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CITY OF ALBANY  

CITY COUNCIL 

Council Chambers 

Wednesday, August 9, 2017 

7:15 p.m. 

 

MINUTES 

 

CALL TO ORDER 

 

Mayor Sharon Konopa called the meeting to order at 7:15 p.m. 

 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE. 

 

Konopa led the pledge of allegiance. 

 

ROLL CALL  

 

Councilors present: Mayor Sharon Konopa and Councilors Rich Kellum, Bill Coburn, Bessie Johnson, Ray 

Kopczynski, Dick Olsen, and Mike Sykes. 

 

Councilors absent: Councilor Mike Sykes left the meeting at 8:23 p.m. 

 

SPECIAL PRESENTATION 

 

John McArdle, Mayor of the City of Independence and past president of the Oregon Mayor’s Association (OMA), 

presented the OMA Mayor’s Leadership Award to Konopa.  He read comments made at the presentation at the Mayor’s 

Association (see agenda file). 

 

Konopa thanked everyone.  She said she has always felt that you should put your heart and soul into your job.  She was 

astonished and humbled to receive the award. 

 

SCHEDULED BUSINESS 

 

Continued Quasi-Judicial Public Hearing, ZC-02-16, Appealing Zoning Map Amendment 

 

Konopa opened the public hearing at 7:23 p.m. 

 

There was a signup sheet available for the public (see agenda file). 

 

Councilor Bill Coburn reported that he had received a couple of emails after the last meeting.  He deleted them.  

Councilor Bessie Johnson reported the same.  Konopa said she also received an email and a phone call from a 

neighbor who asked about the process. 

 

Konopa read the rules of testimony. 

 

Staff Report. 

 

There was a letter on the dais from Ashley A. Coble (see agenda file). 

 

Planner III David Martineau gave a Power Point presentation (see agenda file) summarizing the proposal and the 

process.  He said one comment was provided to the Councilors on the dais (see agenda file).  Staff recommends 

that the Council make a tentative decision tonight, to allow time for staff to develop findings and conclusions in 

support. 

 

Applicant. 

 

Jim Winkler, President of Winkler Development, introduced Michael Roberts, of LRS Architects.  Roberts 

showed some slides (see agenda file).  Winkler showed how the area around the site has changed over time, and 

an overlay of how they hope to lay out their development. 

 

Winkler said there are two projects, one for families and one for seniors.  The current Code allows 25-30 units per 

acre.  This proposal contains substantially less than that.  The reason for the zone change request was initially 

related to parking at the proposed senior housing, but they also want to have services in the buildings, which 

requires a mixed-use commercial (MUC) zone. 

 

Roberts showed slides of senior housing at other projects.  Winkler said they always try to have a community 

resource center in each development, which typically includes childcare for both residents and the community.  

He showed a diagram of the site concept, showing green space and landscape area. 
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Winkler described how the MUC zone could meet community needs and satisfy the developer’s desire for a quality 

product.  He suggested that as an alternative to a maximum trip count, they could have an MUC zone on the 4.75 

acres closest to the shopping center.  Roberts said this would be appealing to seniors. 

 

Coburn asked if the daycare would be in the mixed-use zone.  Winkler said yes. 

 

Councilor Ray Kopczynski asked if this proposal would eliminate the need for a trip cap.  Winkler said if they only 

have the MUC designation on a small part of the site, they would not do the trip cap.  Kopczynski asked what is 

wrong with just keeping the trip cap?  Winkler said it would make no sense for the family project.  Their plan has 

always been to do residential, and the mixed-use zoning would be small, for senior-service uses only. 

 

Konopa asked if Winkler was modifying his zone-change request.  Winkler said they would be willing to rezone 

only the smaller area.  Konopa reminded the Council that once the zone change is made, the MUC area does not 

have to be senior housing.  It could be any other use permitted in an MUC zone.  A community resource center is 

wonderful, but there is nothing the City can do to force a development to include one. 

 

Councilor Dick Olsen asked if there are now trees in the RM area where the developer proposes building 

apartments.  Roberts said there will be “tree mitigation.”  He showed the overlay.  They plan to mostly build 

around the grove of trees.  Olsen said he would like to see more space between the proposed apartment buildings 

and the existing homes.  Roberts said the required setback in the zone is 30 feet. 

