
 

 
If you have a disability that requires special materials, service, or assistance, please call  

541.459.2856 at least 48 hours prior to the meeting to arrange for accommodations 
 
 

        
Mayor Todd McKnight 
Council President Stone 

   Councilors, Anderson, Boggs, Egbert, Luzier, and Meier  
 

1. CALL TO ORDER / FLAG SALUTE 
 

2. ROLL CALL 
 

3. INTRODUCTION OF MEDIA 
 

4. PUBLIC COMMENT 
[The purpose of citizen comment is to allow citizens to present information 
regarding agenda items only.  A time limit of three minutes per citizen shall 
apply.] 
 

5. PRESENTATIONS 
a. Chamber of Commerce/Visitor Center 

 
6. CONSENT AGENDA 

a. July 11, 2016 Minutes – Regular Meeting 
 

7. ACTION ITEMS / GENERAL BUSINESS 
a. Ordinance – Repeal/Replace SMC Section 12.24.010 – Street Designations (first 

reading, title only) 
b. Ordinance – Repeal/Replace SMC Section 10.56.040 – Violation–Penalties (first 

reading, title only) 
c. Purchase Approval – Fire Staff Vehicle 

  
8. REPORTS 

 
9. CITY MANAGER UPDATE 

 
10. CITY COUNCIL COMMENTS 

 
11. PUBLIC COMMENT 

[The purpose of citizen comment is to allow citizens to present information regarding items 
off the agenda.  A time limit of three minutes per citizen shall apply.] 
 

12. ADJOURN 
 

City of Sutherlin 
Regular Council Meeting 

Monday, July 25, 2016 
Civic Auditorium – 7:00 p.m. 

AGENDA 

Members of the 
audience who 
wish to address 
the Council will 
be invited to do 
so. Speakers 
must use the 
microphone 
stating their 
name and 
address prior to 
addressing the 
Council.



Call to Order  
&  

Flag Salute 



 
ROLL CALL 



Introduction  
Of  

Media 



PUBLIC 
COMMENT  

Agenda Items only 



Presentations 
and/or 

Proclamations  



Sutherlin Area 
Chamber of 
Commerce 

Report 
  

(Verbal Report) 



 
Consent Agenda  
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CITY OF SUTHERLIN 
Regular City Council Meeting 

Sutherlin Civic Auditorium 
Monday, July 11, 2016 – 7:00pm 

 
COUNCIL MEMBERS:  

Wes Anderson, Wayne Luzier, Forrest Stone, Frank Egbert, Tom Boggs, Karen Meier,  
MAYOR:   Todd McKnight   

 
CITY STAFF: City Manager, Jerry Gillham 
  City Recorder/HR Manager, Debbie Hamilton 
  Deputy City Recorder, Diane Harris 

Finance Director, Dan Wilson 
Community Development Director, Vicki Luther  
Community Development Director, Brian Elliott 
Public Works Operations Superintendent, Aaron Swan 
Police Chief, Kirk Sanfilippo 
Fire Chief, Charles Perdomo 
City Attorney, Chad Jacobs (via Skype) 
 

Audience:  Mandi Jacobs, Cindy Hazelip, Tami Trowbridge, Frank Morby, Pam & Denny Cameron, 
Terry Prestianni, Gayla Holley, Beth & Jim Houseman, Brian Burke Sr., Bill Cagle, 
Nanette Haley, Nancy Anderson, Sam & Gladys Robinson & granddaughter Marissa 

 
Meeting called to order by Mayor McKnight at 7:00pm. 
 
Flag Salute:  
Roll Call:  All present   
Introduction of Media: None present 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT   (agenda items only) 

 Resident, Pam Cameron – Spoke in favor of City Charter amendment referral requiring Finance 
Reports to be available online. Although reports are already available on the website, concerned 
with issues in the past. Public would appreciate it and would show transparency in government. 

 Sutherlin Schools Superintendent, Terry Prestianni, introduce himself to Council.  Prestianni, the 
Middle School Principal for the past 4 years, has been hired as the new Superintendent.  Is excited 
for the opportunity to work with the City and planning to periodically attend Council meetings to 
keep informed.  

 
PRESENTATIONS 

 Special Recognition 
Director of Public Safety for Police/Fire and Chief of Police, Kirk Sanfilippo, will be showing a video 
acknowledging Sam Robinson’s recent actions during the July 1st fire at Soft Winds Mobile Park.  His wife 
Gladys and granddaughter Marissa were also present at the meeting.  
Sanfilippo took moment to also thank the community. As a result of the recent tragic Police Officer 
shootings in Dallas, Texas, Sanfilippo reported the community has brought in flowers, food, and various 
items including a cord of firewood showing support and appreciation. On behalf of the Department the 
firewood has been donated to a local church to aid a family in need. 
Tonight’s recognition for Robinson began with interview footage concerning his heroic efforts for driving 
a front end loader through the fire, cutting a trail around Soft Winds Mobile Park, saving homes.  
Sanfilippo read and presented the certificate of appreciation to Robinson followed by a round of applause. 

o Robinson referred to the US Flag in the corner of the room that represents a Christian nation.  
Although many have different religions, there is one common goal; to help others. Robinson spoke 
of the incident and expressed his appreciation for the award.  
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COUNCIL BUSINESS 

