 AGENDA SEASIDE CITY COUNCIL MEETING

10.

11

CALL TO ORDER

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

ROLL CALL

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

RECOGNITION - POLICE CITIZEN’S ACADEMY GRADUATION

COMMENTS — PUBLIC

PRESENTATION -- ALL AMERICA CITY DELEGATES

PRESENTATION - BROADWAY PARK ATHLETIC FIELD — NEAL WALLACE

DECLARATION OF POTENTIAL CONFLICT OF INTEREST

CONSENT AGENDA

a)
b)

9

PAYMENT OF THE BILLS - $297,382.25
APPROVAL OF MINUTES - MAY 23,2011 REGULAR MINUTES

RESOLUTION #3735 — A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SEASIDE, OREGON, CLOSING
THE EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES FUND

UNFINISHED BUSINESS:

2)

b)

<)

APPROVAL - SEASIDE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM PLAN (TSP) AS AMENDED
» MOTION FOR APPROVAL
» ROLL CALL VOTE
ORDINANCE 2011-02 - AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SEASIDE, OREGON,
AMENDING THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN REFERENCED IN CODE OF SEASIDE
ORDINANCE CHAPTER 151 MODIFYING THE TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT AND
ADOPTING THE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM PLAN (TSP)

OPEN PUBLIC COMMENTS

CLOSE PUBLIC COMMENTS

»
»

» COUNCIL COMMENTS

» MOTION FOR FIRST READING BY TITLE ONLY — ALL IN FAVOR AND OPPOSED
»

MOTION FOR SECOND READING BY TITLE ONLY — ALL IN FAVOR AND
OPPOSED

ORDINANCE 2011-03 - AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SEASIDE, OREGON,
AMENDING THE SEASIDE ZONING ORDINANCE REFERENCED IN CODE OF SEASIDE
ORDINANCE CHAPTER 158, ADOPTING REGULATION THAT WILL IMPLEMENT THE
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM PLAN (TSP)

> OPEN PUBLIC COMMENTS

> CLOSE PUBLIC COMMENTS

> COUNCIL COMMENTS

» MOTION FOR FIRST READING BY TITLE ONLY — ALL IN FAVOR AND OPPOSED
>

MOTION FOR SECOND READING BY TITLE ONLY -~ ALL IN FAVOR AND
OPPOSED




4

€)

ORDINANCE 2011-06 — AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SEASIDE, AMENDING
CHAPTER 31, BOARDS, COMMISSIONS, AND COMMITTEES, BY ADDING A NEW
SECTION 31.06, REGARDING THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A TRANSPORTATION
ADVISORY COMMISSION

> OPEN PUBLIC COMMENTS
CLOSE PUBLIC COMMENTS

>

» COUNCIL COMMENTS

> MOTION FOR FIRST READING BY TITLE ONLY — ALL IN FAVOR AND OPPOSED
>

MOTION FOR SECOND READING BY TITLE ONLY — ALL IN FAVOR AND
OPPOSED

VACANCY - BUDGET COMMITTEE
COMMUNITY CENTER & SENIOR COMMISSION

12 NEW BUSINESS:

a)

b)

)

d)

RESOLUTION #3733 - A RESOLUTION ADOPTING AND APPROPRIATING
SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGETS OF LESS THAN 10 PERCENT TO THE 2010 - 2011 CITY OF
SEASIDE BUDGET

PUBLIC COMMENTS

»

» COUNCIL COMMENTS

> MOTION TO READ BY TITLE ONLY — ALL IN FAVOR AND OPPOSED
>

MOTION TO ADOPT — ALL IN FAVOR AND OPPOSED

PUBLIC HEARING - RESOLUTION #3734 — A RESOLUTION ADOPTING AND
APPROPRIATING SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET OF MORE THAN 10 PERCENT TC THE 2010-
2011 CITY OF SEASIDE BUDGET
> OPEN PUBLIC HEARING

CLOSE PUBLIC HEARING

>

> COUNCIL COMMENTS

> MOTION TO READ BY TITLE ONLY — ALL IN FAVOR AND OPPOSED
>

MOTION TO ADOPT — ALL IN FAVOR AND OPPOSED
PUBLIC HEARING - RESOLUTION #3739 — A RESOLUTION DECLARING THE CITY’S
ELECTION TO RECEIVE STATE REVENUE SHARING
» OPEN PUBLIC HEARING
CLOSE PUBLIC HEARING
COUNCIL COMMENTS
MOTION TO READ BY TITLE ONLY — ALL IN FAVOR AND OPPOSED

MOTION TO ADOPT — ALL IN FAVOR AND OPPOSED
PUBLIC COMMENTS

Y v v v v

RESOLUTION #3736 — A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SEASIDE, OREGON, CLOSING
THE EQUIPMENT REPLACEMENT FUND

» PUBLIC COMMENTS

» COUNCIL COMMENTS

> MOTION FO READ BY TITLE ONLY —~ ALL IN FAVOR AND OPPOSED
»

MOTION TO ADOPT — ALL IN FAVOR AND OPPOSED



¢

g)

h)

)

RESOLUTION #3737 — A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SEASIDE, OREGON.
INCREASING WATER ACCESS/DEMAND CHARGES

> PUBLIC COMMENTS

> COUNCIL COMMENTS

> MOTION TO READ BY TITLE ONLY ~ ALL IN FAVOR AND OPPOSED

» MOTION TO ADOPT — ALL IN FAVOR AND OPPOSED

RESOLUTION #3738 — A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SEASIDE, OREGON.
INCREASING SEWER SERVICE USER RATES

» PUBLIC COMMENTS

» COUNCIL COMMENTS

> MOTION TO READ BY TITLE ONLY — ALL IN FAVOR AND OPPOSED

»

MOTION TO ADOPT — ALL IN FAVOR AND OFPPOSED

VACANCY — CITY TREE BOARD

RECOMMENDATION TOQ THE CLATSOP COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS -
NORTHWEST OREGON AREA COMMISSION ON TRANSPORTATION (ACT), LARGE
CITY ALTERNATE AND CITIZEN AT LARGE REPRESENTATIVE

APPROVAL - DIRECT CITY MANAGER TO PREPARE A REPORT FOR THE VENICE
PARK LOCAL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT (LID) AND PRESENT THE REPORT AT THE
JUNE 27, 2011 CITY COUNCIL MEETING

BID RESULTS — WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT OUTFALL PROJECT PIPE

13. COMMENTS FROM THE COUNCIL

14. COMMENTS ¥FROM THE CITY STAFF

15. ADJOURNMENT

Complete copies of the Current Council meeting Agenda Packets can be viewed at: Seaside Public Library and
Seaside City Hall. The Agendas and Minutes can be viewed on our website at www.cityofseaside.us.

AMN meetings other than executive sessions are oper: to the public. When appropriate, any public member desiring to address the Council may be

recognized by the presiding officer. Remarks are limited to the question under discussion except during public comment. This
eting is handicanped accessible. Please let us know at $03-738-5511 if you will need any special accommodation to par icipate in this




IMINUTES

SEASIDE CITY COUNCIL MAY 23,2011 7:00 PM|

CALL TO ORDER

AGENDA

COMMENTS - PUBLIC

The Regular meeting of the Seaside City Council was called to order at 7:00 PM by Mayor
Don Larson.

Present: Mayor Don Larson, Council President Stubby Lyons, Councilors Tim Tolan, Don
Johnson, Dana Phillips and Tita Montero.

Absent: Councilor Jay Barber

Also Present: Mark Winstanley, City Manager; Dan Van Thiel, City Attorney; Kevin
Cupples, Planning Director; Bob Gross, Seaside Police Chief; Dale Kamrath, Seaside Fire
Chief; Nancy McCarthy, Daily Astorian; and Rosemary Dellinger, Seaside Signal.

Motion to approve the May 23, 2011 agenda; carried unanimously. (Lyons/Montero)

John Dunzer, 2964 Keepsake Drive, Seaside, stated he did not like the results of the
redistricting in Clatsop County. Mr. Dunizer further stated he was very concerned with
Council voting on the Transportation System Plan (TSP) because the TSP was a contract
between the City of Seaside, Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT), and the people
of Oregon that says if there was a plan approved then the plan would be carried through to
adjust the highway. The City bad no intention of building the part of Holladay Road to the
South because it was too expensive for the amount of traffic Seaside had. The right thing to
do was to build a new Highway away from Seaside that the state could take care of. Council
wanted so badly to get the TSP approved but the plan would never be implemented and the
people of Oregon needed a plan that would be implemented. Mr. Dunzer further stated
Seaside was not an All America City but was a City where little white lies were told.

Kevin O’Keane, 2525 Pine Street, Seaside, stated he wanted to remind the City that for the
last three years the neighborhood had petitioned the City to improve the streets in the Venice
Park area. There were some assurances given that follow-ups would be done and that the
neighborhood would hear from the City but there still had not been any updates given to the
neighborhood. Mr. O’Keane further stated it had been a couple of months since he had been
to a City Council meeting and just wanted to again remind the City that the neighborhood was
pretty much unanimous in making the street improvements and the cost associated with the
improvements. Once the City notified the neighborhood about the cost then they could give
their feedback on whether they wanted to move forward with the improvements.

Mark Winstanley, City Managet, stated when the plan was rofled out by the engineers the
design was too extensive and would have been more expensive then what the Venice Park
neighborhood was looking for. Mr. Winstanley further stated the City was also in the middle
of adopting 2 Transportation System Plan which outlined what flexibility the City had with
neighborhood streets. Mr. Winstanley further stated Neal Wallace, Public Works Director,
had gone back to the engineers and asked for a project that would be more realistic and
affordable.

