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CITY OF ALBANY  
CITY COUNCIL 
Council Chambers 

Wednesday, July 22, 2009 
7:15 p.m. 

 
MINUTES 

 
CALL TO ORDER 
 
Mayor Sharon Konopa called the meeting to order at 7:15 p.m. 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO THE FLAG 
 
ROLL CALL  
 
Councilors present: Councilors Jeff Christman, Bill Coburn, Ralph Reid Jr., Floyd Collins, Bessie Johnson, and 

Dick Olsen. 
   
Councilors absent: None.   
 
PROCLAMATIONS 
 
 2010 Census Partner.   

 
 Konopa read the “2010 Census Partnership” proclamation (see agenda file).   

 
 Bi-Mart Willamette River Festival and Ray’s Food Place Barbeque Cook-off Days.   

 
Konopa read the “Bi-Mart Willamette River Festival and Ray’s Food Place Barbeque Cook-off Days” 
proclamation (see agenda file).   

 
 Pirate Days at the Bi-Mart Willamette River Festival.   
 

Konopa read the “Bi-Mart Willamette River Festival” proclamation (see agenda file).  Konopa presented the 
proclamation to Jimmie Lucht, Director of the Albany Visitors Association (AVA).   
 
Lucht gave Konopa an apron that said “Cooking up good times in Albany, Oregon”.  Members of the AVA Board 
and AVA supporters handed out Bi-Mart Willamette River Festival brochures (see agenda file).  They also handed 
out samples of barbeque food, coupons, and wrist bands.   

 
SCHEDULED BUSINESS 
 

 Legislative Public Hearing 
 

DC-02-09, considering proposed amendments to the Albany Development Code regarding Articles 1, 2, 9, 
and 11.   

         
      Konopa opened the public hearing at 7:25 p.m. 
 

Staff Report. 
 
Community Development Director Greg Byrne said the Council asked for bi-annual reviews of the Albany 
Development Code (ADC).  Tonight’s agenda contains the first of the amendments to the ADC.  The changes 
being proposed are relatively simple. 

 
Planning Manager Don Donovan said the bi-annual amendments are scheduled for April and October.  Donovan 
said that Planner II Anne Catlin compiled the amendments for review tonight, though she was not able to attend 
the meeting. 
 
Donovan described for the audience the documents in the agenda packet.  He noted that the Council must apply 
review criteria to their land use decisions.  Two of the criteria will come up with the amendments tonight so he 
wanted to point them out now.  The first is that the proposed amendment better achieves the goals and policies of 
the Comprehensive Plan and the existing regulatory language; and the second is the proposed amendments are 
consistent with Development Code policies on purpose, and with the purpose statement for the base zone where 
the development is proposed.    

 
Donovan said the two goals are to make minor changes that improve readability (shown throughout the document 
as bold type or strike through) and policy text amendments that change the standards in the code (shown 
throughout the document in red text).  Donovan noted that all the changes are summarized on pages 6-7 of the 
agenda packet.   
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Donovan described three of the amendments in particular.  The first is a change from a three-year to a one-year 
timeframe that an approved historic application is valid.  Shortening the timeframe will help to resolve code 
violations that otherwise take too long. 
 
The second change is to restore the requirement that a property have a unique or peculiar circumstance in order to 
approve an adjustment or variance to the ADC standard (such as a setback).  Donovan said that MultiTech 
Engineering Services submitted two letters: one is addressed to Anne Catlin and dated June 9, 2009 (see agenda 
file); and the other was addressed to Donovan and received on June 15, 2009 (see agenda file).  The letters express 
concern about changing this item.     

