CITY OF DUNDEE
CITY COUNCIL MEETING
Meeting will be Teleconferenced

801 N. Highway 99W, Dundee, OR 97115
City Hall Phone: (503) 538-3922 Website: www. DundeeCity.org

The Mission of City Government is to provide essential, quality public services in
support of the livability, safety and viability of the Dundee community.

JUNE 2,2020 7:00 PM.

Open Reqular City Council Meeting

Amendments to the Agenda, if any

Public Hearing: Budget for FY 2020-21 Pages 1-2

Public Comment: Each speaker will be allowed up to 5 minutes to speak after being recognized by
the Mayor. Councilors will generally not respond to comments except to ask clarifying questions.
Council may direct concerns raised by the speaker to the City Administrator or place the issue of
concern on the agenda for Council discussion.

Consent Agenda: The following items are considered to be routine and will be enacted by one motion. There will be
no separate discussion of these items unless a Council member (or a citizen through a Council member) so requests, in
which case the item will be removed from the Consent Agenda and considered separately. If any item involves a
potential conflict of interest, Council members should so note before adoption of the Consent Agenda.

5.1 City Council Minutes, May 19, 2020 Pages 3-14
Action Required: Motion to Accept the Consent Agenda

Old Business:

6.1 Resolution No. 2020-04, Water Rates Pages 15-18
Action Requested

6.2 Resolution No. 2020-05, Sewer Rates Pages 19-22
Action Requested

6.3 Declaration of Emergency Pages 23-24
Discussion

New Business:

7.1 Resolution No. 2020-06, State Shared Revenues Pages 25-26
Action Requested

7.2 Resolution No. 2020-07, Municipal Services Certification Pages 27-28
Action Requested

7.3 Resolution No. 2020-08, Salary Schedule Pages 29-34
Action Requested

7.4 2021 SCA Grant Program Pages 35-44
Discussion




8. Council Concerns & Committee Reports

9. Mayor’s Report

10. City Administrator Report

11. Adjourn

Kkkkkkkkkkhhkkhkhkkhhhkhkhkkhhhkhhkhhhhhhhkhhhhhhhhhhhkkhhhkhhhhkhhkkhhhhhhhhhhkhhhhhkhhhhhhrhhhhhkhhhhhrhhhhhkhhkhkhrhhkkhkrr

Pending Business:
1. Public Works
1.1 Highway 99W Street Lighting
1.2 ODOT Phase B Highway 99W Improvements
1.3 Water Line Relocation Project

2. Planning/Land Use
2.1 Dundee Riverside District Code Amendment
2.2 Exterior Lighting — Code Update/Street Light Standards
2.3 Helipad Standards
2.4 Vacation Rentals Code Amendment
2.5 Pending Type Il or Type Ill Land Use Applications:
2.5.1 Conditional Use — Verizon Cell Tower

3. City Council
3.1 Update SDC Methodologies

3.2 LID 2013-01 Final Assessment Ordinance
3.3 Storm Drain Master Plan Update

4. Parks & Trails
4.1 Harvey Creek Trail Property Rehabilitation
4.2 WWTP Nature Park

5. Next Available Ordinance & Resolution No's.
5.1 Ordinance No. 572-2020
5.2 Resolution No. 2020-04

The meeting location is accessible to persons with disabilities. A request for an interpreter for the hearing
impaired, or for other accommodations for persons with disabilities, should be made at least 48 hours in
advance of the meeting to the Administrative Assistant at City Hall (503) 538-3922.



AGENDA REPORT

To: Mayor Russ and City Council
From: Rob Daykin, City Administrator
Date: June 2, 2020

Re: FY 2020-2021 Budget Hearing

The hearing for the FY 2020-2021 budget that was approved by the Budget Committee has been
noticed for the June 2 Council meeting. The budget document was updated to include the approved
changes noted on page 14, a new section on Long-Term Debt (page 21), and a copy of the budget
hearing notice (page 92). The order of business in conducting this hearing will be:

a) Hearing on the Budget for Fiscal Year 2018-2019 opened.
b) Staff report.

¢) Public testimony.

d) Additional staff comments.

e) Questions from the Council.

f) Hearing closed, no further testimony from the audience.
g) Deliberations by the Council.

Council may adjust revenue estimates, and reduce or increase expenditures, provided that any increase
is not more than $5,000 or ten percent of the Budget Committee approved total in each fund. If
Council wishes to increase expenditures greater than the $5,000 or ten percent in any fund, then the
revised budget summary must be published for a second hearing. Note: the hearing must be held no
sooner than five days after the publication date. State law requires adoption of the budget at a
properly noticed meeting of the City Council prior to July 1.

Following testimony from the budget hearing and any subsequent changes directed by the Council, I
will prepare the resolution adopting the FY 2020-21 budget for consideration at the June 16 meeting.
The resolution will also take into consideration of updates to the current fiscal year projects following
review of the end of May 2020 financial report that will affect the unappropriated ending fund

balances for the next fiscal year.
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City of Dundee
- City Council Meeting Minutes
May 19, 2020

Call to Order
Mayor David Russ called the meeting to order at 7:00 P.M. over ZOOM teleconferencing

meeting platform.

Council and Staff Attendance

Attendance Via Zoom: Mayor David Russ; Councilors Tim Weaver, Storr Nelson, Jeannette
Adlong, Kristen Svicarovich and Ted Crawford. Absent: Patrick Kelly. Staff Attendance via
Zoom: Rob Daykin, City Administrator; Tim Ramis, City Attorney; Greg Reid, City Engineer;
Chuck Simpson, Public Works Supervisor; and Melissa Lemen, Administrative Assistant.

Public Attendance

Public Attendance via Zoom: Evan Burmester, Pricing Manager, Gary Nelson, Operations
Manager, and Dean Kampfer, Waste Management; James B. Kay, 210 NW Dogwood Drive;
Michael Humm, P.E., Kennedy Jenks; Giorgio Furioso, owner, Jim Maguire, DTC Manager, and

Dominique Mahe, Furioso Vineyards.

Presentation: Waste Management 2019 Financial Report

Evan Burmester, Pricing Manager, introduced himself and presented their 2019 Detailed Cost
Report, as provided in the meeting agenda packet materials beginning on page 1. He explained
that Waste Management (WM) will not be requesting any type of rate adjustment for the coming
year. He discussed that their rate of return for 2019 was 12.86%; they are projecting to have an
operating margin of 9.06% for 2020 with the drop primarily driven by increased disposal fees at
Newberg Transfer Station (approved by Yamhill County in July 0of 2019). Burmester discussed
that there have been many recent changes with the impact of the Corona virus; he anticipates next
year’s detailed cost report to be significantly different based on changes they have seen thus far.

Burmester discussed that a little over a year ago they launched a subscription glass program in
Newberg, and recently launched a similar subscription glass program in Yambhill County. He
offered to provide Council with a more formalized presentation to offer that service as a
subscription service to residents of Dundee, though noted that residents would not be required to
participate in the service. Burmester discussed that the participation rate in Newberg has been
approximately 50%, with close to 60% participation in Yamhill County. M. Russ inquired about
the cost for this type of service to which Burmester was unable to provide at the meeting but
explained that the rate does change based on the level of participation. Discussion ensued. Dean
Kampfer explained that initially customers are provided with a 35 gallon roll cart for the glass use
at a range of approximately $3.50 with participation of over 50%; if it falls below 50% then there
is an increased rate as less customers are paying for the service. It was noted that the rates are
based the number of participates within a given jurisdiction. M. Russ inquired about whether
WM is collecting glass in areas immediately adjacent to Dundee (in the County) to which Gary
Nelson affirmed. C. Crawford inquired about whether they are seeing wineries participate in the
glass program to which Nelson affirmed and pointed out that wineries are some of their largest
commercial customers. Kampfer noted that WM has always offered glass recycling to the

wineries and their commercial customers.

C. Svicarovich inquired about whether WM planned to continue to provide their glass drop off
Jocations for those not participating in the WM glass program. Nelson explained that in the
future if the City of Dundee decided to participate in the glass program for their residents, WM
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would probably consider removing the glass facility though there is still a glass depot in the City
of Newberg at this time. Nelson explained that it would be considered an operational efficiency
to be ableto reimove a glass depot if the City is participating in household glass recycling. It was’
noted that there is also glass recycling available at the Newberg Transfer Station; C. Svicarovich
indicated they take their glass recycling there presently. Kampfer explained that unless a glass
recycling depot is manned continuously, it is easy for undesirable materials to be dropped off
which can create a nuisance, though Nelson explained that this has not been a huge issue for the
residents of Newberg/Dundee. M. Russ expressed concern about the potential removal of a drop
site if there is a change to a paid service; it would seem this would force participation in the paid
system. C. Kelly and C. Svicarovich shared this view as well, though C. Svicarovich voiced
support of WM providing a formal proposal for their described glass service for Council review.

Kampfer discussed some of the impacts WM has felt as a result of the COVID-19 pandemic. He
explained that they are observing some businesses stopping or reducing service and are seeing a
shift in the tonnage from commercial to more residential as more people are working from home
and students staying at home. C. Crawford inquired about the percentage of businesses who have
discontinued their garbage service. Though Kampfer indicated that he does not have that
information available for the City of Newberg, he is aware that in other areas it is between 10-
20%, which includes those businesses who have also decreased their service significantly.
Kampfer explained that WM is also concerned about collections/accounts payable; they have
made a commitment to not suspend customers if they fall behind for the time being. He discussed
that WM is proud that they have maintained all employees at their 40-hour pay through this
pandemic. Kampfer explained that WM drivers are being spaced out in the mornings to try to
keep distancing; they are also making sure employees have appropriate personal protective
equipment (PPE) and sanitation supplies. Nelson discussed additional changes WM has made to
protect the safety of their employees during the COVID-19 pandemic. He also noted that 2019
was an injury-free year for their Newberg site for their drivers and the transfer site.

