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City of Kenmore 

City Council Special Meeting Agenda 

6:00 p.m., Tuesday, October 30, 2018 

Kenmore City Hall, Council Chambers 

18120 68th Ave. NE, Kenmore, WA 98028 

 

If you have any questions or to confirm agenda items prior to the meeting, or if you 
require special accommodations, please call the City Clerk at 425-398-8900. You may 
also stop by City Hall at 18120 68th Avenue NE, Kenmore. Council agendas are also 
available on our website at www.kenmorewa.gov. 

 

I. 6:00 p.m. - CALL SPECIAL MEETING TO ORDER 

 

II. ROLL CALL 

 

III. FLAG SALUTE 

 

IV. AGENDA APPROVAL 

 

V. CITIZEN COMMENTS 

 

A. This is an opportunity to express your views on issues that are important to you 

and to the community. Please limit your comments to three (3) minutes.   
 

VI. BUSINESS AGENDA 

 

A. Surface Water Management Service Charge Analysis - Surface Water Manager 

Richard Sawyer 

Agenda Item   
B. Presentation of 2019-2020 Proposed Biennial Budgets for the Following Funds: 

Surface Water Management Fund, Swamp Creek Basin Fund, Public Works 

Shop Fund and Equipment Replacement Fund and Other Department Budgets 

and Funds if needed - Finance and Administration Director Joanne Gregory and 

Surface Water Program Manager Richard Sawyer 

Agenda Item  
 

VII. STAFF REPORT 

 

VIII. COUNCILMEMBER REPORTS & COMMENTS & INITIATIVES 

 

IX. ADJOURNMENT 

mailto:cityhall@kenmorewa.gov
http://www.kenmorewa.gov/


City of Kenmore - City Council Meeting Agenda for October 30, 2018 

 

 

Upcoming Meetings: 

 

A. Monday, November 5, 2018 - Special Council Meeting 

Monday, November 12, 2018 - Regular Council Meeting 

Monday, November 19, 2018 - Regular Council Meeting 

Monday, November 26, 2018 - Regular Council Meeting  
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City Council Business AgendaItem
City of Kenmore, WA

ENMOR
m an: um.

Subject/Topic: SurfaceWater Management For Council Meeting Agenda of: October 30, 2018

Service ChargeAnalysis

Department: Public Works

Prepared by: Richard Sa\vyei’:/g)

Initial 59:Date
Approved by Department Head:
Approved by City Attorney: ,
Approved by Finance Director: [0 >§_Ii

Proposed Council Action/Motion: Review Approved by City Manager:
and provide direction to City staff regarding
the proposed Surface Water Management
Service Charge rates, General FacilitiesCharge Exhibits/Attachments:
(GFC), and private facility maintenance GFC AnalysisConsultant Report
service charge rate reduction policy.

INFORMATION/BACKGROUND:

Surface Water Management (SWM) Service Charge

The city is responsiblefor managing surface water, includingboth constructed and natural systems, within the
city‘s rights~of~way,city owned properties and within easements/tracts dedicated to the City for this purpose.
The City is also responsiblefor implementingdevelopmentstandards and enforcingenvironmentalregulations
on privately owned properties in the city. To fund these activities, the city established a surfacewater

management (SW.\/1)service chargeon all developedproperties in the city. At the time of the city's
incorporation, Council adopted King County's service charge model and has contracted with King County to

collect these revenues on the city‘s behalfsince that time. King County includes this service charge on annual
property tax statements to all billable Kenmore property owners.

