CITY COUNCIL MONTHLY MEETING CALENDAR

Nov-19
Sunday Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Saturday
1 2
Mayor's Ball
FGS&CC 1st Friday|6pm, FGS&CC
3 4 5 [Municipal Court 6 7 8 9
Sister Cities Mtg 4:45pm
Planning Comm 7pm CCl 5:30pm Rural Fire Board Mtg 6pm  |EDC Noon
10 11 CITY COUNCIL MEETINGS 12]Red Cross Blood Drive 13 14 15 16
CITY OFFICES 5:30 PM - WORK SESSION (Police Station) ]1pm-6pm, Comm Aud
CLOSED 6:15 PM - WORK SESSION (Federal Grants)
6:45 PM - Council Holiday Greeting TVCTV
7:00 PM - REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING
COMMUNITY AUDITORIUM
Library Comm 6:30pm Rippe out
17]Chamber Luncheon 18 19 [Municipal Court 20|PAC 5pm 21 22 23
P&R 7am Sustainability 6pm
CFC 5:15pm Police Open House 6pm
Planning Comm 7pm Western WC Fire Task TBD NLC Summit - San Antonio
Rippe out Nov 16 - 24
24 CITY COUNCIL MEETINGS 25 26 27 28 29 30
5:00 PM - SWCEP Work Session (CEP) CITY OFFICES CITY OFFICES
6:00 PM - WORK SESSION (B/C Reappts) CLOSED CLOSED
7:00 PM - REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING
ippe return COMMUNITY AUDITORIUM HLB 6:30pm PSAC moved to 12/4 Tree Lighting
Dec-19
Sunday Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Saturday
1 2 3 |Municipal Court 4 LOC Training 5 6 7
Municipal Fundamentals
PSAC 7:30am 1pm- 5pm, Comm Aud Holiday
Planning Comm 7pm CCl 5:30pm Rural Fire Board Mtg 6pm  JEDC Noon FGS&CC 1st FridaylParade 5pm
8 CITY COUNCIL MEETINGS 9|Red Cross Blood Drive 10 JMunicipal Court 11 12 13 14
5:00 PM - WORK SESSION (Candidates) |1pm-6pm, Comm Aud State Public Notary
6:00 PM - WORK SESSION (B/C Appts) Seminar (Free)
7:00 PM - REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING 1pm-4pm, Comm Aud
COMMUNITY AUDITORIUM Library Comm 6:30pm Sustainability 6pm
15]Chamber Luncheon 16]Employee Luncheon, Comm Aud 17 18 19 20 21
Western WC Fire Task TBD P&R 7am
Planning Comm 7pm HLB 6:30pm CFC 5:15pm PAC 5pm
22 23|Red Cross Blood Drive 24 25 26 27 28
NO CITY COUNCIL MEETING 1pm-6pm, Comm Aud CITY OFFICES
CLOSED
HLB moved to 12/17 Sustainability moved 12/12
29]JWC WTP Expansion Dedication 30 31
10:30am-2pm, Fernhill Rd Library Closes at 5pm
Jan-20
Sunday Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Saturday
1 2 3 4
CITY OFFICES
CLOSED EDC Noon FGS&CC 1st Friday
5 6 7 8 9 10, 11
Planning Comm 7pm CCl 5:30pm Rural Fire Board Mtg 6pm
12 CITY COUNCIL 13 14 |Municipal Court 15{Red Cross Blood Drive 16 17 18
5:00 PM - Council Appointee Swearing-In 1pm-6pm, Comm Aud
5:30 PM - WORK SESSION (B/C Appts) PAC 5pm
7:00 PM - REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING P&R 7am B/C Annual Reception
COMMUNITY AUDITORIUM Library Comm 6:30pm CFC 5:15pm 5:30 pm TBD
19 20 21 22 23 24 25
CITY OFFICES Annual Town
CLOSED Western WC Fire Task TBD Sustainability 6pm Meeting
Planning Comm 7pm PSAC 7:30am Valfre out January 23 - February 4
26]Chamber Luncheon 27 28 29 30 31
CITY COUNCIL
5:30 PM - WORK SESSION(s)
7:00 PM - REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING
COMMUNITY AUDITORIUM Tigard City Address 6pm
HLB 6:30pm Hillshoro City Address 5pm
Valfre out January 23 - February 4

Meeting dates/times may change or cancel without advanced notice; please confirm with meeting agendas.

TBD=To Be Determined
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FOREST GROVE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
NOVEMBER 12, 2019
Page 2 of 4

(PowerPoint Presentations)

WORK SESSION(s):

The City Council will convene in the Community Auditorium —
Conference Room to conduct the following work session(s).
The public is invited to attend and observe the work
session(s); however, no public comment will be taken. The
Council will take no formal action during the work session(s).

Paul Downey, Administrative 530 e Police Station Update
Services Director -
J. F. Schutz, Police Chief
Michael Hall, Police Captain
Jesse VanderZanden, City Manager
Paul Downey, Administrative  §:15 e Federal Grant Consulting Services Request for
Services Director In teres t ReVieW
Jesse VanderZanden, City Manager
Peter Truax, Mayor - 6:45 e City Council Holiday Greeting
7:00 1. REGULAR MEETING: Roll Call and Pledge of Allegiance
Peter Truax, Mayor — 7:05 1. A. PROCLAMATION:
e National Hunger and Homelessness Awareness
Week, Presenting to Celeste Goulding, UCC
Program Coordinator
7:10 2. CITIZEN COMMUNICATIONS: Anyone wishing to speak to
Council on an item not on the agenda may be heard at this
time. Please sign-in _before the meeting on the Citizen
Communications form posted in the foyer. In the interest of
time, please limit comments to two minutes. Thank you.
3. CONSENT AGENDA: See Page 4
4. ADDITIONS/DELETIONS:
5. PRESENTATIONS:
(PowerPoint Presentation)  7:20 5. A, e 2019 Homeless Assessment Report, Annette Evans,
Homeless Program Manager, Washington County
Department of Housing Services Chair, Housing and
Supportive Services Network
(PowerPoint Presentation)  7:35 5, B. e Community Connection Workgroup, Brian Schimmel,
Community Connection
(PowerPoint Presentation)  7:50 5. C. e Winter Shelter Forest Grove and Cornelius, Celeste

Goulding, Shelter and Services Director

PDF Page 4



FOREST GROVE CITY COUNCIL
NOVEMBER 12, 2019
Page 3 of 4

James Reitz, Senior Planner

Bryan Pohl, Community
Development Director

Jesse VanderZanden, City Manager

J. F. Schutz, Police Chief

Paul Downey, Administrative
Services Director

Jesse VanderZanden, City Manager

Anna Ruggles, City Recorder
Jesse VanderZanden, City Manager

City Councilors

Jesse VanderZanden, City Manager

Peter Truax, Mayor

8:05

8:15

8:30

10.

11.

12.

CONTINUE PUBLIC HEARING AND SECOND READING
OF ORDINANCE NO. 2019-13 AUTHORIZING TO
RENAME A ROADWAY SEGMENT FROM 15TH AVENUE
TO 15TH PLACE; APPLICANT: CITY OF FOREST
GROVE:; FILE NO. 311-19-000024-PLNG

RESOLUTION NO. 2019-57 AUTHORIZING CITY
MANAGER TO EXECUTE AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL
AGREEMENT BETWEEN WASHINGTON COUNTY AND
CITY OF FOREST GROVE RELATING TO CONTRACT
LAW ENFORCEMENT SERVICES

REVIEW APPLICATIONS AND MOTION TO APPROVE
STUDENT MEMBERS TO ATTEND NATIONAL LEAGUE
OF CITIES CONGRESSIONAL CITY CONFERENCE IN
MARCH, 2020:

e Declan Lynch, Community Forestry Commission

e Johanna Peeters Weem, Sustainability Commission

o Ashley Terry, Committee for Community Involvement

CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATIONS:

CITY MANAGER'S REPORT:

MAYOR'’S REPORT:

ADJOURNMENT:
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FOREST GROVE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
NOVEMBER 12, 2019
Page 4 of 4

CONSENT AGENDA: Items under the Consent Agenda are considered

routine and will be adopted with a single motion, without separate

discussion.

Council members who wish to remove an item from the

Consent Agenda may do so prior to the motion to approve the item(s). Any
item(s) removed from the Consent Agenda will be discussed and acted
upon following the approval of the remaining Consent Agenda item(s).

A.

Approve City Council Work Session (Vision and Values, Sara
Wilson, SSW Consulting, Facilitator) Meeting Minutes of
October 14, 2019.

. Approve City Council Joint Work Session (Cornelius City

Council and Forest Grove School District Board of Directors
Meeting) Minutes of October 28, 2019.

Approve City Council Regular Meeting Minutes of October 28,
2019.

Accept Historic Landmarks Board Meeting Minutes of
September 24, 2019.

Community Development Department Monthly Building
Activity Informational Report for October 2019.

PDF Page 6



CITY RECORDER USE ONLY:
AGENDA ITEM #: Work Session

MEETING DATE: 11/12/2019

FINAL ACTION:
CITY COUNCIL STAFF MEMORANDUM WORK SESSION:
TO: City Council
FROM: Jesse VanderZanden, City Manager

MEETING DATE: November 12, 2019
PROJECT TEAM: Paul Downey, Administrative Services Director

Janie Schutz, Police Chief

Michael Hall, Police Captain
SUBJECT TITLE: Police Station Update

ACTION REQUESTED: Ordinance @~ Order ~ Resolution Motion X  Informational

Xall that apply

The purpose of tonight’s work session is to update the Council on the recently completed
schematic design for the proposed police station and the next steps in the process. Staff and the
architects are finalizing the presentation which will be presented at the work session.

Staff has been working with Mackenzie, the architect firm hired to design the new police facility,
and have completed schematic design which means the facility design is 30% complete. Further
design of the police station will be put on hold until after the proposed bond measure is approved
by the voters. After approval, Mackenzie estimates the design can be completed and the project
put out to bid in about 8 months.

The schematic design is currently at the cost estimator for a revised cost estimate. Costs will not
be available until November 18, 2019, so the estimated costs will not be presented tonight. The
estimated facility costs and projected costs of a general obligation bond will be presented at the
Open House on November 21, 2019. Staff will provide these costs to Council prior to the Open
House.

Tonight’s presentation will cover:

Status of Project
Site Layout
Exterior Design
Internal Design
Next Steps

CITY OF FOREST GROVE P. 0. BOX 326 FOREST GROVE, OR 97116 503-992-3200 wwRDEstRagei/gov
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CITY RECORDER USE ONLY:

AGENDAITEM#:  \Work Session

MEETING DATE: 11/12/2019
FINAL ACTION:

CITY COUNCIL STAFF MEMORANDUM WORK SESSION:

TO: City Council
FROM: Jesse VanderZanden, City Manager
MEETING DATE: November 12, 2019
PROJECT TEAM: Paul Downey, Administrative Services Director

SUBJECT TITLE: Federal Grant Consulting Request for Interest (RFI)

ACTION REQUESTED:  Ordinance = Order ~ Resolution =~ Motion X Informational

Xall that apply

PURPOSE OF WORK SESSION: To review the RFI's for federal grant services, discuss their
feasibility and applicability to Forest Grove, and discuss next steps, including budgetary impacts.

BACKGROUND: City Council Objective 3.19 states “Investigate Federal Grant Opportunities” with
an action plan to conduct a “feasibility analysis to determine if outside assistance is needed.” A
Work Session was held earlier this year and there was consensus to advertise a non-binding RFI
to gather more information to help determine the feasibility of contracting for federal grant consulting
services.

The RFI was advertised approximately six weeks, ending October 16, 2019. Interest was expressed
from eight different firms, however, only two RFI's were submitted for consideration: Summit
Strategies and CFM Strategic Communications. Both firms have an office in Oregon which was a
requirement of the RFI. The RFI and the responses are included as part of the staff report.

CURRENT STATUS: The City’s current federal grant process is based on applicable Departmental
staff filling out applications and submitting them to the applicable federal agency. The City has been
successful in applying for and receiving federal grants, most recently to the Department of
Homeland Security for a Fire SAFER and AFG grants for partial funding for a fire fighter for three
years and $2.9 million for self-contained breathing equipment for several agencies including Forest
Grove. The City has also applied for and received County, Regional, State, and non-profit grants;
however, these are not part of the RFI scope.

Both responses list types of grant programs they have been successful in assisting their clients
receive. Staff's question is how many of these grants apply directly to the City. For example, federal
funding for transportation grants goes through the regional process administered by Metro. Grant
writing services are not included in either RFl. Both have some limited form of assistance in the
grant writing process, but neither response provides for contract grant writing services.

CITY OF FOREST GROVE P. 0. BOX 326 FOREST GROVE, OR 97116 503-992-3200 wwRDEstRageQov



Page 2 of 2

FISCAL IMPACT: The expense for federal grant consulting services would derive from the General
Fund. The estimated expense for the RFI's noted above ranges from approximately $58,000 to
upwards of $90,000 per year. Both responses also describe trip(s) during the year by City officials
to Washington D.C. to meet with elected officials and/or their staff and various agencies staff which
will require additional funding. Please recall there was a consensus at the last Work Session that if
this service was utilized, it would require at least two to three years to allow it to be successful.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends Council reads through the RFI’s and consider the
following aspects in preparation for the Work Session: 1) If the federal grant programs listed in the
RFI's are applicable to Forest Grove, 2) If yes, if the City administers a program and therefore is
eligible to receive federal funds; and 3) If there is a specific project or program the City would like
to pursue that is not already occurring.

ATTACHMENTS:
e Request for Information (RFI).
e Two RFI proposals 1) CFM and 2) Summit Strategies.

PDF Page 10



REQUEST FOR INTEREST
(RFI)

Federal Government Grant
Consulting Services

Address Proposals to:

City of Forest Grove

Attn: Paul Downey, Administrative Services Director
1924 Council Street

Forest Grove, Oregon 97116-0326

Proposals due: October 16, 2019

Proposals must be sealed in an opaque envelope, plainly marked as follows: “Request
for Interest — Federal Government Grant Consulting Services”, and sent to the
attention of Paul Downey, Administrative Services Director. Include the name and
address of the Proposer.

Proposers must submit five (5) hard copy sets of the Proposal and one (1) digital,
electronic-file version on a flash “thumb” drive in Microsoft compatible or Adobe PDF
format. Electronically mailed or faxed Proposals will not be accepted. The City of
Forest Grove reserves the right to reject any or all Proposals.
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REQUEST FOR INTEREST
City of Forest Grove
Federal Government Grant Consulting Services

The City of Forest Grove is seeking sealed proposals from qualified firms to provide Federal
Government Grant Consulting Services (“Project”). Firms are invited to submit a proposal
outlining their experience and qualifications in providing federal government representation in
advancing municipality objectives with the U.S. Congress and federal agencies. The City is
seeking proposals from firms with demonstrated experience in Federal Government
representation to assist the City in achieving its budget objectives. Firms with local government
experience, expertise in human services, public safety, transportation, housing, economic
development, federal budget, appropriations, and reauthorizations processes, and excellent
relationships with the Oregon Congressional delegation are highly desirable.

Sealed proposals will be accepted until 4:00 p.m., October 16, 2019, at 1924 Council Street,
Forest Grove, Oregon 97116-0326, Attention: Paul Downey, Administrative Services Director.
Facsimile or email proposals will not be accepted. Proposals will not be accepted after the
stated opening date and time. Late proposals will be returned to the firm unopened. No
responsibility will be attached to any official of the City for the premature opening of, or the
failure to open, a proposal not properly addressed and identified.

The complete Request for Interest is on file with and may be obtained from Paul Downey,
Administrative Services Director, 1924 Council Street, Forest Grove, Oregon 97116-0326,
(503) 992-3200, pdowney@forestgrove-or.gov, between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m.,
Monday through Friday.

Proposers are required to certify non-discrimination in employment practices in accordance with
ORS 279A.110(4), and identify resident status as defined in ORS 279A.120(1). Pre-
qualification of Proposers is not required. All Proposers are required to comply with the
provisions of Oregon Revised Statutes.

The City of Forest Grove reserves the right to (1) reject any or all proposals not in compliance
with solicitation procedures; (2) postpone award of the contract for a period not to exceed 180
days from the date of proposal opening; (3) waive informalities in the proposals; and (4) select
the proposal that appears to be in the best interest of the City.

PUBLISHED: Portland Daily Journal of Commerce
DATE: September 6, 2019
Advertisement — Federal Government Grant Consulting Services RFI September 6, 2019 Page i
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REQUEST FOR INTEREST (RFI)

. Project Background
The City of Forest Grove is a political subdivision of the State of Oregon and located in Washington
County. The City is governed by a seven-member City Council and managed by a City Manager,
who is assisted by a team of Directors. The City provides a wide range of services to its
approximate 24,000 residents through the following departments: Administrative Services,
Community Development, Police Department, Fire Department, Light and Power, Public Works
(sewer, water, and roads), Library, and Parks/Recreation, including an aquatic center.

The City is seeking proposals from firms with demonstrated experience in Federal Government
representation to assist it in achieving its budget objectives by obtaining federal grants. A strong
presence during each legislative session and healthy relationships with federal legislators, public
officials, industry organizations, and other local government agencies are necessary both to
maintain this position and to further the City’s goals for safe communities, healthy people, a resilient
economy, effective asset management, and quality service delivery.

1. Summary of Services
The intent of this RFl is to seek a firm that will leverage federal resources for the City’s programs
and priorities. The selected firm will keep the City engaged in funding opportunities for projects
through special appropriations, grants, and other means. Firms with local government experience,
expertise in human services, public safety, transportation, housing and economic development
and federal budget, appropriations and reauthorizations processes, and excellent relationships
with the Oregon Congressional delegation are highly desirable.

Providing regular, accurate and timely information on current federal activities is essential. While it
is not required for Proposers to have an office in the Portland, Oregon area, it is the City’s desire to
work with a firm that maintains an Oregon presence. It is important the firm understand the day-to-
day issues in Oregon in order to represent the City well.

The City expects that the firm selected under this RFI process (“Contractor”) to, at a minimum:

1. Be able to certify that, in performing the specified work, they will not discriminate
against any person on the basis of race, color, religion, political affiliation, gender,
sexual orientation, age, marital status, physical or mental disability, national origin, or
ancestry unless the reasonable demands of employment are such that they cannot
be met by such a person.

2. Maintain an accounting and financial management system which complies with
general accepted accounting principles and which is adequate to meet federal
government requirements. The system must provide adequate documentation,
monitoring, access, and reporting concerning the organization’s financial position.

The complete scope of work for the services requested is described in Appendix A, attached.

Federal Government Grant Consulting Services RFI September 6, 2019 1|Page
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lll. Forest Grove Overview
The City of Forest Grove is located in Western Washington County in the Tualatin Valley. It has
experienced significant growth in the past decade and established itself as a highly desirable place
to live due to its proximity to outdoor activities, the Portland urban area, thoughtfully planned
residential communities, a historic and vibrant downtown, historic neighborhoods, community
events, and a strong local economy. Incorporated in 1872 — the first city in Washington County —
Forest Grove offers something for everyone.

IV. RFI Documents

The complete Request for Interest is on file with and may be obtained from the Project Manager:
Paul Downey, Administrative Services Director, 1924 Council Street, Forest Grove, Oregon
97116-0326, between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday. The Project
Manager shall be the sole point of contact for all questions, concerns, and protests. Proposals must
address all submission requirements set forth in this RFl and must describe the firm’s experience
providing federal legislative representation and lobbying services.

Unless otherwise specified, no particular form is required. In an effort to promote greater use of
recycled and environmentally preferred products and to minimize waste, the City encourages all
proposals submitted in hard copy to be prepared simply and economically. The use of special
bindings, unnecessary colored displays and irrelevant promotional materials is neither required nor
desired. Double-sided printing on recycled paper and/or the use of reusable products is
encouraged.

A. Proposal Format and Administrative Requirements
All proposals shall contain the heading "Request for Interest — Federal Government Grant
Consulting Services" and be typewritten with a standard body text font (e.g., Arial, Calibri, Times
New Roman, Garamond) of at least 12-point. Proposals shall include an introductory letter, a table
of contents that provides a clear identification of the written material by section and by page
number, and a cover page.

Cover Page

The cover page must be signed by an authorized signer and include the following
information:

a. The RFI Title;

b. The name, title, address, telephone number, and e-mail address of the
Proposer’s primary contact person; and

c. The date of submission.

Proposers may include other information on the cover page in addition to the required
information provided above, but must not omit any of the above information.

Introductory Letter

The introductory letter shall address the Proposer's understanding of the work to be
accomplished, its willingness and commitment, if selected, to provide the services

Federal Government Grant Consulting Services RFI September 6, 2019 2 | age
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offered, a brief outline of Proposer's strengths in providing the required services, and a
description of why Proposer believes its organization should be selected. The letter
must also acknowledge agreement with stipulations and requirements of this RFI.

a. The letter shall be addressed to the City's Project Manager and shall include the
Proposer's name, as well as the printed name, title, telephone number, and email
address of the officer authorized to represent Proposer in any correspondence,
negotiations, and signing of any contract that may result.

b. The letter shall include the address of the office that will be providing the service
and the project manager's name, title, telephone number, and email address.

c. Proposer's federal tax ID numbers and the state of incorporation, if applicable,
shall also be included.

d. The letter must be signed by the Proposer, if an individual, or by a legal
representative of the Proposer authorized to bind the entity in contractual
matters, and shall include a description of Proposer's current legal status (i.e.,
corporation, partnership, sole proprietor, joint venture, etc.).