 
The third change is Public Works Engineering requirements for land use applications.  It asks for applicants to 
submit more information, especially in terms of sewer, water, and stormwater drainage (a utility plan), with the 
land use application.  Having this certain information at the front end of the application process allows for more 
time to review for the benefit of the public and staff.  The utility plan must be approved by the City Engineer at 
the application stage.  Donovan explained that the Fabian Estates stormwater drainage issue would have benefited 
from the proposed amendments.  It would have helped because the amendment requires a plan at the review stage, 
though not to the same level as in the past - since a more thorough review would take place later in the process.  
The new language requires the developer to turn in enough information for staff to determine that the plan is 
“feasible” and that it is to the City Engineer’s satisfaction.  The public would also hear during the public hearing 
what the plan is and how it would work.  Donovan said he has already discussed the changes in the process with 
interested citizens.  He believes the proposed changes will address their concerns during the land use process. The 
new language specifically defines what the level of review will be, at which stage.   

 
Public Works Director Diane Taniguchi Dennis added that in terms of storm drainage, there are three components: 
state water quality requirements (BEST Management Practices); zoning and land use requirements; and creating 
very specific engineering design standards for pipes, storm drains, water quality facilities.  She agrees that the 
beginning of the application process is the appropriate stage for preliminary design presentations. 

 
Testimony 
 
Vi Anderson, 914 North Albany Road, said she is a representative of North Albany Neighborhood Association 
(NANA.)  She brings one main concern, and that is the subjective clauses and phrases.  Two phrases in particular 
get her attention: “unusual situations”, and “under the circumstances.”  She said, both phrases are very subjective 
and for the benefit of everyone, whether a citizen, developer, or Councilor, staff should put parameters on exactly 
what those clauses and phrases mean.  She has seen abuse by both sides in using these phrases to meet their needs 
because there are no parameters in place.  It is important for everyone to have clarity. 

 
Dirk Olsen, 1037 North Albany Road, said he represents North Albany Citizens in Action (NACA).  He thanked 
staff and the Council for implementing this process to review the ADC, as it is long overdue.  He said citizens 
were disappointed that they were not notified of this meeting and didn’t find out about it until last week.  North 
Albany citizens have been at the forefront of development issues.  He noted that page 70 of the agenda packet 
indicates that interested parties were notified, but he disagrees.  His organization, NACA, has 300 people; yet both 
NACA and NANA were not notified.  He said, the City needs to notify those who have an obvious interest.   

 
Dirk Olsen said he was involved in Thornton Lake Estates.  His group learned a great deal. They spent a 
tremendous amount of money on fees for attorneys, and submitted packets that were not even looked at by the 
Council.  The City should implement in the ADC that when material is submitted, the decision should be delayed 
to allow the Council time to look at the material as a courtesy to the citizens who spent hard earned money on it.   
 
Dirk Olsen said, in the past we have asked why the Comprehensive Plan has requirements that are not enforced.  
We were told that certain items were policy only, not codified; so nothing could be done.   
 
Dirk Olsen identified specific areas where he feels the Council needs to focus:   
 

o ADC 1.203, Community Meetings; there were community meetings over three years for a particular North 
Albany subdivision, but by the time the application was actually approved it had not come to a community 
meeting and it was completely different from the original design.  He wants a community meeting to be 
required every time there is a change.   

 
o ADC 2.250 says the development must be consistent with the neighborhood, or the base zone.  He wants 

staff and the Council to define that. 
 

o ADC 12.160 states that offset streets must be 300 feet away from new development entrances and access 
points.  The Jones Avenue entrance was within 300 feet but the way the other side got around that 
requirement was to claim it was a private street.  But he feels strongly that the 300 foot requirement is for 
safety reasons.  That loophole needs to be closed by defining streets as public or private. 

 
o ADC 3.200 for bonus lots needs to be addressed. 

 
o He agrees with Anderson that the phrase “best under circumstances” under review criteria needs to be 

defined.   
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Dirk Olsen described his suggestions for changes in the amendments being proposed tonight. 
 

o Section 2.450 lists a review criteria that transportation can safely and adequately accommodate the 
proposed development.  This needs to be quantified.  In the Thornton Lake Estate application, accident 
rates were submitted yet the Council in the end chose not to follow them.  The Council said they were 
only guidelines, not codes.  By choosing not to follow them the Council was being unfair to the neighbors 
and the citizens. He was told the current traffic guideline manual the City uses is outdated.  He asked, 
what use is it to have guidelines if they are not followed?  They need to be tied into the code.  

