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Worthington City Council Agenda
Louis J.R. Goorey Municipal Building
John P. Coleman Council Chamber
6550 N. High Street
Worthington, Ohio 43085

Monday May 14, 2018 ~ 7:30 PM

T: 614-436-3100

CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS

Call To Order

Bonnie D. Michael
President

Roll Call

Scott Myers
President Pro-Tem

Pledge of Allegiance

Rachael Dorothy
Council Member

Reports of City Officials

Douglas Foust
Council Member
Beth Kowalczyk
Council Member
David Robinson
Council Member
Douglas Smith
Council Member

Discussion Item(s)
McCord Park Master Plan Recommendation
Executive Summary: Recommendations for the McCord
Park Master Plan will be presented and discussed.
Recommendation: No action recommended, the
presentation and public input is for information
purposes.
Wilson Bridge Road Presentation

CITY STAFF MEMBERS
Matthew Greeson
City Manager

Executive Summary: This item is intended to provide an
economic development update on the Wilson Bridge Road
corridor, with an added focus on the City's interest in land
acquisition along the south side of E. Wilson Bridge Rd.

D. Kay Thress
Clerk of Council
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Agenda

Policy Item(s)
Financial Report - April 2018
Executive Summary: The Finance Director will present the Financial Report
for the month of April.
Recommendation: Motion to accept the report as presented.
Reports of Council Members
Other
Executive Session
Adjournment
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- McCord Park Master Plan Recommendation

STAFF MEMORANDUM
City Council Meeting – May 14, 2018
Date:

May 11, 2018

To:

Matthew H. Greeson, City Manager

From:

Darren Hurley, Parks & Recreation Director

Subject:

McCord Park Master Plan Recommendation

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Recommendations for the McCord Park Master Plan will be presented and discussed.
RECOMMENDATION
No action recommended, the presentation and public input is for information purposes.
BACKGROUND/DESCRIPTION
The Parks and Recreation Commission has completed a process to develop a recommended
concept plan for renovations to McCord Park. The Parks Master Plan identified renovating
the park as a high priority project. In addition to the feedback obtained during the Parks
Master Planning Process, the McCord Park Master Planning Process utilized the services of
POD Design and included stakeholder meetings, two public open houses, opportunities for
on-line input, and discussion at monthly Parks and Recreation Commission Meetings going
back to July 2017. Acceptance of the recommended concept plan would be followed by
formalizing the project in the five year Capital Improvement Program (CIP) and the
initiation of design which would provide more detailed planning of the amenities and
improvements in the park as identified in the concept plan. The City has maintained an
informational website for the public during the process which includes concept plans
under consideration, an overview of the entire process, data regarding park usage, framing
of the debate surrounding the Community Garden location, and the public input from the
second public open house. The general information page can be accessed here:
http://www.worthington.org/833/McCord-Park-Master-Planning-Process. The minutes
from all Parks and Recreation Commission Meetings can be accessed here:
http://www.worthington.org/259/Parks-Recreation-Commission.
The Parks and Recreation Commission's final discussion on the plan occurred at their April
17, 2018 meeting. After discussion, comments from guests, and sharing of various ideas
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about how to move forward, Commission Members approved the following motion four
votes to three:
Move that the originally recommended concept plan for McCord Park from October (current
Option A) be recommended to City Council with the understanding that the phased
construction of McCord Park keep the current garden in place as long as possible and at a
minimum through the end of 2019, that the new garden location be identified and initiated
immediately including marking of plots and soil improvements with the intention current
gardeners be given priority for the new plots, that the relocation of the existing garden be
contingent on the successful identification and implementation of a new garden site, and that
the plan show a small demonstration garden to be utilized for education and awareness in
McCord Park.
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS/FUNDING SOURCES (if applicable)
Future CIP Item
ATTACHMENTS
Draft Minutes from the April 17th Parks & Recreation Commission Meeting
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WORTHINGTON PARKS AND RECREATION
COMMISSION
DRAFT*****Minutes of the Tuesday, April 17, 2018 Meeting*****DRAFT
Members Present - The members present were Dan Armitage, Laura Ball, Bob Burpee, Peter
Calamari, Dave Kessler, Michele Miller, and Rob Wendling. City support staff Darren Hurley, Parks &
Recreation Director, Julie Sergent, Marketing and Outreach Coordinator, Michael Burgdorfer, Recreation
Supervisor, Scott Brown, Parks Manager and Lauren Lange, Recorder, were also present.
Also attending were Stacy Hall of 5850 Granby Street, Lynn Blanton of 5820 Granby Street,
Courtney Ulliman of 261 N. High Street, Kathy Kessler of 6988 Eastview Drive, and Beth Hoerauf of 6987
Eastview Drive.
City Council Members David Robinson & Rachael Dorothy were also present.
The minutes from the March 20, 2018 meeting were approved.
McCord Park Planning Process – Mr. Calamari requested an update from Mr. Hurley on the
McCord Park Planning Process input received so far for the sake of the guests that are present. Mr. Hurley
reminded members that he shared the feedback from the March 12 open house at the March Commission
Meeting but that the on-line comments were not available yet at that time. It was decided by the members
present to take some time for members to review those comments prior to having a discussion and
considering next steps. Mr. Hurley confirmed members had received and had a chance to review the
feedback compiled by POD Design. Mr. Hurley suggested a plan for this evening’s meeting, pointed out
and reviewed the drawings and plans from the last open house laid out around the room, and updated the
status of POD Design as of this point. He indicated he had spoken individually with all of the members over
the past week and had compiled some recommendations for consideration. Mr. Hurley passed out a
document of three possible motions and read them aloud. He indicated staff’s recommendation was the
first motion.
Option 1. Move to keep the proposed “compromised garden” in the Concept Plan as shown
in Pod’s sketch which removes approximately 20-25% of the garden footprint. We would
ask POD to refine a concept around that which would remove the playground from the south
side of the garden and draw one larger play area on the west side of the garden and a
smaller play area on the east side of the garden adjacent to the shelters and greenspace.
The multi-use trail would stay where it is shown and the shelters would be shown in the
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greenspace on the north and south end of it. The following conditions would be set for
keeping the garden as described:
A. The garden group commits to having an aesthetic fence in place by the beginning of the
2019 garden season. The proposed fence design will be reviewed by the PRC. This will be
at their expense or they can negotiate with the city on helping with the cost in exchange for
higher rental rates.
B. The garden group commits to having and enforcing tighter guidelines for each gardener to
maintain aesthetics of their plots effective this current season.
C. The garden group will propose an educational program in detail that will be a commitment for
as long as the garden is in McCord Park to include information, programming, participation in
certain events, etc.
D. The garden group will assist in the establishment of a second Community Garden in one of
the identified locations which will be facilitated by city staff in terms of soil improvements and
a two year time period of establishment. When established, this second garden will help the
overall garden program to grow and will also assist in the eventual further shrinking of the
existing garden to open up more space in McCord Park for the other identified uses.
E. As the more specific design and construction of the new park moves on over the next 3 to 5
years, the Parks and Recreation Commission may opt to revisit with the garden group the
exact sizing and shape of the garden as it becomes more apparent if there are benefits to
doing so. Any further reduction or renovation to the garden would be with the commitment to
grandfather in existing gardeners and would be done via garden plots being vacated and/or
existing gardeners being willing to relocate.
Option 2. Move to recommend the original concept design (from October) with the understanding
that if Council will not support that design the Commission would like to recommend the above as
their secondary motion.
Option 3. Move to recommend the garden stay in the Concept Plan either in whole or as offered in
the gardeners’ compromise, that a second garden be immediately established elsewhere and that
no new gardeners are added to the current garden. Current gardeners are grandfathered in and
the garden will stay in place with noted aesthetic improvements until all current gardeners
voluntarily leave or agree to move to the new location(s). If Council will not support this plan then
the first option is their secondary motion.
Mr. Calamari advised that his thoughts as they stand now is that one of the compromised solutions
is our best alternative. What we have come to learn to date is there is not a lot of support to move all the
way in one direction or another, making it hard to move this plan further. His thoughts are more towards
one of the compromised motions that were discussed.
Mr. Armitage commented that he has flipped on his original thoughts of eliminating the garden. He
added that he feels that there are many recreation options for kids and teens but not as many offered to his
peers and the older adults. He has looked into it and talked to folks and feels the department should
maintain the garden as it stands.
Ms. Ball commented that this is a huge project and will be broken down into phases. Therefore, she
suggests moving forward with the Master Plan, with the condition of doing the improvements that don’t
touch the garden first. Get the parking lots and ball fields in place and establish a group to continue talking
about the garden but with the idea that the last phase of the park improvements be this enlarged area. The
shelters, path, and components of the playground could still be installed, things that don’t impact the
garden, and allow some more conversation to be going on. She recommends a compromise of the Master
Plan but making the garden portion last. With the idea of establishing that second garden that would
include more people from the community. Continue to work on shrinking the garden, maybe naturally, and
making the necessary improvements for aesthetics.
Ms. Miller began her comments by stating she also feels that this a huge project and is getting
stalled because of this one piece. All other components of this plan are benefitting the entire community,
the ball parks, soccer fields, the driving and parking, etc. She visits many other large parks with kids in
2
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sports and this garden is not putting our best foot forward and has been in discussion for so long and it
needs to move forward with improvements, because a larger community is being brought in and that is
what really is helping our property values. The view of the garden is also in the same space as special
events. Ms. Miller supports Ms. Ball’s recommendation to keep moving forward with these changes and
big investments that have been talked about for years, and favors the idea of continuing to talk about it,