Mr. O’Keane stated that information was useful for the neighborhood to know so at Jeast they
realized the improvements were still being worked on,

Angela Fairless, 846 10" Avenue, Seaside, stated one year ago she attended a City Couricil
meeting to invite Council ard the public to attend an event during the measure 74 campaign
that was hosted by her. Josh Marquis, District Attorney and an attorney from Portland came to
argue measure 74 which at the time was being voted on to create a State Regulated Medical
Marijuana Supply System. Ms. Fairless further stated if anyone attended the event the would
have heard the attorney state that we were not voting on whether or not to have dispensaries
but were voting on whether or not to regulate them. There was an unregulated gray market
that existed and whether measure 74 was passed or not that would continue to explode which
it has done that, and now has entered our area with a club that had entered Astoria and talk
about one opening in Seaside. Council received a presentation from Stoney Girl who was
opening those clubs. Ms. Fairless further stated she was promoting a safe State Regulated
Medical Marijuana Supply System and since measure 74 failed there was not a safe Medical
Marijuana Supply System and there was an unregulated gray market instead. There was a
distinction between medical use and recreational, social, or religious use. What she promoted
was Medical Cannabis use which was good for things like Chemo. Ms. Fairless further stated
for her this was a human rights issue and was involved for that reason. Ms. Fairless was not a
legalization advocate and was not going to be a part of the clubs but was offering herseifas a
very educated citizen on this particular topic for Council and the community at large.

Merlin Humpal, 2481 Oregon Avenue, Seaside, stated there was a meeting he had missed and
was uninformed but was disappointed to hear the City Council had approved a resolution to
eliminate plastic bags in grocery stores but was glad to hear that two members of the Council
voted against the resolution. Mr. Humpal further stated be did not want to beat the police
vehicle levy to death but whoever did the advertising did not do a very good job. The idea of
100,000 miles was a bit fuzzy which wonld have been a valid point thirty or forty years ago
but in today’s world cars can go so much further and could be repaired. The equation of the
miles being put on police cars because of idling did not make sense. In truth people should
have been told how much the cost was for the vehicles. There could have been a cost
accounting on every patrol car and a total on how much that car was costing the City. Mr.
Humpal further stated he did not know how often the breaks were done on a particular car,
when new tires were needed, and when alternator went out in the cars. When cars started
costing too much money most of the public were open to getting a new car.



CONFLICT

CONSENT AGENDA

PROYOSED - SEASIDE
TRANSPORTATION

SYSTEM PLAN

Mayor Larson asked how many miles were on the police vehicle that was towed to the shop.
Bob Gross, Seaside Police Chief, stated that particular car had 27,000 miles. .

Dale McDowell, 3760 Sunset Blvd., Seaside, stated since serving on the Budget Committee
he learned that the City had one mechanic for all of the City vehicles. That was a lot of
vehicles for one person to try and take care of. Mr. McDoweli further stated he was
disappointed the Police Levy had failed and people may not have even noticed the measure on
the ballot because of the placement on the back.

Mayor Larson asked whether any Councilor wished to declare a conflict of interest.
No one declared a conflict of interest.

Motion to approve payment of the bills in the amount of $172,334.48; and May 9, 2011,
minutes; carried unanimously. (Lyons/Montero)

Mayor Larson stated the were Planning Commission Recommendations to the Transportation
System Plan (TSP) and at the City Council meeting on May 9, 2011, Council discussed each
of the recommendations. There were various changes that were made by the Council, and
staff was asked to bring the changes to the meeting tonight. Mayor Larson asked Kevin
Cupples to bring Council up to date on the changes.

Kevin Cupples, Planning Director, stated staff prepared a revised finding document which
outlined the items that Council asked to have removed from the proposed findings and also
items that Council asked to be replaced with new wording. The following was a list of the
revised findings based on the City Council’s review. Newly deleted information had a strike
through the wording and the newly added information was in bold wording.

Sh.  Bypass- Amend the bypass text in the TSP (Page 3-29) to include regional nature of
such a facility. The text preceding the steps would be revised to read, “A number of steps are
required fo forward further a bypass. Based on the regional implications, the following steps
should include the participation of stakehelders-throughout Clatsep-County other
municipatities, Clatsop County, the Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT), and

the Federal Highway Administration.”

5e. Constrained Right of Way — Amend the available right of way in the TSP (Page 3-17)
project 7 to reflect the available width. The last sentence in the second paragraph would be
amended 1o read, “Available right-of-way through this section appears to be between 62 and
110°.

The initial response to the five lane included a timing component for this project so that it
would not be considered until other projects were completed; however, due to the level of
concerns expressed over the potential impacts from this project and the fact this project is
considered outside the 20 year time frame, the following text should be added to the first
paragraph explaining this project is outside the twenty year timeframe. “Although this project
received strong support during the development of the TSP, public concerns expressed over
this project’s potential impacts to the surrounding uses has removed it from the list of
projects in the Very long category. This project may be reclassified as one of the
Considerations for the Next TSP Update identified later in this Chapter.” The reference to this
project will also need to be removed from Table 3.25 in TSP (Page 3-50). The-consultants
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6c.  Additional Bypass Policy — This policy wouid be added to the Comprehensive Plan TSP
Appendix G (Page G-47). The policy would read, “15. While it is recognized that a bypass of
Highway 101 is outside of the Seaside TSP considerations, as a an interested stakeholder, the
City of Seaside will actively participate with Clatsop County’s efforts to consider the future
development of 2 bypass highway that would extend from Highway 26 to Highway 30 along
with other municipalities, the Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT), and the Federal
Highway Administration.” This text is supported by the written comments proposed by
Commissioner Carpenter.

6i. Recognize Public Input ~ Provide an additional Appendix that recognizes the
amendments made to the draft TSP based on concerns expressed during public testimony and
deliberation by the Plarming Commission & City Council.

7a. Lifeline Routes. In an effort to formally address the added evacuation benefits
provided by pedestrian bridges, the following sentence should be added after the first
sentence on page 3-44, "These facilities will also provide seismically resistive emergency
evacuation routes.”

Mr. Cupples stated he had discussed item 7a. with Mark Winstanley and one reason the
language was important and went beyond the TSP was if and when in the future there were
grant funding potentials, that little bit of language could actually go a long way when grant
language was being crafted to say yes this was recognized not just for one benefit but for
multiple benefits and could help to seek funding for a particular development or

improvement.

Mr. Winstanley stated to have that information in the TSP was important because the ability
to go out and get funding would increase.



Mayor Larson asked for Council comments concerning the Transportation System Plan
(TSP).

Councilor Montero stated after reviewing the public comments, one particular issue seemed to
jump out concerning Emergency Connection Routes. Councilor Montero further stated she
understood the TSP was intended to only address transportation issues within the Urban
Growth Boundary (UGB); however, she also knew that Council had already clarified their
intention to participate in actions outside the UGB that were of significant importance. The
City did not control the area outside the UGB but it really affected the City and one example
was the flooding South of Seaside. Routes connecting the City to the east would also be very
important especially after hearing from people who were concerned about what happened in
Japan and the fact that Seaside was close to a subduction zone. Councilor Montero suggested
that language be added that would at some level address the emergency route comments made
by Ms. Palmeri, Mr. Hartill, Mr Dunzer, and Mr. Earl. Councilor Montero further stated she
would like Council to follow up on the idea that establishing connections to the existing
logging roads could provide alternative access in case of an emergency. Council could add the
following paragraph at the bottom of page 3-29 under the heading “Other Considerations
Outside the TSP Process”. Emergency Connection to Forest Access Roads — Seaside’s close
proximity to the Cascadia Subduction Zone makes it susceptible to major earthquakes and
tsumami inundation. The occurrence of such an event would cause significant damage to
conventional fransportation facilities and could force the City to utilize alternative high
ground routes out of town. Based on this recognition, Seaside needed to work with the
surrounding forest land owners to plan emergency access routes that will connect to the
existing network of forest access roads. It is recognized the emergency accesses would be
outside the City’s Urban Growth Boundary and access would need to be Hmited in order to
avoid adverse impacts to the surrounding forest lands. This acknowledges that a number of
routes would advance the City’s ability to evacuate during an emergency and these same
routes would improve fire apparatus along the urban forest fringe. Councilor Montero further
stated basically this was something where the City was seeking the cooperation of those
outside of the UGB and looking to partner for the best interest of our citizens.

Councilor Johnson stated it was amazing because Councilor Montero suggested the same
issues he had wrote down as notes. There would be all of these people af the collection points
during an evacuation and what would be done with all of these people. There was a mice
Janding spot at the old Crown Zellerbach area where a helicopter could land and there needed
to be an Avenue from Seaside to those areas. Once people get to those areas they can go 10
Astoria, Portiand, or wherever.

Mayor Larson stated with permission from the land owner.

Councilor Phillips stated the TSP was a guideline where an advisory committee would be
formed to specifically look at certain issues. Would all of this put to much verbiage and to
many restrictions into the TSP.

Councilor Montero stated she was not looking at it as a restriction but was actually looking at
opening it up. Invite more people in because in this community and county everyone
depended on each other and this would acknowledge that there was another possible partner
out there.

Mayor Larson stated the people had taiked about that at the meeting and were very concerned
about finding a safe area to go.

Councilor Tolan stated he this would be a nice addition.

Council President Lyons stated there had been emergency exits discussed and alternative exits
discussed. Everyone wanted to bail out of town when the big one hit and it would be a mad
mad rush which would cause some real problems. Council President Lyons stated he had the
perfect spot which was an area approximately 232 feet elevation. Council President Lyons
neighbor was Guy Williams and right between Council President Lyons and Mr. Williams
property was a 20x20 foot shed and right behind that there was an area that needed to be
cleared out. The City could talk to the person who owned the property and if the propetty
could be cleared off and a road added it would be a big wide open area where a pole bam or
other things could be put up. Councilor Lyons would like to see someone come up and walk
through that area with him.

Mayor Larson stated the information could be added to the TSP so that the City could try and
get access in the area to the East.

Mr. Winstanley stated there was language in the TSP that generally talked about how the City
would cooperate concerning development of a bypass in the future. The area was outside the
UGB and outside of the City but Council talked about how they would cooperate to possibly
move forward in the future, Council also talked about cooperation concerning flooding south
of town which was ot in the City but most was in the UGB. Mr. Winstanley further stated
Councilor Montero’s suggestion to add wording about cooperating with private land owners
and in addition fo the County and any other agencies in that area. Mr. Winstanley further
stated it was very appropriate to add the suggestion in the TSP and would certainly allow
Council to better define the importance in the Community with something like that.

