against City on account of any labor or material 
furnished. 

6.4. Contractor will pay the Department of Revenue all sums withheld from employees pursuant to ORS 
316.167. 

6.5. Contractor shall pay employees for overtime work perfonned under the public contract in accordance with 
ORS 653.010 to 653.261 and the Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 (29U.S.C. 201 et seq.). 

6.6. Contractor shall promptly, as due, make payment to any person, co-partnership, association, or corporation 
furnishing medical, surgical and hospital care or other needed care and attention, incident to sickness or 
injury, to the employees of Contractor, or all smns which Contractor agrees to pay for such services and all 
moneys and sums which Contractor collected or deducted from the wages of employees pursuant to any 
law, contract or agreement for the purpose of providing or paying for such service. 

6. 7. Contractor agrees to comply with all applicable local, state, and federal laws, rules, and regulations in the 
performance of this contract, and to pay all fees required by local, state, or federal bodies in the 
performance of this contract. 

6.8. LIVING WAGE: Contractor agrees to comply with Corvallis Municipal Code chapter 1.25 establishing and 
implementing the Living Wage. City may tenninate this contract at any time if Contractor is found to be in 
violation of the Living Wage Ordinance and does not correct the violation consistent with section 1.25.090 
of the Corvallis Municipal Code. 

Contractor agrees to keep payroll records for employees working on City's contract and to provide those 
records to City if requested in accordance with section 1.25.070 ofthe Corvallis Municipal Code. 
Contractor agrees to post the information provided by City about the Living Wage in a location where 
employees are likely to see the information. Contractor also agrees to give each employee working on City 
business infonnation provided by City about the Living Wage. Contractor will notify City if he/she needs 
the information provided in a language other than English. 

7. LIABILITY 

7.1. Contractor shall indemnify, protect, defend, and hold City, its officers, agents, vohmteers, and employees 
hannless against any actions, claim 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 the perfonnance of this 
contract, except for that resulting from the sole negligence of the City. 

7.2. Contractor shall provide insurance as indicated: 
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Attachment A 
7 .2.1. Workers' compensation insurance in compliance with ORS 656.017, which requires subject 

employers to provide Oregon workers' compensation coverage for all their subject workers. 

7.2.2. General Liability insurance with a combined single limit, or the equivalent, of not less than 
$1,000,000 per occurrence,/$2,000,000 aggregate each claim, incident, or occurrence for Bodily 
Injury and Property Damage. It shall include contractual liability coverage for the indemnity 
provided under this contract, and shall be in a form at least as broad as Commercial General 
Liability ISO form CG 0001. It shall provide that City and its officers and employees are 
Additional Insureds, but only with respect to the Contractor's services to be provided under this 
contract. 

7.2.3. Automobile Liability insurance with a combined single limit, or the equivalent, of not less than 
$1,000,000 each accident for Bodily Injury and Property Damage, including coverage for owned, 
hired, or non-owned vehicles, as applicable. 

7.3. Contractor shall not cause or allow any insurance policy required above to be suspended, voided, canceled, 
reduced in coverage or in material limits except as agreed by City. 

7.4. Should Contractor desire to cancel any of the above described policies before the expiration date thereof, 
notice shall be delivered to the City in accordance with the policy provisions, or by certified mail, return 
receipt requested 30 days prior to desired cancellation whichever method provides the City with the greatest 
notice. 

7.5. Contractor shall furnish acceptable insurance certificates to City with original endorsements for each 
insurance policy signed by a person authorized by that insurer to bind coverage on its behalf. Certificates 
will be received and approved by City prior to its issuance of a Notice to Proceed. If additional insured 
status (or subrogation waiver) is requested, each line of insurance shall be marked in the appropriate box on 
the insurance certificate to indicate the policy endorsement ensuring the City of Corvallis is an Additional 
Insured (and/or Subrogation is Waived) subject to the terms and conditions and/or respective to the work 
under this contract. Insuring companies or entities are subject to City acceptance. Contractor shall be 
financially responsible for all pertinent deductibles, self-insured retention and/or self-insurance. All such 
deductibles, retention, or self-insurance must be declared to, and approved by, City. 

8. GENERAL PROVISIONS 

8.1. ASSIGNABILITY: This contract is for the exclusive benefits of Contractor and City. Any attempt to 
assign, transfer, or pledge by either party without the prior written consent of the remaining party shall void 
the contract. 

8.2. TERMINATION: City may terminate this contract in the event Contractor fails to comply with any of the 
terms or conditions set forth herein or if City determines Contractor is in any way unfit, unqualified, or 
unable to perform all of the services outlined in this contract. City will provide 30 days prior written notice 
by certified mail, return receipt requested of its intent to terminate. 

8.3. DISCRIMINATION: The parties agree not to discriminate on the basis of 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 in the 
performance ofthis contract. 

8.4. PERSONAL IDENTIFYING INFORMATION: Contractor agrees to safeguard personal identifYing 
information in compliance with Oregon Revised Statute (ORS) 646A.600, the Oregon Consumer Identity 
Theft Protection Act and the Fair and Accurate Credit Transaction Act provisions of the Federal Fair Credit 
Reporting Act. 

8.5. WAIVER: Waiver of any breach of any provision of this contract by either party shall not operate as a 
waiver of any subsequent breach of the same or any other provision of this contract. 

8.6. ATTORNEY'S FEES: In the event either party shall initiate any suit, action or appeal on any matter related 
to this contract, then the court before whom such suit, action or appeal is taken shall award to the prevailing 
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party such attorney's fees as the Court shall deem reasonable, considering the complexity, effort and result 
against the party who shall not prevail, and such award and all allowable costs of the event may be either 
added to or deducted from the balance due under this contract, or be a separate obligation as appropriate. 

8.7. PREVAILING LAW: This contract is to be governed by, and construed in accordance with, the laws of the 
State of Oregon. 

8.8. VENUE: Any disputes about the terms of this contract will be brought before the Benton County Circuit 
Court. 

8.9. EXTENT OF CONTRACT: This contract supersedes any prior or contemporaneous oral or written 
agreements or understandings entered into by the parties. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have herewith executed their signatures. 

CITY OF CORVALLIS CONTRACTOR 

Jon Nelson, City Manager 

Printed Name and Title 

Approved as to Form: 

City Attomey 
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MEMORANDUM 

DATE: March 16, 2011 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: Downtown Commission Recommendation to City Council 

Issue: 

Council consideration of Downtown Commission recommendation to allow mobile food 
vendors (food carts) to operate on private property year-round. 

Background: 

In fall of 2010 the City was approached with a request for a food cart "pod" or collection of 
carts to be placed on a private lot in the Downtown and operate on a year-round bases. 
Currently, food carts are governed under the City's "Temporary Outdoor Market" use 
designation and are limited to operating for a maximum of 45 days per calendar year. 
Staff directed the interested party to bring this issue to the attention of the Downtown 
Commission. The Commission heard the request, decided to undertake a review of the 
matter and formed a Food Cart Committee consisting offive members of the Commission. 
Actions of the Food Cart Committee included the following: 

• Distributed non-scientific survey to gauge community interest 

• Held public information forum and received community input 

• Met five times to frame issue and make recommendation 

• Made recommendation to Downtown Commission at their March 9, 2011, meeting 
to remove the 45-day limitation and institute a permitting and regulation system to 
allow food cart pods on private property year-round 

Discussion: 

At their March 9, 2011, regular meeting, the Downtown Commission voted to accept the 
Food Cart Committee's recommendation and forward the recommendation to the City 
Council for further review. The full report from the Downtown Commission to the City 
Council is attached to this memo and includes the following basic recommendations: 

• Recommendation to remove the 45-day limitation from food cart operations. 



• Limit the number of food carts permitted in one area by lot size and configuration 

• Develop basic standards for signage, access, noise, etc. 

• Devise a permitting process that places the responsibility for regulation on the 
property owner and includes a fee that is representative of the City's administrative 
costs and the impact of a food cart operation on the City's infrastructure, e.g., 
transportation. 

Additionally, staff notes that the Commission did not make a recommendation on whether 
food carts should be allowed on a year-round basis in areas outside the downtown area 
or whether other commercial (non-food) carts should be considered for year-round status. 
In both cases, the Commission believed that there charge was to respond to the proposal 
to establish year-round food carts in downtown Corvallis. 

Finally, staff notes that several additional items have been identified but not fully discussed 
at this point. Examples include a specific definition of a food cart, accessibility issues 
related to placement on gravel parking lots, and the possibility of liquor sales associated 
with food cart operations. 

If the Council decides to move ahead with the year-round food cart concept, the above and 
likely many other issues will need to be addressed. 

Recommended Action: 

Staff recommends that the Council refer this recommendation to the Urban Services 
Committee for an initial review and recommendation to the Council as to whether the City 
should proceed with the additional work at a Staff and Council/Commission level to develop 
the necessary code amendments to permit mobile food carts to operate on private property 
on a year- round basis. 

Re~w and Concur: 
I . 

/J;fy xi. di4.-
;)6n S. Nelson, City Manager 

,/ 



MEMORANDUM 

DATE: March 4, 2011 

TO: Downtown Commission 

FROM: Food Cart Committee 

RE: Food Cart Recommendation 

Background: 

Over the past several months, the Downtown Commission Food Cart Committee has met to 
discuss potential changes to limitations on food cart operations in Corvallis. The Committee met 
a total of five times and decided on two methods by which to gauge interest in food cart 
operations. In January, the Committee launched a non-scientific survey that asked general 
questions about food carts as well as more specific questions related to their operations in 
Corvallis. The survey received 44 7 responses, generally in support of expanded operations for 
food carts. In February, the Committee hosted a public information forum and invited interested 
parties to share their opinions about food carts. Several people spoke, both in favor and in 
opposition, with the majority of those in favor. On February 24'11

, the Committee held a follow
up meeting to draft a recommendation to the Downtown Commission regarding food cart 
operations. That meeting generated the general recommendation below. 

Recommendation: 

The following represents the consensus of the Committee regarding a general recommendation to 
the Commission: 

• The Committee recommends that the current 45 day annual limit for the operation of food 
carts be removed and that there be no limit on the number of operating days. 
Development standards for such operations will be discussed later in this report. 

• Although there appears to be support for the year-round operation of food carts in other 
commercial areas in the City, the Committee notes that the charge to the Committee was 
related to downtown area and therefore the recommendations relate only to downtown 
Corvallis. 

• There appears to be mixed support to allow other mobile non-food vendors to operate 
year round. The Committee notes that its charge was only related to food carts and 
therefore makes no recommendation on expanding this consideration to other commercial 
mobile vendors downtown. 



• The Committee received testimony that the current 45 day annual limit on the operation 
of farmers markets should be eliminated. The current Farmers Market location on First 
Street is not regulated by the limit because it operates under a permit to occupy the public 
right of way (but could be in the future should the Market move to private property). The 
Committee notes that the Farmers Market operation is different than the food cart 
concept, e.g. more than food products for sale, types of structures, etc. The Committee 
believes this issue is outside the scope of its charge. 

• The Committee has had preliminary discussions regarding the permits and regulations 
that should govern the siting of food carts on a year-round basis. The following 
represents general concepts that are not exclusive and warrant significant additional work 
should the City move ahead with a legislative process to pern1it year round food carts: 

? The permitting process should be tied to the property owner with the ongoing 
responsibility of managing the site in compliance with the permit resting with the 
property owner. 

? The number of food carts operating at a site should be limited by size and 
configuration of the site. 

? It is assumed that State and County health and sanitary regulations will 
satisfactorily address sanitary requirements. 

? It is also assumed that any on site additions to food carts be in conformance with 
local and state building codes. 

? Development standards should address areas such as disabled access, signage, 
noise, fire and general pedestrian accessibility, litter, and restrooms. The 
Committee is not recommending that features such as color and design be 
regulated. 

? The Committee recommends that the permit cost for a food cart address the City's 
administrative costs and include a fee that relates to the impact of the food cart 
operation on the City's infrastructure, e.g. transportation system impacts. 



MEMORANDUM 

MARCH 15, 2011 

TO: MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: STEVE ROGERS, PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR 

SUBJECT: ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND CONSERVATION BLOCK GRANT 
(EECBG) 

In the Spring of2009, the City was awarded a federal grant from the Department of Energy (DOE) 
through the EECBG program in the amount $511,600. The grant allows for many different uses for 
the funds such as weatherization incentives, renewable energy generation, energy conservation 
activities, and energy related facility improvements. 

On February 15, 2011 a DOE representative came from Washington D. C. to visit with Corvallis staff 
on the status ofthe EECBG projects because Corvallis EECBG funds are not being spent at a rate 
to hit the DOE target of 50% by June 30, 2011. In addition, all grant funds must be spent by 
September 20, 2012 or they will be forfeited. 

Unless directed otherwise by the City Council, staff plans to revisit the current EECBG projects with 
the Urban Services Committee (USC) on April 7, 2011. At USC, staff will provide an update on 
current projects and provide potential alternatives to help achieve the DOE's spending targets and 
deadline. For additional input, staff plans to invite current project stakeholders, citizen members of 
the expanded USC that selected the original projects, and the Corvallis Sustainability Coalition's 
Energy Action Team. 

Rev~~ and Concuru: 
! ' { i 

I ! " \~J f.· ,W~ 
Jon.S. Nelson, City Manager 
/ / 

/ /" 
£_/' 



Benton County Sheriff’s Office 
Diana Simpson, Sheriff 

 

Emergency Management, Search & Rescue 
180 NW 5th Street, Corvallis, OR 97330 

541.766.6864    FAX 541.766.6052 

                                                                        

             State Accredited Since 2009 

 
 
2011 March 1 
 
To:  Diana Simpson, Sheriff, Benton County 

Jon Nelson, City Manager, City of Corvallis  
Roy Emory, Fire Chief, Corvallis Fire Department   
Gary Boldizsar, Police Chief, Corvallis Police Department 

  
From: Erik Rau, Emergency Services Planner 
 
Re: Selected activities and completed tasks from 2011 Jan 01 to 2011 Feb 28 
 
Continuity of Operations Planning (COOP):    

o Participated in numerous training sessions for Bold Planning COOP tools and 
techniques 

o Participated in plan-building workshop for Benton County departmental representatives 
o Participated in development of joint Benton County-City of Corvallis COOP functional 

exercise 
o Anticipate leadership role in same 
o Acted as coordinating resource for COOP queries and information from City & County 

departments 
 
Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan:  

o Managed completion of, submission to and approval by FEMA of 2010 Benton County 
Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan 

o Began project implementation as identified 
 
Emergency Operations Plan (EOP):  

o Began extensive review of Benton County and City of Corvallis EOP’s in order to 
conduct a formal update of the County plan through 2011. 

 
National Incident Management System (NIMS) compliance:  

o Conducted training and certification in Incident Command System (ICS) classes for 
approximately forty City of Corvallis Public Works employees  

o Conducted training and certification in ICS classes for approximately thirty Benton 
County Corrections Facility employees 

o Conducted training and certification in ICS classes for eight Benton County Community 
Development employees  

o Acted as a coordinating resource for NIMS queries and information from City & County 
departments, and local public safety agencies 

 



                                                                        

             State Accredited Since 2009 

 
Outreach: 

o Conducted train-the-trainer session for Map Your Neighborhood disaster resilience 
curriculum for ten representatives of three city and two county neighborhoods 

o Conducted five community outreach sessions on disaster preparedness and resilience 
with a total of approximately forty City & County residents 

   
Other activities:  

o Awarded Basic Applied Professional Series (BAPS) certificate by Oregon Emergency 
Management 

o Conducted training and certification in CPR for approximately forty on-duty Corvallis 
Fire Department employees and volunteers 

o Joined Oregon Emergency Managers Association (OEMA) and participated at full 
membership level 

o Participated in benefit-cost analysis seminar hosted by Cascadia Region Earthquake 
Workgroup (CREW) and joined the public outreach team of same. 

 
 



I MEETING DATE I 
March 23 

April6 

April20 

May4 

May 18 

June 8 

June 22 

July 6 

July 20 

August 3 

August 17 

September 7 

September 21 

October 5 

October 19 

November 9 

November 23 

ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES COMMITTEE 
SCHEDULED ITEMS 

March 17, 2011 

AGENDA ITEM 

No meeting 

. da Vinci Days Loan Agreement Status Annual Report . GASB 54 Update 

. Council Policy Review: . CP 95-4.10, "Public Library Gifts and Donations Policy" 

. Economic Development Allocations Third Quarter Report 

. Third Quarter Operating Report . Allied Waste Services Annual Report 

. Land Use Application Fees Review 

. Fourth Quarter Operating Report . Council Policy Reviews: . CP 04-1.09, "Public Access Television" . CP 93-1.06, "Guidelines for Use of the City Logo" . CP 94-2.09, "Council Orientation" . CP 91-3.02, "City Compensation Policy" . CP 91-3.04, "Separation Policy" 

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

. Council Policy Reviews: . CP 91-2.03, "Expense Reimbursement" . CP 98-2.10, "Use of E-Mail by Mayor and City Council" . Comprehensive Annual Financial Report 

. Utility Rate Annual Review 

I 



I MEETING DATE I AGENDA ITEM 

December 7 . Council Policy Review: . CP 91-2.02, "Council Process" . CP 97-10.01 - 10.08, "Financial Policies" . First Quarter Operating Report 

December 21 

ASC PENDING ITEMS 

Utility Rate Structure Review 
Voluntary Donations on Electronic Utility Payments 

Regular Meeting Date and Location: 
Wednesday following Council, 4:00 pm- Madison Avenue Meeting Room 

Public Works 
Finance 

I 



I MEETING DATE I 
March 22 . . 
AprilS . 
April19 . 
May3 . 

. . 

May 17 . 
June 7 . 

June 21 

July 6 . . 
July 19 . 
August 2 

August 16 . 
September 7 

September 20 . . . 
October 4 . 

October 18 

November 8 . 

November 22 

HUMAN SERVICES COMMITTEE 
SCHEDULED ITEMS 

March 17, 2011 

AGENDA ITEM 

Corvallis Arts Center Annual Report 
Public Art Selection Commission Annual Report 

Willamette Neighborhood Housing Services Second Quarter Report 

Boys and Girls Club of Corvallis Annual Report 

Liquor License Annual Renewals 

Majestic Theatre Annual Report 
Council Policy Review: . CP 99-4.13, "Internet Access Policy for Corvallis-Benton County Public 

Library" . CP 95-4.08, "Code of Conduct on Library Premises" 

Fall Festival Annual Report 

Boards and Commissions Sunset Reviews: . Community Police Review Board . Parks, Natural Areas, and Recreation Board 

Corvallis Farmers Market Annual Report 
Parks and Recreation Annual Fee Review 

Willamette Neighborhood Housing Services Third Quarter Report 

Social Services Semi-Annual Report 

Rental Housing Program Annual Report 
Willamette Neighborhood Housing Services Fourth Quarter Report 
Communication Plan Annual Report 

Council Policy Review: . CP 93-4.11, "Public Library Policy for Selecting and Discarding 
Materials" . CP 99-4.14, "Use of City Hall Plaza and Kiosk" 

Council Policy Review: . CP 91-4.01, "Guidelines for Selling in Parks" 

I 



I MEETING DATE I AGENDA ITEM 

December 6 . Council Policy Review: . CP 91-1.03, "Naming of Public Facilities and Land" . CP 92-5.04, "Hate/Bias Violence" 

December20 

HSC PENDING ITEMS 

Council Policy Review: CP 00-6.05, "Social Service Funding 
Policy" 
Indoor Furniture Placed Outdoors 
Municipal Code Review: Chapter 5.01, "City Park Regulations" 
(Alcoholic Beverages in Parks) 
Social Services Allocations- Fiscal Year 2011-2012 

Regular Meeting Date and location: 
Tuesday following Council, 12:00 pm- Madison Avenue Meeting Room 

Community Development 

Community Development 
Parks & Recreation 

Community Development 

I 



I MEETING DATE I 
March 24 

April? 