redrawing it, having other gardens established and people may have a different point of view if there are
three other gardens in Worthington. Ms. Miller thinks it is important to put it back out to the larger
community and do another survey. The Master Plan was based off a survey of the entire community that
took several months resulting in good data and input. The garden decisions are being based on a very
small group of people that has been very vocal recently. Improvements are being held up that make
Worthington look better and increase all of our property values, because of this little small spot so she
would like to see the members keep moving forward. Ms. Miller would have a different recommendation of
those presented as well, she wants to keep moving forward and to make the garden area a later phase in
the process. Mr. Hurley added that as these conversations continue it needs to be kept in mind that the
state of the current playground needs to be more urgent. Some of the current playground pieces are not far
from having to be shut down.
Mr. Kessler added his opinion of Option 1 as presented by staff and why he will not support it. The
original plan included a play trail traveling from Eastview Drive to the All Children’s Playground and
connecting the existing Community Center sidewalks. To accommodate the garden that trail had been
pushed closer to residents and takes away opportunities for the play areas. That is why he believes it is a
bad plan. The original plan allows the trail to be closer to the ball diamonds and allows parents to be in one
spot and able to watch kids on the field and kids on the play trail. It also moves things away from the
neighborhood somewhat and that is important. Acknowledging the fact that this construction will not get
done all at once. It could be asked of the builders to plan on the west side because the current playground
is in bad condition. The playground could be roped off with caution tape, that’s how bad it is, dangerously,
awfully, terribly bad. So it will need to get done first. The ball diamonds and northern tier has nothing to do
with the garden. Mr. Kessler made it known that he supports the community garden, at one point he was a
gardener in this garden, and agrees that it is a nice amenity to have in the community. He does not see
any reason why one of the four to five places that have been identified as possible new locations couldn’t
be immediately available. One or more of these spots should be planned, marked, and plowed yet this
spring for gardeners to choose their plots and begin amending their soil. They shouldn’t be gardened,
fenced, or water provided yet. Eliminating the current garden will not happen this year and will be phased
out in two more seasons. In the meantime, every gardener that wants a plot in one of the alternative sites
can be improving their plot and getting ready to garden in probably 2020. In the meantime, he is sure that
gardeners will do something about the fencing and clean up the area and make it as presentable as
possible. There will be a certain amount of “pardon our dust” that is going to be happening anyway. Mr.
Kessler says he loves the October plan because the group spent a lot of time planning it and receiving
community feedback for it. He recommends eliminating the current garden in a way that the garden will still
be available this season and probably next season but gardeners will also be able to prep a new location
preparing for transfer. This is a motion that he would support.
Mr. Wendling definitely supports the establishment of additional community gardens. He feels there
has been a lot of time and energy put into these garden plots. As a gardener, being around plants all the
time, good soil does not happen overnight. He supports Option 1 because he believes allowing the garden
to stay at a reduced size of 75% until a new good site can be established in 5 to 7 years because it takes
that long to get good soil. He also likes the educational component of the original design and it was in the
original goal to do community outreach education. He also likes people from the garden group to help
choose additional locations of a garden to gather input on light and water availability. Mr. Wendling thinks
the idea of getting in two playgrounds on the west and east side of the garden without putting them along
the trail. He agrees that having them along the trail is not the best option. Mr. Kessler pointed out that the
trail originally was not moved that far south as it is in the displayed option. Mr. Kessler also added that the
feedback from the neighborhood pertaining to the trail running behind the residences connecting the All
Children’s Playground was that they did not want it at all but if they had to have it they would like it to be as
close to the building as possible. There was some discussion among members of possible other ways to
run the trail running west to east. Mr. Wendling likes the idea of making the garden a showcase, putting
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some nice fencing around it and will help with critter control and adding an archway that will make it look
like an asset to the community.
Mr. Burpee commented that he appreciated everyone’s previous comments. Rarely is there an
opportunity to redo a major park, this is the premier park in town with its location next to the Community
Center, with lots of amenities and lots of access. He stated that it troubles him that the compromised plan
being looked at is a less than optimal solution to accommodate the garden. He supports the idea of
community gardens and feels there should be more available in the community. When this location was
first selected, it was not the product of major research it was sort of just kind of plucked because it was
available and was never designed to be a permanent spot for a garden. Mr. Burpee stated his thoughts
followed along with Ms. Ball’s idea of addressing the garden area last. Somewhere along the lines, Mr.
Burpee said he asked POD Design if they had ever seen a community garden in and amongst a park like
this. They replied that they only have experience with a park area that is used solely for gardening, and
that reply remained with him. The park should be looked at as a major community asset and so are
community gardens, but there are other locations that could work as well for a garden. Therefore, he
supports the phased idea of moving around the park and addressing the garden area last. Hopefully, by
the time it comes to the garden there would be lots of room for the ideal play concept that was presented in
the original plan.
Mr. Hurley suggested we move on to public comments. Mr. Calamari agreed and turned to the
audience for feedback.
Ms. Hall stated that she lives in a heavily wooded and shaded area near Rush Creek. When she
moved to Worthington five years ago she was really excited about finding the group of community garden
folks who were very welcoming. After being waitlisted for a while, she finally achieved a plot in the garden.
She has been in community gardens everywhere she has lived, primarily in towns in California and now
here. The best part is sitting in the garden and watching a mother walk by pointing out different vegetables
in the garden to her children. This is still seen a lot in this garden. Ms. Hall commented on the excellent
points that have been raised here, and the previous conversation with Mr. Hurley and other program
directors have talked a lot about the educational opportunities that the gardeners have let fly past on being
able to put more informational signage out or providing even passive educational opportunities of having
kids walk through the garden and read and identify flowers and vegetables. She believes this is not going
to happen if a garden is hidden behind a police department. Perhaps a couple days a week or month kids
could be bused over to have them look at a garden in a spot like that but then she feels it becomes like a
zoological exhibit, it is not something they will have instant access to while big brother is in the softball
field. Aesthetically, a garden is a garden, and it will look like dirt sometimes of the year and there is a lot
more that can be done to help promote home values and property values, because she understands this is
a very important thing. She also wants to make sure that prospective homebuyers who are coming to the
community understand that this is a community that appreciates all aspects of the community’s needs,
from little kids playing on the playground to elderly people who still have opportunities to engage with
different generations in an open public space. So she would ask what the goal is of “phasing.” Is it to
phase the garden away? That is something the commission members would have to inform the gardeners
of.
Mr. Blanton is a gardener and believes there is a lot of flexibility of the gardeners and how they can
provide a lot of educational background to this experience. He also thinks they can provide an access to
Worthington in this location that wouldn’t exist any place else. He has been in that garden and talked to
people from three different continents. He has talked to people from all over central Ohio who have come
to play softball. These activities work with one another, they don’t work against one another. He stated he
was really disappointed that that vision is not existing here. He feels there is so much that can be done
here to create a shining star for Worthington, that is being totally ignored and he finds that frankly,
disappointing. There are community gardens around this city where the gardeners work with schools and
develop education plans together with the teachers to bring kids into the garden, which is something these
gardeners should do. There are master gardeners around the city, this garden has four of them, who
provide all kinds of education to people in communities all over this city. There are 300 Master Gardeners
providing thousands of hours a year worth of volunteer work, and all that can be done here. He feels there
is such an opportunity where it is located now that is really baffling that it wants to be moved and that
people haven’t looked at the possibilities that exist with this concept. Having the garden right here where
4