Council agreed there was a consensus.

Mr. Winstanley asked Councilor Montero to provide the information to staff so the suggestion
could be added to the TSP.



Councilor Tolan stated he thought the TSP was a wonderful document and would not please
everyone. With all the effort and energy that was put into the document it turned out to be a
nice document to work with. Councilor Tolan fiwther stated one thing that came up in the
Council’s hearing had to do with the triggering method and in appendix G section 3.40,
Highway Overlay Zones — A business for example might want to expand or redevelop their
business and according to the ITE table in the TSP if there was a certain amount of footage it
would automatically trigger a review. That was another way of bureaucracy getting into the
business because the business would then need to wait for a review and the process could be
delayed. The review was basically concerned with how much more traffic the improvements
would cause on or off the highway. For example if someone were to expand their business
and add a storage unit which had nothing to do with customers. The ITE table would say there
needed to be a review to analyze the plan and see if that fit. Councilor Tolan further stated he
would like to recommend the Planning Director needed to have a liftle more discretion in that
sitnation. The City was not necessarily setting a precedent because that discretion was already
in the Zoning Ordinance and this could be accomplished fairly easy by just adding a sentence
under the definition for a significant number of additional trips. The significant number of
additional irips reads currently that the definition was the “generation of more than five peak
hour trips or thirty average daily trips”. If a person wanted to add 150 square feet to their
building for storage or a restroom would that really add five peak hours or thirty trips. The
table now reads that it would trigger a review and in those situations it should not trigger a
review. Councilor Tolan further stated this could be fixed by adding a sentence which says
“Trip volumes are to be based upon the most recent edition of ITE’s Trip Generation,
inclusive of all pass by trips unless the Planning Director finds that a significant number of
trips are unlikely to be generated based om a detailed review of the site’s building area
utilization”. If the Planning Director looked at an application for a permit and realized that
there would nof be a significant increase then the permit would be issued and the project
would move forward rather then set the review up and months Jater decide that everything
was ok which was a waste of time.

Mayor Larson stated he liked the layer that had been eliminated.
Councilor Phillips stated business owners would appreciate the change.
Council agreed there was a consensus.

Mer. Cupples stated he loved having more discretion.

M. Winstanley stated the recommendation moved the City away from the black and white
rule which was good.

Councilor Phillips stated she was thrilled that there was verbiage put into the TSP that would
allow the City to go after grants in the future.

Councilor Montero stated she had a question about all the concern with turning Wahanna
Road into a road that had more traffic volume and the concerns with the amount of truck
traffic on Wahanna now, What can be done to discourage that because the TSP looked like the
City would be encouraging more traffic on Wahanna.

Mr. Winstanley stated one of the reasons there was currently truck traffic using Wahanna
Road was because the trucks did not have the ability to access the highway because of the
lack of improvements to the highway. Truck traffic would go to the quickest and best route
available. Truck traffic coming west on Lewis and Clark could not access the highway south
bound so they used Wahanna Road. Part of the TSP was to do redevelopment of the 247
Avenue area and for many that intersection was a key area where improvements needed to be
made. If there was adequate access onto the highway the trucks would go out to the highway
in that area and would not drive down to Wahanna Road o the 12" Avenue stop light. The
transportation plan does address trucks on Wahanna Road.

Mayor Larson stated the plans with Wahanna Road were just super.

Councilor Montero stated when thinking about business owners on Highway 101 like the Bell
Buoy who do not have curbs or sidewalks. What would trigger curbs going in at that area of
the highway which would then reduce the parking area and then the businesses would not
have enough parking to meet the ordinances.

Mr. Cupples stated there was a trigger if a business was expanded and the City and Oregon
Department of Transportation (ODOT) would Jook at this. The idea that your entire property
frontage needed to be a curb cut was really creating a dangerous situation. There would not be
parking spaces removed but where the access area to get in and out of the property would be
controlled. For some people that was really scary but every day when driving out from
Avenue ‘U’ to access the highway with a car parked ten feet away in the gas station getting
ready to pull out maybe left or maybe right was & dangerous situation. Most of the highway
was like that in the area and the side streets should be used to get out onto the highway instead
of the access areas. The City and ODOT did not want to cut off the life blood to the business
but also did not want blood spilled on the highway either because of there not being any
control.

Councilor Montero stated she could still see why business owners would have concerns for
the future. ‘

Mr. Winstanley stated the idea that if you didn’t adopt a TSP the City and ODOT would just
allow businesses to develop however they wanted was not correct.
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When the City was looking at redevelopment there might be 2 number of concems that
needed to be addressed. The only thing the TSP would do was put things in writing so
businesses would know those things before doing redevelopment. The TSP would provide a
better definition of the things that would need to be done.

Mayor Larson stated if Council did not have any other questions then he would ask staff to
make the recommended changes to the TSP to add to the June 13, 2011, agenda and to also
take action on the two ordinances.

Council agreed and asked for replacement pages to the current TSP copy.

Mayor Larson stated there was one vacancy on the Budget Committee with no applications
received. Mayor Larson asked the press to advertise the vacancy.

Mayor Larson stated there was one vacancy on the Community Center and Senior
Commission with no applications received. Mayor Larson asked the press to advertise the
Vacancy.

Jill Quackenbush, Prevention Supexvisor, stated the Clatsop County Tobacco-Free Coalition
requested the City of Seaside participate in a county-wide Voluntary Tobacco-Free Parks
Initiative. The purpose of the initiative was to post signs encouraging park users to voluntarily
refrain from using tobacco products while on park grounds. Ms. Quackenbush further stated
tobacco-free public park areas ensured that all citizens had a healthy recreational
environment. Compliance with the proposed initiative was entirely voluntary. The goal was
for municipal and county parks, countywide to post signage for tobacco free parks. To date
Clatsop County, Astoria, and Gearhart were on board. Cannon Beach and Warrenton had
shown interest in participating. Ms. Quackenbush further stated the Tobacco Prevention-and
Education Program of Clatsop County Public Health would fund the signs. A countywide
“Happy, Healthy Parks™ art contest for kids would provide the artwork for the signs to be
posted in the parks. The foeus for the program was about promoting a heaithy environment
for all as opposed to a negative “no smoking” message. There were pictures of the signs
presented in the Council packet as an example. Ms. Quackenbush further stated the citizens of
Seaside support a Voluntary Tobacco-Free Park Initiative and local supporters included
Seaside Kiwanis, Seaside Parks Advisory Committee, Sunset Empire Park and Recreation
District, The Cleanup Set (Adopt Seltzer Park), and the Commission on Children and
Families. Ms. Quackenbush further stated in Astoria they were doing signage at Tapiola Park,
Fred Flintstone Park and the Column Park. Gearhart was looking at their trail system and
while the main purpose was to get the tobacco use away from the playgrounds there were
many other park areas to consider. Ms. Quackenbush further stated the request was that at a
minimum Broadway Park Playgrounds, Cartwright Park Playgrounds, and Goodman Park
Playgrounds be included in this effort.

Councilor Tolan asked if the Tobacco Free Coalition artwork would be on the signs.
Ms. Quackenbush stated the children’s artwork from the contest would be on the signs.

Councilor Tolan stated he had a problem with that because the City of Seaside had a Sign
Ordinance and restrictions and hoped the children were not assuming that their signs could be
used.

Ms. Quackenbush stated that was part of the contest and she had spoken with Neal Wallace,
Public Works Director, about the signs as well.

Councilor Monterc asked how the signs would be produced and who was purchasing the
signs.

Ms. Quackenbush stated the Tobacco Prevention and Education Program through Clatsop
County Public Health would purchase the signs.

Councilor Montero stated the Tobacco Coalition signs would be used instead of Seaside
coming up with their own signs.

Ms. Quackenbush stated that was correct and any signage done would be partnered with the
City of Seaside to make sure they would fit the needs of the City.

Councilor Montero asked once the signs were put up who would maintain and take care of the
signs.

Ms. Quackenbush stated she did not know if there were issues with signs needing to be
maintained but the coalition would not be in the position to maintain the signs.

Mayor Larson stated if one of the signs came down it would not be replaced.

Ms. Quackenbush stated not necessarily because the coalition seemed 1o be really invested as
a County wide initiative and would work with Seaside to try and get the signs replaced.

Mayor Larson stated the Tobacco Free Coalition had asked Council to take action on the
initiative to approve adding Tobacco Free Signs to Seaside Park playground areas.
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Councilor Phillips stated she was not a smoker and had never been a smoker but was a
believer in freedom of choice. Councilor Phillips further stated she understood and supported
non-smoking in restaurants and businesses because of the closed environment but really had a
problem telling people they could not smoke in open areas.

Councilor Tolan stated his major concern with the proposed signs was that they would say
Tobacco Free Zone which more or less said no one could smoke. There could be arguments
started because of the signs. People go to sporting events and may want to have a cigarette.
Councilor Tolan further stated he agreed with Councilor Phillips and smoking in outdoor
areas.

Councilor Johnson stated this was not only smoking but non-smoking tobacco as well.

Council President Lyons stated he would worry about the sigos because there was a pretty
good possibility the signs would be ripped down or taken and there was not a process to
replace the signs at this time. Council President Lyons further stated Council was asked to
pass a resolution about no smoking a few years ago at the skate park and football field and the
resohution failed.

Councilor Montero stated there would always be people who asked other people not to smoke
in their presence. There was a lot more done with a carrot then a stick and this felt like a stick
to her. Councilor Montero further stated she preferred to see more of an encouragement and if
there were signs put in the parks to not smoke then a place should be provided for people who
wanted to smoke. People were then given an alternative and that would be a better
perspective.

Councilor Tolan stated he was not thrilled with the signs and asked what if Council gave the
signs a trial period of one year in Cartwright Park and Goodman Park and stayed away from
Broadway Park right to see how things went.