B. Firm Qualifications and Experience

Please provide a brief description of your firm, including experience and accomplishments with
appropriations and reauthorizations, subject matter expertise, professional relationships with key
members of Congress including Oregon’s congressional delegation, contracts comparable to City
requirements, principal lobbyists, total number of lobbyists on staff, number of clients expected to
be represented in Congress, location of offices, and contact person(s).

Identify by name and title the key staff members who will be assigned to work with the City. Key
staff members are those people who provide substantive work for the City. Identify the location
where the key staff member typically works (e.g. Washington, D.C.). The requested key staff
member information may be provided in a resume-type format.

1. Provide a biography for each identified key staff person. Biography must include, but need not
be limited to, a description of the education, qualifications, experience, and training of each
key staff person. The description would likely include information about the key staff person’s
work history, range of duties, project management history, and key responsibilities on previous
projects.

2. Describe how your firm has developed strong relationships with federal agency leaders.

3. Describe how your firm has the ability to conduct advocacy with federal officials and program
staff that determine grant winners.

4. Provide a statement regarding whether you intend to use subcontractors to fulfill any part of
the tasks described under the scope of work. To the extent you intend to use subcontractors
to fulfill any of the required tasks, include the following information:

< Alist of the tasks the subcontractor will perform.

< A resume for the subcontractor's key personnel, showing such education and
experience as may be relevant to the task to be performed.

Federal Government Grant Consulting Services RFI September 6, 2019 3|page
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< A description of each subcontractor’'s key personnel and the proposed roles and
responsibilities each of the subcontractor’s key personnel would have on this project.

C. Proposed Work Plan
Please provide a detailed 2020 work plan that includes:

« A schedule of key Congressional activities/deadlines;

- Proposed grant consulting activities;

« A schedule of recommended activities for City representatives to participate in;

- Explanation of staff roles and responsibilities; and

« Proposed schedule for developing and adopting the City’s grant priorities for FY2020.

D. Project Approach and Understanding
With the Scope of Work in mind, please provide the following:

1. A description from a project management and logistical perspective how the firm would carry
out the scope of work specified in this RFI.

2. An explanation of how you plan to approach and provide the services described in the
Scope of Work.

3. A description of how the firm will work with City staff to:

< Introduce grant opportunities

« Gauge the City’s goals and connect those to funding opportunities
« Provide updates and maintain contact with staff

< Develop tools to market the City’s proposals

« Review grants and assist with grant writing

4. A summary of how you presently have, and in the future plan to maintain:

= A positive, bi-partisan relationship with legislators and federal program staff

< A history of substantive contact with federal offices of interest to the City

« An effective working relationship with the federal and national organizations and
interest groups that affect the City’s interests (e.g. the League of Oregon Cities and
the National League of Cities)

- Coordination and effective working relationship with key staff of an organization

E. Proposed Budget

Please describe how your firm would provide the services described in this RFI. ldentify fees and
key cost elements, including hourly rate, materials, and other costs and expenses.

Submit a detailed budget for the full contractual period itemized in accordance with each of the
responsibilities, tasks, and activities outlined in the scope of work as well as any additional
elements proposed. The budget must be organized in such a way that each item is priced
individually, allowing the City to select all or a portion of the services and negotiate a total
contract price accordingly.

Federal Government Grant Consulting Services RFI September 6, 2019 4 | P
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F. Clients and Communication

Please provide a list of clients that your firm expects to represent before Congress. Also, provide
three samples or excerpts of written communications and/or reports that your firm has developed to
brief clients and to lobby Congressional and Executive Branches. These communications should
represent what the City may typically expect from your firm if contracted for this work. You may
remove client names from the publications if necessary. Also, include a list of three (3) entities for
whom you have provided similar services. Include details about the type and level of services you
provided for each and briefly describe the result.

G. Supporting Documentation
Please attach the following supporting documents:

1. Alist of clients from the 114™, 115" and 116" sessions of Congress;
2. A sample grant tracking report;

3. Three references, including a contact name and phone number, of agencies for
which similar services have been performed; and

4. Any other information Proposer deems necessary. This may include alternative
Proposals.

H. Signature Page and Attestation of Compliance with Tax Laws

The Proposer must sign and submit the Signature Page (see Appendix D of this RFI) and the
Attestation of Compliance with Tax Laws (see Appendix E). The submission and signing of the
signature page indicates the intention of the Proposer to adhere to the provisions described in this
RFI.

V. Proposer’s Special Instructions
A. Pre-Qualification of Proposers
Pre-qualification of proposers is not required for this procurement.
B. Pre-Proposal Conference
A pre-proposal conference will not be held in connection with this procurement.
C. Procurement Method

The City is conducting this RFI pursuant to ORS 279A.050. The City seeks proposals that will enable
the City to determine which firm and solution will best meet the City’s needs. The City is utilizing the
RFI process to assist City Council in deciding whether to contract for grant consulting services. This
RFI may result in a contract with a firm for the services and equipment requested, however, there is
no guarantee City Council will decide to fund grant consulting services. After the proposals are
received, a work session will be held with the City Council to discuss if the City Council wants to
approve issuing a contract for this type of service. The specific responses will not be discussed at
that work session. If the Council agrees to contract for this service, interviews with responders may
be held at the option of the City. If a contract is secured, the required start date will be no sooner
than January 1, 2020.

Federal Government Grant Consulting Services RFI September 6, 2019 | P
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D. Procurement Timeline

The City reserves the right to modify this schedule at the City’s discretion. Proper notification of
changes will be made to all interested parties.

The following is the anticipated timeline for receiving and evaluating Proposals and, if
approved in the budget, awarding a contract to the most qualified organization.

Advertise Request for Proposals Friday, Sept. 6, 2019

RFI Questions Deadline Wednesday, Sept. 18, 2019

RFI Protests/Change Requests Deadline Wednesday, Sept. 25, 2019

Addenda Issuance Deadline Wednesday, October 2, 2019

Proposals Due 4 pm, Wednesday, October 16, 2019

Opening of Proposals 4 pm, Wednesday, October 16, 2019

Location of Proposal Opening: Forest Grove City Hall, 1924 Council Street, Forest
Grove, Oregon 97116-0326

Interviews Scheduled (if applicable) December 2019 (Date TBD)

Notice of Intent to Award Date To Be Determined

End of Contract Award Protest Period Seven Days after Notice

E. Page Limit

There is a 20-page limit on proposals submitted in response to this procurement, not including
exhibits and appendices.

F. Proposal Submission

Submissions in response to the RFI must be sealed in an opaque envelope, plainly marked as
follows: “Request for Proposals — Federal Government Grant Consulting Services.” Proposals shall
contain five (5) hard copy sets and one (1) digital flash “thumb” drive in Microsoft compatible or
Adobe PDF format. The name and address of the Proposer must appear on the outside of the
envelope. Proposals received after the designated time and date will be returned unopened. The
City does not accept any proposals delivered by e-mail or facsimile transmission.

G. Submission Deadline

Sealed proposals are due no later than 4 pm, Wednesday, October 16, 2019. Late, faxed or
electronically transmitted proposals will not be accepted. Delays due to mail and/or delivery
handling, including, but not limited to, delays within the City’s internal distribution systems, do not
excuse the Proposer’s responsibility for submitting the Proposal to the correct location by the
Proposal due date.
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H. Modification or Withdrawal of Proposal by Proposer

Any Proposer may modify its Proposal at any time, in writing, prior to the scheduled closing time for
receipt of proposals, provided communication of such is received by the City prior to the closing
time. Any modification of a proposal must include a statement that the modification amends and
supersedes the prior offer. All such communication shall be so worded as not to reveal the
contents of the original Proposal. Withdrawn Proposals may be resubmitted prior to the time and
date the Proposals are due, provided that they are then fully in conformance with the RFI.

. Duration of Proposal

Proposal prices, terms, and conditions shall be firm for a period of at least one-hundred eighty (180)
days from the submission deadline. Proposals shall not be subject to future price escalation or
changes of terms during that period.

J. Questions, Interpretations, and Addenda

1. Questions

All questions regarding this project and solicitation must be must be directed to Paul
Downey, Adminstrative Services Director, at (503) 992-3200, pdowney@forestgrove-
or.gov. If necessary, the City will issue an addendum to all prospective Proposers that
responds to questions regarding interpretations or clarifications, and will issue the
addendum within a reasonable time prior to proposal closing, but in no case less than
72 hours before the proposal closing. If an addendum is necessary after that time, the
City will extend the closing date.

All questions shall include "Federal Government Grant Consulting Services — RFI
Questions” in the subject line and must be received by Wednesday, September 18, 2019.
Questions and answers will be provided by email to all prospective Proposers on the RFI
holders list. Questions submitted after the deadline will not be addressed.

For the sake of fairness, Proposers are not to contact any City staff or official, other than
the Project Manager, concerning this RFIl. Contact with any other City staff or officials
concerning this RFI will be grounds for disqualification.

Proposers are hereby notified that verbal communication may not be relied upon as
official communication concerning the RFI. Only answers to those questions responded
to by the City's Project Manager in writing may be relied upon.

In case of any doubt or differences of opinion as to the items or services to be furnished
hereunder, or the interpretation of the provisions of the RFI, the decision of the City shall
be final and binding upon all parties.

2. Addenda

The City reserves the right to make changes to the RFI by written addendum, which
shall be issued by email to all those who have obtained the RFI documents by
contacting the Project Manager.

All addenda shall have the same binding effect as though contained in the main body of
the RFI documents.
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No addenda will be issued later than Wednesday, October 2, 2019, except by an
addendum, if necessary, postponing the date for receipt of Proposals or canceling the
RFI altogether.

Each Proposer is responsible for obtaining all addenda prior to submitting a Proposal
and shall acknowledge in the Proposal receipt of each addendum as part of the
Proposal. Failure to acknowledge receipt of all addenda as part of the Proposal may
result in rejection of the Proposal.

K. Contract Negotiation and Term

Response to this RFI indicates agreement by the Proposer with all stipulations and
requirements of this RFI and is subject to subsequent contract negotiation. It is the
intention of the City of Forest Grove to offer the successful Proposer to start work as
soon as a contract is signed.

The contract awarded pursuant to this RFI will be for a term of three (3) years with the
option of two (2) renewals of one (1) year each. Each continuation of the contract will be
contingent upon an annual management and project review by the City and City budget
approval.

L. Change Requests and RFI Protests

A prospective Proposer may protest anything contained in the RFI documents and
request a corresponding change to any provision, specification, or contract term
contained in the RFI documents by submitting a written request to:

City of Forest Grove

Attn: Paul Downey, Administrative Services Director
1924 Council Street

Forest Grove, OR 97116-0326

All such protests shall include "Federal Government Grant Consulting Services — RFI
Protest” in the subject line or written on the front of the envelope and be submitted, in
writing, by Wednesday, September 25, 2019. Any such protest must include the
information required by ORS 279B.405(4) and a statement of the desired change(s) to
the procurement process or solicitation document(s) that the prospective proposer
believes will remedy the conditions upon which the protest is based. The City will not
consider any solicitation protest submitted after the deadline or any protest that does not
include the required information.

The City will review the protest and respond in writing in accordance with ORS
279B.405. If the City determines it is necessary in order to consider and respond to a
protest, the City may extend closing. If the City upholds a protest, in whole or in part, the
City may, in its sole discretion, either issue an addendum reflecting its disposition or
cancel the solicitation. Before seeking judicial review, a Proposer must file a written
protest with the City and exhaust all administrative remedies.

M. Proposals Opening
In accordance with ORS 279B.060(6)(a), only the names of the proposers shall be disclosed at the

opening.
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N. Confidentiality and Public Records

All information submitted by a Proposer shall become and remain the property of the City and is
considered public information and subject to disclosure pursuant to the Oregon Public Records
Law, except such portions of the proposal, which are exempt from disclosure consistent with
Oregon law. If a Proposal contains any information that the Proposer believes is exempt from
disclosure under the various grounds specified in the Oregon Public Records Law, the Proposer
must clearly designate each such portion of its proposal as exempt at the time of proposal
submission, along with a justification and citation to the legal authority relied upon. Identifying the
proposal, in whole, as exempt from disclosure is not acceptable. Failure to identify specific portions
of the proposal as exempt shall be deemed a waiver of any future claim of that information as
exempt.

The City will make available to any person requesting information, through the City processes for
disclosure of public records, any and all information submitted as a result of this RFI not exempted
from disclosure without obtaining permission from any Proposer to do so. City may also, in its sole
discretion, elect to publish all such information at any time, regardless of whether or not a public
records request has been received. However, if a public records request is made for material
marked by the Proposer as exempt, the City will attempt to notify the impacted Proposer prior to
any release of the material. Application of the Oregon Public Records Law by the City will determine
whether any information is actually exempt from disclosure. The City accepts no liability for the
release of any information submitted.

0. Proposer Certifications and Acknowledgements

By the act of submitting a Proposal in response to this RFI, the Proposer certifies that Proposer has
carefully examined all RFI documents, all addenda, and all other attachments, fully understands the
RFI intent, is able to perform all tasks as described in the Scope of Services (Appendix A), and its
Proposal is made in accordance therewith. Except as otherwise noted as part of the Proposal,
Proposer certifies as follows:

1. Proposer is familiar with Oregon laws, municipal government, and the local conditions
under which the work will be performed.

2. The Proposal is based upon the requirements described in the RFI, without
exception, unless clearly stated in the Proposal.

3. Proposer will fully meet all of the City minimum insurance requirements (attached as
Appendix B).

4. To the best of Proposer's knowledge and belief, and in the case of sole
proprietorship, partnership, or corporation, each party thereto certifies as to its own
organization, under penalty of perjury, that no elected official, employee, or person
whose salary is payable in whole or part by the City has a direct or indirect financial
interest in the Proposal, or in the services to which it relates, or in any of the profits
thereof, other than as fully described in the Proposal.

5. Proposer has examined all parts (including addenda) of the RFI, including all
requirements and contract terms and conditions thereof (attached as Appendix C),
and if its Proposal is accepted, Proposer shall accept contract documents
conforming thereto.
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6. Proposer, if an individual, is of lawful age, is the only one interested in this Proposal,
and no person, firm, or corporation other than that named has any interest in the
Proposal, or in the proposed contract.

7. Proposer has quality experience providing the types of services and duties as
described within the Scope of Services of this RFI.

8. Proposer shall also certify whether Proposer is an Oregon Proposer or a non-resident
Proposer.

The Proposer must acknowledge in its response the following:
1. The Proposer agrees with all stipulations and requirements, as presented in this RFI.

2. The Proposer acknowledges that, if selected as the successful proposer, the provision
of the services described herein is contingent upon successful negotiation of a
contract with the City of Forest Grove.

P. General RFI Information
1. Nondiscrimination

By the act of submitting a Proposal in response to this RFI, Proposer certifies, under
penalty of perjury, that Proposer has not discriminated against minorities, women, or
emerging small business enterprises in obtaining any required subcontracts.

2. Competition

Prospective Proposers are encouraged to comment, in writing, on any specification or
requirement within this RFI that the Proposer believes will inordinately limit competition.
City will consider all Proposals equally and shall not favor any particular Proposer over
another in analyzing the Proposals to encourage fair competition.

3. Proposal Costs

Proposers responding to this RFI do so solely at their expense, and the City is not
responsible for any Proposer expenses associated with responding to the RFI. Finalists
invited to participate in interview evaluations are responsible for scheduling and paying
for their own travel arrangements. The City is not liable for any cost incurred by a
Proposer in protesting any portion of the RFI documents or the City's selection decision.

4. Rejection of Proposals

The City reserves the right to waive any or all irregularities in Proposals submitted in
response to this RFI. Furthermore, the City reserves the right to reject any or all
Proposals, or portions thereof, submitted in response to this RFIl. Proposals may be
rejected for reasons including, but not limited to:

a. Failure of the Proposer to adhere to one or more of the provisions established in
the RFI;

b. Failure of the Proposer to submit a Proposal in the format specified herein;
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c. Failure of the Proposer to submit a Proposal within the time requirements
established herein;

d. Failure of the Proposer to adhere to ethical and professional standards before,
during, or following the Proposal process; and

e. Failure to provide information that is specifically requested in this RFI.

The City may reject any Proposal not in compliance with all prescribed public
procurement procedures and requirements, and may reject any or all Proposals upon a
finding by the City that it is in the public interest to do so.

VL. Proposal Evaluation & Contract Award
A. Evaluation Committee

A Selection Review Committee of City staff with relevant expertise in the subject matter of this
solicitation will review submitted proposals. Committee members will evaluate proposals to determine
which one best meets the needs of the City. Proposals will be evaluated in accordance with the
following:

1. Completed Proposal submitted on time Pass/Fall
2. Original copies plus electronic copy of complete proposal Pass/Fail
3. Transmittal Letter Pass/Falil
4. Firm and team qualifications 40 points
5. Project Understanding and Approach 30 points
6. Cost Structure 30 points

Total Evaluation Points — 100 points
B. Requests for Clarification, Additional Research, and Revisions

The City reserves the right to obtain clarification of any portion of a Proposal or to obtain additional
information necessary to properly evaluate a particular Proposal. Failure of a Proposer to timely
respond to such a request for additional information or clarification may result in a finding that the
Proposer is non-responsive and consequent rejection of the Proposal.

The City may obtain information from any legal source for clarification of any Proposal. The City
need not inform the Proposer of any intent to perform additional research in this respect or of any
information thereby received.

The City may perform, at its sole option, investigations of any Proposer. Information obtained may
include, but shall not be limited to, current litigation and contracting references. All such information,
if requested by the City, will become part of the public record and may be disclosed accordingly.

The City reserves the right to request revisions of any Proposal after the date and time due and
before award for the purpose of obtaining best and final offers.
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C. Interview Evaluation

At the option of the City, finalists from the written evaluation may be invited to participate in an
additional interview evaluation process. The number of finalists will be determined by the Selection
Review Committee. The interview evaluation process would provide an opportunity for Proposers to
make a presentation to clarify their Proposals and for the Selection Review Committee to ask
additional questions related to the Proposal and Scope of Services. If applicable, the City will notify
finalists of the interview evaluation time and location and allow for a reasonable period of time for
finalists to prepare presentations.

If an interview is scheduled, 25 additional points will be assigned to the process and will be added
to the participating Proposers’ total points for determination of the successful Proposer. The criteria
to be used as part of the interview evaluation process will be determined by the Selection Review
Committee and provided to each finalist in advance.

D. Successful Proposer Determination

The Selection Review Committee shall determine the final ranking of Proposers, and the
Committee's decision is final. Upon determination of the successful Proposer, the City will issue a
Notice of Intent to Award letter notifying all Proposers of the RFI process having concluded, the
Selection Review Committee’s selection of the successful Proposer, and protest procedures.

After the Selection Review Committee has selected a preferred Proposer, the City will negotiate a
contract. The City reserves the right to negotiate a final contract that is in the best interest of the
City. The City will attempt to reach a final agreement with the successful Proposer but may, in its
sole discretion, terminate negotiations and reject the Proposal in the event additional information
becomes available which affects the Selection Review Committee’s evaluation, or agreement on a
final contract cannot be reached within a reasonable time. The City may then attempt to reach final
agreement with the next ranked Proposer, and so on with the remaining Proposers, until an
agreement is reached. In the alternative, the City may at any time elect to reject all Proposals and
may begin the process over.

E. Investigation of References

The City may investigate the qualifications of a Proposer, including but not limited to: successful
performance of similar services; compliance with specifications and contractual obligations; its
completion or delivery of services on schedule; and its lawful payment of suppliers, subcontractors,
and workers. The City may request references in addition to those provided by the Proposer, may
investigate any references whether or not furnished by the Proposer, and may investigate the past
performance of any Proposer.

Reference checks may be done by any reasonable method, including in-person interview,
telephone interview, or written questionnaire. Reference checks will be used in and may affect the
evaluation of the scored criteria.

F. Contract Award and Related Procedures

The City intends to announce its intent to award prior to Contract award by letter or email to
Proposers. The notice shall serve as notice to all Proposers that the City intends to negotiate and
to make an award. The City generally issues a notice of intent to award in advance of the actual
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award of a contract procured through a request for proposals. The period between the publication of
the intent to award and the award of the contract varies, but typically is about 14 days.

1. Award Protest

A Proposer believing itself to have been adversely affected or aggrieved by the selection
of the Successful Proposer may submit a protest to the City in accordance with OAR
137-047-0740. The protest must be in writing and submitted to:

City of Forest Grove

Attn: Paul Downey, Administrative Services Director
1924 Council Street

Forest Grove, OR 97116-0326

Award protests shall include "Federal Government Grant Consulting Services - Award
Protest" in the subject line or written on the front of the envelope. The written protest
must be received by the City no later than seven (7) calendar days after the date the
Notice of Intent to Award letter was issued. A protest must specify the grounds for the
protest, include evidence or supporting documentation, and specify the relief sought. The
City shall not consider any written protest not received by the deadline or which does not
contain the required information. The City will issue a written disposition of the protest in
a timely manner in accordance with ORS 279B.410. If the City upholds the protest, in
whole or in part, the City may, in its sole discretion, either issue an addendum reflecting
its disposition or cancel the solicitation. Before seeking judicial review, a proposer must
file a written protest with the City and exhaust all administrative remedies. After
expiration of the seven (7) calendar-day intent-to-award protest period and resolution of
all protests, the City intends to proceed with negotiations and, where appropriate, the
final award.

2. Form of Contract

A copy of the standard Professional Service contract, which the City expects the
successful Proposer to execute, is included as Appendix C. The contract will
incorporate the terms and conditions from this RFI document and the submitted

proposal. Proposers taking exception to any of the contract terms or conditions
must submit a request for a change to standard contract terms and conditions
WITH THEIR PROPOSAL or the exceptions will be deemed waived. The City
Attorney will review all requests for changes and may or may not accept the requested
exceptions.