April21 

May5 

May 19 

June 9 

June 23 

July 7 

July 2i 

August4 

August 18 

September 8 

September 22 

October 6 

October 20 

November 10 

November 24 

URBAN SERVICES COMMITTEE 
SCHEDULED ITEMS 

March 17, 2011 

AGENDA ITEM 

No meeting 

. Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant (EECBG) Program Update . Food Carts 

. 91
h Street Bicycle Lanes 

. ODOT/Corvallis Crossing lntE;lrim Project 

. Boards and Commissions Sunset Reviews . Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Commission . Citizens Advisory Commission on Transit 

. Council Policy Review: . CP 99-7.14, "Prepayment for Public Street Improvements" 

. Council Policy Review: . CP 02-7.15, "Fee-in-Lieu Parking Program" 

. Council Policy Review: . CP 91-7.01, "Assessments- Sanitary Sewer and Water System 
Improvements" . CP 91-7.02, "Assessments- Storm System" . CP 91-7.03, "Assessments- Street Improvements" . CP 91-7.11, "Water Main Extensions and Fire Protection" . CP 91-8.01, "Watershed Easement Considerations" . CP 91-9.04, "Street Lighting Policy" . CP 08-9.07, "Traffic Calming Program" 

. Council Policy Review: CP 04-1.08, "Organizational Sustainability" 

No meeting 

I 



I MEETING DATE I AGENDA ITEM 

December 8 . Council Policy Review: . CP 91-7.09, "Traffic Control Devices, Cost of' . CP 91-7.10, "Water Line Replacement Policy" . CP 91-9.01, "Crosswalks" 

December 22 

USC PENDING ITEMS 

Council Policy Review: CP 91-7.04, "Building Permits" 
Council Policy Review: CP 91-9.03, "Residential Parking Permit 
District Fees" 
Fire Protection Services in Health Hazard Residential Areas 
Reducing Potential for Fire Spread Involving Natural Resources 
Renewable Energy Sources 
Traffic Calming Program 

Regular Meeting Date and Location: 
Thursday following Council, 5:00 pm - Madison Avenue Meeting Room 

Community Development 
Public Works 

Fire 
Fire 

City Manager's Office 
Public Works 

I 



UPCOMING MEETINGS OF INTEREST 

City of Corvallis 

CORVALLIS MARCH - JULY 2011 
(Updated March 17, 2011) ENHANCING COMMUNITY LIVABILITY 

MARCH 2011 

Date Time Group Location 
17 6:30pm Parks, Natural Areas, and Rec Brd Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
19 10:00 am Government Comment Corner Library Lobby - Mark 

O'Brien 
21 12:00 pm City Council Downtown Fire Station 
21 7:00pm City Council Downtown Fire Station 
22 12:00 pm Human Services Committee Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
22 12:00 pm Cmsn for Martin Luther King, Jr. Merryfield Meeting Rm 
23 7:30am City Legislative Committee Cornell Meeting Room 
:2-3 4:89 j:lffi AelmiAistrativ·e Sef'v·iees 6emmittee MaeliseA AveAtte Mtg Rm 
24 5:88 j:lffi UrbaA Sef'o•iees 6emmittee MaeliseA AveAtte Mtg Rm 
24 5:30pm Arts and Culture Commission Parks and Rec Conf Rm 
26 10:00 am Government Comment Corner Library Lobby - Linda 

Modrell 
28 3:00pm Economic Development Cmsn Madison Ave Mtg Rm 
28 4:30pm Airport Industrial Park Ping Cmte Downtown Fire Station 
29 7:00pm Budget Commission Downtown Fire Station 

APRIL 2011 

Date Time Group Location 
4- 7:88am Bicycle aAel PeelestriaA Aelv 6msA MaeliseA AveAtte Mtg Rm 
2 10:00 am Government Comment Corner Library Lobby - TBD 
4 12:00 pm City Council Downtown Fire Station 
4 7:00pm City Council Downtown Fire Station 
5 7:00am Airport Commission Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
5 12:00 pm Human Services Committee Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
5 5:30pm Downtown Parking Committee Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
6 7:30am City Legislative Committee Cornell Meeting Room 
6 4:00pm Administrative Services Committee Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
6 7:00pm Planning Commission Downtown Fire Station 
6 7:30pm Library Board Library Board Room 
7 5:00pm Urban Services Committee Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
7 7:00pm Committee for Citizen Involvement Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
8 7:00am Bicycle and Pedestrian Adv Cmsn Madison A venue Mtg Rm 
9 10:00 am Government Comment Corner Library Lobby - Julie 

Manning 
11 3:00pm Economic Development Cmsn Madison Ave Mtg Rm 
12 7:00pm Ward 1 Meeting (O'Brien) Ashbrook School Library 
12 7:00pm Historic Resources Commission Downtown Fire Station 
13 8:20am Citizens Advisory Cmsn on Transit Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
13 5:30pm Downtown Commission Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
14 8:00am Citizens Advisory Cmsn on Civic Parks and Rec Conf Rm 

Beautification and Urban Forestry 
16 10:00 am Government Comment Corner Library Lobby - Biff Traber 
18 12:00 pm City Council Downtown Fire Station 
18 7:00pm City Council Downtown Fire Station 

Subject/Note 

Subject/Note 

City sponsored 
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Upcoming Meetings of Interest Page 2 

Date Time Group location Subject/Note 
19 12:00 pm Human Services Committee Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
20 7:30am City Legislative Committee Cornell Meeting Room 
20 12:00 pm Housing and Community Dev Cmsn Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
20 4:00pm Administrative Services Committee Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
20 5:30pm Watershed Mgmt Adv Cmsn Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
20 7:00pm Planning Commission Downtown Fire Station 
21 5:00pm Urban Services Committee Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
21 6:30pm Parks, Natural Areas, and Rec Brd Downtown Fire Station 
23 10:00 am Government Comment Corner Library Lobby- Mike 

Beilstein 
25 4:30pm Airport Industrial Park Ping Cmte Downtown Fire Station 
26 12:00 pm Cmsn for Martin Luther King, Jr. Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
28 5:30pm Arts and Culture Commission Parks and Rec Conf Rm 
30 10:00 am Government Comment Corner Library Lobby - Richard 

Hervey 

MAY2011 

Date Time Group location Subject/Note 
2 12:00 pm City Council Downtown Fire Station 
2 7:00pm City Council Downtown Fire Station 
3 7:00am Airport Commission Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
3 12:00 pm Human Services Committee Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
3 5:30pm Downtown Parking Committee Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
3 7:00pm Budget Commission Downtown Fire Station 
4 7:30am City Legislative Committee Cornell Meeting Room 
4 4:00pm Administrative Services Committee Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
4 7:00pm Planning Commission Downtown Fire Station 
4 7:30pm Library Board Library Board Room 
5 5:00pm Urban Services Committee Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
5 7:00pm Committee for Citizen Involvement Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
6 7:00am Bicycle and Pedestrian Adv Cmsn Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
7 10:00 am Government Comment Corner Library Lobby - Jeanne 

Raymond 
9 3:00pm Economic Development Cmsn Madison Ave Mtg Rm 
9 7:00pm Budget Commission Downtown Fire Station 

10 7:00pm Historic Resources Commission Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
11 8:20am Citizens Advisory Cmsn on Transit Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
11 5:30pm Downtown Commission Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
12 8:00am Citizens Advisory Cmsn on Civic Parks and Rec Conf Rm 

Beautification and Urban Forestry 
14 10:00 am Government Comment Corner Library Lobby - Linda 

Modrell 
16 12:00 pm City Council Downtown Fire Station 
16 7:00pm City Council Downtown Fire Station 
17 12:00 pm Human Services Committee Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
17 7:00pm Ward 6 Meeting (Hirsch) Osborn Aquatic Center City sponsored 
18 7:30am City Legislative Committee Cornell Meeting Room 
18 4:00pm Administrative Services Committee Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
18 5:30pm Watershed Mgmt Adv Cmsn Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
18 7:00pm Planning Commission Downtown Fire Station 
19 5:00pm Urban Services Committee Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
19 6:30pm Parks, Natural Areas, and Rec Brd Parks and Rec Conf Rm 
21 10:00 am Government Comment Corner Library Lobby - Biff Traber 
23 4:30pm Airport Industrial Park Ping Cmte Downtown Fire Station 



City of Corvallis March - July 2011 
Upcoming Meetings of Interest Page 3 

Date Time Group location Subject/Note 
24 12:00 pm Cmsn for Martin Luther King, Jr. Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
26 5:30pm Arts and Culture Commission Parks and Rec Conf Rm 
28 No Government Comment Corner 
30 City Holiday - all offices closed 

JUNE 2011 

Date Time Group location Subject/Note 
1 7:00pm Planning Commission Downtown Fire Station 
1 7:30pm Library Board Library Board Room 
2 7:00pm Committee for Citizen Involvement Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
3 7:00am Bicycle and Pedestrian Adv Cmsn Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
4 10:00 am Government Comment Corner Library Lobby - TBD 
6 12:00 pm City Council Downtown Fire Station 
6 7:00pm City Council Downtown Fire Station 
7 7:00am Airport Commission Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
7 12:00 pm Human Services Committee Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
7 5:30pm Downtown Parking Committee Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
8 7:30am City Legislative Committee Cornell Meeting Room 
8 8:20am Citizens Advisory Cmsn on Transit Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
8 4:00pm Administrative Services Committee Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
8 5:30pm Downtown Commission Downtown Fire Station 
9 8:00am Citizens Advisory Cmsn on Civic Parks and Rec Conf Rm 

Beautification and Urban Forestry 
9 5:00pm Urban Services Committee Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 

11 10:00 am Government Comment Corner Library Lobby - TBD 
13 3:00pm Economic Development Cmsn Downtown Fire Station 
13 5:30pm City Council Work Session Madison Ave Mtg Rm Ping Cmsn/Historic 

Resources Cmsn 
interviews 
(tentative) 

13 7:00pm Mayor/City Council/City Manager Madison Ave Mtg Rm 
Quarterly Work Session 

14 5:30pm City Council Work Session Madison Ave Mtg Rm Ping Cmsn/Historic 
Resources Cmsn 
interviews 
(tentative) 

14 7:00pm Historic Resources Commission Downtown Fire Station 
15 12:00 pm Housing and Community Dev Cmsn Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
15 5:30pm Watershed Mgmt Adv Cmsn Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
15 7:00pm Planning Commission Downtown Fire Station 
16 6:30pm Parks, Natural Areas, and Rec Brd Parks and Rec Conf Rm 
18 10:00 am Government Comment Corner Library Lobby - Mike 

Beilstein 
20 12:00 pm City Council Downtown Fire Station 
20 7:00pm City Council Downtown Fire Station 
21 12:00 pm Human Services Committee Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
22 7:30am City Legislative Committee Cornell Meeting Room 
22 4:00pm Administrative Services Committee Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
23 5:00pm Urban Services Committee Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
23 5:30pm Arts and Culture Commission Parks and Rec Conf Rm 
25 10:00 am Government Comment Corner Library Lobby - TBD 
27 4:30pm Airport Industrial Park Ping Cmte Downtown Fire Station 
28 12:00 pm Cinsn for Martin Luther King, Jr. Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 



City of Corvallis 
Upcoming Meetings of Interest 

JULY 2011 

Date Time Group Location 
2 No Government Comment Corner 
4 City Holiday- all offices closed 
5 12:00pm City Council Downtown Fire Station 
5 7:00pm City Council Downtown Fire Station 
6 7:30am City Legislative Committee Cornell Meeting Room 
6 12:00pm Human Services Committee Madison A venue Mtg Rm 
6 4:00pm Administrative Services Committee Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
7 5:00pm Urban Services Committee Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
9 10:00 am Government Comment Corner Library Lobby-

11 3:00pm Economic Development Cmsn Downtown Fire Station 
14 8:00am Citizens Advisory Cmsn on Civic Parks and Rec Conf Rm 

Beautification and Urban Forestry 
16 10:00 am Government Comment Corner Library Lobby- Hal 

Brauner 
18 12:00pm City Council Downtown Fire Station 
18 7:00pm City Council Downtown Fire Station 
19 12:00pm Human Services Committee Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
20 7:30am City Legislative Committee Cornell Meeting Room 
20 4:00pm Administrative Services Committee Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
21 5:00pm Urban Services Committee Madison A venue Mtg Rm 
21 6:30pm Parks, Natural Areas, and Rec Brd Parks and Rec Conf Rm 
23 10:00 am Government Comment Corner Library Lobby- Biff Traber 
26 12:00pm Cmsn for Martin Luther King, Jr. Madison Avenue Mtg Rm 
28 5:30pm Arts and Culture Commission Parks and Rec Conf Rm 
30 10:00am Government Comment Corner Library Lobby- Linda 

Madre// 
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Subject/Note 

Bold type - involves the Council Strikeout type - meeting canceled Italics type - new meeting 

TBD To be Determined 



To: 
From: 
Date: 
Re: 

Corvallis City Councilors 
Marys Peak Group- Sierra Club 
March 21,2011 
Resolution Supporting SB 536 

Dear Councilors, 

The Marys Peak Group 1 of the Sierra Club is submitting a Resolution in supp011 of Senate Bill 536 which 
bans single-use plastic checkout bags. 

Single-use plastic checkout bags have substantial environmental impacts resulting from their production 
and disposal, including greenhouse gas emissions, litter and ocean pollution, harm to wildlife and marine 
resources, ground-level ozone formation, atmospheric acidification, water consumption and solid waste 
generation. 

Locally, plastic bags are extremely difficult for Coffin Butte Landfill and the adjacent Process Recovery 
Center to manage. Plastic bags and other plastic film are the number one operating cost to material 
recovery facilities in Oregon. Oregon Recyclers Association understands this and supports a ban on 
plastic bags. 

Oregon businesses understand the imp011ance of banning single-use bags. More than 300 Oregon 
businesses have endorsed the campaign. For example, EcNow Tee, a local Corvallis business, is 
providing an alternative to plastic bags. Companies like EcNow Tee will not only benefit from this ban, 
they will provide a needed solution. In addition, giving away free bags at checkout stands cost retailers 
money. The N011hwest Grocery Association s1ippm1s a ban on plastic bags paired with a mandatory 
charge on paper bags, which allows them to recover their costs. The mandatory charge on paper bags 
would have a minimal cost to the consumer, and provisions are included in the bill that would allow 
retailers to provide paper bags for free to qualifYing low income persons .. 

Legislation is needed to establish a statewide system for promoting the use of reusable bags. Therefore 
we strongly urge the City Council to support this Resolution to help promote sustainability in Oregon. 

Attached: League of Women Voters letter 
Benton County Commissioners letter 
Metro Regional Government Resolution 
Newp011 Resolution 
Portland Resolution 
Lake Oswego Resolution 
Cannon Beach Resolution 
City of Corvallis Resolution (proposed) 
Proposed City of Corvallis Resolution 

1 There are 2,126 members in the Marys Peak Group 



City of Corvallis Draft Resolution 

Promote the use of reusable bags: prohibit the provision of single-use plastic or non-recycled paper carryout 
bags at specified stores, require regulated stores to charge a minimum of 5 cents per bag for recycled paper or 
compostable plastic bags, and provide reusable bags, at no cost, to seniors and low income residents. 

WHEREAS, on May 17, 2004, the Council adopted the Organizational Sustainability Policy Manual 
establishing objectives and responsibilities regarding sustainability; and 

WHEREAS, one of those objectives was to enhance environmental sustainability through 
practices that promote clean air and water and reduce: solid and hazardous waste, emissions of greenhouse 
gases and pollutants, and consumption of energy, water and natural resources; and 

WHEREAS, the City recognizes its responsibility to protect the quality of the air, water, land and other 
natural resources, and to conserve these resources in its daily operations; minimize organizational impacts on 
local and worldwide ecosystems; use financial resources efficiently and purchase products that are durable, 
reusable, non-toxic and/or made of recycled materials; and 

WHEREAS, one of the definitions of life-cycle cost analysis is to examine the full life of a product and 
its impact on the environment including the resources used to acquire the raw material and to manufacture, 
process, transport and install the material; the accrued lifetime maintenance costs; and the final disposal 
(including recycle or reuse) of the product; and 

WHEREAS, the City completed an internal Solid Waste Management Policy to work on the major 
project of"Zero Solid Waste," which encourages staffto change how resources are used so that waste is 
reduced to zero; promotes reuse, recycling, and preventing waste by reducing consumption and considering life 
cycle of product; and 

WHEREAS, the expansive usage of single-use shopping bags and their typical disposal creates an 
impediment to the City's waste reduction and recycling goals; and 

WHEREAS, single-use plastic bags are difficult to recycle and frequently contaminate material that is 
processed through the City's curbside recycling and composting programs; and 

WHEREAS, recycled content paper carryout bags are a high value recyclable collected in the City's 
curbside recycling program and are made in paper mills located in the region. While papermaking has 
environmental impacts, when made with 40 percent or more postconsumer content, paper bags provide a 
positive alternative to plastic bags; and 

WHEREAS, reusable bags are considered to be the best option to reduce waste and litter, protect 
wildlife and conserve resources; and 

WHEREAS, Council acknowledges that many Corvallis businesses and individuals have taken 
affirmative steps to accomplish this goal and recognizes their proactive efforts; and 

WHEREAS, it is in the public interest for the Oregon Legislature to provide statewide regulation of the 
proliferation of single-use shopping bags; and 

WHEREAS, members of the Oregon State legislature have introduced Senate Bill 536 during the 2011 
state legislative session and it is in their interest to pass the legislation banning plastic bags and imposing a five
cent minimum charge on recycled paper bags, to benefit all of Oregon; and 

WHEREAS, members of the Oregon State Legislature and the City of Corvallis City Council hereby 
recognize our mutual and collaborative efforts to ban plastic bags and impose a five-cent minimum charge on 
paper bags as a means of reducing harmful waste and promoting sustainability in Oregon; and 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by-the City Council ofthe City of Corvallis: 
The Council urges the Oregon State Legislature to pass legislation during the 2011 State Legislative Session 
that promotes the use of reusable bags and bans plastic checkout bags and requires retailers to charge five cents 
for paper checkout bags. City staff is directed to provide a copy of this resolution to Senator Frank Morse, 
Senator Brian Boquist, Representative Sarah Geiser, Representative Andy Olson and appropriate State 
Legislators representing Benton County. This resolution takes effect immediately upon passage. 



76th OREGON LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY--2011 Regular Session 

NOTE: Matter within { + braces and plus signs + } in an 
amended section is new. Matter within { - braces and minus 
signs - } is existing law to be omitted. New sections are within 

{ + braces and plus signs + } 

LC 688 

Senate .. Bill 536 

Sponsored by Senators HASS, ATKINSON, Representatives CANNON, 
GILLIAM (Prese9sion filed.) 

SUMMARY 

The following summary is not prepared by the sponsors of the 
measure and is not a part of the body thereof subject to 
consideration by the Legislative Assembly. It is an editor's 
brief statement of the essential features of the measure as 
introduced. 

Prohibits use of single-use checkout bags except in certain 
cases. Allows Department of Environmental Quality to impose civil 
penalty. Prohibits local governments from imposing charges on 
checkout. bags or other bags provided to customers. Repeals 
statute requiring retail establishments that offer plastic bags 
to customers to also offer paper bags. 

Declares emergency, effective on passage. 

A BILL FOR AN ACT 
Relating to bags; creating new provisions; amending ORS 459.235 

and 459A.115; repealing ORS 459A.695; and declaring an 
emergency. 

Be It Enacted by the People of the State of Oregon: 
SECTION 1. { +As used in sections 1 to 4 of this 2011 Act: 
(1) 'Recycled paper checkout bag' means a paper bag made by a 

manufacturer whose total production of paper checkout bags in the 
preceding calendar year averaged at least 40 percent recycled 
fiber. 

(2) (a) 'Retail establishment' means any store in this state 
that sells or offers for sale goods at retail. 

(b) 'Retail establishment' does not mean an establishment where 
the primary business is the preparation of food or drink: 

(A) For consumption by the public; 
(B) In a form or quantity that is consumable then and there, 

whether or not it is consumed within the confines of the place 
where prepared; or 

(C) In consumable form for consumption outside the place where 
prepared. 

(3) 'Reusable checkout bag' means a bag with handles that is 
specifically designed and manufactured for multiple reuse and is 
made of: 

(a) Cloth or other machine-washable fabric; or 



(b) Durable plastic that is at least 2.25 mils thick. 
(4) (a) 'Single-use checkout bag' means a bag made of paper, 

plastic or any other material that is provided by a retail 
establishment to a customer at the time of checkout. 

(b) 'Single-use checkout bag' does not mean a bag made of 
paper, plastic or any other material that is provided by a retail 
establishment to a customer at a time other than the time of 
checkout. + } 

SECTION 2. { + (1) Except as provided in subsection (2) of 
this section, a retail establishment may not provide single-use 
checkout bags to customers. 

(2) A retail establishment may: 
(a) Make reusable checkout bags available for sale to 

customers. 
(b) Provide reusable checkout bags at no cost to customers. 
(c) Provide recycled paper checkout bags at no cost to: 
(A) Customers who use a voucher issued under the Women, Infants 

and Children Program established in the Oregon Health Authority 
under ORS 409.600. 

(B) Customers who use an electronic benefits card issued by the 
Department of Human Services. 

(d) Provide recycled paper checkout bags to customers if the 
retail establishment charges not less than five cents for each 
recycled paper checkout bag. 

(e) Provide single-use checkout bags to customers for items 
marked with protected health information or other confidential 
information. 

(3) The Environmental Quality Commission may adopt rules 
necessary to implement sections 1 to 4 of this 2011 Act. 

(4) The Department of Environmental Quality may require a 
retail establishment to provide, within a reasonable time, 
information necessary to ensure compliance with this section. + } 

SECTION 3. { + (1) The Department of Environmental Quality may 
impose a civil penalty on a person for a violation of section 2 
of this 2011 Act. 

(2) A civil penalty imposed under this section may not exceed 
$250. 

(3) Civil penalties described in this section shall be imposed 
in the manner provided in ORS 183.745. 

(4) All penalties recovered under this section shall be paid 
into the State Treasury and credited to the General Fund and are 
available for general governmental expenses. + } 

SECTION 4. { +A local government, as defined in ORS 174.116, 
may not impose any tax, fee, assessment, surcharge or other 
charge on: 

(1} Recycled paper checkout bags; 
(2) Reusable checkout bags; 
(3) Single-use checkout bags; or 
(4) Any other bags made of paper, plastic or other material 

that are provided by a retail establishment to a customer. + } 
SECTION 5. { + ORS 459A.695 is repealed. + } 
SECTION 6. ORS 459.235 is amended to read: 
459.235. (1) Applications for permits shall be on forms 

prescribed by the Department of Environmental Quality. An 
application shall contain a description of the existing and 
proposed operation and the existing and proposed facilities at 
the site, with detailed plans and specifications for any 



facilities to be constructed. The application shall include a 
recommendation by each local government unit having jurisdiction 
and such other information the department deems necessary in 
order to determine whether the site and solid waste disposal 
facilities located thereon and the operation will comply with 
applicable requirements. 

(2) The Environmental Quality Commission shall establish a 
schedule of fees for disposal site permits. The permit fees 
contained in the schedule shall be based on the anticipated cost 
of filing and investigating the application, of issuing or 
denying the requested permit and of an inspection program to 
determine compliance or noncompliance with the permit. 

(3) In addition to the fees imposed under subsection (2) of 
this section, the commission shall establish a schedule of permit 
fees for the purpose of implementing this section and ORS 90.318, 
182.375, 279A.125, 279A.155, 279B.025, 279B.240, 279B.270, 
279B.280, 459.005, 459.015, 459.247, 459.418, 459.995, 459A.005, 
459A.010, 459A.020, 459A.030 to 459A.055, 459A.070, 459A.110, 
459A.115, 459A.475, 459A.480, 459A.500 to 459A.685 { - , 
459A.695 - } and 459A.750. The fees shall be based on the amount 
of solid waste received at the disposal site. 

(4) Notwithstanding any other fee or surcharge imposed under 
ORS 459.005 to 459.437 or 459A.005 to 459A.120, for the disposal 
of solid waste, in order to encourage the use of suitable 
material other than virgin mat~rial for daily cover at a disposal 
site, the only fee that may be ci1arged for the disposal of 
substitute material that is also used for daily cover is the 
permit fee established under this section. 

