NOTICE
Notice is hereby given that the Mayor and City Council will hold a Work Session on
January 25, 2012 in the Council Chambers, 45 West 100 South, beginning at 6:00
pm.

DISCUSSION ITEMS
1. Zions Bank/J-U-B Engineers
a. Review of the Capital Facilities Plans and Impact Fees
2. Construction Standards
3. Proposed Budget Adjustments
4. General Discussion

If you are planning to attend this Public Meeting and, due to 3 disability, need
assistance in understanding or participating in the meeting, please notify the City

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING
The undersigned duly appointed City Recorder for the municipality of Santaquin
City hereby certifies that a copy of the foregoing Notice and Agenda was e-mailed
to the Payson Chronicle, Payson, UT, 84651.

“ZENOLODAEN

By: %gsan B. Farnsworth, City Recorder

Posted:

City Offices
Post Office
Zions Bank



MUNITES OF A COUNCIL WORK SESSION
HELD IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS
JANUARY 25, 2012

The meeting was called to order by Council Member James Linford at 6:05 pm. Council
Members present: Keith Broadhead, Matthew Carr, James Linford, Richard Payne, Rick
Steele. Mayor James E. DeGraffenried joined the meeting at 6:24 pm.

Others attending: City Manager Ben Reeves, Community Development Director Dennis
Marker, Planning Commission Member Nick Miller, J-U-B Representatives Norm Beagley
and Mark Christensen, Zions Bank Representative Matt Mills, and Doug Rohbock.

DISCUSSION ITEMS

City Manager Reeves said he would like to have the new Council Members brought up to
speed on the different Capital Facilities Plans and the Impact Fee Plans of the City. He
turned the time over to Zions Bank Representative Mr. Mills to lead the discussion.

Zions Bank/J-U-B Engineers
Review of the Capital Facilities Plans and Impact Fees
Mr. Mills provided an overview of the impact fees. He reviewed how an impact fee could be
assessed, how the revenue could be spent, as well as how to account for the spending of
the fees. He indicated in May of 2011 some impact fee rules and regulations were
changed. He reviewed what the City should be doing to keep in compliance. (See
attachment “A” for the presentation).

Council Member Payne was told an impact fee and facilities plan should be updated as
soon as there is a major shift in “assumptions”. Some entities updated their plans as often
as they change engineering projects. If there are no big changes, an update is generally
not needed.

Director Marker reviewed a listing of the current capital facilities plans. Included in the
information was the adoption date of each plan, the date the Impact Fee Analysis was
adopted and the date the Impact Fee was adopted. (See attachment “B” for a list of the
plans). Director Marker said the Stormwater Capital Facilities Plan analysis and adoption
had not yet been done. A plan is required by the EPA when the population reaches 10,000.
The last census put the population at 9,128, and building permits taken out since then
place the estimate around 9,300. Council Member Broadhead asked if the estimate
population or the census population count was used. Director Marker said the census
updates the population estimate every year, and that figure is used. Council Member
Broadhead asked if the city class was changed based on that figure as well. Manager
Reeves said there is no compelling agency that changes the class of a city, but he will look
into how that is done.

Director Marker said the Culinary and Secondary Water Capital Facilities Plan update
should be top priority this year. They both need to be updated and brought into compliance.
There are two separate systems, and it might be best to generate two fees. Public Safety
impact fees should also be looked at in the near future. Most of the other impact fees were
adopted in 2008 and 2009, so the City has a couple of years to update if the Council wants
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to wait on them. In 2007, the City began updating the Water Capital Facilities Plan. Some
Zion’s bank concerns slowed the impact fee analysis.

Director Marker said fee discussions help alleviate the concern of elevated impact fees
steering development to another city. An impact fee survey for Utah County cities from
Provo south was completed this week. For single family homes, Santaquin currently is
ranked 8 out of 10 overall in impact fees. (see attachment “C” for the comparisons). If
electrical is taken out, Santaquin ranks 6 out of 10.