Public Comment
None.

Consent Agenda
A motion was made and seconded to approve Consent Agenda Item 5.1 City Council Minutes,

May 5, 2020, and Item 5.2 Financial Report Ending April 30, 2020. The motion passed
unanimously.

Old Business

Planning Commission Appointment
James Kay is present at the meeting tonight and introduced himself to the City Council; he
reviewed some of his background information as provided on his application. He discussed that
he has always wanted to participate in his community and this position would provide that
opportunity. Brief conversation ensued. A motion was made and seconded to appoint James
Kay to the Dundee City Planning Commission to complete an unexpired term ending December
31,2021. The motion passed unanimously.

Biosolids Maintenance Proposals
M. Russ asked C. Atty Ramis to confirm the validity of the new information received with regard
to the Biosolids Maintenance Proposals. C. Atty Ramis affirmed that if the City did not have
complete information and now does, the City is permitted to go back and reevaluate the
information. Michael Humm, P.E., Kennedy Jenks, discussed the concerns found on the
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incomplete proposal received initially from Fire Mountain Farms. He explained that the new
proposal has been reviewed and it has been determined that Fire Mountain Farms has had no past
enforcement history with DEQ. Humm discussed that they have met the qualifications similai'to -
Synago, though Fire Mountain Farms have provided the low price. Humm discussed that they do
have concerns about the timing and general delivery of the project based on the challenges of this
type of project. He explained that they have begun discussions about what might be a potential
contingency plan for a contractor that perhaps was unable to secure the land that they had said
they could. He discussed that this might entail a negotiation as the contract is put together, a type
of penalty clause for nonperformance. Potential scenarios and types of potential penalty clauses
were discussed in detail. Humm explained that if a contract is negotiated and signed, and later
there were a need to terminate the contract, the procurement process would be triggered again.
He voiced that this would be undesirable and noted that though he does not believe this would be
the case, and he has no indication from the proposals that this would happen, the possibility does
need to be taken into account. C. Nelson inquired as to whether Humm has seen this type of
scenario occur in the past with any other contracts. Humm discussed that out of approximately
150 projects throughout his career, he has seen only one contractor (out of all types of
construction) who could not perform the work and requested being removed from the contract.
Discussion ensued. Differences between the two contractors were discussed and Humm
explained that Fire Mountain Farms are presently serving Lafayette; their reference from
Lafayette had nothing but good things to say about their work. It was noted that Fire Mountain
Farms is a much smaller company than the regional and perhaps nationwide Synagro. M. Russ
voiced support of using a local contractor. Discussion ensued. C. Nelson inquired about whether
additional bonding could be considered for a guarantee on the contract. Humm explained that
they do not have a performance bond included at this point though it is something which would
be possible; discussion ensued. C. Svicarovich voiced support of providing a date as an “out” in
case the contractor was unable to secure land. C. Crawford inquired about what amount of land is
required to which Humm explained that for this application is about 2 dry tons per acre, or
approximately 50 acres of application land; though including setbacks, etc., approximately 75
acres should be permitted for the project. Humm reviewed the process moving forward if the bid
were awarded tonight to Fire Mountain Farms. C. Atty Ramis discussed in detail the process
involved if Synagro were to formally protest the decision. A motion was made and seconded to
award the Biosolids Maintenance Program contract to Fire Mountain Farms in the amount of

$104,812.00. The motion passed unanimously.

City Utility Rates Review
M. Russ offered detailed discussion about his thoughts pertaining to the base rate for customers
with different meter sizes. He explained that his rationale would allow customers with larger
meters and a higher base rate to receive more cubic feet in the base rate before the volume rates
start. M. Russ pointed out that more revenue may be received in a fair system utilizing his
described methodology. He also expressed concern about customers with larger meters paying a
higher fee and not receiving anything for that fee. Detailed discussion ensued. C.A. Daykin
explained that in order to complete an analysis of the system, typically a consultant is brought in;
other factors would need to be considered as well in determining base rates and what should be
attributed to flow. C.A. Daykin suggested that if this is the direction Council wishes to proceed, a
consultant who is recognized in their industry should be brought in to show the City Council the
different factors which should be considered in constructing a more fair or equitable rate
structure.

"C. Crawford asked what the percentage of residential customers is who have larger meters; C.A.
Daykin explained that mostly businesses have the larger meters. C. Crawford pointed out that the
City’s system can provide businesses the flow that they need to maintain their fire suppression,
though this is provided at a higher cost to the City than a lower pressure household. M. Russ
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informed that his residential account does have a 1-inch meter. C. Crawford supported that
residential accounts should be equal; businesses should be considered separately.

C. Nelson inquired about whether a 1-inch meter is required for an accessory dwelling unit
(ADU) on residential property. C.A. Daykin explained that this is not necessarily required
though voiced his belief that the main reason why people have larger meters is because of the
demands of an irrigation system and more stages being able to be active simultaneously.
Conversation ensued. C.A. Daykin discussed that he is presently unable to provide Council with
what the impact would be on overall system revenues if these types of changes are made. He
suggested that the timing may not be appropriate for making these types of changes without that
information; perhaps this should be deferred or brought back for full consideration at a future
meeting. C. Nelson voiced support of the rate changes. He voiced appreciation of the
comparison table provided by C.A. Daykin and noted how well Dundee rates in comparison. C.
Nelson felt that Dundee is responsibly taking good care of their utilities. C. Crawford pointed out
that 10 years ago the City of Dundee was ranked the second most expensive utility in the County.

C.A. Daykin explained that when he originally prepared the budget for FY 2020-21 he was not
anticipating a change to the water rates. He explained that as he reviewed it and how infrequently
water rates were adjusted, he decided to propose incremental rate increases to the volume rate of
a tenth of a penny each year over the next 3-4 years. C.A. Daykin referenced the table provided
on page 99 which shows how much revenue would be potentially generated each year. C.A.
Daykin explained that an offset could also be incorporated, as M. Russ suggested, to increase the
base amount for those with the larger meters though he does not have data at this point in time to
provide Council with what the reduction in revenue would be. M. Russ offered additional
detailed discussion. He also inquired about whether customers who have a 3-inch meter often go
over on their base water usage. C.A. Daykin discussed that he not familiar with customers who
have a 3-inch meter or whether there is a customer with this size of meter; more common are
customers with a 2-inch meter. C.A. Daykin discussed that he is unable to provide Council with
the watering patterns for the various 2-inch meters; this would need to be reviewed in more detail.
He explained that the purpose of a larger meter is to meet the required rate of flow. C.A. Daykin
discussed that this is the same basis for the system development charge (SDC); larger meters have
a greater impact to the capacity of the system, including the cost of development for the first-time
cost, but is also true for month to month users. C.A. Daykin explained that here is a cost to the
system of used capacity with larger meters potentially, whether they use it or not. He also offered
that additional information could be brought back if Council is interested in having further

discussion and review of this topic.

C. Svicarovich voiced that given the present climate, she does not favor proposing a rate increase
beyond the immediate need that the City has at this time. C. Crawford voiced support of this
approach as well. C.A. Daykin explained that sewer rates have been projected in the budget;
those have been raised in incremental amounts each year, which was the direction that City
Council had wanted to go instead of waiting and having a large increase to catch up. It was noted
that the proposal tonight reflects C.A. Daykin’s thought that perhaps the City should be doing the
same thing with the water portion. The consensus of Council was to support C.A. Daykin
preparing a resolution to adopt the rates contained in his proposal to be brought back to the next
Council meeting. C. Nelson voiced support of reviewing the M. Russ’s proposal of perhaps
alternate volumes in the base rate for larger sized meters in the coming months.

New Business



Outside Water Request
C.A. Daykin discussed the details of the request from Furioso Vineyards as detailed in his
meeting agénda report beginning on page 105 of the packet. He discussed that the City is
completing an analysis of chlorine contact time for the first water customer with Oregon Health
Authority (OHA) at this time. C.A. Daykin supported that if Furioso Vineyards were to become
the first water customer from the Springs well field, then any change to comply with OHA
requirements should be their financial responsibility. Discussion ensued and Chuck Simpson
offered a more detailed explanation regarding the chlorine residual concern. He discussed that
the OHA regulation requires a certain amount of time and noted that shorter pipe distance
provides less time. Simpson explained that the City is at the beginning of getting Heeco
Engineering through Civil West; to come out and complete a contact time study. Simpson
indicated that, though it sounds like the OHA requirement will be met, without the actual physical
contact time study this information cannot be confirmed. Discussion ensued and C. Crawford
suggested that the installation of a tank might be a potential option to slow things down if needed.
Simpson explained that he had a brief discussion with OHA who indicated that one potential
option could be a reduction in the amount of chlorine being injected at the booster pump station,
or it could be as much as adding additional storage as C. Crawford mentioned. Until the infield
study is complete, an answer will not be known. C. Svicarovich inquired about a timeline for the
Study to which Simpson indicated to be the end of June. Discussion ensued.

M. Russ inquired about whether Giorgio Furioso also owns the vineyards below the tasting room.
Furioso explained that they have 10 acres, of which 2 acres are essentially where a well could
potentially be placed. He discussed that they have looked at every possibility and have had well
drillers evaluate the area. He explained that they are unable to comply with the setback rules,
their septic tanks, etc.; they seem in conflict in any position they try to consider for a well. M.
Russ inquired about whether a well could be placed in the fields to which Furioso explained that
doing so would destroy the vineyard. Jim Maguire discussed that there are issues with the septic
tank drain fields as well. Additionally, he explained that the present well was drilled so long ago
that the State has no record of it; though he indicated it seems to be a perfectly good well, without
a record of it the State has said it cannot be used as a public water system despite the fact that the

water is perfectly good.

