AGENDA: REGULAR SESSION
WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2018

WASCO COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

WASCO COUNTY COURTHOUSE, RM #302, 511 WASHINGTON ST, THE DALLES, OR 97058

PUBLIC COMMENT: Individuals wishing to address the Commission on items not already listed on the Agenda may do so
during the first half-hour and at other times throughout the meeting; please wait for the current speaker to conclude and
raise your hand to be recognized by the Chair for direction. Speakers are required to give their name and address. Please
limit comments from three to five minutes, unless extended by the Chair.

DEPARTMENTS: Are encouraged to have their issue added to the Agenda in advance. When that is not possible the
Commission will attempt to make time to fit you in during the first half-hour or between listed Agenda items.

NOTE: With the exception of Public Hearings, the Agenda is subject to last minute changes; times are approximate — please
arrive early. Meetings are ADA accessible. For special accommodations please contact the Commission Office in advance,
(541) 506-2520. TDD 1-800-735-2900. If you require and interpreter, please contact the Commission Office at least 7 days in
advance.

Las reuniones son ADA accesibles. Por tipo de alojamiento especiales, por favor pongase en contacto con la Oficina de la
Comision de antemano, (541) 506-2520. TDD 1-800-735-2900. Si necesita un intérprete por favor, péngase en contacto con la
Oficina de la Comision por lo menos siete dias de antelacion.

9:00 a.m. CALL TO ORDER

Items without a designated appointment may be rearranged to make the best use of time. Other
matters may be discussed as deemed appropriate by the Board.

Corrections or Additions to the Agenda
Discussion Items (Items of general Commission discussion, not otherwise listed on the Agenda)

Weed Control Agreement; Maupin FLAP Application Support Letter; Surplus Equipment; CAFFA ;

February Financial Report

Consent Agenda (Items of a routine nature: minutes, documents, items previously discussed.)

Minutes: Revised 2.21.2018 Regular Session; 3.21.2018 Regular Session; Amended Surgeon’s

Quarters Contract

9:30 a.m. National Scenic Area LUDO Revisions — Will Smith/Riley Marcus

9:45 a.m. Gorge Built Hotel Development Tax Abatement — Matthew Klebes

10:00 a.m. MCCFL Construction Project — Barbara Seatter

10:20 a.m. North Wasco County School District Facilities Plan — Kathy Ursprung

10:40 a.m. Executive Session — Pursuant to ORS 192.660(2)(i) to review and evaluate the job performance
of an employee

COMMISSION CALL

NEW/OLD BUSINESS

ADJOURN

If necessary, an Executive Session may be held in accordance with: ORS 192.660(2)(a) — Employment of Public Officers, Employees & Agents, ORS 192.660(2)(b) — Discipline of
Public Officers & Employees, ORS 192.660(2)(d) — Labor Negotiator Consultations, ORS 192.660(2)(e) — Real Property Transactions, ORS 192.660(2)(f) To consider information or
records that are exempt by law from public inspection, ORS 192.660(2)(g) — Trade Negotiations, ORS 192.660(2)(h) - Conferring with Legal Counsel regarding litigation, ORS
192.660(2)(i) — Performance Evaluations of Public Officers & Employees, ORS 192.660(2)(j) — Public Investments, ORS 192.660(2)(m) —Security Programs, ORS 192.660(2)(n) —
Labor Negotiations




WASCQO COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
REGULAR SESSION
APRIL 4, 2018

PRESENT: Steve Kramer, Chair
Scott Hege, Vice-Chair
Rod Runyon, County Commissioner
STAFF: Tyler Stone, Administrative Officer
Kathy White, Executive Assistant

At 9:00 a.m. Chair Kramer opened the Regular Session with the Pledge of
Allegiance.

Changes to the agenda:
e Add FLAP Modification for Wamic Market Road Project

Public Comment - Survey

Richard Murray of Seven Mile, The Dalles, explained that he had come before
the County Court forty years ago to have them address a discrepancy ina
survey. He said that he had warned them it would be a problem in the future;
nevertheless nothing was done. He stated that the 1905 survey had section
corners marked by rocks; the newer survey used markers which have since
been moved. He said that he would like Vice-Chair Hege and Mr. Stone to come
out to look at the area to see what might be done to correct the situation. He
cautioned that it will create a lot of problems going forward if not addressed.

Discussion List — Weed Control Agreement

Public Works Director Arthur Smith stated that the USDA has contracted with
Wasco County for many years for this work. He said that this year they have
some additional funding and would like to expand the area being treated. He
stated that he has consulted with the Weed Master and determined that it is in
the best interest of the County to do the work. He said that the agreement
extends the performance period to November of 2019 and increases the
funding to support the additional work.
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Chair Kramer asked about the language indicating that the County is making a
non-cash contribution. Mr. Smith responded that it is really an
acknowledgement of work already done by the County. He stated that the USDA
recognizes that the weed control work the county does on roads leading into
USDA land assists them in their efforts to control noxious weeds.

Vice-Chair Hege asked what is being sprayed for specifically. Mr. Smith
replied that he believes it is hounds tongue among others, Vice-Chair Hege
commented that he understands that some of the Class C weeds have been
removed from the list, Mr. Smith replied that those being removed are
essentially weeds that the service has given up hope of controlling.

{{{Vice-Chair Hege moved to approve USDA Agreement 17-5A-110600-017
for Wasco County Weed Control. Commissioner Runyon seconded the
motion which passed unanimously.}}}

Discussion List — FLAP Modification

Mr. Smith explained that this is the final portion of the agreement for the Wamic
Road/Ramsey Creek project. He said that this funds transfer agreement codifies
the amount of matching funds. He stated that he has already budgeted the
largest part of that for this fiscal year with the remainder to be paid out of next
fiscal year’s budget. He added that his crew will be doing some work that will
reduce the County’s cash contribution a bit.

{{{Vice-Chair Hege moved to approve the Western Federal Lands Highway
Division FHWA Agreement #DTFH70-17-E-50011 Amendment 1.
Commissioner Runyon seconded the motion which passed
unanimously.}}}

Discussion List — Maupin FLAP Letter of Support

Maupin Mayor Lynn Ewing stated that a couple of years ago the City of Maupin
submitted a wish list of work to be done; one item on the list was to create a
better pathway to the school. He said that it is dangerous now and children are
often trespassing on private land to get to and from school. In addition, the
lower access road has no place for people to walk. He reported that FLAP
money has increased for Oregon and they have come up with a plan to take
care of those issues. He is here to ask for the County’s support for the project.

Commissioner Runyon stated that he is amazed and proud to see another good
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improvement for the southern part of the county go forward. Mr. Smith pointed
out that this will also impact the county road and for that reason will require
County sign-off. He said that the project will improve parking and pedestrian
access as well as creating a safe rest area for bikers and hikers.

Vice-Chair Hege asked if the clouded area is the parking lot and who owns that
area. Mr. Smith stated that part is owned by the county, part by the city and part
by BLM. He said that he has no problem contributing to the maintenance of that

area.

{{{Commissioner Runyon moved to approve the 2018 Oregon Federal
Lands Access program Joint Endorsement for the Maupin to BLM access
Improvements Project. Vice-Chair Hege seconded the motion which
passed unanimously.}}}

**%*%*The Board was in consensus to sign a letter of support for the Maupin to
BLM Access Improvements,*%%

Discussion List — Surplus Emergency Management Equipment

Sheriff Magill stated that the equipment being surplussed was purchased for
HAM radio operations; the equipment has been replaced through grant
funding. He stated that the value of the equipment is $850 which may not come
up to the required surplus threshold. Mr. Smith stated that per the County’s
rules, any items valued greater than $500 must go through the surplus process;
anything that has a transferrable title must go through the process regardless of
the value.

{{{Vice-Chair Hege moved to approve Order #18-007 surplussing
emergency management equipment. Commissioner Runyon seconded the
motion which passed unanimously.}}}

Agenda Item — National Scenic Area LUDO Revisions

At 9:31 a.m. Chair Kramer opened a public hearing for the NSA LUDO revisions.
He asked the following questions:

* Does any Commission member wish to disqualify themselves for any
personal or financial interest in this matter? There were none.
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¢ Does any member of the audience wish to challenge the right of any
Commission member to hear this matter? There were none.

¢ Isthere any member of the audience who wishes to question the
jurisdiction of this body to act on behalf of Wasco County in this matter?
There were none.

STAFF PRESENTATION

Senior Planner Will Smith reviewed the staff report included in the Board Packet.
He explained that a 2016 law suit against the Gorge Commission resulted in
changes to their Management Plan. Those changes required us to update our
ordinance to match the Management Plan. He went over the various changes as
outlined in the packet.

He reminded the Board that the major changes had already been brought to them
at an earlier hearing and then taken to the Gorge Commission. Through that
process, some language issues and formatting anomalies were identified and have
now been corrected in the Ordinance, submitted to the Board today.

Commissioner Runyon asked if there have been any changes since this was
presented to the Planning Commission. Mr. Smith replied that there have not been
any changes since that time.

Commissioner Runyon noted that the report summary anticipates possible
impacts, one of which is longer reports. Mr. Smith responded that if a
reconnaissance survey is required, it will lengthen the report.

Chair Kramer opened the floor to public testimony. There was none.
Commissioner Runyon read the title of the Ordinance in to the record:

IN THE MATTER OF THE WASCO COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT’S REQUEST
TO APPROVE THE REVISED PROPOSED LEGISLATIVE AMENDMENTS TO UPDATE
THE WASCO COUNTY NATIONAL SCENIC AREA LAND USE AND DEVELOPMENT
ORDINANCE TO CREATE CONSISTENCY WITH UPDATES TO THE MANAGEMENT
PLAN OF THE COLUMBIA RIVER GORGE NATIONAL SCENIC AREA AND MAKE
OTHER AMENDMENTS APPROPRIATE FOR WASCO COUNTY (FILE NUMBER
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PLALEG-17-10-0001)

Chair Kramer continued the hearing to April 18, 2018, at 9:30 a.m. in Room 302 of
the Wasco County Courthouse.

Agenda Item — Gorge Built Hotel Development Tax Abatement

Enterprise Zone Manager Matthew Klebes reviewed the staff report (included in
the Board Packet) for the Gorge Built Hotel Development enterprise zone tax
abatement application. He reported that the City of The Dalles has already
approved the agreement.

Vice-Chair Hege asked where the hotel will be located. Mr. Klebes replied that it
will be at the intersection of 1% and Union Streets and will face north. He said that

the hotel will go all the way to the Baldwin Saloon - the buildings will either touch
or be very close to one another.

Vice-Chair Hege commented that it is surprising that a business in the hotel
industry is able to pay 130% of average wages - that is unusual for a hotel. Mr.
Klebes responded that if they do not meet that standard, they will not be eligible
for the abatement in years four and five. Commissioner Runyon pointed out that
they will probably include the CEO salary in their calculations. Mr. Klebes stated
that the wages included in the calculation must exist within the enterprise zone. He
added that the Fairfield Suites met the standard. He said that he receives reporting
annually in order to monitor compliance. Vice-Chair Hege stated that he believes
the Fairfield Inn was only a three-year abatement.

{{{Commissioner Runyon moved to approve Resolution 18-006 in the matter
of approving an Enterprise Zone Abatement Agreement between the sponsors
of The Dalles/Wasco County Enterprise Zone and Gorge Built Hotel
Development, LLC. Vice-Chair Hege seconded the motion which passed
unanimously.}}}

{{{Commissioner Runyon moved to approve the Extended Abatement
Agreement with GBHD, LLC. Vice-Chair Hege seconded the motion which
passed unanimously.}}}

Commissioner Runyon thanked Mr. Klebes for hosting the Enterprise Zone
workshop, saying that it was very informative.
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Discussion Item — Finance Report

Finance Director Mike Middleton reviewed the Finance Report included in the
Board Packet.

Commissioner Runyon commented that the reserves look great; he asked why
the poker funds are late. Mr. Middleton replied that the State has not yet sent
them, explaining that there is a couple of month window in which they arrive.
He said that he would follow-up.

Discussion Item — CAFFA Grant

County Assessor [ill Amery stated that the County Assessment Function Funding
Assistance program helps pay for counties’ statutory duties throughout
departments as they relate to assessment and taxation. She reported that her
department has completed conversion and begun reassessment. Her staff is
down by one staff member as that position was related to the conversion
process. She said that they have found it very difficult to get licensed assessors
to support the reassessment process.

Ms. Amery went on to say that Wasco County has historically received between
$170,000 and $200,000 through the CAFFA grant. The apportionment will not be
announced until mid-summer. She added that the award is paid out quarterly.

{{{Vice-Chair Hege moved to approve the CAFFA Grant Application
Resolution. Commissioner Runyon seconded the motion which passed
unanimously.}}}

Agenda Item — MCCFL Construction Project Bid Award

Mid-Columbia Center for Living Executive Director Barbara Seatter reminded
the Board that they had received bids for this project at their March 7, 2018,
Board Session. She stated that the lowest bid came in higher than the project
budget; the MCCFL Board met at special session to determine if they could
commit the necessary additional funds to complete the project. At that session,
the Board approved the financial viability of a funding plan submitted by staff
and have committed those funds.

Commissioner Runyon commented that it must have been a lengthy discussion
to approve that commitment. Ms. Seatter responded that the conversation
actually began when the original bids were submitted last fall. Commissioner
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Runyon noted that any delay would extend the project significantly. Ms. Seatter
concurred saying that we will already have to ask for an extension. MCCFL
Project Manager Elda Orr added that the State has advised that a six-month
extension is standard; we should not count on anything beyond that.

Further discussion ensued regarding the required protest period. Ms. Orr
pointed out that we cannot approve a contract until that period has elapsed. She
stated that what is needed today is a notice of intent to award to the apparent
low-bidder. Mr. Stone added that the contract will have to come to the Board of
County Commissioners for final approval.

{{{Vice-Chair Hege moved to approve a notice letter of intent to award the
MCCFL Mental Health Clinic Construction Project contract to the apparent
lowest-bidder, Griffin Construction. Commissioner Runyon seconded the
motion which passed unanimously.}}}

Consent Agenda — Revised 2.21.2018 & 3.21.2018 Minutes; Amended
Surgeon’s Quarters Contract

{{{Vice-Chair Hege moved to approve the Consent Agenda. Commissioner
Runyon seconded the motion which passed unanimously.}}}

Agenda Item — NWCSD21 Facilities Plan

Kathy Ursprung reviewed the presentation on the North Wasco County School
District 21 Facilities Plan included in the Board Packet. She explained that they
have maintained sporting events at the Chenowith campus in order to maintain
status within the scenic area. She reviewed the various levels of disrepair and
inadequacy of each school in the district. She pointed out that the buildings are
also used as emergency facilities and community resources; in addition, they
also act as economic drivers and ambassadors to attract new businesses and
professionals to the community.

Mr. Stone asked what the worst case scenario would be for the proposed bond.
Ms. Ursprung replied that we could grow so rapidly that the District would need
to build an additional school; in that case, the tax base would also have grown
and we would not likely need an additional bond. She added that while the cap
on this proposed bond can be guaranteed, there is no guarantee that there
would not be another bond request during the lifespan of this bond. She added
that it is possible that the proposed bond could be less than $2.99 per thousand
which is the highest that could be assessed under this proposal.
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Commissioner Runyon asked if they are considering combining schools. Ms.
Ursprung replied that they are looking at different locations for schools but all
will be where or near where they are; the goal is to maintain the neighborhood
school model supported by the public. Commissioner Runyon disclosed that he
has family members working for the District.

News reporter Rodger Nichols asked how the first bond issue would be used.
Ms. Ursprung replied that the High School would be the first facility to be
addressed.

Public Works Director Arthur Smith asked if their planning includes
transportation and access. Ms. Ursprung replied that she will bring that up
through their current master planning process for the High School.

Mr. Stone asked if they have considered what is needed now and what might be
needed in the future for building costs. Ms. Ursprung said they are planning
$75-$80 million for a 160,000 square foot facility. Vice-Chair Hege stated that it
works out to $500 per square foot which is very high — you could build a
medical facility for that price. Ms. Ursprung acknowledged the high estimate
saying that it is meant to take into account inflation, unexpected costs, eic.

Mr. Stone commented that in today's construction costs that is almost double
what is needed. Ms, Ursprung reported that when Portland went out for a bond
they did it for $390 per square foot. Vice-Chair Hege commented that while it is
good to be high, $500 per square foot is very high. Ms. Ursprung stated that
they want a good size contingency. She added that the cost per square foot will
be lower for the elementary schools.

News reporter Emily Fitzgerald asked if the $2.99 per thousand is for the first
bond or all the bonds. Ms. Ursprung replied that it is for the fifty-year life of the
bonds.

Ms. Ursprung went on to say that they are considering adding an early
childhood learning center to support school readiness. Mr. Stone asked how
much that would cost. Ms. Ursprung replied that it would be approximately $12
million, it would involve partners. Mr. Stone asked if the District would be
staffing that; Ms. Ursprung responded that it would likely be staffed by partner
agencies but could include not only pre-school but kindergarten and first grade
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-~ that has not been determined.

Mr. Stone asked if property owners will paying the $2.98 whether or not the
bond is sold. Ms. Ursprung replied that the taxpayers only pay when the bond
is sold. She noted that a 2008 assessment revealed $42 million in major repairs
that the District was not able to fund. She added that building will go on for
twenty years which means the high school will be twenty years old at the end of
the process.

Mr. Middleton asked if the extra period will be a just-in-case amount; will there
be another vote at that time? Ms. Amery responded that the voters would be
giving them permission now to charge that issue at a later date.

Vice-Chair Hege asked the what the life-span of the buildings will be. Ms.
Ursprung replied that it has not been discussed. She said that when the middle
school was built, the intended life span was 100 years.

Commission Candidate Roy Justesen asked if there is a general maintenance
budget. Ms. Ursprung replied that the annual maintenance budget is $4 million
and will probably get used up. She added that with the new schools there will
be less maintenance and lower utility bills; that money will go toward
education. She reported that in 2008, voters said the District needed to work on
academics. The District has been doing that and is starting to see the benefits -
graduations are significantly up.

Ms. Amery commented that $2.99 per thousand is a big hurdle - there will be a
lot of questions; it will be a hard sell to ask for $235 million with an open
checkbook at the end.

Mr. Stone asked if the funds will be used for maintenance and staffing. Ms.
Ursprung replied that by law, the bond funds cannot be used for maintenance
or staffing.

Commissioner Runyon observed that he has seen signs about the bond but
does not see it on the ballot. Ms. Ursprung stated that they are trying to get the
word out and will be doing polling in May for public response. She said that
they have learned from past experience that polling can be a good indicator of
the vote outcome. She said that we still need schools and cannot keep up with
the decay.
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Mzr. Stone asked if the possibility of bonding for one school at a time has been
taken off of the table. He observed that it may cost a little more but would be a
lot more comfortable for voters. Ms. Ursprung replied that their history with
bonds is that they have to ask three times and then get less than what is needed.

Chair Kramer asked if they have pursued any grant funding. Ms. Ursprung
replied that there is about $4 million available from the state but is not very
available for school buildings. Chair Kramer pointed out that Dufur recently
matched a state grant for their building. Ms. Ursprung stated that they will
pursue that option.

Chair Kramer called a recess at 11:02 a.m.

At 11:09 a.m. the session reconvened and Chair Kramer opened an executive
session pursuant to ORS 192.660(2)(i) Performance Evaluations of Public
Officers and Employees and ORS 195.660(2)(h) Conferring with Legal Counsel
regarding litigation.

Regular Session reconvened at 11:32 a.m.
{{{Commissioner Runyon moved to grant authority to Chair Kramer to
conduct the Administrative Officer’s annual review based on submitted

comments. Vice-Chair Hege seconded the motion which passed
unanimously.}}}

Chair Kramer adjourned the session at 11:33 a.m.

Summary of Actions

MoTIONS

* To approve USDA Agreement 17-SA-110600-017 for Wasco County
Weed Control.

* To approve the Western Federal Lands Highway Division FHWA
Agreement #DTFH70-17-E-50011 Amendment 1.

 To approve the 2018 Oregon Federal Lands Access program Joint
Endorsement for the Maupin to BLM access Improvements Project.

e To approve Order #18-007 surplussing emergency management
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equipment.

e To approve Resolution 18-006 in the matter of approving an
Enterprise Zone Abatement Agreement between the sponsors of The
Dalles/Wasco County Enterprise Zone and Gorge Built Hotel
Development, LLC.

¢+ To approve the Extended Abatement Agreement with GBHD, LLC.

¢ To approve the CAFTA Grant Application Resolution.

¢ To approve a notice letter of intent to award the MICCFL Mental
Health Clinic Construction Project contract to the apparent lowest-
bidder, Griffin Construction.

¢« To approve the Consent Agenda - revised 2.21,2018 Regular Session
Minutes, 3.21.2018 Regular Session Minutes, and amended
Surgeon’s Quarters Personal Service Contract.

CONSENSUS

e To sign a letter of support for the Maupin to BLIVI Access
Improvements.

Wasco County
Board of Commissioners

S G prma

Steven D. ?{f%soard Chair

Scott C. Hege, Vice-Chair

Rod L. Run or(f/ ounty Commissioner



DISCUSSION LIST

WEED CONTROL AGREEMENT — ARTHUR SMITH

MAUPIN FLAP APPLICATION — ARTHUR SMITH

SURPLUS EQUIPMENT — LANE MAGILL

CAFFA GRANT —JILL AMERY

FEBRUARY FINANCIAL REPORT — MIKE MIDDLETON

BOCC Regular Session: 04.04.2018



DISCUSSION LIST ITEM

Weed Control Agreement

USDA AGREEMENT 17-SA-110600-017 FOR WASCO COUNTY NOXIOUS
WEED CONTROL




USDA Forest Service

OMB 0596-0217

FS-1500-19
PAGE _ OF PAGES
MODIFICATION OF GRANT OR AGREEMENT [ 3
I.U.S. FOREST SERVICE GRANT/AGREEMENT NUMBER: | 2. RECIPIENT/COOPERATOR GRANT or 3. MODIFICATION NUMBER:

AGREEMENT NUMBER, IF ANY:

17-SA-11060600-017 001

Wasco County Noxious Weed Control

4. NAME/ADDRESS OF U.S. FOREST SERVICE UNIT ADMINISTERING
GRANT/AGREEMENT (unit name, street, city, state, and zip + 4):

Mt. Hood National Forest
16400 Champion Way
Sandy, OR 97055

5. NAME/ADDRESS OF U.S. FOREST SERVICE UNIT ADMINISTERING
PROJECT/ACTIVITY (unit name, street, city, state, and zip + 4):

Mt. Hood National Forest, Barlow Ranger District
780 NE Court St,
Dufur, OR 97021

6. NAME/ADDRESS OF RECIPIENT/COOPERATOR (street, city, state, and zip + | 7. RECIPIENT/COOPERATOR’S HHS SUB ACCOUNT NUMBER (For HHS

4, county): payment use only):
County of Wasco
511 Washington Street Suite 207
The Dalles, OR 97058
8. PURPOSE OF MODIFICATION
CHECK ALL | This modification is issued pursuant to the modification provision in the grant/agreement
THATAPPLY: | referenced in item no. 1, above.
|X| CHANGE IN PERFORMANCE PERIOD: Extend the expiration date of this agreement from 12/31/2018 to 12/31/2019
|X| CHANGE IN FUNDING: Add funds in the amount of $20,820.00
|:| ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES:
|:| OTHER (Specify type of modification):

Except as provided herein, all terms and conditions of the Grant/Agreement referenced in 1, above, remain unchanged and in full
force and effect.

9. ADDITIONAL SPACE FOR DESCRIPTION OF MODIFICATION (add additional pages as needed):

This Modification #1 extends the expiration date of the agreement from 12/31/2018 to 12/31/2019, and adds U.S. Forest
Service funding in the amount of $20,820.00 and the 2018 Technical Proposal. All previously obligated funds will remain available.

PAYMENT/REIMBURSEMENT . The U.S. Forest Service shall reimburse the County for the U.S. Forest Service's share of

actual expenses incurred, not to exceed $20,820.00, as shown in the Financial Plan for this Modification #1. The U.S. Forest Service
shall make payment upon receipt of the County's quarterly invoice. Each invoice from the County shall display the total project costs
for the billing period, separated by U.S. Forest Service and the County's share. In-kind contributions must be displayed as a separate

line item and must not be included in the total project costs available for reimbursement. The final invoice must display the County's
full match towards the project, as shown in the financial plan, and be submitted no later than 90 days from the expiration date.

Each invoice must include, at a minimum:

1. County's name, address, and telephone number.

2. U.S. Forest Service agreement number.

3. Invoice date.

4. Performance dates of the work completed (start & end).

5. Total invoice amount for the billing period, separated by the U.S. Forest Service and the County's share with in-kind contributions
displayed as a separate line item.

6. Display all costs, both cumulative and for the billing period, by separate cost element as shown on the financial plan.
7. Cumulative amount of the U.S. Forest Service payments to date.

8. Statement that the invoice is a request for payment by ‘reimbursement’.

9. If using SF-270, a signature is required.

10. Invoice Number, if applicable.

The invoice shall be forwarded to:
EMAIL: asc_ga@fs.fed.us

FAX: 877-687-4894

POSTAL: USDA Forest Service




USDA Forest Service

OMB 0596-0217
FS-1500-19

Albuquerque Service Center
Payments — Grants & Agreements
101B Sun Ave NE

Albuquerque, NM 87109

Send a copy to: Chad Atwood, catwood@fs.fed.us

10. ATTACHED DOCUMENTATION (Check all that apply):

|:| Revised Scope of Work
X Revised Financial Plan
X Other: 2018 Technical Proposal

11. SIGNATURES

AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE: BY SIGNATURE BELOW, THE SIGNING PARTIES CERTIFY THAT THEY ARE THE OFFICIAL REPRESENTATIVES OF
THEIR RESPECTIVE PARTIES AND AUTHORIZED TO ACT IN THEIR RESPECTIVE AREAS FOR MATTERS RELATED TO THE ABOVE-REFERENCED
GRANT/AGREEMENT.

11.A. COUNTY SIGNATURE 11.B. DATE 11.C. U.S. FOREST SERVICE SIGNATURE 11.D. DATE
SIGNED SIGNED

(Signature of Signatory Official) (Signature of Signatory Official)

11.E. NAME (type or print): ROPVRINY RRAMER 11.F. NAME (type or print): LISA NORTHROP
11.G. TITLE (type or print): Chairman, Wasco County Board of | 11.H. TITLE (type or print): Forest Supervisor Mt. Hood
Commissioners National Forest
12. G&A REVIEW
12.A. The authority and format of this modification have been reviewed and approved for signature by: é%i?NEDSTE
3/19/18

ANNE DOOLIN 17-SA-11060600-017 M1)

U.S. Forest Service Grants & Agreements Specialist



kathyw
Typewritten Text
STEVEN D. KRAMER


USDA Forest Service OMB 0596-0217

FS-1500-19

2018 Noxious Weed Treatment Technical Proposal
Mt. Hood National Forest
17-SA-11060600-017 Modification 1

Plan of Work:
Acres to be treated: approximately 150
Survey and monitoring will also be accomplished while performing treatment activities

Summary of treatment sites:

1. Maintenance of State Highways 26 and State Highway 35
e Highway 26 (sites 6-019, 6-020)
e Highway 35 (site 6-018)

2. Maintenance of major Forest Service Roads
e FS Road 4400
e FS Road 4800
e FS Road 4810

3. Treatment of Forest Service Gravel Quarries
e Stockton Quarry

Shellrock Quarry

Skyline Quarry

Joe’s Point Quarry

Jordan Quarry

The Forest Service will assist Wasco County with some survey efforts, application work, and pre-season work
planning. Post application monitoring will be done by the FS.

NEPA documentation:
FEIS for Site Specific Invasive Plant Treatments for Mt. Hood National Forest and Columbia River Gorge National
Scenic Area in Oregon. (March 2008)

Treatment maps and herbicide treatment forms will be provided by the Forest Service. IT IS ABSOLUTELY
CRITICAL THE HERBICIDE TREATMENT FORMS ARE RETURNED TO CHRISTINA MEAD BY
SEPTEMBER 12, 2018. The information is used to report accomplishments to Congress.




U.S. Forest Service

Attachment:|D

USFS Agreement No.:| 17-SA-11060600-017 Mod. No.:| 1]

Cooperator Agreement No.:

Note: This Financial Plan may be used when:

(1) No program income is expected and

(2) The Cooperator is not giving cash to the FS and
(3) There is no other Federal funding

Agreements Financial Plan (Short Form)

Financial Plan Matrix:  Note: All columns may not be used. Use depends on source and type of contribution(s).
FOREST SERVICE CONTRIBUTIONS COOPERATOR CONTRIBUTIONS
(a) (b) (€) (d)
Cash
COST ELEMENTS Noncash to Noncash In-Kind (e)
Direct Costs Cooperator Total
Salaries/Labor $5,550.00 $6,675.00 $0.00 $0.00 $12,225.00
Travel $255.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $255.00
Equipment $0.00 $6,225.00 $0.00 $0.00 $6,225.00
Supplies/Materials $100.00 $7,920.00 $6,500.00 $0.00 $14,520.00
Printing $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Other $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Other $0.00
Subtotal $5,905.00 $20,820.00 $6,500.00 $0.00 $33,225.00
Coop Indirect Costs $0.00 $422.50 $422.50
FS Overhead Costs $531.45 $531.45
Total

$6,436.45 $20,820.00 $6,922.50 $0.00
Total Project Value: $34,178.95

Matching Costs Determination

Total Forest Service Share = ®
(at+b) + (e) = (f) 79.75%
Total Cooperator Share (9)
(c+d) + (e) =(0) 20.25%
Total (f+g) = (h) ()
100.00%
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WORKSHEET FOR

FS Non-Cash Contribution Cost Analysis, Column (a)

Use this worksheet to perform the cost analysis that supports the lump sum figures provided in the
matrix. NOTE: This worksheet auto populates the relevant and applicable matrix cells.

Cost element sections may be deleted or lines may be hidden, if not applicable. Line items may be
added or deleted as needed. The Standard Calculation sections provide a standardized formula for
determing a line item's cost, e.g. cost/day x # of days=total, where the total is calculated automatically.
The Non-Standard Calculation sections provide a write-in area for line items that require a calculation
formula that is other than the standardized formules, e.g. instead of salaries being calculated by
cost/day x # of days, costs may be calculated simply by a contracted value that is not dependent on
days worked, such as 1 employee x $1,200/contract= $1,200. Be sure to review your calculations when
entering in a Non-Standard Calculation, and provide a brief explanation of units used to make
calculation, e.g. '1 month contract,’ on a line below the figures.

Salaries/Labor |
Standard Calculation

Job Description | [Cost/Day [# of Days | [Total

District Botanist, GS-11 $350.00 10.00 $3,500.00

Program Manager, GS-12 $410.00 5.00 $2,050.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

[Non-Standard Calculation |

[Total Salaries/Labor [ | $5,550.00]

Travel |

Standard Calculation

Travel Expense |[Employees |[Cost/Trip [# of Trips | [Total

Fleet 1.00 $51.00 5.00 $255.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

[Non-Standard Calculation |

[Total Travel | $255.00|

Equipment |

Standard Calculation

Piece of Equipment [# of Units  |Cost/Day [# of Days | [Total
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

[Non-Standard Calculation |




[Total Equipment | $0.00|

Supplies/Materials |
Standard Calculation

Supplies/Materials | [# of Items [Cost/ltem [Total
Misc. supplies, flagging, signs etc. 5.00 $20.00 $100.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
[Non-Standard Calculation |
[Total Supplies/Materials | $100.00]
Printing |
Standard Calculation
Paper Material | |# of Units [Cost/Unit | [Total
$0.00
[Non-Standard Calculation |
[Total Printing | $0.00|
Other Expenses |
Standard Calculation
ltem | |# of Units [Cost/Unit | [Total
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
[Non-Standard Calculation |
[Total Other [ | $0.00]
Subtotal Direct Costs $5,905.00
|  Forest Service Overhead Costs |
[Current Overhead Rate [Subtotal Direct Costs | [Total |
9.00% $5,905.00 $531.45
[Total FS Overhead Costs | | $531.45]

TOTAL COST $6,436.45




WORKSHEET FOR
FS Cash to the Cooperator Cost Analysis, Column (b)

Use this worksheet to perform the cost analysis that supports the lump sum figures provided in the
matrix. NOTE: This worksheet auto populates the relevant and applicable matrix cells.

Cost element sections may be deleted or lines may be hidden, if not applicable. Line items may be
added or deleted as needed. The Standard Calculation sections provide a standardized formula for
determing a line item's cost, e.g. cost/day x # of days=total, where the total is calculated automatically.
The Non-Standard Calculation sections provide a write-in area for line items that require a calculation
formula that is other than the standardized formules, e.g. instead of salaries being calculated by
cost/day x # of days, costs may be calculated simply by a contracted value that is not dependent on
days worked, such as 1 employee x $1,200/contract= $1,200. Be sure to review your calculations when
entering in a Non-Standard Calculation, and provide a brief explanation of units used to make
calculation, e.g. '1 month contract,' on a line below the figures.

Salaries/Labor |
Standard Calculation

Job Description | [Cost/Day [# of Days | [Total

Certified Pesticide Applicator $445.00 15.00 $6,675.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

[Non-Standard Calculation |

[Total Salaries/Labor | | $6,675.00|

Travel |

Standard Calculation

Travel Expense [Employees |Cost/Trip [# of Trips | [Total
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

[Non-Standard Calculation |

[Total Travel | $0.00|

Equipment |

Standard Calculation

Piece of Equipment [# of Units  |Cost/Day [# of Days | [Total

Truck w/spray equipment 1.00 $415.00 15.00 $6,225.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

$0.00



[Non-Standard Calculation

[Total Equipment | | $6,225.00]
Supplies/Materials |
Standard Calculation
Supplies/Materials | [# of Items [Cost/ltem [Total
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
[Non-Standard Calculation |
Herbicide & Adjuvant $7,920.00
[Total Supplies/Materials | | $7,920.00]
Printing |
Standard Calculation
Paper Material | |# of Units [Cost/Unit | [Total
$0.00
[Non-Standard Calculation |
$0.00
[Total Printing | $0.00|
Other Expenses |
Standard Calculation
ltem | [# of Units [Cost/Unit | [Total
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
[Non-Standard Calculation |
[Total Other [ | $0.00]
Subtotal Direct Costs $20,820.00
| Cooperator Indirect Costs |
[Current Overhead Rate  |Subtotal Direct Costs [Total |
$20,820.00 $0.00
[Total Coop. Indirect Costs | | $0.00]

TOTAL COST

$20,820.00




WORKSHEET FOR
Cooperator Non-Cash Contribution Cost Analysis, Column (c)

Use this worksheet to perform the cost analysis that supports the lump sum figures provided in the matrix.
NOTE: This worksheet auto populates the relevant and applicable matrix cells.

Cost element sections may be deleted or lines may be hidden, if not applicable. Line items may be added or
deleted as needed. The Standard Calculation sections provide a standardized formula for determing a line
item's cost, e.g. cost/day x # of days=total, where the total is calculated automatically. The Non-Standard
Calculation sections provide a write-in area for line items that require a calculation formula that is other than the
standardized formules, e.g. instead of salaries being calculated by cost/day x # of days, costs may be calculated
simply by a contracted value that is not dependent on days worked, such as 1 employee x $1,200/contract=
$1,200. Be sure to review your calculations when entering in a Non-Standard Calculation, and provide a brief
explanation of units used to make calculation, e.g. '1 month contract,’ on a line below the figures.

Salaries/Labor |
Standard Calculation

Job Description | [Cost/Day [# of Days | [Total
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

[Non-Standard Calculation |

[Total Salaries/Labor | $0.00|

Travel |

Standard Calculation

Travel Expense [Employees |[Cost/Trip [# of Trips | [Total
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

[Non-Standard Calculation |

[Total Travel | $0.00|

Equipment |

Standard Calculation

Piece of Equipment [# of Units  [Cost/Day [# of Days | [Total
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

[Non-Standard Calculation |




[Total Equipment |

Supplies/Materials

$0.00|

Standard Calculation

Supplies/Materials | [# of Items [Cost/ltem [Total
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
[Non-Standard Calculation |
PPE $800.00
Hazmat Spill Kits $700.00
Herbicide & Adjuvants $5,000.00
[Total Supplies/Materials | $6,500.00|
Printing |
Standard Calculation
Paper Material | |# of Units [Cost/Unit | [Total
$0.00
[Non-Standard Calculation |
$0.00
[Total Printing | $0.00|
Other Expenses |
Standard Calculation
ltem | [# of Units [Cost/Unit | [Total
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
[Non-Standard Calculation |
[Total Other [ | $0.00]
Subtotal Direct Costs $6,500.00
| Cooperator Indirect Costs |
[Current Overhead Rate  |Subtotal Direct Costs [Total |
6.50% $6,500.00 $422.50
[Total Coop. Indirect Costs | | $422.50]

TOTAL COST

$6,922.50
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ODOT Region 4
Project Information

OR 197: Maupin to BLM Access Improvements

Last Updated: March 2018

Project overview

e Construct pedestrian facilities along OR 197 in Maupin
e Construct pedestrian facilities along Bakeoven Road in Maupin
e Parking improvements at Bakeoven Road & Deschutes River Access Road pull-out

Why is this project needed?

