MEETING OF THE
WOOD VILLAGE CITY COUNCIL
July 30, 2015
AGENDA
6:00 P.M.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
1. Citizen Comments (non-agenda items)
2. Presentation: 12th Consecutive Comprehensive Annual
Financial Report Award
3. Resolution 25-2015 Waste Water Master Plan Adoption
4. Resolution 26-2015: Authorization to list City Hall site for sale, and
conduct and RFP for real estate professionals
5. Resolution 27-2015: ODOT Emergency Management Agreement
6. Discussion: 16th Annual Nite Out Debrief
7. Discussion: Consideration of Nuisance Vegetation Regulations

Public Works
• Director’s Report
Finance
• Director’s Report
City Manager:
• City Calendar
• Annual Performance Plan Update
City Attorney:
Mayor and Council Comments:
Committee Reports:
EMCTC – Tim Clark, Alt. Patricia Smith
MPACT – Tim Clark
East Metro Economic Alliance (EMEA) – Patricia Smith
Neighborhood Watch – Patricia Smith
Parks & Recreation Commission – Patricia Smith

ADJOURN
The meeting location is wheelchair accessible. This information is available in large print upon
request. To request large-print documents or for accommodations such as assistive listening device,
sign language, and/or oral interpreter, please call 503-667-6211 at least two working days in
advance of this meeting. (TDD 1-800-735-2900).

Adopting an updated Wastewater Collection System Master Plan.

City Council Agenda Item Staff Report
Meeting Date: July 30, 2015

TO:
FROM:
AUTHORED BY:
DATE:
SUBJECT:

Mayor and Councilors
Bill Peterson, City Manager
Mark Gunter, Public Works Director
July 30, 2015
Resolution 25-2015 – City Council Adopt; Wastewater
Collection System Master Plan Update
View Motion

Background
Murray, Smith & Associates, Inc.(MSA) presented the draft copy of the
Wastewater Collection System Master Plan at the March 10, 2015 council meeting
for staff and Council review and comment; a number of staff completed their
review and provided comments to MSA for integration into the draft Plan. A copy
was submitted to Oregon Department of Environmental Quality for their review. No
deficiencies were found and review is complete. The next step being the adoption
of the master plan, after which we adopt the CIP. Below are some brief overviews
of the elements in this plan:
Introduction
The purpose of this Wastewater Collection system Master Plan (CSMP) is to
update the City of Wood Village (City) previous Wastewater Facilities Plan created
in October 2003. This CSMP:
• Summarizes basic information describing the wastewater collection system.
• Describes how the system components function.
• Presents technical criteria required for evaluating the system.
• Identifies current system deficiencies and describes recommended
improvements to correct them.
• Identifies future system needs to accommodate growth.
• Contains planning-level cost information for general budgeting and the
development of a prioritized Capital Improvement Program (CIP).
• Provides a reference document for City leaders, technical staff, consultants,
customers, and other interested parties about existing system and future
recommended improvements.
• Incorporates community values and priorities.
• Facilitates logical planning decisions and utility coordination relative to other
City projects and programs.
The City has undertaken this CSMP update to evaluate its sanitary sewer system
in light of current and future anticipated development. This document provides an

evaluation of the City’s system, as well as the shared facilities with the City of
Fairview. Recommendations are based on ultimate build-out conditions for the City
and include both near and long term projects that can be incorporated in the City’s
CIP. The projects recommended in the plan should be reviewed annually.
This CSMP provides a valuable tool to facilitate timely, orderly, and efficient
management of the City’s wastewater.
Study Area
The study area for the CSMP, presented in Figure ES-1, is established by the
City limits; where the City currently provides wastewater collection service. Also
included within the study area are build-out land use designations, as identified
by Metropolitan Service District (METRO) data. Build-out of the City is
estimated to occur over the next 20 years. Changes in land uses over time are
considered, due to the fact they will impact the analysis of system
improvements for the City’s wastewater collection system. An analysis of the
shared collection system infrastructure with Intergovernmental Agreement
(IGA) partners and the cities of both Fairview and Gresham were included; to
identify improvement alternatives relative to the operation of both shared and
City-owned infrastructure.
Wastewater Collection System and Sewer Basins
Wastewater generated within Wood Village is initially conveyed through a Cityowned and operated sewer collection system. Ultimately it is conveyed to the
Gresham Wastewater Treatment Facility (WWTF) through a shared sewer
network (i.e. interceptor), serving both the City of Wood Village and the City of
Fairview. The City’s wastewater collection system contains approximately 13
miles of gravity sewer, 3,500 feet of force main, 300 manholes, and 3 public
pump stations. The existing and future wastewater service areas are divided
into four primary collection basins, which were delineated based on the
previous Facilities Master Plan. The system collects, on average, roughly twothirds residential and one-third nonresidential wastewater. The primary sewer
basins and associated collection system.

The City’s collection system consists of gravity pipes with diameters between 8
and 15 inches, with roughly 67% constructed of concrete sewer pipe (CSP).
The remainder is mostly polyvinylchloride (PVC) with nominal lengths of ductile
iron pipe (DIP). The shared, 21-inch interceptor running east-west along Sandy
Blvd (Sandy Blvd Trunk) contains two diversions. The first is at the confluence
of Fairview Avenue Trunk, 238th Force Main, and Sandy Blvd Trunk sending
overflows north through the Fairview Lake LID B Trunk. The second diversion
exists where the Sandy Blvd Pump Station is located, near the intersection of
NE Fairview Parkway and Sandy Blvd. The diversion and pump station
conveys wet weather overflows to the Gresham WWTF. The Fairview owned
and operated Sandy Blvd Trunk, installed in 1957, is constructed of CSP and
serves as the primary conveyance to the Gresham WWTF.
The City owns and operates three public pump stations (lift stations) of various
sizes, which discharge wastewater through pressurized force main piping to the

gravity trunk system. In addition, there are several privately-owned pump
stations maintained by their respective owners. The public pump stations
included in this study are the Shea Lane, NE 238th, and Sandy Blvd pump
stations.
Flow Projection and Capacity Analysis
The CSMP documents existing wastewater flows and future flow projections
based on designated land use. All currently “vacant” parcels within the City
limits were assumed to be sewered (i.e., developed) under future build-out
conditions. Future residential growth and associated wastewater loading was
projected with historical (3,878 population in 2010) and projected populations
(twenty year planning horizon), which were a function of METRO land use data.
The capacity of the collection system was evaluated using an estimate of the
system wastewater flow projected for both existing and future conditions. The
peak wastewater flow is a combination of dry weather flow (DWF), groundwater
infiltration (GWI), and wet weather flow (WWF). DWF is the assumed
wastewater base flow contributed by residents and businesses, and varies
throughout the day in response to personal habits and business operations.

GWI is water that enters the collection system through defective pipes, pipe
joints, and manhole walls. GWI varies with groundwater depth and is generally
seasonal in nature. WWF, also known as rainfall-derived infiltration and inflow
(RDII), is stormwater inflow entering the collection system either during or
immediately following a precipitation event. This water enters the system
through leaky manhole covers, defective underground pipes, and illegal direct
connections, such as roof drains, yard and area drains, and storm drains.
These flow components are combined to estimate the peak wastewater flow for
all areas in the collection system. Existing system flows were developed from
existing winter-time water consumption and flow monitoring data. Existing DWF
was estimated from average dry flow conditions for 1/17/2013-1/23/2013, with
the peaking period occurring 1/20/2013-1/21/2013.
Existing WWF estimation relied on localized flow monitoring data to extract
average RDII rates from local storm events to extrapolate the 5-year, 24-hour
storm event and apply this to the net existing developed acreage. Peaking
factors were applied to average flows for both dry and wet conditions to model
future flow projections were based on unit flow factors derived from water
consumption data and METRO land use data. Future peak wastewater flows
used in the analysis of the system were generated by applying the existing
DWF diurnal pattern to the average DWF projection, which included future
GWI. Future WWF projections utilized the existing extrapolated RDII peak rates
for the 5-year, 24-hour event design storm with future parcels. A computer
model of both the unique collection system and the shared wastewater
collection infrastructure was developed to evaluate the capacity of the various
system components under peaked wastewater flows.
To maximize both the qualitative and quantitative accuracy of the analysis, the
model was calibrated for dry and wet weather conditions. The model was used

to characterize system sensitivity to peak flows and provide an overall range of
capacity-related improvements anticipated to be necessary as the City
develops towards build-out. The City of Fairview model was used to evaluate
the shared components of the system.
The great news of the work is that the existing system has only two identified
current deficiencies in the peak water flow event, the Halsey Sewer and the
Wood Village Trunk Sewer. The Halsey line will be addressed in FY 2015-16;
with the work on the Wood Village Trunk Sewer following that by several years.
The key potential controversy in the plan deals with the shared facilities
between Wood Village and Fairview. Wood Village constructed a sewer lift
station (Sandy lift at 207th) several years ago to resolve the build out issues
with Sandy Blvd gravity sewer. Fairview in their master plan for sewer
identified the Sandy line for replacement and upsizing, not considering the
ability for the constructed pump station to function as a solution to the future
potential issues.
This plan resolved the potential conflict by including the pump station and the
gravity line in the capital improvement program, permitting the City of Wood
Village to include the potential costs for such construction in the System
Development Charges developed to fund portions of the CIP. Future
conversations with Fairview will be necessary to resolve the most cost effective
approach to resolving the Sandy Blvd sewer line issues.
Fiscal Impact
The fiscal impact from the action will be based upon the Capital Improvement Plan
(CIP) with projected 20 year total cost of $6,742,000 on 12 projects.
Options:
1. Adopt Resolution 25-2015 which accepts the draft Wastewater Collection
System Master Plan Update.
2. Appoint a Council Committee to further consider the plan and provide
additional information.
3. Not adopt the master plan and instruct staff to secure a different firm to
complete a more or less comprehensive plan.
City Goal
GOAL 3: High Quality, cost-effective public utilities, parks and events.
Suggested Motions
“I move to adopt resolution 25-2015 adopting the City of Wood Village Wastewater
Collection System Master Plan.
View Plan
Next Motion

RESOLUTION 25-2015
A RESOLUTION ADOPTING AN UPDATED WASTEWATER COLLECTION
SYSTEM MASTER PLAN DATED JULY 2015 FOR THE CITY OF WOOD
VILLAGE
WHEREAS, the proposed Wastewater Collection System Master Plan (Plan)
addresses changed circumstances such as significant growth in the City, the
completion of many capital improvements, regulatory requirement changes and
updated technical data since the Plan was last adopted in October 2003, and
WHEREAS, the Plan provides an assessment of the existing wastewater system
and a comparison of the 20-year system needs, and
WHEREAS, the primary goals of this Plan includes system evaluation, identify
current and future system deficiencies and describes recommended
improvements, and
WHEREAS, the Plan provides a prioritized Capital Improvement Program, and
WHEREAS, based on the recommendations and under the guidance of an outside
professional consultant, the updated Wastewater Collection System Master Plan
must be adopted by Resolution by City Council.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, THAT THE WOOD VILLAGE CITY
COUNCIL approves the “City of Wood Village Wastewater Collection System
Master Plan”.

YEAS ______ NAYS ______

__________________________________
Patricia Smith, Mayor

Attest:

__________________________________
Greg Dirks, City Recorder

Authorizing RFP for Real Estate Broker

Wood Village City Council
Agenda Item Staff Report

Meeting Date: July 30, 2015
TO:
FROM:
DATE:

Mayor and City Council
Bill Peterson, City Manager
July 22, 2015

SUBJECT: Authorization for Real Estate Broker Solicitation
Requested Action
Adopt the Resolution authorizing advertising and selection of a Real Estate Brokerage for City Owned
Property.
Background
The Wood Village City Council has discussed the potential sale of the properties located at 2055 NE
238th Drive (City Hall and adjacent properties) on two separate occasions, once in executive session
and one in public session. The most recent discussion dealt with the RFP for appraisal services,
where the council rejected proposals for the service and directed the administration to move forward
to secure real estate representation for the City.
The attached resolution and RFP solicit a principal broker and real estate firm to represent the City for
this parcel. As scoped, the services would include a general valuation of the land and
recommendations to the City on how to structure the potential sale of the land to optimize the
potential return and preserve needed facilities (well #3 and underground infrastructure).
The resolution introduced with this background would authorize the City Manager to advertise and
RFP, select a real estate representative, and contract for the service.
Goals Affected
The proposed sale of the City property would further City Council GOAL 1: A safe, clean, livable
community with a sense of pride, quality housing, and strong identity; GOAL 3: High
Quality, cost-effective public utilities, parks and events, and GOAL 4:
Long-term
financial stability, economic vitality and growth.
Alternatives
The actions available to the Council include:
1. Take no action and choose not to proceed to the potential sale of property,
2. Direct staff to modify the proposed RFP to change the terms of representation or modify the
services sought, or
1

3. Appoint a Council committee, or direct a Council workshop be developed to further discuss the
alternatives and prepare recommendations about the potential sale of the property, including
alternatives to secure architectural services or other professionals prior to proceeding with the
listing of the property.
Fiscal Impact
The cost of initial consulting services to the City on recommendations for marketing will be estimated
in the scope provided, as will the level of commission that would attach to any actual sale of the
property.
Suggested Motion
I move to adopt Resolution Number 26-2015 authorizing the advertising of a Request for Proposals to
secure Real Estate Brokerage services for the City of Wood Village in the sale of property located at
2055 NE 238th Drive.
Next Motion
Next Item
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RESOLUTION 26-2015
A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO ADVERTISE A REQUEST FOR
PROPOSALS TO SECURE REAL ESTATE BROKERAGE SERVICES FOR THE CITY OWNED
PROPERTY LOCATED AT 2055 NE 238TH DRIVE
WHEREAS:
1. The Wood Village City Council has discussed the potential sale of 5.7 acres owned by the City
at 2055 NE 238 Drive, and
2. The City Council has identified the listing of the property and evaluation of alternatives as a
portion of their Annual Performance Plan to achieve Council Goals, and
3. Multiple potential methods exist on how to proceed with the listing, one of which is to advertise
and evaluate proposals from potential brokerage firms to represent the City in marketing and
selling the subject property.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Common Council of the City of Wood Village that the
City Manager is directed to issue the attached RFP, advertise for potential real estate broker
representation, and complete all actions necessary to consummate a contract between the City of
Wood Village and a principal broker for the sale of the approximately 5.7 acre property located at 2055
NE 238th Drive.

Motion to approve by _______________; seconded by _______________ and adopted this 30TH
day of July 2015.