Discussion ensued regarding previously approved outside water requests. Maguire explained that
they have no plans for future development as there is no room and they do not intend to be larger
than they are now; there is a house on the property which was built in the 1970’s as well as a
tasting room built two years ago. Furioso described their situation as a hardship and discussed
that they really cannot operate unless they can obtain City water; they are willing to bear the costs
involved. He noted that they are not planning to use the water for irrigation purposes but simply
for the winery and to continue to operate their business. C. Adlong inquired about the number of
employees at the winery to which Furioso noted to be 7; and they do hire quite a few part-time
employees during the busy seasons. C. Crawford inquired about how many cases of wine are
produced annually at their winery to which Furioso discussed that their business plan is 4500
cases with no plans to expand beyond that. Discussion ensued. Maguire pointed out that their
winery brings business into Dundee and into local restaurants and other wineries in Dundee as

well.

Though she indicated that she is not opposed to this application per se, a concern expressed by C.
Adlong was the argument that outside water requests have been provided for other commercial
businesses and therefore should be granted to others (generally speaking). She expressed concern
about the City Council developing a pattern where they will be unable to say no in the future
because Council is granting so many requests. M. Russ voiced support of changing the procedure
and that Council should discuss tightening things up because the City is going to head into a time
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of tight water in the future. C. Crawford pointed out that the granted outside water requests are
all individual contractual agreements and explained that the City is not setting a precedence by

~ granting these requeésts. C.A. Daykin discussed that it lias already been recognized that the City’
doesn’t have enough water for the full build of the UGB. He pointed out that the next expansion
of the supply will be a significant investment; the more rate payers the City has to pay back that
investment is better for the overall economic condition of the system. He also discussed that the
City having more customers (including the SDC fees) will make it easier to reach where it needs
to be financially. C. Crawford voiced support that the applicant should be responsible for any
required additional infrastructure if this is needed. C. Svicarovich inquired about what size meter
is being requested to which C.A. Daykin explained that, though he is unsure of what they are
requesting, based on the flow they would not need a very large meter. Dominque explained that
they plan to keep the present well and use it for irrigation of the landscaping on the property.

C.A. Daykin reviewed that this particular water line has been identified in the Water Master Plan
to be upgraded to a larger sized 12-inch pipe. He explained that the City has had two projects so
far working with private investment to help facilitate improving that line; in the context that they
had requested some service from the City of Dundee. Detailed discussion ensued. C.A. Daykin
explained that the method which was used to ascertain a fair price for the additional fee was
based on what it would cost otherwise if they were to put in their own well or their own fire
suppression system as opposed to buying into the City system. C.A. Daykin explained that the
additional fee that could be applied towards the system improvements was negotiated between the
private property owner and the City. He provided clarification that the City would charge a SDC
fee, a meter installation (and the cost for installing the meter), and then a decision would need to
be made by Council with regard to additional fees charged for the betterment of the water line
they would be drawing water from (as has previously been done with outside City customers in
the past). C.A. Daykin clarified that presently there is an 8-inch line which the City would like to
upgrade to a 12-inch line. The nearest 12-inch connection was noted to be located at the corner
of Fairview and Warren Road. C.A. Daykin explained that what is desired in the Water Master
Plan ultimately is a complete 12-inch line from the reservoir all of the way to town. Discussion

ensued.

Maguire indicated that Furioso Vineyards would be willing to consider looking at what the City
would ask them to do to be fair and a good citizen. Furioso reiterated that they have so few
options and he does not want to close down the winery and tasting room that he has made a
significant investment in. He explained that they had always thought that they could drill a new
well; they never assumed that they would be going around this under new regulations that the
State has employed. Discussion ensued. Furioso inquired about the price per foot cost for this
type of improvement. C.A. Daykin discussed his thought that rather than Furioso spending
money for the cost of a well, he could potentially provide a similar amount of money to the City
to put in as much water line replacement as could be accomplished with those funds. Furioso
explained that his estimates have been between $20,000-$30,000 to drill a new well. He
discussed that given the current COVID-19 circumstances and social distancing requirements,
they are experiencing a lower number of visitors at the winery, though last summer the well was
struggling to support their needs and they trucked in water to fill their reservoir tanks. C.
Crawford voiced support of C.A. Daykin’s proposal of defining the costs which would have been
associated with drilling a well and setting up the pump and piping infrastructure, and then
requesting that amount of money to extend the 12 inch line. C. Svicarovich suggested that
subtracting the fee for the residual testing out of the costs should be considered, rather than in
addition to that number. C. Simpson discussed that the first consideration for a solution (if
Furioso were to become the first customer on the line) would likely be the reduction of the
amount of chlorine injection at the booster pump station. Discussion ensued. Furoioso inquired
about whether they would have the option of making payments to the City over a period of time
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depending on costs. C.A. Daykin affirmed that this is something that could potentially be
negotiated between both parties. A motion was made and seconded to approve the special
request for City water from Georgio Futioso for Furioso Virieyards on'the conditions that they -
will pay an SDC fee, their water meter fee & installation, outside water user fees, and this will be
conditional upon a final decision on their contribution to the water line improvements which they

will be using. The motion passed unanimously.

Well No. 7 Improvements
C.A. Daykin reviewed that the City was provided with an estimate for the improvements though
there may also be additional costs. Simpson explained that there may be some rework
modification required for the cap of the well; this would be billed as time & material costs only
and likely would not exceed $1,000. C.A. Daykin reviewed that $17,000 was budgeted for this
project and the estimate provided is well under the budget item. Brief discussion ensued. A
motion was made and seconded to award the Well No. 7 Improvement Project to Stettler Supply
for a quoted cost of $8,342 with an additional clearance of $2,000 provided to the City
Administrator for any additional associated costs. The motion passed unanimously.

Street Paving Bids
C.E. Reid reviewed that seven really good bids were received with K&E Paving providing the
low bid. The bids received were briefly reviewed. C.E. Reid pointed out that low petroleum
costs are keeping the asphalt costs down, getting the bid out earlier in the season was helpful, and
he discussed that some people have been slowed down by the COVID-19 pandemic which helped
the City receive competitive bids well within the budget. A motion was made and seconded to
award the 2020 Street Projects K&E Paving, Inc. dba H&H Paving for the contract price of
$258,318.00. C. Nelson inquired about whether there were any issues with K&E Paving last year
to which C.E. Reid discussed that there were no issues and he felt they did a good job. He
discussed that the City worked with them on timing for projects and allowed them to go back and
forth between other jobs, which also likely helped them keep their price down again this year.
C.E. Reid described in detail the work to be completed on Red Hills Drive. C.A. Daykin
explained that because the pricing was so good for this work, likely City Staff will come back to
City Council to request a change order to the contract for the completion of additional work. It
was noted that this would likely include work associated with areas planned for street work next
year (to make sure the areas are prepped in advance), and potentially the first section off the
highway on Seventh Street. The motion passed unanimously.

Slurry Seal Bids
C.E. Reid reviewed that good competitive bids were received for the project with Paving
Northwest, Inc. providing the best price. The bids were briefly reviewed. C.E. Reid pointed out
that Paving Northwest, Inc. will also be coming back to complete their project from last year this
summer as well. He also explained that there may be an opportunity to add some area to the
slurry seal and still keep the project under the $50,000 BOLI wages. C.E. Reid noted that Paving
Northwest, Inc. is based out of Salem. C. Nelson inquired about how their slurry seal has held up
over the last year to which C.E. Reid explained that Paving Northwest, Inc. did not complete
slurry seal for the City last year; the project was deferred until this summer. A motion was made
and seconded to award the 2020 Slurry Seal Project to Paving Northwest, Inc. for the contract
price of $37,939.25. The motion passed unanimously.

_ Photocopier Lease
M. Russ inquired about whether City Staff spoke with any other companies pertaining to a
photocopier lease. C.A. Daykin explained that Staff spoke with the same company the City has
been working with; they have already gone through a procurement process with the State, so
state-bid pricing is being used. Discussion ensued. M. Russ inquired about the cost per page fee

8
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though C.A. Daykin was unable to confirm that cost at the meeting. C. Crawford inquired about
whether materials could be emailed to the printer remotely and documents picked up at City Hall
“to which C.A. Daykin affirmed. M. Russ suggestéd that an email box be set up so that' documents
could be sent to the printer. A motion was made to approve the Ricoh Lease for IM C 4500
copier and maintenance agreement. The motion passed unanimously.

Council Concerns and Committee Reports
None.

Mayor’s Report

M. Russ explained that the Budget Committee made the decision not to provide the discretionary
funds to the Parkway Committee. He discussed that he provided this information to Dave
Haugeberg, Committee Chair, who indicated that this creates political atmosphere. M. Russ
described some of the benefits of the bypass to the various cities in the County and provided
some feedback from the Parkway Committee. Discussion ensued and M. Russ shared his opinion
that the City of Dundee and the County should be providing more lobbying funds for this cause
right now in an effort to complete the bypass rather than cutting back.

