
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

AGENDA & Notice of Executive Session, Work Session,  
Urban Renewal Agency (URA) 

& Regular Meeting of the Newport City Council  
 

The City Council of the City of Newport will hold an executive session followed by a work 
session on Tuesday, July 5, 2011, at 11:00 A.M., Urban Renewal meeting at 5:30 P.M. followed 
by a regular Council meeting at 6:00 P.M. The work session will be held in Conference Room A 
at City Hall, and the regular meeting will be held in the Council Chamber, City Hall, located at 
169 S.W. Coast Highway, Newport, Oregon 97365. A copy of the agenda follows. 
 
The meeting locations are accessible to persons with disabilities. A request for an interpreter 
for the hearing impaired, or for other accommodations for persons with disabilities, should be 
made at least 48 hours in advance of the meeting to Peggy Hawker, City Recorder 
541.574.0613. 
 
The City Council and URA reserves the right to add or delete items as needed, change the 
order of the agenda, and discuss any other business deemed necessary at the time of the work 
session and/or meeting. Action items that do not require a public hearing may be moved up 
earlier in the meeting. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION AGENDA 
Tuesday, July 5, 2011 – 11 A.M. 

Conference Room A 
 
I. Executive session pursuant to ORS 192.660 (2)(d)- Labor Negotiator Consultation 
 

 
WORK SESSION AGENDA 

Tuesday, July 5, 2011 -- 12:00 P.M. 
Conference Room A 

 
I. Interview Planning Commission Applicants 

II. City Manager Updates 
III. Yaquina Bay Bridge Anniversary-October 2nd 
IV. NOAA Opening Celebration-August 20 
V. Employee Surveys/ Human Resources RFP 

VI. Tourism Facility Fund- Process review, format, resolution 
VII. Review of Goals for 11/12 Review future Work Session Topics 
 

NEWPORT URBAN RENEWAL AGENCY 
URBAN RENEWAL AGENCY MEETING AGENDA 



Tuesday, July 5, 2011 – 5:30 P.M. 
Council Chambers 

 
I. Call to Order and Roll Call 
 
II. Public Comments 

This is an opportunity for members of the audience to bring to the Agency’s attention any item 
not otherwise listed on the Agenda. Comments will be limited to three (3) minutes per person, 
with a maximum of 15 minutes for all items. Speakers may not yield their time to others. 

 
III. Consent Calendar 

The consent calendar consists of items of a repeating or routine nature that are considered under 
a single action. Items on the consent calendar may be removed and considered separately on 
request. 

A. Approval of minutes from regular URA meeting of June 20, 2011 
 (Hawker) 

 
IV. Discussion & Presentation 
      A.  Marine Science Drive Progress PowerPoint 
  (Tokos/Melissa Roman) 
 
V. Adjournment 

 
REGULAR MEETING AGENDA 
Tuesday, July 5, 2011 -- 6:00 P.M. 

Council Chamber 
 

Anyone wishing to speak on an agenda item should complete a Public Comment Form and give it to the 
City Recorder. Public Comment Forms are located at the entrance to the City Council Chamber. Anyone 
commenting on a subject not on the agenda will be called upon during the Public Comment section of the 
agenda. Comments pertaining to specific agenda items will be taken at the time the matter is discussed by 
the City Council. 
 
I. Pledge of Allegiance 
 
II. Call to Order and Roll Call  
 
III. Additions/Deletions and Approval of Agenda 
 
IV. Public Comments 

This is an opportunity for members of the audience to bring to the Council’s attention any item 
not listed on the Agenda. Comments will be limited to three (3) minutes per person with a 
maximum of 15 minutes for all items. Speakers may not yield their time to others. 

 
V. Proclamations & Recognitions 
 
VI. Consent Calendar 



The consent calendar consists of items of a repeating or routine nature considered under a single 
action. Any Councilor may have an item on the consent agenda removed and considered 
separately on request. 
A. Approval of minutes from City Council work session, joint planning and council 

meeting, and regular meeting of June 20, 2011  
(Hawker) 

 
B. OLCC License Approval- Harpoon Hanna’s 

(Miranda) 
  

VII. Officer’s Reports  
A. Mayor’s Report 

 
B. City Manager’s Report 

1. Department Updates 
   
VIII. Discussion Items and Presentations 
 Items that do not require immediate Council action, such as presentations, discussion of potential 

future action items. 
  
7:00 P.M. 
 