 

Councilor Rich Kellum asked if there is the possibility of keeping the current zoning and specifying uses the 

developer can put in.  Planning Manager Bob Richardson said there is not.  It isn’t possible to specify uses for a 

specific site.  You would have to apply the same exceptions in all areas of the city with the same zone.  Based on 

state and local law, it would be difficult to enforce use exceptions. 

 

Kopczynski said he likes the trip cap and the way it limits the development.  If that goes away, what is the 

downside of having a smaller MUC?  Richardson said this is the first time staff has seen the alternative proposal.  

Transportation Systems Analyst Ron Irish said he doesn’t think it’s feasible to take away the trip cap completely.  

Even if the MUC zone is reduced, there would have to be a traffic analysis.  The worst case that would be used for 

analysis would be a shopping center, which would generate around 100 more peak-hour trips than under the 

current RM zone.  That would affect Highway 20, which would require a trip cap, but maybe at a different number 

than the one already discussed. 

 

Coburn said he understands Kellum’s concern about not being able to control the outcome.  If the developer builds 

what he proposes, a lot of the questions are resolved.  Winkler has proposed a compromise, and Coburn would like 

to be able to work with him, but options for doing that seem to be limited.  Richardson reminded the Council that 

only a zone change is under discussion, not a development proposal.  The applicant is showing intentions and 

concepts, but we can’t evaluate those at this time; we can only discuss the zone change.  The question is: are there 

any uses that the Council finds so incompatible in this location that they would not want to apply the zone at all? 

 

Olsen asked if Troon Street goes through to Hickory Street.  Winkler said it dead-ends.  There was discussion 

about how connections might be made using Troon Street. 

 

Konopa asked about connectivity to the west.  Winkler showed a street on the concept plan that runs into the 

shopping center. 

 

Irish said there is a local street plan for this area of town.  It shows street connections to Hickory.  Any 

development that occurred on this site, regardless of zone change, would have to make those connections. 

 

Konopa asked people speaking to keep their testimony pertinent to the new information proposed tonight, in order 

to avoid repeating testimony. 

 

Public Testimony. 

 

Mary Arnold, 994 Troon Street NW, said this is a rezoning request, not a development proposal.  Arnold said, 

Winkler asked the Council to withhold a decision at the May meeting because he was unable to access the 

documents showing the development proposal.  That made no sense.   Whatever he proposes is not binding and 

should have no bearing on the zoning change.  He could sell the property if the zoning change is approved.  She 

asked the Council not to let proposed plans influence their decision.  The decision should be based on what is right 

for the community and whether it is necessary to achieve Albany’s housing objectives.  She thinks it isn’t 

necessary.  Responding to accusations of NIMBY (not-in-my-backyard) protesting, she said multifamily housing is 

allowable on the property now, and the neighbors don’t dispute that the property will develop.  She asked the 

Council to vote no.  She also objects to Winkler’s proposal to remove the trip cap. 

 

Speaking on behalf of her neighbors, Bob and Patti Houser, Arnold read their letter dated August 9, 2017 (see 

agenda file).  The Housers are opposed to the rezoning.  It is not consistent with the Comprehensive Plan, the 

North Albany Refinement Plan, and Article 5 of the Development Code.  The Village Center concept calls for a 

transition between commercial and residential uses.  The proposed rezoning doesn’t do that.  The proposed zone 

change would change the existing residential/commercial balance identified in the Comprehensive Plan.  If the 
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property is rezoned, Winkler could sell it and any use allowed in the new zone could be developed with Planning 

Commission approval.  Several lots along Hickory Street are vacant and available, and could be developed as 

commercial mixed use.  It doesn’t make sense to disrupt an existing residential neighborhood to establish 

commercial uses. 

 

Konopa reminded the audience that they shouldn’t clap to show agreement.  It can intimidate people who want to 

testify on the other side of the issue.  She said we’re here to hear both sides, and we want citizens to be 

comfortable stating their opinions. 

 

Coburn asked if the Council is considering the original rezoning request or the alternative proposed tonight.  

Konopa said the Council needs to decide on the original zone change, or they need to decide to consider the new 

alternative.  If they want to consider the new one, they need to continue the public hearing again so that neighbors 

who have not been notified could testify, and so that staff could bring back findings on the new proposal.  