 Resolution 2016.17 – Marijuana Tax Referral Discussion 
Staff Report – City Attorney, Chad Jacobs – Discussion tonight is to see if Council would like to place a 
referral on the November ballot for a 3% tax on the sale of Marijuana. A Marijuana Ban will be on the 
ballot however, if voters reject the ban, this resolution would be in place imposing a tax for dispensaries 
located within the city. If not on the ballot at this election, would have to wait until the November 2018 
election to place a tax again.  Many cities who are banning marijuana are putting this on the ballot.  
Questions and concerns: 

o If this is placed on the ballot and the ban fails, can a future council change that? Yes, they 
could change either vote without having to go back to the voters.  

o All these businesses would be licensed through the state? Yes, tax would be imposed on 
retailers who are licensed through OLCC.  

o Is there record of increased crime around these retail stores? Information not available. 
o Is there an estimated amount of taxes to be collected? Have not done an analysis. Would only 

be able to collect if the ban is voted down and a dispensary is located in Sutherlin. City 
would receive the 3%, the state collects 17% overall and cities will also receive a share of 
that based on the number of retailers in the city.  

o Do you know what the estimated cost of collection would be? No, however Dept. of Revenue 
is willing to collect taxes for cities and charge 2% of everything collected by that city. Most 
jurisdictions are doing that. It is up to the Council. 

o Would the funds be set aside for safety officers? Right now it would go into the general fund; 
it would be up to discretion of the Council to dedicate it to a particular use.   

Mayor McKnight confirmed the resolution would be brought before Council for decision on another 
agenda [next meeting]. That is correct. Council consensus is to bring it before Council.  Councilor Meier 
was not in favor, Councilor Stone and some members of Council felt it needed to be brought before the 
voters.  Approval of the first reading of an ordinance proposing the tax is also before Council tonight, 
second reading and adoption will take place at the next meeting, after which Council will then adopt 
this resolution to formally refer it to the ballot.  
 

 Wastewater Engineering Procurement Process 
Staff Report – City Manager, Jerry Gillham – We will be going into the Value Engineering (VE) process 
and need to move into the next phase of Final Design. As what was previously planned in determining the 
best approach, the City Manager asked the City’s Wastewater Engineer, Steve Major, to present an 
overview of the pre-design. The intended expectation was to hear the pre-design report from Major, 
discuss with our consulting team, the satisfaction or dis-satisfaction and examine our options to include the 
potential willingness to negotiate the Final Design phase of the project as we go into the VE process.   
Questions and concerns: 

o Councilor Meier expresses concerns about how the [state] law reads regarding the RFQ process.  
Meier referred to direct appointment and read a portion of [ORS] 279C.115, adding she couldn’t 
find anything in our contract law addressing this.  Meier also read an excerpt from “model rules” 
[OAR] 137-048-0200, stating she is not sure if what we are doing is legal. Jacobs –We haven’t 
got into this level of detail yet, initial discussions were about what process City wanted to use. 
Existing contract’s scope is broad enough to encompass additional required work. Have had 
preliminary discussions with City Manager and Staff; that is the path we are proceeding down.  
It’s not that we are avoiding the process as Councilor Meier is describing, but using the existing 
contract because of the broad scope. Right now we are still trying to get direction from Council.  

o Councilor Meier – Think we need to understand what is legal before deciding to go down any 
path. We have a contract for pre-design for a certain amount of money, didn’t know the scope 
went any further than that. Jacobs – It is my understanding the contract is not just for pre-design 
but for additional services. Have been going on the presumption that if in fact we want to go 
with Major again, we would look at that contract to see if that is enough to do a direct award or 
have to go out for an RFQ (Request for Qualifications) using the QBS (Qualifications-Based 
Selections) process.  
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City Manager – As mentioned at the last meeting and in Staff report, we left the window open because 
we weren’t sure which direction Council wanted to go.  The VE analysis will be able to give direction, as 
well. Councilor Meier asked that this be brought to the Council level.  In general, how it would have 
been done is Steve Major would have come in and made his presentation on the pre-design report. This 
would then be followed by a candid conversation with our hired consultants, some members of VE and 
the Pre-Design Engineering Group deciding the best approach for the City.  If satisfied with results, 
would then sit down with Major for negotiating.  If determined it is best for the City to move forward, 
would have then brought that contract to the Council.  After review, if there were reservations, or was 
unable to negotiate a satisfactory cost, would then bring that back to Council with legal counsel to 
determine whether or not we could use the preliminary RFQ criteria list or start a new one.  
Councilor Anderson – Believe Council is all in agreement that what has been done so far is moving us in 
the right direction.  Feels the qualification part in this is complete, we know what we’re going to do, pre-
design is complete.  The concern is more along the lines of how can we, as Council, answer to the people 
and say we are doing our due diligence and we got a good competitive price as stewards of this loan 
money.  City Manager – Don’t disagree at all, do believe we have people on the VE team who can do 
that assessment for us and recommend a range that is reasonable and fair to negotiate criteria needed 
in the next phase.  Would hope Council will rely on their expertise and move into negotiating.  
Councilor Stone – Isn’t it normal if the bid is over by 10%, we have to go out and have it re-bid?  
Jacobs summarized the process, adding that QBS process has to be used. Do not get to ask any 
questions about costs until selection is made based on qualifications of the engineer. Once that selection 
is made, then price is negotiated. If agreement can’t be reached, would move to the next person on the 
list, if not on the list would have to start the process over.  
Councilor Anderson – Are we required to follow the QBS in moving forward?  Yes, for any contract of 
this amount this has to be used.    
Discussion continued regarding QBS requirements for clarifications purposes.   
City Manager – Have followed City Attorney all the way through this process; have viewed the QBS 
everything is preliminary. Councilors Luzier and Stone participated in that process and interviewed and 
selected Major.  City Attorney has laid out that process and we’ve been following it. 
Councilor Meier – Just asked Jacobs if that was a continuation of the contract.  Do not remember if the 
contract stated that. 
City Manager – Not arguing with that, we have a handle on the options and what we can and can’t do.  
Discussion continued regarding required processes. 
City Manager restated the intended process: 
 Reason this (next stage of engineering) was left open, wasn’t sure if we were going with CM/GC 

