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SHERWOOD CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
22560 SW Pine St., Sherwood, Or

Pursuant to House Bill 4212 (2020), this meeting will be conducted electronically and
will be live streamed at https://www.youtube.com/user/CityofSherwood

December 7, 2021

WORK SESSION

1. CALL TO ORDER: Mayor Mays called the work session to order at 6:01 pm.

2. COUNCIL PRESENT: Mayor Keith Mays, Councilors Doug Scott, Kim Young, Sean Garland, Russell Griffin,
and Renee Brouse. Council President Tim Rosener was absent.

3. STAFF PRESENT: City Manager Keith D. Campbell, IT Director Brad Crawford, Community Development
Director Julia Hajduk, Community Services Director Kristen Switzer, Public Works Director Craig Sheldon,
Finance Director David Bodway, Police Chief Jeff Groth, Interim Police Chief Ty Hanlon, Planning Manager
Erika Palmer, Public Works Utility Manager Rich Sattler, and City Recorder Sylvia Murphy.

OTHERS PRESENT: Deb Galardi with Galardi Rothstein Group.

4. TOPICS

A. Sanitary and Storm Rate Review Update

Public Works Director Craig Sheldon introduced consultant Deb Galardi and explained that Ms. Galardi had
been working with the City doing rate reviews since 2012 and recapped the projects she had assisted the
City with. Ms. Galardi presented the “Utility Rate and Water SDC Update” PowerPoint presentation (see
record, Exhibit A) and provided background on Master Plans and System Development Charges (SDCs)
and explained that both were updated in 2016 and identified 20-year capital improvement needs for local
systems. She reported that as a part of the work on the Master Plan, they had developed an SDC that
differed by area to take into consideration the additional costs associated with the Brookman and Tonquin
areas. She explained that at the time, the regional storm SDC was determined to be sufficient to cover the
growth costs because the regional level was sufficiently funding. She commented that generally, storm
systems had more robust funding and better matches. She reported that the rates were reviewed in 2017,
and the City developed a new IGA with Clean Water Services to establish the City versus the regional
portion of the fees. She reported that a structural problem with the sewer rates was identified at that time
with respect to forecast capital improvements beyond the near term. She addressed current stormwater
rates and explained that the rates were flat fees that were assessed per equivalent service unit, and
equivalent service units were based on impervious area. She explained that the fee was comprised of
multiple components that included a CWS regional rate, a CWS regional franchise fee, and a local rate that
included a portion that was set by CWS and a portion that was set by the City. Ms. Galardi explained that
rates were evaluated with respect to both the operation and maintenance and the ability to fund the planned
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capital improvements in the five-year planning period, as well as the ability to fund other further out future
projects. She reported that stormwater funding totaled $2.2 million and currently matched well with the
current requirements. She referred to the chart on page 7 of the presentation and explained that Operation
and Maintenance totaled $1.3 million, and close to $800,000 was available to fund capital in the form of
capital transfers for large capital improvements as well as road related capital and equipment replacement.
She provided an overview of the Stormwater Capital Phasing chart on page 8 of the presentation and
reported that there was a projected increase in the last half of the plan and was associated with stormwater
paying a share of the Public Works facility, other storm replacements, and ongoing water quality facilities
work. Ms. Galardi explained that if the phasing continued as it was projected, there would be a need to draw
down some of the reserves in order to potentially fund those projects. She provided an overview of the 10-
year Stormwater Capital Funding table on page 9 of the presentation. She addressed the Stormwater fund
forecast chart on page 10 of the presentation and stated that the chart assumes a 2% increase for the local
portion and commented that CWS controlled the increases for the local share of their regional rate. She
continued that it was possible that CWS’s regional rate would increase more and would result in more funds
available, negating the need to draw down fund balances. She reported that the combined reserves had
well above the minimum contingency fund balance that was recommended and commented that it was well-
matched for revenues and expenses at the 2% rate for all customers. Mayor Mays commented that Ms.
Galardi had estimated too much time for when the larger capital projects would be started as he felt that
many of the larger project would be completed sooner rather than later. Ms. Galardi commented that there
was flexibility in the Stormwater Fund to move up projects. She addressed current sewer rates and stated
that the fee was comprised of multiple components and explained that the equivalent dwelling unit was the
basis for the sewer rates and was based on plumbing fixture units and included a volume component per
100 cubic feet. She reported that the City’s locally controlled fee was $5.72 on the fixed and $0.35 per CCF
on the variable and commented that a small portion of the overall customer’s bill was for the City’s portion
of the cost. She addressed the structural issue and stated that in terms of the revenue, currently roughly
$780,000 covered the operation and maintenance costs, but it was not enough to fund the capital which
included equipment and vehicle replacement and capital transfers for local sewer improvements. She
recapped that in the first five years, the majority of the projects and costs were associated with the Regional
Capital Improvement Plan (CWS CIP) and much of the funding came from Clean Water Services rates and