YEAS_________ Nays _________

________________________________
PATRICIA SMITH, MAYOR
CITY OF WOOD VILLAGE

ATTEST:

_________________________________
GREG DIRKS
CITY RECORDER
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Attachment A to Resolution 26-2015
CITY OF WOOD VILLAGE
REQUEST FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

PURPOSE OF RFP: The City of Wood Village, Oregon, a municipal corporation, solicits
proposals from qualified Broker/Agent to market and provide real estate sales services for
Municipally Owned Property.
SCHEDULE OF EVENTS:
PROPOSAL SUBMISSION DEADLINE:
Proposal must be received by 4:00 pm

Friday, August 21, 2015

TIMELINE
Selection Process Completed
Contract Offered to Successful Firm
Duration of Agreement

Friday, August 28, 2015
Thursday, September 10, 2015
One Year

SCOPE OF SERVICES: The firm selected will provide a proposed marketing plan and identified
specific scope as identified in Section 1 of this document.
MINIMUM QUALIFICATIONS: Respondents to the request shall provide at a minimum those
items disclosed in Section II of this document.
CONTACT FOR COPY OF RFP:
William A. Peterson, Jr., City Administrator
Ph. (503) 489-6856
Fax (503) 669-8723
Email billp@ci.wood-village.or.us
SUBMISSION OF PROPOSAL: One copy of your proposal and a PDF version on a readable
electronic storage device, in a sealed envelope, must be delivered before 4:00 p.m. on August 21,
2015. Faxes and email submissions will not be accepted. Please include on the envelope:
“PROPOSAL FOR REAL ESTATE BROKERAGE SERVICES FOR THE CITY OF
WOOD VILLAGE, OREGON”.
CITY OF WOOD VILLAGE
Mailing:
2055 NE 238th Drive
Wood Village, Oregon 97060-1095
For Hand Delivery:
Same address as above.
Hours: 8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. Monday through Friday
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CITY OF WOOD VILLAGE
REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL

REAL ESTATE MARKETING AND BROKERAGE SERVICES
The City of Wood Village, Oregon invites proposals from licensed and qualified PRINCIPAL BROKERS as defined in ORS
696.025, and meeting all provisions of ORS696.800 – 696.995 for the marketing and sale of municipally owned properties
situated at the North West corner of the intersection of Halsey Blvd and 238th Drive in Wood Village Oregon. Further
information on the specific location is produced later in this RFP. The appointment of a Real Estate Broker shall be for
one year, and is limited to the specifically identified property. Selection of the successful firm will be based on the
combination of qualifications, experience, services provided, marketing plan, and individuals assigned to the work, and the
cost for services.
The City’s objective is to select the firm best qualified to:
1.

Fully evaluate the subject property and prepare marketing and sales materials capable of achieving the
maximum potential return on the real estate.

2.

Evaluate the value of the existing improvements, including an estimate of replacement value.

3.

Identify all constraints on the land and evaluate the value impacts of such constraints, including
recommendations about removal or mediation of constraints, contingencies, or reservations that should be
acknowledged in the real estate transaction.

4.

Effectively communicate valuation variables and constraints to a City Council.

5.

Suggest the highest and best use for the site and actively negotiate with potential buyers/developers to obtain
maximum value for the site.

CITY PROPERTY
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ID Assessor's ID Number
#
1 R943271850
2 R943271350
3 R943271640
4 R943271210
5 R943271280

Tax Lot
1N3E27D
01200
1N3E27D
0800
1N3E27D
0900
1N3E27D
01000
1N3E27D
01100

Zoning

Size

Light
Manufacturing
Light
Manufacturing
Light
Manufacturing
Neighborhood
Commercial
Neighborhood
Commercial

9,204 Sq Ft
119,394 Sq Ft
1,196 Sq Ft
42,979 Sq Ft
77,133 Sq Ft

Total Area

Address
2055 NE 238th
Drive
2055 NE 238th
Drive
2055 NE 238th
Drive
2055 NE 238th
Drive
2055 NE 238th
Drive

249,906 sq ft

Contained in Urban Renewal District
Known Encumbrances
•

Well #3, municipal water supply well is located on tax lot 1100 at the north end of the parking lot; while no formal
easements exist, water lines are present and easements would have to be reserved. Sewer Lines are present
and easements would have to be reserved.

Water Lines and Water Well
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The water lines are located generally from the well location directly east to the major north south distribution main in 238th
Drive. East to West, crossing the property, a main is located near the tax lot boundaries between tax lots 800 and 1100.

Sanitary Sewer lines on the property are as follows:

Storm Drain Lines on the Property:
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Extensive files exist on the environmental reports completed, with work done through a level II report available for
inspection.

SECTION I – SCOPE OF SERVICES
The scope of proposed services from the real estate broker will include representation of the City interests in the
marketing, negotiations, and potential sale of the identified properties. Services will include the Brokers provision of an
estimate of value for the property, estimate of replacement cost for the existing municipal facilities, and recommendations
on dealing with the existing encumbrances on the land to optimize the sale value of the property.

1. Property Identification: All of the parcels identified above, consisting of the following tax lots: 1N3E27D 01200;
1N3E27D 0800; 1N3E27D 0900; 1N3E27D 01000; 1N3E27D 01100

2. Property Type: Land plus buildings, reserving water well production facilities and recognizing existing utilities.
3. City Oversight and Management: The Broker shall respond directly to the City Manager or designee, and shall
present proposals and negotiating strategies directly to the City Council. The City Attorney shall be party to all
transactional details.

4. Applicable Requirements: Laws of the State of Oregon; National Association of Realtors Code of Ethics and
Professional Standards or equivalent code.

5. Exclusive Right to Sell: The agreement with the selected Broker will contain an exclusive right to sell provision
granted to the broker for one year.

6. Evaluation of encumbrances and recommendations on whether or not to incur costs to remove encumbrances from
the land to enhance land values.

7. Legal Services: The City Attorney will directly review all proposed draft agreements, from options and earnest money
agreements to closing documents, however, the broker will be expected to provide the initial forms for all such
documents.

SECTION II – PROPOSAL REQUIREMENTS
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Licensing
The real estate firm, named principal broker, and the specific proposed individuals to provide broker or agent services,
must have appropriate licensing with the State of Oregon.

Proposal Information
Please respond to the items listed below:
1. Provide a description of your marketing approach and work product delivered on similar engagements. Describe
the approach your firm will take to evaluate existing site constraints and make recommendations about options.
2. Indicate your approach to preparation of recommendations to the City on how to deal with existing site
encumbrances and features. The successful firm will be able to indicate the type of approach that will optimize
the overall value of the site, dealing with the underground facilities, water well, existing municipal building, and
other improvements on the site.
3. Provide three current references, comparable to the City of Wood Village proposed engagement, where your firm
both evaluated land value and recommended actions to the owner to optimize the return on the land sale. Include
a contact person at the client site. References must be willing to be contacted directly by City staff.
4. Submit one sample of a marketing plan developed for the sale of similarly situated property.
5. Provide any other information that supports the scope of services to be provided as set forth in Section I.

Incurring Costs
The City of Wood Village will not be liable for any cost incurred by Proposers prior to issuance
of an agreement, contract, or purchase order. All Proposals and related documents will become
the property of the City of Wood Village.
Acceptance of Proposal Content
The contents of the Proposal of the successful Proposer will become contractual obligations if
acceptance action ensues. Failure of the successful Proposer to accept these obligations in a
Brokerage Services Agreement may result in cancellation of the award.
Economy of Preparation
Proposals should be prepared simply and economically, providing a straightforward, concise
description of Proposer capabilities to satisfy the requirements of the Request for Proposal.
Special bindings, colored displays, promotional materials, etc. are not desired. Emphasis should
be on completeness and clarity of the content. Proposals will be submitted in one original printed
document and one PDF format on an appropriate electronic storage device.
Cost Evaluation
Utilizing the detail scope prepared above, please provide a detailed fee schedule, including any out of pocket
expenses or incidentals, for the work. We will request two costs for this engagement, one is the commission or
percentage of sale value for compensation to the broker upon sale and the second a listing of billing rates for land
valuation and recommendations for sale conditions.
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SECTION III – EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS
Proposals will be evaluated based on the submission requirements listed above to determine which firm best meets the
need of the City. After meeting mandatory requirements listed above, proposals will be evaluated on the following factors:
•
•
•
•
•

Quality and comprehensiveness of detailed scope and addressing of all items identified in this RFP.
Compliance with all mandatory provisions.
Qualifications and experience of the firm and the individual principal broker, brokers, and agents assigned
to this work.
References and past experience.
Costs.

At the discretion of the selection committee, finalists may be invited to an oral interview.

Wood Village Reserves the Right to:
1
Reject any or all Proposals or any portion thereof, or to select the Proposal which, in its
sole opinion, is in the best interest of the City. Proposals are subject to rejection if any omissions,
conditional proposals, or irregularities of any kind exist.
2
Accept a Proposal and subsequent offers for contract from other than the lowest cost
proposed.
3
Consider Proposals or modifications received at any time before the award is made, if
such action is in the best interest of the County.
4
Waive or modify any irregularities in Proposals received, after prior notification to the
Proposer.

SECTION IV – PROPOSAL SUBMISSION
You may ask questions about this RFP by calling the City Manager as listed on page 1 of this RFP.
Information provided to any proposer will be placed in e-mail format and forwarded to all proposers.

SECTION V – CONTRACT REQUIRED
If this RFP results in the selection of a principal broker, a personal services contract with the
City of Wood Village will be required.
Contract Administrator
The City Manager will be the Administrator for this contract.

Equal Opportunity/Affirmative Action Policy
It is the policy of the City of Wood Village to promote equal opportunity to all persons regardless
of race, color, religion, national origin, sex, age, or handicap, in respect to employment, housing,
and public services facilities, and accommodations. This policy is reinforced by obligations
assumed by the City as a condition of receipt of federal and state funds. This policy thus
becomes an obligation, which must be assumed by the Contractor as well.
CONTRACT PROVISIONS: City of Wood Village contractors are subject to the following standards.
These are not exclusive and other contract clauses and provisions will be applicable as well.
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However, these are areas respondents to this RFP should be aware of in considering and
preparing responses.
1. Indemnity Provision: There shall be no provision requiring the City to indemnify broker, agent, or
real estate firm for acts or omissions.
2. Independent Contractor Status: The contract will require that the selected firm perform the
required services as an independent contractor and not as an “officer, employee, or agent” of
the City, as those terms are used in ORS 30.260 to 30.300. Although the City reserves the right
to evaluate the quality of the service provided by Contractor, the City will not control the means
or manner of Contractor’s performance.
3. Governing Law and Venue: The City contracts shall be subject to the laws of Oregon. The
contract shall include language requiring any claim, action, suit or proceeding between the City
and Contractor arising from or related to the contract to be conducted in the Circuit Court of
Multnomah County for the State of Oregon.
4. Insurance. The following minimum insurance provisions shall be specified in the contract:
Workers’ Compensation insurance in compliance with ORS Chapter 656, if Contractor
employs “subject workers”.
Comprehensive General Liability insurance applicable to the services provided to Wood
Village, with a combined single limit, or the equivalent, of not less than $2,000,000 each
occurrence for Bodily Injury, Personal Injury, and Property Damage, including contractual
liability coverage applicable to the indemnity provided under this contract.
Automobile Liability insurance applicable to the operation of Contractor’s trucks or
automobiles with a combined single limit of not less than $2,000,000 each accident for
Bodily Injury and Property Damage, including coverage for owned, non-owned, and hired
vehicles, as applicable.
5. Notice of Cancellation or Change. There shall be no cancellation, material change, reduction
of limits without 30 days prior written notice from the Contractor or its insurer(s).
6. Certificates of Insurance. As evidence of the insurance coverages required by this contract, the
Contractor shall provide acceptable insurance certificates to City as soon as practicable upon
written request. If requested, complete copies of insurance policies, shall be provided.
7. Limitations on Liability and Warranties. Responses to RFP’s should include a description
of any limitations on liability to the City.
8. Termination. While termination provisions are negotiable, any provision that would not permit
the City to terminate the contract with a reasonable notice period, without further obligation,
would be strongly disfavored and allowed only with the consent of the City Manager.
9. Dispute Resolution. Mandatory arbitration provisions are disfavored. Our position is that
alternative dispute resolution is encouraged, but arbitration should be undertaken only when
both parties agree to it at the time of the dispute. If arbitration is undertaken, we would not
consent to the rules and procedures of the American Arbitration Association. Other standard
rules are available, or the parties can simply agree to rules and procedures as they deem
appropriate. Provisions requiring mediation as a precedent to other legal action are acceptable.
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Oregon Public Works Emergency Response Cooperative Agreement

City Council Agenda Item Staff Report
Meeting Date: July 30, 2015
TO:
FROM:
AUTHORED BY:
DATE:
SUBJECT:

Mayor and Councilors
Bill Peterson, City Manager
Mark Gunter, Public Works Director
July 30, 2015
Resolution 27-2015 – Authorizing of the City Manager to
sign an intergovernmental agreement with ODOT for the
Oregon Public Works Emergency Response Cooperative
Agreement.

Requested Council Action: Review and approve the resolution to authorize the
City Manager to sign an intergovernmental agreement for resources and services
with ODOT for Public Works Emergency Response.
Background: The purpose of the Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) is to
establish an intergovernmental organization to strengthen and coordinate the
Region’s disaster preparedness, response and recovery capabilities, and to
enhance its disaster resilience. Wood Village, as a small city receives the
advantage of having a large amount of resources at their fingertips, even though
we have little to offer. Other members of the agreement may have available
resources that are difficult to find.
One of the benefits is that the agreement sets up the documentation needed to
seek maximum reimbursement possible from federal agencies in the event of a
major disaster. It is possible that in a disaster Wood Village may have to request
resources from another local jurisdiction regardless of whether you have signed the
agreement. If the disaster is severe enough to warrant a Presidential disaster
declaration, we would qualify for Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)
reimbursement of qualified expenses through FEMA’s Public Assistance program.
•

1998, ODOT initiated a statewide mutual aid agreement with local public
works agencies. The Washington Department of Transportation had
developed such an agreement with local public works agencies in
Washington State. The ODOT Local Officials Advisory Committee approved
the concept for Oregon. So far, overt 190 public works agencies in Oregon
have signed the agreement.

•

Advantages of a mutual aid agreement:

•

Enables agencies to assist other agencies on an as-needed basis during an
emergency.