In order to charge rates for any kind of utility or service, there must to be measurable metrics that quantifya
customer's usage of that service. For utilities such as water, sewer and power, it is relativelystraight forward to

measure the quantity of the service beingprovided. For surfacewater management, it is more complicated to

measure “usage“. To date, the current SWM service chargemodel uses the amount of impervious area on a

property to determine a pareel‘sservice charge. Though it doesn‘t fullycapture the total surface water impact,
impervious area is a reliable metric to use. It has been shown through numerous studies and projects that
increasing the amount of impervious area on a property negativelyimpacts water quality, and increases both the
runoff velocityand quantity of runoff leavingthe property when comparedto its historical, natural conditions.
As developmentstandards improve and require developingproperties to mitigate some of the surface water

VI. A. Surface Water Management Service Charge Analysis - Surface Water ...
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impacts throughthe use ofengineeredfacilitiesandbest management practices on thoseproperties, the city
must stillmanage the collectivesurfacewater impacts for alldevelopment,includingthe city's rights»ofrway,
which allproperties have a vested interest in. Whereas some municipalitieshave developedslightlydifferent
methodsforusing impervious area in their calculations, it remains the most commonlyused metric for assessing
surfacewater management rates in every jurisdiction.

'

Rate Model

Singlefamilyresidentialparcelsare assesseda ?at annualcharge.Multi—familyand non»residential parcelsare
assessedan annualchargebasedon the area of impervious area on the parcelas a ratio to the total parcelarea.
Six rate classesare used dependingon the ratio of impervious area to total parcelarea and the rate increases as
the ratio increases. Once a parcel’scorrespondingrate has beendetermined, it is multipliedby the parcelarea to

determine the total annualservice charge. The followingequation and rate table summarizes the current service
chargemodel. The city conducteda rate analysisin 2008, which resulted in a rate increase spreadover four
years (20092012).

SWMServiceChargeClassRatex ParcelArea(Acre)

City of Kenmore
Surface Water Management Service Charges

IMPERVIOUS
AREA

1998-2008 2013-2018

2

120.24

$120.24
$230.59

$531.23
$1,122.35

$1,422.97

$1,353.90

414%

Residential*

Very Light*

Light

Moderate

Moderately Heavy

Heavy

Very Heavy

Percent Increase

*Rateisperparcel;allotherrates areperacre

$157.40

$157.40

$390.54
$309.20

$1,552.55

$1,931.03

2,594.95

$155.30

$155.30

$339.24

305.30

$1,555.95
$1,973.93

$2,535.55
15.3%

$167.40
$167.40
$390.64
$809.20

$1,562.56

$1,981.08

$2,594.96

0.4%

$35.02

$35.02

$193.40
$410.93

$793.50
$1,005.15

$1,317.94

$143.40
$143.40
$334.63

693.18

$1,338.53

$1,697.05

$2,222.92

19.3%

0% to 10%

10% to 20%

20% to 45%

45% to 65%

65% to 85%

85% to 100%

The city developedas a .“bedroomcommunity” and a majority of the city‘s parcelsare used for singlefamily
residentialproperties. Even thoughthe number ofcommercialand multilfamilyproperties are much fewer in
comparison, they account for a third of the total impervious area. Additionally,staffconductedan analysisto

determinethe numberofvehiculartrips createdper day,on average, for singlefamilyresidentialproperties
comparedto commercialand multi»family. This analysisallowscity staff to considerthe “usage"of the city‘s
roads and publicsurfacewater facilities. Despite the fact that singlefamilyresidentialproperties are more

numerous, the analysisshowedthat commercialand multiefamilyproperties account for 3/:of the average daily
trips producedin the city.

The current rate modelresults in approximately55%of total service chargerevenue beingcollectedfrom single
familyresidentialand 45%beingcollectedfrom commercialand mu1ti»family. This does not take into account

any discounts offeredby the city, which can fluctuate year to year by 3% to 4%.

2019 — 2024 SurfaceWater Management Costs

The city conducted its last rate study in 2008 and implementedthe city's first and onlyrate increase, spreadover
four incrementalsteps beginningin 2009 and endingin 2012. The 2012 rates (shown above)haveremainedthe
same throu h 2018. The 2008 rate stud included an anal sis of eneral o erational SWM costs, with an
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emphasison upcoming 2007-2012Western WashingtonMunicipalStormwater Permit (NPDES)requirements,
and surfacewater capitalprojects under developmentat that time. From that study, rates were establishedand
basedon projections that the annual SWM operationalbudgetand annualcapitalproject budgetwould require
$1.1M,and $500K, respectively,from 2009 through2012.

