AGENDA
Aurora City Council Meeting
Tuesday, November 13, 2012, at 7:00 P.M.
City Council Chambers, Aurora City Hall
21420 Main St. NE, Aurora, OR 97002

1. Call to Order of the City Council Meeting
2. City Recorder Calls Roll

Mayor Taylor
Councilor Graupp
Councilor Brotherton
Councilor Sahlin
Councilor Vlcek

3. Consent Agenda

L City Council Meeting Minutes — October 09, 2012
IL Planning Commission Meeting Minutes — October 02, 2012
III.  Historic Review Board Minutes —

Correspondence

I. City County Real-Time Risk Bulletin

II. League or Oregon Cities, Impacts of Recent Court Fines Legislation Municipal
Courts.

III.  OR 99E Woodburn to Aurora Corridor Segment Plan, Maps as Requested

IV.  LOC Bulleting Fee Increase for Water Quality Permits

V. Unison Cell Tower Conversion Program

4, Visitors
Anyone wishing to address the City Council concerning items not already on the
meeting agenda may do so in this section. No decision or action will be made, but the
City Council could ook into the matter and provide some response in the future.

5. Discussion with the Parks Committee
6. Discussion with Traffic Safety Commission
7. Reports
Aurora City Council Agenda November 13, 2012

This is a public meeting and all interested citizens are invited to attend. The meeting place is not handicapped
accessible; those needing assistance should contact the city Office three (3) working days before regularly scheduled
meetings. The minutes of this and all public meetings are available at City Hall during regular business hours. All
meetings are audio taped and may be video taped



A. Police Chief’s Report — (not included in your packet)

B. Finance Officer’s Report — Financials (included in your packets)

1. Revenue & Expense Report
2. Audit Report

C. Public Works Department’s Report — ( included in your packet)

1. Monthly Status Report (Storm Water)
2. Monthly Status Report (Water)

A. Waste Water Treatment Plant Update (from Otis Phillips, included in your
packet)
D. City Recorder’s Report (included in your packet)
E. City Attorney’s Report — (not Included in your packet)
.
8. Ordinances and Resolutions
A.
9. Old Business

A. Discussion and or Action on Police Draft Contract
e Marion County

10. New Business

A. Discussion and or Action on the Audit Report Prepared by Grove, Mueller
and Swank and Audit Managers Letter.

11. Adjourn
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Minutes
Aurora City Council Meeting
Tuesday, October 09, 2012, at 7:00 P.M.
City Council Chambers, Aurora City Hall
21420 Main St. NE, Aurora, OR 97002

STAFF PRESENT: Kelly Richardson, City Recorder
Jason Andersen, Police Supervisor
Bob Southard, Water Superintendent
Jan Vlcek, Finance Officer

STAFF ABSENT: Otis Phillips, Waste Water Superintendent

VISITORS PRESENT: Don Hemstreet, Reserve Qfficer
Christine O’Brien, Aurora
Jason Saucedo, Aurora PD
Kris Sallee, Aurora

1. Call to Order of the City Council Meeting
The meeting was called to order by Mayor Greg Taylor at 7:00 p.m.
2. Administrative assistant does Roll Call
Mayor Taylor — present
Councilor Graupp - present
Councilor Brotherton -present
Councilor Sahlin ~ present

Councilor Vlicek - present

3. Consent Agenda

L City Council Meeting Minutes — September 11, 2012 & Special Meeting September
20, 2012
IL Planning Commission Meeting Minutes — September 04, 2012

IIL Historic Review Board Minutes — August 23, 2012

Correspondence

8 City County Employment Claims Report
IL Letter From Aurora Colony Visitors Association on Police Dept. Sept 24, 2012
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HI.  OR99E Woodburn to Aurora Corridor Segment Plan
IV.  Marion County Economic Summit Meeting
V. PGE bill showing first round of energy savings, Otis Phillips

Councilor Vicek asks if there is a map for the corridor segment, Mayor Taylor states that
City Planner Wakeley may have a map. Mayor has concerns and asks if there is an
opportunity to provide comment becanse there are many items that I don’t agree with.
Councilor Graupp states that bottom line they want us to change 2" street and main so that
they enter onto 99E at a 90 degree angle. Councilor Graupp states that they are now looking
at funding so it will be quite a ways off. This is at this point an ODOT project list or wish
list.

Motion to approve Consent Agenda was made by Councilor Graupp and seconded by Councilor
Vlicek. Motion Passes.

4. Visitors
Anyone wishing to address the City Council concerning items not already on the
meeting agenda may do so in this section. No decision or action will be made, but the
City Council could look into the matter and provide some response in the future.

No one spoke at this time.

5. Discussion with the Parks Committee, Nothing was said.

6. Discussion with Traffic Safety Commission, No one from Traffic Safety was
present.

7. Reports

A. Police Chief’s Report — (included in your packet) Chief McCuistion read his report.
o The average speed for the month was 23 miles over.

Barking dog on Filbert ongoing issue

Continued problems with air cards in police cruisers

Car 27 maintenance

16 citations with total of 28 violations

Suspicious Vehicle reported in the Orchard Street area, looking into garages.

O 0 00O

Councilor Brotherton asks Supervisor Andersen about the stalled vehicle near Champoeg State
Park. Andersen stated it was a really bad corner and we were asked to assist another agency.
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Supervisor Andersen approached the Council and asked if it would be feasible to compensate the
reserve officers in some way since they have been putting in so many volunteer hours, Councilor
Graupp explains the budget shortfall.

Finance Officer Vlcek asked clarification on the 6,030 in presumptive fines, this is in large part
to an increase in vehicles being towed, which I believe we are doing far too many and the case
law states that if a person is able to pull into a safe zone said vehicle doesn’t need to be towed
and I plan on a discussion with the officers.

Mayor Taylor reiterates what Councilor Graupp explained on the budget shortfall and so I really
do not believe we can afford to at this time compensate the reserve officers.

Supervisor Andersen asks City Council what will happen to the reserve officers if you go with
Marion County because if you do the reserves will have to start completely over they will not
just be absorbed by the County and these guys have given many hours to the city and would
prefer to stay here.

No more questions of the Chief

B. Finance Officer’s Report — Financials (included in your packets)

1. Revenue & Expense Report

° Auditors report should be completed in 4 to 6 weeks they have been here the
past two days.

There were no more questions from the council.

C. Public Works Department’s Report — ( included in your packet)
1. Monthly Status Report (Storm Water)
2. Monthly Status Report (Water)
Superintendent Southard does a brief overview of his report as provided.
* The water filtration unit was down today it will be fixed at their cost.
e Well levels at this point are low; they are more than 1 like to see.
* Ehlen Road project is moving forward the pipe should be in the ground by
Thursday.
* The crosswalk on Ottaway and 99E has been completed with the permanent
fix.
* Stop sign at 3 is down.
* Finally purchased the tree corer so we can take care of the trees in the park.
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A. Waste Water Treatment Plant Update (from Otis Phillips),

* Report is attached however Superintendent Phillips is absent.

D. City Recorder’s Report (included in your packet)

City Recorder, Richardson gives a brief overview of her report as included in the

packet.

There were no questions from the Council.

E. City Attorney’s Report — (not Included in your packet)

Attorney Koho was not in attendance.

'The Rodger Eddy situation will be forwarded to Planning Commission for a
review on a variance.

8. Ordinances and Resolutions

9. Old Business

A. Discussion and or Action on Backflow Management Policy, there is a brief
discussion on this matter however the resolution was not considered at this time. The Council
decides to set this matter a side for now until a meeting with BMI can be arranged.

B. Discussion and or Action on City Police Proposal

City Council Meeting

At the last meeting it was stated that we have to provide police services
with further research it has been confirmed that we do not have to
provide police services however it is the consensus of the Council based
on citizen comment that we contract with one or the other of the agencies.
Councilor Graupp states that at this point he is very open minded to either
proposals.

Councilor Sahlin stated that he had taken the time to speak with citizens
however many of them did not have a comment.

Councilor Vlcek stated that in his opinion Hubbard is the closest agency and
therefore would provide better and faster response time if the contracted
officer was not on duty. I also think that this option would be a better match
with our community policing since they in fact come from a small city. If
Marion County were just down the road then maybe they could compete
however that is simply not the case. I did hear some negative comments from
the public about Hubbard however I think that this is to be expected since
again they are just down the road so to speak.

Councilor Brotherton stated that he thought Marion County proposal was less
of an expense to the city. He also went on to say that Marion County might be
a welcome change.
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e Councilor Graupp asked if we went with Hubbard ( it is clarified that the
additional cost comes into play if we go with Hubbard then we still need to
purchase the 30,000 dollar transponder with the County we do not)

e Councilor Sahlin did ask for clarification on the cost; however it is explained
that this can fluctuate depending on the pay grade of the officer chosen.

o Mayor Taylor states that he had sat down and spoke to both agencies again
and the following statements are as follows;

%+ The contract cost is basically the same

+ Both entities are very capable

» Both entities will allow schedule fluctuation, and if the Marion County

Officer is not on duty they stated if we contract with them we then

become a priority call.

Marion County is a yearly contract

Hubbard is a 3 year contract, I would prefer a one year contract

With the County they would allow us to sit on the interview panel in

Hubbard they would supply the officer.

Special events are not a problem for either agency and would not be

any further cost.

e This is certainly a first for our community and this is a very hard decision to make. I have
heard various responses from the community some of which have been in favor of
Hubbard however I have had the majority of the comments in favor of Marion County.
Since this is a first if we choose Marion County which at this point with the yearly
contract being my choice if it doesn’t work out we can then contact Hubbard.
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Supervisor Andersen of the Aurora Police Department, responds to Mayor Taylor, 1 have
concerns with Marion County because at this point the County does not respond and to my
knowledge refuse to respond. I personally find this very unprofessional conduct. Hubbard police
have always been very helpful they respond whenever they are asked this department is just
down the road so response time would be much quicker if needed on the off hours of the
assigned officer. Hubbard is in our area at various times anyway and has better knowledge of our
community. As police professional [ would like to make myself available to help the Council
make the best choice for our community and to ask the right questions.

At this point members of the Aurora Police Reserves state that in the years that they have spent
in Aurora volunteering countless hours they agree with Supervisor Andersen in that they cannot
remember a time when Marion County has responded and as far as a working relationship
Hubbard has always shown a presence here in Aurora. They would like to see Hubbard be
chosen and at that time they would then like to continue with their service to Aurora through the
reserve program.

Officer Saucedo, would also like to point out that the County substation is clear out by Gervais
not in Woodburn as previously stated so response time again would suffer and in four years of
service to Aurora I have not seen a County Officer. Don Hemstreet also a reserve officer with
Aurora agrees as well.
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Chrissie O’Brien, Aurora states that her any many others feel they will need to obtain a weapons
permit to protect themselves because the response time for the County will be poor they are
never in our area. Hubbard police department is just down the road it should be very clear the
choice.

Kris Sallee, Aurora asks about education that could be provided to the community.

Mayor Taylor at this point states let’s put it to a vote.

I will accept a motion;

Councilor Vicek moves that we go with the City of Hubbard receiving no second.

Councilor Graupp makes a motion to accept Marion County for police services and begin
contract negotiations and Councilor Sahlin seconds. Motion is approved with 4 aves and
Councilor Vilcek opposed.

11. New Business

A. Discussion and or Action on 21200 Highway 99E possible enforcement
action. , in 2003 there was conditional use agreement for landscape and fencing
of the property signed, Councilor Sahlin states that we need to make him uphold
what his agreement was. This was for 3months obviously we blew that stated
Mayor Taylor.

Council decides to have City Attorney Koho send an enforcement letter out to the
property owner.

B. Discussion and or Action on Memo from City Recorder, Richardson for
Lexipol Manual. Discussion is brief considering we are now going to enter into
contract with the County there is no need for a Manuel.

A motion to not renew the contract is made by Councilor Sahlin and second by
Councilor Graupp. Motion Passes.

A A A |
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12, Adjourn

A motion to adjourn the October 09. 2012, meetinge at 8:53 p.m. was made by Councilor
Sahlin and seconded by Councilor Graupp. Motion Passed Unanimously.

Greg Taylor, Mayor

ATTEST:

Kelly Richardson, City Recorder

Page 7 of 7
City Council Meeting October 009, 2012



Minutes
Aurora Planning Commission Meeting
Tuesday, October 02, 2012 at 7:00 P.M.
Aurora Commons Room, Aurora City Hall
21420 Main St. NE, Aurora, OR 97002

STAFF PRESENT: Kelly Richardson, City Recorder
Renata Wakeley, City Planner

STAFF ABSENT:

VISITORS PRESENT: Bill Graupp, Aurora
Karen Townsend, Aurora
Scott Brotherton, Aurora

L. Call to Order of Planning Commission Meeting

The meeting was called to order by Planning Chair J

2. City Recorder Did Roll Call

Chairman, Schaefer -  Present
Commissioner, Willman Present
Commissioner, Gibson  Present
Commissioner, Graham Present
Commissioner, Fawcett Present
Commissioner, Braun _Abse

3. Consent Agenda

Minutes

. »;urdfﬁifflléﬁhing Commission Meeting —September 04, 2012
ALZHRB Minutes
II1. City Council — August 14 , 2012

OR 99E Woodburn to Aurora Corridor Segment Plan, Project Management
Meeting #3. There is a brief discussion on the 3 draft improvement options describing
this memo, Planning Commission is asking City Planner Wakeley about drawings
because it would be much easier to grab the concept I had included them by email,
Chairman Schaefer asks if we are in a hurry to provide comment Wakeley informs the
Commission that she had provided a response in my review asking for clarity honestly 1

have not heard back nor about a meeting. Soon there will be an open house at Hubbard

Planning Commission Meeting October 02, 2012 Page 1 of 5



City Hall and these options will be discussed I do not have a date for that I have not been

attending just reviewing and commenting however it might be a good idea for someone
from the city attend.

The Commission requested drawings for the next Planning Commission meeting.

IL. Email from ODOT, New Enhance Application Solicitation, City Planner-Wakeley is

happy to have PC provide comment on this ODOT STIP application proces thiszis new

interchange and the continuation of sidewalk along 99E if there are otlﬁf ou;

know. Side note in speaking to several of the County planners thls app M"atlog process

the Woodburn interchange has received funding and they ‘gy‘gii}';ﬁ M,)sﬁlgttingdown 99E for

quite a while. I have asked for more information ,ﬂtlis,;,ll wxll be sharning with everyone

3 that traffic get detoured away from

, good that they come into town.

mmissioner Rob Graham will help assist Wakeley on this grant application for the STIP.

Motion to approve the consent agenda was made by Commissioner Gibson and seconded by
Commissioner Graham.

4. Visitor

Anyone wishing to address the Planning Commission concerning items not already on the
meeting agenda may do so in this section. No decision or action will be made, but the Planning
Commission could look into the matter and provide some response in the future.
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No one spoke at this time.
5. Public Hearing

A Discussion and or Action on Extended/Continuation of CPMA-12-01 Anthony
Fidanzo,

Was called to order at 7:15
The applicant is not here to night, City Planner Wakeley gives a report or recollection 6

process to date and so far MR. Fidanzo has been receiving positive comments howeve
nothing in writing and Wakeley asked for an extension in this matter. :

Currently we are covered by the 120 day rule agreement that Mr. Fidanzo signed’
recommend or ask for a continuance on this matter.

A motion is made by Commissioner Fawcett to continue the heai"in‘ tintil November 6, 2012 at
the next regularly scheduled meeting and is seconded b Cg@ﬁiiss’iﬁnéﬁ@:rghﬁfn. Motion Passes.

The Public Hearing closed at 7:20 with no comments from t

6. New Business

A. Discussion and or Action.on request for extension Gateway Aurora Project
and Subdivision by Bixler, Chaitman Schaefer asks about the history of this
extension and Wakeley states-originally they were given 3 years at which point
now Mr. Bixler submits a letter'to Council and asks that it be extended for 2
years. Wakeley stafes that we have repeatedly asked for items and about half of
the items we are‘requesting are getting lost at this point [ think a 2 year extension
is overly generou TI'believe a one year is adequate.

Discussion and or Action on Email from Sandra Larsen Department of
viation.
City Planner Wakeley states, there is no formal action so that is why I did not
submit a staff report. I looked at this situation and since this is over the height
restriction in your code I then contacted the Department of Aviation and
Mr. Pitchford felt as though because this was so far away from the airport this
should not be an issue, however based on our code I had to look into it. Since then
he is no longer interested in the property because he does not feel he is subject to
ODA 7640 form. However maybe we look at this and see if this is overly strict for
the entire city. I wanted to bring this to your attention and this maybe one that we
look at it and shrink the overlay zone in regards to this situation. Mr. Pitchford
stated that some trees are taller and the city’s own water tower is higher than that.
Since we do not have anything in front of us I am not requesting a ruling just
wanted to bring it to your attention.
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HRB Board member Townsend asks if this would be a situation to notice
surrounding properties, and I would ask that you considered looking at this
situation and review the overlay to find out if this is warranted.

1. Old Business

A, Discussion and or Action on Historic Review Board Guidelines

e Review of Title 17 revisions,

Chairman Schaefer explains basically I followed the standard format in the code and I did go 5 ith the
city standard numbering, :

17.16
[ made changes to this section for clarity“
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There is a lengthy discussion on neon
want this. Commissioner Willm
see if a business is open or nof.

As per'the discussion and the ability to not come to a decision Chairman Schaefer requests that HRB do
some research on how other Historic towns have dealt with this? We will resume the discussion on how
to handle neon and or LED lights then.

¢ Accessory Dwelling mostly formatting
° 17.28.50 was added for outdoor display, this is in the base code allows however in the guidelines it has a
specific item.

Not sure if we need this here because it is A,B,C are in the base code.
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¢ D. adds language from Guidelines section 15 for displays.

* 17.010 Contributing Structures, Schaefer states should be no cannot move,
Townsend states if the building is in danger it should be allowed to be moved.

¢ Fences, Stock does this mean wire Chairman Schaefer asked, Townsend states that this should be
allowed.

*  What about old fashion rod iron fences, what if someone is in a nonconforming structure next to the
museum then how do you know if this applies. If it is not listed as allowed then it is prohibited.

* Wedo not address what is appropriate, we are going to allow or not.

* Porches, Schaefer states that a brick or masonry porch doesn’t fit and other members of:Pla

Commission did not agree.
It is discussed to keep section A or not in the 17.36.040 it is determined that we need_ toids v'and not
make people have a wooden only porch structure after the discussion is completed

At the next November meeting a complete draft of these items will be presented for b
are just a few highlights of discussion that took place.

rclarity these list

8. Commission Action/Discussion

A, City Planning Activity (in Your ng};_etsj
Status of Development Projects:wi

9, Adjourn 9:15P.M.

A motion to adjourn the October 0 ;“"0112 }lvheeting is made by Commissioner Fawcett and

seconded by Commissioner Willman::Motion Passes Unanimously.

Chairman, Schacfer

Kelly Richardson, City Recorder
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NOTICE OF FINAL DECISION
APPLICATION APPROVED BY THE HISTORIC REVIEW BOARD
CITY OF AURORA, OREGON

Date application was heard by HRB: October 17th 2012

Date this Notice is mailed: {0~ 25 2012

Name of Applicant: Merra Frochen

Applicant’s Mailing Address: PO BOX 325, Aurora OR 97002
Project Description:  Re- roofing

Subject Property Address: 21512 Martin Street, Aurora OR 97002
Findings:

This application is approved per the City of Aurora Design Review Guidelines for Historic
District Properties, Preserve Original Roof Materials Where Feasible-page 39, #47.

The application was approved with White roofing membrane for the top flat portion of
the roof and is not visible from anywhere but the sky and the brown roofing membrane
for the lower section of the roof, which is visible from street. (Facing 99¢)

Comments/Recommendation:

The findings and conclusions on which this decision is based are contained in the minutes
for the HRB meeting at which this decision was made and audio-tape record of the
HRB’s meeting and deliberations. The minutes and audio-taped record are available at
Aurora City Hall - 21420 Main Street, Aurora, Oregon. Ph: 503.678.1283

The Historic Review Board’s decision is final on the date that this notice is mailed. Any
party with standing may appeal this decision with the City of Aurora Municipal Code
which provides that a written appeal, together with the required fee, shall be filed with
the City Recorder within fifteen (15) calendar days of the date the Notice of Decision was
mailed. The appeal fee schedule and forms are available at Aurora City Hall

This decision is approved and this Notice of Decision serves as the Certificate of
Appropriateness subject to the conditions set forth above.

e Dtk /23] 1%

Karen Téwnsend, Chair, Aurora Historic Review Board Date of Si gnature




HISTORIC REVIEW BOARD MINUTES
21420 MAIN ST. NE, AURORA OR 97002
September 27" 2012

Staff Members Present: Sophia Kuznetsov, Administrative Assistant
Others Present: None

The meeting of September 27, 2012 was called to order at 7:00 p.m. by Chairman
Townsend.

Administrative Assistant takes Roll Call

Chairman Karen Townsend — Present
Vice-Chair Gayle Abernathy - Present
Member Bill Simon — Present
Member Merra Frochen — Present
Member Mella Dee Fraser - Present

CONSENT AGENDA

A motion to approve the HRB minutes of September 27,2012, with corrections, was made by
Merra Frochen, seconded by Bill Simon and passed unanimously.

CORRESPONDENCE
None
VISITORS
Joseph Schaefer Aurora Planning Commission Chair
Bill Graupp Aurora City Council Member
Janise Valentine Aurora 14629 Ehlen Rd
Rodger Eddy Portland 2582 NW Lovejoy St
Amy Tabor Molalla 516 Pegasus Ct
Tracy Schaefer Aurora 21527 Hwy 99E

Rodger Eddy - came to the meeting because he was under the impression that the Historic
Review Board was going to discuss his application for his property at 21520 Main St. He was
informed that his application was not on the agenda and the HRB cannot make a decision on his
application unless it was on the agenda.
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Joseph Schaefer, Planning Commission Chair- Came to the meeting to update the Historic
Review Board on the revisions of the guidelines, he has listened to the suggestions that were
made during the September Planning Commission meeting and made some changes to the
revision. He extended a welcome to all the Historic Review Board members to come to the
October 2™ 2012 meeting to participate in the revision discussion.

OLD BUSINESS

A. Discussion of updating the Historic Guidelines per City Council request.

o The HRB members are in progress of going over Section 17.20 of the Historic
District Guidelines; Chairman Townsend will give the HRB recommendations of
guideline changes to City Planner Renata when they are complete.

o The HRB members will also be discussing Commissioner Schaefer’s proposal on
the changes for the Historic District Guidelines after the October 2™ 2012
Planning Commission Meeting.

B. Discussion and/or action on sign application at 21527 Highway 99E for Amy’s Pet
Grooming, added onto the agenda per request of Chairman Townsend

o Discussion on the LED lighted “Open” Sign - There was not enough information
as to what kind of LED lighted sign was to be used when the sign was originally
addressed, Chairman Townsend was under the impression that an LED light bulb
was to be the direct lighting for an “Open” sign. When it was clarified in the
September meeting, HRB was informed that the sign was an LED internally
illuminated sign.

o Internal llluminated signs, whether they are florescent, neon and/or anything
similar (LED) are not allowed as per the Aurora Historic Guidelines and the
Historic Review Board does recognize that.

o The applicant had bought the sign based on the information that was given, the
board wanted to come to a fair decision. Due to a misunderstanding of the
information the applicant will get a temporary exemption on her LED sign.

A motion to deny the LED sign was made by Gayle Abernathy; motion fails for lack of a second.

A motion to approve the LED sign as a temporary exception for 6 months in which time a
Historic Guidelines approved “Open” Sign will be replace it, was made by Merra Frochen;
seconded by Bill Simon-and passed unanimously.
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NEW BUSINESS

A. Discussion and/or action on application for replacement of 3 garage doors at 14629
Ehlen Road submitted by Bill Graupp.

A motion to approve the application as presented, was made by Gayle Abernathy, seconded by
Mella Fraser and passed unanimously.

ADJOURN

A motion to adjourn was made at 9:02pm by Bill Simon seconded by Mella Fraser and passed
unanimously.

Q%AZU/VL/ M

ka}r(?)Townsend, Chairman
AL
L/

Sophia Kuznetsov, Administrative Assistant

~ ]

Historic Review Board Minutes September 27, 2012 Page 3 of 3



Correspondence

7

e T T T e e e s



citycounty insurance services
www.cisoregon.org

Photo taken byTracy Keebler, OregonlLive. Pole Creek wildfire near Sisters

News, Updates and Emerging Risk Management Issues
of Interest to CIS Members

Qctober 2012

Are You Legally Compensating

Your Volunteers?

Or, when is a stipend more than it seems?

Thanks to the Special Districts Association of Oregon, which provided
much of the content for this article.

Many CIS members rely on the skills and talents of volunteer
firefighters and EMTs. And many entities compensate those
volunteers to cover expenses, or by paying some form of nominal
stipend. But there are rules that cover what is and is not allowable,
and the repercussions of not following those rules can have
financial and legal consequences.

The Issue

Earlier this year, the U.S. Department of Labor ordered two
Oregon fire districts to pay some $100,000 in back wages to
volunteer firefighters, ruling that those volunteers should have
been paid as employees. Under the Fair Labor Standards Act a
public agency volunteer cannot receive compensation, but can

READ MORE ...

If you're not sure about the status
of your volunteers it may be a
good idea to check in with your
CPA or attorney.

A 2008 Department of Labor
opinion letter citing the “20%
rule” can be found at http.//

www.dol.gov/whd/opinion/
FLSA/2008/2008 12 18 15 FLSA.

pdf

503-763-3800 800-922-2684
www.cisoregon.org
1212 Court 5t. NE, Salem, OR 97301



citycounty insurance services
Wwww.cisoregon.org

Real-Time Risk » October 2012
Page 2 of 2

be paid expenses, reasonable benefits, or a nominal fee or any
combination of these as long as they don’t exceed 20% of the
average hourly pay of a full time firefighter. The nominal fee can
be paid on a yearly, monthly or per call basis and cannot be tied to
productivity or used as a substitute for wages.

Paying volunteers more than 20% of what an emplovee receives
changes their status — and results in a mandate to pay them
minimum wage and overtime. Those volunteers also would need
to be under your workers’ comp coverage if they aren't already.

Allowable Volunteer Compensation includes:
Uniform allowances, reasonable cleaning expense, wear and tear
on personal clothing worn during volunteer services

« Costs of meals and transportation expenses

+ Tuition, transportation and meal costs for attending classes
related to volunteer services

»  Cost of books, supplies or other materials essential to
volunteer training,

The types of benefits that you are allowed to provide vour volunteers

include:

+ Liability insurance

Health insurance (if permitted by your health insurance car-
rier)

+ Life insurance

« Disability insurance

«  Workers’ compensation

« Pension plans

+ Length of service award

» Personal property tax relief.