the collective funding of the district. She referred to the Sewer Capital Phasing chart on page 14 of the
presentation and explained that the red bar represented the TEA CIP and included developer funding and
URA funds to fund most of that infrastructure. She explained that the light blue color represented what
needed to be covered by the City’'s CIP. She recapped that the second half of the 10-year plan included the
projection that there would be more significant local needs and based on the projections and the ability to
transfer capital from the Operating Fund, the second half of the 10-year period could run into some potential
shortfalls if additional funds were not available. She reported that there was $2.2 million for the beginning
fund balance for Sewer Capital Funding, which would allow for near-term improvements to be funded with
significant funding coming from the Rock Creek trunk and other pipelines in the TEA. She reported there
was a projected total of $2.5 million for the second half of the 10-year period, and additional funding would
be needed. She addressed the Sewer Fund Forecast chart on page 16 of the presentation and stated that
the chart used a 3% rate increase for commercial. She stated that many cities charged their commercial
customers higher rates than residential and there were specific services that the city performed only for
commercial customers such as a fats, oils, and grease program as well as inspections. Ms. Galardi
explained that even with a 3% increase for commercial and a 2% increase for residential, there was still not
much funding available for capital. She explained that the chart on page 16 did not assume that the fund
balance would be drawn down completely and the fund balance intended to fund vehicle and equipment
replacement as well as meeting the minimum operating contingency. She addressed the Sewer and
Stormwater Bill Comparison chart on page 18 of the presentation and reported that Sherwood was between
Wilsonville and Tigard in terms of the total for its sewer and stormwater bill. She recapped that stormwater
revenue incorporated a 2% rate increase for local charges, while CWS rates may vary. She stated that there
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was good availability of funding to meet the projected requirements. She recapped that sewer revenue
included residential and commercial rate increases of 2% and 3% per year. She explained that the city was
currently relying on fund balance to cover city capital and equipment costs and that there was insufficient
funding for projected capital requirements in the latter half of the plan. Public Works Director Sheldon
commented that he was concerned about the City’s ability to pay debt with the sewer fund when even
completing projects would be difficult with the small amount of funds available. He commented that the City
received a franchise fee from CWS, roughly $150-170,000 a year which went into the General Fund, that
could instead stay in the Sanitary Fund over the 10-year period and could help offset the meter rate
increases for the commercial side. He commented that another option would be to look into potentially using
ARPA funds for sanitary project funding. Mayor Mays commented he wanted to see a suite of options and
suggestions from staff to fix the sewer issue instead of only a suggested 3% increase for commercial before
he wanted to give his opinion on anything. He stated that the presentation did not touch on SDC rates, and
commented that he understood that there would be adjustments made to the Master Plans for those and
asked if that was correct? Public Works Director Sheldon replied that in regard to SDC rates, CWS set the
Storm Regional Rate, and the City needed to make some minor modifications in the Master Plan to account
for changes since it was last updated in 2016. He continued that CWS also set the Sanitary Rate of roughly
$6,000 for SDCs, and the City’s portion of that was 3.9%, with CWS receiving the 96.1% of the SDC charges.
He stated that he would need to get legal advice on if an SDC surcharge could be added. He commented
that there were projects that are not completely funded by CWS and would be funded by the rate payers
and future developments instead. He commented that he did not feel comfortable pulling data from the
Storm and Sanitary Master Plan to be used since the data was from 2016-2017 and that he wished to
incorporate more Old Town data into the plan. Mr. Sheldon reported that rate increases would be scheduled
for July 1% of 2022. Mayor Mays asked that Mr. Sheldon ensure that the Stormwater Fund remain healthy
in the event that some of the larger capital projects were to happen before 2029. Mr. Sheldon commented
that he projected that there would be a contractor shortage in the coming years, so some of the projects
that were scheduled for the next three years may get shifted based on contractor availability. Councilor
Young asked if 2% was the maximum the rates could be raised for residential? Mr. Sheldon replied that was
correct. Mayor Mays commented that fundamentally, the reserve level needed to increase over time
because of the cost value of money, and the City should always have a larger and larger carry forward
balance. He continued that for water it was even more important because at some point, the infrastructure
would have to be replaced. Councilor Griffin asked what percentage comparable cities used for their
residential rates? Mayor Mays commented that it depended on the “bucket” but for sewer it was more than
2%. Councilor Griffin asked if the maximum percentage should be increased in order to help offset costs?
Ms. Galardi replied that, nationally, sewer and water rates had been going up at double the rate of inflation,
mostly due to the need to replace infrastructure. She continued that other cities in the region and nationally
were generally increasing their rates to be significantly higher. Councilor Griffin commented that the future
development of Sherwood West needed to be taken into consideration when planning rate increases and
future funding.