SECTION 7. ORS 459A.115 is amended to read: 
459A.115. (1) From January 1, 1992, to December 31, 1993, the 

schedule of fees as established by the Environmental Quality 
Commission under ORS 459A.110 (1) is increased by 35 cents per 
ton. The portion of the fees attributable to the 35 cents per ton 
increase shall be deposited into the General Fund and credited to 
an account of the Department of E~:;;:L:tonme..TJ.tal Quality. Such 
moneys are continuously appropriated to the dep~rtment to 
implement the provisions of this section and ORS 459:005, 
459.015, 459.235, 459.247, 459.418, 459.995, 459A.005, 459A.010, 
459A.020, 459A.030 to 459A.055, 459A.070, 459A.110, 459A.500 to 
459A.685 { - , 459A.695 - } and 459A.750. 

(2) Beginning January 1, 1994, the schedule of fees as 
established by the commission under ORS 459A.110 is increased by 
31 cents per ton and shall be deposited into the General Fund and 
credited to an account of the department. Such moneys are 
continuously appropriated to the department to implement the 
provisions described in subsection (1) of this section, excluding 
ORS 459.418. 

SECTION 8. { + (1) Except as provided in subsection (2) of 
this section, sections 1 to 4 of this 2011 Act, the repeal of ORS 
459A.695 by section 5 of this 2011 Act and the amendments to ORS 
459.235 and 459A.115 by sections 6 and 7 of this 2011 Act become 
operative on November 1, 2011. 

(2) The Environmental Quality Commission may adopt rules before 
the operative date specified in subsection (1) of this section, 
or take any other action before the operative date specified in 
subsection (1) of this section, that is necessary to implement, 
on or after the operative date specified in subsection (1) of 



this section, sections 1 to 4 of this 2011 Act, the repeal of ORS 
459A.695 by section 5 of this 2011 Act and the amendments to ORS 
459.235 and 459A.115 by sections 6 and 7 of this 2011 Act. 

(3) (a} Section 4 of this 2011 Act applies to any tax, fee, 
assessment, surcharge or other charge imposed before, on or after 
the operative date specified in subsection (1) of this section by 
a local government on recycled paper checkout bags, reusable 
checkout bags, single-use checkout bags and any other bags made 
of paper, plastic or other material that are provided by a retail 
establishment to a customer. 

(b) Paragraph (a) of this subsection does not affect any tax, 
fee, assessment, surcharge or other charge imposed by a local 
government on recycled paper checkout bags, reusable checkout 
bags, single-use checkout bags and any other bags made of paper, 
plastic or other material that are provided by a retail 
establishment to a customer that became due before the operative 
date specified in subsection (1) of this section. + } 

SECTION 9. { + This 2011 Act being necessary for the immediate 
preservation of the public peace, health and safety, an emergency 
is declared to exist, and this 2011 Act takes effect on its 
passage. + } 



Frequently Asked Questions about the 
Great Pacific Cleanup campaign 

Is the garbage patch really "twice the size of Texas?" 
No. The phrase "twice the size ofTexas" is visual metaphor. In reality plastic pollution is in all of the 
oceans. An oceanic current called a "gyre" spins the North Pacific Ocean in a clockwise direction, 
concentrating ocean trash into an area between Oregon and Hawaii that is about twice the size of Texas. 
However, plastic trash is essentially everywhere in all oc,eans and it is most concentrated wherever a 
gyre exists. 

garbage patch reaHy an island? 
No. The phrase "island of trash" is another visual metaphor. Instead, the garbage patch is "soup" of 
broken down plastic bits. Because plastic never biodegrades but only photodegrades into small and 
smaller bits called "microplastics," the garbage patch is more accurately a "soup" of broken-down plastic 
bits.ln fact, in the Pacific Garbage Patch, plastic outnumbers plankton 40 to 1. These plastic bits usually 
don't float, but rather suspen,d in the water column down to 90 feet in depth. 

Why the garbage patch toxic? 
The following is from the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Association's FAQ on marine debris: 

There have been a number of studies on persistent organic pollutants (POPs) binding to 
plastic debris in the oceans. One of the leading scientists on the topic is Dr. Richard 
Thompson (Marine ecologist, University of Plymouth, UK), who along with other experts 
in this topic area, was invited to an international workshop on the occurrence, effects, 
and fate of microplastic debris in September of 2008 hosted by the MOP and the 
University of Washington- Tacoma. You can find additional information, including a 
proceedings document of this workshop, here. 

Recent studies have focused on the uptake potential of organic contaminants from the 
marine environment to plastic debris. 

Plastic debris can transport organic contaminants in the oceans. 

Plastics have the potential to adsorb organic contaminants from the marine 
environment. It is possible, though not proven, that plastics could also desorb these 
contaminants to biota that ingest plastics. 

Plastic debris attracts and accumulates hydrophobic organic toxins such as PCBs 
(polychlorinated biphenyls) up to 100,000-1,000,000 times ambient seawater 
concentrations (Mato et al., 2001). 

Research on benthic-feeding invertebrates suggests that toxins may be transferred from 
plastics, to sediment, to the organism. Further research is needed, taking into 
consideration the range of contaminant types, types of plastic, and environmental 
exposure effects (Teuten et al., 2007). 



http://marinedebris. noaa. gov /i nfo/t:Jiastic. htm I 

How can we dean up the garbage patch? 
There is no good way to clean up the garbage patch. It's too big, too deep, and too diffuse. That's why 
the best thing we can do is to stop putting so much plastic trash in the ocean. Fortunately, the gyre 
naturally kicks out a portion of the plastic trash onto our shores. Thus, if we stop putting plastic in our 
oceans, we can just cleanup our beaches until the plastic is gone. 

For more why actual"cleanup" isn't practical, read this series by Stiv Wilson of the 5 Gvres Project: Part 
J.. 

How many birds and anima1s die every year? 
There have been numerous documentations of birds and marine animals being starved, suffocated, 
entrapped, and strangled by plastic pollution. Unfortunately, there is no perfect data on the number of 
animals effected. While we state that plastic ocean pollution "kills a million seabirds, 100,000 sea turtles 
and marine mammals, and countless fish every year," these stats are from old, isolated reports on 
marine debris. There is no way to accurately account for the loss of marine life due to plastic pollution, 
but in reality we're probably understating the problem by several factors. For a more in-depth discussion 
of the accounting, read the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration's FAQ on marine debris. 

How do plastic bags end-up in the ocean? 
Only 5% of plastic bags are recycled in America. Most of the remaining 95% are probably properly 
disposed of by consumers. However, some are littered and are either caught by the wind or washed 
away by storm drains, streams, and rivers. In addition, even when properly disposed of, plastic bags can 
be carried off by the wind from a landfill. 

Are you trying to ban plastic trash liners and bags? 
We are just working to ban single-use plastic shopping bags that are given away for free at retail 
checkout stands in Oregon. 

Are you trying to ban the plastic produce bags at grocery stores? 
We are just working to ban the single-use plastic shopping bags that are given away for free at retail 
checkout stands in Oregon. 

Can you see the garbage patch? 
The garbage patch is not easily visible. Because it's not an island and it's mostly broken down plastic bits 
suspended in the water column, it is very difficult to observe. 

When did we start using plastic bags at checkout stands? 
Plastic bags were first introduced to checkout stands in 1977 and widely adopted in the mid-1980s. The 
amount of plastic in our ocean has tripled since the 1980s. 

wm banning plastic bags really matter? 
According to SOLV, plastic bags represent 12% of the items of marine debris on Oregon's beaches. This is 
similar to worldwide numbers, where plastic bags represent 11% of the items of marine 
debris, according to the Ocean Conservancy. Although bags represent a smaller portion ofthe total mass 
of plastic, they are the number one item of plastic found on our beaches. 



Because plastic bags are thinner than other items, they break down faster and aren't found as much in 
the Pacific Garbage Patch. However, many plastic bags drop in-tact straight to the ocean bottom where 
whales feed on diatomaceous plankton. During the spring of 2010, a beached grey whale itJ the Puget 
Sound was found to have 20 plastic bags in its stomach. 

How many plastic bags do Ot·egonians use'? How rrmch wotald we save by 

harming plastic bags? 
Estimates vary considerably. One estimate puts the number of plastic bags Oregonians use annually at 
39 million. According to this same source, we would save 150,000 barrels of oil each year by banning 
plastic bags. However, many of Oregon's plastic bags are actually made with a by-product of natural gas 
extraction. In addition, a bag ban could increase in paper bag use, which actually requires more oil for 
production. Thus, the important thing isn't how much oil we'd save, but rather how many sea birds, sea 
otters, whales, and fish we'd save. 

\Vhat are the alternatives to plastic bags? 
Both paper and reusable cloth bags are better alternatives to plastic bags. 

Why can't we use biodegradable plastic bags? 
While there are plastic bags that biodegrade in hot compost heaps, these plastic bagsdo not biodegrade 
in cool environments like the ocean. 

Aren't paper bags worse? 
Opponents to a ban on plastic bags frequently claim that a ban will increase the use of paper bags, the 
manufacture of which emit more greenhouse gases and require more trees to be cut down. The fact is, 
however, that the science is unsettled as to whether paper, plastic, or reusable bags emit more 
greenhouse gases. But even if plastic bags emit less greenhouse gases, this completely misses the point. 
The choice of paper or plastic at checkout stands has a marginally small difference compared to the 
overall problem of global warming. On the other hand, the choice of paper or plastic can make a huge 
difference for ocean pollution. 

Regardless, the best option is to reduce both plastic and paper bag use. The Northwest Grocers 
Association wants the inclusion of a five-cent charge on paper bags with the plastic bag ban. 
Environment Oregon supports such a charge. In Washington, D.C., a S-cent fee on both plastic and paper 
bags reduced bag consumption 85% and raised $1SO,OOO for river cleanup in the first month of 
implementation. 

For a full environmental analysis of paper v. plastic v. reusable, read this report by Green Cities 
California. 

Won't a bag ban just increase the number of bags used? 
Environment Oregon suppor1s a proposal by the Northwest Grocers Association to put a mandatory S
cent charge on paper bags alongside the ban on plastic bags. Washington, D.C., put a S-cent fee on both 
plastic and paper bags starting in January 2010 and saw an 85% reduction in bag consumption in the 
first month. 

Instead of banning plastic bags, why not them? 
No single plastic bag should harm marine life forever. A bag tax would not eliminate plastic bags but 
only limit the number used. 



Why isn't recycling a solution.'! 
Only 5% of plastic bags are recycled in America. There are many reasons for this low recycling rate. 

First, all plastic is "down-cycled" when recycled- meaning it becomes of lower quality. Because plastic 
bags are of low quality to begin with, there aren't many uses for "recycled" plastic bags. Many of these 
"recycled" plastic bags in Oregon are in fact shipped in bales to China where they are burned by 
recyclers for onsite electricity. 

Second, plastic bags are extremely difficult to manage in the waste stream. Plastic bags and other plastic 
film are the number one operating cost to material recovery facilities in Oregon'"- 30 to 40% of their 
operating costs. FarWest Fibers estimates it costs them$50,000 to $60,000 each month. 

I Hl<.e returning my plastic bags to the recycle bins available Portland grocery 
stores for used pJastic fHm. H the bag ban passes, what wm happen to these 
recycle bins? 
Don't worry, there's plenty of other plastic film to fill-up these recycle bins. We'll be working with the 
grocers to assure this effort continues. Besides, what makes more sense: recycling 5% of plastic bags or 
not using & wasting them in the first place? 

Who else has banned the bag'? 
Hundreds of countries, counties, and cities around the world and the United States have banned or put 
significant fees on plastic checkout bags. 

Do Oregonians support a bag ban? 
While Environment Oregon has not conducted a scientific poll of public opinion, we have talked with 
more than 50,000 Oregonians and have received an overwhelming positive response. 

During the summer of 2009, the American Chemistry Council defeated the City of Seattle's 20-cent fee 
on plastic bags. The ACC cites this defeat as public opposition to laws that reduce the use of pl;:~stic bags. 
In reality, the ACC created a front group called "Save the Plastic Bag," spent $1.4 million compared to 
the $80,000 of bag fee supporters, and called the bag fee a "tax on poor people who use food stamps." 
Despite this compelling message and significant outspending, the bag fee was defeated merely 53%-
47%. Based on our experience in Oregon and the fact we're pursuing a ban rather than a fee, we feel 
confident Oregonians strongly support our effort. 

What wiH the effect be on smaB businesses and the cost of groceries? 
Giving away free bags at checkout stands cost grocers money. That's why grocers support a ban on 
plastic bags paired with a mandatory charge on paper bags. This way they can recover their costs. 

A mandatory charge on paper bags would have a minimal cost to the consumer. For example, take a 
hypothetical situation where a S-cents is charged per bag and a consumer uses 5 paper bags for $50 
worth of groceries. The net cost would be 0.5% of the overall grocery bill. However, grocers right now 
account for the cost of giving away "free" checkout bags by including the cost of the groceries. Thus, it's 
unclear whether there will be any net impact to the consumer. 

Oregon businesses clearly understand that whatever small sacrifice may be involved in banning the bag 
is outweighed by the importance of protecting our oceans. More than 300 businesses have endorsed 
the campaign. 



If grocery stores already support the bag ban, why do we need a Jaw? 
While grocery stores support a plastic bag ban connected to a fee on paper bags, they need a law to 
establish an equal playing field. Otherwise, some grocers will always give away free plastic bags, putting 
the good grocers at an economic disadvantage. Luckily, a few grocers in Portland like New Seasons, Fred 
Meyer on Hawthorne, Whole Foods, and several co-ops don't carry plastic bags anyways. 

Who opposes bag ban? 
The main opposition is from the chemical and plastics industry, who is represented by the industry 
associations American Chemistry Council and Film and Bag Federation (or "Society of the Plastics 
Industry"). The ACC created front groups such as the "Coalition in Support of Recycling Plastic Bags" and 
the "Progressive Bag Affiliates," and coordinated efforts with the "Save the Plastic Bag Coalition," an 
industry group of plastic bag manufacturers and distributors, to fight bag bans and fees. Almost all 
plastic bags used in Oregon are manufactured outside of the state. There is no other significant 
opposition to a bag ban in Oregon. 

Won't e bag ban j tion? 
The California law requires an environmental assessment for any government action that could 
negatively affect the environment. A few city bans in California were held up by courts until this 
assessment was done. Oregon does not have a similar law. As for California, Green Cities California just 
completed the requisite research and the entire legal question could be moot once the California 
legislature passes and Governor Schwarzenegger signs a statewide plastic bag ban. 

Vvhere can I get a reusable bag? 
Most grocery stores sell inexpensive reusable bags and may even provide a discount if you use it. In 
support of this campaign, the Surfrider Foundation has also given out thousands of reusable bags. You 
can buy a more expensive durable canvass bag in support of our campaign at our online store. 



BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL 

FOR THE PURPOSE OF IMPROVING THE ) 
EFFICIENCY AND EFFECTIVENESS OF THE ) 
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT ) 
SYSTEM, PROTECTING THE ENVIRONMENT ) 
AND CONSERVING NATURAL RESOURCES ) 
BY SUPPORTING STATEWIDE LEGISLATION ) 
TO ELIMINATE SINGLE-USE PLASTIC BAGS ) 
AT RETAIL CHECKOUT ) 

RESOLUTION NO. 11-4222 

Introduced by Chief Operating Officer 
Michael J. Jordan, with the concurrence of 
Council President Tom Hughes 

WHEREAS, Metro's goals and values include protecting and enhancing the region's natural 
assets, ensuring quality habitat for fish, wildlife and people, and reducing and managing waste in an 
environmentally sound and cost-effective manner; and 

WHEREAS, as the solid waste planning authority for the Metro region, Metro is charged with 
preserving and enhancing the quality of life and environment for the residents ofthe Metro region and for 
future generations; and 

WHEREAS, the Regional Solid Waste Management Plan, 2008-2018 (RSWMP), identifies 
reduction of the amount and toxicity of solid waste for the next 10 years as a key program area that will 
require coordination and collaboration among Metro, local and state governments, service providers and 
the public; and 

WHEREAS, Metro has pursued a collaborative approach to reducing the problem of single-use 
plastic bags contaminating curbside recycling, but the improper recycling of this waste stream continues 
to adversely affect the operations of material recovery facilities and thereby reduce the efficiency and 
effectiveness of the solid waste system; and 

WHEREAS, governments and non-profit organizations across Oregon, including Metro, are 
incurring the cost of cleaning up single-use plastic bags in waste water treatment facilities, roads, 
waterways and beaches; and 

WHEREAS, the Metro region includes more than 900 river miles that drain into the Willamette 
and Columbia rivers and eventually enter the Pacific Ocean, and plastic bags that enter these rivers travel 
downstream where they pollute the ocean and endanger animals that become entangled in or eat them; 
and 

WHEREAS, single-use plastic bags are unnecessary in light of reusable alternatives; and 

WHEREAS, in 2011 the Oregon Legislature will consider a prohibition on the distribution of 
single-use plastic check-out bags by retail stores; and 

WHEREAS, Metro suppoti of state legislation to ban single-use plastic bags is consistent with 
Metro's goals, values and the RSWMP; and 

WHEREAS, joint action and collaboration with other local governments is the most effective way 
to support state legislation that prohibits retailers from providing single-use plastic bags; now therefore 
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BE IT RESOLVED that the Metro Council suppotis state legislation that prohibits retailers from 
providing single-use plastic bags. 

ADOPTED by the Metro Council this ___ day of ____________ , 20 II. 

Tom Hughes, Council President 

Approved as to Form: 

Daniel B. Cooper, Metro Attorney 

M:\attorney\contidential\09 Solid Waste\00 Solid Waste\ 13Legislation (non tlowcon)\08 20 II Plastic Bag Legislation\Resolution Plastic Bag 12 
22 20 I O.docx 
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STAFF REPORT 

FOR THE PURPOSE OF IMPROVING THE EFFICIENCY AND EFFECTIVENESS OF THE 
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM, PROTECTING THE ENVIRONMENT 
AND CONSERVING NATURAL RESOURCES BY SUPPORTING STATEWIDE LEGISLATION TO 
ELIMINATE SINGLE-USE PLASTIC BAGS AT RETAIL CHECKOUT 

Date: January 6, 2011 

BACKGROUND 

Prepared by: Scott Klag 
503-797-1665 

Metro has been a strong supporter of reducing problems caused by plastic bags in our recycling system 
and the wider environment. Plastic bags are an especially severe problem for the curbside recycling 
system. Even after extensive joint effo1is over the past several years by Metro, local governments, 
haulers and material recovery facilities (MRFs) to educate the public, far too many plastic bags find their 
way into curbside bins. At the MRFs these bags clog sorting equipment- costing time and money to 
clean them out and thereby reducing the efficiency of the region's recycling system. The bags also find 
their way into recovered materials (e.g., paper bales), reducing their value and passing a problem down 
the line to the paper mills that use these materials as manufacturing feedstocks. 

Plastic bags are also a significant litter and ecological problem. Blowing plastic bags at MRFs, transfer 
stations and landfills require special efforts, such as fences and cleanup crews, to keep the bags from 
blighting in neighboring properties. Garbage and recyclables that are taken to facilities both in our region 
and eastern Oregon contribute to these problems. The parks and natural areas Metro manages are also not 
immune to this litter problem. 

The Oregon Zoo supp01is this resolution because of the impacts plastic bags have on wildlife. 
The bags find their way into our local waterways and from there into the ocean. In the ocean, they 
accumulate with other plastic debris and harm marine life. Animals become entangled in plastic debris 
and mistake plastic bags for food. Plastic bags in the ocean photo-degrade into smaller and smaller bits 
which absorb toxins such as PCBs (polychlorinated biphenyls) and are eaten by ocean organisms. These 
toxins bioaccumulate in the tissues of organisms as they move up the food chain. 

This resolution supports state legislation that would prohibit retailers from providing single-use bags at 
checkout. The bill promotes reusable bags which are defined as those designed for multiple reuse and 
made of a machine-washable fabric. Prohibited single-use bags would include those made of paper, 
plastic or any other materials. Restaurants would be exempted. Bags provided elsewhere in a store other 
than at the checkout counter (e.g., the produce department) would not be prohibited. A provision to allow 
single-use bags for "items marked with protected health information or other confidential information" is 
intended to exempt prescriptions sold at pharmacies. 

The legislation would encourage the use of reusable bags by only allowing retailers to provide paper bags 
if they charged at least five cents for them. The paper bags would also need to meet a recycled content 
standard. Provisions are included that would allow retailers to provide paper bags for free to qualifying 
low income persons. 

The bill is intended to establish a level playing field- retailers and consumers would face the same 
regulations throughout the state. The cities of Lake Oswego and P01iland have adopted resolutions 
simi Jar to Resolution No. 11-4222 endorsing a statewide approach. It should be noted that the draft state 
bill includes a provision that would pre-empt local governments, including Metro, from imposing "any 
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tax, fee, assessment, surcharge or other charge" on checkout bags. This would cover checkout bags 
whether they are reusable or single-use, or made of recycled paper, plastic or any other material. 

The bill is being introduced by Senators Mark Hass (D-Beaverton) and Jason Atkinson (R-Central Point), 
and is supported by the Northwest Grocery Association. The bill is similar to SB 1009 introduced in the 
20 I 0 Special Session and revised after consultation with stakeholders in the interim. Environmental 
organizations, including Environment Oregon and Oregon Surf Riders, are also strongly supporting 
legislation banning plastic bags at checkout. The Oregon Department of Environmental Quality, which 
supported SB 1009, also is expected to support a plastic bag ban this session. Strong opposition from the 
American Chemistry Council and manufacturers of plastic bags is expected. 

ANALYSIS/INFORMATION 

1. Known Opposition 

Strong opposition at the state legislature from the American Chemistry Council is expected. 

2. Legal Antecedents 

During the 2010 Special Session, SB l 009 was proposed to prohibit the free provision of plastic bags. 
The bill created considerable discussion both at the legislature and among the pub! ic at large, but did 
not advance. The Metro Council supported that bill. 

3. Anticipated Effects 

Passage of state legislation supported by the resolution should have the following effects: 

• Reduce the impacts and costs that free plastic bags have on the region's recycling system 
(material recovery facilities). 

• Improve quality of other materials collected at curbside. 

• Support the Regional Solid Waste Management Plan (RSWMP) product stewardship policy. 
Retailers are required to take steps that reduce "downstream" impacts of providing single use 
bags. 