•
•
•
•

Responding agencies assist only if they determine they have the resources
available.
The Responding agency maintains direct control of the resources it
provides.
The Requesting agency coordinates the activities and resources of the
Responding agency.
Sets up the documentation needed to seek maximum reimbursement
possible from federal agencies after a disaster.

During the December 2007 storm, some local jurisdictions in Oregon were able to
activate the agreement and use resources from other local jurisdictions which were
not affected by the storm and were parties to the agreement. FEMA recognized
the agreement as an existing contract and covered the costs based on having the
agreement in place.
Next Steps: Staff recommends authorizing the City Manager to sign the
intergovernmental agreement for resources and services with the Public Works
Emergency Response Mutual Aid Agreement through approval of this resolution.
Alternatives:
1. Adopt the Resolution as recommended.
2. Reject Resolution and not move forward as a part of the Public Works
Emergency Response Mutual Aid Agreement.
Fiscal Impact:
This IGA allows us to work with other state, county and local jurisdictions without a
formal bid for work proposals. We save countless hours and dollars in performance
of these activity in conjunction with our government partners.
Suggested Motions:

I move to approve Resolution 27-2015, a resolution authorizing the
City Manager to sign an intergovernmental agreement with ODOT for
the Oregon Public Works Emergency Response Cooperative
Agreement.
Next Item

RESOLUTION 27-2015
A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO SIGN THE
INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF WOOD
VILLAGE AND OEGON DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATIONS (ODOT) FOR
THE OREGON PUBLIC WORKS EMERGENCY RESPONSE COOPERATIVE
AGREEMENT
WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Wood Village has authority under ORS
267.200 and ORS Chapter 190 to enter an Intergovernmental Agreement with regional
government agencies for creation of a Oregon Department Of Transportation (ODOT)
Oregon Public Works Emergency Response Cooperative (“Agreement”); and
WHEREAS, the terms of the Agreement require the City Council to authorize the City
Manager to enter into the Agreement in order for the City of Wood Village to participate in
the Agreement; and
WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Wood Village may authorize the Agreement
with the adoption of this resolution.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED:
1. The Agreement shall be in conformance with applicable laws.
2. The City Manager or his designee is authorized to execute the Agreement as
contained in Exhibit “A” attached to this Resolution.

Motion to approve by _______________; seconded by _______________ and adopted this
30TH day of July 2015.

YEAS_________ Nays _________

________________________________
PATRICIA SMITH, MAYOR
CITY OF WOOD VILLAGE

ATTEST:

_________________________________
GREG DIRKS
CITY RECORDER

Attachment A
Resolution Number 27-2015
OREGON PUBLIC WORKS EMERGENCY RESPONSE
COOPERATIVE ASSISTANCE AGREEMENT
THIS AGREEMENT is between the government Agencies of the State of Oregon,
Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) and the City of Wood Village that have
executed the Agreement, as indicated by the signatures at the end of this document.
WITNESSETH:
WHEREAS, parties to this agreement are responsible for the construction and
maintenance of public facilities such as street, road, highway, sewer, water, and related
systems during routine and emergency conditions; and
WHEREAS, each of the parties owns and maintains equipment, and employs
personnel who are trained to provide service in the construction and maintenance of
street, road, highway, sewer, water, and related systems and other support;
WHEREAS, in the event of a major emergency or disaster as defined in ORS 40
1.025 (5), the parties who have executed this Agreement may need assistance to provide
supplemental personnel, equipment, or other support; and
WHEREAS, the parties have the necessary personnel and equipment to provide
such services in the event of an emergency; and
WHEREAS, it is necessary and desirable that this Agreement be executed for the
exchange of mutual assistance, with the intent to supplement not supplant agency
personnel;
WHEREAS, an Agreement would help provide documentation needed to seek the
maximum reimbursement possible from appropriate federal agencies during emergencies;
WHEREAS, ORS Chapter 402.010 provides for Cooperative Assistance
Agreement among public and private agencies for reciprocal emergency aid and
resources; and
WHEREAS, ORS Chapter 190 provides for intergovernmental agreements and
the apportionment among the parties of the responsibility for providing funds to pay for
expenses incurred in the performance of the agreed upon functions or activities;
NOW THEREFORE, the parties agree as follows:
1. Request
If confronted with an emergency situation requiring personnel, equipment or material not
available to it, the requesting party (Requestor) may request assistance from any of the
other parties who have executed this Agreement.
2. Response
Upon receipt of such request, the party receiving the request (Responder) shall
immediately take the following action:

A.
Determine whether it has the personnel, equipment, or material
available to respond to the request.
B.
Determine what available personnel and equipment should be
dispatched and/or what material should be supplied.
C.
Dispatch available and appropriate personnel and equipment
to the location designated by the Requestor.
D.

Provide appropriate access to the available material.

E.
Advise the Requestor immediately in the event all or some
of the requested personnel, equipment, or material is not
available.
NOTE: It is understood that the integrity of dedicated funds needs to be protected.
Therefore, agencies funded with road funds are limited to providing services for road
activities, sewer funds are limited to providing services for sewer activities and so on.
3. Incident Commander
The Incident Commander of the emergency shall be designated by the Requestor, and
shall be in overall command of the operations under whom the personnel and equipment
of the Responder shall serve. The personnel and equipment of the Responder shall be
under the immediate control of a supervisor of the Responder. If the Incident Commander
specifically requests a supervisor of the Responder to assume command, the Incident
Commander shall not, by relinquishing command, relieve the Requestor of responsibility
for the incident.
4. Documentation
Documentation of hours worked, and equipment or materials used or provided will be
maintained on a shift by shift basis by the Responder, and provided to the Requestor as
needed.
5. Release of Personnel and Equipment
All personnel, equipment, and unused material provided under this Agreement shall be
returned to the Responder upon release by the Requestor, or on demand by the
Responder.
6. Compensation
It is hereby understood that the Responder will be reimbursed (e.g. labor, equipment,
materials and other related expenses as applicable, including loss or damage to
equipment) at its adopted usual and customary rates. Compensation may include:
A.
B.
C.

D.

Compensation for workers at the Responder’s current pay structure,
including call back, overtime, and benefits.
Compensation for equipment at Responder’s established rental rate.
Compensation for materials, at Responder’s cost. Materials may be
replaced at Requestor’s discretion in lieu of cash payment upon approval
by the Responder for such replacement.
Without prejudice to a Responder’s right to indemnification under Section

7.A. herein, compensation for damages to equipment occurring during the
emergency incident shall by paid by the Requestor, subject to the
following limitations:
1)
2)

3)

4)

Maximum liability shall not exceed the cost of repair or cost of
replacement, whichever is less.
No compensation will be paid for equipment damage or loss
attributable to natural disasters or acts of God not related to the
emergency incident.
To the extent of any payment under this section, Requestor will
have the right of subrogation for all claims against parties other
than parties to this agreement who may be responsible in whole or
in part for damage to the equipment.
Requestor shall not be liable for damage caused by the neglect of
the Responder’s operators.

Within 30 days after presentation of bills by Responder entitled to compensation under
this section, Requestor will either pay or make mutually acceptable arrangements for
payment.
7.
Indemnification
This provision applies to all parties only when a Requestor requests and a Responder
provides personnel, equipment, or material under the terms of this Agreement. A
Responder’s act of withdrawing personnel, equipment, or material provided is not
considered a party’s activity under this Agreement for purposes of this provision.
To the extent permitted by Article XI of the Oregon Constitution and by the Oregon Tort
Claims Act, each party shall indemnify, within the limits of the Tort Claims Act, the
other parties against liability for damage to life or property arising from the indemnifying
party’s own activities under this Agreement, provided that a party will not be required to
indemnify another party for any such liability arising out of the wrongful acts of
employees or agents of that other party.
8.
Workers Compensation Withholdings and Employer Liability
Each party shall remain fully responsible as employer for all taxes, assessments, fees,
premiums, wages, withholdings, workers compensation and other direct and indirect
compensation, benefits, and related obligations with respect to its own employees.
Likewise, each party shall insure, self-insure, or both, its own employees as required by
Oregon Revised Statutes.
9.
Pre-Incident Plans
The parties may develop pre-incident plans for the type and locations of problem areas
where emergency assistance may be needed, the types of personnel and equipment to be
dispatched, and the training to be conducted to ensure efficient operations. Such plans
shall take into consideration the proper protection by the Responder of its own
geographical area.
10.

The Agreement
A.
It is understood that all parties may not execute this Agreement at the
same time. It is the intention of the parties that any governmental entity in

the State of Oregon may enter into this Agreement and that all parties
who execute this Agreement will be considered to be equal parties to

the Agreement. The individual parties to this Agreement may be
“Requestor” or “Responder’s" as referred to in Section 1. and 2.
above, to all others who have entered this Agreement.
B.

The Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) Office of
Maintenance shall maintain the master copy of this Agreement,
including a list of all those governmental entities that have executed
this Cooperative Assistance Agreement. ODOT will make the list of
participants available to any entity that has signed the Agreement.
Whenever an entity executes the agreement, ODOT shall notify all
others who have executed the Agreement of the new participant.
Except as specifically provided in this paragraph, ODOT has no
obligations to give notice nor does it have any other or additional
obligations than any other party.

C.

This Agreement shall be effective upon approval by two or more
parties and shall remain in effect as to a specific party for five years
after the date that party executes this Agreement unless sooner
terminated as provided in this paragraph. Any party may terminate
its participation in this Agreement prior to expiration as follows:
1)

Written notice of intent to terminate this Agreement must be
given to all other parties on the master list of parties at least
30 days prior to termination date. This notice shall
automatically terminate the Agreement as to the terminating
party on the date set out in the notice unless rescinded by that
party in writing prior to that date.

2)

Termination will not affect a party’s obligations for
payment arising prior to the termination of this Agreement.

11.
Non-exclusive
This Agreement is not intended to be exclusive among the parties. Any party may
enter into separate cooperative assistance or mutual aid agreements with any other
entity. No such separate Agreement shall terminate any responsibility under this
Agreement.
12.
Parties to This Agreement
Participants in this Agreement are indicated on the following pages, one party per
page.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Agreement for Public Works
Cooperative Assistance to be executed by duly authorized representatives as of the date of
their signatures.
STATE OF OREGON
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
_________________________
Luci Moore
Maintenance Engineer

_April 11, 2011________
Date

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Agreement for Public
Works Cooperative Assistance to be executed by duly authorized representatives as of the date
of their signatures.
City of Wood Village
Agency
Multnomah County, Oregon
County, Oregon
______________________
William A. Peterson, Jr., City Manager
Authorized Representative
_________________
Date
Designated Primary Contact:
Office:

Contact:

Emergency 24 Hour Phone Number:

E-mail address (if available):

Phone Number:

Fax Number:

City Council Agenda Item Staff Report
Meeting Date: July 30, 2015

TO:

Mayor and Councilors

FROM:
Bill Peterson: City Manager
Authored by: Greg Dirks: HR/Records Manager
DATE:

July 22, 2015

SUBJECT:

16th Annual Wood Village Nite Out

Background
The 16th Annual Wood Village Nite Out took place on Friday July 17th. The event was
coordinated through a joint effort between the City, the Multnomah County Sheriff’s Office, and
the Wood Village Baptist Church. The estimated number of people in attendance was over
2,000. Activities included a parade through the City prior to the start of the event. The event
featured free food and beverages, live music, free soccer and basketballs, police demonstrations,
children’s activities, and over 20 vendors. A Red Cross blood drive also occurred during the
event, and a total of 25 units of blood was donated during that time. Public safety entities in
attendance included Multnomah County Sheriff’s Office, Gresham Fire, and Search and Rescue.
Fiscal Impact
Total Cost: $5,226
Budgeted Amount: $6,000
Sponsor Donations: $2,090
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

$1,000 Morasch Family
$600 Brasher’s Auto Body
$250 76 Station
$100 Frontier
$70 Servo Pro
$50 Rigert Gymnastics
$20 Damsel in Distress

In Kind Contributions:
•
•
•

Fred Meyer: Donation of $1,500 worth of food and beverages
(actual cost, not retail)
Village Baptist Church: facility, volunteers, ice cream, popcorn,
cotton candy, and children’s activities
Waste Management: Waste Services

City’s Expenses:
• Band
$900
• Pony Rides $600
• Canopy Rental $190
• Stage Rental $448
• Pop Corn
$248
• Balls
$1,030
• Banners
$333
• Food
$735
• Cotton Candy $227
• Helium
$240
• Supplies
$275
• Total
$5,226
Out of pocket cost for the City: $3,136
City Goal
The completion of this event helped achieve City goal 3 for high quality cost effective events.
Suggested Motions
No motion suggested. The report is informational only.
Next Item

Next Motion

Consideration of Nuisance Vegetation Regulations

Wood Village City Council
Agenda Item Staff Report

Meeting Date: July 30, 2015
TO:
FROM:
DATE:

Mayor and City Council
Bill Peterson, City Manager
July 2, 2015

SUBJECT: Consideration of Nuisance Vegetation Regulations
Requested Action
Direct the staff on whether or not to develop ordinance proposals to change regulations for nuisance
vegetation accumulations.
Background
Don Cook, a resident of Wood Village living at 1640 NE 238th Drive recently requested action on
adjacent properties to reduce what he perceives to be a fire hazard for his property. Following a field
investigation by our enforcement personnel, the vegetation and other potential violations on the
adjacent property, 1630 NE 238th, was cared for sufficiently to meet the existing nuisance code
standards, resulting in a notice to the property at 1630 to remove blackberries in an identified portion
of the lot, but not to take any further action. The provided notice to the property owner at 1630
included the ordinance requisite 30 day compliance provision.
Mr. Cook responded to our code enforcement personnel with the correspondence attached as well as
with an e-mail indicating additional concerns. Both documents are attached.
Following review of the correspondence and two telephone contacts with Mr. Cook, your manager
agreed to take to the City Council concerns about the adequacy of the existing nuisance codes. The
key points made for considering such change include:
•
•

•

With climate change and similar potential impacts to our region, should our standards be
modified and made more stringent to prevent potential impacts?
Should standards account for risk factors from adjacent uses? Specifically, should the clearing
of vegetation, accumulation in gutters, and presence of other vegetation be regulated in a
different manner when they are closer to high volume roadways where ignition sources are
more probable? (burning cigarettes, etc)
Do we believe that the current standards are sufficient?