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everyone can see it and not having it elsewhere. In his mind, he would love gardens all over the city but
this is a shining star and it needs to be where it is. It gives Worthington a great deal of positive vibe that it
won’t get if it is hidden someplace else. This could be developed into something very positive and unlike
anything else in town or in central Ohio, just because of this little location. Again, he feels there is a lot of
possibility here that is not being approached. He would like to emphasize, this may not be the final plan
that is decided upon, and Ms. Hall and himself are very concerned about this concept of planning where
we don’t know what is going to happen. He compared it to a balloon mortgage where you don’t know what
it is going to be like in the end. He would like to scrape the bucket more to find a plan of phasing to be laid
out in front them.
Ms. Dorothy said she heard this was quite an issue, she has been following comments online and
had not been able to get to previous meetings. In general she is more involved with bike and pedestrian
accommodations. One of the reasons she is involved with that is she supports the fact of people bumping
into people. She is very interested to keep natural connections together and to foster people interacting in
the community that wouldn’t normally interact with each other. In general, that is her principal. She
attended tonight to find out more of what is going on and thanked everyone for their comments this
evening.
Ms. Ulliman stated that she lives in the blue house across the street from McCord Park. She does
not garden but is working on it. When she was looking to move into her house she thought the community
garden was a neat aspect of the community, something she thought was neat but she kills everything she
touches so she did not have interest in getting involved. She inquired where the parking lot was in relation
to the garden in the compromised plan. Mr. Hurley explained the layout of the land surrounding the garden,
and pointed out on the drawing the differences that would take place in the shape of the parking lot in the
plan. Ms. Ulliman recognized two pushbacks she had on both sides. As a project manager herself, she did
not like the idea of the phased approach because that plays a lot of open questions and has the potential
to bust the budget. Second, Ms. Ulliman questioned why all the great community aspects that have been
discussed with the garden, having all these programs, why has that not been done already, they are all
great ideas.
Ms. Hoerauf states that she lives near McCord Park, right near the playground. She said she has
two children and has spent many hours playing sports at McCord Park with an older and younger child.
She didn’t understand, with the amount of money being spent on this project, why the park shouldn’t be
maximized to be accessible and viewable for everybody. Ms. Hoerauf went on to explain that she had been
to parks where she was watching her older daughter play softball and her younger son had gone back
behind the garden fence. This was concerning because she couldn’t see him and was in a neighborhood
she didn’t know. She thinks it makes more sense to have a clear open view park where she could watch
her daughter play ball and watch her son run and play where she can see him and is comfortable not
moving around. The amount of money being spent to have sections separating this park doesn’t make
sense to her. She has been to a lot of parks traveling with softball leagues and believes McCord Park is a
beautiful park and should be showcased as such, not with walls around certain parts. Ms. Hoerauf stated
she is not a gardener but totally supports the garden effort, it is great and it sounds like there are
alternative plans for the garden to be somewhere else and allow this park to be open and viewable for the
kids and their families that are attracted here.
Ms. Kessler stated that she lives next to McCord Park. She felt encouraged by the conversation the
commission members had around the table, not previously understanding the amount of compromise that
has taken place. She feels the playground right now and its condition can be embarrassing because it
hosts many people from all over the city who come to play sports. The grass grows up between the rubber
surface, weeds around the trees, she picks up trash when she walks through. She is a teacher and totally
believes in kids exercising and moving and is very excited about the idea of a play trail and sounds like it
has the potential to be so much fun for kids and that is what our parks are there for. Ms. Kessler also
agrees with the open concept does not agree with fences separating the park. She supports the idea of
keeping the garden till later in the process while preparing other gardens to move in to. It will be years
before the play trail gets installed and gives ample time for to prepare these other areas. Ms. Kessler
questioned in the seven or eight years of the garden being in McCord Park has there been any educational
programs so far? Mr. Blanton replied that there has been a lot of informal education, with people walking
by and talking to gardeners. This is not measured by anything or kept statistics on, but the gardeners know
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it happens. They talk to people all year long. It happens all the time, there has been an informal
educational component that happens all the time and there always has been. This natural interaction is not
seen unless you are out there in it. To transform this educational component into something more formal
would not be difficult. Gardeners have never been asked to do this, outsiders would not have any idea
what the gardeners can bring to the table. Ms. Hall added that she was appreciative of Ms. Kessler’s
question. She recalled that one of the reasons there has not been any signage up to this point is because
the department had asked them not to, but they are offering to help do some signage now. She believes
the gardeners have always wanted to do something but have always been careful not to over step their
boundaries as far as what is stipulated of their participation. Mr. Armitage asked what percentage of
gardeners would be willing to outreach to the community and don’t have the right soil and right conditions
to plant a garden in their own yard. He pointed out that Ms. Hall and Mr. Blanton are willing to engage in
this sort of thing but he thought everyone may not be as willing. He imagined some of the gardeners may
not enjoyed kids running around their plot or to be by others while they are there, some would just want a
place to garden. Ms. Hall replied that it would be a minority of people who would want to load up all their
equipment and manure in their car and drive to a park to garden unless they have an intense desire for
community. She does not believe there is anyone who is growing food for their household only because
that is the only place they can. Mr. Blanton went on to elaborate that he cannot say he has ever seen a
gardener not interact with the other people who are there, that just is not the attitude in that space. He said
Ms. Hall hit the point right on the nose that the gardeners are there because they want to share this
experience with others. Mr. Armitage asked Mr. Kessler why he stopped using the garden. Mr. Kessler
replied that he could not keep it up, the weeds got out of control. It got to be too much so he build a raised
bed in his own yard. Mr. Armitage pointed out that he lives in walking distance from the garden and it was
still hard to keep up. Mr. Kessler agreed that yes while it was close by there were a substantial number of
gardeners that experienced the same difficulty that he experienced. Year in and year out there are a
number of gardeners that have the same experiences that I had. He had managed a plot for three or four
seasons, and without being allowed to use chemicals to suppress weeds, he felt it was a lot of ground to
keep up and manual labor. There are a numbers of gardeners that find themselves in the same boat I did
and I feel for them. Mr. Burpee agreed that his wife and he managed a plot for two seasons and it wore
them down. Mr. Kessler added that every season there are three or four plots that are all weeds each year.
Ms. Miller asked Ms. Hall if she would have the same benefit of the community garden if she didn’t
have to haul manure across town, and the garden was closer to her house. Ms. Hall agreed that that would
be divine, she would love that. Ms. Hall added that she thinks that would provide more opportunities for
Master Gardeners like Mr. Blanton to spread out into some of these smaller locations but a more devoted
group and easier for gardeners to get to and perhaps keep weeds more suppressed. She thinks other
garden locations is a fantastic idea but does not run counter to having a public garden situated that can be
right in the middle of the community. Ms. Hall referenced Franklin Park Conservatory Community Garden
that is located right next to the children’s playground.
Ms. Kessler continued to state that she is in favor of taking out the garden and believes that the park
is going to be a wonderful showcase and is proud to live next to it. She understands the changes will not
happen overnight but does think that the commission is offering alternatives for the gardeners and working
hard to make something they can move into. She inquired that since the garden will be staying this season,
why can’t attractive fencing happen now? She believes it is unattractive at this point and not fun to live next
to. Mr. Hurley replied that the budget of the garden group and the city would have to be looked at before
fencing could go be established. Mr. Blanton added that business could possibly support that fence. Mr.
Hurley added that installing a fence would take some time because the city would need to look at it from a
maintenance stand point.
Mr. Robinson stated that he came tonight to listen, and hear firsthand, the information from the
public as well rather than just read minutes. He shared that he was glad he did and is struck by the integrity
of everyone speaking. There are obvious divergence in viewpoints and opinions but recognizes each
individual is speaking the truth from their heart in reasoned, processed ways. This community is very lucky