B. Discuss potential Water Fund Debt Refinancing

Consultant Deb Galardi recapped the financial plan revisions that had been completed since Council last
met and reported that the operating and capital fund overhead and fleet reimbursement projections had
been updated, a January 1, 2022 commercial/irrigation rate increase had been added, and a debt option
had been developed. She explained that the numbers she would be presenting to Council were based on a
$10 million, 20-year, Full Faith and Credit obligation, at a 2% interest rate. She recapped SDC revisions and
commented that this was “a dynamic time” in terms of construction costs. She added that additional
information had been received from the consulting engineers about what they anticipated in terms of capital
costs increases between now and when the City adopted a new SDC methodology. She continued that the
SDC revisions also included updated usage information to include 2021 peak demand, and it also included
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an alternative replacement cost methodology for the reimbursement component of the SDC which was
based on replacement costs. She provided an overview of the Water Capital Phasing chart on page 22 of
Exhibit A and explained that the green bar on the chart was the Capital Fund Balance which showed an
assumed $10 million debt issued, which would be spent down to fund the near-term capital. She explained
that the idea was that the debt would be issued, then use the proceeds to pay for improvements, and then
spend some of the existing Capital Fund in order to not have transfers over in the short term from the
operating side. She stated this would help to preserve the combined fund balance. She addressed the Water
Capital Funding table on page 23 and reported that the table covered a 10-year period and roughly $34
million of improvements, of which $10 million would be funded from debt, and an assumed $2 million from
Urban Renewal funding. She stated there was significant SDC funding and commented the number could
be higher depending on if Council chose to go with the higher option in terms of the updated SDC
methodology. She addressed the Updated Water Fund Forecast chart on page 24 and explained that the
Capital Transfers would not be needed in the short-term because the debt proceeds could get paid down
and then the transfer could be restarted, which would increase the fund balance in the Operating Fund. She
clarified that the chart assumed a continued 3% rate increase for commercial in the subsequent years and
commented that in the latter years, due to the inflationary environment and the need to continue to fund
significant capital projects and pay existing debt service, the 3% commercial rate would be unable to meet
the funding needs. She reported that at the current level of rate increase, there was still a decline in the
reserves. Finance Director David Bodway addressed the Debt Scenarios table on page 26 of the
presentation and explained that the figure of $10 million at 20 years at a 2% rate used in the model would
equate to a $611,567 payment. He explained that the chart showed different debt scenarios to help illustrate
the current precarious inftationary times. He explained that a $10 million debt over 30 years would result in
lower payments and help to build up the funding reserves in the Water Fund. Ms. Galardi addressed the
preliminary SDC Options on page 27 of the presentation and explained that there were two options. She
explained that the current SDC methodology was based on original cost for the reimbursement fee and both
of the options had been updated to reflect the higher inflation figure as well as a projected higher cost of the
project list. She stated that the Replacement Cost option for the reimbursement fee was significantly higher
than the Original Cost method that was the basis, and the Compliance Fee was the same in both options.
She reported that under the Original Cost the total was $8,074 and the Replacement Cost was $8,836, an
increase of 23% and 35%. Ms. Galardi explained that it was up to Council to decide how they wished to
value the existing system based on the original cost or the book value that took out the depreciation or
replacement cost. She explained that based on the year the asset was placed in service, she then added
the inflation that had occurred as recorded by the Construction Cost Index. She reported that cities around
the state used anything from the book value up to the Replacement Cost. She provided an overview of the
SDC Comparison chart on page 28 of the presentation. Ms. Galardi recapped that debt proceeds preserved
projected reserve levels and that a continued 2% for residential and 3% for commercial rate increase was
sufficient to fund projected requirements based on current assumptions. For SDCs she recapped that the
project list incorporated recent cost inflation, the reimbursement fee valuation basis (Original Cost or
Replacement Cost) was a policy issue to be decided by Council, and that the revised SDCs were
comparable to other communities. Public Works Director Sheldon commented that he would recommend
using the Replacement Cost for raising the SDCs. He reported that since 2012, the community had voiced
their desire for development to pay for development and not the ratepayers. He recapped that he was
expecting a 30% increase in ductile iron this year, and a 30% increase next year through 2024, and those
were the numbers they used in the report. He stated that everything that was in the Master Plan and
equipment replacement list was covered and he felt that there was a better replacement cost for upsizing
any of the existing mains that could be covered from the SDCs, and that was why he recommended the
higher amount. He explained that there was a roughly 90-day process that needed to be completed for the
SDC rate increase. He also recommended taking out some sort of debt on the Water Fund to be able to
fund some of the projects and help keep up the reserves. Mayor Mays asked for Council feedback on the
SDC methodology and commented he agreed with Mr. Sheldon’s recommendation. Council commented
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they also agreed. Mayor Mays asked for City Manager Keith Campbell’'s thoughts on taking out debt. City
Manager Campbell replied that Craig's recommendation came from staff looking at the short term and also
looking at financing that was available, and he also concurred with Public Works Director Sheldon’s
recommendation of the $10 million 20-year loan. Mayor Mays asked if City Manager Campbell preferred the
20-year term over the 30-year term? Mr. Campbell replied that he preferred the 20-year term, but it was a
decision for Council. Councilor Griffin asked Mr. Campbell why he preferred the shorter term? Mr. Campbell
replied because he felt that better rates were available, and it was typical for cities to do 20-year terms for
long-term debt obligation and commented that the city would pay less in terms of inflationary rates. Councilor
Griffin asked Finance Director David Bodway for his thoughts on 20-year versus 30-year loans. Mr. Bodway
replied that typically cities used 20-year terms and 30-year loans were few and far between. He commented
that looking at the needs of the Water Fund, the 20-year option would be the best option and commented
he could ask for different term options during the RFP process. Mayor Mays commented he wanted to get
feedback on both options. Mayor Mays commented he wanted to see options brought back to Council for
the Sewer Fund in order to fix the rates. Councilor Griffin commented that as a resident he has enjoyed the
2% rate increase limit but felt that it was not sustainable for the growth of Sherwood and the replacement of
infrastructure. Councilor Brouse asked if they wished to increase the rate beyond 2%, would it require a
vote? Mayor Mays replied that was correct. Councilor Griffin thanked Public Works Director Sheldon for his
expertise and hard work for the city. Mr. Sheldon replied it was a team effort.