November 8, 2012

Wastewater Treatment Plant Update:

In the month of October:

Operated and maintained the treatment plant to meet all standards set forth in the NPDES permit along
with the added requirements of the Consent Decree with the Willamette River Keepers.

Influent flow for the month of October was 1.912 million gallons.

There was no effluent discharge in October.

The new aeration system has been working as designed. it has cut the electrical cost at the plant in half,
Routine and annual maintenance on equipment in preparation for the start of River discharge season.
The staff has also been working on balancing the solids inventory in the aeration basin and has been
waste pumping to the geotubes.

General housekeeping and landscape maintenance.

Otis Phillips

Wastewater Operator

City of Aurora

Work Cell 503-519-6426
Plant Phone 503-678-1035
Phillips @ci.aurora.or.us
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Impacts of Recent Court Fines Legislation on Municipal Courts:

A Case for Reform
A League of Oregon Cities Research Brief

Executive Summary

This research brief describes the role of municipal courts, outlines recent changes in
legislation related to court fines, and discusses the potential impacts of such legislation on
municipal courts. Municipal courts provide an important service for all Oregonians by swiftly
adjudicating small disputes, violations and misdemeanors that would otherwise clog the
state’s circuit courts. Over the last decade, the Legislature has revised court fines and
assessments in an attempt to adequately fund state justice systems while maintaining fair
and predictable fine amounts. The most recent of these changes, HB 2712 (passed in
2011), eliminated previous assessments and replaced them with a requirement that the first
$60 of any fine be paid to the state. HB 2712 also established presumptive fine amounts
that apply statewide, and eliminated variability in the fine amounts based on the court into
which a person is cited.

A careful analysis of HB 2712, survey results and case studies indicate that HB 2712 has
significant potential to negatively impact municipal court revenues. The likely impacts stem
from two major changes to the court fines system: (1) new minimum and presumptive fine
amounts, with the new minimum amounts being lower than in previous fine schedules, and
(2) the change to include a $60 uniform assessment as part of local code violations (under
the new system, cities must take the $60 out of the local code violation fine instead of
adding assessments on top of the fine as was previously done).

There is much still unknown about the effects of HB 2712, and each city is likely to
experience impacts differently due to differences in fine schedules, reduction amounts and
collection rates. Although some cities may be minimally impacted, cities with a significant
number of low local violation fines, cities with high reduction rates, and those cities that had
a higher base fine set in local code are the most likely to be financially hurt by the new
system.
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introduction

Oregon municipal courts are a critical part of the statewide administration of justice. Recent
legislation regarding the Oregon court fines system has raised questions as to whether the
new changes will impact the viability of municipal courts. This research brief describes the role
of municipal courts, outlines recent changes in legislation related to court fines, and discusses
the potential impacts of such legislation on municipal courts.

Background on Oregon Municipal Courts

There are 135 municipal courts in Oregon.” Municipal courts operate pursuant to a city's home
rule authority and are independent of the state unified court system. Municipal courts have no
jurisdiction over felonies. They do have jurisdiction over misdemeanors and state and local
non-criminal violations.

Municipal courts are as unique as the cities they serve; there is no standard-mode! municipal
court. Some municipal courts are courts of records; most are not. Some cities limit their
municipal court jurisdiction to only violations. Others are as busy as some county circuit courts
with jurisdiction over state and local misdemeanors as well as state and local violations. For
example, in fiscal year 2011-12 the Beaverton, Medford and Springfield municipal courts each
received more than 2,200 criminal filings. Over that same period of time, the Salem and
Corvallis municipal courts each received more than 20,000 violation filings. In comparison, in
2011 Clackamas County Circuit Court had 28,000 total filings, and Douglas County Circuit
Court had approximately 13,700.

Municipal Courts Provide a Crucial Service in Communities across Oregon

Although municipal courts are not part of the state court system, they are a valuable
complement to Oregon’s criminal justice system. Municipal courts adjudicate quality of life
offenses (e.g. trespass, vagrancy) that, due to fiscal limitations, are no longer regularly
prosecuted by district attorneys in circuit court. Providing this service frees up resources in the
circuit courts to allow for the adjudication of more serious felony offenses. Municipal courts are
also able to swiftly adjudicate small disputes before they grow into larger, more serious
problems.

Municipal courts are alsc convenient for local residents. When a city is not otherwise home to
a circuit court, the presence of a municipal court saves community residents and local police
time and money whenever they are required to appear in court. Because municipal courts are
more localized in their focus, their judges are sometimes better positioned than circuit or
justice court judges to craft individualized sentences and probation terms that can influence
and deter future criminal behavior.

Funding a Justice System: Current Distribution of Fines and Assessments

Although municipal courts are established under a city's home rule authority, state law requires
municipal courts to adhere to certain statewide practices when it comes to fines and

' A 2012 League of Oregon Cities survey identified 135 municipal courts. Other reports state there are 139 municipal courts.
The discrepancy in numbers is likely due to closures in recent years.
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allocations. In Oregon, all fines imposed upon a convicted person (whether in circuit, justice or
municipal court) constitute a single financial obligation of the convicted person. As the person
pays the fine, the court must divide the obligation and distribute the money paid in accordance
with state law.

There are five levels of priority for payment on judgments of conviction. All payments are
applied against the highest priority obligation until that obligation is paid in full; the two first high
priority payments go to the state. After the state is paid, cities and counties receive payment.

Level I: The first (and highest priority) obligation level is comprised of compensatory
fines. These are fines imposed against a defendant and payable directly to a victim as a
penalty for the commission of a crime that results in personal injury or property damage.
These types of fines are not commonly imposed on convicted defendants.

Level |I: The second obligation level is subdivided into Type 1 and Type 2 obligations.
Type 1 obligations mainly involve awards of restitution paid to victims. Type 2
obligations mainly involve fines payable to the state, including fines payable to the state
by justice and municipal courts. Any payment toward Level || obligations is evenly split
between applicable subtypes until one is paid in full, then the remaining subtype
receives all of the Level Il payment until it is paid in full. Only after all Level 1l obligations
have been paid in fulf will lower-level obligations begin to be paid.

Level lll: The third obligation level is comprised of fines payable to cities or counties. In
effect this means that cities and counties have a lower priority of payment than the
state.

Level IV: The fourth obligation level consists of any amounts other than fines that are
owed to a city or county. For example, a convicted defendant's required repayment of
court-appointed attorney fees in a municipal court prosecution is a Level IV obligation.

Level V: The fifth (and lowest priority) obligation level are amounts payable for reward
reimbursement. Like compensatory fines, these types of obligations are not commonly
imposed on convicted defendants.

The portion of fine revenue required to be paid to the state by justice and municipal courts
does not come back to help fund court operations. Instead, moneys from judgments of
convictions that come to the state and are not paid out to victims are deposited into the state’s
Criminal Fines Account. Moneys in the Criminal Fines Account are then to be allocated for the
following purposes, keeping in mind historical funding levels:

4 Impacts of Recent Court Fines Legi

Public safety standards, training and facilities:

Criminal injuries compensation and assistance to victims of crime and children
reasonably suspected of being victims of crime;

Forensic services provided by the Oregon State Police, including, but not limited to,
services of the state medical examiner:

Maintenance and operation of the Law Enforcement Data System;
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e Law Enforcement Medical Liability Account;
o State Court Facilities and Security Account;
e Oregon Department of Corrections for community corrections grants:

» Oregon Health Authority for the purpose of grants for the establishment, operation and
maintenance of alcohol and drug abuse prevention, early intervention and treatment
services provided through a county:

= Oregon State Police for the purpose of the enforcement of the laws relating to driving
under the influence of intoxicants:

e Arrest and Return Account;
¢ Intoxicated Driver Program Fund.

Moneys in the Criminal Fines Account may not be allocated for the payment of debt service
obligations, and any undistributed moneys in the account must be deposited in the state’s
general fund.

A Historical Perspective on Oregon’s Court Fines Structure

Over the last decade, the Legislature has revised court fines and assessments in an attempt to
adequately fund state justice systems while maintaining fair and predictable fine amounts. The
court fines system of recent years can be understood as three distinct eras: 2006 to 2009,
2009 to 2011 (characterized by HB 2287 and the introduction of a $45 surcharge), and 2012 to
present (characterized by HB 2712 and a new uniform fines schedule).

2006 to 2009

In 2008, the fine schedule for Oregon Revised Statute (ORS) violations included a “base” fine
amount for each type of violation along with mandated assessments (a county assessment
that varied from 30 to $66 LAppendix A] depending upon the fine amount imposed and a
unitary assessment of $37) that were added to the fine and then distributed to state and
county agencies.

2009 to 2011

In 2009, HB 2287 added a surcharge of $45 to the existing court fines and assessments. This
surcharge applied to all violations (except parking) committed between October 1, 2009 and
June 30, 2011. For citations under ORS, the state received the $45 surcharge; cities received
the revenue when the citation was cited into the city’s local court by city police. Also in 2009,
the Legislature formed the Joint Interim Committee on State Justice System Revenues to
review Oregon’s filing fee and criminal fine structure. Based on the recommendations of the
committee and others, HB 2712 was introduced.

? Fines for certain speeding violations in a vehicle that required a commercial driver license had an additional $42
enhancement added to the $37 unitary assessment.
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2012 to present

HB 2712 (passed in 2011} eliminated the unitary assessment and the county assessment and
replaced them with a requirement that the first $60 of any fine go to the state.’ HB 2712 also
established presumptive fine amounts (in place of base fines) that apply statewide, and
eliminated variability in the fine amounts based on the court into which a person is cited. The
bill provides for judicial discretion to reduce the presumptive fine by up to 50 percent. HB 4167
(2012) clarified the implementation date of aspects of HB 2712 and exempted parking tickets.

Impacts of HB 2712

Exact Financial Impact Unknown at this Time

In mid-2012, the League surveyed municipal courts to attempt to identify the exact statewide
financial impacts of HB 2712. Due to the following factors the survey was unable to identify the
exact financial impact:

e Municipal courts have had limited experience under the new legislation. The
presumptive fines and the $60 distribution to the state became effective just six months
prior to the survey and fell within the middie of the fiscal year.

 Municipal courts vary considerably in terms of number of cases heard, types of fines
levied, collection rates, and reduction rates, thereby making extrapolations from the
survey data difficult.

* Akey data correlation needed to assess the impact of the $60 assessment in any given
case is the number of different types of fine violations. Although most municipal courts
track fine revenue in the aggregate, and some keep data on type of case (i.e. traffic,
DUII, trespass), revenue by type of case is not often readily available.

e HB 2712 is among a host of other factors that impact court revenues, some of which
cannot be quantified. These other factors include: caseloads; crime rates; the classes of
crimes and violations adjudicated in any given year, collection rates; and the degree to
which individual judges will reduce fines.

Although an exact figure is not available, a careful analysis of HB 271 2, survey results and
individual case studies demonstrate that HB 2712 has significant potential to impact municipal
court revenues. The League of Oregon Cities surveyed 135 municipal courts across the state
and conducted case studies on four municipal courts of varying sizes and geographic locations
(case study cities include Beaverton, Florence, Pendleton and Salem). Based on these results
and a detailed review of court fines schedules and recent legislation, the League found that the
likely impacts of HB 2712 stem from two major changes to the court fines system: (1) new
minimum and presumptive fine amounts, and (2) the change to include the $60 uniform
assessment as part of local code violations instead of added on top of the fine. Both changes
have the potential to negatively affect municipal court revenues.

*Thisisa significant departure from the previous system in which state and county assessments were added on top of local
code violations. Previously when the imposed fine was paid, the added assessments were passed on to the state and counties,
while the city retained the full amount of the fine designated by city code. Now $60 is taken from the designated city code
amount and given to the state.
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New Minimum Fine Amounts Can Adversely Affect Revenue

The new minimum fine amounts are lower than ever before. Many cities will likely see a
negative change in revenues due to the expiration of the $45 offense surcharge. However, a
comparison of presumptive (i.e. base) fine amounts shows that even without considering the
surcharge cities may suffer negative revenue repercussions if judges reduce fines to the
minimum fine amount. Table 1 shows the difference in fine revenue from state offenses
allocated to cities based on comparisons between 2011 (excluding the $45 surcharge) and
2012 (new amounts introduced under HB 2712 ).*

Minimum Fine Amount® Presumptive Fine Amount
Violation Type  Loss or Gain (2011 to 2012)* | Violation Type Loss or Gain (2011 to 2012)*
A S 1L A A | - %15
B | -$38.25 B $20
C o -$25.50 c $10
D -$9.50 D $5

*Difference does not include the $45 surcharge that cities were receiving in 2011. Actual revenue differences will
be less an additional $45 for both minimum and presumptive amounts if the $45 surcharge is considered.

Figure 1: Changes in City Portions of ORS Presumptive Fines Over Time

City Portion of Presumptive Fine
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Note: There is no fine schedule available online for 2007.

* DUIs and other misdemeanors do not have a standard fee schedule available, so we are unable to provide comparisons for
thosa citations. Most DUIIs are handled by diversion.

* See Appendix C for a complete comparison of the city portions of ORS fines from 2006 to 2012.

¢ Differences do not account for inflation. See Table 3 for inflation corrected numbers.
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As seen in Table 1 and Figure 1, municipal courts could see more fine revenue under HB 2712
if defendants are assessed the presumptive (i.e. base) fine amount.” However, municipal
courts see less fine revenue today than they did previously on violations at the minimum
amount® because the new 2012 fine schedule lowers minimum fines to amounts lower than
2011 and 2008 fine schedules (See Figure 2 and Appendix C).*

Figure 2: Changes in City Portions of ORS Minimum Fines Over Time

City Portion of Minimum Fine
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Note: There is no fine schedule available online for 2007.

A Closer Look at the Financial Impacts of Fine Reduction

A city that currently fines at the minimum amount on the fines schedule will lose revenue on a
fine-by-fine basis. The minimum fines outlined in the 2012 fines schedule are approximately 50
percent of the presumptive fine amounts. Most municipal courts reduce fines from their
presumptive fine amounts, in particular for defendants with a good record. The reduction
amount is.a key factor in whether cities will see more or less revenue under the new system.
Cities cannot reduce fine amounts more than 27-31 percent (depending on violation type)
without losing revenue.that they would have had under the 2006 system (see Appendix B), or
more than 29-37 percent.to remain comparable to 2011 revenue (Table 3).

7 Assumes collection rates and other variables would remain consistent.
¥ Assumes all factors remain equal. Differences in collection rates, reductions levels and type of violations and citations from
year to year all impact revenues, so it is difficult to determine the exact impact on cities.

Minimum fines were reduced in 2011; however, due to a change in the temporary offense surcharge for minimum violations
from $33.75 to $45, the change may not have been had immediate revenue impacts. Previous to the 2011 fine sshedul_e, the
surcharge was reduced to $33.75 for minimum fines, meani ng cities received 25% less of the offense surcharge per minimum
fine. In the 2011 fines schedule the surcharge was kept at $45 for minimum fines, -
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.y . 2012 Fine Amount Needed to Maximum Reduction
V'?;a;:“ T°t?:‘i:;e(52‘3;“2§t“’e Equal 2011 Revenue After | Allowable to Equal 2011
$60 Assessment Revenue in 2012
A 3435 $307 29%
B 5260 $168.25 a5
c $160 $105.50 34%
D $110 $69.50 37%

The majority of respondents to a recent League survey reduce fines by 25 percent or less, and
the average reduction is 24 percent.'' A 25 percent reduction is typically not enough for a city
to see less revenue as compared to pre-HB 2712 fine amounts (see Appendix B).

Although the majority of survey respondents may not reduce at levels that would cause them
to collect less revenue under the new system, there are municipal courts in Oregon that
regularly reduce to the minimum fine amount. Specifically, any courts following the guidance of
Chief Justice Order No. 11-095 would likely lose money on a fine-by-fine basis (all other
factors being equal).' The order states that if an offense is a class A, B, C or D violation, and
the defendant has a good record, the Violations Bureau will reduce the fine by half. Five cities
responding to the survey reduced at levels that could cause them to lose fine revenue, and
there are likely other courts in Oregon that do the same. A D violation at the minimum level set
by the state leaves cities $0 in revenue after the $60 disbursement to the state. In 2011 cities
would have received $9.50, in 2006 they would have received $20.75 (see Appendix C).

Given discrepancies in how municipal courts collect and maintain case data, the LOC survey
did not specifically identify the number of D violations processed by municipal courts. However,
anecdotal accounts from cities cite D violations as one of the most common, and for courts
where this is the case, financial repercussions seem likely. There may be some pressure in
tough economic times for courts to reduce fines further than in years past; in fact, the city of
Salem just recently increased their typical reduction amount from 25 percent to 35 percent.
Those cities that make similar changes will likely see less revenue.

The Financial Impacts of the Presumptive Fine

Changes to the presumptive fine amount had a particularly onerous impact on certain cities
with a high volume of cases. Prior to HB 2712, cities had the autonomy to set fines higher than
the maximum ORS base fine amounts, and as such, the base fine amounts for some cities in

10 Methodology: The total minimum fine needed to equal 2006 revenue is calculated by taking the difference between the
presumptive 2012 fine (-860, because the first $60 of every fine goes to the state) and the city portion of the 2011 minimum
fine (the minimum amount a city would receive from a violation, not including the temporary $45 offense surcharge) and
calculating what percentage that difference is of the 2012 presumptive fine.

""In a 2012 League of Oregon Cities Survey on Court Fines, 78% of respondents replied that they reduce by 25% or less.
Response rate for survey: 53 out of 135 municipal courts (39%). Forty courts responded to the question about reduction rates
(30% of municipal courts).

" The order states that 1) the defendant must request a reduction in the amount of the fine, and 2) a review of the defendant’s
driving record must show at least three years of good driving record (no more than two prior convictions). Source: Chief
Justice Order No. 11-095, “Order establishing uniform fine schedule for violations,” 2011.
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2011 were higher than the new presumptive fines implemented in 2012, often in order to help
cover the costs of high workloads. For example, before 2012 Beaverton set fines at 75 percent
of the maximum value for ORS violations. The new presumptive fines are substantially lower,
and Beaverton now receives 33 percent less on an A violation, 28 percent on a B violation, 30
percent on a C violation, and 31 percent on a D violation." By taking away the ability of cities
to set their own fines for their own jurisdictions, cities like these that see a high volume of
cases may very well be unable to raise the revenue necessary to continue to support their
workioad.

The Financial Impact of Inflation on Minimum and Presumptive Fines

When adjusting for inflation, HB 2712 minimum and presumptive fines have a negative impact
for all cities. Under HB 2712, presumptive fines were set slightly above the base fines of the
2011 schedule. However, even though the new presumptive fines are slightly higher than the
original 2006 base fine numbers, the increase is not enough to account for inflation at the A, B
and C base fine amounts. When compared to the 2006 fines corrected for inflation and
assuming no change in collection rates, cities are collecting less fine revenue on both
minimum and base (i.e. presumptive) fine amounts than they did in 20086.

Minimum Base/Presumptive
2006 2012 2006 2012
Violation A | $283 $160 $402 $375

ViolationB [ $134  $70 $201  $200
Violation C | $60 $20 $101  §100
Violation D $23 50 $50 350

*Adjusted for inflation using CPI-U OR/WA.

The $60 Assessment Costs Cities Local Code Violation Revenue

Local code citation revenues are also impacted by HB 2712. The bill removed the ability of
municipal courts to add the state and county assessments on top of the local code violation
fine, and for the many courts that previously added the county assessment and unitary
assessment on top of their fine schedules, the new system may cause significant loss of
revenue. Additionally, the previous assessment structure scaled from $0-$66 depending upon
the amount of the fine (Appendix A), with lower fines having a lower county assessment. After
HB 2712, the uniform assessment is $60, regardless of fine amount.

Pendleton’s experience clearly demonstrates the potential revenue loss that comes from
including the $60 assessment as part of a local code violation fine. A seatbelt ticket or other
class D violation fine in Pendleton is $65. Previously, the full $65 would go the city, and the
state and county surcharges were added on top of the fine. Now the $60 to the state comes
out of the fine, so the city receives only $5 of revenue. For dog-refated ordinance violations
and other low-fee charges, the fee is $95, ieaving the court with only $35.

"% Percentage changes are based on 2011 fines and do not include the temporary $45 percentage surcharge.
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D Violation Prior to 2012 2012 % difference
City Portion 365 | $5 |-92%
Other Entities’ Portion |~ $55 g0 |
Total Fine $120 365
Dog-related Ordinance Prior to 2012 2012 % difference
City Portion $95 335 -63%
Other Entities’ Portion $55 360
Total Fine $150 $95

The full impact of this revenue loss depends upon the mix of local code and ORS violations for
each court. Local code violations are a substantial part of the workload for many municipal
courts. For example, in the city of Pendleton 51 percent of violations last fiscal year were local
code violations (non-traffic) compared to 62 percent of total violations the year before.

Salem provides an example similar to Pendleton’s:

Violation Under Salem Revised Code Prior to 2012 2012 % difference
City Portion |~ $250 | $190 | -24%
O?f?éf'é}i'l"iﬁé;s_i_’”_i_&’q_r)iffbn_ . $62 e $60 ! 2
" Total Fine $312 | $250

With the $60 now coming out of the fine, Salem receives less money for these types of
violations.

Again, municipal courts are diverse and so every city may not share the experience of
Pendleton and Salem. For example, the city of Florence structured its fine schedule before HB
2712 by incorporating ORS into its city code and including the assessments in the total base
fine. Unlike many other municipal courts, Florence did not add the assessments on to their
local code violations. Since the structure is the same for them now as it was before HB 2712,
the city may be less impacted than municipal courts like Pendleton. However, Florence is likely
to lose revenue on the lower fine amounts due to the change from a sliding scale for
assessments (Appendix A) to the $60 distribution to the state. Florence is earning $15 less per
class D violation (see Appendix D). They will earn more money per fine for higher fines under
the new fine system, but if the majority of their cases are Class D violations they may still see
revenue loss over time.

The Impact on Collection Rates Remains Uncertain

One of the reasons given for lowering fines across the board with HB 2712 was to improve
collection rates. Given that the legisiation was so recently implemented, it is difficult to judge
whether this aim has been met. In the League survey, 79 percent of the cities that reported
collection rates had collection rates of 60 percent or below for FY2011-12, so it would seem
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that the introduction of lower fines has yet to have a drastic effect on collections. Cities could
potentially be helped by access to more collection methods. The state, which has additional
methods for gathering collections, has an enviable 64 percent collection rate. ™

Collection Rate Number of Cities
0-30% 5
30% - 60% 17
60% — 90% B
90% and above 0

Municipal Court Responses to the New System

Much is still unknown about the impacts of HB 2712, and each city is likely to experience
impacts differently, depending on fine schedules, reduction amounts and collections rates.
Although some cities may be minimally impacted, those most likely to be financially hurt by the
new system are cities with a significant number of low local violation fine amounts, cities with
high reduction rates, and those cities that had a higher base fine set in local code.

HB 2712 went into effect in January 2012, giving courts little time to assess impacts, but some
cities are already feeling financial repercussions. As the city of Keizer explains “Our
assessment expenses to the state and county have consistently been about 16-17 percent for
years. Due to the $60 flat charge, that has increased to 27 percent in the last six months which
equates to about $50,000.”™ This July, Tillamook Municipal Court closed and all court
business is now handled by the county justice court. The court decided to close because the
traffic court’s revenues were not keeping up with expenditures. If municipatl courts are further
squeezed financially, more closures may be on the way. In fact, there are at least two courts
that have considered closure due to recent legislation, and Eugene’s municipal court has
reduced hours.

Changes made in type Closure of municipal | Charging more for
of cases heard? court? code violations?
Have considered 4 2 6
Have done 3 0 4
Haven't considered 40 44 37
No response 6 7 6

* Memorandum to Joint Interim Committee on State Justice System Revenue from John Borden of the Legislative Fiscal
Office, May 16, 2012.
15 League of Oregon Cities Municipal Court Finance Survey, 2012.
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Most courts have not made changes to court operations (see Table 7), but more changes may
be on the way as courts start to feel the impacts of HB 2712.

Conclusion

Courts are already experiencing a change in revenue due to the expiration of the $45 offense
surcharge, but under the new system cities may have revenue levels lower than what they
were experiencing in 2006 before the surcharge. Having adequately funded municipal courts
are essential to the state justice system. If resources to fund municipal courts are diminished,
some municipal courts may have a difficult time remaining open, which could lead an increase
in the burden on other courts. Justice courts are also struggling, and at least one may soon be
closing due to the reduction in revenues caused by HB 2712." The new system introduced
with HB 2712 will impact municipal courts financially — the question is which courts and by how
much.

16 pfeil, R. (2012). “Justice Court may be closed: Passage of legislation means fewer dollars to finance operations,” Mail
Tribune.
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Appendix A

aseessmont o offense surcharge) || Counly Assessment
Up to $4.99 $0

$5 to $14.99 $5

$15 to $49.99 $15

$50 to $99.99 $18

$100 to $249.99 $25

$250 to $499.99 $30

$500 or more $66

Source: 2011 Minimum Base-Fine Schedule
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Appendix B

_ Reduct:onPossmlewnh —— — =
Violation Total Presumptive Fine | 2012 Fine Amount Needed Maximum Reduction
Type (2012) to Equal 2006 Revenue | /Howable to Equal 2006
Revenue in 2012
A 3435 $313.25 s 28%
B $260 $179.50 31%
C $160 $113.75 29%
D $110 $80.75 27%

Methodology: To calculate the total minimum fine needed to equal 2006 revenue, take the difference between the
presumptive 2012 fine (minus $60, because the first $60 of every fine goes to the state) and the city portion of the

2006 minimum fine (the minimum amount a city would receive from a violation) and calculate what percentage
that difference is of the 2012 presumptive fine.
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Appendix C

2006 2009* 2012
Local Others' Local Others' Local Others'
Violation ]g;qojfi Portion Portion 'ir;qoifl Portion | Portion -K/(I)itrfl Portion | Portion
Type Finé of Min. of Min. Finé of Min. | of Min. FEné of Min. | of Min.
Fine Fine Fine Fine Fine Fine
A|$320.25| $25325 | 967 | $354 | $287 | $67 | $220 | $160 | $60
B $181.50 | $119.50 | $62 | $212.25 | $15325 | $62 | $130 | $70 | 960
C| 910875 $53.75 | $55 | $142.50 | $87.50 | $55 | $80 | $20 | $60
D| $72.75 | $20.75 $52 $106.50 | $54.50 $52 $60 $0 $60
2006 2009* 12012 o
Total Local Others' Total Local Others' Total Local 8;?3;
Violation Portion Portion Portion | Portion Portion
Base Base Base of
type Fine of Base | of Base Fine of Base | of Base Fine of Base Base
Fine Fine Fine Fine Fine Fine
A 9427 | 9360 $67 | %472 | $405 | $67 |$435| $375 | $60
B %242 | 3180 | $62 | $287 | $225 | 962 | $260 | $200 | $60
C| $145 | $90 | $55 | $190 | 9135 | $55 | $160 | $100 | $60
D $97 $45 $52 $142 $90 352 $110 $50 $60

*2009 numbers include the $45 surcharge ($33.75 for minimum fines — surcharge was discounted to the same

extent as the base fine when calculating the minimum sanction) that expired in June 2011.