to have a commission like this and he thanked them for their service. This is a difficult task in front of the
commission members and council as well.
Mr. Hurley encouraged the members to continue moving forward in making a decision, keeping in
mind that a good decision is not always a fast decision. He coached the members on how the process
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could move forward through discussion and crafting of a recommendation. Mr. Calamari requested more
clarification on the “phasing” option that was previously mentioned. Ms. Ball responded that when she
speaks of “phasing” she is speaking in terms of park development. She elaborated into financial phasing
and how she would break the park down. Since she does this for a living, she explained, for instance, when
reconfiguring the parking lot, there will be a time when spaces are lost, the new spaces will have to be
added before the loss of other spaces so that the Community Center can operate the way it needs to. She
explained getting some of the big blocks that go whole community out of the way in a logical order. Mr.
Hurley always brings his projects back to the commission so they will get to see the construction
documents which is also when the public will see them. This is less public than it is and will become far
more refined. She recommends doing the big blocks of reconfiguring first and continuing talks about the
garden. If some attrition happens in the garden that naturally shrinks it, this will give it time to happen
naturally rather than forcing it. If the plan went full tilt into Option 1 it would be forcing it at this point. Ms.
Ball agrees with the solid path being too far south so there is some reworking of that area that will still need
to happen. Mr. Calamari wonders if we the word phasing is used, the decision is left open ended and
undecided, just kicking the can down the road. He reviewed the past discussion mentioning in favor of the
garden shrinking naturally but ultimately that southernmost path needs to be higher up. There is so much
trying to be fit in that one spot that neither a garden or a play trail is being achieved, it is all just getting
jammed in to make everyone happy. So when phasing is mentioned the thought is ultimately attrition will
be allowed to happen to shrink the garden and move the trail up and build the new garden. Mr. Kessler
reviewed the previous specifics of a new garden location.
Mr. Kessler then recommended to move the plan from October to Council but would ask when it
goes out to bid for the bidders to specifically address how they can go about it, asking that they delay the
development of the park that is currently the community garden, at least the 2/3rd size one if nothing else,
to as late in the project as possible. He moves that the commission, in our next meeting, get down to brass
tacks at identifying new garden sites that are quickly available and don’t present the conflicts that this one
has presented. And that the city mark off and plow those sites and allow Sustainable Worthington and the
community garden group go about their process for allowing people to reserve plots and have the ability to
work the soil, starting this year. Thinking that when the construction crew gets to the point that the existing
garden needs to be torn up to do the play trail and drainage, and all that has to happen in there, there will
be a site to move to.
Ms. Ball added that The City of Worthington does not have the amount of money to make this whole
project happen at the same time. There will naturally be phases. She says she cannot support the motion
because she does not see any compromise in further dialogue in the motion.
Mr. Calamari amended that members keep the door open for, some sort of, smaller public service
oriented garden somewhere in the park.
Ms. Ball advised that she would like to further study the enlarged area, move forward with the park
master plan with a study, and some additional dialogue on the garden. She does not think any of the
people in the room want to get rid of it completely. Ms. Ball said she loves edible gardens, but that alone
doesn’t accomplish the community gardening aspect and there are people who far prefer to garden in a
community. So if there is a way to recraft the motion so that area still gets further studied she would
support it.
Mr. Kessler disagreed and said the long term plan for McCord Park is to return it to public use and
he does not rule out having a demonstration garden, a worming garden, or edible landscaping. To him that
is all details in final design that just don’t need to be addressed at this point. Mr. Wendling added that is a
discussion we need to bring in staff for because you are talking shifting responsibility of a community
garden that people are gardening for themselves and giving back to the community versus a garden that
you want to do education programming out of which is now going to be maintained by staff. Mr. Kessler
clarified in response to Mr. Calamari that his motion does not rule out space for a garden of some type in
the plan.
Mr. Hurley reviewed the proposed motion on the table for clarification as being to move that the
original plan from October be recommended to Council. The phasing should keep the garden in its current
location as long as possible, and that the new garden(s) be started immediately. This would include
marking and beginning to work on new garden location. Current gardeners would have first opportunity
when current site went away to move on to new location.
7
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Mr. Calamari amended to that motion that we have some kind of commitment to review this public
service aspect that has been explained poorly but feel strongly about.
Ms. Ball proposed the compromised plan where the community garden stays, so even a Community
Service Garden is not a Community Garden and that is not in this motion.
There was much discussion about the securing of a new garden location and the details of how it
could be implemented immediately.
Mr. Hurley advised that his interpretation of the discussion is that the group may be split and he
wasn’t sure moving forward a recommendation with a split vote would be the best path forward.
Mr. Calamari’s official and approved amendment is to include further review of keeping some
sustainable public service type demonstration garden portion permanent.
After much discussion and review of wording the official motion was finalized and made by Mr.
Kessler and seconded by Mr. Burpee:
Move that the originally recommended concept plan for McCord Park from October
(current Option A) be recommended to City Council with the understanding that the phased
construction of McCord Park keep the current garden in place as long as possible and at a
minimum through the end of 2019, that the new garden location be identified and initiated
immediately including marking of plots and soil improvements with the intention current
gardeners be given priority for the new plots, that the relocation of the existing garden be
contingent on the successful identification and implementation of a new garden site, and that
the plan show a small demonstration garden to be utilized for education and awareness in
McCord Park.
A roll call vote was requested by Ms. Ball.
Vote:
Mr. Dan Armitage: Nay
Ms. Laura Ball: Nay
Mr. Bob Burpee: Yea
Mr. Peter Calamari: Yea
Mr. David Kessler: Yea
Ms. Michelle Miller: Yea
Mr. Rob Wendling: Nay
The motion passed four votes to three.
Project Updates – Mr. Hurley updated members on several projects around the city. The
Olentangy Parkland Restrooms project came in over budget. The original budget was $120,000 and is now
$195,000. The increase in budget will result in two stalls instead of one on each side and also provide
climate control so that the restrooms can be open year round. Council approved the increased budget last
evening, therefore the project will continue to move ahead. Installation is expected in 90-120 days. Mr.
Hurley complimented Scott Brown, Parks Manager, for all his hard work on this project. Mr. Burpee also
shared his appreciation for Mr. Brown’s hard work and his excitement of seeing the completion of this
project.
The two lower tennis courts at Olentangy Parklands will soon be permanently converted into six
pickleball courts. The work is weather dependent but hope to have it completed by June 1 st. Ms. Miller
inquired about paving the gravel path leading from the lower parking lot to those lower courts. Mr. Brown
replied that the hill is being looked at to reduce the grade and plan to eventually pave the pathway.
The Community Center south end roof replacement work is underway. Weather has been stalling
the progress but nonetheless hope to have the work completed by the start of summer programming.
The IT department is working to upgrade the Wi-Fi at the Community Center. The Wi-Fi currently is
limited and often not accessible at busier times due to bandwidth limitations.
There are many Earth Day and Arbor Day activities planned throughout the community. The annual
Earth Day event at Moses Wright Nature Preserve will be taking place this Saturday April 21 st from 9am to
noon. Dewey’s Pizza will be providing lunch and celebrating the 10th anniversary of Sustainable
8
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Worthington’s Partnership. The Annual Arbor Day Tree Planting Event will be on Friday April 27th at noon
on the Village Green. Parks Crew will be planting a Sycamore tree this year on the Northwest Quadrant in
memory of the late Harvey Minton. Last weekend, in partnership with FLOW, volunteers planted 500 tree
saplings in the Olentangy Parklands between Whitney and Highgate playgrounds. Volunteers braved some
difficult weather to get the work done.
The Bike and Pedestrian Advisory Board’s master planning has been approved. The board will now
begin working with the firm Blue Zones, LLC to create a Strategic Biking and Walking Implementation Plan
and will be seeking input on parks from this commission.
Other – Mr. Wendling mentioned that Worthington is celebrating its 28 th consecutive year as a Tree
City USA. This is an extensive process and quite an accomplishment.
Being no further business, the motion for the meeting to adjourn was granted.
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STAFF MEMORANDUM
City Council Meeting – May 14, 2018
Date:

May 11, 2018

To:

Matthew H. Greeson, City Manager

From:

David McCorkle, Economic Development Manager

Subject:

Wilson Bridge Road Presentation

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
This presentation provides an update for the Wilson Bridge Road corridor, with an added
focus on the City's interest in the south side of E. Wilson Bridge Rd.
BACKGROUND/DESCRIPTION
In 2017, Worthington City Council approved the appropriation of $600,000 for the Community
Improvement Corporation to study and potentially acquire parcels of land on the south side of E.
Wilson Bridge Rd. City Council emphasized that the immediate focus of the CIC should be the
parcels of land that would be rezoned from residential to office as a result of the Wilson Bridge
Road Corridor Plan. The CIC formed a subcommittee that reviewed the economics and longterm gains of land-banking properties along the south side of E. Wilson Bridge Road, but
ultimately recommended against the acquisitions. This presentation will share details on how the
subcommittee formulated this recommendation and what next steps might look like.
ATTACHMENTS
PowerPoint Presentation
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Wilson Bridge Rd.
May 2018
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350 W. Wilson Bridge Rd.

$9,000,000 Investment
100+ employees
Packet Page # 16
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Worthington Industries

$10,000,000 Investment
Long-term Commitment from Key Employer
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The Heights

$16,600,000 Investment
90% Apartment Occupancy, 100% Office Occupancy
23,000sqft of ‘Class A’ Office Space
Estimated $3,000,000+ Annual Payroll
Packet Page # 18
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The Shops at Worthington Place

$15,300,000 Investment
Added Community Amenities
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First Financial Bank

$1,700,000 Investment
100 jobs
Packet Page # 20

6
Item Page 7 of 32

- Wilson Bridge Road Presentation

MedVet

$1,700,000 Investment
Long-term Commitment from Key Employer
400+ Jobs
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Recent Investment Summary
Private
350 W. Wilson Bridge:
Worthington Industries:
The Heights:
Worthington Mall:
First Financial Bank:
MedVet:
TOTAL:

$ 9,000,000
$10,000,000
$16,600,000
$15,300,000
$ 1,700,000
$ 1,700,000
$54,300,000

Public
Olentangy Parklands Trailhead:
WWB Multi-Use Path:
TOTAL:

$
$
$
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25,000
532,000
557,000
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Looking Ahead
Private
Holiday Inn:
McDonalds Rebuild:
Shirk & O’Donovan:
TOTAL:

$37,200,000
$ 2,700,000
$ 500,000
$40,400,000

Public
McCord Park:
Olentangy Parklands Restrooms:
Olentangy Parklands Pickleball:
NE Gateway:
E. Wilson Waterline
TOTAL:

$
TBD
$ 195,000
$
37,500
$18,200,000
$ 1,000,000
$19,432,500+
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Transportation Improvements
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North Side Mega Fix

NE Gateway

Completed Fall 2017,
resurfacing to begin June
2018

Construction demo to begin
in 2019

10
Item Page 11 of 32

- Wilson Bridge Road Presentation

E. Wilson Bridge Waterline Project

Work set to begin later in 2018. Estimated cost
is $1,000,000.
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Wilson Bridge Road Corridor

Wilson Bridge Corridor Enhancement Plan
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Citywide Wayfinding
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Wilson Bridge Corridor Zoning/Guidelines
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CIC Subcommittee Land Acquisition Analysis
David McCorkle
Lee Brown
Dave Norstrom
Kathy Holcombe
Ben Struewing
Tom Carter
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Southern Side of E. Wilson Bridge Rd.
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Office Environment in the
Columbus Region
• Columbus vacancy rate has dropped from 12% in 2006 to
6.5% in 2017
• Since 2009, Columbus has averaged about 500,000sf of new
construction with the exception of 2016 at 1,600,000sf
• Submarkets since 2013
• Easton: 700,000sf
• Downtown: 600,000sf
• Grandview: 500,000sf
• Polaris: 300,000sf
• Worthington: 100,000sf
• Highest Gross Asking Rent (Class A) – Only 3 properties over
$25.00 gross
Packet Page # 31
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Office Environment in the
Columbus Region

•

Sales volume by type – trend since 2000 of money flowing into multifamily and industrial
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Office Environment in the
Columbus Region
Since 2007, (39) properties of 50,000sf+ constructed totaling 4,700,000sf

8 – Downtown
8 – New Albany
8 – Easton
7 – Grandview
3 – East (NetJets)
3 – Dublin
1 – Short North
1 – Columbus (SEA)

Active developers: Nationwide Realty, Daimler, Pizzuti, Georgetown, and Duke
Packet Page # 33
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Office Environment in the
Columbus Region

•
•

Median price since 2006 hasn’t been higher than $100/sf and the low was in 2011 at $60/sf
North Central median price is about $150/sf; Dublin $70/sf; Westerville $70/sf; Polaris
$180/sf; Worthington $40/sf (Anthem sold for $29/sf)
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Market Drivers for Office
Development
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Owner/user capital source
Operating expenses
Construction costs
Property tax abatements (CRA)
Income tax incentives (Venture Grant)
Cheap/free land
Mixed-use projects
Parking
Increasing interest rates
Increasing equity requirements
Community support
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Office Environment in
Worthington
• Worthington has (31) 10,000+sf properties, with
most being ‘Class C’ spaces
• 1,326,929sf of property, average age is 35.8 years
old, 5.8% vacant
• Average sale price last 4 years has been $39.00/sf
• Average asking rate of gross rent is $16.74
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Previous Zoning
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Proposed Corridor Zoning
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Focus Area (Proposed Zoning)

Packet Page # 39

25
Item Page 26 of 32

- Wilson Bridge Road Presentation

Professional Office (SW Side)

• The property is currently zoned R-10 Low Density Residence (East Wilson Bridge Road parcels) and
C-3 Institutions and Offices (Westview Drive parcels).
• Under the WBC-2 Professional Office zoning, office uses, essential services and accessory uses
would be permitted, with conditional uses including public and semi-public uses.
• Maximum building height for redeveloped structures on the Subject Property would be limited to 2
½ stories and 35 feet.
Packet Page # 40
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Boulevard Office Concept

• Two-story buildings along E. Wilson Bridge and one-story on the south-end of the site
• 71,280 square feet of office
Packet Page # 41
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Courtyard Office Concept

• Two-story buildings along E. Wilson Bridge and a one-story on the south-end of the site
• 67,400 square feet of office
Packet Page # 42
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Office Development Scenario
E. Wilson Bridge Rd.
• Estimated Land Acquisition (8 parcels):
• Estimated Demolition:
• Total Cost:

$2,292,500
$ 120,000
$2,412,500

Development Cost
• 6 developable acres = 75,000sf of office
• $192/sf development cost (shell, soft costs, TI, and land)
• 75,000 x $192 = $14,400,000 total development cost
Development Revenue
• 75,000sf x $15.50/sf rent = $1,162,500 annual rent income
• $1,162,500 (net inc.) - $95,625 (mgt. exp.) = $1,066,875 (stabilized NOI)
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Office Development Scenario
E. Wilson Bridge Rd.
CITY ROI (Best Case w/ Land Acquisition)
• 75,000sf/1 employee per 250sf = 300 employees
• 300 employees x $50,000/year = $15,000,000 annual payroll
• $15M annual payroll x 2.5% income tax rate = $375,000 withholdings
• $2.4M land purchase/$375K withholdings = ROI breakeven of Year 7
(Breakeven year will increase significantly if all square footage is not occupied
from day 1, Venture Grants are awarded, and income tax withholdings are shared
with schools in return for property tax abatement support)
DEVELOPER ROI
• $14,400,000/$1,066,875 = ROI breakeven of Year 13
• $11,987,500 (free land)/$1,066,875 = ROI breakeven of Year 11
• $8,525,000 (max CRA)/$1,066,875 = ROI breakeven of Year 8
• $7,087,500 (free land AND max CRA)/$1,066,875 = ROI breakeven of Year 6
• Under best scenario for developer (free land and max CRA), investment
per square foot would be $94.50. Average sale price for Worthington is
$39/sf. (example: Grandview Yard selling for $81.91/sf in 2017)
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Options Going Forward
•

Status Quo
The properties remain in the Low Density Residential (R-10 District), and properties would then rezone
as they would redevelop. There are several issues with leaving the existing zoning in place. First,
another new house or substantial remodel could take place on these parcels. Second, we would need
to grant variances for setbacks for any proposed development adjacent to other residential properties
that we intend to rezone along East Wilson Bridge Road in the future.