City Administrator’s Report

C.A. Daykin discussed that he has received some calls regarding the apparent installation of a
fence on the Ponzi property with the gravel parking lot next to Seventh Street C.A. Daykin
explained that they installed a chain link black vinyl coated fence which is allowed in the CBD
zone with some restrictions. He discussed that the fence is only allowed to be 4 feet in height for
the first 15 feet from the front property line next to Seventh Street. He noted that the fence
appears to be close to, if not on, the property line next to Seventh Street. He discussed that part
of the fence (which is about 5 feet tall) is out of compliance with the Code. C.A. Daykin
explained that the other requirement for this type of fence in the CBD zone is that there needs to
be a site obscuring hedge planted of equal height to that fence located between the fence and the
street. He discussed the Code requirements with the owner, Michel Ponzi, and C.A. Daykin is
waiting to hear back from him about how he is going to comply with those requirements. C.A.
Daykin stated that they also discussed the issues regarding the closing of the path. He explained
that M. Ponzi discussed that his intent with the fencing is to secure the property; he felt the
property needed to be secured because of abuse over the years, mainly people using it for parking
who are not patrons of their businesses, dog walkers who let their dogs defecate on the property,
and other additional issues as well. C.A. Daykin explained that they talked somewhat at length
about the property being in the urban renewal plan and whether he has considered potentially
working with the City for perhaps a parking lot to benefit the greater public, or even public
restroom, landscaping, etc. Though initially he was not ready to consider anything like that, C.A.
Daykin explained that later in the conversation he indicated he would be willing to talk about it.
With regard to the pathway itself, the fact that people have been using the property to walk near
the residential area from Seventh Street to Fifth Street was basically a verbal arrangement
between the City and property owners, and there is nothing in writing or an actual easement itself.
C.A. Daykin also discussed that there were some statements suggesting that because the public
has been using it for so many years that the City should be able to claim continued use of the
property. He discussed this information with the C. Atty and asked him to speak on this issue if
Council would like. C.A. Daykin explained that the one thing that can be done if the City as a
policy wants to see some sort of pedestrian way from Seventh Street to Fifth Street through the
three properties, it should be made a part of the Transportation System Plan (TSP). He pointed
out that right now the TSP does have a pedestrian walkway as well as a street, both of which are
Jocated about 150 feet uphill from the subject property, which goes through three residential lots
that are fully developed and then would terminate on Fifth Street just uphill from the post office.
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Discussion ensued and C.A. Daykin reviewed the process involved in making a connectivity
change of this nature to the TSP. C. Atty Ramis offered general discussion about prescriptive
casements and adverse possession. He explained that a property owner can allow their property
to be used by permission without someone gaining adverse possession; a property owner within
their rights can allow people to use their property without losing ownership control of it. C. Atty
Ramis also discussed that in Oregon under the modern law it has to be shown that property has
been held under some color of title or belief that you owned the property; from what he has heard
so far, the City does not hold any title to reflect or support the idea that we thought we owned the
property. Detailed discussion ensued regarding the process involved with adverse possession and

prescriptive easement cases.

C. Adlong discussed her belief that in this case the City originally received permission from Mr.
Lindquist, who was the property owner at that time, though indicated she is unsure of whether or
not permission was granted by the Ponzi’s. She supported the importance of having a connection
and discussed that if it were approved to be placed in the TSP — would that be easy or difficult to
approve? What are the issues this presents or the possibility of putting the path in? C. Atty
Ramis discussed that the City does have the ability to put a trail in the TSP; the City could also
include in the zoning code provisions that have setbacks from planned trails so that when
development takes place at a minimum there would need to be space left for that trail. Additional
detailed discussion ensued with regard to potential options moving forward. M. Russ voiced
support of a connection though indicated that he likes it better where it is currently drawn. He
discussed that the present pathway is only located only approximately 200 feet from the street at
the back of a lot. C. Adlong discussed that the established path is well used by citizens all over
town; it connects to the post office and the school. Lengthy discussion ensued. C. Adlong voiced
support of having needed connections in Dundee and suggested Council think about the long-
term needs for the City. C. Nelson inquired about whether there would need to be a change to the
TSP in order to purchase an easement through the area to which C. Atty Ramis explained that this
would not be necessary for the City to purchase it for a public purpose. C. Nelson inquired as to
whether both sides of that potential easement touch the urban renewal district to which C.A.
Daykin affirmed and indicated that it is located entirely within the urban renewal district. C.
Nelson voiced support that purchasing an easement through urban renewal that would benefit the
public and connectivity may be a good solution. M. Russ voiced that if that solution worked, he
supported improving the trail at the same time. C. Crawford discussed the possibility of utilizing
that location for a public parking facility and restroom and visitor center kiosk with tourism
infrastructure money. C. Nelson suggested that perhaps the City and the property owner could
work together in a way such that the property owner would pay for the fence relocation while the
City would purchase some sort of easement. It was noted that there has been an increasing
amount of traffic associated with Red Hills Market and C. Crawford pointed out that they have
substantially expanded the number of tables in their restaurant, perhaps exceeding their original
permitted use. C. Nelson suggested that if Red Hills Market is in excess of what they said they
were going to be, perhaps they would help contribute to a public structure or something of that
nature. Discussion ensued. C. Svicarovich noted that they have also expanded their pavers to
create more pervious surface to allow for more seating and use their space more effectively. C.
Crawford voiced that though the environment is nice and there is a great atmosphere, the situation
is creating a ripple effect for parking in nearby areas. Lengthy discussion ensued and additional
potential scenarios and concerns were discussed. C.A. Daykin reviewed that in the TSP presently
there is a pedestrian path which has been identified, as well as a street project, 150 feet westward
of the current path location (uphill from the post office) which travels through three properties.

~ C. Atty Ramis discussed that he has seen a number of plans which have trails that are hash-
marked or generally indicated; this is okay to do but it is really important to include some text
that says within which properties are these identified trails going to be constructed. In this way,
though it does not identify the exact path, the information would clearly identify the properties
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involved in getting from one point to the other. C. Svicarovich inquired about the age of the TSP
and whether the City may be on the horizon for updating it to which C.A. Daykin explained that
formally the only tine it is updated is because there is a major event taking place; the most recent
update was in 2015, which was funded by the State. He discussed the process of potentially
amending the TSP and pointed out that there would be fees associated with that process, though
wouldn’t be as extensive as hiring a transportation engineer to provide supporting documentation.

C.A. Daykin discussed that the Budget Hearing will be held on June 2, 2020 and under Phase 1
the City possibly could hold that meeting at the Fire Station as long as social distancing was
maintained while keeping the participation level down to 25. Brief discussion ensued. The
consensus of Council was to plan a Zoom meeting for the June 2, 2020 City Council meeting and
review the circumstances at that time for scheduling future meetings.

C.A. Daykin discussed that he has had recent conversations at Staff level and the feeling is that
we are not ready to open the City Hall doors quite yet. Staff at City Hall feel things have been
working quite well and communication has been maintained with the public through phone calls
and emails. Deliveries can also be received at the front door. When people do come to the front
door (and ring the bell) their needs can also be addressed. C.A. Daykin discussed that Staff
would feel more comfortable to continue this routine at this point and re-evaluate at the June 2,

2020 meeting. Council voiced support of this as well.

C.A. Daykin discussed that Melody Osborne has been working on drafting a letter to discuss
setting up payment plans with the approximately 35 utility accounts which are two months or
more delinquent. He explained that the payment process typically requires them to then pay the
past due amount over a set amount each month for a given period of time, in addition to making
payment of their new charges each month (or it invalidates the plan). The consensus of Council
was to provide a 6-month period of time for the payment plan. Discussion ensued and C.A.
Daykin explained that typically if a customer then is noncompliant it would invalidate the plan
and that customer would then be placed back on the shut off list. C. Adlong inquired about
whether late fees could be removed from accounts which are being paid off. C.A. Daykin
explained that a $2.00 late fee is what is incurred for a late payment, which he offered could be
discontinued if Council requested. He explained the 24-hour door hanger fee and process as well
as the shut off fee, though at this time the City has not been moving forward with these actions.

C. Svicarovich voiced that it would seem that as long as the City of Dundee is under a State of
Emergency, the City should continue to not move forward with shut-offs though may wish to
consider at what point to end the State of Emergency. It was noted that the State of Emergency
was left open-ended and would need to be terminated by Council decision. C.A. Daykin
indicated that he would bring this back to the June 2, 2020 meeting for discussion.

He asked for Council to consider a situation where a tenant is paying the monthly utility bill, after
the owner has co-signed that application and stipulates that they will pay whatever the tenant
leaves behind as an unpaid balance. If the City is not enforcing their policies regarding shut-offs
for delinquencies, and the tenant leaves, would the City still require the owner to pay for what the
City did not try to collect from the tenant. C.A. Daykin discussed that this situation will not
likely happen right away, but asked for Council to consider this scenario for discussion at an
upcoming meeting. Discussion ensued. C.A. Daykin asked the City Attorney for his comment
on how the City might best approach this with owners. C. Atty Ramis discussed that he doesn’t
believe the City has a legal obligation to notify property owners that the City is not moving
forward with enforcement for delinquency at this time, though he recommended that if this will
put some property owners in jeopardy it might be the fair thing to do. C. Weaver voiced that it
would seem that property owners would be responsible enough with current times that this would
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also be on their minds as well; they could be checking in with their tenants. M. Russ voiced
support of sending letters to property owners reflective of payment arrangements the City has

" mdde with their tenants.

The meeting was adjourned at 9:21 P.M.

David Russ, Mayor

Attest:

Rob Daykin, City Administrator/Recorder

-14-
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RESOLUTION NO. 2020-04

A RESOLUTION SETTING WATER CONSUMPTION RATES AND ASSOCIATED
CHARGES AND REPEALING RESOLUTION NO. 2019-02.

WHERAS, DMC 13.12.060 authorizes the establishment of water system rates and fees by resolution
of the City Council; and

WHEREAS, on May 19, 2020 the City Council reviewed possible changes to water volume rates and
their effects at various consumption levels; and

WHEREAS, the City Council determined an adjustment to water volume rates is appropriate and
needed to ensure sufficient revenue to meet the present and future demands of the City’s water system;

and
WHEREAS, the City Council provided opportunity for public comment on the proposed rate changes.
NOW THEREFORE, THE CITY OF DUNDEE RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. The City Council hereby sets the rates for water services effective August 1, 2020 as
shown in Exhibit “A” attached.