Council Member Linford asked if some of the fees are based on square footage. He said a
recent building permit from Salem had impact fees of $24,000, not $12,000. Mr. Mills said
sometimes a bigger hookup or more connections could vary a culinary or sewer rate.

Director Marker said commercial development impact fees were assessed differently.
Public safety impact for commercial buildings is based on square footage. Storm drain
impacts looked at such things as the impervious surface of the development. Santaquin
has only one set right now, which may not provide enough flexibility.

Mr. Christensen from J-U-B Engineering addressed the Council. Mr. Christensen said the
firm has been working on the Culinary Capital Facilities Plan, which will be used for the
Impact Fees Facility Plan. He said with the new legislation, the Impact Fee Facility Plans
need to be based on six to ten years of projects. J-U-B would like to complete an IFFP for
Santaquin, which will provide engineering data for the impact fee analysis.

Council Member Linford asked if culinary and secondary water would be included in the
same plan. Mr. Christensen said at this point it was an integrated system and they would
be. Council Member Linford said it made sense to him to have them separated. Director
Marker reported the draft plan does separate the two. Council Member Linford said his
purpose for having them kept separate is to identify a “true” picture of costs.

Council Member Broadhead asked if J-U-B Engineering was authorized to do the capital
facilities plan in 2008, which did not include impact fee study. Director Marker said the
impact fee study needs to be stamped by an engineering firm. Mr. Christensen said the two
plans were intertwined, and decisions are made on what to include in one or the other at
same time. Council Member Broadhead suggested requesting a cost estimate from J-U-B
before authorizing them to complete the Impact Fee Facility Plan.

Council Member Linford asked how soon the Culinary and Secondary Water Capital
Facilities Plans needed to be done. Mr. Mills said there is no set time line, but building
permits being issued increased the risk of being scrutinized. He suggested sooner was
better than later. City Manager Reeves said there were some budgetary concerns, as
having the plans done solidified the City's ability to charge appropriate fees. The longer the
City waited, the more risk fees could not be collected in the future. If new growth is to pay
as it comes in, a plan needs to be in place.
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The Council directed Director Marker to have J-U-B present a cost estimate to complete the
Capital Facilities Plans and also a cost estimate on preparing an IFFP.

Council Member Steele requested a list of projects that the City has authorized J-U-B to
complete. Director Marker agreed to obtain the list for Council Member Steele

Director Marker said State law requires the City to send out a “Notice of Intent” to affected
entities and post a copy on the public notice website when considering an update of the

Construction Standards
Mr. Beagley presented a draft copy of the proposed Construction Standards. There were a
number of changes which are outl i

Director Marker reviewed the standards pertaining to curve ramps. It is proposed the
construction of the ramps include a 6 inch curb, deleting the flares currently used.

Marker said he would get that information.
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Payne asked if there way to beef up the fiberglass. Council Member Linford asked about
maintenance costs. Director Marker said the fiberglass chips off and looks worn. Mr.
Beagley said the fiberglass is set into the ground like a fence post, whereas the aluminum
is bolted to a base. Council Member Payne asked if there was a middle ground between
the fiberglass poles and the cemented poles. Director Marker said there are non-fluted
aluminum poles, and he will research the cost differences.

Director Marker requested the Mayor and Council Members pay special attention to the
proposed cross sections for roads when reviewing the proposed construction standards. A
rural private road cross section has been added. Most of the cross section requirements
are for fire code. The City now requires a five foot sidewalk. Four foot sidewalks are
acceptable to the ADA.

Director Marker will provide the construction standard information in a PDF form to all the
Council Members for their review. He suggested this be reviewed again in another work
session, then put on an agenda as a resolution.

Mr. Bagley invited the Mayor and Council Members to an informational luncheon on
sustainability scheduled for February 1, 2012 from 10 a.m. to 1 p.m. The event will be held
in the Springville City Hall.

Proposed Budget Adjustments
City Manager Reeves reviewed the proposed budget adjustments. Some of the items
included in the proposed amendment included:

Sale of fixed assets

Revenue from the sale of the landfill property

Increase in property tax revenue

Increase in expenditures in the Police department (DARE program reinstated).
Replacement of Christmas lights

Increase of Employee recognitions, to increase employee morale.