Our nuisance code standards have been developed over a number of years, and are contained in two
segments of the municipal code. Both segments are in Chapter 8 of the code, one identified as 8.16
and the other as 8.18. Chapter 8.16 identifies Public Nuisance, and 8.18 is identified as Property
Maintenance. Both bodies of law require objective and described standards to be violated to elicit the
prescribed response for nuisance abatement.
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For vegetation, one segment identifies 14” of “uncontrolled or uncultivated growth of weeds, brush,
poison oak, poison ivy, tansy ragwort, or grasses which offer vector or rodent harborage, contribute
noxious pollen…constitute a fire hazard, or unreasonable interfere with the use and enjoyment or
abutting public or private property. Another segment of the code identifies overgrown lawn areas,
requiring the areas to have a prevailing height of not more than 10”. We utilize the lesser standard,
and provide notice and follow up actions when accumulations exceed 10”.
Our code does not define accumulation of potential combustible materials in roof gutters, the
presence of bushes or trees that are in contact with structures, or other issues identified by Mr. Cook
as potentially dangerous. Councilors are again referred to Mr. Cook’s correspondence and his e-mail
provided to follow his concerns.
The rationale for the development of any of the nuisance code provisions is the protection of the
public safety and welfare. With the standards we have in place, including the abatement of
dangerous buildings, the property management standards for building maintenance, and the
provisions in place to regulate vegetation, we have historically experienced a low number of fires, and
specifically a low number of structural fires. During a recent analysis period of April 2011 to June
2013, the Three Cities recorded only 38 residential, commercial, chimney, or apartment/multiple
dwelling structural fires. Within the Three Cities’ service area, an actual structural fire – be it of a
house, apartment or commercial building – occurs about once every 24 days. An apartment or multidwelling structural fire occurs on average about every 161 days (5.4 months). For this period, seven
(7) reported events impacted properties in Wood Village.
For this period, a number of illegal burning activities were reported along with smoke investigations.
None of these events turned into issues impacting lives, homes, or businesses. Some portion of this
indirect relationship between the number of potential incidents and the number of actual structure
fires must be attributed to the code enforcement efforts to reduce the potential impact of vegetation or
other fuel sources.
The Council is very aware that the process to achieve compliance with the existing codes is arduous,
and frequently results in conflicts with property owners. While we believe the codes now existing
should be enforced, the owners of property frequently have a different opinion of our efforts, and the
need to comply. Enhanced standards would serve to increase this conflict, and place additional
demands on a very limited time code enforcement program. While it is certainly possible to dedicate
more time and resource to code enforcement, it will not be accomplished without incurring additional
cost.
In summary, would the council be willing to consider additional regulation and enforcement of
enhanced property maintenance standards?
Goals Affected
The development of additional transit service to support area populations would further City Council
GOAL 1: A safe, clean, livable community with a sense of pride, quality housing, and strong identity.
Alternatives
The actions available to the Council include:
1. Take no action,
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2. Direct staff to prepare nuisance code amendments for consideration, or
3. Appoint a Council committee, or direct a Council workshop be developed to further discuss the
alternatives and prepare recommendations.
Fiscal Impact
The immediate action on this proposal would direct staff resource to this effort. While we incur no
new cost in such direction, there are other items in the work planned in the year ahead that may need
to be reduced to accommodate this effort. In the longer term, expecting a more rigorous standard to
be enforced will take additional personnel capacity. While not necessarily adding staff (contracting in
the private sector, contracting with other cities, or determining what existing work could be left undone
and time redirected are all alternatives) implications of the plan may require additional resource.
Suggested Motion
While Mr. Cook’s comments have merit, your staff does not believe additional nuisance code
provisions or modifications are needed. We suggest no motion, however, should the Council wish to
pursue additional nuisance provisions, the Council a motion would be to direct the drafting of code
modifications.
Next Item
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Donald D. Cook
1640 NE 238th Drive
Wood Village, OR 97060-1124
(503) 665-4421

June 26, 2015
Ms. Yvette Lock
Permits & Code Compliance Specialist
City of Wood Village

2055 NE 238th Drive

Wood Village, OR 97060-1095

Dear Ms. Lock:
Thank you for helping me this week with the letter you have sent to my neighbor, Lee Uglum, regarding the overgrown
vegetation situation on his property located at 1630 NE 238th Drive. While limited in scope to only the blackberry
brambles located between my house and his, and in view of the public right of way, it is a small step forward.
Given that the most serious safety-related concerns I have raised are not to be remedied by your letter, I am taking this
opportunity to explain these and put forward ideas to increase safety by addressing them.
The foundational role of government is to ensure the safety of life and property of its citizens. Unfortunately, it is often
the case that laws and ordinances do not actually provide any safety assurance whatsoever. For example, laws are very
often simply not enforced at all, and codes are so limited or misguided in scope, that public safety is actually
compromised, rather than meaningfully protected.
Sticking with the blackberry vines for now, they pose actual safety hazards and are not simply an annoyance. The
overarching blackberry vines were, as you likely observed, descending and intruding a few feet into my five-feet of the
ten-foot easement between the two houses, and were at eye level. I have repeatedly suffered injury by these vines, and
narrowly missed receiving potentially serious injury to my eyes, as I attempted to walk between my front and back yard
while doing necessary chores. The wind can come up suddenly without warning, and cause raking across the flesh by
these intruding vines. I have been similarly injured by a multiplicity of blackberry vines intruding into my back yard,
which is not in view of the public right of way, but the serious safety hazards are no less urgent, and the injuries no less
severe. It should also be obvious that the seeds from these intrusive blackberry vines also propagate exponentially onto
the property they invade, further exacerbating the danger.
The egregious safety issue I would like to explore is the very real danger of fire, which can include the complete loss of
one’s home, serious personal injury, and even death. The three conditions requisite to starting a fire are a source of
ignition, an oxidant (i.e. the oxygen in the air), and the presence of fuel. I have been a resident of the City of Wood
Village for the past thirty six years, living on 238th Drive. I have seen this arterial change from a two lane road at a much
higher elevation relative to my property, into a four lane connector, at the same elevation as my front yard, resulting in
vehicles traveling in much closer proximity, and far greater frequency, to my property. On any given day, I have
observed a disturbingly high number of cigarette butts that have been carelessly thrown from passing cars, cyclists,
skateboarders, and pedestrian passers-by, onto my property, often landing upon my front lawn.
The same can be
said regarding cigarette butts landing onto Lee Uglum’s front lawn comprised of tall, dry grass, which has frequently
exceeded ten inches. Last summer was the hottest on record, and this summer appears poised to repeat in a similar
fashion. Independence Day will soon be upon us, and illegal fireworks, often airborne, land indiscriminately upon
overgrown lawns such as that of Lee Uglum’s. In spite of laws prohibiting the ejection of still-burning cigarette butts,
and discharging illegal fireworks, these careless acts occur with alarming frequency due, in part, to an utter lack of
enforcement. Tossed cigarettes and illegal fireworks are but two sources of ignition which are clearly very likely to
occur. It should be evident that the tall, tinder-dry grass in Lee Uglum’s entire yard would almost certainly catch fire
upon encountering such a source of ignition. This fire would predictably spread rapidly, as it blazes across the front and
back lawn, then engulfing the excessive, overgrown vegetation, including a huge maple tree, all in intimate contact with
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his house to a great extent. The fire would then continue to rage out of control, ultimately causing extensive damage
and perhaps total destruction of many surrounding homes, along with the potential for serious injury and even death, of
innocent citizens.
The key idea is that the mere presence of the very large amount of overgrown vegetation in Lee Uglum’s entire yard,
whether visible from the public right of way or otherwise, poses equally dire consequences in the event of a source of
ignition. Enactment of thoughtful codes which provide meaningful protection could well make the difference, and
transform this danger into what could become an entirely avoidable tragedy. The idea that the grass is a bit short of an
arbitrary ten-inch standard fails to account for the very real danger posed by allowing this safety issue to go
uncorrected. The failure to address the adverse consequences stemming from the vast amount of overgrown vegetation
should also not be permitted to erode the safety of life and property of nearby residents. The currently existing scenario
is clearly not indicative of the City of Wood Village taking the necessary steps to protect the safety of life and property of
vulnerable citizens.
It is a well-established principle that there is no further point of refuge than one’s home. One definition of insanity is
doing the same thing, while expecting different results. Taken together, doesn’t it seem that laws and codes should be
informed by science, and reflect the clear urgency spotlighted by conditions which are likely, or even very likely to
occur? Does it not seem absolutely essential that there must be vigorous enforcement of the laws involving the
ejection of cigarettes and illegal fireworks with absolutely no regard for the safety of residents? I urge the City of Wood
Village to be far more focused on taking the necessary steps to provide a safe community in which to live. Many lives
are at stake and each individual has the potential for greatness.
Respectfully,
Don Cook
From: Donald Cook [mailto:doncook051@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, June 29, 2015 3:14 AM
To: Yvette Lock
Subject: Safety of Life and Property follow-up
Hi Yvette,
Thanks again for your help this week regarding the overgrown vegetation situation regarding my neighbor, Lee Uglum. As promised,
I have written a letter expanding on my concerns regarding the safety of life and property relating to things like overgrown vegetation,
cigarettes, and fireworks, providing it as an attachment to this email, and will drop off a hard copy at City Hall as well.
I'll briefly summarize my thoughts on the two other related safety concerns regarding gutters and the leaf drop-off program
modification suggestion, which I shared in our telephone conversation. This will avoid the letter becoming three pages, rather than
two.
When I spoke with Marie Kizzar on June 5th, I shared my concern regarding pine needles, which generally fall and accumulate much
earlier than other leaves. The current leaf drop-off period ranges from November 1st through December 31st. Marie thought it would
be possible to split it into two time periods to address my idea. I suggest the first period might be from October 1st through the 31st,
capturing the bulk of the pine needles, and the next from December 1st through the 31st, capturing the bulk of the leaf accumulations.
This would mitigate both the fire danger inherent with accumulations of highly flammable pine needles, as well as the problem of the
leaf accumulations, carried by the wind, ending up on the streets and plugging the storm drains.
You may remember that, when I raised my concern regarding the accumulation of pine needles and leaves in gutters during our
conversation, you replied, "I can't tell people when to clean their gutters." I chuckled of course, but if you think about it, illegal
fireworks are often airborne, and land not only on dry grass and other excessive vegetation, but also upon sloping roofs.
Accumulations of pine needles, leaves, and twigs on roofs and in gutters provide the fuel, while the illegal fireworks offer the source
of ignition for a very dangerous fire. It then quickly spreads from its starting point, to opportunistic vegetation (eg. Lee Uglum's huge
maple tree, with leaves in direct contact with virtually his entire roof-line in the back yard, although not in view of the public right of
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way). Alternatively, embers falling from overhanging burning materials from either the roof or gutters, can land on excessive
overgrown vegetation on the ground, or be carried by the wind into adjacent yards with equally devastating results.
It seems to me that these examples, along with those I shared in the attached letter, represent valid concerns demonstrating an urgent
need for effective solutions to prevent tragic loss of life and property.
Hopefully, the City of Wood Village will consider and reflect over the issues of concern that I have shared. Perhaps you can be
persuaded to adopt the necessary steps to provide a safe community in which to live.
Thank you in advance for your help on this.
Sincerely,
Don Cook
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PUBLIC WORKS MONTHLY REPORT
COUNCIL DATE:
TO:
FROM:
SUBJECT:

JULY 30, 2015
BILL PETERSON, CITY MANAGER
MARK GUNTER, DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS
PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR’S REPORT

Next Item
________________________________________________________________________
Park Master Plan
• Conservation Technix is continuing to make progress on the Parks Master Plan.
Their estimated completion date is July 31st.

Shea Lift Station Upgrade:
• Since the pumps were changed at the Shea LS they have only needed to be
cleaned out once. Previously there were issues with the pumps clogging every one
or two weeks.
• The work on the control panels and upgraded power system should be underway
within the next month.
Halsey Street Sanitary Pipe Bursting Project
• RFP’s were received on July 7th. One engineering company will be chosen from the
five submittals to begin work before the end of July.
City Park Basketball Court
• This project is almost completed. Some extra work still needs to be done on the
edges of the playing surface.
City Park Tot Lot
• The Tot Lot was refreshed with more Engineered Fiber for safety and aesthetics.
The fiber will lose volume and compress over time.
MCSO Inmate Work Crews
• The MCSO Inmate Work Crew has been working in the City Park to remove
blackberry and weed growth, as well as dead tree removal and some of the
overgrown underbrush on the southern section up to the Edgefield Golf Course
border. They will be back for two more days at the park in August. They also spent
approximately four hours on the City Hall north lot.
On Call Personnel
• Denver Taylor, our newest utility worker covered the on-call duties for one day
successfully and will soon be part of the regular rotation. Denver is a welcome
addition to this duty because the other three on-call personnel will have to be
available once every four weeks instead of just three.

Staff Core Values
• Staff has begun a project to come up with a Core Values Statement. A series of
monthly breakfast meetings will be held over the coming year to allow input from
employees and then the information will be compiled into a draft statement for
management approval. The value statement will complement the existing City
Mission Statement and Goals. The focus is on collaboration, communication and
cooperation as a staff.
Building Department Enforcement
• The Building Department and City Staff spent a considerable amount of time
working with the owner of Affordable Auto/Sierra Auto and were finally successful in
issuing them their Certificate of Occupancy on June 25th, 2015.
• The Building Department and City Staff met with the owner and a representative of
the Greyhound Park site this month to discuss outstanding fire permit issues for
their building. Plans have been submitted for a sprinkler and alarm system and is
currently under review.
Meetings Attended by Director:
• EMCTC TAC
• EMCTC
• JPACT
• Public Works Director’s meeting
• Park Master Plan meeting
Development progress: These activities require plan reviews and comments by the
Building Department and other Public Works staff. We also spend time in consultation with
the developers, their engineers and the contractor as the project moves from planning to
completion.
•
•

Fred Meyer Gas Station – Construction is completed and a Certificate of
Occupancy has been issued. July 31st is their target date to open.
Brasher’s Auto – Brasher’s maintenance building replacement is progressing. All
their permits have been issued.