(Construction Manager/General Contractor) or stay with Design/Bid/Build (D/B/B) method;  
 Didn’t want to make a commitment that locked us into Dyer Partnership [Major] if we decided 

to go a different direction; 
Have brought it to this point, next process: 
 Value Engineering 
 Receive recommendations from Engineering Consultants for direction to move and price range 
 City Attorney is looking at options to either continue under the additional services element in 

the contract, doing Sole Source or going out to bid while in the VE process. 
All has been planned to this point to do these things, and we’re right on schedule. 
Councilor Anderson – Personally feel the qualification portion is complete; there is no doubt Dyer 
Partnership is qualified.  Next step is more of an RFP or RFQ; can lay out a matrix with all the criteria for 
a competitive process. From a Council position, can say we’ve gone through the competitive process and 
have the best value.  
Jacobs referred to State Law [OAR] 279C.100–125 regarding implementing regulations, stating if the 
project is over $100,000 don’t get to ask about price during that process, can only look at qualifications.   
Councilor Anderson – Would like to know where that is coming from, what I read doesn’t state that. 
Jacobs stated he would put together an email to Council outlining State Law. 
Councilor Meier – But you can have a competitive bid without numbers, the way I read the law is it has to 
go out again and be publicized as either an RFP or RFQ.  
Jacobs stated the purpose of discussion tonight is to get feedback from Council. The contracting process 
is generally delegated to the City Manager, however in this particular situation, because Council has 
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expressed concerns regarding their responsibility to the community, City Manager and the Mayor 
thought it best to have this discussion with Council at this preliminary phase.  What I think I’m hearing 
is that going through the RFQ process through the QBS is the way to insure the best price.  If that is 
Council’s direction then we won’t explore other ideas City Manager, Staff and Engineer Consultants 
regarding if there is a way to go directly with Dyer. That is the discussion and feedback Staff is looking 
for. It’s not that we’ve made a decision; have not gone as far in the contract analysis process in order to 
bring this to you for that direction. If you don’t want to do the analysis, there is no sense in using Staff 
time and paying the engineers, consultants, and City Attorney. We did not want to go down that path 
this last two weeks before having discussion with Council. 
Councilor Boggs asked Councilor Meier what she finds so unreasonable about that.   
Councilor Meier – Concerned if we do have to go out for an RFP or RFQ, with the time it takes may not 
meet December deadline for pre-design.  There is no doubt in my mind Dyer is qualified to do the job. 
However, do have some concerns from the original MAO and numbers put into the VE for things that 
aren’t required. Since he’s earning a percentage, unnecessary expenses would add to that. 
Councilor Egbert – Once pre-design and Value Engineering is complete, if we move to a different 
engineer, do we have to re-do pre-design or do they have to accept ours? We don’t know until we get 
there, each engineering firm will be different.  Some have stated they wouldn’t accept the design.  
Councilor Anderson suggested telling them they have to accept the pre-design. 
City Manager – Can work on creating an RFP/RFQ with Jacobs, when the VE is completed will have it 
ready.  
 
CONSENT AGENDA 

 June 27,  2016 Minutes – Regular Meeting 
 
MOTION made by Councilor Boggs to approve Consent Agenda; second by Councilor Stone. 
Discussion:  None 
In Favor:  Councilors Boggs, Meier, Anderson, Luzier, Stone, Egbert and Mayor McKnight  
Opposed:  None 
Motion carried unanimously. 
 
ACTION ITEMS/GENERAL BUSINESS 
 Ordinance – Marijuana Tax Referral 
Mayor McKnight asked Deputy City Recorder, Diane Harris provide the first reading of the ordinance by 
title only.  “An ordinance of the City of Sutherlin repealing and replacing Chapter 3.16 of the Sutherlin 
Municipal Code to impose a three percent tax on the sale of Marijuana items by a Marijuana retailer and 
referring ordinance to November 8, 2016 Ballot”. 
Staff Report – Jacobs – Ordinance implements the ballot referral resolution discussed earlier.  Recommend 
Council approve first reading tonight, and second reading and adoption would be at next meeting.  
 