•

Proactively Rezone
Move forward with rezoning the eighteen (18) parcels now, ultimately making the property owners’
property a Non-Conforming Use and their houses becoming Non-Conforming Structures. This helps set
the stage for a developer to acquire the properties without having to go through a rezoning process. A
Development Plan will still be required to be approved by MPC and City Council for all proposed
projects. This does have the potential to create issues for the current owners related to residential
mortgages and insurance to rebuilding a structure. However, this does mitigate the chances of new
residential structures being built, and substantial reinvestment into the existing properties.

•

CIC
Have CIC prepared to act quickly if opportunities present themselves. This could include the CIC keeping
the $600,0000 appropriation for future land acquisition.
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April 2018 Financial Report
Quick Facts

All Funds
04/30/2018

Balances
$28,168,668
(January 1, 2018
balance:
$26,697,378

Expenditures
75.21%
of appropriations.
Revenues above
expenditures by
$1,471,290

General Fund
04/30/2018

Balance
$13,976,761
(January 1, 2018
balance:
$13,491,664)

Expenditures
85.07%
of appropriations.
Revenues above
expenditures by
$485,097

Highlights & Trends for April 2018
Income Tax Collections





Income tax revenues are above April 2017
collections by $177,646 or 9.63%; Year to date
collections are below 2017 YTD by $-268,946 or
-3.22%.
Income tax collections are below estimates by
$-264,187 or -3.17% as of April 30, 2018.
Refunds issued in April totaled $66,584 with
year to date refunds totaling $150,300.

$9,000,000

April Year to Date
Income Tax Collections

$8,000,000

Income Tax Revenue by Account Type
For April of 2018:
Withholding Accounts – 82.36% of collections
Individual Accounts – 7.13% of collections
Net Profit Accounts – 10.51% of collections
For April of 2017:
Withholding Accounts –81.15% of collections
Individual Accounts – 7.72% of collections
Net Profit Accounts – 11.13% of collections

Income Tax Refunds as of April
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April 2018

Highlights & Trends for April (continued)
April 2018 Year to Date
General Fund Expenses

April 2018 Year to Date
General Fund Revenue
5.94%

2.65%

9.20%

2.49%

Planning & Building

Property Tax

2.32% 1.95%

0.46%

Municipal Income Tax

1.31%

24.46%

Local Government

1.18%

Interest Income

General Government

23.50%
Fire Operations

Fines & Forfeitures

15.61%

Township Fire Service

Parks & Recreation

Community Center
Membership/Programs

Police Operations

68.59%

EMS Transport

22.89%
All Other Revenue

17.46%

Service/Engineering
Department

Notable Initiatives & Activities









Fund balances for all funds increased from $26,697,378 on January 1, 2018 to $28,168,668 as of April
30, 2018, with year to date revenues exceeding expenditures for all funds by $1,471,290.
For the month of April, fund balances for all funds increased from $28,148,218 as of April 1, 2018 to
$28,168,668 as of April 30, 2018, with revenues exceeding expenditures by $20,450.
Expenditures for all funds tracked at 75.21% of anticipated expenditure levels for the month of April.
The $2,284,435 CIP appropriation for Project #677-18 (Energy Efficiency Measures) is a primary cause
for the reduction in percentage of appropriations across all funds spent.
The General Fund balance increased from 13,491,664 as of January 1, 2018 to $13,976,761 as of April
30, 2018, with revenues exceeding expenditures by $485,097.
For the month of April, the General Fund balance increased from $13,933,742 on April 1, 2018 to
$13,976,761 as of April 30, 2018, with revenues exceeding expenditures by $43,018.
General Fund revenues are above 2017 revenues by $19,342 and below estimates by $94,537 or 0.99%.
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Financial Tracking

April Year to Date
Revenue to Expenditures
All Funds
$18,000,000
$16,000,000
$14,000,000
$12,000,000
$10,000,000
$8,000,000
$6,000,000
$4,000,000
$2,000,000
$-

2009

2010

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

2017

2018

REVENUE

$10,302,624

$8,497,761

$11,259,064

$12,026,346

$12,774,591

$12,753,854

$11,410,556

$13,158,022

$16,221,779

$12,846,342

EXPENDITURES

$9,994,112

$8,562,044

$9,859,873

$10,460,196

$11,614,801

$11,793,788

$11,801,699

$12,398,591

$12,488,546

$11,375,053

April Year to Date
General Fund
Cash Position
$10,000,000
$9,000,000
$8,000,000
$7,000,000
$6,000,000
$5,000,000
$4,000,000
$3,000,000
$2,000,000
$1,000,000
$-

2009

2010

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

2017

2018

$7,479,309

$7,023,428

$7,930,630

$8,295,281

$8,804,001

$7,941,267

$7,221,027

$8,657,499

$9,399,132

$9,418,475

EXPENDITURES $7,276,995

$7,144,133

$7,312,348

$7,601,829

$8,090,829

$7,918,907

$7,754,165

$8,932,703

$8,686,603

$8,933,378

REVENUE
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April 2018
April 2018
Cash Reconciliation

Total Fund Balances:

$28,168,667.85

Depository Balances:
General Account:
EMS Lock Box:
Total Bank Balances:

$ 7,701,645.09
2,183,425.92

Investment Accounts:
Certificates of Deposits:
Certificates of Deposits (EMS)
Star Ohio/Star Plus
Fifth Third MMKT/CDs
Bicentennial Fund CD

$9,885,071.01

$ 6,914,977.16
2,094,000.00
1,742,489.63
7,459,577.21
71,022.84

Total Investment Accounts:

$18,282,066.84

Petty Cash/Change Fund:

1,530.00

Total Treasury Balance as of April 30, 2018

$28,168,667.85

Total Interest Earnings as of April 30, 2018

$123,699.38
1.71%

Average Interest Earnings

Debt Statement
Issuance
2015
2017
2008
2015

Purpose
2015 Refunding Bonds
2017 Various Purpose Bonds
OPWC 0% Loan – ADA Ramps
OPWC 0% Loan – Kenyonbrook
Total Principal Debt Balance