 
o The requirement for entrance points to be designed to facilitate traffic and pedestrian safety and avoid 

congestion needs some quantifiable numbers and “teeth.”  When the guidelines are not followed, the City 
needs to be able to do something about it.   

 
o The requirement for design operating characteristics to be reasonably compatible with the surrounding 

developed land uses, and any negative impacts sufficiently minimized, needs to have subset criteria.  As 
is, it is too subjective; it needs parameters so that the answer is clearly “yes” or “no”.   

 
o Finally, the requirement for any special features to be considered and utilized also needs to have 

parameters assigned.  
 

Dirk Olsen said that he is encouraged that this process is happening twice a year.   He asked that his group be 
notified of the meetings.  They want to be involved and do not want to have an adversarial relationship with the 
City.  What bothers him the most is when the City chooses not to follow the guidelines.  

 
Councilor Jeff Christman said that most of Olsen’s suggestions are good, but deal with items not being changed at 
tonight’s meeting.  He asked Olsen, are you in agreement with the changes being proposed tonight?  Olsen agreed 
that most of his suggestions do not apply tonight, but ADC 2.450 for adequate development, could.  He would like 
to have that say “currently meets the Albany traffic guidelines manual”.  He said, the City has the manual, so why 
not put it in the ADC and require that it be followed.  Or, if there is a variance, it should come to the Council.  

 
Byrne said, when we get suggestions like this we can track them and incorporate them into the next revision for 
the Council.  That is the advantage of doing it bi-annually.  It is a good avenue for citizen input and for the 
Council and staff to give thoughtful consideration to citizen suggestions. 

 
Bessie Johnson asked for clarification.  She asked, at what point would the public would be included in the 
process?  Donovan said that when the plan changes, there should be another public meeting.  Olsen said it is hard 
for residents such as himself to keep up with all the changes.  He thinks that if there is a major change in the 
development, or if there is a new application, the developer should call a new meeting.  For example, citizens 
never got to see the final plan that was approved for Thornton Lake Estates.   

 
City Attorney Jim Delapoer said there are legal issues with timelines to follow.  If the City doesn’t get the 
development reviewed within 120 days, then the burden shifts to the City to prove why the development should 
not be allowed.  Dirk Olsen said he isn’t suggesting that every time there is a change the public should review it, 
but rather when there is a new application.  
 
Regarding the comments made to the subjectivity of Council decisions, Delapoer said that most of what the 
Council does tends to be subjective.  If it were objective, then there would be no need for a Planning 
Commission.  He agrees the City should try to provide criteria that are meaningful and give guidance, but 
Anderson’s comments about vagueness referred to the purpose statement, not criteria; later in the criteria, it does 
get more specific.  In land use decisions that require a Councilor’s judgment on compatibility, safety, and 
aesthetics, it is difficult to make them truly objective.  Dirk Olsen said that the City’s staff findings are sometimes 
ignored, and that really bothers him too. 
 
Johnson said that when citizen groups submit new documents at the last minute the Council can’t possibly read 
them.  The material needs to be submitted in time to be included in the agenda packet to allow the Council time to 
read it.  Dirk Olsen said that sometimes even the staff report has final revisions made to it which are submitted the 
night of the Council meeting, so the citizens can’t possibly respond in time.  He said, there was a lot of money that 
was wasted because the Council did not read the documents submitted by citizens, and it is very frustrating. 

 
Councilor Floyd Collins said he has met with Dirk Olsen several times.  Collins said there seems to be a 
disconnect when the Council moves through the Transportation System Plan (TSP), since Planning is a piece of 
it.  Our TSP and ADC should match. 