Resurface of the Public Safety parking lot. (Council Member Broadhead said a long
term solution should be looked at because the resurface will not last).

* Increase in phone system fees (the departmental decrease will be included in the
next budget amendment)

Transfer to the Capital Projects (for the consolidation of offices to public safety
building).

The complete list of the proposed adjustments is available at the City Office for public
review. (See attachment “E” for a list of and explanations pertaining to the proposed
adjustments).

City Manager Reeves said a Parks project must take place this fiscal year or approximately
$218,000 in impact fees will be lost. A public hearing has been scheduled for the project on
February 1, 2012,
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General Discussion

Director Marker said he had been working to put together the anticipated annual costs for
maintenance of various park updates. Orchard Cove Park was originally scheduled to have
grass throughout the park. Because of the slowdown in growth around the park, finishing
the grass would leave unimproved land around the park, which might lead to damage by
ATV's. He said it may be more prudent at this time to make improvements to the north side
of the tot lot to the west boundary, with a curb for a future fence. Pulling back on the
improvements, adding green space and expanding the tennis courts, will reduce the cost
around $20,000. Plans show a 20 X 20 pavilion, but without enough ‘eyes’ in the
neighborhood, this may become an attractive nuisance. Council Member Linford expressed
the need for some kind of monitoring. Director Marker said Public Works estimates the cost
of maintaining and mowing every acre of lawn is approximately $2,200 per year.

Adding a sidewalk to Squash Head Park will be a benefit to those who wish to use the
bowery and will add no annual cost to the Public Works department. Adding trees to the
park near the twin home parks will keep annual costs small for the first ten years, the initial
establishment period. Director Marker recommended fewer than the proposed 20 trees be
planted. The 900 East project, a trail on the East Bench will add about $2200 per year in
landscaping maintenance cost.

Director Marker presented a program which evaluated projects without hard numbers,
using the following criteria; cost, recreation benefit, neighborhood benefit (quality of life),
use of funds, and long term maintenance. Most evaluations show improving Orchard Cove
Park provides the highest benefit. Council Member Broadhead said he felt the weight given
to recreation benefits need to be higher than the neighborhood benefit.

Council Member Steele asked if the money had to be spent on improvements. Director
Marker said it could not be used on maintenance, but had to go towards capital
improvements and towards a project already in the Park plan. Council Member Steele
asked about including a baseball complex. City Manager Reeves said the baseball complex
is placed in the current facilities plan on the rodeo grounds. The plan would have to be
updated in order to be a valid project. It would be hard to do in the time frame needed.
Council Member Broadhead said the City needed to get marching towards it.

Council Member Steele said he disagrees with the 900 East project, that it had ‘no
beginning and no end, was four blocks long and who’s going to use it'. Director Marker said
it was a very low cost and maintenance project, but was not a project that was going to
serve the city as a whole. Council Member Steele said he would like to see a trail around
the twin home park perimeter. Director Marker said a quarter-mile jogging path was
planned in Orchard Cove. He said it was possible to do three projects with the money.

Mayor DeGraffenried indicated there had been promises made to residents close to the
North Orchards Park, and none had been fulfilled. He said he agreed with Council Member
Broadhead that it could become a problem, but thought the City needed to follow through
on their promise and increase the usability of the park.
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Council Member Broadhead recommended chain link fencing the area. He asked if more
would have to be spent on parks next year. City Manager Reeves said there would be more
impact fees that needed to be used in parks next year.

Council Member consensus held that three projects be undertaken; a sidewalk from Main
Street to the pavilion in Squash Head Park; trees in the twin homes park; and
improvements in Orchard Cove Park.

Council Member Broadhead stated he still didn't get to have a restroom at the Summit
Ridge Park. There has been some vandalism in the park, including the removal of a picnic
table.

Director Marker said the Orchard Cove Park work would be drawing intensive, and would
be given to J-U-B because they are the City engineers. He said he will talk to staff planner
Greg Flint to see if he can complete the drawings, and have J-U-B review the design to
make sure the documents are biddable.

