
AGENDA 

DES MOINES CITY COUNCIL 
REGULAR MEETING 

City Council Chambers 
VIA ZOOM 

October 22, 2020 – 5:00-8:00 p.m. 

NOTE: The City of Des Moines is currently operating under a Proclamation of Emergency 
issued on March 5, 2020 and Governor Inslee’s Stay-at-Home order issued March 23, 
2020 in response to the COVID-19 Pandemic. Accordingly, this meeting will be held 
virtually using Zoom. 

Public Comment continues to be encouraged and will be accepted in the following 
manner: 

(1) In writing, either by email to the City Clerk's Office
at https://www.desmoineswa.gov/FormCenter/City-Forms-3/Council-Meeting-
Comments-49 or by mail; Attn: City Clerk Office, 21630 11th Avenue S., Des Moines
WA  98198 no later than 4:00 p.m. day of the meeting.  Please provide us with your
first and last name and the city in which you live.  Your full name and the subject
of your public comment will be read into the record at the Council
meeting. Incomplete forms will not be read into the record, however the full
correspondence will be attached to the Council packet and uploaded to the
website as part of the permanent record.

(2) By participation via Zoom.  If you wish to provide oral public comment please
email the City Clerk's office at https://www.desmoineswa.gov/FormCenter/City-
Forms-3/Council-Meeting-Comments-49 no later than 4:00 p.m. day of the
meeting to receive your Zoom log-in and personal identification number.  Please
note that Zoom attendees do not interact with one another; they join in listen-only
mode until it is their turn to address the Council.

City Council meetings can also be viewed live on Comcast Channel 21 or live streamed 
on the City’s website at www.desmoineswa.gov.   

CALL TO ORDER 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

ROLL CALL 

CORRESPONDENCE 

COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC VIA ZOOM/WRITTEN PUBLIC COMMENT 

ADMINISTRATION REPORT 
Item 1: 

Item 2:

Item 3: 

INTRODUCTION OF REPRESENTATIVE TINA ORWALL I-976 

UPDATE

SOUTH KING HOUSING & HOMLESSNESS POLICY UPDATE
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CONSENT CALENDAR 
Page 5  Item 1:  APPROVAL OF VOUCHERS 

Motion is to approve for payment vouchers and payroll transfers 
through October 16, 2020 in the attached list and further 
described as follows: 
Total A/P Checks/Vouchers #161427-161525 $   775,474.07 
Electronic Wire Transfers #    1538-1549 $   262,353.82 
Payroll Checks #    19391-19391 $          435.16 
Payroll Direct Deposit #400001-400149 $   362,122.62 

Total Checks and Wires for A/P and Payroll:  $1,400,385.67 

Page 7 Item 2: DRAFT ORDINANCE NO. 20-042, CREATING NEW DOMESTIC 
VIOLENCE OFFENSES IN THE CRIMINAL CODE 
Motion 1 is to suspend Rule 26(a) in order to enact Draft 
Ordinance No. 20-042 on first reading. 

Motion 2 is to enact Draft Ordinance No. 20-042, relating to public 
safety, defining additional crimes of domestic violence, and adding 
new sections to chapter 9.68 DMMC. 

Page 15 Item 3: MASTER LICENSE AGREEMENT – EXTENET SYSTEMS, INC 
Motion is to approve the Master License Agreement with Extenet 
Systems, Inc. authorizing Extenet’s use of City light poles for 
telecommunications purposes subject to City approval and 
compliance with City Code, and authorize the City Manager to 
sign the Agreement substantially in the form as submitted. 

Page 55 Item 4: INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT – SCHOOL RESILIENCE TO AIR  
POLLUTION STUDY 
Motion is to approve the Interlocal Agreement with the cities of 
Burien, Federal Way, Normandy Park and SeaTac to provide 
funding for a University of Washington study on school resilience 
to air pollution, and authorize the City Manager to sign the 
agreement substantially in form as attached. 

Page 65 Item 5: BARNES CREEK/KENT DES MOINES ROAD CULVERT 
PROJECT: DESIGN AGREEMENT GCB 3395 WITH 
WASHINGTON STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
(WSDOT) 
Motion is to approve Local Agency Agreement GCB 3395 
between the City of Des Moines and the Washington State 
Department of Transportation for the design and permitting of the 
Barnes Creek/Kent-Des Moines Road Culvert Replacement 
Project in the amount of $575,848, plus a 20% contingency and 
further authorize the City Manager or his designee to sign said 
Agreement, substantially in the form as submitted. 

PUBLIC HEARING 
Page 89 Item 1: 2021 PRELIMINARY ANNUAL BUDGET, FIRST READING 

Staff Presentation: Finance Director Beth Anne Wroe 
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BOARD & COMMITTEE REPORTS/COUNCILMEMBER COMMENTS – (4 minutes per 
Councilmember) - 30 minutes 
 
PRESIDING OFFICER’S REPORT 
 
EXECUTIVE SESSION 
   
NEXT MEETING DATE 
    November 12, 2020 City Council Regular Meeting 
ADJOURNMENT 
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Attachment #1
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A G E N D A   I T E M 

BUSINESS OF THE CITY COUNCIL 
City of Des Moines, WA 

SUBJECT:  Interlocal Agreement – School 
Resilience to Air Pollution Study  

ATTACHMENTS: 
1. Interlocal Agreement – School Resilience

to Air Pollution Study

FOR AGENDA OF:   October 22, 2020 

DEPT. OF ORIGIN: Administration 

DATE SUBMITTED:  October 14, 2020 

CLEARANCES: 
    [   ]  Community Development ____ 
    [   ]  Marina ____ 
    [   ]  Parks, Recreation & Senior Services   ____  
    [   ]  Public Works ____ 

CHIEF OPERATIONS OFFICER: ____________ 

[X] Legal TG
[   ]  Finance ____
[   ]  Courts ____
[   ]  Police ____

APPROVED BY CITY MANAGER 

FOR SUBMITTAL: 

Purpose and Recommendation 
The purpose of this agenda item is for City Council consideration of an Interlocal Agreement (ILA) with 
the cities of Burien, Federal Way, Normandy Park and SeaTac to provide funding for a University of 
Washington study on school resilience to air pollution. The following motion will appear on the Consent 
Calendar. 