 
Merle Anderson, 914 North Albany Road, said that this is a step in the direction towards working together and he 
is thankful for that.  Most of the discussion he has heard so far covers what he was going to say.  He is very much 
in favor of the change for adjustments and  variances because that gives the City more control over changes, rather 
than just a flat ten percent change.  He asked that the Council think about the areas that are impacted by proposed 
developments.  For example, the ADC notification threshold is 300 feet but there are wider areas that are heavily 
impacted, especially on major roads that lead to a development that might be less than a mile away; for example, 
North Albany Road.  It would be nice to have the developer notify those affected if the traffic from their proposed 
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development is going to have a greater impact than 300 feet.  He thinks his concerns about stormwater may be 
addressed later in this process.  He thanked the staff and Council for their work. 
 
Collins said that Anderson would like to see numeric values be incorporated into the Stormwater Master Plan 
later. 

 
Mark Azevedo, 1210 NW Skyline Drive, said the stormwater issue was so important with one particular 
development, to ensure the best stormwater treatment could occur on that site.  He had a conversation with 
Engineering and Planning staff last week regarding his concerns about the interpretation of language in the 
proposed amendments related to how complete the drawings would have to be for stormwater.  For he and his 
wife, the issue is in places where the developer is creating a new point source of stormwater discharge into a 
natural waterway, the best system possible should be built.  Even though the City has not yet adopted water 
quality standards, there are municipal code criteria that should be used as part of this process until the water 
quality standards come into play for Albany in the next couple of years.  His concern is that in the time between 
now and when water quality standards are adopted, areas in the community that have sensitive natural habitat and 
natural waterways could be impacted heavily by development.  Stormwater should be scrutinized in such a way 
that the City ensures that something unique is lost in the long-term for a financial benefit in the short-term.  The 
Fabian Estates is an example of unique habitat.   
 
Azevedo said he appreciates the City working to understand their perspective.  They don’t want to stand in the 
way of development but rather want to protect the resources that are disappearing in the Willamette Valley as the 
population increases.  He thanked staff for their effort and appreciates this review of the ADC.  It gives everyone a 
chance to participate.  It is positive to have these discussions in a non-contentious arena. 

 
      Konopa closed the public hearing at 8:16 p.m. 
 

Deliberation 
 
Councilor Dick Olsen asked, is it a year-long approval process for historic applications only?  He said, sometimes 
it is difficult for residents to get a project done in one year.  Donovan said, if it’s been more than one year it is 
difficult from a code enforcement standpoint, because the evidence is stale.  He suggests asking for a one-year 
extension.  Byrne added that they could finish with a permit and close it out, but not comply; then they become a 
compliance issue and the City has no way to mitigate.  Staff is trying to tie the two together so it is viewed as one 
project.  The proposed language allows a land use approval to be valid as long as there is a valid building permit in 
place.  Discussion followed. 

 
City Attorney Jim Delapoer read for the first time in title only, “AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE 
NO. 4441, WHICH ADOPTED THE CITY OF ALBANY DEVELOPMENT CODE AND ZONING MAP BY 
AMENDING THE DEVELOPMENT CODE TEXT RELATED TO THE EXPIRATION OF HISTORIC 
REVIEW APPROVALS, LAND USE APPLICATION CONTENTS, VARIANCE AND ADJUSTMENT 
REVIEW CRITERIA, ON-SITE DEVELOPMENT, AND ENVIRONMENTAL STANDARDS TO BE IN 
COMPLIANCE WITH OTHER CODES AND LAWS, ADOPTING FINDINGS, AND DECLARING AN 
EMERGENCY (FILE DC-2-09).”  

 
MOTION: Councilor Ralph Reid moved have the ordinance read a second time in title only.  Johnson seconded it.  
The motion failed 5-1 with Olsen voting no.  It takes a unanimous vote of the Council to have an ordinance read 
two times at the same meeting.  This ordinance will come back to the Council for a vote at the next regularly 
scheduled meeting. 

 
 Business from the Public 

 
  There was no business from the public. 

 
 First Reading of Ordinance 
 

Levying a charge under the provisions of Chapter 10.16 of the Albany Municipal Code for an in-lieu-of assessment 
for interceptor sewer for property described as Tax Lot 1600 of Parcel 10S-04W-25, and declaring an emergency.   