OR 197 and Bakeoven Road provide access to popular recreation areas along the Lower
Deschutes River in Maupin. These include the Lower Deschutes River Back Country
Byway, Sherar’s Falls Scenic Bikeway, Maupin City Park, and over a dozen BLM
campgrounds and day use areas along the Deschutes River. The absence of pedestrian
facilities on OR 197 and Bakeoven Road makes it difficult to access these recreation
areas without driving, and the lack of parking options makes arriving by car challenging,
as well.

What is being proposed?

The Bureau of Land Management, ODOT, City of Maupin, and Wasco County have
identified opportunities to improve conditions for people walking and driving to
recreation sites along the Deschutes River. These include pedestrian improvements
along OR 197 and Bakeoven Road, parking improvements at the intersection of
Bakeoven Road & Deschutes River Access Road, and signage improvements in support
of BLM’s Backcountry Byway.

Timeline Estimated Project Budget
Project Development — 2022 Approximately $700,000
Construction — Summer 2023

Contacts

Name Title Office Phone | Email

Gary Farnsworth | Area Manager 541-388-6071 gary.c.farnsworth@odot.state.or.us
Bob Townsend Interim Area Manager 541-388-6252 robert.l.townsend@odot.state.or.us
David Amiton Active Transportation Liaison | 541-388-6111 david.amiton@odot.state.or.us
Abbey Driscoll Community Liaison, ODOT 541-388-6064 abbey.driscoll@odot.state.or.us



mailto:gary.c.farnsworth@odot.state.or.us
mailto:robert.l.townsend@odot.state.or.us
mailto:david.amiton@odot.state.or.us
mailto:abbey.driscoll@odot.state.or.us

N | Buckhollow Day use Area F 3

Tyah Vallay

e

r\| Sandy Beach Day Use Area
;|-' White River Campground |

L)

o= :| Surf City Day Use Area |
| Oak Springs Day use Area F

' ;|_' Lower Blue Hole Day Use Area |

| Blue Hole Campground [— !

! ='| Grey Eagle Day Use Area

Oasis Campground i>k
Maupin

o Maupli

% ' £~ Maupin City Park_|
-

-

_.-
T |
=

E =|' Wapinitia Day Use Area |
I _\|_' Harpham Flat Campground |

»” _\|_' Long Bench Campground |
| Devil’s Left Campground F
J ='i Devil’s Canyon Campground | a7

¥l
e
(%4

Nena Creek Campground "|; !

\ =|' Nena Day Use Area |

= Locked Gate Day Use Area | g

Sowces: Esrip HERE, Delorme, USES, Intermap, in@ement P Corp., NRECAN, Esri Japan, METI, Esri
China {Heng Wongj, Esri { Thailand), Mepmyindia, B OpenStrestMap contributors, and the GIS User

Coommunity

pr

- City Recreation Area OR 197: Maupin to BLM
Access Improvements
- BLM Recreation Area

BLM Public Land

FLAP Enhancements 0 2

4 Miles




Maupin FLAP Project Area Map

=== Shared-use path
=== Pedestrian facilities
| ocal streets pedestrian connection

m Parking improvements

Sources: Esri, HERE, DeLorme, USGS, Intermap, increment P Corp., NRCAN, Esri Japan, METI, Esri China (Hong Kong), Esri (Thailand), Mapmyindia, ©
OpenStreetMap contributors, and the GIS User Cc i




2018 Oregon Federal Lands Access Program orwresseony OR-FY 18-
(To be completed jointly by Federal Land Manager and State/County/Local/Tribal Government)

Project Name OR 197: Maupin to BLM Access Improvements

Route Name/Number The Dalles-California / State Route 004 / OR 197

Federal Land(s) Accessed (Show on Map) |BLM Lower Deschutes River Area

Agency (ies) with Title to Road, Bridge,

Trail or Transit System Oregon Department of Transportation and Wasco County

Agency (ies) with Title to Enhancement

Facility Oregon Department of Transportation and Wasco County

Agency (ies) with Maintenance

Responsibility for Road, Bridge, Trail or |Oregon Department of Transportation and Wasco County
Transit System

Agency (ies) with Maintenance

Responsibility for Enhancement Facility Oregon Department of Transportation and Wasco County

[ ] Capital Improvements [ ] Transit [ ] Safety Only
Type of Proposal Enhancement [ ] Planning
[] Surface Preservation [ ] Research
[ ] Paving [ ] Earthwork [] Major Concrete Structures
[] Bridges [] Major Culverts  [] Road Base or Surface Course
Key Items of Work [_] Roadside Safety Structures  [] Planning Study Bicycle/Pedestrian Facilities
(check all that apply) Safety Enhancements [] Chip Seal [ ] Transit Facilities or Operations

Ancillary Parking Areas, Pullouts/Interpretive Sites  ["] Major Drainage Improvements
[] Other (specify)

The OR 197: Maupin to BLM Access Improvements Project will improve access to
Bureau of Land Management and City of Maupin recreation areas along the Lower
Deschutes River.

The project will improve conditions for people walking, bicycling, and driving by
constructing pedestrian and parking improvements that connect Maupin residents and
visitors to BLM and local recreation areas. These improvements include:
- Pedestrian improvements on Bakeoven Rd (Deschutes River Access Rd - OR 197,
MP 45.96).
- Pedestrian facilities on OR 197 (MP 45.96 - 46.08).
- Shared-use path (the "Donkey Trail") paralleling OR 197 (6th Street - MP 44.38).
- Parking improvements at Bakeoven Rd & Deschutes River Access Rd pull-out.
The project improves access to a number of visitor destinations along Deschutes River
Access Rd, including Oasis Campground, Grey Eagle Day Use Area, Blue Hole
Campground, Lower Blue Hole Day Use Area, Oak Springs Campground, Surf City Day
Use Area, White River Campground, Sandy Beach Day Use Area, Buckhollow Day Use
Area, Wapinitia Campground, Harpham Flat Campground, Long Bend Campground,
Devils Canyon Campground, Nena Creek Campground, Locked Gate Day Use Area,
and Maupin City Park (non-federal).
The project provides access to a number of BLM federal recreation sites along
Deschutes River Access Rd, including Oasis Campground, Grey Eagle Day Use Area,
High Use Federal Recreation Sites and/ (Blue Hole Campground, Lower Blue Hole Day Use Area, Oak Springs Campground,
or Federal Economic Generators Surf City Day Use Area, White River Campground, Sandy Beach Day Use Area,
(Show on Map) Buckhollow Day Use Area, Wapinitia Campground, Harpham Flat Campground, Long

Proposed Work Summary

Primary Visitor Destinations
(Show on Map)
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Bend Campground, Devils Canyon Campground, Nena Creek Campground, and
Locked Gate Day Use Area.
Mile Posts Latitude (pecimal Degrees) Longitude (Decimal Degrees)
Project Begin 4438 45175 -121.089
Termini
(Location) End 46.08 45.170 -121.080
Nearest Town Maupin, OR Fed Congressional District OR-2
Estimated Total Project Costs $684,867.00
Funds Requested from Federal Lands $614,531.00
Access Program
Project Length (miles) .65 miles County Wasco
Required Local Match (10.27%) $70,336.00 From OoDOT
Other Funding Contributions to Project From

Acres of Federal Land Accessed by the Project

Approximately 4,500 acres of BLM land within the project vicinity, including 35 acres of dedicated BLM day use and campground sites.

Functional . . .
Classification [ ] National Highway System [ ] Major Collector [] Local Road
of the Roadway Arterial Minor Collector
(Show official |X| D
designations of route)
20 Year Basis for Projections?
Traffic Volumes M . . . (e.g. Transportation Plan,
Actual Counts | Estimated Pro]ectlons population growth rate...)
Start of End of Start of End of Start of End of
Project Project Project Project Project Project
. . OTMS 2016
A(":[;?r?ir?ﬂ:yg\fvaaﬁ'c 1100 500 1100 450 Start MP 43.66
g y End MP 46.08
Seasonal Average Daily
Traffic (peak season) 1375 625 1375 563 SLES Oggcjtl;?,r;gk Season
(SADT) on Highway ’
% Trucks 23 23 23 23
% Federal Land Related NEED BLM INPUT HERE
Comments
Dimensions . .
NBI Structure (Overall Length Bridge Type No. of NBIS.SuffluentIy
Number x Width) Spans| Rating (1-100)

+ -
Problem Statement: What purpose does this transportation facility serve? What is the need for this project? Who will this project serve
(such as skiers, communities, hikers...)? What are the conditions requiring relief? Describe the consequences if these conditions are not
addressed. Describe physical and functional deficiencies, anticipated changes in use, safety problems, capacity issues, bridge deficiencies,
pavement or surface conditions, etc.

OR 197 and Bakeoven Rd provide access to popular recreation areas along the Lower Deschutes River in and around Maupin, including
over a dozen Bureau of Land Management campgrounds and day use areas on the Deschutes, the Lower Deschutes River Back County
Byway, the newly designated Sherar's Falls Scenic Bikeway, and Maupin City Park.

Unfortunately, the pedestrian facilities connecting Maupin residents, visitors, commercial, and lodging establishments to the recreation
areas are extremely limited. Due to the absence of pedestrian infrastructure, walking trips to the recreation areas occur in the roadway or
on narrow shoulders, which leads to unsafe conditions as people driving, walking, and bicycling negotiate the same roadway space.

If these conditions are not addressed, walking to the recreation areas will continue to present challenges. As a result, residents and visitors
will increasingly rely on driving to access these areas, which will put greater pressure on the limited parking resources throughout the
project area. Specifically, the following deficiencies would be expected to persist:
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- Residents and visitors in Maupin Heights will continue to rely on driving to access federal recreation areas because there are no
pedestrian facilities connecting the Heights to Downtown Maupin and the BLM Access roads.

- Residents and visitors accessing BLM campgrounds and day use areas, Maupin City Park, and businesses and services in East/South
Maupin will continue to face undesirable conditions along OR 197 and Bakeoven Rd (Deschutes River Access Rd to Maupin City Park).

- Residents and visitors accessing BLM campgrounds and day use areas, Maupin City Park, and businesses and services in East/South
Maupin will continue to experience an uncomfortable crossing at the intersection of Bakeoven Rd & OR 197.

Detailed Description of Proposed Capital Improvement, Enhancement, or Surface Preservation: Describe how the proposed project
will address the problem. Describe the overall design concept, scope of work, any unusual design elements, design or operational
standards, and any work affecting structures (bridges and major culverts). Include widths, surfacing type, surfacing depth, earthwork
needs, roadside safety features, ancillary parking areas, signing improvements, bridge work, guardrail improvements, etc. Include
optimum year work should be done and year work needs to be done no later than.

The OR 197: Maupin to BLM Access Improvements project will improve visitor and resident access to Bureau of Land Management and
City of Maupin recreation areas along the Deschutes River. Currently, the lack of pedestrian facilities on OR 197 and Bakeoven Rd presents
a barrier to walking to federal and local recreation areas along the Deschutes River.

The proposed project will address these deficiencies through the following improvements:

- Construction of a paved path following the "Donkey Trail" between Maupin Heights and Downtown Maupin. This is proposed to be an 8
asphalt path, connecting Maupin Heights to 6th Street.

- Construction of 800' of pedestrian facilities, proposed as 6' concrete sidewalk, along OR 197, between MP 46.08 and Bakeoven Rd.

- Inclusion of pedestrian facilities, design TBD, along Bakeoven Rd, between OR 197 MP 45.96 and Maupin City Park.

- Inclusion of parking improvements, design TBD, at the Bakeoven Rd pullout on the east side of Bakeoven Creek, adjacent to the BLM
Access Rd.

Detailed Description of Proposed Transit Service: Provide operational details of the proposed service. What are specific destinations
the route will serve? Is the service year-round or seasonal? What are the operating dates/service hours/day of week? Describe transit
route details, including miles, number of stops, and variability in service operations. Describe any marketing, way finding, or other
information that will be disseminated to promote service.

N/A

Detailed Description of Proposed Planning: Describe the details of this planning and the final product that will be developed. Would
this planning effort support projects that could be submitted under future Federal Lands Access Program requests for proposals?

N/A

Detailed Description of Proposed Research: Describe the type of research and the final product for this effort. Describe the need for the
research and how this research enhances safety, access or stainability.

N/A

Right-of-Way Acquisition: Describe which agency (agencies) has title for the project and how that title is documented. Describe which
agency (agencies) has maintenance responsibilities for the project. Does new ROW need to be acquired? If so, how much, how many
owners, and what is the anticipated time (months) to acquire all needed ROW? How does the applicant plan to acquire the ROW? Will
coordination with any railroads be needed? What is your agency's experience acquiring ROW for federally-funded or assisted projects?
Include supporting documentations which clearly shows which agency has title or maintenance responsibility of the facilities.

ODOT has title and maintenance responsibility for the sections of the project on OR 197 and Wasco County has title and maintenance
responsibility for the section of the project on Bakeoven Rd. ODOT's ROW for the Maupin section of OR 197 (Dalles-California HWY No.
004) was adopted by the Highway Commission on August 27, 1923. See Highway Commission Minutes, page 1490.

NEED INFORMATION FROM WASCO COUNTY REGARDING BAKEOVEN ROW.

Some new ROW acquisition will be required. There will be properties affected by the Donkey Trail improvements connecting Maupin
Heights to 6th Street. There will also be affected properties on OR 197 (MP 46.08 to Bakeoven Rd). Approximately 7 files are anticipated
with a minimum acquisition period of 12 months. Approximately 40,000 square feet are anticipated to be acquired for all phases (Fee, PE,
TCE).
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All ROW will be acquired in accordance with the Uniform Act, 49 CFR, Oregon State Law, and the ODOT Right-of-Way Manual. An
intergovernmental agreement will be entered into between Wasco County, City of Maupin, and ODOT. Property will be acquired in the
name of ODOT and transferred to Wasco County and/or the City of Maupin per the terms of the IGA.

No railroads will be impacted by this project.

ODOT has received major delegations of authority and responsibility from FHWA for administering the successful implementation of
federal-aid programs and projects. ODOT manages the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) which is the programming
of federal-aid funds for highway projects. ODOT also performs oversight and co-certification of local public agency projects with right-of-
way.

Utilities: Identify utilities in the roadway corridor or project site. Would relocation be needed? What agreements exist and who pays for
relocation costs?

ODOQT does not anticipate that utilities would need to be relocated within the project area; however, a 30% contingency has been added
to the construction estimate should utilities needing relocation be identified.

Project is identified within the following (Check all that apply and show plan name)

System Transportation Plan City of Maupin Local Street Network Plan

[ ] Federal Land Management Plan

[ ] Regional Transportation Plan

[ ] County Transportation System Plan

[ ] Tribal Transportation Plan

Would the proposal require modification

or amendments to any of these plans? N/A

Which of the following environmental and social issues are within the project area?

Yes | No | Unknown Comments

[ National Wetlands inventory Maps do not indicate any wetlands

WidEmEE ] adjacent to OR 197 within the proposed project area.

There are no known terrestrial T&E species along the proposed
project location. T&E fish species are in the Deschutes River and
[ associated tributaries. However, given the scope of the project, no
adverse impacts are anticipated.

Threatened & endangered Species ]

Other Fish & Wildlife Habitat ] []

Wildlife Movement Corridors ] []

The Deschutes River is designated as a National Wild and Scenic
River and Oregon Scenic Waterway. However, the proposed project
[ is not anticipated to have an adverse effect on the wild and scenic
characteristics.

Wild & Scenic River []

Non-Attainment Air Quality Areas

[
N
[

The proposed project is not located in an archaeologically sensitive

area. There are no known or suspect historic resources present. It is

not anticipated that the project will impact archaeological resources
given the location and area of potential impact for construction.

Cultural/Archeological/Historic Sites

[
[
=

Maupin City Park is located adjacent to Bakeoven Road. However, no

AUSIGIFEILS adverse impacts to the park will occur with the proposed project.

N
[

Wildlife Refuge

N

Hazardous Materials

[
[
[
[

HE NN
&

Stream Encroachments

N
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Describe any other environmental or social issues that should be considered that are within the project area: Is the route included
in an area receiving special management considerations for water quality, wildlife security, connectivity?

There are no other environmental or social issues within the project area.

Describe the range of attitudes, both support and opposition, that this proposed project may receive from organizations, the
public and within your own agency: State the basis for this supposition and include coordination efforts and public involvement efforts
completed to date.

OR 197: Maupin to BLM Access Improvements is supported by the City of Maupin, Wasco County, the Oregon Department of
Transportation, and the Bureau of Land Management. This level of support is based on conversations held to date with each of the listed
entities and demonstrated by this application's joint endorsement from the City of Maupin, Wasco County, and the Bureau of Land
Management. There is also a history of support for the proposed improvements, as evidenced by their inclusion in the City of Maupin
Local Streets Network Plan.

The lead agency for project delivery will be WFLHD: The project proponents may request another agency take the lead for project
delivery. If recommending a different agency be lead, indicate below which agency and provide rationale for recommendation. The
rationale should include why another agency should take the lead, previous experience in delivering Federal-Aid (Title 23) funded
projects, any certifications to deliver Federal-Aid funded projects, and ability to satisfy Federal Highway Administration project delivery
requirements. The final decision for project delivery resides with the PDC.

ODOT proposes to be the lead agency for project delivery. ODOT has both the experience and staff resources to deliver the project. Many
of the projects that ODOT is involved with are federally funded and vary in size.

**Transit Supplemental Questions: For Transit Proposals only, please answer the following: If transit service is currently being provided
to this Federal Land Management Agency unit or service has been provided in the past, please provide details about service parameters,
ridership, cost per passenger, and any other pertinent information. What revenue will be collected to support the service? Describe fare
pricing, discounts, pass programs, etc. Provide number, type, and age of current fleet. What is the daily number of riders estimated
currently and/or at project completion? Describe how the proposed transit service will be financially sustainable with current and future
sources of funding.

N/A

**Research Supplemental Questions: For Research Proposals only, please answer the following: Please provide details on how this
research is broad-based and not narrowly focused on a localized problem. Provide specific examples showing how this research product
can be used across multiple agencies.

N/A
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Cost Estimate for Capital Improvement, Enhancement, and Surface Preservation Projects

Fill-in estimates for appropriate items. Add items as needed. Use Current Unit Prices.

Quantity Unit Price Unit Total
15 Clearing and Grubbing $500.00 Acres $7,500.00
Roadway Excavation Cubic Yards
Imported Borrow Cubic Yards
550 Sub-Excavation $30.00 Cubic Yards $16,500.00
Water / Dust Abatement Gallons
Recycled Asphalt (milling, pulverizing, ripping) Square Yards
530 Asphalt concrete pavement $140.00 Tons $74,200.00
1,450  |Aggregate Base (may include stabilization) $25.00 Cubic Yards $36,250.00
Aggregate Sub-Base Cubic Yards
Major Culverts Each
3 Minor Culverts $100.00 Each $300.00
Retaining Walls Square Feet
Rip Rap & Slope Protection Cubic Yards
Revegetation Acres
100 Signing $18.00 Square Feet $1,800.00
100 Pavement Marking $1.00 Linear Feet $100.00
Roadside Safety (barriers, guardrail) Linear Feet
Bridges Lump Sum
1 Traffic Control $25,000.00 Lump Sum $25,000.00
Utility Relocation Lump Sum
Use table on the next page for additional items.
Sub-Total $283,975.00
Mo'blllzatlon (As perce.ntage' of Sub-Total) Typically 10%, input 0.1 LUmpiSum $28397.50
estimated percentage in decimal form. For example: 0.10
Contingencies(As percentage of Sub-Total)
undefined items. Typically 30%, input estimated percentage in 0.3 Lump Sum $85,192.50
decimal form. For example: 0.30
Total Estimated Construction Cost $397,565.00
Estimated Preliminary Engineering Costs
(As a percentage of the Total Estimated Construction Cost)
. . . : 0.25
Typically 5 to 25 percent, depending upon project scope and complexity.
Input estimated percentage in decimal form. For example: 0.15
Estimated Right of Way Costs $80,000.00
Total Estimated Preliminary Engineering Costs $179,391.25
Estimated Construction Engineering Costs
(As a percentage of the Total Estimated Construction Cost) 02
Typically 5 to 20 percent, depending upon project scope and complexity. ’
Input estimated percentage in decimal form. For example: 0.10
Estimated Construction Engineering Costs $79,513.00
Construction Modifications (CM) Cost to cover changes
during construction, typically 10% of construction cost. Input 0.1 Lump Sum $28,397.50
in decimal form. For example: 0.10
Total Project Costs $684,866.75
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Cost Estimate for Capital Improvement, Enhancement, and Surface Preservation Projects (Cont.)
Add items as needed. Use Current Unit Prices.

Quantity Item Unit Price Unit Total
+ | - 17 PG 64-28 ASPHALT IN HMAC $800.00 Tons $13,600.00
+ | - 1 Survey Work $4,000.00 Lump Sum $4,000.00
+ | - 1 Slope Protection $1,500.00 Lump Sum $1,500.00
+ | - 1 Construction Survey $10,000.00 Lump Sum $10,000.00
+ | - 15 Standard Curb $15.00 Foot $225.00
+ | - 500 Low Profile Mountable Curb $15.00 Foot $7,500.00
+ | - 100 Mountable Curb and Gutter $15.00 Foot $1,500.00
+ | - 1,000 Concrete Driveways $7.00 Square Foot $7,000.00
+ | - 14,000 |Concrete Walks $5.50 Square Foot $77,000.00
Sub-Total $122,325.00
Comments:
Cost Estimate for Transit Projects
Add items as needed. Use Current Unit Prices.
Quantity Item Unit Price Unit Total
+ | -
Total Project Costs
Comments:
Cost Estimate for Planning and Research Projects
Add items as needed. Use Current Unit Prices.
Quantity Item Unit Price Unit Total
+| -
Total Project Costs
Comments:

Required Local Con

tribution to Project: Describe the type and source of funds to provide the required 10.27% local match. Describe
any soft match, in-kind match, or eligible Federal funds that will be used to satisfy the match requirement.

The required 10.27% local match for this project is $70,336.00, which will be contributed by ODOT Region 4. ODOT estimates that full
project costs will total approximately $684,867.00.
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Other Contributions to the Project: Describe any additional contributions secured or being sought to implement the project proposal.
Does this opportunity possibly leverage other funds?

The City of Maupin, in partnership with South Wasco County School District, ODOT, and the Oregon Department of Land Conservation
and Development, is in the early stages of a Transportation and Growth Management project to determine improvements that will help
students safely and comfortably walk and bike to school in Maupin. An exploration of improvements to the Donkey Trail will be a central
focus of the TGM project, including:

- Exploring design options for paving the trail for public use while maintaining road access to the private property containing the trail.
- Exploring the safety and design of walking and biking connections from the Donkey Trail to Maupin Grade School and South Wasco High
School.

While these efforts do not constitute a direct contribution to the proposed FLAP project in the sense of a local match, they will absolutely
inform the design, constraints, and build additional support for the proposed improvements.

How does the project relate to the following evaluation criteria?

1. SAFETY

Improvement of the Transportation Network for the safety of its users.

a) How would the proposed project improve unsafe conditions such as crash sites, inadequate sight distance, roadside hazards,
poor vertical/horizontal alignment, hazardous intersections, inadequate lane and shoulders widths, etc?
In the response include how many and what type of crashes have occurred on the project site in the last five years, describe
the basis for your information, include reported accidents and anecdotal information. Provide maps showing accidents

locations.
b) How does the proposed project address potentially unsafe locations other than crash sites identified above, such as locations

where recreational use may create traffic conflicts?
c) How does the project address safety for a wide range of users (freight, destination motorists, touring motorists, bicyclists,

pedestrians, public transportation)?

a) This project would improve unsafe conditions along OR 197 and Bakeoven Rd by removing pedestrians from the highway and County
road, which has minimal shoulders, and providing pedestrian facilities for non-motorized use.

There have been 5 reported crashes on OR 197 and Bakeoven Rd within the most recent five years of crash data (2011-2015), including 3
non-fatal injuries:

-2011: 2 crashes (2 fixed object crashes)

-2012: 0 crashes

-2013: 1 crashes (1 fixed object crash)

-2014: 2 crashes (2 fixed object crashes)

-2015: 0 crashes

Crash locations and types are shown in the attached crash map.

b) The project addresses unsafe locations where recreation use creates traffic conflicts with local and through traffic by providing
pedestrians with a safe alternative to traveling on OR 197 and Bakeoven Rd. This is especially important in the case of the Donkey Trail
connecting the Heights to Downtown Maupin, because there are no shoulders and visibility around curves is poor on this section of
highway. The intersection of Bakeoven & OR 197 is another location that will be improved with this project. The intersection is currently
difficult for pedestrians to navigate through, and will be improved with a more formalized crossing treatment.

¢) The project improves safety for a wide range of users because pedestrians will no longer face potential conflicts with freight,
destination, and touring traffic on OR 197 and on Bakeoven Rd.

2. PRESERVATION

Improvement of the transportation infrastructure for economy of operation and maintenance.

a) If the proposal includes a bridge, what is the National Bridge Inventory System (NBIS) bridge rating? How will the project
extend the service life of the bridge and/or improve the NBIS bridge rating? Would the proposal increase the NBIS rating
above Poor (a "Poor" rating is equivalent to "Structurally Deficient" rating starting in 2018).

b) What is the current condition of the existing surfacing? If the surfacing is pavement, what is the Pavement Condition Index
(PCI)? If the surface is gravel, what is the PASER rating? How would the project improve the surface condition?

c) Istheroad included in a surface management system?

d) How will this project reduce maintenance or operating costs?

N/A
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3. RECREATION AND ECONOMIC

Development and utilization of the Federal Land and its resources. (Show on map)

a) Describe any high use Federal recreation sites or Federal economic generators (as determined by the Federal Land Manager)
that are accessed by this project. How many visitors access/use the site annually? How does the project enhance access to
these sites?

b) Which Federal Lands are accessed by this project? How many acres of Federal Land are accessed by the project? If multiple
Federal Lands are accessed, itemize acreage by agency

¢) How will the proposed project improve the transportation network to support the community's economic goals/needs or
meet the needs identified in the National Scenic Byway management plan?

a) BLM: ARE THERE ANY 'HIGH USE FEDERAL RECREATION SITES OR FEDERAL ECONOMIC GENERATORS" AS DETERMINED BY BLM? DOES
BLM KNOW HOW MANY VISITORS ACCESS/USE THE SITE ANNUALLY?

b) The Federal Lands accessed by this project are BLM public lands along the Lower Deschutes River. There are approximately 4,500 acres
of BLM public land in the project vicinity (river adjacent, within eight miles up- and downstream of the proposed improvements),
including over 35 acres of dedicated BLM day use and campground sites along the Deschutes River Access Roads. These include Oasis
Campground, Grey Eagle Day Use Area, Blue Hole Campground, Lower Blue Hole Day Use Area, Oak Springs Campground, Surf City Day
Use Area, White River Campground, Sandy Beach Day Use Area, Buckhollow Day Use Area, Wapinitia Campground, Harpham Flat
Campground, Long Bend Campground, Devils Canyon Campground, Nena Creek Campground, and Locked Gate Day Use Area.

¢) The proposed improvements will improve the transportation network that connects Maupin with federal and local recreation areas by
providing safe and comfortable pedestrian connections throughout the area. Maupin's Local Street Network Plan specifically identifies the
challenge of walking between these areas, stating: "There is a problem transporting foot traffic from the City Park on the Deschutes River
to the upper commercial core area..It is suggested the City initiate an improvement program to construct a series of sidewalks on the
most logical paths through the City." The proposed improvements represent the most logical - and critical - links for knitting together the
Heights, Downtown, East Maupin, and federal recreation sites along the Deschutes River.

BLM: PLEASE ADD ANY ADDITIONAL THOUGHTS ON HOW THE PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS MIGHT SUPPORT THE AREA'S MANAGEMENT
PLAN AND/OR THE MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE BACK COUNTRY BYWAY.

4., MOBILITY

Continuity of the transportation network serving the Federal Land and its dependent communities.
Mobility of the users of the transportation network and the goods and services provided

a) Identify and list the planning documents directedly related to this project. What is the local or regional priority (high,
medium, low) of the project considering the Federal Land, State or County network? How does this proposal fit within
these plans and what are the consequences to the transportation system of not addressing these needs?

b) Does the proposed project connect to a designated route on the Federal Land Management Agency's FLTP inventory?
Are there any future improvements planned on the designated route?

¢) How would the proposed project address travel impediments on the route (e.g. missing links, travel restrictions, bottlenecks,
size/load limits) to improve the continuity of the transportation network? What work has been completed on adjacent
sections to create route continuity? Is the road the sole access to the area?

d) How would the proposed improvements reduce travel time and congestion, increase comfort, and convenience for the
federal land user?

e) How would the proposed project improve the choices for alternative modes of travel (pedestrian, bike, bus, or rail)? Would
the proposed project make any ADA improvements?

a) The proposed Donkey Trail and pedestrian improvements along OR 197 and Bakeoven Road are identified in the City of Maupin Local
Street Network Plan. The Plan states that, "In-lieu of providing sidewalks on one or both sides of US 197 through town, consideration
should be given to providing pedestrian pathways either in the form of sidewalks, or other type of pathway i.e. paved walkway, or
designated travel paths on adjacent collector and local streets." The proposed Donkey Trail and improvements on OR 197 are identified as
components of the Proposed Pedestrian Path Network in the Local Street Network Plan (Map 6).

b) BLM: DOES THE PROPOSED PROJECT CONNECT TO A DESIGNATED ROUTE ON YOUR FLTP INVENTORY? ARE THERE ANY FUTURE
IMPROVEMENTS PLANNED ON THE DESIGNATED ROUTE?

¢) The proposed improvements address travel impediments by completing a missing link in the pedestrian network, thereby allowing
Maupin residents and visitors to safely and comfortably walk to federal and local recreation sites from the Maupin Heights and Downtown
Maupin. The proposed Donkey Trail would represent the sole route connecting pedestrians from the Heights to Downtown and East
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Maupin (other than walking on the unimproved highway shoulder), and OR 197 and Bakeoven Road are the primary roads accessing the
BLM Access Roads.

d) The proposed improvements would make it easier, safer, and more comfortable to walk between the Heights, Downtown, and East
Maupin. This would reduce the need to drive to the raft/craft launch at City Park, lessen the demand for parking, and ease congestion
along OR 197 and Bakeoven Road.

e) Pedestrians and bicyclists will benefit greatly from the proposed improvements. Through a combination of shared-use path, sidewalk,
and additional pedestrian improvements, the proposed project will make it much easier for residents and visitors to chose to walk or bike
between town and federal recreation areas along the Lower Deschutes River. The proposed improvements are anticipated to be ADA
compliant, including slopes (Donkey Trail) and ramps (sidewalk on OR 197).

5. SUSTAINABILITY AND ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Protection and enhancement of the rural environment associated with the Federal Lands and its
resources.

Note: It is assumed all projects will be constructed in accordance with all environmental regulations.
This scoring is for projects which enhance environmental goals.

If applicable, describe how the project:

a) Contributes to the environmental goals and objectives of the Federal Land Management Agency and/or other
applicable land management plans.

b) Enhances wildlife connectivity, wildlife habitat and/or aquatic organism passage.

c) Enhances water quality, riparian and/or wetland function.

d) Uses design, materials or techniques that would exceed the minimum environmental requirements and/or
mitigates an existing environmental problem.

e) Promotes sustainable practices (e.g. reduces greenhouse gas or vehicle miles traveled).

a) BLM: PLEASE COMMENT ON HOW THE PROJECT CONTRIBUTES TO THE BLM'S GOALS/OBJECTIVES AND/OR LAND MANAGEMENT PLANS.

b) The proposed improvements are not anticipated to have any significant impacts on wildlife connectivity, habitat, and/or aquatic
organism passage. To the extent that the improvements reduce automobile trips, this could in theory result in fewer wildlife collisions.

¢) The proposed improvements are not anticipated to have any significant impacts on water quality, riparian, and/or wetland function.
d) N/A
e) The proposed improvements are anticipated to reduce reliance on driving by making it easier to walk and bicycle to federal and local

recreation areas. Doing so will modestly reduce greenhouse gas emissions from automobiles and modestly decrease VMT for residents
and visitors.

6. READINESS AND SUPPORT

Project readiness, local support, financial support, capacity and project delivery

a) List project support, describe how funding this proposal fits with agency priorities and describe the previous federal
investment, if known.

b) Describe the applicant's share of project costs, type of funds, availability of funds and certainty of funds.

c) Describe the project readiness, and the preferred project delivery schedule (with the knowledge that construction
funding for project will be programmed for 2022 and 2023).

a) OR 197: Maupin to BLM Access Improvements is supported by the City of Maupin, Wasco County, the Oregon Department of
Transportation, and the Bureau of Land Management. The proposed improvements are consistent with ODOT's desire to provide multi-
modal connections along and across the state highway system, and leverage additional but related efforts being undertaken by the City of
Maupin via the TGM program.

b) The required 10.27% local match for this project is $70,336.00, which will be contributed by ODOT Region 4. These funds will be
programmed by ODOT Region 4 should the proposed project be funded.

¢) The proposed project is in its concept phase, but ample time exists between now and the program years during which to solidify design
details and finalize the specific desired improvements (particularly those along Bakeoven Rd and at the intersection of Bakeoven Rd &
Deschutes River Access Rd). Moreover, the City's upcoming TGM efforts will greatly aid in determining the desired alignment and uses for
the proposed Donkey Trail, which is the most significant proposed ROW acquisition.

ODOT proposes the following project schedule:
- PE: 2022
-ROW: 2022-2023
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2018 Oregon Federal Lands Access Program
JOINT ENDORSEMENT - This project is supported and endorsed by

(add agency endorsements as needed)

Project Name |OR 197: Maupin to BLM Access Improvements

Federal Land Agency (ies) |Bureau of Land Management

Federal Land Unit Manager's Name

Title

Electronic Signature

Date

Email Address

Telephone

Point of Contact

Title

Email Address

Telephone

State, County, Local, or Tribal

Government Wasco County

Agency Official's Name

Title | County Commissioner

Electronic Signature

Date

Email Address

Telephone

Point of Contact | Arthur Smith

Title | Wasco County, Director of Public Works

Email Address |arthurs@co.wasco.or.us

Telephone |(541) 980-0487

***Signatures (electronic signatures are acceptable) are required for BOTH the Federal Land Management Agency being accessed and the State, County, Local or
Tribal Government.




BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

511 Washington St, Ste. 101 ¢ The Dalles, OR 97058
p: [541] 506-2520 ¢ f:[541] 506-2551 ¢ www.Cc0.wasco0.0r.us

Pioneering pathways to prosperity.

Western Federal Lands Highway Division
610 E. Fifth Street
Vancouver, WA 98661
April 4, 2018
RE: Letter of Support for OR 197: Maupin to BLM Access Improvements

To Whom It May Concern:

Wasco County is pleased to submit this letter in support of the joint Bureau of Land Management-ODOT
proposal for Federal Lands Access Program (FLAP) funding for the OR 197: Maupin to BLM Access
Improvements Project.

OR 197 and Bakeoven Road provide great driving access to popular recreation areas along the Deschutes
River in and near Maupin, including the Lower Deschutes River Back Country Byway, Sherar’s Falls Scenic
Bikeway, Maupin City Park, and over a dozen BLM campgrounds and day use areas along the Deschutes
River. Unfortunately, the absence of pedestrian facilities on OR 197 and Bakeoven Road makes it difficult
to access these recreation areas without driving, and the lack of parking options can make arriving by car
challenging, as well.

This project will connect residents and visitors in the Maupin Heights, Downtown Maupin, and East
Maupin with federal and local recreation areas along the Deschutes River. The proposed improvements
on OR 197 and Bakeoven Road will make it safer, easier, and more comfortable to walk, bicycle, and drive
on these roads and adjacent paths, providing access to recreation for a variety of uses and users.