IX. Public Hearings 
 
X. Action Items  

Citizens will be provided the opportunity to offer comments on action items after staff has given 
their report and if there is an applicant, after they have had the opportunity to speak. (Action 
items are expected to result in motions, resolutions, orders, or ordinances.)   

 
A. Letter designating Onno Husing, OCZMA, to serve as the City’s delegate on the 

Oregon Renewable Energy Task Force 
(Tokos) 
 

B. Resolution Restricting Use of Skateboards 
(Miranda) 
 

C. Amendment to Municipal Code Chapter 06.40, Correcting and error 
(Miranda) 

 
XI. Council Reports and Comments 
 
XII. Public Comment 

(Additional time for public comment – 5 minutes per speaker) 
 

XIII. Adjournment 



















June 20, 2011 
5:00 P.M. 

Newport, Oregon 
 

JOINT WORK SESSION 
OF THE CITY COUNCIL 

AND PLANNING COMMISSION 
 
Councilors present: McConnell, Beemer, Brusselback, Allen, Sawyer, Bertuleit, and 
Roumagoux. 
 
Commissioners present: Sarazin, Fisher, Croteau, Small, and East. Patrick was absent. 
 
Staff Present: Voetberg, Hawker, and Tokos. 
 
Council and the Commissioners discussed the following items: 
 
Roles and Responsibilities – Staff Overview 
 
Tokos reviewed the statutory responsibilities of the Planning Commission. A discussion 
ensued regarding holding a joint work session in December or January to establish 
mutual goals. 
 
Prioritizing Legislative Work 
 
It was noted that upcoming legislative issues include the housing code that the City 
Council will be considering this evening; the VRD code; the streamlining of the 
commercial and industrial zoning regulations; and the update to the TSP. It was 
reported that the next step regarding the VRD code is to elicit information. It was noted 
that one of the VRD issues is fairness. McConnell asked how the city would connect 
with the owners of the unoccupied homes. Tokos reported that an ad hoc group is 
obtaining information from various websites such as “VRBO.” He added that vacation 
rentals are an outright use in the R-1, R-2, R-3, and R-4 zones if the property is not 
rented more than ten times in a calendar year. Additionally, VRD’s are permitted as a 
conditional use in the R-4 zone, and an outright use in a commercial zone.  
 
Allen asked how legislative work has been prioritized among the Planning Commission 
and the City Council. Tokos noted that it has come from both directions, adding that the 
housing code was initiated by the City Council. He reported that work is generally at 
Council direction. The mutual goal setting session was discussed again. 
 
What Do We Want from the TSP Amendments? 
 
Tokos reported that a briefing with the ODOT staff is scheduled for June 27, and that an 
open house will occur on July 13. He noted that ODOT staff is amenable to using an off-
season peak for alternative mobility standards for South Beach, but that ODOT 
management is not yet on board. He added that for the rest of the standards, there is 



general agreement on anticipated growth. A discussion ensued regarding 
implementation through an overlay zone in South Beach; trip bank concept; and 
signalization. McConnell asked what Council needs to do, and Tokos asked that Council 
stay engaged in the process. It was noted that the off-season is better. It was asked 
whether other coastal communities are working on this. Bertuleit reported that 
Councilors have an opportunity to talk with state legislators at the annual League of 
Oregon Cities Conference. It was reported that Landwaves has retained a traffic 
engineer. Tokos noted that it should be a priority to start dealing with the bridge in terms 
of replacement, increased capacity, or a bypass. Bertuleit asked about the sign 
ordinance. Tokos noted that potential funding can be sought to partially deal with some 
of the business vacancies. Brusselback asked whether there had been discussion 
regarding instituting another Northside Urban Renewal District. Tokos noted that this 
discussion has not occurred. McConnell reported that an economic development 
initiative will be kicked off this summer which will include the Chamber of Commerce 
and it is anticipated that all elements of economic development will be discussed 
including how to encourage property improvements on Highway 101. Allen suggested 
that the Planning Commission could hold a work session on how economic abilities can 
be improved; tackle the issues; and forward the conclusions to the Council. 
 
Tokos noted that erosion control was mentioned in the geo hazards code update, and 
that an erosion control code needs to be developed. 
 
Tokos asked whether the Planning Commission should develop policies regarding street 
renaming. It was noted that the public art committee is working on a similar policy that 
will be sent to the city attorney for review. It was suggested that Sawyer be the liaison to 
the Planning Commission in its work on a street renaming policy. 
 