 

Kidd said if the Council wants to consider a partial rezoning, there are a couple of alternatives, but the Council 

cannot decide on that tonight.  The new proposal isn’t an application, and it is a substantial change from the 

original application.  One option is to leave the public hearing open and continue it.  The City would have to get a 

waiver of the 120-day decision requirement from the applicant.  Another option would be to deny the existing 

application.  The applicant could then withdraw the application and submit a new one for the partial rezoning. 

 

Coburn said, if we are not soliciting additional testimony on the original proposal, then the Council should 

deliberate on it.  Kidd said if the Council is leaning toward denial, the applicant might want to gauge the Council’s 

reaction on the alternative proposal.  If the Council and the public seem favorable to it, they might want to 

withdraw their application and go forward with the new one. 

 

Richardson said the applicant was not able to present his visuals at the last meeting, so the public should be able to 

comment on tonight’s presentation.  Regardless of the Council’s eventual goal, they should continue taking 

testimony. 

 

Nancy DeMasi, 299 Benton Drive, said Winkler’s pictures are not what he is proposing, but what might be 

proposed.  This is her third new home.  In both of the others, the builder went bankrupt and someone else finished 

the project.  If the zone change is approved, there’s no telling what could move in.  Winkler cannot assure us he 

won’t go bankrupt or decide to sell the property.  We are concerned about our homes, our neighborhood, and the 

traffic.  We ask that you deny the application. 

 

Lee and Sue Cutsforth live at 831 Ridders Lane.  Lee Cutsforth said they have an easement from their property just 

east of Winkler’s proposed development.  The road has to be crossed twice.  The road is used to get out during 

floods, and is convenient to use at other times.  When the new road is built, will there be curbs for them to get 

through?  Winkler’s partner, Good Samaritan, has already asked him to give them the easement without 

compensation.  When Cutsforth said no, they built a fence down Hickory, barricading his road.  Sue Cutsforth said 

the easement goes with their property.  They made it passable and maintained it.  She said when the last developer 

went bankrupt, Ridders Lane was destroyed.  The Cutsforths had to clean it up and make it passable. 

 

Councilor Mike Sykes left the meeting at 8:23 p.m. due to a family emergency. 

 

Bill Tally, 2443 North Albany Road, said Winkler’s design is not relevant.  It could change, and it is not consistent 

with what is there now.  This is the third meeting on this subject.  He suggests that if Winkler doesn’t provide a 

compelling reason for his request, the Council make a final determination to not consider further rezoning requests 

from him.  He said Winkler has not provided any justification for the requested change, although Northpointe 

residents have expressed considerable concern.  Tally suspects that Winkler’s strategy is to wear down the 

community’s resistance so the Council will submit. 

 

Tally also said he thinks it’s in the best interest of the city to consider a moratorium on building along Hickory 

Street until it’s determined how best to address concerns about school capacity, traffic congestions, flooding, and 

emergency access.  Traffic is being driven by congestion on Highway 20, which affects Springhill Drive and 

Hickory Street.  The intersection of Hickory Street and Springhill Drive is a significant concern that can’t be 

resolved by a signal.  He believes the only option is to improve access to downtown.  That is an expensive 

proposition. 

 

John Layman, 938 Troon Street, said his property backs up to the subject property.  There is one proposal on the 

table, not one plus another one.  To accommodate Winkler’s concept, we would have to subdivide one piece of 

property, and rezone three pieces of property, and we don’t have a proposal yet.  We don’t have a traffic study or a 

report from the Planning Commission, and he doesn’t think the Council can respond to the concept until they do.  

A mountain of paper has been submitted about this, all against the project.  He asked the Council to deny the 

zoning request. 

 

Andy Lesko, 363 Benton Drive, said the subject property is zoned RM for a reason by people who knew what they 

were doing.  Winkler can build on his property.  We don’t know his intentions, and it seems things are constantly 

changing.  Lesko relies on the Planning Commission.  They heard the case, including testimony from residents and 



Albany City Council Regular Session 

August 9, 2017 

 

 4 

the property owner, and they came to the conclusion that there is no reason to change the zoning.  He asked the 

Council to honor the Planning Commission’s decision. 