Section 2. Resolution No. 2019-02 is hereby repealed, effective August 1, 2020.

PASSED by the City Council this 2" day of June 2020.

Approved:

David Russ, Mayor

Attest:

Rob Daykin, City Administrator/Recorder

-15-
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Water Base Charge per meter:

Water Consumption Charge:

Rural Customer Rates:

Hydrant Water Sales:

Exhibit A
Resolution No. 2020-04

City of Dundee
Water Rate Schedule

Effective August 1, 2020

Meter Size Monthly Charge
5/8” x 3/4” $21.54
3/4" 26.28
17 30.16
1.5 53.85
27 - 88.31
3” 183.09

First 550 cubic feet — included in water base charge.

551 cubic feet to 1,375 cubic feet - $.032 per cubic foot.
1,376 cubic feet to 2,750 cubic feet - $.0416 per cubic foot.
Over 2,750 cubic feet - $.0512 per cubic foot.

Water sold to customers located outside the city limits shall be
1.2 times the monthly base charge for the first 550 cubic feet.
Consumption charges in excess of 550 cubic feet shall be the
following: 551 cubic feet to 1,375 cubic feet - $.0640 per cubic
foot 1,376 cubic feet to 2,750 cubic feet - $.0832 per cubic foot.
Over 2,750 cubic feet - $.0614 per cubic foot.

Metered:
Non-refundable Account Set Up Fee: $90.00
Meter Charge per Month or Part of a Month: $60.00
Consumption Charge: $4.96 per 100 cubic feet
Refundable Meter Deposit: $250.00

Daily Non-metered:

Per load* $40.00

*1 load = 1,500 gallons or any part of 1,500 gallons.

_1 7_
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RESOLUTION NO. 2020-05

A RESOLUTION SETTING SEWER RATES AND REPEALING RESOLUTION NO. 2019-03.

WHEREAS, the City of Dundee owns and operates a sewer system and Section 13.16.190 of the
Dundee Municipal Code authorizes the establishment of sewer charges by resolution; and

WHEREAS, the City Council adopted sewer rates based on the cost of service approach prepared by
Galardi Consulting in 2010; and

WHEREAS, on May 19, 2020 the City Council reviewed the adequacy of sewer rates to
accommodate wastewater treatment facility operating expenses, annual debt service, and the cost of

removing accumulated bio-solids stored in the facultative storage lagoon; and

WHEREAS, it is necessary to increase service revenue to ensure the financial self-sufficiency of the
sewer system; and

WHEREAS, the City Council provided opportunity for public comment on the proposed rate changes.
NOW THEREFORE, THE CITY OF DUNDEE RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. The City Council hereby sets the rates for sewer services effective August 1, 2020 as
shown in Exhibit “A” attached.

Section 2. Resolution No. 2019-03 is hereby repealed, effective August 1, 2020.
PASSED by the City Council this 2" day of June 2020.

Approved:

David Russ, Mayor

Attest:

Rob Daykin, City Administrator/Recorder

-1 9_
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City of Dundee
Sewer Rate Schedule

Effective August 1, 2020

Residential: Base Monthly Sewer Charge - $71.46 per dwelling unit.

Volume Charge - $.0935 per cubic foot of water consumption after the
first 550 cubic feet per dwelling unit. The volume charge is based on
actual water consumption for the months November through March. For
the months April through October, the volume charge is based on the
lesser of actual consumption of the average of the preceding winter
months water use, December through February. Until such time new
accounts have established the average winter consumption, the assumed
average winter consumption shall be 550 cubic feet per dwelling unit.

Non-residential:

Low (BOD/TSS < 300) Base Monthly Sewer Charge - $71.46
' Volume Charge (per cubic foot) - $.0935

Ex: Auto Dealers
Auto Repair Shops
Beauty/Barber Shops
Car Washes
Churches
Day Care
Gasoline Stations
Health Clubs/Spas
Hotels/Motels — No Restaurant
Laundromats/Dry Cleaners
Machine Shops
Medical/Dental Clinics
Nursing Homes
Offices
Photo/Art Studios
Print Shops
Retail, General Merchandise
Schools
Theaters
Veterinary/Kennel
Warehouse
Wine Tasting

Exhibit “A” to Resolution No. 2020-05 -



City of Dundee
Sewer Rate Schedule

Effective August 1, 2020

Non Residential (Continued):

Medium (BOD/TSS 301-600) Base Monthly Sewer Charge - $82.26
Volume Charge (per cubic foot) - §.1132

Ex: Drinking Places (with minimal food preparation)*
Hotels/Motels — With Restaurant (not separately metered)
Markets (with minimal food preparation)*

High (BOD/TSS 601-1,000) Base Monthly Sewer Charge - $101.81
Volume Charge (per cubic foot) - §.1487

Ex: Bakery Stores — On-Site Baking
Brewpubs
Commercial Kitchens/Catering
Drinking Places — With Restaurant or Bakery like Food Preparation

Grocery Stores — Full Service (with bakeries or food preparation or meat processing)
Meat & Fish Markets/Processors

Mortuaries
Restaurants/Cafeterias

Very High (BOD/TSS 1,000+) Base Monthly Sewer Charge - $121.88
Volume Charge (per cubic foot) - $.1852

Ex: Bakeries — Wholesale
Breweries
Cheese/Dairy Product Processing
Wineries ' '

*  Minimal food preparation — food is assembled from prepackaged food products and cooking, other
than warming, is not required

Notes to the Non-Residential Categories:

(1) Base monthly charge is for 0 to 550 cubic feet of water consumption per metered account and the volume charge is
calculated for water consumption over 550 cubic feet.
(2) The volume charge is based on actual water consumption throughout the year. Water consumed through a meter

installation approved by the City solely for irrigation water is not used to calculate sewer charges.
(3) Uses listed within the non-residential categories are illustrative, other uses assigned by the City Engineer based on

.- estimated effluent characteristics. e ST
(4) Uses with pre-treatment will be assigned to the relevant ¢

their pre-treatment program.

lass by the City Engineer following annual certification of

Exhibit “A” to Resolution No. 2020-05 —99—



CITY OF DUNDEE, OREGON
RESOLUTION NO. 2020-02

A RESOLUTION DECLARING A STATE OF EMERGENCY

WHEREAS, the following conditions have resulted in the need for a state of
emergency: a

On March 8, 2020, Governor Brown declared a statewide emergency due
to COVID-19 under ORS 401.025(1) and requested all Oregonians to help

in facing this challenge.

WHEREAS, the following damage to life and property can be expected from the
above conditions:

COVID-19 is an emerging disease and requires a great deal of resources

at the local level for response in order to keep the public informed and safe

as possible. Resources related to contact tracing, disease investigation,
community information and funding are expected to be exhausted.

WHEREAS, on January 31, 2020, the Secretary of the U.S. Department of Health
- and Human Services declared a public health emergency for the United States; and

WHEREAS, on March 11, 2020 the. World Health Organization has declared the
COVID-19 outbreak a pandemic; and _

WHEREAS, the City of Dundee declares a local state of emergency; and

WHEREAS, this declaration is in support of the COVID-19 public health response,
and the residents of the City of Dundee are encouraged to follow standard hygiene
- protocols; stay at home when ill; learn how to prevent from getting COVID-19; and

WHEREAS, ORS 401.309 authorizes certain actions to be taken during a state of
emergency when necessary for public safety or for the efficient conduct of activities to

minimize or mitigate the effects of the emergency; and

WHEREAS, all local resources have, or will likely be, expended, and there is a
need of the following additional resources from the State:

Assistance regarding consistent messages to the public and disease investigation.
NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY OF DUNDEE RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS:
s.a state of emergency, effective on this / 7R Gay

“Section 1, *The City formally declages
of Mowci 2020, at 5215 AM@M}orthe area described above.
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Section 2.
appropriate functions and duties dur

Dundee Fmergency Operations Plan.

Upon declaration of a state of emergency the City will carry out the
ing times of emergency as stated in the City of

The City Manager shall take all necessary steps authorized by law to
s emergency, including, but not limited to,
tes of America federal government as
elief and Emergency Assistance Act, as
U.S.C.) § 5121 et seq., the

Section 3.
coordinate response and recovery from thi
requesting public assistance from United Sta
authorized by the Robert T. Stafford Disaster R
Amended (Stafford Act), Title 42 of the United States Code (

State of Oregon and Yambhill County.

Section 4. The following measures are necessary, or may become necessary as
determined for public safety or for the efficient conduct of activities to minimize or mitigate

the effects of the emergency:

o Commit to mutual aid agreements;

o Redirect funds for emergency use;
o Order such other measures as are found to be immediately necessary for the

" protection of life and/or property.

PASSED and ADOPTED this ﬁi‘ day of _/fAeseh , 2020 and is effective
immediately.

= %
Ve )/

David Russ, Mayor

ATTEST:

/,.,M..,.A --\‘J'f,_d

{/'” m\,/"'\ ‘\ ~\
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S 3 (N1s) \.3_7 A .\.y-éﬁ.c“v—f

Rob Daykin, Gty A})ﬂministrator/City Recorder

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

CITY ATTORNEY

Page 2 of 2 50249-37340 4822-9164-9719.1
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RESOLUTION NO. 2020-06

A RESOLUTION DECLARING THE CITY’S ELECTION TO
RECEIVE STATE REVENUES.

THE CITY OF DUNDEE RESOLVES as follows:

Section 1. Pursuant to ORS 221.770, the City of Dundee hereby elects to receive state
revenues for fiscal year 2020-2021.