City Manager Reeves reported a preliminary conference had been held January 25 with the
judge involved with the election recount. The judge will recount the ballots on Thursday,
January 27. If a recount does not resolve the matter, a trial will be scheduled for Thursday
and Friday, February 2" and 3. The judge is accepting briefs on the time line.

Mayor DeGraffenried said the City Manager’'s updated contract would be on the February
1, 2012 agenda.

The meeting adjourned at 8:20.
Approved on February 1, 2012.

Do S, /. ,—J

# James E. DeGrafferiried, Mayor
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Matt Millis
Vice-President, Zions Bank Public Finance

- One-time charge to new development for the cost of
expanding service capacity to handle new growth

- Defined legal process to implement: 11.36.

+ Gan only recover costs that are shown to be growth
related and do not increase the current level of service

« Must he supported by an Impact Fee Facilities Plan and
Written Impact Fee Analysis

- Requires a clear nexus hetween the growth and the
costs included in the fees

« Gan be challenged by developers if it is unfair
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1/25/2012

* GCan charge for the rnllnwing Nine Services:
* Culinary Water
* Secondary Water
*+ Sewer
* Storm Water
* Transportation
* Fire/ EMS (Buildings, Maype Vehicles)
* Police (Buildings, No Vehicles)
* Parks, Trails, ang Recreation
* Electric

Whatis an Imbact Feep- Services
e OIS

* Future éxnansionary Drojects

* Cost of existing assets that still haye capacity for growth
remaining

* Interest Costs of deht Service related [0 qualif Ving
Projects

* No repair reniacement, Ieye] of Service enhancement

* Costs of engineering, Mlanning, ang impact fee analysis
related to growy imprevements

* Gost of Improvements ot Owned by the ity By
Onerated for its benefit

What is ap Impact Feea- Costs
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- Impact fee revenues can only be spent on projects
identified in the IFFP

- Impact fee cellections and expenditures must be very
carefully documented

+ Impact fee funds and interest earned must be kept in a
separate account for each service or service area

- Ifimpact fee funds are insufficient in a particular year to
cover growth-related expenses then the shortiall can be
repaid once sufficient impact fees are collected

What is an Impact Fee2: Accounting

B B

L ]

Changed to a 6-10 year IFFP from a buildout CFP
Changed value of existing assets to historic costs

Ensured collection and expenditure accounting is
accurate

Added an engineer’s certification

What you should have done since
May 11, 2011

R e e e B |

1/25/2012
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1/25/2012

N R R T

+ More detailed LOS definition and documentation
- May request an optional third-party review
- Impact fee analysis costs may he included in impact fee

What you may have to do after next
May - Proposed changes

- Impact Fee Facilities Plan
+ 6-10 Year Construction Horizon, Level of Service
- Include all projects: growth and RaR
- Provide a clear financing plan for RaR projects

+ Therough Documentation

- General Plan, Contracts, Bonded Projects, Growth
Projections, Demands, Basically Everything

- Inventory Existing Assets
- Detail all existing assets within reason
+ Rssign areasonable histeric cost and unused capacity

- Revenue and Expense Accounting
- Documernt collections and expenditures well
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— I e R U N,

Even the simplest builder with only one project can stir
up trouble now days

Update impact fees to comply and lower legal risks as an
investment towards the continued impact fee collection
Warning: Your impact fees might netincrease given
historic costs and less cost inflation

Don't fear challenges, document and account well, adapt
to the times, and keep collecting those fees

Current Environment

Despite complaints, protests, and threats, not all issues

are material and will result in a lawsuit

The amount in contention must he sufficient to make the
lawsuit werth the developers time and cost
Some issues under debate are B&W while others are
subjective and gray

. Actual cost paid for a pipe vs water demand

per capita in twenty years

Is their data better than yours? Burden is on them to find
a better figure

Reasonableness at the moment is required, not
mathematical exactitude

®

Sweat the Material Details

1/25/2012
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ATTACHMENT "A-6"

Itis the HBA's joh to fight for lower or nO fees

May be good to address their issues head on
Notify them of your plans to update studies