ADJOURNED:

Mayor Mays adjourned the work session at 6:53 pm and convened an executive session.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

1.

2,

CALL TO ORDER: Mayor Mays called the executive session to order at 6:55 pm.

COUNCIL PRESENT: Mayor Keith Mays, Councilors Doug Scott, Kim Young, Sean Garland, Russell Griffin,
and Renee Brouse. Council President Tim Rosener was absent.

STAFF PRESENT: City Manager Keith D. Campbell and Legal Counsel Spencer Parsons.
TOPICS

A. (ORS 192.660(2)(f)), Exempt Public Record.

ADJOURNED:

Mayor Mays adjourned the executive session at 7:04 pm and convened a regular session.

REGULAR SESSION

1.

CALL TO ORDER: Mayor Mays called the meeting to order at 7:10 pm.

2. COUNCIL PRESENT: Mayor Keith Mays, Councilors Doug Scott, Kim Young, Sean Garland, Russell Griffin,

and Renee Brouse. Council President Tim Rosener was absent.
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3. STAFF PRESENT: City Manager Keith D. Campbell, IT Director Brad Crawford, Community Development
Director Julia Hajduk, Public Works Director Craig Sheldon, Finance Director David Bodway, Community
Services Director Kristen Switzer, Police Chief Jeff Groth, Interim Police Chief Ty Hanlon, Planning Manager
Erika Palmer, Public Works Utility Manager Rich Sattler, Legal Counsel Spencer Parsons, and City
Recorder Sylvia Murphy.