Suggested Motion 

Motion 1:  “I move to approve the Interlocal Agreement with the cities of Burien, Federal Way, 
Normandy Park and SeaTac to provide funding for a University of Washington study on school 
resilience to air pollution, and authorize the City Manager to sign the Agreement substantially in the 
form as attached.” 

Consent Calendar Item #455
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Background 
Increasing evidence has highlighted outdoor impacts of ultrafine particles on communities living in 
proximity to aircraft descent paths, both within the United States and internationally. A recently 
completed study in Washington State identified a clear, aircraft associated footprint of ultrafine particles 
associated with aircraft activities. Elevated concentrations of ultrafine particles have been consistently 
observed in Boston, Los Angeles and other international airport locations including London, Amsterdam 
Airport Schiphol and Frankfurt. Evidence is emerging that exposure to aircraft emissions is associated 
with negative health impacts.  

A recent 10-year retrospective population-based study in Los Angeles found a significant increase of 
pre-term births in women exposed to aircraft related pollution during gestation, and this effect was 
found to be independent of the effect of roadway traffic pollution. This as well as previous work 
demonstrating short-term increases in inflammation in adults exposed to community air pollution in 
aircraft impacted locations demonstrates the need to implement measures to increase resilience in 
communities. 

Representative Tina Orwall has been a leader in this regard, working to address impacts associated with 
Sea-Tac Airport and the disproportionate impacts experienced by Des Moines and other cities in 
proximity to the airport. 

 
Discussion 
Resiliency in a community is improved when vulnerable members are provided with interventions 
designed to mitigate or remove their sources of exposure. In partnership with MOV-UP advisory board 
members, researchers at the University of Washington identified school children as particularly 
vulnerable to indoor exposures to ultrafine particles from aircraft sources. Currently, it is not well 
understood how ultrafine particles from aircraft sources may infiltrate into indoor environments. 
Experimental and theoretical simulations of particle movement suggest a wide range of possible 
infiltration factors from 10-70% infiltration into indoor spaces. Important determining variables include 
a) building type, b) ventilation system parameters including central vs local units, filter type and 
manufacturer as well as c) building management strategies. 

Existing literature supports that in-class performance of students is directly impacted by the air quality 
within the classroom environment. In Los Angeles, researchers studied how changes in ambient air 
pollution concentrations affected the performance of second through sixth grade students on 
standardized tests between 2002-2008. Comparisons were made between different cohorts within the 
same school, to minimize confounder. Researchers found that a lower concentrations of outdoor 
particulate matter significantly increased mathematics and reading test scores. Similar associations 
between testing scores and short-term air pollution concentrations have been observed nationally and 
internationally. 

The impact of interventions to remove air pollutants in indoor spaces in more limited. A researcher in 
Texas examined the impact of rolling Indoor Air Quality (IAQ) improvements at nearly every school in 
a single school district. This quasi-natural experiment indicated that student performance on 
standardized tests significantly improved following improvements in IAQ. Rough calculations suggest 
that IAQ-renovations may be a more cost-effective way to improve standardized test scores than class 
size reductions. Similarly, preliminary results from another quasi-natural experiment in California, 
where HEPA air filters were installed in every classroom, office and common area for all schools within 
five miles of a potential gas leak (but not beyond) found that air filter exposure led to a 0.20 standard 
deviation increase in mathematics and English scores, with test score improvements persisting into the 
following year. 
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This project aims to test the feasibility, in two phases, to demonstrate the effectiveness and measure the 
impact of intervening within a school environment to reduce exposures to airborne particles of outdoor 
and indoor origin. Our specific aims are to: 

Phase 1 (50k-65k): 

Aim 1: Identify the filtration efficiency of current air handling approaches in a selection of five schools 
North and South of the airport 

a. Determine the size resolved ratio of indoor to outdoor particles in selected unoccupied 
classrooms 
b. Quantify the current ability of ventilation solutions to remove indoor generated particles 
(half-life). Do current air quality handling systems adequately remove particles that might 
contain COVID-19 particles? 
c. Describe the current air exchange rate (AER) of existing filtration systems under 
different MERV rating filters. 
d. Based on the experimental measures, describe the infiltration capacity of 1) ultrafine 
particles of aircraft origin 2) ultrafine particles of traffic origin and 3) wildfire smoke 

Phase 2: (250k) funding proposed to be provided from State of Washington or other non-City 
source: 

Aim 2: Intervene in selected schools N/S of airport by increasing within classroom particle filtration 
capacity. 

a. Randomize classrooms to receive an IAQ intervention, based on testing results from Aim  
b. Measure IAQ impacts of intervention under different aircraft flow conditions. 

Aim 3: Observe medium-term impacts on students receiving IAQ interventions 

a. Quantify impact of IAQ intervention on school absenteeism 
b. Quantify impact of IAQ intervention on quarterly student achievement scores 

This project is designed to provide guidance and recommendations to communities impacted by a 
variety of outdoor air pollution sources to increase resilience within a school setting by identifying 
impactful interventions, testing deployment, and measuring impact. We expect that the intervention 
proposed to reduce indoor exposures to outdoor pollutants associated with aircraft traffic will also be 
effective in reducing exposures to wildfire smoke and roadway traffic. The methods developed will also 
explicitly test the effectiveness of the filtration strategy in reducing indoor generated particles, 
potentially decreasing the risk of COVID-19 transmission within classroom settings. 

 
Alternatives 
Approve the ILA, Approve the ILA with amendments, or do not approve the ILA.  
 
Financial Impact 
The cost to the City for Phase 1 of this study is $12,500. This amount is currently available in the City 
budget.  
 