Sources: 2006 Minimum Base-Fine Schedule, 2009 Minimum Base-Fine Schedule, 2012 Schedule of Fines on
Violations. The presumptive fine in 2012 replaces the base fine. The terms ‘presumptive” and "base” are used
interchangeably throughout this decument,

City Portions of ORS Fines With and Without Temporary Surcharge

The $45 offense surcharge was applied to all violations (except parking) committed between
October 1, 2009 to June 30, 2011. The 2011 fines schedule lowered minimum fine amounts,
but the increase from a $33.75 offense surcharge for minimum viclations to a $45 offense
surcharge may have masked the decrease in revenue coming to cities for minimum fines.

2006 2008 2009 2011 2012

_ AViolation | $360 $360 $360 $360 | 9375
B Violation $180 | $180 | s180 $180 $200
C Violation $90. 0 | s | s | st00
D Violation $45 $45 $45 $45 '$50

“i;nvpa(;ts of Rec;{NCourt Fines Législation on VM;jrdlicEpai Conurts 19




. City Portion of Minimum Fine Without $45 Offense Surcharge ..

2006

2008

2009

2011

2012

A Violation
B Violation
C Viofatio_n_

D Violation

$253.25

$119.50

$53.75
$20.75

 $253.25
$119.50
$53.75
$20.75

$253.25
$119.50
$53.75
1 $20.75

$247.00

$108.25

$45.50
$9.50

$160.00

City Portion of Base Fine With $45 Offense Surcharge

2006

2008

2009

2011

A _V_io!ation _

_ B Violation_

C Viola__tio_n'

D Vio'lation

3360.00
$180.00

89000

$45.00

$360.00
$180.00
$90.00
$45.00

$405.00
- $225.00

$90.00

| $135.00

$405.00
$225.00
$135.00
$90.00

$375.00
© $200.00
 $100.00

$50.00

City Portion of Minimum Fine Wi

th $45 Offense Surcharge

2006

2008

2009

2011

2012

A \_/io_Eaﬁg_n_

B Violation
C Violation

D Violation

$253.25

| s119.50 |
$53.75 |

$20.75

$253.25
$119.50
$53.75
$20.75

- §287.00

$87.50
$54.50

| $153.25

| $292.00
$153.25

$160.00

~ $70.00

$20.00

$ -

*No fine schedule posted online for 2007.

Sources: 2006 Minimum Base-Fine Schedule, 2008 Minimum Base-Fine Schedule, 2002 Minimum Base-Fine
Schedule, 2011 Minimum Base-Fine Schedule, 2012 Schedule of Fines on Violations. The presumptive fine in

2012 replaces the base fine. The terms “presumptive” and “base” are used interchangeably throughout this
document.
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Appendix D

Violation Prior to 2009

Type (before $45 assessment) 2012

_ , . Other - . ; Other
Total Fine | City Portion Portion Total Fine | City Portion Portion

$354 $287 $67 $354 $294 $60
| $215 $153 $62 $215 $155 | %60

$143 81 $62 | 9151 $91 | $80
$107 $45 $62 $90 $30 $60

o0w X

Source: Florence Municipal Court Fine and Assessment Schedules
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Location:  OR99E/Main St., OR e -
99E/3" St. - Aurora

Milepost:  25.01 e ) T,

Need: Skewed intersection

ik

Source: Googie Maps

Description: Eliminate skewed
intersection:

1. Close north leg of OR 89E/Main
5t. intersection (see
improvement option for OR
99E/2™ St intersection).

2. Close south leg of OR 99E/Main
St. intersection.

Preliminary Cost Estimate:

Preliminary 52,000
Engineering

Construction 55,000
Construction 51,000
Engineering

Contingency 52,000

* Crosswalk desired between 2nd St, and 3rd St. However, Tull crosswalk
Totzal 510‘(}001 investigation will be required to determine safest location, in addition to
crasswalk approval by State Traffic Engineer,

Benefits:

s Elimination of skewed intersection,

e Reduced number of traffic conflict points.

¢ Creation of small parcel that could be used for open space or as part of redevelopment.
s Improved pedestrian environment along OR 99E due to fewer intersections.

! Cost of vacating north leg of OR 89E/Main St. intersection included in cost of improvement option for OR 99E/2"d
St.intersection.




Key Considerations/Notes:

® No additional right-of-way would be needed for this improvement.

e This improvement would resuit in the diversion of approximately 25 vehicles per hour from
northbound Main St. to 3 St.

¢ Vacated portion of Main St. could be converted into landscaping.

e Ten-foot sidewalks assumed.

» This improverment is not included in Aurora TSP,

Improvement Option #2

Description: Eliminate skewed
intersections at OR 99E/Main 5t. and
OR 99E/3" 5¢.:

1. Close north leg of OR 99E/Main
St. intersection (see
improvement option for OR
99E/2™ St. intersection).

2. Close south leg of OR 99E/Main
St. intersection.

3. Realign east leg of 3 St. to “T"

into OR 99E.
Preliminary Cost Estimate:
Preliminary $75,0080
Engineering
Construction $210,000
Construction $30,000
Engineering .
. * Crosswalk desired between 2nd 5t. and 3rd 82, However, full crosswalk
Contingency SEL Q00 investigation will be required ta determine safest jocation, in addition to
3 trosswalk approval by State Traffic Enginesr,
Total $400,000
Benefits:

 Elimination of skewed intersection approaches at OR 99E/3" St. and OR 99E/Main St.

e Reduced number of traffic conflict points

= Creation of two parcels that could be used for open space or as part of redevelopment.
e Improved pedestrian environment along OR 99E due to fewer intersections.

Hey Considerations/Notes:

¢ No additional right-of-way would be needed for this improvement.

* This Improvement would consolidate two closely spaced intersections - OR 99E/Main St, {south
leg) and OR 99E/3" st.

= This improvement would result in the diversion of approximately 25 vehicles per hour from
northbound Main St. to 3 st.

e _ Vacated portions of Main St. and 3" St. could be converted into landseaping,

? Cost of vacating north leg of OR 98E/Main St. intersection included in cost of improvement option for OR 99E/2"d
5t. intersection,




(-3

o

&

Vacation of Main St. between 3™ 5t. and OR 93E would eliminate 15 parking spaces.

Ten-foot sidewalks assumed.

This improvement is not included in Aurora TSP.

Scoring
Evaluation Criterion Weight Option 1Raw Scoreoption 5

Potential reduction in crash rate/severity 15 3 8
2. Type/level of geometric improvement 11 4 10
3. Type/level of bicycle/pedestrian facility

improvement 10 2 4
4. Potential reduction in traffic conflicts 13 3 8
5. Potential reduction in congestion and delay 9 0 0
6. Reduction in number of access points 10 0 0
7. lmprovement in access design 8 3 3
8. Minimization of impacts to environmentally

sensitive areas 6 10 10
9. Minimization of impacts to EFU-zoned or

developed parcels 5 10 10
10. Minimization of construction cost 7 9 1
11, Minimization of required right-of-way 10 10
12. Consistency with ODOT standards and local

plans, policies 2 > 5

Total Weighted Score 395 571




Location:  OR 99E/2™ St OR

99&/Main St. - Aurora . R L
Milepost:  24.93 : is Jﬁ PRIV
MNeeds: 1

s Skewed intersections. = ..

e Substandard sight distance
from westhound approach of ;S
2" st :
i

ER o]

¥ Fyuia

e

VT easrource; Google Maps

H

Improvement Option #1

Description: Consolidate OR
99£/2™ St. and OR 99E/Main St
intersections:

1. Close east leg of OR 99£/2™
51. intersection.

2. Close west leg of OR 99€/2™
St. intersection,

3. Close north feg of OR
99E/Main St. intersection.

4. Realign Main St to “T" into
OR 99E,

Preliminary Cost Estimate:

Preliminary 575,000
Engineering
Construction $210,000
Construction $30,000
Engineering = S "
~ * Crosswalk desired between 2nd 5t, and 3rd St. However, fuli crosswaltk
Contingency 585,000 investigation will ba required to determine safest location, in addition to
crosswalk approval by State Traffic Engineer.
Total $400,000
Benefits:

e Elimination of skewed intersection approaches at OR 89E/2™ St. and OR 99E/Main St.
¢ Elimination of sight distance deficiency at OR 99E/2 st.

e Reduced number of traffic cenflict points.

e Creation of two small parcels that could be used for open space or redevelopment.

s Improved pedestrian environment along OR 99E due to fewer intersections.

Key Considerations/Notes:

¢ No additional right of way would be needed for this improvement

1




This improvement is not included in Aurora TSP.

This improvement weuld vacate parts of 2nd St. and Main 5t., creating two small parcels.
Ten-foot sidewalks assumed.

Lost parking from vacation of Main St. could be provided along 2nd St., west of Main St.
This improvement would result in the diversion of approximately 20 vehicles per hour from
westbound 2" St. to Liberty St. to the north and 3™ St. to the south.




location:  OR 99E/Ottaway Ave. -
Aurora
Milepost:  25.56
Needs: -
o Turnlanes - NE A

-]

(-]

Capacity (future only) -
Improved pedestrian safety

e,

Y ]

“5ource: Goodle Maps

improvement Option #1

Description:

1. Construct NB and 5B left- and
right-turn lanes,

2. Add striping for EB and W8 left-
turn lanes.

3. Construct bicycle lanes along
both sides of OR 99E.

4. Construct sidewalks on all
intersection legs where currently
not available.

5. Install crosswalks with ADA ramps
and illumination on all
intersection legs where currently
not available,

6. Install traffic signal {future only).

Preliminary Cost Estimate:

Preliminary $250,000

Engineering

Construction 5900,000

Construction $100,000

Engineering

Contingency $275,000
Total $1,300,000

Benefits:

¢« Reduced traffic conflicts along OR $9E due to turn lanes.

¢ Improved pedestrian environment with additional sidewalks and crosswalks {crosswalks would be

signalized and illuminated in future).




o Improved bicycle environment with addition of bicycle lanes.
e Future (signalized) intersection v/c ratio of 0.73 would meet both QHP and HDM mobility
standards for Year 2035.

Key Considerations/Motes:

e Al improvements are consistent with Aurora TSP.

e Right-of-way needs would be minimal.

e Bicycle lanes and sidewalk improvements along OR 99E would extend between beginning and end
of NB, SB turn lane improvements,

e Bicycle [ane improvements would connect to existing shoulder bikeways to narth and south of
intersection.

e Right-of-way cost not included in the preliminary cost estimate.

e Preliminary cost estimate assumes 6’ bicycle lanes and & sidewalks.

s MUTCD traffic signal warrants would have to be met prior to installation of traffic signal.

¢ Future {unsignalized) intersection v/c ratio of >1.0 would not meet OHP or HDM mobility standards
for Year 2035.




Low-Cost Improvement Options

Reduction of speed limits {e.g., south of Aurora city limit)
Rumble strips

Lighting improvements

Bus pull-outs

Crosswalks

Regular maintenance of pavement markings

Bike lanes/bikeways and sidewalks
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As storm season nears, PGE asks: Are you prepared?

The news of Hurricane Sandy reminds us of the importance of preparing for the unexpected. We're continually
strengthening our system. New technologies and coordinated planning ~ in addition to proactive measures like our tree-
trimming program to reduce tree-related outages —ensure an even quicker, safer and more effective response than ever.
(Watch our videg at PortlandGeneral.com./Outage to see how we prepare.)

Five steps for you to take now

PGE wants to help you be ready, too, in case a storm or other event knocks out power this fall or winter. A little
preparation now — at home and at your business — will help you, your families and your employees should the unexpected
OCCur.

1. Put together an outage kit for your business or home

Hand-crank or battery-powered flashlights and radio
Battery-powered clock

Car adaptors/chargers for cell phones and laptop computers
Emergency phone numbers, including PGE outage numbers
Extra batteries

s 2 © o o

2. Know how to report an outage.

If your power goes out, you can report it to PGE by phone (503-464-7777 or 800-544-1795 outside of Portland) text
message or on our website. Visit PortlandGeneral.com/Outage for more information. Since you might rely heavily on
your mobile phone in an outage, visit PortlandGeneral.com on your smart phone to bookmark our mobile web pages
and register your phone for two-way texting. You may also want to save our outage numbers to your address book so
they're handy. We also tweet during outages; you can find us on Twitter @ PortlandGeneral.

3. Build an emergency kit

In & large-scale disaster, we expect to rely on first responders like police, fire and other emergency personnel. But
according to the American Red Cross, only four percent of Oregonians are first responders— and have to take care of the
cther 96 percent during an emergency, so their response time could be increased to days or even weeks. Because of this,
being prepared — to help ourselves and our co-workers or neighbors ~ is a must. Put together an emergency kit, and
store it in a centrai focation, to make life easier in an emergency. FEMA's readiness guide (http://www.ready.gov/build-a-
kit) suggests preparing for three to 10 days of response and recovery time.

4. Create an emergency plan - and practice it

Whether at home or at your business, make sure everyone knows what to do in an emergency. Write down important
phone numbers that you may not be able to access from your cell phone. Designate an out-of-area contact that everyong
can check in with if local networks are jammed. Include paper copies of important documents in your emergency kit or
carry a thumb drive with copies of those documents in your purse or car.

5. Get more information

Join the conversation on our new “Stay safe. Be prepared.” blog (PortlandGeneral.com/BePrepared) for important tips. It
has preparedness steps, links to resources like FEMA and the American Red Cross and easy, quick information that can
help you get ready. Add your tips or ask a question!

Attachments: 7 Steps infographic (three formats: pdf, png and jpg.); 7 steps copy
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L3
é{u N E S@ N EE 340 Madison Avenue, Suite 12F, New York, NY 10173 www.unisonsite.com

October 16, 2012

The offer is subject to due diligence and is based on the

City of Aurora assumptions listed below:;
Mayor Meirow
21420 Main Street ¢ Site Owner Water Tank
Aurora, OR 97002 ¢  Sprint PCS and T-Mobile as tenants

e $1,760.28 current monthly rent

+ $1,760.28 purchased monthly rent

« CPl annual (Sprint PCS) and 15.0% 5 year term
Site #: 319279 (T-Mobile) escalation
Dear Mayor:

Thank you for your interest in our cell site lease conversion program. After analyzing the information you provided,
Unison is prepared to offer you a lump sum of $165,000 if the offer is accepted by October 31, 2012.

Our offer is to purchase a defined easement for the cell site. Easement area will include an additional 15 feet to the east
of the existing ground space ("Additional Space”). Unison will receive the currently scheduled rent stream (including
escalators) for the term of the easement, and agrees that for all rent over and above this amount received from new
tenants located within the Additional Space, Site Owner will collect 50% and Unison will collect 50%. The final amount
of our offer is subject to due diligence and confirmation of your monthly rent escalators and site tenants.

The a f the Uni al:

* Convert your lease into cash: Unison Site Management, L.L.C. is rapidly building a nationwide portfolio of cell
site leases. Our program allows you to convert your lease into hard cash on a potentially tax efficient basis. The
telecom industry is changing rapidly, with three major mergers taking place in the last year alone, and we encourage
you to understand and consider your options now.

*  Secure your asset: With our lump sum cash offer, the value of your lease asset will no longer be dependent
on future rent payments. This lump sum is yours regardless of what happens to your site in the future—even if you
sellthe property. You can invest your capital payment in real estate, stocks, bonds, or your own business.

* Receive substantial tax savings: For the typical site owner, Unison’s lump sum program is taxed at lower capital
gains rates as opposed to ordinary income rates on rent income. This can reduce taxes by up to 50%. A Starker
1031 Exchange election may allow you to defer taxes altogether while investing the Unison proceeds in another real
estate asset. Please consult your financial advisor to determine your specific tax situation.

If you have any questions, please contact me directly at (971) 645-5050.

I fook forward to discussing our offer with you at your earliest convenience,

Sincerely,

Joe Hopkins
Unison Site Management, LLC

Unison Site Management
Phone: (212) 599-2444 » Fax: (212) 755-4080
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General Ledger

Revenue Analysis

User; JanV
Printed: 11/06/2012 - 2:32 P
Period 4, 2013

Budgeted Revenue

Period Revenue

a3
O Ry Cliny O Barm. B, (hepen

- -;.4.#

YTD Revenue

Clrl S U 1056

ity of Aurora

FOUNDED 1856
“Natiowal Historie Site”

Uncollected Balance

Percent Received

Account Number Description

10 GENERAL FUND
10-111-5001 Beginning Balance
10-111-5003 Previous Levied Taxes
10-111-5004 Interest Income

10-111-5005 Franchise Fees

10-111-5006 Planning/Development Fees
10-111-5607 Building Permits & Fees
10-111-5008 Municipal Court Fines
10-111-5009 Towing Ordinance Fees
10-111-5010 Donations

10-111-5012 Miscellaneous Revenue
10-111-5013 Park Reservation Fees
10-111-5014 Copy & Misc. revenue
10-111-5101 State Liquor & Cigarette Tax
10-111-5102 Fingerprinting

10-111-5103 Cell Tower Rent

10-111-5212 Unanticipated revenues
10-111-5451 Business Licenses
10-111-5452 Business Licenses Surcharge
10-111-5456 Police Reserves/Cadets
10-111-3463 Pedestrian Safety Enforcement
10-111-5470 DUIL Overtime Grant {Police)
10-111-5475 Seat Belt Enforce Grant
10-111-5481 Revenue Sharing

10-111-5490 Police Training assessments
10-111-5495 ODOT - MCSAP

10-111-5500 Aurora Colony Day Rev.
10-111-5501 Aurora Antique Faire Revenue
10-111-5503 Colony Days Concert sponsors
10-111-5606 Planning Assist Grant
10-111-5903 Transfer From Park SDC Fund
10-111-5950 Taxes Necessary To Balance
10-112-5502 ACD Walk/Run

154,932.00
7,500.00
450.00
58,200.00
5,800.00
7,800.00
145,000.00
5,000.00
0.00
250.00
2,800.00
200.60
13,294.00
100.00
21,400.00
0.00
5,500.00
0.00
3,000.00
0.00
500.00
0.00
8,000.00
500.00
5,000.00
4,000.00
3,000.00
0.00
1,000.00
0.00
208,345.00
0.00

0.00
512.40
60.42
1,738.60
410.00
2,278.91
3.616.27
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
5.00
2,179.56
0.00
2,704.48
0.00
30.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
65.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
368.92
0.00

0.00
4,297.20
31117
6,886.42
2,430.00
4,233.92
20,068.23
1,950.00
0.00
922.01
{1,300.00)
100.00
4,699.56
30.00
7,053.57
0.00
520.00
10.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
1,908.68
460.00
0.00
347.00
965.00
2,358.70
0.00
0.00
3,465.08
0.00

154,932.00
3,202.80
138.83
51,313.58
3,370.00
3,566.08
124,931.77
3,050.00
0.00
(672.01)
4,100.00
100.00
8,504.44
70.00
14,346.43
0.00
4,980,00
(10.00)
3,000.00
0.00
500.00
0.00
6,091.32
40.00
5,000.00
3,653.00
2,035.00
(2,358.70)
1,000.00
0.00
204,879.32
0.00

0.00
57.30
69.15
11.83
41.90
54.28
13.84
39.00

0.00

368.80
-46.43
50.00
35.35
30.00
32.96

0.00

9.45

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

(.00
23.86
92.00

0.00

8.63
32.17

0.00

0.00

0.00

1.66

0.00

GL - Revenue Analysis { 11/06/2012 - 2:32 PM)

Page |



Account Numiber

Description

Budgeted Revenue

Period Revenue

YTD Revenue

Uncollected Balance

Percent Received

15

13-111-5001
15-111-5004
15-111-5012
15-111-5450
15-111-5452
15-111-5462
15-111-5902

25
25-111-5001
25-111-3004

29

29-111-5001
29-111-5004
29-111-3710
29-111-5720
29-111-5904

30

30-111-5001
30-111-5004
30-111-5012
30-111-5020
30-111-5130
30-111-5150
30-111-5151
30-111-5901
30-111-5902

10 Totals:

CITY HALL BUILDING FUND
Beginning Balance

Interest Income

Miscellaneous Revenue
Donations

Business License Surcharges
Enhanced Citation Revenue
Transfer from General Fund

15 Totals:

PARK RESERVE FUND
Beginning Balance
Interest

25 Totals:

PARK SDCs

Beginning Balance

Interest Income

SDC's Reimbursement

SDC Capital Improvements
Transter from Park Renovation

20 Totals:

STREETS/STORM FUND
Beginning Balance

Interest Income

Misc. Revenue

State/City Allotment Grant
Strect Overlay /Maintenance
Street Light Fees

State Highway Taxes
Transfer from Strect SDC
Transter from Storm SDCs

661,571.00 14,019.56 61,717.14 599,853.86
109,908.00 0.00 0.00 109,908.00
200.00 51.37 203.64 (3.64)
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
3,000.00 0.00 50.00 2,950.00
0.00 325.00 2,300.00 (2,300.00)

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
113,108.00 376.37 2,553.64 110,554.36
7,506.00 0.00 0.00 7,506.00
0.00 0.96 5.99 (5.99)
7,506.00 0.96 5.99 7,500.01
20,087.00 0.00 0.00 20,087.00
0.00 10.20 38.83 (38.83)
268,00 0.00 134.00 134.00
4,142.00 0.00 2,071.00 2,071.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
24.497.00 10.20 2,243.83 22,253.17
88,564.00 0.00 0.00 88,564.00
250.00 43.95 177.11 72.89
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
50,000.,00 0.00 0.00 50,000.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
19,745.00 3,344.00 6,695.60 13,049.40
51,612.00 4.956.75 17.204.90 34,407.10
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
9,415.00 0.00 0.00 9.415.00

9.33

0.00
101.82
0.00
0.00
1.67
0.00
0.00

2.26

0.00
0.00

0.08

0.00
0.00
50.00
50.00
0,00

9.16

0.00
70.84
0.00
0.00
0.00
33.91
33.34
0.00
0.00

GL - Revenue Analysis ( 11/06/2012 - 2:32 PM )
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Account Number

Description

Budgeted Revenue

Period Revenue

YTD Revenue

Uncollected Balance

Percent Received

35

35-111-5001
35-111-5004
35-111-5012
35-111-5150
35-111-5904

39

39-111-5001
39-111-5004
39-111-5710
39-111-5715
39-111-5720
39-111-5725

40

40-111-5000
40-111-5004
40-111-5012
40-111-5201
40-111-5202
40-111-5203
40-111-5903

42

42-111-5001
42-111-5004
42-111-5602
42-111-5904

30 Totals:

STREET/STORM RESERVES
Beginning Balance

Interest Income

Misc. Revenue

Street Maintenance Fees
Transfer From Street Fund

35 Totals:

STREET/STORM SDCs

Beginning Balance

Interest Income

SDC Charges/Streets-Reimbursem
SDC Charges/Storm-Reimbursemen
SDC Charges/Streets-Improvemen
SDC Charges/Storm-Improvements

39 Totals:

WATER

Beginning Working Capital
Interest Income

Prior taxes from GO Water Bond
Water Sales

Meter Instailation Sales

Water Sales - Filtration

Transfer from Water SDC

40 Totals:

SPW PROJECT MAINTENANCE FU
Beginning Balance

[nterest Income

LID #1 Asscsments

Transfer From Water Fund

219,586.00 §,344.70 24,077.61 195,508.39
36,181.00 0.00 0.00 36,181.00
60.00 18.00 67.05 (7.05}

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
12,990.00 2,215.00 4,435.00 8.555.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
49,231.00 2,233.00 4,502.05 44,728.95
17,138.00 0.00 0.00 17,138.00
50.00 9.17 34.12 15.88
2,584.00 0.00 1,292.00 1,292.00
108.00 0.00 54.00 54.00
2,896.00 0.00 1,448.00 1,448.00
212.00 0.00 106.00 106.00
22,988.00 917 2,934.12 20,053.88
216,409.00 0.00 0.00 216,409.00
600.00 110.45 407.85 192.15
0.00 56.00 91.00 (91.00}
248.467.00 48,493.04 107,797.28 140,669.72
2,500.00 0.00 1,150.00 1,350.00
23,500.00 3.983.80 7.274.23 16,225.77
20,000.00 0.00 0.00 20,000.00
511,476.00 52,643.29 116,720.36 394,755.64
21,824.00 0.00 0.00 21,824.00
0.00 9.96 39.97 (39.97)
736.00 0.00 0.00 736.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

10.97

0.00
111,75
0.00
34.14
0.00

9.14

0.00
68.24
50.00
50.00
50.00
50.60

12.76

0.00
67.97
0.00
43.38
46.00
30.95
0.00

22,82

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

GL - Revenue Analysis ( 11/06/2012 - 2:32 PM )

Page 3



Account Number

Description

Budgeted Revenue

Period Revenue

YTD Revenue

Uncollected Balance

Percent Received

45

45-111-5001
45-111-5004
45-111-5902

49

49-111-5001
49-111-5004
49-111-5710
49-111-5715

50

50-111-5000
50-111-5004
50-111-5012
50-111-5301

35

55-111-5001
55-111-5004
55-111-5902

57
57-111-5001
57-111-5003 .
57-111-5004
57-111-5950

42 Totals:

WATER RESERVE FUND
Beginning Balance

Interest Income

Transfer From Water Operating

45 Totals:

WATER SDCs

Beginning Balance

Interest Income

SDC Charges-Reimbursements
SDC Charges-Improvements

49 Totals:

SEWER

Beginning Working Capital
[nterest Income

Misc. Revenue

Sewer Charges

50 Totals:

SEWER RESERVE FUND
Beginning Balance

Interest Income

Transfer From Sewer Fund

55 Totals:

SEWER DEBT SERVICE
Beginning Balance

Previous Levied Taxes
Interest Income

Taxes Necessary To Balance

22,560.00 9.96 39.97 22,520.03
11,690.00 0.00 0.00 11,690.00
0.00 5.33 21.42 (21.42)
20,000.00 0.00 0.00 20,000.00
31,690.00 5.33 21.42 31,668.58
51,836.00 0.00 0.00 51,836.00
0.00 26.21 100.15 (100.15)
8,178.00 0.00 2,453.00 5,725.00
10,302.00 0.00 3,090.00 7,212.00
70,316.00 26.21 5,643.15 64,672.85
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
300.00 52.54 24955 50.45
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
264,996.00 44,649.92 $9,207.24 175,698.76
265,296.00 44,702.46 $9,546.79 175,749.21
5,423.00 0.00 0.00 5,423.00
25.00 2.46 9.86 15.14

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
5,448.00 2.46 9.86 5,438.14
10,385.00 0.00 0.00 10,385.00
6,500.00 198.54 1,033.40 5,466.60
250.00 7.29 24.41 225.59
288,778.00 512.43 3,800.73 284,968.27

0.18

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.07

0.00
0.00
30.00
29.99

8.03

0.00
83.18
0.00
33.70

33.75

0.00
39.44
0.00

0.18

0.00
15.90
9.76
1.32

GL - Revenue Analysis { 11/06/2012 - 2:32 PM )
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Account Number Description Budgeted Revenue Period Revenue YTD Revenue  Uncollected Balance Percent Received
57 Totals: 305,913.00 718.26 4.867.54 301,045.46 1.59

59 SEWER SDC FUND

59-111-5001 Beginning Balance 16,208.00 0.00 0.00 16,208.00 0.00

59-111-5004 Interest Income 100.00 8.33 31.57 68.43 31.57

59-111-5710 SDC Charges-Reimbursements 2,588.00 0.00 [,294.00 1,294.00 50.00

59-11E-5715 SDC Charges-Improvements 1,476.00 0.00 738.00 738.00 50.00
59 Totals: 20,372.00 8.33 2,063.57 i8,308.43 10.13
Report Totals: 2.331,558.00 123,110.26 316,947.04 2,014,610.96 13.59

GL - Revenue Analysis ( 11/06/2012 - 2:32 PM)
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City of Aurora
User: JanV

Account Number
10

10-112

Account Type: EO]
10-112-6001
10-112-6002
10-112-6011
10-112-6012
10-112-6014
[0-112-6016
[0-112-6017
10-112-6018
10-112-6019
10-112-6401

Account Type: E02
10-112-6020
10-112-602%
10-112-6022
10-112-6024
10-112-6025
10-112-6026
10-112-6027
[0-112-6028
[0-112-6029
i0-112-6030
10-112-6031
10-112-6032
10-112-6033
10-112-6035
10-112-6039
10-112-6048
10-112-60352
t0-112-6054
[0-112-6061
10-112-6062
t0-112-6090
10-112-6304
10-112-6402
10-112-6405

Account Type: E03
10-112-6403
10-112-6901
10-112-6906
10-112-6910
10-1£2-6915

Description

GENERAL FUND
Administration

Personnel Expenses

City Recorder

Admin. Assistant -A.M.