MOTION made by Councilor Stone to approve first reading, title only of ordinance – Marijuana Tax 
Referral; second by Councilor Egbert. 
Discussion:  Councilor Stone – When it refers to Marijuana retailer is that just sales, or is that packaging, 
growing; does “retailer” classify all licenses? Jacobs – Under State Law there are 4 types of OLCC 
licenses, the retailer is a dispensary type of store sells to the user.  
Councilor Meier – This refers to the transfer of marijuana, what do they mean by “transfer”? This only 
applies to OLCC licensed retailers.  
Councilor Boggs – Can we do more than 3%? No, that is all State allows. 
In Favor:  Councilors Stone, Egbert and Mayor McKnight  
Opposed:  Councilors Boggs, Meier, Anderson and Luzier 
Motion failed. 
 

 Resolution 2016.13 – Finance Policy  
Staff Report – Finance Director, Dan Wilson – City’s current policy was adopted in 2013. It has since been 
reviewed, revised, and approved by the Finance Committee this year.  



 

Sutherlin	City	Council	Meeting	of	July	11,	2016	 Page	5	
 

 
MOTION made by Councilor Luzier to approve Resolution 2016.13 – Finance Policy; second by 
Councilor Boggs. 
Discussion:  Councilor Meier – Section 5.4 states actual budget report be available quarterly, would like to 
see it available monthly. Asked for consensus of Council regarding her request. 
Councilor Boggs withdrew from seconding the amended motion 
AMENDED MOTION made by Councilor Luzier to approve Resolution 2016.13 – Finance Policy as 
amended to state monthly rather than quarterly; second by Councilor Anderson. 
Discussion:  None 
In Favor:  Councilors Meier, Anderson, Luzier, Stone, Egbert and Mayor McKnight  
Opposed:  Councilor Boggs 
Motion carried. 
 

 Resolution 2016.14 – Marijuana Ban Referral  
Staff Report – Jacobs – Previously passed a ban allowing Marijuana Facilities in the city. As part of the 
State Law requirements permitting us to pass that ban, it has to be referred to the voters this next election. 
This resolution refers it to the ballot.   
 
MOTION made by Councilor Anderson to approve Resolution 2016.14 – Marijuana Ban Referral; second 
by Councilor Stone. 
Discussion:  Councilor Stone – Don’t understand the last decision regarding the marijuana tax, this would 
be revenue for the City. If the ban doesn’t pass will be kicking money out of our city.  I’m for having 
businesses in our community.   
Councilor Meier – This is for the people to decide. 
Councilor Egbert – That is what the other one would have been for too.  
Councilor Meier – If it had been written that revenue would have gone for Police enforcement, would have 
voted in favor. Don’t agree with putting it in the general fund without knowing how much it will be and 
costs involved.  
Councilor Stone – Have plenty of time for Council to decide. People should be able to vote on everything. 
Councilor Anderson – Can vote on a tax in 2018, didn’t want it to be confusing voting on the ban and tax.  
In Favor:  Councilors Boggs, Meier, Anderson, Luzier, Stone, Egbert and Mayor McKnight  
Opposed:  None 
Motion carried unanimously. 
 

 Resolution 2016.15 – Charter Amendment Referral – Finance Statements  
Staff Report – Jacobs – Resolution would refer a City Charter amendment to the ballot as requested by 
Councilor Meier. This would require certain financial records to be available online.   
 
MOTION made by Councilor Egbert to approve Resolution 2016.15 – Charter Amendment Referral - 
Finance Statements; second by Councilor Stone. 
Discussion:  Councilor Meier stated reasons for requesting this because of actions to repress this 
information in the past.  Meier read an excerpt from a 2012 statement made by an Interim City Manager. 
Feel people would support this Charter amendment. Wasn’t happy Council could change the reports and 
method of presentation if not important to them.  
Jacobs – Reason proposed language is included is to provide some flexibility if the type of information 
or technology changes. It does state either equivalent or greater information has to be provided.  
Councilor Boggs – Spoke of his concerns to Councilor Meier regarding her lack of trust and requiring 
everything being written out on paper. 
Mayor McKnight – Does not have an issue with the two [Charter Amendments] topics, but does have an 
issue with the overall process Council may be taking.  Feels the Charter is the Constitution of the City.  
The proposed requirement for all financial statements to be on the website does not fit Charter amendment 
criteria. In fact this practice is already being done by Staff.  The second issue regarding appointment 
process is an overall governance issue. Am not totally against that idea; however have never been in favor 
of a Council trying to tie the hands of another Council. Citizens should be able to have input, find out how 
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they feel before putting it on the ballot, a more transparent process. There are other issues Council can 
spend time and resources on other than this. 
Councilor Stone – In favor of being able to find things online vs. having to contact Staff for information. 
Discussion continued regarding Council’s various viewpoints. 
In Favor:  Councilors Meier, Anderson, Stone, and Egbert  
Opposed:  Councilors Boggs, Luzier, and Mayor McKnight 
Motion carried. 
 

 Resolution 2016.16 – Charter Amendment Referral – Council Appointments  
Staff Report – Jacobs – Resolution will replace current policy, this would change it to vacancies occurring 
within 6 months of the election, rather than 3 months.  After that 6 month period it would be much like the 
current policy, leaving it up to Council’s discretion for filling that vacancy.   
 