The City will negotiate with the preferred Proposer to enter into a contract that is
acceptable to both parties, based on the Proposal and the goals and objectives of the
City. The contract will contain, among other provisions, the scope of services, the
duration of the contract, insurance and indemnity requirements, and a variety of other
legal provisions, including those required by public contracting laws.

City is not obligated because of the submission of a proposal to enter into a contract with
any Proposer, and has no financial obligation to any Proposer arising from this RFI.
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3. Insurance Certification

The apparent successful Proposer shall provide all required proofs of insurance to the

City within fourteen (14) calendar days of the issuance of the Notice of Intent to Award.
Failure to present the required documents within the fourteen calendar-day period may
result in proposal rejection or delay of award of contract. Proposers are encouraged to

consult their insurance agent(s) about the insurance requirements contained in the RFI
prior to proposal submission.

G. Local and Federal Requirements

The City of Forest Grove intends to select a Proposer in accordance with OAR 137-047-0255 and
the City's municipal code. Selection of a Proposer under this process is not a guarantee of a
contract award, nor is the award of a contract for any portion of the work a guarantee of award of a
contract for any subsequent work. All work is subject to budgetary and funding constraints of the
City of Forest Grove.

The selected organization shall comply with all federal, state, and local laws, regulations, executive
orders, and ordinances applicable to the work under this contract, including, without limitation, the
provisions of: (i) Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964; (ii) Section V of the Rehabilitation Act of
1973; (iii) the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 and ORS 659.425; (iv) all applicable state and
federal wage and hour laws; (v) all regulations and administrative rules established pursuant to the
foregoing laws; and (vi) all other applicable requirements of federal and state civil rights and
rehabilitation statutes, rules, and regulations.

Proposer is subject to the Oregon Workers Compensation Law and shall comply with ORS
656.017. The City of Forest Grove’s programs, services, employment opportunities, and volunteer
positions are open to all persons without regard to race, religion, color, national origin, sex, age,
marital status, disability, or political affiliation.
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APPENDIX A
SCOPE OF SERVICES

The City is seeking sealed proposals from qualified firms for the provision of the following
deliverables:

1. Providing strategic and tactical advice and counsel relative to federal government grant
issues affecting the City. Common issue areas include, but are not limited to,
transportation, housing, land use, urban development and redevelopment, public safety,
environment, tax credits, economic development, parks and recreation, arts, and federal
funding. (Ongoing throughout Contract)

2. Assisting the City in prioritizing federal grant projects and pursuing and securing federal
governmental program and discretionary funding for those projects. (Ongoing throughout
Contract)

3. Providing oral reports to City staff and City Council in Forest Grove. (Once per year)

4. Providing a written end of annual Congressional session report. (Due December 15" of
each calendar year)

5. Submitting written update reports every other month to provide project manager
with updates on relevant federal legislation, availability of appropriations and grants
relevant to the City's needs and other relevant federal activities impacting local
government. (Due on the last Friday of every other month)

6. Assisting the City in developing and sustaining long-term substantive relationships with
federal elected and appointed officials. (Ongoing throughout Contract)

The Scope of Services will be further negotiated and refined between the City and the selected
Proposer.
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APPENDIX B
MINIMUM INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS

Indemnity - Standard of Care

Contractor acknowledges responsibility for liability arising out of the performance of this
Contract and shall defend, indemnify, and hold harmless City and its officers, agents,
volunteers, and employees against any and all liability, settlements, loss, damage, costs,
and expenses arising from or in connection with any action, suit, demand, or claim
resulting or allegedly resulting from, attributable in whole or in part to, or in any way
connected with Contractor’'s and Contractor’s officers’, agents’, volunteers’, and
employees’ acts, omissions, activities, or services in the course of performing this
Contract. Contractor’s activities are deemed to include those of Contractor’'s
subcontractors. This section will survive the termination or revocation of this Contract,
regardless of cause.

Insurance

Contractor shall obtain at its expense, and maintain for the term of this contract,
occurrence form commercial general liability and commercial automobile liability
insurance, including coverage for all owned, hired, and non-owned automobiles, for the
protection of Contractor, the City, its Councilors, officers, agents, volunteers, and
employees. Such coverage shall be primary and non-contributory. Coverage shall
include personal injury, bodily injury, including death, and broad form property damage,
including loss of use of property, occurring in the course of or in any way related to
Contractor’s operations, in an amount not less than $2,000,000 combined single limit per
occurrence and $2,000,000 aggregate. Such insurance shall name the City as an
additional insured. Contractor, its subcontractors, if any, and all employers providing
work, labor, or materials under this Contract, who are subject employers under the
Oregon Workers’ Compensation Law, shall comply with ORS 656.017, which requires
them to provide workers compensation coverage that satisfies Oregon law for all their
subject workers. Out-of-state employers must provide workers' compensation coverage
for their workers that complies with ORS 656.126. Employers' Liability Insurance with
coverage limits of not less than $1,000,000 each accident shall be included. All policies
will provide for not less than thirty (30) calendar days' written notice to the City before
they may be canceled. Prior to commencing work under this Contract, and thereafter
upon request, Contractor shall furnish the City certificates of insurance and necessary
endorsements evidencing the effective dates, amounts, and types of insurance required
by this Contract
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APPENDIX C

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT

This Agreement made on the day of , 20 , between:

THE CITY OF FOREST GROVE
1924 Council Street
P.0. Box 326
Forest Grove, Oregon 97116

(”City")

and

[Consultant]
[Address]
[Telephone]
[Fax]

(“Consultant”)
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Consultant agrees to provide professional services (a.k.a. “personal” services) to the City
pursuant to this Agreement. Such services are authorized by and subject to the terms and
conditions of this Agreement.

The “Project”:

[Describe Project]

[Include nature of project and budget/time parameters.]

Consultant has reviewed the City’s description of the Project and conducted initial inquiries with the City and
other local regulatory agencies regarding the Project. Consultant represents that Consultant is competent
and willing to undertake professional services in connection with the Project and is capable of performing
such professional services within the time allotted herein.

Page 2 — PROF. SERVICES AGREEMENT 2017 Version

PDF Page 32



1. Consultant’s Responsibilities

1.1.  Consultant will provide professional services for the City during all phases of the
Project to which this Agreement applies; serve as the City’s representative for the Project as set
forth below and give professional consultation to the City during the performance of services
hereunder.

1.2.  Consultant will provide all professional services customarily furnished and
reasonably necessary within the Scope of Services set out at Exhibit A, attached. Time is of the
essence of this Agreement. The City and Consultant will develop a Project Schedule consistent
with requirements of the Scope of Services and Consultant will complete each phase of the
services in accord with that Schedule. Subconsultants, if any, may only be used with the City’s
prior written consent. Consultant will contract directly with and will pay such subconsultants. City
has no obligation to pay any subconsultants.

1.3.  Consultant will pay all royalties and license fees which may be due by reason of
materials or methods employed by Consultant or its subconsultants or by reason of the necessary
inclusion of protected materials or methods in the Project as designed except to the extent such
materials or methods are included with the informed consent or at the direction of the City.
Consultant will defend all suits or claims for infringement of patent, trademark, or copyright for
which Consultant is responsible pursuant to this paragraph, which may be brought against the
City, and Consultant will be liable to the City for all losses arising therefrom, including costs,
expenses, and attorney fees.

1.4.  Consultant will not be relieved of responsibility for errors or omissions or other
defects in plans and specifications or any other documents prepared by Consultant for the City’s
review and approval.

1.5.  Consultant will keep any real property involved in the Project free from all liens
by reason of its services and will defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City from the
operation and effect of any such lien or encumbrance that may be claimed by any person by
reason of Consultant’s services. If Consultant fails to remove any lien or adjust any other claim
relating to Consultant’s services, the City may without recourse by Consultant, pay the lien or
claim and charge such payments, with any resulting costs incurred by the City deducted from any
monies owed Consultant by City. (ORS 279A.220)

1.6.  All services provided by Consultant ( and any of their sub-consultants) will be
performed in a prompt manner consistent with the professional standards of care and diligence
applicable to those services performed by recognized firms in the Portland metropolitan region
on the type of project being done. Consultant is and will be responsible for all services provided
regardless of whether the services are provided directly by Consultant or by sub-consultants used
by Consultant. Consultant will make all decisions called for promptly and without unreasonable
delay.
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1.7.  Consultant will perform only the services authorized. Additional services will be
compensated only if and as authorized in writing by the City. To the extent services are made
necessary by fault or error of Consultant or their sub-consultants in the performance of their
respective duties, responsibilities or obligations, the services will not be compensated.

1.8.  Consultant will maintain all documents, books, papers, recordings and all other
records, including any in digital format, arising out of or related to this Agreement for a period of
three (3) years after completion or abandonment of the Project. Such records will be made
available, in full, to the City upon reasonable notice.

1.9. Ifapplicable, Consultant will designate a representative fully knowledgeable about
the Project with the authority to carry out Consultant’s duties under this Agreement.

1.10. Consultant will furnish City with either its IRS-designated employer identification
number or social security number whichever is appropriate.

1.11. Consultant will not provide any comments, information, press releases or opinions to
representatives of newspapers, magazines, television and radio stations, weblogs or any other news
medium without the City’s prior written consent.

1.12. Consultant will give prompt written notice to City if Consultant becomes aware of,
or forms a belief regarding, actual or potential problems, faults or defects in the Project, any
nonconformity with the Agreement or with any federal, state or local law, regulation or ordinance,
or has any objection to any decision or order made by City with respect to Consultant’s duties under
this Agreement. Any delay or failure on the City’s part to provide a written response to Consultant
will not be deemed or construed to be an endorsement of Consultant’s notice and will not constitute
a waiver of any of City’s rights.

1.13. Any employee of Consultant or any sub-consultant will be paid at least time and a
half for all time worked in excess of 40 hours in any one week, other than a person excluded from
overtime pursuant to ORS Chapter 653 or United States Code Title 29.

1.14. Consultant will promptly pay, as due, all persons supplying labor or material for
the performance of its work under this Agreement. (ORS 279B.220)

1.15. Consultant will pay all contributions or amounts due the Industrial Accident Fund
incurred in the performance of its work under this Agreement, and shall ensure subcontractors
pay those amounts due from the subcontractors. (ORS 279B.220)

1.16. Consultant will pay to the Department of Revenue all sums withheld from
employees under ORS 316.167.

1.17. Consultant will promptly pay, as due, all persons or entities furnishing medical,
surgical and hospital care services or other needed care and attention, incident to sickness or
injury, to Consultant’s employees, those sums that Consultant agrees to pay for those services
and all moneys and sums that Consultant collected or deducted from its employees’ wages under
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any law, contract or agreement for the purpose of providing or paying for the services. (ORS
279B.230)

1.18 Consultant is a subject employer that will comply with ORS 656.017. Consultant
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. Consultant shall indemnify City for any liability incurred by City as
a result of Consultant’s breach of the warranty under this Paragraph. (ORS 279B.230)

2. The City’s Responsibilities

2.1.  The City will designate a representative fully knowledgeable about the Project
and with the authority to review and approve all Project work.

2.2.  The City will furnish Consultant with information regarding requirements for the
Project, including programs setting forth the City’s objectives, schedules, constraints and criteria.

2.3.  The City will render its decisions in a timely manner to avoid unreasonable delay
in the orderly and sequential progress of Consultant’s services.

2.4. The City will furnish Consultant with all information in its possession regarding the
Project.

3. Drawings and Specifications

3.1.  Construction or Project drawings and specifications, if any, or other construction
documents submitted by Consultant to the City, or to any trade contractors or others for bidding or
negotiation, will be complete and unambiguous and in compliance with all applicable codes,
ordinances, statutes, regulations and laws except to the extent expressly and specifically otherwise
stated in detail in writing by Consultant at the time of such submission. By submitting such
documents for construction or bidding purposes, Consultant represents that Consultant has informed
the City of any tests, studies, analyses or reports which are necessary or advisable to be performed
by or for the City at that time.

3.2.  Consultant will assign all original designs, drawings, specifications and other
construction documents, if any, to the City upon completion or termination of services under this
Agreement.

3.3.  All copies of drawings, specifications or other Construction Documents, if any,
provided the City become the property of the City which may use them without Consultant’s
permission for any proper purpose relating to the Project, including, but not limited to, additions
to or completion of the Project.

3.4. If applicable, Consultant will provide one set of reproducible record drawings,
which are the revised construction drawings reflecting the construction as completed. The
revisions will be based on observations of Consultant made verifying actual construction.
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4. Payments to the Consultant

4.1.  For the period of this Agreement, Consultant agrees to provide services at the rates
set forth in Exhibit B (attached).

4.2.  For authorized reimbursable expenses, the City will pay Consultant at the rate
specified. For unscheduled reimbursement items, Consultant will be reimbursed at Consultant’s
direct cost without markup.

4.3.  Consultant will not be entitled to or be paid for services provided in excess of any
guaranteed maximum price or fixed price that has been established for such services unless
authorized by a written scope change.

4.4. Consultant will provide the City with monthly statement(s) of services rendered and
authorized reimbursable expenses incurred for the preceding month. Consultant expressly waives
any right to payment for services rendered if such services are not billed within sixty (60) days
following their rendition.

4.5. In addition to the monthly statement described in 4.4, Consultant’s invoices will
include a summary of services provided; a summary of reimbursable expenses; and a summary of
authorized additional services, all in accordance with the compensation provisions of this
Agreement, as well as an estimate of the percent of services completed as of the invoice date.

4.6.  Invoices for reimbursable expenses will be accompanied by supporting
documentation.

4.7.  Invoices for authorized additional services will outline and identify the services
performed and by whom, the number of hours each person worked and applicable pay rates.

4.8.  Payments will be made monthly for services performed and invoiced.

4.9. Consultant shall keep its billing records, including timesheets, rate schedules and
invoices necessary to support invoices for time and materials, additional services and expenses
current consistent with generally recognized accounting principles and procedures and maintained
for a period of two (2) years following completion or abandonment of the Project. Such records
will be available to the City for inspection, copying and/or audit during normal business hours.

5. Termination

5.1.  The City may terminate this Agreement for convenience and without cause by
giving written notice of such termination to Consultant. Upon receipt of such notice, Consultant
will immediately cease further performance except that Consultant may perform such services and
incur such reimbursable expenses as reasonably necessary to preserve work that has been
completed or is in progress and to achieve an orderly termination or transition. Upon such
termination, the City will pay Consultant, pursuant to the payment provisions of this Agreement for
all authorized services or reimbursable expenses up to the date established in the notice of
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termination. Authorized reimbursements include those costs necessarily and reasonably incurred by
Consultant for organizing and carrying out the termination. The City will not be obligated to
reimburse Consultant for any continuing contractual commitments to others or for penalties or
damages arising from the cancellation of such contractual commitments.

5.2. Within a reasonable time after termination of this Agreement or of any Exhibit A
work, Consultant will deliver to the City all materials and equipment and documentation, including
raw or tabulated data and work in progress upon payment pursuant to paragraph 5.1 above.

5.3.  Termination of this agreement by the City does not constitute a waiver or
termination of any rights, claims, or causes of action the City may have against Consultant under
this Agreement.

5.4. Upon a determination by a court or an arbitrator that any termination of Consultant
or its successor in interest by the City was wrongful, such termination will be deemed converted to a
termination for convenience as set forth above and Consultant’s remedy will be so limited.

6. Insurance

6.1.  Consultant will maintain throughout the period of this Agreement, as extended
from time to time, and for a period of two (2) years after completion of the Project, the following
minimum levels of insurance:

(a)  Workers’ compensation coverage as required by law.

(b)  Employer’s liability with limits of not less than $2 million per occurrence.

(c)  Comprehensive general liability for damages as a result of death or bodily
injury to any persons or destruction or damage to any property with limits of
not less than $2 million per occurrence including completed operations.

(d)  Comprehensive automobile liability insurance for at least $2 million per
occurrence.

(e)  Errors and omissions insurance with limits of not less than $2 million.

Consultant will require that any subconsultants engaged or employed by Consultant carry and
maintain similar insurance as listed above with the same limits and coverage requirements.

6.2.  Consultant’s insurance will be primary and any insurance carried by the City will be
excess and noncontributing. The general liability coverage will name the City, its officers,
employees, agents and insurers as additional insureds and will contain a severability of interest
clause. Additional insured coverage shall be for both on-going operations via ISO Form CG 2010
or its equivalent, and products and completed operations via ISO Form CG 2037 or its equivalent.
Workers’ compensation coverage will contain a waiver of subrogation in favor of the City. All
required coverage will be with companies rated A-/V or better by A.M. Bests Rating Service and
will provide the City with thirty (30) days notice of material change, expiration, or cancellation.

6.3.  Prior to commencement of any services under this Agreement, Consultant will
furnish the City with evidence of insurance coverage and provisions as described under 6.1. In the
event Consultant fails to maintain insurance as required, the City
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will have the option, but not the obligation, to obtain such coverage with costs to be the
responsibility of and reimbursable by Consultant.

7. Force Majeure Delay

Neither party will be responsible to the other for its failure to perform on time when such
failure is due to causes beyond the party’s reasonable control such as acts of God, fire, theft, war,
riot, embargoes, or acts of civil or military authorities. If Consultant’s services are delayed by
such contingencies, Consultant will immediately notify the City in writing and the City may
either (1) extend time of performance, or (2) terminate the uncompleted portion of Consultant’s
services at no cost to the City.

8. Independent Contractor

Consultant is an independent contractor and is entitled to no compensation other than the
compensation expressly provided by this Agreement. Nothing in this Agreement will be construed
as forming a partnership, agency or joint venture between the parties. As an independent
contractor, Consultant is not entitled to indemnification by the City or the provision of a defense by
the City under the terms of ORS 30.285. This acknowledgement does not affect Consultant’s
independent ability (or the ability of its insurer) to assert the monetary limitations, immunities or
other limitations affecting a claim made under the Oregon Tort Claims Act.

9. Notices

Any notice required under this Agreement will be deemed properly given if directed by
prepaid mail, certified return receipt requested, or delivered in hand to the parties at the address as
specified on the face page of this Agreement.

10. Work is Property of City

All work, including but not limited to documents, drawings, papers, computer programs, and
photographs, performed or produced by Consultant under this Agreement shall be the property of
City.

11. Indemnity

Consultant acknowledges responsibility for any and all liability arising out of Consultant’s
performance under this Agreement. Consultant will indemnify, defend (with counsel acceptable to
City) and hold City, its councilors, officers, employees, agents and insurers (collectively “City”)
harmless from and against any and all liability, losses, costs, settlements and expenses in connection
with any action, suit or claim resulting or allegedly resulting from Consultant’s acts, omissions,
activities or services in the course of performing under this Agreement.

12. Successors and Assignments
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12.1. Both City and Consultant bind themselves and any partner, successor, executor,
administrator, or assign to this Agreement.

12.2. Neither City nor Consultant shall assign or transfer their interest or obligation
hereunder in this Agreement without the prior written consent of the other. Consultant must seek
and obtain City’s written consent before subcontracting any part of the work required of Consultant
under this Agreement.

12.3. Any assignment, transfer or subcontract attempted in violation of this subparagraph
shall be void.

13. Records

13.1. Consultant shall retain all books, documents, papers, and records that are directly
pertinent to this Agreement for at least three (3) years after City makes final payment on this
Agreement and all other pending matters are closed.

13.2. Consultant shall allow City (or any of its authorized representatives) to audit,
examine, copy, take excerpts from or transcribe any books, documents, papers, or records that are
subject to the foregoing retention requirement.

14. Intellectual Property

The interest in any intellectual property, including but not limited to copyrights and patents of any
type, arising from the performance of this Agreement shall vest in City. Consultant shall execute
any assignment or other documents necessary to effect this paragraph. Consultant may retain a
nonexclusive right to use any intellectual property that is subject to this paragraph. Consultant shall
transfer to City any data or other tangible property generated by Consultant under this Agreement
and necessary for the beneficial use of intellectual property covered by this paragraph.

15. Mediation/Litigation

If any dispute arises between the parties to this Agreement, the dispute will be submitted to
mediation prior to any litigation. No claim or dispute arising under this Agreement may proceed to
litigation if the parties have not first mediated that claim or dispute. Mediation will be conducted in
Forest Grove, Oregon. The parties will attempt to select a mediator within 30 days of a party’s
request for mediation. If the parties fail to agree on a mediator, a mediator will be appointed by the
presiding judge of the Washington County Circuit Court upon a party’s request. The mediator’s
fees and expenses will be shared equally by the parties. Each party will bear its own attorney fees.

Any litigation arising out of or related to this Agreement will be tried to the court without a
jury. Each party will bear its own fees, costs and expenses related to any litigation, including
attorney fees.

Page 9 — PROF. SERVICES AGREEMENT 2017 Version

PDF Page 39



16. Governing Law

This Agreement and all services performed hereunder will be interpreted under the laws of
the State of Oregon without respect to conflict of laws principles. The exclusive venue for any
lawsuit or action will be in Washington County, Oregon.

17. Assignment

Consultant cannot assign any rights nor delegate any responsibilities it has under this
Agreement without the City’s prior written approval.

18. Severability

If any term, condition or provision of this Agreement or the application thereof to any
circumstance is determined to be invalid or unenforceable to any extent, the remaining provisions of
this Agreement will not be affected but will instead remain valid and fully enforceable.

19. Article Headings

All article headings are inserted for convenience only and will not affect any construction or
interpretation of this Agreement.

20. Waiver

No waiver of satisfaction of a condition or nonperformance of an obligation under this
Agreement will be effective unless it is in writing and signed by the party granting the waiver.