 

Ashlynn Walker, 347 Benton Drive, provided a handout titled “Currently Available Lots for Development, and 

Services for North Albany Residents” (see agenda file).  The handout shows properties currently available that 

could be developed as Winkler proposes, without affecting current residents.  She agrees that you have to look at 

the worst-case scenario.  The best case is what he is proposing, but we are not locked into it.  She said she heard 

tonight about density going from 20 units per acre to 30.  She thought the RM zone only allowed 10 units per acre; 

and that would change to unlimited, instead of 30?  Konopa said staff will clarify that when they testify. 

 

Ruth Hope, 747 Augusta Place NW, said she’s pleased with the Planning Commission’s denial.  She didn’t buy 

Winkler’s excuse for not being prepared for the appeal in May.  The Planning Commission criteria and the 

Comprehensive Plans are guides for the Council to make decisions.  They are not absolute and can be amended 

anytime.  One plan said it would be binding for 20 years.  Ten years have gone by, and a lot of changes have taken 

place.  During the Glen Rea (later Hayden Homes) development, the City fenced off 10 trees, and approved 66 lots 

on ten buildable acres, and it was a problem to put all those lots on ten acres with the trees.  Little by little the City 

got rid of nine trees, and there is only one big redwood left.  She doesn’t know if Winkler still plans to funnel 

traffic through the subdivision and North Benton Drive to get to Springhill Drive.  She is very much opposed to 

any more traffic.  She asked the Council to uphold the Planning Commission’s denial. 

 

Eric Skinner, 854 NW Northpointe Drive, said two pieces of data seem new to him.  He recalls that the trip count 

number discussed at the last meeting was 192, but tonight Winkler stated 392.  Is that an error or a new number?  

Second, the brown piece in tonight’s PowerPoint picture, which shows as RS5, was not on the picture before.  

Where did it come from?  When was it acquired?  It relates to the continuation of Troon Street into the Northpointe 

neighborhood and down to Hickory Street.  That is a major discrepancy from what we saw before. 

 

Lloyd Welton, 997 Northpointe, said he just moved there.  He’s proud to see the neighborhood here tonight.  He 

sees that the sequence has been: the applicant applied, the Planning Commission denied, he appealed, he wasn’t 

prepared, and tonight he has a new proposal.  He thinks that the Council should uphold the previous decision, 

which was made for a reason.  The new proposal needs to go through the process from the beginning.  The 

property was zoned as it is for a good reason and it should stay that way. 

 

Applicant Rebuttal. 

 

Winkler clarified that the peak trip figure is 192, not 392.  The RS-5 is a 2-acre buffer, not subject to this 

application.  The Cutsforth’s easement is at the edge of the RS-5 parcel and doesn’t affect the future multi-family 

development proposal.  He thinks the people who are concerned about the trip cap are confused.  That’s why he 

suggested the alternative, which he thinks is less confusing.  He thinks it’s in the best interest of the community 

for this type of project to be built.  It would serve the residents and address the need for workforce housing and 

senior housing.  He doesn’t disagree that childcare drives traffic, but he thinks people need childcare.  This is not a 

fairytale; they have built many substantial projects and won global awards for excellence.  The staff report was 

positive about the application.  There really was a major fire in Portland that destroyed access to his documents 

prior to the previous Council meeting.  If the Council can’t address the alternative proposal tonight, he would like 

to know how they view it.  He would like a yes or no on the original proposal with the original trip cap. 

 

Roberts said the RM zone allows 25 units per acre, and you can get up to 30 with City-accepted density bonuses. 

 

Staff Report. 

 

Martineau said Roberts is correct.  Under the present RM zone, the maximum density is 25 units per acre, with 

density bonuses related to affordable housing and solar, up to as many as 30 units per acre.  The MUC zone 

requires a minimum of 10 units, and does not have a maximum density.  The trip cap is 192. 

 

Planning Manager Bob Richardson said that while there is no standard for density limits in the MUC zone, there 

are other limitations like parking, landscaping, and building height, so it isn’t really an unlimited number of units 

that can be built, it’s just that there is not a unit per acre constraint.  The trip cap would limit that further, so the 

intensity of use in terms of traffic would be approximately the same as the current RM zone. 

 

Konopa said the trip cap is 192 peak hour trips.  Richardson said yes. 