Recommendation 
Administration recommends approving the ILA as written.  
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INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITIES OF BURIEN, 
DES MOINES, FEDERAL WAY, NORMANDY PARK, AND SEATAC FOR 

A STUDY RELATED TO SCHOOL RESILIENCE TO AIR POLLUTION 

Pursuant to RCW 39.34, the Interlocal Cooperation Act, dated October ___, 2020, (the 
“Effective Date”), this Agreement is entered into between the City of Burien, a municipal 
corporation, hereinafter referred to as “Burien,” the City of Des Moines, a municipal corporation 
hereinafter referred to as “Des Moines,” the City of Federal Way, a municipal corporation 
hereinafter referred to as “Federal Way,” the City of Normandy Park, a municipal corporation 
hereinafter referred to as “Normandy Park,” and the City of SeaTac, a municipal corporation 
hereinafter referred to as “SeaTac,” and all five cities collectively referred to as the “Parties.” 

1. Study Description.  A study will be conducted by the University of Washington pertaining
to School Resilience to Air Pollution (the “Study”).  The Study aims to test the feasibility, in two
phases, to demonstrate the effectiveness and measure the impact of intervening within a school
environment to reduce exposures to airborne particles of outdoor and indoor origin.  Further
description of the Study is attached as Exhibit #1.

2. Study Phases.  The Parties intend to contract with the University of Washington to perform
the Study in two phases.  The first phase is intended to identify the filtration efficiency of current
air handling approaches in a selection of five schools North and South of the Seattle-Tacoma
International Airport (the “Airport”).  The second phase of the Study is intended to intervene in
selected schools north and south of the Airport by increasing within classroom particle filtration
capacity and observe medium-term impacts on students receiving IAQ interventions.

3. Proposed Budget.  The first phase of the study will have a budget of $50,000 plus overhead
costs, and the second phase of the Study will have a budget of $250,000 plus overhead costs.

4. Phase 1 Funding.  The Parties agree to collectively provide $62,500 to fund Phase 1 of
the Study.  Each Party shall equally pay $12,500 for its share of the Phase 1 funding in a lump sum
to the Fiscal Manager upon execution of a Contract with the University of Washington.  The funds
will be managed as described in Section 8.

5. Phase 2 Funding.  Representative Orwall intends to request a budget proviso during the
2021 Legislative Session to fund Phase 2 of the Study.  It is not the intent of this Agreement to
commit the Parties to provide funding for Phase 2 of the Study.

6. Contract and Contract Administration.  Any contract between the Parties and the
University of Washington shall be approved by each party and will be administered by the City of
SeaTac (“Contract Administrator”).  These responsibilities of the Contract Administrator include
monitoring and periodically informing the Parties of the status of work performed under the
contract and coordinating with the Fiscal Manager for payment of contract invoices.

7. Fiscal Management.  Management of fiscal matters associated with this Agreement shall
be administered by the City of Burien (“Fiscal Manager”).   These responsibilities of the Fiscal
Manager include collecting each Party’s Phase 1 funding commitment as outlined in Section 5,

Attachment #159
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processing contract payments as required, and provide copies of all invoices to each party for 
review.  Additionally, should the Washington State Legislature provide funding for Phase 2 of the 
Study, the Fiscal Manager shall manage all aspects of obtaining these funds from the State, to 
make payment for Phase 2 of the Study. 

8. Administration of Agreement.  Supervision and administration of this Agreement shall
be the responsibility of each Parties’ City Manager (or for the City of Federal Way, its Mayor) or
his/her designee.

9. Duration.  This Agreement shall be effective upon  the Effective Date provided above and
shall remain in full force and effect through completion of the Study or June 30, 2022.  This
Agreement may be extended upon mutual agreement of all Parties.

10. Termination.  Any party may withdraw from this Agreement, effective upon thirty (30)
days written notice to the other  Parties.  However, the withdrawing party shall still be responsible
for the payment of its funding obligation as set forth in Section 5.

11. Modification.  This Agreement may be modified by further written agreement upon mutual
acceptance by all Parties.

12. Alternative Dispute Resolution.  If a dispute arises from or relates to this Agreement or
the breach thereof and if the dispute cannot be resolved through direct discussions, the Parties
agree to endeavor first to settle the dispute  amicably by mediation administered by a mediator
under JAMS Alternative Dispute Resolution service rules or policies before resorting to
arbitration. The mediator may be selected by agreement of the Parties or through JAMS.

13. Written Notice.  All communications regarding this Agreement shall be sent by electronic
communication to the Parties at the email addresses listed on the signature page of the Agreement
unless notified to the contrary.

14. Hold Harmless.  Each party to this Agreement shall defend, indemnify and hold the other
party, its appointed and elected officers, agents, counsel, and employees, harmless from claims,
actions, injuries, damages, losses, or suits including reasonable attorneys’ fees, arising or alleged
to have arisen directly or indirectly out of or in consequence of the performance of this Agreement
to the extent caused by the fault or negligence of the indemnitor, its appointed or elected officials,
counsel, employees, officers, agents, assigns, volunteers or representatives.

15. Non-Discrimination.  The Parties shall not discriminate in any manner related to this
Agreement  based on race, color, national origin, gender, gender preference, gender orientation,
religion, age, marital status, or disability in employment or the provision of services.

16. Severability.  If any provision of the Agreement shall be held invalid, the remainder of
this Agreement shall not be affected thereby if such remainder would then continue to serve the
purposes and objectives of both parties.