21. No Third-Party Beneficiaries

This Agreement confers no rights or benefits on any third party.
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22. Entire Agreement

This Agreement signed by both parties and so initialed by both parties in the
margin opposite this paragraph constitutes a final written expression of all the terms of
this Agreement and is a complete and exclusive statement of those terms. Any and all

— representations, promises, warranties, or statements by the City or the City’s agents that

CITY

differ in any way from the terms of this written Agreement will be given no force and
effect. This Contract will be changed, amended, or modified only by written instrument

signed by both the City and Consultant. This Agreement will not be modified or altered
by any course of performance by either party.

CONS

CITY OF FOREST GROVE

MICHAEL JESSE VANDERZANDEN

By:

Title: _City Manager
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By:

Title:
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EXHIBIT A

[Scope of Work]

{00607647; 1}

EXHIBIT A — Scope of Work
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EXHIBIT B

[Cost Schedule]

{00607647; 1}

EXHIBIT B — Cost Schedule
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APPENDIX D
SIGNATURE PAGE

[Fill out and submit this page with your Proposal]

This page must be signed with the full name and address of the Proposer submitting the response; if a
partnership, by a member of the firm with the name and address of each member; if a corporation, by an
authorized officer thereof in the corporate name.

The undersigned verifies that he/she is a duly authorized officer of the company, and that his/her signature
attests that information provided in response to this Request for Proposal is accurate.

The undersigned certifies that the proposal has been arrived at independently and has been submitted
without any collusion designed to limit competition.

The undersigned certifies that all addenda to the specifications have been received and duly considered
and that all cost adjustments associated with the addenda are reflected in this proposal.

Addendum No(s). Acknowledged? L]1YES/ [INO
Resident Proposer as defined in ORS 279A.120(1)? []YES/ [INO

Proposers certify non-discrimination in accordance with ORS

279A.110(4) [JYES/ [JNO

Proposer hereby makes this proposal to furnish goods and/or services at the price(s) indicated herein in
fulfillment of the requirements and specifications of the City as stated in the Request for Proposal.

Signature of Authorized Official Date

Printed Name Telephone Number (with area code)
Title E-mail Address

Firm Name Address

City, State, Zip Code
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APPENDIX E
ATTESTATION OF COMPLIANCE WITH TAX LAWS

[Complete and submit this page with your Proposal]

l, , representing (Proposer),
(Insert printed name) (Insert name of Firm)

hereby attest that:

1. | am an authorized agent of Proposer, and | have full authority from Proposer to submit
this attestation and accept the responsibilities stated herein.

2. | have knowledge regarding payment of taxes of Proposer, and to the best of my knowledge,
Proposer is not in violation of any Oregon tax laws, including, without limitation, ORS
305.620 and ORS chapters 316, 317 and 318.

3. Proposer will provide written notice to City within two business days of any change to its
compliance with tax laws.

Authorized Agent Signature Date

Title
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Firm Qualifications and Experience

About Summit Strategies

Summit Strategies was founded in Portland, Oregon in 2015 by five partners from the government
relations practice group of Ball Janik LLP, a law firm headquartered in Portland. Our professionals,
located in Washington, D.C. and Portland, OR, have represented Pacific Northwest interests for
over 30 years and have worked extensively on federal and state matters involving transportation,
economic development, water infrastructure, natural resources, tribal issues, energy, the
environment, tax policy, trade, labor, and defense. We represent a wide range of municipal and
county governments, as well as public ports, state agencies, business clients, non-profits, and trade
associations. We are recognized experts in transportation, economic development, livability and
sustainability programs, and environmental policy and have helped our clients secure significant
contracts and federal funding for their projects and shaped favorable federal and state policies that
advance their objectives. Our deep roots in the state of Oregon and familiarity with regional
intergovernmental issues make us particularly well suited to assist a city such as Forest Grove.

Our proposal outlined below calls for a team of four professionals, Hal Hiemstra, Mark Dedrick,
Michelle Giguere and Jim Beall to work on your behalf. All team members are founding partners of
Summit Strategies and have worked together successfully for years on behalf of Pacific Northwest
clients and will assure the City of comprehensive coverage.

Our team has developed long-standing and firmly established working relationships with members
of Congress and key staff in the Oregon delegation, as well as with key committee leaders and their
staff. We also maintain close ties to relevant agency administrators and staff. We currently perform
work for many local governments with similar interests to the City, including the cities of Tukwila,
Walla Walla, and Lynnwood in Washington; Clackamas and Yambhill Counties in Oregon and Walla
Walla County in Washington; the Port of Hood River, Oregon and Ports of Pasco and Walla Walla
in Washington; and TriMet and Metro in Oregon. We have represented the Oregon Department of
Transportation in the past, and currently represent the Washington Department of Transportation.

The Firm specializes in transportation issues and works extensively on these issues with Congress,
the U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT), and other federal agencies. On behalf of our clients,
we have been involved in the development and implementation of every surface transportation
authorization and transportation appropriations bill over the past thirty years. We have proactively
advanced our clients’ goals and protected their interests by working with Congress, USDOT and
other related agencies, and national organizations such as the American Association of State
Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO), American Public Transportation Association,
(APTA), Surface Transportation Policy Project (STPP during ISTEA), National Association of City
Transportation Officials (NACTO), National Association of Counties (NACo), National League of
Cities (NLC), US Conference of Mayors, Bloomberg, Build America, and many more.

At Summit, we pride ourselves on excellent and regular communication with our clients. Our clients
are informed of all new developments of interest, and we are very responsive to any inquiries from
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our clients. We are equally responsive to key members of Congress and their staff, and agency
officials and their staff on behalf of our clients. Our knowledge, reputation, and integrity are our
brand and people know they can count on us to develop strategies for success and maintain honest
and open dialogue.

We offer the full spectrum of federal lobbying services, including designing successful strategies;
monitoring and analyzing legislation, federal rulemakings, and grant opportunities; preparing
materials for client visits or to brief members of Congtress; building coalitions; and providing direct
lobbying. We are excited by the opportunity to represent the City of Forest Grove and believe we
offer the resources and capabilities needed to provide success for the City.

Your Summit Team

Summit Strategies likes to take a team-based approach to our representation of clients, and we
propose so for the City of Forest Grove. We find that this maximizes effectiveness, capitalizes on
the strengths and contacts of individual team members, and allows us to serve our clients in the
most comprehensive manner possible. For the City, we propose a team led by Hal Hiemstra, and
joined by Mark Dedrick, Michelle Giguere and Jim Beall. Hal and Mark are based in Washington,
DC, while Michelle and Jim are based in Portland, Oregon, and make regular trips to DC.

Hal Hiemstra

Hal Hiemstra has extensive experience in government relations and representation of local
governmental interests before Congress. Prior to becoming a founding partner at Summit Strategies,
Mr. Hiemstra was a non-attorney partner in the law firm of Ball Janik LLP.

Mr. Hiemstra represents a wide range of clients on transportation, economic development, social
service, and public policy issues. These clients include Clackamas County, Oregon; the Port of Hood
River, Oregon; the Port, City, and County of Walla Walla, Washington; the Port of Pasco
Washington; the City of Tukwila, Washington; TriMet; Metro; the Oregon Shipping Group; and the
Washington State Department of Transportation. Mr. Hiemstra also assists Michelle Giguere in
representing Yambhill County on transportation issues related to the development of the Newberg
Dundee Bypass. Mr. Hiemstra will be the team leader and primary point person on this contract and
is based in Summit’s Washington, D.C. office. Mr. Hiemstra graduated from Lewis and Clark
College and holds a master’s degree in urban and regional planning from the University of Oregon.

Mark Dedrick

From our DC office Hal will be joined by Mark Dedrick, an Oregon native and a founding partner
of Summit Strategies. Mark has over 20 years of government and government affairs experience and
has spent the past 13 years providing strategic advice and advocacy for Pacific Northwest clients
before Congress and the administration, first at Ball Janik and now at Summit.

Mark moved from Oregon to Washington, D.C. in 1997 to work for his Congresswoman, Darlene
Hooley. During his more than eight years on Capitol Hill, Mr. Dedrick worked for two other
members of Congress, Tony Hall from Ohio and Rush Holt from New Jersey, before returning to

4| Page

PDF Page 107



Congresswoman Hooley to serve as her Legislative Director managing the Congresswoman’s
legislative operation, as well as all transportation, natural resource, energy, telecommunications,
agriculture, defense, and science issues. He also handled all appropriations matters.

Mr. Dedrick has represented public sector clients on a wide range of issues, including transportation,
public safety, housing, and economic development, finding solutions, either legislatively or through
the administrative agencies. Through this work, Mark has helped his clients to secure federal funding
through the Economic Development Agency (EDA), USDOT, EPA, HUD, and the US Army
Corps of Engineers. Mark’s clients include the City of Lynnwood, Washington, Clackamas County,
Oregon, the Confederated Tribes of Grand Ronde, and Cubic Transportation Systems. He has
worked with members of Congress and congressional committees to draft and pass legislation; to
insert bill or report language into larger authorization or appropriations legislation to further a
client’s interest; and to amend legislation in committee or on the floor.

Mark is a graduate of Willamette University, and a past president and current board member of the
Oregon State Society in Washington, D.C.

Michelle Giguere

Michelle Giguere, a founding partner at Summit Strategies with over 35 years of government and
government affairs experience, is based in our Portland office. Ms. Giguere represents many public
and private clients on transportation, community development, natural resource, and social service
issues. She specializes in the congressional appropriations process, strategy development, and project
delivery. Prior to joining the private sector, Ms. Giguere was Legislative Director for Representative
Les AuCoin. In that position, she managed issue development, policy positions, and project strategy
work, specializing in the areas of transportation, defense, and economic development. She
represented Congressman AuCoin at all House leadership and whip meetings, directed all work on
the Appropriations Committee, and served as the Congressman’s State Director for one year.

Among Ms. Giguere’s clients are Clackamas County, the Willamette Falls Locks Coalition, the
Yambhill County Parkway Commission, TriMet, ZRZ Realty, Kimco Realty, the Confederated Ttibes
of Grand Ronde, and the Washington State Department of Transportation.

While Ms. Giguere travels regularly to Washington D.C. to work directly with Congress, she is also
available locally to work with the City and congressional offices in Oregon. Ms. Giguere is a
graduate of Linfield College and currently sits on its Board of Trustees.

Jim Beall

Jim Beall, an attorney with 43 years of practice on primarily federal matters, grew up in Hillsboro
and graduated from Hillsboro High School, but has spent a significant portion of his career in
Washington, D.C. Following graduation from Oregon State and the University of Oregon School of
Law, Mr. Beall began his legal career as a natural resource attorney at the U.S. Department of
Interior. He moved to Capitol Hill where he served as Congressman Al Ullman’s Legislative
Director and on the professional staff of the House Committee on Ways & Means. Mr. Beall also
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has an LLM in tax law from Georgetown Law Center. Mr. Beall began his private practice in 1981,
opening a Portland branch office for Garvey Schubert Adams & Barer. Seven years later, he opened
a Washington, D.C. branch for Ball Janik & Novack.

After 27 years as a partner at Ball Janik, Jim joined with four of his colleagues to found Summit
Strategies, where he continues his work on economic development, transportation, tax, trade, and
natural resource matters. He has worked on projects on behalf of local governments in Oregon,
including the development of the intermodal transit facility in Hillsboro, helping develop naval
facilities in Astoria, and helping obtain defense grant dollars for Tillamook. Jim commutes to DC
regularly from his home in Portland.

In 2005, Mr. Beall received the “Best of the Bar” Award in Government Law from the Portland

Business Journal, based on a peer survey of Portland’s legal community. He has also earned the
AV® PreeminentTM Rating from MartindaleHubbell®, American Registry.

Experience and Relationships with Federal Agencies, and experience working with
staff who determine grant winners

In our years of work on behalf of public governments we have established strong connections with
multiple federal agencies and use these relationships to assist our clients in securing federal funding,.

Our team has an extensive history of working with public government clients on federal grants,
from start to finish. We have worked with congressional offices and committees to create new grant
and pilot programs; to change the focus or criteria for grants to aid our clients; or to add eligibility
language to grant programs to help our clients’ chances of success. We also find that working with
the agencies early, well before a Notice of Funding Availability is issued, improves the quality of our
clients’ projects and increases their chances for success. We regularly meet with agency staff to better
understand the administration’s goals and objectives with different grant programs and will set up
meetings or phone calls with clients to best tailor the clients’ projects and grant applications to the
administration’s goals. Our team monitors publications daily, to ensure we do not miss
announcements or opportunities. We assist our clients with reviewing and editing draft grant
applications. We advise clients about key eligibility requirements, non-federal match requirements,
and other criterion that will be used to consider applications, ensuring that our clients don’t waste
time and resources.

We work regularly with staff who oversee grants at USDOT; the US Forest Service (USES) (we
recently assisted Clackamas County with their successful application for a Wood Innovation Grant

to assist with the construction of a new county courthouse); the US Department of Justice (DOJ);
EPA; and EDA, among others.

While the agency staff are important, success in securing federal grants also involves Congress. We
are knowledgeable about federal programs and legislation that affect issues of interest to the City,
and, on behalf of clients, work frequently with Senators Wyden and Merkley and Representatives
Bonamici, DeFazio, Blumenauer, Schrader, Walden and their staff. We work closely with key House
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and Senate Committees and their staff, including the House Transportation and Infrastructure,
Appropriations, Energy and Commerce, and Ways and Means Committees as well as the Senate
Environment and Public Works, Appropriations, Commerce, Science, and Transportation, and the
Senate Banking Committees.

We have worked with these offices and these committees for years, and they are familiar with us and
our work. We do not anticipate needing to develop many, if any, new relationships to serve the
City’s interests, other than those that will be required through normal staff and member turnover.
Because we work in a bipartisan manner, our team will be effective on the City’s behalf regardless of
who is in control of Congress or the White House.

Our team has extensive experience securing grant support letters from members of the NW

congtressional delegation and advising them about strategic times to place phone calls into agency
officials as they consider pending grant applications.

Subcontractors
We do not intend to use subcontractors to fulfill any of the tasks described under the scope of work.
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Proposed Work Plan

A schedule of key congressional activities /deadlines
The congressional schedule can be very fluid and change from year to year. However, with our years
of experience we believe that the following important events are likely to happen around these dates:

= Early 2020 (January-March): The House Transportation & Infrastructure Committee will
begin consideration of their surface transportation authorization package.

= Spring (March/April): The House and Senate Appropriations Committees will set
deadlines for appropriations requests and members of Congress will establish internal
deadlines.

= Spring (Feb/March/April): Recommended trip by elected officials and staff from the City
to D.C,, to brief the congressional delegation about your federal agenda and to talk with key
agency staff about grant programs and funding opportunities.

* Spring (March): National League of Cities Congressional City Conference in D.C. If the
City wants to attend this conference it is easy to build the rest of your trip around it.

* Late Spring (May/June): The House Appropriations Committee will begin working on
and marking up funding measures for the coming fiscal year.

* Summer (June/July): Senate Appropriations Committee will begin working on and
marking up funding measures for the coming fiscal year.

Federal grant funding cycles:

= Late November, early December 2019: USDOT likely to announce its next INFRA
Notice of Funding Opportunity (NOFO) with an application deadline 60 to 90 days later.

= Late Spring 2020: USDOT will likely announce its next BUILD Grant funding NOFO with
deadline 60 to 90 days from NOFO announcement.

= Fall, 2020: USDOT likely to announce its next CRISI grant NOFO (rail infrastructure
funding) with application deadline 60 to 90 days from NOFO.

Throughout the year the Federal Transit Administration will announce grant making NOFOs that
focus on Transit Oriented Development (TOD), innovative transit initiatives, and a variety of other
efforts designed to enhance and advance transit systems in cities and rural areas.

Furthermore, throughout the year, there will be grant funding cycles announced by USDA, USFS,
EPA, EDA, and DOJ just to name a few agencies that we monitor daily.

Proposed grant consulting activities
Summit Strategies does not typically employ grant writers, but in a variety of ways we do aid our
clients who are looking to secure federal funding through federal grants.
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Our team has an extensive history of working with public government clients on federal grants,
from start to finish. As we previously explained, we have worked with congressional offices and
committees to create new grant programs or pilot programs; to change the focus or criteria for
grants to aid our clients; or to add language to grant programs to increase our clients’ chances of
success.

Our team monitors publications daily, to ensure no new opportunities are missed and assist our
clients by reviewing and editing draft grant applications. We advise clients about key eligibility
requirements, non-federal match requirements, and other criterion that will be used to consider their
application. We also find that working with the agencies as early as possible improves the quality of
our clients’ proposals and increases their chances for success.

Due to our familiarity with federal grant making and our constant efforts to remain as
knowledgeable as possible about what the administration is seeking to fund when it announces each
NOFO, we are able to advise our clients about grant announcements that fit their needs and those
that are more likely to be a waste of their time and resources to pursue. In those instances where
applications are not successful, we regularly arrange debriefs with the federal agency so that our
clients can be better prepared or make appropriate adjustments should they decide to pursue a
second or third application when the agency announces the next round of funding.

A schedule of recommended activities for City representatives to participate in
Should we be fortunate enough to be chosen to represent the City of Forest Grove, we recommend
the following activities:

Immediately: [ntroduction. Our team would like to meet with the city manager, key staff and
department heads, and elected officials to learn as much as possible about your priorities, key
projects, and challenges. This knowledge will assist us daily as we talk to policy makers in DC.

Fall/Winter: Develop the City’s federal agenda. The development and refinement of a federal agenda is a
key component of the federal lobbying process. It ensures both we and your congressional
delegation are aware of what projects and issues are important to the City. It also produces a
document that can be used as a measuring stick for progress. Armed with this agenda, our team is
then able to work with Congress and the administration to seek out opportunities and threats, and to
educate and counsel the City on appropriate responses and outreach. We make sure we are always
available to our clients, so we can respond to emergencies and to meet your deadlines.

Spring (late February/March/April): City trip to Washington, DC. 1t’s important eatly in the year
for City representatives to come to Washington, D.C,, to brief the congressional delegation on the
City’s federal agenda, and to meet with key agency staff about opportunities and grant programs.
Summit will coordinate and schedule on-the-ground activities for the City.

August: Szaff visits. During the August recess delegation staff will take trips back to the state. During
this time, we will arrange for staff to visit and to see the City’s projects firsthand.
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Fall (September/October): City trip to Washington, DC. If the City is able, a fall trip is useful to
ensure your priorities are still in the forefront of the delegation’s mind, but also to address other
issues or projects that may have come up since the beginning of the year.

Late Fall: Summit Strategies trip to Forest Grove. This is a good opportunity for Summit to brief the City
and Council on the year, to talk about what’s on the horizon for the year to come, and to begin
work on the next year’s federal agenda.

Explanation of staff roles and responsibilities

Hal Hiemstra will be the City’s primary contact and coordinate Summit’s interaction with
congtressional and agency contacts. In addition to serving as Project Manager and team leader for
Summit, Mr. Hiemstra will take the lead on all transportation infrastructure matters of interest to the
City. Mark Dedrick will take the lead on other issues of interest, such as economic development,
policing, and natural resources. Ms. Giguere and Mr. Beall will be available to meet with City
officials in Forest Grove and handle items which come up suddenly in Oregon. Because Ms.
Giguere and Mr. Beall travel regularly to D.C., they will also be available when appropriate, to help
represent the City before members of Congtress, their staff, and the administration.

Proposed schedule for developing and adopting the City’s grant priorities for FY2020
It is our recommendation that we develop and adopt the City’s grant priorities in conjunction with
the City’s policy, infrastructure, and social services priorities as part of the consultation that we
outlined in Section C above. We are prepared to meet with the City as soon as possible to better
understand your priorities and begin developing the City’s FY20 federal agenda. Within that agenda,
we will identify strategies for pursuing either federal legislative solutions, , federal loans, or other
solutions that could most likely address the city’s need.

Working with the City Manager, it would be ideal if the City Council could adopt the City’s federal
priorities by early 2020.

Project Approach and Understanding

Summit Strategies will represent the interests of the City of Forest Grove before Congress, Oregon’s
congressional delegation, key congressional committees, all pertinent federal agencies, and local,
regional, and state entities as needed to fully implement the policy priorities or projects that are
defined by the City. Summit will provide an annual strategy for accomplishing the Scope of Work,
provide regular updates, periodically develop in-depth briefings and written congressional updates
for the City, and make ourselves available for in-person briefings with the City.

Based on our knowledge of the City’s current needs and the Scope of Work, we would help the City
by performing the following elements:
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1. Advise and assist in the preparation of the City’s annual federal legislative agenda. Summit will

advise the City about legislative and federal funding opportunities and policy measures that are likely
to be considered by Congress. In the fall of each year, we will assist City in developing and preparing
the City’s federal legislative agenda for the coming year. Summit will be available to meet with the
City as the agenda is developed, finalized, and modified as needed throughout the year.

2. Advise and assist in the preparation and implementation of strategies to accomplish the City’s

federal policy and funding priorities. The Firm will schedule and assist the City in presenting the
City’s final federal policy and funding priorities to relevant members of the Oregon congressional
delegation and key federal agency personnel. Throughout the year, Summit will coordinate
congtressional visits by City Councilmembers and staff to reinforce messages on City priorities
and/or introduce new concerns to the congressional delegation. We will also coordinate site visits in
the City by members of Congress, federal agencies, and their staff to highlight City priorities.

3. Monitor and provide information on federal matters of interest or concern to the City. The Firm

will work with the City to identify priorities and will then monitor legislative proposals relevant to
those priorities. We will attend hearings and mark-ups and provide written reports. We will analyze
the administration’s budget, federal transportation authorization and appropriations legislation, and
any grant opportunities, regulations, or initiatives that we believe will affect the City.

We will help guide City responses on proposed federal actions by drafting responses to proposed
rules and guidelines; drafting correspondence from the City reacting to legislative proposals; sharing
position papers and briefing materials; and drafting resolutions and legislative amendments for the
delegation to offer to modify adverse proposals or draw attention to City priorities.