Wasco County is pleased to support this joint BLM-ODOT proposal, and strongly urges your consideration
of their application.

Sincerely,
Wasco County Board of Commissioners

Steven D. Kramer, Commissioner Chair

Scott C. Hege, Commission Vice-Chair

Rod L. Runyon, County Commissioner

CC: Bob Bryant, ODOT, Region 4 Manager
Dennis Teitzel, Bureau of Land Management, Prineville District Manager
Jeff Kitchens, Bureau of Land Management, Deschutes Resource Area Field Manager
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MEMORANDUM
Wasco County Sheriff’'s Office
Emergency Management Division

Date: March 22", 2018
To: Wasco County Board of Commissioners
From: Juston Huffman

Emergency Manager

SUBJECT: SURPLUS OF EQUIPMENT

It is requested that the Board of Commissioners approve the surplus of the
following equipment from the Wasco County Sheriff's Office inventory:

Item Description Serial Number WC Property Tag
Number
Icom IC-2720H Ham 0511079 101818
Radio
Icom IC-2720H Ham 0510980 101844
Radio
Icom IC-2720H Ham 0511076 None
Radio
Icom IC-2720H Ham 0510997 101817
Radio
Icom IC-208H Ham 0505939 101843
Radio
4 ea. TigerTronic None None
SignalLinks Model SL-1+
AEA PK-12 Packet 1873 None
Controller

The Wasco County Sheriff's Office and Wasco County Amateur Radio Service
have indicated that this equipment is no longer utilized and request for the
inventory to be surplussed.

Historically once items have been deemed worthy of surplus status, the Sheriff’'s
Office “donates” the equipment to a volunteer group (within the Sheriff’'s Office).
In this case, WARS will be the recipient of the equipment and will use funds from
the sale of the equipment to purchase new equipment for the “Radio Room” at
the Emergency operations center, repeater sites etc.




IN THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE STATE OF OREGON

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASCO

IN THE MATTER OF SURPLUSSING EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT EQUIPMENT

ORDER #18-007

NOW ON THIS DAY, the above-entitled matter having come on regularly for consideration, said day being
one duly set in term for the transaction of public business and a majority of the Board of Commissioners

being present; and
IT APPEARING TO THE BOARD: That the equipment listed below is no longer in use; and

IT FURTHER APPEARING TO THE BOARD: That the County has no other practical use for said equipment.

Item Description Serial Number WC Property Tag Number

Icom IC-2720H Ham Radio 0511079 101818

Icom IC-2720H Ham Radio 0510980 101844

Icom IC-2720H Ham Radio 0511076 None

Icom IC-2720H Ham Radio 0510997 101817

Icom IC-208H Ham Radio 0505939 101843

4 ea. TigerTronic SignalLinks None None

Model SL-1+

AEA PK-12 Packet Controller 1873 None

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: That the above listed equipment will be considered surplus
and disposed of by the Wasco County Emergency Manager in accordance with state laws governing the

disposition of property.

DATED this 4th day of April, 2018.

APPROVED AS TO FORM: WASCO COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS:

Kristen Campbell, County Counsel Steven D. Kramer, Commission Chair

Scott C. Hege, Vice Chair

Rod L. Runyon, County Commissioner
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e

ASCD
COUNTY

MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: CAFFA Grant (County Assessment Function Funding Assistance Grant)

TO: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

FROM: JILL AMERY

DATE: 3/26/2018

BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

The County Assessment Function Funding Assistance Program is an annual funding
program through the Oregon Department of Revenue that assists Counties financially
to carry out their statutory duties of valuation and tax collection on behalf of our
taxing districts.

CAFFA History

In the 1980’s Counties could not maintain RMV, could not maintain minimum service
levels and the then mandated six year appraisal cycle could not be maintained. The
property tax system was in jeopardy of disintegration. HB 2338 was enacted creating
the CAFFA grant in 1989 to provide additional funding for approved A & T programs by
increasing delinquent interest and recording fees.

Functional areas of approved A & T expenditures are as follows:
e Assessment administration
® Assessment valuation
¢ Clerk/Board of Property Tax Appeals (BOPTA)
e Tax collection and distribution
e Cartography and GIS Administration
¢ A & T data processing
The request before you is our FY 2018-19 funding request.

Thank you.

MEMO: MID-COLUMBIA HOUSING AUTHORITY BOD APPOINTMENT | 11-19-17



(—\o REGON Form1
DEPARTMENT Grant Application Staffing

"OF REVENUE

County

A.

WASCO

Assessment administration

AsSessor, deputy, EtC. i

Assmt. support staff, deed clerks and data entry staff
Total assessment administration staff ..............

. Valuation and appraisal staff

Chief appraisers/appraiser SUDErviSor .......ccccrenn.
[WT-To l=T o] oLz 1T= ! - TSP RSP
Residential appraiSers.....c.cccovvevvniicicncnnnncecinnnn
Commercial/industrial appraisers .......ccccovevvvecnrenns
Farm/forest/rural appraisers.......covivvicinniivecnnnen
Manufactured structure/floating structure appraisers
Personal property appraiSers. ..o eirnneceinnns
Personal property ClerkS. ... e eccmenniiiinnennecneenens
Sales data analyst........cmmeemic e
Data gatherers and appraisal teChS .....oveecomnecvcciinnnn
Total valuation and appraisal staff ................cce...

. Board of Property Tax Appeals (BoPTA)

. Tax collection and distribution administration

Administration, deputy, efC.....ccooieiiiiiiiiicccncnn
Support and collection ......c.vvcmrecicinirinnnerisen s
Tax distribution ...eeccecii e
Foreclosure and garnishment........ccccommineennncennn

Total tax collection and distribution .................

. Cartography and GIS administration

Cartographic/GIS SUPErviSOr.......ccooriivccnimnerecrnenns
Leadcartographers .. rniicccnneeeeccnnes
CartographierS. i it e e
GIS SPECIaliStS..ciiiirerriiiricirrreeecr e serer e eieenee

Total cartographic and GIS staff ........cccoccveene

Dedicated IT services for A&T

. Total assessment and taxation staffing

2018-2019
Column 1 Column 2 Column 3
Approved FTE Budgeted FTE Change
current year coming year (Column 2

(2017-18) (2018-19) less Column 1)
0.60 0.60 0.00
2.30 2.15 (0.15)
2.90 2.75 (0.15)
0.85 0.95 0.10
0.00 0.00 0.00
2.25 2.20 (0.05)
0.10 0.25 0.15
0.65 0.60 (0.05)
0.20 0.20 0.00
0.00 0.50 0.50
0.75 0.25 (0.50)
0.15 0.15 0.00
1.00 0.00 (1.00)
5.95 5.10 (0.85)
0.24 0.24 0.00
0.50 0.50 0.00
1.88 1.88 0.00
0.53 0.53 0.00
0.09 0.09 0.00
3.00 3.00 0.00
0.40 0.40 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00
0.20 0.20 0.00
0.60 0.60 0.00
0.95 0.95 0.00

13.64 12.64 (1.00)




(—\o o Form 2 2018-2019
e TN Explanation of Staffing Issues

County WASCO

In this section, explain any difference between approved staffing for the current year and staffing
for the budgeted year. Explain why any funded positions were unfilled for the current year. Use this
form to describe the intended use of nonpermanent workers (temporary help, project temporaries,
and contractors) by A&T function, along with their cost. Note any special or unique aspects regarding
who accomplishes the work and how they accomplish it related to Forms 4, 5, and 6. For example, if
you use staff to perform personal property functions, other than those reported on Form 1, Section
B, note that here and include the FTE.

Completion of data conversion into the new ProVal Valuation Program allowed us to cost all data for
the first time in ProVal for the 2017-18 Roll turn. This was a major accomplishment. Roll turn was
successful with no major issues.

We were unable to fill the seasonal appraisal position for this past year. Securing licensed appraisers
in this area is beyond difficult. However with steadfast determination we were able to complete
conversion and begin reappraisal without this position. We completed reappraisal of 616 accounts in
South Wasco County summer of 2017 and we are on track for 1,025 accounts this summer again in
rural South County. With conversion complete, reappraisal and clean up work becomes the priority.
Many areas have not been reappraised in 20-25 years.

Staffing is shifting to meet our current needs. We are not asking for seasonal appraisal assistance this
year due to the completion of data conversion and lack of licensed appraisal help available. We have
however had our new personal property clerk pass the appraiser exam in October of 2017 and will be
moving into a new Appraiser I position, while eliminating an Office Specialist Il position. We have
been able to implement some efficiencies and make changes that allow us to put resources where they
are most needed. Part of the efficiency is having our Tax Deputy and Office Specialist 1 assist in the
data entry of Personal Property returns during their down time. The efficiencies implemented over
the past year has cut our processing time down to 1/3 of what the past years saw. This allows us
more time to focus on valuation data.

Assessment & Tax continues to work closely with GIS and Survey on the Wasco County Remapping
Project to improve the integrity of our data. We are one year into a 4 to 5 year project and things are
moving along successfully.

This years FTE is down 1 as a result of the seasonal appraisal position not being asked for this year.
Our current staff is focused on our priorities of acquiring more current data and the overall integrity
of the data.




(—\O o Form 3 2018-2019
DEPARTMENT General Comments

Yoo REVENUE

County WASCO

Use this form to describe any issue in your budget that needs further clarification. Examples include
significant changes on Form 7, purchase of a new data processing system, salary increases, new
car purchases, personnel services, costs for mapping, etc. You can also use this form to document any
miscellaneous comments about this grant application.

As we launch into a phase of stabilization within the department of Assessment & Tax, our rebuilt
team continues to focus on the integrity of our data and how we can improve access to the data, With
valuation conversion complete, reappraisal and clean up of data is our priority. We are focusing our
resources with renewed energy.

We are gaining efficiencies on the tax side rather quickly the last few years. Presentation of our tax
data was launched to the public through our new Ascend Web tax lookup system in late 2017.
Lockbox payment processing continues to be an invaluable efficiency in our timely processing and
depositing of tax dollars.

We are in our second year of the Remapping Project that will update and refine our map system. This
will be an ongoing project for another 4 or 5 years. This technology along with others will continue to
play a large roll in the identification of properties in Wasco County to carry out our statutory duties of
assessment and taxation.

All of these milestones are allowing us to focus on how we can better serve the customers of Wasco
County. We are committed to continued focus on providing quality data to our customers in new and
innovative ways.




(\O o Form 4 2018-2019
DEPARTMENT Valuation and Appraisal

.'OF REVENUE

Resources
Number of accounts Number of FTE
County WASCO by activity by activity
Actual Estimated Actual Estimated
Activities (2017-18)  (2018-19)  (2017-18)  (2018-19)

1. Real property exceptions, special assessments
and exemptions

New ConstruCtion........cccoiicrnieen e 1,029 1,200 1.38 175
ZONE ChaNGES .ee et ccniririie e erreesevrarseen e srarrene s 0 0 0.01 0.01
Subdivisions, segregations, and consolidations.. 104 75 0.02 0.02
Omitted Properties i 0 2 0.01 0.01
Special assessment gualification and disqualification 30 25 045 0.20
EXEMPONS ..ot e 2 20 0.10 0.10
SUDEOAL. v v rese e eese et esn e 1,165 1,322 1.97 2.09

2. Appeals and assessor review
Assessor review and stipulations.......ccccceeeeeivnen 30 45 0.10 0.10
=10] = OO 7 15 0.10 0.09
Department Of REVENUE. ......cvveveeerrereeererrermeneeeaeon. 0 2 0.02 0.01
Magistrate Division of the OregonTax Court......... 2 0.01 0.01
Regular Division of the OregonTax Court .............. 0.00 0.00
SUDLOLAL. .. ove e ene e es s 37 64 0.23 0.21

3. Real property valuation

Physical reappraisal.........cccciiiininiieninvssnneen s 611 1,034 2.25 2.00
Recalculation only—no appraisal review................ 15,002 14,586 1.00 0.40
SUBLOaL. ...oiv e 15,613 15,620 3.25 240
4. Business personal property (returns mailed} ...... 1,675 1,700 025 0.20
B. RALO it e s e e e s e ete e e e eneantn 015 0.10
6. Continuing education ............ccoiiiii 0.10 0.10
7. Other valuation—appraisal activity ..............cocoomrci s 0.00 0.00
5.95 5.10

8. Total valuation and appraisal staff (FTE) .......cccoocviiiiviiccinrncnineei




(—\O Ccon Form 5 2018-2019
o TN Tax Collection and Distribution

Work Activity
Number of accounts
County WASCO by activity
Actual Estimated
(2017-18) (2018-19)
1. Number of accounts requiring roll corrections 7
BUSINESS Personal ProPEITY ..o errccirercriscosiriessressesmsessresssrssssssssceranneenssess 5
Personal property manufactured struCtures ..., 0 1
REAI PIOPEMY ..o eeereveeeeseeseesseeeersssesesesess e eessessseseesse e sesssssssnessmssssesssees 43 55
2. Number of accounts requiring a refund
BUSINESS PErsonal ProPeITY e irriiireraniisssrneeeereesmeescrcrsasssessnnnassassens 2 2
Personal property manufactured StTUCLUIES ........oou..veevvereeseesensersesnseeessees 0 0
REA! PIOPEIY «orveeeeeereecsssssessesssesssseessssesesss s essesssssssssses s e ansssssssesssasssssnsanns 85 85
3. Number of delinquent tax notices sent 1
BUSINESS Personal PrOPEITY oo iiiin e cerimme e cciesmsnscisis i ssesss e saiase s 30 125
Personal property manufactured structures .........covcommiivimnnininnncn. 600 600
REAI PIOPEITY cvrveeaeseves s seaereresssessssesesssesesssesessssssessssssansessassssssansssssssssasssarans 1,238 1,200
4. Number of foreclosure accounts processed
Real Property ONMY ....ceciree i e s 33 50
5. Number of accounts issued redemption notices 46
Real Property ONY co ettt e s 50
6. Number of warrants ...........c.cccciriiiiiiniii 105 100
7. Number of garnishments.............cccccoviinci 0 0
8. NUumMber Of SEIZUIreS ......ccoccereii et 0 0
9. Number of bankruptCies. ..ot e 13 15
. 800 800
10. Number of accounts with an address change processed......................
11. How many second trimester statements do you mail? .......................... __ﬂ
12.How many third trimester statements do youmail?..........c......ccocoennee ___2_1£
13.Does the county contract for lock box service?.........cooviiviiinniciiinnnn XlYes [No
14.Does the county use in-house remittance processing? ..........c.ccoceeu.. Yes [INo
15.1s tax collecting combined with another county function? .............. KlYes [INo

If yes, describe that function on Form 2,




(‘\O Cccon Form 6 2018-2019
DEPARTMENT Assessment and Administrative

¥,
@ oF REVENUE Support and Cartography

Work Activity
County WASCO
Assessment and administrative support
work activity

Numbers by activity
Actual Estimated
(2017-18) (2018-19)
1. Number of deeds worked..........ccccovcoiiiniinnii e 1,705 1,755

Cartography work activity

Numbers by activity
Actual Estimated
(2017-18) (2018-19)
1. Number of new tax IotS ..ot e e 36 30
2. Number of lotline adjustments ...........cccooccviiiivciniicic e 7 10
3. Number of consolidations............ccccoovvir v 3 4
4, NUumMber of NEW MapPS ...ttt 29 30
5. Number of tax code boundary changes..........cccccoovceviicivvncneieee 2 1




(_\o AEGon Form 7 2018-2019
DEPARTMENT
gy A TMENT Summary of Expenses
c Q" nty WASCO
A. B. C. D. E. F.
| Assessment Tax Collection Dedicated IT
Current operating expenses Administration| Valuation BOPTA & Distribution | Cartography* | services for A&T Totals
1. Personnel services 208,145 366,110 20,941 180,894 52,878 50,394 879,362
2. Materials and services 11,216 14,501 200 18,851 17,500 131,410 193,678
3. Transportation 1,300 2,000 0 100 0 0 3,400
4. Total current operating expenses 220,661 382,611 21,141 199,845 70,378 181,804 1,076,440
(Total direct expenses)

Indirect expenses

5.
6.

Capital outlay Assessment Tax Collection Data Processing|  regard to
Administrati Valuation BOPTA & Distributi 1 h t(IT, AT limitati
8. Enter the actual capital outiay dministration i 0 istribution | Cartography |Support (IT, AT) imitation
without regard to limitation. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
9. Total direct and indirect expenses (SUM OF NES 4 ANA 7) ....cuceevrurveeerereeeeereeeeeesseeeeessesssessesesssssseesssssssssesssssssessssessessesssasssensnesressnes 1,130,262
10.: Direct and indirect expenses MUHIPHEA DY 0.06 .....ccee o oirieiiceecccinir it es s erseete s es st e stesrsessbae s et et aaeeserseseeessssenseesssesnseesaneesanesresers 67,816
11, The greater Of NG 10 OF $50,000.... .o ieceereeetesereeeeeeeoereeseesessaresasessasssses sasssssssssrsssessensrasassssessaeseseecassssss et st st et ssenssasessnssseeeessersrrasases 67,816
12.. Capital outlay (the 16SSET OF INE 8 OF N 1)t icireie e e eee et e et irseces e ee s e et erersaeareeesa s e es e sennssneereass s eneaaasssean et banarsnesreennarrssesnnen 0
13.| Total expenditures for CAFFA consideration (Sum of liNes 4, 7, @nd 12) ....ccovuierrrereeeccrieceeerie et ceeetre s e see e s e seme e s e aeas st sesseenns 1,130,262

Total direct expenses (line 4)

* Include approved grant funding for ORMAP

If you use the 5 percent method to calculate your indirect expenses, enter 0.05 in this DOX. ...ccoviniereeirminciccriececiirie e e ceeenes
Total indirect expenses (line 5 multiplied by line 6)

BA. If you use a percent amount approved by a federal granting agency to calculate your indirect expenses,

enter that percentage in this box

Total indirect expenses (line 6A multiplied by the direct expense amount for the Category/categories that your certificate aliows)

Total indirect expenses

1,076,440

0.05

53,822

0.00000

0

53,822

Total capital
outlay without




Form 8
Grant Application Resolution

WASCO County is applying to the Department of Revenue to

participate in the County Assessment Function Funding Assessment Program.

This state grant provides funding for counties to help them come into compliance or remain in com-
pliance with ORS 308.232, 308.234, Chapters 309, 310, 311, 312, and other laws requiring equity and

uniformity in the system of property taxation.

WASCO

County has undertaken a self-assessment of its compliance
with the laws and rules that govern the Oregon property tax system. The County is generally in
compliance with ORS308.232, 308.234, Chapters 309, 310, 311, 312, and all requiring equity and

uniformity in the system of property taxation.

WASCO

County agrees to appfopriate budgeted dollars based on

100 percent of the expenditures certified in the grant application. The total expenditure amount for

consideration in the grantis _$1,130,262 . If 100 percent isn't appropriated, no grant shall be

made to the county for each quarter in which the county is out of compliance.

The County designates the following individual as the contact for this grant application.

JILL AMERY (541) 506-2512 NONE jilla@co.wasco.or.us
Name Phone Email
County Approval

By selecting the "I Accept” checkbox, you are signing this Resolution electronically and certifying
the Resolution has been approved by the board. You agree your electronic signature is the legal
equivalent of your manual signature.

oI Accept

Chair/Judge or Appointee Title Sign Date




RACIAL AND ETHNIC IMPACT STATEMENT
This form is used for informational purposes only and must be included with the grant application.

Chapter 600 of the 2013 Oregon Laws require applicants to include with each grant application a racial
and ethnic impact statement. The statement provides information as to the disproportionate or unique
impact the proposed policies or programs may have on minority persons® in the State of Oregon if the
grant is awarded to a corporation or other legal entity other than natural persons.

1. o The proposed grant project policies or programs could have a disproportionate or unique
positive impact on the following minority persons:

Indicate all that apply:

Women

Persons with Disabilities
African-Americans
Hispanics

Asians or Pacific Islanders
American Indians
Alaskan Natives

2. O The proposed grant project policies or programs could have a disproportionate or unique
negative impact on the following minority persons:

Indicate all that apply:

Women

Persons with Disabilities
African-Americans
Hispanics

Asians or Pacific Islanders
American Indians
Alaskan Natives

3. X The proposed grant project policies or programs will have no disproportionate or unique impact
on minority persons.

If you checked numbers 1 or 2 above, on a separate sheet of paper, provide the rationale for the
existence of policies or programs having a disproportionate or unique impact on minority persons in this
state. Further provide evidence of consuitation with representative(s) of the affected minority persons.

| HEREBY CERTIFY on this dayof 0 , 20 , the information contained on this
form and any attachment is complete and accurate to the best of my knowledge.

Printed Name: JILL AMERY

1 "Minority persons” are defined in SB 463 (2013 Regular Session} as women, persons with disabilities (as defined
in ORS 174.107), African-Americans, Hispanics, Asians or Pacific Islanders, American Indians and Alaskan Natives.




Department of Assessment & Taxation 2018-19

Larry Reeder

Chief Appraiser
|
Melanie Brown
Property Appraiser I
I
Brandon Jones
Property Appraiser Il
Shannon Brackenbury
Property Appraiser |
Adam Fourcade
Property Appraiser |

Personal Property

I

Assessor/Tax Collector

Jill Amery

Linda Perkins

Tax Collector Deputy

Julie Stephens
Office Specialist |
Tax Clerk

FTE=10

Marci Beebe

Office Manager ||

Jason Wallace
Office Specialist Il
Deed Clerk
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Wasco County Financial Report — For February 2018

This report covers through January 2018. The information is unaudited at this point and is subject to
adjustments. These reports are created with the intention of aiding management of the County
financially but are not final. The current fiscal year has completed eight (8) months of the year which
means a straight-line assumption of budget execution is 8/12 or 66.7%. This is just a guideline as many
revenues and expenses are not uniform month to month.

Discussion of Revenue
General Fund

e Total Property Taxes are currently $8,321,780 — this is $326K more than last fiscal year at this
time. The increase over last year is still at 3.8%. Current budget execution is 95.1% compared
to 94.8% last year at this time. The current property taxes account for the increase, the prior
year taxes being collected are less than budgeted — currently at a budget execution of 26.9% and
about $16K less than last year at this time. In the budget preparation for next fiscal year, the
budget amount for prior year taxes will be reduced. While the Prior Year is over-estimated, the
Current Year more than makes up for it.

. License Fees and Permits for non-departmental resources are now up by $50K over last year at
this time. This has made an increase of $96K from last month. These revenue lines are on track
to reach the budgeted amount as the current budget execution is 69.3% so just slightly ahead of
the straight-line assumption rate.

e Intergovernmental Revenue — Non-Single Audit is $26K above last year at this time. The current
Intergovernmental Revenue — Single Audit does not have any revenue yet as this is normal.
Typically the revenue comes in around March. This is the same as reported for January.

e Investment Earnings are $57K more than last year and have executed at 249.8% of the budgeted
amount. The current interest rates are higher than years before and the County is benefiting
from the slight rise in interest rates. Investing has given the slight edge over the prior year.
Interest should be budgeted higher next fiscal year.

e There has been no change in transfers as of 2/28/18. No additional Video Poker funds have
come in to be transferred to the General Fund.

e The Information Technology is $14K ahead of last year at this time, this was reported on in the
January report.

e Facilities are $22K ahead of last fiscal year at this time. The budget execution is 71.6%. This
revenue area is doing good for the fiscal year.

e Administration revenue is down as the Pass-Through Grants revenue is $22K less than last FY at
this point. This is partially offset by Veterans Office coming at $11K more than last year. The
overall budget execution rate is 55.5%

e Planning is ahead of last year by $2K overall and only at 60.3% budget execution. This is due to
the License Fees & Permits coming in at 116.2% of budget execution and $47K more than last
fiscal year at this point. This is offset by the National Scenic Area Grant budgeted for FY18



actually being recorded in FY17. If this is taken into consideration, planning is $47K ahead of last
fiscal year.

The District Attorney’s Office is under last year at this time by $26K. This is primarily due to the
change in Child Support Enforcement — this moved out of the County to the State so the County
will not be receiving Child Support Enforcement funds — about $23K. Taking that into account,
the DA’s Office is on track to be comparable to last fiscal year.

Public Works Fund

Closing out the Weed and Pest fund came in at $195K transfer in as addressed in prior reports.
The STP Fund Exchange revenue (part of the Intergovernmental — Non-Single Audit revenue) is
budgeted for $267K, but has not come in yet. It can in last year around January, but has not
arrived in this fiscal year yet.

Charges for Services are at 98.7% budget execution. This is expected to continue. At the
current date, this has resulted in $43K more revenue than last year at this time. At this rate, it
should come in about $20K over budgeted expectations. The driving force is petroleum
products sold.

Weed & Pest revenue has been coming in and in now at a budget execution of 91.0% This area
is definitely on track to meet the budget expectations for revenue.

911 Communications Fund

Projected phone tax is at 51% budget execution. A January disbursement is normal, but did not
happen this January nor in February so Finance is watching for a March disbursement. It has not
happened as of 3/23/18.

Charges from Services have a budget execution of 51.2%. This is primarily due to timing of
payments.

Community Corrections Fund

Client Fees are $20K more than last year as of the end of February — budget execution is 75.3%
vs 63.9% last fiscal year. The amount more than last year did not grow from January — rather it
kept pace at $20K ahead.

Grant revenue as a whole is $40K ahead of last year as of the end of January with a budget
execution of 76.8%. The budget execution has dropped due to a budget change to increase the
revenue for the Justice Reinvestment Program by S67K.

Museum

Current total revenues are $19K less than last year (ignoring the beginning fund balance). But
part of the revenue in FY17 was due to a one-time grant of $35K. This means the Museum is
currently $16K ahead of last year when the grant is taken into consideration. This was only S3K
last month so is growing.



e Admissions and Memberships are at 75.8% and 76.2% budget execution respectively. In
essence, the Museum is about a month ahead on revenue for the fiscal year. That said, the
Admissions are only $250 for the month of February. This may be slightly understated due to
the timing of deposits and recording revenue, but that is at most another $100. Admissions
need to be watch closely as we near the end of the fiscal year.

Reserve Funds

e Several reserve fund have revenues at +100% of budget execution. This is due to the full
transfers for the fiscal year being moved instead of a slower monthly level amount.

e Interest revenue for reserve funds are all over the 100% budget execution rate.

Road Reserve exceeds budget by $14,495

Capital Acquisitions exceeds budget by $6,436

General Operating Reserve exceeds budget by $9,743

Facility Capital Reserve exceeds budget by $8,588

O O O O

Total Interest for reserves exceeds budget by $39,262 and there are 5 more months of
interest to go before year end.

Other Funds

e Only item of note applies to all funds — interest across all funds is $97K above the fully budgeted
amount. It is at a current budget execution of 165.0% and growing. This is $103K more than
last year at this time.

e Nothing significant that has not already been reported.

Discussion of Expense
General Fund

e Most expenses are within the straight-line spending expectation (66.7%)

o Non-departmental expenditures are at 97.4% budget execution due to nearly all the scheduled
transfers begin completed.

e The Prevention Division — Youth Services has been fixed with a budget change and is now on
track to finish the year within budget. The overall budget execution is now 65.2% - same as last
month but with an increased budget and the monthly increased actual expense.

Public Works Fund

e Public Works Materials & Services are at 56.3% of budget execution — last fiscal year was 58.6%
at the same time. The rate is still within the expected straight-line budget execution.

e Public Works does have $175K budgeted in capital with the expectation of purchasing a dump
truck. That does not look to be happening this year due to the market pricing. This means there
is $175K that does not plan on being spent.

Weed and Pest



e This fund was discussed in prior months —the only cost is the transfer out to Public Works fund
to close out this fund.

County Fair Fund

e The County Fair had not had the insurance cost moved to the Fair yet, this was done in
February. The cost had previously been in the General Fund. This was a $S30K cost and now the
Fair is at 91.8% execution. Costs are $32K more than last fiscal year at this point.

e Total revenues to date do exceed the expenses at this point by $5K.

e The largest ongoing issue is the utilities. This was thought that perhaps it was not properly split
with the Park. This is not the issue as Finance researched it. The utilities have been about
$1,000 more per month since November. The reasons look to include leaving the outdoor lights
on and power to keep the office warm. Currently, the office is used as the house is rented out
to someone other than the caretaker. Now, the office is needed to be kept at a useable
temperature. The Fair Board has been discussing this with Finance and this is when these
differences were determined. Lights will be kept off in the off season now. This was the pattern
before, but with the changing staff, it was missed. At this point, | am not convinced this is the
sole cause of the increase. It is being examined further.

e Additionally, nothing has been budgeted for telephone, but is has $1K in expenses to date.

911 Reserve

e This fund has been fully expended. Budget execution is at 100%. This was the intended result of
making up the funding shortage in the 911 Communications Fund and payment on the new
Harris consoles.

All Other Funds

e Transfers have been completed and this has thrown off the budget execution rate in the reserve
in several funds overall.
¢ Nothing else to note.

Summary

Overall, Personnel costs across all funds are at 64.0% of budget execution. Due to some timing quirk an
the posting date for payroll entries in FY17. This resulted in 3 pay-periods posting to March and one to
February. An adjustment has been done to the statements. The same issue occurs in FY18 and has
been adjusted on the statements. However, since the adjustment was done on paper, it was an
estimate. | believe the adjustment may be off by about 2%-3% across all funds or about $250K
understated. The timing issue has been examined and discussed with staff and the system has been
address to prevent this from happening again. It is just a timing issue and will be entirely cleared up
with the March reporting which you will receive at the April 18" BOCC meeting.



Materials & Services across all funds is at 60.5% budget execution to date. Now this is $64K less than
last year at this date.

Capital Outlay is $236K more than last fiscal year at this point. Current Capital Outlay major items are
the new building ($274K) and paying for the new 911 Consoles ($310K). Additionally, the CDBG fund
expended $29K towards capital outlay. This is unchanged from the December report.

Transfers across the organization balance — transfers in equal transfers out. 94.3% of the transfer
budgets have been executed. Remaining transfers are on pace to be completed except the $75K from
Forest Health Fund. This transfer only occurs if there are reimbursable expenses incurred. So far there
have been none.



Wasco County Monthly Report
General Fund Revenue - February 2018

Filters
Fd 101
Cat (Multiple Items)
Data
Current
Year Prior Year Yearto
Current Actual Prior Year Actual Budget Budget Year% Current Year-
Account Current Budget YTD YTD Executed Executed Change Prior Year
Revenue
GENERAL FUND
NON-DEPARTMENTAL RESOURCES-R
GENERAL FUND RESOURCES-R
PROPERTY TAXES-R
CURRENT TAXES 8,350,000 8,321,780 7,995,548 99.7% 98.0% 4.1% 326,231.82
PRIOR YEARS TAXES 510,966 137,636 153,783 26.9% 35.2% -10.5% (16,147.67)
PILT 30,000 - - 0.0% #DIV/0! #DIV/0! -
PROPERTY TAXES-R Total 8,890,966 8,459,415 8,149,331 95.1% 94.8% 3.8% 310,084.15
LICENSES FEES & PERMITS-R 985,548 683,236 633,202 69.3% 72.2% 7.9% 50,034.23
INTERGOV'T REV - NON SINGLE AUDIT-R 516,850 409,797 384,143 79.3% 72.7% 6.7% 25,654.40
INTERGOV'T REV - SINGLE AUDIT-R 3,200 - - 0.0% 0.0% #DIV/0! -
INVESTMENT EARNINGS-R 40,200 100,425 43,465 249.8% 135.0% 131.0% 56,959.54
RENTS-R 10,135 8,867 1,344 87.5% 100.7% 559.9% 7,522.96
MISCELLANEOUS-R 141,501 146,021 119,685 103.2% 89.1% 22.0% 26,336.06
TRANSFERS IN-R 664,300 454,127 988,588 68.4% 63.9% -54.1% (534,461.32)
GENERAL FUND RESOURCES-R Total 11,252,700 10,261,888 10,319,758 91.2% 88.0% -0.6% (57,869.98)
NON-DEPARTMENTAL RESOURCES-R Total 11,252,700 10,261,888 10,319,758 91.2% 88.0% -0.6% (57,869.98)
ASSESSMENT & TAXATION-R 20,800 27,283 25,659 131.2% 146.2% 6.3% 1,623.53
COUNTY CLERK-R
COUNTY CLERK-R 125,850 109,312 110,020 86.9% 87.6% -0.6% (708.75)
ELECTIONS-R 8,350 2,689 4,112 32.2% 45.2% -34.6% (1,422.30)
COUNTY CLERK-R Total 134,200 112,001 114,132 83.5% 84.7% -1.9% (2,131.05)
SHERIFF-R
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT-R 58,965 40,167 31,309 68.1% 28.3% 28.3% 8,858.21
MARINE PATROL-R 55,828 54,946 26,226 98.4% 50.3% 109.5% 28,719.36

GF Revenue
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Account
LAW ENFORCEMENT-R
SHERIFF-R Total

ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES-R
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY-R
EMPLOYEE & ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES-R
FACILITIES-R

ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES-R Total

ADMINISTRATION-R

DISTRICT ATTORNEY-R

PLANNING-R

PUBLIC WORKS-R
SURVEYOR-R
WATERMASTER-R

PUBLIC WORKS-R Total

PREVENTION DIVISION-R

GENERAL FUND Total

Revenue Total

GF Revenue

Wasco County Monthly Report
General Fund Revenue - February 2018

Current Budget
228,010
342,803

107,250

3,650
243,349
354,249
279,850
229,943
192,272

12,200
1,865
14,065
42,300
12,863,182

12,863,182

Current Actual

YTD
154,227
249,339

91,250
5,195
174,231
270,675
155,288
95,292
115,882

12,275

12,275
24,029
11,323,953

11,323,953

Prior Year Actual

YTD
142,301
199,836

76,891
4,016
152,297
233,204
169,848
121,155
113,417

19,275
1,865
21,140
34,727
11,352,877

11,352,877

Current
Year Prior Year Year to
Budget Budget Year%
Executed Executed Change
67.6% 50.2% 8.4%
72.7% 44.8% 24.8%
85.1% 72.4% 18.7%
142.3% 151.5% 29.4%
71.6% 52.6% 14.4%
76.4% 58.5% 16.1%
55.5% 57.7% -8.6%
41.4% 69.5% -21.3%
60.3% 77.6% 2.2%
100.6% 135.7% -36.3%
0.0% 100.0% -100.0%
87.3% 131.6% -41.9%
56.8% 80.2% -30.8%
88.0% 84.8% -0.3%
88.0% 84.8% -0.3%

Current Year -
Prior Year
11,925.67
49,503.24

14,358.06
1,178.83
21,933.55
37,470.44
(14,559.57)

(25,862.82)
2,464.70

(7,000.00)
(1,865.00)
(8,865.00)
(10,697.75)
(28,924.26)

(28,924.26)
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Wasco County Monthly Report

= General Fund - Expenditures - February 2018
Filters
Fd 101
Cat (Multiple Items)
Data
Current Prior
Year Year Yearto
Current Actual Prior Year Budget Budget Year%  Current Year -
Account Current Budget YTD Actual YTD  Executed Executed Change Prior Year
Expense
GENERAL FUND
ASSESSMENT & TAXATION-E 764,985 504,515 503,416 66.0% 59.0% 0.2% 1,099.42
COUNTY CLERK-E
COUNTY CLERK-E 219,022 149,644 152,297 68.3% 67.0% -1.7% (2,652.90)
ELECTIONS-E 102,999 50,566 84,294 49.1% 71.7% -40.0% (33,727.48)
COUNTY CLERK-E Total 322,021 200,211 236,591 62.2% 68.6% -15.4% (36,380.38)
SHERIFF-E
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT-E 137,115 59,046 102,805 43.1% 73.5% -42.6% (43,758.77)
MARINE PATROL-E 56,694 24,969 28,152 44.0% 55.9% -11.3% (3,182.73)
LAW ENFORCEMENT-E 2,186,464 1,398,153 1,399,802 63.9% 65.3% -0.1% (1,648.81)
SHERIFF-E Total 2,380,273 1,482,168 1,530,758 62.3% 65.6% -3.2% (48,590.30)
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES-E
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY-E 998,708 591,777 549,437 59.3% 58.4% 7.7% 42,340.76
COUNTY COMMISSION-E 206,989 137,690 136,847 66.5% 69.1% 0.6% 843.26
EMPLOYEE & ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES-E 892,779 547,581 552,175 61.3% 61.0% -0.8% (4,593.82)
FACILITIES-E 914,088 419,252 479,441 45.9% 50.3% -12.6% (60,189.76)
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES-E Total 3,012,564 1,696,301 1,717,900 56.3% 57.3% -1.3% (21,599.56)
ADMINISTRATION-E
ADMINISTRATION-E 715,800 371,371 475,907 51.9% 52.8% -22.0% (104,535.83)
PASS-THROUGH GRANTS-E 171,885 85,680 116,439 49.8% 62.6% -26.4% (30,758.91)
NORCOR-E 1,469,748 972,162 1,449,337 66.1% 74.6% -32.9% (477,175.08)
VETERANS-E 152,070 94,815 100,693 62.3% 69.3% -5.8% (5,878.22)
SPECIAL PAYMENTS-E 433,685 279,728 281,040 64.5% 69.0% -0.5% (1,312.44)
ADMINISTRATION-E Total 2,943,188 1,803,756 2,423,416 61.3% 67.6% -25.6% (619,660.48)
DISTRICT ATTORNEY-E 700,904 400,694 386,870 57.2% 67.1% 3.6% 13,824.20
PLANNING-E 752,362 423,405 463,403 56.3% 61.1% -8.6% (39,997.67)
PUBLIC WORKS-E 50,242 27,956 42,297 55.6% 62.6% -33.9% (14,341.21)