Councilor Phillips stated this was more of a precedent right now and was one step away from
what was discussed a few years back which was not smoking in the parks,

Mayor Larson asked for a motion for approval. There were no motions made and the initiative
was dead.

Mr. Winstanley stated if there were concerns about the wording on the signs then staff could
certainly work on the issue with Ms. Quackenbush to see if there could be clearer language
provided on the signs.

Mayor Larson asked if Council was interested in staff working with Ms. Quackenbush.

Council President Lyons stated he would be interested in that.

Councilor Montero stated she would be interested if there was a designated smoking area for
people to go to.

Council President Lyons stated at the American Legion they had an outdoor area where
people smoked and that worked very well.

Councilor Phillips stated that was because they were not allowed to smoke inside.
Mayor Larson asked if Council wanted to pursue the issue further.

Council President Lyons stated he was interested.

Councilor Montero stated she would like to see something put together.

Mayor Larson stated he was interested.

Councilor Johnson stated he was interested.

Councilor Tolan stated he was interested.

Mayor Larson stated Ms. Quackenbush could discuss the issue with staff to see what they
could come up with.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SEASIDE, AMENDING CHAPTER 31, BOARDS
COMMISSIONS, AND COMMITTEES, BY ADDING A NEW SECTION 31.06,
REGARDING THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A TRANSPORTATION ADVISORY
COMMISSION

Mayor Larson stated the ordinance would establish a forum for public input into future
transportation improvements in the City of Seaside. The Transportation Advisory

Commission would be an advisory board to make recommendations to the City Council on
matters concerning transportation and proposed transportation projects.

Mayor Larson asked for public comments.

Mz, Humpal asked what the access to the committee would be.



Mayor Larson stated the Commission would consist of seven members who would be
appointed by the City Council. A minimum of five members shall reside within the city
limits; a maximum of two members may live outside the city limits in order to represent
concerns of neighboring properties and jurisdictions.

Councilor Montero stated the meetings would be open to the public.
Mr. Humpal asked if the Transportation Advisory Commission would meet regularly.
Mayor Larson stated the Commission would meet once a month.

Mr. Winstanley stated it might be helpful to read what the duties of the Commission would
be. The duties of the Commission: Assist the City Council in recognizing community
priorities by advising on transportation policies and goals; Increase communication between
the City, the public, the Oregon Department of Transportation (CDOT), the County, and all
interested parties; Reduce misunderstandings concerning transportation planning, design, and
construction; Review current transportation related ordinances and recommend amendments;
Review proposed transportation projects planned of the City of Seaside and make
recommendations; Review the City of Seaside Transportation Systems Plan every five years
and report to the City Council; Complete other projects, as they relate to fransportation, as
directed by the City Council. Mr. Winstanley further stated the duties were pretty broad
assignments but all revolving around transportation.

Mayor Larson stated Council was hoping to start with the first meeting in September, 2011.
There were no other comments and Mayor Larson closed the public comments.
Mayor Larson asked for Council comments.

Council President Lyons stated this committee would be very busy even though they would
only meet once a month. There were many people in the Community that were already on
other committees and it certainly would be nice to have people serve on the committee that
would have the time.

Councilor Tolan stated he did not see any place in the ordinance that the Transportation
Advisory Commission would advise the Planning Commuission. It seemed like most of the
decisions would be going to the Planning Commission to take their advise or not and then
made recommendations that would be reported to the Council.

Mr. Winstanley stated as an example the North Holladay Project was a huge project. One of
the concerns that had been expressed to the Council and members of staff was that there really
was mot an avenue where the public felt like they could provide input on the project even
though there were meetings that were scheduled. The North Holladay Project would have
been the kind of project that would go before the Transportation Advisory Commission before
it became a City project. That would give a forum for the public to enter into major projects
that the City was currently considering working on.

Councilor Tolan asked if the Transportation Advisory Commission would meet and discuss
the project before they were approved for funding.

Mr. Winstanley stated the Transportation Advisory Commission would review the project
prior to the Improvement Commission or City Council faking action on the project. There
could be recommendations made to staff, Improvement Commission, and City Conncil.

Councilor Montero stated possibly one of the five members could also be a member of the
Planning Commission. In light of what Council President Lyons stated about this being a busy
group, rather then saying it bad to be somebody from the Planning Commission then maybe
there could be some sort of recommendation that there be some connection through the
mernbership on the Commission to the Planning Commission and to the Improvement
Commission. Councilor Montero further stated she did not think the Planning Commission
was responsible for road projects.

Mr. Cupples stated for the most part the Planning Commission did not get involved a lot with
the public improvement projects because that was more of a Public Works function. The
Planning Department was involved with access issues. This would give the equivalent of &
Planning Commission but was a Transportation Commission because public improvements
were the focus. Rather then development on private property it would be development on
public property and that would give Council the body that was needed. There could be 2
Planming Commissioner on the Transportation Advisory Commission as a representative if
one of them were interested.

Councilor Montero stated she would want to encourage that communication because there
were several different Committees and Commissions where their work overlapped to some
extent.

Mayor Larson stated Council could make changes to the ordinance.

Councilor Montero stated under the duties of the Commission where it states “Review the
City of Seaside Transportation System Plan every five years and report to the City Council.”
1t did not take every six months to review a TSP and there should be credit given when parts

of the TSP was completed.
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Councilor Montero further stated she would like to see the following wording “review
completed projects” or “update with completed projects” or “for a minimum of every five
years or more frequently as needed to update to reflect compieted projects.”

Councilor Tolan stated be was going to vote against the ordinance because there was already a
structure between the Improvement Commission, Planning Commission, and City Council to
handle this. The ordinance was another Iayer of bureancracy and Council had a tough time
filling other comumissions. Councilor Tolan further stated he did not think the ordinance was
necessary.

Mayor Larson stated there were many people who talked about and were anxious to have a
Transportation Advisory Commission.

Council President Lyons stated he just wondered about a Transportation Advisory
Commission and would think the first place they would go with recommendations was to the
Planning Commission. The Planning Commission could then review the recommendations
and work between the two groups and then come to the Council with the final
recommendations.

Councilor Johnson asked who would be the staff liaison.
Mr. Winstanley stated there had not been one designated at this point.
Councilor Johnson asked if there would be 2 staff liaison designated.

Mr. Winstanley stated there would be a principle staff Haison to the Commission but that was
not to say that at different times there would not be other staff members made available to the
Commission.

Mayor Larson stated if there were qualms about approving the ordinance tonight then Councit
could wait. Mayor Larson asked for a motion.

Motion to table Ordinance 2611-06 until the June 13, 2011, City Council meeting; carried
with Larson opposed. (Lyons/Phillips)

Councilor Tolan stated he was sorry to have missed Councilor Montero’s Daddy Train
presentation. The sculpture by the Community Gardens looked wonderful.

Councilor Montero stated the designer, Allison was from Wapato, Washington, and her
grandfather had ties to Seaside and Gearhart. Seaside was very pleased to have their legacy at
the park. Councilor Montero further stated she had concerns with skateboarders riding in the
dark with no helmets in the streets between the cars. Several times she had pulled out into the
street and almost hit a skateboarder.

Councilor Johnson stated he had a small issue with the school crosswalk on Roosevelt. There
seemed to be more students who walked out into the crosswalk without stopping to
acknowledge if cars were coming and sometimes he had to slam on his brakes to keep from
hitting them.

Councilor Montero asked if there was anyway the City could get CDOT to put a yellow
flashing light at the crosswalk.

Mayor Larson asked Bob Gross, Seaside Police Chief about how that would work with the
crosswalk on Roosevelt.

Chief Gross stated he would need to check with the City of Astoria to see who purchased the
flashing lights that they had.

Council President Lyons stated the first Pig Bowl Football Game would be in Salem on Tune
11, 2011. The second game would be June 23, 2011, somewhere in Clatsop County but would
not be on the Seaside field since they would be tearing up the football field at Broadway.
Council President Lyons further stated there was a car wash on May 21, 2011, at the Chamber
parking lot which went very well.

Mayor Larson stated there would be a Council workshop on Monday, June 20, 2011, 6:30 pm,
to discuss Council goals and visioning. Mayor Larson further stated there would be a
Memorial Day Celebration at the American Legion on Monday, May 30, 2011, at 11:00 am.

Chief Gross stated Seaside had a very successful Child Safety Fair and a Law Enforcement
Memorial Ceremony.

Gini Dideum, 1941 Beach Drive, Seaside, stated the Chamber of Commerce was sponsoring
the Second Annual Beach Soccer Event in June.

Mr. Winstanley asked that the people of Joplin, Missouri be remembered because that was a
truly horrific event they had to go through.

‘The regular meeting adjourned at 3:26 PM.

Kim Jordan, Secretary

DON LARSON, MAYOR



RESOLUTION #3735

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SEASIDE, OREGON,
CLOSING THE EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES FUND

WHEREAS, the Seaside City Council has determined that all goals and objectives of the
Emergency Medical Services Fund have been met and all financial requirements have been
satisfied.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. The City of Seaside hereby closes the Emergency Medical Services Fund to the
General Fund.

SECTION 2. Resolution #3735 shall be effective as of June 30, 2011.

PASSED by the City Council of the City of Seaside on this day of ,2011.
SUBMITTED to the Mayor and APPROVED by the Mayor on this day of
, 2011,

DON LARSON, MAYOR

ATTEST:

Mark J. Winstanley, City Manager



CITY OF SEASIDE MEMORANDUM

To: Mayor & City Council

From: : Planning Director, Kevin Cupples

Date: June 13, 2011

Applicants: City of Seaside, 989 Broadway, Seaside, OR 97138
Subject: 10-044ACP- Comprehensive Plan Amendment Adopting

a Transportation System Plan (TSP) for Seaside and
making specific amendments to the Comprehensive
Plan referenced in Ordinance 2011-02

AND
10-045ZCA- Zone Code Amendment making specific
amendments to the Seaside Zoning Ordinance
referenced in Ordinance 2011-03 necessary to
implement the provisions of the TSP

Request Summary:

This is a request to revise the transportation element of the City of Seaside
Comprehensive Plan and adopt a Transportation System Plan consistent with
the applicable provisions of OAR 660-12. in addition to changes in the Plan, the
request aisc includes specific text changes to the Seaside Zoning Ordinance that
are needed in order to implement the TSP.