Insist on input and document your efforts to reach them

Address their concerns throughout the process and not
all at the end

check their facts and claims carefully

Work with the HBA

Please contact me anytime with questions

Matt Millis
Zions Bank Public Finance
801935 0331
matthew.millis@zienshank.com

Contact Info

1/25/2012



ORK SESSION

B-1"

ATTACHMENT

JANUARY 25, 2012 w

"dod poo‘oT 18 paJinbay ued 5143 Joj Bunadpngq u13sq 03 spasu A1y

dd4J J31em unioyg

'1epdn pasinbays ised sieah OM1 “pasedald jusqu) 40 32110N

dd4J Alsjes onqng

ddd| pasn

dd4) @deds uadp pue S|led] ‘uoileauday ‘syaed

PILIeIS sey yiom sisAeue aayg 1edw) oy

d4) uoneuodsues)

V4] 3unanpuod SIs,U0lZ "Mmainal 404 patedaud sy ueyd 14v4a 800z

4918 Atepuodas pue Aseujiny

000°%$ 03 padnpay "0p5'9s Je 6002-£1-9 pa1dope sem aa

d4J uonda||0) pue Juswieas] Ja1emalsen

S910N ueld sanijioe4 [eyden
sisAleuy 834 1oedw - vy
UBld san|ioey jended - 44
UBld Sal|deq 934 1oedwy - 444
d4) J91epn wiogs
S0-10-61 S0-unr-tg S0-unr-1o d42 Aysyes oiqng
60-unr-/1 60-unr-go 80-Inr-9T ddd 3deds uadp pue sjies] ‘uoneanay ‘syieq
0T-unr-gt d4) uoneyodsues)
( 802 100-22Q-0z 00-290-07 1918\ Azepuodas pue Aseugny
60-3ny-6T 60-unr-go 60-AeA-90 d42 uonoajjoy puejuawjea. lajemajsepn

uondopy aaq 12eduw sishleuy aay 1oedw 3leq psidopy ue|d saiyj1oe4 jeuden

$994 Joedw| pue suejy SaI[1oe4 [ende)

A uinbejueg




SION

ATTACHMENT "C-1"

JANUARY 25, 2012 WORK SES

1l m S v 5 6 g m g 100

] 6 I vi ¥ L juey uinbejueg
509} [Eoy108(o apnjour |80 V2 CL 3] ¢8786 $| 0sS6ct §] ooszie g 00696 8| zzeese s| osezel s ooorce s €977 § abesany
pinoys peBieyo sa5] | _ 0670961 $| oocooe g 00092't  $| oooeror g 060¢0Z  $| ootooe ¢ uoja|dely
1980 [ejo) Butedwos| 005868l $| ooes'e s ooess g 00586 $] 0001v'S  $| 000vL's 8| 0opipe $ oBply 313
'snyJ ‘papiroud 00'€98'8) S| ooeoo'e $[ 00000 $| oo000's | § 00008'v § pUEIPoa
m%m_cn__mw wuy %%%mﬂc_ 0064671 $| ooggnc g 000¢z'z  $| o000’y $loost 00122L 8| oosie'L g weajes
B #_wﬁ_ .2.%8 iy D $] 00186z | 00022  $| oolotz g 0009r  $| 00880% $| 00zos  $| ooere $] oosLor g a|liABuLds
aney op Asy) ‘sa 00'889'L | $| ooesoy g 0060y $| 000087 8| oo'8es | oooez $| ooossz g uosheq
19edwi (eomoaig ue [ 00zog6 s| ooerer g 00'€05'L 3 Q08ive $] 00600 $] 00208 8| oozer $ oS ysiueds
9b1ey jou ww% MOl 00c076 $ - 3 00€9.  $| o000ST g 0000s'z  $| oooo0t g uinbejueg
=i 007629 $] 00196 s 00986 $| 00088 3 00880C ¢ 006ELL | OoOEZT S oAOIg
00'006'9 s N $| oooozt g 000022 § 00000c  § gjouan)
00°€hS | 3 - 3 00EPS L  § BUOW
[£2119313 1N0UM (210 [Ee10] [eaL}o8)g PECY Lrem wiog|  Aejes angng SYied uonebiu| Areuing 1amag A1