PASSED by the City Council this 2" day of June 2020.

Approved:

David Russ, Mayor

Attest:

Rob Daykin, City Administrator/Recorder

I certify that a public hearing before the Budget Committee was held on May 14, 2019 and
a public hearing before the City Council was held on June 2, 2019, giving citizens an
opportunity to comment on use of State Revenue Sharing.

Rob Daykin, City Administrator/Recorder
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RESOLUTION NQO. 2020-07

A RESOLUTION CERTIFYING THE MUNICIPAL SERVICES
PROVIDED BY THE CITY OF DUNDEE

WHEREAS, ORS 221.760 provides as follows:

Section 1. The officer responsible for disbursing funds to cities under ORS
323.455, 366.785 to 366.820 and 471.805 shall, in the case of a city located within a
county having more than 100,000 inhabitants according to the most recent federal
decennial census, disburse such funds only if the city provides four or more of the

following services:
(1) Police protection
(2) Fire protection |
(3) Street construction, maintenance, and lighting
(4) Sanitary sewer
(5) Storm sewers
(6) Planning, zoning, and subdivision control
(7) One or more utility services

and,

WHEREAS, city officials recognize the desirability of assisting the state officer
responsible for determining the eligibility of cities to receive such funds in accordance

with ORS 221.760, NOW, THEREFORE,

BE IT RESOLVED), that the City of Dundee hereby certifies that it provides the following
four or more municipal services enumerated in Section 1, ORS 221.760:

v" Police protection

Fire protection

Street construction, maintenance, and lighting
Sanitary sewer

Storm sewers

Planning, zoning, and subdivision control

D N N N NN

Water utility
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PASSED by the City Council this 2" day of June 2020.

Approved:

David Russ, Mayor

Attest:

Rob Daykin, City Administrator/Recorder
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RESOLUTION NO. 2020-08

A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING EMPLOYEE COMPENSATION RANGES AND THE
HRA VEBA CONTRIBUTION AMOUNT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2020-21.

THE CITY OF DUNDEE RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1: Beginning July 1, 2020 the City of Dundee employee compensation ranges for
employee positions shall be as set forth in the attached Exhibit A entitled Salary Schedule Fiscal

Year 2020-21 — July 1 to December 31.

Section 2: Pursuant to Resolution No. 2018-18, the ranges for employee positions shall
be amended on January 1, 2021 as set forth in the attached Exhibit B entitled Salary Schedule Fiscal

Year 2020-21 — January 1 to June 30.

Section 3: The City of Dundee monthly contribution to the HRA VEBA plan for each
employee qualified to receive medical benefits for fiscal year 2020-21 shall be as follows:

Medical Benefit Enrollment Status VEBA Contribution
Employee $114
Employee + Child $155
Employee + Children $196
Employee + Spouse $155
Employee + Family $196

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL this 2" day of June 2020.

APPROVED:

David Russ, Mayor

ATTEST:

Rob Daykin, City Administrator/Recorder

—-29-—



-30-



09'12$ 10°12$ 06'0z$ c0'0z$ 1G6L$ 60°6L% z29'81$ L1'8L% €L /L$ €z | 483Iop AN
¥8'¢Z$ 9z'ezs 69'22$ v1°22$ 09'1Z$ 10°12$ 96°02$ G0'0Z$ /G6L% Iz 1 oo AN
Sy s ¥8°¢2$ 9z'eTs 69'CC$ ¥1°2cc$ 09'12$ L0°12T$ 95°0¢$ G0°02$ 8¢ juelsissy ulwpy
G0°5Z$ v vee 78°¢Z$ 9z'cTe 69'22$ ¥1°22$ 09123 10°12$ 95°0z$ 62 Jaybyaliy
1£°92% 19'52$ g0'sz$ N ALAS ¥8'¢z$ 9z°¢T$ 69'22$ 71223 09'L2$ e Josulbuz ali4
1£°92$ 19'62$ G0'sc$ AL ¥8°¢C$ 9z'eTe 69'CC$ 71228 09°12$ e 11 18340pA AN
8z'Les z6°0¢$ 11°62$ G0'62$ 7£'82$ G9'/Z$ 16'92$ 1£°92% 19°'G2$ 8¢ JojesadQ dIMM
£GveS 89'¢ced 98'ze$ 00'zes 8Z'1¢€3 2503 11623 G0'62$ 7£°8¢3 47 JeBeue|\ 00
12°9¢$ 6£°GE$ eGves 89°¢e$ 98'2e$ 90'zes AR 26°0¢% 11°62% v Josiniedng AMd
81°/¢% 12°9¢$ 6e'ge$ €5 7ed 89°¢e$ 98°2¢$ 90°zes 8z'Le$ 25°0¢$ GY I ENE
INITVAINDI ATINOH
1Z6'v7$ 9z8'cv$ 1GL'Z¥$ L. LS 969'07$ ¥0.'6€$ Gel'ee$ 16.°2€$ 698°'0c$ €z | Jo3oM AN
G8G'6Y$ G/£'8¥$ GBL'LPS 7¥0'9r$ 126'v7$ 9z8'cv$ 1G1'2v$ vLL'LY$ 969'07$ 1z 1 Jaxopn Aunn
¥28'05$ G8S'6Y$ G/£'8v$ g6l Lr$ ¥¥0'or$ LZ6'vr$ ozg'er$ 161'Zv$ vLLLY$ 8C uelsissy ulwpy
G60'25$ ¥28'05% G8G'61$ G/£'87$ G6L LS 770'97$ L26'77$ 9z8'er$ 1G.'Zv$ 62 Jayybueui
zeL'vS$ 16£'¢G$ G60'ZS$ ¥28'05% G8G'6Y$ G/E'87$ GBL'L¥$ 770'9v$ L26'77S S Josulbug ali
zeL've$ 16£'€5$ G60°25$ ¥28'06$ G8G'6Y$ G/E'8¥$ YWALS 7¥0'or$ L26'v1$ e 11 183I0p AN
650'G9$ e/¥'c9% 726'19% 717'09% L¥6'85$ £05'25$ 001'95% zeL've$ /6E'€S$ 8¢ JojeradQ dIMM
€18'1/$ 290°0.$ £G£'89% 989'09% 660'G9% elr'cos ¥26'19% 717093 L¥6'8G$ v Jabeue sol0
6t7'GL$ 609'c/$ c18'L/$ 290'0.$ £G£'99$ 989'99% 650'G9$ €.¥'c9$ ¥26'19% a4 Josintedng Md
Gee'2l$ 6vv'GLS 609'c/$ €18'1/$ Z90'0,$ £Ge'g9% 989'09% 650'G9% el'cos GY ja1yo a4
INITVAIND3 TYNNNY
erl'es 259'cs £9Gg'c$ 9/¥'c$ 16E'c$ 60£'c$ 827'cs 6¥7L'c$ z.0'c$ ez | JaxopA AN
zeL'vs 1e0'v$ ce6'c$ 1£8'c$ evL'eS T69'es €9G'c$ 9/¥'¢$ LBE'CS k4 [l Jo3Iop AN
GeT'v$ zeL'YS 120'7$ €€6'c$ 1£8'¢$ evl'es 259'c$ €9G'c$ 9/¥'c$ 8¢ juelsissy uiwpy
LYEvS gez'vs zZeL'v$ LE0'v$ ££6'cS 1£8'¢$ erL'e$ 259'c$ £95'c$ 62 Jeybyaliy
19G'V$ 0S7'v$ LyE'v$ GET'7$ ZEL'YS LE0'v$ ££6'cS 1£8'¢$ ev.'ed e Josuibug all
19G'v$ 0S¥'7$ LrE'vS GeT'v$ ZeL'PS 1€0'v$ ££6'c$ /£8'c$ evl'es e 11 183JoM AN
TTy'ss 682'G$ 091'G$ G£0'G$ ZL6'7$ z6.'7$ G/9'v$ 19G'v$ 0S¥'7$ 8¢ JoyesadQ dIMM
¥86'G$ 8c8'c$ 969'G$ 1GS'S$ zer'ss 682'G$ 091'S$ Ge0's$ zL6'v$ 44 JaBeue|y @00
182'9% 7€1'9¢ 786'G$ 8£8'G$ 969'G$ 1GS'G$ zey'es 682'G$ 091'G$ a4 Josintedng Ad
Sty /82'9% 7e1'9% 796'G$ 8¢8'G$ 969'G$ 1G5'G$ z2y'ss 682'G$ Gt e E|
INITVAIND3 ATHLNOW