• Reduce plastic bag litter from entering the environment, causing local and downstream ecological 
problems. 

4. Budget Impacts 

No significant budget impact on Metro. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION 

Staff recommend the adoption of Resolution No. 11-4222 supporting state legislation to eliminate the use 
of single use plastic bags at retail checkouts. 
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Portland Plastic Bag RESOLUTION 
Promote use of reusable bags: prohibit the provision of single-use plastic or non-recycled paper carryoutbags at 
specified stores, require regulated stores to charge a minimum of 5 cents per bag for recycled paper or 
compostable plastic bags, and provide reusable bags, at no cost, to seniors and lowincome residents. 
(Resolution) 

WHEREAS, on June 28, 2006, the Council adopted Resolution No. 36423 establishing goals for thesolid 
waste and recycling system; and 

WHEREAS, one of those goals was to promote sustainability of the solid waste and recycling system 
that includes maximum efficiency, equity and economic vitality, improved worker safety and reduced 
environmental and human health impacts over the entire life cycle of the materials; and 

WHEREAS, one of the goals was to minimize the impact of harmful wastes by targeting toxicity and 
reducing greenhouse gas emissions; and 

WHEREAS, one of the goals was to reduce per capita waste generation below 2005 levels by the year 
2015;and 

WHEREAS, one of the goals was to increase recovery of all waste with a target of 75 percent by the 
year 2015 and promote highest value use of the recovered materials; and 

WHEREAS, on October 28, 2009, Council passed Resolution 36748 to adopt the Climate Action Plan 
that includes the goals of reducing total solid waste generated by 25 percent and recovering 90 percent of all 
waste generated; and 

WHEREAS, the expansive usage of single-use shopping bags and their typical disposal creates an 
impediment to the City's waste reduction and recycling goals; and 

WHEREAS, single-use plastic bags are difficult to recycle and frequently contaminate material that is 
processed through the City's curbside recycling and composting programs; and 

WHEREAS, recycled content paper carryout bags are a high value recyclable collected in the City's 
curbside recycling program and are made in paper mills located in the region. While papermaking has 
environmental impacts, when made with 40 percent or more postconsumer content, paper bags provide a 
positive alternative to plastic bags; and 

WHEREAS, reusable bags are considered to be the best option to reduce waste and litter, protect 
wildlife and conserve resources; and 

WHEREAS, Council acknowledges that many Portland businesses have taken affirmative steps to 
accomplish this goal and recognizes their proactive efforts; and 

WHEREAS, it is in the public interest for the Council to encourage and enable the location of a viable 
reusable bag manufacturing operation in the City of Portland; and 

WHEREAS, it is in the public interest for the Oregon Legislature to provide statewide regulation of the 
proliferation of single-use shopping bags; and 

WHEREAS, members of the Oregon State legislature will introduce legislation during the 2011 state 
legislative session to pass legislation banning plastic bags and imposing a five-cent minimum charge on 
recycled paper bags, to benefit all of Oregon; and 

WHEREAS, members ofthe Oregon State Legislature and the City of Portland City Council hereby 
recognize our mutual and collaborative efforts to ban plastic bags and impose a five-cent minimum charge on 
paper bags as a means of reducing harmful waste and promoting sustainability in Oregon; and 

WHEREAS, if the State does not act to regulate the proliferation of single-use shopping bags the 
Council will find it necessary to enact regulations governing the City of Portland; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that in the event that the State is not successful in passing 
legislation substantially similar to the draft bill attached hereto as Exhibit A by sine die of the 2011 State 
Legislative Session and with an effective date of no later than January 1, 2012, the Mayor, with the support of 
the State Legislatiye leaders noted in Exhibit C, will bring forward an ordinance substantially similar to Exhibit 
B attached hereto in order to implement a ban on plastic bags and five-cent fee on recycled paper bags in the 
City of Pmiland. 



CITY OF NEWPORT 
RESOLUTION NO. 
A Resolution Supporting the Oregon State Legislature in Passing Legislation 
Which Bans Single-Use Plastic CheckoutBags 
Recitals: 
WHEREAS, the use of single-use plastic checkout bags has environmental impacts resulting from 
their production and disposal, including greenhouse gas (GEIG) emissions, litter and ocean 
pollution, harm to wildlife and marine resources, ground-level ozone formation, 
atmospheric acidification, water consumption and solid waste generation, 
WHEREAS, the Council seeks to conserve resources, reduce the amount ofGHG emissions, 
waste, litter and marine pollution and to protect the public health and welfare as well as to 
protect wildlife and coastal and marine resources, all of which activities increase the quality 
of life for Newport's residents and visitors, 
WHEREAS, the Council acknowledges that the City's economy is dependent on clean and healthy 
ocean resources for commercial fishing, tourism, recreation, etc., 
WHEREAS, single use plastic checkout bags often enter and clog storm-drains and make their 
way into our rivers, streams and the Pacific Ocean, 
WHEREAS, single-use plastic checkout bags are difficult to recycle and frequently contaminate 
material that is processed through the City's curbside recycling program, 
WHREEAS, recycled content paper checkout bags are a high value recyclable collected in the 
City's curbside recycling program and while paper-making has environmental impacts, 
when made with more than forty percent (40%) or more recycled fiber, paper bags are 
believed to have less of an environmental impact than plastic bags, 
WHEREAS, the Council acknowledges that many businesses have taken affirmative steps to 
promote the use of reusable bags and discourage single-use plastic and non-recycled paper 
checkout bags, 
WHEREAS, reusable bags are considered to be the best option to reduce waste and litter, protect 
wildlife and conserve resources, 
WHEREAS, it is in the public interest for the Oregon State Legislature to provide statewide 
regulation of single use checkout bags, 
WHEREAS, it is anticipated that members of the Oregon State Legislature in promoting the 
reduction of waste and encouraging sustainability in the State of Oregon, will introduce 
legislation during the 2011 State Legislative Session to pass legislation banning plastic 
checkout bags and requires retailers to charge for paper checkout bags, 
WHEREAS, the Council promotes the use of reusable bags and discourages single-use p astic 
and non-recycled paper checkout bags. 
ATTEST: 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Common Council ofthe City ofNewport: 
Section 1. 
Section 2. 
The Council urges the Oregon State Legislature to pass legislation during the 
2011 State Legislative Session that promotes the use of reusable bags and bans 
plastic checkout bags and requires retailers to charge for paper checkout bags. 
City staff are directed to provide a copy of this resolution to Senator Mark Flass, 
Senator Jason Atkinson, Representative Ben Cannon, Representative Vic Gilliam 
and appropriate State Legislators representing Lincoln County. 
Section 3. This resolution takes effect immediately upon passage. 
Adopted by the Common Council ofthe City ofNewport on f<ff2010. 
Signed on /7,4, 2010. 
Margaret . Hawker,'Ci y Recorder 
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RESOLUTION 10-65 

A RESOLUTION OF THE LAKE OSWEGO CITY COUNCIL SUPPORTING LEGISLATION REGULATING 
THE USE OF SINGLE-USE PlASTIC AND NON-RECYCLED PAPER CHECKOUT BAGS AT RETAil 
STORES 

WHEREAS, single-use plastic bags are difficult to recycle and frequently contaminate material 
that is collected in the City's curbside recycling program; and 

WHEREAS, recycled content paper checkout bags are a high value recyclable collected in the 
City's curbside recycling program and are made in paper mills located in the region; while 
papermaking has environmental impacts, paper bags that are made with 40 percent or more 
recycled fiber provide a positive alternative to plastic bags; and 

WHEREAS, reusable bags are the best option to reduce waste and litter, protect wildlife, and 
conserve resources; and 

WHEREAS, it is in the public interest for the Oregon Legislature to provide statewide regulation 
of single-use checkout bags; and 

WHEREAS, it is anticipated that a bill will be introduced in the 2011 Legislature banning the use 
of single-use plastic and non-recycled paper checkout bags, and allowing use of paper bags 
containing at least 40% recycled fiber for a five-cent minimum charge; and 

WHEREAS, enactment of this proposed legislation will reduce waste and promote sustainability 
in Oregon; and 

WHEREAS, if the Legislature does not act to regulate single-use shopping bags, the City Council 
may find it necessary to enact such regulations within the City of Lake Oswego. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Lake Oswego that: 

Section 1. The City Council supports passage of a bill by the 2011 Legislature as follows: 

a. Prohibiting the use of single-use plastic and non-recycled paper checkout bags at 
all retail stores; 

b. Allowing retail stores to use paper checkout bags containing at least 40% 
recycled fiber for a minimum charge to the customer of five cents per bag; and 

c. Allowing retail stores to provide reusable bags to the customer either at no cost 
or for sale. 

Section 2. In the event that the 2011 Legislature does not adopt legislation with provisions 
substantially similar to those listed in Section 1 of this resolution, the City Council may consider 
enacting a local ordinance regulating single-use plastic and non-recycled paper checkout bags. 

Section 3. Effective Date. This Resolution shall take effect upon passage. 

Considered and enacted at the regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Lake Oswego 
on the ih day of December, 2010. 



 
 

 

In February 2011 Community Outreach provided the following: 
 

• Housing (men) – 704 nights of housing for 33 homeless men 

• Housing (women) – 378 nights of housing for 25 homeless women 

• Housing (families with children) – 202 nights of housing for 9 homeless families, including 

360 nights for 19 children 

• Medical Clinics – 252 visits, 14 general medical clinics held this month, plus 2 psychiatric 

clinics, 4 physical therapy clinics, 8 diabetes clinics, 1 gynecology clinic, and 1 dental clinic 

• Alcohol and Drug Treatment – 432 contact hours for 34 individuals, including 14  

co-occurring clients (meaning they receive substance abuse and mental health treatment) 

• Mental Health – 23 contact hours for 12 mental health clients 

• Therapeutic Childcare – 1,068 hours working with 18 children, including Second Step 

counseling and activity hours 

• Family Support Services – 125 hours working with 16 families 

• Crisis, Information, and Referral Services – 741 calls or visits 

• Homeless Emergency Services – 318 visits providing a shower or use of the community 

kitchen/food pantry 

• Abuse Intervention Counseling – 129 contact hours for 23 individuals 

• Emergency Food – 87 food boxes distributed, feeding 299 people 

• Case Management – 90 case management meeting hours for residential men and women 

• Mail Services – 97 clients 

• Bus Tickets – 71 tickets, providing transportation throughout Corvallis and Albany 

• Permanent Supportive Housing – 60 continuing clients and 1 new client 

 

 

 

865 NW Reiman Avenue  •  Corvallis, OR 97330  •  541.758.3000  •  www.communityoutreachinc.org 



DISCLAIMER: Consistent with advice from the Secretary of State's Elections
Division and the Secretary of State's Elections Division's March 2008 Publication:
2008 Restrictions on Political Campaigning by Public Employees, the City is
concerned that using the City's Web site to distribute materials that are related to the
local option tax levy that are not impartial would violate ORS 260.432.  The City's
archives contain numerous records related to the levy.  To avoid advocacy by public
employees, and based on the advice of the Elections Division, the full public record
related to the levy in the archives is available at the reference desk of the Corvallis-
Benton County Public Library.  For all other public record inquiries, please visit the
City Manager's Office at City Hall, 2300 NW Walnut Boulevard, email the City
Manager's Office, or call 541-766-6901.

http://www.ci.corvallis.or.us/index.php?option=com_cvocontact&task=compose&contact_id=2&subject=Web+Request
http://www.ci.corvallis.or.us/index.php?option=com_cvocontact&task=compose&contact_id=2&subject=Web+Request


To: 
From: 
Date: 

Mayor and City Council 
Karen Emery, Director 
March 15, 2011 

CORVALLIS 
ENHANCING COMMUNITY LIVABILITY 

PARKS & RECREATION 

Subject: Parks and Recreation Fee Review and Cost Recovery Model 

Issue: 
The Administrative Services Committee received an update of the Financial Policies from 
Finance Director, Brewer on March 9, 2011. This staff report provides additional information 
regarding the Parks and Recreation 2010 Fee Review and the Parks, Natural Areas, and 
Recreation Board (PNARB) recommendation in 2010 to develop a revised cost recovery model. 
Attached are the 2010 Human Services Committee (HSC) and City Council minutes 
establishing the policy direction we are currently following. 

Background: 
The Parks and Recreation Fee Review was adopted by City Council in September, 2010. The 
following changes have been implemented: 

a. increase picnic shelter and Rose Garden rental rates 
b. increase sports field/court rates 
c. increase community room rates 
d. establish a commercial rental rate for Osborn Aquatic Center meeting rooms 
e. increase Senior Center computer and bridge class fees 
f. increase recreation class fees by 15% to 20%, depending upon the class 

The Fall and Winter programs fees for all ages increased 15% to 20%, and the majority were 
raised 20%. This increase was also applied to the upcoming Spring and Summer programs. 

In addition to the above changes, in 2010 PNARB recommended that the City's cost recovery 
model for the Parks and Recreation non-aquatic programs be modified. The HSC and City 
Council agreed that PNARB and staff would develop a new cost recovery model for Council's 
consideration. The current cost recovery model sets recovery based primarily on the program 
participants' age. This new model would consider the type of program and would charge more 
for specialized, advanced or competitive programs and less for programs that affect community 
social issues such as obesity or after school care. 

Example of draft new model presented to PNARB, HSC and City Council 2010 
Parks and Recreation Department Fees 

a. Recover an average of 100% of direct program costs 

- Programs that are specialized, advanced, competitive. Primarily benefit an 
individual or group. 

- Sale of merchandise such as food, beverages and merchandise for resale. 
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- Programs that serve people over the age of 18. 

Examples for 'a' are youth advanced guitar, youth advanced robotics, youth advanced 
photography, senior center concessions. 

b. Recover an average of 65% of direct program costs 

- Programs that promote life-long skill development, personal 
development, or social interaction. 

Examples for 'b' are youth beginning art classes, youth aero modeling, and youth 
television acting. 

c. Recover an average of 40% of direct program costs 

Programs that address safety, health of residents or community social concerns. 

Examples for 'c' are youth physical activities addressing youth obesity. After school youth 
programs and day camps addressing working parents need for safe and affordable child 
care. 

Discussion: 
Staff is currently developing the RFP for a consultant to perform the development of the 
cost recovery model combined with the Parks and Recreation Facility Master Plan 
update. This is budgeted for FY 11-12. When the model and plan are adopted by 
Council during FY 11-12, the Financial Policy on cost recovery will be updated and does 
not need to wait for the Fee Review process in 2012. 

Recommendation: 
Informational only. 

Review and Concur: 

() ~ (/ ~ 114 ~ )(] . I(/·~ Jar-:.--
~~-Nelson, City Manager 
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VIII. & IX. 

A. 

STANDING COMMITTEE REPORTS AND ORDINANCES, RESOLUTIONS, 
AND MOTIONS 

Human Services Committee- August 3, 2010 

1. Parks and Recreation Annual Fee Review 

Councilors Brown and Raymond, respectively, moved and seconded to approve the 
Parks and Recreation fees, consistent with the Annual Fee Analysis Report. The 
motion passed unanimously. 

B. Urban Services Committee- None. 

C. Administrative Services Committee- None. 

D. Other Related Matters 

1. Mr. Fewel read an ordinance relating to the Special Response Fee, amending 
Corvallis Municipal Code Chapter 5.03, "Offenses," as amended 

ORDINANCE 2010-17 passed unanimously. 

VII. PUBLIC HEARINGS- None. 

X. NEW BUSINESS- Continued 

C. Candidates for the 2011-2012 Mayor and City Council Term of Office 

Assistant to City Manager/City Recorder Louie reported that 16 candidates qualified for the 
ten 2011-2012 Council term positions that will be on the November 2 ballot. Staff 
recommended that the Council adopt a resolution, forward to voters the list of candidates, 
and authorize her to provide notice as required. 

Mr. Fewel read a resolution scheduling an election on November 2, 2010, forwarding the 
2011-2012 Mayor and City Council candidates to the voters, and directing the Assistant to 
City Manager/City Recorder to publish notice of municipal election. 

Councilors Hamby and Daniels, respectively, moved and seconded to adopt the resolution. 

RESOLUTION 2010-30 passed unanimously. 

Council Minutes - August 16, 2010 Page 446 



HUMAN SERVICES COMMITTEE 
MINUTES 

AUGUST 3, 2010 

Present Staff 
Councilor Dan Brown, Chair 
Councilor Jeanne Raymond 

Jon Nelson, City Manager 
Karen Emery, Parks and Recreation Director 

Absent 
Steve Deghetto, Assistant Parks and Recreation Director 
David Neighbor, Parks Operations Supervisor 

Councilor Mike Beilstein (excused) Emely Day, City Manager's Office 

Visitors 
Biff Traber 

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION 

Held for 
Information Further 

Agenda Item Only Review Recommendations 

I. Parks and Recreation Approve the Parks and 
Annual Fee Review Recreation Department fees, 

consistent with the Annual Fee 
Analysis Report 

II. Other Business *** 

Chair Brown called the meeting to order at 12:00 pm. 

CONTENT OF DISCUSSION 

I. Parks and Recreation Annual Fee Review (Attachment) 

Parks and Recreation Director Emery explained that, per the Council's financial 
policies, the Council annually reviews Parks and Recreation Department fees to ensure 
they meet the policy requirement of cost recovery. The Parks, Natural Areas, and 
Recreation Board (PNARB) reviewed, and recommended Council approval of, staff's 
six proposed fee adjustments: 
a. increase picnic shelter and Rose Garden rental rates 
b. increase sports field/court rates 
c. increase community room rates 
d. establish a commercial rental rate for Osborn Aquatic Center (OAC) meeting rooms 
e. increase Senior Center computer and bridge class fees 
f. increase recreation class fees by 15 to 20 percent, depending upon the class 

Ms. Emery noted that the City has not charged for commercial use of OAC but has had 
commercial use fees for other City facilities. The Council's finance policy provision 



Human Services Committee 
August 3, 2010 
Page 2 

regarding cost recovery states that fee adjustment percentage rates are considered 
guidelines. Special circumstances, the nature and cost of each program, and the 
people to be served are considered when establishing individual program fees. 

Ms. Emery said the PNARB asked that staff, over the next year, develop a new cost
recovery model for Council consideration. This model would consider the types of 
costs, the nature of the classes, and whether the program would affect a community 
social issue (e.g., obesity). The current cost-recovery model focuses mainly on 
program participants' ages. 

Chair Brown expressed understanding for the recommended fee increases and the 
suggestion to develop a new cost-recovery model. He urged that the fee schedule not 
be too complex. Councilor Raymond concurred. 

Ms. Emery summarized that staff recommended that the Committee forward the fee 
recommendations to the Council for approval. 

Biff Traber referenced the PNARB's request for a new cost-recovery model. He noted 
that this year's budget process emphasized the question of how property tax revenues 
are spent, including subsidizing recreational activities. He urged the Committee and 
Council to carefully consider this issue when deciding future budgets and revenue 
allocations. He opined that the PNARB's suggested model was more rational in terms 
of what to subsidize and the community's concerns, such as health. Subsidizing youth 
programs, when many community members can afford to pay full fees for youth 
programs, did not seem reasonable. Rather than critiquing aspects of the current 
policy that he considers problems, he urged the Committee to support the PNARB's 
suggested cost-recovery model as appropriate and as an example of what the Council 
wants to promote in the community. 

Mr. Traber questioned why the Council's cost-recovery policy addresses direct program 
costs, rather than loaded program costs, including the additional administrative costs 
required to operate a program. 

Chair Brown explained that, previously, age was an indicator variable for special needs. 
However, not all children or adults have special needs. If the City operated for a profit, 
administrative costs would be factored into fees. 

Councilor Raymond noted that the Parks and Recreation Department suffered serious 
financial reductions in the new budget, including more than direct programs. 

Chair Brown added that incorporating administrative costs into program fees would 
improve the Department's budget situation. 
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Mr. Taber responded that a smaller budget reduction from property tax revenue 
shortfalls would be needed if all program costs are recovered. 

City Manager Nelson clarified that adding administrative costs to program fees may 
require additional adjustments to address affordability. Under any methodology, the 
Council and the PNARB would need to approve the new fees. 

Mr. Traber responded that, people should pay a market or competitive rate, if they can 
afford to do so, rather than providing across-the-board affordable rates that some 
people cannot afford. The Department's scholarship program is available to assist 
people who cannot afford program fees. 

Ms. Emery concurred with Mr. Nelson's summation. Staff presented the proposal to 
review the current, albeit older, cost-recovery model, believing it did not reflect the 
community's current values. She said many parks and recreation departments have 
shifted over the past several years to an issue-based fee model. She noted that 
previous Councils supported subsidizing public recreation, believing it was a benefit to 
property tax payers. Thus, the Council also directed staff to assess 25 percent more 
in fees for people who live outside the City Limits and do not pay local property taxes. 
Property tax revenue subsidizes the Department, and part of the subsidy means public 
recreation is available, accessible, and affordable to everyone. Other communities 
have based fees on direct and indirect program costs, with resulting fees being no 
longer affordable to many people. 

Chair Brown referenced a recent letter to the newspaper editor regarding OAC being 
a "destination" for Salem residents, who do not pay local property taxes. He asked how 
staff determines whether Parks and Recreation Department program and facility 
patrons live within the service area. 

Ms. Emery explained that people registering for programs provide their addresses, 
which staff accepts as being accurate, without spending resources verifying addresses. 
Following an analysis, staff discovered that the percentage of patrons paying out-of-city 
fees was higher than expected. She noted that people from outside the service area 
who utilize OAC often also eat meals, purchase gasoline, and may spend the night in 
Corvallis, thereby further benefitting the community. She noted that a family from 
Lebanon recently spent their "vacation day" at OAC enjoying Otter Beach. 

Chair Brown summarized today's discussion as a suggestion for staff to analyze Parks 
and Recreation Department program fee structures, including considering overhead 
costs. He noted that differential pricing requires more analysis and may result in higher 
fees. He expressed concern that the City may be subsidizing services to people who 
do not need subsidies and might be willing to pay more. 
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Councilor Raymond said an OAC patron expressed to her a willingness to pay more 
to maintain the warm-water therapy class. Chair Brown said he received similar 
comments and suggested that physician prescriptions for aquatic therapy might be paid 
by insurance programs. 