Aaning aay 10edWw|

Buipiing 100y asenbs gopz
dnjooH Aeung ||
82Inleg [BauyoR|g dwy g
suondwinssy Awey ojbuig




All Sheets

IDX1 & IDX2

CG2

CG3
CcG4

CG5
CG6

L1

L3

LA1
LA2
LA3

PII

PI2
PI3

P14

JANUARY 25, 2012 WORK SESSION
ATTACHMENT "D-1"

Santaquin City Standard Drawings
Summary of 2012 Revisions

Updated Santaquin City logo

Alphabetized sheets

Updated CG3 name

Added CG6

Combined Local & Collector Street Light Details on 1 sheet
Changed Main Street Lighting Detail sheet number (now L2)
Changed Arterial Street Lighting Detail sheet number (now L3)
Added Main Street and Arterial Street Light Base Sheet 1.4
Added 24’ Rural Private Lane Section to ST1

Alternate CG2 sheet provided showing a smaller pedestrian ramp option (less concrete)

Changed sheet name to Driveway Approach with Park Strip
Changed Mountable Curb Section for 24” C&G

Changed expansion joint spacing to 30” maximum
Changed expansion joint spacing to 30" maximum

Sheet added to address Driveway Approach W/O Park Strip

Former Local Street Light Detail (L1) removed from City Drawings

Added Local to Collector Street Light (formerly L2, now L1)

Wiring sizes, junction box part number, grounding and other notes

changed or relocated per SESD recommendations

Sheet L2 changed from Collector Street Light Details to Main Street Lighting Details
Removed light base and details (now shown on Sheet L4)

Wiring sizes, junction box part number, grounding and other notes

changed or relocated per SESD recommendations

Sheet L3 changed from Main Street Light Details to Arterial Street Lighting Details
Removed light base and details (now shown on Sheet L4)

Wiring sizes, junction box part number, grounding and other notes

changed or relocated per SESD recommendations

Sheet L4 changed from Arterial Street Light Details to Anchor Base &

Break Away Coupling Detail

Wiring sizes, junction box part number, grounding and other notes

changed or relocated per SESD recommendations

Line work & note updates (bark, fabric, staking, etc.)
Line work & note updates (bark, fabric, staking, etc.)
Line work & note updates (bark, fabric, staking, etc.)

Changed valve from ball valve to angle stop valve (changed piping accordingly)
Revised note to for Tracer Wire to go into all service boxes

Changed valve from ball valve to angle stop valve (changed piping accordingly)
Minor note updates

Added concrete collars on valve boxes

Removed “Square” from concrete collar callout

Minor note updates



PI5

S1

S3

S4

SD1

SD2

STl
ST3
ST4
ST>5
STé6

T1
T2
T3

UTl1

UT4

Wil

W2

W4

W5

W6
W7
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ATTACHMENT "D-2"

-

Changed from “Square” concrete collar to round collar
Minor note updates

Removed concrete collar

Added callout for manhole risers

(necessary for setting ring & cover to finish grade W/O concrete collar)
Minor note updates

Removed concrete collar

Added callout for manhole risers

(necessary for setting ring & cover to finish grade W/O concrete collar)
Minor note updates

Removed concrete collar

Minor note updates

Note clarifications for box depth, lid, etc.