  
City Attorney Jim Delapoer read for the first time in title only, “AN ORDINANCE TO LEVY A CHARGE 
UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF CHAPTER 10.16 OF THE ALBANY MUNICIPAL CODE FOR AN IN-LIEU-
OF ASSESSMENT FOR INTERCEPTOR SEWER FOR SAID PROPERTY BEING DESCRIBED AS TAX LOT 
1600, OF PARCEL 10S-04W-25, AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY”. 

 
MOTION: Reid moved to have the ordinance read a second time in title only.  Olsen seconded it and it passed  
6-0.   
Delapoer read the ordinance a second time in title only.   
 
MOTION: Reid moved to adopt the ordinance and Johnson seconded it.     

 
A revised Ordinance for this item was on the dais (see agenda file). The change to the document was not clear so 
the Council was not comfortable proceeding. 
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 WITHDRAWN:  Reid withdrew his motion to adopt the ordinance and the seconder was agreeable.  
 
Adoption of Resolutions 
 

 Establishing rates for the collection of refuse inside the Albany city limits.   
 
Collins doesn’t think Allied Waste’s (AW) rate proposal meets the format the Council asked for.  He recalled the 
Council directed AW to keep the increase under five percent.  The proposed increase is for four percent this year, 
but for six percent next year.  He supports the indexing system for rate increases, but he has a problem with the 
language guaranteeing an increase of no less than six percent for next year.  He doesn’t think the Council should 
support it when they don’t have an idea what the impact to AW or the economy will be next year. 
 
Collins said he is comfortable approving a four percent increase now, adding leaf-pickup, and committing to the 
process of creating an indexing system.  He asked for clarification for leaf-pick up, as this proposal adds the 
service for commercial customers even though that was not part of the original discussion.  
 
Kevin Hines, Operations Manager, said it was AW’s understanding that they were to add commercial customers to 
the leaf-pickup, for $.21 per customer (811 commercial and 14,000 residential customers).  Collins said his 
understanding was that AW used 13,800 residents (not including commercial) as a base to project $37,000 in 
revenue.  By adding commercial, they would generate more money but the bid made by AW in March 2009 was 
$23,000.  This is even higher.  Hines said, the leaf and sweeping bid were tied together in March, while this is a 
stand-alone service.  
 
Konopa asked, do we need commercial leaf pick up?  Hines said that commercial customers move their leaves out 
into the street for collection anyway so it makes sense to include them. 
 
Collins supports leaf pickup for commercial customers; his concern is that since the customer base is increasing, 
the cost charged for leaf-pickup should decrease proportionately. 
 
Olsen agrees with Collins that guaranteeing a six percent rate increase in the future does not seem appropriate. 
 
Christman suggested Collins’ concern can be addressed by removing the last sentence of Exhibit “A” on  
page 78.   
 
Dave Hauser, General Manager, said AW has returned to the Council many times over the last few months and 
would like to have the rate issue resolved tonight.  The proposed rate is a divergence from what AW has done in 
the past.  He agreed that these are difficult economic times.  Hauser said that as AW looked at rate of returns and 
he asked his managers what the impact would be to their services with a 4-5 percent increase.  AW Managers said 
it was acceptable and would allow them to maintain the current level of services.  If the Council would approve a 
four percent increase with the leaf pick up, Hauser could do a financial review to see where they were at, later on.  
They may find that returns have fallen or that the economy has turned.  There are a lot of assumptions in the 
financial package.  Hauser was agreeable to Christman’s suggestion to remove the last sentence of Exhibit “A.”  
He will be back to discuss the index increases in the future. 
 
Collins suggested that the verbiage “or other standards” should be added after “consumer price index” on page 78, 
to offer AW other comparison alternatives. 
 
Councilor Bill Coburn suggested striking the entire second paragraph. 
 
MOTION: Christman moved to approve the Resolution with the “August 1, 2010 – August 1, 2011” paragraph 
deleted from Exhibit “A” and Reid seconded the motion.  The motion passed 6-0 and was designated Resolution 
No. 5802.  
 