4. APPROVAL OF AGENDA:

MOTION: FROM COUNCILOR GRIFFIN TO APPROVE THE AGENDA. SECONDED BY COUNCILOR
YOUNG. MOTION PASSED 6:0, ALL PRESENT MEMBERS VOTED IN FAVOR (COUNCIL PRESIDENT
ROSENER WAS ABSENT)

Mayor Mays addressed the next agenda item.
5. CONSENT AGENDA:

A. Approval of November 16, 2021 City Council Meeting Minutes

B. Resolution 2021-099 Authorizing the City Manager to sign Public Utility Easement Dedication
Agreement and Deeds adjacent to property owned by the City at 20159 SW Roy Rogers Road to
the benefit of Washington County for the Construction of the SW Roy Rogers Road
Improvements

C. Resolution 2021-100 Authorizing the Issuance of Gift Certificates to Members of the City’s
Boards and Commissions

MOTION: FROM COUNCILOR YOUNG TO APPROVE THE CONSENT AGENDA. SECONDED BY
COUNCILOR GRIFFIN. MOTION PASSED 6:0, ALL PRESENT MEMBERS VOTED IN FAVOR
(COUNCIL PRESIDENT ROSENER WAS ABSENT).

Mayor Mays addressed the next agenda item.
6. CITIZEN COMMENTS:

The City Recorder read aloud the comments submitted by Sherwood resident Dave Sweeney regarding
potential developer violations on the west side of Cedar Creek. Mr. Sweeney provided photos and a video
for Council's review. He stated that the wetland area on the west side of Cedar Creek had been stripped
clean of vegetation, and only some of which has been re-planted. He stated that this area was supposed to
be a protected wetland and it, “seems we are doing a terrible job of protecting it.” He asked why the
developer was allowed to strip so much of the vegetation from that area? He stated that it is a town'’s
responsibility to protect its wetlands, as developers would not. He quoted from Chapter 3 of the Clean Water
Services document and cited several violations the developer had completed and stated that there needed
to be accountability.

The City Recorder read aloud the comments submitted by Sherwood resident Neil Shannon regarding his
concerns over the development of the Brookman Road Concept area. He asked Council what they planned
to do about, “studying the concerns and moving forward to address the issues of how parks in Sherwood
are created and address the needs that the Citizenship has so clearly stated in the Parks Master Plan
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adopted less than six months ago?” He stated that the City was failing to meet the goals outlined in the
Parks Master Plan and opportunities were being lost by letting developers define their own concept of parks.
He explained that the approved Middlebrook subdivision developer was providing open space, as required,
but the Parks Board was not consulted on if the provided open space was sufficient as a park. He stated he
believed the open space may be useful as a field or future sports facility, but the open space did not meet
the Parks Master Plan goal of, “a full-size sports field, one being geared toward nature play” and the area
did not meet the Parks Master Plan goal of establishing, “trails into the natural areas with trailheads and
wayfinding.” Mr. Shannon asked that Council work with City staff to determine what could be done to save
some of the last available natural areas of Cedar Creek and its tributaries as outlined in the Parks Master
Plan. He asked that when Council met to establish goals for the next year, that they make the establishment
of natural areas within the Brookman Road Concept area a high priority.

Mayor Mays commented that he had sent a note to City Manager Keith Campbell earlier and commented
that the sanitary sewer line extension was either being done by the city or by Clean Water Services. He
commented that between the Parks and Recreation Advisory Board and the City, they were working on
parks and they might not be, “picking land that’s in the backyard of people who are asking for land to be
protected... but that happens.”

Mayor Mays addressed the next agenda item. The City Recorder read the public hearings statement and
reported that no public testimony had been received for any of the agenda items.

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

A. Ordinance 2021-010, Amending sections of the Sherwood Zoning and Community Development
Code for Residential Design Standards (Second Reading)

Planning Manager Erika Palmer stated that they had not received any additional public testimony since the
ordinance’s first reading and offered to answer any questions Council may have about the proposed
ordinance. Mayor Mays closed the public hearing portion of the hearing and asked for questions or
discussion from Council. Mayor Mays asked if developers would be able to adapt their roofs in order to
maximize the solar potential of their project? Ms. Palmer replied that was possible and explained that the
standards they had put together did not prohibit rooftop activity with solar panels. She stated that there was
a chapter in the City’s existing code that addressed energy conservation. Mayor Mays clarified that
developers could change the roof design that would allow them to get a better solar rating? Ms. Palmer
replied that was correct and explained that the City did not limit roof pitches in the design standards, but
there were roof type materials, and those materials would allow for future solar installation on rooftops.
Councilor Scott commented that he believed that there was nothing in the proposed code that would make
solar either less doable or more doable as the design standards would not impact it either way.