17. Entire Agreement.  This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the Parties.
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CITY OF BURIEN: 

Brian J. Wilson, City Manager 
Email:     
Date:     

CITY OF DES MOINES: 

Michael Matthias, City Manager 
Email:     
Date:     

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

Name:  Garmon Newsom II  
Title:    City Attorney 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

Name:    Tim George 
Title:    City Attorney 

CITY OF NORMANDY PARK: 

Mark E. Hoppen, City Manager 
Email:     
Date:     

CITY OF DES MOINES: 

Carl C. Cole, City Manager 
Email:    ccole@seatacwa.gov 
Date:     

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

Name:    James Haney 
Title:    City Attorney 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

Name:    Mary E. Mirante Bartolo 
Title:    City Attorney 

CITY OF FEDERAL WAY: 

Jim Farrell, City Manager 
Email:     
Date:     

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

Name:     
Title:    City Attorney 
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Exhibit A 
 

Specific Aims – School Resilience to Air Pollution 
Increasing evidence has highlighted outdoor impacts of ultrafine particles on communities living 
in proximity to aircraft descent paths, both within the United States and internationally. The 
recently completed MOV-UP study in WA State identified a clear, aircraft associated footprint of 
ultrafine particles associates with aircraft activities. Elevated concentrations of ultrafine particles 
have been consistently observed in Boston, Los Angeles and other international airport locations 
including London, Amsterdam Airport Schiphol and Frankfurt. Evidence is emerging that 
exposure to aircraft emissions is associated with negative health impacts. A recent 10-year 
retrospective population-based study in Los Angeles found a significant increase of pre-term births 
in women exposed to aircraft related pollution during gestation, and this effect was found to be 
independent of the effect of roadway traffic pollution. This as well as previous work demonstrating 
short-term increases in inflammation in adults exposed to community air pollution in aircraft 
impacted locations demonstrates the need to implement measures to increase resilience in 
communities. 
Resiliency in a community is improved when vulnerable members are provided with interventions 
designed to mitigate or remove their sources of exposure. In partnership with MOV-UP advisory 
board members, researchers at the University of Washington identified school children as 
particularly vulnerable to indoor exposures to ultrafine particles from aircraft sources. Currently, 
it is not well understood how ultrafine particles from aircraft sources may infiltrate into indoor 
environments. Experimental and theoretical simulations of particle movement suggest a wide 
range of possible infiltration factors from 10-70% infiltration into indoor spaces. Important 
determining variables include a) building type, b) ventilation system parameters including central 
vs local units, filter type and manufacturer as well as c) building management strategies. 
Existing literature supports that in-class performance of students is directly impacted by the air 
quality within the classroom environment. In Los Angeles, researchers studied how changes in 
ambient air pollution concentrations affected the performance of second through sixth grade 
students on standardized tests between 2002-2008. Comparisons were made between different 
cohorts within the same school, to minimize confounder. Researchers found that a lower 
concentrations of outdoor particulate matter significantly increased mathematics and reading test 
scores. Similar associations between testing scores and short-term air pollution concentrations 
have been observed nationally and internationally. 
The impact of interventions to remove air pollutants in indoor spaces in more limited. A researcher 
in Texas examined the impact of rolling IAQ improvements at nearly every school in a single 
school district. This quasi-natural experiment indicated that student performance on standardized 
tests significantly improved following improvements in IAQ. Rough calculations suggest that 
IAQ-renovations may be a more cost-effective way to improve standardized test scores than class 
size reductions. Similarly, preliminary results from another quasi-natural experiment in California, 
where HEPA air filters were installed in every classroom, office and common area for all schools 
within five miles of a potential gas leak (but not beyond) found that air filter exposure led to a 0.20 
standard deviation increase in mathematics and English scores, with test score improvements 
persisting into the following year. 
This project aims to test the feasibility, in two phases, to demonstrate the effectiveness and measure 
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the impact of intervening within a school environment to reduce exposures to airborne particles of 
outdoor and indoor origin. Our specific aims are to: 

Phase 1 (50k): 
Aim 1: Identify the filtration efficiency of current air handling approaches in a selection of five 
schools North and South of the airport 

a. Determine the size resolved ratio of indoor to outdoor particles in selected
unoccupied classrooms
b. Quantify the current ability of ventilation solutions to remove indoor generated
particles (half-life). Do current air quality handling systems adequately remove particles
that might contain COVID-19 particles?
c. Describe the current air exchange rate (AER) of existing filtration systems under
different MERV rating filters.
d. Based on the experimental measures, describe the infiltration capacity of 1)
ultrafine particles of aircraft origin 2) ultrafine particles of traffic origin and 3) wildfire
smoke

Phase 2 (250k): 
Aim 2: Intervene in selected schools N/S of airport by increasing within classroom particle 
filtration capacity. 

a. Randomize classrooms to receive an IAQ intervention, based on testing results
from Aim 1.
b. Measure IAQ impacts of intervention under different aircraft flow conditions.

Aim 3: Observe medium-term impacts on students receiving IAQ interventions 
a. Quantify impact of IAQ intervention on school absenteeism
b. Quantify impact of IAQ intervention on quarterly student achievement scores

This project is designed to provide guidance and recommendations to communities impacted by a 
variety of outdoor air pollution sources to increase resilience within a school setting by identifying 
impactful interventions, testing deployment, and measuring impact. We expect that the 
intervention proposed to reduce indoor exposures to outdoor pollutants associated with aircraft 
traffic will also be effective in reducing exposures to wildfire smoke and roadway traffic. The 
methods developed will also explicitly test the effectiveness of the filtration strategy in reducing 
indoor generated particles, potentially decreasing the risk of COVID-19 transmission within 
classroom settings. 

63

63



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

THIS PAGE LEFT INTENTIONALLY BLANK 

64

64



Consent Calendar Item #5

65

65



66

66



67

67



68

68



Attachment #1

69

69



70

70



71

71



72

72



73

73



74

74



75

75



76

76



77

77



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

THIS PAGE LEFT INTENTIONALLY BLANK 

78

78



Attachment #2
79

79



80

80



81

81



82

82



83

83



84

84



85

85



86

86



87

87



88

88



Public Hearing  Item #1

89

89



90

90



Attachment #1
91

91



92

92



93

93



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

THIS PAGE LEFT INTENTIONALLY BLANK 

94

94



Attachment #295

95



96

96



1

Bonnie Wilkins

From: Alice Thorell <aheartgrove@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, October 22, 2020 2:57 PM
To: _CityCouncil
Cc: Michael Matthias
Subject: Support for proposals

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

To the Des Moines City Council: 
  
I understand the City Council will soon discuss a proposal of bodycams for Des Moines police officers and a 
budget request of $140k. I am writing today in support of this proposal. Our human memories are notoriously 
flawed. Body cameras help to establish an objective, factual record of what occurs during police interactions 
with citizens. This not only keeps police officers accountable when they use force, but it also protects officers 
from false allegations. Bodycams can establish transparency and build community trust. 
  