Municipal Code Violation Enforcement Report
Reporting period June 2015
Total number of new cases this period: 31
Open cases: 4
Closed cases: 27
Cases Closed from previous periods: 5
Total number of Cases Year-To-Date: 92
Total number of Open Cases Year-To-Date: 8
Total number of Closed Cases Year-To-Date: 84
Character of violations this period:
- Vegetation: 12
- Graffiti: 2
- Vehicles on Private Property: 0
- Vehicles on Street: 9
- Private Property on Street: 0
- Solid Waste Accumulation: 0
- Vacant Homes: 0
- Shopping Carts: 7
- Miscellaneous: 1
Character of violations Year-To-Date:
- Vegetation: 30
- Graffiti: 12
- Vehicles on Private Property: 2
- Vehicles on Street: 22
- Private Property on Street: 0
- Solid Waste Accumulation: 4
- Vacant Homes: 1
- Shopping Carts: 15
- Miscellaneous: 6
Case of note:

City Council Agenda Staff Report
Meeting Date: July 30, 2015

Memorandum
TO:

Mayor and City Council

FROM:

Bill Peterson, City Administrator

AUTHOR:

Peggy Minter, Finance Director

DATE:

July 22, 2015

Next Item

TOPIC:
Council Finance Report on Revenue & Expenditures through June 30, 2015.
This report covers all revenue from July 1, 2014 through June 30, 2015, 100% of the fiscal year. All
revenues and expenditures through June 2015 are within budgeted parameters, and expect to continue
to be so as additional expenditures arrive.
Expenditures for items that were received in the period that ended June 30, 2015 will continue to be
added to the records as they arrive, so this attached report is preliminary, with expected changes over
the next month. I will continue to provide reports to you until all the expenditures have been
accounted for.
The receipts are better than expected, up an average of 6% over this time last year, and an average of
2% greater than our budgeted expectations.
• Business Income Tax ↑ 20%
• Motel Tax ↑ 19%
• State Sharing ↑ 5%
• Liquor Tax ↑ 3%
• Property Tax ↑ 5%
• Interest ↑ 1%
• Cigarette Tax ↓ 1%
• Gasoline Tax ↓ 1%
• Overall ↑ 6%
Please see the attached chart indicating specific revenue figures.
Interest rates at the LGIP generally remain flat at 0.5% but toward the end of June interest rates rose to
0.54%, but we have a bit more invested, so the interest revenues are up by 1%. Cigarette taxes and
gasoline taxes, as we have seen all year, are flat/even with last year.
On June 30th our investment portfolio was at $4,929,741.21.

Mayor and Council Members
Finance Department Report

Our checking account with Wells Fargo uses the bank daily collected balance as an earnings tool to
reduce our banking expenses. For the past three years we have been receiving 1.06% earnings on our
balances in the checking account. Our usual banking fees are about $340 per month, but due to the
earnings on an average monthly balance of about $398,000 per month, we generally haven’t paid any
of the bank fees. In May, Wells Fargo reduced our earnings rate to 0.71%. The fees will generally be
the same, about $350 per month, but in order to cover those fees, our average daily balance in the
checking account will need to increase to about $585,000. Since the LGIP interest rate is so low, it is
to our advantage to keep our average daily balance in the Wells Fargo account high enough to cover
the bank fees. Therefore, you will notice in the future that the LGIP fund has about $200,000 less and
the Wells Fargo account has that $200,000 added to it. The bottom line for our investments will be
about the same, they will just be distributed slightly differently.
The 2015-2016 City of Wood Village Budget is finalized and published. The budget is available on
the City website at: www.ci.wood-village.or.us If you would like a hard copy of the budget for your
perusal, please let me know and we will print one for you.
We are preparing the 2014-15 records for the upcoming audit that is scheduled for September 14th
through 18th. We will be working with Merina & Co. and are looking forward to our interactions with
them.

SOURCE OF
YTD 2012-13
YTD 2013-14
INCOME
as of
30-Jun-13
30-Jun-14
The percentages are for the change from the prior year to the next year.

YTD 2014-15
30-Jun-15

2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 Trend
population
3885
3890
3895

Property Tax

$760,229

↑

4%

$793,441

↑

5%

$829,491

Business Income Tax

$165,163

↑

5%

$173,886

↑

20%

$208,022

$42.51

$44.70

$53.41

$5,525

↓

-4%

$5,298

↓

-1%

$5,227

$1.42

$1.36

$1.34

$52,172

↑

4%

$54,327

↑

3%

$56,188

$13.43

$13.97

$14.43

$212,330

↑

5%

$223,613

↓

-1%

$221,796

$54.65

$57.48

$56.94

$37,124

↑

1%

$37,417

↑

5%

$39,141

$9.56

$9.62

$10.05

$102,990

↓

-4%

$99,308

↑

19%

$117,865

$26.51

$25.53

$30.26

$21,378

↑

1%

$21,654

↑

1%

$21,901

$5.50

$5.57

$5.62

$1,356,911

↑

4%

$1,408,945

↑

6%

$1,499,631

Cigarette Tax
Liquor Tax
Gasoline Tax
State Shared Revenue
motel tax
interest revenue

TOTALS
* includes URA taxes

$195.68 $203.97 $212.96

$349.27 $362.20 $385.01

GENERAL FUND REVENUE
BUDGET VS. ACTUAL
BOTH BUDGET & ACTUAL AT
ACCOUNTING PERIOD 12
June 30, 2015
(Dollars in Thousands)

4500
4000
3500
3000
2500
2000
1500
1000
500
0
Taxes

Water/Sewer
User Fees

Interest

Permits

Franchise

Intergovern.

Misc.

TOTAL

Budget

1153

1816

36

91

275

400

132

3903

Received

1121

1826

22

118

272

324

87

3771

General Fund
Budget vs. Expense
BOTH BUDGET & ACTUAL AT
Accounting Period 12
June 30, 2015
(Dollars in Thousands)

1,600

1,400

1,200

1,000

Budget

800

600

400

200

0
Personal Services

Materials & Services

Capital Outlay

Transfers to Other
Funds

Total

Budget

491

184

713

0

1,388

Spent

445

168

127

0

739

Spent

Street Fund
Budget Vs. Expense
BOTH BUDGET & ACTUAL AT
Accounting Period 12
June 30, 2015
(Dollars in Thousands)

700

600

500
Budget

400

300

200

100

0

Personal Services

Materials & Services

Capital Outlay

Total

Budget

153

166

258

577

Spent

139

120

159

418

Spent

Water Fund
Budget vs. Expense
BOTH BUDGET & ACTUAL AT
Accounting Period 12
June 30, 2015
(Dollars in Thousands)

900
800
700
600
500

Budget

400
300
200
100
0

Personal Services

Materials & Services

Capital Outlay

Total

Budget

358

178

264

0

801

Spent

324

174

249

0

747

Spent

Sewer Fund
Budget Vs. Expense
BOTH BUDGET & ACTUAL AT
Accounting Period 12
June 30, 2015
(Dollars in Thousands)

1400

1200

1000

800

600
Budget

400

200

0
Personal Services

Materials & Services

Capital Outlay

Transfers to Other
Funds

Debt Service

Total

Budget

358

468

400

0

0

1226

Spent

324

353

142

0

0

819

Spent

PROPERTY TAX REVENUES COMPARISON BY DATE
JULY 2012 THROUGH JUNE 2015

FY 2012-13

AMOUNT
of PAYMENT

CUMULATIVE
TO DATE

7/13/2012
8/10/2012
9/13/2012
10/10/2012
11/13/2012
11/15/2012
11/23/2012
11/29/2012
12/5/2012
1/11/2013
2/12/2013
3/12/2013
4/10/2013
APRIL
5/14/2013
6/12/2013

$5,173.40
$3,672.16
$3,337.23
$3,128.69
$71,106.48
$81,430.12
$150,561.48
$240,324.64
$131,940.37
$8,254.16
$4,848.73
$24,880.00
$3,214.30
$0.00
$3,828.97
$24,528.11

$5,173.40
$8,845.56
$12,182.79
$15,311.48
$86,417.96
$167,848.08
$318,409.56
$558,734.20
$690,674.57
$698,928.73
$703,777.46
$728,657.46
$731,871.76
$731,871.76
$735,700.73
$760,228.84
$760,228.84

2012-13 budgeted rev

0.67%
1.14%
1.57%
1.98%
11.15%
21.66%
41.08%
72.09%
89.12%
90.18%
90.81%
94.02%
94.43%
94.43%
94.93%
98.09%
98.09%
$775,006

FY 2013-14

AMOUNT
of PAYMENT

CUMULATIVE
TO DATE

7/15/2013
8/15/2013
9/12/2013
10/10/2013
11/13/2013
11/14/2013
11/21/2013
11/27/2013
12/5/2013
1/13/2014
2/12/2014
3/12/2014
4/10/2014
APRIL
MAY 2014
JUNE 2014

$4,958.90
$3,477.48
$4,068.91
$2,146.60
$83,537.02
$12,445.64
$185,995.33
$308,152.74
$120,144.61
$8,318.92
$4,292.51
$24,105.32
$3,380.39
$0.00
$3,700.78
$24,715.68

$4,958.90
$8,436.38
$12,505.29
$14,651.89
$98,188.91
$110,634.55
$296,629.88
$604,782.62
$724,927.23
$733,246.15
$737,538.66
$761,643.98
$765,024.37
$765,024.37
$768,725.15
$793,440.83
$793,440.83

2013-14 budgeted rev

FY 2014-15

0.67%
1.13%
1.68%
1.96%
13.17%
14.84%
39.78%
81.10%
97.22%
98.33%
98.91%
102.14%
102.59%
102.59%
103.09%
106.40%
106.40%
$745,685

July 2014
August 2014
Sept 2014
10/10/2014
11/13/2014
11/20/2014
11/26/2014
12/4/2014
12/10/2014
1/15/2015
2/11/2015
3/15/2015
4/10/2015
APRIL
5/15/2015
6/15/2015

AMOUNT
of PAYMENT
$4,922.31
$2,929.72
$2,762.11
$2,128.99
$70,256.62
$144,453.33
$322,815.48
$165,144.66
$42,205.94
$9,632.34
$5,586.40
$24,533.58
$3,587.82
$0.00
$4,299.46
$24,232.01
$829,490.77

CUMULATIVE
TO DATE
$4,922.31
$7,852.03
$10,614.14
$12,743.13
$82,999.75
$227,453.08
$550,268.56
$715,413.22
$757,619.16
$767,251.50
$772,837.90
$797,371.48
$800,959.30
$800,959.30
$805,258.76
$829,490.77
$829,490.77

2014-15 budgeted rev

0.61%
0.97%
1.30%
1.57%
10.20%
27.96%
67.65%
87.96%
93.14%
94.33%
95.02%
98.03%
98.47%
98.47%
99.00%
101.98%
101.98%
$813,379

BUSINESS INCOME TAX REVENUES COMPARISON BY DATE
JULY 2012 THROUGH JUNE 2015

FY 2012-13

AMOUNT
CUMULATIVE
of PAYMENT TO DATE

7/16/2012
8/16/2012
9/15/2012
10/15/2012
11/15/2012
DECEMBER
1/15/2013
2/15/2013
3/15/2013
4/15/2013
5/15/2013
6/15/2013

$22,117.00
$4,215.00
$961.00
$22,112.00
$10,723.00
$0.00
$12,548.00
$14,541.00
$3,469.00
$12,622.00
$54,695.00
$7,160.00
YTD TOTAL

$22,117.00
$26,332.00
$27,293.00
$49,405.00
$60,128.00
$60,128.00
$72,676.00
$87,217.00
$90,686.00
$103,308.00
$158,003.00
$165,163.00
$165,163.00
$165,163.00

2012-13 budgeted rev

14.00%
16.67%
17.27%
31.27%
38.06%
38.06%
46.00%
55.20%
57.40%
65.38%
100.00%
104.53%
104.53%
104.53%
$158,000

FY 2013-14

AMOUNT
CUMULATIVE
of PAYMENT TO DATE

JULY 2013
AUG 2013
9/16/2013
10/15/2013
11/15/2013
DEC 2013
1/15/2014
2/14/2014
MAR 2014
4/15/2014
5/15/2014
6/16/2014

$20,593.00
$2,970.00
$9,318.00
$16,109.00
$12,565.00
$0.00
$23,996.00
$6,154.00
$0.00
$17,422.00
$61,381.00
$3,378.00
YTD TOTAL

$20,593.00
$23,563.00
$32,881.00
$48,990.00
$61,555.00
$61,555.00
$85,551.00
$91,705.00
$91,705.00
$109,127.00
$170,508.00
$173,886.00
$173,886.00
$173,886.00

2013-14 budgeted rev

FY 2014-15

12.78%
14.62%
20.40%
30.40%
38.19%
38.19%
53.08%
56.90%
56.90%
67.71%
105.80%
107.90%
107.90%
107.90%
$161,160

July 2014
August 2014
Sept 2014
10/15/2014
11/14/2014
12/15/2014
1/13/2015
2/10/2015
3/15/2015
4/15/2015
5/15/2015
6/15/2015

AMOUNT
of PAYMENT

CUMULATIVE
TO DATE

$27,193.00
$4,003.00
$5,480.00
$22,826.00
$16,847.00
$1,316.00
$24,539.00
$13,865.00
$3,191.00
$9,826.00
$29,732.00
$49,204.00

$27,193.00
$31,196.00
$36,676.00
$59,502.00
$76,349.00
$77,665.00
$102,204.00
$116,069.00
$119,260.00
$129,086.00
$158,818.00
$208,022.00
$208,022.00
$208,022.00

YTD TOTAL

2014-15 budgeted rev

14.79%
16.97%
19.95%
32.37%
41.54%
42.26%
55.61%
63.15%
64.89%
70.23%
86.41%
113.18%
113.18%
113.18%
$183,800

CIGARETTE TAX REVENUES COMPARISON BY DATE
JULY 2012 THROUGH JUNE 2015

FY 2012-13

7/17/2012
8/13/2012
9/14/2012
10/14/2012
11/14/2012
12/11/2012
1/15/2013
FEBRUARY
MARCH
4/26/2013
5/2/2013
5/20/2013
6/12/2013

AMOUNT
of PAYMENT

CUMULATIVE
TO DATE

FY 2013-14

AMOUNT
of PAYMENT

CUMULATIVE
TO DATE

FY 2014-15

JULY 2013
AUG 2013
9/13/2013
10/10/2013
11/20/2013
DEC 2013
JAN 2014
2/19/2014
MAR 2014
APRIL 2014
5/7,8,9/2014
6/20/2014
6/23/2014

$503.12
$481.70
$454.36
$510.93
$475.06
$0.00
$426.74
$445.75
$0.00
$0.00
$1,169.01
$366.86
$464.68

$503.12
$984.82
$1,439.18
$1,950.11
$2,425.17
$2,425.17
$2,851.91
$3,297.66
$3,297.66
$3,297.66
$4,466.67
$4,833.53
$5,298.21