MOTION: FROM COUNCILOR YOUNG TO READ CAPTION AND ADOPT ORDINANCE 2021-010
AMENDING SECTIONS OF THE SHERWOOD ZONING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CODE FOR
RESIDENTIAL DESIGN STANDARDS. SECONDED BY COUNCILOR BROUSE. MOTION PASSED 6:0,
ALL PRESENT MEMBERS VOTED IN FAVOR (COUNCIL PRESIDENT ROSENER WAS ABSENT).

Mayor Mays addressed the next agenda item

B. Ordinance 2021-011, Adopting the Sherwood Economic Opportunities Analysis 2021 as a Sub-
Element of the Comprehensive Plan (Second Reading)
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Planning Manager Erika Palmer explained that the Economic Opportunities Analysis needed to be adopted
as a part of the City’s Comprehensive Plan and stated that no additional public testimony had been received
on the proposed ordinance since the first reading. Mayor Mays closed the public hearing portion of the
hearing and asked for questions or a motion from Council.

MOTION: FROM COUNCILOR BROUSE TO READ CAPTION AND ADOPT ORDINANCE 2021-011
ADOPTING THE SHERWOOD ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITIES ANALYSIS 2021 AS A SUB-ELEMENT
OF THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN. SECONDED BY COUNCILOR SCOTT. MOTION PASSED 6:0, ALL
PRESENT MEMBERS VOTED IN FAVOR (COUNCIL PRESIDENT ROSENER WAS ABSENT).

Mayor Mays addressed the next agenda item

C. Ordinance 2021-012, Amending the Sherwood Comprehensive Plan Ordinance 1978-689, as
amended to replace in its entirety the current Comprehensive Plan with Updated Comprehensive
Plan goals and policies (Second Reading)

Planning Manager Erika Palmer explained that the Comprehensive Plan would be the roadmap for
development in Sherwood over the next twenty years. She explained that the Comprehensive Plan had
been developed with the community over the past two and a half years and they had held multiple meetings
with the CAC and TAC teams. She stated they had held open houses prior to the COVID-19 pandemic and
they had conducted online surveys to gather community feedback. Ms. Palmer stated that the
Comprehensive Plan set goals and policies for everything from infrastructure to housing to parks and
recreation. She stated that both staff and the Planning Commission had forwarded their recommendation
for adoption of the Comprehensive Plan to Council. Ms. Palmer confirmed that no additional public testimony
had been received on the proposed ordinance. Mayor Mays closed the public hearing portion of the hearing
and asked for questions or a motion from Council. Councilor Garland thanked Ms. Palmer and those who
were involved in the Comprehensive Plan Update process. He commented that the update was well
overdue, and he was thankful to those that had worked on the document. Councilor Scott commented
regarding the CAC and TAC team and commented that every board and commission had played a part in
updating the Comprehensive Plan. He gave his thanks to the Planning Commission who had been involved
throughout the entire Comprehensive Plan Update process. Mayor Mays commented he was thankful to be
at this point in the process and commented that there was more work ahead now that the document was
complete. He thanked the community members who served on the CAC and TAC. '

MOTION: FROM COUNCILOR BROUSE TO READ CAPTION AND ADOPT ORDINANCE 2021-012
AMENDING THE SHERWOOD COMPREHENSIVE PLAN ORDINANCE 1978-689, AS AMENDED TO
REPLACE IN ITS ENTIRETY THE CURRENT COMPREHENSIVE PLAN WITH UPDATED
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN GOALS AND POLICIES. SECONDED BY COUNCILOR YOUNG. MOTION
PASSED 6:0, ALL PRESENT MEMBERS VOTED IN FAVOR (COUNCIL PRESIDENT ROSENER WAS
ABSENT).