 

Kellum said the proposed commercial area and the existing commercial area abut, so there would be about 150 feet 

from the center of the building to the edge of the current commercial area.  Winkler said it is probably over 290 

feet, or 120 feet to the parking lot. 

 

Close: Konopa closed the public hearing at 8:58 p.m. 

 

Richardson asked the Council to make findings and comments to the review criteria on the yellow sheet, titled 

“Zoning Map Amendments Review Criteria” (see agenda file). 
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MOTION: Olsen moved to deny the proposed Zone Change application, ZC-02-16, subject to the adoption of 

revised findings and conclusions based on testimony and evidence presented at the public hearing.  Kellum 

seconded the motion.  

 

Olsen said, we have an excellent Planning Commission and they had good reason to turn it down.  Also, one of our 

Strategic Plan themes is Great Neighborhoods.  We have heard from a lot of neighbors who say that if we approve 

the zone change, it will degrade their neighborhood, so approving it would go against our Strategic Plan.  The 

MUC zone allows a wide variety of uses, and if we adopt that zone here, and if Winkler decides to sell the 

property, it would be wide open to any of those uses. 

 

Kellum said, we aren’t dealing with a specific building, but rather with a certain kind of business, to be built.  If we 

approve the application, we would be allowing a property owner to put anything on the property.  We can’t 

condition the approval.  He asked about the distance between the center of the building and what is now 

commercial because he has heard testimony that this would be handy for senior residents.  It’s a few hundred feet 

to existing commercial property that has space already available. 

 

Coburn said he doesn’t like the trip cap.  It is tough to enforce and know what would happen if the property were 

sold. 

 

Kopczynski said there are two issues: we are voting on the original proposal, and then there’s a new potential idea.  

For the original proposal, he agrees with the original staff recommendation, and he thinks the trip cap is an elegant 

and enforceable solution.  He will vote against the motion on the table.  He is seriously concerned about the 

ramifications of someone building what is currently allowed, which could be a massive apartment complex. 

 

Johnson agrees with Kopczynski.  She likes the proposal that has been presented.  She likes the Village Center 

concept.  Staff has looked into it thoroughly and they are recommending approval.  She agrees with Kopczynski 

that it could be worse. She will vote no. 

 

Olsen said he thinks the criteria list is missing an important element: what happens to the existing neighborhood?  

The neighbors did their due diligence when they moved in, and learned that the property was zoned residential.  No 

one wants to have commercial development in their back yard.  He’s been on the Council since the 1970s, and it 

has been a fight to keep his neighborhood livable.  He doesn’t like people putting in development that is 

inappropriate to the neighborhood. 

 

Kopczynski asked City Attorney Sean Kidd if the Council has to make a final decision tonight, or will they be able 

to come back?  Kidd said he thinks the applicant and the audience would like to have a decision on the existing 

application.  Then the applicants could do a new proposal, based on getting the Council’s opinion tonight.  They 

could also appeal this original application to the Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA), and staff would be able to 

defend the denial based on these specific criteria. 

 

Konopa said any action by the Council requires four votes.  Since Sykes left, there are only five Councilors at the 

dais, and two have stated that they will vote against.  The Mayor cannot vote except in the case of a tie. 

 

Johnson asked, if we approve the zone change, can the applicant do the changes they proposed tonight as 

adjustments?  Richardson said their proposal is to rezone five lots.  If it is approved, staff would need to redo the 

maps to show a new zone for five lots.  The applicant couldn’t reduce it.  If you deny the application, the applicant 

could build to whatever the current zone would allow.  Or they could appeal to LUBA.  If you tentatively deny 

tonight, in the period between now and the final decision on September 13, the applicant could decide to withdraw 

his application. 

 

Coburn called for the question. 

 

VOTE:  A vote was taken on the motion and it failed 3-2 with Johnson and Kopczynski voting no.  It takes four 

votes in the affirmative or negative to decide any question before the Council.  This question will come back to a 

future meeting. 

 

Konopa said the decision will be held over to the next Council meeting.  She asked the public to refrain from 

contacting the Council.  Since the public hearing has been closed, the Council is not able to receive any more 

information. 

 

Richardson asked if it was appropriate to respond to the applicant’s request for their opinion on the new proposal.  

Konopa said no. 