The Committee unanimously recommends that Council approve the Parks and 
Recreation Department fees, consistent with the Annual Fee Analysis Report. 

II. Other Business 

The next Human Services Committee meeting is scheduled for 12:00 pm on Tuesday, 
August 17, 2010 in the Madison Avenue Meeting Room. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Dan Brown, Chair 



URBAN SERVICES COMMITTEE 
MINUTES 

Present 
Hal Brauner, Chair 
Richard Hervey 
Roen Hogg 

Visitors 
David Eckert, Corvallis Sustainability 

Coalition 
John Foster 
Annette Mills, Corvallis Sustainability 

Coalition 
Bob Wilson 

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION 

Agenda Item 

I. Systems Development Charge 
Annual Review 

II. Three Waters Update 

Ill. Other Business 

CONTENT OF DISCUSSION 

March 10, 2011 

Information 
Only 

Yes 

Staff 
Jon Nelson, City Manager 
Steve Rogers, Public Works Director 
Greg Gescher, Engineering Supervisor 
Joshua Tacchini, Engineer 
Emely Day, City Manager's Office 

Held for 
Further Recommendations 
Review 

Approve the proposed systems 
development charge rates, by 
means of a resolution to be read 
by the City Attorney 

Councilor Brauner called the meeting to order at 5:00 pm. 

I. Systems Development Charge Annual Review (Attachment) 

Engineering Supervisor Gescher explained that the Corvallis Municipal Code required an 
annual review of systems development charge (SOC) rates, which had three adjustment 
components: 
• Inflationary adjustments-

• Water, Sewer, Street, Drainage- The City, per Municipal Code requirements, used 
the Engineering News-Record (ENR) Construction Cost Index (CCI) for Seattle. 
This adjustment ensured that the City collected adequate SOC revenue to pay for 
construction of the capital projects. During the past year, the CCI increased by 
approximately 0.7 percent. 
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• Parks- One-third of parks capital projects involves land acquisition. The City used 
Benton County real estate data as an inflationary factor when adjusting parks SDCs. 
Two-thirds of the parks SOC rate was based upon the ENR CCI, and one-third was 
based upon the Benton County real estate factor, which decreased 11 percent 
during the past year. 

• New Capital Projects - The list of capital projects eligible for SOC funding was 
primarily based upon the City's various master plans, but other projects could be 
included on the list. During the past year, two projects related to the northward 
extension of NW Kings Boulevard were added to the list; these projects included traffic 
signal improvements and extension of water and sewer service. The projects were 
constructed to accommodate future development and included the extra-capacity 
aspect required for SOC funding eligibility. 

• Completed Capital Projects- When capital projects were completed, the estimated 
costs on the SOC-eligible project list were replaced with actual construction costs. 

The adjustments described for the past year resulted in an increase of less than one 
percent in water, sewer, street, and drainage SOC rates and a decrease of more than three 
percent in parks SOC rates. The proposed total SOC rate would move the City closer to 
the lower end of the SOC rate spectrum among comparator cities. 

In response to Councilor Hervey's inquiry, City Manager Nelson explained that, during the 
last parks SOC calculation methodology review, it was decided that the parks SOC rate 
would be set at 60 percent of project costs. The decision was made because collecting 
100 percent of project costs would result in a very high parks SOC rate. Also, the City has 
a strong history of receiving grants for parks capital projects. 

In response to Councilor Hervey's further inquiry, Mr. Gescher explained that the Municipal 
Code required an annual SOC rate review, with new rates effective April 1. 

In response to Councilor Hogg's inquiry, Public Works Director Rogers said this was the 
second consecutive year that SOC rates decreased. 

Councilor Hervey asked how the private acquisition of Witham Oaks as a park would affect 
parks SDCs. 

Mr. Rogers explained that SDCs were due and payable when building permits were issued. 
If the Friends of Witham Oaks purchased the land, they probably would not request a 
building permit, so there would not be an SOC against the property. Over time, the 
acquisition of the property could cause an adjustment to all SOC rates, as the rates were 
based upon an anticipated build-out population, density, and infrastructure needs. SDCs 
were being collected for the cost of extending NW Circle Boulevard through the Witham 
Oaks property. If Friends of Witham Oaks purchased the land for park use, there would 
be no property development and no SDCs. This could result in higher SDCs for other 
developments. He elaborated that this scenario would occur any time property was 
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"removed" from potential development. If the same facilities would be needed for the 
community, each development would pay a little more to cover the costs. 

Mr. Rogers continued, explaining the Council policy regarding the City being responsible 
for SDCs for extension of City services through City-owned open space to enable 
development beyond the open space. 

Mr. Nelson added that the parks SOC component was based upon the Parks and 
Recreation Facilities Plan. Projects eligible for SOC funding must be specified in the Plan. 
He noted that Rivergreen and Grand Oaks Parks were created by developers of the nearby 
residential areas, in lieu of the developers paying parks SDCs. These scenarios were in 
the best interests of the City and the developers for park improvements to be made 
concurrent with development to reduce the City's costs and enhance marketability of the 
residential developments. These agreements were approved by the Council. 

Councilor Brauner observed that the proposed parks SOC rate component would not be 
the highest among the comparator cities, and the proposed total SOC rate would be among 
the lowest among the compactor cities. 

Councilor Hogg suggested that the reduction in SOC rates be publicized. Councilor 
Brauner said he could mention the reduction in his report to the Council. It could also be 
included in "the City" newsletter, and Council members will have the information to share 
with citizens. 

Based upon a motion moved and seconded by Councilors Hervey and Hogg,respectively, 
the Committee unanimously recommends that Council approve the proposed systems 
development charge rates, by means of a resolution to be read by the City Attorney. 

II. Three Waters Update (Attachment) 

Mr. Rogers reviewed that, with Council approval, the City allocated $30,000 to the Corvallis 
Sustainability Coalition (Coalition) nine months ago for a water demonstration project at 
First Alternative Co-operative (FAG) South Store to show what could be done to reduce 
drinking water use, wastewater use, and storm water waste. The project was named 
"Three Waters." 

In response to Councilor Hervey's inquiry, Mr. Rogers said the funding process worked 
very well from staff's perspective. The full $30,000 was granted to the Coalition, and the 
Coalition was required to submit quarterly reports in a specified format to account for funds 
expenditures and project impacts. Unlike other funding processes, staff was not paying 
for individual project expenses. 

David Eckert of the Coalition conducted a PowerPoint presentation of the Three Waters 
project (Attachment A). He reported that the project was in the third quarter of the City 
funding calendar. The Coalition partnered with many community members and had 
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accomplished much. The project was intended to be innovative. The reduction in water 
usage and discharge was intended to not interfere with store operations and to maintain 
business efficiency. 

The project site was a combination of former retail and industrial uses and was renovated 
many times before the FAG acquired the property. 

During the first and second quarters of the project, the Coalition spent only FAG grant 
funds. The project involved extensive volunteer labor, reducing actual labor expenses. 
City grant funds were not spent until the third quarter of the project. The third-quarter 
report would include details of the expenditures. 

Water usage and discharge data was compared over October, November, and December 
of 2007, 2008, 2009, and 2010. Tap water use decreased by approximately 1,191 gallons 
per day during the referenced time period. Mr. Eckert noted that the automatic irrigation 
system was turned on during December, resulting in an increase in tap water usage. Like 
other businesses, FAG experienced some staffing changes during the study period. The 
Coalition began using a different process to train FAG staff about water conservation. He 
noted that it was easiest to change- but hardest to enforce- behavioral techniques. Low
flow technology changes were effective. System changes were not fully implemented but 
could be most effective (e.g., meat defrosting procedures and landscaping). 

Wastewater discharge data did not include the irrigation usage. Wastewater discharge 
decreased by approximately 191 gallons per day during the study period. 

Storm water discharge data was calculated for the 2,222 square feet of ground from which 
pavement was removed. During the study period, 10.3 inches of rain fell, and 12,407 
gallons of storm water were estimated to flow into the ground, instead of to the water 
treatment plant. Mr. Eckert said removing impervious surfaces was one of the best ways 
to reduce storm water runoff. 

The project included storage tanks capable of holding 9,500 gallons of water. The tanks 
would be drained via a unique process. Three Oregon State University (OSU) engineering 
students, as their senior project, must design and produce a functioning, human-powered 
pump. The pump design would be based upon a bicycle, which anyone may pedal; water 
would be pumped from the bottom of the tank and shot into the air over nearby landscaped 
areas. Four human-powered pumps would be installed. Murals and interpretative signage 
near the water storage tanks would explain the community's water sources. OSU 
Horticulture Department representatives designed a living wall to surround a water storage 
tank; plants on the wall would absorb storm water, reducing the amount of storm water 
entering the treatment system. Water from the tanks would be used on the plants. 

Pervious pavement will be replaced with recessed bioswales and rain gardens to filter 
storm water runoff. OSU Horticulture Department students were assigned to design and 
plant the gardens. 
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The Coalition used FAG grant funds to purchase a high-efficiency, low-water-use washing 
machine for FAG's four daily laundry loads. Extremely low-flow toilets were slated for 
purchase, one at a time. Reduced-flow sprayers were purchased. Mr. Eckert said next 
steps were being undertaken gradually to ensure that mistakes were not made. 

Mr. Eckert announced the Coalition's new Web site: www.sustainablecorvallis.org. 

Mr. Eckert observed that FAG was one of the most environmentally minded businesses in 
Corvallis, yet water usage was a cost of business. Trade-acceptable water usage practices 
were used by FAG, but norms were not necessarily the best options. 

In response to Councilor Hogg's inquiry, Mr. Eckert said FAG funding was used for 
outreach regarding the Three Waters project. The information he presented was included 
in FAG newsletters. Extensive outreach was not yet done. FAG and the League of 
Women Voters provided funding for outreach. City funding would be used for basic 
elements of the project. 

In response to Councilor Hogg's further inquiry, Mr. Eckert said the City's funding for the 
Three Waters project would expire June 30, 2013. The Coalition would spend $10,000 
from the FAG grant during the current calendar year because of FAG's timeline. The 
Coalition would seek more funding from foundations to pursue two additional, related 
projects - one involving use of gray water and the other involving on-site wastewater 
treatment of gray water for irrigation use. The additional projects would include testing of 
quality of water entering and leaving the gray water treatment process. 

Mr. Rogers stated that unspent City grant funding would be returned to the City at the end 
of the contract period. 

This information was presented for information only. 

Ill. Other Business 

A. The next regular Urban Services Committee meeting is scheduled for March 24, 
2011, at 5:00 pm, in the Madison Avenue Meeting Room. 

Councilor Brauner adjourned the meeting at 5:49pm. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Hal Brauner, Chair 



Three Waters 
Project 

Reducing water flow 
through municipal tap water, waste 

water & storm water systems 
by 50% by 2013 

#.\ 'FiNf :Aflemalive 
'C" N~l\.:JA1. fCC::lJ CO·cP 

Finances 
From Original $20,000 Co-op Grant 

Quarter#1 
2.2.1.1 Excavation 
2.2.1.2 tanks (3) 
2.2.1 .3 Pipes/fittings 
Quarter#2 
2.2.1.1 Rain tanks (2) 
2.2.1.2 Piping Supplies 
2.2.1.3 Labor 
2.2.1.4 Pavers 
2.2.1.5 Mural Supplies 
2.2.1.6 Washing Machine 
2.2.1.6 Living Wall 
Quarter #3 to date 
2.2.1.1 

$2,605.14 
$3,190.00 
$ 524.43 

$ 925.65 
$ 360.26 
$ 300.00 
$ 510.03 
$ 454.76 
$1,113.00 
$ 25.69 

2.2.2 Total Co-op Funds Expended to Date-

Tap Water 
3 Months vs. 3-yeor average 

~UsageofTilpWi!ter 

$10,008.96 

M<>n!h 2008 2DO'i Av~r~ • 2010 Dlfl~n!Otl! 

4,102 4,320 3,772 4,0&5 3,067 ·9911 

November 2.002 2,655 3,352 1,670 2.3BS 
Deeember 2130 27B2 2302 2405 2497 

When rom pared to the avcr~se~ of 2007·1009, and assuming!)() day> In the 
quarter, the IOU I reduction In tap water use lor Quarter ~2 was: 

.-l,19li~noou/dayot 

.... 107,19agal!on~over3 months 
-434,71Sgal!onse.tnpo1Jted~rmuallllvirlt~ 

AlTACHMENT A 

Three Related Water Systems 

•Tap Water Usage 

•Waste Water Discharge 

•Storm Water Discharge 

Finances 
From Original $30,000 City Grant 

Quarter#1 
Funds Expended S. 0.00 
Quarter#2 
Funds Expended 0.00 
Quarter#3 
Funds Expended in Quarter #3 to date- $2,109.23 

Total City Funds Remaining to Date~ 

Waste Water 
Discharge 

3 Months vs. 3-year average 

$27,890.77 

When compared to the ~v~rJge~ of 2007·2009, and a~~umlng 90 days In Ill!! 
~uaner, the toto I redualon on wo>tewater dlicharge for Quarter/12 was: 

.,.191eallon•/dayor 
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Storm Water Discharge 
into Municipal Pipes 

Over 8,500 gallon capacity storage 
Murals to Depict Corvallis Water Sources 

Waldorf School 
Sth Grade Class 

for Pavement Runoff & Tank 
Overflows 



Permeable Pavers Glass Pavement 
Low-End Brick High-End Concrete 

Washing Machine Next Indoor Steps 

1. Toilets 
2. Hand Sprayers 
3. Automatic Sprayers 
4. Meat Defrosting 

Next Outdoor Steps 

1. Irrigation Settings 
2. Rain Gardens 
3. More Rain Tanks 
4. Permeable Glass Pavement 
5. Human-Powered Pumps 



MEMORANDUM 

TO: Urban Services Committee (USC) 

FROM: Steve Rogers, Public Works Director~ 1; /; 

Karen Emery, Parks and Recreation Director y...--

DATE: February 22, 2011 

SUBJECT: Annual System Development Charge (SDC) Adjustment 

Municipal Code Section 2.08, directs the City to review and revise SDC's annually, adjusting for: inflation, 
modifications to facility master plans, and modifications to eligible project lists. Current Oregon Revised 
Statutes (ORS) do not require a public hearing unless requested by an interested party. Although no such request 
has been made, staff has scheduled the usc review as a public hearing to avoid delays that a last minute request 
might cause. USC recommendations to the City Council will be in the form of a regular committee report. 

Background 

SDC fees are collected from new development to pay for capital projects that have been, or will be built, to serve 
growth. All SDC fees, with the exception of Park SDCs, are comprised of two components: a reimbursement fee 
and an improvement fee. Based on the City Council adopted methodology, Park SDCs are collected only on an 
improvement fee basis. 

Orientation material developed by the City's consultant during the 2001 SDC program review is attached for your 
information andreference. 

Water, Sewer, Street, Drainage SDCs 

The improvement fee is based on projects to be constructed that provide extra capacity to serve growth. 
Municipal Code Section 2.08.030.5 requires this fee to be adjusted annually for inflation using the 
Engineering News-Record (ENR) Construction Cost Index (CCI) for Seattle. Improvement fee monies 
collected can be used to construct capital projects that provide extra capacity. The reimbursement fee is 
based on projects already constructed that provide extra capacity to serve growth. It is not adjusted for 
inflation and can be used to construct any capital improvement. Both improvement and reimbursement 
fees must be spent on projects consistent with the funding source (i.e. Sewer, Water, Drainage, or Street 
SDCs). 

Once an identified project on the improvement fee list is constructed, the estimated costs are removed 
from that list and actual project costs are added to the reimbursement fee list. This occurs in conjunction 
with the annual inflationary adjustment to SDCs. 

Park SDC 

The Parks and Recreation SDC methodology was updated in 2006. The process used to update the City's 
Parks and Recreation SDCs establishes the required connection between the demands of growth and the 
proportionate need of each type of park facility for use by current and future residents. The Parks and 
Recreation SDCs are based on the park, trail, and natural area acquisition and development needs such as 
sports complexes, as identified in the adopted 2000 Park & Recreation Facilities Plan. The Parks and 
Recreation Facilities Plan will be updated in 2011 as part of the Parks and Recreation Master Plan. 
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Based on state statute, SDC rates are calculated using a series of sequential formulas which, when 
completed, yield the total SDC rates for each new dwelling unit in the City. The formulas identify: 

a) 
b) 
c) 

d) 
e) 

the park improvements cost per capita population 
the improvements cost per dwelling unit 
the SDC debt service credit per dwelling unit ~ This is applied to credit new development for its 
share of debt service that will be funded by current residents for the costs of future park 
improvements. 
the total Park SDC per dwelling unit . 
the discounted SDC per dwelling unit- Based on statute, the City may discount the SDC rate to 
collect less than 100% of growth costs. The adopted Park SDC was discounted at a 60% charge 
rate. Said another way, the Park SDC rates that are collected fund a percentage of the new 
growth costs needed to provide for the park improvement needs. 

In addition, based on City Council direction, the annual adjustment index is applied in two parts. This 
two~part process will recognize the park related project components of both development elements (the 
change in ENR CCI for Seattle at 67% ) and acquisition elements (the change in Benton County Real 
MarketValue at 33%). 

Discussion 

Water, Sewer, Drainage, Street SDCs 

Current SDC fees are based on a January 2010 Seattle ENR CCI of 8645.35. The January 2011 Seattle 
ENR CCI is 8703.51, representing an index adjustment of approximately +0.7%. This adjustment is 
applied only to the improvement fee list of each SDC. 

The following projects have been constructed and moved from the improvement fee list to the 
reimbursement fee list: 

.,. Rivergreen Intersection Improvements PIP07-1465/PN 650384 

.,. Kings Blvd. Street Extension PIPC 1385 

..- 15th St. & Jefferson Intersection Improvements PIPC 1478 

The following projects are proposed new additions to the SDC project list: 

.,. Traffic Signal- Kings and Walnut, PN 656333 

.,. Kings Blvd. Sewer and Water Extension, PIPC 1385 

At the time of the adoption of the SDC project list, the intersection of Kings and Walnut Boulevards was 
signalized. However, with the construction of the northern h~g of Kings Boulevard by development, 
additional signalization equipment was needed. This was not accounted for on the original SDC project 
list. 

Current sewer and water system Master Plans do not identify oversized facilities in Kings Boulevard 
north of Circle Boulevard. However, with the development of adjacent properties, it was determined that 
oversized facilities were necessary to be constructed with the street extension to serve future 
development. 
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Park SDCs 

The Parks and Recreation SDC two-part index is calculated based on the Seattle ENR CCI and the 
Benton County Real Market Value. The Seattle ENR CCI is applied to 67% of the Park SDC unit costs 
and Benton County Real Market Value increase or decrease is applied to 33% of the Park SDC unit costs. 
This is based on the parks and recreation project list where 67% of the total costs are construction related 
and 33% of the total costs are acquisition related. As previously stated, the January 2011 Seattle ENR 
CCI is 8703.51, representing an index adjustment of approximately +0.7%. The Benton County Real 
Market Value experienced a decrease of 11% over the past year. 

Table 1 details the proposed. SDC fee adjustment based on the criteria described herein. The impact of the fee 
changes on a typical single family residence and comparison with other cities is shown in Table 2. 

Proposed SDC rates will become effective April1, 2011, with City Council approval of the attached resolution. 

Notification of the March 10, 2011, USC public hearing was sent to identified interested parties. 

Recommendation 

Staff recommends the USC forward the attached resolution to the City Council for approval. 

Review & Concur: 

Attachments 
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System Development Charge Rates · 

Current Proposed 

Unit Description soc soc 

($/Unit) ($/Unit) 

WATER 

Equivalent Fixture Units 

1st Level $ 66.40 $ 66.68 

2nd Level $ 140.90 $ 142.52 

3rd Level $ 253.61 $ 255.86 

SEWER $ 198.58 $ 199.82 

Equivalent Fixture Units 

STREET $ 236.35 $ 238.67 

Daily Trip Ends 

DRAINAGE $ 0.076 $ 0.076 

Impervious Sq Ft 

PARKS 

Single Family Dwelling Unit $ 5,157.27 $ 4,993.31 

Multi Family Dwelling_ Unit $ 3,822.90 $ 3,701.36 

Table 1 -Current I Proposed SOC Comparison 
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I MULTI-CITY SOC COMPARISON 

SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE 

City Parks Sewer Water Transportation 

Monmouth $1 484 $2 753 $1 413 $394 

Albany1 $1,745 $2,402 $2,041 $1,734 

Lebanon $1,705 $3,333 $1,979 $930 

Grants Pass $2,245 $2,455 $2,321 $2,584 

Woodburn $1,752 $2,977 $2,085 $3,532 

Eu!:!ene $3 935 $2 015 $3 251 $1 732 

Corvallis (Proposed) $4,993 $3,197 $1,067 $2,284 
Garibaldi $1 085 $2 168 $2 452 $3 410 

Corvallis (Current) $5,157 $3,177 $1,062 $2,262 
Columbia City $1 496 $1 623 $4 292 $4 575 

Salem $3,548 $2,934 $4,291 $1,954 

Veneta $3 509 $7 131 $1 937 $1 858 

Newberg $2,017 $5,346 $5,507 $2,747 

Gresham $3,837 $5,056 $4,153 $2,823 

Portland $8,004 $4,089 $2,537 $2,566 

Silverton $4 156 $4 505 $4130 $4145 

Hillsboro $3,266 $4,100 $5,588 $5,227 

Philomath $770 $6,440 $7,014 $3,928 

Beaverton $5,551 $4,100 $4,770 $5,227 

Wilsonville $4,602 $4,153 $7,002 $5,874 

Lake Oswego $11,089 $2,344 $5,289 $3,319 

West Linn $8 712 $4 875 $11 179 $7 384 

Table 2 - Multi-City SDC Comparison 

Notes 

Stormwater Total 

$210 $6 254 

No SDC $7,922 

$182 $8,129 

$398 $10,003 

$303 $10,649 

$539 $11 472 

$210 $11,751 
$2 683 $11 798 

$210 $11,868 

$250 $12,236 

$468 $13,195 

$155 $14 590 

$293 $15,910 

$909 $16,778 

$733 $17,929 

$1 462 $18 398 

$500 $18,681 

$1,217 $19,369 

$1,439 $21,087 

$492 $22,123 

$129 $22,170 

$994 $33 144 

1. With the exception of Albany, only communities with parks, sewer, water, transportation, and stormwater 

SDCs are listed for comparison. The City of Albany is provided as an often-requested comparitor. 