Finance Oflicer

Admin. Assistant - P.M,
WBA/Workmans Comp Insurance
Social Security/Medicare

State Unemployment Payroll Tax
PERS

Health Insurance

Emergency Response

‘Fotal: Personnel Expenses

Materials & Services
Operating Materials/Supplics
Contract Services

Copier Lease/Maint
Repair & Maintenance
Legat

[nsurance & Bonds

Bank & Finance Charges
Mileage

Electricity & Heating
Office Expense

Training & Conference
Audit

Equipment

Office Equipment Lease
Ethics Cotrunission Fee
Phone & Fax

Postage

Miscellancous Expense
Internet Service
Computer training
Springbrook Lease
Professional Dues & Fees
Emergency response
Website

Total: Malerials & Services

Capital Outlay

Emergency Response
Equipment

City Hall Maintenance & Repair
Software/Software Updates
Software security

General Ledger

Expenses vs. Budget w/o Encumbered

Budpeted Amount

13,966.00
1,804.00
16,637.00
1,738.00
125.00
2,612.00
1,263.00
2,368.00
12,274.00
100.00
52,887.00*

0.00
2,700.00
700.00
2,000.00
23,500.00
5200.00
280.00
600.00
0.00
6,100.00
4,200.00
7.250.00
1,000.00
250.00
180.00
3,500.00
1,300.00
300.00
288.00
1,200.00
1,425.00
500.00
100.00
0.00
62,573.00*

100.00
0.00
1,500.00
0.00
500,00

Period Amount

1,144.69
(1,303.75}
1,358.44
58.75
(0.65}
76.32
85.82
116.77
722.31
0.00
2.258.7(F

15.89
0.00
46.73
.00
0.00
(.00
0.00
0.00
(.00
(1,528.08)
0.00
4,500.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
253.22
(20.57)
0.00
46.52
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
3313.7F

0.60
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

¥TD Amount

4,578.77
552.94
5453.55
568.60
7.33
767.56
420.13
772.09
2,826.96
0.00
15,947 ,93%

15.89
0.00
167.60
280,00
5,625.00
6,502.,09
0.00
0.00
0.00
1,185.22
16.40
4,500.00
0.00
59.77
156.00
1,259.80
128.47
178.40
116.30
0.00
1,425.00
135.00
0.00
0.00

21,751.03%

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
22475

Printed: 11/06/2012

Year to Date Var

Percent Expended

9,387.23
1.251.06
11,183.45
1,169.40
117.67
1,844 44
842.87
1,595.91
9.447.04
100.00
36,939.07*

(15.89)
2,700.00
532.40
1,720.00
17.875.00
(1,302.09)
280.00
600.00
0.00
4,914.78
4,183.60
2,750.00
1,000,00
190.23
23.91
2,240.20
1,171.53
121.60
171.70
1,200.00
0.00
365.00
100.00
0.00
40,821.97*

100.00
0.00
1,500.00
0.00
275.25

32.79
30.65
32.78
32.72
5.80
29.39
33.26
32.61
23.03
0.00
30.15*

0.00
0.00
23.94
14.00
2394
125.04
0.00
0.00
0.00
1943
0.39
62.07
0.00
2391
86.72
35.99
9.833
5947
4038
0.00
100.00
27.00
0.00
0.00
34.76*

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
4495
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City of Aurora
User: JanV

Account Number
10-112-6920

Account Type: EQ7
10-112-7501

10-113

Account Type: EQI
10-£13-6001
[0-113-6011
10-113-6014
10-113-6016
10-113-6017
10-113-6018
10-113-6019

Account Type: EO2
10-113-6026
10-13-6028
10-§13-6030
10-113-6031
10-113-6036
10-113-6037
10-113-6038
10-113-6039
10-113-6040
10-E13-6041
10-113-6042
10-113-6063
10-113-6065
10-E13-6066
10-113-6067
10-113-6200
10-£13-6212
10-113-6304

10-114
Account Type: EOI
10-114-600t

Description
On-Site Server
Total; Capital Outlay

Contingencics
Contingencics
Total: Contingencies

10-112 Totals:

Community Development
Personnel Expenses

Cily Recorder

Finance Officer

WBA/Workmans Comp Insurance
Social Securily/Medicare

State Unemployment Tax

PERS

Health Insurance

Total: Personnel Expenscs

Materials & Services

Aurora City Council

City Oificial Mileage

Office Expense

City Official Training & Conf.
Aurora Planning Commission
Historic Review Board
Planning Consultant-City Paid
Planning Consultant-Billed Out
Cily Engineer-Billed Out

The Building Dept. permit fees
State Surcharge Fee

Planning Assistance Grant
Publishing & Posting Fecs
Aurora Colony Day Exp.
Aurora Antique Faire Expense
Revenue sharing projects
Abatement, lien filing cxpense
Dues & Publications

Total: Materials & Services

10-113 Totals:

Municipal Court
Personnel Expenscs
City Recorder

General Ledger
Expenses vs. Budget w/o Encumbered

Budgeted Amount

Pertod Amourd

2,600.00 630,00
4,700,00* 650.00*
0.00 0.00
0.00* 0.00¢
120,160.00%* 6,222 41%*
1,995.00 163.53
1,664.00 135.85
12,00 0.22
280.00 20.76
135.00 10.03
255.00 20.87
1,480,00 80.31
5,821.00% 43157
300.00 0.00
50.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
500.00 0.00
400.00 0.00
300.00 0.00
£4,000,00 553.18
4,800.00 285.00
1,000,00 680.00
5.850.00 £,233.82
0.00 230,22
1,000.00 0.00
1,500.00 0.00
4,000.00 0.00
3,000.00 (5.38)
8,000.00 0.00
500.00 0.00
2,500.00 1,723.24
47.700.00* 4,700.08"
53,521.00% 5,131.65%*
5,985.00 981.17

YTD Amount
1,300.00
1,524,75%

6.00
0.00*

3922371

65411
545.37
0.84
83.17
40.23
83.63
314.21
1,721.56*

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0,00

2.379.93
2,052.00
2,635.00
8,329.86
23022
0.00
297.50
5.200.02
141179
2.530.00
0.00
1,842.24
26.908.56*

28.630.12%*

1,962.34

Printed: 11/06/2012

Year 1o Date Var
1,300,00
3,175.25*

0.00
0.00%

80,936,29%*

1,340.89
1,118.03
11.16
196.83
94.77
171.37
1,165.79
4,099 .44*

300.00
50.00
0.00
500.00
400.00
300.00
11,620.07
2,748.00
{1,635.00)
£2,479.80)
(230.22)
1,000.00
1202.50
{1,200.02)
1,588.21
547000
500.00
657.76

20,791.44%

24,890.88%*

4,022.06

Percent Expended

50.00
32.44*

0.60
0.60*

32.64%*

32,79
32.77
7.00
29.70
29.80
32.80
21.23
29.57*

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
17.00
42.75
263.50
[42.39
0.00
0.00
19.83
130.00
47.06
31.62
0.00
73.69
56.41%

53.409%

32.79
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City of Aurora General Ledger Printed: 11/06/2012 14:32

User: JanV Expenses vs. Budget w/o Encumbered Period 4, 2013
Account Number Description Budgeted Amount Period Amount YTD Amount Year o Bate Var Percent Expended
10-114-6002 Administrative Assistant 9,019.00 2,201.09 291913 6,099.87 3237
10-114-60E1 Finance Officer 1,664.00 135.81 54524 1,118.76 32.77
10-114-6012 Admin. Assistant - P.M. 379.00 140.35 182.15 396.85 3146
10-114-604 WBAWorkmans Comp Insurance 70.00 4.44 6.41 63.59 9.16
10-1£4-6016 Social SecurityMedicare [,319.00 236.68 38846 930.54 2045
10-1£4-6017 State Unemployment Payroll Tax 638.00 65.58 139.02 498.98 21,79
10-114-6018 PERS 931.00 173.12 29685 634,15 31.89
10-114-6019 Health Insurance 3,167.00 173.13 485.08 2068192 15.32
Total: Personnel Expenses 23,372.00% 411137 6,924 68* 16,44732% 25.63*
Account Type: E02 Materials & Services
10-114-6005 Judge 6,600.00 400.00 2,000.00 4,600.00 3030
10-114-6006 Interpreter £, 100,00 89.90 297.55 802,45 27.05
10-114-6022 Copier Lease/Maint 600.00 37.81 113.43 486.57 18.91
10-114-6030 Office Expensc 500.00 0.00 64.89 435.11 12.98
10-114-6031 Training & Conference 500.00 0.00 0.00 500.00 0.00
10-114-6035 Postage Machine Lease 235.00 0.00 52.75 182.25 2245
10-114-6047 Court Revenue Pymis to Others 33,500.00 856.00 6,835.00 26,665.00 20,40
10-114-6052 Postage 300.00 1115 67.60 232.40 22,53
Total: Materials & Services 43.335.00* 1,394 86 0431.22% 33,903,78* 21.76*
Account Type; E03 Capital Outlay
10-1£4-69E0 Software/Software Updates 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total: Capital Outlay 0.00* 0.00¢ 0.00* 0.00* 0.00*
10-114 Totals: 66,707.00%* 5.506.23** 16,355.90%* 50,351, 10%* 24.52%
10-115 Police
Account Type: EOt Personnel Expenses
10-115-6005 Police Clerk 14,565.00 508.44 3,792.66 10,772.34 26,04
10-115-6007 Police Cliief 43,351.00 2,897.50 13,023.75 30,327.25 30.04
13-115-6008 Police Officer 1 38,063.00 1.470.30 5,507.10 32,555.90 14,47
10-1£5-6010 Grant Wages 500.00 0.00 0.00 500.00 0.00
10-115-6011 Finance Officer £,064.00 135.85 54537 1,E18.63 32,77
10-1£5-6012 MOCSAP Wages (OT) - reserves 3,000,00 0.00 0.00 5,000.00 0.00
10-1£5-6014 WBA/Workmans Comp Insurance 3,397.00 4.13 18.17 3,378.83 0.53
10-1£5-6015 Personnel Expenses (Grant) 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
10-115-6016 Social Security/Medicare 7,852.00 380.33 1,728.73 6,123.27 22.02
10-1£5-6017 State Unemployment Payroll Tax 3,798.00 183.91 835.78 296222 22.01
10-1£5-6018 PERS 3,879.00 31.62 22821 3,650.79 5.88
10-115-6019 Hcalth Insurance 7.034.00 54.37 214.24 6,819.76 3.05
Total: Personnel Expenses 129,103.00% 5,606,605 25,894.01* 10320899 20.06%
Account Type: E02 Materials & Services
10-115-6020 Operating Materials & Supplics 2,000.00 0.00 0.00 2,000.00 G.00
10-115-6021 Contract Services 6,000.00 0.00 0.00 6,000.00 0.00
10-115-6022 Copier Lease/Maint 600,00 37.81 140.82 459.18 2347
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City of Aurora General Ledger Printed: 11/06/2012 14:32
User: JanV Expenses vs. Budget w/o Encumbered Period 4, 2013
Account Number Description Budgeied Amount Period Amount YTD Amount Year to Date Var Percent Expended
£0-115-6025 Legal Expense 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0¢ 0.00
10-115-6028 Mileage 750.00 0.60 5.33 744.67 0.71
[0-115-6029 Electric/Heating 0.00 0.00 0.60 .00 0.00
10-115-6030 Office Expense 4,500.00 4349 509.52 3.990.48 1,32
10-115-6031 Training & Conlerence 4,000.00 0.60 150.60 3.850.00 3.75
10-115-6034 Auto Operating Exp-Leas 30,000.00 1,083.96 3,530.27 26,469.73 11.77
10-115-6037 Postage Machine Lease 250.00 0.00 59.77 190.23 23.91
[0-115-6038 Training & Conference - Clerk 500.00 0.00 0.00 500.00 0.00
10-115-6048 Phone & Fax 5,000.00 242.37 1,214.39 3,785.61 24.29
10-115-6049 Inswrangce 2,500.00 0.00 2,488.78 11.22 99.55
£0-115-6050 Equip Repairs & Maint 2,000.00 245.00 162635 373.65 81.32
F0-115-6051 Uniforms 2,500.00 0.60 0.00 2,500.00 0.00
[0-115-6052 Postage 650.00 14.80 111.85 538.15 1721
E0-115-6061 Internet service 300.00 46.46 116.15 183.85 38.72
10-115-6101 Dispatch Services 15,502.00 361775 7.235.50 8.266.50 46.67
10-115-6102 Investigative Malterials 1,100.00 0.00 0.00 1,100.00 0.00
[0-115-6304 Professional Dues & Fees 500.00 0.G0 0.00 500.00 0.00
10-115-6456 Police Reserves & Cadets 3,0600.00 0.60 532.90 2467.10 17.76
10-115-6922 Server Maintenance 1,200.00 250,00 500.60 700.00 41.67
Total: Materials & Services 82,852.00* 5,581.64 18,221.63* 64,630.37* 21.99*
Account Type: E03 Capital Outlay
10-115-6901 Equipment 35,500.00 2,964.70 4,080.70 3141930 11.49
10-115-6905 City Hall Bldg Improvemcnis 2,000.00 0.00 371.28 1,628.72 18.56
10-115-6910 Software/Software Updates 1,500.00 0.00 0.00 1,500.00 0.00
10-115-6915 Soflware security 500.00 0.00 224.75 275.25 4495
10-115-6930 Office Equipment 300.00 0.00 0.00 300.00 0.00
Total: Capital Outlay 39,800.00* 2,964, ¢ 4,676,73* 35,123.27% 11.75*
10115 Fotals: 251,755.00%* 14.212.99+* 48,792,337 202 ,962.63** 19.38#*
10-116 Public Facilities
Account Type: E02 Materials & Services
10-116-6020 Operating Materials & Supplies 1,500.00 37.00 580.88 919.12 38.73
10-116-6021 Cty Hall & Pub. Rest. Cont Ser 3,200.00 53435 1,092.78 2,107.22 34,15
10-116-6024 Repair & Maintenance 3,000.00 34130 1,970.60 1,029.40 65.69
10-116-6029 Electric/Heating 7,000.00 181.34 840.08 6,159.92 12.00
Total: Materials & Services 14,700.00* 1,094 49¢ 4,484 34* 10,215.66* 30,51
Account Type: E06 Transfer out
10-116-6955 Trans to City Hall Bldg Fund 3,000.00 0.00 0.00 3.000.00 0.00
Total: Transfer out 3,000,00* 0.0 0.00* 3,000.00% 0.00=
10-116 Totals: 17,700.00** 1,004 49** 4,484.34% 13.215.66%* 2534

Page 4



City of Aurora
User: JanV

Account Number
19-120

Account Type: EOI
10-120-6001
10-120-6003
10-120-6009
10-120-6011
10-120-6014
10-120-6016
10-120-6017
10-120-6018
10-120-6019

Account Type: EO2
10-120-6020
10-120-6021
10-120-6024
10-120-6026
10-120-6029
10-120-6035
$0-120-6052
F0-120-6121
10-120-6221
10-120-6321

Account Type: E03
10-120-6501
10-120-6904
10-120-6906
16-120-6907
10-120-6908
10-120-6909
10-120-6915

10-125
Account Type: E07
10-125-7501

Description

Park

Personnel Expenses

City Recorder

Public Works Supervisor
PW Assistant

Finance Officer
WBA/Workers Comp Insurance
Social Security/Medicare
State Unemployment Tax
PERS

Health Insurance

Total: Personnel Expenses

Materials & Services
Operating Material/Supplics
Contract Services

Repair & Maintenance
Insurance & Bonds

Electricity & Heating
Vehicle/Equipment Maintenance
Postage

Contract Services - Janitorial
Contract svcs - lree removal
Park Maintenance Conrtracior
Total: Materials & Services

Capital Outlay

Equipment

Equipment Reserve

Park Bldg imprvinmt & repair
Park Grounds Capital Improv
Parks Design

Parks surveys, studies

Parks Development expense
Total: Capital Outlay

10-120 Totals:

{No Descripton)

Contingencics

General Fund Operating Conting

Total; Contingencies

[0-125 Totals:

General Ledger
Expenses vs. Budget w/o Encumbered

Budpeted Amount

3,990.00
4.749.00
3,376.00
1,664.00
450.00
305.00
1,054.00
1,105.00
4,888.00

21,581.00*

1,250.00
2,000.00
2,000.00
2,100.00
2,700.00
1,000.00

50,00
2,000.00
4,000.00
9,200.00

26,300.00*

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00*

47.881.00%

103,447.00
103,447.00*

103,447 .00**

Period Amount YTD Amount
327.06 1,308.23
395,75 1,582.99

(457.17) 1,125.25
I35.85 54537
0.53 317
26,33 308.35
12.24 148.61
23.59 366,37
£35.32 1,260.57
599.50¢ 6,648,91*
24581 82391
60.00 520.00
0.00 670,25
0.00 752.94
105.44 4238.84
0.00 40.40
0,00 0.00
225.00 462,03
0.00 506,00
660.00 3,240.00
1,2590,25¢ 7444 37*
0.00 0.00
0.60 0.00
0.60 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00¢ 0.00*
1,895.75%* 14,0003 2 8=
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00*
0.00%* 0.00%*

Printed: 11/06/2012
Period 4, 2013

14:32

Year 1o Date Var Percent Expended
2,681.77 32,79
3,166.01 3333
2,250.75 33.33
[,118.63 32.77

446.83 0.70
(3.35) 101,10
905.39 14.10
738.63 33.16
362743 25.79
14,932.09* 30.81*
426.09 65.91
480,00 26.00
£,320.75 33.51
£,347.06 35.85
227116 15.88
959,60 4.04
50.00 (.00
1,537.97 23.10
349400 12.65
5,960,00 3522
18.,855.63* 28.31*
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 .00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 (.00
0.00% 0.00*
33,787.72%= 20.43%*
103,447.00 0.00
103,447.00* 0.00*
103 447.00%* 0.00#*
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City of Aurora General Ledger Printed: 11/06/2012 14:32

User: JanV Expenses vs. Budget w/o Encumbered Period 4, 2013

Account Number Description Budpeted Amount Period Amount YTD Amount Year to Dale Var Percent Expended
10 Totals: 661,171.00%+= 34,003.52%% 150,579, 72%%% 500,591 28%** 22 93rex

5 CITY HALL BUILDING FUND

15-111 Income

Account Type: EO2 Materials & Services

15-111-6040 Cily Engineer 1,000.00 0.00 0.00 1,000.00 .00
Total; Materials & Services 1,000.00* 0.00¢ 0.00* 1,000.00* 0.00*

Account Type: E03 Capital Outlay

15-111-6907 Capital Outlay - Constrrction 112,108.00 0.00 0.00 112,108.00 0.00
Total: Capital Outlay 1£2,108.00* 0.00¢ 0.00% 1£2,108.00* 0.00*

Account Type: EQ4 Reserve Accounts

15-§11-6920 Reserved for Future Exp 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Tolak: Reserve Accounts 0.00* 0.00¢ 0.00* 0.00* 0.00*
15-111 Totals: 113,108.00%* 0.00** 0.00** 1E3,E08.00%* 0.00%*
15 Totals: [13,108.00%=* 0.00%** 0.00%%= 113,108 .00%** 0.00**

25 PARK RESERVE FUND

25-111 (No Descripton}

Account Type: EO3 Capital Qutlay

25-111-6906 Park Improvements 7.506.00 .00 2.400,00 5,106.00 31.97
Total: Capital Outlay 7,506.00* 0.00¢ 2,400.00% 5,106.00* 31.97+

Account Type: E04 Reserve Accounts

25-111-6920 Reserve for Future Expenditure 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Fotal: Reserve Accounts 0.00* 0.00¢ 0.00* 0,00* 0.00*

Account Type: E06 Transler out

25-111-6952 Transfer to General Fund 0.00 .00 (.00 0.00 0.00
Total: Transfer out 0.00* 0.00 0.00% 0.00* 0.00*
25-111 Totals: 7,506.00** 0.00%* 2.,400.00%* 5,106.00%* 31.97%*
25 Toals: 7,506.00%%* 0.00%** 2.400.00%** 5,106.00%** 31.97%x=

29 PARK SDCs

29111 (No Descripton)

Account Type: E04 Reserve Accounts

29-111-6907 SDC Capital Improvements 2449700 0.00 0.00 24.497.00 0.00

29-1E1-6920 Reserved for Future Expenditur 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 0,00
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City of Aurora
User: JanV

Account Number

30

30¢-111
Account Type: EOF
30-111-6001
30-111-6003
30-111-6009
30-111-6011
30-111-6014
30-111-6016
30-111-6017
30-111-6018
30-111-6019

Account Type: E02
30-1EH1-6020
30-111-6021
30-111-6034
30-111-6035
30-111-6049
30-111-6131

Account Fype: F03
30-111-6901
30-111-6907
30-111-6925
30-111-6926
30-111-6947

Account Type: EQ6
30-111-6952

Account Type: EQ7
30-111-7501

Description
Todal: Reserve Accounts

29-111 Totals:
29 Totals:

STREETS/STORM FUND

(No Deseripton)

Personnel Expenses

City Recorder

Public Works Superintendent
Public Works Assistant

Finance Officer
WBA/Workmans Comp Insurance
Social Security/Medicare

State Uncmployment Payroll Tax
PERS

Health Insurance

Total: Personnel Expenses

Materials & Services

Operating Material/Supplies
Contract Services

Vehicle & Equip. Oper. Expense
Vehicle Repair & Maintenance
Insurance

Street Lighting

Total: Materials & Services

Capital Outlay

Equipment

Capital Iimprovements

Cap Improve w/ SCA Grant
Stormwater Master Plan
UIC & TMDL Compliance
Total: Capital Cutlay

Transfer out
Transfer Cut
Total: Transfer out

Contingencics
Contingencics
Total: Contingencies

General Ledger
Expenses vs. Budget w/o Encumbered

Budgeted Amount

24 497.00*
24.497.00%

24 497 Q0%

1,995.00
7,124.00
6,330.00
0.00
719.00
1,182.00
572.00
1,340.00
5,0H8.00
24,280.00*

4,500.00
8,000.00
3,000.00
[,500.00
700.00
20,600.00
38,300.00%

3,166.00
9,500.00
50,000.00
9415.00
2,500.00
74,581.00%

(.06
0.00*

82,425.00
82,425.00%

Period Amount

0.00¢

.00

0.0ouwuwuw

(327.06)
593.60
(879.18)
0.00
(©.17)
57.72
(2.85)
1.89
70.90
(485.15)

0.00
0.00
256.66
Q.00
0.00
1,663.060
1,920.26%

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00¢

0.00
0.00¢

0.00
0.00¢

YTD Amount
6.00*

0.00%=

0.00*=*

654.11
237445
1,758.30

0.00
3.22

422,50

173.59

458.61
1,513.77
7,358.55%

985.13
958.75
029.89
90.04
704.37
6,632,14
10,300.32*

3.333.67
0.00
0.00

3,228.00
0.00

6.561.67*

0.00
0.00*

0.00
0.00*

Printed: 11/06/2012 14:32

Year to Date Var
24.497.00*

2449700

24 497 (0x**

1,340.89
4,749.55
457170
0.00
715.78
759.50
398.41
881.39
3,504.23
16,921.45%

3,514.87
704125
207011
1,409.96
(437
13.967.86
27.999.68*

(167.67T)
9,500.00

50,000.00
6,187.00
2,500.00

68,019.33%

0.60
0.00*

82,425.00
82 425.00%

Period 4, 2013

Percent Expended

0.00%
0.00%*

0.00%=*

32.19
3333
27.78
0.00
045
3574
30.35
3422
30,17
3031

21.89
11.98
31.00
6.00
100.62
32.19
26.89%

10530
0.00
0.00

3429
0.00
8.80*

0.00
0.00*

0.00
0.00%
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City of Aurora
User: JanV

Account Number

35

35-111

Account Type: EG3
35-111-6907

Account Type: EG4
35-111-6920

39

39-111

Account Type: E03
39-111-6930

Account Type: E04
39-111-6920

Account Type: E06
39-111-6952
39-111-6953

40

40-111

Account Type: EOI
40-111-6001
40-111-6002
40-111-6603
40-111-6009
40-111-6011

Description
30-111 Totals:

30 Totals;

STREET/STORM RESERVES
(No Descripton)

Capital Outlay

Capital Qutlay

Total: Capital Outlay

Reserve Accounts
Reserved for Future Expenditur
Total: Reserve Accounts

35-111 Totals:
35 Totals:

STREET/STORM SDCs
(No Descripton)

Capilal Outlay

Capital Projects

Total: Capilal Qutlay

Reserve Accounts
SDC Capilal Improvements
Total: Reserve Accounts

Transfer qut

Transfer to Storm Drains
Transfer to Street/Storm Fund
Total: Transfer out

39-111 Totals:
39 Totals:

WATER

{No Descripton)
Personnel Expenses

City Recorder

Admin. Assistant - A M,
Public Works Supervisor
Public Works Assistant
Finance Officer

General Ledger
Expenses vs. Budget w/o Encumbered

Budgeted Amount

219,586.00%*

219,586.00%

49,231.00
49.231.00*

0.00
0.00*

49,231,00%*

49.23] 00***

0.00
0.00*

13,573.00
13,573.00%

0.00
9.415.00
9.415.00%

22.988.00+

22,988 .00%*=

5,985.00
601.00
35,618.00
23.210.00
4,991.00

Period Amount
1,435.11**

14354 %%

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00¢

0.00**

0.00***

0.00
0.00¢

0.00
0.00¢

(.00
0.00
0.0CF

0.00%=

O.Qc***

490,59
49.85
4,155.28
4.363,30
407.54

YTD Amount
24,220.54**

24,220 54 %%

0.00
0.00*

0.00
0.00%

0.00%*

0.00x%*

0.00
0.00%

0.00
0.00*

0.00
.00
0.00*

0.00**

(.00#=

1,962.37
192,90
11,872.24
805574
1,636.69

Printed: 11/06/2012 14:32

Year to Date Var

Period 4, 2013

Percent Expended

195,365.46%*

195,365.46%**

49,231.00
49,231,00*

0.00
0.00*

49 23 1.00**

49231.00%**

0.00
0.00*

13,573.00
13,573.00*

0.00
9.415.00
9.415.00*

22 .988.00**

22 988,00

4.022.63
408.10
23,745.76
15,154.26
3,354.91

11.03%*

11,03

0.00
0.00*

0.00
0.00*

0.00**

0.00%

0.00
0.00%

0.00
0.00*

0.00
0.00
0.00*

0.00**

0.00x**

32.79
32,10
33.33
34.71
3278
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City of Aurora
User: JanV

Account Number
40-111-6012
40-111-06014
40-111-6016
40-111-6017
40-111-6018
40-111-6019

Account Type: E02
40-111-6020
40-111-6021
40-111-6022
40-111-6024
40-111-6029
40-111-6030
40-111-6031
40-111-6032
40-111-6033
40-111-6034
40-111-6035
40-111-6039
40-§11-6040
40-111-6048
40-111-6049
40-111-6051
40-111-6052
40-111-6053
40-111-6055
40-111-6060
40-111-6061
40-111-6062
40-111-6090
40-111-6202
40-111-6210

Account Type: E03
40-111-6901
40-111-6902
40-111-6905
40-111-6906
40-111-6907
40-111-6908
40-111-6909
40-111-6910
40-111-6916
40-111-6955
40-111-6960

Description
Admin. Assistant - P.M.