GF Expenditure
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GF Expenditure

Wasco County Monthly Report

WiAEOD
e General Fund - Expenditures - February 2018
Current Prior
Year Year Yearto
Current Actual Prior Year Budget Budget Year%
Account Current Budget YTD Actual YTD  Executed Executed Change
PREVENTION DIVISION-E 618,723 403,315 378,216 65.2% 70.8% 6.6%
NON-DEPARTMENTAL EXPENDITURES-E
GENERAL FUND EXPENDITURES-E
TRANSFERS OUT-E
TRANSFER TO 911 COMMUNICATIONS FUND 183,987 122,658 160,775 66.7% 61.6% -23.7%
TRANSFER TO CAP ACQUISITION FUND 700,000 700,000 600,000 100.0% 66.7% 16.7%
TRANSFER TO COUNTY FAIR FUND 29,000 29,000 19,333 100.0% 66.7%  50.0%
TRANSFER TO FACILITIES CAPITAL REPLACEME 700,000 700,000 600,000 100.0% 66.7% 16.7%
TRANSFER TO OPERATING RESERVE 700,000 700,000 533,333 100.0% 66.7% 31.2%
TRANSFERS TO MUSEUM FUND 17,500 17,500 11,667 100.0% 66.7% 50.0%
TRANSFERS OUT-E Total 2,330,487 2,269,158 1,925,108 97.4% 66.2% 17.9%
GENERAL FUND EXPENDITURES-E Total 2,330,487 2,269,158 1,925,108 97.4% 66.2% 17.9%
NON-DEPARTMENTAL EXPENDITURES-E Total 2,330,487 2,269,158 1,925,108 97.4% 66.2% 17.9%
GENERAL FUND Total 13,875,749 9,211,479 9,607,975 66.4% 64.2% -4.1%
Expense Total 13,875,749 9,211,479 9,607,975 66.4% 64.2% -4.1%

Current Year -

Prior Year
25,099.49

(38,116.64)
100,000.00
9,666.64
100,000.00
166,666.64
5,833.36
344,050.00
344,050.00
344,050.00
(396,496.49)

(396,496.49)
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Wasco County Monthly Report
Public Works - Revenue Expense - February 2018

Filters
Fd 202
Cat (Multiple Items)
Data
Current
Year Prior Year Yearto
Current Actual Prior Year Budget Budget Year % Current Year - Prior
Account Current Budget YTD Actual YTD  Executed Executed Change Year
Revenue
PUBLIC WORKS FUND
NON-DEPARTMENTAL RESOURCES-R
PUBLC WORKS RESOURCES-R
INVESTMENT EARNINGS-R 35,000 21,155 29,608 60.4% 125.5% -28.6% (8,453.00)
TRANSFERS IN-R 220,495 194,658 - 88.3% #DIV/0! #DIV/0! 194,657.55
INTERNAL SERVICES-R 3,180 2,120 2,120 66.7% 66.7% 0.0% -
PUBLC WORKS RESOURCES-R Total 258,675 217,932 31,728 84.2% 118.5% 586.9% 186,204.55
NON-DEPARTMENTAL RESOURCES-R Total 258,675 217,932 31,728 84.2% 118.5% 586.9% 186,204.55
PUBLIC WORKS-R
PUBLIC WORKS-R
LICENSES FEES & PERMITS-R 8,500 8,028 6,231 94.5% 62.3% 28.8% 1,797.50
INTERGOV'T REV - NON SINGLE AUDIT-R 2,291,519 1,142,755 1,500,457 49.9% 63.3% -23.8% (357,702.13)
INTERGOV'T REV - SINGLE AUDIT-R 122,768 174 550 0.1% 0.5% -68.3% (375.36)
MISCELLANEOUS-R 1,000 11,823 21,517 1182.3% 2151.7% -45.1% (9,693.73)
SALE OF FIXED ASSETS-R 10,000 401 - 4.0% 0.0% #DIV/0! 401.25
CHARGES FOR SERVICES-R 160,000 157,993 114,830 98.7% 58.6% 37.6% 43,162.80
PUBLIC WORKS-R Total 2,593,787 1,321,175 1,643,585 50.9% 61.1% -19.6% (322,409.67)
WEED & PEST-R
CHARGES FOR SERVICES-R 220,000 200,104 - 91.0% #DIV/0! #DIV/0! 200,103.97
WEED & PEST-R Total 220,000 200,104 - 91.0% #DIV/0! #DIV/0! 200,103.97
PUBLIC WORKS-R Total 2,813,787 1,521,279 1,643,585 54.1% 61.1% -7.4% (122,305.70)
PUBLIC WORKS FUND Total 3,072,462 1,739,211 1,675,313 56.6% 61.7% 3.8% 63,898.85
Revenue Total 3,072,462 1,739,211 1,675,313 56.6% 61.7% 3.8% 63,898.85
Expense
PUBLIC WORKS FUND
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Wasco County Monthly Report
Public Works - Revenue Expense - February 2018

Current
Year Prior Year Yearto
Current Actual Prior Year Budget Budget Year % Current Year - Prior
Account Current Budget YTD Actual YTD  Executed Executed Change Year
PUBLIC WORKS-E
PUBLIC WORKS-E
PERSONAL SERVICES-E 1,873,929 1,133,651 1,143,598 60.5% 70.4% -0.9% (9,946.66)
MATERIALS & SERVICES-E 1,247,740 754,269 723,635 60.5% 54.3% 4.2% 30,633.84
CAPITAL OUTLAY-E 235,000 7,659 - 3.3% 0.0% #DIV/0! 7,659.00
PUBLIC WORKS-E Total 3,356,669 1,895,579 1,867,233 56.5% 58.6% 1.5% 28,346.18
WEED & PEST-E

PERSONAL SERVICES-E 98,236 71,388 - 72.7%  #DIV/0! #DIV/0! 71,388.08
MATERIALS & SERVICES-E 158,400 81,753 - 51.6% #DIV/0! #DIV/0! 81,752.79

CAPITAL OUTLAY-E 25,000 - - 0.0% #DIV/0! #DIV/0! -
WEED & PEST-E Total 281,636 153,141 - 54.4% #DIV/0! #DIV/0! 153,140.87
PUBLIC WORKS-E Total 3,638,305 2,048,720 1,867,233 56.3% 58.6% 9.7% 181,487.05

NON-DEPARTMENTAL EXPENDITURES-E

PUBLIC WORKS EXPENDITURES-E 2,000,000 2,000,000 - 100.0% #DIV/0! #DIV/0! 2,000,000.00
NON-DEPARTMENTAL EXPENDITURES-E Total 2,000,000 2,000,000 - 100.0% #DIV/0! #DIV/0! 2,000,000.00
PUBLIC WORKS FUND Total 5,638,305 4,048,720 1,867,233 71.8% 58.6% 116.8% 2,181,487.05
Expense Total 5,638,305 4,048,720 1,867,233 71.8% 58.6% 116.8% 2,181,487.05
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Wasco County Monthly Report
All Funds Revenue Expense Summary - February 2018

Filters

Fd (Multiple Items)

Cat (Multiple Items)

Data
Current Prior
Year Year Year to
Current Actual Prior Year Actual Budget Budget Year% Current Year - Prior
Account Current Budget YTD YTD Executed Executed Change Year
Revenue

911 COMMUNICATIONS FUND 1,042,906 562,046 805,844 53.9% 81.0% -30.3% (243,797.93)
911 EQUIPMENT RESERVE 1,500 1,454 1,375 96.9% 114.6% 5.8% 79.47
CDBG GRANT FUND 5,243,672 10,595 145,163 0.2% 2.6% -92.7% (134,568.12)
CLERK RECORDS FUND 7,475 6,783 6,828 90.7% 92.0% -0.7% (44.87)
COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS FUND 1,604,324 1,236,518 1,174,748 77.1% 78.0% 5.3% 61,769.31
COUNTY FAIR FUND 202,150 177,045 170,220 87.6% 100.4% 4.0% 6,824.57
COUNTY SCHOOL FUND 287,200 69,752 64,496 24.3% 23.0% 8.1% 5,256.10
COURT FACILITIES SECURITY FUND 27,600 13,631 17,497 49.4% 453.9% -22.1% (3,865.67)
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 4,100 2,187 2,807 53.3% 108.0% -22.1% (619.55)
FACILITY CAPITAL RESERVE 714,000 722,588 611,589 101.2% 67.1% 18.1% 110,999.31
FOREST HEALTH PROGRAM FUND 380 1,913 654 503.5% 172.2% 192.5% 1,259.19
GENERAL FUND 12,863,182 11,323,953 11,352,877 88.0% 84.8% -0.3% (28,924.26)
GENERAL OPERATING RESERVE 714,000 723,743 546,270 101.4% 67.3% 32.5% 177,473.25
HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE FUND 327,300 252,383 200,404 77.1% 60.5% 25.9% 51,979.15
KRAMER FIELD FUND 165 232 189 140.5% 114.8% 22.4% 42.47
LAND CORNER PRESERVATION FUND 34,500 22,833 22,716 66.2% 70.0% 0.5% 116.55
LAW LIBRARY FUND 30,700 25,025 26,374 81.5% 102.6% -5.1% (1,349.20)
MUSEUM 92,700 63,819 83,088 68.8% 73.9% -23.2% (19,269.46)
PARKS FUND 82,575 55,925 58,540 67.7% 83.2% -4.5% (2,615.04)
PUBLIC WORKS FUND 3,072,462 1,739,211 1,675,313 56.6% 61.7% 3.8% 63,898.85
ROAD RESERVE FUND 2,017,000 2,031,495 16,127 100.7% 107.5% 12496.9% 2,015,367.75
SPECIAL ECON DEV PAYMENTS FUND 1,242,200 1,158,940 1,148,958 93.3% 92.5% 0.9% 9,982.02
WEED & PEST CONTROL FUND - 4 135,998 #DIV/0! 63.5% -100.0% (135,994.34)
YOUTH THINK FUND 160,963 40,656 51,824 25.3% 35.1% -21.5% (11,167.68)
CAPITAL ACQUISITIONS FUND 715,000 721,436 613,074 100.9% 67.2% 17.7% 108,361.68

All Funds Rev-Exp
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Wasco County Monthly Report
All Funds Revenue Expense Summary - February 2018

Current Prior

Year Year Year to
Current Actual Prior Year Actual Budget Budget Year% Current Year - Prior
Account Current Budget YTD YTD Executed Executed Change Year
Revenue Total 30,488,054 20,964,166 18,932,973 68.8% 64.4% 10.7% 2,031,193.55
Expense
911 COMMUNICATIONS FUND 1,054,325 679,127 690,165 64.4% 69.0% -1.6% (11,037.13)
911 EQUIPMENT RESERVE 91,795 91,795 - 100.0% 0.0% #DIV/0! 91,795.00
CDBG GRANT FUND 5,365,122 49,372 143,548 0.9% 2.6% -65.6% (94,175.90)
CLERK RECORDS FUND 18,500 3,129 - 16.9% 0.0% #DIV/0! 3,129.38
COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS FUND 1,813,324 1,138,761 844,996 62.8% 44.5% 34.8% 293,765.09
COUNTY FAIR FUND 187,313 171,990 139,894 91.8% 62.5% 22.9% 32,096.49
COUNTY SCHOOL FUND 312,550 - - 0.0% 0.0% #DIV/0! -
COURT FACILITIES SECURITY FUND 43,000 2,482 - 5.8% 0.0% #DIV/0! 2,482.22
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 17,400 6,690 3,585 38.4% 16.8% 86.6% 3,105.10
FACILITY CAPITAL RESERVE 3,429,005 - 16,667 0.0% 0.6% -100.0% (16,666.64)
FOREST HEALTH PROGRAM FUND 75,000 - 50,000 0.0% 64.8% -100.0% (50,000.00)
GENERAL FUND 13,875,749 9,211,479 9,607,975 66.4% 64.2% -4.1% (396,496.49)
GENERAL OPERATING RESERVE 3,607,552 218,205 - 6.0% 0.0% #DIV/0! 218,205.00
HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE FUND 356,801 183,797 183,142 51.5% 46.1% 0.4% 654.20
KRAMER FIELD FUND 33,434 - - 0.0% 0.0% #DIV/0! -
LAND CORNER PRESERVATION FUND 23,421 15,541 43,498 66.4% 62.6% -64.3% (27,956.62)
LAW LIBRARY FUND 46,984 14,776 13,916 31.4% 29.0% 6.2% 860.17
MUSEUM 106,230 44,576 49,699 42.0% 18.1% -10.3% (5,123.10)
PARKS FUND 74,562 33,595 28,167 45.1% 33.0% 19.3% 5,428.33
PUBLIC WORKS FUND 5,638,305 4,048,720 1,867,233 71.8% 58.6% 116.8% 2,181,487.05
ROAD RESERVE FUND 4,850,437 - - 0.0% 0.0% #DIV/0! -
SPECIAL ECON DEV PAYMENTS FUND 1,306,283 1,133,468 1,544,718 86.8% 72.5% -26.6% (411,250.23)
WEED & PEST CONTROL FUND 220,495 195,385 137,942 88.6% 54.7% 41.6% 57,442.87
YOUTH THINK FUND 163,659 82,028 92,733 50.1% 44.2% -11.5% (10,705.48)
CAPITAL ACQUISITIONS FUND 3,709,600 273,838 - 7.4% 0.0% #DIV/0! 273,838.00
Expense Total 46,420,846 17,598,755 15,457,878 37.9% 36.7% 13.8% 2,140,877.32
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Wasco County Monthly Report
Personnel - All Funds - February 2018

Filters
Fd (Multiple Items)
Cat (Multiple Items)
Data
Current
Year Prior Year Yearto
Current Actual Prior Year Actual Budget Budget Year% Current Year - Prior
Account Current Budget YTD YTD Executed Executed Change Year
Expense
GENERAL FUND
ASSESSMENT & TAXATION-E 674,206 450,413 457,137 66.8% 59.7% -1.5% (6,723.26)
COUNTY CLERK-E 266,274 180,993 190,175 68.0% 68.4% -4.8% (9,182.52)
SHERIFF-E 2,074,603 1,337,925 1,342,633 64.5% 67.3% -0.4% (4,708.26)
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES-E 1,693,128 1,128,726 1,092,121 66.7% 64.4% 3.4% 36,604.87
ADMINISTRATION-E 136,294 87,319 91,424 64.1% 60.0% -4.5% (4,105.10)
DISTRICT ATTORNEY-E 605,092 348,756 356,271 57.6% 68.7% -2.1% (7,515.57)
PLANNING-E 681,466 406,367 431,736 59.6% 60.7% -5.9% (25,369.14)
PUBLIC WORKS-E 38,327 24,337 38,153 63.5% 67.3% -36.2% (13,815.86)
PREVENTION DIVISION-E 580,443 384,173 360,306 66.2% 71.7% 6.6% 23,866.82
GENERAL FUND Total 6,749,833 4,349,008 4,359,956 64.4% 65.3% -0.3% (10,948.02)
PUBLIC WORKS FUND 1,972,165 1,205,039 1,143,598 61.1% 70.4% 5.4% 61,441.42
911 COMMUNICATIONS FUND 856,332 561,031 585,239 65.5% 70.9% -4.1% (24,208.14)
COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS FUND 727,984 462,428 430,706 63.5% 63.7% 7.4% 31,721.89
COUNTY FAIR FUND 21,362 13,887 14,491 65.0% 32.9% -4.2% (604.45)
HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE FUND 92,176 68,842 74,458 74.7% 63.3% -7.5% (5,615.77)
LAND CORNER PRESERVATION FUND 17,920 13,041 41,681 72.8% 74.4% -68.7% (28,639.98)
MUSEUM 34,428 23,688 19,945 68.8% 44.6% 18.8% 3,743.33
PARKS FUND 26,111 17,057 9,661 65.3% 26.6% 76.6% 7,395.69
WEED & PEST CONTROL FUND - - 74,373 #DIV/0! 79.5% -100.0% (74,372.54)
YOUTH THINK FUND 78,616 53,668 53,353 68.3% 72.1% 0.6% 315.55
Expense Total 10,576,927 6,767,689 6,807,460 64.0% 66.3% -0.6% (39,771.01)

Personnel All Funds
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Wasco County Monthly Report
Materials and Services All Funds - February 2018

Filters

Fd (Multiple Items)

Cat (Multiple Items)

Data
Current Prior
Year Year Yearto
Current Actual Prior Year Budget Budget Year% Current Year -
Account Current Budget YTD Actual YTD  Executed Executed Change Prior Year
Expense

GENERAL FUND 4,181,043 2,536,135 2,995,268 60.7% 62.8% -15.3% (459,132.68)
PUBLIC WORKS FUND 1,406,140 836,022 723,635 59.5% 54.3% 15.5% 112,386.63
911 COMMUNICATIONS FUND 197,993 118,096 104,925 59.6% 60.0% 12.6% 13,171.01
CLERK RECORDS FUND 13,500 3,092 - 22.9% 0.0% #DIV/0! 3,091.56
COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS FUND 1,000,340 676,333 167,002 67.6% 19.6% 305.0% 509,331.20
COUNTY FAIR FUND 165,950 158,103 125,402 95.3% 69.8% 26.1% 32,700.94
COUNTY SCHOOL FUND 312,550 - - 0.0% 0.0% #DIV/0! -
COURT FACILITIES SECURITY FUND 43,000 2,482 - 5.8% 0.0% #DIV/0! 2,482.22
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 15,600 4,890 2,385 31.3% 12.2% 105.0% 2,505.10
FOREST HEALTH PROGRAM FUND - - - #DIV/0! 0.0% #DIV/0! -
HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE FUND 253,125 108,454 108,684 42.8% 43.2% -0.2% (230.03)
KRAMER FIELD FUND 33,434 - - 0.0% 0.0% #DIV/0! -
LAND CORNER PRESERVATION FUND 3,000 - 150 0.0% 5.0% -100.0% (150.00)
LAW LIBRARY FUND 46,984 14,776 8,582 31.4% 21.5% 72.2% 6,193.53
MUSEUM 71,800 18,388 29,755 25.6% 47.5% -38.2% (11,366.43)
PARKS FUND 48,450 16,539 18,506 34.1% 37.8% -10.6% (1,967.36)
SPECIAL ECON DEV PAYMENTS FUND 716,283 678,641 878,285 94.7% 77.6% -22.7% (199,643.55)
WEED & PEST CONTROL FUND - 727 63,569 #DIV/0! 40.0% -98.9% (62,842.14)
YOUTH THINK FUND 85,043 28,360 39,381 33.3% 29.0% -28.0% (11,021.03)

Expense Total 8,594,235 5,201,039 5,265,530 60.5% 55.1% -1.2% (64,491.03)

Materials & Service All Funds
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Wasco County Monthly Report
Capital All Funds - February 2018

Filters

Fd (Multiple Items)

Cat 53000

Data
Current
Year  Prior Year
Current Actual Prior Year Actual Budget Budget YeartoYear% Current Year - Prior
Account Current Budget YTD YTD Executed Executed Change Year
Expense

GENERAL FUND 614,386 57,178 327,643 9.3% 54.5% -82.5% (270,465.79)
PUBLIC WORKS FUND 260,000 7,659 - 2.9% 0.0% #DIV/0! 7,659.00
COUNTY FAIR FUND 1 - - 0.0% #DIV/0! #DIV/0! -
LAND CORNER PRESERVATION FUND 1 - - 0.0% 0.0% #DIV/0! -
HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE FUND 11,500 6,500 - 56.5% 0.0% #DIV/0! 6,500.00
MUSEUM 2 2,500 - 125000.0% 0.0% #DIV/0! 2,500.00
PARKS FUND 1 - - 0.0% #DIV/0! #DIV/0! -
COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS FUND 85,000 - - 0.0% #DIV/0! #DIV/0! -
CLERK RECORDS FUND 5,000 38 - 0.8% 0.0% #DIV/0! 37.82
ROAD RESERVE FUND 4,850,437 - - 0.0% 0.0% #DIV/0! -
CAPITAL ACQUISITIONS FUND 3,709,600 273,838 - 7.4% 0.0% #DIV/0! 273,838.00
911 EQUIPMENT RESERVE 91,795 91,795 - 100.0% 0.0% #DIV/0! 91,795.00
FACILITY CAPITAL RESERVE 3,429,005 - - 0.0% 0.0% #DIV/0! -
GENERAL OPERATING RESERVE 3,607,552 218,205 - 6.0% 0.0% #DIV/0! 218,205.00
CDBG GRANT FUND 5,365,122 49,372 143,548 0.9% 2.6% -65.6% (94,175.90)

Expense Total 22,029,402 707,084 471,191 3.2% 2.6% 50.1% 235,893.13

Capital All Funds Page 11 of 14



Wasco County Monthly Report
Transfers All Funds - February 2018

Filters
Fd (Multiple Items)
Cat (Multiple Items)
Data
Current
Year Prior Year Yearto
Current Actual Prior Year Budget Budget Year% Current Year - Prior
Account Current Budget YTD Actual YTD  Executed Executed Change Year
Transfer In
911 COMMUNICATIONS FUND 183,987 122,658 160,775 66.7% 66.7% -23.7% (38,116.64)
COUNTY FAIR FUND 29,000 29,000 19,333 100.0% 66.7% 50.0% 9,666.64
FACILITY CAPITAL RESERVE 700,000 700,000 600,000 100.0% 66.7% 16.7% 100,000.00
GENERAL FUND 664,300 454,127 988,588 68.4% 63.9% -54.1% (534,461.32)
GENERAL OPERATING RESERVE 700,000 700,000 533,333 100.0% 66.7% 31.2% 166,666.64
MUSEUM 22,500 22,500 11,667 100.0% 66.7% 92.9% 10,833.36
PUBLIC WORKS FUND 220,495 194,658 - 88.3% #DIV/0! #DIV/0! 194,657.55
ROAD RESERVE FUND 2,000,000 2,000,000 - 100.0% #DIV/0! #DIV/0! 2,000,000.00
CAPITAL ACQUISITIONS FUND 700,000 700,000 600,000 100.0% 66.7% 16.7% 100,000.00
Transfer In Total 5,220,282 4,922,942 2,913,696 94.3% 65.7% 69.0% 2,009,246.23
Transfer Out
COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS FUND - - 247,288 #DIV/0! 66.7% -100.0% (247,288.00)
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 1,800 1,800 1,200 100.0% 66.7% 50.0% 600.00
FACILITY CAPITAL RESERVE - - 16,667 #DIV/0! 18.4% -100.0% (16,666.64)
FOREST HEALTH PROGRAM FUND 75,000 - 50,000 0.0% 66.7% -100.0% (50,000.00)
GENERAL FUND 2,330,487 2,269,158 1,925,108 97.4% 66.2% 17.9% 344,050.00
LAND CORNER PRESERVATION FUND 2,500 2,500 1,667 100.0% 66.7% 50.0% 833.36
LAW LIBRARY FUND - - 5,333 #DIv/0! 66.7% -100.0% (5,333.36)
PUBLIC WORKS FUND 2,000,000 2,000,000 - 100.0% #DIV/0! #DIV/0! 2,000,000.00
SPECIAL ECON DEV PAYMENTS FUND 590,000 454,827 666,433 77.1% 66.7% -31.8% (211,606.68)
WEED & PEST CONTROL FUND 220,495 194,658 - 88.3% #DIV/0! #DIV/0! 194,657.55
Transfer Out Total 5,220,282 4,922,942 2,913,696 94.3% 65.4% 69.0% 2,009,246.23

Transfers
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Wasco County Monthly Report
Reserve Funds - February 2018

Filters
Fd (Multiple Items)
Cat (Multiple Items)
Data
Current
Year Prior Year
Current Actual Prior Year Budget Budget Yearto Year Current Year - Prior
Account Current Budget YTD Actual YTD  Executed Executed % Change Year
Revenue
FACILITY CAPITAL RESERVE 714,000 722,588 611,589 101.2% 67.1% 18.1% 110,999.31
GENERAL OPERATING RESERVE 714,000 723,743 546,270 101.4% 67.3% 32.5% 177,473.25
ROAD RESERVE FUND 2,017,000 2,031,495 16,127 100.7% 107.5% 12496.9% 2,015,367.75
Revenue Total 3,445,000 3,477,826 1,173,985 101.0% 67.5% 196.2% 2,303,840.31
Expense
FACILITY CAPITAL RESERVE 3,429,005 - 16,667 0.0% 0.6% -100.0% (16,666.64)
GENERAL OPERATING RESERVE 3,607,552 218,205 - 6.0% 0.0% #DIV/O! 218,205.00
ROAD RESERVE FUND 4,850,437 - - 0.0% 0.0% #DIV/O! -
Expense Total 11,886,994 218,205 16,667 1.8% 0.2% 1209.2% 201,538.36

Reserve Funds
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Wasco County Monthly Report

Investment/Interest All Funds - February 2018

Filters
Fd (Multiple Items)
Cat 417
Data
Current
Year Prior Year Yearto
Current Actual Prior Year Actual Budget Budget Year % Current Year - Prior
Account Current Budget YTD YTD Executed Executed Change Year
Revenue

INTEREST EARNED 149,420 246,567 143,139 165.0% 120.4% 72.3% 103,427.45

LID INTEREST - - - #DIV/0! 0.0% #DIV/0! -

UNSEG TAX INTEREST EARNED 200 37 4,360 18.4% 2180.0% -99.2% (4,323.18)
Revenue Total 149,620 246,604 147,499 164.8% 123.7% 67.2% 99,104.27

Investment
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Reconciliation Summary Report — Reporting in March
3/15/18
Reconciliations Completed and reviewed:

e February Bank Reconciliations — All banks
o Reconciliations are all caught up
o Changes in effect to separate the GL accounts used by the different bank accounts
o No variances
e February Accounts Receivable General Ledger to Accounts Receivable subledger
o No variances
o Fallowing up on $3,500 receivable from Qlife that is currently over 120 Days — this is
over 1/3" of the Overall AR balance and over % of the General Fund AR balance
February Accounts Payable General Ledger to Accounts Payable subledget
o No variances
o Timing issue resolved with Pcards
February Eden to Ascend Tax Receivable Reconciliation

o No variances

February PERS Reconciliation
o No variances

Due to timing, the reconciliations for February Agency Funds Balance and Tax Receipts have not been
completed. These will be done before month end and included on the next Reconciliation review.

Upon completion of the review, when questions have been answered, please sign & date below.

| have reviewed th d reconciliations listed above and discussed with the Finance Director.
Name e Date 3//‘5’//5'

Name ‘f/';’ ‘4‘-?,& -+ Date ?/// b';/ ((

o T

-



Bank Recanciliation

February 2017
Charter Unseg + Unseg 11302 + Investing
LGIP Unseg Appeal Charter Appeal| Investing Main Total LGIP 11401  Charter Appeal  786.12101 Main 11301 - Total
Beginning Balance per Bank 19,072,861.37 1,286,437.05 139,082.99  1,425,520.04 | 6,506,444.50 8,442,129.25  35,446,955.16 Beginnng Balance perGL  19,074,391.94 10.373,189.1/.;‘4 6,506,444.50 | (2,035,007.59) 24,419,017.97
Deposits 430,849.36 1,137,995.28 1,137,955.28 | 1,381,771.52 275,613.67 3,226,229.83 Debits 113,563.46 - 1,381,771.52 10,222,040.26 11,717,375.24
Other Deposits - 52,858.24 52,858.24 2,874,874.31 2,927,732.55
Interest 26,751.30 23.63 1.06 24.69 26,775.99 A
Withdrawals (1,574,393.29) (1,271,464.95) - (1,271,464.95) (2,257,928.65)  (5,103,786.89) Credits - {9,427,593.83) - (9,427,593.83)
Fees - - - B s -
Summary Post (Cleared Checks) - (972,049.67) (972,049.67) Remove Qlife (1,231,641.26) (269,244.24)  (1,500,885.50)
Other Checks (not In summary) e =
Ending Balance per Bank 17,956,068.74 1,205,849.25 130,084.05 1,344,933.30 | 7,888,21502 8,362,638.91  35,551,856.97 Ending Balance per GL 17,056,314.14  1,445,595.29 7,888,21602  7,917,788.43 35,207,913.88
0/5 Withdrawals - - - - Correct Jan LGIP (245.40) - 245.40 -
0/5 Checks - {343,335.73) (343,335.73) - -
0/S Payroll Checks - (10,570.76) (10,570.76) Carrect LGIP Bal - - -
0/S Deposits - 24,554.72 24,554.72 282.75 24,837.47 Correct Unseg Bal (76,107.27) 76,107.27 -
Other - - - - - -
J - . — - Timing of credit cards r 5 e 14,8{4.07 14.874.07
1! P - (7 4 /2 = I.2
Adjusted Balance 17,956,068.74 1,230,403.57 139,084.05  1,369,488.02 | 7,888,216.02  8,009,015.17  35,222,787.95 Adjusted Balance 17,956,068.74  1,369,488.02 7,888,216.02  §,008,015.17 35,222,787.95
Variance = = = ~ =
Deposits per bank  1,190,853.52 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0:.0% 0.0%
Completed
1/31 GL dep (17,433.33) Debbie 3/9/18 .
Reviewed Mike _// T
2/28 GLdep 24,554.72 3/15/1? “(8491035.17) \
5/B assessor rpt _ 1,197,974.91
assessorrpt  1,205,600.51

(7,625.60)



February AR GL to Subledger Reconciliation

Unadjusted 9,059.50 9,248.32 Subledger
Adjusted 9,059.50 - 9,059.50- With items outside Subledger
AR Customer
Aging as of
Mike M - 3/15/18 2/28/18 Variance  Notes
GL# Fund Name Description GL Amount Subledger
There is $3500 for Qlife over 120 days - Finance following
101.13201 General AR fund 101 6,945.80 6,945.80 up
6,945.80 6,945.80 -
101.13301 General 60-Day - -
AR on Account - ;
101.25101 General Overpayment (188.82) -
{(0.30) AR On account RC0O002214
(158.52) AR On account RC0002224
(30.00) AR On account RCO002353
(188.82) (188.82) -
202.13201 Public Warks AR fund 202 2,272.52 2,273.52
2,272.52 2,272.52 :
202 Tooley Terrace
202.13202 Public Works LID -

FY18 AR Reconciliation.xlsx - Feb 2018
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202.13301

203.13301

205.13301

207.13201

207.13301

208.13301

210.13301

Public Works 202 60-Day

County Fair 203 60-Day

Land Corner
Preservation 205 60-Day

Household Hazardous
Waste 207 AR

Household Hazardous
Waste 207 60-Day

Special Economic
Development 208 60-Day

District Attorney 210 60-Day

FY18 AR Reconciliation.xlsx - Feb 2018
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211.13301 Museum 211 60-Day - -

2198.13301 Weed & Pest Control 219 60-Day = -

220.13201 911 Communications 220 AR 30.00 30.00

30.00 30.00 -

220.13301 911 Communications 220 60-Day - -

223.13301 Parks 223 60-Day - -
Community
227.13301 Corrections 227 60-Day - -

Court Facilities
229.13301 Security 229 60-Day - ’

232.13301 Youth Think 232 60-Day - -

FY18 AR Reconciliation.xlsx - Feb 2018 Page 3 of 4



237.13301 Clerk Records Fund 237 60-Day - -

330.13201 CDBG Grant 330 AR = =
704,13301 Mint 704 60-Day : &
783.13201 CATF Trust 783 AR - -

FY18 AR Reconciliation.xlsx - Feb 2018 Page 4 of 4



As of February 28th, 2018

Open AP invoice Report

Fund

Fund Name
101 General
202 Public Works
203 County Fair
205 Land Corner Preservation
207 Household Hazardous Waste
208 Special Economic Development
209 Law Library
210 District Attorney
211 Museum
219 Weed & Pest Cantrol
220 911 Communications
223 Parks
227 Community Corrections
229 Court Facilities Security
232 Youth Think
330 CDBFG Grant
704 Mint
706 Library District

AP Report
32,622.50
64,794.46

292.82

" 47.00
78.95

- 953.37
47.05
1977.20
168.87
2,286.87
2,704.53
19,888.37

326,285.75

21101
GL
32,622.50
64,794.46
252.82

47.00
78.95
853.37
47.05
877.20
168.87
2,286.87
2,704.53
19,888.37

326,285.75

Difference

% Variance
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
#DIV/0!
#DIv/0!
#DIV/0!
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
#DIV/0!
0.0%
0.0%
#DIV/0!
0.0%

Reviewed Mike 3/15/18



Data from Ascend

February 2018 Eden to Ascend Reconcilliation Tax Receivable

February 2018 Tax Rec.xls - Recon

Sum of Sum of Sum of

Beginning Certifications &  Receipts & Sum of Ending

Eden Fund & Name Eden GL & Name tax_year Balance Adjustments Adjustments Balance
101 - General Fund 101.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 582,073.50 9,035215.09  8,645,075.13 968,213.46
101.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 3,873.07 38,706.07 35,346.37 7,232.77
101.13103 - Miscellenous Receivable 25,083.64 11,438.89 15,053.34 21,479.19
101 - General Fund Total 611,040.21  9,085,360.05  8,699,474.84 996,925.42
706 - Library District 706.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 89,296.86  1,393,447.36 1,333,906.80 148,837.42
706.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 383.31 3,735.51 3,532.72 586.10
706 - Library District Total 85,680.17 1,397,182.87  1,337,439.52 149,423.52
707 - 4H OSU Extension 707.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 33,786.62 527,330.81 504,795.95 56,321.48
707.13102 - Property Taxes Inierest Receivable 144.84 1,413.59 1,336.81 221.62
707 - 4H OSU Extension Total 33,931.46 528,744.40 506,132.76 56,543.10
801 - Central OR CC 801.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 472.06 7.638.12 7,304.46 806.72
801.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 3.08 31.19 28.55 573
801 - Central OR CC Total 475.15 7,670.31 7,333.01 812.45
802 - CGCC 802.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 87,906.13  1,294,111.28 1,240,098.81 141,918.60
802.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 776.85 5,881.05 5,290.69 1,377.21
802 - CGCC Total ' 88,682.98  1,300,002.33  1,245,389.50 143,295.81
803 - ESD North Central 803.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 331.89 5,858.01 5,682.49 607.41
803.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 1.39 20.99 18.48 3.90
803 - ESD North Central Total 333.28 5,979.00 5,700.97 611.31
804 - Region 8 ESD 804.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 62,858.09 977,898.60 936,123.83 104,632.86
804.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 411.30 4.275.99 3,829.31 857.98
804 - Region 9 ESD Total 63,269.39 982,174.59 939,953.14 105,490.84
806 - Jefferson ESD 806.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 353.01 5,373,001 5,144.42 581.60
806.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 2.29 24.27 21.29 5.27
806 - Jefferson ESD Total 3565.30 5,397.28 5,165.71 586.87
807 - School District 12 807.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 119,465.43 1,766,237.41 1,692,744.39 192,958.45
807.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 809.04 9,017.18 7,331.04 2,495.18
807 - School District 12 Total 120,274.47  1,775,254.589  1,700,075.43 195,453.63
808 - School District 21 808.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 517,885.88 8,007,788.55 7,666,945.34 858,730.09
808.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 3,411.08 34,177.15 31,596.32 5,991.89
808 - School District 21 Total 521,286.94 8,041,966.70  7,698,541.66 864,721.98
809 - School District 21J 809.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 495.57 8,098.46 7.741.15 852.88
8089.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 2.26 29.91 27.95 422
809 - School District 21J Total 497.83 8,128.37 7,769.10 857.10
810 - School District 29 810.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 104,720.01  1,519,823.20 1,456,975.73 167,567.48
810.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 652.56 6,919.13 6,237.95 1,333.74
810 - School District 29 Total : 105,372.57 1,526,742.33 1,463,213.68 168,901.22
812 - School District 59 812.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 10,503.58 160,711.66 153,910.68 17,304.57
812.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 74.18 719.98 653.81 140.35
812 - School District 59 Total 10,577.77 161,431.64 154,564.49 17,444.92