I 



RESOLUTION 2011- __ 

Minutes of the March 21, 2011, Corvallis City Council meeting, continued. 

A resolution submitted by Councilor _______ _ 

WHEREAS, the methodology for establishing systems development charges is established in Municipal 
Code' Chapter 2.08, as amended; 

WHEREAS, Municipal Code Chapter 2.08, as amended, requires the system development charge rates be 
established by resolution of the City Council; 

WHEREAS, Municipal Code Chapter 2.08, as amended, directs City Council to review system development 
charge rates annuatly and revise capital project costs used to set rates to reflect changes in the Engineering 
News- Record (ENR) Seattle Construction Cost Index (CCI), Benton County Real Market Value of 
unimproved property, modifications to master facility plans, and modifications to the list of eligible projects 
as approved by City Council; 

WHEREAS, the Seattle ENR CCI has increased from 8645.35 (Jan 2010), to 8703.51 (Jan 2011) since the 
previous review of improvement fee rates; 

WHEREAS, the Benton County Real Market Value of unimproved residential land has decreased by 11% 
over the past year; 

WHEREAS, the City Council approves the addition of three projects to the reimbursement fee list: 

Traffic Signal- Kings and Walnut, PN 656333 
Kings Blvd. Sewer Extension, PIPC 1385 
Kings Blvd. Water Extension, PIPC 1385 

$234,188 Street SDC 
$ 1,905 Wastewater SDC 
$ 48,626 Water SDC 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CORVALLIS RESOLVES that the 
system development charge rates are determined as follows: 

(1) S t D ys em tCh eve opmen arge D t . f e ermma wn 

I S~stem DeveloEment Charge Rates 

Unit Description Improvement Reimbursement Total 
Fee Fee SDC 

($/Unit) ($/Unit) ($/Unit) 

WATER: Fixture Units 

1st Level $44.30 $23.38 $66.68 

2nd Level $113.69 $28.83 $142.52 

3rd Level $207.17 $48.69 $255.86 

SEWER: Fixture Units $184.26 $15.56 $199.82 

STREET: Trip Ends $203.44 $35.23 $238.67 

DRAINAGE: Sq. Ft.- Impervious Surface $0.062 $0.014 $0.076 

PARKS: Single Family Dwelling $4,993.31 NA $4,993.31 

Multi-Family Dwelling $3,701.36 NA $3,701.36 

Page 1 of 2 - Resolution 
2010 SDC Adjustment 
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the portion of Resolution 2010-13, previously establishing 
system development charge rates for extra-capacity facilities is, by this resolution, rescinded; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager is hereby directed to apply these rates as 
required by Municipal Code Chapter 2.08, as amended, for system development charges, effective April 1, 
2011. 

Councilor 

Upon motion made and seconded, the foregoing resolution was adopted and the Mayor thereupon declared 
said resolution to be adopted. 

Page 2 of 2 - Resolution 
2010 SDC Adjustment 



Presented by 

John Ghilarducci 



SDCs are one-time 
charges, not ongoing 
rates.~ 

SDCs are for 
general facilities, not 
"local" facilities. 
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Properties which are already developed 
do not pay SDCs unless they 
"redevelo~ 

SDCs are for 
capital only, in 
both their 
calculation and 
in their use. 

~ SDCs include both future and 
existing cost components. 
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S 223.297- 314, known as the SOC Act, 
provides "a uniform framework for the imposition 
of system development charges by governmental 
units" and establishes "that the charges may be 
used only for cap~ital improvements." 
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Improvement Fee 
Fair share of future 

planned capacity 
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223.304 Determination of amount of system 
development charges; methodology; credit allowed 
against charge; limitation of action contesting 
methodology for imposing charge; notification request. 
(l)(a) Reimbursement fees must be established or modified 
by ordinance or resolution setting forth a methodology that 
is, when applicable, based on: 

(A) P~atetnaking principles employed to finance publicly 
owned capital improvements; 

(B) Prior contributions by existing users; 
(C) Gifts or grants frona federal or state government or 

private persons; 
(D) The value of unused capacity available to future 

system users or the cost of the existing facilities; and 
(E) Other relevant factors identified by the local 

government imposing the fee. 
(b) The methodology for establishing or modifying a 

reimbursement fee must: 
(A) Promote the objective of future system users 

contributing no more than an equitable share to the cost of 
existing facilities. 

(B) Be available for public inspection. 

../ Reimbursement 
fee 
methodology 

../ Cost to serve 

../ Unused 
capacity only 
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(2) Improvement fees must: 
(a) Be established or modified by ordinance or resolution 

setting forth a methodology that is available for public 
inspection and demonstrates consideration of: 

(A) The projected cost of the capital improvements 
identified in the plan and list adopted pursuant to ORS 
223.309 that are needed to increase the capacity of the 
systems to which the fee is related; and 

(B) The need for increased capacity in the system to 
which the fee is related that will be required to serve the 
demands placed on the system by future users. 

(b) Be calculated to obtain the cost of capital 
improvements for the projected need for available system 
capacity for future users. 

(3) A local government may establish and impose a 
system development charge that is a combination of a 
reimbursement fee and an improvement fee, if the 
methodology demonstrates that the charge is not based on 
providing the same system capacity. 

./ Improvement 
fee 
methodology 

./ "Demonstrates" 
is new 
language 

./ Growth-related 
capacity only 

./No double 
charging 
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Credits against the improvement fee must be provided 
for the construction of a capital improvement, which is: 
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required as a coJndition of development, 

identified in an adopted capital facilities 
plan, and 

is either off-site or, if on-site, is 
required to provide more capacity 
than needed by the development 
in question. 

r::es J!l)l rp 7 "- '\..._, .:\. . ~J • 
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( 4) The ordinance or resolution that establishes or modifies an 
improvement fee shall also provide for a credit against such fee for the 
construction of a qualified public improvement. A "qualified public 
improvement" means a capital improvement that is required as a 
condition of development approval, identified in the plan and list 
adopted pursuant to ORS 223.309 and either: 

(a) Not located on or contiguous to property that is the subject of 
development approval; or 

(b) Located in whole or in part on or contiguous to property that is 
the subject of development approval and required to be built larger or 
with greater capacity than is necessary for the particular development 
project to which the improvement fee is related. 

(5)(a) The credit provided for in subsection (4) of this section is 
only for the improvement fee charged for the type of improvement 
being constructed, and credit for qualified public improvements under 
subsection ( 4 )(b) of this section may be granted only for the cost of that 
portion of such improvement that exceeds the local government's 
minimum standard facility size or capacity needed to serve the 
particular development project or property. The applicant shall have the 
burden of demonstrating that a particular improvement qualifies for 
credit under subsection ( 4 )(b) of this section. 

./ Credits 
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(b) A local government may deny the credit provided for in 
'Subsection ( 4) of this section if the local government demonstrates: 

(A) That the application does not meet the requirements of 
subsection ( 4) of this section; or 

(B) By reference to the list adopted pursuant to ORS 223.309, that 
the improvement for which credit is sought was not included in the plan 
and list adopted pursuant to ORS 223.309. 

(c) When the construction of a qualified public improvement gives 
rise to a credit amount greater than the improvement fee that would 
otherwise be levied against the project receiving development approval, 
the excess credit may be applied against improvement fees that accrue 
in subsequent phases of the original development project. This 
subsection does not prohibit a local government from providing a 
greater credit, or from establishing a system providing for the 
transferability of credits, or from providing a credit for a capital 
improvement not identified in the plan and list adopted pursuant to 
ORS 223.309, or from providing a share of the cost of such 
improvement by other means, if a local government so chooses. 

(d) Credits must be used in the time specified in the ordinance but 
not later than 10 years from the date the credit is given. 

v" Many local 
governments 
far exceed 
minimum 
requirements 



Improvement Fee 
• • Capacity-Increasing 

facilities only 

·~ CORVAll.IS 
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Eligible value of 
unused capacity 

in existing facilities 

Growth in system 
capacity 

· Eligible cost of 
planned capacity 

. . 
mcreasmg 
facilities 

Growth in system 
capacity 

per unit of capacity 



Sample Existing Facilities Cost 
reimbursement fee eligible 

Serving Existing Customers 

Unused Capacity 
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Original 
Utility Plant .. in-Service (6/30/99) (1] Cost 

Land $879 140 
Newly Completed Projects (2) 
Construction work in progress 

402: Circle Boulevard Multi-Use Path $670,000 
403: Riverfront Multi-Use Path $1,502,000 
24c: NW Harrison Corridor Improvements $1,625,000 
31 : Kings Boulevard $1,285,000 
362: Circle I Highway 99 $1,070,000 

less: Net Debt Principal Outstanding (3) $0 
less: Grant Contributions (4) $0 

Allocable Plant-in-SeNice ~710311140 

NOTES: 

(1) Source: 6/30/99 CAFR 

(2) From Table 4 CIP inputs. Careful not to duplicate CWIP. 
(3) Rate portion only; net of cash and investments 

(4) Non-SOC contributed capital. 

CORVALUS 
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Noncapacity Capacity Unused Used 
Related Related CaQacitv CaQacitv 

$0 $879,140 $0 $879,140 
$0 

$0 $670,000 $251,300 $418,700 
$800,000 $702,000 $263,250 $438,750 

$0 $1,625,000 $1,625,000 $0 
$0 $1,285,000 $1,285,000 $0 

$270,000 $800,000 $300,000 $500,000 
$0 $0 $0 $0 
$0 $0 $0 $0 

$110701000 ~519611140 ~3}241550 ~212361590 
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Sample Planned Capital Costs 
improvement fee eligible 

To Serve Existing Customers 

Capacity Increasing 
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Updated SOC-Eligible $Amount Improvement 
# Pro· ect Title Description Cost (3) Cost Completed Fee Basis 

49th Street $ 324,800 $ 103,100 $ $103,100 
9 29th Street Extension 884,600 323,700 323,700 

1 Oa 35th Street 216,500 143,300 143,300 
11 35th Street 2,096,000 1,497,000 1,497,000 
13 53rd Street 3,104,300 2,042,400 2,042,400 
14 53rd Street 1,262,900 712,400 712,400 
17 Country Club Drive 1,938,200 907,300 907,300 
18 Crescent Valley Drive 787,700 261,900 261,900 
19 Crescent Valley Drive 1,162,900 375,300 375,300 
20 Crescent Valley Drive 886,600 291,800 291,800 

21 a Crystal Lake Drive 956,700 632,000 632,000 
21 b Crystal Lake Drive 1,846,500 1,385,600 1,385,600 
24a Harrison Boulevard 1,012,400 663,900 663,900 
24b Harrison Boulevard 504,100 202,100 202,100 

25 Highland Drive 1,214,500 367,000 367,000 
32a Kings Boulevard 2,411,500 835,100 835,100 
33 Lester Avenue 3,104,300 144,300 144,300 
34 Lester Avenue 1,012,400 622,700 622,700 

37a Brooklane Drive 4,116,700 427,900 427,900 
37b Brooklane Drive 261,900 61,900 61,900 
39a Ponderosa Avenue 563,900 204,100 204,100 
40 ReseNoir Road 4,378,600 249,500 249,500 
41 Satinwood Street 937,200 307,200 307,200 
42 Walnut Boulevard 2,908,800 1,338,200 1,338,200 
43 West Hills Road 2,288,800 988,700 988,700 
44 Western Boulevard 488,700 152,600 152,600 

45a Walnut Boulevard 461,900 394,900 394,900 
45b Walnut Boulevard 415,500 390,700 390,700 

45c Walnut Boulevard 287,600 220,600 220,600 
49 Crescent Valley Area Improvements #6 (CVAI-6) 251,600 88,700 88,700 
51 Kiger Island Drive 4,480,600 1,890,800 1,890,800 
52 Airport Road 1,169,100 414,500 414,500 
53 Industrial Way 2,651,700 847,500 847,500 
56 45th Street 598,000 203,100 203,100 
57 66th Street 877,400 265,000 265,000 
58 Crystal Lake 2,734,200 859,800 859,800 

320 14th Street 88,700 33,300 33,300 
329 Alexander Avenue 550,500 206,500 206,500 
330 Goodnight Avenue 300,000 112,500 112,500 
331 Madison Avenue 75,300 28,200 1'")0 l'")r\r\ 
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Updated SOC-Eligible $Amount Improvement 
# Pro· ect Title Descri tion Cost (3) Ca;t Com letecl Fee Basis 

405 Transit Bus Stop Facilities 160,800 60,300 60,300 
405A Bus Purchases 1,804,200 360,800 360,800 

412 Bicycle Parking Improvements 85,600 32,100 32,100 
416 Multi-Use Path 184,500 69,200 69,200 
439 Path 959,800 359,900 359,900 
441 Witham Hill 124,700 46,800 46,800 

546a WCAS-1 r.yvest Corvallis Access Strategy Project #1) 737,100 246,400 246,400 
546b WCAS-1 r.yvest Corvallis Access Strategy Project #2) 1,893,900 601,100 601,100 
546c WCAS-1 r.yvest Corvallis Access Strategy Project #3) 861,900 283,500 283,500 
546d WCAS-1 r.yvest Corvallis Access Strategy Project #4) 1,238,200 398,000 398,000 
552 Circle Boulevard 523,700 315,500 315,500 
553 Conifer Boulevard 424,800 157,700 157,700 

554a New Collector - 1 1,664,000 525,800 525,800 
554b Reservoir Road Extension 1,513,500 480,400 480,400 
554c New Collector - 3 585,600 201,000 201,000 
554d New Collector - 4 536,100 185,600 185,600 

555 49th Street 433,000 273,200 273,200 
655 US 20/0RE 34 11,286,100 2,257,200 2,257,200 
656 Ramps 2,783,600 556,700 556,700 
657 Improve Bypass Interchange 5,154,900 1,031,000 1,031,000 
658 Northern Leg Bypass 13,402,700 2,680,500 2,680,500 
659 Highway 99W 9,794,300 1,958,900 1,958,900 
661 Highway 34 2,319,700 463,900 463,900 
705 CVAI-5 (Crescent Valley Area Improvements Project #5) 1,388,700 442,300 442,300 
706 New Collector 686,600 230,900 230,900 
707 New Collector 686,600 230,900 230,900 
708 Northern Leg Bypass 13,402,700 2,680,500 2,680,500 
709 Southern Leg Bypass 15,464,700 3,092,900 3,092,900 

Traffic Signals 7,255,100 7,255,100 7,255,100 

Total $152,970,700 $48,675,200 $0 $48,675,200 
plus: SOC Credits Outstanding 
less: Current Improvement Fee Fund Balance (2) :Sj .346,65Z 
Total Future Capital Projects for SOC Calculation $47,328,543 

NOTES: 

(1) Source: City staff. 
(2) Source: City staff. 
(3) Updated by City staff using Engineering News Record Seattle CCI. 
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Reimbursement Fee 

Cost of Net Unused Capacity $ 3,724,550 

Growth to End of Planning Period 269,589 Daily Trips 

Reimbursement Fee $ 13.82 per Daily Trip 

Improvement Fee 

Capacity Expanding CIP $ 47,328,543 

Growth to End of Planning Period 269,589 Daily Trips 

Improvement Fee $ 175.56 per Daily Trip 

Total System Development Charge 

Reimbursement Fee $ 13.82 per Daily Trip 
Improvement Fee $ 175.56 per Daily Trip 

SJC Subtotal $ 189.38 per Daily Trip 
plus: Administrative Cost Recovery 1.64% $3.11 per Daily Trip 

Total SOC $192.49 per Daily Trip 

CORVALLIS 
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Customer Type Estimated Daily Trips (1) 

1 SFR 9.55 perDU 
2 Apartments 6.47 perDU 

3 General Office Bldg. 

10,000 sq. ft. 24.6 per 1 ,000 sq. ft. 
25,000 sq. ft. 19.72 per 1,000 sq. ft. 
50,000 sq. ft. 16.58 per 1 ,000 sq. ft. 
100,000 sq. ft. 14.03 per 1,000 sq. ft. 
200,000 sq. ft. 11.85 per 1,000 sq. ft. 
300,000 sq. ft. 10.77 per 1,000 sq. ft. 
> 300,000 sq. ft. 10 per 1,000 sq. ft. 

4 Specialty Retail 40.67 per 1,000 sq. ft. 
5 Supermarket 2.01 per 1 ,000 sq. ft. 
6 · Light Industry 6.97 per 1,000 sq. ft. 
7 Heavy Industry 1.5 per 1,000 sq. ft. 

(1) Source: Trip Generation, 6th Edition, Institute of Traffic Engineers 

~ 
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soc Basis 

$1,838 perDU 

$1,245 perDU 

$4,735 per 1 ,000 sq. ft. 
$3,796 per 1 ,000 sq. ft. 
$3,191 per 1,000 sq. ft. 
$2,701 per 1 ,000 sq. ft. 
$2,281 per 1 ,000 sq. ft. 
$2,073 per 1 ,000 sq. ft. 
$1,925 per 1 ,000 sq. ft. 
$7,829 per 1 ,000 sq. ft. 

$387 per 1 ,000 sq. ft. 

$1,342 per 1,000 sq. ft. 
$289 per 1 ,000 sq. ft. 
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• s can be spent 
on growth-relat d 
capital only 

• s will solve all 
our capital funding 
problems 



MEMORANDUM 

February 17, 2011 

To: Urban Services Committee 

From: Steve Rogers, Public Works Director cvJ2--
Subject: Three Waters Update 

The Corvallis Sustainability Coalition (CSC) has requested an opportunity to provide a progress 
report regarding a partially City funded water conservation demonstration project now known as 
the Three Waters project. 

Background: 

About a year ago, CSC requested and was granted $30,000 from City utility funds to develop and 
implement a number of conservation measures at the south store location of the First Alternative 
Co-op. The City funds are being used in conjunction with donations and First Alternative Co-op 
funding to reduce water use, decrease impervious surface, and increase stormwater re-use. An 
important part of the project is public education about the feasibility of the implemented changes. 

CSC would like to update the Urban Services Committee on the project status. David Eckhart, 
representing esc, will make a presentation. 

Recommendation: 

For information only. 

Review and concur: 

/i 
Jqn$. Nelson, City Manager 
~// 



ORDINANCE 2011-__ 

AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO SIDEWALK IMPROVEMENTS, AMENDING 
CORVALLIS MUNICIPAL CODE CHAPTER 2.15, "SIDEWALK IMPROVEMENTS", AS 
AMENDED 

Tiffi CITY OF CORVALLIS ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS: 

Municipal Code Section 2.15.170 is hereby amended as follows: 

Section 2.15.170 Liability of Property Owne:r. 
1) General liability. It is not only the duty of all owners of land within the City to 

keep in repair all sidewalks and driveway approaches existing in front of, along, or abutting upon 
their respective lots or parcels of land or parts the:r:eof, but the owners are hereby declared to be 
rolely liable for all damages to whomsoever resulting or arising from their fault or negligence in 
failing to keep any sidewalk or driveway approach in repair. 
(Ord. 2011- , 2011; 2011-02 §3, 02/07/2011; 94-20 §3, 1994) 

PASSED by the City Cotmcil this ____ day of ______ , 2011. 

APPROVED by the Mayor this ____ day of ______ ., 2011. 

EFFECTIVE this ____ day of ______ , 2011. 

Mayor 

ATTEST: 

City Recorder 
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To: 
From: 
Date: 
Subject: 

Issue: 

Mayor and City Council (._6 
Karen Emery, Director\ 
March 2, 2011 
Local Share Fund Grant- Application Authorization 

CORVALLIS 
ENHANCING COMMUNITY LIVABILITY 

PARKS & RECREATION 

The Parks and Recreation Department is interested in applying for grant funding through the 
State Parks and Recreation 2011 Local Share Fund. The application process requires City 
Council to authorize the application for the grant. 

Background: 
Tunison Park and Community Center has been identified as in need for rehabilitation. The 
Parks, Natural Areas and Recreation Board and the Capital Improvement Project Commission 
recommended to City Council to include this project in the FY 2012 CIP update which City 
Council has adopted. The Grant application asks for $32,500, with matching Parks and 
Recreation funds available for FY11/12. 

Many parks are in need of rehabilitation, however, due to the Healthy Kids Healthy Community 
initiative, Tunison became the highest priority. 

Recommendation: 
To authorize application to the State Parks and Recreation 2011 Local Share Fund grant 
process to fund Tunison Park and Community Center improvement project. 

Review and Concur: 

ps. Nelson, City Manager 
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RESOLUTION 2011 

Minutes of the March 21, 2011 Corvallis City Council meeting, Corvallis, Benton County, Oregon 

A resolution submitted by Councilor ------------------

WHEREAS, the Oregon Parks and Recreation Department is accepting applications for the Local 
Government Grant program; and 

WHEREAS, the grant instructions specify that a Resolution must be included in the application packet, 
authorizing the Corvallis Parks and Recreation Depmiment to apply for a Local Government Grant from the 
Oregon Parks and Recreation Department for improvements to Tunison Park and delegating authority to 
Karen Emery, Corvallis Parks and Recreation Director, to sign the application; and 

WHEREAS, Corvallis Parks & Recreation desires to pmiicipate in this grant program to the greatest extent 
possible as a means of providing needed park and recreation acquisition, improvements and enhm1cements; 
and 

WHEREAS, the Corvallis City Council has identified park improvements at Tunison Park as a high priority 
need in the City of Corvallis; and 

WHEREAS, Tunison Park is in need of rehabilitation including natural play area, informal play field, 
pathways and other neighborhood pm·k features; and 

WHEREAS, the applicant hereby ce1iifies that the matching share for this application is readily available 
at this time; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CORVALLIS RESOLVES 

that the Corvallis Parks and Recreation Department be authorized to apply for a Local Government 
Grant from the Oregon Parks and Recreation Department for $32,500 to be used at Tunison Park as specified 
above. 