The City of Seaside has been working on developing a Transportation System
Plan (TSP) over the last two years in conjunction with a team of consuitants,
representatives from the Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT), and
Clatsop County. Throughout this process, the City has provided numerous
opportunities for the public to review the work being done on the TSP and
provide input on the information.

A Transportation System Plan (TSP) is essentially a twenty year planning
document that helps guide development and improvements to our local
transportation infrastructure. The plan is intended to be very conceptual so it
does not address specific design details associated with a particular project.
However, it does identify general improvements the City and ODOT will be
striving to fund over the next twenty (20) years. The adoption of a TSP
enhances the City’s ability to attract funding for transportation improvements and
it demonstrates how seemingly unrelated improvements will fit into a
comprehensive system.

Even though the TSP is a broad-based planning document, it does include
specific changes in our implementing ordinance that will impact certain types of
future development. It establishes an overlay zone along Highway 101 that will
require a more refined review process and additional development standards for

10-044ACP 10-045ZCA CC FINAL 6-13-11 memo ord. 2611-02 2011-031



uses that generate a certain level of vehicular trips per day. The plan also
includes general design standards and required amenities (such as bike racks &
pedestrian connectivity) for certain types of new development.

The proposed TSP includes a unique approach to design standards for Highway
101 that were worked out between Seaside and Oregon Department of
Transportation. The Seaside residents previously objected to a proposed
highway improvement plan through Seaside due to the expansive nature of the
improvements necessary to address thirtieth (30‘“) highest hour traffic demands.
Given the seasonal nature of Seaside’s peak traffic, ODOT’s “normal” design
standards seemed unrealistic from a social, political, and economic standpoint.
The local residents believed the improvements would adversely impact the fabric
of the City, so the current design standards in the TSP reflect an alternative
standard that uses average weekly peak hour traffic instead of the prior standard
supported by ODOT. Utilizing this alternative standard has allowed the City to
consider transportation improvements that are more appropriately scaled along
US 101.

In accordance with the Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Ordinance, after the
City Council concludes their public hearing, the Council will make a final decision
on the proposed amendment to the plan and the zoning ordinance.

Planning Commission Public Hearing Testimony Summary:

The Planning Commission conducted an initial public hearing to obtain input
concerning the proposed amendments on January 18" and February 1%, 2011.
There were a number of oral and written concerns expressed by the public in
addition to a few individuals that supported the new plan. After the last person
testified, the Commission closed oral testimony and left the record open for an
additional seven days to allow the submittal of any additional testimony in writing.
The meeting was then continued for deliberation.

Planning Commission Deliberations & Recommendation:

The Commission began deliberations on February 15" and a number of
questions and concerns were expressed by the Commissioners. After
discussion, the Commissioners indicated they needed more time to review the
comment and response matrix prepared by staff. They also asked staff to
prepare a summary of the suggested changes to the TSP along with information
that would clarify the “triggers” for an overlay review or a traffic impact analysis
(TIA). The meeting was then continued to March 1, 2011. During that meeting,
the Commissioners reviewed each proposed change to the TSP and they
developed a number of additional TSP modifications. The Commissioners then
recommended the City Council approve the request based on the adopted
information in their final recommendation.

10-044ACP 10-045ZCA CC FINAL 8-13-11 memo ord. 2011-02 2014-031



City Council Hearing Testimony Summary:

The City Council conducted an initial public hearing to obtain input concermning
the draft TSP and the Commission’s proposed amendments on April 11" and
April 25”‘, 2011. There were a number of additional oral and written concerns
expressed by the public in addition to a few individuals that supported the new
plan. After the last person testified, the Council closed oral testimony and they
also left the record open for an additional seven days to allow the submittal of
any additional testimony in writing. The meeting was then continued for
deliberation.

Planning Commission Deliberations & Recommendation:

The Council began their deliberations on May o™ and they publicly reviewed
each of the Planning Commission’s recommended amendments individually. A
number of modifications were made to the amendments recommended by the
Commission and they directed staff to make the appropriate changes and bring
them back before the Council at their next meeting. The mesting was then
continued to May 23", During that meeting, the Council reviewed each of the
modified amendments to the TSP and three new amendments were added to
their list of proposed changes to the draft TSP. The Council then directed staff
to prepare a revised draft TSP that would incorporate all of their revision and
they continued the meeting to June 13™.

Final Recommended City Council Action:

First: Review the final Seaside Transportation System Plan in light of all the
changes that have been supported by the Council and approve the TSP

Second: Approve Comprehensive Plan Text Amendment 10-044ACP based on
the attached final order and make a motion that Ordinance No. 2011-02
(attached) be read “by fitle only.” This Ordinance is the document that will
formally recognize the Council’s approval of the TSP and authorize the changes
to the Comprehensive Pian referenced in Appendix G.

Third: Approve Zone Code Amendment 10-045ZCA based on the attached final
order and make a motion that Ordinance No. 2011-03 (attached) be read “by fitle
only.” This Ordinance is the document that will formally recognize the Council’s
approval of the TSP and authorize the changes to the Zoning Ordinance
referenced in Appendix G.

Attachments:

Amended TSP

City Council Final Order & Decision 10-044ACP & 10-045ZCA 6-13-11
Ordinance No. 2011-02 Amending the Comprehensive Plan
Ordinance No. 2011-03 Amending the Seaside Zoning Ordinance

10-044ACP 10-045ZCA CC FINAL 8-13-11 memo ord. 2011-02 2011-031



ORDINANCE NO. 2011-02

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SEASIDE, OREGON, AMENDING THE
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN REFERENCED IN CODE OF SEASIDE ORDINANCE
CHAPTER 151 MODIFYING THE TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT AND
ADOPTING THE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM PLAN (TSP).

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission conducted a public hearing regarding a
proposed Comprehensive Plan text amendment that will amend the transportation element
in the City of Seaside Comprehensive Plan and adopt a Transportation System Plan (TSP)
for the area within the Seaside Urban Growth Boundary (UGB); and

WHEREAS, the TSP will recognize the use of an alternative mobility standard for
Seaside in an effort to promote transportation improvements that are appropriately scaled
for the Seaside UGB over the next 20 years; and

WHEREAS, after careful consideration the Planning Commission recommended
the City Council approve the text amendment based on the City’s draft submittal, the staff
report, public testimony, findings, justification, and conclusions that support the proposed
amendment; and

WHEREAS, the City Council reviewed the Commission’s recommendation on
Comprehensive Plan text amendment 10-044ACP and conducted a public hearing on the
proposed amendments; and

WHEREAS, after careful consideration the Council approved the final draft of the
TSP based on a determination the proposed text amendment was justifiable, consistent
with the provisions in the City’s Comprehensive Plan, and maintained the Plan’s
compliance with Statewide Planning Goals and applicable Oregon Administrative Rules.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY OF SEASIDE ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. Amend City of Seaside Comprehensive Plan Section 7.3 STREET
SYSTEM, 8.0 TRANSPORTATION, and 8.1 TRANSPORTATION POLICIES
referenced in Code of Ordinance Chapter 151 by adopting the Seaside Transportation
System Plan (TSP) by reference and make the specific changes identified in TSP
APPENDIX G, Page G-42 through Page G-45.

See TSP APPENDIX G, Page G-42 through Page G-45, Attached.

SECTION 2. The Seaside Planning Commission did hold a public hearing on January 18,
2011 & February 1, 2011, during which the public was given an opportunity to testify in
favor and in opposition to the proposed draft of the Comprehensive Plan text amendment.
Following the close of the public hearing, the Commission recommended the Seaside City
Council approve the final draft of the proposed Comprehensive Plan text amendment.

SECTION 3. The City Council hereby approves the Comprehensive Plan text amendment
(file reference #10-044ACP) based on the adopted information in the Planning
Commission’s recommendation after consideration of the testimony offered during the
Council’s public hearing on April 11, 2011 & April 25, 2011.

ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Seaside on this __ day of , 2011,
by the following roll call vote:

YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

SUBMITTED to and APPROVED by the Mayor on this ___ day of ,2011.

DON LARSON, MAYOR
ATTEST:

Mark J. Winstanley, City Manager

ORDINANCE NO. 2011-02 1



ORDINANCE NO. 2011-03

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SEASIDE, OREGON, AMENDING THE
SEASIDE ZONING ORDINANCE REFERENCED IN CODE OF SEASIDE
ORDINANCE CHAPTER 158, ADOPTING REGULATION THAT WILL
IMPLEMENT THE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM PLAN (TSP).

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission conducted a public hearing regarding
proposed zone code amendment to the Seaside Zoning Ordinance that will adopt
regulations in the Seaside Zoning Ordinance intended to implement the Transportation
System Plan (TSP) for the area within the City of Seaside UGB.

WHEREAS, these amendments will create a new Highway 101 Overlay Zone,
establish new transportation development standards, require a conditional use for
significant ftransportation facility improvements, and promote pedestrian & bicycle
improvements for certain uses; and

WHEREAS, the TSP will recognize the use of an alternative mobility standard for
Seaside in an effort to promote transportation improvements that are appropriately scaled
for the Seaside UGB over the next 20 years; and

WHEREAS, after careful consideration the Planning Commission recommended
the City Council approve the zone code amendments based on the City’s draft subimittal,
the staff report, public testimony, findings, justification, and conclusions that support the
proposed amendments; and

WHEREAS, the City Council reviewed the Commission’s recommendation on
zone code amendment 10-045ZCA and conducted a public hearing on the proposed
amendments; and

WHEREAS, after careful consideration the Council approved the final draft of the
zone code amendments in the TSP based on a determination the proposed text amendments
are justifiable, consistent with the provisions in the City’s Comprehensive Plan, and
maintain the Plan’s compliance with Statewide Planning Goals and applicable Oregon
Administrative Rules.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY OF SEASIDE ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. Amend City of Seaside Zoning Ordinance referenced in Code of Ordinance
Chapter 158 by adopting the specific code changes identified in TSP APPENDIX G, Page
G-8 through Page G-41.