From Eden

Eden GL
968,213.46
;2827
21,479.19

148,837.42
586.10

56,321.48
221.62

806.72
573

141,918.60
1,377.21

607.41
3.90

104,632.86
857.98

581.60
5.27

192,958.45
2,495.18

858,730.09
5,991.89

852.88
422

167,567.48
1,233.74

17,304.57
140.35

Ascend -
Eden
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February 2018 Tax Rec.xls - Recon

814 - School District 67 814.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 175.31 3,791.28 3,602.37 364.22
814.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 0.76 10.58 9.41 1.93
814 - School District 67 Total 176.07 3,801.86 3,611.78 366.15
817 - School District 9 817.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 187.14 - - 187.14
817.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 0.03 487.57 - 487.60
817 - School District 9 Total 187.17 487.57 - B674.74
818 - S Wasco SD 1 818.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 94,669.38  1,490,070.02  1,426,008.70 158,730.70
818.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 608.26 5,514.48 5,745.76 1,376.96
818 - S Wasco SD 1 Total 95277.64  1,496,584.48  1,431,754.46 160,107.66
830 - Antelope 830.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 166.98 4.426.14 4,193.50 399.62
830.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 1.45 14.72 9.82 6.35
830 - Antelope Total 168.43 4,440.86 4,203.32 405.97
831 - Dufur 831.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 5,329.36 69,322.15 66,656.54 7,994.97
831.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable -25.69 245.60 220.85 50.44
831 - Dufur Total 5,355.05 69,567.75 66,877.39 8,045.41
832 - Maupin 832.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 17,209.77 276,108.17 264,151.21 29,166.73
832.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 70.02 725.87 669.09 126.90
832 - Maupin Total 17,279.79 276,834.14 264,820.30 29,293.63
833 - Mosier 833.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 4,218.84 67,668.23 64,731.75 7,155.32
833.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 18.24 181.41 167.19 32.46
833 - Mosier Total 4,237.08 67,849.64 64,898.94 7,187.78
835 - Shaniko 835.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 155.12 5,361.53 5,069.18 447.47
835.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable (0.01) 3.64 3.40 0.23
835 - Shaniko Total ;i 155.11 5,365.17 5,072.58 447.70
836 - The Dalles 836.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 195,465.31 3,025437.22  2,896,712.11 324,190.42
836.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 846.44 8,509.39 7,730.46 1,625.37
836 - The Dalles Total 196,311.75  3,033,946.61 2,904,442.57 325,815.79
850 - The Dalles Assmt 850.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 3,813.43 67,461.84 64,366.61 6,908.66
850.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 18.32 152.83 140.42 30.73
850 - The Dalles Assmt Total 3,831.75 67.614.67 64,507.03 6,939.39
851 - Dufur Recreaticn 851.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 7,677.86 116,055.51 111,172.74 12,560.63
851.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 33.84 332.52 305.80 60.56
851 - Dufur Recreation Total 7,711.70 116,388.03 111,478.54 12,621.19
852 - Jefferson Co School 852.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 660.16 10,073.51 9,645.45 1,088.22
852.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 2.90 27.88 25.86 4.92
852 - Jefferson Co Scheol Total 663.06 10,101.39 9,671.31 1,093.14
853 - Juniper Flats Fire 853.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 5,311.45 79,591.31 76,257.69 8,645.07
853.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 22.11 225.24 207.72 39.63
853 - Juniper Flats Fire Total 5,333.56 79,816.55 76,465.41 8,684.70
854 - Mid-Col Fire Rescue 854.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 202,770.45 3,039,219.44  2,912011.89 329,978.00
854.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 874.39 8,677.18 7,987.22 1,564.35
854 - Mid-Col Fire Rescue Total 203,644.84 3,047,896.62  2919,999.11 331,542.35
856 - Mosier Rural Fire 856.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 14.12 (0.87) ' - 13.45
856.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 0.36 4.186. - 4.52
856 - Mosier Rural Fire Total 14.48 3.49 - 17.97
857 - N Wasco Parks & Rec 857.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 71,251.21  1,128,884.29  1,079,931.65 120,203.85
857.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 237.07 2,936.75 2,701.73 472.09

364.22
1.93

187.14
487.60

158,730.70
1,376.96

369.62
6.35

7,994.97
50.44

29,166.73
126.90

7,155.32
32.46

447.47
0.23

324,190.42
1,625.37

6,908.66
30.73

12,560.63
60.56

1,088.22
492

8,645.07
39.63

329,978.00
1,564.35

13.45
4.52

120,203.85
472.09
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857 - N Wasco Parks & Rec Total

71,488.28 1,131,821.04  1,082,633.38 120,675.94
858 - NORCOR 858.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 19,679.88 (243.35) 6,286.53 13,050.10 | 13,050.10
858.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 151.81 1,144.53 1,037.27 259.07 259.07

858 - NORCOR Total 19,731.79 901.18 7.323.80 13,308.17
880 - Port of The Dalles 860.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 20,624.13 320,868.29 307,159.23 34,333.19 | 34,333.19
860.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 88.66 955.31 813.95 230.02 230.02

860 - Port of The Dalles Total 20,712.79 321,823.60 307,873.18 34,563.21
861 - White River Health 861.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 14,558.98 230,521.69 220,597.19 24,483.48 | 24,483.48
861.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 62.05 619.73 581.08 100.70 100.70

861 - White River Health Total 14,621.03 231,141.42 221,178.27 24,584.18
862 - Wasco Soil Conservation 862.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 32,177.70 517,860.98 495,287.10 54,751.58 | 54,751.58
862.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 12377 1,284.02 1,209.97 207.82 207.82

862 - Wasco Soil Censervation Total - 32,301.47 519,155.00 4986,497.07 54.959.40
864 - Mosier Fire 864.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 13,332.31 204,572.72 195,917.46 21,987.57 | 21,987.57
864.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 56.04 560.06 530.68 85.42 85.42

864 - Mosier Fire Total 13,388.35 205,132.78 196,448.14 22,072.99
878 - MH Park Ombud 878.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 443.16 7,772.30 7.420.91 794.55 794.55
878.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 1.70 17.09 15.80 2.99 2.99

878 - MH Park Ombud Total 444 .86 7.789.39 7.436.71 797.54
879 - OR Forest Land Protection 879.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 6,938.93 99,395.45 95,341.76 10,892.62 | 10,992.62
879.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 31.29 299.76 278.33 52.72 52.72

879 - OR Forest Land Protection Total : 6,970.22 99,695.21 95,620.09 11,045.34
880 - State Fire Patrol 880.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 16,867.44 231,289.82 222,069.27 26,097.99 | 26,097.99
880.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 62.60 686.53 639.69 119.44 119.44

880 - State Fire Patrol Total 16,930.04 231,996.35 222,708.96 26,217.43
881 - Urban Renewal 881.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 98,929.94 149993465 1,436,782.85 162,081.74 | 162,081.74
881.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 431.45 4.211.22 3,908.65 734.02 734.02

881 - Urban Renewal Total 99,361.39  1,504,145.87  1,440,691.50 162,815.76
882 - Rock Creek District 882.13101 - Property Taxes Principal Receivable 3.81 (0.43) 0.15 323 3.23
882.13102 - Property Taxes Interest Receivable 0.17 (0.05) 0.03 0.09 0.08

882 - Rock Creek District Total - 3.98 (0.48) 0.18 3.32

Grand Total 2,490,402.32 37,451,648.67 35,859,388.04 4,082662.95

February 2018 Tax Rec.xls - Recen

3/14/18 - Mike Middleton Complete
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Eb FERs

Feb-18|- Vendor #00011
PERS Inv. 3/5/2018| 117,316.13
117,316.13
Eden 2/8/2018 55,325.64
2/23/2018 57,609.45 117,063.60
2/23/2018 128.51
Adjustments Wages Deduction Benefit Contribution
£101.18.5117.51721
0.00 B101.23201
0.00 B101.23201
0.00 B101.23201
0.00 B101.23202
0.00 B101.23203
0.00 B101.23201
PERS Adj 252.53 E101.18.5117.51721
PERS Adj 0.00 | E101.18.5117.51721
Rounding
0,007 0.00 0.00 i 252.53 252,53
Reconciliation 117,316.13 0.00
Eden PERS
ded 10,153.16
cont 2,068.16
Eden OPSERP
ded 15,922.54
cont 4,842.98 :
32,586.84
OPSERP IAP 32,986.84
32,986.84 .
PERS wages
opserp| 346,090.26
pers| 203,687.55
545,777.81
Eden wages
opserp 346,090.26
pers 203,687.55
549,777.81 =

Done by Brenda

Reviewed by Mike 3/15/18




CONSENT AGENDA

MINUTES: REVISED 2.21.2018 REGULAR SESSION
3.21.2018 REGULAR SESSION

AMENDED SURGEON’S QUARTERS CONTRACT

BOCC Regular Session: 04.04.2018



CONSENT ITEM

Minutes

STAFF MEMO

REVISED 2.21.2018 REGULAR SESSION MINUTES

3.21.2018 REGULAR SESSION MINUTES




MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: 2.21.2018 Minutes Revisions

TO: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

FROM: KATHY WHITE

DATE: 4.4.2018

BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

The 2.21.2018 approved Board Session minutes are missing a motion to approve the Sheriff’s Office
Budget Adjustment Order #18-003. After reviewing the recording made of that session and confirming the
motion, | have made the necessary revisions to bring it back to the Board for approval.

MEMO: MID-COLUMBIA HOUSING AUTHORITY BOD APPOINTMENT | 11-19-17



WASCO COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
REGULAR SESSION
FEBRUARY 21, 2018

PRESENT: Steve Kramer, Chair
Scott Hege, Vice-Chair
Rod Runyon, County Commissioner
STAFF: Tyler Stone, Administrative Officer
Kathy White, Executive Assistant

At 9:00 a.m. Chair Kramer opened the Regular Session with the Pledge of
Allegiance.

Changes to the agenda:
e Appointment of a second alternate to the NORCOR Board of Directors
e Ms. Jones will not be here to present on the Resiliency Grant; Ms. White
will provide that information.
o Letter of support for the Maupin Broadband/Civic Center project.

Commissioner Runyon explained that it is important to have County
representation at all NORCOR meetings and there are times when neither he nor
Vice Chair Hege can attend. He stated that a second alternate will help ensure
that Wasco County always has a voice at the table.

Public Comment — County Processes

Jim Wilcox of The Dalles commented that he wants to commend the Board of
Commissioners, especially Vice Chair Hege, on the improved appeals process
for tax evaluation. He stated that the staff is 100% better and the citizen panel is
300% better which has resulted in more reasonable decisions from BOPTA. He
added that the process is much friendlier than in the past.

Vice Chair Hege observed that County Assessor Jill Amery had a lot to do with
those changes.

Mr. Wilcox went on to say that the County’s Land Use and Development
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Ordinance is very difficult to review. He said that there is a church in Tygh
Valley sitting in a residential zone, but in order to turn the property back to
residential, there is a 90-day waiting period and an $800 fee. He stated that he
could not find that in the ordinance. He pointed out that if the website contained
clear information, citizens could do the work themselves. He said that he wants
to make the Board aware of the difficulty and asked that they work to improve
the process. He observed that even the real estate community, familiar with
land use and zoning, finds the LUDO very challenging.

Commissioner Runyon stated that he has spoken with Planning Director Angie
Brewer and Associate Planner Brent Bybee. He said that he agrees it needs to
be addressed and the Planning Department is in the process of a
comprehensive update to the Ordinance. He went on to explain that any time a
conditional use permit is issued, there is a process that must be followed to
reverse that circumstance. He added that there are also federal considerations.
He suggested that a conversation with Mr. Bybee would be a good place to start
and he is hopeful that the review process will help to fix the problem.

Ellie Webb stated that there is an existing building and that the Planning staff
needs to look at the property and be more in tune with what is in Wasco County.
She added that citizens should get things in writing from the Planning
Department as you can get different answers from different planners.

Chair Kramer said that we need to get the County professionals in the room for
this discussion. Mr. Wilcox stated that he brought it to the Board to ensure that
they actually heard about it.

Vice Chair Hege stated that we know that there are challenges in the LUDO and
the real estate community is one of the best resources to identify issues. He
pointed out that while the County can makes changes, there are some rules that
are driven by the state or federal government. He said that while neither staff
nor the Board is perfect, the goal is for citizens to have a good experience.

Ms. Webb asked if Administrative Action does not include notifying neighbors
and if it trumps the zoning. Vice Chair Hege replied that he does not know the
specifics and suggested that she speak with Ms. Brewer. Ms. Webb stated that
she tried that and it did not go well.
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Discussion Item - Appointments

{{{Vice Chair Hege moved to approve Order 18-003 reappointing Lynne
Erickson to the Wasco County Planning Commission. Commissioner
Runyon seconded the motion which passed unanimously.}}}

{{{Commissioner Runyon moved to approve Order 18-004 appointing John
Hutchison to the Wasco County Investment Committee. Vice Chair Hege
seconded the motion which passed unanimously.}}}

{{{Commissioner Runyon moved to appoint Chair Kramer as an alternate
to the NORCOR Board of Directors. Vice Chair Hege seconded the motion
which passed unanimously.}}}

***The Board was in consensus for Ms. White to apply their electronic
signatures to an order of appointment for Chair Kramer as an alternate
representative on the NORCOR Board of Directors.***

Discussion Item — Finance Report

Finance Director Mike Middleton reviewed the finance report included in the
packet.

Commissioner Runyon asked if there are any updates regarding the video
poker revenue. Mr. Middleton replied that there are no recent updates; he
expects a payment this month.

Agenda Item — Sheriff’s Report & Budget Adjustment

Mr. Middleton explained that the Sheriff’s Department had an opportunity to
purchase NARCAN with a grant that would fully cover the cost. He stated that
this adjustment will accept and appropriate those funds. He added that the
appropriation request is a little higher than the cost of the medication so as to
cover any shipping charges.

Sheriff Magill explained that with the opioid epidemic they face the issue of
fentanyl which is being laced into the opioids. He stated that fentanyl is highly
dangerous and lethal — a constable died in Canada and three officers in
Delaware were hospitalized. He said that in response, the Sheriff’s Office has
implemented new protocols which include a requirement for two officers to be
present for any drugs. The antidote to fentanyl is NARCAN and is being brought



WASCO COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
REGULAR SESSION

FEBRUARY 21, 2018

PAGE 4

in largely for officer safety although it can be used for citizens as well. Through
the grant, the Sheriff’s Office will be able to distribute NARCAN to both City
Police and NORCOR staff once they have completed required training. He said
that have already seen fentanyl in Wasco County. It is primarily manufactured
in China and coms to the U.S. by way of the Middle East or Mexico.

Commissioner Runyon asked if all deputies will be trained and carry NARCAN.
Sheriff Magill responded that they will. He added that he will be purchasing the
nasal application for immediate relief. He stated that training will come through
Public Health and Mid-Columbia Fire and Rescue. He noted that the shelf-life of
the medication is 2 years and that when they are approaching that threshold,
the medication will be moved on to agencies with higher exposure rates.

Sheriff Magill went on to say that he is looking at testing technology that will
reduce or eliminate officer exposure. The infrared technology will allow
identification of narcotics without having to open the container.

Mr. Stone asked if NARCAN will be a recurring expense. Sheriff Magill replied
that they are working with partner agencies to mitigate costs through grant
funding.

Mr. Stone asked how the liability issue is being addressed; has our insurance
carrier signed off on the use of NARCAN for citizens? Sheriff Magill replied that
CIS is aware and supportive but he does not have anything in writing. He added
that NARCAN has no known adverse side effects and has been in use since the
1960s. County Counsel Kristen Campbell said that she has a legal conference
on Friday and will work through the details. Mr. Stone said that he wants official
confirmation.

Mr. Stone asked if we are purchasing for the City. Sheriff Magill stated that the
grant is intended to cover the costs for the City and NORCOR but is issued to
only one agency. Mr. Middleton added that if we were purchasing for just the
County the cost would be approximately $1,300.

Vice Chair Hege asked if the grant is still in process or has been awarded. Mr.
Middleton responded that we have been awarded the grant.

{{{Vice-Chair Hege moved to approve Resolution 18-003 in the matter of
increasing appropriations and additional revenue within a fund.
Commissioner Runyon seconded the motion which passed
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unanimously.}}}

Sheriff Magill reported that his department will be conducting interviews next
Monday and Tuesday.

Commissioner Runyon congratulated Sheriff Magill on his recent awards event.
Sheriff Magill noted that Vice Chair Hege and his wife, Betsy, received
citizenship awards at that event.

Agenda Item — Grading Petitions/Road Rally

Public Works Director Arthur Smith reported that Rally America has submitted
an application for the Oregon Trail Rally to take place on April 22" this will be
year six. Landowners from the previous years are in agreement. He went on to
say that the organizers want two new staging areas. He said that last year there
was some backlash as the organizers did not follow-through on commitments.

Mr. Smith continued by saying that one of the new staging areas, Fulton Road,
has no residents. However, the second requested staging area is on Pleasant
Ridge Road and impacts at least eight full-time residents. He stated that he does
not support the Pleasant Ridge Road staging area and will likely deny that
request.

Commissioner Runyon stated that he believes the Public Works Director should
work with citizens for the best outcome. If the organizers bring it to the Board,
they will be heard but the Board relies on the judgement of the County
Professionals.

Chair Kramer said he does not have a good feeling about the organizers’ lack of
follow-through. Mr. Smith said he came to the Board to be sure they are aware
and are not taken by surprise should the issue come to them individually or as a
Board.

Vice Chair Hege asked if the rally itself is going well. Mr. Smith replied that the
landowners currently involved still support it on their land.

Mr. Smith reported that over the years, Public Works has received numerous
requests for grading of local access roads. Per statute, the County is not
required nor does it have the resources to maintain those roads. He said that a
citizen called about Dell Road which connects State Road with Hwy 30 and
provides sole access to approximately 1,000 acres of public land. He said that
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he does not want to take a hardline but there are 105 miles of local access roads
in Wasco County and he does not have the staff to maintain those.

Mr. Smith went on to say that a portion of Dell Road was at one time a County
road and even after it was vacated, a group of landowners had an agreement
with the County to add culverts, grade and gravel the road. Allison Smith
contacted him and asked if the County could help. He reiterated that the County
is not obligated to maintain the road but because of the public lands access it
provides, it is different than most of the other local access roads, some of which
are no more than glorified driveways.

Mr. Smith explained that 30 years ago, the County accepted grading petitions
from landowners to grade roads with a waiver to hold the County harmless.
That practice ended when funding began to dry up. He said that Dell Road has
14 residences but with the 1,000 acres of public land accessed by Dell, many
other citizens are using it — that is why it is in such poor condition. He said that
the County cannot spend dedicated road dollars on local access roads which in
effect become orphan properties. He commended Ms. Smith’s tenacity, adding
that he does not have a clear answer.

Mr. Stone stated that this would be a 180° policy shift and as has been pointed
out, the County cannot address this for all public access roads. He said he
believes this deserves some additional discussion. He observed that we can
accept it as a public road which has its pros and cons; we need to step very
carefully.

Ms. Campbell added that she would like some time to do legal due diligence so
as to better advise the Board.

Commissioner Runyon stated that this is definitely a work session topic. He
asked how the petition process would work, noting that our financial position in
Public Works has improved. Mr. Smith replied that he would have to say he
cannot take on even one additional mile — that is the hardline. He said that his
greatest worry is that increased costs for healthcare and PERS will consume the
additional funds coming in from the State. In addition, the price of oil has risen
20%. He also pointed out that the increase from HB 2017 is spread over a 10
year period.

Vice Chair Hege pointed out that even with the $1 million increase over the next
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10 years, it will not fill the hole left by the loss of timber revenue. He stated that
he lives in the same kind of rural area with local access roads. He said that the
petition is a good place to start as it does delineate some winners and losers
and states that the work will only be performed if the personnel and equipment
are available. He said that some of the roads we already maintain might not
meet the criteria laid out in the petition. He agreed that bringing this to a work
session is a good plan.

Ms. Smith stated that she is here to represent the 14 residences. Although she
does not live on Dell, she lives on a road only accessed through Dell. She said
she would like to see a map of the all the local access roads for comparison. She
noted that the residents do not own the road but have tried to keep it in good
condition — it is beyond their capacity. Doug Smith added that he has tried to
keep up with the road using his own equipment and is not sure if he is even
legally permitted to do so. Ms. Campbell stated that once her research is
complete, she will draft a memo accessible to all parties.

Ms. Smith asked to be notified when the topic will go to work session.

Agenda Item — Resiliency Grant

Ms. White read the following email from Youth Think Coordinator Debby Jones.

YouthThink had the opportunity to apply for transformation funding through the
Columbia Gorge CCO. Through the application process, YouthThink had the
vision of expanding its already successful resiliency building efforts throughout
the Gorge region and team up with the Hood River County Prevention
Department.

The awarded grant funds, $119,000, extend over a three-year period and will
allow YouthThink the opportunity to continue its work of behavioral health
promotion as a way to prevent the future negative effects of risky behaviors such
as youth substance use and potential addiction.

Funds will be used to support the efforts of the two counties Prevention
Coordinators as well as training and materials. We anticipate spending just over
$50,000 the first year of the grant and the remaining funds split up over years 2
and 3. No new county positions are needed for the project and there is no match
requirement.
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This is the second funding opportunity that YouthThink has received through the
Columbia Gorge CCO. YouthThink was awarded a $20,000 grant in 2014, which
assisted in our initial efforts of upstream prevention and behavioral health
promotion.

{{{Commissioner Runyon moved to approve the Building Resiliency in the
Columbia Gorge Grant Agreement. Vice Chair Hege seconded the motion
which passed unanimously.}}}

It was determined that there was not a need for legal updates and not enough
time to complete the employee review. Therefore, the executive session was
cancelled.

Commission Call

Vice Chair Hege stated that the new plans for the Pine Hollow recreation area
are for ODFW to take on the north ramp on a reduced scale and the Marine
Board to fund repairs to the south ramp. Both projects will need the support of
the County. He said that he has been working to help facilitate the projects and
anticipates that they will come to the Board in the near future.

Chair Kramer adjourned the session at 10:31 a.m.

Summary of Actions

MOTIONS

e To approve Order 18-003 reappointing Lynne Erickson to the Wasco
County Planning Commission.

e To approve Order 18-004 appointing John Hutchison to the Wasco
County Investment Committee.

e To appoint Chair Kramer as an alternate to the NORCOR Board of
Directors.

e To approve Resolution 18-003 in the matter of increasing
appropriations and additional revenue within a fund.

e To approve the Building Resiliency in the Columbia Gorge Grant
Agreement.

CONSENSUS

e For Ms. White to apply their electronic signatures to an order of
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appointment for Chair Kramer as an alternate representative on the
NORCOR Board of Directors.

Wasco County
Board of Commissioners

Steven D. Kramer, Board Chair

Scott C. Hege, Vice-Chair

Rod L. Runyon, County Commissioner
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PRESENT: Steve Kramer, Chair
Scott Hege, Vice-Chair
Rod Runyon, County Commissioner
STAFF: Tyler Stone, Administrative Officer
Kathy White, Executive Assistant

At 9:00 a.m. Chair Kramer opened the Regular Session with the Pledge of
Allegiance.

Changes to the agenda:
e Remove Executive Session
e Add NORCOR to the Discussion List
e Add letter of support for SWPRD Grant application to the Discussion List.

Discussion List = SWPRD Grant Application

County Clerk Lisa Gambee reminded the Board that they previously signed
letters of support for South Wasco Park and Recreation District grant
applications to the Oregon State Marine Board and the Oregon Department of
Fish and Wildlife. She explained that those grants will address
repair/replacement at the north and south boat ramps. She went on to say that
the SWPRD is applying for a grant from the State Park and Recreation
Department to improve the land deeded by the County to the District. She
stated that they hope to include a vault toilet and picnic tables. She explained
that the SWPRD is requesting a letter of support for the new grant application.

Vice-Chair Hege stated that the possibilities for what could happen at the Pine
Hollow Reservoir are amazing. He asked when the grant might be awarded. Ms.
Gambee replied that the State Parks grant awards will be announced in
October. She added that the SWPRD hopes to begin work in the fall with a
target completion in the spring of 2019.
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***The Board was in consensus to sign a letter of support for the South
Wasco Park and Recreation District’s Oregon State Parks and Recreation
Department grant application.**%*

Discussion List — Clear Ballot Agreement

Ms. Gambee explained that Wasco County already has an MOU with many of
the other Oregon Counties using the Clear Ballot system for voting tabulation.
The MOU provides for continuity of services; if one county is experiencing
circumstances that prevent them from processing through Clear Ballot, they can
go to another county to process their votes. She stated that some of the larger
counties requested a more robust agreement which is what is before the Board
today for consideration. She stated that some of the smaller participating

counties are not entering into the new agreement but will still honor the original
MOU.

Vice-Chair Hege asked how many counties use Clear Ballot. Ms. Gambee
replied that there are sixteen counties using Clear Ballot although not all are
signing the updated agreement.

{{{Commissioner Runyon moved to approve the Omnibus
Intergovernmental Agreement Clear Ballot Elections Systems to provide
aid for ballot tabulation in the event that a county cannot undertake or
complete election ballot tabulation at their own facility. Vice-Chair Hege
seconded the motion which passed unanimously.}}}

Discussion List — MCCFL Bid Recommendation

Vice-Chair Hege reported that the bids for the Mid-Columbia Center for Living
Mental Health Clinic construction project came back higher than the last set of
bid submissions. He said that the MCCFL Board of Directors had met regarding
the bids; they have asked for more information from staff before formulating a
recommendation and will meet again on Friday. He stated that he would
recommend delegating authority to Tyler and/or Chair Kramer to act on the
recommendation of the MCCFL Board.

Commissioner Runyon said that he wants to be clear that any delegation of
authority applies only to this bid process; were the project to be reopened for
bidding, it would be an entirely new process.
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Mr. Stone commented that the State defers to our process but he has a bit of
discomfort around this not being a Board decision. He said that he would still
bring it back to the Board of Commissioners at the first session in April. He
asked if there is any reason we would not want to go with the lowest bidder.

Vice-Chair Hege responded that the MCCFL Board will make a supported
recommendation but it is likely to be the lowest bidder.

Mr. Stone suggested that delegating to the Board Chair would be ideal.
Commissioner Runyon said that it would be to approve staff to move forward
pending Board of County Commissioners approval.

Chair Kramer noted that he will be out of town next week and asked if an
electronic signature would be appropriate. Vice-Chair Hege stated that it will
likely be a letter rather than an agreement.

Mr. Stone said that the motion would be to delegate the authority to award the
MCCFL Mental Health Clinic construction project contract to the Board Chair
and County Administrative Officer contingent on the MCCFL Board
recommendation to be affirmed by the Wasco County Board of Commissioners.
Commissioner Runyon asked County Counsel if she is comfortable with that
process. Ms. Campbell responded affirmatively.

{{{Vice-Chair Hege moved to delegate the authority to award the MICCFL
Mental Health Clinic construction project contract to the Board Chair and
County Administrative Officer contingent on the MCCFL Board
recommendation to be affirmed by the Wasco County Board of
Commissioners. Commissioner Runyon seconded the motion which
passed unanimously.}}}

Discussion List — AOC Dues

Chair Kramer reported that AOC has approved a budget for the year and he is
confident that County dues will be expended appropriately; therefore, he is in
support of renewing Wasco County’s membership in all the categories where
we have previously held membership.

*%*The Board was in consensus to pay the full amount of AOC Dues.**%*

Commissioner Runyon observed that there are a number of counties as active in
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AOC as Wasco County, but we are in the top group. He said that the
organization is a positive force.

Discussion List — Construction Excise Tax

Mr. Stone stated that school districts have the authority to charge a small fee on
top of building codes permits. Prior to the separation of Building Codes from
MCCOG; MCCOG collected and dispersed that tax. The State, currently
operating Building Codes on behalf of Wasco County, has declined to take on
that function. He said that the agreement before the Board today is nearly
identical to the agreement between MCCOG and North Wasco County School
District #21 and delegates authority to collect and disburse the tax on behalf of
the School District. He reported that the Planning Department is acting as the
collection point; Building Codes staff calculates the tax for the customer and
sends them to the Planning front desk to make payment. He explained that the
other alternative was to send citizens to the School District office to make
payment directly but it did not seem reasonable to place that burden on the
citizen.

Commissioner Runyon observed that there are other counties using the
building codes services located in The Dalles. He asked if we are collecting
only on behalf of our county. Mr. Stone replied that we will collect only on
behalf of District #21.

Vice-Chair Hege asked if we have the authority for the collection of the taxes.
He noted that the agreement references the passage of a resolution by the
School District. Mr. Stone replied that the resolution was passed when the
excise tax was first enacted; he said he does not believe it is necessary to pass a
new one.

{{{Vice-Chair Hege moved to approve the IGA between North Wasco
County School District 21 and Wasco County to collect and remit
construction excise taxes. Commissioner Runyon seconded the motion
which passed unanimously.}}}

Discussion List - NORCOR

Commissioner Runyon commented that he believes a recent article about
NORCOR in The Dalles Chronicle misrepresents the facts. He said that the
participating counties cannot determine if they will spend on the juvenile or
adult side of NORCOR. The Counties pay into the facility based on an agreed-
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upon formula; the NORCOR Board determines how those funds will be
expended. He added that each participating county has representation on the
NORCOR Board. It is not two facilities — it is one facility serving two populations.
Should a county decide to use only one side of the facility, it is possible that
they could become an independent buyer of services. He stated that there are a
lot of questions to be addressed and NORCOR is a large part of Wasco County’s
budget — we are the largest provider of funds with Hood River County being the
second largest. However, it is a multi-county facility and each county has an
equal vote.

Commissioner Runyon went on to say that we have gone from a jail facility with
some mental health services to a facility with a number of mental health
programs. He said that we also need to address our spending issues and find a
balance; there are many valid questions to be addressed.

Juvenile Services Director Molly Rogers said that Commissioner Runyon
covered it well; she agrees that it is one entity providing services to both the
juvenile and adult populations. She stated that the DRO report is still affecting
the facility with decreased revenues — about $60,000 in losses since December.
She said that even without that revenue, the facility will still hit revenue
numbers for the juvenile side but there needs to be realistic discussions. She
reported that costs for housing juveniles in Multnomah County are over $2,000
per night — had we housed our juveniles there for the first three months of this
year, it would have cost over $100,000 for long-term care. She pointed out that
those costs are just for jail time and do not include transportation and other
costs of incarceration. She added that the volatility of the juvenile side is so
chaotic that it is difficult to do any trending. She added that just before the
budget process began this year, the funding formula was confirmed.

Mr. Stone, serving as Chair of the NORCOR Budget Committee, said that while
the closure of the juvenile side of the facility is on the table the question is: Can
you close just a piece of a facility and not look at it as a whole? The implications
need to be evaluated. He stated that another issue is the idea of an 8% increase
in subsidies — for Wasco County that translates to approximately $200,000 in
increased annual costs. Hood River, currently struggling financially, would face
similar increases and cannot afford them. He said that Commissioner Runyon
will represent the County at NORCOR and the Board of Commissioners needs to
have a discussion about what the County’s position is and how we want to move
forward. Commissioner Runyon commented that it should be a work session
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topic.

Sheriff Magill said that mental health services is a good conversation. He stated
that there has been discussion in the community around those services. He
reported that recidivism is down from 80% TO 63% since some of the
programming has been implemented. He said that while he agrees there needs
to be a balance, that discussion has to include the benefits of the programming.
Commissioner Runyon agreed, saying that it is complex and all aspects should
be evaluated.

Mr. Stone said that all avenues are being explored so we can have a holistic
view as we move forward.

Commissioner Runyon commented that while he knows all the committees on
which the Commissioners serve are active, there needs to be more reporting at
County Board sessions on their activities.

Agenda Item — Sheriff’s Report

Sheriff Magill reported that the first of two Community Corrections new-hires
started today. He stated that they have been busy with some major calls
including the drowning of a 4-year-old in the southern portion of the County. He
said that his budget is ready; he is working with the Emergency Manager for
additional revenue. He announced that all the new patrol vehicles are here and
should be on the road in the next three weeks — they will be steel gray. He
concluded by saying that there is another potential deputy transition to another
law enforcement agency.

Sheriff Magill said that the Sheriff’s Reserve Program is submitting an
application to North Wasco PUD for equipment/uniform purchases. He stated
that his budget for that program is $3,000; supplemental funds are necessary.

Chair Kramer asked how much the grant request is. Sheriff Magill replied that it
is $2,200 per reserve officer for a total of nearly $20,000.

Sheriff Magill said that the 9-1-1 Task Force, which includes representatives
from the City of The Dalles, Wasco County, 9-1-1, and the Sheriff’s Office, is
having discussions around funding for that service. One of the ideas being
explored is a 9-1-1 taxing district which is how Hood River County funds their
program. Mr. Stone said that the larger discussion is how to address expenses;
the City has asked for a reduction in their contribution.
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Sheriff Magill stated that the Task Force has been effective and is exploring
options. They have done an analysis of calls for service and the City of The
Dalles has the bulk of those calls. There will have to be more research including
cost analysis and projections.

*%*The Board was in consensus to provide letter of support for the Sheriff’s
Reserve Deputy Program North Wasco County PUD grant application.**%*

Commissioner Runyon commented that he appreciated the Sheriff’s invitation to
his departmental staff meeting, saying that it was a great experience for Board
members.

Agenda Item — Multnomah County Detention IGA

Ms. Rogers stated that this agreement is to set the cost of detention should
Wasco County need to house juveniles at the Multnomah facility. She said that
the agreement goes through this fiscal year and will be amended going
forward. She stated that while there are no current plans to house juveniles in
Multnomah County, we need to be proactively prepared for that possibility as
NORCOR decides what services they will provide.

Vice-Chair Hege asked if there are other options on the table such as Deschutes
County. Ms. Rogers replied that there will likely be an agreement with them as
well; however, they have a set number of spaces that we have to compete for —
it is unlikely we could house all of our juvenile detainees there at the same time.

Commissioner Runyon clarified that the costs outlined in the agreement are for
bed space only and do not include transportation and investigation costs. Ms.
Rogers confirmed his statement. She said that we want to address public safety
and do the right thing. Commissioner Runyon added that we also have to be
fiscally responsible.

Mr. Stone commented that we are obligated to pay our 50% of NORCOR
funding; if the juvenile side closes, that would reduce our costs at NORCOR. He
observed that when we responded to the DRO report by suspending sending
youth to NORCOR, we had to pay both our NORCOR obligation and the cost of
incarcerating juveniles at another facility.

{{{Commissioner Hege moved to approve the Intergovernmental
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Agreement for Delivery of Detention Services and Facilities Operation and
Maintenance between Wasco County and Multnomah County.
Commissioner Runyon seconded the motion which passed
unanimously.}}}

Agenda Item — ORMAP Grant

Survey & Engineering Technician Ivan Donahue explained that the ORMAP
project is designed to remap all the tax lots in Wasco County and bring them
into alignment with their actual location in the real world to within in one foot of
accuracy. He displayed a series of maps (attached) that outlined the progress of
the project as well as displaying an overlay comparison of old mapping to new
mapping. The maps clearly demonstrated significantly improved accuracy in
lot line placement.

Commissioner Runyon commented that this is not unusual throughout the state
and is not unique to Wasco County. Mr. Donahue agreed, saying that every
county in the state is going through this process. He said he is here to seek
permission to apply for the next grant cycle — applications are submitted every
six months with the majority of the work being done by staff and summer
interns. He added that Lane County receives the majority of the funding as they
do the actual remapping work based on data gathered by Wasco County staff.
The grant request is for $72,580.

Vice-Chair Hege asked if the completed maps are available online. Mr.
Donahue replied that they are; completed mapping is indicated by the rose
colored areas on the display map (attached).

Commissioner Runyon asked if there is a match required. County Surveyor
Bradley Cross replied that there is a $6,000 in-kind match which is met with staff
time.