Summit will also monitor daily all federal grant-making announcements and proposed rules,
regulations, and policy guidance in order to make sure the City is always apprised of opportunities
and threats at the earliest possible time.

4. Identify, establish, and/or maintain contacts and working relationships. Summit partners and

professionals have decades of experience establishing and maintaining relationships on a bipartisan
basis with individual congressional staff, agency and administration officials, and members of
Congress responsible for making or implementing decisions that affect the City. Partners at Summit
maintain strong professional and personal ties to the Oregon congressional delegation and their
staff. We have relationships with congressional and agency staff, and we quickly establish good
relationships with new congressional and federal agency staff who can impact the City’s federal
agenda. Over the years we have succeeded on behalf of our clients working with both Republican
and Democratic Presidents, and with the House and Senate regardless of which political party
controls those bodies.

5. Advocate for City’s interests before Congress, with the administration, and relevant interest
groups. In addition, Summit will respond to inquiries from members of Oregon’s congressional

delegation and provide them with timely responses to questions they may have about City issues.
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Perhaps more importantly, Summit will proactively and persistently advocate with members of
Congress, congressional staff, and administration officials to help advance the City’s priorities.

6. Identify funding opportunities and assist in securing federal funds for County priorities. Summit

reviews federal grant funding announcements daily and brings relevant announcements to the
attention of our clients.

7. Draft background papers, position papers, testimony, correspondence, bills and amendments.

Summit will draft background and position papers, testimony, correspondence, bills, and
amendments when requested by the City or when Summit identifies opportunities.

8. Arrange and prepare for meetings. Summit will arrange meetings and prepare City officials for

meetings with members of Congress, congressional staff, federal officials, and other organizations in
Washington D.C. and in Oregon. Working with the City, we will prepare briefing materials and
talking points for City officials and provide pre-meeting strategy sessions so that City officials are
prepared to effectively advocate for your priorities.

9. Appear before the City Commission. Summit Strategies partners like to meet with our clients early
each fall to provide an in-person congressional update and engage in discussions about any
refinements or adjustments that should be made in the strategies for advancing the City’s priorities.

10. Maintain excellent lines of communication with the City. Regular communication with our

clients is fundamental to a successful relationship. Based on our experience working with local
government clients, we are aware of the information and updates that are most valuable. Regular
communication through e-mail, telephone, and memo is essential and will include specific actions to
be taken when appropriate. We tailor our communications to meet each client’s individual needs.

As part of our communication with our clients Summit provides two weekly, general updates, “the
Weekly Trek” and “the Week Ahead” as well as communication and updates based on the
movement of legislation and new opportunities to advance specific priorities. In addition, we are
happy to adjust our updates and communication to whatever form is most useful, including monthly
activity reports. Some of our government clients also ask us to brief their elected officials once a
year, typically near either the beginning or end of the calendar year, to provide either a look ahead or
a look back, and we are happy to extend this service to the City of Forest Grove.

Examples of client communications our firm currently provides for existing clients include:

* Monthly updates for clients detailing actions taken by us, as well as on legislative and
administrative actions on issues that affect the client’s agenda;

*= Memos on major pieces of legislation, the administration’s budget request, appropriations
bills, and new initiatives;

= All grant announcements that we believe are relevant to the client’s priorities;

= Sharing of news articles, introduction of legislation, or administrative announcements;
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* An annual report at the beginning of each congressional session outlining expected policy
positions and legislative opportunities; and
= Other reports as requested by the client.
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Proposed Budget

Summit Strategies has structured a variety of billing arrangements with its clients and is willing to
entertain any reasonable arrangement that would be of interest to the City of Forest Grove. The two
types of billing arrangements we typically engage with clients on are monthly retainers or hourly
agreements. We find that most of our municipal government clients prefer retainer arrangements.
These arrangements enable our team to work on behalf of the client daily and provide clear,
monthly predictability on the expenses involved, something that many of our clients need and
desire. Retainer arrangements also enable the project manager to add firm professionals to a project
when the manager feels that they can bring added value to our representation of the client — and to
do so without additional expense to the client.

Based upon our perception of the City’s Scope of Work, we propose performing all services
outlined on a retainer basis at an annual cost of $75,000 ($6,250 per month) plus up to $5,000 in
itemized out of pocket expenses made up primarily of travel and copying expenses. All clients
receive monthly billing statements itemizing any out of pocket expenses incurred.

While our team is committed to putting in the number of hours needed to successfully represent the
City, generally, we assume that our proposed $75,000 annual retainer will be allocated in the
following manner:

Personnel Billing [ Tasks Est. Hours

Rate Annually
Hal $350 ®  Team Leader 75 hours
Hiemstra * Contract negotiation/overall management and direction

* Project management/team coordination

*  Advise and assist in the preparation of legislative strategies
and policy positions

*  Legislative monitoring

»  Represent the City’s transportation interests during the
annual appropriation and upcoming FAST Act
reauthorization debate

* Review congressional appropriations process and advise
City about opportunities related to same

* Review federal grant opportunities and advise the City
about relevant Notices of Funding Opportunities

* Draft papers, positions, correspondence, bills, and
amendments as necessary

* Identify and establish and maintain contacts and working
relationships with relevant individuals, congressional
offices and agencies
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Brief City officials on legislative and appropriations issues,
prepare for and attend meetings with members of
Congress, the administration, etc.

Arrange City visits to Congress, prepare for and attend
meetings with members of Congtress, the administration,
etc.

Mark
Dedrick

$350

Adpvise and assist in the preparation of federal legislative
strategies and policy positions.

Legislative monitoring

Review congressional appropriations process and advise
City about opportunities

Identify and establish contacts and working relationships
with relevant individuals, offices and agencies

Brief City officials on legislative and appropriations issues,
prepare for and attend meetings with members of
Congtress, the administration, etc.

General congressional and administration monitoring
Assist with representation on City funding requests and
periodically meet with City officials

50 hours

Michelle
Giguere

$350

Advise and assist in the preparation of federal legislative
strategies and policy positions, and assist with strategies
within Oregon at the regional and state level

Legislative monitoring

Identify and establish contacts and working relationships
with relevant individuals, offices, and agencies

Brief City officials on legislative and appropriations issues,
prepare for and attend meetings with members of
Congtess, the administration, county officials, and others

50 hours

Jim Beall

$350

Advise and assist in the preparation of federal legislative
strategies and policy positions, and assist with strategies
within Oregon at the regional and state level

Legislative monitoring

Identify and establish contacts and working relationships
with relevant individuals, offices and agencies

Brief City officials on legislative and appropriations issues,
prepare for and attend meetings with members of
Congtess, the administration, county officials, and others

39 hours
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Clients and Communication

List of Clients Summit Strategies expects to represent before Congress in 2020
Association of Union Constructors

City of Lynnwood

City of Tukwila

Clackamas County

Clackamas County — Willamette Falls Locks
Confederated Tribes of Grand Ronde

Cubic Transportation Systems

Frontera

The Greenbrier Companies

Kimco Realty

Las Vegas Convention and Visitors Association
Metro

Midwater Trawlers

National Forest Homeowners

National Forest Recreation Association
Norfolk Southern Corporation

OOIDA

Oregon Shipping Group

Port of Hood River

Port of Pasco

Port of Walla Walla

Professional Engineers in California Government
Rail Security Alliance

Scientific Games

Texas Central Partnets

TriMet

Tube Forgings

US Travel Association

Washington State Department of Transportation
Yamhill County

Zidell

Three samples of written communication or reports

Regular communication with our clients is fundamental to a successful relationship. Based on the
Firm’s experience working with local government clients, we are aware of the information and
updates that are most valuable. Regular communication through e-mail, telephone, and memo is
essential, and will include specific actions to be taken when appropriate. We tailor our
communications to meet each client’s individual needs.

As previously explained, Summit provides two weekly, general updates, “the Weekly Trek” and “the
Week Ahead” as well as specific communication and updates based on the introduction or
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movement of legislation and new opportunities to advance specific priorities. In addition, we are
more than happy to adjust our updates and communication to whatever form is most useful,
including monthly activity reports.

As requested in the RFP, we have provided (in Appendix A) three examples of specific updates we
have provided for clients.

® One Clackamas County end of year briefing memo
*  One TriMet update
®  One Weekly Trek

Specific examples of Summit’s experience providing lobbying consulting services to
governmental entities during the last three years:
Clackamas County, Oregon

A specific list of recent successful Clackamas County legislative initiatives includes:

*  Transportation: We have worked on the I-205/Abernathy Bridge project for many years, starting
with providing advice on how to get the project adopted by JPACT as its number one regional
priority, and how to get ODOT to nominate the corridor for designation as a Project of
National and Regional Significance. During consideration of the FAST Act by Congress, we
were able to secure legislative language identifying I-205 as a High Priority Corridor on the
National Highway System. We have provided direct advocacy with Congress and USDOT as the
agency has considered ODOT-submitted INFRA grant funding requests for the Abernathy
Bridge/1-205 project. During the last round of BUILD funding from USDOT, we assisted the
County in securing congressional supportt for the county’s Bull Run Bridge BUILD application.
When that application was unsuccessful, we arranged for a debrief with USDOT so that the
County could understand more clearly the strengths and weaknesses of its previous BUILD
application and can revise its proposal should the County chose to pursue BUILD funding
again.

®  Secure Rural Schools: For nearly 20 years, Summit professionals have worked with the National
Forest Counties and Schools Coalition, the Association of O&C Counties, the Association of
Oregon Counties, the National Association of Counties, and the Oregon congressional
delegation as Congress has periodically debated the passage and reauthorization of the Secure
Rural Schools Act. These activities have helped to lend the County’s voice during three
successful reauthorizations of the original act, most recently in 2018.

*  Willamette Falls: Summit Strategies is involved with several projects located at Willamette Falls.
Working with the County, other stakeholders, and the congressional delegation, we drafted an
amendment to the Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) reauthorization that requires
the US Army Corps of Engineers to consider local, regional, state and other historic, cultural,
recreation, and economic benefits of reopening the Willamette Falls Locks, as opposed to only
commercial tonnage. This amendment was enacted into law. We also helped to craft a strategy
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for working with the Corps on a now completed disposition of asset study. In addition, for the
past three years we have worked to ensure that funds are appropriated for caretaker status of the
locks and for the Corps to complete its disposition study, getting the project adopted into the
Corps’ annual workplan. This year our work resulted in an advance of $500,000 which allows the
Corps to do design and engineering on its portion of planned repair to the locks.

Working on behalf of the County on the Willamette Falls Legacy Project, we developed and
regularly update a federal grant matrix of possible grants to help the project.

*  Brownfields: We worked with the County, Metro, Oregon City, and others to successfully apply
for an EPA Brownfields Wide Area Assessment grant. The $600,000 awarded allows for a three-
year assessment of hundreds of vacant and possibly polluted properties in the McLoughlin
corridor. Identification of key sites in Oregon City, Gladstone, Jennings Lodge, Oak Grove, and
Milwaukie is critically important to laying a foundation for redevelopment and possible
remediation. Reuse of these sites will spur investment and create jobs while also providing better
access to jobs and to natural areas.

Port, City and County of Walla Walla, Washington
Summit Strategies has represented the Port, City, and County of Walla Walla for over a decade.

Initially, our representation of the City focused on securing federal funding for the widening of U.S.
Highway 12 from Pasco to Walla Walla. Over the years, we helped to secure more than $20 million
in federal funding for this project. Our work has broadened in recent years. Two recent successes
include:

»  FAA Reauthorization: The Port of Walla Walla owns and operates Walla Walla Regional Airport
and maintains a local “cost-share” air traffic control tower at the airport. Local cost share
contributions were not previously capped and over the past decade, ever increasing operational
costs shifted a financial burden onto the Port of Walla Walla to maintain the contract towet.
Because scheduled commercial air services continued to grow in Walla Walla, Summit proposed
a legislative solution that would exempt contract tower operators from local cost share
responsibilities if commercial air services were serving more than 25,000 passengers annually.
This legislative change was made in the FAA Reauthorization bill signed into law in 2018. The
change will save the Port of Walla Walla approximately $100,000 annually.

»  Mill Creek Flood Control Project: Facing the possible collapse of the 85 year old Mill Creek flood
control channel that runs through and under parts of downtown Walla Walla — a collapse that
would have cost hundreds of millions of dollars in property damage and flood downtown Walla
Woalla — Summit Strategies has been working for the past 4 years with County, City, and Port of
Walla and the Downtown Walla Walla Foundation to secure funding from the Corps for a
General Investigation (GI) Study to evaluate Mill Creek’s safety and viability, and the need for
stabilizing improvements.

Alongside the Mill Creek Coalition, Summit Strategies worked with the Washington state
congtressional delegation to strongly advocate for a GI Study of the Mill Creek Flood Control
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Channel. Following three years of advocating for increased Corps funding and congressional
directives to initiate new flood control projects by the Corps, Walla Walla’s Mill Creek Flood
Control project was included in the US Army Corps of Engineers 2018 Work Plan as one of
only six “new starts” nationwide.

Since that announcement, additional supplemental funding has now been secured for the project
and the $3 million GI Study is now fully funded. Over the next three years, this new GI study
will examine the Mill Creek Flood Channel’s risks and identify ways to address its infrastructure
problems. Significant additional amounts of federal funding will undoubtedly be needed to fully
address the infrastructure problems that will be documented in the study, but for now, the
project has finally been initiated and the local community is one step closer to solving this
significant problem.

Throughout this effort, Summit Strategies coordinated the entire lobbying effort and organized
congtressional fly-ins by coalition partners, coordinated congressional visits including meetings
with key congressional committees, organized regular meetings with the Corps, arranged
meetings at the White House, and scheduled regular meetings with the Office of Management
and Budget. Summit worked especially closely with Senator Murray and Representative Cathy
McMorris Rodgers on this effort.

Yambhill County and the Newberg-Dundee Bypass

For the Yamhill County Parkway Committee, Summit has helped to secure state and federal
approval of the Newberg-Dundee bypass, including $250 million in federal, Tribal, state, and local
funding for its development and construction. Summit represented the Parkway Committee, made
up of local and regional elected officials, the Grand Ronde Tribe, and major private sector
employers. This broad coalition proved highly effective in gaining support of the Oregon
congressional delegation for the largest congressional earmark in a major transportation bill, support
from the Oregon State Legislature for the largest project funding ($92 million) in a major
transportation funding package, and additional State funding approved in 2017.

We also worked with the congressional delegation to secure a special legislative provision in the
FAST Act designating the project as a High Priority Corridor for new federal funding provided in
the bill. The first phase of the bypass opened in January 2018 and has already been successful in
easing traffic congestion, moving heavy freight vehicles off the historic communities of Newberg
and Dundee’s main streets, reducing the emission of greenhouse gases, and improving
bike/pedestrian safety and improved transit service. The next phase (completion) of the bypass is
now underway with new funding from the State Legislature. Summit has been and will remain
extremely active with the OTC, MWACT, OTF, Marion and coastal counties, and the Governot’s
office as the project moves forward. We also continue to work with the congressional delegation
regarding reauthorization of the FAST Act and opportunities for complete funding of the bypass.
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Supporting Documents
List of Clients

Please find a list of Summit Strategies government affairs clients during the 114®, 115®, and 116"

sessions of Congress included in Appendix B.

A Sample Grant Tracking Report

Please find a sample grant tracking report included in Appendix C.

List of three references and description

Clackamas County, Oregon
Gary Schmidt

County Administrator
Clackamas County, Oregon
2051 Kaen Road

Oregon City, OR 97045

(503) 655-8581

Gschmidt@clackamas.us

Yambhill County Parkway Committee
David Haugeberg

Haugeberg, Reuter, Gowell,

Fredericks & Higgins, P.C

620 NE Fifth Street

PO Box 480

McMinnville, OR 97128

(503) 472-3863
dchaugeberg@htglawyers.com

City of Walla Walla, WA
Nabiel Shawa, City Manager
15 North 3rd Avenue

Walla Walla, WA 99362
(509) 527-4522
nshawa@wallawallawa.oov

Signature Page and Attestation of Compliance with Tax Laws

Please find these documents in Appendix D.

Appendices

Please find Appendices A, B, C, and D on the following pages.

20| Page

PDF Page 123



Appendix A

Clackamas County End of Session Briefing

MEMORANDUM
TO: Clackamas County Board of County Commissioners
FROM: Mark Dedrick

Hal Hiemstra
Michelle Giguere

DATE: October 1, 2018
CLIENT: Clackamas County

RE: Congressional Update

Thank you for the opportunity to visit with you at your October 9, 2018 Policy Session. We always
appreciate the chance to provide you with a brief congressional update and hope this summary will
be helpful to you prior to our discussion.

2018 Clackamas County Federal Priorities:

Summit Strategies is pleased to advocate for the County’s positions and communicate on a regular
basis with you and your policy team, with Oregon’s congressional delegation, and with relevant
committee staff and agencies within the administration.

Following are brief updates on some of the County’s 2018 federal legislative priorities.

Federal Forest Management
¢ Federal Forest Management and O&C Lands
e Secure Rural Schools & Community Self-Determination Act

Secure Rural Schools has been a top County agenda item for many years, and the County has
successful advocated for this program’s reauthorization in prior sessions of Congress. This program
provides critical funding to timber dependent counties and has historically been an important source
of revenue for Clackamas County. Earlier this year, Senators Wyden and Merkley were able to
include a two-year extension of the Secure Rural Schools program in the Omnibus Appropriations
package. To avoid these regular SRS reauthorization struggles however, Senator Wyden is now
exploring a new permanent solution which would create an endowment fund, increased annually
with timber receipts that would fund annual economic development grants to counties. We will
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Memorandum to the Clackamas County
Board of County Commissioners
October 1, 2018

Page 2

continue to work with Senator Wyden on this proposal and represent the County’s interests as the
proposal is considered by Congress.

e Wildfires

After years of getting close, but with no resolution, Congress passed a comprehensive wildfire
funding fix, and included it in the FY18 Omnibus spending package which was signed into law
earlier this year. This package is designed to improve the way that wildfire suppression is funded,
and to largely end the cannibalization of the US Forest Service budget to deal with worsening fire
seasons.

The past few years have had very difficult wildfire seasons, particularly last year in Oregon, and as a
result there has been a great deal of work done to move legislation that would treat wildfires as
emergencies — much in the way that hurricanes and tornadoes are considered emergencies — instead
of robbing all other USES accounts to pay for firefighting and clean up. The fire activities
undertaken constrain the US Forest Service from doing work that would help to reduce wildfire risk,
and under current projections, wildfire activities were projected to make up two thirds of the US
Forest Service budget by 2021.

In the lead up this this success, Summit Strategies connected Clackamas County with the Fire
Funding Coalition, a broad-based coalition consisting of conservation organizations such as the
Nature Conservancy; timber industry associations such as the Allegheny Hardwood Utilization
Group; outdoor recreation groups such as the American Hiking Society; and other interested entities
including cities, counties and other associations. Summit Strategies has also continued to reach out
to the Oregon congressional delegation, as well as the House Natural Resources Committee and the
Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee to express the County’s concerns about the
danger of wildfire, and your interest in moving legislation to fix current problems.

e Cross Laminated Timber

Summit Strategies has continued to work on behalf of the County’s efforts on Cross Laminated
Timber. This included meetings with the Forest Service and the Oregon congressional delegation
regarding the County’s efforts on CLT, and the County’s intention to apply for a Wood Innovation
Grant through the US Forest Service later this month. We also worked with Congtress in favor of
legislation to advance the county’s efforts on CLT, including the Timber Innovation Act, which is
cosponsored by the entire Oregon congressional delegation. This legislation would provide
additional research on cross laminated timber and tall wood buildings and make grants available to
advance this industry. Thanks to the efforts of the delegation, most provisions from this legislation
were included in both the House and Senate versions of the Farm Bill. A final agreement has yet to
be reached on the Farm Bill at this time.

e Mit. Hood Cooper Spur Land Exchange
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As you know, the Mr. Hood Coper Spur Land Exchange will provide greater certainty for future
development at Government Camp, while permanently protecting new areas on the mountain. This
exchange was authorized in 2009, but disagreements with the US Forest Service over land appraisals
had stalled efforts to complete the exchange.

Summit Strategies has worked for years with the Oregon congressional delegation and the relevant
committees in the House and the Senate to move the issue forward, to allow the land exchange to
happen. Legislation written by Senators Wyden and Merkley and Congressmen Blumenauer and
Walden was signed into law by President Trump on January 10, 2018.

Transportation and Development

* Surface Transportation

Despite many promises from the Trump administration about its commitment for a large national
infrastructure funding package, neither the administration nor Congtress have seriously pursued the
passage of an infrastructure package this session of Congress. After promising a proposal all of last
year, in February of this year, the administration did release a broad $1.5 trillion framework to guide
the development of a legislative proposal, but a legislative proposal was never developed. One
significant weakness of the $1.5 trillion framework proposal — and perhaps a primary reason behind
its lack of further development — was that it did not include a serious funding strategy, just a
recommendation that Congress identify necessary funding sources to pay for the $1.5 trillion
proposal.

In July of this year, retiring House Transportation Committee Chairman Bill Shuster released what
he referred to as a “discussion draft” of a partial infrastructure proposal meant to reignite
discussions amount colleagues about how to consider “real solutions that will give America the
modern-day infrastructure that it needs.” Though Chairman Shuster claimed that his discussion draft
was bi-partisan, it was not endorsed by Rep. Peter DeFazio, the ranking Democrat on the House
Transportation Committee and next in line to become the chairman of the committee if the
Democrats retake control of the House of Representatives.