City Manager 

Upon motion duly made and seconded, the foregoing resolution was adopted, at1d the Mayor thereupon 
declared said resolution to be adopted. 
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MEMORANDUM 

From: Ken Gibb, Community Development Director 

To: Mayor and City Council 

Date: March 15, 2011 

Re: Initiation of Land Development Code Text Amendment 

An applicant has submitted a request for the City Council to consider a Land 
Development Code Text Amendment to LDC Chapter 3.20- Mixed Use General 
Commercial (MUGC) Zone (Attachment A). The purpose of the text amendment 
is to add commercial uses to the MUGC Zone. 

II. Background 

The Mixed Use General Commercial (MUGC) Zone was first adopted into the City's 
Land Development Code on December 31, 2006. The purpose of the MUGC zone 
is to provide areas for commercial and related services and businesses that 
generally require extensive outdoor storage, are not Retail or Office Uses, or have 
characteristics with less pedestrian orientation than other commercial zones. The 
applicant identifies four Use types to be considered with this Land Development 
Code Text Amendment. Those Use types are: 1. Agricultural Sales; 2. Financial, 
Insurance, and Real Estate Services; 3. Eating and Drinking Establishments- Sit 
Down Eating; and 4. Drive-through Facilities. All of the Use types are proposed to 
be Permitted Outright, with the exception of Drive-through Facilities, which is 
proposed to be Conditionally Permitted (Attachment A). 

Ill. Initiation Process 

Land Development Code Section 1.2.80.02 states that an amendment to the LDC 
may be initiated by a majority vote of the City Council or a majority vote of the 
Planning Commission.lfthe City Council authorizes consideration of this LDC Text 
Amendment, the applicant intends to submit a Text Amendment application. A 
Council vote to initiate the amendments would not be a vote either for or against any 
proposed amendment, but rather is a vote to allow the proposed amendments to be 
considered. It should be noted that if the application is authorized, Staff will provide 
a complete review of the applicant's proposal in relation to adopted City regulations 
and policies. Based on this analysis, Staff may make recommendations that would 
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alter the applicant's proposal. Staff believe a review of the permitted uses in the 
MUGC Zone is warranted. 

LDC Text Amendments are considered first by the Planning Commission, then by 
the City Council. The Planning Commission will provide the City Council with a 
recommendation for Council action on the request. 

IV. Requested Action 

Staff request that the City Council initiate the applicant proposed Land Development 
Code Text Amendments to LDC Chapter 3.20- Mixed Use General Commercial, as 
generally described in the February 15, 2011, letter from the applicant (Attachment 
A). Should the City Council accept this recommendation, the following motion is 
suggested: 

Motion: I move that the City Council initiate a Land Development Code 
Text Amendment to address the issue of adding commercial 
uses to the Mixed Use General Commercial Zone, as 
described in this memorandum. 

Review and Concur: 

JDr/S. Nelson, City Manager 
I ;; 
{/ 

ATTACHMENTS: 

A. Letter from applicant requesting Council initiation of Text Amendments, dated 
February 15, 2011. 
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PLANNEXT 
CoMMUNITY PLANNING STRATEGIES 

February 15, 2011 

Corvallis Mayor and City Council 
c/o Mr. Kevin Young 
Planning Division Manager · 
Community Development Department 
City of Corvallis 
2300 NW Walnut Blvd. 
Corvallis, Oregon 97330 

F£& 15 21m 

Co.L.:..:..;:.iv..::,.:ty l:'ilt":roh: .. ~:.'lent 
Platilling Dl\i;ion 

Subject: Request to Consider Land Development Code Text Amendment- Additional 
Commercial Uses in the Mixed Use General Commercial Zone 

Dear Mayor and City Council: 

The purpose of this letter is to request that the City Council allow consideration of a proposed Land 
Development Code Text Amendment pertaining to the current list of commercial uses permitted in the 
Mixed Used General Commercial (MUGC) zone. The amendments are described as follows. 

The applicant will be proposing the addition of the following commercial uses as either permitted 
outright or pennitted subject to Conditional Use approval. 

1. Agricultural Sales 
2. Financial, Insurance, and Real Estate Services 
3. Eating and Drinking Establishments- Sit Down Eating 
4. Drive-through Facilities (Conditional Use approval required) 

As noted in its purpose statement, the MUGC zone is "intended to provide areas for those commercial 
and related services and businesses that generally require extensive outside storage, are not Retail or 
Office Uses, or have characteristics with less pedestrian orientation than other commercial zones. Site 
and building design in the MUGC Zone is intended to comply with pedestrian- and human-scale policies 
of the Comprehensive Plan, while recognizing and providing/or Uses that may conflict with pedestrian 
access and the character o.lthe other commercial zones." The applicant believes that each of the uses 
listed above is consistent with the intent of the MUGC zone, and that allowing them will not dilute the 
focus on the Mixed Use Community Shopping (MUCS) and Neighborhood Center (NC) zones as the 
primary commercial zones. Further, it is clear that these uses share many s.imilarities with those already 
allowed in the MUGC zone, such as: the general purpose of providing support services to other uses 
petmitted in the MUCS, NC, and industrial zones; serving as stable sources of employment for members 
of the community; and satisfying certain commercial needs on a regional scale. 

913 NE l3TH AVENUE • ALBANY • OR.ECON 97321 

ATTACHMENT A1 



Section 1.2.80.02 of the LDC requires that a Land Development Code Text Amendment be initiated by 
either the City Council or the Planning Commission. Pending a favorable resolution by either decision· 
making body, the applicant will submit a complete application for the subject request to demonstrate that 
the public necessity, convenience, and general welfare will be served through approval of the proposed 
Text Amendments. 

Thank you for your consideration of this request. 

Sincerely, 

Eric M. Adams 
Principal 

ATTACHMENT A2 



louie, Kathy . 

From: Rep Geiser [gelser.rep@state.or.us]. 

Sent: Sunday, March 20, 2011 8:37 PM 

To: Nelson, Jon; Sen Morse r; 

Cc: Manning, Julie; Louie, Kathy; Boldizsar, Gary 

Subject: RE: HB 2075 

Dear Jon, Julie and all, 

I share your strong support of HB 2075. I believe we've discussed this issue. every session I've served. 
The unwillingness of the cellular providers to come to the table to work constructively on a solution has 
been most frustrating. Just last week, they sat before the House Revenue Committee and told us there 
were no potential solutions they were. ready to discuss. 

The need for reverse 911 calls in the wake of the tsunami two weeks ago was the clearest argument yet 
about the importance of adequately funding our call centers. Including prepaid cellular in the 911 
.assessment is a matter of simple equity. I will· continue working with my colleagues to make progress on 
this issue, and hope that if given the opportunity the City of Corvallis can express their concerns to the 
providers who are making progress difficult. 

Thanks again for writing cin this very important issue! 

Sara 

Representative Sara Geiser . 
Deputy Democratic Whip 
Co-Chair, House Education Committee 
House District 16 (Corvallis/Philomath) 
(503) 986-1416 
rep.saraqelser@state.or.us 

From: Nelson, Jon [Jon.Nelson@t -w- -- ":O] · 
Sent: Monday, March 14, 201111:1~ AI"! 

To: Rep Geiser; Sen Morse 
Cc: Manning, Julie; Louie, Kathy; Boldizsar, Gary 
Subject: HB 2075 

Hi Representative Geiser and Senator Morse, 
Chief Boldizsar's e-mail (content below) does a good job of capturing the equity and subsidy issues 
currently in play in 9-1-1 Centers that have evolved with the growth of cell phones. To put this in a money 
context, the Corvallis regional 9-1-1 Center, which serves 10 emergency service agencies in Benton · 
County, must r~ly on $936,420 in general fund. payments (property taxes) in addition to the 9-1-1 tax, to 
maintain operations. This is becoming increasingly diificult to maintain as budget reductions occur across 
the board for all services and agencies. 
Thanks for understanding the importance of this issue to emergeny service providers and other local 
governemnt service providers. . 
In a brief discussion with Mayor Manning, she endorsed support for HB 2075, and we will be sharing this 
e-mail with the City Council for their formal consideration of HB 2075 on March 21, 2011. Fyi, the 
Corvallis City Council is already on record in support of maintaining state shared revenues and 
addressing inequity issues of which this is one. 
Thanks for your service. 
Jon Nelson 

Representative Geiser ... I am making this contact to urge you to support House Bill 2075, the bill to 
require the collection of 9-1-1 user fees {75 cents per month per line) from non-contract cell phone 
providers. The Corvallis Regional9-1-1 Center, one of 49 such centers in Oregon, is operated by the 
Corvallis Police Department. We provide police and fire emergency dispatch services for everj police 
and fire agency in Benton County. Last year 62% of our calls for service originated from a cellular 
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telephone. Calls to the 9-1-1 centers are significantly increasing each year driving demand for services, staffing, related equipment 
and ultimately costs to run the center. The Corvallis Regional 9-1-1 Center receives about 25% of its funding from the 9-1-1 user 
fees. The telephone communication system has been experiencing a significant reduction in the percentage of wired phones, 
which historically all pay the 75 cents per month fee, and are being replaced by cellular and internet phones. The latest trend is the 
movement to non-contract cellular telephones which will result in further reductions in 9-1-1 tax revenues for the 9-1-1 Centers in 
Oregon. I urge you to support HB 2075 so that there will be equity in the 9-1-1 telephone tax system. Thank you. 

Gary D. Boldizsar, Chief 
Corvallis Police Department 
(541) 766-6925 
Confidentiality Notice: This email message, including any attachments, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may 
contain confidential and privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited. If you are not 
the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the original message. 

3/21/2011 



Senator Jackie Dingfelder 
900 Court St., NE S-407 
Salem, OR 97301 

March 8, 2011 

SUBJECT: SENATE BILL 536 ENDORSMENT 

Dear Senator Dingfelder: 

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
408 SW Monroe Ave., Suite 111 

P.O. Box 3020 
Corvallis, OR 97339-3020 

(541) 766-6800 
FAX (541).766-6893 

The Benton County Board of Commissioners endorses Senate Bill 536 which bans single
use plastic checkout bags. We recognize that the production of paper bags does not solve the 
single-use dilemma either. We see passage of this bill as a step toward increasing the adoption of 
re-usable containers. 

As concerned citizens, we cannot ignore that the world's oceans are increasingly polluted with 
plastics, which in any form, are a hazard to aquatic life. When consumed by marine life and 
terrestrial life, plastics can cause malnutrition, starvation, and ultimately death. It is critical that 
Oregon- a Pacific Northwest state- show leadership in protecting our oceanic ecosystems and as 
well as those on land. 

Locally, plastic bags continue to clog the waste stream at the regional Coffin Butte Landfill 
located in Benton County and contaminate the recycling stream at the adjacent Process Recovery 
Center. All of this, while acknowledging the factthe scarce fossils fuels are a significant 
component of plastics. 

We, in conjunction, with the County's Environmental Issues Advisory Committee, request you 
as Chair of the Senate Environment and Natural Resources Committee and our state legislators to 
support this bill to promote sustainability in Oregon. 

Sincerely, 

Linda Modrell, 
Chair 

Jay Dixon, 
Commissioner 

Cc: Representative Sara Geiser 
Representative Andy Olson 
Representative Jim Thompson 
Senator Frank Morse 

Annabelle Jaramillo, 
Commissioner 



LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTIER.S<i!> 
OF OREGON 

February s, 2011 

To: Senate Committee on Environment and Natural Resources 
Senator Jackie Dingfelder, Chair 

Re: SB 536, Prohibits plastic single-use checkout bags: Support 

The League of Women Voters of Oregon is a non-partisan, grassroots, political 
organization that encourages and enables informed participation in government. The 
League has positions on solid waste that support reduction in use of materials that end up 
in our landfills, especially materials that do not degrade. Our members believe that 
government policies must promote stewardship and consumption of nonrenewable 
resources should be minimized. 

We support SB 536, which will reduce plastic bags in our waste stream. The bags clog 
our recycling machines and show up on our beaches, along roadways and in local 
streams. Damage to wildlife is well documented. To provide fairness and consistency, a 
statewide ban is a reasonable solution to this serious environmental concern. 

We urge your support of SB 536 and ask that you send it to the floor with a "do pass" 
recommendation. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 
' ··- '1 ~-~· 
; ) 1fNt.cv .. • ~ . .,.,,,.

1 
I I 

Marge Easley 
President 
Coordinator 

~ofrt 
Peggy Lynch 
Natural Resources 

1330 12'• St. SE, Suite 200 • Salem, OR 97302 • 503-581-5722 • Fax: 503-581-9403 •lwvor@lwvor.org • www.Jwvor.org 



FOR MORE ~NFO .. 

. . . be sure to explore the 
resources on the City's intranet: 

http://citysharerreamsAndGroups/sustainability/ 

~rs UP ro 
.AJI are 
famitiar with the f)roaniz.ational 
Policy 2.Jncl to undamt;;md the 

City of Corvallis 



• EMPLOYER OF CHOICE 

• SUSTAINABLE FACILITIES 

• SUSTAINABLE PURCHASING 

• VEHICLE CARBON FOOTPRINT 

• ZERO SOLID WASTE 

- City Council Policy on Organizational Sustainability 

e Protect the quality of the air, water, land and 
other natural resources, and to conserve these 
resources in its daily operations. 

t~~ Minimize organizational impacts on local and 
worldwide ecosystems. 

• Use financial resources efficiently and purchase 
products that are durable, reusable, non-toxic 
and/or made of recycled materials. 

@ Treat employees in a fair and respectful manner, 
providing an inclusive work environment and 
helping staff develop their full potential. 

l\sk Hisk Mana£~ernei-ri for an 
,-,,-. .,,'"".""'·''~"··~ S1SS•3ssment of your 

and other o'ffice 
'!J>Jhsn no~ in use. 

~~- \lvhen possHole. Rec:d 
or store documents online. 

':). Prin¥:. 2.rn~1rt Set your default to 

' J' 

tJs·e t~1~e loaci< of old 
no·tei:l'::lO:s or drafi:s. 

use your ovvn 
\IV.sTl<2r rnug, and dishware for 
me;:i!s you eat F.it the onic•s. 
L::<:HT1 vvhere ti'h?. recycling and 
compr.nting containers 21re in 

'''--"·'""'' u~~e them! 
r;~r~·,;:;,.-,;:; can. ~Sere ~f 

\fl/Or~<Sp:C!C8. 
Sust:c:in yourss!f i\ttend a VVeiiness 
3rovvn 

·io. R~lconsider your commute. 
employees ride transit 'l'or free and 
hav~e .Bccess to shovvers and secure 
p<:irking ·for bik~~ commuting. 



City employees have the responsibility to: 
+ Protect the air, water, land and other natural resources 

and to conserve these resources in daily operations. 

+ Spend money wisely and purchase durable, reusable, 
non-toxic and recycled-material products. 

+ Treat others fairly and respectfully, provide an accepting work 
environment, and seek to develop to their full potential. 

-City Council Policy on Organizational Sustainability {CP 04-1.08) 

What is Sustainability? 
"Sustainabi/ity means using natural, 
financial and human resources in a 
responsible manner that 
meets existing needs 
without compromising 
the ability of future 
generations to meet 
their needs." 

- CP 04-1.08 

To integrate sustainapility i · · · nning and 
operational processes, th~ City of Corvallis 
developeda Sustair)ability Management 
Syst~m. The SJIASis ouilt on the ISO 14001 
lnternqtionoiStandard, which follows the 
"Plan, Do, Che<::k, Act" model: 

• Plan:. identify activities and 
their impacts, establish goals; 

• Do: train, communicate, 
document; 

• Check : monitor and 
measure, audit, take 
corrective/preventive 
action; 

• Act: reviewprogress. 

Organizational Goals 

Employer of Choice 
• A workplace where practices, 

policies, benefits and overall 
work conditions attract and 
retain exceptional employees. 

Sustainable Facilities 
• Create and operate facilities 

that reduce energy, water, 
and materials use and are 
healthy and safe. 

Sustainable Purchasing 
• Consider the costs to operate, 

maintain, and dispose of a 
product when making 
purchasing decisions. 

Vehicle Carbon footprint 
• Reduce fossil fuel use by 

changing driving behavior 
and using alternative fuels. 

Zero Solid Waste 
• Eliminate waste to the landfill 

by reducing what and how 
much is purchased and by 
recycling everything possible. 



'Do you rea{[y LOY~ me? 

Or are you just 'U 1. ·(j me? 
Make the Earth your Valentine by using its resources wisely. 
At work or home, you can ask of each purchase you make: 
1. Is it made of recycled or 6. If it breaks, can it be fixed? 

renewable materials? 7. How will I dispose of it? 
2. Is it a fair trade 8. Is it recyclable or 

product? biodegradable? 
3. Could I borrow, rent or 9. What is its environmental 

buy it used? cost? 
4. Is it overpackaged? 10. Is it worth the time I 
5. How long will it last? worked to pay for it? 

Yvfien you care enough 
to buy tlie very Ceas·t. 

• • 

City of Corvallis Sustainability Program: http://cityshare/TeamsAndGroups/sustainability/ 



To: 

From: 

Date: 

Subject: 

Memorandum 

Mayor and City Council 

Bob Richardson, Associate Plannery/~~ 
March 21, 2011 

Written testimony regarding Brookline Hei_ghts Conceptual and Detailed 
Development Plan, and Tentative Subdivision Plat (PLD06-00018, SUB06-
00006 

Enclosed is testimony received after release of the March 11, 2011, Staff Memorandum 
regarding the above land use case, and before 5:00 PM on March 21, 2011. 



Day, Emely 

From: 

Sent: Monday, March 21, 2011 3:23 PM 

To: Day, Emely 

Subject: Comment: City Council March 21, 7:30 hearing. 

Dear Emely, I will send this to Planning email and to Mr. Richardson. Thank you. 

Mayor and City Council 
Mmch 21, 2011 
Brooklane Heights (PLD06-00018, SUB06-00006) 
Storm Water Design 

March 21 , 20 ll 

Dear Mayor and City Council, 

Condition of approval 20 stonn water: 

Page 1 of3 

I do not find Staffs discussion referencing that the noted undisclosed bond for maintenance of 
storm water facilities discussed in detail what the cost's will be over the long term to maintain 
Tract B engineered ±!Iter cartridges and containment vault after the allotted time requirement by 
the developer to maintain their systems. From what information I could understand, this system 
appems to be sensitive to poor maintenance and be subject to increased impacts from area 
sediment erosion from cut and fill for site and each lot, and vault filters could be expensive to 
maintain and replace each of the ( #?) filter cartages. If suspended sediement erodes from cut and 
fill areas and moves downslope into this filter vault will the vault basin need to be cleaned more 
often, or will the filters need to be replaced more often if they are subject to more impact by 
suspended sediement (clay, sand) from cut and fill areas upslope of this easement? 

Will the City Public Works Dept. have to purchase a lift truck and hire a support person to work 
with tllis system in maintaining it? 

Additionally, will the City pay for long tem1 maintenance of three vaults and engineered 
drainage easements with Gabon engineering(steam stabilization system) (CC Exhibit II-12 Eng. 
Drawing 1.8 and CC Exhibit II-288 March 11,2011 sta±Ireport, using the designated bond for 
maintenance funding after the City takes over maintaining these drainage facility? 

For tree planting in Tract B near the buried vault, how will these trees interfere with the 
function of the drainage facility with leaf fall, roots growing into the vault system, acidification 
of area soil by tree leaves which may create problems with how the vault functions? Could 
plantings create problems for maintenance vehicles that will have to work in this area to extract 
filters after five years or more as per the warranty on the filters. 

Will the three drainage water storage/release vault systems be insect free? Standing water and 
access to this water could provide habitat for native frog spp- red tree ±'i·og and assorted aquatic 
insects such as native and nonnative mosquito spp. 

Will the vault in Tract B require power to operate or power source to clean out? 

3/21/2011 
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The grading plan Graphic Y CC Exhibit VI-4 in the LUBA remand is not the same/is different then 
Graphic Y CC Exhibit IV -15 grading plan shown in the staff report. 

So, 1 assume the public never saw the newer grading plan Exhibit IV -15 during the hearing prior to 
appeal to LUBA. And hopefully the public say this new grading plan at the hearing where this site 
grading was approved. 

Can the new grading plan be overlain with the drainage grading plan to show where drainage grading 
and additional grading will need to take place in order to better try to figure out how drainage grading 
will work with new site grading plan added onto this evaluation? 

I found trying to look at drainage grading infonnation lacking detail in this staff report. 
"Other Storm Lines 
In addition to the above work, storm lines are proposed along the bottom of the lots on the south side of 
Bager Place. Installation of these lines requires some digging, but the finished grade will not change, 
and the applicant's drawings indicate that significant trees would not be impacted.'' Page 22 analysis of 
condition 27, in free handout to the public. 

In Conditions of Approval discussion, Staff refer's to Exhibit D-2 Drawing Yin the March, 11 Staff 
Report. Does the Stafireport contain Exhibit D-2? and it is marked in another way? I am tlnding errors 
in some of the graphics so this Exhibit D-2 could be labeled and I am not seeing this text. 

How is the pond/catchment basin above Bager Place in the East Drainage going to be engineered to 
catch filter and store sediment before outil:tlling I assmne to move downhill to the buried drainage·Vault 
in the East Drainage area below Bager and above Brooklane Estates? 

The engineering design and analysis of drainage is complex and difficult to evaluate, so hopefuily 
Staff engineering has done an excellent review of these engineering estimates and are ok with gradjng 
on 26 acres or 35% of the site is over 10% slope and after this looking at how the graded site functions 
with newly exposed unvegetated/tipping(uplifted on fault line) layers of sandstone and clay eroding and 
pooling in these grades areas. 

Will any drainage excavation take place in Lot 28? Archeological Site 35-BE-67 ifthis index/State of 
Oregon Historic Preservation Documentation of known cultural site is conect. 

Drainage way to the west in the LUBA Remand hearing discussion: page 28 footnote #19, was not 
considered a drainage way because water was not seen to move across it. So, hopefully since a buried 
pipe will take water downhill in Tract C that this easement complies with LDC 4.5 regulation? 

I note that the Tract C drain pipe appears to drain to the existing storm water system and appears to be 
unf1ltered before it reached the contairunent pond located on Dilson Property on Marys River side of 
Brooklane Drive. 