*%*The Board was in consensus to approve the Spring 2018 ORMAP grant
application.**%*

Agenda Item — VOCA Grant Agreements

Victims Assistance Coordinator Judy Urness explained that the VOCA Support
Services and Training and includes things like lock changes, hotel stays, help
with restraining orders and custody issues, etc. She stated that what is new is
the counseling piece. She said that Mid-Columbia Center for Living is not
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always able to provide those services in a timely fashion and Ms. Bartholomew
has agreed to see clients within ten days. She cited recent in-home burglaries
which can be very traumatic — getting victims into counseling quickly is
important. She explained that the grant ends September 30, 2019.

Ms. Urness went on to say that there were also flexible funds that she did not
feel we would be able to apply in full and therefore some of that funding is
going to HAVEN to help with the counseling piece. She explained that the
money will stay in Wasco County but services will be through HAVEN; state
funding will go directly to HAVEN.

Ms. Urness said that changes have been made to the subcontractor agreements
but there has not been time for the subcontractors to review and respond to
those changes.

Commissioner Runyon noted that one of the attorney subcontractors is currently
involved in a lawsuit against Wasco County. He asked if that presents a conflict.

Ms. Campbell replied that the attorney would represent the victim rather than
the County so there is not a legal conflict. She said that the Board may decide

that it is not in our best interest to enter into a contract with an attorney who is
opposing us in a legal matter. She said that she would defer to Ms. Urness.

Ms. Urness stated that she has worked with him in the past and is also
contracting with one other attorney.

Chair Kramer asked if there is a set dollar amount. Ms. Campbell replied that
there is a $5,000 cap in each agreement which is in line with our contracting
rules. Ms. Urness added that she has only $5,200 budgeted for these services.
She added that the grant also provides for some administrative costs for the
County.

{{{Vice-Chair Hege moved to approve the Memorandum of Understanding
between HAVEN from Domestic Violence and Sexual Violence and Wasco
County District Attorney’s Office Victim Assistant Program March 1, 2018
through September 30, 2019. Commissioner Runyon seconded the motion
which passed unanimously.}}}

{{{Vice-Chair Hege moved to approve the Subcontract for Counseling
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Services with Sandra Bartholomew, LSCW. Commissioner Runyon
seconded the motion which passed unanimously.}}}

{{{Commissioner Hege moved to approve Subcontracts for Legal Services
with Andrew Myers and Jason Corey. Chair Kramer seconded he motion
which passed unanimously.}}}

Agenda Item — Fort Dalles Museum Update

Museum Commission Chair Donna Lawrence explained that they are ready to
move forward with the staining of the Surgeon’s Quarters using the enterprise
zone funds awarded to them by the City and County more than a year ago. Ms.
Lawrence shared some photos of a recently completed project to replace the
retaining wall; that project was done with volunteer labor and donated supplies.

Ms. Lawrence went on to say that they got a total of four quotes for the work and
had tried to get contractors familiar with antiquities which was very difficult. She
stated that Mr. Stroud is the contractor who came through in the end and has
been approved by the Museum Commission. She said that she only recently
learned that there needed to be a more formal contract and Museum
Commissioner Eric Gleason, who is also one of the project managers, worked
with Ms. Campbell to develop that.

Chair Kramer commented that Steve Stroud is an excellent contractor. Vice-
Chair Hege noted that the wood is really old and asked Mr. Gleason if he is
happy with the materials and approach. Mr. Gleason replied that they had hired
a preservation architect who outlined options for preservation and this was the
path the Museum Commission chose. He said that paint would last longer but
would be initially more expensive; it all balances out. Ms. Lawrence added that
there is also some carpentry work that needs to happen.

{{{Vice-Chair Hege moved to approve the Personal Services Contract with
Steve Stroud for the staining of the Surgeons Quarters at the Fort Dalles
Museum. Commissioner Runyon seconded the motion which passed
unanimously.}}}

Commissioner Runyon commented that the pictures depicted Museum
Commission members and volunteers doing the work at the Museum. He said
that the passion of the group is great and so much different than in the past. He
said that Mr. Gleason’s knowledge and expertise is valuable and it is wonderful
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to have a working Board.

Mr. Stone said that the Budget Team met with the Museum Board and this was
one of the items. He said that this is over the budgeted amount. He asked that
Ms. Lawrence take a look at that and then meet with the Budget Team to get the
budget in order.

Agenda Item — Confluence Project

Confluence Project Executive Director Colin Fogarty stated that he is here to
request a letter of support for the Celilo Park Project. He distributed a brochure
(attached) that outlined the completed Confluence projects along the Columbia
Gorge and contained drawings of the planned Celilo Park Project. All the
projects bring permanent art to the Columbia River to commemorate the Lewis
and Clark expedition and the local tribal history. He said that each of the
projects is art landscaping in collaboration with Maya Lin, who designed the
Vietnam Wall, and stakeholders. He noted that this is Ms. Lin’s longest project.
He added that the Vancouver Bridge is the only piece not designed by Ms. Lin;
it was created by John Paul Jones.

Mr. Fogarty pointed out that early in our country’s history, Celilo Falls was the
Wall Street of the West for trading. He said that the designs are reflective of that
and sensitive to tribal history. He reported that Federal Land Access Program
and the Army Corps of Engineers support the application. The upgrades to the
facility are funded through the grants while the artwork is privately funded. He
said it is believed that the project will attract visitors to the area and will have a
significant impact on the economy.

***The Board was in consensus to approve the letter of support for the
Confluence Project at Celilo Falls.***

Agenda Item — Columbia Basin Presentation

Columbia Basin Marketing Director Drew Myron provided the Board with a
packet of information and showed a short video about the facility. She noted that
the facility opened under County ownership 50 years ago and became a non-
profit organization 20 years ago and is the only non-profit facility in the region.
She added that they have a staff of 100 which makes them one of the City’s
largest employers. She described many of their activities and services
including an onsite geriatric nurse-practitioner and a staff of physical, speech
and occupational therapists.
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Columbia Basin Board members John Hutchison and Mike Courtney described
their Board as a good mix. Mr. Courtney stated that they have worked hard to
transform the facility from a warehouse for the dying to a home for the aging
and recovering. He said that are looking at reorganizing the space and have
done all the work without borrowing or begging.

Commissioner Runyon stated that the transformation over the years has been
incredible. He said that it has been some time since the Board of
Commissioners has been at Columbia Basin for a tour.

Vice-Chair Hege echoed Commissioner Runyon’s comments saying that it is
wonderful to see what is happening now.

Consent Agenda — 3.7.2018 & 3.8.2017 Minutes

{{{Vice-Chair Hege moved to approve the consent agenda. Commissioner
Runyon seconded the motion which passed unanimously.}}}

Chair Kramer adjourned the session at 11:00 a.m.

Summary of Actions

MOTIONS

e To approve the Omnibus Intergovernmental Agreement Clear Ballot
Elections Systems to provide aid for ballot tabulation in the event
that a county cannot undertake or complete election ballot
tabulation at their own facility.

e To delegate the authority to award the MCCFL Mental Health Clinic
construction project contract to the Board Chair and County
Administrative Officer contingent on the MCCFL Board
recommendation to be affirmed by the Wasco County Board of
Commissioners.

e To approve the IGA between North Wasco County School District 21
and Wasco County to collect and remit construction excise taxes.

e To approve the Intergovernmental Agreement for Delivery of
Detention Services and Facilities Operation and Maintenance
between Wasco County and Multnomah County.

e To approve the Memorandum of Understanding between HAVEN
from Domestic Violence and Sexual Violence and Wasco County
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District Attorney’s Office Victim Assistant Program Mazrch 1, 2018
through September 30, 2019.

e To approve the Subcontract for Counseling Services with Sandra
Bartholomew, LSCW.

e To approve Subcontracts for Legal Services with Andrew Myers and
Jason Corey.

e To approve the Personal Services Contract with Steve Stroud for the
staining of the Surgeons Quarters at the Fort Dalles Museum.

e To approve the consent agenda - 3.7..2018 Regular Session Minutes
& 3.8.2018 Work Session Minutes.

CONSENSUS

e To sign a letter of support for the South Wasco Park and Recreation
District’s Oregon State Parks and Recreation Department grant
application.

e To pay the full amount of AOC Dues.

e To provide letter of support for the Sheriff’s Reserve Deputy Program
North Wasco County PUD grant application.

e To approve the Spring 2018 ORMAP grant application.

e To approve the letter of support for the Confluence Project at Celilo
Falls.

Wasco County
Board of Commissioners

Steven D. Kramer, Board Chair

Scott C. Hege, Vice-Chair

Rod L. Runyon, County Commissioner
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MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Fort Dalles Museum Surgeon’s Quarters

TO: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

FROM: KATHY WHITE

DATE: 4.4.2018

BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

Since the 3.21.2018 approval of the Personal Services Contract for work to be done at the Fort Dalles
Museum Surgeon’s Quarters, the contractor has identified a superior product and modified his scope of
work accordingly. In addition, the Contractor has requested partial payment at the outset of the project
with final payment to be made upon completion; language in section 3 has been revised to reflect that
change. The Museum President has approved this change.

MEMO: Fort Dalles Museum Personal Services Contract



PERSONAL SERVICES CONTRACT

This Contract is by and between Wasco County (“COUNTY”) and Steve Stroud
(“CONTRACTOR?), for the performance of painting and associated services as set forth in the
Scope of Work attached as Exhibit A.

A. RECITALS
COUNTY has the need for the services of a person or entity with particular training ability,
knowledge and experience as possessed by CONTRACTOR. COUNTY has determined that
CONTRACTOR is qualified and capable of performing the professional services as COUNTY
requires, under the terms and conditions set forth.
B. CONTRACT EXHIBITS
The following exhibits are hereby incorporated by reference into this Contract:
Exhibit A Scope of Work
C. AGREEMENT
1. Term
The term of this Contract shall be from its execution to project completion by no later
than August 31, 2018, and may be extended for additional periods of time upon mutual
agreement of both parties.
2. Scope of Work
CONTRACTOR shall provide all services and deliver all materials as specified in the
attached Exhibit A. All services and materials shall be provided by CONTRACTOR in
accordance with the Exhibit in a competent and professional manner.

3. Compensation

3.1 Payment. CONTRACTOR shall complete the Scope of Work as defined above for
not to exceed $27,500.00.

3.2  Payments. COUNTY shall pay a Material and mobilization payment of

$11,000.00 following execution of contract with a retainage of $16,500.00
payable following COUNTY’S approval of CONTRACTOR’S invoice to
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COUNTY but only after COUNTY has determined that CONTRACTOR has
completed, and COUNTY has accepted, all Services required under this Contract.

4. CONTRACTOR Is an Independent Contractor

CONTRACTOR shall be an independent contractor for all purposes and shall be entitled
to no compensation other than the compensation provided for under this Contract. While
COUNTY reserves the right to set the schedule and evaluate the quality of
CONTRACTOR’s completed work, COUNTY cannot and will not control the means and
manner of CONTRACTOR’s performance. CONTRACTOR is responsible for
determining the appropriate means and manner of performing work. CONTRACTOR is
responsible for all federal and state taxes applicable to compensation and payment paid to
CONTRACTOR under the Contract and will not have any amounts withheld by
COUNTY to cover CONTRACTOR’s tax obligations. CONTRACTOR is not eligible for
any COUNTY fringe benefit plans.

5. Notices

All notices provided for hereunder shall be in writing and shall be deemed to be duly
served on the date of delivery if delivered in person, when receipt of transmission is
generated by the transmitting facsimile machine if delivered by facsimile transmission,
on the day after deposit if delivered by overnight courier, or three days after deposit if
delivered by placing in the U.S. mail, first-class, postage prepaid. Any notice delivered
by facsimile transmission shall be followed by a hard copy. All notices shall be addressed
as follows:

COUNTY: Tyler Stone
Wasco County
511 Washington Street, Suite 101
The Dalles, OR 97058

CONTRACTOR: Steve Stroud
3004 E 12th St
The Dalles, OR 97058-4024

6. Indemnification

To the extent permitted by applicable law, CONTRACTOR shall defend, save, and hold
COUNTY harmless and its officers, agents, and employees from and against any and all
claims, suits, actions, losses, damages, liabilities, costs and expenses of any nature
whatsoever resulting from, arising out of, or relating to the operations of the
CONTRACTOR, including but not limited to the activities of CONTRACTOR or its
officers, employees, agents or subcontractors under this Agreement. CONTRACTOR
shall not be deemed an agent of COUNTY under the Oregon Tort Claims Act.
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7. Insurance Requirements

7.1

7.2

7.3

7.4

7.5

7.6

During the term of this Contract, CONTRACTOR shall maintain, at its own
expense, Professional Liability Insurance covering any damage caused by error,
omission or negligent act related to the CONTRACTOR’S services, with limits
not less than $2,000,000.00.

Insurance coverage shall be maintained for a period of 2 years after completion of
this Contract. It shall also include a 2 year “tail” policy for any “claims made”
policies made part of this Contract.

Policies shall provide that COUNTY, its directors, officers, representatives,
employees, and agents will be included as an additional insured with respect to
the coverages required in Section 8.1 and a waiver of subrogation against them
shall be obtained for all coverages.

All coverages under Section 7.1 shall be primary over any insurance COUNTY
may carry on its own.

CONTRACTOR shall be solely responsible for any loss, damage or destruction to
its own property and materials used in conjunction with the work or services
under this Contract.

CONTRACTOR shall furnish COUNTY with certificates of insurance evidencing
all required coverages prior to commencing any work or services under this
Contract. If requested by COUNTY, CONTRACTOR shall furnish COUNTY
with executed copies of such policies of insurance. CONTRACTOR shall furnish
COUNTY with at least 30-days’ written notice of cancellation of, or any
modification to, the required insurance coverages. Failure to maintain any
required insurance coverages in the minimum required amounts shall constitute a
material breach of this Contract and shall be grounds for immediate termination of
this Contract.

8. Workers’ Compensation

8.1

8.2

CONTRACTOR, its subcontractors, if any, and all employers working under this
Contract are subject employers under the Oregon Workers’ Compensation Law
and shall comply with ORS 656.017, which requires them to provide workers’
compensation coverage for all subject workers.

CONTRACTOR warrants that all persons engaged in Contract work and subject
to the Oregon Workers’ Compensation Law are covered by a workers’
compensation plan or insurance policy that fully complies with Oregon law.
CONTRACTOR shall indemnify COUNTY for any liability incurred by
COUNTY as a result of CONTRACTOR’s breach of the warranty under this
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10.

11.

12.

13.

paragraph.
Assignment

CONTRACTOR may not assign any of its responsibilities under this Contract without
COUNTY’s prior written consent, which consent may be withheld in COUNTY’s sole
discretion. CONTRACTOR may not subcontract for performance of any of its
responsibilities under this Contract without COUNTY’s prior written consent, which
consent shall not be unreasonably withheld.

Labor and Material

CONTRACTOR shall provide and pay for all labor, materials, equipment, tools,
transportation, and other facilities and services necessary for the proper execution and
completion of all Contract work, all at no cost to COUNTY other than the compensation
provided in this Contract.

Ownership of Work and Documents

All work performed by CONTRACTOR and compensated by COUNTY pursuant to this
Contract shall be the property of COUNTY upon full compensation for that work
performed or document produced to CONTRACTOR, and it is agreed by the parties that
such documents are works made for hire. CONTRACTOR hereby conveys, transfers and
grants to COUNTY all rights of reproduction and the copyright to all such documents.

Termination for Convenience

This Contract may be terminated by mutual consent of the parties upon written notice. In
addition, COUNTY may terminate all or part of this Contract upon determining that
termination is in the best interest of COUNTY by giving seven (7) days’ prior written
notice of intent to terminate, without waiving any claims or remedies it may have against
CONTRACTOR. Upon termination under this paragraph, CONTRACTOR shall be
entitled to payment in accordance with the terms of this Contract for Contract work
completed and accepted before termination less previous amounts paid and any claim(s)
COUNTY has against CONTRACTOR. Pursuant to this paragraph, CONTRACTOR
shall submit an itemized invoice for all unreimbursed Contract work completed before
termination and all Contract closeout costs actually incurred by CONTRACTOR.
COUNTY shall not be liable for any costs invoiced later than thirty (30) days after
termination unless CONTRACTOR can show good cause beyond its control for the
delay.

Termination for Cause
COUNTY may terminate this Contract effective upon delivery of written notice to

CONTRACTOR, or at such later date as may be established by COUNTY, under any of
the following conditions:
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14.

15.

13.1 If COUNTY funding is not obtained and continued at levels sufficient to allow for
purchases of the indicated quantity of services. The Contract may be modified to
accommodate a reduction in funds.

13.2 If federal or state regulations or guidelines are modified, changed, or interpreted
in such a way that the services are no longer allowable or appropriate for purchase
under this Contract or are no longer eligible for the funding proposed for
payments authorized by this Contract.

13.3 If any license or certificate required by law or regulation to be held by
CONTRACTOR to provide the services required by this Contract is for any
reason denied, revoked, or not renewed.

Termination for Default

Either COUNTY or CONTRACTOR may terminate this Contract in the event of a breach
of the Contract by the other. Prior to such termination, the party seeking termination shall
give to the other party written notice of the breach and intent to terminate. If the party
committing the breach has not entirely cured the breach within ten (10) days of the date
of the notice, then the party giving the notice may terminate the Contract at any time
thereafter by giving a written notice of termination.

If CONTRACTOR fails to perform in the manner called for in this Contract or if
CONTRACTOR fails to comply with any other provisions of the Contract, COUNTY
may terminate this Contract for default. Termination shall be effected by serving a notice

of termination on CONTRACTOR setting forth the manner in which CONTRACTOR s
in default. CONTRACTOR shall be paid the Contract price only for services performed
in accordance with the manner of performance as set forth in this Contract.

Remedies
In the event of breach of this Contract the parties shall have the following remedies:

15.1 If terminated under paragraph 14 by COUNTY due to a breach by
CONTRACTOR, COUNTY may complete the work either itself, by agreement
with another contractor, or by a combination thereof.

15.2 In addition to the above remedies for a breach by CONTRACTOR, COUNTY
also shall be entitled to any other equitable and legal remedies that are available.

15.3 If COUNTY breaches this Contract, CONTRACTOR’s remedy shall be limited to
termination of the Contract and receipt of Contract payments to which
CONTRACTOR is entitled.

154 COUNTY shall not be liable for any indirect, incidental, consequential, or special
damages under the Contract or any damages arising solely from terminating the
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Contract in accordance with its terms.

15.5 Upon receiving a notice of termination, and except as otherwise directed in
writing by COUNTY, CONTRACTOR shall immediately cease all activities
related to the services and work under this Contract. As directed by COUNTY,
CONTRACTOR shall, upon termination, deliver to COUNTY all then existing
work product that, if the Contract had been completed, would be required to be
delivered to COUNTY.

16. Nondiscrimination

During the term of this Contract, CONTRACTOR shall not discriminate against any
employee or applicant for employment because of race, religion, color, sex, age, or
national origin.

17. Governing Law; Jurisdiction; Venue

This Contract shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the state
of Oregon without regard to principles of conflicts of law. Any claim, action, suit or
proceeding (collectively “Claim”) between COUNTY and CONTRACTOR that arises
from or relates to this Contract which results in litigation shall be brought and conducted
solely and exclusively within the Circuit Court of Wasco County for the state of Oregon;
provided, however, if a Claim must be brought in a federal forum, then it shall be brought
and conducted solely and exclusively within the United States Court for the State of
Oregon.

18.  Compliance with Laws and Regulations

CONTRACTOR shall comply with all state and local laws, regulations, executive orders
and ordinances applicable to this Contract or to the delivery of services hereunder.
Without limiting the generality of the foregoing, CONTRACTOR expressly agrees to
comply with the following laws, regulations and executive orders to the extent they are
applicable to this Contract: a) All applicable licensure requirements; and d) ORS
659A.400 to 659A.409, ORS 659A.145, and all regulations and administrative rules
established pursuant to those laws. These laws, regulations and executive orders are
incorporated by reference herein to the extent that they are applicable to this Contract and
required by law to be so incorporated.

19.  Experience, Capabilities and Resources

By execution of this Contract, the CONTRACTOR agrees that: CONTRACTOR has the
skill, legal capacity, and professional ability necessary to perform all the services
required under this Contract. CONTRACTOR has the capabilities and resources
necessary to perform the obligations of this Contract.
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20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

Documents

All work in its original form, including, but not limited to, documents, notes, papers,
computer programs, diaries, recordings and reports performed or produced by
CONTRACTOR under this contract shall be the exclusive property of the COUNTY and
shall be delivered to COUNTY prior to final payment.

Access to Records

For not less than three (3) years after the Contract expiration and for the purpose of
making audit, examination, excerpts, and transcripts, COUNTY, and its duly authorized
representatives shall have access to CONTRACTOR’s books, documents, papers, and
records that are pertinent to this Contract. If, for any reason, any part of this Contract, or
any resulting construction contract(s) is involved in litigation, CONTRACTOR shall
retain all pertinent records for not less than three years or until all litigation is resolved,
whichever is longer. CONTRACTOR shall provide full access to these records to
COUNTY, and its duly authorized representatives in preparation for and during litigation.

Representations and Warranties

CONTRACTOR represents and warrants to COUNTY that (1) CONTRACTOR has the
power and authority to enter into and perform this Contract, (2) when executed and
delivered, this Contract shall be a valid and binding obligation of CONTRACTOR
enforceable in accordance with its terms, (3) CONTRACTOR shall, at all times during
the term of this Contract, be duly licensed to perform the services, and if there is no
licensing requirement for the profession or services, be duly qualified and competent, (4)
the services under this Contract shall be performed in accordance with the professional
skill, care and standards of other professionals performing similar services under similar
conditions. The warranties set forth in this section are in addition to, and not in lieu of,
any other warranties provided.

Attorney Fees

In case a suit or action is instituted to enforce the provisions of this Contract, the parties
agree that the losing party shall pay such sums as the court may adjudge reasonable for
attorney fees and court costs, including attorney fees and costs on appeal.

Limitation of Liabilities

COUNTY shall not be liable for (i) any indirect, incidental, consequential, or special
damages under the Contract or (ii)) any damages of any sort arising solely from the

termination of this Contract in accordance with its terms.

Confidentiality
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26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

CONTRACTOR shall maintain the confidentiality of any of COUNTY’s information that
has been so marked as confidential, unless withholding such information would violate
the law, create the risk of significant harm to the public or prevent CONTRACTOR from
establishing a claim or defense in an adjudicatory proceeding. CONTRACTOR shall
require  similar  agreements from COUNTY’s and/or CONTRACTOR’s
subCONTRACTORSs to maintain the confidentiality of information of COUNTY.

Force Majeure

CONTRACTOR shall not be deemed in default hereof nor liable for damages arising
from its failure to perform its duties or obligations hereunder if such is due to causes
beyond its reasonable control, including, but not limited to, acts of God, acts of civil or
military authorities, fires, floods, windstorms, earthquakes, strikes or other labor
disturbances, civil commotion or war.

Waivers

No waiver by COUNTY of any provision of this Contract shall be deemed to be a waiver
of any other provision hereof or of any subsequent breach by CONTRACTOR of the
same or any other provision. COUNTY’s consent to or approval of any act by
CONTRACTOR requiring COUNTY’s consent or approval shall not be deemed to
render unnecessary the obtaining of COUNTY’s consent to or approval of any
subsequent act by CONTRACTOR, whether or not similar to the act so consented to or
approved.

Severability

Any provisions of this Contract which shall prove to be invalid, void or illegal shall in no
way affect, impair or invalidate any other provision hereof, and such remaining
provisions shall remain in full force and effect.

Headings

The captions contained in this Contract are for convenience only and shall not be
considered in the construction or interpretation of any provision hereof.

Integration

This Contract, including the attached exhibits contains the entire agreement between the
parties regarding the matters referenced herein and supersedes all prior written or oral
discussions or agreements regarding the matters addressed by this Contract.

Amendments

This Agreement shall not be waived, altered, modified, supplemented, or amended in any
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manner without a duly executed Amendment. Any amendments to this Agreement shall
be effective only when reducing to writing and signed by both parties as below.

32. Authority
The representatives signing on behalf of the parties certify that they are duly authorized
by the party for which they sign to make this Contract.

WASCO COUNTY, OREGON

Date:

STEVEN D. KRAMER
Commission Chair

Date:

SCOTT C. HEGE
Commission Vice-Chair

Date:

ROD L. RUNYON
County Commissioner
CONTRACTOR

Date: By:
STEVE STROUD

Title:

Address: 3004 E, 12" St., The Dalles, OR 97058

Tax 1d. No.

Contractor’s License #

Date:

KRISTEN A. CAMPBELL
Wasco County Counsel
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Land Use and Development Ordinance Revisions
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ORDINANCE # 18-001




PLANNING DEPARTMENT

2705 East Second Street ¢ The Dalles, OR 97058
p: [541] 506-2560 e f: [541] 506-2561 ¢ www.co.wasco.or.us

Pioneering pathways to prosperity.

Memo

TO: Wasco County Board of County Commissioners

FROM: Will Smith, Senior Planner; Riley Marcus, Associate Planner
DATE: April 4, 2018 Board of Commissioners Meeting

SUBJECT: NSA LUDO Updates

In February of 2016, the Columbia River Gorge Commission adopted revisions to their Management
Plan. This was in response to an Oregon Court of Appeals’ decision after a previous Management Plan
update went through litigation. These revisions included mandatory changes to the General
Management Area guidelines as well as mandatory changes to the Special Management Area guidelines
that the U.S. Forest Service had already adopted.

These revisions were transmitted to all six National Scenic Area counties in July of 2017, requiring
adoption into each local National Scenic Area (NSA) land use ordinance. Wasco County Planning staff
received the amendments and incorporated them into the Wasco County NSA Land Use and
Development Ordinance (LUDO) for your review. Wasco County Planning staff has also taken this
opportunity to update the NSA LUDO with minor formatting and grammatical edits.

On October 19, 2017 staff brought suggested edits to the Planning Commission, who reviewed, edited,
and recommended Board approval. The Wasco County Board of County Commissioners reviewed and
edited these updates as well, on December 6, 2017, and approved the changes on December 20, 2017.
When the suggested edits were submitted to the Gorge Commission staff to review, some
inconsistencies were identified between Wasco County’s suggested edits and the NSA Management
Plan. These inconsistencies have been addressed with these updated revisions. These new edits were
presented to the Planning Commission on March 6, 2018 where a recommendation for approval was
made.

If the Board of County Commissioners approves staff’s updated revisions based on these mandatory
changes to our ordinance, staff will then submit the revised NSA ordinance to the Gorge Commission for
approval. The final step will be approval of the ordinance by the U.S. Secretary of Agriculture, or his
designee.

The intent of these changes is to clarify some of the processes used to protect Scenic, Cultural, Natural,
and Recreational resources in the Gorge. Anticipated impacts include slightly longer staff reports for
some proposed developments and may require additional information for application completeness
when a natural or cultural resource is present.

We look forward to meeting with you and are happy to answer any questions in anticipation of the
meeting. Please feel free to schedule office hours or reach out to us by phone/email.



SUMMARY OF INFORMATION

Prepared for Board of County Commissioners Hearing

File Number:

Request:

Prepared By:

Prepared For:
Board of County
Commissioners
Hearing Date:
Procedure Type:
Applicant:

Owners & Location:

Planning Commission
Recommendation:

PLALEG-17-10-0001
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1. Add the definition of “Adversely Affect” from the Management Plan
into the WC NSA LUDO.
2. Adopt SMA language into the GMA sections of the WC NSA LUDO
ensuring no adverse cumulative effects for natural resources.
3. Adopt new language into the WC NSA LUDO from the Management
Plan regarding requiring a reconnaissance survey if any element of
any land use application requires a reconnaissance survey.
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Amendments may affect development for all zones inside the Columbia River
Gorge National Scenic Area within Wasco County.

Recommend approval of the WC NSA LUDO amendments to the Wasco County
Board of County Commissioners and the Gorge Commission, with the findings in
Planning Commission report PLALEG-17-10-0001 and the additional edits
suggested by the Planning Commission.
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ATTACHMENT B — STAFF REPORT

Amendments to the
Wasco County National Scenic Area
Land Use and Development Ordinance
PLALEG-17-10-0001

Request: Amend the Wasco County National Scenic Area Land Use and
Development Ordinance (WC NSA LUDO)

1. Add the definition of “Adversely Affect” from the
Management Plan into the WC NSA LUDO.
2. Adopt SMA language into the GMA sections of the WC NSA
LUDO ensuring no adverse cumulative effects for natural
resources.
3. Adopt new language into the WC NSA LUDO from the
Management Plan regarding requiring a reconnaissance survey
if any element of any land use application requires a
reconnaissance survey.
4. Correct grammatical, formatting and spelling errors within
the WC NSA LUDO.

Prepared by: Will Smith, Senior Planner

Prepared for: Wasco County Board of County Commissioners

Applicant: Wasco County Planning Department

Staff Recommendation: Approval of the Wasco County Planning Commission recommendation

to adopt the proposed amendments of the WC NSA LUDO.
Board of County
Commissioners

Hearing Date: April 4, 2018

Procedure Type: Legislative

Attachments: - Attachment C: WC NSA LUDO Proposed Changes (Strikes and
Underlines)

I. APPLICABLE CRITERIA

B. Wasco County National Scenic Area Land Use & Development Ordinance (WC NSA LUDO)
Chapter 9 — Zone Change, Ordinance Amendment and Revision of Urban Area Boundaries
Section 9.050 Conditions Relative to the Approval of a Zone Change

Section 9.060 Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance
Section 9.070 Recommendation on Zone Change or Amendment to the Land Use and
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Development Ordinance
Section 9.080 Notice of Planning Commission Recommendation
Section 9.090 Action By County Governing Body
Section 9.100 Action by the Gorge Commission

SUBMITTED COMMENTS

As of March 13, 2018 the Wasco County Planning Department has received no comments about
the proposed revisions.

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

In addition to the hearings associated with this legislative process, which allows for public testimony
and the ability to provide written comment, Wasco County has included the following measures to
ensure the process is open to the public.

A. Newspaper Notification

Initial Edits

Planning Commission Hearing:
The notice for Planning Commission Hearing #1 was published in The Dalles Chronicle on
September 15, 2017, more than 15 days prior to the October 19, 2017 hearing date.

Board of County Commissioners Hearings:

The notice for Board of County Commission Hearing #1 was published in The Dalles Chronicle on
November 21, 2017, more than 10 days prior to the December 6 and December 20, 2017
hearing date.

Revised Edits

Planning Commission Hearing:
The notice for Planning Commission Hearing #1 was published in The Dalles Chronicle on
February 13, 2018, more than 15 days prior to the March 6, 2018 hearing date.

Board of County Commissioners Hearings:
The notice for Board of County Commission Hearing #1 was published in The Dalles Chronicle on
March 20, 2018, more than 10 days prior to the April 4 and April 18, 2018 hearing dates.

Information Available on Website

The information regarding the proposed amendments was placed on the Wasco County
Planning & Development Department Website
(http://co.wasco.or.us/departments/planning/index.php) on October 12, 2017. If updates are
made following each hearing, the webpage will be updated to reflect such changes. At the time
of this document, the following information was available:

-A listing of the hearing dates, times and locations.
-The drafts of the proposed amendments

-Staff report describing the process and changes
-A way to submit comments via email
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IV. FINDINGS
A. WC NSA LUDO CRITERIA
1. Chapter 9 — Zone Change, Ordinance Amendment and Revision of Urban Area Boundaries
SECTION 9.050 Conditions Relative to the Approval of a Zone Change

FINDING: The request is not for a zone change therefore this section does not apply. Itisincluded in
this report due to requirements in Section 9.060.

SECTION 9.060 Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance

Amendments to this Ordinance may be initiated as follows:
(***)

D. By request of the Director of Planning or the District Attorney to conform the
Ordinance to changes in the State Law;

E. Any Ordinance amendment that will require an amendment to the Management Plan
shall first be reviewed by the Gorge Commission and concurred upon by the Secretary of
Agriculture pursuant to those procedures set out in Section 9.100, Amendment to the
Management Plan. Upon amendment of the Management Plan, the application shall be
reviewed by the County, pursuant to those procedures set out in Sections 9.050, 9.060,
9.070, 9.080 and 9.090 of this ordinance.

FINDING: The Director of Planning for Wasco County is requesting that these changes be made to the
WC NSA LUDO to conform to the Oregon Court of Appeals decision in Friends of the Columbia Gorge v.
Columbia River Gorge Commission, issued in 2012. These ordinance revisions required an amendment
of the Management Plan. These changes were adopted on February 9, 2016 by the Gorge Commission,
and thence adopted by the U.S. Secretary of Agriculture designee on August 4, 2016.

On September 6, 2017 the Wasco County Board of County Commissioners (BOCC) unanimously
approved staff’s request to initiate the amending of the WC NSA LUDO. On September 7, 2017, Staff
conveyed that information to the Gorge Commission with a letter indicating the County’s intent to be
consistent with the transmitted revisions and to adopt them within 270 days.

Requirements in Section 9.050 are addressed above; Sections 9.070, 9.080, and 9.090 are addressed
below. Staff finds that this request complies with Section 9.060.D. and E.

(***)

SECTION 9.070 Recommendation on Zone Change or Amendment to the Land Use and
Development Ordinance

After the hearing, the Approving Authority shall recommend that the proposed zone change or
amendment to the Zoning Ordinance be granted or denied. The Planning
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Director or his/her assistants shall reduce to writing the Planning Commission's
recommendations together with a brief statement of the facts and reasons upon which such
recommendation is based.

FINDING: This criterion in Section 9.070 was met.

o The Planning Commission conducted a legally notified hearing on March 6, 2018 at 3:00 pm at the
Wasco County Planning Department Conference Room, 2705 East Second Street, The Dalles, Oregon.
Staff will present their report and those in the audience will have the opportunity to provide
testimony.

« Following this, or any further hearings if necessary, criterion c. will be adhered to in two ways. The
first will be in the form of a notice of the Planning Commission recommendation to all persons who
provided written comments or testified at either hearing and all affected agencies. This notice will
include a very brief statement indicating the recommendation.

o Should anyone wish to find a more detailed statement of facts this report will be available on the
Wasco County website before and after each hearing and upon request at the Wasco County Planning
Department. This report will transform throughout the process according to the following:

- At the Planning Commission hearing(s) the first draft of this report which includes all of
the facts and reasons to support the decision is the Staff Report.

- At the Board of County Commissioner’s hearing the Staff Report becomes the Planning
Commission Report and includes any additional facts and reasons to the support the
decision made by the Planning Commission.

- A final version which is the Board of County Commissioner’s Report includes any
additional facts and reasons to support the decision made by the Board of County
Commissioner’s.

SECTION 9.080 Notice of Planning Commission Recommendation

Within ten (10) days of the Planning Commission hearing, the Director of Planning or his/ her
assistants shall give notice thereof to any persons who signed in and testified at the hearing and
to such other persons as may have requested the same in writing.

FINDING: This Criterion in Section 9.080 was met.

o No persons or agencies, or their representatives, submitted written testimony or provided oral
testimony at the Planning Commission hearing or requested to receive notification of the action of
the Planning Commission. A notice of the vote of the Planning Commission was signed by the
Planning Director on behalf of the Chair of the Planning Commission on March 13, 2018.

SECTION 9.090 Action by County Governing Body

Upon receipt of the Commission report, the County Governing Body shall take such action as may
appear appropriate to that body, or as it feels the public interest requires, provided that in no
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event shall the County Court act until at least twenty (20) days after the Notice of Planning
Commission Recommendation has been mailed.

FINDING: This Criterion in Section 9.090 was met.

o A hearing on this matter with the Wasco County Board of County Commissioners is scheduled for
April 4, 2018. The Planning Commission met on this matter on March 6, 2018, more than 20 days
prior to the scheduled Board of County Commissioners meeting on this report. No persons or
agencies, or their representatives submitted testimony at this hearing, nor requested to be notified
in writing regarding this decision, and no mailing of the Notice of Planning Commission
Recommendation was required per Section 9.080. Notice of Planning Commission Recommendation
was signed on March 13, 2018.

SECTION 9.100 Action by the Gorge Commission

The Columbia River Gorge Scenic Area Act governs the process for counties to adopt land use
ordinances consistent with the management plan. The following is a summary of 16 U.S.C. §
544e (7)(b):

All ordinance amendments shall require review by the Gorge Commission, and approval, before
the ordinance amendments can be implemented.

Upon receipt of the final order of the Ordinance amendment by the County Court, the
Gorge Commission shall schedule a hearing on the matter and take such action as may appear
appropriate to that body.

Within ninety (90) days after receipt of the final order by the County Court of the ordinance
amendments, the Gorge Commission, by majority vote including at least three members from
each State, shall approve the ordinance amendments, unless the Gorge Commission determines
the ordinance amendments are inconsistent with the Management Plan for the Columbia River
Gorge National Scenic Area.