Where does this leave us in terms of a potential new infrastructure bill> Much will depend on the
outcome of the November mid-term elections. Rep. DeFazio has expressed a strong desire to make
a serious effort at passing a significant infrastructure bill next year if he becomes chairman of the
committee. Democrats consistently speak about the need for more infrastructure investment as well,
though they are likely to be just as gun shy about proposals to raise the federal fuel tax. Democrats
desires to move an infrastructure package next year will likely be tempered by a political calculous
which will consider how passage of a national infrastructure funding package might reflect on the
Trump administration. When recently commenting on his desire to move quickly on a national
infrastructure proposal next year, Rep. DeFazio said that he is confident that the American public
will be able to distinguish between who did and who didn’t deliver on promises to pass a new
national infrastructure package.

Federal Discretionary Funding — the Name of the Game at the Moment
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With progress on a new infrastructure funding package stalled for the time being, the County has
pursued federal discretionary funding opportunities to advance County transportation priorities.
This past March, when Congtress passed the FY19 Transportation Appropriation bill as part of a
massive omnibus spending package substantially increased funding for two discretionary
transportation funding programs: The TIGER program — now called the BUILD program, and the
FASTLANE program — now called the INFRA program.

During the first round of FASTLANE grants, ODOT applied for funding for the Abernathy Bridge
project, but the proposal was not successful. ODOT chose not to submit a request for funding in
the subsequent $1.5 billion round of FASTLANE/INFRA funding. Winners in that round of
funding were announced this past June; no Oregon projects were selected for funding. USDOT is
expected to announce a new round of INFRA funding sometime this fall.

In July of this year, the County did submit a BUILD discretionary grant proposal for replacement of
the Bull Run Bridge. The $8 million proposal is currently pending at USDOT and the agency is
expected to announce selected winners in early December. Like the last round of INFRA grants, the
current round of BUILD funding totaled $1.5 billion dollars, but the program remains highly
competitive and in previous rounds of funding, the Trump Administration has shown a strong
favoritism towards rural projects. Thirteen BUILD requests were submitted from Oregon, with
more than 800 applications submitted nationwide.

Willamette Falls Projects

e Willamette Falls Locks

The efforts to see the Willamette Falls Locks repaired and then transferred to a local entity have
made great progress in 2018. Efforts from Summit, the County, and stakeholders have yielded great
results in terms of developing enhanced relationships with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

The draft disposition study on the Locks was completed in 2017, and it is currently at the US Army
Corps of Engineers headquarters where they are working to produce a final report on the
disposition of the Locks. In 2018, Summit Strategies has met many times with the Corps, including
arranging visits to Washington, D.C. by the County in April and September regarding the timing and
substance of the Director’s Report, and what sort of legislative action would be necessary to
complete the transfer. Our work on this project at the federal level has also extended to Congress,
specifically to the Oregon delegation, the House Transportation and Infrastructure Committee and
the Senate Environment and Public Works Committee, ultimately securing language in the final
version of the Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) to help advance the project. WRDA has
yet to pass the Senate but is expected to pass later this month.

At this point in the project, the County’s partnership with the Corps remains strong, and the
delegation is very engaged and active in helping the County to achieve its goal of a successful
reopening of the Locks. Summit Strategies will continue to work with all of these parties going
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forward, to secure funding for the Locks and to secure language authorizing the transfer of the
facility.

e Willamette Falls Legacy Project/Masterplan for Redevelopment:

We continue to work with County officials and project partners on redevelopment of the former
Blue Heron mill site. We have helped to coordinate multiple visits and tours by congressional staff
and work closely with all the stakeholders on this project. We have provided information and
timelines on various federal grant programs and have helped to coordinate and attend meetings in
D.C. by County, Metro, and other officials. We have also worked to keep the Congressional
delegation briefed on developments on the project.

e Willamette Falls Heritage Area

In July, the Willamette Falls National Heritage Area Coalition finalized their feasibility study for the
creation of the new National Heritage Area at Willamette Falls. Clackamas County is an active
partner in the coalition for many years. Since the release of the study, Summit has briefed the
Oregon congtressional delegation on the study as well as an evaluation by National Park Service staff
that the study meets their criteria. Congressman Schrader has agreed to introduce legislation in the
House, while Senator Merkley has agreed to introduce companion legislation in the Senate.

e VWillamette Falls Salmon Preservation through Sea Lion Control

Clackamas County has long supported efforts to address aggressive sea lions at Willamette Falls,
which pose a danger to river users and are threatening endangered salmon runs and other fish
species. The 115" Congress has seen actual movement on legislative efforts to address this issue for
the first time in many years. In the House, Congresswoman Herrera-Beutler and Congressman
Schrader were able to move legislation through the House which would allow the state of Oregon
and some tribes to manage the sea lion population, including using lethal methods. On the Senate
side, three separate pieces of legislation have been introduced, including a similar bill from Senators
Merkley and Wyden. The Senate has yet to bring legislation to the floor.

Opioids

Congressional efforts to provide new resources to fight the national opioid crisis are making their
way through Congress and a comprehensive package of renewed or new funding tools should be
finalized soon. On Friday, September 28, the House passed a comprehensive conference agreement
H.R. 6, on a vote of 393-8. It includes advances in treatment, requirements for best prescribing
practices, help with drug take back programs and efforts to stop deadly, illegal fentanyl from coming
across our borders.

H.R. 6 as passed in the House was a conference agreement that packaged together previously passed
House bills and a package of 70 Senate bills that had been passed in the Senate on September 17.
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The Senate package costs $8.4 billion and created, expanded and/or renewed programs across
multiple agencies. The Senate is expected to pass H.R. 6 soon.

Unfortunately, one provision that the County has been advocating for appears to have been left out
of the final conference package. That provision was supported strongly by Reps. Schrader and
Blumenauer and had been included in H.R. 6082 — the Overdoes and Prevention and Patient Safety
Act — one of the many House bills designed to address issues associated with the opioid crisis.
Briefly, H.R. 6082 amended the Public Health Service Act to align federal privacy standards more
closely with standards under the Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act (HIPAA).
While the sharing of medical records to improve patient treatment seems obvious, the matter got
hung up over privacy concerns and conferees were not able to agree on compromise language, so
the provision was left out of the final comprehensive package.

The final conference agreement has been criticized by public health advocates and experts for not
providing adequate funding to fully combat a crisis that is currently responsible for the deaths of
close to 50,000 annually. But, in the current congressional environment, agreement on any package
should be considered a significant win and will provide the county with certainty about many
programs that now receive some federal funding and an attempt to combat the current crisis.

FY19 Appropriations

Throughout the past year, Summit Strategies has worked with the County to identify federal
programs that matter the most to the County, and that could potentially provide significant new
resources to the county to implement social services goals and other key objectives. We have worked
with the Oregon congressional delegation and the Appropriations Committees to provide details
about how the County has used federal resources in the past, and the impact changes to existing
federal programs would have on the county’s ability to continue to deliver critical services to County
residents. We have outlined some of these programs below.

In a change from recent years, Congress has taken significant action on all twelve of the
appropriations bills which fund the federal government. President Trump has signed two full-year
‘minibus’ appropriations bills, one including the FY19 Energy & Water, Legislative Branch, and
Military Construction-Veterans Affairs bills and the other including the FY19 Defense and Labot-
Health and Human Services-Education bills. The latter had a continuing resolution attaching to it,
which will fund the remaining agencies until December 7. This will give lawmakers more time to
discuss final legislative provisions and handle President Trump’s demand for controversial border
wall funding.

Please find an appropriations chart on the final page.

Additional Recent Outreach on behalf of the County

Finally, we coordinated and scheduled County trips with Commissioners and staff in April and
September. These trips included meetings with every member of the Oregon congressional
delegation, congressional committee staff, and key agencies including the Department of
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Transportation, US Army Corps of Engineers, the US Forest Service, and the Department of
Housing and Urban Development.
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TriMet Update

Washington Update September 19, 2019

Congress Racing to Pass a Short-Term CR by October 1

The House of Representatives passed a “clean” Continuing Resolution (CR) on Thursday and the
Senate is expected to pass its own CR next week. The bill does not include any of the anomalies
requested by the White House nor does it cancel the rescission of unobligated highway contract
authority.

The short-term CR will run until November 21, 2019, giving both chambers time to attempt to
pass individual FY20 appropriation bills between now and late November. Should current
tensions between the House and the Senate continue to prevail in late November, Congress will
then be faced with the need to pass a long-term CR for the rest of the fiscal year. Current
tensions between the House and Senate have been heightened over disagreements related to
funding for construction of new border wall between the U.S. and Mexico.

CR Suspends Rostenkowski Test; Fails to Cancel Rescission

Many had hoped the CR would include a cancellation of the rescission, which was added to the
FAST Act to lower the bill’s price tag, but there is no provision addressing the rescission in the
stopgap legislation. This is despite the efforts of transportation advocates both on and off Capitol
Hill. Sens. John Barrasso (R-WY) and Tom Carper (D-DE), the Chair and ranking member of
the Senate Environment and Public Works Committee, respectively, are working to have it
included in the CR. In addition, 41 transportation organizations, including the American
Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO), recently sent a letter to
congressional leadership urging them to include the cancellation in the CR.

There is a possibility a cancellation of the rescission could be included in the full FY20
Transportation, Housing and Urban Development, and Related Agencies (THUD) appropriations
bill. While the rescission could be cancelled anytime before the implementation date of July 1,
2020, doing so before the FY20 THUD bill goes through would make it easier for state
departments of transportation to plan spending for the upcoming years.

The CR does provide some good news for mass transit, however, as it suspends the
Rostenkowski test for its duration. As we explained in our last update, if a suspension of the test
wasn’t included in the CR, formula funding for the federal transit program would have been
decreased by $1 billion from the FAST Act authorized level. Luckily, lawmakers included a
suspension for the period of time covered by the CR.
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Senate Subcommittee Approves FY20 THUD Bill

The Senate Appropriations Subcommittee on Transportation, Housing and Urban Development,
and Related Agencies (THUD) advanced its FY20 THUD bill on Tuesday and the full
Appropriations Committee approved the bill Thursday morning.

The bill text and committee report have yet to be released but the legislation does not contain any
controversial policy riders, which Subcommittee Chair Susan Collins (R-ME) explained as
necessary to “smooth the path for the bill.” The subcommittee markup was congenial, with
ranking member Jack Reed (D-RI) praising the bipartisan nature of the bill.

The legislation provides $86.6 billion ($168 million above the FY 19 enacted level) in budget
authority for the Department of Transportation, which includes $25.3 billion in discretionary
appropriations and $61.3 billion in obligation limitation. These topline numbers are in line with
the House-passed FY20 THUD bill, but the funding levels do diverge when looking at individual
agencies and programs.

- FTA: The Senate bill provides $13 billion for the FTA. This includes $10.1 billion for
transit formula grants, consistent with FAST Act levels, and $560 million from the
general fund for transit infrastructure grants.

The Senate bill provides $1.978 billion for the Capital Investment Grant (CIG) program,
which is $324 million less than what the House bill provides. $1.1 billion will be required
under both bills for CIG projects that already have signed full funding grant agreements.
The House bill provided an additional $802 million for FY20 installments of any new
projects where the Secretary might sign a multi-year grant agreement, in addition to $430
million for one-off “small-starts” and $50 million for the alternative delivery pilot
program.

- FRA: The Senate bill provides $2.8 billion to the FRA, a $76 million increase over the
FY19 enacted level. This includes $255 million for the Consolidated Rail Infrastructure
and Safety Improvement (CRISI) grant program, $300 million for the Federal-State
Partnership for State of Good Repair grants, and $2 million for Restoration and
Enhancement grants.

The House bill provides $3 billion to the FRA and $700 million the FAST Act authorized
grant programs. Of this $700 million, $350 went to CRISI and the $350 million went to
State of Good Repair grants. The House bill does not fund Restoration and Enhancement
Grants.

- FAA: The Senate bill provides $17.69 billion in budgetary resources to the FAA. This is
$236 million over the FY 19 enacted level, $583 million over the president’s budget
request, and $32 million over the House-passed bill. The Senate bill includes $3.8 billion
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for Airport Improvement Program (AIP) grants and $1.2 billion for Next Generation
(NextGen) Air Transportation System investments.

- FHWA: The Senate bill provides $2.7 billion in discretionary appropriations and $47
billion in obligation limitation (consistent with FAST Act levels) to the FHWA. This is
$546 million above the FY'19 enacted level and $2.6 billion over the president’s budget
request. The House bill also funds the obligation limitation consistent with the FAST Act
level, but only provides $1.75 billion in discretionary appropriations. (As authorized by
the FAST Act, the discretionary INFRA program is funded at $1 billion for FY20 in
guaranteed funding from the Highway Trust Fund.)

- BUILD: The Senate bill provides $1 billion for the BUILD program, which is consistent
with both the House bill and the president’s budget request.

California Emissions Authority Revoked

President Trump announced in a tweet on Wednesday his administration is revoking California’s
authority to regulate vehicle greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. The EPA is soon expected to
formally revoke the state’s waiver to enforce stricter vehicle GHG emission standards. The EPA
previously granted California the waiver during the Obama administration, which built on the
special status given to the state in the 1970 Clean Air Act to set its own standards on tailpipe
emissions.

The action comes after the Department of Justice initiated an antitrust investigation into an
agreement on fuel efficiency standards reached by California and Ford, Volkswagen, Honda, and
BMW in July. Under the deal, the automakers agreed to manufacture passenger vehicles
averaging 50 miles per gallon by model year 2026 (which tracks with the Obama
administration’s implementation of the CAFE standards).

The Trump administration intends to publish a rule in the coming weeks to loosen fuel efficiency
requirements under a national standard. The rule would freeze the standard at 37 miles per gallon
between 2020 and 2026.

California Governor Gavin Newsom (D) said yesterday the revocation was part of a “political
vendetta” and California Attorney General Xavier Becerra has already threatened legal action. If
California were to win and maintain the right to set its own standards, which thirteen other state
comply with, automakers could be facing two different sets of fuel efficiency standards.

The thirteen states — Connecticut, Delaware, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, New Jersey, New
Mexico, New York, Oregon, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont, and Washington — make up
40% of the nation’s car market. Higher standards set by California would force automakers to
comply with stricter requirements than ones set by the Trump administration in order to maintain
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market access. No automobile manufacturers have been advocating for a relaxation of the fuel
economy standards.

Congressional Notes

Last Week, the House Transportation & Infrastructure (T&I) Subcommittee on Highways and
Transit held a hearing on congestion pricing and tolling. Most committee members expressed
doubts as to whether congestion pricing and tolling could adequately address traffic congestion
and infrastructure funding shortfalls.

Full T&I Committee Chairman Peter DeFazio (D-OR) expressed skepticism about congestion
pricing and suggested that he was “disturbed by the obsession with tolling and congestion
pricing.” He went on to express his frustration with the lack of federal infrastructure investment
and argued for increasing the gas tax and investing in new transportation technologies. Rep. John
Katko (R-NY) echoed DeFazio when he suggested the push for congestion pricing and tolling is
due to Congress’s inability to find a sustainable funding source for the Highway Trust Fund.

Notably, Travis Brouwer, ODOT’s Assistant Director for Public Affairs, testified at the hearing.
He related that the Oregon legislature understand “they can’t build their way out of congestion,”
which resulted in the legislature authorizing the exploration of tolling and pricing options on I-5
and 1-205 to address congestion in the Portland region.

Witnesses included Oliver Gilbert III, Mayor, City of Miami Gardens Chairman, Miami-Dade
Transportation Planning Organization (testimony here); Travis Brouwer, Assistant Director for
Public Affairs, Oregon Department of Transportation (testimony here); Tilly Chang, Executive
Director, San Francisco County Transportation authority, on behalf of the Intelligent
Transportation Society of America (testimony here); Darren Hawkins, President and Chief
Executive Officer, YRC Worldwide Inc., on behalf of the American Trucking Associations
(testimony here); Timothy Lomax, Regents Fellow, Texas A&M Transportation Institute
(testimony here); and Marc Scribner, Senior Fellow, Competitive Enterprise Institute (testimony
here).

Next Tuesday, September 24 the House Transportation & Infrastructure Subcommittee on
Railroads, Pipelines, and Hazardous Materials will hold a hearing on Challenges and
Opportunities for Commuter Railroads.”

Transit News Roundup

Transit to the Trailhead: Bus Service in a Recreation Corridor Takes Off. Route Fifty
In the City That Ride-Hailing Forgot, Change Is Coming. CityLab

Why we need to reframe the rules of transportation design. Curbed
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e Tribal leaders, lawmakers chide FCC for lack of progress on broadband. Cronkite News
Labor

e Newsom signs bill rewriting California employment law, limiting use of independent
contractors. LA Times

e Truckers Tell FMCSA of Concerns About Coercion, Flexibility at HOS Listening Session.
Transport Topics

o  Why GM Workers Are Striking. NPR

e Trump’s Labor Nominee, Eugene Scalia, Poised to Advance in Senate. \Wall Street
Journal

Taxation & Trade

e ANALYSIS: Proposed CFIUS Reform Regulations: A First Look. Bloomberg

e Chinese officials cancel U.S. farm visits as Trump says he feels no pressure to cut trade
deal before 2020 elections. Washington Post

e Cost for last three government shutdowns estimated at $4 billion. The Hill

e U.S. Energy Shares Soar After Attacks on Saudi Oil Facilities. Wall Street Journal

Technology

e Automated Trucking Levels Up. Transport Topics

e Lyftis adding bike lanes to its app to encourage safer riding. The Verge

e Aspirin-by-Drone Closer in Alphabet-Walgreens Delivery Test. Bloomberg
e First ‘High-Tech Census’ Raises Stakes for Local Government. Governing

Transportation & Infrastructure

e Senate Committee Advances Fiscal 2020 Transportation Funding Bill. Transport Topics

e Rescission Repeal Left Out Of House’s Continuing Resolution. AASHTO

e Transit to the Trailhead: Bus Service in a Recreation Corridor Takes Off. Route Fifty

e ASLRRA: Short-line tax credit now has historic support among House members.
Progressive Railroading
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A list of Summit Strategies’ government affairs clients during the 114", 115, and 116" sessions of

Congtess:

Chehalem Parks and Recreation District US Travel Association

City of Dayton, OH VH Strategies LLC

City of Tukwila, WA Washington State Department of Transportation
City of Lynnwood, WA Yambhill County Parkway Committee, Oregon
Clackamas County, OR ZRZ Realty

Columbia Sportswear Company
Confederated Tribes of Grand Ronde
Cubic Transportation Systems

EB5 Global, LLC

Emory University

ESW Group

Forterra

Forth (Formerly Drive Oregon)

Green Electronics Council

Islabikes

Just Greens LL.C FKA Aerofarms

Land Core USA

Las Vegas Convention & Visitors Authority
Metro

Mobility Cubed

Moda Health

National Forest Homeownets

National Forest Recreation Association
Norfolk Southern

Northwest Container Services

Oregon Shipping Group

Owner-Operators Independent Drivers Association
Pacific Seafood Group

Port of Cascade Locks

Port of Hood River, Oregon

Port of Pasco, WAPort, City, and County of Walla Walla, WA
Portland State University

Professional Engineers in California Government
Rail Security Alliance

Texas Central Partnets

The Greenbrier Companies

The Association of Union Constructors
TriMet

Tube Forgings of America Inc.
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APPENDIX D
SIGNATURE PAGE

[Fill out and submit this page with your Proposal]

This page must be signed with the full name and address of the Proposer submitting the response; if a
partnership, by a member of the firm with the name and address of each member, if a corporation, by an
authorized officer thereof in the corporate name.

The undersigned verifies that he/she is a duly authorized officer of the company, and that hisfher signature
attests that information provided in response to this Request for Proposal is accurate.

The undersigned certifies that the proposal has been arrived at independently and has been submitted
without any collusion designed to limit competition.

The undersigned certifies that all addenda to the specifications have been received and duly considered
and that all cost adjustments associated with the addenda are reffected in this proposal.

Addendum No(s)._N/A Acknowledged? K] YES/ [JNO
Resident Proposer as defined in ORS 279A.120(1)? ] YES/ [JNO

Proposers certify nonh-discrimination in accordance with ORS

279A.110(4) Kl YES/ [INO

Proposer hereby makes this proposal to furnish goods and/or services at the price(s) indicated herein in
fulfillment of the requirements and specifications of the City as stated in the Request for Proposal.

%’”/W October 15, 2019
Signature of Authorized Official Date
Hal Hiemstra 202-638-3307
Printed Name Telephone Number (with area code)
Partner HalH@summiistrategies.us
Title E-mail Address
Summit Strategies Government Affairs LLC 440 1st St NW, Suite 440
Firm Name Address

Washington, DC 20001
City, State, Zip Code
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APPENDIX E
ATTESTATION OF COMPLIANCE WITH TAX LAWS

[Complete and submit this page with your Proposal]

Summit Sirategies
I, _Hal Hiemstra , representing ___Sovernment Affairs LLC  (pygposer),
(Insert printed name) (Insert name of Firm)
hereby attest that:

1. | am an authorized agent of Proposer, and | have full authority from Proposer to submit
this attestation and accept the responsibilities stated herein,

2. | have knowledge regarding payment of taxes of Proposer, and to the best of my knowledge,
Proposer is not in violation of any Oregon tax laws, including, without limitation, ORS
305.620 and ORS chapters 316, 317 and 318.