Department of Finance – April 2018
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Maturity
December 2021
December 2032
December 2028
December 2045

Rate
1.62%
2.21%
0%
0%

Principal Balance
$3,040,000.00
$3,745,000.00
$ 78,100.50
$ 561,747.96
$7,424,848.46
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April 2018

City of Worthington
Fund Summary Report
as of April 30, 2018

101
202
203
204
205
212
214
215
216
217
218
219
220
221
224
229
253
306
308
313
409
410
825
830
838
910
920
930
935
940
945
999

1/1/2018 Beginning
Balance
FUND
General Fund
$
13,491,664
Street M&R
3,573
State Highway
14,156
Water
87,817
Sewer
66,268
Police Pension
596,983
Law Enforcement Trust
71,890
Municipal MV License Tax
167,714
Enforcement/Education
48,817
Community Technology
80,000
Court Clerk Computer
234,893
Economic Development
561,016
FEMA Grant
15,884
Law Enf CED
7,480
Parks & Rec Revolving
427,916
Special Parks
27,654
2003 Bicentennial
71,536
Trunk Sewer
375,149
Capital Improvements
8,606,289
County Permissive Tax
General Bond Retirement
1,063,223
Special Assessment Bond
278,448
Accrued Acreage Benefit
82,141
OBBS
2,074
Petty Cash
1,530
Worthington Sta TIF
11,705
Worthington Place (The Heights
285,098
933 High St. MPI TIF Fund
16,460
Downtown Worthington MPI TIF
Worthington Square TIF
W Dublin Granville Rd. MPI TIF
PACE Fund
Total All Funds
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$26,697,378.45

Year to Date
Year to Date
04/30/2018
Actual Revenue Actual Expenses Fund Balance
$9,418,475.30
$8,933,377.67 $13,976,761.39
$306,950.60
$291,009.27
$19,514.21
$41,779.77
$37,456.72
$18,479.48
$12,395.31
$22,611.89
$77,600.59
$11,163.82
$36,055.69
$41,375.67
$97,375.77
$221,171.06
$473,187.99
$3,720.55
$0.00
$75,611.04
$40,480.64
$0.00
$208,194.44
$152.50
$0.00
$48,969.92
$0.00
$0.00
$80,000.00
$3,462.00
$1,807.04
$236,547.47
$8,601.08
$138,622.81
$430,994.17
$0.00
$0.00
$15,883.50
$12,880.00
$0.00
$20,360.00
$474,415.18
$225,752.47
$676,579.10
$333.20
$0.00
$27,987.56
$516.31
$0.00
$72,052.63
$0.00
$0.00
$375,148.78
$2,095,848.87
$1,318,619.27 $9,383,518.41
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$55,166.56
$40,775.11 $1,077,614.48
$0.00
$0.00
$278,447.93
$6,088.00
$77,121.00
$11,107.93
$1,022.32
$1,171.91
$1,924.45
$0.00
$0.00
$1,530.00
$15,632.36
$176.69
$27,160.58
$85,422.60
$12,835.53
$357,685.03
$0.00
$0.00
$16,460.31
$75,489.17
$0.00
$75,489.17
$13,936.52
$0.00
$13,936.52
$48,545.50
$48,545.50
$16,488.37
$16,488.37
$0.00
$12,846,342.30

$11,375,052.50 $28,168,668.25
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April 2018
City of Worthington, Ohio
General Fund Overview
as of April 30, 2018

Revenues
Municipal Income Tax
Property Tax
Local Government
Inheritance Tax
Interest Income
Fines & Forfeitures
Township Fire Service
Community Center Membership/Progr
EMS Transport
All Other Revenue

Total Revenues

1
2
*
2
*
*
2
*
*
*

2017
Year End
Actual
$ 21,006,562
2,628,416
351,928
215,776
157,159
304,448
1,263,448
671,816
1,243,865

$

2018
Original
Budget
20,635,497
2,783,850
350,000
210,000
200,000
475,000
1,455,500
675,000
1,203,794

$

27,843,417

$

27,988,642

$

658,913
6,639,741
6,066,466
4,444,601
5,589,964
2,087,607

$

777,207
7,155,413
6,786,356
4,893,143
6,102,395
2,679,803

$

25,487,293

$

28,394,316

Excess of Revenues Over (Under)
Expenditures

$

2,356,125

$

Fund Balance at Beginning of Year

$

11,628,193

$

Expenditures
Planning & Building
General Government
Fire Operations
Parks & Recreation
Police Operations
Service/Engineering Department

Total Expenditures

Unexpended Appropriations (98.0%)
Expenditures versus Prior Year Enc

492,655

(405,674)

2018
Y-T-D
Estimates
$
6,671,397
1,391,925
116,667
70,000
66,667
218,101
485,167
225,000
268,089

2018
April
Y-T-D Actual
$ 6,460,047
1,470,345
110,797
123,699
43,242
218,101
559,280
183,829
249,135

2018
Variance
Over/(Under)
$
(211,350)
$
78,420
$
(5,870)
$
$
53,699
$
(23,425)
$
$
74,113
$
(41,171)
$
(18,954)

$ 27,988,642

$

9,513,012

$ 9,418,475

$

(94,537)

-0.99%

$
$
$
$
$
$

777,207
7,167,413
6,786,356
4,893,143
6,102,395
2,679,803

$
$
$
$
$
$

259,069
2,583,498
2,262,119
1,631,048
2,034,132
893,268

$

$
$
$
$
$
$

(54,616)
(572,761)
(380,086)
(195,625)
(102,716)
(137,003)

78.92%
77.83%
83.20%
88.01%
94.95%
84.66%

$ 28,406,314

$

9,663,132

$ 8,220,326

$ (1,442,806)

85.07%

$

$

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

2018
Revised
Budget
20,635,497
2,783,850
350,000
210,000
200,000
475,000
1,455,500
675,000
1,203,794

(417,672)

$

(150,120)

13,491,663

$ 13,491,663

13,491,663

567,886

568,126

189,375

1,647,970

1,647,970

549,323.28

12,005,905

$ 11,994,147

204,453
2,010,737
1,882,033
1,435,423
1,931,416
756,265

Variance
as % of
Budget
-3.17%
0.00%
-5.03%
0.00%
76.71%
-35.14%
0.00%
15.28%
-18.30%
-7.07%

$ 1,198,149

$ 13,491,663
1 - Income Tax budget based on individual monthly projections.
713,051

2 - These revenue budgets are based on semi-annual payments.
* - All other revenue budgets are spread equally over each month.

General Fund Balance

$

13,491,663

Department of Finance – April 2018
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$

$

12,981,595

$ 13,976,761
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