6 do3s g deis Ldeys 9 dejg g deojg ¥ deys ¢ deo)s z deoys Ldejs  obuey uopjisod

L€ JaquiedeQ 03 | AInf - 1L.2-020Z Ad 10} 8|npaysg Aiejes

.V Hqiyx3g

_31_



-32-



ARAA 09°L2$ 20°12$ 96°0z$ G0'02$ .S56L$ 606L% z29°8L$ 11°81$ v [EENTISIVNSTITg)
v ves ¥8°¢Z$ 9z°¢Ts 6922$ ARAAS 09°12$ 10°12$ 95°02$ G0°02$ 8¢ 1 4ax10pA AN
G0°62$ ev'ves ¥8°¢C$ 9z'ecs 69223 ARAAS 09'12% 10°12$ 96°0z$ 62 juesissy uiwpy
19623 G0'sz$ evyes ¥8'¢2$ ozees 69¢c$ R4S 09'12% L0°12$ 0¢ Jayybyeliy
16°92$ Le'9z$ 19'52$ G0'5c$ v ves ¥8'¢C$ 9z'ees 69¢C$ v1°223$ z< Joaulbuz a4
16°92$ L£9z$ 19°52$ G0'5c$ Srves ¥8°c2$ oz'ecs 69'2Z$ vl'2es ze 11 4330 AN
90°2e$ ST z5°0es 11°62$ G0°'6¢$ ¥£'82$ 59°/2% 16°92$ 1€92$ 6¢ JoyesadQ dIMM
6EGE$ eSveS 89¢e$ 98¢e$ 90°zes 8C°1€$ 25°0¢$ 11°62$ G0'62$ cY Jabeue|y so1O
1T°9¢$ 6£°GES e5ves 89°¢¢$ 98'2¢$ 90°ze$ 8z’1e$ zs0es 11623 44 Josinedng AMNd
11°8¢3 81°/£$ 12°9¢$ 6E'GES eSves 89°ce$ 98'z¢e$ 90°'2¢$ 8z'Les oF ey auid
IN3TVAINDI ATINOH
770°'97$ LZ6'77$ 9z8'er$ 1G1'v$ PLLLYS 969'07$ ¥0.'6E€$ Ge/'8¢s 161°2€$ ve | 1xI0M AN
#28'0G$ G8S'67$ G/e'8v$ G6L /1S 770'9r$ 126'71$ 9z8'ers 151'2v$ 1L LYS 8z 1 Jo310pA AN
G60°'2G$ ¥28'05$ G85'6¥$ G/£'8v$ G6L'LYS ¥¥0'ov$ 126'77$ 9z8'er$ 1G1'2v$ 62 juelsissy ulwpy
16£'¢5$ G60'29$ #28'09$ G85'67$ G/£'8¥$ G61°'/L¥$ v70'9r$ 126'77$ 9z8'er$ 0¢ Jepybueuiy
001'95$ TeL'7S$ 16E'SGS G60'25$ ¥28'06$ G8S'67$ G/e'8v$ G6L'/¥$ ¥70'9r$ z¢ Joauibuz ai4
001'95$ 28.'%G$ 1BE'€S$ G60°'2G$ #28'0G$ G8G'6Y$ G/e'sv$ CINELS ¥70'ov$ z¢ [TEENTITVWATITI)
989'99% 650'G9% TLY'€9% ¥26'19% 711093 L¥6'85$ €05°'2G$ 001'95$ [AJA7LT 6¢ JoyesadO dIMM
609'c.$ €18'L/$ T90'0.$ £6£'89% 989'99% 650°'G9$ TlY'€9% ¥26'1L9% ¥1¥'09% 54 Jabeue|\ s0W0
B¥7'GL$ 609'c/$ c18'1.$ 290°'0/% £G£'89$ 989'09% 650'G9% 2.¥'€9% 726'19% V4 Josinedng ANd
892'6.% Gee'2/l$ 6¥77'G.$ 609'c.$ c18'1.$ 290'0/$ £6£'89% 989'99% 650'G9% oF e EYE
INITVAINDT TYNNNY
1£8'¢$ ev.'es z59'cs £95'c$ 9/v'e$ LBE'CS 60g'c$ gze'es BrL'es 4 | J8¥I0M AN
GeT'v$ zeL've 1£0'7$ ££6'cS 1£8'c$ ev.'c$ 259'c$ £95'c$ 9/v'e$ 8z 1 J&xI0M AN
LPE'vS Gez've ZeL'PS 1S0'7$ cee'es 1£8'c$ erL'es 259'¢c$ £og'c$ 62 juelsissy ulwpy
0S¥'7$ LPE'7$ GET'7S zeL'vs 120'v$ €e6'cs 1£8'e$ ev.L'e$ z69'c$ 0¢ Jayybuaui
G/9'v$ 19G'v$ 0S¥'v7$ LYE'v$ GeT'vs zeL'vS LE0'7$ €e6'c$ 1£8'c$ ze Jesulbuz auid
G/9'7$ L9S'7$ 0S¥'v$ Lre've GeT'vs zeL'v$ LE0'P$ €e6'c$ 1£8'c$ [4> 11 13310M AN
16G°c$ A4 AT 682'c$ 091'6$ Geo'ss AR % 26173 G/9'7$ 19S'7$ 6¢ loyesadO dIMM
7€1'9% 786'G$ 8£8'G$ 969'G$ 16G'G$ zey'ss 682'G$ 091'G$ G£0'ss 5% lebeue|\ @00
/82'9% 7EL'9% ¥86'G$ 8¢8'G$ 969'G$ 16G'G$ TTy'ss 682'G$ 091'G$ 4 Josinedng AMd
909'9% Sr¥'9% 182'9% 7elL'9% 786'G$ 8£8'G$ 969'G$ /SS'G$ zey'ss oF jalyo auiy
INITVAIND3
ATHLNOI

6 dejs g de)s L de)s g dajs G dejs CES ¢ de)g Zdais 1 deyg  obuey uopisod

~0¢ aunp o} | Adenuer - 12-020Z Ad 410} o|npaysg Aiejes

g )qiyx3

-33-



_3 4—



To:

From:

Date:

Re:

AGENDA REPORT

Mayor Russ and City Council
Rob Daykin, City Administrator
June 2, 2020

2021 Small City Allotment (SCA) Grant Program

Attached are the announcement and application materials for the 2021 Small City Allotment grant
program. The maximum grant amount is still $100,000; however, it remains a competitive process that
will be scored based on condition of the existing road surface, traffic volumes, and safety
improvements. Safety improvements include construction of new sidewalks, ADA ramps, street
lighting, street widening, and bike lanes. Also, per federal law and ODOT program rules, projects that
involve resurfacing of streets triggers the requirement to bring existing ADA ramps up to current

standards.

City Engineer Reid and I reviewed the following street improvements that were previously considered
by Council as candidates to the SCA grant program: :

L

Alder Street (North of 9 Street): This project represents full street improvements, including
curbs, sidewalks, ADA ramps and storm water facilities, from where the Alder Street
improvements stopped as part of the Alder Hill subdivision to the intersection of 9 Street.
This part of Alder Street is a collector street with higher traffic volume over local streets. The
three properties abutting the lower part of the proposed Alder Street SCA project each had
street construction deferral agreements with the City as a result of prior land divisions. Last
year, staff recommended including this work with the reconstruction of 9™ Street from
Highway 99W to Alder Street as an urban renewal project, with the intent of applying to the
Oregon Transportation Infrastructure Bank (OTIB) loan program. That way the LID portion of
Alder Street work will be able to be financed with the OTIB loan and be repaid from a
combination of urban renewal and property assessments. Since it is now more apparent that
the design of the intersection of Alder to the north side of 9™ Street will not involve
construction of a traffic circle, staff is open to completing Alder Street improvements as a

stand-alone project.

Myrtle Street: Myrtle Street has numerous large trees in the small planting strip that need to be
removed. Roots have uplifted curb and sidewalk sections and intruded in the base of the street.
Most of this damage is in that part of Myrtle Street between 13t Street and 11™ Street and
repairs will require replacement of the curbs. However, the existing curbs in the section of

‘Myrtle Street between Niederberger Road and 13 Street have not been uplifted and may

remain in place. As discussed previously with Council, the recommendation would be the
replacement of the original 4-foot wide separated sidewalk with a 5-foot wide curb-tight
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sidewalk. The sidewalk construction could be a shared property owner responsibility through a
local improvement district. Logically, pavement would include work through the 13 Street
intersection to a point about 100 feet east of Myrtle Street where the pavement ends and
transitions to gravel for another 100 feet. Also, new ADA ramps will be required at the street

intersections with sidewalks.

3. Third Street: The City holds about $45,000 intended for improvements to the north side of 3¢
Street next to the subdivision constructed with Namitz Court. This would be for full street
improvements, including sidewalks, curbs, widening and ADA ramps. This may be combined
with an SCA grant for street surface improvements on Third Street from Highway 99W
through the intersection with Hemlock Street. Staff recommends maintaining the existing
width of 3™ Street except where new curbs are installed with the Namitz Court improvements
as a 28-foot wide local street. The Namitz Court improvements will set the stage for future
improvements back to the highway as commercially zoned properties are redeveloped and
provide a continuous sidewalk path from Namitz Court to a point ending at the start of the
Billick Park asphalt path connection to 31 Street. ODOT will be installing new storm drain
inlets on the highway in the vicinity of Third Street in Phase 2 of the Highway A
Sidewalk/Streetscape project and will improve the turning radii at the ADA ramps.

4. Seventh Street: This project involves the reconstruction of Seventh Street west of the highway
to the westerly Rose Parks Apartments property line. The section from that point to Linden
Lane appears to be in better condition and may only require a grind and overlay. The concrete
driveway to the Rose Park Apartments is broken up will need to be replaced. Council also
expressed interest in seeing sidewalks constructed to fill gaps on 7% Street, possibly through a
local improvement district. The sidewalk improvement LID will add to the safety
improvements for rating the application and may extend beyond the SCA project limits. One
challenge with the LID is additional ROW on the south side of Seventh Street will be needed.

The aforementioned projects are not presented in order of priority and staff requests Council to select
their preference. Staff will bring back detailed construction cost estimates and financing options at the
July 7 Council meeting. The grant application must be submitted by July 31, 2019.
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Oregon Department of Transportation

Small City Allotment Grants
2020-2021

Call for Projects

COMPETITIVE GRANT PROGRAM .

How much is available? $5
million each year, distributed

annually through a competitive
grant program. -

Who can apply? Incorporated
cities with a population of less than
5,000.

What kind of projects are

eligible? A project may be on a
City Street or a County Road within
the City limits, but not on a State

Highway. The project must address G DL RGeS B . s nes
@ C]f"plf‘c'ty or safity lssue; defined 2020 Small City Allotment Project Locations
as follows:

Capacity projects must

address issues that increase the efficiency of transportatio
mode such as walking or biking. Examples include: redesigning or reconfiguring a roadway to
accommodate a higher volume of vehicles; repaving, sealing, resurfacing, or otherwise
improving roadway conditions that impact traffic flow; paving-a gravel road to an existing
development/populated area; or adding walkways or bikeways where none exist. Capacity
projects would not include paving a dirt or gravel road to a planned development.