Accepting the 2009-2011 biennium Oregon Department of Transportation Public Transit Division Discretionary 
Grant for vehicle replacement and expansion for Albany Call-a-Ride and vehicle preventative maintenance for 
Albany Transit, Linn-Benton Loop, and Albany Call-a-Ride programs.   

 
Taniguchi-Dennis said, these grants come at a time when the City really needs them.  The funds will be spent this 
fiscal year and next. 

 
MOTION: Collins moved to adopt the Resolution and Reid seconded it.  The motion passed 6-0 and was 
designated Resolution No. 5803. 
 

 Establishing parking restrictions within the Bridle Springs Subdivision.  
 

Taniguchi-Dennis explained that this item is in response to a request from the Bridle Springs Homeowners 
Association.  Their request for parking removal makes sense to staff. 

 
Konopa asked, were the property owners adjacent to the parking that would be removed notified?  Taniguchi-
Dennis said, staff assumed they were notified since the request letter came from the Homeowners Association.  
Konopa would like staff to send those property owners a letter just to be sure.   
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Olsen is concerned that there be at least one parking place for each property owner.   
 
Reid believes that since the Homeowners Association made the request, the Council should assume the home 
owners are aware of the proposed change.  He does not agree that the Council needs to get involved further than 
taking action on the Homeowners Association’s request.  The letter drafted on their letterhead should be sufficient 
for the Council. 

 
Collins suggested that in the future for items such as this, that staff verify there was a vote of the association.  He 
suggested that this item be tabled for two weeks.  Reid pointed out that under that logic, NANA should not be able 
to represent their members unless all their members are present.  Discussion followed about the appropriateness of 
the City sending a letter to homeowners, given that the City already has a letter from the Bridle Springs 
Homeowner’s Association making the request. 

 
Taniguchi-Dennis suggested the Council adopt the resolution and delay the implementation.  Staff will send letters 
out and if there is pushback from property owners, they will notify the Council; or if there are no objections, staff 
will implement the parking removal. 

 
MOTION:  Johnson moved to adopt the resolution subject to staff checking with the Bridle Springs Homeowners 
Association to find out if they notified the property owners on the corner who will lose parking.  Collins seconded 
the motion. 

 
Konopa said the Council could pass the resolution and then send homeowners a letter directing them to contact the 
Homeowner’s Association if they object to the parking removal.   

 
City Manager Wes Hare pointed that this is a traffic safety issue.  He said Transportation Systems Analyst Ron 
Irish agreed and concurred with the changes proposed by the Bridle Springs Homeowners Association. 

 
 WITHDRAWN:  Johnson withdrew the motion and it was agreeable to the seconder. 

 
MOTION: Reid moved to table the resolution to the first week of January and Christman seconded it.  The motion 
failed 2-4 with Collins, Johnson, Christman, and Coburn voting no.  

 
MOTION: Collins moved to table the resolution to the August 12, 2009, Council meeting and Johnson seconded it.  
The motion passed 5-1 with Reid voting no. 

 
Collins said, this is a situation where the development was built to ADC standards and yet the residents don’t like 
it.  He suggested that they visit neighborhoods occasionally after the developments are completed, to test the 
validity of the codes. 

 
Authorizing Fiscal Year 2009-2010 appropriations to complete construction of the Public Works Inventory Control 
Pole Building.   

  
MOTION: Collins moved to adopt the Resolution and Olsen seconded it.  The motion passed 6-0 and was 
designated Resolution No. 5804. 

 
 Approving Engineering News-Record (ENR) Index adjustments. 

 
Revising sewer system development charges for connection to the public sanitary sewer system.   

 
MOTION:  Johnson moved to adopt the resolution revising sewer system development charges for connection to 
the public sanitary sewer system (item 5a in the agenda) and Reid seconded it.      

 
Coburn would prefer to include items 5a-5i in one motion.  He said Delapoer said that was acceptable.  Delapoer 
explained that in the case of ordinances, they should be adopted separately because they are subject to recall or 
referendum; however, resolutions are not. 

