\ I/
150 N. 2" St./PO Box 83
Jefferson, OR 97352

' > Ph:541.327.2768
ity of Jefferson

CITY OF JEFFERSON
Council Worksession
September 9, 2021
6:30pm

RULES OF CONDUCT FOR PUBLIC MEETINGS
1. No person shall be disorderly, abusive, or disruptive of the orderly conduct of the meeting.
2. Persons shall not testify without first receiving recognition from the presiding officer and stating their
full name and residence address.
3. No person shall present irrelevant, immaterial, or repetitious testimony or evidence.
4. There shall be no audience demonstrations such as applause, cheering, display of signs, or other
conduct disruptive of the meeting.

The above listed meeting will be held both in person at City Hall and virtually on Zoom.
MASKS ARE REQUIRED INSIDE CITY HALL. To join the meeting on a PC, laptop, or other
device, click the link and enter the password provided.
https://lus06web.zoom.us/j/84122018869?2pwd=SVFxXVEI3MXVFNHVhVnpTdiZYbUc0QTO09
To join by phone/audio, dial (253) 215 8782 (US) and enter the same password.

Meeting ID: 841 2201 8869 Password: 175798
Further accommodation requests should be made to City Hall in advance of the meeting.
Meeting materials are available on the City’s website: jeffersonoregon.org, or can be provided
by other means upon request. Additional information may be obtained by contacting City Hall.

AGENDA

| CALL TO ORDER/FLAG SALUTE
II. WORKSESSION TOPICS

A. Park Discussion/Reconsideration — Old Gas Station Property

B. Historic Resources Evaluation System

IIl. APPROVAL OF ACCOUNTS PAYABLE -1st half for September
IV. VISITORS

V. COUNCIL/STAFF COMMENTS

Vi. ADJOURNMENT

Posted: September 3, 2021
Sarah Cook
City Manager/Recorder
*Equal Opportunity Employer & Provider*



MEMO:

TO: Mayor & Council

FROM: Sarah Cook, CM/R

DATE: September 2, 2021

RE: Old Gas Station Lot — Splash Pad Reconsideration Request
MESSAGE:

| wasn'’t at the July worksession when the park plan, proposing a splash pad, was initially discussed.
I'd be lying if I said | wasn’t disappointed when | heard the idea was voted down before any research
was even done. Moreover, one of the concerns expressed was that a splash pad would draw kids to
the busiest intersection in town. | couldn’t help but think, no kidding, it’s also the most visible
intersection in town, which is exactly what you would want. Moving on through the notes of that
meeting, it was concluded that a fountain would be better suited for the site. Do you think people
won't play in the fountain? If it’s hot, and there is water, they will be playing in it, one way or
another. The very idea of having a park is to draw people to it; to be used, enjoyed, and for the
community to take pride in. Going a step further, this property will be front and center to people
entering our City and because of that, it should be a big deal.

| wasn’t the only one disappointed. Mayor Myers and | recently met with long-time resident and
community volunteer, Mark Manning. Previously, the Mayor had enlisted Mark’s help in landscape
designing. Given the recent dirt work that has been done at the site, we thought it was an
appropriate time to meet with Mark. He was also very bummed to hear the splash pad was off the
table, and indicated many people in the community he had spoken to were very excited when they
heard about it. Acknowledging the importance of community feedback, Mayor Myers suggested we
bring the topic back to Council for reconsideration.

There are many options that could be explored to address concerns about the proximity of the
highway. Just one idea is a low concrete barrier, called a “seating wall”, along the stretch of highway
frontage. They average about 20” in height and are about a foot or so wide. This would not only
create a barrier for littles, but also add seating for parents, while maintaining the important visibility
aspect. Some sort of low, decorative fencing/railing could be installed on top of that to provide those
on the inside the ability to sit back, while deterring kids with bikes/skateboards on the outside
sidewalk from using it as a halfpipe. Of course, there are many other things that could be considered
and many cities to query that have already done this. There are more questions than answers at this
point; more opinions, worries, and fears of the possible expenses. If that is all we ever focus on, we
will never have anything new, different, exciting. There is an expense to everything, expect that.
There is the possibility of anything and everything being vandalized, we know that. | would love to
see the focus shifted to the long overdue need in this community for something the kids can enjoy, or
the severe deficiency in parks noted in the 2007 Master Plan, or the opportunity this property
provides to showcase Jefferson with a warm welcome and display of pride to all that enter. The
timing is right, the location of the property is ideal, the canvas is blank, and the park funding is in
place. If you ask me, it’s the perfect opportunity to get creative and think outside the box; to be loud;
to think “remarkable community space”, not just “average/mediocre”.
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City of Jefferson
Landmarks Advisory Commission
INVENTORY OF HISTORIC RESOURCES
Historic integrity and Significance Evaluation System

These standards were taken from the latest edition of the Oregon SHPO publication Guidelines for

the Conducting Historic Surveys in Oregon and the National Park Service’s National Register Criteria for

Evaluation, Bulletin 15. These standards were used in the Reconnaissance level survey done in 2016 to

evaluate historic properties in the City of Jefferson to be included in the inventory of historic resources.