WBA/Workmans Comp Insurance
Social Security/Medicare

State Unemployment Payroll Tax
PERS

Health Insurance

Total: Personnel Expenses

Materials & Services

Op. Materials & Supplies
Contract Services

Copier ELcase/Maint

Repair & Maintenance
Electricity & Heating

Office Expense

Training & Conference

Audit

Communications System Lease
Vehicle & Equip. Oper. Expense
Vchicle Maintenance & Repairs
Ethics Commission Fee

Cily Engineer

Phone & Fax

[nsurance

Uniforms

Postage

Test Lab

Filtration System Op. Expense
Computer training

Internel sves

Postage Machine lease
Springbrook Leasc

Sensus Hardware & Sofiware Sup
Waler Rights Transfers

Total: Materials & Services

Capital Quilay
Equipment

On-site Server

Fire hydrant upgrade
Building Improvements
Capital Immprovements
Water Melers/Back{low Valves
Vehicle Reserve
Software Update
Software security
Water main repairs
Walc Filtration Systein

General Ledger
Expenses vs. Budget w/o Encumbered

Budpeted Amount

4,634.00
3,176.00
5.740,00
2,776.00
6,288.00
23,125.00
£16,144,00%

17.000.00
22.000.00
850,00
5,500.00
23 ,000.00
1,200.00
1,500.00
3,700.00
500,00
4,000.00
5.000.00
190.00
1,300.00
3,550.00
$200.00
500,00
950.00
4.000.00
1,500.00
200.00
525.00
400.00
1.425.00
1.500.00
0.00

108,400.00*

7,680.00
1,800.00
3,000.00
500.00
0.00
5,000.00
0.00

.00
500.00
77,020.00
23,500.00

Period Amount
398.20
539
577.35
305.55
839.90
2,688.56
14,281.51*

725.76
1,379.50
5561
673.83
1,303.97
43.49
275.00
2,250.00
42.46
162.44
0.00
0.00
850.00
362.64
0.00
0.00
105.72
935.00
1,101.90
0.00
46.46
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

10,313.78

6,00
450.00
0.00
.00
(.00
.00
(00
0.00
0.00
14,930.57
0.60

YTD Amount

1,501,50

15.85

1,604.90

802,51

2,098.82

7.007.44
36,750.36*

3,974.69
10,044.00
193.63
1.847.96
5.867.80
351.58
275.00
2,250.00
211.26
828.00
966.74
84,55
850.00
1.770.39
8.147.26
0,00
448,34
2.225.00
1,980,806
0.00
139.38
94.93
1425.00
1,524.60
0.00

45,500.97*

3.333.67
900.00
0.00
.00
(.00
.00
0.00
0.00
224,75
14,930.57
0.00

Printed: 11/06/2012 i4:32
Period 4, 2013

Year to Pale Var Percent Expended
3,132.50 32,40
3,160.15 (.50
4,135.10 27.96
1,973.49 28.91
4,189,18 33.38
16,117.56 30.30

79,393 64* 31.64*
13,025.31 23.38
11,956.00 45.65
656.37 22.78
3,652.04 33.60
17,132.20 25.51
§48.42 29,30
1,225.00 18.33
1,450.00 60.81
288.74 42,25
3,172.00 20,70
4033.20 19.33
1545 84.55
450.00 65.38
1,779.61 49.87
52.74 99.36
500.00 0.00
501.66 47.19
1,775.00 55.63
(480.86) 132.06
200.00 0.00
385.62 26.55
305.07 23.73
0.00 [00.00
{24.60) [01.64
0.00 0.00

62,899.03* 41.98*
434633 4341
S00.00 50.00
3,0600,00 0.00
500.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
5,000.00 0.00
0,00 0.00
0.00 0.00
27525 44,95
62,089.43 19.39
23,500.00 0.00
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City of Aurora
User; Janv

Account Number
40-111-6965

Account Type: E04
40-111-6952

Account Type: E67
40-111-7501

Account Type: EO§
40-111-7999

Account Type: E09
40-11 1-6000
40-111-6028

42

42-111]

Account Type: Ep2
42-111-6034
42-111-6035

45

45-111

Account Type: E03
45-111-6907

Account Type: E04
45-111-6920

Description

Reservoir Repair & Ma intenance
Total: Capitat Outlay

Transfer out
Transfer 1o Water Reserve
Tolal: Transfer ou(

Contingencies
Contingencies
Totat: Contingencies

Unappropriated Fungd Balances
Unappropriated Ending Fund Bal
Total: Unappropriated Fung Balances

Depreciation Expense
Depreciation Ex pense
Depreciation

Total: Depreciation Expense

40-111 Torals:
40 Totals:

SPW PROJECT MAINTENANCE FUN
{No Deseripton)

Materials & Services

Reservoir Mainienance & Repair

Pump Station Maint, & Repair

Total: Materials & Scrvices

42-111 Totais:
42 Tofals:

WATER RESERVE FUND

(No Descripton)

Capital Outlay

Capital Outlay - water linere
Total; Capitat Outlay .

Reserve Accounts
Reserved For F uture Expediture

General Ledger
Expenses vs, Budget w/o Encumbereq

Budgeted Amount
500.00
119,500.00+

20,000.00
20,000.00*

147,532.00
147,532 00+

0.00
0.00*

0.00
0.00
0.00%

5L1,576.00%*

S11,576.00%«

15,000.00
7,560.00
22 560.00*

22,560).00*x

22, 560,00

31,690.00
31,690.00#

0.00

Period Amount
0.00

15,380,57

0.00
0.00

(.00
0.00¢

Q.00
0.00¢

0.00
(.00
0.00¢

39,975.86%

39.975.86wxs

0.00
0.60
000

0.00%*

O.DG***

0.00
0.0

0.00

YTD Amount

0.00
19,388.99+

0.00
0.00%

0.00
0.00*

0.00
¢.00*

0.00
0.60
0.00%*

101,640.37%=

101,640,32%

0.00
0.00
0.00%

0.00%+

D.QC*ﬁ*

0.00
0.00+

6.00

Printed: 11/06/2012 14:32

Year to Date Vay
500.00

100,111,001

20,000.00
20.000.00*

147,532.00
147,532 00*

.00
0.00+*

0.00
0.00
0.00%

409,935 68+

409,935 gg##x

15,000.00
7,560.00
22,560.00*

22.560.00%

22,560.0¢xx

31,690.00
31,690.00%

0.00

Period 4, 2013

Perecnt Expended
0.00

16.23%

0.00
0.00%

0.00
0.00*

0.00
(oo*

0.00
0.00
0.00*

19.87%=

19, 87w

0.00
0.00
0.00%

(.00

.00 %%

0.00
0.00*

. 0.00
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City of Aurora
User: JanV

Account Number

Account Type: E06
45-111-6952

49

49-111

Account Type: E04
49-111-6907

Account Type: EO6
49-111-6952

50

50-111
Account Type: EGH
50-111-6001
50-111-6002
50-111-6003
50-111-6004
30-111-6009
50-111-6011
50-111-6012
50-111-6014
50-111-6016
50-111-6017
50-111-6018
50-111-6019

Account Type: E02
50-111-6020
50-11E-6021
50-111-6022

Deseription
Total: Reserve Accounts

Transier cut
Transier to Water Fund
Total: Transfer cut

45-11F Totals:
45 Totals:

WATER SDCs

{No Descripton)

Reserve Accounts

SDC Capital Iinprovements
Total; Reserve Accounts

Transfer out
Transfer to Water Operating
Total: Transfer out

49-111 Totals:
49 Totals:

SEWER

(No Descripton)

Personne] Expenses

City Recorder

Admin. Assistant - A.M.

Public Works Supervisor
WWTP Operator

Pubtic Works Assistant

Finance Officer

Admin. Assistant - P.M.
WBA/Workmans Comp Insurance
Social Security/Medicare

State Unemployment Payroll Tax
PERS

Health Insurance

Total: Personnel Expenses

Materials & Services
Operating Material/Suppl
Contract Services

Copicr lease/maintenance

General Ledger
Expenses vs. Budget w/o Encumbered

Budgeted Amount

0.00*

0.00
0.00*

31,690.00%

31,690.00***

50,316.00
50,316.00*

20,000.00
20,000.00*

70,316.00**

70,3 £6.00%**

5,985.00
601.00
0.00
57,730.00
9,284.00
4.991.00
4,634.00
3.593.00
6,367.00
3.079.00
704100
13,188.00
116,493,00*

30,000.00
5,000.60
700.00

Period Amount

0.00¢

0.00
0.00¢

0.00%*

0.00%=

0.00
0.00¢

0.00
0.00¢

0.00**

0.00x**

450.58
49.85
(1,187.21)
4,720.74
489.66
407.54
39820
3.66
385.34
22.61
452.70
548.30
6,781.97

2,190.22
203.77
44.48

YTD Amount
0.00*

0.00
0.00*

0.00%*

D.Dc*uw*

0.00
0.00%

0.00
0.00*

0.00%*

0.0 +**

196231
192.90
0.00
18,882.93
3.127.14
1,636.00
1,501.50
16.56
1928.16
497.36
2,316.82
3,926.97

35,988.74*

924731
423628
160.83

Printed: 11/06/2012 14:32

Year to Date Var

Period 4, 2013

Percent Expended

0.00%

.00
0.00*

31,690.00%*

31,690.00%*

530,316.00
50,316.00*

20,000.00
20,000.00*

70,3 16.00%*

70,316.00%*=

4,022.69
408.10
.00
38,847.07
6,156.86
335491
3,132.50
3,576.44
4,438.84
2,581.64
4.724.18
9,261.03
80,504.26*

20,752.69
763.72
53917

0.00%

0.00
0.00*

0.00**

0.00&&*

0.00
000+

0.00
0.00%

0.00%*

0.00***

32,19
32,10
0.00
32.71
33.08
3278
3240
0.46
30.28
16.15
32.90
29.78
3089+

30.82
84.73
2298

Page 11



City of Aurora General Ledger Printed: 11/06/2012 14:32
User: JanV Expenses vs. Budget w/o Encumbered Period 4, 2013
Account Number Description Budgeted Amount Period Amount ¥TD Amount Year to Date Var Percent Expended
50-111-6023 Consultant Services 1,0600.00 0.00 0.00 1,000.00 0.00
50-111-6025 Legal 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
50-111-6029 Electricity & Heating 28,000.00 1,367.06 7,689.51 20,31049 2746
50-111-6030 Office Expense 1,000.00 43.49 381.07 618.93 38.11
50-111-6031 Training/Conlerence 1,000.00 250.00 500.00 500,00 30.00
50-111-6032 Audit 3,700.00 2,250.00 2,250.00 1,450.00 60.81
50-111-6034 Vehicle & Equip. Oper. Expense 3,500.00 203.74 883.65 2,616.35 2525
50-111-6035 Tractor & Vehicle Repair 3.000.00 0.00 2,589.80 410,20 86.33
50-111-6036 Sewer Equipment Repair & Maint 10,000.00 504.12 420348 5,796.52 42,03
50-111-6039 Ethics Commission Fee 100.00 0.00 84.55 15.45 84.55
50-111-6040 City Engincer 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
50-111-6042 Lagoon Maintenance 3.000.00 1,943.50 3,887.00 (887.00) 129,57
50-111-6048 Phone 2.000,00 177.01 901.39 1,098.61 45.07
50-111-6049 Insurance 4,900.00 0.00 4.883.66 16.34 99.67
50-E11-6051 Salety Apparel/Uniforms 1,000.00 33.98 438,93 561.07 43.89
50-111-6052 Postage 2,000,00 105.71 489.02 1,510.98 2445
30-111-6054 Test Lab £7,500.00 481.00 £,743.00 15,757.00 9.96
50-111-6055 Rental Expense 1,500.00 0.00 798,00 702.00 53.20
50-111-6060 Computer training 500.00 0.400 0.00 500.00 0.00
50-111-6061 Internet sves 245.00 46.46 92.92 152.08 37.93
50-111-6062 Postage machine lease 355.00 0.00 84.38 270,62 23.77
50-111-6090 Springbrook Lease 1,425.00 0.00 1,425.00 0.00 100.00
50-111-6304 Permits & Fees 3.000.00 0.0¢ 0.00 3.,000.00 0.00
Total: Materials & Secrvices 124 425.00* 9,844 .54 46,969.78* 7745522% 37.75%
Account Type: E03 Capitat Outlay
50-111-6901 Equipment 13,180.00 1,925.14 1141892 1,761.08 86.64
50-111-6902 On-Site server 1,800.00 450.00 900.00 900,00 50.00
50-11E-6906 Construction Projects 5,000.00 £49.50 2,i44.83 2,855.17 429
50-111-6910 Software Updales 0.00 ol .00 0.00 0.00
50-111-6915 Soeflware Security 500.00 0.00 224.75 275.25 4495
50-111-6920 Wastewater Master Plan 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 0.00
50-111-6950 Site Prep for 2nd Plantation 3,000.00 0.00 1,037.37 £.962.63 34.58
50-111-6951 Logging Expense 6,000.00 0.00 0.00 6,000.00 0.00
50-111-6960 Collection system maintenance (.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
50-111-6970 Acration Project 36,000.00 5,748.62 38,185.66 (2,185.66) 106.07
Total: Capital Qutiay 65.480.00* 8.273.26 53911.53% 11,568.47* §2.33*
Account Type: E06 Transfer out
50-111-6952 Transfer to Sewer Reserve Fund 0.00 0.00 0.00 (.00 0.00
Total: Transfer out 0.00* 0.00¢ 0.00* 0.00* 0.00+
Account Type: EO7 Contingencies
50-111-7501 Contingencies 98,963.00 0.00 0.00 98,963.00 0.00
Total: Contingencies 98,963.00* 0.0 0.00* 98,963.00* 0.00*

Account Type; FO8

Unappropriated Fund Balances

Page 12



City of Aurora
User: JanV

Account Number
50-111-7999

55

55-111

Account Type: E03
55-111-6907

Account Type: E04
55-111-6920

Account Type: E06
55-111-6952

57

574111

Account Type: EGS
57-111-6021
57-111-6552
57-111-6553

Account Type: E08
§7-111-7999

59
59-111
Account Type: E04

Bescription
Unappropriated Ending Fund Bal
Total: Unappropriated Fund Balances

50-11F Totals:
50 Totals:

SEWER RESERVE FUND
{No Descripton)

Capital Outlay

Capital Improvements
Total: Capital Cutlay

Reserve Accounts
Reserved For Future Expediture
Total: Reserve Accounts

Transfer out
Trans to Sewer Operating
Total: Transfer out

55-111 Totals:
55 Totals:

SEWER DEBT SERVICE

(No Descripton)

Bond Payments

Administration Fee

2009 Series Sewer Pmits Princip
2009 Series Sewer Pmits Interes
Total: Bond Payments

Unappropriated Fund Balances
Unappropriated Ending Fund Bal
Total: Unappropriated Fund Balances
57-111 Totals:

57 Totals:

SEWER SDC FUND
{No Descripton)
Reserve Accounts

General Ledger
Expenses vs. Budget w/o Encumbered

Budgeted Amount

0.00
0.00%

405,361.00%*

405,361.00%

5.448.00
5.448.06*

0.00
0.00*

0.00
0.00%

5.448,00%

5,448.00%*=

Q.00
170,000.00
125,913.00
295.913.00*

10,000.00
10,000.00*

305,913.00*%*

305,913.00%%+

Period Amount

0.00
0.00

24,899, 77+

24,899 77

0.00
0.00¢

0.00
0.00¢

0.400
0.00¢

0.00%*

O.QOan*%

0.00
0.00
0.60
0.00¢

0.00
0.00¢

0.00**

0.00%**

YTD Amount
0.00
0.00*

136,870,05**

136,870.05%**

0.00
0.00*

0.00
0.00*

0.00
Q.00*

0.00**

O.CQ***

0.00
0.00
0.60
0.00*

0.00
0.00*

0.00%*

(.0 Fr*

Printed: 11/06/2012 14:32

Period 4, 2013

Year to Date Var Percent Expended
0.00 0.00
0,00% 0.00*
268,490.95%* 33.76%*
268,490, 9544+ 33.76%**
5,448,060 0.00
5.448.00* 0.00*
0.00 .00
0.00* (.00*
0.00 0.00
0.00* 0.00*
5,448.00%* 0,00%*
5,448 .00+ .00+
0.00 0.00
170,000.00 0.00
125,913.00 0.00
265.913.00% 0.00*
10,000,006 0,00
10,000.00* 0.00*
305,913.00%* 0.00*=
305,913.00x** 0.00%**
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City of Aurora
User: JanV

Account Number
59-111-6907

Account Type: E06
59-111-6932

Description
SBC Capital Improvements
Total; Reserve Accounts

Transier out

T'ransfer to Sewer Operating
Total: Transfer out

59-111 Totals:
59 Totals:

Finaf Totat

General Ledger
Expenses vs. Budget w/o Encumbered

Budgeted Amount

20,372.00
20,372.00%

0.00
0.00*

20,372.00+*
20,372,00%**

2471.323.00%F*

Period Amount

0.00
0.00¢

0.00
0.00¢

0.00%*
0.00%**

100,374, 26%*+*

¥YTD Amount
0.00
(.00*

0.00
0.00*

0.00%=
.00

416,710.63%%%*

Printed: 11/06/2012 1432

Period 4, 2013

Yearto Date Var Percent Expended
20,372.00 0.00
20,372.00% 0.00*

0.00 0.00
0.00* 0.00*
20,372.00%* 0.00%*
20,372.00%** 0.00%**
2,054,612 375 16.86GF%%%
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Public Works department
City Council
Public Works Activity Report
October 2012
Waste Water

Routine operation maintenance. Plant has and will continue not to
violate permit. Plant is on line to river out fall. Bob will remove last acre of popular
trees before end of year 2012, See report from Otis.

Water

Routine operation and maintenance. Water filter is working fine, no issues.
Working on water line connections for Ehlen Rd. update. Repaired water service and
moved meter from parking lot at 4™ & Main St. Completed meter reads 10-25.
Streets

Routine operation and maintenance. See quote from WaterTruck Service's
for cleaning 118 catch basins and associated piping, 12 will be on GCam .
Stormwater master plan, still some work to do should be done in Nov.

Parks
Routine maintenance and operation. New signs are here, will get placement
locations from Park committee. Siill need to do tree coring.
Equipment
Truck 973-97 Chev is falling apart, Yellow 1 ton will be lucky to make to
new budget in July 2013. City backhoe has many oil leaks. CITY EQUIPMENT IS IN
DIRE NEED of UPDATING!!!

Administration
Public Works scheduling and planning for staff.
Capitol improvement planning for entire city.

Overtime has been suspended until emergency call out happens.
Respectfully: Bob Southard
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wilWater Truck
Service, Inc.

PO BOX {130 WILSONVILLE, OR 97070
PH: (503) 682-2723 FAX: (503) 570-0779

Fax Cover Sheet

Send to: Attention: From:

City of Aurord Ricky Sellers Jamie Harlley
Office Location: Wilsonville Date: 11/6/12
Fax Number: 503-678-2758 Phone Number:
0 Urgent

QO Reply ASAP

O Please comment
Q Pledse Review
[ For your Information

Total pages, including cover:

Comments:

w505,

Per our discussion on your storm drain cleaning;
$155.00 Per Hour for the truck & operator
$52.00 Per Hour for laborer/traffic control

Please feel free to call me with any questions you may have.

Thank You,
Jamie Hartley (s 11,8 00
503-964-2753 é’/—:i/“‘g e &;& ad
f2in
— g Zégg’ﬁ’



November 8, 2012

Wastewater Treatment Plant Update:

In the month of October;

Operated and maintained the treatment plant to meet all standards set forth in the NPDES permit along
with the added requirements of the Consent Decree with the Willamette River Keepers.

Influent flow for the month of October was 1.912 million gallons.

There was no effluent discharge in October.

The new aeration system has been working as designed. It has cut the electrical cost at the plant in half.
Routine and annual maintenance on equipment in preparation for the start of River discharge season.
The staff has also been working on balancing the solids inventory in the aeration basin and has been
waste pumping to the geotubes.

General housekeeping and landscape maintenance.

Otis Phillips

Wasiewater Operator

City of Aurcra

Work Cell 503-519-6426
Plant Phone 503-678-1035
Phillips@eci.aurora.or.us




City Recorder Report

Memo

To: City Council

From: Kelly Richardson

cc: None

Date: 11/8/2012

Re: Recorders Report Month of October 2012 report

Activities and ongoing projects are as follows:

7

% Ongoing secretarial duties for the City Council and Planning, along with attending the meetings
once a month.

-

% Attending Records Management Meeting
*» Records Request update
o None pending at this time
“* Working with Office Andersen to finalize contracts for the police dept.
“ Working on updating and scanning of address files. Ongoing
* Working on policy and procedures for building permits.
% Code Enforcement issues.
* Looking into grants for projects ongoing.
< Working on updating our court files and finding out the status of our collections. Ongoing
“ Working with Auditors

* Reading and studying the Aurora Municipal Code.

«+ Schedule or discussion on Staff and or Combination Christmas Party details









INFTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT
Between
MARION COUNTY
And
CITY OF AURORA

THIS AGREEMENT entered into between the City of Aurora, Oregon (“CITY™) and
Marion County, by and through its Sheriff’s Office, (“MCSQ"), for the provision of law
enforcement services. This agreement will run from UPON SIGNATURE to June 30,
2013, and may be renewed annually. at CITY"s option. for four additional one-year
terms.

WHEREAS, CITY is in need of law enforcement servic
provide those services on the terms and conditions he

O is willing to

WHEREAS, ORS 190.010 provides that a unit ter into a
written agreement with any other unit of loca
all functions or activities that a party of this Agr
authority to perform.

NOW THEREFORE, in consideratio niained the parties agree
as follows:

1. MCSO shall provide :
Aurora within | r imi e City as&et out in Attachment B, There
i igned to the city (“assigned deputy™)

MCLEA Collective Bargaining Agreement, shall determine
the deputy assigned. Vacation hours, sick hours, or training
by MCSO will count toward the 40-hour workweek.

During 4 ve, MCSO wili continue to provide law enforcement services
to CITY in ely manner depending on the nature of calls for service. Some
calls for service may be pended for follow up by the City assigned deputy.

needed ay

3. The assigned deputy is in no way considered an employee of CITY and shall be
directed by operational and personnel policies of Marion County and the MSCO.
Salaries and fringe benefits will be provided by MCSO.

4. The rendition of law enforcement services, the standards of performance, the
discipline of deputy, and other matters incident to the performance of such
services and the control of the personnel so employed, shall remain with MCSO.
Issues arising from the contracted services and deputy assigned will be taken care



12.

of through CITY representatives and MCSO._CITY may establish law
enforcement priorities which MCSO will communicate 1o the deputy.

The CITY and MCSO agree to comply with the Civil Rights Act of 1964, and
1991, Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, and Section 504 of the
Rehabilitation Act of 1973, and Tite VI as implemented by 45 CFR 80 and 84
which states in part, No qualified person shall on the basis of disability, race,
color, or national origin be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits
of, or otherwise be subjected to discrimination under any program or activity
which received or benefits from federal financial assistance.