3. Proposer will provide written notice to City within two business days of any change to its
compliance with tax laws.

W %%W October 15, 2019

Authorized Agent Signature Date

Parther
Title
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CITY RECORDER USE ONLY:
AGENDA ITEM# TVCTV

MEETING DATE:  11/12/2019

FINAL ACTION:

CITY COUNCIL MEMORANDUM TVCTV HOLIDAY GREETING

TO: City Council

FROM: Jesse VanderZanden, City Manager

PROJECT TEAM: Anna D. Ruggles, CMC, City Recorder

DATE: November 12, 2019

SUBJECT: TVCTV City Council Holiday Greeting TV Taping

TVCTV HOLIDAY GREETING TIPS

Stand in front of Council dais shoulder to shoulder

Everyone look at specific camera

Hold smile and gaze into camera for a few seconds following message
Record a few takes

Holiday attire and holiday spirit encouraged!

If one person is speaking, others continue to smile

If necessary prepare cue cards ahead of time

Examples:

Mayor:

“The Forest Grove City Council would like to wish everyone”...

Everyone:  “A safe and happy new year”

Everyone:  “Happy Holidays from the Forest Grove City Council”

Everyone: “Season’s Greetings from the Forest Grove City Council”

Everyone:  “Happy Holidays”

Everyone:  “Have a safe and happy holiday season”

CITY OF FOREST GROVE P.0.BOX326  FOREST GROVE, OR 97116 503-992-3200  vRDFoPagevdbrgov
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A place where families and businesses thrive.

City Council Work Session Meeting Minutes Monday, October 14, 2019
Vision and Values, Facilitator 5:30 p.m., Community Auditorium

\ Minutes are unofficial until approved by Council. \

1. CALLED TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL:
Mayor Peter Truax called the Work Session to order at 5:34 p.m.

ROLL CALL: COUNCIL PRESENT: Timothy Rippe; Ronald Thompson; Elena
Uhing; Adolph “Val” Valfre; Malynda Wenzl; and Mayor Peter Truax. COUNCIL
VACANCY: 1.

STAFF PRESENT: Jesse VanderZanden, City Manager; Paul Downey,
Administrative Services Director (in the audience); Tom Gamble, Parks and
Recreation Director (in the audience); Bryan Pohl, Community Development Director
(in the audience); J. F. Schutz, Police Chief (in the audience); and Anna Ruggles, City
Recorder.

2. WORK SESSION: VISION AND VALUES, SARA WILSON, SSW CONSULTING,
FACILITATOR
VanderZanden facilitated the above-noted work session, noting the purpose of the
work session was to address Council’s Objective 3.14, Develop Core Values and
Update the City’s Vision Statement, identified in FY2019-20. VanderZanden
introduced Sara Wilson, SSW Consulting, who facilitated the exercise and presented
a PowerPoint presentation overview titled “Forest Grove Scoping the Community
Vision Process”, which included an overview of community visioning and shared
examples of practices from other cities. Wilson opened the floor and roundtable
discussions ensued as Councilmembers participated in a facilitated discussion to
outline their desired outcomes and determine the level of engagement for the vision
and values update process. In conclusion of the above-noted Council facilitated
discussion, VanderZanden advised staff will bring back recommendations and next
steps. Attachment A is a Memorandum, dated October 23, 2019, SSW Consulting,
which includes project outcomes identified by the Council and a recommended
approach for updating the vision statement and identifying values.

Council took no formal action nor made any formal decisions during the work session.
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City Council Work Session Minutes
(Vision and Values, Facilitator)
October 14, 2019

Community Auditorium
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3. ADJOURNMENT:
Mayor Truax adjourned the work session at 6:45 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Anna D. Ruggles, CMC, City Recorder
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Date: October 23, 2019

To: Jesse VanoerZaondew,
Cuty Manager, City of Forest Grove

From: Sara Singer Wilson,
Principal/Owner, SSW Covusunldting

Subject:  Updating the Community Vision + Values

Introdunction and Background

Ow October 14, the City Couneil of Forest Grove covwened a work session fo-
Asenss Councedl Objective 3. 14 Develop cove values and wpdate the City’s
vision statement SSW presenteds an overview- of community visioning and
shhaared examples of practices from otiver cities: The Cowncid participated in a
level of engagement for the vision and values wpdate process:

Thiy memorandum uinclundes project outeomes Ldentified by tive Couwneil and o
values witich aligngy witiv the Counell'y desired level of public owtreach. These
recommendations are ntended to- assist stoff i funalizing a scope of work for

Hy project:

The recommendationy assume the bwolvement of several portners to- oversee
the project including a consudtant, City staff, City Couwneil, and a project Task
Force.

Community Vusion + Values Project Outcomes

I considering tive scope of the project; b Uy umportant to- determine the desived
outcomes for Hus effort: The City Counell had. much discussion regarding tre
outcomes of He viston and valunes project, and they expressed alignment
around the following:

Forest Grove (Reyv: 10.23.1.9)
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o Develop anv updated vusion that v succinet and provides wnity of
purpose and divection for the community and Uy partners.

o ldentify and communicate the valunes tiat reflect tive Forest Grove

o Develop o viston plaww and valnesy ot are flexible and respornsinve to-the
thanging needs of the community. It should include a process for
regular plan evalunation and wpdates.

o  The engagement plan should be inclusive of the greater community. We
shhould engage tivose wio- care about the future of Forest Grove unclunding
residents, commumnity paitners, and people beyond the city mity: The
engagement shouwld be untfentlonal about reaching those wio are not
typically represented.

There are many existing resovrces that con be referenced i the deselopment
of Hhe vision and values, inclunding He City's existing master plans, strotegic
plon, goalsy and action plans. Thwoughout Hhese docwments, the City has
referenced volues and Ldeas for the future of Forest Grove. Whhile they do- not
explicitly highligihvt tive commumnity’s values, they can serve as helpful fooly uv
entifying Hhe vision and values for the future.

Engagement Metihods + Stakeholders

The engagement plan shhoudd be designed to- reaci Hhe broader community as
well ag serve as a springbovrd for developing strong relationsiips witiv
commumnity partners: The Couneld expressed a desive to- wtdize new-
engagement toctics, especially for reaching margunalized groups: The Cowneil
U also- interested v hosting community forums outside of the traditional
andiforivms and civie spaces, and ngtead go- wirere people feel most
comfortaiple (ex./ chanrches, seiools, parent teaciher conference night, farmersy
mavket; efer). The Coumncil expressed o desire to- hear from everyone to- deselop
o viston statement and values that trudy reflect tive commumnity. Otiver
stokeloloers showld uinclude youtiv, Pacific University, Forest Grove’s Boavos
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SSW recommends consioering the following tasks to- prepare for Hhe
community engagement process.

Prepoare a commumnity profle and stakelolder map: The profue should
wnclunde Hre demograpivic information for Forest Grove. This will serve
os the foundation for targeting the engagement efforty to- evsure all
growps of the commumnity are being reached. Working witiv tive Counceil
ande City stoff, prepare a map of all stakeloloer growps.

Develop o consistent project brand. The branding of the project s
umportant ay Ut co serve ay e foundation for all engagement
materiods: It i nportant that the community con easily recognaze tire
unitlative and. get uwolved at multiple levels (online, un-person, efcr).
ldentify and appoint a diverse growe of community resioents and
poirtners to- serve on a task force:. This growp will be wutrumental un
guilding the engagement plan and. working to- engage the brovoer
Develop a community engagement plan. (n developing Hre engagement
plan, consider the wse of the following tools: social media, Nextdoor,
foct sheets, online surveys, presentations/”’ meeting uv a box’’, project
website/ web page, commumnity leader intferviews, youwtr engagement,
community eventy (farmery market; summer concerts, seiool events, efes),
open howse/ envents at non—~traditional venues, focns growps, untercept
suarveys (cowlol be on e street or at community events), project video,
and other writtenw materialy (press release, newsletter articles, efe:)

Preparing the Vision + Values

Throughv a variety of outreach tools, a team including a consudtant, City staff,
City Councid, and the project Task Force will begun gativering loeas from tire
vaurlowy stakeoloer groups: The owtreacih approaci for eaci growp shhould be
talloved to- be cnlturally and generationally appropriate. Ay poat of the
commmnity building strategy, the project team shhowdd enlist the hvelp of stoff,
task force membery and volunteery to- assist witiv e owtreaciv efforts.

Forest Grove (Reyv: 10.23.1.9)
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This Unformation will be captured un a database of Ldeas wiricih would be
sorted by community themes: The dota will be wsed to- craft tive draft viston
and, vodues: The plan will be reviewed and updated to- ermsunre Ut s consistent
wit Hhe project gooly and outcomes Ldentified by He City Couneid. The funal
report shhoudd be reviewed by City staff and presented to-tive Task Force and

The final docuwment will also- inclunde language outlining tive process for
review and evaluation of the viston and values to- evsnare Hiey contunne to- be

Recommendationy for Next Steps

1. The City showld wdentify tve internal project team by enlisting the
support of o corsultant and Ldentifying stoff wiro- wll support this
project:

2. The project team shouwld review infernal docwments/ resources (Master
Plany, strategic plong, efe.) and demograpiic dato to- deselop tive

3. The City Cowneil should review Hie commumnity profile and ldentify
members fo- serve on the Project Task Force: They can also- begun work on
mapping the community stakeholoers: This work could be completed at
the February 2020 City Couwncil Retreat:

4. Following the City Councid retreat; tie project team shhould develop o
project chavter, o project timeline, assembple a diraft engagement plan,
and. bwite the task force members to- a project kick~-off meeting.

Forest Grove (Reyv: 10.23.1.9)
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A place where families and businesses thrive.

City Council Joint Session Meeting Minutes
Cornelius City Council &
Forest Grove School Board of Directors

Monday, October 28, 2019
5:30 p.m.
FG School District, 1728 Main Street

Minutes are unofficial until approved by Council.

1.

CALLED TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL:

The Forest Grove City Council met in Joint Session with Cornelius City Council and
Forest Grove School Board of Directors at 5:30 p.m. for dinner and social at Forest
Grove School District, 1928 Main Street. The joint session was called to order at 5:49
p.m.

ROLL CALL: COUNCIL PRESENT: Timothy Rippe; Ronald Thompson; Elena
Uhing; Adolph “Val” Valfre; Malynda Wenzl; and Mayor Peter Truax. COUNCIL
VACANCY: 1.

STAFF PRESENT: Jesse VanderZanden, City Manager; Paul Downey,
Administrative Services Director (in the audience); J. F. Schutz, Police Chief (in the
audience); Colleen Winters, Library Director (in the audience); and Anna Ruggles,
City Recorder. Special Guest: Susumu Ogawa, Executive Director of Superintendent
of Education Nyuzen, Japan (in the audience).

JOINT SESSION: FOREST GROVE CITY COUNCIL, CORNELIUS CITY COUNCIL
AND FOREST GROVE SCHOOL BOARD OF DIRECTORS:

David Parker, Forest Grove School District Superintendent, facilitated the exercise
and presented a PowerPoint presentation overview pertaining to the timeline for the
Student Success Act, including decision points and complicating factors; attaining a
quality education; state requirements and priorities; determining local needs and
priorities; developing a plan to spend new resources; community engagement and
input; Forest Grove School District’'s 2019-20 Strategic Plan; and next steps. In
addition, Parker opened the floor and roundtable discussions ensued as
Councilmembers and Board of Directors were divided into smaller groups and each
group participated in a facilitated discussion, which resulted in the following desired
outcomes emerging (in no specific order):

Partnerships:
¢ Neighborhood/community meeting, i.e., facilities, parks, grounds, fields, open

gyms
e Leverage libraries, i.e., city libraries, school libraries, mobile libraries, virtual

CITY OF FOREST GROVE P. 0. BOX 326 FOREST GROVE, OR 97116 503-992-3200 R FoPagevd6rigov



City Council Joint Session Meeting Minutes

October 28, 2019

Cornelius Council and FG School District Board of Directors
Page 2 of 2

hangouts, social media in positive ways

e Food/nutrition programs, i.e., community gardens, school gardens

e Community service projects/civic engagement/leadership opportunities for
students

e Enhance internship for students, i.e., city departments and agencies

e Ways to keep student engaged, i.e., athletic programs, recreation, youth sports

after school programs, summer programs, increase kid-related events in

Cornelius

Communication about opportunities; joint activities

Youth advisory group (peer/peer)

Public service partnerships (police/fire/medical)

Walkability/rideability/safe access to schools/increase awareness of Grovelink

territory

Affordable Housing

Access to meals

Cornelius school identity

Community center — combat isolation

Education/communication on Council Goals

East side park/enhance Rogers Park development

Continue working on facility plans for both cities and district

Continue coordination of drills, i.e., fire, earthquake

Enhance inclusivity efforts

At conclusion of the above-noted exercise, the group collectively concurred to hold
another joint session in spring of 2020.

Council took no formal action nor made any formal decisions during the joint session.

ADJOURNMENT:
The joint session was adjourned at 6:58 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Anna D. Ruggles, CMC, City Recorder
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A place where families and businesses thrive.

Monday, October 28, 2019

City Council Regular Meeting Minutes 7:15 p.m., Community Auditorium

Minutes are unofficial until approved by Council. \

1.

CALLED TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL:
Mayor Peter Truax called the regular City Council meeting to order at 7:16 p.m. and
led the Pledge of Allegiance.

ROLL CALL: COUNCIL PRESENT: Timothy Rippe; Ronald Thompson; Elena
Uhing; Adolph “Val” Valfre; Malynda Wenzl; and Mayor Peter Truax. COUNCIL
VACANCY: 1.

STAFF PRESENT: Jesse VanderZanden, City Manager; Paul Downey,
Administrative Services Director; Gregory Robertson, Public Works Director; Keith
Hormann, Light and Power Director; Eddie Littlefield, Light and Power Services
Manager; James Reitz, Senior Planner; Dan Riordan, Senior Planner; and Anna
Ruggles, City Recorder.

CITIZEN COMMUNICATIONS: None.

CONSENT AGENDA:

Items under the Consent Agenda are considered routine and are adopted with a
single motion, without separate discussion. Council members who wish to remove an
item from the Consent Agenda may do so prior to the motion to approve the item(s).
Any item(s) removed from the Consent Agenda will be discussed and acted upon
following the approval of the remaining Consent Agenda item(s).

A. Approve City Council Regular Meeting Minutes of October 14, 2019.

B. Accept Community Forestry Commission Meeting Minutes of September 18,
2019.

C. Accept Library Commission Meeting Minutes of September 10, 2019.

D. Accept Parks and Recreation Commission Meeting Minutes of September 18,

2019.

Accept Public Arts Commission Meeting Minutes of September 12, 2019.

Accept Public Safety Advisory Commission Meeting Minutes of April 24 and

July 24, 2019.

G. Accept Sustainability Commission Meeting Minutes of May 23, July 25 and
August 22, 2019.

H. Accept Resignation on Planning Commission (Sebastian Lawler, Term

nm
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City Council Regular Meeting Minutes
October 28, 2019

Community Auditorium

Page 2 of 8

5. A

5. B.

5.C.

Expiring December 31, 2021, Appointed 02/14).
I. Endorse New Liquor License Application (Limited-On Premises Sales) for
Bella Donna’s Bistro & Patisserie (Applicant: Donna Gustafson).

MOTION: Councilor Valfre moved, seconded by Councilor Rippe, to approve the
Consent Agenda as presented. COUNCIL VACANCY: 1. MOTION CARRIED 6-0
by voice vote.

ADDITIONS/DELETIONS: None.

PRESENTATIONS:

2019 Watershed Timber Harvest Update

Robertson introduced Scott Ferguson and Barry Sims, Trout Mountain Forestry,
Consultant, who presented a PowerPoint presentation highlighting the 2019
Watershed Timber Harvest-related activities, noting the 2019 timber harvest resulted
in 1,727,000 MBF and total net revenue of $896,641. Ferguson reported the
Watershed Stewardship Management Plan states the harvest level should be in the
range of 1.7 to 2.0 MBF per year, noting the average has been 1.78. In addition,
Ferguson addressed various Council inquiries pertaining to the log market and
projects, noting log prices were much lower than last year and maintenance projects
included monitoring for noxious weeds, culvert inventory, Clear Creek fish survey,
various road maintenance, and conducting an annual public tour.

Hawthorne Drainage and Forest Glen Park Slide Stabilization Projects

Robertson presented a PowerPoint presentation overview of the Hawthorne Drainage
Improvements, consisting of construction improvements at Hawthorne Avenue
between 22" Avenue and 23 Avenue, noting the original contract was $752,000 and
the estimated final contract is $752,000. In addition, Robertson presented an overview
of the Forest Glen Park Slope Stabilization Project, consisting of slide stabilization
efforts at the upper Forest Glen Park and at three locations in the open space
downstream, noting the original contract was $568,000 and estimated final contract is
$556,000.

Energy Conservation Programs

Littlefield and Hormann presented a PowerPoint presentation overview on the status
of Council’s Objective 1.1, identified in Fiscal Year 2019-20, Implement Conservation
Measures, which includes continuing Streetlight LED (light-emitting diode)
Replacement Program (Year 2 of 4), noting the project is on budget and within
expected timelines. Staff presented a map showing Phase 1-4 coverage area, noting
Phase 1 was completed in early 2019 with the replacement of 590 luminaries; Phase
2 is on track to be completed within the next few weeks; and Phase 3 is pending
budget approval in 2020. In addition, staff presented an overview on various 2018/19
Conservation Programs, noting total energy saved is estimated at 3,008,767 (kwh)
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City Council Regular Meeting Minutes
October 28, 2019

Community Auditorium

Page 3 of 8

and 1,236 tons of greenhouse gas reduction.

PUBLIC HEARING AND FIRST READING OF ORDINANCE NO. 2019-13
AUTHORIZING TO RENAME A ROADWAY SEGMENT FROM 15TH AVENUE TO
15TH PLACE; APPLICANT: CITY OF FOREST GROVE; FILE NO. 311-19-000024-
PLNG

Staff Report:
Reitz presented the above-proposed ordinance for first reading, noting the proposed

ordinance is authorizing to rename a roadway segment, located between Crescent
Drive and Larch Street, from 15" Avenue to 15" Place; File No. 311-19-000024-
PLNG. Reitz presented a PowerPoint presentation overview showing a vicinity map
and addresses affected by the proposed address reassignment, noting the roadway
identified as 15" Avenue was created by the Sheelar Manor 1-3 recorded plats
(starting in 1953 and extending into 1964) and when the adjacent University Park plat
was recorded in 1963, the same street was identified as 15" Place. Reitz reported the
entire street segment has been sign-posted as 15" Place, and the City’s utility billing
records indicate that most residents are currently using 15" Place addresses, noting
the existing housing numbers would remain unchanged with the exception of one,
which is an “island” parcel located at 1510 Crescent Drive, this parcel would be
changed to an odd number 15" Place address concurrent with the street name
change. Based on the Sheelar Manor 1 plat, the 1510 Crescent Drive parcel fronts
15t Avenue and it is completely surrounded by 15" Avenue/Place addresses, and the
street sign located at the nearest intersection indicates that the street is 151" Place. In
conclusion of the above-noted staff report, Reitz advised staff is recommending
Council approve the proposed ordinance, as outlined in Exhibit A, and Exhibit B, and
as outlined in Exhibit C, Planning Commission Findings and Decision No. 2019-12,
noting the Planning Commission held its hearing on October 7, 2019, and approved
renaming the roadway segment as 15™ Place. In addition, Reitz advised staff is
recommending Council approve a motion directing staff to change the address for the
parcel located at 1510 Crescent Drive to a 15™ Place address, noting the Commission
made no recommendation regarding the address reassignment for 1510 Crescent
Drive; however, the Commission acknowledged the desirability of a consistent
addressing system while also acknowledging the inconveniences imposed on the
property owner who is opposed to changing their address from 1510 Crescent Drive
to a 15" Place address (Planning Commission Exhibit E).

Questions of Staff:

Reitz addressed various Council inquiries and concerns pertaining to code
requirements when address reassignment occurs, imposing inconveniences and
being empathetic of the costs to residences when an address change occurs, noting
changing the official street name to match what is already established would be the
least disruptive for property owners as most already identify with 15" Place
addresses. Reitz also referenced the vicinity map showing 1510 Crescent Drive as
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being completely surrounded by 15" Avenue/Place addresses, noting it is in the best
interest of the City to correct a historic anomaly and ensuring that there is no
confusion about the street name and that reassignment occur prior to the 2020
Census. In addition, Reitz reported Washington County Consolidated
Communications and Washington County Cartography have noted emergency
responders and mapping providers need to have a shared understanding of the
official address for every property in order to prevent delays for emergency response
and U. S. Postal Service, etc.

Before proceeding with the Public Hearing and Council discussion, Mayor Truax
asked for a motion to adopt Ordinance No. 2019-13 for first reading.

VanderZanden read Ordinance No. 2019-13 by title for first reading.

MOTION 1: Councilor Wenzl moved, seconded by Councilor Thompson, to
adopt Ordinance No. 2019-13 Authorizing to Rename a Roadway Segment from
15 Avenue to 15" Place; Applicant: City of Forest Grove; File No. 311-19-
000024-PLNG.

MOTION 2: Councilor Wenzl moved, seconded by Councilor Valfre, to direct
staff to proceed with the reassignment of 1510 Crescent Drive to a 15" Place
address.

Public Hearing Opened:
Mayor Truax opened the Public Hearing and explained hearing procedures.

Written Testimony Received:

Robert and Kristina McMahon, 1510 Crescent Drive, Forest Grove, submitted written
testimony, dated October 23, 2019, opposing reassignment of their property to a 15®
Place address due to an elderly hardship, noting they would like to be grandfathered
and exempted from the proposed address change.

No other written testimony was received.

Proponents:
No one testified and no written comments were received.

Opponents:
No one testified and no written comments were received.

Others:
No one testified and no written comments were received.

Council Discussion:
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Public Hearing Continued:
Hearing no further concerns from the Council, Mayor Truax continued the Public
Hearing to the meeting of November 12, 2019.