I also support the formation of a rapid‐response mental health crisis team. According to the Washington Post, 
about 20% of fatal police shootings involve someone with mental health problems. No doubt some involved 
dangerous individuals with weapons who were threatening citizens and/or officers. This is not an easy or 
simple problem to solve. But families who are seeking help for their unarmed loved ones during a mental 
health crisis should have options other than calling armed police officers. This Crosscut article about a Des 
Moines family demonstrates the need for an integrated mental health crisis support system in our community. 
  
I know these things cost money and that doesn’t come out of thin air, but these reforms are timely and 
important. They are good for our families and beneficial to the community.   
  
Regards, 
  
Alice Thorell 
Des Moines resident for 14 years 
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Bonnie Wilkins

From: noreply@civicplus.com
Sent: Wednesday, October 21, 2020 2:16 PM
To: Bonnie Wilkins; Taria Keane; Matt Pina; JC Harris; Luisa Bangs; Jeremy Nutting; Anthony 

Martinelli; Matt Mahoney; Traci Buxton
Subject: Online Form Submittal: Council / Public Meeting Comments

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Council / Public Meeting Comments 
 

  

 
Your name and the subject of your comment will be read into the record at the next 
available City Council meeting.  

First Name Patrick 

Last Name Nardo 

Address1 1224 S 2445h Pl 

City Des Moines 

State WA 

Zip 98198 

Phone 2533447018 

Email pamate974@gmail.com 

Subject Truth in Proclamations  

Comment As a sitting Council Member, if you do not tell the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, you will have told a lie. 
Ultimately it will ensnare you. Your name recognition strategy 
will come back and adversely affect future candidacy. 

Do you wish to be 
contacted by the City 
Clerk’s Office with 
instructions on how to 
participate in the City 
Council Zoom meeting?  

No 

 

 

  

Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.  
 

   





RECOMMENDED BUDGET 2021

CHALLENGES

 COVID-19 PANDEMIC:
 IMPLEMENTING PROTOCOLS TO PREVENT THE SPREAD OF THE VIRUS.

CARRY ON GOVERNMENT BUSINESS AND ESSENTIAL FUNCTIONS.

 WORSENING ECONOMIC CONDITIONS.

 DECLINING REVENUES.



RIGOROUS DISCIPLINE AND LESSONS 
LEARNED FROM 2014

 STRUCTURAL EXPENDITURES ARE PAID FOR BY STRUCTURAL REVENUE.

 ONE TIME MONEY IS USED FOR ONE-TIME PAYMENTS.

 NECESSITY OF ADEQUATE CONTINGENCY FUND.

 THESE BECAME CULTURAL FOUNDATIONS TO THE BUDGET GOING FORWARD.



RESULTS OF RECOVERY FROM 
2014 CRISIS

 BALANCED, SOLVENT BUDGET FOR LAST 5 YEARS.

 SIGNIFICANT BOND RATING UPGRADE FROM STANDARD & POORS TO AA+ AND 
UPGRADE FROM MOODY’S:
 RESULTING IN SAVINGS OF HUNDREDS OF THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS IN BOND 

ISSUANCE INTEREST COSTS.

 CONSISTENT 5 YEAR FORECAST PROJECTING SUSTAINABLE FINANCIAL 
CONDITIONS.



STEPS TAKEN TO AVOID 
FINANCIAL RISK

 FROZE VACANT POSITIONS.

 INSTITUTED WORKSHARE.

 CUT SEVERAL POSITIONS.

 ESTABLISHED EARLY RETIREMENT BENEFITS.

 PUT POLICE OFFICER IN TRAINING PROGRAM ON HOLD.

 TOOK ADVANTAGE OF FEDERAL AND STATE STAND BY PROGRAM.

 DOCUMENTED COVID-19 RELATED COSTS TO QUALIFY FOR FEDERAL CARES 
ACT RESOURCES.

 STRATEGIC USE OF ONE TIME REVENUES AND FUND BALANCE. 



STRATEGIC INITIATIVES

 E.A.T.S. PROGRAM IMPLEMENTATION.

 GRO BUSINESS ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FOR LOCAL BUSINESSES AND SOCIAL 
PROGRAMS.

 INSTITUTED CONSERVATIVE BUDGET ASSUMPTIONS RELATIVE TO ANTICIPATED 
DECREASE IN REVENUES.

 COMMITTED TO ACCOMPLISHING APPROPRIATE CONTINGENT RESERVES 
BASED ON NATIONAL PROTOCOLS OF GOVERNMENT FINANCE OFFICERS 
ASSOCIATION:
 16.67% OF TOTAL FUND SHOULD REMAIN IN CONTINGENCY RESERVE.



STRATEGIC INITIATIVES

 COMPREHENSIVE REVIEW OF CITY FUNCTIONS TO IDENTIFY ESSENTIAL 
GOVERNMENT ACTIVITIES AND PROGRAMS.

 IMPLEMENTATION OF VIRTUAL BUSINESS:
 BUILDING DEPARTMENT, PLAN REVIEW AND INSPECTIONS.

 VIRTUAL COURT FOR THE MOST PART.

 VIRTUAL RECREATION PROGRAMS.

 ISSUED AN EMERGENCY DECLARATION ON MARCH 5, 2020:
 STOOD UP OUR EMERGENCY OPERATIONS CENTER AT FIRE STATION 67 IN 

COOPERATION WITH SOUTH KING FIRE AND RESCUE.



2021 BUDGET OVERVIEW

 CLOSURE OF CITY FACILITIES – REDUCTION OF PROGRAM FEES AND EVENT REVENUE.  
ASSUME FACILITIES CLOSED POTENTIALLY THROUGH JUNE 2021.