MOTION made by Councilor Stone to approve Resolution 2016.16 – Charter Amendment Referral – 
Council Appointments; second by Councilor Egbert. 
Discussion:  Councilor Meier referred to political problems in past; would like to appoint next vote getter.  
Councilor Luzier felt there were no political issues Meier was referring to. Does Charter tie Council to 
appointing individual if between election and appointment if something detriment to character is found? 
Jacobs – It would have to be something that would make them ineligible as stated in the Charter. 
Councilor Stone – Feels this is the fair way to do it, and more specific. 
Councilor Egbert agreed stating it should go to the next vote getter rather than someone off the street. 
In Favor:  Councilors Meier, Anderson, Luzier, Stone, Egbert and Mayor McKnight  
Opposed:  Councilor Boggs 
Motion carried. 

 
CITY MANAGER UPDATE  

 Would like to propose a project, recently supported by Council that unfortunately City did not 
receive the grant Staff applied for.  Would like to discuss moving forward with building the 
proposed kiddie play area and splash park in Central Park.  City had $120,000 as a grant match set 
aside for the project. Tourism “product portion” of the Transient Room Tax (TRT) revenue could 
be used.  Propose to Council that we take the money set aside for the match and find a way to 
borrow the other $200,000 and building it this summer. Plan could be to pay that back over a 5-
year period with about $25,000 per year. Community Development Director, Vicki Luther, has 
already done all of the preliminary work. Would Council like to proceed with making that project 
happen this summer?  Or could put money aside over a 5-year period, then do the project, but costs 
may be 25% more. Gillham confirmed with Wilson the amount available.  Wilson – There is 
about $100,000 in the account now, City receives approximately $50,000 per year into the fund. 
This will be a great tourism attraction and a wonderful benefit to the children in this community.   

Questions and concerns: 
o What do we have in our Parks Construction Fund?  We adopted the budget but it did not include 

the full $300,000 because we were waiting for the grant.  Will need to amend it, get the rest of it 
back in, $120,000 match was approved. Need to look at financing sources to make this happen.  

o Not in favor of borrowing money for the project, would rather see it scaled back and work on it 
over the next couple of years. City Manager – Believe most of that money will be for building 
that infrastructure and can’t scale that back, it would then just sit there.  

o Would everything, including interest come out of tourism?  Yes, not the General Fund. 
o What is the interest on these loans?  Wilson – Not sure, it would be a short-term loan, the rates 

are still pretty low, would need to research.  
City Manager – We know of some possibilities of borrowing the money, there is a chance could get 
almost 0% interest from i.e. State Parks and Recreations Department. In addition some of our Staff can 
do some of the work that was to be contracted out per grant requirements.  Could potentially get this 
done for less than what we originally thought.  
Council’s consensus is for Staff to bring back information to Council regarding financing plan options and 
costs.  Could bring a feasible plan back to Council the first meeting in August.   
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CITY COUNCIL COMMENTS 
Councilor Anderson –  

 None 
Councilor Luzier –  

 Would like to congratulate the Sutherlin Fire Department on the great job putting out the fires 
[Soft Winds Mobile Park]. 

Councilor Stone –  
 Would like to say the same and appreciate Safety Officers service to the community.  
 Sign Ordinance progress? Luther – An email was sent out to update Council, timeline set for the 

end of August.  
 Flag near I-5 is in need of replacement?  PW Superintendent, Aaron Swan – Staff is aware, a 

new flag is on order.  
 Concerned about the pothole at Central and Calapooia.  Will look into that.   

Councilor Egbert –  
 Brought up at a previous meeting that a Street light is needed at Church and Hwy. 138, has 

anything happened with that? City Manager – Swan has contacted PP&L and asked them to do 
an inventory.  Community Development Director, Brian Elliott – Finally received the last quote 
form PP&L, have not brought a Staff Report forward yet, there are some other things being 
discussed. But can report the one light at Ft. McKay & Church Rd.  has been quoted at around 
$5,000 and for Church Rd. and Hwy. 138, and the parking area at Ford’s Pond where between 
$5,000-$6,000 for both.  

Councilor Boggs –  
 None 

Councilor Meier –  
 None 

Mayor McKnight –  
 Would like to acknowledge the Lions Club for putting up flags up around town and all of the other 

things they do, they put a lot of time in, it’s a lot of work.  Would also like to recognize the 
Chamber of Commerce.  Cannot emphasize enough what these groups and other area volunteers 
do in this community; very nice, everybody is working together.   
 

PUBLIC COMMENT –  
 Resident, Dennis Riggs – Would to see the community and Council to come together showing 

appreciation for our law enforcement. Would like to show that appreciation by having a “Law 
Enforcement Appreciation Day.  Mayor – We had our first event last month, a Public Safety 
Appreciation Day which will become an annual event.  I’m sorry I missed it.  Mayor – Thank 
you for your suggestion, it’s a very nice thought.  

 Resident, Pat Bales – On behalf of the people at Soft Winds, would like to show appreciation for 
the hard work from the Fire Department and employees during the Fire [July 1st]. 
 

ADJOURNMENT –   
With no further business meeting adjourned at 8:41pm.       
  