 
AMENDMENT:  Johnson amended the motion to adopt all the Resolutions referenced in 5a- 5i and the 
amendment was agreeable to the seconder. 

 
a) Revising sewer system development charges for connection to the public sanitary sewer system.   

   RES.NO. 5805 
b) Revising transportation system development charges.      RES.NO. 5806 
c) Revising water system development charges.                                                                      RES. NO.5807 

 
d) Revising connection charges for sewer connections of unassessed properties in the City of Albany. 

                                                                                                                                   RES. NO. 5808 
 

e) Revising connection charges for storm connections of unassessed properties in the City of Albany.     
  RES. NO. 5809 

f) Revising connection charges for street connections of unassessed properties in the City of Albany. 
                                                                                                                                   RES. NO.  5810 
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g) Revising connection charges for water connections of unassessed properties in the City of Albany. 
                                                                                                                                              RES. NO.  5811 

h) Revising in-lieu-of assessment charges for North Albany sanitary sewer basin.         RES. NO. 5812 
i) Revising special connection charges for water and sewer connection of unassessed properties in the City 

of Albany for a unique situation resulting from the Oregon Youth Authority, State of Oregon, location of 
facilities under their supersiting authority.                                                                    RES. NO. 5813 

   
 VOTE:  A vote was taken on the motion to adopt items 5a-5i and it passed 5-1 with Collins voting no. 
 
 Revising special connection charges for a portion of the Columbus Street sanitary sewer lift station  project costs.  

  
MOTION: Coburn moved to adopt the Resolution and Johnson seconded it.  The motion passed 6-0 and was 
designated Resolution No. 5814. 

 
 Revising the improvement assurance charges for the nonoversized portion of future arterial and collector street 
improvements for streets located within the North Albany area.  

   
MOTION:  Coburn moved to adopt the resolution and Reid seconded it.  The motion passed 6-0 and was 
designated Resolution No. 5815. 

 
 Adoption of Consent Calendar 

1) Approval of Minutes 
a) June 15, 2009, Work Session.   
b) June 23, 2009, City Council and Benton County Commissioners Joint Meeting.   
c) June 24, 2009, City Council.   

2) Annual liquor license renewals.   
3) Approving allocation additional funding from the Equipment Replacement Fund for the Fire Department to 

purchase five heart monitors.   
4) Authorizing an Intergovernmental Agreement with ODOT for rail crossing improvements at the Jackson 

Street rail crossing.   
5) Authorizing an application for an Alliance for Community Traffic Safety mini-grant.   

 RES. NO.  5816 
6) Accepting a Linn County Victim Impact Panel Grant.   RES. NO.  5817 

 
 Olsen asked for item 4) to be removed for discussion. 
 
 MOTION: Johnson moved to adopt the Consent Calendar with item 4) removed for discussion.  Reid seconded it 

and the motion passed 6-0. 
 
 Olsen recalls that the City agreed to the closing of the rail crossings at Jefferson Street and Chicago Street; 

however the ODOT contract on page 161 of the agenda packet doesn’t say if it is on the mainline or the Water 
Street line.  Discussion followed.  Hare said there are connections that are parallel to the tracks.  Residents do 
have other ways to get out of the neighborhood. 

 
 Reid is disappointed that staff gave up on those two streets.  There was a point when these two streets were off the 

table and now they are back up for negotiations.  Hare explained that in order to get the Wheelhouse project 
completed, an agreement was reached with ODOT Rail.  ODOT Rail paid for the upgrades at the intersection in 
exchange for the City’s agreement to close those two crossings.  

 
 Reid said that if the City prevails in the Burlington Northern litigation, we should require that they reimburse us 

for the cost of the closure or else reopen the crossings.  Delapoer said that if the Council adopts Reid’s suggestion, 
they will already have decided the makeup of the franchise before the franchise has been undertaken.  Such a 
move could be detrimental to negotiations.  Discussion followed. 

 
 MOTION:  Olsen moved to adopt item 4) and Johnson seconded it.  Olsen said he was very reluctant and may 

vote no even though he made the motion. 
 