Minor note updates

Removed concrete collar

Added callout for manhole risers

(necessary for setting ring & cover to finish grade W/O concrete collar)
Removed trough, raised pipe and added note for clearance

Minor note updates

Added 24’ Rural Private Lane Cross Section
Added Snow Storage Area

Added Topo for berms

Added Topo for berms

Changed from 98" section to 99’ Section

Updated trail sections
Updated trail sections
Updated trail sections
Added Topo for berms

Added 4” Natural Gas Conduit (W/36” clear spacing) to City Conduits

Changed Note 5 to require Mega Lugs (& thrust blocks) on all fittings
& that, for clarity, Megalugs are not shown

Added Poly Pipe option "

Removed notes indicating Super Centurion hydrant (Waterous Pacer only)
Changed drain size and locations in vault, additional drain rock shown under
& around vault, updated note on SS trim & tubing for PRV pilot system
Added note indicating that, for clarity, thrust blocks are not shown

Added note indicating that, for clarity, thrust blocks are not shown

Added note indicating that, for clarity, thrust blocks are not shown
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Santaquin City
Fiscal Year 2011-2012 - Budget Amendment (1)
February 1, 2012

Amendment (1)

Budget Changes by Fund: Prior Budget [Change] Revised Budget
General Fund:
Revenues:
10-34-901 Landfill Charges (Main Street Project) S 8,000.00 | $ 22,000.00 | § 30,000.00
10-38-400  Sale of Fixed Assets {Landfill Property) S 15,000.00 | § 50,000.00 | 65,000.00
10-31-200  Prior Year Property Taxes S 55,000.00 | § 15,000.00 | § 70,000.00
Total Changes to Revenues: | $ 87,000.00
Expenditures:
10-54-230 Police Supplies (DARE) S 19,000.00 | $ 5,900.00 | $ 24,900.00
10-51-480 Christmas Lights S 300.00 | S 5,000.00 | S 5,300.00
10-60-240  Streets - (PS Bldg & Seniors Parking Lots) S 20,000.00 | $ 27,500.00 | S 47,500.00
10-51-280  Telephone - (Consolidation in PS Bldg) s 400.00 | $ 11,600.00 | $ 12,000.00
10-43-480  Employee Recognitions S 2,000.00 | $ 1,500.00 | $ 3,500.00
10-90-300  Transfer to Museum S 2,825.00 | $ 1,745.00 | § 4,570.00
10-90-400  Transfer to Library $  73,000.00 |5 4,900.00|$  77,900.00
10-90-500  Transfer to Seniors Fund S 19,800.00 | § 3,900.00 | $ 23,700.00
10-90-600  Transfer to Capital Projects S 12,060.00 | S 35,000.00 | $  47,060.00
10-90-150  Transfer to Surplus S 80,124.00 | § (10,045.00)| $ 70,079.00
Total Changes to Expenditures: | $ 87,000.00
Revenues:
41-38-225  Main Street Project Revenues $ 2,200,000.00 | $ 400,000.00 | $ 2,600,000.00
41-39-100  Transfer From General Fund ) 12,060.00 | 35,000.00 | $ 47,060.00
41-39-310  Transfer From Sewer Fund S 7,900.00 | $ 17,500.00 | $ 25,400.00

lof3

Description

The Main Street Project generated revenue for the city for the use of the landfill by the
contractor

The City sold about 1 acre of property from our landfill to the Propane Company

Past Due Property Taxes have come into the City in an amount greater than anticipated

The City Council wanted to restore funding to the DARE program that was cut during the last
budget cycle
The City Council wanted to purchase Christmas Lights (Snow Flakes) down Main Street

The City Council wanted to resurface the parking lot in the Public Safety Building and
completely redo the Senior Citizen Parking Lot

With the installation of a voice over IP system, phone charges have now been consclidated
together under the Government Buildings Department rather than being paid by indt idual
departments. Those department still pay separately for their cell phone charges.

We have been doing more to increase morale. Monthly staff birthday lunches, etc. This fund
will allow us to continue this new practice.

This increase is to provide an increased ability to pay salary to museum personnel for the
increased number of tours they provide

Replacement of Library Windows damaged by vandalism

The seniors lost their ice machine due to hard water. To continue operations they needed to
have an installation of a water softener and ice machine

This transfer is for the City Council approved improvements to the Public Safety Building to
accommodate the city offices consolidation (50% share)

To cover the aforementioned costs, there is a 12.5% reduction in the amount planned to go to
surplus

These are revenues from Utah County and UDOT to complete the Main Street Project. Where
this project spanned budget years, it was unknown at the time the original budget was passed
as to what percentage of the project would fall into this years budget