RESOLUTION NO. 2019-55 AUTHORIZING CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE
DEDICATION DEED FOR PUBLIC STREET RIGHT-OF-WAY IN GALES CREEK
TERRACE DEVELOPMENT; FILE NO. 311-19-000026-PLNG

Staff Report:
Riordan presented the above-proposed resolution for Council consideration, noting

the proposed resolution is authorizing the City Manager to execute a public street
right-of-way dedication deed in Gales Creek Terrace Development; File No. 311-19-
000026-PLNG. Riordan presented a PowerPoint Presentation overview showing a
vicinity map of the future road dedication area, noting Gales Creek Terrace is a four-
phase project and one street connects to Pacific Avenue in Phase 4. In conclusion of
the above-noted staff report, Riordan advised staff is recommending Council adopt
the attached resolution as outlined in Exhibit A, which also authorizes the City
Recorder to record the deed after it is executed by the City Manager.

Before proceeding with Council discussion, Mayor Truax asked for a motion to adopt
Resolution No. 2019-55.

VanderZanden read Resolution No. 2019-55 by title.

MOTION: Councilor Valfre moved, seconded by Councilor Rippe, to adopt
Resolution No. 2019-55 Authorizing City Manager to Execute Dedication Deed
for Public Street Right-of-Way in Gales Creek Terrace; File No. 311-19-000026-
PLNG.

Council Discussion:
Hearing no concerns from the Council, Mayor Truax asked for a roll call vote on the
above motion.

ROLL CALL VOTE: AYES: Councilors Rippe, Thompson, Uhing, Valfre, Wenzl,
and Mayor Truax. NOES: None. COUNCIL VACANCY: 1. MOTION CARRIED 6-0.

RESOLUTION NO. 2019-56 OF THE CITY COUNCIL AUTHORIZING TO FILL A
CITY COUNCIL VACANCY, TERM EXPIRING NOVEMBER 2022

Staff Report:
Ruggles and VanderZanden presented the above-proposed resolution for Council

consideration, noting the proposed resolution is authorizing to fill a City Council
vacancy, term expiring November 2022. VanderZanden reported the Council was
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notified of the death of Council President Thomas (TJ) Johnston on October 14, 2019,
who passed away from acute myeloid leukemia, noting City Charter § 31 declares a
Council vacancy upon an incumbent’s death. In addition, Ruggles and VanderZanden
presented a PowerPoint presentation overview of the Council vacancy appointment
process by the remaining Council members, pursuant to Charter § 32, and application
requirements, pursuant to City Code § 30.40-30.42. In conclusion of the above-noted
staff report, VanderZanden advised staff is recommending Council consider approving
the proposed resolution as outlined in Exhibit A, Legal Notice; Exhibit B, Projected
Dates and Procedures for Filling City Council Vacancy by Appointment; and Exhibit C,
Proposed Interview Questions, noting candidate application packets will be due to the
City Recorder by Friday, November 22, 2019, 5:00 p.m.

Before proceeding with Council discussion, Mayor Truax asked for a motion to adopt
Resolution No. 2019-56.

VanderZanden read Resolution No. 2019-56 by title.

Council Discussion:

Mayor Truax opened the floor and roundtable discussion ensued pertaining whether
or not to prohibit as part of the candidate application packet letters of endorsements,
letters of recommendation and references, which resulted in the following motion to
amend.

MOTION TO AMEND: Councilor Uhing moved, seconded by Councilor Rippe, to
amend Resolution No. 2019-56, Exhibit B, by adding language under
Application Packets stating: “Do not include any letters of endorsements,
letters of recommendation or references.”

Council collectively concurred with staff to reject candidate application packets if they
contained letters of endorsements, letters of recommendation or references, and if
they exceeded the following, which was outlined in Exhibit B:
(1) Letter of Intent and Interest (limited to one page), including full name and
residence address
(2) A current resume (limited to two pages)
(3) A written statement explaining the candidate’s reason for wishing to be
appointed to office (limited to two pages); and
e Do notinclude any letters of endorsements, letters of recommendation or
references.

Hearing no further concerns from the Council, Mayor Truax asked for a roll call vote
on the above motion to amend.

ROLL CALL VOTE MOTION TO AMEND: AYES: Councilors Rippe, Thompson,
Uhing, Valfre, Wenzl, and Mayor Truax. COUNCIL VACANCY: 1. MOTION
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CARRIED 6-0.

In addition, Council collectively concurred to amend Exhibit C, Proposed Interview
Questions, to replace existing Question 5 with new a Question 4 (renumbering
questions accordingly): “Please elaborate on one of the goals you just mentioned and
what you would do to help achieve it.”

Hearing no further concerns from the Council, Mayor Truax asked for a motion as
amended.

MOTION AS AMEND: Councilor Wenzl moved, seconded by Councilor Valfre, to
adopt Resolution No. 2019-56 of the City Council Authorizing to Fill a City
Council Vacancy, Term Expiring November 2022, as amended.

Council Discussion:
Hearing no further concerns from the Council, Mayor Truax asked for a roll call vote
on the above motion as amended.

ROLL CALL VOTE MOTION AS AMENDED: AYES: Councilors Rippe,
Thompson, Uhing, Valfre, Wenzl, and Mayor Truax. COUNCIL VACANCY: 1.
MOTION CARRIED 6-0.

CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATIONS:

Rippe reported on Public Safety Advisory Commission (PSAC) meeting, noting Jayne
Cravens, Chair, submitted her resignation. Rippe reported PSAC also reviewed the
2020 citizen survey questionnaire. Rippe reported the Nyuzen Student Delegation
Visit is occurring October 26-30 and their Welcome Dinner is October 29, 2019, 6:00
p.m. In addition, Rippe reported on other regional meetings he attended, upcoming
community-related events and upcoming meetings he was planning to attend.

Thompson reported on Ride Connection-related activities. In addition, Thompson
reported on upcoming meetings he was planning to attend.

Uhing reported on Sustainability Commission (SC) meeting, noting Jacob Rose
submitted his resignation. Uhing reported Committee for Community Involvement is
planning to attend the November Sustainability Commission meeting to discuss plans
for next summit. In addition, Uhing reported on other community-related activities and
upcoming meetings she was planning to attend.

Valfre reported on Library Commission (LC) meeting, noting the Library celebrated its
110™ Anniversary. In addition, Valfre reported on other community-related activities,
other regional meetings he attended and upcoming meetings he was planning to
attend.
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10.

11.

12.

Wenzl reported on Committee for Community Involvement meeting, noting the Annual
Town Meeting’s educational topic will be on the Police Station Bond. Wenzl reported
on Parks and Recreation Commission (P&R) meeting, noting P&R is updating their
bylaws. In addition, Wenzl reported on other community-related activities and
upcoming meetings she was planning to attend.

City Manager’s Report:

VanderZanden reported on upcoming meetings and events as noted in the Council
calendar. VanderZanden reported the City has hired a consultant to do a
Communications Plan, noting the scope includes a review of Boards and
Commissions communications and recommended guidelines. A draft plan is expected
to be completed prior to the end of the year. In addition, VanderZanden referenced
the City Manager’s Report to Council, which outlined various upcoming meetings and
updates on department-related activities and projects, including Administrative
Services; Community Development; Economic Development; Engineering/Public
Works; Fire; Library; Light and Power; Parks and Recreation and Police.

MAYOR’S REPORT:

Mayor Truax announced dates of various upcoming activities, events and meetings as
noted in the Council Calendar. Mayor Truax provided a recapped of his trip to
Washington, D. C. Council collectively commended Mayor Truax who was honored to
speak at Council President Johnston’s funeral, which was held this morning at
Verboort Visitation Church. In addition, Mayor Truax reported on various local,
regional, Metro, and Washington County-related matters of interest and meetings he
attended, upcoming community-related events, and upcoming meetings and events
he was planning to attend.

ADJOURNMENT:
Mayor Truax adjourned the regular Council meeting at 9:43 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Anna D. Ruggles, CMC, City Recorder
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Key Initiatives Going Forward

Create new permanent housing and participate In
regional efforts

« 226 units of Permanent Supportive Housing for persons
with disabilities as defined in the Tri-County Equitable
Housing Strategy to Expand Supportive Housing for People
Experiencing Chronic Homelessness

- Participate in regional Here Together initiative

- Partner with developers of 30% AMI units using Metro
Affordable Bond funds to prioritize units for homeless

Reduce housing barriers for persons engaged with

Institutions of care

 Fund a Reentry Housing program for justice involved
adults
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Investing 1n Shelter Infrastructure

Emergency shelter can and must play an essential role
within an effective, housing-focused crisis response system.
To do this, we must act with urgency and boldness.

v'* Ensuring shelter is low-barrier
v’ Adapt policy expectations

v’ Ensuring Equal Access, Addressing Disparities, and
Promoting Cultural Competency

v'* Equip emergency shelters to serve as a platform for

<« housing access
-glx/- Promote dignity and respect

GGGGGGGGGGGGG and

ccccccccccccccccc Creafing Systems That Works
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NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY OF FOREST GROVE ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1: The City Council hereby finds that the proposed street name change
from 151" Avenue to 15" Place is consistent with and meets the provisions of ORS
227.120 Procedure and Approval for Renaming Streets, as shown on Exhibit A.

Section 2: 15" Avenue as shown on the final plat maps for Sheelar Manor
(Washington County Recordation Number Book 15 Page 7), Sheelar Manor No. 2 (Book
16 Page 16) and Sheelar Manor No. 3 (Book 22 Page 47) is renamed 15" Place, as
shown on Exhibit B.

Section 3. The City Engineer and Community Development Director are hereby
instructed to amend the official City maps to reflect the change in street name and to
notify all pertinent parties and units of government of the change in the street name.

Section 4: This ordinance is effective 30 days following its enactment by the
City Council.

Section 5: A certified copy of this ordinance shall be recorded with the
Washington County Clerk, County Assessor and County Surveyor.

PRESENTED AND PASSED this 28" day of October, 2019.

PASSED the second reading this 12" day of November, 2019.

Anna D. Ruggles, City Recorder

APPROVED by the Mayor this 12t day of November, 2019.

Peter B. Truax, Mayor

Ordinance No. 2019-13
Page 2 of 4
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ORDINANCE NO. 2019-13
EXHIBIT A

Finding: ORS 227.120 identifies only one criterion to be satisfied to rename a street:
that the proposed name change would be in the “best interest of the city....”

Finding: When the Sheelar Manor plats were recorded (starting in 1953 and extending
into 1964) the east/west street within those plats was identified as 15" Avenue. When
the adjacent University Park plat was recorded in 1963, this same street was identified
as 15™ Place. It is unknown why 15™ Avenue was not simply continued.

Finding: Staff at the Washington County Consolidated Communications Agency
(WCCCA) has noted that a discrepancy in a street name can result in a delayed
response to an emergency call.

Finding: The City’s Utility Billing database indicates that most of the parcels fronting
this street segment are already identified with “Place” addresses.

Finding: Property owners, residents, the U.S. Postal Service, municipal and county
governments, telephone companies, commercial mapping providers, the 9-1-1 center,
and emergency responders all need to have a shared understanding of the official
address for every property.

Finding: The street signs along the entire street segment between Crescent Drive and
Maple Street already indicate 15" Place.

Conclusion: Because most of the parcels fronting this street segment are already
identified with “Place” addresses, changing the official street name to 15t Place would
be in the best interest of the city because it would correct a historic anomaly, ensure
that there is no confusion about the street name, and would be minimally disruptive to
the property owners and residents.

Ordinance No. 2019-13
Page 3 of 4
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ORDINANCE NO. 2019-13
EXHIBIT B

Ordinance No. 2019-13
Page 4 of 4
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CITY RECORDER USE ONLY:

AGENDA ITEM # 7.

MEETING DATE: 11/12/2019

FINAL ACTION:  RESO 2019-57

A place where families and businesses thrive.

MEMORANDUM

TO: City Council
FROM: Jesse VanderZanden, City Manager
MEETING DATE: November 12, 2019

PROJECT TEAM: Janie Schutz, Police Chief
Paul Downey, Administrative Services Director

SUBJECT TITLE: /GA Washington County relating to Contract Law Enforcement Services

BACKGROUND:

The Forest Grove Police Department is currently experiencing a staffing shortage of deployable
officers. Non-deployable officers, which make up the balance, include detectives, School Resource
Officer, and officers that are injured, on leave, in training, or at the police academy. The projected
release dates of non-deployable officers to deployable officers are staggered up to June 30™" of
2020, at which point the Police Department plans to transition back to full service coverage.

The current number of deployable officers necessitates the operational need to transition to a two
shift, ten hour schedule. This new schedule will allow the department to accommodate time off,
iliness, or potential new injuries while allowing basic operations to continue. This schedule can also
function with a minimum of 12 Officers. If the Forest Grove Police Department were to fall below 12
operational officers, other options will have to be explored.

The proposed schedule is to have two, 10 hour shifts. Day Shift will work from 0700-1700 while
Swing Shift will work from 1700-0300. The Police Department has collaborated with the Washington
County Sheriff's Office to provide law enforcement services in Forest Grove between the hours of
3 a.m. to 7 a.m., seven days a week. This time period is the lowest overall call volume of a 24-hour
day. This partnership will support 24 hour law enforcement coverage until temporary low staffing
levels can be bolstered and sustained, while also allowing a work schedule more similar to market
competitors and retention of personnel.

The attached Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) broadly outlines the County’s commitments and
overtime assignments, as well as proposed reimbursement of overtime monies. The estimated cost
is of service for one officer is $91.25 per hour and the proposed implementation is November 17,
2019. The agreement consists of the Washington County Sheriff's Office notifying their staff of
voluntary overtime shifts, seven days a week, from 0300-0700 hours for the City of Forest Grove.
The Deputy will be responsible for providing a police presence and answering primarily Priority 1
and 2 calls.

CITY OF FOREST GROVE P. 0. BOX 326 FOREST GROVE, OR 97116 503-992-3200 R FoPage22i7gov



Page 2 of 2

The IGA augments the pre-existing mutual aid agreement for additional cover units to assist if
necessary. The County has yet to have a problem filling overtime assignments, however, if a lack
of coverage presents itself based on future shift bids, the City will consider additional measures to
assure coverage. The Police Department is outlining the resources necessary to transition to ten
hour shifts in perpetuity.

The City wishes to thank the County for assisting with critical services during this time.

FISCAL IMPACT:

The fiscal impact ranges upwards of $85,000 in General Fund monies, assuming the program starts
November 17, 2019, concludes June 30, 2020, and that each shift between 3 am-7am is filled by
the Washington County Sheriff’'s Office. The City will be receiving approximately $28,000 in training
reimbursement to offset this expense, additionally, the City anticipates some savings from
vacancies. Towards the end of the fiscal year, there may need to be a contingency transfer for
expenses not covered by training and vacancies savings.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

The IGA is substantially complete. If the IGA changes substantially from the attached form, staff will
bring it back to Council for additional consideration. Staff recommends the Council approve the
attached Resolution authorizing the City Manager to execute a final IGA with the Washington County
Sheriff's Office, notwithstanding substantial changes to the attached IGA.

ATTACHMENTS:
e City of Forest Grove — Washington County Sheriff's Office Draft Intergovernmental
Agreement

PDF Page 228



PDF Page 229



This page is intentionally blank.

PDF Page 230



PDF Page 231



PDF Page 232



PDF Page 233



PDF Page 234



PDF Page 235



PDF Page 236



CITY RECORDER USE ONLY:

AGENDA ITEM #: 8,
MEETING DATE: 11/12/2019
FINAL ACTION:

A place where families and businesses thrive.

CITY COUNCIL STAFF REPORT

TO: City Council
FROM: Jesse VanderZanden, City Manager
MEETING DATE: November 12, 2019

PROJECT TEAM: Anna Ruggles, City Recorder
Jesse VanderZanden, City Manager

SUBJECT TITLE: B&C Youth Participation in NLC Annual Conference

ACTION REQUESTED:  Ordinance =~ Order = Resolution = X Motion Informational

X all that apply

BACKGROUND: In November, 2018, Council passed Resolution No. 2018-86 Implementing Youth
Involvement Program based on two main elements to the Youth Advisory Program. The first
involved changes to the Council Rules to a) establish one Student Member for every eligible B/C,
b) allow Student Members to vote, c) make the terms two instead of one year, and d) add “Student
Member Report” to all B/C agendas. The second element outlined requirements for at least two
eligible Student Members to attend the National League of Cities (NLC) Annual Conference every
year. Additional trips may be made available depending upon expenses incurred in that budget line
item.

STATUS: If a Student Member acquires more than three absences in a 12-month period, they are
not eligible to attend. The Program stipulates that Student members must apply between August 1
and October 31.To apply, the student member must: 1) obtain a written recommendation from their
respective B/C, 2) submit a 1-2 page written essay to the City Recorder’s Office, and if selected 3)
submit a parent release form. The City Council will review the applications and approve the B/C
student members in November/December. The City Manager shall designate a chaperone to
accompany the student members.

FISCAL IMPACT: The budgeted amount is $2,500 per student/chaperone in the legislative
training budget. If three students are approved to attend, unused funds from line items in the
legislative training budget would need to be allocated to the additional expense.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends the City Council review the submitted essays
and approve student members to attend the upcoming NLC Conference in March 2020.

ATTACHMENTS:
A. Declan Lynch’s Essay and Community Forestry Commission recommendation
B. Johanna Peeters Weem’s Essay and Sustainability Commission recommendation
C. Ashley Terry’s Essay and Committee for Community Involvement recommendation

CITY OF FOREST GROVE P. 0. BOX 326 FOREST GROVE, OR 97116 503-992-3200 R FoPage 23i7gov



RESOLUTION NO. 2018-86
EXHIBIT A

Youth Involvement Program:
National League of Cities Annual Conference Attendance

In an effort to promote youth involvement, the City shall hold events that bring students
together for a common activity and advertise in various city-sponsored media.

The City shall make available one paid-in-full trip per year for at least two Board of
Commission (B/C) appointed student members to attend the National League of Cities
(NLC) Annual Conference held in March of each year in Washington, D.C. Additional
trips may be made available depending upon expenses incurred for that year in the
applicable budget line item.

Student members must apply between August 15t through October 315t of each year. If a
student member acquires more than three absences in a 12-month period, they are not
eligible to attend the NLC Annual Conference. To apply, the student member must:

1. Obtain a written recommendation from their respective B/C and submit it to the
City Recorder; and

2. Submit a 1-2 page written essay to the City Recorder’s Office stating their
interest and reasons why they want to attend the NLC Annual Conference.

3. If selected, the student must submit a parent release form.

The City Council will review the applications and approve the B/C student members in
November/December. The City Manager shall designate a chaperone to accompany the
student members.

Resolution No. 2018-86
Page 2 of 2
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Anna Ruﬂﬂles

From: Mark Nakajima

Sent: Thursday, October 31, 2019 12:02 PM

To: Anna Ruggles

Cc: Daniel Riordan; 'Declan Lynch'; Bev Maughan
Subject: recommendation for Declan Lynch

Hi Anna,

I am recommending Declan Lynch for the National League of Cities scholarship.

Declan has been a member of the Community Forestry Commission for almost a year now. He has shown interest in
learning about what we do and how we do things. Declan has suggested ideas as well. He is an active participant on the
commission and I think it would be helpful and he would benefit from attending the National League of Cities. He would
represent Forest Grove well.

Mark Nakajima

PDF Page 240



PDF Page 241



PDF Page 242



PDF Page 243



This page is intentionally blank.

PDF Page 244



PDF Page 245



PDF Page 246



PDF Page 247



This page is intentionally blank.

PDF Page 248



	CC11.12.2019 City Council Meeting Calendar
	CC11.12.2019 City Council Meeting Agenda
	5:30 PM - WORK SESSION: Police Station Update
	 - Staff Memorandum
	6:15 PM - WORK SESSION: Federal Grant Consulting Services Request for Interest Review
	 - Staff Memorandum
	- Attachment 1 RFI 
	- CFM Strategic Communications Proposal
	- Summit Strategies Government Affairs Proposal
	6:45 PM - CITY COUNCIL HOLIDAY GREETING
	 - Staff Memorandum
	7:00 PM - CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING
	1. A. Proclamation National Hunger and Homelessness Awareness Week
	2. Citizen Communications
	3. Consent Agenda:
	3. A. Approve City Council Work Session (Vision and Values) Meeting Minutes of October 14, 2019
	 - Attachment SSW Consulting
	3. B. Approve City Council Joint Work Session (Cornelis Council & FG School Board) Meeting Minutes of October 28, 2019
	3. C. Approve City Council Regular Meeting Minutes of October 28, 2019
	3. D. Accept HLB Meeting Minutes
	3. E. Monthly Building Activity Report October 2019
	4. Additions/Deletions
	5. Presentations:
	5. A. PPT 2019 Homeless Assessment Report, Annette Evans, Program Manager
	5. B. PPT Community Connection Workgroup, Brian Schimmel
	5. C. PPT Shelter FG and Cornelius, Celeste Goulding Director
	 - Oregon Statewide Shelter Study Summary
	6. Continue Public Hearing & 2nd Reading ORD 2019-13
	 - Exhibit A
	- Exhibit B
	- Exhibit C
	- Attachment A: Written Testimony
	7. RESO 2019-57 Staff Report
	7. RESO 2019-57 Authorizing City Manager to Execute IGA Between Washington County & City Relating to Contract Law Enforcement Services
	- Exhibit A IGA
	8. Review Applications & Motion to Approve Student Members to Attend NLC Conference in March 2020
	- Attachment Youth Involvement Program
	 - Declan Lynch, CFC 
	- Johanna Peeters Weem, SC
	- Ashley Terry, CCI
	9. City Council Communications
	10. City Manager's Report
	11. Mayor's Report
	12. Adjournment