Each party shall save harmless. indemnify and defend ¢ parly for any and
all claims, damages, losses and expenses incurred b ther to the extent that
the same are caused by the negligence or miscong party or the party’s
agents, officers or employees. Liability shall
limits of liability set forth in the Oregon To

Ovided, CITY agrees to pay MCSO on a monthly basis the
amount bil exceed the annual contract total as indicated in Attachment
A. The sum g"${To be Determined) is the maximum payment amount obligated

by the CITY for services provided from UPON SIGNATURE throu gh June 30,
2013,

This Agreement may be renewed annually upon agreement regarding the budget
items and revision to Attachment A. CITY must notify MCSO of its intent to
renew before April [. CITY and MCSO will then negotiate revisions 1o the
budgetary items in Attachment A. Each renewal must be in writing, incorporate
the revision to Attachment A and be executed by both parties. .



13. This Agreement may be amended by mutual consent of the parties. Al
amendments to this Agreement shall be in writing, executed by both parties.

14. Notice under this Agreement shall be provided in writing by certified mail or
personal delivery as follows;

Marion County City of Aurora
Name: Justin Ford

Title: Contracts

Marion County Sheriff’s Office
PO Box 14500

Salem, Or 97309

Phone:(503) 589-3261

Email jford@co.marion.or.us

Cl.aurora.or.us

15. Neither party may subcontract or assigs
whole or in part, without the other party’s

16. Both parties shall comply witl state, and local laws, rules
and regulations at all times in th ligations under this
Agreement.

- { Formatted: Nat Highlight

_ - - { Formatted: Not Highlight

. - - { Formatted: Not Highlight
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Marion County Sheriff's Office
City of Aurora
DRAFT 10-18-12

FY12-13 Preliminary Budget
Estimated Expenses

lenefi

107,180

100% Sr. Deputy Adv. Cert/20 Yrs. Sve 2,500 109,680 48,458| 158,138

107,180 2,500] 109,680 48,458| 158,138

[7 Months Sr. Deputy Adv. Cert/20 Yrs. Sve 62,622 1,458 63,980 28,267 82,247

62,522 1,458 63,980 28,267 92,247

Annual

Per FTE (Per Month} 7 Months
Office Supplies 282 24 165
Field Supplies 213 18 124
Departmental Supplies 130 11 78
Clothing 513 43 298
Gasoline 4,630 386 2,701
Cell Phones 915 76 534
Data Connections 540 45 315
Postage 83 7 48
Communication Services 11,624 969 8,781
Laundry Services 115 10 87
Printing Services 32 3 19
Misc Contractual 311 26 181
Maint. - Office Equipment 304 25 177
Training 399 33 233
Fleet 16344 1,362 9,534
Totai Direct Costs 36,435 3,036 21,254
Administrative Charges (8.94%) 12,023 1,002 7,014
Total Indirect Costs 12,023 1,002 7,014
Total Direct & Indirect Costs 48,458 4,038 28,267

TAGity Documems\COUNCILC euncil Meeling's\2012\NovembenCity of Aurora Draft Budget 7 mas 12-13.xisDAAFT 2-23-12



ATTACHMENT B:

CITY OF AURORA / MARION COUNTY IGA
SCOPE OF WORK

Scope of work: As discussed in proposal In addition, the following applies: (to be

completed)

the annual contract total as indicated in At
Determined) is the maxi

Contract deputy wiil be proactive and seek positive methods of community
policing.

As with our other service contracts the ability for deputies to take vacation
and/ar sick leave is considered part of the contractual agreement. If the
municipality wants additional coverage (i.e., vacation coverage) while the
assigned deputy is away that is negotiable or can be part of the overtime
assessment of the agreement. A typical deputy will accrue up o two weeks of
vacation per year.



The assigned deputy has access to all of the services the Sheriff’s Office
provides to our staff. This includes but is not limited to: Detectives, Street
Crimes (drug activity complaints), Community Relations Unit, Search and
Rescue, Evidence, Forensics (finger print evidence), SWAT. and direct
working relations with Parole and Probation. In the event of a major
incident these resources may be utilized by the assigned deputy.




SIGNATURES

CITY

Signature Date
Title

Signature Date
Cily Atlorney

MARION COUNTY

Chief Administrative Officer

N COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

DATE

COMMISSIONER

COMMISSIONER



EXHIBIT 1
CITY OF AURORA / MARION COUNTY PROPOSAL

as follows:

Include If applicable
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GROVE, MUELLER & SWANK, P.C.
N CR!I PUBIC ACNTSD CNSULNT o
475 Cottage Street NE, Suite 200, Salem, Oregon 97301
(503) 581-7788

November 8, 2012

City Council and Management
City of Aurora

21420 Main Street

Aurora, Oregon 97002

In planning and performing our audit of the financial statements of the governmental activities, the business-type
activities, each major fund, and the aggregate remaining fund information of the City of Aurora as of and for the
year ended June 30, 2012, in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of
America, we considered the City’s internal control over financial reporting (internal control) as a basis for
designing our auditing procedures for the purpose of expressing our opinions on the financial statements, but not
for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of the City’s internal control. Accordingly, we do not
express an opinion on the effectiveness of the City’s internal control.

Our consideration of internal control was for the limited purpose described in the preceding paragraph and was not
designed to identify all deficiencies in internal control that might be significant deficiencies or material weaknesses
and, therefore, there can be no assurance that all such deficiencies have been identified. However, as discussed
below, we identified certain deficiencies in internal control that we consider to be significant deficiencies.

A deficiency in internal control exists when the design or operation of a control does not allow management or
employees, in the normal course of performing their assigned functions, to prevent, or detect and correct
misstaternents on a timely basis. A material weakness is a deficiency or combination of deficiencies in internal
control, such that there is a reasonable possibility that a material misstatement of the entity’s financial statements
will not be prevented, or detected and corrected on a timely basis. We did not identify any deficiencies in internal
control that we consider to be material weaknesses.

A significant deficiency is a deficiency, or a combination of deficiencies, in internal control that is less severe than

a material weakness, yet important enough to merit attention by those charged with governance. We consider the
following deficiencies in the City of Aurora’s internal control to be significant deficiencies:

CURRENT YEAR

REVIEW OF UTILITY BILLING NON-CASH ADJUSTMENTS
Criteria:

Sound internal control requires that review of processes be performed to mitigate the risk of fraud.



Condition:
Currently there is no review of utility billing non-cash adjustments performed beyond entry into the system.
Recommendation.

We recommend that utility billing adjustments be reviewed on a timely basis to ensure no unapproved adjustments
have been recorded.

RECONCILIATION BETWEEN SYSTEMS

Criteria:

Sound internal control requires that subsystems be reconciled to ensure all information is captured and to
mitigate the risk of fraud.

Condition.

Currently there is no reconciliation between the Quickbooks municipal court system and Springbrook, the
financial system.

Recommendation:

We recommend that a monthly recongciliation be performed between the two systems.

PRIOR YEAR

NO REVIEW OF JOURNAL ENTRIES

Criteria:

Journal entries should be reviewed by a second person.

Condition:

There is no secondary review of the journal entries that are posted throughout the year.

Recommendation:

We recommend that a second person such as a Council member, review journal entries on a regular basis.
Current Year Update:

Management has complied with this point as of June 30, 2012.



ASSETS AND LIABILITY ACCOUNTS OTHER THAN CASH WERE NOT PROPERLY RECONCILED AT
YEAR-END

Criteria:

The City reports on the modified cash basis of accounting; therefore, assets and liabilities other than cash shouid be
reconciled at year-end.

Condition:

The City had receivables, payables, and payroll liabilities recorded as of June 30, 2011. These accounts had not
been reconciled at year end.

Recommendation:
The City should reconcile these accounts in a timely manner.
Current Year Update:

The recommendation has not been implemented and the condition continues.

OLD NSF CHECKS INCLUDED IN BANK RECONCILIATIONS

Criteria:

NSF checks should be reviewed for collectability and those NSF items determined to be uncollectible should be
written off.

Condition:

The City maintains approximately $2,600 in NSF items that may not be collected and should be written off.

Recommendation:

The City should more closely monitor the NSF items included in reconciliations and establish procedures to
identify NSF items that are likely to be uncollectible so they can be written off.

Current Year Update:

Management has complied with this point as of June 30, 2012,

LACK OF DOCUMENTATION OF APPROVAL AND ACCOUNT CODING FOR DISBURSEMENTS

Criteria:

Department heads should sign or initial invoices indicating their review and approval when providing account
coding for the disbursements.

Condition:

There is a lack of documentation of the department head approving the invoices and providing account coding,



Recommendation:

Department heads should include their signature or initials to indicate their approval of invoices when providing
account coding.

Current year update:
Management has complied with this point as of June 30, 2012.
This communication is intended solely for the information and use of management, the City Council, and others

within the organization, and is not intended to be and should not be used by anyone other than these specified
parties.

CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS



CITY OF AURORA, OREGON
ANNUAL FINANCIAL REPORT
Year Ended June 30, 2012



CITY OF AURORA, OREGON
CITY OFFICIALS
JUNE 30, 2012

MAYOR
Greg Taylor PO Box 261
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GROVE, MUELLER & SWANK, P.C.

CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS AND CONSULTANTS
475 Cottage Street NE, Suite 200, Salem, Oregon 97301
(503) 581-7788

INDEPENDENT AUDITOR’S REPORT

Honorable Mayor and Council Members
City of Aurora

21420 Main Street NE

Aurora, Oregon 97002

We have audited the accompanying modified cash basis financial statements of the governmental activities, the
business-type activities, each major fund, and the aggregate remaining fund information of City of Aurora, Oregon
(the City) as of and for the year ended June 30, 2012, which collectively comprise the City’s basic financial
statements as listed in the table of contents. These financial statements are the responsibility of the City’s
management. Our responsibility is to express opinions on these financial statements based on our audit.

We conducted our audit in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of America.
Those standards require that we plan and perform the audit to obtain reasonable assurance about whether the
financial statements are free of material misstatement. An audit includes examining, on a test basis, evidence
supporting the amounts and disclosures in the financial statements. An audit also includes assessing the accounting
principles used and significant estimates made by management, as well as evaluating the overall financial statement
presentation. We believe that our audit provides a reasonable basis for our opinions.

As described in the summary of significant accounting policies in the notes to the financial statements, the City
prepares its financial statements on a prescribed basis of accounting that demonstrates compliance with the
modified cash basis and budget laws of the State of Oregon, which is a comprehensive basis of accounting other
than accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America.

The City does not maintain historical cost and depreciation records for capital assets including infrastructure, and
therefore, no information related to capital assets is presented in the financial statements.

In our opinion, except for the matter discussed above, the financial statements referred to above present fairly, in all
material respects, the respective financial position of the governmental activities, the business-type activities, each
major fund, and the aggregate remaining fund information of the City of Aurora, as of June 30, 2012, and the
respective changes in financial position — modified cash basis thereof for the year then ended, in conformity with
the basis of accounting described in the summary of significant accounting policies in the notes to the financial
statements.

Accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America require that management's discussion and
analysis (MD&A, pages 3-7), and the budgetary comparison information (pages 26-27) be presented to supplement
the basic financial statements. Such information, although not a part of the basic financial statements, is required
by the Governmental Accounting Standards Board, who considers it to be an essential part of financial reporting for
placing the basic financial statements in an appropriate operational, economic, or historical context. We have
applied certain limited procedures to the MD&A in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the



United States of America, which consisted of inquiries of management about the methods of preparing the
information and comparing the information for consistency with management's responses to our inquiries, the basic
financial statements, and other knowledge we obtained during our audit of the basic financial statements. We do
not express an opinion or provide any assurance on the information because the limited procedures do not provide
us with sufficient evidence to express an opinion or provide any assurance. The budgetary comparison information
on pages 26-27 is the responsibility of management and was derived from and relates directly to the underlying
accounting and other records used to prepare the financial statements. The information has been subjected to the
auditing procedures applied in the audit of the financial statements and certain additional procedures, including
comparing and reconciling such information directly to the underlying accounting and other records used to prepare
the financial statements or to the financial statements themselves, and other additional procedures in accordance
with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of America. In our opinion, the information is fairly
stated in all material respects in relation to the financial statements as a whole.

Our audit was conducted for the purpose of forming opinions on the financial statements that collectively comprise
the City of Aurora’s basic financial statements. The combining and individual fund financial statements and
schedules and other schedules are presented for purposes of additional analysis and are not a required part of the
basic financial statements. The combining and individual fund financial statements and schedules are the
responsibility of management and were derived from and relate directly to the underlying accounting and other
records used to prepare the financial statements. The information has been subjected to the auditing procedures
applied in the audit of the financial statements and certain additional procedures, including comparing and
reconciling such information directly to the underlying accounting and other records used to prepare the financial
statements or to the financial statements themselves, and other additional procedures in accordance with auditing
standards generally accepted in the United States of America. In our opinion, the information is fairly stated in all
material respects in relation to the financial statements as a whole. The other schedules have not been subjected to
the auditing procedures applied in the audit of the basic financial statements and accordingly we do not express an
opinion or provide any assurance on them,

GROVE, MUELLER & SWANK, P.C.
CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS

By:

Thomas E. Glogau, A Shareholder
wE 012



CITY OF AURORA, OREGON

Management's Discussion and Analysis
June 30, 2012

As management of the City of Aurora, we offer readers of the financial statements this narrative overview and
analysis of the financial activities for the fiscal year ended June 30, 2012.

Financial Highlights

June 30,
2012 2011 change
Net assets 3 908 568 $ 868,208 % 130,360
Change in net assets 130,360 17,327 113,033
Governmental net assets 521,798 434,582 87216
Proprietary net assets 476,770 433,626 43,144
Change in governmental net assets 87,216 129,647 (42,431)
Change in proprietary net assets 43,144 (112,320) 155464

Overview of the Financial Statements

This discussion and analysis is intended to serve as an introduction to the City of Aurora’s basic financial
statements. The City’s basic financial statements consist of three components: 1) government-wide financial
statements, 2) fund financial statements, and 3) notes to the financial statements. This report also contains other
supplementary information in addition to the basic financial statements themselves,

Government-wide financial statements. The government-wide financial statements are designed to provide
readers with a broad overview of the City’s finances, in a manner similar to a private-sector business. These
statements include:

The Statement of Net Assets (Modified Cash Basis). This presents information on the assets and liabilities of the
City as of the date on the statement. Net assets are what remain after the liabilities have been paid or otherwise
satisfied. Over time, increases or decreases in net assets may serve as a useful indicator of whether the financial
position of the City is improving or deteriorating.

The Statement of Activities (Modified Cash Basis). The statement of activities presents information showing how
the net assets of the City changed over the most recent fiscal year by tracking receipts, disbursements and other
transactions that increase or reduce net assets.

In the government-wide financial statements, the City’s activities are shown as governmental and business-type
activities. Governmental activities include all basic City government functions, such as administration, city hall,
legal, parks, streets and police. These activities are primarily financed through property taxes and other
intergovernmental activities. Business-type activities are those which are primarily financed through charges to
customers, and include water and sewer operations.



Fund financial statements. The fund financial statements provide more detailed information about the City’s
funds, focusing on its most significant or “major” funds — not the City of Aurora as a whole. A fund is a grouping
of related accounts that is used to maintain control over resources that have been segregated for specific activities
or objectives. The City of Aurora, like state and other local governments, uses fund accounting to ensure and
demonstrate compliance with finance-related legal requirements. All of the funds of the City can be divided into
two categories: governmental funds and proprietary funds.

Governmental funds. The governmental funds are used to account for essentially the same functions reported as
governimental activities in the government-wide financial statements. Because the focus of governmental funds is
narrower than that of the government-wide financial statements, it is useful in obtaining an understanding of each
fund’s activity.

Proprietary funds. The City of Aurora charges customers for the services it provides — whether to outside
customers or to other units of the City — these services are generally reported in proprietary funds.

Notes to the financial statements. The notes provide additional information that is essential to a full
understanding of the data provided in the government-wide and fund financial statements.

Other information. In addition to the basic financial statements and accompanying notes, this report also presents
certain required supplementary informarion and other supplemental information.

Government-wide Financial Analysis

2012 2011
Governmental Business-iype Governmental Business-type
Activities Activities Total Activities Activities Total

Cash and investments $ 521,798 $ 476,770 $ 998,568 $ 434,582 $ 433,626 $ 868208
Other assets 21,532 16,395 37927 27,403 11,732 39,135
Total assets 543,330 493165 1,036,495 461,985 445,358 907,343
Liabilities 21,532 16,395 37,927 27.403 11,732 39,135
Nel assets:

Restricted 193,168 79,190 272358 142,153 12,375 154.528
Unrestricted 328,630 397,580 726,210 292,429 421,251 713.680
Total Net Assets $ 521,798 § 476,770 $ 998,568 $ 434,582 $ 433,626 $ 868,208

Statement of Net Assets. The Statement of Net Assets (modified cash basis) is provided on a comparative basis.
As noted earlier, net assets may serve over time as a useful indicator of a government’s financial position. In the
case of the City of Aurora, assets exceeded liabilities by $998,568 as of June 30, 2012.

Restricted net assets represent sources that are subject to external restrictions on their use, such as debt service or
capital projects.

Unrestricted net assets are available for general operations of the City.



2012 2011

Business- Business-
Govemment type Government Lype
Activities Activities Total Activities Activities  Total
Receipts
Programreceipts
Charges for service $ 223759 % 498392 § 722151 0§ 203456 § 432,168 $ 725624
Operating grants 55,146 - 55.146 69.308 495,747 565,055
Capital grants 6.265 12,370 18,635 299.153 20,101 319.254
CGeneral receipts
Taxes and assessments 221,131 289.021 510,152 207.530 275,281 482.811
Franchise taxes 60,430 - 60,430 55.566 - 55,566
Intergovermnmental 20,263 20927 41,190 21,714 - 21,714
Miscellaneous 32,098 2,651 34,749 35.216 3.591 38,807
Total receipts 619,092 323,361 1,442,453 081.943 1,226,888 2.208.831
Disbursemants
Generai government 103,069 - 103,069 114,732 - 114,732
Public Safety 265,052 - 265,052 309,300 - 309.309
Highways and streets 60,045 - 60,045 89,448 - 89,448
Community development 103,710 - 103,710 338,807 - 338,807
Water - 241,731 241,731 - 693,548 693,548
Sewer - 538,486 538.486 - 645,660 645,660
Toral disbursements 531,876 780217 1,312,093 852,206 1.339.208 2,191,504
Change in net assels 87.216 43,144 130,360 129,647 (112,320} 17,327
Net assets, beginning of year 434,582 433,626 868.208 304,935 543,946 850,881
Net assets, end of year $ 521,798  $ 476770 S 998568 0§ 434582 0§ 433626 § 868,208

Statement of Activities (Modified Cash Basis). During the current fiscal year, the City’s total net assets increased
by $130,360 over prior year. The key elements of the change in the City’s net assets for the year ended June 30,
2012 are as follows:

Operating grants decreased $509,909 over the prior year

Capital grants decreased $279,692

Disbursements in community development decreased $235,097 from the prior year
Disbursements in water decreased $451,817 over the prior year

Disbursements in sewer decreased $107,174 over the prior year

eSS S

Financial Analysis of the City of Aurora’s Government Funds

As noted earlier, the City uses fund accounting to ensure and demonstrate compliance with finance-related legal
requirements.

Governmental funds. The focus of the City’s governmental funds is to provide information on relatively short-
term cash flow and funding for future basic services. Such information is useful in assessing the City’s financing
requirements. In particular, fund balance may serve as a useful measure of a government’s net resources available
for spending at the end of a fiscal year.

As of June 30, 2012 the City’s governmental funds reported combined ending fund balances of $521,798 an
increase of $87,216 over the prior year.

-5



General Fund Budgetary Highlights
The governing body approved several changes to the General Fund budget for the fiscal year ended June 30, 2012.
Significant Fund Transactions

As noted earlier, the City uses fund accounting to ensure and demonstrate compliance with finance-related legal
requirements. The following information details significant fund transactions during the year.

Major Governmental Funds:
o General: the General Fund had an increase in fund balance of $45,416 which is primarily related to a
decrease in personal services and materials and services disbursements.
e Street/Storm: the Street/Storm Fund had an increase in fund balance of $13,484. The increase over the
prior year 1s due to a decrease in capital outlay disbursements.
e City Hall Building: the City Hall Building Fund had an increase of $14,758 which is due to enhanced
citation receipts.

Major Proprietary Funds:
s Water: the Water Fund had a decrease of $1,061. This was primarily due to a combination of an increase in
charges for services and an increase in personal services and debt service.
» Sewer: the Sewer Fund had an increase of $14,808. This was primarily due to an increase in charges for
services.

e Water SDC: the Water SDC Fund had a fund balance increase of $5,546. This was due to a decrease in
transfers out and no disbursements during the year.

o G.0. Wastewater Bond: the Wastewater Bond Fund had a decrease of $1,278. This was due to a
combination of an increase in taxes and assessments and an increase in debt service disbursements.

Debt Administration

At the end of the current fiscal year, the City had total debt outstanding of $3,400,818.

During the current fiscal year, the City’s total debt decreased by $139,073 (.6%).

State statutes limit the amount of general obligation debt a governmental entity may issue to 3 percent of its total
assessed valuation. The assessed valuation of the City of Aurora is $112,018,173, therefore, the current debt

limitation for the City of Aurora is $3,360,545 which is in excess of the City’s outstanding general obligation debt.

Additional information on the City of Aurora’s long-term debt can be found in the notes to the basic financial
statements of this report.

Economic Factors and the Next Year’s Budget

The City of Aurora’s Budget Committee considered all the following factors while preparing the City budget for
the 2012-13 fiscal year:

a. Prior history of receipts and disbursements,
b. Capital projects in the water and sewer,
c. [Expected property tax receipts.



Requests for Information

This financial report is designed to present the user (citizens, taxpayers, investors and creditors) with a general
overview of the City’s finances and to demonstrate the City’s accountability. Questions concerning any of the
information provided in this report or requests for additional information should be addressed to:

City Recorder
City of Aurora
21420 Main Street NE
Aurcra, Oregon 97002



BASIC FINANCIAL STATEMENTS



CITY OF AURORA, OREGON
STATEMENT OF NET ASSETS (MODIFIED CASH BASIS)
JUNE 30, 2012

Governmental Business-type
Activities Activities Totals
ASSETS
Cash and investments $ 521,798 $ 476,770 $ 098,568
Taxes receivable 21,532 16,395 37,927
Total Assels 543,330 403165 1,036,495
LIABILITIES
Deferred revenue ) 21,532 16,395 37,927
NET ASSETS
Restricted for:
Debt Service - 11,097 11,097
Capital outlay 41943 63,093 110,036
Streets 151,225 - 151,225
Unrestricted 328,630 397,580 726,210
Total Net Assets $ 521,798 3 476,770 $ 998,568

The accompanying notes are an integral part of the financial statements.
-8-



CITY OF AURORA, OREGON
STATEMENT OF ACTIVITIES (MODIFIED CASH BASIS)
YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

Program Receipts

Fees, Fines Operating Capital
and Charges Grants and Granis and
Disbursements  for Services Contributions  Contributions
FUNCTIONS/PROGRAMS
Governmental activities:
General government 3 103,069 $ 7,601 3 - § 1,000
Public Safety 265,052 153,923 3,870 -
Highways and streets 60,045 33,839 51,276 3,060
Community development 103,710 28.396 - 2,205
Total Governmental activities 531,876 223,759 55,146 6,265
Business-type activities:
Water 241,731 236,646 - 8,306
Sewer 538,486 261,746 - 4,064
Total Business-type activities 780,217 498.392 - 12,370
Total Activities $ 1,312,093 $ 722,151 by 55,146 5 18,635

General Receipts:
Property taxes
Franchise taxes
Intergovernmental
Miscellaneous

Total General Receipts

Change in net assets

Net Assets - beginning of year

Net Assets - end of year



Net (Disbursements) Receipts

and Changes in Net Assets

Governmental  Business-type
Activities Aectivities Total
$  (94,468) § - $  (94,468)
(107,259) - (107,259)
28,130 - 28,130
(73,109) - {73,109)
(246,706) - (246,706)
- 3,221 3,221
- (272,676) (272,676)
- (269,455) (269,455)
(246,706) (269,455) (516,161)
221,131 289,021 510,152
60,430 - 60,430
20,263 20,927 41,190
32,098 2,651 34,749
333,922 312,599 646,521
87,216 43,144 130,360
434,582 433,626 868,208
$ 521,798 $ 476,770 $ 098,568

The accompanying notes are an integral part of the financial statements.



CITY OF AURORA, OREGON
STATEMENT OF ASSETS AND LIABILITIES (MODIFIED CASH BASIS) - GOVERNMENTAL FUNDS
JUNE 30, 2012

Special Revenue Capital Projects

City Hall
General Street / Storm Building
ASSETS
Cash and investments $ 214,034 3 99,118 $ 110,098
Taxes receivable 21,532 - -
Total Assets $ 235,566 $ 99,118 $ 110,098
LIABILITIES AND FUND BALANCE
Liabilities:
Deferred revenue $ 21,532 $ - k) -
Fund Balance:
Restricted for:
Capital outlay - - -
Streets - 99,118 -
Committed to:
Capital outlay - - 110,098
Unassigned 214,034 - -
Total Fund Balance 214,034 99,118 110,098

Total Liabilities and Fund Balance $ 235,566 $ 99,118 $ 110,098




Otlrer

Governmental
Funds Total

$ 98,548 $ 521,798
- 21,532

£ 08,548 3 543,330
i) - $ 21,532
20,103 20,103

52,107 151,225

26,338 136,436

- 214,034

98,548 521,798

$ 08,548 3 543,330

The accompanying notes are an integral part of the financial statements.
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON

STATEMENT OF RECEIPTS, DISBURSEMENTS AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCES -
(MODIFIED CASH BASIS) - GOVERNMENTAL FUNDS

YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

Special Capital
Revenue Projects
City Hall
General Street / Storm Building
RECEIPTS
Taxes and assessments $ 221,131 § - 3 -
Fines and forfeitures 144,055 - 9,748
Licenses and permits 82,672 - 1,540
Charges for services - 19,857 -
Intergovernmental 26,254 50,133 -
Miscellaneous 43,136 428 470
Total Receipts 517,248 70,418 11,758
DISBURSEMENTS
Current
General government 99,974 - -
Public Safety 258,761 - -
Highways and streets - 48,434 -
Community development 100,711 - -
Capital outlay 9,386 11,611 -
Total Disbursements 468,832 60,045 -
RECEIPTS OVER (UNDER) 48416 10,373 11,758
OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES)
Transfers in - - 3,000
Transfers out (3,000) 3,111 -
Total Other Financing Sources (Uses) (3,000) 3,111 3,000
NET CHANGE IN FUND BALANCE 45416 13,484 14,758
FUND BALANCE, beginning of year 168,618 85,634 95,340

FUND BALANCE, end of year $ 214034 § 99,118  § 110,098




Other

Governmental
Funds Total
$ - $ 221,131
- 153,803
6,002 90,214
13,228 33,085
- 76,387
438 44472
19,668 619,092
- 099,974
- 258,761
- 48,434
2,999 103,710
- 20,997
2,099 531,876
16,669 87216
- 3,000
(3,11 (3,000)
G,I1D -
13,558 87216
84.990 434 582
$ 08,548 $ 521,798

The accompanying notes are an integral part of the financial statements.