 2021 PROPERTY TAX REVENUE DOES NOT INCLUDE THE ADDITIONAL 1% PROPERTY TAX 
LEVY. THE FORGONE 1% PROPERTY TAX INCREASE OF $52,528 WILL BE BANKED AND 
AVAILABLE FOR FUTURE LEVY CAPACITY INCREASES.

 SALES AND B&O TAXES FOR 2021 ARE 7.6% LESS THAN AMOUNT ORIGINALLY 
BUDGETED IN 2020.

 RETAIN $300,000 OF THE $400,000 PLANNED ONE-TIME SALES AND B&O TAX REVENUE 
IN GENERAL FUND BALANCE TO ENSURE CONTINGENCY RESERVES OF 16.67%.



2021 BUDGET OVERVIEW
 REVIEW OF ESSENTIAL FUNCTIONS.
 STAFFING OVERVIEW – TOTAL DECREASE OF 9.0 FTE’S (4 OF THOSE WERE FUNDED BY 

ONE-TIME MONIES) AND INCREASE OF 2 HALF TIME POSITIONS:
 STAFF REDUCTIONS:

 2.0 FTE’S IN COURT STAFFING DUE TO CHANGES IN MUNICIPAL COURT OPERATIONS.
 3.0 FTE’S FROM PUTTING THE ‘HIRE AHEAD PROGRAM’ ON HOLD – REDUCTION IN RED 

LIGHT PROGRAM REVENUE. 
 2.0 FTE’S IN POLICE DEPARTMENT REORGANIZATION THAT ELIMINATED THE EVIDENCE 

TECHNICIAN AND THE MANAGEMENT ANALYST.
 1.0 FTE FOR THE LAYOFF OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT, PARKS & RECREATION AND 

SENIOR SERVICES.
 1.0 FTE FOR THE OFFICE MANAGER POSITION AT THE MARINA.

 STAFFING ADDITIONS:
 0.5 FTE IN LIMITED TERM HR POSITION – PROVIDES FULL-TIME ASSISTANCE FOR THE 

IMPLEMENTATION OF THE HR/PAYROLL SYSTEM.
 0.5 FTE FOR A RECORDS SPECIALIST RELATED TO THE BODY CAMERA PROGRAM.



2021 BUDGET OVERVIEW

 BODY CAMERA PROGRAM AND CLOUD STORAGE.

 HUMAN SERVICES ALLOCATION - $175,000 FOR 2021 ($25,000 INCREASE).



2021 ANNUAL BUDGET

Funds
Total City 
Budget %

General Fund 28,776,681$     31.19%
Special Revenue Funds 23,440,129$     25.41%
Debt Service Funds 658,573$          0.71%
Municipal Capital Improvements Fund 8,164,185$       8.85%
Transportation Capital Improvements Fund 2,993,974$       3.25%
Marina Fund 7,584,727$       8.22%
Surface Water Management Fund 12,542,963$     13.59%
Internal Service Funds 8,102,497$       8.78%
Total City Budget 92,263,729$     100.00%



2021 REVENUE SOURCES BY FUND
(PAGES 24 AND 25 IN BUDGET DOCUMENT)

Taxes
Licenses & 
Permits

Inter‐
Governmental

Charges for 
Services

Fines and 
Forfeits

Miscellaneou
s

Other 
Financing 
Sources Transfers In Subtotal

Beginning 
Fund Balance

TOTAL 
SOURCES

001 General Fund 14,321,858$   1,372,250$     885,986$         5,374,426$     1,512,700$     235,402$        ‐$                    ‐$                    23,702,622$   5,074,059$     28,776,681$  

101 Streets 488,435$        728,430$        ‐$                    ‐$                    ‐$                    2,500$            ‐$                    495,000$        1,714,365$     640,253$        2,354,618$    
102 Street Pavement ‐                      617,574          ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      12,500            ‐                      ‐                      630,074          1,601,930       2,232,004      
105 Development  ‐                      994,150          67,000             1,558,309       1,000              22,400            ‐                      ‐                      2,642,859       4,272,119       6,914,978      
107 Police Drug Seizure  ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      1,250              ‐                      ‐                      1,250              22,718            23,968           
111 Hotel‐Motel Tax 70,000            ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      250                 ‐                      ‐                      70,250            74,489            144,739         
113 Affordable Housing Sales Tax 30,000            ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      30,000            ‐                      30,000           
120 Traffic In Lieu ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      1,185,000       ‐                      1,000              ‐                      ‐                      1,186,000       910,771          2,096,771      
121 Traffic Impact ‐ City‐wide ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      1,490,000       ‐                      2,500              ‐                      ‐                      1,492,500       862,230          2,354,730      
122 Traffic Impact ‐ Pacific Ridge ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      39,000            ‐                      1,250              ‐                      ‐                      40,250            598,158          638,408         
130 REET 1  600,000          ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      7,500              ‐                      ‐                      607,500          850,348          1,457,848      
131 REET 2 600,000          ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      5,000              ‐                      ‐                      605,000          385,950          990,950         
135 Park Levy ‐                      182,500           ‐                      ‐                      250                 ‐                      ‐                      182,750          10,806            193,556         
136 Park In Lieu ‐                      ‐                      135,305          ‐                      1,500              ‐                      ‐                      136,805          404,611          541,416         
139 One Time Sales Tax ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      10,000            ‐                      100,000          110,000          868,590          978,590         
140 Redondo Zone ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      200                 88,350            ‐                      ‐                      88,550            8,429              96,979           
141 Waterfront Zone ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      750                 189,600          ‐                      ‐                      190,350          131,240          321,590         
142 PBPW Automation Fee  ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      125,000          ‐                      2,000              ‐                      ‐                      127,000          391,031          518,031         
151 Urban Forestry  ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      5,000              ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      5,000              ‐                      5,000             
180 Abatement ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      200                 2,150              ‐                      ‐                      2,350              49,375            51,725           
190 Automated Speed Enforce (ASE) ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      110,000          2,000              ‐                      ‐                      112,000          276,011          388,011         
199 Transportation Benefit District ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      1,106,217       1,106,217      