See TSP APPENDIX G, Page G-8 through Page G-41, Attached.

SECTION 2. The Seaside Planning Commission did hold a public hearing on January 18,
2011, & February 1, 2011, during which the public was given an opportunity to testify in
favor and in opposition to the proposed zoning code amendments in the draft TSP.
Following the close of the public hearing, the Commission recommended the Seaside City
Council approve the final draft of the proposed zone code amendments.

SECTION 3. The City Council hereby approves the zone code amendment (file reference
#10-045ZCA) based on the adopted information in the Planping Commission’s
recommendation after consideration of the testimony offered during the Council’s public
hearing on April 11, 2011 & April 25, 2011.

ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Seaside on this ___ day of , 2011,
by the following roll call vote:

YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

SUBMITTED to and APPROVED by the Mayor on this___ day of , 2011,

DON LARSON, MAYOR
ATTEST:

Mark J. Winstanley, City Manager



ORDINANCE NO. 2011-06

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SEASIDE, AMENDING CHAPTER 31,
BOARDS, COMMISSIONS, AND COMMITTEES, BY ADDING A NEW
SECTION 31.06, REGARDING THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A
TRANSPORTATION ADVISORY COMMISSION

WHEREAS, the City of Seaside would like to establish a forum for public input into future
transportation improvements in the City of Seaside; and

WHEREAS, the impact of future transportation improvements can directly affect local
residents and businesses and the City Council, Planning Commission, and Seaside Improvement
Commission are sensitive to these concems; and

WHEREAS, tke City Council believes the establishment of one commission responsible for
reviewing and advising on transportation projects would simplify public access to transportation
information in the City of Seaside; and

WHEREAS, the City of Seaside wishes to improve coordination of all transportation projects
and improvements with other jurisdictions (local, state, and federal.)

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY OF SEASIDE ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:

31.660 CREATION

A Transportation Advisory Commission is hereby created as an advisory body to make recommendations
to the City Council on matters concerning iransportation and proposed transportation projects.

31.061 MEMBERSHIP

The Transportation Advisory Comunission shall consist of seven members who are not employees of the
City of Seaside and who will be appointed by the City Council. A minimum of five members shall reside
within the city limits; a maximum of two members may live outside the city limits in order to represent
concerns of neighboring properties and jurisdictions.

A vacancy shall occur upon death, resignation, or inability to serve. Resignations, when made, shall be
addressed in writing to and accepted by the Mayor. The Mayor, with approval of the Council, may remove
a member for cause deemed sufficient by the City Council. Successors shall be appointed by the City
Council for the unexpired term.

Any person appomted by the City Council to serve on this Commission who misses three regularly
scheduled meetings during a twelve month period, and can not provide adequate written cause to the
Mayor, shall be notified by letter that the position must be vacated. The individual may appeal the decision
to0 the City Council. (A twelve month period is defined as beginning in September of each year.)

The members shall serve without salary or compensation of any pature.

31.062 TERMS

Appointment shall be for a four-year term. Any portion of a term exceeding one-half the period of the term
shall be considered a full term. A Transportation Advisory Commissioner’s term of office shall comumence
on the first day of September of the first year of his/her term, and shall be for four years, or until an
incumbent’s successor is appointed and qualified.

31.063 OFFICERS
Each year, at the first Commission meeting in September, the members shall appoint one of their merabers

as Chairperson and one as Vice-Chairperson. City staff shall serve as Secretary to the Transportation
Advisory Commission. Minutes of all meetings will be filed with the City Council.

31.064 MEETINGS

The Commission shall hold a regular meeting at least once each month of the calendar year. The meetings
shall be open to the public and legally noticed.



31.065 DUTIES OF COMMISSION

The Transpertation Advisory Commission shall have the powers and duties which are now or may hereafter
be assigned to it by Charter, ordinance, resolution or order of this city and in addition it will:

Assist the City Council in recognizing community priorities by advising on fransportation policies and
coals;

Tautust

Increasing communications between the City, the public, the Oregon Department of Transportation
(ODOT), the County, and all interested parties;

Reduce misunderstandings concerning transportation planning, design, and construction:

Review current transportation related ordinances and recommend amendments;

Review proposed transportation projects planned for the City of Seaside and make recommendations;
Review the City of Seaside Transportation Systems Plan every five years and report to the City Council;
Complete other projects, as they relate to transportation, as directed by the City Council.

31.066 ASSISTANCE OF CITY, COUNTY, AND STATE OFFICIALS

The Commission may obtain the advice, recommendation, and assistance of any City official deemed
necessary to provide quality assistance to the City Council. In addition, the Commission may seek
professional advice from County and State transportation officials as deemed necessary.

31.667 RULES OF PROCEDURE

Except as otherwise established by the City, the Transportation Advisory Commission may adopt rules
governing conduct of its business.

31.068 POWERS

The Transportation Advisory Commission is not a jurisdictional agency, has no fiscal powers, and in
accordance with the City Charter, is not authorized to review allegations and inquires related to the actions
of any member of a public agency.

ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Seaside on this __day of , 2011, by the following
roll call vote:

YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

SUBMITTED to and APPROVED by the Mayor on this ____ day of , 2011,

DON LARSON, MAYOR

ATTEST:

Mark J. Winstanley, City Manager



A RESOLUTION ADOPTING AND APPROPRIATING

RESOLUTION #3733

SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGETS OF LESS THAN 10 PERCENT

TO THE 2010-2011 CITY OF SEASIDE BUDGET

NOW, THEREFORE, BE |IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Seaside hereby

adopts the following supplemental budget reduction for 2010-2011; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the amounts for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 2010,
and for the purpose shown below are hereby adjusted and apporpriated as follows:

Beginning Fund Balance
Admin Cost - Water

Admin Cost - Sewer

Admin Cost - State Tax Stre
Admin Cost - Conv Center
Admin Cost - District Road
Admin Cost - Downtown Ma
Admin Cost - Public Safety
Admin Cost - Community D:
Admin Cost - Public Works
Transfer - Emergency Medi
Transfer - Equipment Repla
Tax Base

Est Taxes Not Rec'd
Delinquent Taxes

Tax Offsets

Interest On Investments
Interest On Tax Receipts
Liguor License Fee

Bus License & Rm Tax Pen
Room Tax - Vacation Rent
Cigarette Tax

Library Grant

Seaside Urban Renewal
Library

Community Center
Insurance Reimbursement
Rental/Sale City Property
Cemetery Lots
Miscellaneous

Total

Mayor & Council

City Attorney _

Business Office

Library

Non-Deparimental

Community Center

Interfund Transfers
Transfer - Public Safety
Transfer - Comm Dev
Transfer - Equip Replace
Transfer - Economic Dev

Contingency

Ending Fund Balance

Total

5 4507384 S

General
Revenue

Present

$ 387,845 $
96,518
108,178
17,868
103,144
3,420
5,504
293,919
35,754
70,163
0
0 115,750
2,915,029
(233,202)
112,000
7,000
2,000
16,000
1,700
12,000
345,000
7,600
2,000
75,000
21,000
7,000
78,244
2,700
7,000
7,000

-~
OO0 OQO

(sRejojoNoleNoNeoRoRoNeNeNeNoloNoloRe)

General
Expenditures

Present

$ 14,462 $ 1,330
38,360 0
406,349 (2,000)
564,654 0
224,220 0
44,550 0

2,902,071 109,000
0 75,000

6,100 0
3,000 0
91,665 (67,502)
211,953 0

115,828

Changes

$ 4507384 $ 115,828

Changes

New

$ 387,845
96,518
108,178
17,868
103,144
3,420
5,504
293,919
35,754
70,163
78
115,750
2,915,029
(233,202)
112,000
7,000
2,000
16,000
1,700
12,000
345,000
7,600
2,000
75,000
21,000
7,000
78,244
2,700
7,000
7,000

$ 4623212

New

$ 15,792

38,360
404,348
564,654
224,220

44,550

3,011,071
75,000
6,100
3,000
24163
211,953

$ 4623212



Beginning Fund Balance
N Holladay - Const Adj
Interest On Investments
Gross Water Sales

Tap & Meter Set

On & Off

Miscellaneous

Total

Personal Services
Materials & Services
Capital Qutlay

Debt Services
Interfund Transfers
Contingency

Ending Fund Balance

Total

Beginning Fund Balance
Interest On Investments
Reom Tax

Business License
Miscellaneous
Donations

Total

Personal Services
Materials & Services
Interfund Transfers
Contingency

Ending Fund Balance

Total

Water

Revenue

Present Changes
$ 768,084 $ -
0 145,964
5,000 (4,000)
1,719,000 (38,000)
15,000 0
35,000 20,000
2,000 2,000

$ 2,544,084 $ 125,964

Water
Expenditures

Present Changes
$ 656,713 $ -
429,950 85,964
302,500 40,000
304,360 0
220,488 0
21,944 0
608,129 0

$ 2,544 084 $ 125,964

Room Tax & Business License

Revenue

Present Changes
3 249,669 $ -
2,000 o
2,516,440 0
162,820 2,180
100 0
5,000 8,000
$ 2,936,029 $ 10,180

Room Tax & Business License
Expenditures

Present Changes
$ 186,276 $ 2,000
4741186 8,180
2,110,637 0
50,000 0
115,000 0
$ 2,936,029 3 10,180