The 2008 rate studywas conductedprior to the city establishinga surfacewater management division in Public
Works and rates were basedon estimates ofwhat the future programs and projects mightcost. The city now
has almost ten years ofexperience and data to utilize for the current rate study. The city must complywith
many regulatory“unfunded”mandatesestablishedunder the Clean Water Act and EndangeredSpecies Act. To
comply,the city must implementmany programs, includingbut not limited to, educationand outreach,
operations and maintenance ofan increasing numberofnew and existing facilities, water qualitymonitoring
and enforcement, enforcementof increasinglyrigorous developmentstandardson both private and public
projects, and more. Eachyear, the expectations and standards for these activities increase with more stringent
permit requirements set by various federaland state departments. Current projections show that surfacewater

operationalexpendituresrange from$1.95M to $229M in 2019 through2024. In the previous rate study, surface
water specificprojects scheduledfrom2009—20l2were reviewed,but not surfacewater components ofallcity
projects. As surfacewater regulatoryrequirements have increasedso have the proportionalsurfacewater costs

ofallcapitalprojects. For instance, a new trail in a park or new sidewalks on a road all have surfacewater

management costs associatedwith them. When consideringthe surfacewater costs for all projects on the city's
6’year capitalproject schedule, the projects include $l0.4M total ofsurfacewater costs. Of this, only$2.73M is
currentlyfunded under the City’scurrent service chargerate schedule. In order to fund surfacewater

management operationalcosts and support all capitalneeds,surfacewater service chargesneed to be increased.

KingCounty and many other jurisdictionscurrentlyhavehigherrates than those appliedin Kenmore. Many
nei hborin ‘urisdictionsface the same increasin surfacewater costs and have also increasedtheir rates or are
I

g
I I

g
I

in the process ofdoingso. The followinggraph shows a comparison of the city‘s rates to other jurisdictions.

Corn arison ofannualsurfacewater mana ement service char e rates

Residential er arcel Non—Residentialer acre
' h

E

Low Low

$281.16

$274.80

$270.72

$240.44

$240.44

$237.88
’

$20616

$203.30

$198.72

$169.70

$167.40

$164.40

$159.68

SnohomishCoun $90.00

*Somcjurisdictionshavea rangeofresidentialrates

NC - NotComparableModel

Mukilteo

MountlakeTerrace

NC

NC

NC

$647.96

$647.96

NC

NC

$489.14

NC

$395.86

$390.64

$410.86

$603.90 NC

$128

0 O ('1

Same

2

Same

Everett Same

3669.84Same $

$3669.84

Kin Coun

Woodinville

Kirkland

Edmonds

Lake Forest Park

Redmond

Bothell

Kenmore

:

Same

N

$3,154.68

0

Same

Same

$337.82

Same

0

$2634.92

$2,594.96

$2573.74

2O

Burien Same

Z0

Seattle

| oD‘*

Same $383.96
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SurfaceWater GeneralFacilitiesCharge(GFC)

Many utilities, such as water, waste water, and stormwater, are authorizedby state law (RCW 35.92025) to

collectgeneralfacilitiescharges(GFC)fromnew and updateddevelopments.Thesechargesare commonly
referredto as “hookupfees"or “connection fees”.The City stormwater utilityprovidesa vitalpublichealth
service for our community throughfloodmanagement and environmentalprotection. The GFC ensures that
property owners seeing to utilize the community's stormwater system bear an equitableshare ofthe systems
costs.

The attached GFC analysis,preparedbyPeninsulaFinancialConsultants, explainsthe process ofcalculatingthe
City‘sGFC. just as service chargerates relyon impervious area, the GFC uses impervious area to set the
foundation of the GFC equation:

GFC = (imperviousarea)x (ExistingFacilityComponent).