Should the Gorge Commission fail to act within ninety (90) days, the ordinance amendments
shall be deemed to be approved.

The commission shall submit amendments to the Special Management Area ordinance to the
Secretary of Agriculture. If the Secretary fails to act within ninety (90) days the Secretary shall be
deemed to have concurred on the Special Management Area ordinance amendments.

FINDING: This criterion in Section 9.100 will be met.

o After the Wasco County Board of County Commissioners meets on this matter on April 4 and April
18, 2018, and upon receipt of the final order of the Ordinance amendment by the Board, the Gorge
Commission shall schedule a hearing on the matter and take such action as may appear appropriate
to that body.
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SECTION 1.200 Definitions

For the purpose of this Ordinance, certain words and terms are defined as follows: Words used in the
present tense include the future; words in the singular number include the plural, and words in the plural
include the singular.

Abandoned WECS - A WECS that does not generate energy during a period of twelve (12) consecutive
months far reasons other than lack of wind, lack of demand for the electricity produced, repair, or
modernization.

Accepted Agricultural Practice - A mode of operation that is common to farms or ranches of similar nature,
necessary for the operation of such farms or ranches to obtain a profit in money and customarily utilized in
conjunction with agricultural use.

Access - A way or means of approach to provide pedestrian, bicycle, and/or motor vehicular entrances or
exits to a property. Includes driveways and private accesses,

Access easement - An easement recorded for the purpose of providing vehicle, bicycle, and/or pedestrian
access from a public or private road to a parcel across intervening property under separate ownership
from the parcel being provided access. See Private Easement Road.

Accessory structure/building - A structure or detached building whose use is incidental and subordinate

to that of the main use of the property, and that Is located on the same parcel as the main building or

use, The term “detached” means that the main building and accessory building do not share a common

wall. An accessory building connected to the main building by a breezeway is a detached building,

Accessory Use - A use customarily incidental and subordinate to the primary use and located on the same
legal parcel.

Active Wildlife Site - A wildlife site that has been used within the past 5 years by a sensitive wildlife species.
Addition - An extension or increase in the area or height of an existing building,

|Adversely affect or Adversely affecting — A reasonable [lkelihood of more than moderate adverse
consequences forte the scenic, cultural, recreation or natural resources of the scenic area, the
determination of which is based an-

(1) The context of a propesed action;

(2) The intensity of a proposed action, including the magnitude and duration ef an impact and the
likelihood of its occurrence;

(3) The relationship between a proposed action and other similar actions which are individually
insignificant but which may have cumulatively significant impacts; and

(4) And-pPravend mitigation measures which the propanent of an action will implement as part of
the proposal to reduce otherwise significant effects ta an Insignificant !eveIJ

Chapter 1 = Introductory Provisions
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similar drainage and erosion control features employed for the duration of the use; and the
location of storage, processing and equipment areas employed for the duration of the use;

b. Cross-sectional drawings of the site showing pre-mining and post-mining grades;

c. Descriptions of the proposed use, in terms of estimated quantity and type of material
removed, estimated duration of the use, and processing activities;

d. Alandscaping plan providing for revegetation consistent with the vegetation patterns of the
subject landscape setting, indicating the species, number, size and location of plantings for
the final reclaimed grade, as well as a description of irrigation provisions or other measures
necessary to ensure the survival of plantings.

e. Descriptions of drainage/erosion control features to be employed for the duration of the
use.

2. Al reclamation plans for new quarries or expansion of existing quarries shall be sent to the
Oregon Department of Geological and Mineral Industries (DOGAMI) for review and comment,
DOGAM)| shall have 30 calendar days from the date a reclamation plan is mailed to submit
written comments on the proposal. DOGAMI comments shall address the following:

a. whether the proposed mining is subject to state reclamation permit requirements;

b. if subject to state jurisdiction, whether an application has been received for a state
reclamation permit and, if 5o, the current status of the application; and

c. for uses subject to state jurisdiction, any issues or cancerns regarding consistency with state
reclamation requirements, or any suggested modifications to comply with state reclamation
requirements.

The County may request technical assistance from DOGAMI and other State Agencies on
reclamation plans for proposed mining not within the state agency’s jurisdiction.

B. Mineral an regat rations Visible from Key Viewing Areas
1. For proposed mining and associated activities on lands visible from Key Viewing Areas applicants
shall submit perspective drawings of the proposed mining areas as seen from applicable Key
Viewing Areas.
2. Expansion of existing quarries and new production and/or development of mineral resources
proposed on sites more than three miles from the nearest Key Viewing Areas from which it is

visible may be allowed upon a demanstration that:

A 4The site plan requirements for such proposals that are pursuant to this chapter have
been met.

B. The ares Lo be'miined and the area to be used for prirnary processing, equipment storage,

Chapter 10-Resource Enhancement Projects, Disposal Sites, and Mineral Aggregate Review
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stockplling, etc. associated with the use would bie visually subordinate as seen from any
key viewing areas,

C.__+aA reclamation plan to restore the site to a natural appearance that blends with and
emulates surrounding landforms to the maximum extent practicable has bean approved,
At & minimum the reclamation plan shall comply with Sections 10.300.A.1 and 10.300.A.2

above;

GMA-as<seen-from-any-Key-Viewing-areas-A wrilten report on a determinal.ion of visual
subordinance has been completed, withbased—en findings addressing the extent of

visibility of proposed mining activities from Key Viewing Areas, includingf

al. alist of Key Viewing Areas from which exposed mining surfaces (and associated
facilities/ activities) would be visible;

2b.  an estimate of the surface area of exposed mining surfaces which would be
visible from those Key Viewing Areas;

3e.the distance from those Key Viewing Areas and the linear distance along those Key
Viewing Areas from which proposed mining surfaces are visible;

4d.  the slope and aspect of mining surfaces relative to those portions of Key
Viewing Areas from which they are visible;

5e.  the degree to which potentially visible mining surfaces are screened from Key
Viewing Areas by existing vegetation, including winter screening and considerations;

Bf. tThe degree to which potentially visible mining surfaces would be screened by new
plantings, berms, etc, and approximate time frames to achieve such results,
including winter screening considerations.

3. An interim time period to achieve compliance with visual subordinance requirements in the

5.

GMA, for expansion of existing quarries and development of new quarries located more than
three miles from the nearest visible Key Viewing Area shall be established prior to approval. The
interim time period shall be based on site-specific topographic and visual conditions, but shall
not exceed three years beyond the date of approval,

New production and/or development of mineral resources on sites less than 3 miles from the
nearest Key Viewing Area may be allowed upon a demonstration that the area to be mined and
the area used for primary processing, equipment storage, stockpiling, etc., associated with the
use would be fully screened from any Key Viewing Area as described in 5 below. The applicant
shall also meet the requirements of B(2) above.

Aninterim time perlod to achieve compliance with full screening requirements for new quarries
lacated less than three miles from the nearest visible Key Viewing Area shall be established prior

Chapter 10-Resource Enhancement Projects, Disposal Sites, and Mineral Aggregate Review
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Section 14.500 ural Resources (GMA Onl
A. Purpose:
1. Protect and enhance cultural resources.

2. Ensure that proposed development and uses do not have an adverse effect on significant
cultural resources,

B. Applicability of the Cultural Resource Reconnaissance and Historic Survey Requirements

1. The reconnaissance survey standards of C, Cultural Resource Reconnaissance and Historic

Survey, apply until a cultural resource survey of the General Management Areas is complete.

. Fach proposed use or element of a proposed use within an application shall be evaluated
ndependently to determine whether a reconnalssance survey (s required; for example, an
g ;

lication that proposes a land divisia d a new dwelli ould require alssance
survey |f a survey would be required for the dwel

ba. A reconnaissance survey shall be required for all proposed uses, except:

(1) The modification, expansion, replacement, or reconstruction of existing buildings and
structures..

(2) Proposed uses that would not disturb the ground, including:
(a) land divisions and lot-line adjustments/replats;
(b) storage sheds that do not require a foundation;
{c) low-intensity recreation uses, such as fishing, hunting, and hiking;
(d) installation of surface chemical toilets;
(e) hand treatment of brush within established rights-of-way; and
(f) new uses of existing structures.

(3) Proposed uses that involve minor ground disturbance, as defined by depth and extent,
including:

(a) repair and maintenance of lawfully constructed and serviceable structures;

{b) home gardens;

Chapter 14 = Scenic Area Review
Cultural Resources
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(c) live-stock grazing;

(d) cultivation that emplays minimum tillage techniques, such as replanting pastures
using a grassland drill;

(e) construction of fences;

(f) new utllity poles that are installed using an auger, post-hole digger, or similar
implement; and

(g) placement of mobile homes where septic systems and underground facilities are not
involved.

The Gorge Commission will review all land use applications and determine if
proposed uses would have a minor ground disturbance.

Proposed uses that occur on sites that have been disturbed by human activities,
provided the proposed uses do not exceed depth and extent of existing ground
disturbance,

(a) To qualify for this exception, a project applicant must demonstrate that land
disturbing activities occurred in the project area.

(b) Land disturbing activities include grading and cultivation.

Proposed uses that would occur on sites that have been adequately surveyed in the
past.

(a) The project applicant must demonstrate that the project area has been adequately
surveyed to qualify for this exception.

(b) Past surveys must have been conducted by a qualified professional and must
include a surface survey and subsurface testing.

(¢c) The nature and extent of any cultural resources in the project area must be
adequately documented.

Proposed uses occurring In areas that have a low probability of containing cultural
resources, except;

{a) residential development that involves two or more new dwellings for the same
project applicant;

(b) recreation facilities that contain parking areas for more than 10 cars,
overnight camping facilities, boat ramps, and visitor information and

Chapter 14 —Scanic Area Review
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environmental education facilities;
(c) publictransportation facllities that are outside improved rights-of-way;

(d) electric facilities, lines, equipment, and appurtenances that are 33 kilovolts or
greater; and

(e) communications, water and sewer, and natural gas transmission (as opposed to
distribution)lines, pipes, equipment, and appurtenances,

Areas that have a low prabability of containing cultural resources will be identified using
the results of reconnaissance surveys conducted by the Gorge Commission, the U.S,
Forest Service, public agencies, and private archaeologists,

ch. A reconnaissance survey shall be required for all proposed uses within 500 feet of a known
cultural resource, including those listed above In (a)(1) through (6). The location of known
cultural resources are shown in the cultural resource inventory.

d. The Gorge Commission may choose to conduct a reconnalssance sutvey for proposed Uses

listed in the exceptions if, In its professional |udgement, a reconnaissance survey may be
necessary 1o ensure protection of cultural resources,

A historic survey shall be required for all proposed uses that would alter the exterior
architectural appearance of buildings and structures that are 50 years old or older, or
compromise features of the surrounding area that are important In defining the historic or
architectural character of the buildings or structures thal are 50 years old or older.

The Gorge Commission will conduct and pay for all reconnaissance and historic surveys for
small-scale uses in the General Management Area.

a. When archaeological resources or traditional cultural properties are discovered, the Gorge
Commission also will identify the approximate boundaries of the resource or property and
delineate a reasonable huffer zone.

b. Reconnaissance surveys and buffer zone delineations for large-scale uses shall be the
responsibility of the project applicant.

¢. The Gorge Commission will conduct and pay for evaluations of significance and mitigation
plans for cultural resources that are discovered during construction, subsection G, for small
and large-scale uses in the General Management Area.

d. Forthis Ordinance, large-scale uses Include developrnent involving:

(1) two or more new residential dwellings;

Chapter 14 - Scenic Area Review
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(2) Published puidelines regarding the protection and management of the affected
wildlife species, [Examples include: tThe Oregon Department of Forestry has
prepared technical papers that include management guidelines for osprey and great
blue heron; the Washington Department of Wildlife has prepared simllar guidelines

for a varlety of species, including the western pond turtle, the peregrine falcon, and
the Larch Mountain salamander (Redrick and Milner 1591}1‘ e

(3) Physical characteristics of the subject parcel and vicinity, including topography and
vegetation.

(4} Historic, current, and proposed uses in the vicinity of the sensitive wildlife area or
site.

(5) Existing condition of the wildlife area or site and the surrounding habitat and the
useful life of the area or site.

The wildlife protection process may terminate if the County, in consultation with the
state wildlife agency, determines:

(1) The sensitive wildllfe area or site is not active, or

(2) The proposed use would not compromise the integrity of the wildlife area or site or
accur during the time of the year when wildlife species are sensitive to disturbance.

If the County, in consultation with the State wildlife agency, determines that the
proposed use would have only minor effects on the wildlife area or site that could be
eliminated through mitigation measures recommended by the state wildlife hiologist, or
by simply madifying the site plan or regulating the timing of new uses:

(1) A letter shall be sent to the project applicant that describes the effects and
measures needed to eliminate them,

(2) If the project applicant accepts these recommendations, the County will incorporate
them into its development review order, and

(3) The wildlife protection process may conclude.

f, If the County, in consultation, with Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife, determines

that the proposed use would adversely affect a sensitive wildlife area or site and the
effects of the proposed use cannot be eliminated through site plan modifications or
project timing, the project applicant shall prepare a wildlife management plan as
specified in 5, Wildlife Management Plans.

The County shall submit a copy of all field surveys and wildlife management plans to

Chapter 14 = 5cenic Area Review
Natural Resources

Comment [WS4]: raded WA Lnto back
in as it was intended as an exanple
of where to tind info on apacies
protectlon.




|

h.

Page 14-72
Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife.

(1) The state wildlife agency will have 20 days from the date that a fleld survey or
management plan Is mailed to submit wrilten comments to the County Planning
Office.

(2) The county shall record and address any wiitten comments submitted by the state
wildlife agency in its development review arder.

(3) Based on the comments from the state wildlife agency, the County will make a final
decision on whether the proposed use would be consistent with the wildlife policies
and guidelines.

If the final decision contradicts the comments submitted by the state wildlife
agency, the County shall justify how it reachied an opposing canclusion.

The County shall require the project applicant to revise the wildlife management plan to
ensure that the proposed use would not adversely affect a sensitive wildlife area or site,

4l. Praposed uses within 1,000 feet of a sensitive wildlife area or site shall be evaluated for

adverse effects, including cumulative effects, and adverse effects shall be prnhlbitedl, vyl

5, Site Plans and Fleld Surveys

In addition to the information required for all site plans, site plans for uses within 1,000
feet of a sensitive wildlife area or site shall incliude a map prepared at a scale of 1 inch
equals 100 feet (1:1,200), or a scale providing greater detail.

A fleld survey to identify sensitive wildlife areas or sites shall be required for:

(1) Land divisions that create four or more parcels;

{2) Recreation facilities that contain parking areas for more than 10 cars, overnight
camping facilities, boat ramps, and visitor information and environmental education
facilities;

(3) Public transportation facilities that are outside improved rights-of-way;

(4) Electric facilities, lines, equipment, and appurtenances that are 33 kilovolts or
greater; and

(5) Communications, water and sewer, and natural gas transmission (as opposed to
distribution) lines, pipes, equipment, and appurtenances and other project related
activities, except when all of their impacts will occur Inside previously disturbed

Chaptar 14 - Scenic Area Review
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If a proposed use must be allowed within a sensitive plant buffer zone in accardance with
Chapter 6, Variances the project applicant shall prepare a protection and rehabilitation plan

that complies with the standards In (7) below, Protection and Rehabilitation Plans.

The County shall submit a copy of all field surveys and protection and rehabilitation plans to
the Qregon Natural Heritage Program.

(1) The state heritage program will have 20 days from the date that a field survey is mailed
to submit written comments to the County.,

(2) The County shall record and address any written comments submitted by the state
heritage program in Its development review order,

Based on the comments from the State Heritage Program, the County will make a final
decision on whether the proposed use would be consistent with the rare plant policies and
guidelines. If the final decision contradicts the comments submitted by the state heritage
program, the County shall justify how it reached an opposing conclusion,

[Prcposed uses within 1,000 feet of a sensitive plant shall be avaluated for adverse effects,
including cumnulative effects, and adverse effects shall be prohibited. |

d Field Surveys
In addition to the infarmation required in all site plans, site plans for uses within 1,000 feet
of a sensitive plant shall include a map prepared at a scale of 1 inch equals 100 feet
(1:1,200), or a scale providing greater detail.
A field survey to identify sensitive plants shall be required for:

(1) land divisions that create four or more parcels;

(2) recreation facilities that contain parking areas for more than 10 cars, overnight camping
facilities, boat ramps, and visitor information and environmental education facilities;

(3) Public transportation facilities that are outside improved rights-of-way;

(4) electric facilities, lines, equipment, and appurtenances that are 33 kilovolts or greater;
and

(5) communications, water and sewer, and natural gas transmission (as opposed to
distribution) lines, pipes, equipment and appurtenances and other project related
activities, except when all of their impacts will occur inside previously disturbed road,
railroad or utility corridors, or existing developed utility sites, that are maintained
annually.

Chapler 14 —Scenic Area Review
Natural Resources
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demonstrate that the water system has adequate capacity to meet the facllity's emergency
fire suppression needs without adversely affecting the remainder of the water system with
respect to fire suppression capabllities,

(2) To provide access for fire-fighting equipment, access drives shall be constructed to a
minimum of 12 feet in width and a maximum grade of 12 percent, Access drives shall be
maintained to a level that is passable to fire-fighting equipment.

D. For proposed trail or trailhead projects: compliance with applicable trail policies in the
Management Plan.

E. For proposed projects providing boating er windsurfing access to the Columbla River or its
tributaries: compliance with applicable "River Access and Protection of Treaty Rights” objectives

in the Managemerit Plan,

F. For proposed projects on public lands or proposed projects providing access to the Columbia River
or its tributaries shall comply with guidelines for protection of tribal treaty rights, as defined in
Sections 14,800 and 14.810, Indian Tribal Treaty Rights and Consultation,

G. Proposed projects which Include Interpretation of natural or cultural resources shall
demonstrate that the interpretive facilities will not adversely affect natural or cultural resources
and that appropriate and necessary resource protection measures shall be employed,

H. For proposed Recreation Intensity Class 4 projects (except for projects predominantly devoted | comment [WS7): bormar maehing 2 |

access to the site. The number and size of the mass transportation facllities shall reflect the
physical capacity of the site. This requirement may be waived upon a demanstration that
providing such facilities would result in overuse of the site, either degrading the guality of the
recreation experience or adversely affecting other resources at the site.

Facility Design Standards for All Recreation Projects

1. Recreation facilities which are not resource-based in nature may be included at sites providing
resource-based recreation uses consistent with the standards and criteria contained herein, as
long as such facilities comprise no more than one-third of the total land area dedicated to
recreation uses and/or facllities. Requlred landscaped buffers may be included in calculations of
total land area dedicated ta recreation uses and/or facilities.

2. The facility design standards contained herein are Intended to apply to Individual recreation
facilities, For the purposes of these standards, a recreation facility is considered a cluster or
grouping of recreational developments or improvements located |n relatively close proximity to
one another.

To be considered a separate facility from other developrnents or improvements within the same

Racreation Intensity Class, recreation developments or improvements must be separated by at

Chapter 14 - Scenlc Area Review
Recreation Resources




ATTACHMENT A — PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION

The full Planning Commission recommendation (Staff Report) with all proposed findings of fact and
conclusions of law is enclosed as Attachment B and was made available at the Wasco County Planning
Department and Board of Commissioners Office for review one week prior to the April 4, 2018, hearing.
The full staff report is made a part of the record. This summary does not supersede or alter any of the
findings or conclusions in the Staff Report, but summarizes the results of the Planning Commission’s
review and recommendation made March 6, 2018.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:

REQUEST: Amend the Wasco County National Scenic Area Land Use and Development
Ordinance (WC NSA LUDQ)

1. Add the definition of “Adversely Affect” from the Management Plan into the
WC NSA LUDO.

2. Adopt SMA language into the GMA sections of the WC NSA LUDO ensuring no
adverse cumulative effects for natural resources.

3. Adopt new language into the WC NSA LUDO from the Management Plan
regarding requiring a reconnaissance survey if any element of any land use
application requires a reconnaissance survey.

4. Correct grammatical, formatting and spelling errors within the WC NSA LUDO.

Recommendation: Upheld the recommendation of the Director, and recommend approval of the
WC NSA LUDO amendments to the Wasco County Board of County
Commissioners and the Gorge Commission, with the findings in Planning
Commission report PLALEG-17-10-0001 and the additional edit suggested by the
Planning Commission to change “County Court” to “County Board of
Commissioners”.

BOARD OPTIONS

Continue:
e Based on testimony and evidence presented at the hearing, continue the hearing if necessary.
Note: additional testimony may provide specific reasons to approve or deny.

Approval:
e Based upon all of the findings of fact, the Board may approve the request as recommended by
the Planning Commission; or

e Based upon amended findings of fact, the Board may approve the request with amendments.

Denial:
e Based upon amended findings of fact, the Board may deny the request.

PLALEG-17-10-0001 ATTACHMENT A — Planning Commission Recommendation & Board Options
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IN THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE STATE OF OREGON

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASCO

IN THE MATTER OF THE WASCO COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT’S REQUEST TO APPROVE THE REVISED
PROPOSED LEGISLATIVE AMENDMENTS TO UPDATE THE WASCO COUNTY NATIONAL SCENIC AREA LAND USE
AND DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE TO CREATE CONSISTENCY WITH UPDATES TO THE MANAGEMENT PLAN OF THE
COLUMBIA RIVER GORGE NATIONAL SCENIC AREA AND MAKE OTHER AMENDMENTS APPROPRIATE FOR WASCO
COUNTY (FILE NUMBER PLALEG-17-10-0001)

ORDINANCE #18-001

NOW ON THIS DAY, the above-entitled matter having come on regularly for consideration, said day being one duly

set in term for the transaction of public business and a majority of the Board of Commissioners being present; and

WHEREAS, the Columbia River Gorge Commission adopted revisions to the Management Plan for the Columbia
River Gorge National Scenic Area on February 9, 2016 and the Wasco County National Scenic Area Land Use and
Development Ordinance is required to be consistent with the Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge
National Scenic Area. The Wasco County Planning Department therefore requested to initiate a legislative text
amendment to the Wasco County National Scenic Area Land Use and Development Ordinance to create
consistency with the Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area and make other

amendments appropriate for Wasco County;

WHEREAS, The Wasco County Planning Department was directed by the Executive Director of the Columbia River
Gorge Commission on July 20, 2017 in accordance with Sections 7(b) and 8(h) of the National Scenic Area Act and
pursuant to Section 9.020(A) of the Wasco County Land Use & Development Ordinance to initiate a legislative text
amendment to the Wasco County National Scenic Area Land Use and Development Ordinance to create
consistency with the Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area and make other

amendments appropriate for Wasco County; and

WHEREAS, That on September 15, 2017 the Wasco County Planning Department sent notification to all property
owners in the unincorporated portion of Wasco County within the National Scenic Area of the Planning
Commission hearing scheduled for October 19, 2017; and

WHEREAS, That on October 19, 2017, the Wasco County Planning Commission met to conduct a legally notified
public hearing on the above matter. The Commission reviewed the record, heard the Staff recommendation and all
relevant testimony from parties, deliberated and voted unanimously to elevate the request for a legislative
amendment to the Wasco County National Scenic Area Land Use and Development Ordinance with a

ORDINANCE 18-001: Wasco County National Scenic Area Land Use and Development Ordinance



ORDINANCE 18-001

recommendation of approval to the Wasco County Board of County Commissioners with additional amendments;
and

WHEREAS, That on December 6, 2017 at the hour of 10:55 a.m. in the Wasco County Courtroom, Room 302, of the
Wasco County Courthouse, the Wasco County Board of County Commissioners met to conduct the first of two
legally notified public hearings on the above matter. The Board of County Commissioners reviewed
recommendations by the Wasco County Planning Commission, staff’s presentation, and received testimony from
the public. The meeting was continued to December 20, 2017 pursuant to Chapter 9 timeline requirements of
legislative text amendments to the ordinance; and

WHEREAS, That on December 20, 2017 at the hour of 9:30 a.m. in the Wasco County Courtroom, Room 302, of the
Wasco County Courthouse, the Wasco County Board of County Commissioners met to conduct the second of two
legally notified public hearings on the above matter. The Board of County Commissioners again reviewed the
ordinance updates, deliberated on this matter, and on a vote of 3-0 approved the recommendation by the Wasco
County Planning Commission on the above matter and as laid out in the staff report and amended zoning
ordinances; and

WHEREAS, That on February 5, 2018 the Wasco County Planning Department was informed of inconsistencies
between the revised document and the Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area
requiring a revisiting of the legislative text amendment to the Wasco County National Scenic Area Land Use and
Development Ordinance to create consistency with the Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National
Scenic Area and make other amendments appropriate for Wasco County; and

WHEREAS, That on February 13, 2018 the Wasco County Planning Department sent notification to all property
owners in the unincorporated portion of Wasco County within the National Scenic Area of the Planning
Commission hearing scheduled for March 6, 2018; and

WHEREAS, That on March 6, 2018, the Wasco County Planning Commission met to conduct a legally notified public
hearing on the above matter. The Commission reviewed the record, heard the Staff recommendation and all
relevant testimony from parties, deliberated and voted unanimously to elevate the request for a legislative
amendment to the Wasco County National Scenic Area Land Use and Development Ordinance with a
recommendation of approval to the Wasco County Board of County Commissioners with additional amendments;
and

WHEREAS, That on April 4, 2018 at the hour of 9:30 a.m. in the Wasco County Courtroom, Room 302, of the Wasco
County Courthouse, the Wasco County Board of County Commissioners met to conduct the first of two legally
notified public hearings on the above matter. The Board of County Commissioners reviewed recommendations by
the Wasco County Planning Commission, staff’s presentation, and received testimony from the public. The meeting
was continued to December 20, 2017 pursuant to Chapter 9 timeline requirements of legislative text amendments
to the ordinance; and

WHEREAS, That on April 18, 2018 at the hour of 9:30 a.m. in the Wasco County Courtroom, Room 302, of the

Wasco County Courthouse, the Wasco County Board of County Commissioners met to conduct the second of two
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ORDINANCE 18-001

legally notified public hearings on the above matter. The Board of County Commissioners again reviewed the
ordinance updates and deliberated on this matter. On a vote of 3-0 they approved the recommendation by the
Wasco County Planning Commission on the above matter and as laid out in the staff report and amended zoning

ordinances; and

NOW THEREFORE IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: That the request by the Wasco County Planning Department for a
legislative text amendment to the National Scenic Area Land Use and Development Ordinance to create
consistency with the Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area and make other

amendments appropriate for Wasco County is hereby approved; and

WHEREAS, Pursuant to Section 9.090 of the Wasco County National Scenic Area Land Use and Development
Ordinance and Sections 7(b) and 8(h) of the National Scenic Area Act, all General Management Plan Ordinance
amendments shall require review and approval by the Gorge Commission before they can be implemented and all
Special Management Area Ordinance amendments require concurrence by the US Secretary of Agriculture before
they can be implemented. The Board of County Commissioners approved amendments are hereby transmitted to
the Gorge Commission for their review of the General Management Area Ordinance amendments and the US
Secretary of Agriculture’s review of the Special Management Area Ordinance amendments. If the General
Management Area Ordinance amendments are approved by the Gorge Commission and the Special Management
Area Ordinance amendments are concurred with by the US Secretary of Agriculture, the amendments will become
effective on the date of concurrence by the US Secretary of Agriculture if later than the date of approval of the

Gorge Commission.

DATED this 18" day of April, 2018.

APPROVED AS TO FORM: WASCO COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS:

Kristen Campbell, County Counsel Rod L. Runyon, Commission Chair

Steve D. Kramer, County Commissioner

Scott C. Hege, County Commissioner
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AGENDA ITEM

Gorge Built Hotel Development Tax Abatement

STAFF MEMO

CONSULTATION SUMMARY

RESOLUTION 18-006 GBHD TAX ABATEMENT

GBHD TAX ABATEMENT AGREEMENT




CITY of THE DALLES
313 COURT STREET
THE DALLES, OREGON 97058

(541) 296-5481
FAX (541) 296-6906

AGENDA STAFF REPORT

AGENDA LOCATION: Action Item

MEETING DATE: March 26, 2018

TO: Honorable Mayor and City Council
FROM: Matthew Klebes, Enterprise Zone Manager
ISSUE: Resolution 18-009 Approving an Enterprise Zone Tax Abatement

Agreement Between The Sponsors Of The Dalles/Wasco County
Enterprise Zone And GBHD, LLC

BACKGROUND: Wasco County and the City of The Dalles sponsor an Oregon
Enterprise Zone in The Dalles. One of the tools available to an enterprise zone is to enter
into an Extended Abatement (4-5 year) property tax exemption agreement with
businesses that meet certain minimum and negotiated criteria. Minimum criteria include
number of new hires, average compensation, and average wage.

Gorge Built Hotel Development (GBHD), LLC has applied for an Extended Enterprise
Zone Agreement for 5 years. The company intends to invest roughly 19 million to
construct a national brand hotel with over 100 rooms in Downtown The Dalles. This
development would also include convention/meeting space, restaurant, and other
amenities. Construction is set to begin in mid-2019 with estimated completion in late-
2020. An estimated 85-100 new employees will be hired under this investment. This use
is eligible under, “Special Cases” as a hotel, motel or destination resort.

Representatives from GBHD have met with staff to craft the agreement and resolution
presented below incorporating guidelines from Resolution 17-026.

Under new legislative rules that went into effect October 6, 2017, key provisions of the
agreement include; an increase in permanent employment by the greater of one new job
or 10%; average annual compensation of 1.3 times the County average annual wage
throughout the abatement; average annual wage that must be 100% or greater of the
county average annual wage in the 4™ and 5th year of the abatement; and a cash
contribution to the zone sponsors in the 4™ and 5 year of their abatement. This cash
contribution will be computed as a percentage of the tax savings the applicant receives

Resolution 18-009 Approving an Enterprise Zone Tax Abatement Agreement
Page 1 of 2



following the chart established under Resolution No. 17-026.

The data source used to set the annual wage is the Employment and Wages by Industry
(QCEW), from the Oregon Employment Department. The most recent data sets the
annual wage at $38,024.00. Annual compensation of 130% is $49,431.00.

GBHD, LLC is a limited liability company registered in the State of Oregon.
BUDGET IMPLICATIONS: There are no budget impacts as this investment and

resulting taxes were not budgeted for. The applicant will receive a tax abatement and will
pay a cash contribution dependent on the final amount of taxes saved.

COUNCIL _ALTERNATIVES:

1. Staff recommendation: Move to adopt Resolution No. 18-005 approving an
Extended Enterprise Zone Tax abatement agreement between the sponsors of
The Dalles/Wasco County Enterprise Zone and GBHD, LLC pending approval
by the Wasco County Board of Commissioners.

2. Modify the proposed agreement and direct staff to bring such modifications to the
applicant to continue negotiations and bring back to Council.

3. Decline to adopt the resolution at this time.

Resolution 18-009 Approving an Enterprise Zone Tax Abatement Agreement
Page 2 of 2



Enterprise Zone
Pre-Authorization Consultation Summary

Gorge Built Hotel Development
February 16, 2018

The pre-authorization checklist was reviewed and is attached to this consultation summary. In
attendance were Michael Leash, principal of GBHD, LLC (Gorge Built Hotel Development) and
Jill Amery, Assessor for Wasco County. GBHD is a limited liability company registered in the
State of Oregon.

GBHD, LLC intends to build a hotel located at 200 Union Street, The Dalles, OR 97058. The
project includes tax lot: IN 13E 3BA 1500. The hotel will be a National Brand Hotel with 112
guest rooms. This use is eligible under, “Special Cases” as a hotel, motel, or destination resort.

The development is a mixed use hotel, fitness center, convention & meeting space, restaurant
and bar, breakfast dining area, 8,000 sq. ft. of indoor meeting space, 7,000 sq. ft. of roof top
terrace, indoor pool and whirlpool, health and wellness center, business center, market pantry
and guest laundry room. It may also include rental space for a complimentary business like a
winery, brewery or other food and beverage unit.

On February 13, 2018, GBHD, LLC submitted an Oregon Enterprise Zone Authorization
Application for an extended abatement of 5 years. The developer anticipates an investment of 19

million dollars and the estimated total number of new employees to be hired for the development
is 85-100.

Applicant is aware that with the development set for completion in Fall 2020 the first year of the
abatement will be claimed in 2021 and continuing for the next 5 years if requirements are met.
Applicant is also aware of the 130% annual compensation requirement and has affirmed that they
will be able to meet this requirement. Applicant is also aware of the 100% annual wage
requirement and affirmed that they will be able to meet this requirement. Applicant is also aware
of the eligible uses at the development and how those uses are determined.

For the Extended abatement, in years 4 and 5, the applicant is agreeable to the, “Tax Savings and
Cash Contribution” table detailed in Resolution No. 18-009 and will submit a cash contribution
accordingly. Applicant expressed interest in possibly amending the cash contribution agreement
if a community in-kind partnership of comparable value can be established and agreed to by the
City of The Dalles and Wasco County.

Authorization Approval will be signed pending approval from the City of The Dalles City
Council and Wasco County Board of Commissioners.

Matthew B. Klebes, Enterprise Zone Manager



IN THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE STATE OF OREGON

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASCO

IN THE MATTER OF APPROVING AN ENTERPRISE ZONE TAX ABATEMENT AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE SPONSORS
OF THE DALLES/WASCO COUNTY ENTERPRISE ZONE AND GORGE BUILT HOTEL DEVELOPMENT (GBHD), LLC

RESOLUTION #18-006

NOW ON THIS DAY, the above-entitled matter having come on regularly for consideration, said day being one duly

set in term for the transaction of public business and a majority of the Board of Commissioners being present; and

WHEREAS: The Oregon Legislative Assembly has adopted provisions of ORS 285C.050 to 285C.250 to provide tax
incentives to certified business firms that invest in a qualifying facility located within a non-urban enterprise zone

in a county with chronically low income or chronic unemployment; and

WHEREAS: the City of The Dalles and Wasco County jointly sponsor a non-urban enterprise zone known as The

Dalles/Wasco County Enterprise Zone; and

WHEREAS: GBHD, LLC, proposes to make investments to construct a hotel located on real property inside The
Dalles/Wasco County Enterprise Zone, which will increase full-time, permanent employment of the firm inside the
Enterprise Zone by the greater of one new job or 10%, provide employment compensation on average at a rate of
at least 1.3 times that of the County average annual wage by the first year of the abatement, and provide an
annual average wage that is 100% or greater of the county average annual wage in the fourth and fifth year of the

abatement; and

WHEREAS: to facilitate the investment in such a facility by Integrated GBHD, LLC within The Dalles/Wasco County
Enterprise Zone, it is necessary for a written agreement between GBHD, LLC and the City of The Dalles and Wasco
County to be executed, and for the governing bodies of the City and County to adopt a resolution approving the

property tax exemption for GBHD, LLC; and

RESOLUTION 18-006: GBHD, LLC Tax Abatement



RESPOLUTION #18-006

WHEREAS, County Resolution 17-013/City Resolution 17-026 established a general policy for any future “extended
abatement” agreements with similar businesses that meet the qualifications for the tax exemption of the fourth

and fifth years

“In the fourth and fifth calendar years of the extended abatement period and prior to December 31 of those fourth
and fifth years, a qualifying firm shall contribute to the Zone Sponsors a cash contribution calculated from the table
below, which shall be split equally between the Zone Sponsors. The cash contributions will be used by the Zone

Sponsors to support public infrastructure, economic development, and/or public services.”

Year 4 of Abatement Year 5 of Abatement
Cash
Contribution 50% of tax savings 75% of tax savings
Owed

NOW, THEREFORE, THE WASCO COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS HEREBY RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1 Agreement Approved. The Wasco County Board of Commissioners hereby approves an Enterprise Zone
Tax Abatement Agreement between the City of The Dalles, Wasco County and GBHD, LLC.

Section 2 Effective Date. This Resolution shall be considered effective as of March 26, 2018.

DATED this 4™ day of April, 2018.

APPROVED AS TO FORM: WASCO COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS:

Kristen Campbell, County Counsel Steve D. Kramer, Commission Chair

Scott C. Hege, Vice Chair

Rod L. Runyon, County Commissioner
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THE DALLES/WASCO COUNTY ENTEPRISE ZONE

EXTENDED ABATEMENT AGREEMENT

With
GBHD, LLC

WRITTEN AGREEMENT WITH THE SPONSORS OF THE DALLES/WASCO
COUNTY ENTERPRISE ZONE AND GBHD, LLC TO EXTEND PROPERTY
TAX EXEMPTION TO FIVE (5) CONSECUTIVE YEARS IN TOTAL FOR
CAPITAL INVESTMENT AND JOB CREATION.