CITY OF AURORA, OREGON

STATEMENT OF NET ASSETS (MODIFIED CASH BASIS) - ENTERPRISE FUNDS

JUNE 30, 2012

ASSETS
Cash and cash equivalents
Taxes receivable

Total Assets

LIABILITIES
Deferred revenue

NET ASSETS:
Restricted for:
Debt service
Construction
Unrestricted

Total Net Assets

Water Sewer Water SDC
3 215,033 $ 165413 $ 51,874
215,033 165413 51,874
- - 51,874
215,032 165414 -
g 215,032 $ 165,414 3 51,874




G.0.

Wastewater Other Business-
Debt Service type Funds Total

h 11,097 $ 33,353 3 476,770
16,395 - 16,395

27492 33,353 493,165

16,395 - 16,395

11,097 - 11,097

- 16,219 68,093

- 17,134 397,580

$ 11,697 $ 33,353 3 476,770

The accompanying notes are an integral part of the financial statements.
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON

STATEMENT OF RECEIPTS, DISBURSEMENTS AND CHANGES IN FUND NET ASSETS (MODIFIED CASH

BASIS) - ENTERPRISE FUNDS
YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

OPERATING RECEIPTS
Charges for services
Taxes and assessments
Miscellaneous

Total Operating Receipts

OPERATING DISBURSEMENTS
Personal services
Materials and services
Capital outlay

Total Operating Disbursements

OPERATING RECEIPTS OVER (UNDER)
OPERATING DISBURSEMENTS

NONOPERATING RECEIPTS
(DISBURSEMENTS)
Interest carnings
Proceeds from issuance of debt
Debt service:
Principal
Interest

Total Nonoperating Receipts
{Disbursements)

INCOME BEFORE CONTRIBUTIONS
AND TRANSFERS

OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES)
Transfers in
Transfers out
Capital contributions

CHANGE IN FUND NET ASSETS
FUND NET ASSETS, Beginning of year

FUND NET ASSETS, End of year

Water Sewer Water SDC

236,646 $ 261,746 h -
11 - -
236,657 261,746 -
96,940 113,906 -
98,741 119,013 -
37,302 14,854 -
232,983 247,773 -
3,674 13,973 -
1,013 835 240
(8,748) - -
(7,735 835 240
(4,061) 14,808 240
3,000 - -

- - {3,000)
- - 8,306
(1,061) 14,808 5,546
216,093 150,606 46,328
215,032 $ 163,414 $ 51,874




G. 0. Wastewater Other Business-

Debt Service type Funds Total
3 - b - $ 408,392
289,021 - 289,021
- - 11
289,021 - 787,424
- - 210,846
- - 217,754
- - 52,156
; - 480,756
289,021 - 306,668
414 138 2,640
- 20,927 20,927
{160,000) - {160,000)
(130,713) - (139,461)
{290,299) 21,065 {275,894)
(1,278) 21,065 30,774
- - 3,000
, - (3.000)
- 4,064 12,370
(1,278) 25,129 43,144
12,375 8,224 433,626
$ 11,097 $ 33,353 $ 476,770

The accompanying notes are an integral part of the financial statements.
-13-



CITY OF AURORA, OREGON
NOTES TO BASIC FINANCIAL STATEMENTS
YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES

The City of Aurora, Oregon is governed by an elected mayor and four council members who comprise the City
Council. The City Council exercises supervisory responsibilities over City operations, but day-to-day management
control is the responsibility of a city recorder. All significant activities and organizations for which the City is
financially accountable are included in the basic financial statements.

There are certain governmental agencies and various service districts which provide services within the City. These
agencies have independently elected governing boards and the City is not financially accountable for these
organizations. Therefore, financial information for these agencies is not included in the accompanying basic
financial statements.

Basic Financial Statements

Basic financial statements are presented at both the government-wide and fund financial level. Both levels of
statements categorize primary activities as either governmental or business-type. Governmental activities, which
are normally supported by taxes and intergovernmental receipts, are reported separately from business-type
activities, which rely to a significant extent on fees and charges for support.

Government-wide financial statements display information about the City as a whole. For the most part, the
effect of interfund activity has been removed from these statements. These statements focus on the sustainability
of the City as an entity and the change in aggregate financial position resulting from the activities of the fiscal
period. These aggregated statements consist of the Staterment of Net Assets (Modified Cash Basis) and the
Statement of Activities (Modified Cash Basis).

The Statement of Net Assets (Modified Cash Basis) presents the assets and liabilities of the City. Net assets,
representing assets less liabilities, is shown in two components: restricted for special purposes, amounts which
must be spent in accordance with legal restrictions; and unrestricted, the amount available for ongoing City
activities.

The Statement of Activities (Modified Cash Basis) demonstrates the degree to which the direct disbursements of
a given function or segment are offset by program receipts. Direct disbursements are those that are clearly
identifiable with a specific function or segment. Program receipts include (1) charges to customers or applicants
who purchase, use or directly benefit from goods, services or privileges provided by a given function or segment,
and (2) grants and contributions that are restricted to meeting the operational or capital requirements of a
particular function or segment. Taxes and other items not properly included among program receipts are reported
instead as general receipts.

Fund financial statements display information at the individual fund level. Each fund is considered to be a
separate accounting entity. Funds are classified and summarized as governmental, proprietary or fiduciary.
Currently, the City has governmental funds (general, special revenue, and capital projects) and proprietary type
funds (enterprise). Major individual governmental funds and proprietary funds are reported as separate columns
in the fund financial statements.

Basis of Presentation
The financial transactions of the City are recorded in individual funds. Each fund is accounted for by providing a

separate set of self-balancing accounts that comprise its assets, liabilities, reserves, fund equity, receipts and
disbursements. The various funds are reported by generic classification within the financial statements.
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON
NOTES TO BASIC FINANCIAL STATEMENTS (Continued)
YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES (Continued)
Basis of Presentation (continued)
Accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America set forth minimum criteria (percentage
of the assets, liabilities, receipts or disbursements of either fund category or the government and enterprise
combined) for the determination of major funds.
The City reports the following governmental funds as major funds:
General Fund
This fund accounts for the financial operations of the City not accounted for in any other fund. Principal
sources of receipts are property taxes, licenses and permits, franchise taxes and State shared revenues. Primary
disbursements are for administration, police protection, parks, City Council and municipal court.

Street/Storm Fund

Gas tax apportionments received from the State are recorded in this fund. Disbursements are for road
construction and maintenance.

City Hall Building Fund

This fund accounts for monies set aside by the City for the future renovation of the City Hall building.
The following governmental funds are considered nonmajor:

Park SDC Fund

This fund was established to account for receipts from park system development charges and to provide for
future parks capital improvement projects.

SPWF Project Maintenance Fund

This fund was established to account for monies to be used for future payments of the local improvement
district loan. Since the loan has been paid off, the money is used for capital outlay related to public works.

Street/Storm SDC Fund

This fund was established to account for receipts from street/storm system development charges and to provide
for future capital improvements to the street and storm system.

Park Reserve Fund

This fund accounts for monies set aside by the City Council and designated for park projects.
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON
NOTES TO BASIC FINANCIAL STATEMENTS (Continued)
YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES (Continued)
Basis of Presentation (continued)
Street/Storm Reserve Fund

This fund was established to account for receipts from street/storm development charges and to provide for
future street/storm capital improvement projects.

Proprietary funds are used to account for the acquisition, operation, maintenance and debt service of the sewer
and water systems, These funds are entirely or predominantly self-supported through user charges to customers.

The City reports the following proprietary funds as major funds.
Water Fund
Financial activities of the City’s water utility are recorded in this fund. Receipts consist primarily of user
charges. Disbursements are primarily for operation of the utility and for acquisition of property, plant and
equipment.
Sewer Fund
Financial activities of the City’s sewer utility are recorded in this fund. Receipts consist primarily of user
charges. Disbursements are primarily for operation of the utility and for acquisition of property, plant and
equipment.

Water SDC Fund

This fund was established to account for receipts from water system development charges and to provide for
future capital improvements to the water system.

General Obligation Wastewater Bond Fund

This fund was established to account for receipts set aside for debt service on the general obligation bond and
loan repayments. Taxes and interfund transfers are the primary receipts. Payments are for debt service.

The following proprietary funds are considered non-major.
Water Filtration System Fund
This fund was established to fund the water filtration system project.
Sewer Reserve Fund

This fund accumulates resources for major repairs and improvements to the sewer system through transfers
from other funds,
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON
NOTES TO BASIC FINANCIAL STATEMENTS (Continued)
YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES (Coniinued)
The following Proprietary funds are considered nonmajor:
Water Reserve Fund

This fund is used to accumulate resources for major repairs and improvements to the water system through
transfers from other funds.

Sewer SDC Fund

This fund was established to account for receipts from sewer systemn development charges and to provide for
future capital improvements to the sewer system.

Fund Balance

In governmental funds, the City’s policy is to first apply the disbursement toward restricted fund balance and then
to other less-restrictive classifications - committed and then assigned fund balances before using unassigned fund
balances.

Fund balance is reported as nonspendable when the resources cannot be spent because they are either in a legally
or contractually required to be maintained intact or nonspendable form. Resources in nonspendable form include
inventories, prepaids and deposits, and assets held for resale.

Fund balance is reported as restricted when the constraints placed on the use of resources are either: (a) externally
imposed by creditors (such as through debt covenants), grantors, contributors, or laws or regulations of other
governments; or (b) imposed by law through constitutional provisions or enabling legislation.

Fund balance is reported as committed when the City Council takes formal action that places specific constraints
on how the resources may be used. The City Council can modify or rescind the commitment at any time through
taking a similar formal action,

Resources that are constrained by the City’s intent to use them for a specific purpose, but are neither restricted
nor committed, are reported as assigned fund balance. Intent is expressed when the City Council approves which
resources should be *reserved” during the adoption of the annual budget. The City’s Finance Director uses that
information to determine whether those resources should be classified as assigned or unassigned for presentation
in the City’s Annual Financial Report.

Unassigned fund balance is the residual classification for the General Fund. This classification represents fund
balance that has not been restricted, committed, or assigned within the General Fund. This classification is also
used to report any negative fund balance amounts in other governmental funds.

Definitions of Governmental Fund Types

The General Fund is used to account for all financial resources not accounted for in another fund.
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON
NOTES TO BASIC FINANCIAL STATEMENTS (Continued)
YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES (Continued)
Definitions of Governmental Fund Types (Continued)

Special Revenue Funds are used to account for and report the proceeds of specific revenue sources that are
restricted or committed to expenditure for specified purposes other than debt service or capital projects. The term
“proceeds of specific revenues sources” means that the revenue sources for the fund must be from restricted or
committed sources, specifically that a substantial portion of the revenue must be from these sources and be
expended in accordance with those requirements.

Capital Projects Funds are utilized to account for financial resources to be used for the acquisition or construction
of capital equipment and facilities.

Measurement Focus and Basis of Accounting

Accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America, as promulgated by the Governmental
Accounting Standards Board, define principles that should be used to report financial transactions. The
government-wide and proprietary fund financial statements are reported using the economic resources and
accrual basis of accounting. Under the accrual basis of accounting revenues are recorded when earned and
expenses are recorded when the liability is incurred. The governmental fund financial statements are reported
using the modified accrual basis of accounting. Under the modified accrual basis of accounting revenues are
recorded when they become both measurable and available, while expenditures are recorded when they the
related liability is incurred.

The City’s policy is to prepare its financial statements on the modified cash basis of accounting. Consequently,
certain receipts and the related assets are recognized when received rather than when earned and certain
disbursements and purchases of assets are recognized when cash is disbursed rather than when the obligation is
incurred. Also, assets that are measurable but not yet collected are recorded on the City’s statement of assets and
liabilities as an asset and deferred revenue. Capital assets are recorded on the basis of cash disbursements. The
City’s policy, although not in accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of
America, 1s acceptable under Oregon Law (ORS 294.333), which leaves the selection of the method of
accounting to the discretion of the municipal corporation.

The City has adopted Governmental Accounting Standards Board (GASB) Statement No. 20, “Accounting and
Financial Reporting for Proprietary Funds and Other Governmental Entities that Use Proprietary Fund
Accounting.” The City has elected to apply all applicable GASB pronouncements, as well as Financial
Accounting Standards Board (FASB) pronouncements and Accounting Principles Board (APB) opinions, issued
on or before November 30, 1989, unless those pronouncements conflict with or contradict GASB
pronouncements. As allowed under GASB No. 20, the City has elected not to apply FASB guidance issued
subsequent to November 30, 1989, unless specificaily adopted by the GASB.

Enterprise funds distinguish between operating receipts and disbursements and nonoperating items. Operating
receipts and disbursements result from providing services to customers in connection with ongoing utility
operations. The principal operating receipts are charges to customers for service. Operating disbursements
include payroll and related costs, materials and supplies, and capital outlay. All receipts not considered operating
are reported as nonoperating items.

When both restricted and unrestricted resources are available for use, it is the City's policy to use restricted
resources first, then unrestricted resources as they are needed.
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON
NOTES TO BASIC FINANCIAL STATEMENTS (Continued)
YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES (Continued)
Cuash and Investments

The City maintains cash and investments in a common pool that is available for use by all funds. Each fund
type’s portion of this pool is displayed as cash and investments.

Oregon Revised Statutes authorize the City to invest in certificates of deposit, savings accounts, bank repurchase
agreements, bankers® acceptances, general obligations of U.S. Government and its agencies, certain bonded
obligations of Oregon municipalities and the State Treasurer’s Local Government Investment Pool, among others.
Investments are stated at cost, which approximates fair value.

Receivables and Deferred Revenues

Property taxes are levied by the County Assessor and collected by the County Tax Collector. The taxes are Jevied
and become a lien as of July 1. They may be paid in three installments payable in equal payments due November
15, February 15 and May 15. Uncollected property taxes levied for the current and prior years are recorded as
receivable at year-end. The City’s property tax collection records show that most of the property taxes due are
collected during the year of levy and delinquent taxes are collected in the next few years.

Property tax receivables are offset by deferred revenue and, accordingly, have not been recorded as receipts.
Long-Term Debt

Long-term debt is presented only in the notes to the financial statements,

Accrued Compensated Absences

Accumulated unpaid vacation pay is not accrued. Earned but unpaid sick pay is recorded as a disbursement when
paid.

Budget and Budgetary Accounting

The City adopts the budget on an object basis; therefore, cash disbursements of a specific object within a fund
may not legally exceed that object’s appropriations for cash disbursements. The City Council may amend the
budget to expend unforeseen receipts by supplemental appropriations. All supplemental appropriations are
included in the budget comparison statements. Appropriations lapse at year end and may not be carried over.
The City does not use encumbrance accounting.

Use of Estimates

The preparation of basic financial statements, in conformity with accounting principles generally accepted in the
United States of America, requires management to make estimates and assumptions that affect the reported
amounts of assets and liabilities and disclosure of contingent assets and liabilities at the date of the basic financial
statements and reported amounts of receipts and disbursements during the reporting period. Actual results may
differ from those estimates.
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON
NOTES TO BASIC FINANCIAL STATEMENTS (Continued)
YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

CASH AND INVESTMENTS

Cash and investments are comprised of the following at June 30, 2012:

Carrying Fair
Value Value
Cash
Cash on hand $ 300 § 300
Deposits with financial institutions 81,847 81,847
Investments
Local Government Investment Pool 916421 G16,421
$ 998,568 § 998,568
Deposits

The City's deposits with various financial institutions had a bank value of $119,242 as of June 30, 2012. The
difference is due to transactions in process. Bank deposits are secured to legal limits by federal deposit insurance.
The remaining amount is secured in accordance with ORS 295 under a collateral program administered by the
Oregon State Treasurer.

Custodial Credit Risk - Deposits

This is the risk that in the event of a bank failure, the City's deposits may not be returned. The Federal
Depository Insurance Corporation (FDIC) provides unlimited insurance for the City's deposits with financial
institutions for the aggregate of all non-interest bearing accounts and up to $250,000 for the aggregate of all
interest bearing accounts at each institution. Deposits in excess of FDIC coverage are with institutions
participating in the Oregon Public Funds Collateralization Program (PFCP). The PFCP is a shared liability
structure for participating bank depositories, better protecting public funds though still not guaranteeing that all
funds are 100% protected. Barring any exceptions, a bank depository is required to pledge collateral valued at
least 10% of their quarter-end public fund deposits if they are well capitalized, 25% of their quarter-end public
fund deposits if they are adequately capitalized, or 110% of their quarter-end public fund deposits if they are
undercapitalized or assigned to pledge 110% by the Office of the State Treasurer. In the event of a bank failure,
the entire pool of collateral pledged by all qualified Oregon public funds bank depositories is available to repay
deposits of public funds of government entities. As of June 30, 2012 all of the City’s bank balances were covered
by FDIC insurance,

Investments

The State Treasurer of the State of Oregon maintains the Oregon Short-Term Fund, of which the Local
Government Investment Pool is part. Participation by local governments is voluntary. The State of Oregon
imvestment policies are governed by statute and the Oregon Investment Council. In accordance with Oregon
Statutes, the investment funds are invested as a prudent investor would do, exercising reasonable care, skill and
caution. The Oregon Short-Term Fund is the LGIP for local governments and was established by the State
Treasurer. It was created to meet the financial and administrative responsibilities of federal arbitrage regulations.
The investments are regulated by the Oregon Short-Term Fund Board and approved by the Oregon Investment
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON
NOTES TO BASIC FINANCIAL STATEMENTS (Continued)
YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

CASH AND INVESTMENTS (Continued)
Investments (Continued)

Council (ORS 294.805 to 294.895). At June 30, 2012, the fair value of the position in the Oregon State
Treasurer’s Short-Term Investment Pool was approximately equal to the value of the pool shares. The
investment in the Oregon Short-Term Fund is not subject to risk evaluation. LGIP is not rated for credit quality.
Separate financial statements for the Oregon Short-Term Fund are available from the Oregon State Treasurer.

Custodial Credit Risk - Investments

For an investment, this is the risk that, in the event of a failure of the counterparty, the City will not be able to
recover the value of its investments or collateralized securities that are in the possession of an outside party. The
City's investment policy limits the types of investments that may be held and does not allow securities to be held
by the counterparty.

The LGIP is administered by the Oregon State Treasury with the advice of other state agencies and is not
registered with the U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission. The LGIP is an open-ended no-load diversified
portfolio offered to any agency, political subdivision, or public corporation of the state that by law is made the
custodian of, or has control of any fund. The LGIP is commingled with the State's short-term funds. In seeking
to best serve local governments of Oregon, the Oregon Legislature established the Oregon Short Term Fund
Board, which has established diversification percentages and specifies the types and maturities of the
investments. The purpose of the Board is to advise the Oregon State Treasury in the management and investment
of the LGIP. These investments within the LGIP must be invested and managed as a prudent investor would,
exercising reasonable care, skill and caution.

Professional standards indicate that the investments in external investment pools are not subject to custodial risk
because they are not evidenced by securities that exist in physical or book entry form. Nevertheless, management
does not believe that there is any substantial custodial risk related to investments in the LGIP.

Interest Rate Risk

In accordance with its investment policy, the City manages its exposure to declines in fair value of its investments

by limiting the weighted average maturity of its investments through use of the Local Government Investment
Pool.
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON

NOTES TO BASIC FINANCIAL STATEMENTS (Continued)

YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

LONG-TERM DEBT

Long-term debt transactions for the year were as follows:

Outstanding Matured/ Outstanding Due
Original July 1, Redeemed June 30, Within
Issue 2011 Issued During Year 2012 One Year
Business-npe activities
General Obligation Bonds
issued May 2009, semi-annual
paymenis with interest
from 2.5% to 4.5% $ 3530000 $ 3250000 3% $  (160,000y $ 3,090,000 $ 170,000
Safe Drinking Water Revolving
Loan Fund Award Contract Loan
issued through OECDD issued
2011 with interest and principal
payments of $20,892 through
2031 with interest at 3.0% 310,818 289.891 20,927 - 310.818 11,567
$ 3840818 $ 3,539,891 % 20927 § (160,000 $ 3400818 § 181,567

Debt payments on the general obligation bonds are made from the G.O. Wastewater Bond Fund.

Future debt service requirements are as follows:
Business-type Activities

Fiscal Year
Ending June 30,

2013
2014
2015
2016
2017
2018-2022
2023-2027
2028-2032

Principal Interest Total
$ 181,567 % 135238 % 316,805
196914 129,791 326,705
207,272 123,420 330,692
227,640 116,227 343,867
248,019 107,248 355,267
1,531,194 373,191 1,904,385
712,534 62,651 775,185
95,678 8,779 104,457
$ 3400818 3 1,056,544 5§ 4457362
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON
NOTES TO BASIC FINANCIAL STATEMENTS (Continued)
YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

PENSION PLAN
Plan Description

The City contributes to two pension plans administered by the Oregon Public Employees Retirement System
(PERS). The Oregon Public Employees Retirement Fund (OPERF) applies to the City’s contribution for qualifying
employees who were hired before August 29, 2003, and is a cost-sharing multiple-employer defined benefit pension
plan. The City participates in the state and local government rate pool (SLGRP). The Oregon Public Service
Retirement Plan (OPSRP) is a hybrid successor plan to the OPERF and consists of two programs: The Pension
Program, the defined benefit portion of the plan, applies to qualifying City employees hired after August 29, 2003,
and to inactive employees who return to employment following a six-month or greater break in service. Benefits are
calculated by a formula for members who attain normal retirement age. The formula takes into account final
average salary and years of service. Beginning January 1, 2004, all PERS member contributions go into the
Individual Account Program (JAP), the defined contribution portion of the plan. PERS members retain their
existing PERS accounts, but any future member contributions are deposited into the member's 1AP, not the
member's PERS account.

Both PERS plans provide retirement and disability benefits, post-employment healthcare benefits, annual cost-of-
living adjustments, and death benefits to plan members and beneficiaries. PERS is administered under Oregon
Revised Statute Chapter 238, which establishes the Public Employees Retirement Board as the governing body of
PERS. PERS issues a publicly available financial report that includes financial statements and required
supplementary information. The report may be obtained by writing to PERS, PO Box 23700, Tigard, OR, 97281-
3700 or by calling 503-598-7377.

Funding Policy

Members of PERS are required to contribute 6.00% of their salary covered under the plan, which is invested in the
OPSRP Individual Account Program. The City is required by ORS 238.225 to contribute at an actuariaily
determined rate for the qualifying employees under the OPERF plan, and a general service rate and a policeffire
rate for the qualifying employees under the OPSRP plan. The OPERF and the OPSRP rates in effect for the year
ended June 30, 2012 were 9.20%, 5.12%, and 7.83%, respectively. The contribution requirements for plan members
are established by ORS Chapter 238 and may be amended by an act of the Oregon Legislature.

Annual Pension Cost

The City’s contribution to PERS for the fiscal years ending June 30, 2010, 2011, and 2012 were $17,920, $22,872,
and $18,170, respectively, which equaled the required contributions for the years.
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON
NOTES TO BASIC FINANCIAL STATEMENTS (Continued)
YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

TRANSFERS

Fund Transfers In  Transfers Out
General $ - 3 3,000
City Hall Building 3,000 -
Street/Storm 3,111 -
Street/Storm SDC - 3,111
Water 3,000 -
Water SDC - 3,000

$ 9,111 $ 9,111

Transfers are used to (1) move resources from the fund that statute or budget requires to collect them to the fund
that statute or budget requires to expend them, (2) move receipts restricted to debt service from the funds collecting
the receipts to the debt service fund as debt service payments become due, and (3) use unrestricted receipts
collected in the general fund to finance various programs accounted for in other funds in accordance with budgetary
authorizations.

DISBURSEMENTS IN EXCESS OF APPROPRIATIONS
Oregon law prohibits disbursements of a fund in excess of Council approved appropriations. The City Council
approves appropriations by department for the General Fund and by major object class (personal services, materials

and services, capital outlay and debt service) for all other funds.

Disbursements in excess of appropriations in individual funds for the year ended June 30, 2012 occurred as follows:

Budgeted Actual Variance
Water
Personal services $ 96049 $§ 96940 3 (891)
CONTINGENCIES

The City purchases commercial insurance to cover ail commonly insurable risks, which includes property damage,
liability and employee bonds. Most policies carry a small deductible amount. No insurance claims settled in each
of the prior three years have exceeded policy coverage.,
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON
NOTES TO BASIC FINANCIAL STATEMENTS (Continued)
YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

NEW PRONOUNCEMENTS

The City will implement new GASB pronouncements no later than the required fiscal year. Management has not
determined the effect on the financial statements from implementing any of the pronouncements.

GASB Statement No. 61 "The Financial Reporting Entity: Omnibus an amendment of GASB Statements No. 14
and No. 34" This Statement modifies certain requirements for inclusion of component units in the financial
reporting entity. This Statement also amends the criteria for reporting component units as if they were part of the
primary government. The statement is effective for fiscal years beginning after June 15, 2012,

GASB Statement No. 62 “Codification of Accounting and Financial Reporting Guidance Contained in Pre-
November 30, 1989 FASB and AICPA Pronouncements.” The objective of this Statement is to incorporate into
GASB's authoritative literature certain accounting and financial reporting guidance that were issued on or before
November 30. 1989. which do not conflict with or contradict GASB pronouncements. The stalement is effective Tor
fiscal years beginning after December 15, 2011.

GASB Statement No. 63 “Financial Reporting of Deferred Qutflows of Resources, Deferred Inflows of Resources,
and Net Position.” The statement provides guidance for reporting deferred outflows of resources. deferred inflows
of resources, and net position in a statement of financial position. The statement is effective for fiscal years
beginning after December 15, 2011.

GASB Statement No. 68 "Accounting and Reporting for Pension Plans—an amendment of GASB Statement No.
27.7 The statement establishes accounting and financial reporting requirements related to pensions provided by
governments. The statement is effective for fiscal years beginning after June 15, 2014.