Mayor Mays addressed a business topic not listed on the agenda.
OTHER BUSINESS:
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Legal Counsel Spencer Parsons stated that if the City wished to participate in the opioid settlement, Council
needed to approve by motion authorization in that settlement and at the same time delegate authority to the
City Manager to sign the necessary documents to participate in the settlement. He stated that he
recommended that if Council was inclined to participate in the settlements, and because the documents
were not finalized, that the finalized documents be subject to review and approval by the City Attorney.
Mayor Mays asked if Council could authorize the City Manager to review, approve, and sign the documents
if the City Manager liked the proposal as well as the authority to not sign the documents if the City Manager
did not like the proposal? Mr. Parsons replied that was correct and clarified that Council would not be
directing the City Manager to sign the documents, Council was only delegating the authority to sign the
documents if the City Manager deemed them to be in the City’s best interests. Mayor Mays asked for a
motion from Council.

MOTION: THE MOTION WAS SO MOVED BY COUNCILOR BROUSE. SECONDED BY COUNCILOR
YOUNG. MOTION PASSED 6:0, ALL PRESENT MEMBERS VOTED IN FAVOR (COUNCIL PRESIDENT
ROSENER WAS ABSENT).

8. CITY MANAGER REPORT:

City Manager Keith Campbell acknowledged that today was the 80" anniversary of Pearl Harbor and stated
he wished to give his remembrance to that event. He reported that this meeting was the last meeting of the
year and he wished staff, Council, and the community happy holidays and a joyous new year.

Councilor Griffin asked when the first Budget Committee meeting would be held? City Manager Campbell
replied that a date had not been set as yet, but he and Finance Director David Bodway were working on it
and he would get a date out to Council by the end of the week.

Councilor Griffin commented that he felt that the recent posts on the City of Sherwood Police Department’s
Facebook page were well done and that he liked the pictures and information presented within the posts.

Mayor Mays gave his thanks to City staff and Public Works for setting up the holiday lights in Old Town as
well as putting up the tree. He thanked the Police Department for helping with the Robin Hood Festival
holiday parade.

Mayor Mays addressed the next agenda item.
9. COUNCIL ANNOUNCEMENTS:

Councilor Young thanked Public Works for their hard work putting up the holiday lights in Old Town. She
thanked Public Works employee Jordan Thompson for driving the Council float in the holiday parade. She
reported that discussions regarding manufactured home communities was happening at the policy advisory
board for the CDBG. She explained they were discussing potential strategies to prevent the loss of
households to the redevelopment of manufacturing home communities, as had happened in previous years.

Councilor Garland spoke regarding the Consent Agenda item of providing gift certificates to boards and
commissions members and explained that this was the second year that the City was unable to hold the
annual appreciation dinner for board and committee members. He thanked those who had served on the
City’s various boards and committees and stated that they were, “unpaid volunteers who put their time and
City Council Minutes

December 7, 2021
Page 9 of 10



effort into making our city better.” He thanked City staff for their hard work throughout the year and wished
everyone a safe holiday.

Councilor Scott thanked those who had served on the City’s various boards and committees throughout the
year. He wished his daughter Lindsey a happy birthday.

Councilor Brouse wished everyone happy holidays and gave her kudos to Public Works Director Craig
Sheldon and the Public Works staff for their work setting up the holiday lights in Old Town. She reported
that the Senior Advisory Board would meet on December 8" to complete their SWOT analysis and continue
their work on becoming an age-friendly city. She reported that the Library Advisory Board met and completed
their SWOT analysis. She reported that February 24, 2022 would be the annual awards dinner for the
Chamber of Commerce, and they were currently accepting nominations.

Councilor Griffin reported he attended the Parks and Recreation Advisory Board meeting on December 6%
where they discussed planning a work session for January to discuss how they wanted to implement the
Parks and Recreation Master Plan as well as other ways for the board to provide input on activities within
different city departments. He reported that the holiday tree in Cannery Square was 33 feet tall and was
purchased from Sleighbells of Sherwood. He gave his kudos to Public Works for their work setting up the
holiday lights in Old Town. He spoke on funding at the Senior Center and commented that he felt that there
were, “such great people working at the City.”

Mayor Mays wished everyone happy holidays. He wished a happy birthday to both his mom and aunt.
10. ADJOURN:

Mayor Mays adjourned the regular session at 7:54 pm.

Attest
cﬂg;ézi //ZJA
Sylvié Murphy, MME, Cit¢/Retorder Keith Mays, Mayor U
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