Summary 
 
It was concluded that: 
 
● The Planning Commission and City Council hold a joint goal setting session in 

December or January. 
● Continue work on economic development. 
● Develop an erosion control code. 
● Explore development of a tree ordinance. 
● Develop street renaming policy. 
● Housing priorities. 
 
Adjournment 
 
Having no further business, the meeting adjourned at 5:54 P.M. 
 

























June 20, 2011 
11:00 A.M. 

Newport, Oregon 
 
 
 

CITY COUNCIL WORK SESSION 
 
 
Councilors present: Beemer, McConnell, Brusselback, Allen, Sawyer, Bertuleit, and 
Roumagoux. 
 
Staff Present: Voetberg, Hawker, White, Gross, Ritzman, and Protiva. 
 
Council discussed the following items: 
 
1. McConnell introduced Christy Monson, the city’s lead attorney, from the Local 

Government Law Group. 
2. Ritzman presented an overview on NE 31st Street. It was asked whether the road 

could be made a two-way travel street safely. It was mentioned that the street is not 
sinking, but sliding. David Boys suggested creating one good solid land with the 
addition of a guardrail. White reported that approximately five feet could be gained 
on the bank side, and it would cost approximately $15,000 to repair. Wayne Brunelle 
stated that he would like all three roads open because as it is, the condition of the 
roads is devaluing the properties. Boys concurred that Big Creek Road should be 
repaired. Fred Springsteen noted that a multi-family development is scheduled to be 
built in this area, and that would further impact the street usage. McConnell asked 
Voetberg to make a recommendation regarding where funding could come from to 
repair the street at this evening’s meeting. Ritzman stated that the city’s share of the 
Big Creek Road repair is approximately $187,000. Brunelle noted that the residents 
pay taxes and want a return on their investment. White reported that the culvert is 
failing on 31st Street. Gross suggested creation of an LID noting that the city has no 
funding methodology for building roads. Allen asked Ritzman about the use of LID’s 
for roads, and Ritzman reported that two had occurred in the last 18 years. Ritzman 
reported that Resolution No. 3323 would need to be amended if changes were made 
to the policy regarding 31st Street. 

3. A discussion ensued regarding the proposed “adopt-a-park” program. McConnell 
noted that the city has yet to hear from Brunelle regarding this issue. Brusselback 
suggested expanding the concept to all city parks. McConnell noted that a 
framework and policies would need to be developed. Protiva addressed level of 
commitment. 

4. Monson presented City Council training and distributed a handout. She responded to 
questions regarding involvement of Councilors in the day-to-day operations of the 
city. She suggested that Council think about their positions as a job, noting that they 
are only protected within the scope of their duties. She discussed personal liability, 
noting that if Councilors act outside the scope of their duties, there could be a good 
argument that protections disappear. She added that Council cannot direct staff 



resources. She noted that Councilors wear lots of hats, and knowing what hat is 
being worn is critical to avoiding a conflict of interest. Bertuleit noted that there is 
sometimes confusion between conflict and bias. She noted that if there is any 
question that a conflict might exist, Councilors should declare it. Monson also 
discussed liability, discretionary immunity, Council communication, and public 
meetings. 

5. A discussion ensued regarding the draft City Council Rules. Various changes were 
made to the draft and it was asked that the changes be incorporated and brought to 
Council for formal adoption. 

6. A discussion ensued regarding human resources. Voetberg reviewed the history of 
human resource responsibilities for the city. He noted that he had worked with 
Monson on higher level human resource issues. Monson reported that her firm has a 
solid human resource advice person along with of counsel associations as 
resources. She noted that she would have no problem continuing to handle the 
higher level human resource issues. Brusselback asked how much more effective it 
is to have in-house resources, and it was noted that it is always more effective. He 
asked about the financial impact. Voetberg reported that John Baker could facilitate 
communication. McConnell noted that the labor/management committees are critical. 
Allen asked what the thinking is, of other cities, having dedicated human resource 
staff, and asked how we fill the gap. Voetberg reported there are budget constraints. 

7. A discussion ensued regarding on-going legal services, and Monson indicated that 
her firm is interested in continuing to provide services to the city. It was concurred 
that a formal agreement would be prepared for Council action extending the 
agreement with LGLG for the provision of legal services to the city. A discussion 
ensued regarding whether the legal staff should continue to review the packet. It was 
also noted that all packet contents may not have had a legal review. 

8. A discussion ensued regarding the sewer rate amendment and particularly the 
infrastructure fee. 

9. Staff was asked to issue a press release regarding the July 4th fireworks display. 
 
Having no further business, the meeting adjourned at 2:14 P.M. 
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