Run off from lots along Wolverine Drive in Tract C wilJ drain to this pond and I assume will be 
unfiltered. Drainage from Wolverine Drive may contain petroleum products and these will be deposited 
directing into the pond and drainage ditch to Marys River. This additional water from Brooklane 
Heights and Oakmont and the additional subdivision on Chintimini Drive will impact water quality for 
this pond. Beaver, westem pond tmile as species of concem for the State of Oregon, wood duck and 
other ducks use this pond system regularly. 

For the Gabon drainage easement "swale" 
(CC Exhibit II 288) 
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(CC Exhibit II-12 Eng. Drawing 1.8) cut to 3:1 slope with twenty four foot wide "swale", how will the 
sides of this cut be kept from eroding? Will these slopes be dangerous to trap/create hazardous 
conditions for: animals, people, children, dogs and wildlife? Should this area have a fence around it 
since it is not native grade and may erode further on the slopes left and right of the active wetted channel 
where the metal and rock gabon are installed. 

At what slope angle does this pmiicular gabon engineering system fail? I did see mention of limit of 
ten percent slope for all water treatment facility as per I assume CP 4.11.12 and these gabonned slopes 
as easements may be greater then ten percent slope native slope over ten percent is 75% of the site. 

How will the drainage easement engineered gaboned/24ft wide 3:1 slope "swale" system function 
when they all rust away at the same time m1d who will pay for replacement of this system in x years? 
did not find discussion in the Applicants Maintenance chart for the Gabon engineered easement. 

When these Gabon engineering stream structure disintegrates/destabilized, catastrophically fails, rusts 
away and erodes out, who is responsible to repair the damage caused by possible erosion damage in the 
engineered channel? 

The historic grade has been altered to possibly expose softer sediments in the active wetted channel. 
Erosion after the failure of the Gabon engineering could be extensive and access to this easement to 
repair and reengineer this drainage corridor may be nonexistent. 

Thanks for your kind consideration, 
Regards, 

Rana Foster · 

Get Free Email with Video Mail & Video Chat! 

3/2112011 
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SUBJECT: Brooklane Heights Subdivision (PLDOG-00018, SUBOG-00006, LUBA 2009-042) 

Corvallis City Council March 21, 2011 Hearing 
Written testimony of Susan and Jeff Mom§ 

Context: This 26-ocre proposed development is on a hillside that the City has designated as a significant 
hillside, significant wildlife habitat significant tree groves, and drains to a significant wetland area that 
is undergoing active restoration right now- the 74-acre Marys River Natural Area. It is comprised of 
upland prairie and Oregon white oak woodland, with seeps and springs in two City-recognized 
drainageways which the State has determined to include wetland areas that require mitigation. It has 
documented archaeological/y significant sites that are located in the upland portion of a historic 
Kalapuya settlement that includes the natural area below. 

We have the following major concerns about the proposed stormwater design and changes from 
previously approved grading and tree preservation conditions of approval: 

1- Once again the applicant is asking you to approve a portion of this proposed development in 
piecemeal fashion, with incomplete information. We respectfully urge you to postpone any decision 
on this stormwater design until the applicant provides a detailed grading plan for the entire 
development, to allow you to make a more informed decision. 

It is not prudent or wise to approve a grading plan to install stormwater facilities without requiring that 
the overall development grading plan be submitted at the same time. This is the same basic reason that 
Corvallis Community Development Director Ken Gibb recommended .denial of the initial 2007 
application in the original staff report to Council- approving the development without the detailed 
stormwater and lot grading plan could result in unbuildable lots. This is one of the numerous reasons 
that the Corvallis Planning Commission voted on June 20, 2007 to deny the initial application. If you vote 
to allow the stormwater facilities, streets and utilities to be constructed, is there any possibility that you 
would not approve a future lot grading plan, regardless of whether it complies with existing regulations? 
Highly unlikely. Let's make a decision with all the information on the table at once, like we have 
requested all along, and which should have been done at the first hearing on this proposed 
development. 

2- Because no stormwater plan was submitted with the original application, the applicant woefully 
undersized the original detention pond on the site, didn't draw the detention facility to scale on the 
revised plan, and has now proposed building a large detention vault instead of two much smaller 
detention ponds. This represents a major change in the site plan and warrants full disclosure of 
additional grading plans, not a deferment to a future hearing. According to Exhibit II -15 (page 49), the 
newly-proposed concrete detention vault, which is located in the central drainageway, has a 96,000 
cu.ft. storage capacity, an 8000 sq.ft. footprint, with a six-foot black chain link fence, 15 feet offi!l on the 
low end, extending 40 feet out, with 100 Viburnum davidii and 50 red-tip photinia planted below it and 
10 nonnative red maples flanking it. It is 15 to 20 feet tall, as shown on page 51 cross-section D. They 
contend that locating the tank here, adding 15 feet of fill and installing inappropriate nonnative plant 
choices to hide it will somehow preserve the view of this visually significant slope, as required by CCP 
4.6.7.G ("Demonstrate a concern for the view of the hills as well as the view from the hills."). This new 
change is not consistent with this required provision. The massing of nonnative plants does not assure 
consistency with CCP 4.6.7.1-f ("Provide landscaping that enhances the identified open space 
resources."). If you vote to approve it, we request you add a condition of approval requiring site
appropriate native plants to be used in this significant wildlife habitat area. 



3- Because there is currently no City access to maintain the facility from the private alley, they 
propose to move the tank upslope to be accessed from Badger Place, where the largest Oregon white 
oak tree on the site is located. This change in plan does not comply with staff-identified review 
criterion LDC 4.2.20.c: "Significant plant and tree specimens should be preserved to the greatest 
extent practicable and integrated into the design of a development." It also does not comply with 
the February 1, 2011 Condition of Approval 5 (tree preservation) on pages 56 and 57 of the document 
packet, and fails to comply with CCP 4.6.7.C as required by LUBA: "Preserve significant natural 
features such as tree groves, woodlands, the tree-meadow interface, and specimen trees." As part of 
the relocation, they now propose to remove 14 additional trees, including a 48-inch Oregon white oak 
tree, a 28-inch maple, and another 12 trees beyond the 50 trees they had originally proposed to 
remove. COA 5 states "Unless approved for removal through this application, trees in tracts A, 8, C, and 
D, as identified in the approved Revised Tentative Subdivision Plat SHALL BE PRESERVED UNLESS A TREE 
IS DETERMINED TO BE A HAZARD TREE, OR ITS REMOVAL IS NECESSARY TO PROTECT THE HEALTH AND 
LONGEVITY OF AN OREGON WHITE OAK." I believe this is the largest oak on the site, and is a healthy, 
magnificent tree. The Staff Report proposes a new Condition 7 "Tree Mitigation" to take the place of 
protecting the most significant tree on the entire site. They propose mitigating the loss of these 
significant native trees by planting 10 nonnative red maples, and two ponderosa pines in another 
drainage to replace another significant oak they are now asking to remove. If you approve this 
stormwater design, we strongly urge you to change the new condition of approval to require relocation 
of the facility enough to preserve this specimen oak tree in tract B and the other large oak in tract C. 

4- The stormwater runoff information provided by the applicant's project manager in these 
documents directly conflicts with his statement at the previous City Council hearing about the impact 
of this development on runoff. We have no confidence in the accuracy of any of the information 
submitted by the applicant because the developer's engineer Scott Wright testified at the last hearing 
that there would be no real difference in the pre- and post-development runoff (which is counter to 
known facts); now on pages 195, 196 and 197 of the documents (see link below) he includes a graph of 
pre- and post-development runoff that shows a 400% to nearly 500% increase. This miscalculation has 
resulted in a major redesign of the stormwater facility, going from two small detention ponds to a huge 
96,000 cubic foot detention vault with much higher impacts on the site. Based on this major 
discrepancy, the City Council would be acting prudently and in the community's best interest by 
postponing any decision here until they have the full grading plan and staff can analyze whether or not it 
is acceptable and complies with applicable regulations. 

5 -LUBA required that consistency with CCP 4.6,7 Hillside Development Standards be assured. The 
information provided does not assure consistency with CCP 4.6.7. In addition to the already 
mentioned CCP 4.6.7 .C, it also is not consistent with 4.6.7.A ("Plan development to fit the topography, 
soil, geology, and hydrology of hillsides .•.. ") or 4.6.7.0 ("Align the built surface infrastructure, such as 
roads and waterways, with the natural contours of terrain and minimize cutting and filling in 
developments"). The proposed development already has 28 Conditions of Approval placed on it, 
because of numerous noncompliance issues, many of which are due to the fact that this proposed 
development makes little effort to fit the topography of the hillside or to minimize grading or cuts and 
fills. This latest application now has additional areas of grading and additional cuts and fills that go 
beyond the outrageous amounts previously proposed (up to 20ft. cuts and fills). 

Now an additional seven conditions are added, and additional grading is being proposed well beyond 
what was originally approved for the storm water facilities. New 24-foot wide grading is proposed in the 
drainage swales. (See page 20 ofthe staff report for analysis of Condition of Approval27.) Because the 



applicant's project manager Mr. Wright did not conduct the required stormwater analysis up front 
before the City Council voted to approve this project, you are being asked to approve additional grading 
to accommodate larger drainage swales and detention facilities. You were misled by missing and 
inaccurate information in the first place. You are now being asked to make another decision to approve 
part of this project with actual lot grading information still missing. Why won't the applicant provide all 
the information at once? Are they afraid you won't approve it if you actually know all that they propose 
to do that doesn't meet the spirit of the Corvallis 2020 Vision Statement or the specifics of the Comp 
Plan and Land Development Code? 

6- Condition of Approval 2.0 requires demonstration of consistency with CCP 4.11.12.: "Development 
upslope of wetlands shall minimize interference with water patterns discharging to wetlands, and 
shall minimize detrimental changes in water quality for waters discharging to wetlands." Consistency 
with CCP 4.11.12. is not demonstrated by these statements: Page 18 of the Staff Report states: 
"Placing streets, constructed swales, and pipes within areas that naturally collect runoff helps to 
maintain natural drainage patterns of the development site, thereby minimizing interference with water 
patterns discharging to wetlands. This is consistent with CCP 4.11.12." If this were true, why would city 
regulations not allow streets, pipes, and other construction in designated drainageways? Because 
streets in drainage ways DO interfere with the natural drainage patterns. Also, page 18 states: "By 
using existing pipes, rather than installing new pipes in new locations, the locations of water entering 
the wetland will not be changed by the proposal. For this reason the proposed development minimizes 
interference with water patterns discharging into wetlands, consistent with CCP 4.11.12." But 
LOCATION of outfalls is only part of the issue. The other part is VOLUME of discharge. By collecting 
runoff in 12 inch pipes along backyards and diverting it and the street runoff into detention vaults and 
pipes that dump into the wetland area below the site, much of the rainfall that would normally soak into 
the hillside is being diverted. This has negative impacts on the hillside hydrology and the wetland 
hydrology- essentially dewatering the hillside and increasing the volume of water that will be dumped 
by pipes into the wetland below. 

7- Have the new mayor and councilors conducted a site visit to understand the magnitude of the 
changes to the detention facilities and how they will impact the significant trees on the site? If not, 
we respectfully request that you postpone any decision until all councilors visit the site to enable you to 
make a better-informed decision. 

We respectfully urge you to postpone any decision on this storm water plan until after the applicant 
submits the required lot grading plan. If you do vote to approve it, we urge you to adopt the additional 
conditions of approval we recommended here. 

Sincerely, 

Susan and Jeff Morn~ 

Corvallis, Oregon 97333 
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Richardson, Robert 

From: rrconstdev@comcast.net 

Sent: Monday, March 21, 2011 5:02PM 

To: Richardson, Robert 

Subject: Brooklane Heights 

RE: Brooklane Heights PD 
P LOOS-00018, SUBOS-00006 

Recent newspaper articles for more public hearings related to 2007 approval of 
Brooklane Heights proposed development have led many of us SW Corvallis 
landowners to evaluate if we should take time to attend and testify. After my studies of 
the last 3 years of neighbor's actions, I fully support the stringent and sound conditions 
imposed by the City, based on their highly trained professional planner's & engineer's 
guidance, and, additional delays by personal citizens design~change requests via 
testimony, does not appear to benefit anyone. 
Respectfully submitted, 
Kathy Phillips 

3/24/2011 



Condition of Approva/20 (City Council Order 2010-007) 

20. Public Water Quality Facility Design & Maintenance -The applicant shall submit 
the information required in this condition of approval. This information shall be 
reviewed for consistency with Comprehensive Plan Policy 4.11.12 and approved 
through a City Council Public Hearing review process prior to issuance of PIPC 
permits. 

As part of the plans for public improvements the applicant shall provide engineered 
calculations for storm water quality facilities demonstrating compliance with both 
criteria outlined in Appendix F of the Storm Water Master Plan, and criteria outlined 
in the King County, Washington, Surface Water Design Manual. Infiltration facilities 
are a recommended means of meeting water quality requirements where soil and 
slope conditions (not more that 10%) permit the use of infiltration facilities and where 
the facilities will not have an adverse impact on the subject site or adjacent or 
downhill properties. The water quality analysis shall contain a discussion on the 
feasibility of implementing infiltration during both wet and dry seasons. 

All water quality facilities that are part of the public storm drainage system shall be 
dedicated to the public and shall be subject to a maintenance agreement requiring 
the developer to maintain the facilities for two years after acceptance by the City. 
The maintenance agreement shall be executed prior to acceptance of public 
improvements and shall incorporate a maintenance plan and a maintenance bond. 
The maintenance plan shall be submitted as part of the plans for public 
improvements and shall be consistent with maintenance requirements for stormwater 
facilities identified in the King County, Washington Surface Water Design Manual. 
The maintenance bond shall be submitted with the maintenance agreement and shall 
reference the maintenance plan. The maintenance bond shall remain in effect until 
the warranty for storm water quality facilities is terminated. 

The design for the public water quality facilities shall include a landscape plan that 
details all landscaping essential to ensure the proper function of the water quality 
facilities. This functional landscape plan shall be submitted as part of the plans for 
public improvements. All associated functional landscaping shall be installed and 
well established prior to any paving activity on the development site. 

Comprehensive Plan Policy 4. 11. 12 

4.11.12 Development upslope of wetlands shall minimize interference with water 
patterns discharging to wetlands, and shall minimize detrimental changes in 
water quality for waters discharging to wetlands. 



Condition of Approva/27 (City Council Order 2010-007) 

27. Lot Grading and Structures -Mass grading shall be limited to the areas shown on 
the grading plan identified as Drawing X - Brooklane Heights Grading and Tree 
Preservation Plan, and Drawing Y- Brooklane Heights Cut/Fill Analysis (Exhibits D.1, 
2). Cuts and fills in the areas permitted to be mass graded shall not exceed the 
measurements shown in Drawing Y. All mass graded areas, as shown in Drawing Y 
shall be engineered and constructed such that retaining walls are neither required nor 
used. 

Prior to grading and excavation activities in areas not approved for mass grading, as 
shown in Drawing Y (Exhibit D.2), the applicant shall obtain approval by the City 
Council through a public hearing review process, detailing how the grading plan(s) for 
development on individual lots are consistent with Comprehensive Plan Policy 4.6. 7. 

Comprehensive Plan Policy 4. 6. 7 

4.6.7 In areas where development is permitted, standards in the Land Development Code for 
hillside areas will achieve the following: 

A. Plan development to fit the topography, soil, geology, and hydrology of 
hillsides and to ensure hillside stability both during and after development. 

B. Preserve the most visually significant slopes and ridgelines in their natural 
state by utilizing techniques such as cluster development and reduced 
densities. 

C. Preserve significant natural features such as tree groves, woodlands, the 
tree-meadow interface, and specimen trees. 

D. Align the built surface infrastructure, such as roads and waterways, with the 
natural contours of terrain and minimize cutting and filling in developments. 

E. Minimize soil disturbances and the removal of native vegetation and avoid 
these activities during winter months unless impacts can be mitigated. 

F. Design developments and utilize construction techniques that minimize 
erosion and surface water runoff. 

G. Demonstrate a concern for the view of the hills as well as the view from the 
hills. 

H. Provide landscaping that enhances the identified open space resources. 

I. Design developments that consider landscaping management that will 
minimize the threat of fire on improved property spreading to wildland habitat. 



Ban the Plastic Checkout Bags 
u· 

Oregonians use an estimated 1. 7 billion plastic checkout bags every year. Plastic pollution has become a 
critical problem in our oceans, with as much as 100 million tons now polluting the North Pacific alone. 
Plastic never biodegrades; it only photo-degrades into smaller and smaller bits, strangling, suffocating and 
poisoning sea life, including whales, fish and birds. 

In additiqn, plastic bags cost municipalities around the state millions of taxpayer dollars in sewer 
maintenance and recycling facility repair, Plastic bags are also a nuisance in rural communities as they 
entangle farm equipment and get caught up in fencing. Cities, counties, and countries around the world are 
implementing bag fees and bans to address this problem. 

BANNING THE BAG IS A CRITICAL STEP TOWARD CLEANING UP OUR OCEANS 

Plastic bags are one of the number one items of plastic litter on Oregon's beaches 1 

Plastic litter kills more than a million sea birds and 100.000 marine mammals each year.2 

Sea Turtles. Sea turtles mistake plastic bags for jellyfish, one of their main food sources. A recent study of 
dead Adriatic loggerhead sea turtles found one third had eaten plastic (citation ).3 

Whales. When plastic bags sink to the ocean floor, they remain intact for decades. Whales swallow the bags 
while foraging for food and the bags get stuck in their gut 4 

Birds. Storks and other sea birds get their heads caught in plastic bags. 

Fish. Plastic absorbs toxic chemicals up to a million times the ambient seawater concentrations. The 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration is studying whether fish are poisoned by the toxic plastic 
and the extent to which the toxins move up the food chain. 

BANNING THE BAG WILL SAVE TAXPAYERS AND BUSINESSES MONEY 

., Plastic bags and film represent 20-30% of operating expenses for recycling facilities to clean out the 
sorting machines. Plastic bags represent 60% of the film that clogs these machines.5 

1 http://act.oceanconservancy.org/20071CC/US/Oregon2007.pdf which ranks bags as number 6. 
2 United Nations Environment Programme, "Marine Litter: Trash that Kills," found at 
htto://www.unep.org/reqionalseas/marinelitter/publications/docs/trash that kills.odf at p. 10. 
3 Lazar, Bojan and Gracan, Romana, "Ingestion of marine debris by loggerhead sea turtles; Caretta caretta, in the Adriatic Sea" Marine Pollution Bulletin 
(October 30, 2010) at; see also BBC Earth News at http://news.bbc.co.uk/earth/hi/earth_news/newsid_9155000/9155453.stm 
4 

Cascadia Research Collective and Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife performed the examination and report: 

http://www.cascadiaresearch.org/WSeattle-ER.htm · 

5 
Jeff Murray, Far West Fibers presentation 



• Local governments that manage waste disposal incur additional costs for pickup and disposal . 

Strong, Broad Support 

• 

• 
• 

Portland, Newport, Lake Oswego, Cannon Beach, Beaverton, and Tillamook city councils as well as 
the Metro Regional Government have passed resolutions supporting a statewide ban. 
More than 400 local Oregon businesses have endorsed banning plastic checkout bags . 
More than 50 environmental and community groups have also endorsed the proposal. 

Bu~inesses, local governments, organizations and coalitions 
support banning the bag in Oregon · 

Local Resolutions 

Beaverton, Cannon Beach, Lake Oswego, Metro Regional Government, Newport, Portland, Tillamook 

Organizations and Coalitions 

Oregon Conservation Network, Association of Oregon Recyclers, Audubon Society of Portland, 
Environment Oregon, Recycling Advocates, Surfrider Foundation, Tualatin River keepers, · 
Willamette Riverkeepers, 5 Gyres Project, Alliance for Democracy, Association of Northwest 
Steelheaders, The Central Oregon Environmental Center, Coalition for a Livable Future, Columbia Gorge 
Earth Center, Columbia Riverkeeper, Food & Water Watch,. Friends ofthe Columbia Gorge, Friends of 
Forest Park, Gifford Pinchot Task Force, Hood River Valley Residents Committee, Mazamas, National 
Wildlife Federation, Native Fish Society, Northwest Environmental Defense Center, Oceana, Oregon 
Business Association, Oregon Natural Desert Association, Oregon Shores Conservation Coalition, Oregon 
Environmental Council, Oregon Wild, Port Orford Ocean Resource Team, Rachel's Friends Breast Cancer 
Coalition, SCRAP, Sea Turtle Restoration Project, Sea Turtles Forever, SEE Turtles, Sierra Club, Columbia 

·Chapter of Oregon, Southeast Neighbors (Eugene), Sullivan's Gulch Neighborhood Association (Portland), 
Vernon Neighborhood Association {Portland), Western Pulp and Paper Workers 

Businesses 

Nearly 500 businesses from variousparts of Oregon, list available upon request 
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Subject: Brooklane Heights Subdivision (PLD06-00018, SUBOG-~0006) 
Corvallis City Council March 21, 201'1 Hearing 
Written testimony of Elizabeth Waldron 

I submit that making a decision on the adequacy of the proposed storm water master plan without 
knowing the grading plans for the Brooklane Heights hillside is a serious mistake. 

How are we to know if the storm water plans will be adequate for the eventual water run-off when we 
have no knowledge of the planned grading/ cut & fills? How do we know if the present plans give 
adequate protection for exceptional rains, the likes of 1996 which far exceeded expectations? Does the 
facility proposed have sufficient excess capacity? How do we know this? Who here is so well versed in 
the Washington Surface Water Design Manual to know if the proposed plan has adequately followed the 
rewmmended water management facWty plans? 

The stormwater plans presented today are a major redesign from those submitted at our last hearing. 
But we are not told why these changes were deemed necessary. We are not told of the hillside grading 
plans so we cannot determine if the present plans will be adequate to protect the housing below or the 
Mary's River Wetland. 

I submit that the City of Corva!Us will be held totally accountable for any damages that occur because of 
inadequate storm water facilities. Please defer judgment of the present master plan until all lot grading 
plans are known. 

Thank you. 
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