New

768,084
145,964
1,000
1,681,000
15,000
55,000
4,000

2,670,048

New

656,713
515,914
342,500
304,360
220,488

21,944

608,129
2,670,048

New

249,669
2,000
2,516,440
165,000
100
13,000

2,946,209

New

188,276
482,296
2,110,637
50,000
115,000

2,946,209



Sewer
Expenditures

Present Changes New
Personal Services $ 583,270 $ - $ 583,270
Materials & Services 707,750 89,755 797,505
Capital Outlay 260,000 0 260,000
Debt Services 89,755 (89,755) 0
interfund Transfers 4,218,554 0 4,218,554
Contingency 0 0 0
Ending Fund Balance 366,264 0 366,264
Total $  6,225593 ) - $ 6,225,593
Public Works
Expenditures
Present Changes New
Engineering 3 233,348 $ (8,000) 3 225,348
Public Works 482,070 0 482,070
City Parks 159,354 16,213 175,567
Non-Departmental 170 380 550
Interfund Transfers 93,504 0 93,504
Contingency 8,593 {8,593) ¢]

Total $ 977,039 $ - $ 977,039

Emergency Medical Services

Revenue
Present Changes New
Beginning Fund Balance 3 9,383 3 - $ 9,383
Interest On Investments 40 0 40
Total $ 9,423 $ - $ 9,423

Emergency Medical Services
Expenditures

Present Changes New
Materials & Services $ 8,000 $ 1,345 $ 9,345
Capital Outlay 1,423 (1,423) 0
Interfund Transfers
General 0 78 78

Total $ 9.423 3 - $ 9,423



Beginning Fund Balance
Transfer - Room Tax
Transfer - General Fund
Tax Levy

Est Taxes Not To Be Rec'd
Delinquent Taxes

Tax Offsets

Interest On investments
Interest On Tax Receipts
Public Safety Fee

Dog Licenses

Lifeguards

Liquor Tax

State Revenue Sharing
Police Grants

Rural Fire Protection
Dispatch Service

Fines & Forfeitures
Parking Tickets

False Alarms

Insurance Reimbursement
Sale of City Property
Miscellaneous-Police
Miscellaneous
Donations

Total

Municipal Court
Police

Lifeguards

Fire
Non-Departmental
Interfund Transfers

Admin Costs-G/F Service
Transfer - Equip Replace

Transfer - 911
Contingency

Total

$ 3912205 $

$ 38122056 3

Public Safety
Revenue
Present Changes
$ (107,381) $ -
364,884 0
2,902,071 109,000
70,000
(5,600)
2,625
175
1,500
400
116,000
1,300
15,000
85,900
78,000
34,100 3,50
30,000
75,530
205,000
7,000
1,000
4,000 4,50
801
25,000
4,000
1,000

[sReNoloBeNoNoNoNaNoN oo

QO COoOQQ

OO OO

117,000

Public Safety
Expenditures

Present

3 174,132 $
2,910,314
31,829
494,551
1,200

283,919
6,260
0 17,000

OO OO OO

0 100,000

117,000

Changes

New

$  (107,381)

364,884
3,011,071
70,000
(5,600)
2,525
175
1,500
400
116,000
1,300
15,000
85,900
78,000
37,600
30,000
75,530
205,000
7,000
1,000
8,500
801
25,000
4,000
1,000

$ 4029205

New

$ 174,132

2,910,314
31,829
494,551
1,200

293,91¢
6,260
17,000

100,000

$ 4,028,205



Beginning Fund Balance
Transfer - Bus License
Transfer - General
Interest On Investments
Building/Heating Permits
Mechanical Permits
Plumbing Permits

Plan Review Fees
Planning

LCDC Planning Grant
Miscellaneous

Total

Planning
Building
Non-Departmental
Interfund Transfers

Total

Capital Outlay
Interfund Transfers
General

Total

Passed by the City Council of Seaside on this ___ day of

Community Development

Revenue

Present

$ (52,304)
100,000
0
500
190,000
25,000
40,000
113,000
40,109
6,000
2,500

$ 464,805

Community Development
Expenditures

Present

$ 211,103
217,948

0

35,754

$ 464,805

Equipment Replacement
Expenditures

Present

$ 115,750
0

5 115750

Changes
$ - $
0
75,000
(391
(20,000)
(5,000}
(15,000)
(28,000)
(6,109)
0
(500)
3 - 3
Changes
$ (100) $
0
100
0
3 - $
Changes
$  (115,750) 3
115,750
$ - 3

, 2011,

Submitted to the Mayor and Approved by the Mayor on this ___ day of

ATTEST:

Mark J. Winstanley, City Manager

New

(52,304)
100,000
75,000
109
170,000
20,000
25,000
85,000
34,000
6,000
2,000

464,805

New

211,003
217,948
100
35,754

464,805

New

115,750

115,750,

, 2011,

DON LARSON, MAYOR



NOTICE OF A PUBLIC MEETING
FOR SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGETS
Of less than 10% of Fund Expenditures

A public meeting on proposed supplemental budgets for the City of Seaside, Clatsop
County, State of Oregon, for the fiscal year July 1, 2010 to June 30, 2011 will be held at
City Hall, 989 Broadway, Seaside, Oregon. The public meeting will take place during
the regularly scheduled City Councii meeting on the 13th day of June, 2011 at

7:00 P.M. The purpose of the public meeting is fo consider a resolution adopting the
supplemental budgets and making necessary appropriations.

SUMMARY OF SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGETS

REQUIREMENTS |

Transfer - Emergency Medical 3 78 Mayor & Council $ 1,330
Transfer - Equipment Replacemer 115,750 Business Office {2,000)
interfund Transfers
Public Safety 109,000
Community Developmu 75,000
Contingency {67.502)
Resource Increase $ 115,828 Requirement Increase $ 115,828
COMMENTS To budget closing transfers from the Emergency Medical Fund and the

Equipment Replacement Fund and to increase the transfer to Public Safety
and budget a transfer to Community Development using Contingency.

N Holladay - Construction Adj $ 145,964 Materials & Services $ 85964
Interest On Investment {4,000) Capital Qutlay 40,000
Gross Water Sales (38,000)

On & Off 20,000

Miscellaneous 2,000

Resource Increase $ 125,964 Requirement increase $ 125,964
COMMENTS To increase expenditures asscciated with increased costs for chemicals

and contractual services as well as waterline work on N. Holladay

FUND: Room Tax & Business License .

Business License $ 2,180 Personal Services $ 2,000
Donations 8,000 Materials & Services 8,180
Resource [ncrease $ 10,180 Requirement Increase $ 10,180
CONMMENTS To increase expenditures fo allow for increased personnel costs, business

license distribution costs, and travel expenses for All-America Cities.



NOTICE OF A PUBLIC MEETING
FOR SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGETS
Of less than 10% of Fund Expenditures

SUMMARY OF SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGETS

$ - Materials & Services $ 89,755

- Debt Services {89,755)

Resource Increase $ - Requirement Increase $ -
COMMENTS To transfer expenditure autherity from unused debt service funding to

materials and services to provide for the sludge removal contract.

$ - Engineering $ (8,000

City Parks 16,213

Non-Departmental 380

- Contingency {8,593)

Resource Increase $ - Requirement Increase 3 -
COMMENTS To increase expenditures in City Parks for increased restroom repair and

maintenance costs.

FUND: Emergency Medical Services

3 - Materials & Services $ 1,345
Capital Outlay (1,423)
Interfund Transfers
- General 78
Resource Increase $ - Reguirement increase $ -
COMMENTS To increase expenditures to allow for medical supplies and medical equipment

maintenance associated with the Fire Department and to close the Fund.

FUND: Publicsafety

Transfer - General $ 109,000 interfund Transfers

Police Grants 3,500 911 $ 17,000
Insurance Reimbursement 4,500 Contingency 100,000
Resource Increase $ 117,000 Requirement Increase $ 117,000

COMMENTS To provide for a transfer to the 911 Fund for increased dispatch costs.



NOTICE OF A PUBLIC MEETING
FOR SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGETS
Of less than 10% of Fund Expenditures

SUMMARY OF SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGETS

RESOURCES

REQUIREMENTS

FUND: ‘Comfniinity Developrant

Transfer - General $ 75000 Planning $ (100)
Interest On Investrments (381) Non-Departmental 100
Building/Heating Permits {20,000}

Mechanical Permits (5,000}

Plumbing Permits (15,000)

Plan Review Fees (28,000)

Planning (6,109)

Miscellanecus (500)

Resource Increase $ - Requirement increase $ -
COMMENTS To budget for the transfer from the General Fund to offset revenue shortfalls

and to increase the expenditure budget in Non-Departmental for interest costs,

FUND: Equiprnent Replacement

$ - Capital Outlay $(115,750)
Interfund Transfers
General 115,750
Resource Increase 3 - Requirement Increase $ -
COMMENTS To decrease the budget for equipment purchases and fo transfer funds to

the General Fund to close the Equipment Replacement Fund.



RESOLUTION #3734

A RESOLUTION ADOPTING AND APPROPRIATING A
SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET OF MORE THAN 10 PERCENT
TO THE 2010-2011 CITY OF SEASIDE BUDGET

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Seaside hereby
adopts the following supplemental budget for 2010-2011: and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the amounts for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 2010,
and for the purpose shown below are hereby adjusted and apporpriated as foliows:

State Tax Street

Revenue
Present Changes New
Beginning Fund Balance 3 (45,671) $ - $ (45,671)
Interest On Investments 1,000 (800) 200
State Gas Tax 318,900 (12,100) 306,800
Surface Transportation 180,000 475,588 655,588
Miscellaneous 5,500 500 6,000
Total $ 459,729 $ 463,188 $ 922,917
State Tax Street
Expenditures
Present Changes New
Materials & Services $ 162,200 $ - $ 162,200
Capital Outlay 189,661 463,188 652,849
Interfund Transfers 17,868 0 17,868
Ending Fund Balance 90,000 0 90,000
Total $ 459,729 $ 463,188 3 922 917
Passed by the City Council of Seaside on this ___ day of . 2011,
Submitted to the Mayor and Approved by the Mayoronthis _ dayof __~ 2011.