 VOTE: The motion passed 5-1 with Reid voting no. 
 

 Report 
 
 Receiving Code Enforcement Team Year-end Report for Fiscal Year 2008-2009.   
 

Public Information Officer Marilyn Smith said the “Clean and Lien” process has been useful in the cases when it 
has been implemented, but has not been used for many years. It is an out-of-pocket cost to the City, that becomes 
a lien on the house.  What typically happens with simple junk and trash complaints now is that residents are given 
a citation and one month to clean up the property; if they do so, the citation is dismissed.  This works better than 
the other way around.  Previously it was difficult to get folks to do incremental changes.  It took a lot of staff time 
and progress was slow.  The cite-then-dismiss process gets people’s attention and makes a difference.  Neighbors 
are much happier.  Johnson agrees it is a good program.   

 



Albany City Council Regular Session 
July 22, 2009 
 

 8

Smith said that Code Enforcement is in its tenth year.  She has a really good team that really cares about the 
team’s mission and the end product.  They work well together.  The team includes the City Attorney’s Office and 
staff from the Fire Department, Police Department, and the Building Division.  Smith thanked the team for their 
hard work. 

  
BUSINESS FROM THE COUNCIL 
 
Reid would like to talk about his participation in the National League of Cities Conference at a future meeting. 
 
Olsen distributed an email dated July 17, 2009, from Stewart Taylor to Olsen with a table that shows health insurance costs 
for City employees (see agenda file).  He said, there is a major escalation in costs.  According to Olsen’s calculations, 24 
percent of the property taxes pay for health insurance.  This is true across the board, not just the City; everyone is getting 
gouged.  He said, it is time to encourage the federal government to make a change.  Olsen referenced the Nation’s Cities 

Weekly, Volume 2, Number 27, dated July 13, 2009.  He recommends the Councilors read the article titled “Local Officials 
Encouraged to Get Involved in Health Care Reform Debate” (see agenda file). 
 
Konopa said there are two draft resolutions on the dais regarding national health care reform. The Sample Resolution is 
from the US Conference of Mayors (see agenda file) and the other is a draft submitted by Collins (see agenda file).  The 
Council will discuss the resolutions at the next Council meeting.  
 
Johnson said she talked to Linn County Treasurer Michelle Hawkins about the Linn County Fair.  Johnson said the event 
“held its own” and brought folks to Albany.  Linn County was pleased with the turn out despite the hot weather.  Johnson 
hopes the fair will continue to grow. 
 
Hare said, there is project information on the dais titled “Highway Project Information” from ODOT (see agenda file).  
They are beginning the planning process for an environmental impact statement for improvements to Interstate 5 through 
Albany.  Albany has contributed $200,000 to this two year study.  They are forming various levels of advisory committees 
and want the Mayor on the Steering Committee, as well as a Council member on the Stakeholders Committee and a staff 
person to be on the Project Management Committee. 
 
Coburn is interested in being the liaison to the Steering Committee. 

 
Taylor said the Davidson Fixed Income report was on the dais. 

 
Smith said there will be a meeting with the city of Millersburg on August 26, 2009, to discuss the wetlands project at 4:00 
p.m.  The regular Council meeting will follow at 7:15 p.m. 

 
Smith announced the City employee picnic scheduled for August 20, 2009, at Timber Linn Park.  This picnic is paid for by 
individual employee donations.  
 
Johnson distributed the Linn County Assessment and Taxation spreadsheet showing tax collections as of June 30, 2009 
(see agenda file).  Payments seem to be coming in despite the economy.  Johnson explained that the 2002 revenues shown 
on the report are senior deferrals and have back taxes owning.  The taxes are not paid until they sell their homes or pass 
away. 

 
NEXT MEETING DATE 
 
The next Regular Session is scheduled for August 12, 2009, in the Council Chambers at City Hall. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 

 
There being no other business, the meeting was adjourned at 9:30 p.m. 
 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, Reviewed by, 
 
 
Mary A. Dibble, MMC Stewart Taylor 
Deputy City Clerk Finance Director 
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