The GFC analysis(attached) concludedthat the existing facilitycomponent is $2.84 per square foot of
impervious surfacearea.

To be consistent with the City‘sservice chargemodel,the proposedGFC is basedon the establishmentofa ?at

rate appliedto singlefamilyresidentialparcels,referred to as an EquivalentResidentialUnit or ERU. The ERU
represents the GFC appliedto a typicalnew singlefamilyresidentialparcelcontaining 2,500 square feet of
impervious area. The analysisconcludesthat the City may authorize an ERU GFC up to (2,500square feet
impervious area) x ($2.84 per sq. ft. impervious area), or $7,100.00. Thisvaluerepresents the maximum for an
ERU GFC that is supportedby the GFC modelbased on current regulationsand availabledata. It does not

represent the amount that Councilmust approve if the GFC is established, but onlythe amount not to exceed.

Once the ERU GFC is determined, staffcan calculateGFCs on proposedmulti~familyand commercial
developmentas it relates to the ERU, similar to the service chargemodel. For instance, a proposeddevelopment
of 10,000 square feet would be charged(10,000/ 2,500)x (ERU GFC) or 4 times the ERU GFC.

SurfaceWater Management FaciliI_:yRate Discounts

Currently,the city providesdiscounts to property owners that own, operate, and maintain an engineeredfacility
that provides?ow control and/orwater quality treatment. Since the city’s incorporation, these facilitieshave
been requiredas part of the developmentprocess fornew and redevelopedproperties. The current discount
program offersa service chargereductionbetween 10°/or40°/odependingon the standardsused on the facility.
The discount program, originallyadoptedfromKingCounty, was presumablyintended to provideincentive for
property owners to maintain their facilitieseven thoughthe construction and maintenance ofthese facilities
was required. During the 1990s, when these discounts were initiated, surfacewater management was still a
relativelynew and evolvingcomponent within developmentregulationsand incentives may havebeen an
applicablestrategy at the time. However, within today‘sdevelopmentand NPDES regulatoryframework,
privatelyowned facilitiesdo not decreasethe levelof service neededfrom the city. Managing stormwater runoff
at the source, such as with the construction ofprivate drainagefacilities, is a critical component of the overall
surfacewater management program, however, havingmore private facilities requires more city resources to

manage them.

As an example,much of the commercialdevelopmentin the city consists of re—developingexisting and mostly
impervious parcels. The existing levelofservice requiredfromthe city on preldevelopedparcelsis very low
because they typicallydo not have facilitiesfor city staff to inspect and theyhave lower trafficvolume,which
means less usage ofthe city's facilitiesin the roadway. When these parcelsdevelop,there is an expense to the
developerto construct a private drainagefacilityin order to mitigate the direct local impacts, but there is also an
increase in the level of service reuired b the ci . The Ci must annuall ins ect these new facilities, enforce
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maintenance and increase service to city owned facilities in the roadwayto respondto the increasedvolumeof
trafficand peoplecreatedbydevelopment.Increasing the needforcity resources accompaniedby a reduction in
revenue is not be sustainablein the longterm.

2019 Recommendations

The followingrecommendations,including1)increase rates, 2) establisha generalfacilitiescharge,and 3)
eliminatefacilitymaintenance rate reductions, are allbeingproposedto complywith the city's adoptedpolicies
to maintain long«term fiscalviabilityand fund solvencyfor the surfacewater management fund, maintain an

operating reserve and appropriatelymanagedebt.

1) Staffrecommendthat Councilapprove the rates in the followingtable for 2019 through2024.