The sponsors of The Dalles/Wasco County Enterprise Zone comprised of the governing
bodies of the City of The Dalles and Wasco County, Oregon, hereinafter the “Zone
Sponsors”, and GBHD, LLC hereinafter the “Firm” do hereby enter into the GBHD,
LLC, Extended Abatement Agreement, hereinafter the “Agreement”; which Agreement
extends the period of time in which the Firm shall receive an exemption on its proposed
investments in qualified property in The Dalles/Wasco County Enterprise Zone
contingent on certain special requirements, under ORS 285C.160.

The Zone Sponsors and Firm jointly acknowledge that, subject to the approval of the
application for authorization submitted on February 14, 2018, and the satisfaction of
other requirements under ORS 285C.050 to 285C.250, the Firm is eligible for three years
of complete exemption on its qualified property; that nothing in this Agreement shall
modify or infringe on this three-year exemption or the requirements thereof; and that this
Agreement becomes null and void if the Firm does not qualify for the three years of the
exemption.

The Zone Sponsors extend the Firm’s property tax exemption an additional two (2) years
on all property that initially qualifies in The Dalles/Wasco County Enterprise Zone in the
assessment year beginning immediately after the third year of the standard abatement,
and thereby sets a total period of exemption of five (5) consecutive years during which
statutory requirements for the standard three-year enterprise zone exemption must also be
satisfied and maintained.

CONFIRMATION OF STATUTORY PROVISIONS

In order to receive the additional two (2) years of enterprise zone exemption granted
herein, the Firm agrees herewith under 285C. 160(3)(a)(A) that for each year of the entire
five-year exemption period, all of the Firm’s new employees shall receive an average
level of compensation equal to or greater than 130 percent of the county average annual
wage, in accordance with the specific definitions and guidelines in Oregon
Administrative Rules (OAR) Chapter 123, Division 674 (123-674-0600), which provides
that:

1. Such compensation may include non-mandatory benefits that can be monetized; and



2. The county average annual wage is set at the time of authorization, except as pursuant
to ORS 285C.160(4), according to the Employment and Wages by Industry (QCEW),
Oregon Employment Department, 2016 average annual wage by County; the average
wage for Wasco County is $38,024.00, of which 130 percent equals $49,431.00; and

3. Only employees working at jobs filled for the first time after the application for
authorization but by December 31% of the first full year of the initial exemption and
performed within the current boundaries of The Dalles/Wasco County Enterprise Zone
are counted; and

4. Only full time, year-round and non-temporary employees engaged a majority of their
time in the Firm’s eligible operations consistent with ORS 285C.135 & 285C.200(3) are
counted, regardless if such employees are leased, contracted for or otherwise obtained
through an external agency or are employed directly by the Firm.

Furthermore, in order to receive the additional two (2) years of enterprise zone exemption
granted herein, the Firm agrees that all of the Firm’s new employees shall receive an
average annual wage that is 100% or higher than the County average annual wage in the
fourth and fifth years of the abatement.

LOCAL ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS

For the Firm to receive the additional two (2) years of enterprise zone exemption granted
herein, the Zone Sponsors and the Firm agree that the Firm shall do the following, in
addition to statutory requirements, as reasonably requested by the Zone Sponsors under
ORS 285C.160(3)(a)(B);

In the fourth and fifth calendar years of the extended abatement period and prior
to December 31 of those fourth and fifih years, a qualifying firm shall contribute
to the Zone Sponsors a cash contribution calculated from the table below, which
shall be split equally between the Zone Sponsors. The cash contributions will be
used by the Zone Sponsors to support public infrastructure, economic
development, and/or public services.

Year 4 of Abatement Year 5 of Abatement
Cash
Contribution 50% of tax savings 75% of tax savings
Owed

The Zone Sponsors agree to review proposals put forth by the Firm that would provide,
“sweat equity” services, products, or other proposals that would provide equivalent value
as the cash contribution the Firm would normally pay. The Firm agrees to put forth any
such proposal six (6) months before the end of the third exemption year.



The Zone Sponsors reserve the right to reject any such proposals and any such rejection
does not exempt the Firm from the cash contribution requirement per the table above as

agreed upon.
ACCEPTING FOR THE SPONSORS

City of The Dalles
Stephen E. Lawrence, Mayor

Dated,

Signature

Wasco County Commission
Steve Kramer, Commission Chair

,2018

Dated,
Signature
ACCEPTING FOR GBHD, LLC
GBHD, LLC
(Name) ’ (Position)
Dated,

Signature

,2018

,2018



AGENDA ITEM

Mid-Columbia Center for Living Construction Project Bid

MCCFL SPECIAL SESSION MINUTES 3.23.2018

MCCFL BOARD APPROVAL

CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT — WORKING DRAFT




Speical Meeting - Tri-County Mental Health Board

Draft Meeting Minutes: March 23, 2018

IN ATTENDANCE: Sherman County Commissioner Tom McCoy DRAFT
Wasco County Commissioner Scott Hege
Hood River County Commissioner Karen Joplin (on the phone)
Barb Seatter MCCFL Executive Director
Al Barton, MCCFL Deputy Director
Mel Heuberger MCCFL Accounting Manager
Angie Millard, MCCFL Executive Assistant

GUESTS: None

KEY DISCUSSION POINTS ACTION/TASK/ REPONS DUE
DECISION LOG IBLE DATE
PARTY

COMMUNITY MEETING | Everyone participated in the community meeting

ACCEPT OR REJECT Commissioner Joplin, on the phone, requested Commissioner Hege to facilitate the ;Vfolffon-' Commissioner
. . . . opiin
II;TIEE)NMB;ZI:?SING BIDS meeting. Sco‘tt Hege opened the meeting at 10:05. Commissioner Hege reque':st.ed that .the Socond: Commissioner
decision require a unanimous vote, and that if everyone could not agree the building project | Mccoy _
Approve financial viability would not move forward. Commissioners J oplin and Mcpr agreed and a}so requested that | Approve: Unanimous
plan developed and each MCCFL management team representative state their recommendations/approval for
recommended by MCCFL the record. Barb and Mel presented the MCCFL new building project financial viability
managment plan that supports the latest construction bid that is $2.25 million dollars over the building

expected and approved budget. Barb and Mel explained in detail the projected costs of
servicing both the previously approved $1.5 million US Bank Loan and the currently
proposed $750,000 Greater Oregon Behavioral Health loan. In addition, management
proposed utilizing $1.5 million in reserves in addition to the already committed MCCFL

s8 Tri-County Mental Health Board — Meeting Minutes | 23 March 2018




reserves of $2.0 million. The financial plan would include selling the Lincoln building once
services are relocated to the new building. The financial viability plan reviewed projected
revenue and expenses over the next 5 years and management team reviewed all the
assumptions and strategies that will be used for the plan to be successtul. Members of the
board and management team analyzed the financial plan and discussed in detail the risks
and benefits to the plan. Tri-County board members were adamant that the funding of the
additional costs for the building would not come at the expense of a reduction in employees
that would have a negative impact on access to services at MCCFL, and management
stressed that it would not. Commissioner Joplin stated that there is still a fair amount of
risk going forward and each board member and management team member has to be
comfortable with the risks prior to making a decision. Commissioner Joplin made a motion
to approve the plan and additional funding and for MCCFL to move forward with
construction of the building. Commissioner McCoy seconded. The motion was
unanimously passed. With this motion the board recommends Wasco County accept the
lowest apparent bidder for the contruction of the building.

PUBLIC COMMENT

There was no public comment

ADDITIONS TO Commissioner Joplin requested that the executive leadership team state on record their Earb St?att‘gz .
: . . oy . . . LXecutive Director :
AGENDA: Executive approval of the financial viability plan and their support of moving forward with the new | ves
Leadership Team New | building. A vote was conducted and unanimously approved. /Sl_ lga:ton%(De})uty
. . mrector: Yes

Building Approval Mel Heuberger,
Accounting Manager:
Yes

Meeting adjourned at 11:00 AM
NEXT MEETING April 10 2018 9:30 AM — 11:00 AM
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MID-COLUMBIA CENTER FOR LIVING

Providing Mental Health, Developmental Disabilities & Alcohol and Drug Services to Wasco, Hood River, and Sherman Counties

BUSINESS OFFICE, THE DALLES HOOD RIVER OFFICE
Wasco County Courthouse, Annex A 1610 Woods Court

419 E. 7% Street, Room 207 Hood River, OR 97031
The Dalles, OR 97058 Tel (541) 386-2620

Tel (541) 296-5452 Fax (541) 386-6075
Fax (541) 296-9418

Wasco County Board of Commissioners
511 Washington St, Ste 302
The Dalles, OR 97058

Dear Commissioners:

During a special meeting on March 23, 2018, the Tri-County Board of Directors
from Mid-Columbia Center for Living unanimously approved the commitment of
$1.5 million dollars to fund a portion of the additional construction costs for the
new behavioral health clinic on 1040 Weber Street, The Dalles, OR.

Please let me know if you have any questions,

Sincerely,

Barb

Barbara J. Seatter, M.S., Executive Director
MID-COLUMBIA CENTER FOR LIVING
1610 Wood Court

Hood River, Oregon 97031

Phone: (541) 386-2620, ext. 2214

Fax: (541) 386-6075



U=AFT AIA Document A101™ — 2017

Standard Form of Agreement Between Owner and Contractor where

the basis of payment is a Stipulated Sum
AGREEMENT made as of the «I» day of «I» in the year «I»
(In words, indicate day, month and year.)

BETWEEN the Owner:
(Name, legal status, address and other information)

and the Contractor:
(Name, legal status, address and other information)

for the following Project:
(Name, location and detailed description)

The Architect:
(Name, legal status, address and other information)

The Owner and Contractor agree as follows.

Al AND DELETIONS: The
ithor.of this document has
added information needed for
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text of the original AIA
standard form. An Additions
and letions Report that
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21 s revisions to the
a rd form text is
vailable from the author and
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)
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2017, Exhibit A,
ce and Bonds,

document by
Do not use with

ELECTRONIC COPYING of any
portion of this AIA® Document to
another electronic file is
prohibited and constitutes a
violation of copyright laws as
set forth in the footer of this
document.
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ARTICLE 1 THE CONTRACT DOCUMENTS

The Contract Documents consist of this Agreement, Conditions of the Contract (General, Supplementary, and other
Conditions), Drawings, Specifications, Addenda issued prior to execution of this Agreement, othetr documents listed
in this Agreement, and Modifications issued after execution of this Agreement, all of which form'the Contract, and are
as fully a part of the Contract as if attached to this Agreement or repeated herein. The Contract represents the entire
and integrated agreement between the parties hereto and supersedes prior negotiations, representations, or agreements,
either written or oral. An enumeration of the Contract Documents, other than a Modification, appears in Article 9.

ARTICLE 2 THE WORK OF THIS CONTRACT

The Contractor shall fully execute the Work described in the Contract Documents, except as specifically indicated in
the Contract Documents to be the responsibility of others._The Work shall also include maintaining in'good order and
marked currently two (2)_sets of Record Documents (or “as-builts™) to precisely record locations of systems not
limited to structural members, plumbing, electrical, communications, HVAC, and other utilities whose location will
be difficult to determine after completion, as well as field changes and selections either not shown on the Drawings
and Specifications or constructed at locations different than specified in the Drawings and Specifications. Contractor
shall demonstrate compliance with this requirement upon every application for payment. Contractor shall deliver both

sets prior to and as a condition of Final Completion.

ARTICLE 3 DATE OF COMMENCEMENT AND SUBSTANTIAL COMPLETION
§ 3.1 The date of commencement of the Work shall be:

(Check one of the following boxes.)

[« »] The date of this Agreement.

[« »] A date set forth in a notice to proceed issued by the Owner.

[« »] Established as follows:
(Insert a date or a means to determine the date of commencement of the Work.)

<«
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If a date of commencement of the Work is not selected, then the date of commencement shall be the date of this
Agreement.

§ 3.2 The Contract Time shall be measured from the date of commencement of the Work.

§ 3.3 Substantial Completion

§ 3.3.1 Subject to adjustments of the Contract Time as provided in the Contract Documents, the Contractor shall
achieve Substantial Completion of the entire Work:

(Check one of the following boxes and complete the necessary information.)

[« »] Not later than « » ( « » ) calendar days from the date of commencement of the Work.

[« »] By the following date: « »

§ 3.3.2 Subject to adjustments of the Contract Time as provided in the Contract Documents, if portions of the Work are
to be completed prior to Substantial Completion of the entire Work, the Contractor shall achieve Substantial

Completion of such portions by the following dates:

Portion of Work Substantial Completion Date
«»

§ 3.3.3 If the Contractor fails to achieve Substantial Completion as provided in this Section 3.3;liquidated damages, if
any, shall be assessed as set forth in Section 4.5.

§ 3.3.4 Contractor shall be responsible for posting and recording Notices of Substantial
Completion for the Work in accordance with ORS 87.045 within 3 days of the

Architect certifying Substantial Completion.

ARTICLE 4 CONTRACT SUM

§ 4.1 The Owner shall pay the Contractor the Contract Sum in current funds for the Contractor’s performance of the
Contract. The Contract Sum shall be « » ($ « » ), subject to additions and deductions as provided in the Contract
Documents.

§ 4.2 Alternates
§ 4.2.1 Alternates, if any, included in the Contract Sum:

Item Price
« »

§ 4.2.2 Subject to the conditions noted below, the following alternates may be accepted by the Owner following
execution of this Agreement. Upon acceptance, the Owner shall issue a Modification to this Agreement.
(Insert below each alternate and the conditions that must be met for the Owner to accept the alternate.)

Item Price Conditions for Acceptance
«»

§ 4.3 Allowances, if any, included in the Contract Sum:
(Identify each allowance.)

Item Price
« N

§ 4.4 Unit prices, if any:
(Identify the item and state the unit price and quantity limitations, if any, to which the unit price will be applicable.)

Item Units and Limitations Price per Unit ($0.00)
« N
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§ 4.5 Liquidated damages, if any:
(Insert terms and conditions for liquidated damages, if any.)

«»

§ 4.6 Other:
(Insert provisions for bonus or other incentives, if any, that might result in a change to the Contract Sum.)

«»

ARTICLE 5 PAYMENTS

§ 5.1 Progress Payments

§5.1.1 Based upon Applications for Payment submitted to the Architect by the Contractor and Certificates for Payment
issued by the Architect, the Owner shall make progress payments on account of the Contract'Sum to the Contractor as
provided below and elsewhere in the Contract Documents.

§ 5.1.2 The period covered by each Application for Payment shall be one calendar month ending on the last day of the
month, or as follows:

«»

§ 5.1.3 Provided that an Application for Payment is received by the Architect not later than the « » day of a month, the
Owner shall make payment of the amount certified to the Contractor not later than the « » day of the « » month. If an
Application for Payment is received by the Architect after the application date fixed above, payment of the amount
certified shall be made by the Owner not later than « » ( « » ) days after the Architect receives the Application for
Payment.

(Federal, state or local laws may require payment within a certain period of time.)

§ 5.1.4 Each Application for Payment shall be based on the most recent schedule of values submitted by the Contractor
in accordance with the Contract Documents. The schedule of values shall allocate the entire Contract Sum among the
various portions of the Work. The schedule of values shall be prepared in such form, and supported by such data to
substantiate its accuracy, as the Architect may require. This schedule of values shall be used as a basis for reviewing
the Contractor’s Applications for Payment.

§5.1.4.1 As a condition of each progress and the final payment, Contractor shall provide to Owner in aform acceptable
to Owner partial and final releases and waivers of claims from Contractor, each subcontractor, and eévery material or

equipment supplier on whose labor or materials any part of the pay request is based. The releases will apply to all work
performed through the payment date and may be conditional upon payment of the amount of the pay request.

§ 5.1.5 Applications for Payment shall show the percentage of completion of each portion of the Work as of the end of
the period covered by the Application for Payment.

§ 5.1.6 In accordance with AIA Document A201™-2017, General Conditions of the Contract for Construction, and
subject to other provisions of the Contract Documents, the amount of each progress payment shall be computed as
follows:

§ 5.1.6.1 The amount of each progress payment shall first include:

.1 That portion of the Contract Sum properly allocable to completed Work;

.2 That portion of the Contract Sum properly allocable to materials and equipment delivered and suitably
stored at the site for subsequent incorporation in the completed construction, or, if approyed in advance
by the Owner, suitably stored off the site at a location agreed upon in writing; and

.3 That portion of Construction Change Directives that the Architect determines, in the Architect’s
professional judgment, to be reasonably justified.

§ 5.1.6.2 The amount of each progress payment shall then be reduced by:
.1 The aggregate of any amounts previously paid by the Owner;
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.2 The amount, if any, for Work that remains uncorrected and for which the Architect has previously
withheld a Certificate for Payment as provided in Article 9 of AIA Document A201-2017;

.3 Any amount for which the Contractor does not intend to pay a Subcontractor or material supplier, unless
the Work has been performed by others the Contractor intends to pay;

4  For Work performed or defects discovered since the last payment application, any amount for which the
Architect may withhold payment, or nullify a Certificate of Payment in whole or in part, as provided in
Article 9 of ATA Document A201-2017; and

.5 Retainage withheld pursuant to Section 5.1.7.

§ 5.1.7 Retainage

§ 5.1.7.1 For each progress payment made prior to Substantial Completion of the Work, the Owner may withhold the
following amount, as retainage, from the payment otherwise due:

(Insert a percentage or amount to be withheld as retainage from each Application for Payment. The amount of
retainage may be limited by governing law.)

«»

§5.1.7.1.1 The following items are not subject to retainage:
(Insert any items not subject to the withholding of retainage, such as general conditions, insurance, etc.)

«»

§ 5.1.7.2 Reduction or limitation of retainage, if any, shall be as follows:

(If the retainage established in Section 5.1.7.1 is to be modified prior to Substantial Completion of the entire Work,
including modifications for Substantial Completion of portions of the Work as provided in Section 3.3.2, insert
provisions for such modifications.)

«»

§ 5.1.7.3 Except as set forth in this Section 5.1.7.3, upon Substantial Completion of the Work,‘the Contractor may
submit an Application for Payment that includes the retainage withheld from prior Applications for Payment pursuant
to this Section 5.1.7. The Application for Payment submitted at Substantial Completion shall not include retainage as
follows:

(Insert any other conditions for release of retainage upon Substantial Completion.)

«»

§ 5.1.8 I final completion of the Work is materially delayed through no fault of the Contractor, the Owner shall pay the
Contractor any additional amounts in accordance with Article 9 of AIA Document A201-2017.

§ 5.1.9 Except with the Owner’s prior approval, the Contractor shall not make advance payments to suppliers for
materials or equipment which have not been delivered and stored at the site.

§ 5.2 Final Payment
§ 5.2.1 Final payment, constituting the entire unpaid balance of the Contract Sum, shall be made by the Owner to the
Contractor when
.1 the Contractor has fully performed the Contract except for the Contractor’s respongibility to correct Work
as provided in Article 12 of AIA Document A201-2017, and to satisfy other requirements, if any,
which extend beyond final payment; and
.2 afinal Certificate for Payment has been issued by the Architect.

.3 the conditions for Final Payment specified in the General Conditions Article 9.10.2 have been satisfied +— [ Formatted: AlA Body Text Indented

including but not limited to an affidavit from Contractor that all indebtedness related to the Work has been
paid, evidence that insurance will remain in effect, consent of any surety, and final and complete releases and
waivers of claim from Contractor, all subcontractors, and all material and equipment suppliers.

§5.2.2 Provided that the conditions set forth in 5.2.1 are met, the Owner’s final payment to the Contractor shall be

made Seventy-five (75) days after Substantial Completion and the posting and recording of Notices of Substantial
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Completions as required in 3.3.

: ,.~' a aym , A :

§ 5.3 Interest

Payments due and unpaid under the Contract shall bear interest from the date payment is due at the rate stated below,
or in the absence thereof, at the legal rate prevailing from time to time at the place where the Project is located.
(Insert rate of interest agreed upon, if any.)

«» % « »

ARTICLE 6 DISPUTE RESOLUTION

§ 6.1 Initial Decision Maker

The Architect will serve as the Initial Decision Maker pursuant to Article 15 of AIA Document A201-2017, unless the
parties appoint below another individual, not a party to this Agreement, to serve as the Initial Decision Maker.

(If the parties mutually agree, insert the name, address and other contact information of the Initial Decision Maker, if
other than the Architect.)

«»
«»
«»
«»

§ 6.2 Binding Dispute Resolution

For any Claim subject to, but not resolved by, mediation pursuant to Article 15 of AIA Document A201-2017, the
method of binding dispute resolution shall be as follows:

(Check the appropriate box.)

[« »] Arbitration pursuant to Section 15.4 of AIA Document A201-2017
[« »] Litigation in a court of competent jurisdiction

[« »] Other (Specify)

«»

If the Owner and Contractor do not select a method of binding dispute resolution, or do not subsequently agree in
writing to a binding dispute resolution method other than litigation, Claims will be resolved by litigation in a court of
competent jurisdiction.

ARTICLE 7 TERMINATION OR SUSPENSION
§ 7.1 The Contract may be terminated by the Owner or the Contractor as provided in Article 14 of AIA Document
A201-2017.

§ 7.1.1 If the Contract is terminated for the Owner’s convenience in accordance with Article 14 of AIA Document
A201-2017, then the Owner shall pay the Contractor a termination fee as follows:

(Insert the amount of, or method for determining, the fee, if any, payable to the Contractor following a termination for
the Owner’s convenience.)

«»
§ 7.2 The Work may be suspended by the Owner as provided in Article 14 of ATA Document A201-2017.
ARTICLE 8 MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS

§ 8.1 Where reference is made in this Agreement to a provision of AIA Document A201-2017 or another Contract

Document, the reference refers to that provision as amended or supplemented by other provisions of the Contract
Documents.
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§ 8.2 The Owner’s representative:
(Name, address, email address, and other information)

« »
«»
«»
«»
«»
«»

§ 8.3 The Contractor’s representative:
(Name, address, email address, and other information)

« »
« »
«»
«»
«»
«»

§ 8.4 Neither the Owner’s nor the Contractor’s representative shall be changed without ten days* priernotice to the
other party.

§ 8.5Insurance and Bonds

§ 8.5.1 The Owner and the Contractor shall purchase and maintain insurance as set forth in AIA Document A101™—
2017, Standard Form of Agreement Between Owner and Contractor where the basis of payment is a Stipulated Sum,
Exhibit A, Insurance and Bonds, and elsewhere in the Contract Documents.

§ 8.5.2 The Contractor shall provide bonds as set forth in AIA Document A101™-2017 Exhibit A, and elsewhere in
the Contract Documents.

§ 8.6 Notice in electronic format, pursuant to Article 1 of AIA Document A201-2017, may be given in accordance
with AIA Document E203™-2013, Building Information Modeling and Digital Data Exhibit, if completed, or as
otherwise set forth below:

(If other than in accordance with AIA Document E203-2013, insert requirements for delivering notice in electronic
format such as name, title, and email address of the recipient and whether and how the system will berequired to
generate a read receipt for the transmission.)

«»
§ 8.7 Other provisions:
«»

ARTICLE 9 ENUMERATION OF CONTRACT DOCUMENTS

§ 9.1 This Agreement is comprised of the following documents:

AIA Document A101™-2017, Standard Form of Agreement Between Owner and Contractor

ATA Document A101™-2017, Exhibit A, Insurance and Bonds

AIA Document A201™-2017, General Conditions of the Contract for Construction

AIA Document E203™-2013, Building Information Modeling and Digital Data Exhibit, dated as
indicated below:
(Insert the date of the E203-2013 incorporated into this Agreement.)

rwiva

«<»

.5 Drawings
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Number Title Date
« N

.6 Specifications

Section Title Date Pages
«»

.7 Addenda, if any:

Number Date Pages
«»

Portions of Addenda relating to bidding or proposal requirements are not part-of the Contract
Documents unless the bidding or proposal requirements are also enumerated in this Article 9.

.8 Other Exhibits:
(Check all boxes that apply and include appropriate information identifying the exhibit where
required.)

[« »] AIA Document E204™-2017, Sustainable Projects Exhibit, dated as indicated below:
(Insert the date of the E204-2017 incorporated into this Agreement.)

«»
[« »] The Sustainability Plan:

Title Date Pages
«»

[« »] Supplementary and other Conditions of the Contract:

Document Title Date Pages
«»

.9 Other documents, if any, listed below:
(List here any additional documents that are intended to form part of the Contract Documents. AIA
Document A201™=2017 provides that the advertisement or invitation to bid, Instructions to Bidders,
sample forms, the Contractor’s bid or proposal, portions of Addenda relating to bidding or proposal
requirements, and other information furnished by the Owner in anticipation of receiving bids or
proposals, are not part of the Contract Documents unless enumerated in this Agreement. Any such
documents should be listed here only if intended to be part of the Contract Documents.)

<«

This Agreement entered into as of the day and year first written above.

«» «»

OWNER (Signature) CONTRACTOR (Signature)
«»E» UL »

(Printed name and title) (Printed name and title)
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AGENDA ITEM

North Wasco County School District Facilities Plan

PRESENTATION




North Wasco County School
District 21

School Facilities Plan



History Challenge

Rank these schools from oldest to newest:

The Dalles High School Chenoweth Elementary

Wahtonka High School Colonel Wright

The Dalles Middle
School

Dry Hollow Elementary



The building i1s completely used for several purposes.
Earthquake resistance is poor.
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- 800 students - 850 capacity
S TeAcresite—
Insufficient utility systems.
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320 Students - overcrowded
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Remodeled in 1999




Uses twice as much energy as other
Eastern Oregon elementary schools,




Built in 1960
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Six portables added
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Built in 2002
600 students







History Challenge:

From oldest to newest, the schools are

* Colonel Wright, 1924

* The Dalles High School, 1940
*  Wahtonka High School, 1965
* Chenoweth Elementary, 1961

* Dry Hollow Elementary, 1960

* The Dalles Middle School, 2002



The Goal

Guiding Principles of the Facility Planning Committee:

f L
Safe Maintainable
Secure Learner-Centered
Healthy Community

. Resources
Timeless

A welcoming and beautiful source of
community pride.



The Plan

First project: Construct a new high school on the site
ot the old Wahtonka High School with modern
education and athletic tacilities.

Future projects include replacement of three
elementary schools and an early learning center.



Improve Safety and Security

New security camera systems
Improved emergency communications
Internal classroom door locks

Secured entrances



Modernize our Classrooms

Expanded CTE classrooms and labs.

Classroom technology upgrades district-wide.

echnology infrastructure improvements.

Increased access to up-to-date job training
opportunities.



Upgrade and Update Buildings

* New HVAC and other building systems.
* Repair or Replace Roofs

* Upgrade Energy Efticiency



How will we pay for it?

Total cost of the facilities plan is estimated
at $235 million.

General obligation bonds issued every 4-5
years will be used to finance these costs.

Estimated total tax rate to repay the bonds
will be no more than $2.99 per $1,000 of
assessed value over the lite of the bonds.



Tax rate change depends on location.

Residents currently pay $0 in Bonds.
If passed, the bond would increase
their tax rate to an estimated rate of
no more than $2.99 per thousand of
assessed property value.

)

of assessed property value. If passed, the
bond would increase their fax rate by $1.34
to an estimated rate of no more than $2.99
per thousand of assessed property value.

Residents cumrently pay $1.65 per thousand \




The Goal

Over the next 20 years, we will replace
four old and declining schools in North
Wasco County School District with new,
safe, secure and healthy campuses that
are timeless, maintainable, learner-
centered, serve as a community
resource and are a welcoming and
beautiful source of community pride.



AGENDA ITEM

Executive Session — Pursuant to ORS 192.660(2)(i) to review and
evaluate the job performance of a public employee

NO DOCUMENTS HAVE BEEN SUBMITTED FOR THIS ITEM — RETURN TO
AGENDA



https://www.oregonlaws.org/ors/192.660

North Wasco County School District 2018 Building Bond Proposal

aletan Ml Fast Facts

District Achievements

Nick Nelson was named the 2017
’ Cregon High School Principal of the
" Year by the Oregon Association of

Secondary School Administrators.

The Dalles Middle School Principal

ip

Sandra Harris was named the
2018 Qutstanding Administrator
by the Cregon Music Educators

Association.

Graduation Rates

The latest four year cohort
graduation rate for The Dalles High
School is 87.1%. The dropout rate is
headed in the opposite direction
of the graduation rate! For the
2015-2016 year it was at 2.2%.

£2.8%

48.7% STATE AVERAGE

Chenowith Elementary School Music
teacher Corin Parker, received the
Excellence in Elementary Music

Education Teacher of the Year Award for 2017.

W

87.1%

75%

2012-13

2013-14

2014-15 2015-16 2016-17

When Were Our Schools Bullt?
Mosier Community School I 1920
Colonel Wright Elementary , 1924

The Dalles High School | 1940

Dry Hollow Elementary - 1960
Chenowith Eementary . 19461

Wahionka Communify School l 1985

The Dalles Middle School * 2003

Our Schools

Fj’.g: North Wasco County School District
=10 serves approximately 3,000 students
from Kindergarten through grade 12.

sam EfE

ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS MIDDLE SCHOOL
GRADES K-5 GRADES 68

58

COMMUNITY SCHOQLS

HIGH SCHOOL
GRADES 9-12



North Wasco County School District 2018 Building Bond Proposal

Why is the School District Considering Asking
Voters to Suppeort a Bond?

@

|

il

Safety and Secuwrity is an Urgent Priority

No school in the District, with the exception of the new middle school, has a
fire suppression system. Our High School has multiple points of entry and socme
of our schools lack important modern safety features such as classroom doors
that lock from the inside, emergency dlert systems, and security cameras.

Our School Buildings are Aging and in Need of Repair

The average age of a school in the North Wasco School District is 60 years old
and some schools are nearly 100 years old. This means their electrical, heating,
and cooling systems are inefficient, out-of-date and in some cases so old the
district cannot find replacement parts anymore.

Classrooms are Outdated, Small and Lacking in Technology

Many of our school buildings are outdated, classrooms are toc small and every
school is lacking in basic technology needed to give our students the tools
they need to graducte college and career ready.

Efficient, Modern Schools Save Taxpayers Dollars

This bond will cllow the District to pay off existing debt, freeing up nearly four
hundred thousand dollars of operating funds a year. Investing in these facilities
will save taxpayers money in the long run, by making them more energy efficient,
and dllow the District to invest more taxpayer doliars to classroom learning.

lhton gl Fast Facts

Qur Vision

Over the next 20 years we will replace four aging and declining schools in the
North Wasco School District with safe, secure and healthy campuses that are
timeless, maintainable, student-centered, serve as a community resource and
are a welcoming and beautiful source of community pride.

We want to hear from youl! Tell us your thoughts on the
proposal and provide feedback!



MID-COLUMBIA CENTER FOR LIVING

Providing Mental Health, Developmental Disabiffes & Alcohol and Drug Services lo Wasco, Hood River, and Shemman Counties

BUSINESS OFFICE. THE DALLES HOOD RIVER OFFICE
Wasco Ceunty Courthouse, Annex A 1610 Woods Court
419 E. 77 Street, Room 207 Hoed River, OR 97031
The Dalles, OR 97058 Tel (541) 385-2620
Tel (541) 206-5452 Fax (541) 386-6075

Fax (541) 206-2418

Wasco County Board of Commissioners
511 Washington St, Ste 302
The Dalles, OR 97058

Dear Commissioners:

During a special meeting on March 23, 2018, the Tri-County Board of Directors
trom Mid-Columbia Center for Living unanimously approved the commitment of
$1.5 million dollars to fund a portion of the additional construction costs for the
new behavioral health clinic on 1040 Weber Street, The Dalles, OR.

In addition, MCCFL has accepted a $750,000 loan from Greater Oregon
Behavioral Health, Inc. to complete the necessary additional funding required for
the lowest apparent construction bid.

Please let me know if you have any questions,

Sincerely,

Barb

Barbara J. Seatter, M.S., Executive Director
MID-COLUMBIA CENTER FOR LIVING
1610 Wood Court

Hood River, Oregon 97031

Phone: (541) 386-2620, ext. 2214

Fax: (541) 386-6075




Loan Opportunity for Mid-Columbia Center for Living: Barb Seatter declared a conflict of interest. A
discussion was had around providing a 4 - 5 year loan of up to $750,000 to MCCFL so that they can
continue with their plan to construct a new building. The Lincoln Street building could be held as
collateral for the loan. A recommendation was made that the loan be repaid in 5 years at a 2.5% interest
rate. If there is a change in the recommendation, it needs to come back to the budget committee for
review.

MOTION: A Dill/Selander motion to
loan MCCFL up to $750,000.00 at
an interest rate of 2.5% to be paid
back in 5 years with a lien on the
Lincoln building as collateral was
approved. Barb Seatter abstained.
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NORTH Wasco COUNTY SCHoOL DISTRICT No. 21
2018 General Obligation Bond Authorization — $235 Million Total - $2.99 Projected Levy Rate

I $46.6 Million 2039 GO Bonds

| $40.5 Million 2034 GO Bonds

™ $30.5 Million 2029 GO Bonds

7 529.8 Million 2024 GO Bonds

m $88 Million 2019 GO Bonds

I Projected Levy Rate - Outstanding Bonds
H Actual Rate Levied - Outstanding Bonds
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PROPEZBTY OF THE
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NARRATIVE:

THE PURPOSE OF THIS SURVEY |S TO ESTABLISH THE BOUNDARIES OF LOTS 10,
SUNNYDALE ORCHARDS. THE TRACTS ARE ALSO DESCRIBED AS TAX LOTS 102,

Il AND 13
104 AND 400. 2N 12 21,
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60 FOOT WIDE

AT
(SEE COUNTY SURVEY
#H-3-6 FOR REAL |GNMENT
OF STATE ROAD)

LEGEND:

o SET 5/8°

I-‘-"‘
pr 8
— Ja— /
/ 40 FOOT WIDE 5
PUBLIC ROAD -
/ AS PER PLAT
DI STANCE
40.86°
57.63" !
61.50°
32.53"
65,01 " —| | k— 40_FooT wiDE
15.00" PUBLIC ROAD
30.19° 50° WIDE PUBLIC ROAD AS PER PLAT
b g S PER DEED OF EASEMENT 9 l
:?i? RECORDED AS FEE NO. 9323G2__} J
280.67° SUNNYDALE ORCHARDS
202.08° { |
61.31°
144,.31° | 6 o 4 & 3
243,54 S 89°59°50°W 796,99 )
139,.53" i
143.40°"
131.73° !
287,67 I W
R
|
| O s
ol?
=8
l »
S B9°59°50"W 953.03'\ |
2
P.C.B. CF [
PROPOSED REAL|GNMENT
BEING A POINT ON THE i
CENTERLINE OF EXISTING PUBLIC ROAD ;
AS PER FEE NO, 962362 L=
~|¥
} g <l
=15
2z
[|en
] : 1
! S 89°59°50°W _ 1109.07" Vi ety et
- L | A °
450.78" 658.30" \“
R !
SOUTHEASTCORNER™
LOT 4
o
/ @© N
4 - [E
2 = =3
5 = el 2
= ¥ R
— =]
[Te]
[~
I3 :
| 4 z s 2
2 LI b
2 Ly '
b e “T—— CENTERL INE OF PROPOSED
2 - <—PROPOSED 50° PUBLIC ROAD & I5° WIDE EASEMENT FOR WELL
@ BEING A REAL IGNMENT OF
= o LONELY LANE
SHED ENCROACHM

IRON ROD WITH YELLOW PLASTIC CAP

STAMPED "WYEAST SURVEYS LS 2393

e FOUND 5/8"

IRON ROD WITH YELLOW PLASTIC CAP

STAMPED "WYEAST SURVEYS PLS 2393~

AS PER CSe §5-194

®

m  CALCULATED POSITION
® WELL

Q@ UTILITY POLE

® ELECTRIC HOCKUP

FOUND IRON ROD AS PER CS® E-14-16

REGISTERED

PROFESSIONAL
LAND SURVEYOR

Kvip Dol
OREGON
JLY 26, 1989
KEVN_DOWD
Moo —cgses e )
RENEW DATE: 12-3+03
MAY 25. 7002

RECORD OF SURVEY

LOTS 10. || AND ]3. SUNNYDALE ORCHARDS

SITUATED IN THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 2|
T2 NORTH. RI2 EAST. W.M.

WASCO COUNTY. OREGCN

FOR : GUY BRYANT

WYEAST SURVEYS
KEVIN DOWD
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