 

RECESS 

 

The Council recessed for a short break at 9:17 p.m. 

 

RECONVENE 

 

The Council reconvened the Regular Session at 9:27 p.m. 
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Public Hearing, Intergovernmental agreement for the sale of 15 acres of surplus property to Greater Albany Public 

Schools located near Timber Ridge Street NE and Somerset Drive NE 

 

Open: Konopa opened the public hearing at 9:29 p.m. 

 

There was a signup sheet available for the public (see agenda file). 

 

 Staff Report. 

 

Public Works Engineering and Community Development Director Jeff Blaine said the primary purpose of the 

intergovernmental agreement (IGA) is to define terms for property exchanges and construction of public 

infrastructure for a new school east of I-5.  State law requires a public hearing before selling public property.  He 

summarized the purposes of the IGA.  The IGA covers three land sales, only one of which is the City selling 

property to Greater Albany Public Schools (GAPS).  He described the property.  GAPS will pay for the property 

with about $255,000 in cash, and transfer of Sunrise Park to the City. 

 

Staff recommends that the Council authorize execution of the IGA. 

 

Konopa asked if anyone wanted to comment.  No one did. 

 

Close: Konopa closed the public hearing at 9:33 p.m. 

 

MOTION:  Kopczynski moves to authorize staff to execute the IGA.  Johnson seconded the motion, which 

passed 5-0. 

 

 Business from the Public 

 

  There was none. 

  

 Adoption of Resolution 

 

Accepting and appropriating $1,300,800 from the U.S. Department of Homeland Security 2016 Staffing for 

Adequate Fire and Emergency Response (SAFER) Grant (CFDA #97.083) to hire six Firefighter/EMTs. 

 

Fire Chief John Bradner said the grant money will allow the Department to hire six new firefighters, and help it to 

meet NFPA and OSHA standards.  The previous grant (in 2011) was different.  It was a two-year grant, and since 

we were in the middle of a recession, The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) paid 100%, and 

there was no City match.  This time the grant period is three years, and a City match is required.  This has been 

discussed with the Budget Committee. 

 

Johnson asked if it is realistic that we can keep the six new positions?  Bradner said he is hopeful that we can, as 

we have seen growth in the Department’s budget as the economy has improved, and the increasing ambulance call 

volume has produced increased revenue.  Last year’s City budget anticipated $2.3 million in ambulance revenue, 

and we got $2.8 million.  We will likely make 9,400 ambulance calls this year. 

 

Konopa said this will help us get our staffing levels back up.  She asked if Lebanon got a SAFER grant.  Bradner 

said they have not heard yet.  There is a new round every week.  Sweet Home got into the first round, Albany got 

into the fourth round.  There are several more rounds to go, so Lebanon still has a chance.  Konopa said she hopes 

they get the grant.  Albany answers many calls to Lebanon now, which could shortchange Albany’s service.  

Bradner said a second single-role medic unit will be added in Tangent next week, which will help a lot. 

 

MOTION:  Kopczynski moved to adopt the resolution.  Olsen seconded the motion, which passed 5-0.  The 

resolution was designated Resolution No. 6630. 

 

 Adoption of Consent Calendar  

 

1) Approval of Minutes 

a) April 10, 2017, Joint Meeting minutes. 

b) June 14, 2017, Regular Session minutes. 

c) June 26, 2017, Work Session minutes. 

d) July 10, 2017, Work Session minutes. 

2) Liquor license recommendation to OLCC: 

a) Grant the liquor license application for Ramen Spot, LLC., d/b/a Simply Ramen, located at 1800 Geary 

Street SE. 

 

MOTION:  Kopczynski moved to approve the Consent Calendar as presented.  Johnson seconded the motion, 

which passed 5-0. 
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Award of Bids 

 

 SS-17-03-A, 2017 Pipe Bursting Projects. 

 

City Engineer Staci Belcastro said the City received three bids for this project.  Staff recommends awarding the 

bid to K & R Plumbing in the amount of $756,200.  The project will rehabilitate about 4,400 feet of sewer and 

storm lines.  It is funded from street and sewer capital. 