9.87%
19.31%
28.22%
38.24%
47.55%
47.55%
55.92%
64.66%
64.66%
64.66%
87.58%
94.78%
103.89%

July 2014
August 2014
10/1/2014
10/15/2014
12/4/2014
12/4/2014
1/26/2015
4/27/2015
4/28/2015
4/29/2015
5/27/2015
June 2015
6/18/2015

$5,298.21

103.89%

$505.39
$517.71
$479.49
$505.67
$465.82
$479.32
$453.18
$0.00
$0.00
$840.98
$351.06
$470.83
$455.67

$505.39
$1,023.10
$1,502.59
$2,008.26
$2,474.08
$2,953.40
$3,406.58
$3,406.58
$3,406.58
$4,247.56
$4,598.62
$5,069.45
$5,525.12

8.15%
16.50%
24.24%
32.39%
39.90%
47.64%
54.94%
54.94%
54.94%
68.51%
74.17%
81.77%
89.11%

YTD TOTAL

$5,525.12

89.11%

YTD TOTAL

$6,200

2013-14 budgeted rev

2012-13 budgeted rev

$5,100

AMOUNT
of PAYMENT

CUMULATIVE
TO DATE

$442.91
$449.27
$491.20
$455.26
$471.26
$444.52
$374.72
$543.35
$315.79
$336.91
$453.74
$0.00
$447.74

$442.91
$892.18
$1,383.38
$1,838.64
$2,309.90
$2,754.42
$3,129.14
$3,672.49
$3,988.28
$4,325.19
$4,778.93
$4,778.93
$5,226.67
$5,226.67
$5,226.67

YTD TOTAL

2014-15 budgeted rev

7.37%
14.84%
23.02%
30.59%
38.43%
45.83%
52.07%
61.11%
66.36%
71.97%
79.52%
79.52%
86.97%
86.97%
86.97%
$6,010

LIQUOR TAX REVENUES COMPARISON BY DATE
JULY 2012 THROUGH JUNE 2015

FY 2012-13

7/30/2012
8/30/2012
9/30/2012
10/30/2012
10/30/2102
11/27/2012
12/28/2012
1/25/2013
2/28/2013
3/26/2013
4/26/2013
5/28/2013
6/27/2013

AMOUNT
of PAYMENT
$4,646.92
$4,491.96
$4,321.72
$4,376.49
$0.00
$3,514.13
$3,705.28
$7,297.96
$3,157.36
$3,820.98
$4,901.51
$3,592.34
$4,344.86
YTD TOTAL

CUMULATIVE
TO DATE
$4,646.92
$9,138.88
$13,460.60
$17,837.09
$17,837.09
$21,351.22
$25,056.50
$32,354.46
$35,511.82
$39,332.80
$44,234.31
$47,826.65
$52,171.51
$52,171.51
$52,171.51

2012-13 budgeted rev

9.89%
19.44%
28.64%
37.95%
37.95%
45.43%
53.31%
68.84%
75.56%
83.69%
94.12%
101.76%
111.00%

FY 2013-14

AMOUNT
of PAYMENT

7/31/2013
8/31/2013
9/30/2013
10/30/2013
10/30/2013
11/25/2013
DEC 2013
JAN 2014
2/28/2014
3/25/2014
4/29/2014
6/3/2014
6/27/2014

$4,278.60
$4,947.56
$4,848.73
$4,028.91
$0.00
$3,744.36
$4,979.71
$6,075.88
$3,708.51
$4,084.48
$4,869.64
$4,185.09
$4,575.23
YTD TOTAL

$47,000

CUMULATIVE
TO DATE
$4,278.60
$9,226.16
$14,074.89
$18,103.80
$18,103.80
$21,848.16
$26,827.87
$32,903.75
$36,612.26
$40,696.74
$45,566.38
$49,751.47
$54,326.70
$54,326.70
$54,326.70

2013-14 budgeted rev

FY 2014-15

7.72%
16.64%
25.38%
32.64%
32.64%
39.40%
48.38%
59.33%
66.02%
73.38%
82.17%
89.71%
97.96%

July 2014
August 2014
Sept 2014
10/2/2014
11/4/2014
11/20/2014
12/30/2014
1/28/2015
3/5/2015
4/1/2015
4/30/2015
5/28/2015
6/16/2015

AMOUNT
of PAYMENT

CUMULATIVE
TO DATE

$4,477.01
$5,113.51
$0.00
$5,303.27
$3,994.09
$4,415.56
$4,852.88
$6,504.64
$4,150.01
$3,798.12
$4,451.59
$4,053.30
$5,074.39

$4,477.01
$9,590.52
$9,590.52
$14,893.79
$18,887.88
$23,303.44
$28,156.32
$34,660.96
$38,810.97
$42,609.09
$47,060.68
$51,113.98
$56,188.37
$56,188.37
$56,188.37

YTD TOTAL
$55,457

2014-15 budgeted rev

8.82%
18.88%
18.88%
29.33%
37.19%
45.89%
55.44%
68.25%
76.42%
83.90%
92.67%
100.65%
110.64%
110.64%
110.64%
$50,785

ODOT - GAS TAX REVENUES COMPARISON BY DATE
JULY 2012 THROUGH JUNE 2015
FY 2012-13

AMOUNT
CUMULATIVE
of PAYMENT TO DATE

7/13/2012
8/16/2012
9/14/2012
10/16/2012
11/16/2012
12/17/2012
1/16/2013
2/15/2013
3/18/2013
4/16/2013
5/16/2013
6/14/2013

$18,383.13
$15,377.23
$17,961.46
$20,931.48
$18,651.33
$18,677.39
$18,399.77
$19,421.23
$15,735.77
$15,834.61
$16,230.79
$16,726.10
YTD TOTAL

$18,383.13
$33,760.36
$51,721.82
$72,653.30
$91,304.63
$109,982.02
$128,381.79
$147,803.02
$163,538.79
$179,373.40
$195,604.19
$212,330.29
$212,330.29
$212,330.29

2012-13 budgeted rev

8.45%
15.53%
23.79%
33.41%
41.99%
50.58%
59.04%
67.97%
75.21%
82.49%
89.95%
97.64%

FY 2013-14

AMOUNT
CUMULATIVE
of PAYMENT TO DATE

JULY 2013
AUG 2013
9/15/2013
10/16/2013
11/18/2013
12/19/2013
1/15/2014
2/18/2014
3/17/2014
4/16/2014
5/16/2014
6/16/2014

$18,676.85
$16,451.43
$19,307.03
$21,161.59
$18,756.15
$20,554.67
$19,784.67
$19,944.69
$15,947.84
$15,398.04
$18,448.77
$19,181.42
YTD TOTAL

$217,453

$18,676.85
$35,128.28
$54,435.31
$75,596.90
$94,353.05
$114,907.72
$134,692.39
$154,637.08
$170,584.92
$185,982.96
$204,431.73
$223,613.15
$223,613.15
$223,613.15

2013-14 budgeted rev

8.41%
15.82%
24.52%
34.05%
42.50%
51.76%
60.67%
69.66%
76.84%
83.78%
92.09%
100.73%

FY 2014-15

AMOUNT
CUMULATIVE
of PAYMENT TO DATE

JULY 2014
AUG 2014
9/15/2014
10/16/2014
11/17/2014
12/16/2014
1/15/2015
2/18/2015
3/17/2015
4/16/2015
5/16/2015
6/16/2015

$17,499.68
$16,923.37
$19,138.49
$19,758.55
$19,461.23
$19,473.92
$17,484.45
$21,281.66
$15,522.72
$18,946.36
$19,908.58
$16,397.30
YTD TOTAL

$222,000

$17,499.68
$34,423.05
$53,561.54
$73,320.09
$92,781.32
$112,255.24
$129,739.69
$151,021.35
$166,544.07
$185,490.43
$205,399.01
$221,796.31
$221,796.31
$221,796.31

2014-15 budgeted rev

7.74%
15.22%
23.68%
32.41%
41.02%
49.62%
57.35%
66.76%
73.62%
82.00%
90.80%
98.05%

$226,208

STATE SHARED TAX REVENUES COMPARISON BY DATE
JULY 2012 THROUGH JUNE 2015

FY 2012-13

AMOUNT
of PAYMENT

8/3/2012

$9,416.68

11/30/2012

$9,223.46

1/31/2013

$10,167.50

5/10/2013

$8,316.83

YTD TOTAL

CUMULATIVE
TO DATE
$0.00
$9,416.68
$9,416.68
$9,416.68
$18,640.14
$18,640.14
$18,640.14
$28,807.64
$28,807.64
$28,807.64
$37,124.47
$37,124.47

0.00%
28.11%
28.11%
28.11%
55.64%
55.64%
55.64%
85.99%
85.99%
85.99%
110.82%
110.82%

$37,124.47

2012-13 budgeted rev

FY 2013-14

AMOUNT
of PAYMENT

08/10/13

$8,552.67

11/19/13

$9,650.78

02/20/14

$10,355.62

05/14/14

$8,857.89

YTD TOTAL
$33,500

CUMULATIVE
TO DATE
$0.00
$8,552.67
$8,552.67
$8,552.67
$18,203.45
$18,203.45
$18,203.45
$28,559.07
$28,559.07
$28,559.07
$37,416.96
$37,416.96

0.00%
23.43%
23.43%
23.43%
49.87%
49.87%
49.87%
78.24%
78.24%
78.24%
102.51%
102.51%

$37,416.96

2013-14 budgeted rev

FY 2014-15

AMOUNT
of PAYMENT

08/10/14

$9,261.92

11/13/14

$10,081.70

01/29/15

$11,096.08

05/01/15

$8,701.68

YTD TOTAL
$36,500

CUMULATIVE
TO DATE
$0.00
$9,261.92
$9,261.92
$9,261.92
$19,343.62
$19,343.62
$19,343.62
$30,439.70
$30,439.70
$30,439.70
$39,141.38
$39,141.38

0.00%
26.58%
26.58%
26.58%
55.52%
55.52%
55.52%
87.37%
87.37%
87.37%
112.35%
112.35%

$39,141.38

2014-15 budgeted rev

$34,840

MOTEL REVENUES COMPARISON BY DATE
JULY 2012 THROUGH JUNE 2015

DATE 2012-13 AMOUNT
of PAYMENT
7/29/2012

$25,544.30

10/31/2012
11/1/2012

$28,405.63
$10,405.59

1/29/2013
2/12/2013

$11,676.04
$7,696.86

5/1/2013
5/2/2013

$11,327.52
$7,934.04

YTD TOTAL

CUMULATIVE
TO DATE

DATE 2013-14 AMOUNT
of PAYMENT

$25,544.30 25.42%
$25,544.30 25.42%
$53,949.93 53.68%
$64,355.52 64.04%
$64,355.52 64.04%
$64,355.52 64.04%
$76,031.56 75.65%
$83,728.42 83.31%
$83,728.42 83.31%
$95,055.94 94.58%
$102,989.98 102.48%
$102,989.98 102.48%

JULY 2013
AUG 2013
10/31/2013
11/1/2013
NOV 2013
DEC 2013
1/29/2014
2/11/2014
MAR 2014
4/30/2014
MAY 2014
JUNE 2014

$27,284.54

YTD TOTAL

$99,308.48

$102,989.98
2012-13 budgeted rev

$100,500

$28,722.20
$10,279.58

$12,774.08
$6,710.50
$0.00
$13,537.58

CUMULATIVE
TO DATE
$27,284.54
$27,284.54
$56,006.74
$66,286.32
$66,286.32
$66,286.32
$79,060.40
$85,770.90
$85,770.90
$99,308.48
$99,308.48
$99,308.48

2013-14 budgeted rev

24.99%
24.99%
51.29%
60.70%
60.70%
60.70%
72.40%
78.54%
78.54%
90.94%
90.94%
90.94%

$109,200

DATE 2014-15 AMOUNT
of PAYMENT

CUMULATIVE
TO DATE

JULY 2014
AUG 2014
10/31/2014
11/1/2014
NOV 2014
DEC 2014
1/29/2015
2/11/2015
MAR 2015
4/30/2015
5/7/2015
JUNE 2015

$30,098.98
$0.00
$30,789.81
$11,926.27
$0.00
$0.00
$14,686.87
$7,809.50
$0.00
$15,070.48
$7,482.81
$0.00

$30,098.98 26.52%
$30,098.98 26.52%
$60,888.79 53.65%
$72,815.06 64.15%
$72,815.06 64.15%
$72,815.06 64.15%
$87,501.93 77.09%
$95,311.43 83.97%
$95,311.43 83.97%
$110,381.91 97.25%
$117,864.72 103.85%
$117,864.72 103.85%

YTD TOTAL

$117,864.72
2014-15 budgeted rev

$113,500

INTEREST REVENUES COMPARISON BY DATE
JULY 2012 THROUGH JUNE 2015
FY 2012-13
AMOUNT
CUMULATIVE
of PAYMENT TO DATE
8.98%
7/31/2012
$1,719.57
$1,719.57
8/31/2012
$1,745.08
$3,464.65
18.09%
9/30/2012
$1,705.76
$5,170.41
27.00%
10/31/2012
$1,769.48
$6,939.89
36.24%
11/30/2012
$1,724.32
$8,664.21
45.24%
12/31/2012
$2,031.54
$10,695.75
55.85%
1/31/2013
$2,019.19
$12,714.94
66.40%
2/28/2013
$1,613.21
$14,328.15
74.82%
3/31/2013
$1,789.02
$16,117.17
84.16%
4/30/2013
$1,750.35
$17,867.52
93.30%
5/31/2013
$1,828.52
$19,696.04
102.85%
6/30/2013
$1,682.02
$21,378.06
111.63%
ACTUAL RECEIPTS
$21,378.06

BUDGETED
$19,150.00

FY 2013-14
7/31/2013
8/31/2013
9/30/2013
10/31/2013
11/30/2013
12/31/2013
1/31/2014
2/28/2014
3/31/2014
4/30/2014
5/31/2014
6/30/2014

AMOUNT
of PAYMENT
$1,609.36
$1,637.84
$1,600.06
$1,674.18
$1,683.56
$1,960.80
$1,949.12
$1,754.68
$1,967.22
$1,922.22
$1,972.58
$1,922.81

CUMULATIVE
TO DATE
$1,609.36
$3,247.20
$4,847.26
$6,521.44
$8,205.00
$10,165.80
$12,114.92
$13,869.60
$15,836.82
$17,759.04
$19,731.62
$21,654.43