Safety projects must address a safety issue or concern. Examples include: adding turn lanes,

crosswalks, or other safety countermeasures to roadways, improving road surfaces thatare in

poor or severe condition and present a hazard to the traveling public; or adding walkways or

bikeways where none exist.

SCA Program website: https://www.oregon.gov/ODOT/LocaIGov/Pages/Funding.aspx
Contact: Deanna Edgar @ 503-986-3441 o SmallCityAllotments@odot.state.or.us

-39-

n whether it is by vehicle or another




Oregon Department of Transportation

“THE-MAXIMUM FUNDING REQUEST IS $100,000. -

What is the match requirement?
There is no match requirement and match is not considered when scoring applications. Grant

recipients are responsible for all Project costs not covered by Grant Funds.

HOW TO APPLY

Where and when can | apply?
The next application period is June 1 through July 31, 2020. The application form can be accessed by

using this link: https://www.oregon.gov/odot/Forms/20D0T/7345255.pdf

PROJECT SELECTION

What kinds of projects will rise to the top for funding?

Projects intended to improve severe roadway conditions consistently score high as do projects that
include Multi-Modal elements, i.e., walkways and bikeways. Keep in mind that this is a competitive
grant program and projects are scored on existing conditions and proposed improvements, you will be

required to complete the project as described in your application.

Project Costs
Select a project that the City has the capacity to complete within two years from the time the grant

agreement is signed. We recommend that Cities develop a project cost estimate and submit it with
their application. Your project cost estimate should include all project elements required to complete

the project including ADA improvements.

ADA Requirements
~ Cities are required to comply with Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 and the Americans

with Disabilities Act of 1990, as amended. Failure to comply with ADA requirements may jeopardize
project funding. Itis the Cities responsibility to determine if a project triggers ADA improvements that
are on either the local system or on ODOT’s system (if the project is on or along a state highway).

Additional resources can be found at:

https://www.oreqon.qov/ODOT/Enqineerinq/Paqes/Accessibilitv.aspx

Time Frame
Small City Allotment projects are to be completed within two years; 2021 funded projects need to be

completed by late 2023, the exact date will be based on the Agreement execution date. The Small City
Advisory Committee urges Cities who are not prepared to deliver their project within the two year time

frame to wait for a subsequent funding cycle to apply.

SCA Program website: https://www.oregon.gov/ODOT/LocalGov/Pages/Funding.aspx
Contact: Deanna Edgar @ 503-986-3441 o SmallCityAllotments@odot.state.or.us

_40_



Oregon Depariment of Transportation

NEXT STEPS -

What happens once | have submitted my application?
ger will review and score the applications and create a 150% list for each ODOT

The Program Mana
list Cities must not only select a competitive project but also

Region. To earn a spot on the 150%
submit a complete and detailed application. Photos depicting current conditions of the project area are

highly recommended as pictures are worth a thousand words.

The 150% lists are provided to the Regional ODOT Transportation Project Managers (TPMs) to conduct
site reviews. The TPMs will verify existing conditions as well as score and rank the projects.

The Program Manager applies a funding distribution formula based on the total number of eligible

cities, number of applications received and population, consistent with ORS 366.805. This allows us to
“determine the funding level available to each Region and subsequently how many projects can be
awarded.

The Program Manager then provides a ranked list of the highest priority projects to the SCA Advisory
Committee. The Committee reviews the rankings and recommends projects to be submitted to ODOT’s

Executive Director for funding approval.

Upon the Director’s approval of the Project List the Cities will be notified whether or not their
t will be funded. This information will be provided no later than October 31, 2020.

projec

ODOT staff will prepare Project Agreements and send to the Cities for authorized signatures.
Cities are required to return the appropriately signed agreement within 90 days of receipt.

Once an executed Agreement is in place a City may request an advance payment equal to 50%

of the award amount.
o Projects must be completed within two years of the Agreement execution date.
Upon project completion the City will provide notification to ODOT along with the final invoice.

ODOT TPM will schedule a site review of the completed project and upon Project Acceptance

the final invoice will be processed for a payment.

Additional information may be found on the Small City Allotment Website
https://www.oregon.gov/ODOT/LocaIGov/Pages/Funding.aspx

SCA Program website: https://www.oregon.gov/ODOT/LocaIGov/Pages/Funding.aspx
Contact: Deanna Edgar e 503-986-3441 o SmallCityAllotments@odot.state.or.us
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Small City Allotment
Local Street Resurfacing Project and ADA Compliance

The Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) requires
that state and local governments ensure that
persons with disabilities have access to the
pedestrian routes in the public right of way. Curb
ramps are required to be installed or upgraded as
part of an alteration project if a sidewalk is present
and existing curb ramps do not meet minimum
standards.

Some activities traditionally thought of as
maintenance are now considered alterations
triggering curb ramp installation and upgrades at
the ends of affected crosswalks, thus increasing the
scope and cost of what one may of thought was a

routine maintenance project. Examples include but
are not limited to the following treatments or their equivalents: reconstruction, rehabilitation

3
g
3
&
2
=
2

and resurfacing.

Treatments that serve solely to seal and protect the road surface and improve friction are
considered to be maintenance and because they do not significantly affect the public’s access to
or usability of the road they do not trigger ADA compliance. Some examples of treatments that
would be considered maintenance are: crack filling and sealing, chip seals, slurry seals, joint

repairs, and pavement patching.

Regardless of who owns the sidewalk right of way the public entity performing the alteration is

ultimately responsible for implementing the ADA requirements. At the time an alteration |
“project is scoped, the public entity should identify what ADA requirements apply and whether

they own sufficient right-of-way to make the necessary ADA modifications. If public entity does

not control sufficient right-of-way, they should seek to acquire it. Small City Allotment funds

may not be used for Right of Way expenses.

Public entities should not structure the scope of work to avoid ADA obligations to provide curb
ramps when resurfacing a roadway. Additionally, curb ramp work must be coordinated so that
it is completed in the same timeframe as the alteration work.

Grant recipients are solely responsible for ensuring ADA compliance. In the event a recipient’s
application included curb ramp improvements ODOT will verify the ramps were constructed;
though is under no obligation to review or approve project plans or inspect the completed

project to confirm ADA compliance.

-4 2-



77' F;M SMALL CITY ALLOTMENT APPLICATION
Jilb  Depsrement | 2021 FUNDING YEAR

of Transporiation

DATE OF APPLICATION

NAME OF CITY
CONTACT PERSON NAME PHONE EMAIL
MAILING ADDRESS CITY STATE ZIP
OR
SCA FUNDING REQUEST AMOUNT ESTIMATED TOTAL PROJECT COST
PROJECT NAME PROJECT LENGTH (FEET)

PROJECT LOCATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)
[] City Street [] County Road (special conditions apply) [7] Abuts/Crosses/Touches a State Highway

Project Location(s)

AR B sTREET PR IEaT 1R FRA s CROSS STREET NAME CROSS STREET NAME
Beginning at: Ending at:

Description of Need
Describe existing conditions and how they present either a safety or capacity issue

Description of Projéct®
Describe the proposed project and how it will address the safety/capacity issues described above.

Project Attributes
Check the main project elements below. Describe the elements in the detail sections that appear. Add additional details by clicking

the "+" button for that element. Description example: "Sidewalk construction on north side of Main Street between 1st and 3rd"

[] Roadway Overlay [] Walkways:

[] Base Repairs [] Curb Ramps:

[7] Chip Seal [] Bike Lanes:

[7] Slurry Seal [7] Funding to be used to supplement existing project
[ ] Storm Sewer [T] Curbs/Gutters:

Comments/Other

734-5255 (5/2020) -43- Page 1 of 2




SCORING CRITERIA
Estimated Daily Traffic Yolumes
If project covers multiple locations, select the one that depicts t
] Low — Less than 500 vehicles/day  [] Medium — 500-999 vehicles/day

Maiich (funds requested to leverage an existing State or Federally funded project)?  []Yes [JNo

he locations with the highest traffic volume.

Describe the existing project, secured funding sources, and how SCA funds will be used to supplement it:

[7] High — More than 1,000 vehicles/day

Existing Conditions
Click the "+" button in each condition category to add lines for other conditions. Click the

" button to delete that line.

Scoring Key:  SEVERE POOR FAIR
Throughout the project area. Some deterioration within the

project area. project area.

Small segments within the

Select Asphalt or Gravel to see the scoring matrix: [[] Asphalt [] Gravel

(If multiple streets, score street in the worst condition.)
CLICK THE "+' BUTTON TO ADD MORE LINES FOR OTHER CONDITIONS

Asphalt Road Condition Fair | Poor | Severe
Potholes L] L] []
Cracking [] C] []
Rutting ] [l L]
Storm/Sewer L] O] L]
Curbs/Gutters [] ] O+

Walkways/Bikeways (if applicable to the project; check all that apply)
CLICK THE "+" BUTTON TO ADD MORE LINES FO

R OTHER CONDITIONS

. Severel/
Multi-Modal Condition Fair | Poor |Missing
Walkways L] ] L]
Walkways/Bikeways to connect to school, employment, shopping or transit | O ]
Curb Ramps [] C] []
Bike Lanes ] C] []
Multi-Use Path ] ] M|+
Authorized Signature
By typing your name in the signature box below, you agree it is the equivalent of a manual or electronic signature.
PRINT NAME TITLE AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE DATE
Page 2 of 2
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