SUBSEQUENT EVENTS

The City follows the provisions of Statement of Financial Accounting Standards ("SFAS") No. 165, "Subsequent
Events” (ASC 855). ASC 855 establishes accounting and disclosure requirements for subsequent events.
Management has evaluated subsequent events through **, 2012, the date on which the financial statements were
available to be issued. Management is not aware of any subsequent events that require recognition or disclosure in
the financial statements.
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON

SCHEDULE OF RECEIPTS, DISBURSEMENTS AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE (CASH BASIS) -
BUDGET AND ACTUAL - GENERAL FUND

YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

Budget Amounts
Original Final Actual Variance
RECEIPTS

Taxes and assessments $ 209,837 $ 210,133 $ 221,131 $ 10,998

Fines and forfeitures 204,375 155,700 144,055 (11,645)

Licenses and permits 87440 77440 82,672 5,232

Intergovernmental 41,649 43,069 26,254 {16,815)

Miscellaneous 28,565 36,425 43 136 6,711

Total Receipts 571,366 522767 517,248 (5,519)
DISBURSEMENTS
Current
Personal services 257491 256,364 225928 30,436
Materials and services 307,981 304,151 233,973 70,178
Capital outlay 12,700 13,000 8931 4,069
Contingency 91470 110,986 - 110,986
Total Disbursements 669,642 684,501 468.832 215,669
RECEIPTS OVER (UNDER)
DISBURSEMENTS (97,776) (161,734) 48416 210,150
OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES)

Transfers out (4,000) (4,000) (3,000 1,000
NET CHANGE IN FUND BAILANCE (101,776) (165,734) 45416 211,150
FUND BALANCE, beginning of year 101,776 165,734 168,618 2,884
FUND BAILANCE, end of year 3 - $ - 3 214034 § 214,034
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON

SCHEDULE OF RECEIPTS, DISBURSEMENTS AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE (CASH BASIS) -

BUDGET AND ACTUAL - STREET/STORM FUND
YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

Budget Amounts
Original Final Actnal Variance
RECEIPTS

Charges for services 3 19,152 § 19,152 19,857 705

Intergovernmental 76,888 64,388 50,133 (14,255)

Miscellaneous 200 250 428 178

Total Receipts 96,240 83,790 70418 {13,372)
DISBURSEMENTS
Current
Personal services 22,445 23,502 22,120 1,382
Materials and services 43,132 42,832 26,314 16,518
Capital outlay 43,450 30,950 11,611 19,339
Contingency 65,433 75,251 - 75,251
Total Disbursements 174,460 172,535 60,045 112,490
RECEIPTS OVER (UNDER)
DISBURSEMENTS (78,2200 (88,745) 10,373 99,118
OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES)

Transfers in 3,111 3,111 3,111 -
NET CHANGE IN FUND BALANCE (75,109) (85,634) 13,484 99,118
FUND BALANCE, beginning of year 75,109 85,634 85,634 -
FUND BALANCE, end of year $ - 5 - 99,118 % 99,118
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON

COMBINING STATEMENT OF ASSETS AND LIABILITIES (MODIFIED CASH BASIS) -

NONMAJOR GOVERNMENTAL FUNDS
JUNE 30, 2012

ASSETS
Cash and cash equivalents

LIABILITIES AND FUND BAIANCE
Liabilities:

Fund Balance:
Restricted for:
Capital outlay
Streets
Committed to:
Capital outlay

Total Fund Balance

Toral Liabilities and Fund Balance

Capital Projects
SPWF

Park SDC Project Park Reserve
$ 20,103 $ 21,840 % 4498
$ - $ - $ -
20,103 - -
- 21,840 4,498
20,103 21,840 4,498
$ 20,103 $ 21,840 % 4,498




Capital Projects

Street / Storm Street / Storm
SDC Reserve Total
$ 17,151 $ 34,956 $ 98,548
$ - $ - 3 -
- - 20,103
17,151 34956 52,107
- - 26,338
17,151 34,956 98,548
) 17,151 $ 34,956 3 08,548
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON

COMBINING STATEMENT OF RECEIPTS, DISBURSEMENTS AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE
(MODIFIED CASH BASIS) - NONMAJOR GOVERNMENTAL FUNDS

YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

Capital Projects

SPWF
Park SDC Project Park Reserve

RECEIPTS

Licenses and permits $ 2,205 $ 737 $ -

Charges for services - - -

Miscellaneous 89 97 32

Total Receipts 2,204 834 32

DISBURSEMENTS

Current

Community development - - 2,999

RECEIPTS OVER (UNDER) DISBURSEMENTS 2,204 834 (2,967
OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES)

Transfers out - - -
NET CHANGE IN FUND BAILANCE 2,294 334 (2,967)
FUND BALANCE, beginning of year 17,809 21,006 7465

FUND BALANCE, end of year $ 20,103 % 21,840 § 4,498




Capital Projects

Street / Storm Street / Storm

SDC Reserve Total

$ 30600 § - 6,002
- 13,228 13,228

86 134 438

3,146 13,362 19,668

- - 2,999

3,146 13,362 16,669
(3.111) - (3,111)

35 13,362 13,558

17,116 21,594 84,990

$ 17,151 $ 34,956 08,548

-20



CITY OF AURORA, OREGON

SCHEDULE OF RECEIPTS, DISBURSEMENTS AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE (CASH BASIS) -
BUDGET AND ACTUAL — CITY HALL BUILDING FUND

YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

RECEIPTS
Fines and forfeitures
Licenses and permits
Miscellaneous

Total Receipts

DISBURSEMENTS
Capital outlay

RECEIPTS OVER (UNDER)
DISBURSEMENTS

OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES)
Transfers in

NET CHANGE IN FUND BALANCE

FUND BALANCE, beginning of year

FUND BALANCE, end of year

Budget Amounts
Original Final Actual Variance

$ 14500  § 14500 $ 9,748 % (4,752)
1,200 1,200 1,540 340

200 200 470 270
15,900 15,900 11,758 (4,142)
112,674 112,674 - 112,674
(96,774) (96,774) 11,758 108,532
3,000 3,000 3,000 -
(93,774) (93,774) 14,758 108,532
94,774 04,774 95,340 566

$ 1,000 § 1,000 $ 110,098 § 109,098

-30-



CITY OF AURORA, OREGON

SCHEDULE OF RECEIPTS, DISBURSEMENTS AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE (CASH BASIS ) -
BUDGET AND ACTUAL — PARK SDC FUND

YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

Budget Amounts
Original Final Actual Variance

RECEIPTS

Licenses and permits $ 2205 % 2205 $ 2205 % -

Miscellaneous 75 75 89 14

Total Receiprts 2,280 2,280 2,294 14

DISBURSEMENTS

Current

Materials and services 21,276 21,276 - 21,276

RECEIPTS OVER (UNDER)
DISBURSEMENTS (18,996) {18,996) 2,294 21,290
FUND BALANCE, beginning of year 18,996 18,996 17,809 (1,187
FUND BALANCE, end of year $ - % - % 20,103 % 20,103
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON

SCHEDULE OF RECEIPTS, DISBURSEMENTS AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE (CASH BASIS) -
BUDGET AND ACTUAL —~ SPWF PROJECT MAINTENANCE FUND

YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

RECEIPTS

Licenses and permits
Miscellaneous

Total Receipts

DISBURSEMENTS
Current
Personal services

RECEIPTS OVER (UNDER)
DISBURSEMENTS

FUND BALANCE, beginning of year

FUND BALANCE, end of year

Budget Amounts
Original Final Actual Variance

736 736 % 737 % I

- - 97 97

736 736 834 98

22265 22,265 - 22,265

(21,529) (21,529) 834 22,363
21,529 21,529 21,006 (523)

- - 3 21840 % 21,840
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON

SCHEDULE OF RECEIPTS, DISBURSEMENTS AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE {CASH BASIS) -
BUDGET AND ACTUAL - PARK RESERVE FUND

YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

RECEIPTS
Miscellaneous

DISBURSEMENTS

Current
Materials and services

RECEIPTS OVER (UNDER)
DISBURSEMENTS

FUND BALANCE, beginning of year

FUND BALANCE, end of year

Budget Amounts
Original Final Actual Variance
$ 42 3% 42 3 32 8 (10}
7,500 7,500 2,999 4,501
(7.458) (7,458) (2,967) 4,491
7458 7458 7465 7
$ - § -3 4498 % 4,498

-33-



CITY OF AURORA, OREGON

SCHEDULE OF RECEIPTS, DISBURSEMENTS AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE (CASH BASIS) -
BUDGET AND ACTUAL — STREET/STORM SDC FUND

YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

RECEIPTS
Licenses and permits
Miscellaneous

Total Receipts

DISBURSEMENTS
Current
Materials and services

RECEIPTS OVER (UNDER)
DISBURSEMENTS

OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES)
Transfers out

NET CHANGE IN FUND BALANCE

FUND BALANCE, beginning of year

FUND BALANCE, end of year

Budget Amounts
Original Final Actual Variance

$ 3060 % 3060 § 3060 § -

25 25 86 6l

3.085 3,085 3,146 61

25,347 25,347 - 25,347

(22,262) (22,262) 3,146 25,408

3,111 3,111 (3,111 -

(25,373) (25,373) 35 25,408
25,373 25,373 17,116 (8,257)

$ - 3 -5 17,151 § 17,151
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON

SCHEDULE OF RECEIPTS, DISBURSEMENTS AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE (CASH BASIS) -

BUDGET AND ACTUAL — STREET/STORM RESERVE FUND

YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

RECEIPTS
Charges for services
Miscellanecus

Total Receipts

DISBURSEMENTS
Capital outlay

RECEIPTS OVER (UNDER)
DISBURSEMENTS

FUND BALANCE, beginning of year

FUND BALANCE, end of year

Budget Amounts
Original Final Actual Variance

12600 § 12600 % 13228 % 628
50 50 134 84
12,650 12,650 13,362 712
33,501 33,501 - 33,501
(20,851) (20,851) 13,362 34213
20,851 20,851 21,594 743
- 8 -5 34956 % 34,956
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON

COMBINING STATEMENT OF FUND NET ASSETS (MODIFIED CASH BASIS) -

NONMAJOR ENTERPRISE FUNDS

JUNE 30, 20i2

ASSETS

Cash and cash equivalents

LIABILITIES

NET ASSETS:

Restricted for construction

Unrestricted

Toral Ner Assets

Sewer Reserve Sewer SDC Water Reserve Total
$ 5424 5 16,219 b 11,710 33,353
- 16,219 - 16,219
5424 - 11,710 17,134
$ 5424 5 16,219 ) 11,710 33,353
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON

COMBINING STATEMENT OF RECEIPTS, DISBURSEMENTS AND CHANGES IN FUND NET ASSETS
(MODIFIED CASH BASIS) - NONMAJOR ENTERPRISE FUNDS

YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

OPERATING RECEIPTS

OPERATING DISBURSEMENTS

OPERATING RECEIPTS OVER (UNDER)
OPERATING DISBURSEMENTS

NONOPERATING RECEIPTS
(DISBURSEMENTS)

Interest earnings
Proceeds from issuance of debt

Total Nonoperating Receipts
{Disbursements)

INCOME BEFORE CONTRIBUTIONS
AND TRANSFERS

OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES)
Capital contributions

CHANGE IN FUND NET ASSETS
FUND NET ASSETS, Beginning of year

FUND NET ASSETS, End of year

Water System
Filtration Sewer Reserve Sewer SDC

-8 - % -

- 25 71

15,070 - -

15,070 25 71

15,070 25 71

- - 4,064

15,070 25 4,135
(15,070) 5,399 12,084

- 3 5424 $ 16,219




Water Reserve Total
$ - -
42 138
5,857 20,927
5,899 21,065
5,899 21,665
- 4,064
5,899 25,129
5,811 8,224
$ 11,710 33,353
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON

SCHEDULE OF RECEIPTS, DISBURSEMENTS AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE (CASH BASIS) -

BUDGET AND ACTUAL - WATER FUND
YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

RECEIPTS

Charges for services
Miscellaneous

Total Receipts

DISBURSEMENTS
Current
Personal services
Materials and services
Debt service
Interest
Capital outlay
Contingency

Total Disbursements

RECEIPTS OVER (UNDER)
DISBURSEMENTS

OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES)
Transfers in

NET CHANGE IN FUND BALANCE

FUND BALANCE, beginning of year

FUND BALANCE, end of year

Budget Amounts

Original Final Actual Variance
$ 239105 $ 239,105 $ 236646 5 (2,459}
1,100 1,100 1,024 (76)
240,205 240,205 237,670 (2,535)
94,979 96,049 96,940 (891)
109,975 108,230 98,741 9,489
25,000 23,500 8,748 14,752
94,300 105,300 37,302 67,998
118,150 127,319 - 127,319
442404 460,398 241,731 218,667
(202,199) (220,193) (4,061) 216,132
4,000 4,000 3.000 (1,000)
(198,199) (216,193) (1,061) 215,132
198,199 216,193 216,093 (100)
$ - % - % 215032  $ 215032
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON

SCHEDULE OF RECEIPTS, DISBURSEMENTS AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE (CASH BASIS) -
BUDGET AND ACTUAL - SEWER FUND

YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

Budget Amounts
Original Final Actual Variance
RECEIPTS
Charges for services $ 257040 0§ 257040 $ 261746 S 4,706
Miscellaneous 10,330 330 335 505
Total Receipts 267,370 257370 262,581 5211
DISBURSEMENTS
Current
Personal services 116,000 115,954 113,906 2,048
Materials and services 148,565 142,391 119,013 23,378
Capital outlay 19,800 23924 14,854 9,070
Contingency 125,391 124,381 - 124,381
Total Dishbursements 409,756 406,650 247773 158,877
RECEIPTS OVER (UNDER)
DISBURSEMENTS (142,386) (149,280) 14,808 164,088
FUND BALANCE, beginning of year 142,386 149,280 150,606 1,326
FUND BALANCE, end of year $ - $ - % 165414 § 165414
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON

SCHEDULE OF RECEIPTS, DISBURSEMENTS AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE (CASH BASIS, ) -

BUDGET AND ACTUAL — WATER SDC FUND
YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

RECEIPTS
Licenses and permits
Miscellaneous

Total Receipts

DISBURSEMENTS
Capital outlay

RECEIPTS OVER (UNDER)
DISBURSEMENTS

OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES)
Transfers out

NET CHANGE IN FUND BALANCE

FUND BAILANCE, beginning of year

FUND BALANCE, end of year

Budget Amounts
Original Final Actual Variance

$ 8306 % 8306 % 3306 8 -
- - 240 240
8,306 8,306 8,546 240
47454 47454 - 47454
(39,148) (39,148) 8,546 47,694
(3,000 (3.000) (3,000) -
(42,148) (42,148) 5,546 47,694
42,148 42,148 46,328 4,180
$ - % - 3 51,874 $ 51,874
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON

SCHEDULE OF RECEIPTS, DISBURSEMENTS AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE (CASH BASIS ) -
BUDGET AND ACTUAL — GENERAL OBLIGATION WASTEWATER BOND FUND

YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

Budget Amounts
Original Final Actual Variance
RECEIPTS
Taxes and assessments $ 201205 % 291205 $ 280021 $ (2,184)
Miscellaneous 225 225 414 189
Total Receipts 291430 291,430 289435 (1,995)
DISBURSEMENTS
Current
Materials and services 375 375 - 375
Debt service
Principal 160,000 160,000 160,000 -
Interest 130,713 130,713 130,713 -
Total Disbursements 291,088 291,088 290,713 375
RECEIPTS OVER (UNDER)
DISBURSEMENTS 342 342 (1,278) {1,620)
FUND BALANCE, beginning of year 0,658 5,658 12,375 2,717
FUND BALANCE, end of year 3 10,000 % 10000 % 11,097 $ 1,097
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON

SCHEDULE OF RECEIPTS, DISBURSEMENTS AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE (CASH BASIS) -
BUDGET AND ACTUAL — WATER FILTRATION FUND

YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

Budget Amounts
Original Final Actual Variance

RECEIPTS $ - % - 8 - 8§ -

DISBURSEMENTS - - - -

RECEIPTS OVER (UNDER)
DISBURSEMENTS _ ] . _

OTHER FINANCING SOQURCES (USES)
Proceeds from issuance of debt - - 15,070 15,070

NET CHANGE IN FUND BALANCE - - 15,070 15,070

FUND BALANCE (DEFICIT), beginning of year - - (15,070} (15,070)

FUND BALANCE, end of year % - % - % - % -
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON

SCHEDULE OF RECEIPTS, DISBURSEMENTS AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE (CASH BASIS) -
BUDGET AND ACTUAL — SEWER RESERVE FUND

YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

RECEIPTS
Interest earnings

DISBURSEMENTS
Current
Materials and services

RECEIPTS OVER (UNDER)
DISBURSEMENTS

FUND BALANCE, beginning of year

FUND BALANCE, end of year

Budget Amounts
Original Final Actual Variance
$ 24 3 24 8 25 3 1
5420 5420 - 5.420
(5,396) (5,396) 25 5421
5,396 5,396 5,399 3
$ - % - $ 5424 § 5424
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON

SCHEDULE OF RECEIPTS, DISBURSEMENTS AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE (CASH BASIS) -
BUDGET AND ACTUAL — SEWER SDC FUND

YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

Budget Amounts
Original Final Actual Variance
RECEIPTS
Licenses and permits $ 4064 % 4064 3 4064 § -
Interest earnings i00 100 71 (29
Total Receipts 4,164 4,164 4,135 (29)
DISBURSEMENTS
Current
Materials and services 13,973 13,973 - 13,973
RECEIPTS OVER (UNDER)
DISBURSEMENTS (9,809) (9,809) 4,135 13,944
FUND BALANCE, beginning of year 9,809 9,809 12,084 2,275
FUND BALANCE, end of year $ - % - $ 16,219 $ 16,219
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON

SCHEDULE OF RECEIPTS, DISBURSEMENTS AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE (CASH BASIS) -

BUDGET AND ACTUAL — WATER RESERVE FUND
YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

Budget Amounts
Original Final Actual Variance
RECEIPTS

Interest earnings $ - - % 42 % 42
DISBURSEMENTS

Current

Materials and services 5,808 5,808 - 5,808
RECEIPTS OVER (UNDER)
DISBURSEMENTS {5,808) (5,808) 42 5,850
OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES)

Proceeds from issuance of debt - - 5,857 5,857
NET CHANGE IN FUND BAILANCE (5,808) (5,808) 5,899 11,707
FUND BALANCE, beginning of year 5,808 5,808 5,811 3
FUND BALANCE, end of year $ - - 5 11,710 % 11,710
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OTHER SCHEDULES



CITY OF AURORA, OREGON
SCHEDULE OF PROPERTY TAX TRANSACTIONS
YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

Uncollected Interest, Uncollected
Balance 2011-2012 Added To Discounts & Balance
Tax Year July 1, 2011 Levy Rolls Adjustments Turnovers June 30, 2012
2011-2012 $ -5 524,028 § 61 § (15134) $ (490,099 § 18,856
2010-2011 20,586 - 2 (2,053) (8,824) 9,711
2009-2010 10,017 - - (1,612) (2,829) 5,576
2008-2009 5.546 - - (48) (3,276) 2,222
2007-2008 1,720 - - (23) (1,188) 509
2006-2007 426 - - (27) 97 302
2005-2006 221 - - (14) {35) 172
Prior Years G616 - - (&) (29) 379
Total $ 39,132 % 524,028 % 63 5 (189190 $ (506,377) $ 37.927
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON

SCHEDULE OF LONG-TERM DEBT TRANSACTIONS
YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

Interest Date of Fiscal Year
Rates Issue of Maturity
PRINCIPAL TRANSACTIONS
Business-fype activities
Safe Drinking Water Revolving Loan
OECDD 2011 3.00% 2011 2031-32
General Obligation Bonds
Bonds 2009 4.7%-5.6% 2009 2023-24
Ummnatured
Interest
Interest Date of July 1,
Rates Issue 2011
INTEREST TRANSACTIONS
Business-type activities
Safe Drinking Water Revolving Loan
OECDD 2011 3.00% 2011 $ 115,767
General Obligation Bonds
Bonds 2009 4.7%-5.6% 2009 1,080,238

$ 1,196,005




Outstanding

Outstanding
July 1, June 30,
2011 Issued Paid 2012
$ 280891 § 20927 % - % 310,818
3,250,000 - {160,000 3,090,000
$ 3,539891 % 20,927 $ (160,000) % 3,400,818
Unmatured
Interest
New Interest June 30,
Issues Paid 2012
$ - % (8,748) $% 107,019
- (130,713) 949,525

- 3 (139461) % 1,056,544
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CITY OF AURORA, OREGON
SCHEDULE OF FUTURE DEBT SERVICE REQUIREMENTS
JUNE 30, 2012

Fiscal Year

Ending Safe Drinking Water OECDD Loan 2011 GO Bond 2009
June 30, Principal Interest Total Principal Interest Total
2013 $ 11,567  § 9325 § 20892 § 170000 $ 125913 § 295913
2014 11,914 8,978 20,892 185,000 120,813 305813
2015 12,272 8,620 20,892 195,000 114,800 309,800
2016 12,640 8,252 20,892 215,000 107,975 322,975
2017 13,019 7.873 20,892 235,000 99,375 334,375
2018 13410 TA82 20,892 250,000 89,975 339,975
2019 13,312 7,080 20,892 270,000 79975 349,975
2020 14,226 6,666 20,892 295,000 69,175 364,175
2021 14,653 6,239 20,892 310,000 57,375 367,375
2022 15,093 5,795 20,892 335,000 43425 378425
2023 15,546 5,346 20,892 355,000 28,350 383,350
2024 16,012 4,880 20,892 275,000 12,375 287375
2025 16,492 4,400 20,892 - - -
2026 16,987 3,905 20,892 - - -
2027 17497 3,395 20,892 - - -
2028 18,021 2,870 20,891 - - -
2029 18,562 2,330 20,892 - - -
2030 19,119 1,773 20,892 - - -
2031 19,693 1,199 20,892 - - -
2032 20,283 607 20,890 - - -

$ 310818 $ 107019 $ 417,837 $ 3090000 $ 949525 $ 4039525




Totals

Principal Interest Total

$ 181567 § 135238 $ 316,805
196,914 129,791 326,705
207,272 123,420 330,692
227,640 116,227 343,867
248019 107,248 355,267
263410 97457 360,867
283,812 87,055 370,867
309,226 75,841 385,067
324,653 63,614 388,267
350,093 49224 399,317
370,546 33,696 404,242
291,012 17,255 308,267
16,492 4,400 20,892
16,987 3,905 20,892
17,497 3,395 20,892
18,021 2,870 20,891
18,562 2,330 20,892
19,119 1,773 20,892
19,693 1,199 20,892
20,283 607 20,890

$ 3400818 $ 1,056,544 $ 4457362
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INDEPENDENT AUDITOR’S REPORT
REQUIRED BY OREGON STATE REGULATORS



-

GROVE, MUELLER & SWANK, P.C.
A N T RS,

CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS AND CONSULTANTS
475 Cottage Street NE, Suite 200, Salem, Oregon 97301
(503) 581-7788

INDEPENDENT AUDITOR’S REPORT
REQUIRED BY OREGON STATE REGULATIONS

Honorable Mayor and Council Members
City of Aurora

21420 Main Street NE

Aurora, Oregon 97002

We have audited the basic financial statements of the City of Aurora, Oregon as of and for the year ended June 30,
2012, and have issued our report thereon dated **, 2012. We conducted our audit in accordance with auditing
standards generally accepted in the United States of America.

Compliance
As part of obtaining reasonable assurance about whether the City of Aurora, Oregon's financial statements are free

of material misstatement, we performed tests of its compliance with certain provisions of laws, regulations,
contracts, and grants, including the provisions of Oregon Revised Statutes as specified in Oregon Administrative
Rules 162-10-000 through 162-10-320 of the Minimum Standards for Audits of Oregon Municipal Corporations,
noncompliance with which could have a direct and material effect on the determination of financial statements
amounts. However, providing an opinion on compliance with those provisions was not an objective of our audit,
and accordingly, we do not express such an opinion.

We performed procedures to the extent we considered necessary to address the required comments and disclosures
which included, but were not limited to the following:

Deposit of public funds with financial institutions (ORS Chapter 295).
Indebtedness limitations, restrictions and repayment.

Budgets legally required (ORS Chapter 294).

Insurance and fidelity bonds in force or required by law.

Programs funded from outside sources.

Highway revenunes used for public highways, roads, and streets.
Authorized investment of surplus funds (ORS Chapter 294).

Public contracts and purchasing (ORS Chapters 279A, 279B, 279C).
State school fund factors and calculation.

Public charter school requirements.

In connection with our testing nothing came to our attention that caused us to believe the City was not in substantial
compliance with certain provisions of laws, regulations, contracts, and grants, including the provisions of Oregon
Revised Statutes as specified in Oregon Administrative Rules 162-10-000 through 162-10-320 of the Minimum
Standards for Audits of Oregon Municipal Corporations except as follows:
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o Some budgeted transfers out were not budgeted as resources in other funds.

» The excess of actual revenues over actual expenditures in second preceding year do not equal the beginning
balance in first preceding year. This occurred across multiple funds.

* Budgeted amounts for the OECDD loan does not report principal and interest payments separately

» The amounts reported as Requirements by Object Classification on the LB-1do not agree with the adopted
amounts per the council resolution.
The City reported overexpenditures as noted in the notes to the financial statements.

* The City does not maintain adequate capital assets and depreciation records.

OAR 162-10-0230 Internal Control

In planning and performing our audit, we considered the City's internal control over financial reporting as a basis
for designing our auditing procedures for the purpose of expressing our opinion on the financial statements, but not
for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of the City's internal control over financial reporting.
Accordingly, we do not express an opinion on the effectiveness of the City's internal control over financial
reporting.

Our consideration of internal control was for the limited purpose described in the preceding paragraph and was not
designed to identify all deficiencies in internal control that might be significant deficiencies or material weaknesses
and, therefore, there can be no assurance that all such deficiencies have been identified.

A deficiency in internal control exists when the design or operation of a control does not allow management or
employees, in the normal course of performing their assigned functions, to prevent, or detect and correct
misstatements on a timely basis. A significant deficiency is a deficiency, or a combination of deficiencies, in
internal control that is less severe than a material weakness, yet important enough to merit attention by those
charged with governance. A material weakness is a deficiency, or combination of deficiencies in internal control,
such that there is a reasonable possibility that a material misstatement of the City’s financial statements will not be
prevented, or detected and corrected on a timely basis.

We issued a separate letter dated **, 2012 on deficiencies that we consider to be significant deficiencies.
This report is intended solely for the information and use of the council members and management of the City of

Aurora, Oregon and the Oregon Secretary of State and is not intended to be and should not be used by anyone other
than these parties.

GROVE, MUELLER & SWANK, P.C.
CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS

By:

Thomas E. Glogau, A Shareholder
*x 2012
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