ACTUAL RECEIPTS
$21,654.43

FY 2014-15
7.30%
14.73%
21.98%
29.58%
37.21%
46.10%
54.94%
62.90%
71.82%
80.54%
89.49%
98.21%

July 2014
August 2014
Sept 2014
Oct 2014
Nov 2014
12/31/2014
1/31/2015
2/28/2015
3/31/2015
4/30/2015
5/31/2015
6/30/2015

AMOUNT
of PAYMENT
$1,948.35
$1,904.28
$1,797.43
$1,837.99
$1,748.71
$1,882.03
$1,831.91
$1,645.33
$1,810.18
$1,747.26
$1,830.32
$1,917.20

CUMULATIVE
TO DATE
$1,948.35
$3,852.63
$5,650.06
$7,488.05
$9,236.76
$11,118.79
$12,950.70
$14,596.03
$16,406.21
$18,153.47
$19,983.79
$21,900.99
$21,900.99
$21,900.99

BUDGETED

YTD TOTAL

$22,050.00

2014-15 budgeted rev

5.41%
10.70%
15.69%
20.80%
25.66%
30.89%
35.97%
40.54%
45.57%
50.43%
55.51%
60.84%
43.12%
43.12%
$36,000

INVESTMENT
HISTORY

Amt invested
at month-end

Interest
rate

Actual
Interest

Amt invested
at month-end

Amt invested Interest
at month-end rate

Actual
Interest

Amt invested Interest
at month-end rate

Amt invested
at month-end

*previously Sterling Bank

JUNE 2015
MAY 2015
APR 2015
MAR 2015
FEB 2015
JAN 2015
DEC 2014
NOV 2014
OCT 2014
SEPT 2014
AUGUST 2014
JULY 2014
JUNE 2014
MAY 2013
APR 2013
MAR 2013
FEB 2013
JAN 2013
DEC 2013
NOV 2013
OCT 2013
SEP 2013
AUG 2013
JUL 2013
JUN 2013
MAY 2013
APR 2013
MAR 2013
FEB 2013
JAN 2013
DEC2012
NOV 2012
OCT 2012
SEPT 2012
AUGUST 2012
JULY 2012
JUNE 2012
MAY 2012
APR 2012
MAR 2012
FEB 2012
JAN 2012
DEC 2011
NOV 2011
OCT 2011
SEPT 2011
AUG 2011
JULY 2011
JUNE 2011
MAY 2011

LGIP
$4,440,146.72
$4,342,884.96
$4,273,916.33
$4,230,374.18
$4,281,177.59
$4,338,810.05
$4,367,357.91
$4,431,578.20
$3,937,516.28
$4,059,726.07
$4,080,559.29
$4,139,985.22
$4,358,512.96
$4,299,734.19
$4,354,215.26
$4,311,233.82
$4,265,139.51
$4,218,494.70
$4,307,954.32
$4,160,325.08
$3,673,331.64
$3,622,862.65
$3,588,125.54
$3,542,187.94
$3,483,026.39
$3,828,140.49
$3,968,205.27
$3,924,685.41
$3,875,001.00
$3,951,430.67
$3,992,301.82
$3,935,478.78
$3,347,765.90
$3,490,631.28
$3,451,163.20
$3,411,582.22
$3,359,047.61
$3,305,049.21
$3,220,495.26
$3,183,302.59
$3,231,478.70
$3,391,161.02
$3,490,144.41
$3,117,891.72
$2,748,637.55
$2,889,429.39
$2,830,626.02
$2,823,886.31
$2,618,935.24
$5,064,567.65

avg/mo
0.50%
.
0.50%
0.50%
0.50%
0.50%
0.50%
0.50%
0.54%
0.54%
0.54%
0.54%
0.54%
0.54%
0.54%
0.54%
0.54%
0.54%
0.54%
0.54%
0.54%
0.54%
0.54%
0.54%
0.54%
0.54%
0.54%
0.60%
0.60%
0.60%
0.60%
0.60%
0.60%
0.60%
0.60%
0.60%
0.60%
0.60%
0.60%
0.53%
0.50%
0.50%
0.35%
0.50%
0.50%
0.50%
0.50%
0.50%
0.50%
0.50%

received
$1,917
$1,831
$1,747
$1,810
$1,645
$1,832
$1,882
$1,749
$1,838
$1,797
$1,904
$1,948
$1,923
$1,975
$1,922
$1,967
$1,755
$1,949
$1,961
$1,684
$1,674
$1,600
$1,638
$1,609
$1,682
$1,829
$1,750
$1,789
$1,613
$2,019
$2,032
$1,792
$1,769
$1,706
$1,745
$1,720
$1,639
$1,660
$1,574
$1,443
$1,313
$1,465
$1,472
$1,187
$1,219
$1,181
$1,208
$1,131
$2,031
$2,141

RIVERVIEW BANK
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$211,715.00
$211,573.00
$211,432.00
$413,112.21
$412,939.26
$412,576.61
$412,260.82
$411,865.49
$411,720.26
$411,660.24

*
*
*
*
*
*

WELLS FARGO SAVINGS*
$0.00
0.0000%
$89,919.65
0.0025%
$89,917.36
0.0025%
$89,915.14
0.0025%
$89,912.85
0.0025%
$89,910.78
0.0025%
$89,908.49
0.60%
$89,864.09
0.60%
$89,819.79
0.60%
$89,774.03
0.60%
$89,684.05
0.60%
$89,666.83
0.60%
$191,524.07
0.60%
$89,601.26
0.60%
$89,555.61
0.60%
$4,462.91
0.60%
$79,462.91
0.60%
$79,426.34
0.60%
$179,374.37
0.60%
$69,335.41
0.60%
$169,261.79
0.60%
$369,134.46
0.60%
$268,988.63
0.60%
$318,845.84
0.60%
$318,601.87
0.60%
$18,586.87
0.60%
$218,592.39
0.60%
$118,496.13
0.60%
$218,414.39
0.60%
$108,293.50
0.60%
$108,288.90
0.60%
$108,235.37
0.60%
$108,182.00
0.60%
$108,126.89
0.60%
$158,059.61
0.60%
$57,933.09
0.60%
$482,933.09
0.60%
$532,652.26
0.60%
$582,086.37
0.60%
$582,086.37
0.60%
$403,777.11
0.60%
0.60%
$403,584.67
$403,349.08
0.60%
$403,301.34
0.60%
$201,407.61
0.11%
$201,390.81
0.09%
$201,370.81
0.12%
$201,349.78
0.15%
$201,324.13
0.15%
$201,299.33
0.15%

received
$1.49
$2.23
$2.22
$2.29
$2.07
$2.29
$44.40
$44.30
$45.76
$44.26
$45.72
$57.22
$65.57
$45.65
$65.76
$0.08
$36.57
$51.97
$38.96
$73.62
$127.33
$145.83
$142.79
$134.50
$109.47
$9.48
$96.26
$60.00
$68.65
$56.84
$53.53
$53.37
$55.11
$67.28
$37.79
$88.73
$278.76
$278.76
$287.13
$211.66
$192.44
$192.40
$90.93
$16.00
$16.80
$20.00
$21.01
$25.65
$24.82
$27.85

WELLS FARGO CHECKING TOTAL CMBND
$489,594.49 0.79%
$4,929,741.21
$404,587.92 1.06%
$4,837,392.53
$382,739.86 1.06%
$4,746,573.55
$625,321.38 1.06%
$4,945,610.70
$379,281.23 1.06%
$4,750,371.67
$314,388.30 1.06%
$4,743,109.13
$347,397.10 1.06%
$4,804,663.50
$335,117.50 1.06%
$4,856,559.79
$400,859.61 1.06%
$4,428,195.68
$421,256.07 1.06%
$4,570,756.17
$342,821.63 1.06%
$4,513,064.97
$408,309.19 1.06%
$4,637,961.24
$283,230.62 1.06%
$4,833,267.65
$414,168.49 1.06%
$4,803,503.94
$243,107.77 1.06%
$4,686,878.64
$586,063.29 1.06%
$4,901,760.02
$370,179.39 1.06%
$4,714,781.81
$382,918.69 1.06%
$4,680,839.73
$326,511.69 1.06%
$4,813,840.38
$471,061.04 1.08%
$4,700,721.53
$315,190.28 1.08%
$4,157,783.71
$276,065.10 1.08%
$4,268,062.21
$392,180.93 1.08%
$4,249,295.10
$317,549.79 1.08%
$4,178,583.57
$515,640.98 1.08%
$4,317,269.24
$495,871.33 1.08%
$4,342,598.69
$108,725.56 1.08%
$4,295,523.22
$576,710.31 1.08%
$4,619,891.85
$321,305.39 1.08%
$4,414,720.78
$403,359.94 1.08%
$4,463,084.11
$263,068.77 1.08%
$4,363,659.49
$294,403.54 1.08%
$4,338,117.69
$341,697.26 1.08%
$3,797,645.16
$317,604.79 1.08%
$3,916,362.96
$276,077.97 1.08%
$3,885,300.78
$352,254.79 1.00%
$3,821,770.10
$317,479.77 1.00%
$4,159,460.47
$414,740.26 1.00%
$4,252,441.73
$290,749.23 1.00%
$4,093,330.86
$515,659.76 1.00%
$4,281,048.72
$246,215.36 0.30%
$4,093,186.17
$125,943.53 0.30%
$4,132,262.22
$115,117.41 0.30%
$4,220,042.90
$225,973.01 0.30%
$4,160,278.28
$183,095.21 0.30%
$3,546,079.63
$274,778.17 0.30%
$3,778,174.98
$257,051.10 0.30%
$3,701,308.75
$375,954.32 0.30%
$3,813,055.90
$2,352,564.72 0.30%
$5,584,544.35
$188,677.49 0.30%
$5,866,204.71

INVESTMENT
HISTORY

Amt invested
at month-end

Interest
rate

Actual
Interest

Amt invested
at month-end

Amt invested Interest
at month-end rate

Actual
Interest

Amt invested Interest
at month-end rate

Amt invested
at month-end

*previously Sterling Bank

APR 2011
MAR 2011
FEB 2011
JAN 2011
DEC 2010
NOV 2010
OCT 2010
SEP 2010
AUG 2010
JUL 2010
JUN 2010
MAY 2010
APR 2010
MAR 2010
FEB 2010
JAN 2010
DEC 2009
NOV 2009
OCT 2009
SEPT 2009
AUG 2009
JULY 2009
JUN 2009
MAY 2009
APR 2009
MAR 2009
FEB 2009
JANUARY 2009
DEC 2008
NOV 2008
OCT 2008
SEPT 2008
AUG 2008
JUL 2008
JUN 2008
MAY 2008
APR 2008
MAR 2008
FEB 2008
JANUARY 2008
NOV 2007
SEPT 2007
JULY 2007
MAY 2007
MAR 2007
JANUARY 2007
NOV 2006
OCT 2006
SEPT 2006
JULY 2006

LGIP
$5,141,251.32
$5,160,417.03
$5,087,240.00
$5,079,305.74
$5,234,289.57
$5,012,052.95
$4,533,606.84
$4,491,676.12
$4,464,596.18
$4,438,027.52
$4,641,093.72
$5,097,353.80
$4,260,531.26
$4,230,393.82
$4,359,491.07
$4,317,205.38
$4,396,711.14
$5,348,295.00
$5,037,745.84
$5,000,131.67
$5,472,171.98
$5,725,372.52
$6,258,168.86
$6,514,375.54
$6,501,206.41
$6,696,229.05
$6,688,263.00
$6,734,398.60
$6,966,426.96
$6,858,631.27
$6,461,178.00
$6,700,473.00
$6,580,225.67
$6,619,880.49
$6,770,590.00
$6,702,480.00
$6,937,053.00
$6,902,222.00
$6,784,153.00
$7,609,322.00
$7,254,851.00
$6,811,514.00
$6,712,824.00
$6,606,696.00
$6,522,194.00
$5,804,833.00
$5,772,104.00
$5,167,114.00
$5,289,853.00
$4,133,960.00

avg/mo
0.50%
0.50%
0.50%
0.50%
0.50%
0.50%
0.55%
0.55%
0.55%
0.55%
0.55%
0.55%
0.55%
0.55%
0.55%
0.58%
0.60%
0.70%
0.70%
0.70%
0.90%
0.93%
0.99%
1.03%
1.16%
1.39%
1.51%
1.60%
2.00%
2.25%
2.50%
2.90%
3.25%
3.20%
3.15%
3.20%
3.32%
3.74%
4.36%
4.74%
5.12%
5.33%
5.20%
5.20%
5.22%
5.15%
5.07%
5.09%
5.09%
4.95%

received
$2,125
$2,183
$1,956
$2,177
$2,214
$1,931
$2,083
$2,024
$2,080
$2,250
$2,307
$2,201
$1,919
$2,046
$1,830
$2,308
$2,665
$2,504
$3,155
$3,297
$3,910
$4,799
$5,260
$5,690
$6,352
$7,907
$7,820
$11,223
$13,589
$13,119
$14,165
$15,812
$18,332
$18,046
$17,643
$18,118
$18,791
$21,660
$26,004
$30,520
$28,604
$29,669
$29,495
$28,804
$28,303
$25,409
$21,971
$22,761
$22,436
$17,812

RIVERVIEW BANK
$411,265.21
$410,874.97
$410,504.57
$410,079.28
$409,934.65
$409,466.13
$409,223.98
$208,981.84
$208,762.71
$208,543.57
$208,324.44
$208,276.58
$208,068.51
$207,860.65
$207,653.00
$207,445.55
$207,238.32
$207,031.28
$206,824.46
$206,246.97
$205,671.09
$205,096.82
$204,524.15
$203,953.08
$203,383.61
$202,815.72
$202,249.43
$201,684.71
$201,121.57
$200,560.00
$200,000.00

*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*

WELLS FARGO SAVINGS*
$201,271.48
0.15%
$201,238.40
0.21%
$201,201.74
0.25%
$201,163.16
0.25%
$201,120.46
0.25%
$201,076.36
0.25%
$201,035.07
0.25%
$200,993.78
0.25%
$200,952.49
0.25%
$200,909.83
0.25%
$200,867.18
0.29%
$200,819.55
0.30%
$200,752.66
0.30%
$200,684.09
0.40%
$200,610.53
0.41%
$200,535.33
0.44%
$200,460.16
0.45%
$200,378.34
0.45%
$200,294.88
0.49%
$200,211.46
0.50%
$200,128.07
0.50%
$200,044.74
0.50%
$200,000.00
0.50%