Classification 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024
(Impervious Area) Current Proposed Proposed Proposed Proposed Proposed Proposed

Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate

Per Parcel $167.40 $200.88 $239.05 $247.41 $256.07 $265.04 $272.99
S‘“g‘“‘“““" -- ---
Per Parcel $167.40 $200.88 $239.05 $247.41 $256.07 $265.04 $272.99

”"”“g“‘ -- ---
Light

Per Acre $809.20 $1,138.38 $1,553.81 $1,608.19 $1,664.48 $1,722.73 $1,774.42

(Per Acre) $1,562.56 $2,042.38 $2,629.52 $2,721.55 $2,816.81 $2,915.39 $3,002.86
“°°‘e““‘“’*‘“”’ -- ---
Heavy

Per Acre $2,594.96 $3,415.12 $4,422.37 $4,577.16 $4,737.36 $4,903.16 $5,050.26

The table below summarizes annual surfacewater management fund financial impacts projectedout through
2024 based on the correspondingrevenue generatedby the proposedrate increases above.

Accounts 2020 2021

OPERATIONAL SUMMARY ‘ _—_
+ Total Oeratin Revenues $ 3,091,700 $ 3,198,800

— TotalOeration&:Maintenance $ 2,017,700 $ 2,081,200

— Total Debt $ 191,400 $ 687,100

NET REVENUE $882,600 $430,500 $427,700

CAPITAL SUMMARY 2020 2021

Start of Year Cash $ 1,199,700 $ 2,252,100

+ ConnecrionChares8:1nterestInc. $ 365,400 $ 376,100

+ TransferfromOerations $ 882,600 $ 430,500

+ Total Loan Funds $ 5,904,100 $ 912,300 E
+ Total CIAC Funds 5 » »

« Total Caita1E enses $ 6,099,700 $ 1,803,300

NET CAPITAL REVENUE $1,052,400 $ 84,400

End of Year Cash $ 2,252,100 $ 2,167,700
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2) Staffrecommendthat Councilestablisha surfacewater management generalfacilitiescharge(GFC) on
new developmentand redevelopmentas shown in the table below.

T ERU Calculation G1=cCalculation .

SinleFamil Residential ERU =1 ERU X $3,500
AllNon»Single FamilyResidential ERU = ParcelImperviousArea / ERU x $3,500
Commercialand Multi—Famil 2,500

3) Staffrecommendthat Councilcontinue offeringthe rate reduction for parcelsthat operate and maintain
a private surfacewater facilityin 2019,but eliminatethe reduction in 2020. Eliminatingthis reduction
supports the implementationof the generalfacilities chargeand providesa sustainablerevenue source
for the surfacewater management fund.

FISCAL CONSIDERATION:
The recommendationsprovidedin this Council report will maintain long—termfiscalviabilityand fund solvency
for the surfacewater management fund, maintain an operating reserveand appropriatelymanage debt.
Additionally,applicablesurfacewater components of current transportationandparkscapitalprojects would
be appropriatelyfundedby the surfacewater fund. Staffwill follow Council‘sdirection receivedduring this
meeting and input the applicablerates into the City’s2019 Fee Schedulebeingpresentedto Councilfor adoption
on November19”‘.

COUNCIL GOAL/BUDGETOB| ECTIVE BEING ADDRESSED:

To implementthe Walkways and Waterways Projects.
To continue to implementa Parks Improvement Plan.
To protect and enhancethe water, air and forestenvironment.
Priority BasedBudgetingResult:A sustainable, I-lealthyEnvironment and the Preservation ofNatural
Resources.

VI. A. Surface Water Management Service Charge Analysis - Surface Water ...
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Peninsula Financial Consulting

STORMWATERGENERALFACILITYCHARGES

INTRODUCTION

This document outlines the calculation of the general facility charge, or GFC for the
City’s stormwater utilities. A GFC is also commonly referred to as a connectioncharge
or system development charge.

A GFC is a one-time charge paid by a new customer connecting to a utility system. A
GFC can include a pro-rata share of the cost of existing facilities (existing facility
component) and a pro-rata share of plarmed facilities (future facility component). The
existing facility component offsets the historical contributions from existing customers
used to acquire existing assets of bene?t to a new customer. The future facility
component is a new customer’s proportional share of the cost of capital improvements
required to serve ?iture growth and is intended to minimize the impact to existing
customers to fund the construction of growth—relatedfacilities.