      Approved:  ______________________________  
        Jerry Gillham, City Manager 
 
Respectfully submitted by,    
       
________________________________      ______________________________ 
Diane Harris, Deputy City Recorder    Todd McKnight, Mayor   
 



Action Items 
and/or 

General Business 
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STAFF REPORT 

Re:  Ordinance – Code Repeal/Replace – Section 12.24.010 SMC 
Street Designations (first reading, title only) 

Meeting Date:  7/25/16 

Purpose: 
Action Item 

 
Workshop 

 
Report Only 

 
Discussion 

 
Update 

 

Submitted By: Chad Jacobs, City Attorney’s Office 
City Manager 

Review 
 

Attachments:  Notice of Enactment,  Draft Ordinance, Previous Ordinance w/ Mark‐ups  
   

WHAT IS BEING ASKED OF COUNCIL? 

 
Council  is being asked  to approve  first  reading,  title only of  the attached draft ordinance,  to 
repeal/replace  Section  12.24.010  of  the  Sutherlin  Municipal  Code  regarding  roadway 
designations.   
 

EXPLANATION 

 
Upon  review  of  Sutherlin’s  current Municipal  Code  it  was  decided  an  update  was  needed 
regarding  the  designation  of  Avenues,  Streets,  Roads, Drives  and  Courts.    After  researching 
codes  throughout  the  State,  it was  determined  that  including  the  names  of  all  streets  in  a 
municipal code did not appear to be best practice.   Should a new street be added to the City, 
changes would be required each time, therefore creating and adopting another ordinance and 
making changes to the SMC.   
 

OPTIONS  

 
Approve first reading of the proposed ordinance as presented. 
Approve first reading of the proposed ordinance as amended by Council. 
Do not approve the first reading of the proposed ordinance.   
 

SUGGESTED MOTION(S) 

 
None 

 

126 E. Central Avenue 
Sutherlin, OR  97479 

541-459-2856 
Fax: 541-459-9363 

www.cityofsutherlin.com 

                   City of Sutherlin 





 

Ordinance No.  

ORDINANCE NO. __________ 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SUTHERLIN REPEALING AND REPLACING 
SECTION 12.24.010 OF THE SUTHERLIN MUNICIPAL CODE TO DESIGNATE 
AVENUES, STREETS, ROADS, DRIVES AND COURTS IN THE CITY 

WHEREAS, the City has enacted an ordinance specifying which public rights of way should be 
designated avenues, streets, roads, drives and courts in the City; and 

WHEREAS, the current municipal code also specifically designates certain avenues, streets, 
roads, drives and courts by name; and 

WHEREAS, it is impractical and unnecessary to specifically designate certain avenues, streets, 
roads and courts by name in the municipal code. 

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

Section 1: Section 12.24.010 of the Sutherlin Municipal Code is hereby repealed and replaced to 
read as follows: 

12.24.010. Avenues, streets and courts designated.  All public roadways in the city which lie 
in an easterly-westerly direction shall hereafter be designated as avenues in place of their 
previous designation, be it street, terrace, or such other designation. All public roadways in the 
city which lie in a northerly-southerly direction shall hereafter be designated as streets in place of 
their previous designation, be it avenue, terrace or such other designation. Cul de sacs presently 
designated as courts shall retain their current names.  All public ways shall retain their other 
given name. 

Section 4.  Effective date.  This ordinance shall take effect 30 days after it is approved by the 
Mayor. 

PASSED BY THE COUNCIL THIS         DAY OF ___________, 2016. 

APPROVED BY THE MAYOR THIS        DAY OF ____________, 2016. 

 

        ________________________ 
ATTEST       Mayor, Todd McKnight 
 

_________________________________  
City Recorder, Debra L. Hamilton, CMC 



10-5                   Sutherlin Ordinances                10-5.1 
 
 
 
 ORDINANCE NO. 582   
 
 AN ORDINANCE DESIGNATING AVENUES, STREETS AND COURTS IN THE 
CITY; NUMBERING OF STREETS, AVENUES AND COURTS; PROVIDING PENALTIES; 
AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY.  
 
 The city of Sutherlin ordains as follows:  
 
 Section 1. Designating Avenues, Streets and Courts. All public 
roadways in the city of Sutherlin which lie in an easterly-westerly 
direction shall hereafter be designated as avenues in place of their 
previous designation, be it street, terrace or such other 
designation. Said public ways shall retain their other given name. 
Said ways shall now be designated as follows:  
 Page Avenue     South Side Avenue  
 Koleno Avenue    Glen Avenue  
 Comstock Avenue    Strong Avenue  
 Bebeau Avenue    Everett Avenue  
 Cub Avenue    Central Avenue  
 Airway Avenue    1st Avenue  
 Duke Avenue     2nd Avenue  
 Hastings Avenue    Jasper Avenue  
 Cherry Avenue    3rd Avenue  
 Gleason Avenue    4th Avenue  
 Sunset Avenue    5th Avenue  
 Bruce Avenue     Garnet Avenue  
 Dean Avenue     6th Avenue  
 Valentine Avenue   Arch Avenue  
 Raintree Avenue    Laurel Avenue  
 Spence Avenue    Edgewood Avenue  
 Lake View Avenue   Jones-Buckley Avenue  
 Ridge Water Avenue   Foster Avenue  
 Ridge View Avenue    Wisteria Avenue  
 