* Sterling Bank

received
$33.08
$36.66
$38.58
$42.70
$44.10
$41.29
$41.29
$41.29
$42.66
$42.65
$47.59
$50.19
$66.89
$68.57
$73.56
$75.20
$75.17
$81.82
$83.46
$83.42
$83.39
$83.33
$44.74

WELLS FARGO CHECKING TOTAL CMBND
$33,359.78 0.30%
$5,787,147.79
$323,380.60 0.20%
$6,095,911.00
$188,746.87 0.30%
$5,887,693.18
$366,482.30 0.35%
$6,057,030.48
$218,001.66 0.35%
$6,063,302.24
$633,503.26 0.35%
$6,256,057.41
$536,144.67 0.35%
$5,679,969.27
$1,163,360.89 0.35%
$6,064,971.34
$1,083,390.81 0.35%
$5,957,659.53
$937,310.65 0.35%
$5,784,748.92
$1,360,953.01 0.35%
$6,411,190.72
$1,044,502.89 0.35%
$6,550,885.93
$975,567.36 0.35%
$5,644,851.22
$1,071,046.37 0.35%
$5,709,911.37
$794,832.24 0.50%
$5,562,511.64
$1,022,888.49 0.50%
$5,747,999.58
$952,448.35 0.50%
$5,756,776.14
$5,755,621.17
$5,444,781.76
$5,406,506.71
$5,877,887.81
$6,130,469.34
$6,462,693.01
$6,718,328.62
$6,704,590.02
$6,899,044.77
$6,890,512.43
$6,936,083.31
$7,167,548.53
$7,059,191.27
$6,661,178.00
$6,700,473.00
$6,580,225.67
$6,619,880.49
$6,770,590.00
$6,702,480.00
$6,937,053.00
$6,902,222.00
$6,784,153.00
$7,609,322.00
$7,254,851.00
$6,811,514.00
$6,712,824.00
$6,606,696.00
$6,522,194.00
$5,804,833.00
$5,772,104.00
$5,167,114.00
$5,289,853.00
$4,133,960.00

INVESTMENT
HISTORY

Amt invested
at month-end

Interest
rate

Actual
Interest

Amt invested
at month-end

Amt invested Interest
at month-end rate

Actual
Interest

Amt invested Interest
at month-end rate

Amt invested
at month-end

*previously Sterling Bank

MAR 2006
JANUARY 2006
NOV 2005
SEPT 2005
JULY 2005
MAY 2005
MAR 2005
JANUARY 2005
NOV 2004
SEPT 2004
JULY 2004

LGIP
$4,169,466.00
$4,270,024.00
$4,273,159.00
$4,419,582.00
$3,971,838.00
$4,214,327.00
$4,116,655.00
$4,054,064.00
$3,877,285.00
$3,411,848.00
$3,370,072.00

avg/mo
4.40%
4.15%
3.74%
3.42%
3.14%
2.89%
2.59%
2.35%
2.02%
1.67%
1.41%

received

RIVERVIEW BANK

WELLS FARGO SAVINGS*

received

WELLS FARGO CHECKING TOTAL CMBND
$4,169,466.00
$4,270,024.00
$4,273,159.00
$4,419,582.00
$3,971,838.00
$4,214,327.00
$4,116,655.00
$4,054,064.00
$3,877,285.00
$3,411,848.00
$3,370,072.00

City Council Calendar of Events and Items

July 2015

CCC

Next Item

July 2015

Aug

July 14, 2015:
City Council Meeting

No Council Meeting
in August

Sept. 8, 2015:
City Council Meeting

Oct. 13, 2015:
City Council Meeting

Nov. 3, 2015:
Election Day

Dec 8, 2015:
City Council Meeting

July 17, 2015:
City Nite Out

August 14, 2015 :
• Last Day to File for
City Elections

Sept. 9, 2015:
Citizen’s Police
Academy Begins

Oct. 27, 2015:
City Council Meeting

Nov. 9, 2015:
City Council Meeting
- Televised

Dec. TBA:
Tree Lighting Event

APP Deadlines:
• Implement a
Pavement
Management
System
• Park Master Plan
• Redesign Mayor’s
Corner

Sept. 22, 2015 :
City Council Meeting

July 30, 2015:
City Council Meeting
APP Deadlines:
• Discussion on
Educational Programs
at City Hall

2015

Sept

2015

APP Deadlines:
• Televise City
Council Meetings
• Develop Summer
Lunch Program
• Potential Sale of
City Hall Site

Oct

2015

APP Deadlines:
• Fire Service
Contract
Monitoring

Nov

2015

Nov. 18, 2015:
Citizen Police
Academy Ends
Nov. 24, 2015:
City Council Meeting
APP Deadlines:
• Complete SCADA
Upgrades
• Complete Sewer
SDC’s

Dec

2015

Dec. TBA:
Appreciation Dinner
APP Deadlines:
• Transportation
System Plan Update
• Town Center Master
Plan Update
• Multi-City Econ
Developer

City Council Calendar of Events and Items

July 2015

CCC
Jan 2016

Feb 2016

Mar

Jan. 12, 2016:
City Council Meeting

Feb. 9, 2016:
City Council Meeting

March. 8, 2016:
City Council Meeting

Jan. 26, 2016:
City Council Meeting

Feb 23, 2016:
City Council Meeting
- APP Priorities

March 22, 2016:
City Council Meeting

January TBA:
• Fiscal Objectives for
2016-17 APP/Budget
January TBA:
• Council Retreat
APP Deadlines:
• Halsey I&I Project

APP Deadlines:
• Educational
Programs at City
Hall
• All-Staff Team
Building

2016

March 26, 2016:
Easer Egg Hunt
March TBA
Youth Police
Academy
APP Deadlines:
• Redesign of City
Entrance Signs
• Restore City
Entrance Features
• LOC Committee

April

2016

April 12, 2016:
City Council
Meeting
- FY 2016-17 APP
April 26, 2016:
City Council
Meeting
April TBA:
Budget Hearing
April TBA:
Youth Academy
Graduation
APP Deadlines:
• Safety Training

May

2016

June

2016

May 10, 2016:
City Council
Meeting

June 14, 2016:
City Council Meeting
- Budget Adoption

May 24, 2016:
City Council
Meeting

June 28, 2016:
City Council Meeting
- FY 2015-16 APP
Review

May TBA:
Citywide Garage
Sale and Cleanup
Day
APP Deadlines:
• Access Path to
Bridge Street
• Park Trail
Expansion Grant
• Tree Planting
• Benchmark Best
Practices
• Brush Up/Spruce
Up Wood Village

APP Deadlines:
• Community Banners
• Treehill to Upper
Pressure Zone
• Summer Lunch
Program
• Halsey Corridor
Project
• Legislative Updates

Annual Performance Plan Update

City Council Agenda Item Staff Report
Meeting Date: July 30, 2015
TO:

Mayor and Councilors

FROM:

Bill Peterson: City Manager

DATE:

July 22, 2015

SUBJECT: Annual Performance Plan Update
Requested Council Action
None.
Background
The Annual Performance Plan is a work plan adopted by the City Council with specific
achievements noted that will be expected from the City Manager and City Employees
during the fiscal period beginning July1, 2015 and ending June 30, 2016. The plan is
a portion of the “System Integration Plan”, a strategic management system developed
for the City of Wood Village by consultant Caryn Tilton.
The City Council authorized the APP for fiscal 2015-2016 on April 28, 2015, with
Resolution Number 14-2015.
These monthly reports will review each individual item in the Annual Performance
Plan, and will provide brief narrative statements to accompany the visual plan
production for the Council.

Goal 1 A safe, clean, livable community with a sense of pride,
quality housing, and strong identity.
1.1 Arata Road Rebuild Support and Urban Renewal Project: Arata Road
Construction scheduling has been modified by the County multiple times.
When the APP was adopted, it was anticipated that the fencing work for Arata
would take place in advance of the roadway construction. It is now apparent
that construction will not occur until the spring and summer of 2016, with the
URA work following the completion of construction.
1.2 Community Banners: No action to date
1.3 Promote Graffiti Kits: Promotion in July in the City newsletter.
1.4 Redesign City Entry Signs (lollipop sign): No action to date.

1.5 Televise City Council Meetings: The grant funding for the installation of
equipment has been received and the initial extension of cabling to the
locations in the Council Chambers is complete. Full installation anticipated in
August, with televised meetings initiated in September.

Goal 2 Excellent police, fire and building services.
2.1 Emphasize/Promote Emergency Management: Article in July newsletter.
2.2 Fire Service Contract Monitoring and Alternatives: The City Council
eliminated the funding for further alternative evaluation from the 2015-16
budget. Existing contract monitoring and updates on alternatives are occurring
through the fire user board (although the July meeting was cancelled).

Goal 3 High quality, cost-effective public utilities, parks and events.
3.1 Scheduled City Events: The first event of the season was the Nite Out
event. Excellent attendance, quality event with great reviews from participating
agencies and vendors.
3.2 Treehill Move to Upper Pressure Zone: A contract with Keller and
Associates has been signed to complete plans for the work.
3.3 Complete SCADA upgrades: No work to date.
3.4 Gravel Access Path, City Hall to Bridge Street: Project appropriated, and a
preliminary contact made with Metro for pathway supplemental funding grant
opportunities.
3.5 Implement a Pavement Management System: No work to date.
3.6 Renovate and Restore Entry Feature: No work to date.
3.7 Park Trail Expansion Grant: State grant funding cycle initiated and grant
submitted.
3.8 Complete Park Master Plan: Final Stakeholder meeting pending prior to
completion of consulting engagement.
3.9 Develop Lunch Program for the Summer: The Church has applied for and
been granted a site for a program. City will be working with the church to
provide supplemental funding.
3.10 Sewer SDC’s: Sewer Master Plan is pending for adoption, with the SDC
work to follow the Council action to adopt the plan.
3.11 Halsey I & I Project and Line Replacement: Engineering firms were
solicited via a RFP. Century West was selected to begin negotiations for a
contract for design.
3.12 Educational Programs at City Hall: The City Council engaged with the
staff to provide further definition for this action. Tentative listings of potential
programs were identified and the staff will develop a plan for the year.

Goal 4 Long-term financial stability and Economic Vitality
4.1 Meet or Beat Promotions We have met with several potential developers
for the MGP site, indicating that the Urban Renewal District would be involved
in the development with inducements.

4.2 Transportation System Plan Update: Functioning as a part of the Town
Center update. Contracts have been completed with consultants and the kick
off meeting has been completed.
4.3 Town Center Master Plan and Zone Redefinition: TGM grant funding
successful. Kick off meeting held and interviews with stakeholders are to be
scheduled in the first two weeks of August.
4.4 List City Hall Property for Sale: RFP authorization for a Broker pending.
4.5 Multi-City Economic Developer: No activity to date.

Goal 5 A work environment that develops and encourages
employees and rewards their creativity and innovation.
5.1 Targeted Safety Training Twice Annually: No Action to date.
5.2 Staff Team Building Once Annually: Training for the 14-15 APP was
completed in June. No other activity anticipated until the spring of 2016.
5.3 Benchmark Services/Best Practices: No work completed to date.

Goal 6 Effective local, state and regional partnerships.
6.1 Four Cities Manager's Meetings: New interim in Fairview has instigated
several meetings among managers to start this period, along with the initial
multicity meeting.
6.2 Staff Support for METRO and Regional Meetings: Several meetings
attended including MTAC and EMCTC.
6.3 Halsey Corridor Project: Initial application completed by Fairview staff with
our input. No other activity to date.
6.4 League of Oregon Cities Legislative Committees: Weekly work on
pending legislation ended with the end of the 2015 session.

Goal 7 Environmental Responsibility.
7.1 Redesign and Plant Mayor’s Corner: Plans reviewed by Council and work
scheduled for the fall.
7.2 Tree Planting: No work to date.
Fiscal Impact
As identified in the budget document.
City Goal
This action will further the implementation of all seven council goals.
Suggested Motions
None

2015-16 Annual Performance Plan

A Unique, Small City with Exemplary Public Services, Fiscal Responsibility, and Progressive Leadership Providing a Safe,
Community which Promotes Business Vitality and Growth.

Adopted April 28, 2015
Status Report

July 2015

Planned Items not Budgeted for Completion

.

Key:

Department Objectives

Person

July

Aug

GOAL 1

Arata Road Rebuild Support/URA Project
A safe, clean, livable Community Banners
community with a sense
Promote Graffiti Removal Program
of pride, quality housing,
Redesign City Entry Signs (lollipop signs)
and strong identity.
Televise City Council Meetings

Bill
Greg
Greg

Excellent police, fire and Emphasize/Promote Emergency Management
building services.
Fire Services Contract Monitoring/Alternatives

C

Greg
Bill

GOAL 2
Mark

C

Bill

GOAL 3
Scheduled City Events

Greg

Treehill move to Upper Water Zone

Mark

Complete SCADA Upgrades

Mark

Gravel Access Path; City Hall to Bridge Street

Mark

Implement a Pavement Management System

Mark

High Quality, Cost
Renovate and Restore Entry Feature
Effective Public Utilities,
Park Trail Expansion Grant
Parks and Events
Complete Park Master Plan

Develop Lunch Program for Summer
Sewer SDC's
Halsey I&I Project
Educational Programs at City Hall
Meet or Beat Promotions Economic Development
Long-Term Financial Transportation System Plan Update
Stability and Economic Town Center Master Plan and Zone Redefinition
Vitality
Potential Sale of City Hall Site
Multi-City Economic Developer

C

Mark
Mark
Mark
Bill
Bill
Mark
Greg

C

Bill

C

GOAL 4
Bill
Bill
Bill
Bill

GOAL 5
Targeted Safety Training Twice Annually
A Work Environment that
Staff Team Building Once Annually
Develops and
Encourages Employees, Benchmark Services/Best Practices
Rewards Creativity and
Innovation

Greg
Bill
Peggy

GOAL 6
Effective Local, State
and Regional
Partnerships

Four Cities Manager's Meetings

Bill

Staff Support for METRO and Regional Meetings

Bill

Halsey Corridor Project

Bill
Bill

League of Oregon Cities Legislative Committees
GOAL 7
Environmental
Responsibility

Redesign and Plant Mayor's Corner
Tree Planting

Greg
Mark

Planned Duration

C

Past Due

Completed

Target Date for Objective Completion

Responsible

City Goals

Livable

C
C

Sep

Oct

Nov

Dec

Jan

Feb

Mar

Apr

May

Jun