OVERVIEW

The Revised Code of Washington (RCW) addresses some aspects of how a GFC should
be detennined.However, GFCs are determined primarily based on practices that have
been upheld by State courts and are consistent with industry standards (e.g. American
Water Works Association). RCW 35 .92.025, which authorizes cities and towns to charge
for connecting to a water, wastewater, or stormwater system, requires that the charge be
an equitable share of the cost of the existing system and may include up to ten years of
interest charges at a rate commensurate with the rate of interest applicable to the City at

the time of construction. RCW 57.08.005, which address connection charges for special
purpose districts, also speci?cally allows districts to charge a pro rata share of the cost of
future facilities plarmed in the next ten years. An opinion provided by Foster, Pepper,
and Shefelman, PLLC concluded that cities might also include costs of future facilities
intended to serve growth. Therefore, this analysis includes a pro rate share of planned
facilities in addition to existing facilities as part of the equitable share allowed by RCW
35.92.025.

Under RCW 57.08.005, special districts are n_ot allowed to include costs associated with
facilities that are funded from grants or donations. In 1999, the Washington State
Supreme Court ruled in the case Landmark Development, Inc. versus the City of Roy that

'

there was no implied statutory requirement that a city include an offset for grants or
donations when calculating water connection charges. Therefore, this analysis includes
the costs of all existing facilities that will bene?t future customers, regardless of how
these assets were funded.

SWMRate Analysis Council Regort Attachment — GF C Analysis Page 1
October 30, 2018
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PeninsulaFinancial Consulting

GENERAL FACILITY CHARGE DETERMINATION

The existing and plarmed facility components of the water and sewer system GFCS are
analyzed in this section.

EXISTING FACILITY COMPONENTS OF THE GFC

The pro-rata share of the original cost of existing facilities, or existing facility
component, is determined by dividing the cost of existing utility assets that will bene?t
future customers by the total square footage of impervious surface area of rate paying
stonnwater customers. The cost of existing utility infrastructure assets is estimated by
developing replacement costs for all existing assets and then de?ating these costs to the
year of installation using the Engineering News Record Construction Cost Index (CCI).
All existing assets have been assigned to the mid-year of the decade associated with the
major development in that area. Table 1 summarizes the calculation of the estimated cost

to replace all existing facilities and the estimated cost to construct these facilities in the
years they were built.

TABLE 1
Estimated

Replacement Cost

$16,953,530
$2,867,947

$142,982,46
$542,90

$6,638,160
$22,179,720

$192,164,728

Estimated
Original Cost

$9,091,038
$2,104,865

$73,276,580
$242,75

$3,936,420
$16,940,104

$105,591,761

Catch Basins

Pipes &Culverts

Dicthes &Swales

U1

Vaults

Total

The RCW allows a City to include up to ten years of accumulated interest costs in the
calculation of a GFC. This analysis in order to be as conservative as possible does not

include accumulated interest. This approach was utilized to reflect the lack of speci?c
information regarding the installation of facilities and also due to the fact that the method
used to estimate original construction can arti?cially in?ate costs as a result of more
rigorous safety practices and work place standards.

Table 2 shows the determination of the total cost of existing facilities included in the
detenninationof the existing facility component of the GFC. Note that the stonnwater
utility has no existing debt and therefore Table 2 re?ects no deduction for outstanding
debt principal.

SWMRate Analysis Council Regort Attachment — GF C Analysis Page 2
October 30, 2018
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Peninsula F inuncial Consulting

TABLE 2
Existing Facility Component Amount

Total Estimated Original Cost of Existing Assets 5 105,591,761

(-) less outstanding debt principle 3 —

Total Existing Assets 5 105,591,761

The existing facility component is determined by dividing the total cost of existing assets

from Table 2 by the total impervious surface area of customers paying monthly rates as

provided by the City of 37,159,603 square feet.