 

Coburn asked about the process for identifying the biggest need.  He asked if it wouldn’t be more cost-effective 

to rehabilitate pipes in one area, rather than spread out over the City.  Belcastro said Public Works ranks the 

condition of the sewer lines.  They look at videos of the top twenty worst and verify that the methods being 

considered will work.  Blaine explained that staff looks at the worst-ranked pipes and also evaluates nearby pipes 

to see if it would make more sense to widen that part of the project.  This year, it happens that the worst of the 

pipes are dispersed over several areas.  Public Works does try to avoid mobilizing in a number of areas if it 

doesn’t make sense to do so. 

 

Coburn asked how long Public Works expects the project to take.  Belcastro said they used a long construction 

window because it’s late in the season.  It is quite a lot of work.  It should all be completed by late June, 2018. 

 

Kopczynski asked how Public Works is progressing with improving the overall condition of the sewer system.  

Blaine said five years ago, they were routinely receiving emergency calls about significant problems.  They felt 

they were on the cusp of losing control.  They don’t see those types of calls anymore, and the total amount of bad 

pipe in the system has declined. 

 

MOTION:  Olsen moved to approve award of the bid to K & R Plumbing Construction Co., Clackamas, Oregon, 

in the amount of $756,200.  Coburn seconded the motion, which passed 5-0. 

 

 SS-17-03-B, 2017 Cured-in-Place Pipe Projects. 

 

Belcastro said staff recommends awarding the bid to C&L Water Solutions, of Littleton, Colorado, in the amount 

of $803.431.  The project will rehabilitate approximately 6,200 feet of sewer and storm drain pipe. 

 

Kopczynski asked if we have ever used a Colorado firm.  Belcastro said no.  Public Works checked their 

references, and three municipalities gave them excellent reviews.  We have used the cured-in-place process quite 

a bit.  Not a lot of contractors do it, but we have used it often in our rehabilitation projects.  Blaine explained that 

Public Works tries to use cured-in-place technology whenever it’s appropriate.  It’s an adequate and less 

expensive repair method in many cases. 

 

Konopa said she thought from this year’s Capital Improvement Program (CIP) discussion that we would be 

starting on Hill Street.  Blaine said yes, we are.  The surveying is done and design is underway.  The project will 

bid in February and March, and be constructed next summer.  Konopa noted that the cost of the project will be 

$6.1 million, and the state’s $1.3 million doesn’t go very far.  She would like to have a sign at Hill Street and 

Queen Avenue to explain the project and its cost to the neighbors.  Blaine said the neighbors have been notified, 

and Public Works will work on placing a sign. 

 

MOTION:  Johnson moved to approve award of the bid to C&L Water Solutions, Littleton, Colorado, in the 

amount of $803,431.  Kopczynski seconded the motion, which passed 5-0. 

 

 Appointment 

 

 Appointing JoAnn Yonemura to the Library Board. 

 

  MOTION:  Johnson moved to approve the appointment.  Kopczynski seconded the motion, which passed 5-0. 

 

BUSINESS FROM THE COUNCIL 

 

Olsen said his neighbors are complaining about speeding on Washington Street.  Also, trees are growing up over the duck 

crossing signs.  Blaine will ask street crews to check the sign. 

 

Kellum said the light at Pacific Boulevard and Hill Street is working correctly.  It’s good to see crews working on the 

crosswalk in front of Elmer’s Restaurant. 

 

Solar Eclipse. 

 

Management Assistant/Public Information Officer Marilyn Smith handed out a brochure about the eclipse, “Important 

Safety Messages from the City of Albany” (see agenda file).  It has been produced in both Spanish and English.  She 

offered them to anyone who wants to hand them out to a group or occasion. 

 

Konopa reminded the Council of the Carousel grand opening Tuesday, August 15, 2017, at 10:00 a.m. 
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Blaine said Olsen asked during Monday’s Work Session if lift station structures have to be fenced.  Blaine said it’s at the 

City’s discretion.  Olsen said he hopes we don’t fence the structures discussed Monday.  It makes the neighborhood look 

unsafe. 

 

NEXT MEETING DATE:  Regular Session:  August 23, 2017; and Work Session:  September 11, 2017. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

There being no other business, the meeting was adjourned at 10:01 p.m. 

 

 

 

Respectfully submitted, Reviewed by, 

 

 

 

Mary Dibble Peter Troedsson 

City Clerk     City Manager 

 

 

 