Definitions:

Historical Integrity: Physical character-defining features of the resource are present. (ie. Design,
materials, workmanship, etc.)

Historical Significance: the building or site had played a significant role in local, state, or national history
or was owned by a person who was significant at the local, state, or national level.

Contributing / Non-Contributing

Each property is assigned a preliminary evaluation of contributing or non-contributing based on their
age of at least 50 years old plus a minimum standard of integrity. Buildings that are forty-five years of
age will also be evaluated for eligibility as they will be eligible for the National Register within five years.
This is standard SHPO practice that allows studies to remain relevant for a longer period of time. If the
property is not 50 years old yet it cannot be put onto the register until it is 50 years old and will be
labeled as ES(Eligible/Significant).

Integrity

Evaluation of integrity is important part of the evaluation of a resource, it must maintain its historic
integrity in order to receive historic designation. It is not essential that a property have all of its original
features, but it must be able to convey its historic identity. Character defining features include, but are
not limited to: the overall shape and massing; historic windows and doors; exterior cladding materials
and decorative features such as trim and brackets. If a building retains a sufficient amount of its original
historic features, it is considered to retain sufficient integrity under the RLS (Reconnaissance Level
Survey).

Each building is determined to be eligible/contributing; not eligible/non-contributing, or not eligible/ out
of period. Eligible/contributing buildings meet the basic age and integrity requirements discussed
above. A building that is determined to be, non-contributing are considered ineligible for local
designation. Buildings labeled, out of period do not contribute because they do not meet the minimum
age requirements.

Evaluation Codes

When each property is evaluated, it is given an evaluation code to mark whether it is eligible for local
designation or not. Below are the definitions of the evaluation codes. These are preliminary evaluations
by only studying the exterior of the properties. Once a property has been deemed eligible/contributing
then an intensive level survey can be done where the significance of the property is determined.



ES (Eligible/Significant)

Record “ES” when a resource currently is over 45 years old, retains historic physical materials, and/or
design and architectural features, and appears to be of a hotable architectural style, architect-designed,
or if the surveyor knows of a significant event or person associated with the resource.

» Example: A building built in 1950 that has a mostly intact footprint, window openings and design, and
siding where an important local civic leader lived.

EC (Eligible/Contributing)
Record “EC” when a resource currently is over 45 years old and retains historic physical materials,
and/or design and architectural features.

* Example: A building built in 1950 that has a mostly intact footprint, window openings and design, and
siding.

NC (Not Eligible/Non-Contributing)

Record “NC” when a resource currently is over 45 years old and does not retain historic physical
materials, and/ or design and architectural features. Briefly explain why the resource is evaluated as
“NC” in the “Notes/Comments” field in the project database.

o Example: A building built in 1950 that has a large side addition, modified window openings, replaced
window sashes, and replaced siding. In “Notes/ Comments” note, “Large addition, altered windows and
siding.”

NP (Not Eligible/OQut-of-Period)
Record “NP” only when a resource currently is not yet 45 years old or older. Resources within 1 to 2
years of the 45-year mark may also be evaluated as “ES,” “EC,” or “NC.”

¢ Example: A resource built last year.

UN (Undetermined)

Record “UN” only when the integrity of a resource cannot be determined because the resource was not
located, was too obscured by vegetation, or was too distant to evaluate from the public right-of-way,
etc. Briefly explain why the resource is evaluated as “UN" in the “Notes/Comments” field in the project
database.

» Example: A resource located down a long driveway in a wooded areawould be evaluated as “UN” if
the surveyor cannot view the exterior of the resource from the public right-of-way and does not have
permission to access the property. In “Notes/ Comments” note, “Resource not visible from public ROW;
will need owner permission to access.”

XD (Demolished)
Record “XD” only when a resource is no longer present at the site. If known, briefly explain when the

resource was demolished or destroyed in the “Notes/Comments” field in the project database.

* Example: “Demolished in 2011;” or “Destroyed by fire in 2011.”