TABLE 3
Existing Facility Component

Total Costs incl. in Existing Facility Component 3 105,591,761

Total Impervious Surface Area (sq. ft.) 37,159,603

Existing Facilty GFC Component (5/Sq. ft. of ISA) 5 2.84

FUTURE FACILITY COMPONENTS OF THE GFC

A GFC may also include a pro—rata share of the cost of facilities. The future facility
component is calculated by dividing the total cost of planned capital improvement costs

by the number of bene?ting customers (or impervious surface area, ISA). Special
purpose districts are restricted to including capital improvements scheduled to occur

within ten years. The RCW is silent with regard to future facilities for cities but it is
accepted industry practice to include a 10-year forecast of improvements in GFCS for
cities. The pro rata share of the cost of future facilities is determined by dividing by the
cost of each planned improvement by the number of benefiting customers. The proposed
GFC for Kenmore does not include a future facility component. This approach was

utilized due to the fact that being a relatively new utility the City is planning on using a

combination of rate revenue and debt to fund the majority of planned projects. Therefore
customers that will pay a GFC will also be paying a pro rata share of the cost of planned
facilities through monthly stormwater fees.

SWM Rate Amilvsis Council Report Alma/mien! — GFC/l71aI\=si's' Page 3
October 30, 2018

VI. A. Surface Water Management Service Charge Analysis - Surface Water ...

Page 11 of 13



Peninsula Financial Consulting

GENERAL FACILITY CHARGES

Table 4 lists the total GFC for consideration by the City. The GFC recommended by this
analysis are consistent with the Revised Code of Washington, case law, and industry
practice. The estimated GFC is for a single—familyresidence (SFR) and is based on an

assumed impervious surface area for an average single-family residence of 2,500 square
feet. Therefore, a new SFR with 2,500 sq. ft. would be charged 2,500*(S2.84), or $7,100.

TABLE 4
General Facility Charge

Total Original Costs included in GFC S 105,591,761

Total impervious Surface Area (sq. ft.) 37,159,603

Existing Facilty GFC Component (5/Sq. ft. of ISA) 5 2.84

SWM Rate Analvsis Council Report A/lac/mien! — GFCAna]vsi.s' Page 4
October 30, 2018
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City Council Business Agenda Item
City of Kenmore, WA

5Ubj€Ct/T013103 For Council Meeting Agenda of: October 30, 2018
Presentation of 20192020 ProposedBiennial

E/llldgetsfor thisf°g°g"'1ngf“I(1:dS‘i“§faC_eE/“gr Departments: Finance and Administration
?Il21gClTlEnt UH , VVRIIIPr€e asln Un , - ,

PublicWorks ShopFund, and Equipment 113/11:::':g::Jr:?:h::§;;:%:;:;_Surface Water Program

ReplacementFund

Prepared by: JoanneGregory, Finance and
Administration Director

Initial EstDate
Proposed Council Aetion/Motion: Approved by Department Head: ?g gg13;“
Presentation of 20192020 ProposedBiennial Approved by City Attorney;
Budgetsfor the followingfunds: Surface Water Approved by Finance Director; , , 10'‘U,’
Management Fund, Swamp Creek Basin Fund, Approved by City Manager: 9..
Public Works ShopFund, and Equipment
ReplacementFund Exhibits/Attachments:

Presentation to be uploadedby October 26, 2018

INFORMATION/BACKGROUND:

The 20l9«202O proposedbiennial budget discussions will continue with presentations for the followingfunds:
Surface Water Management Fund, Swamp Creek Basin Fund, Public Works Shop Fund, and Equipment
ReplacementFund. A power/point and staff presentation will be provided.

FISCAL CONSIDERATION:

The 2019«2020 preliminarybudgetbook includes Department and Fund budget details for the following:

Surface Water Management Fund page 193
Swamp Creek Basin Fund page 202
PublicWorks ShopFund page 191
Equipment ReplacementFund page 204

i:\admin & ?nance\budget\2019-2020\counciI agenda items and presentaiions\ab dept budget pres act 30.docx
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