 All public roadways in the city of Sutherlin which lie in a 
northerly-southerly direction shall hereafter be designated as 
streets in place of their previous designation, be it avenue, terrace 
or such other designation. Said public ways shall retain their other 
given name. Said ways shall now be designated as follows:  
 Hutchins Street    Sunset Street  
 Frontage Street    Hawthorn Street 
 Westwood Street    Eddy Street  
 Myrtle Street    Robinson Street  



 Comstock Street    Johnson Street  
 Lester Street    Kruse Street  
 Landing Street  
 Grant Street     Plum Street  
 Dawn Street    Willamette Street  
 Branton Street   Umatilla Street  
 Miller Street    Magnolia Street  
 Maple Street     Waite Street  
 Sherman Street   Mar Donna Street  
 Ash Street     Lane Street  
 Pine Street    Terrace Street  
 Tanglewood Street   Sherwood Street  
 Oak Street     Pear Street  
 Cedar Street     Casa De Loma Street  
 Front Street     Grove Street  
 Calapooya Street    Saint Johns Street  
 State Street     Opal Street  
 Umpqua Street    Agate Street  
      Jade Street   
 
 The following cul de sacs shall retain their current names, 
to-wit:  
 2nd Court  
 3rd Court  
 Vantage Court  
 Sunny Side Court  
 Terrie Court  
 Ault Court   
 
 Azalia Way located in the Azalea Court Addition shall hereafter 
be designated as Azalea Court. Primrose Place located in the 
Sutherlin heights Sub-division shall hereafter be designated as 
Primrose Court.   
 
   
 
Passed by the council and approved by the mayor July 17, 1978.  
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STAFF REPORT 

Re:  Ordinance – Code Repeal/Replace Section 10.56.040 SMC – 
Violation – Penalties (first reading, title only) 

Meeting Date:  7/25/16 

Purpose: 
Action Item 

 
Workshop 

 
Report Only 

 
Discussion 

 
Update 

 

Submitted By: Chad Jacobs, City Attorney’s Office 
City Manager 

Review 
 

Attachments:  Notice of Enactment,  Draft Ordinance, Previous Ordinance w/ Mark‐ups  
   

WHAT IS BEING ASKED OF COUNCIL? 

 
Council  is being asked  to approve  first  reading,  title only of  the attached draft ordinance,  to 
repeal/replace  Section  10.56.040  of  the  Sutherlin  Municipal  Code  regarding  updates  to 
enforcement provisions.  
 

EXPLANATION 

 
Upon  review  of  Sutherlin’s  current Municipal  Code  it  was  decided  an  update  was  needed 
regarding  Traffic  Citation  Penalties.    The  housekeeping  updates  have  been  reviewed, 
recommendation  is  to  remove  language  regarding  bicycle  impoundment  due  to  some 
constitutional issues related to these types of actions, and felt it is best to take out of the code.j  
 

OPTIONS  

 
Approve first reading of the proposed ordinance as presented. 
Approve first reading of the proposed ordinance as amended by Council. 
Do not approve the first reading of the proposed ordinance.   
 

SUGGESTED MOTION(S) 

 
None 
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Ordinance No. 

ORDINANCE NO. __________ 

 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SUTHERLIN REPEALING AND REPLACING 
SECTION 10.56.040 OF THE SUTHERLIN MUNICIPAL CODE TO UPDATE 
ENFORCEMENT PROVISIONS OF THE CITY’S VEHICLE AND TRAFFIC CODE. 

WHEREAS, the City has enacted a vehicle and traffic code that contains certain enforcement 
provisions including imprisonment in the city jail; and 

WHEREAS, the enforcement provisions need to be updated to accurately reflect the current law 
and facts. 

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

Section 1: Section 10.56.040 of the Sutherlin Municipal Code is hereby repealed and replaced to 
read as follows: 

10.56.040  Violations—Penalties. 

In addition to any other provisions and penalties provided in this title, any person violating any 
of the provisions of this title may upon conviction thereof be punished by imprisonment in the 
county jail for not to exceed thirty (30) days or by a fine not to exceed five hundred dollars 
($500.00) or both. 

Section 4.  Effective date.  This ordinance shall take effect 30 days after it is approved by the 
Mayor. 

PASSED BY THE COUNCIL THIS         DAY OF ___________, 2016. 

APPROVED BY THE MAYOR THIS        DAY OF ____________, 2016. 

 

        ________________________ 
ATTEST       Mayor, Todd McKnight 
 

_________________________________  
City Recorder, Debra L. Hamilton, CMC 



   
 
 Traffic Citations  
 
 Section 66. Penalties.  
 (a) In addition to any other provisions and penalties provided 
in this ordinance title, any person violating any of the provisions 
of this ordinance title shall may upon conviction thereof be punished 
by imprisonment in the city county jail for not to exceed 30 days 
or by a fine not to exceed $500.00 or both.  
 (b) In addition, bicycles may be impounded for a period not to 
exceed 10 days.  
 
 Section 67. Illegal Cancellation of Traffic Citations. It shall 
be unlawful for any person to cancel or solicit the cancellation of 
any traffic citation in any manner except where approved by the 
municipal judge.  
 