Total Special Revenue Funds 1,788,435$     2,340,154$     249,500$         4,537,614$     112,150$        352,000$        ‐$                    595,000$        9,974,853$     13,465,276$   23,440,129$  
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2021 REVENUE SOURCES BY FUND 
(CONTINUED)

Taxes
Licenses & 
Permits

Inter‐
Governmental

Charges for 
Services

Fines and 
Forfeits

Miscellaneou
s

Other 
Financing 
Sources Transfers In Subtotal

Beginning 
Fund Balance

TOTAL 
SOURCES

201 REET 1 Debt Service ‐$                    ‐$                    ‐$                    ‐$                    ‐$                    ‐$                    ‐$                    19,242$          19,242$          16,917$          36,159$         
202 REET 2 Debt Service ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      246,203          246,203          31,869            278,072         
208 2018 LTGO Debt Service ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      350                 ‐                      230,600          230,950          113,392          344,342         

Total Debt Service ‐$                    ‐$                    ‐$                    ‐$                    ‐$                    350$               ‐$                    496,045$        496,395$        162,178$        658,573$       

310 Municipal Capital Improvement ‐$                    ‐$                    3,266,000$      ‐$                    ‐$                    ‐$                    ‐$                    804,000$        4,070,000$     4,094,185$     8,164,185$    
319 Transportation Capital Improvement ‐                      ‐                      716,000           ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      677,000          1,393,000       1,600,974       2,993,974      

Total Capital Project Funds ‐$                    ‐$                    3,982,000$      ‐$                    ‐$                    ‐$                    ‐$                    1,481,000$     5,463,000$     5,695,159$     11,158,159$  

401 Marina  ‐$                    ‐$                    ‐$                    4,355,907$     20,000$          89,059$          ‐$                    50,000$          4,514,966$     3,069,761$     7,584,727$    

450 Surface Water Management ‐$                    ‐$                    ‐$                    4,413,440$     ‐$                    47,500$          65,000$          ‐$                    4,525,940$     8,017,023$     12,542,963$  

500 Equipment Rental Operations ‐$                    ‐$                    ‐$                    553,364$        ‐$                    2,500$            ‐$                    ‐$                    555,864$        333,064$        888,928$       
501 Equipment Rental Replacement ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      379,329          ‐                      6,500              ‐                      250,000          635,829          2,560,074       3,195,903      
506 Facility Repair & Replacement ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      109,270          ‐                      1,500              ‐                      51,000            161,770          637,750          799,520         
511 Computer Replacement ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      149,800          ‐                      4,000              ‐                      ‐                      153,800          1,064,159       1,217,959      
520 Self Insurance ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      694,147          ‐                      5,000              ‐                      ‐                      699,147          793,350          1,492,497      
530 Unemployment Insurance ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      34,880            ‐                      1,250              ‐                      ‐                      36,130            471,560          507,690         

Total Internal Service Funds ‐$                    ‐$                    ‐$                    1,920,790$     ‐$                    20,750$          ‐$                    301,000$        2,242,540$     5,859,957$     8,102,497$    

Total Budget 16,110,293$   3,712,404$     5,117,486$      20,602,177$   1,644,850$     745,061$        65,000$          2,923,045$     50,920,316$   41,343,413$   92,263,729$  
% of Total Revenue 31.64% 7.29% 10.05% 40.46% 3.23% 1.46% 0.13% 5.74% 100.00%

En
te
rp
ri
se

In
te
rn
al
 S
er
vi
ce

Funds

  D
eb

t 
Se

rv
ic
e

C
ap

it
al
 P
ro
je
ct



2021 EXPENDITURE CATEGORIES BY FUND
(PAGES 26 AND 27 IN BUDGET DOCUMENT)

Salaries & 
Wages

Personnel 
Benefits Supplies

Services & 
Charges

Interfund 
Charges Transfers Out

Capital 
Outlay Debt Service Subtotal

Ending Fund 
Balance TOTAL USES

001 General Fund 10,746,246$   3,955,645$     753,967$        4,619,564$     3,899,425$     679,748$        20,000$          ‐$                    24,674,595$   4,102,086$     28,776,681$  

101 Streets 394,009$        149,126$        97,713$          677,550$        390,336$        ‐$                    ‐$                    ‐$                    1,708,734$     645,884$        2,354,618$    
102 Street Pavement ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      143,000          ‐                      475,000          ‐                      ‐                      618,000          1,614,004       2,232,004      
105 Development  1,574,007       639,493          35,822            388,065          475,109          ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      3,112,496       3,802,482       6,914,978      
107 Police Drug Seizure  ‐                      ‐                      500                 500                 ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      1,000              22,968            23,968           
111 Hotel‐Motel Tax ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      70,250            ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      70,250            74,489            144,739         
113 Affordable Housing Sales Tax ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      30,000            ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      30,000            ‐                      30,000           
120 Traffic In Lieu ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      2,096,771       2,096,771      
121 Traffic Impact ‐ City‐wide ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      552,000          ‐                      ‐                      552,000          1,802,730       2,354,730      
122 Traffic Impact ‐ Pacific Ridge ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      638,408          638,408         
130 REET 1  ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      111,094          ‐                      ‐                      111,094          1,346,754       1,457,848      
131 REET 2 ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      331,203          ‐                      ‐                      331,203          659,747          990,950         
135 Park Levy ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      100,000          ‐                      ‐                      100,000          93,556            193,556         
136 Park In Lieu ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      150,000          ‐                      ‐                      150,000          391,416          541,416         
139 One Time Sales Tax ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      378,000          ‐                      ‐                      378,000          600,590          978,590         
140 Redondo Zone ‐                      ‐                      9,000              31,096            30,979            ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      71,075            25,904            96,979           
141 Waterfront Zone ‐                      ‐                      10,000            60,304            55,812            ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      126,116          195,474          321,590         
142 PBPW Automation Fee  ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      93,190            ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      93,190            424,841          518,031         
151 Urban Forestry  ‐                      ‐                      5,000              ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      5,000              ‐                      5,000             
180 Abatement ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      1,000              ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      1,000              50,725            51,725           
190 Automated Speed Enforce (ASE) ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      118,000          20,000            45,000            ‐                      ‐                      183,000          205,011          388,011         
199 Transportation Benefit District ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      1,106,217       1,106,217      