Significance

Once a property has been given an evaluation, in order to be added to the local designated landmarks
register, an intensive level survey must be done to prove its historical significance. A report must be put
together showing the significance and a record will be kept at City Hall. The intensive level survey has to
prove that the building or site meets at least one of the following criteria outlined in the municipal code
section 2.28.070:

1. s associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of local,
state, or national history; or

2. s associated with the lives of persons, or groups of people, significant in local, state, or national
history; or

3. Embodies the distinctive characteristics of an architectural type, style, period, or method of
construction or that represents the work of a master, or that possesses high artistic values, or that
represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual
distinction; or

4. Hasyielded or is likely to yield information which is important in local, state, or national history.

Evaluation System adopted by the LAC on A -—A}LML o 2021

)\Xv\/.&b/’

Mark Manning, Chair

Approved by Jefferson City Council , 2021

Michael Myers, Mayor



City of Jefferson Payment Approval Report - PMT APPROVAL DUE DATE Page: 1

Report dates: 9/1/2021-9/30/2021 Sep 03, 2021 11:58AM
Report Criteria:
Detail report.
Invoices with totals above $0.00 included.
Only unpaid invoices included.
Vendor Vendor Name Invoice Number Description Invoice Date  Net Invoice Amount Amount Paid  Date Paid
ADAPTIVE BROADBAND
8173 ADAPTIVE BROADBAND OCTOBER202 CITY PHONES & INTERNET 09/03/2021 404.22 .00
8173 ADAPTIVE BROADBAND OCTOBER202 CITY PHONES & INTERNET 09/03/2021 101.05 .00
8173 ADAPTIVE BROADBAND OCTOBER202 CITY PHONES & INTERNET 09/03/2021 156.64 .00
8173 ADAPTIVE BROADBAND OCTOBER202 CiTY PHONES & INTERNET 09/03/2021 156.64 .00
Total ADAPTIVE BROADBAND: 818.55 .00
Airgas USA,LLC
6902 Airgas USA, LLC 9116922394 CHLORINE 08/26/2021 693.35 .00
Total Airgas USA, LLC: 693.35 .00
BUSINESS CONNECTIONS
7307 BUSINESS CONNECTIONS 072308232021 PW After-Hrs Emerg Svc 08/23/2021 47.50 .00
7307 BUSINESS CONNECTIONS 072308232021  PW After-Hrs Emerg Svc 08/23/2021 47.50 .00
Total BUSINESS CONNECTIONS: 95.00 .00
CASELLE
990 CASELLE 111526 ELECTRONIC READ SOFTWAR 08/17/2021 2,950.00 .00
Total CASELLE: 2,950.00 .00
CenturyLink
6942 Centurylink AUG2021 Util Phone Alarm Sys 08/17/2021 33.83 .00
6942 CenturyLink AUG2021 Util Phone Alarm Sys 08/17/2021 33.83 .00
Total CenturyLink: 67.66 .00
CONSOLIDATED SUPPLY CO.
1320 CONSOLIDATED SUPPLY CO. S$S010406762.0  Misc Wir Parts & Components 08/20/2021 657.50 .00
1320 CONSOLIDATED SUPPLY CO. S010437989.0  Misc Wir Parts & Components 08/20/2021 957.17 .00
1320 CONSOLIDATED SUPPLY CO. S010451369.0  Misc Witr Parts & Components 08/23/2021 2,317.77 .00
Total CONSOLIDATED SUPPLY CO.: 3,932.44 .00
D&W Automotive
3050 D&W Automotive AUG21CHGS  Vehicle Parts/Maintenance 08/31/2021 5.08 .00
3050 D&W Automotive AUG21CHGS  Vehicle Parts/Maintenance 08/31/2021 22.86 .00
3050 D&W Automotive AUG21CHGS  Vehicle Parts/Maintenance 08/31/2021 22.85 .00
Total D&W Automotive: 50.79 .00
Darrel Lockard LLC
7180 Darre! Lockard LLC J0821 CONTRACTED SERVICE 09/01/2021 500.00 .00
Total Darrel Lockard LLC: 500.00 .00
Kemmer, Alex
8151 Kemmer, Alex SEPT2021 BOOT REIMBURSEMENT 08/17/2021 13.99 .00
8151 Kemmer, Alex SEPT2021 08/17/2021 63.00 .00

8151 Kemmer, Alex SEPT2021 08/17/2021 63.00 .00




City of Jefferson

Payment Approval Report - PMT APPROVAL DUE DATE
Report dates: 9/1/2021-9/30/2021

Page:

2

Sep 03, 2021 11:58AM

Vendor Vendor Name

Invoice Number Description Invoice Date

Net Invoice Amount  Amount Paid

Date Paid

Total Kemmer, Alex:

MARION COUNTY TREASURER
3700 MARION COUNTY TREASURER

Total MARION COUNTY TREASURER:

MID-VALLEY NEWSPAPERS
3860 MID-VALLEY NEWSPAPERS

Total MID-VALLEY NEWSPAPERS:

MYERS, CARL
4030 MYERS, CARL

Total MYERS, CARL:

OLSON, PATTI
8295 OLSON, PATTI

Total OLSON, PATTIL
ONE CALL CONCEPTS, INC.
4410 ONE CALL CONCEPTS, INC.
4410 ONE CALL CONCEPTS, INC.
Total ONE CALL CONCEPTS, INC.:
OPULENCIA, ANTHONY
8296 OPULENCIA, ANTHONY
8296 OPULENCIA, ANTHONY