 Section 68. Citation. For the violation of any provisions of 
this ordinance, any police officer may issue a citation which shall 
be in the nature of a notice to appear at a time and place certain.  
 
 Section 69. When Warrant to be Issued. In the event any person 
fails to comply with the terms of a traffic citation the chief of 
police shall forthwith secure and have served a warrant for the arrest 
of such person.  
 
 Section 70. Effect of Ordinance. If any part or parts of this 
ordinance are for any reason held to be invalid, such decision shall 
not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this ordinance.  
 
 Section 71. Repeal. All ordinances or parts of ordinances 
inconsistent or in conflict herewith hereby are repealed and 
Ordinance No. 274 and Ordinance No. 275 are expressly repealed. 
  
 Section 72. Emergency. Whereas there have been amendments to 
the Oregon state traffic laws causing the present traffic control 
ordinance of the city of Sutherlin to become outdated, an emergency 
is hereby declared to exist and this ordinance shall be in full force 
and effect immediately upon its passage by the common council and 
approval by the mayor.  
 
Passed by the council and approved by the mayor October 9, 1967. 
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STAFF REPORT 

Re: Authorization to move forward on the Procurement of One (1) 
Sutherlin Fire Department Staff Vehicle.

Meeting Date: 
July 25, 
2016 

Purpose: 
Action Item 

X 
Workshop 

 
Report Only 

 
Discussion 

 
Update 

 

Submitted By: Charles Perdomo, Fire Chief & Kirk M. Sanfilippo, 
Interim Director of Public Safety (Police & Fire) 

City Manager 
Review 

 

Attachments: 
Vehicle Cost Quote (Power Ford Lincoln) & Emergency Vehicle Build Up Cost Quote 
(Auto Additions) 

   

WHAT IS BEING ASKED OF COUNCIL? 

Staff is requesting that City Council approve one staff vehicle for the Fire Department. 
 

EXPLANATION 

During the budget preparation and presentation for FY2016/2017 the Sutherlin Fire Department 
requested a projected cost of $30,000 in the Capital Improvement Plan to procure and replace 
one staff vehicle that is at the end of its service life. This report is to comply with Sutherlin 
Municipal Code Ordinance 2.36.030, and request that this procurement be authorized so that the 
new vehicle can be purchased. 
 
This is a purchase from Power Ford Lincoln, with a base purchase price that is at or below the 
State bid price (verified with the vendor).  As a result, there will be no competitive bid process. 
The outfitting/build up for this emergency fire department vehicle will be performed by Auto 
Additions. The purchase price for this vehicle from Power Ford Lincoln is $28,990.00 for a 2017 
Ford Interceptor Utility AWD (see the attachments).  The Auto Additions vehicle outfitting price 
is $3807.86. The total cost of this vehicle, $32,797.86 is $2797.86 more than was requested or 
approved during the budget process.   
 
Staff is requesting that Council to authorize the procurement of this fire staff vehicle. 
 

OPTIONS  

N/A 
SUGGESTED MOTION(S) 

1) Approve the procurement of the vehicle as presented, or; 
2) Approve the procurement of the vehicle with amendments, or: 
3) Not approve the procurement of the vehicle. 

  
If you have any questions contact Charles Perdomo at c.perdomo@ci.sutherlin.or.us at (541) 
459-1394 or Kirk Sanfilippo at k.sanfilippo@ci.sutherlin.or.us at (541) 459-2211. 
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ACTIVE PROJECTS                      
PROJECT PROJ# CURRENT STATUS                                              Updated July, 2016

SLURRY SEALS #ST2016.01

Complete; the following is a list of roads that were completely or partially Slurry Sealed. Myrtle St., 

Crown Pointe St., 3rd Ct., N. Grove Lane, Arvila Way, Montclair Dr., 3rd Ave., 2nd Cr., 4th Ave and Public 

Works parking area.

N. COMSTOCK (Phase 2) This will be a County project.   Plan and design complete; work to take place 2017

Street Improvements DC# City to take over ownership of Comstock from Central to West School once completed.

WASTEWATER

Ford's Pond has been purchased by the City to be used to store effluent water while also serving as a 

public recreation/reserve area.  Value Analysis completed. Pre‐design engineering awarded to Dyer 

Partnership Engineering to be completed by December 2015.  

Plant Improvements #WW‐2014.01 Financial requirements to secure loan have been secured. 

MWH was awarded the Value Engineering contract and will start the VE process on July 19th and 

present to City Council on 8‐8‐16. 
We have advertised for RFP for Final Design, Proposal due July 29, 2016. 

Pre‐construction meeting on July 8th for Sodium Hypo system to be completed by end of August.

N. COMSTOCK Waterline is budgeted for this year.  Bid opening took place 4/21/16.  Low bidder was Knife River.    

Waterline replacement WAT# 2015.01

Contract awarded to Knife River.  Pre‐construction meeting July 8th, mobilization to start July 18th and 

construction starts July 25th.

VALENTINE  Reconstruction ‐ drainage, curb, sidewalk, and paving; working to secure funding.  

Street Improvements ST# Engineering to begin 2016‐17

FORDS POND Grant application submitted.  

Master Plan PK# Awaiting results
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