PS Building Capital Improvements - Funded 50% from the General Fund

PS Building Capital Improvements - Funded 25% from the Sewer Fund



JANUARY 25, 2012 WORK SESSION
ATTACHMENT "E-2"

Santaquin City

Fiscal Year 2011-2012 - Budget Amendment (1)

February 1, 2012

Amendment (1)

Budget Changes by Fund: Prior Budget [Change] Revised Budget
41-39-320  Transfer From Water Fund S - S 17,500.00 | $§ 17,500.00
Total Changes to Revenues: 470,000.00
Expenditures;
41-40-700  Office Relocation Expense (Capital Improveme $ - 70,000.00 | $  70,000.00
41-40-740  Main Street Project Expenses $ 2,200,000.00 400,000.00 | $ 2,600,000.00
Total Changes to Expenditures: 470,000.00
Water Fund:
Revenues:
51-37-300  Penalties & Forfeitures < 80,000.00 17,500.00 | $  97,500.00
Total Changes to Revenues: 17,500.00
Expenditures:
51-40-XXX  Transfer to Capital Projects Fund S - 17,500.00 | § 17,500.00
Total Changes to Expenditures: 17,500.00
Sewer Fund:
Revenues:
5 - - s -
Total Changes to Revenues: -
Expenditures:
52-40-790  Surplus 5 35,461.00 (17,500.00)f $ 17.961.00
52-40-910  Transfers to Capital Projects Fund S 7,900.00 17,500.00 | $ 25,400.00
Total Changes to Expenditures: | $ -
Parks Impact Fees:
Revenues:
57-38-150  Contributions from Fund Balance 5 . 210,000.00 | $ 210,000.00
Total Changes to Revenues: | $ 210,000.00
Expenditures: :
57-40-720  Impact Fee Expense (Projects) $ 90,000.00 | 5 210,000.00 | $  300,000.00
Total Changes to Expenditures: | $ 210,000.00
Museum Fund:
Revenues:
10-39-100  Transfer from General Fund S 2,825.00| S 1,745.00 | § 4,570.00
Total Changes to Revenues: | § 1,745.00

Description

PS Building Capital Improvements - Funded 50% from the Water Fund

Capital Improvements to the Public Safety Building to consolidate the offices

This is the corresponding costs associated with the revenues mentioned above

Penalties & Forfeiture Revenue has been higher than projectad

25% share of PS Building Capital Improvements

Reduction in the amount of funds allocated to surplus
25% share of PS Building Capital Improvements

It is anticipated that the City Council will expend Park Impact Fees by June 30th for a proj
from the Capital Facilities Plan from its fund balance reserve

Corresponding Expenditure

Revenue coming from the General Fund
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Santaquin City

Fiscal Year 2011-2012 - Budget Amendment (1)

February 1, 2012
Amendment (1)
Prior Budget [Change] Revised Budget
Expenditures:
10-40-110  Salaries & Wages S 1,618.00 1,618.00 | § 3,236.00
10-40-130 Benefits S 127.00 127.00] S 254.00
Total Changes to Expenditures: 1,745.00
Library Fund:
Revenues;
72-39-410  Transfers from General Fund s 73,000.00 4,900.00 | S 77,900.00
Total Changes to Revenues: 4,900.00
Expenditures:
72-40-730  Capital Projects (Replacement Windows) S 3,000.00 4,900.00 | $ 7,900.00
Total Changes to Expenditures: 4,900.00
Senior Citizens Fund:
Revenues:
75-39-100  Transfer from General Fund S 19,800.00 3,900.00 | $§ 23,700.00
Total Changes to Revenues: 3,900.00
Expenditures:
75-40-250  Equip Sup (Ice Machine & Water Softener) S 300.00 3,900.00 | $ 4,200.00
Total Changes to Expenditures: 3,900.00

Description

Increased Salary amount for Museum Personnel for increased number of tours

Benefits of aforementioned

Transfer of funds from the General Fund

Replacement of the Damaged Library Windows

Transferred Funds from the General Fund

Purchase of a new ice machine and water softener
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