Total OPULENCIA, ANTHONY:

OREGON ASSOC. OF WATER UTILITI

AUGUST2021  FINES & ASSESSMENTS 09/01/2021

138063-1 PC PUB NOTICE 08/26/2021

1139 MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 09/01/2021

10055501 UTILITY REFUND 08/27/2021

1080408 Locates 08/31/2021
1080408 Locates 08/31/2021

110054003 UTILITY REFUND 08/30/2021
110054003 08/30/2021

4540 OREGON ASSOC. OF WATER U 31466 Association Dues 09/01/2021

Total OREGON ASSOC. OF WATER UTILITI:

OREGON STATE REVENUE - COURTF

4720 OREGON STATE REVENUE -C  AUGUST 2021 FINES & ASSESSMENTS 09/01/2021

Total OREGON STATE REVENUE - COURT F:

PACIFIC SANITATION, INC.
4870 PACIFIC SANITATION, INC.
4870 PACIFIC SANITATION, INC.
Total PACIFIC SANITATION, INC.:

SEMMEL, DANIELLE
8297 SEMMEL, DANIELLE

Total SEMMEL, DANIELLE:

STAPLES CREDIT PLAN
5870 STAPLES CREDIT PLAN

AUG2021 Utility Sanitation Svc 08/31/2021
AUG2021 Utility Sanitation Svc 08/31/2021
10010201 UTILITY REFUND 09/02/2021

2898763281 Office/Toiletry/Kitchen 08/07/2021

139.99 .00
96.00 .00
96.00 .00

303.60 .00

303.60 .00

172.00 .00

172.00 .00

128.57 .00

128.57 .00
10.80 .00
10.80 .00
21.60 .00
94.92 .00
35.85 .00

130.57 .00

100.00 .00

100.00 .00

270.00 .00

270.00 .00
49.00 .00
49.00 .00
98.00 .00
19.85 .00
19.85 .00
17.00 .00




City of Jefferson

Payment Approval Report - PMT APPROVAL DUE DATE

Report dates: 9/1/2021-9/30/2021

Page:

3

Sep 03, 2021 11:58AM

Vendor Vendor Name Invoice Number Description Invoice Date  Net Invoice Amount Amount Paid  Date Paid
5870 STAPLES CREDIT PLAN 2898763281 08/07/2021 17.00 .00
5870 STAPLES CREDIT PLAN 2898763281 08/07/2021 16.99 .00
5870 STAPLES CREDIT PLAN 2898763281 08/07/2021 33.25 .00

Total STAPLES CREDIT PLAN: 84.24 .00

STUTZMAN SERVICES
5980 STUTZMAN SERVICES 36922024 Backflow Test-City Hall 08/26/2021 55.00 .00
5980 STUTZMAN SERVICES 36924454 Backflow Test - WWTP 08/26/2021 112.50 .00
5980 STUTZMAN SERVICES 36924454 08/26/2021 112.50 .00
5980 STUTZMAN SERVICES 36935334 Library Backflow Test 08/26/2021 55.00 .00

Total STUTZMAN SERVICES: 335.00 .00

The Automation Group, Inc

6910 The Automation Group, Inc J000116 WTP COMPUTERS 08/20/2021 6,202.00 .00
Total The Automation Group, Inc: 6,202.00 .00

Ultrex
7178 Ultrex INV100972 Copy Count Maint. 08/27/2021 54.44 .00
7178 Ultrex INV101190 TONER 08/30/2021 840.00 .00

Total Ultrex: 894.44 .00
Grand Totals: 18,103.65 .00

Report Criteria:
Detail report.

Invoices with totals above $0.00 included.

Only unpaid invoices included.




City of Jefferson

Unpaid Invoice Report - FUND SUMMARY

Report dates: ALL-9/30/2021

Page:

1

Sep 03, 2021 11:59AM

Invoice Sequence Description Type Invoice Due Invoice Discount Net Invoice GL Account
Number Number Date Date Amount Amount  Check Amount Number
Total 10: 2,300.50 .00 2,300.50
Total 14: 101.05 .00 101.05
Total 21: 18.07 .00 19.07
Total 23: 5,962.41 .00 5,962.41
Total 24: 568.62 .00 568.62
Total 37: 6,202.00 .00 6,202.00
Total 56: 2,950.00 .00 2,950.00
Total : 18,103.65 .00 18,103.65
Grand Totals: 18,103.65 .00 18,103.65
Summary by General Ledger Account Number
GL Account Number Debit Credit Net
Grand Totals: 18,103.65 .00 18,103.65

Summary by General Ledger Posting Period

GL Posting Period Debit Credit

Net

Grand Totals:
18,103.65 .00