DON LARSON, MAYOR

ATTEST:

Mark J. Winstanley, City Manager



NOTICE OF A PUBLIC HEARING
FOR SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGETS
Of greater than 10% of Fund Expenditures

A public hearing on proposed supplemental budgets for the City of Seaside, Clatsop
County, State of Oregon, for the fiscal year July 1, 2010 to June 30, 2011 will be held at
City Hall, 989 Broadway, Seaside, Oregon. The public hearing will take place during
the regularly scheduled City Councit meeting on the 13th day of June, 2011 at 7:00 P.M.
The purpose of the public hearing is to discuss the supplemental budget with interested
persons. A copy of the supplemental budget document may be inspected or obtained
on or after June 2, 2011 at City Hall, between the hours of 8:00 AM and 5:00 PM.

SUMMARY OF SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGETS

RESOURCES

FUND: State

Interest On Investments 5 (800) Capital Qutlay 3 463,188
State Gas Tax {12,100)

Surface Transpertation 475,588

Miscellaneous 500

Resource Increase $ 463,188 Requirement Increase $ 463,188
COMMENTS To increase revenues and expenditures to allow for expenditures associated

with the North Holladay project and future road improvement projects.



RESOLUTION #3739

A RESOLUTION DECLARING THE CITY’S ELECTION
TO RECEIVE STATE REVENUE SHARING

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
SEASIDE:

SECTION 1. Pursuant to ORS 221.770, the City hereby elects to receive State Revenue
Sharing for fiscal year 2011-2012,

PASSED by the City Council of the City of Seaside this ___ day of June, 2011.

SUBMITTED to the Mayor and APPROVED by the Mayor on this day of June,
2011.

DON LARSON, MAYOR

ATTEST:

Mark J. Winstanley, City Manager

I certify that a public hearing before the Seaside Budget Committee was held on May 3,
2010, and a public hearing before the Seaside City Council was held on June 28, 2010,
giving citizens an opportunity to comment on the use of State Revenue Sharing.

Mark J. Winstanley, City Manager

Date



RESOLUTION #3736
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SEASIDE, CREGON,
CLOSING THE EQUIPMENT REPLACEMENT FUND
WHEREAS, the Seaside City Council has determined that all goals and objectives of the
Equipment Replacement Fund have been met and all financial requirements have been satisfied.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. The City of Seaside hereby closes the Equipment Replacement Fund to the
General Fund.

SECTION 2. Resolution #3736 shall be effective as of June 30, 2011,

PASSED by the City Council of the City of Seaside on this day of , 2011,
SUBMITTED to the Mayor and APPROVED by the Mayor on this day of
, 2011,

DON LARSON, MAYOR

ATTEST:

Mark J. Winstanley, City Manager



May 9, 2011

TO: Mayor and City Council
FROM: Mark Winstanley, City Manager
SUBJECT: Water and Sewer Rate Increases

The City of Seaside has worked diligently to control costs for both of our
utilities, water and sewer, but many costs and requirements we have little
control over. Chemical costs, which are very dependent on oil prices,
continue to escalate dramatically. We have all experienced electrical cost
increases and in addition as oil and electrical costs increase so do the prices
we pay to our outside contractors. Unfortunately, we must pass these costs
onto the consumer in order to continue to operate.

In addition, the sewer plant and associated infrastructure requires upgrading,
some of which is mandated by the State and Federal Agencies. More than
ninety percent of the sewer rate increase will go to pay the debt service on
bonds that have been authorized by the Council and should be issued in the
next couple of months.

The following outlines the proposed water and sewer increases:
Water

Base rate for residential customers will increase from $18.00 per month to
$19.33 per month and the charge for water above the minimum will increase
from $2.34 per 750 gallons to $2.51 per 750 gallons.

Sewer

Sewer rate for residential customers is a flat amount and will increase from
$24.85 per month to $31.23 per month. Commercial customers pay
additional based on water consumption and that rate will increase from
$3.32 per 750 gallons to $4.17 per 750 gallons.



RESOLUTION #3737

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SEASIDE, OREGON,
INCREASING WATER ACCESS/DEMAND CHARGES.

THE SEASIDE CITY COUNCIL RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS:

That in accordance with Sections 52.61 and 52.62 of the Seaside Code of Ordinances, the
following fees for water access/demand and consumption charges are adopted:

SECTION 1. ACCESS/DEMAND CHARGE. The Access/demand charges are hereby
established, determined and declared to be as follows:

The access/demand charge is based on meter size. All water customers connected to the
city water system shall pay an access/demand monthly charge as follows:

5/8”-3/4” meter 1860 $19.33
1” meter $23.00 825.76
1 ¥ meter $3L-d44 333.76
2” meter S4763 $51.15
3 meter 7041 $85.28
4” meter SL3411L $144.02
6” meter 25400 $272.86

SECTION 2. CONSUMPTION CHARGE. The Consumption Charge is established,
determined and declared to be as follows:

In addition to the above base charge, each customer shall pay $2:34 $2.51 for each 100
cubic feet (750 gallons) of water used sbove 400 cubic feet per bi-monthly billing period.

SECTION 3. EFFECTIVE DATE. The rate increases will become effective June 15, 2011,
and will first be reflected in the August 2011 billing.

PASSED by the City Council of the City of Seaside this ___ day of , 2011,

SUBMITTED to the Mayor and APPROVED by the Mayor on this ___ day of ,2011.

DON LARSON, MAYOR

ATTEST:

Mark J. Winstanley, City Manager



RESOLUTION #3738

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SEASIDE, OREGON,
INCREASING SEWER SERVICE USER RATES

THE SEASIDE CITY COUNCIL RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS:

That in accordance with Section 51.093 of the Seaside Code of Ordinances, the following fees for sewer
service user rates are adopted:

SECTION 1. Rates. Just and equitable rates are hereby established, determined and declared to be ag
follows.

(A}  Access/Demand Charge shall be $24.85 $31.23 per sewer connection per month.

B) Tap Charges and Sewer Lateral Connection Charges shall be the actual cost of labor and
materials plus 20% for billing, administration and overhead,

(9] Sewer System Development Charges shall be those established by the City Council in a
separate ordinance.

D) Sewer Service Verification Charge shall be $25 for the physical verification of sewer
connection,

(E) Cost of extending the sewer lines shall be paid by those property owners who use the new
SETVICE.

&) Sewer Service User Fecs. Single-family residential dwellings shall be charged only the
access/demand charge of $24.85 $31.23 per month. All other users shall be charged
$24:85 $31.23 for the first 700 cubic feet of water used and $3-32 $4.17 for each 100
cubic feet of water used over 700 cubic feet per month.

N(6) Special rates that may be needed for high-strength commercial users, industrial users, or

heavy users will be set by negotiation and will be in conformance with federal guidelines,
and must cover their operation and maintenance costs.

SECTION 2. Effective Date. The rate increases will become effective June 15, 2011, and will first be
reflected in the August 2011 billing.

PASSED by the City Council of the City of Seaside on this day of , 2011,

SUBMITTED to the Mayor and APPROVED by the Mayor on this ___ day of , 2011.
DON LARSON, MAYOR

ATTEST:

Mark J. Winstanley, City Manager



SEASIDE CITY TREE BOARD

The purpose of the City Tree Board is to study, investigate, and develop and/or update
annually, a written plan for the care, preservation, pruning, planting, replanting, removal
or disposition of trees in parks, along streets, and in other public areas. The Tree Board,
when requested by the City Council, shall consider, investigate, make findings, report and
recommend upon any special matter or question coming within the scope of its duties and
responsibilities,

(1) Develop criteria for city staff and/or contractors to apply in making decisions
entrusted to staff and/or contractor discretion,

(2) Designate Heritage Trees on public and private lands within the city,

(3) Promote the planting and proper maintenance of trees through special events
including an annual local celebration of Arbor Day, and

(4) Obtain the annual Tree City USA designation by the National Arbor Day
Foundation.

The Board consists of five members, appointed by the City Council for a three-year term,
and who are residents, or owners or employees of businesses within the city limit.

The City Tree Board shall schedule meetings as needed and elect a chairperson and a
vice-chairperson. No more than 3 unexcused absences allowed in a calendar year.

Tree Board members serve without salary or compensation of any nature.



COMMITTEE/COMMISSION APPOINTMENT

Date Council Notified:

Name:

Commission/Commitiee:

Resignation Date:

Term Expiration Date:

Wants to be considered again:

Applicants:

Nominations:

Appointment:

June 13, 2011

Tom Chatterton
Stubby Lyons

City Tree Board Committee

Chatterton — June 30, 2011

Lyyens - June 30, 2011

City Representative



OREGON'S
FAMOUS
ALL-YEAR
RESORT

Term of Office: 3 years

Number of Members: 5

NAME

TOM CHATTERTON

STUBBY LYONS

JASON SMITH

RICHARD BAILEY

NEAL WALLACE

August 13, 2009

CITY TREE BOARD

ADDRESS

2190 8. GROVE ST.

325 ALPINE

1021 7" AVENUE

1358 5. WAHANNA

989 BROADWAY

738-3183

738-5387

738-9461

739-1599

738-5112

989 BROADWAY
SEASIDE, OREGON 97138
(503) 738-5511

TERM EXPIRES

6/30/2011

6/30/2011

6/30/2012

6/30/2012

6/30/2013



From: Neal Wallace June 13, 2011
To: The Honorable Mayor and City Council
Re: HDPE Pipe Bid #2010-13

The Sewer Outfall project has been split into two components: The construction project and the
materials. Because of the narrow in-water work window on this project and because of the fairly
long lead time required to have High Density Polyethylene Pipe (HDPE) manufactured, it was
determined that the City would need to place an order for the materials prior to awarding the
contract for construction. The materials needed include 1040 feet of 32” HDPE pipe and various
materials and fittings needed to build the diffuser structure.

There were three responses to the bid request:

Ferguson Waterworks $89,817.00
Consolidated Supply Company $94,828.60
HD Fowler $101,073.50

After reviewing the bids, staff recommends awarding the materials contract to Ferguson
Waterworks.