Total Special Revenue Funds 1,968,016$     788,619$        158,035$        1,519,765$     1,065,426$     2,142,297$     ‐$                    ‐$                    7,642,158$     15,797,971$   23,440,129$  
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2021 EXPENDITURE CATEGORIES BY FUND 
(CONTINUED)

Salaries & 
Wages

Personnel 
Benefits Supplies

Services & 
Charges

Interfund 
Charges Transfers Out

Capital 
Outlay Debt Service Subtotal

Ending Fund 
Balance TOTAL USES

201 REET 1 Debt Service ‐$                    ‐$                    ‐$                    500$               428$               13,148$          14,076$          22,083$          36,159$         
202 REET 2 Debt Service ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      6,567              235,090          241,657          36,415            278,072         
208 2018 LTGO Debt Service ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      230,600          230,600          113,742          344,342         

Total Debt Service ‐$                    ‐$                    ‐$                    500$               6,995$            ‐$                    ‐$                    478,838$        486,333$        172,240$        658,573$       

310 Municipal Capital Improvement ‐$                    ‐$                    ‐$                    ‐$                    ‐$                    8,024,000$     8,024,000$     140,185$        8,164,185$    
319 Transportation Capital Improvement ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      1,465,000       1,465,000       1,528,974       2,993,974      

Total Capital Project Funds ‐$                    ‐$                    ‐$                    ‐$                    ‐$                    ‐$                    9,489,000$     ‐$                    9,489,000$     1,669,159$     11,158,159$  

401 Marina  697,627$        295,124$        1,188,643$     393,310$        735,996$        ‐$                    480,000$        780,146$        4,570,846$     3,013,881$     7,584,727$    

450 Surface Water Management 947,951$        424,401$        116,650$        1,281,487$     484,617$        ‐$                    2,940,000$     ‐$                    6,195,106$     6,347,857$     12,542,963$  

500 Equipment Rental Operations 135,446$        66,674$          292,793$        49,950$          28,229$          ‐$                    ‐$                    ‐$                    573,092$        315,836$        888,928$       
501 Equipment Rental Replacement ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      290,000          ‐                      290,000          2,905,903       3,195,903      
506 Facility Repair & Replacement ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      270,000          ‐                      270,000          529,520          799,520         
511 Computer Replacement ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      101,000          162,461          ‐                      263,461          954,498          1,217,959      
520 Self Insurance ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      729,575          16,876            ‐                      ‐                      746,451          746,046          1,492,497      
530 Unemployment Insurance ‐                      120,000          ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      ‐                      120,000          387,690          507,690         

Total Internal Service Funds 135,446$        186,674$        292,793$        779,525$        45,105$          101,000$        722,461$        ‐$                    2,263,004$     5,839,493$     8,102,497$    

Total Budget 14,495,286$   5,650,463$     2,510,088$     8,594,151$     6,237,564$     2,923,045$     13,651,461$   1,258,984$     55,321,042$   36,942,687$   92,263,729$  
% of Total Expenditures 26.20% 10.21% 4.54% 15.54% 11.28% 5.28% 24.67% 2.28% 100.00%
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2021-2025 General Fund Financial Forecast
(page 49 of budget document)

PRE‐COVID
IMPACT OF 

COVID
CONTINUATION 

OF COVID

BUDGET REVISED BUDGET  BUDGET
ON‐GOING ACTIVITIES 2020 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025

BEGINNING FUND BALANCE 4,500,950$        5,837,998$        5,074,059$          4,153,086$        4,038,087$        4,113,372$        4,268,474$       

Operating Revenues 25,195,977 21,688,306 23,134,622 24,219,513 24,821,416 25,605,559 26,283,097

Operating Expenditures  (24,760,709)       (22,652,650)       (23,807,633)         (24,219,512)       (24,646,131)       (25,385,457)       (25,848,446)      

435,268 (964,344) (673,011) 1 175,285 220,102 434,651

ONE‐TIME ACTIVITIES
Total One‐Time Revenues 961,000            2,089,030         568,000              503,600            503,600            258,000            200,200           

One‐time Expenditures 
Total One‐Time Expenditures (1,454,315)        (1,888,625)        (815,962)             (618,600)           (603,600)           (323,000)           (240,200)          

ENDING FUND BALANCE 4,442,903$        5,074,059$        4,153,086$          4,038,087$        4,113,372$        4,268,474$        4,663,125$       

GFOA Target of 60 days (approx. 16.67%) 4,127,610         3,776,197         3,968,732           4,037,393         4,108,510         4,231,756         4,308,936        
Reserve (shortfall) surplus to GFOA Target 315,293             1,297,862          184,354               694                    4,862                 36,718               354,189            

Ending Reserve ‐ % Total Operating Expenditures 17.94% 22.40% 17.44% 16.67% 16.69% 16.81% 18.04%

FORECAST

Net Activity ("Operating revenues over (under)
operating expenditures")



NEXT STEPS – BUDGET CALENDAR

 NOVEMBER 12, 2020:

 PUBLIC HEARING ON GENERAL PROPERTY TAX LEVY AND REVENUE SOURCES.

 PUBLIC HEARING ON 2021 ANNUAL BUDGET – 2ND READING.

 PUBLIC HEARING ON REVISED 2020 ANNUAL BUDGET.



CONCLUSION

The 2021 Annual Budget presented tonight is a balanced budget that 
is sustainable and solvent into the foreseeable future.



QUESTIONS???

Motion: “I MOVE TO PASS DRAFT ORDINANCE NO. 20-062 TO A SECOND 
READING ON NOVEMBER 12, 2020 FOR FURTHER CITY COUNCIL 
CONSIDERATION AND APPROVAL”
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