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AN ORDINANCE&! ]~1r§z i;

ADOPTING THE SANITARY SEWER CAPITAL
IMPROVEMENTS PLAN AND IMPACT FEE RATE SCHEDULE
BOTH 1IN ACCORDANCE WITH CHAPTER 395 OF ILIOCAL
GOVERNMENT CODE, VERNON'’S TEXAS CODES
ANNOTATED.

* * * * * *

WHEREAS, the City of San Antonio is authorized by Chapter 395 of
the Local Government Code, Vernon’s Texas Codes Annotated,
(hereinafter referred to as the Local Government Code) to enact
impact fees to finance capital improvements required by new
development; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Chapter 395 of the Local Government
Code, on August 10, 1989, after a duly publicized public hearing,
the City adopted a Land Use Assumptions document projecting levels
of new development to occur within the City 1limits and
extraterritorial jurisdiction over a ten year period from 1988 to
1998; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Chapter 395 of the Local Government
Code, on May 10, 1990, after a duly publicized public hearing, the
City designated the service areas to be used to develop a capital
improvement plan for sanitary sewer facilities, and adopted an
amendment to the Land Use Assumptions document clarifying certain
forecasting assumptions; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Chapter 395 of the Local Government
Code, the City has prepared a capital improvement plan and impact
fee rate schedule for sanitary sewer facilities to provide service
to new development within designated service areas; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission on June 13, 1990, by resolution
recommended to the City Council that the capital improvement plan
and impact fee rate schedule be approved; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Chapter 395 of the Local Government
Code, the City Council duly publicized and held a public hearing
June 14, 1990, on the proposed capital improvement plan and impact
fee rate schedule for sanitary sewer facilities; and

WHEREAS, immediately upon adoption of such capital improvements
plan for water service facilities, the Council has directed staff
to commence an action plan for updating the City’s impact fee
program; and

WHEREAS, the Council directed staff to commence such an action plan
for numerous reasons including the following:

- the City of San Antonio has an opportunity to assess
the cost of new development to those that benefit from
it;



¢ @

- the rate payers in San Antonio are struggling to meet
costs to provide basic services to our city;

- responsible growth in San Antonio is more 1likely to
occur when an accurate assessment of cost is
identified and charged; NOW THEREFORE:

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO:

SECTION 1. The Sanitary Sewer Capital Improvements Plan given at
Attachment I is hereby adopted and incorporated herein for all
purposes.

SECTION 2. The impact fee rate schedule for sanitary sewer
facilities given at Attachment II is hereby and incorporated herein
for all purposes.

SECTION 3. The accurate assessment of impact fees necessarily
includes the cost of surface water attributable to new development.
It is the City Council’s intent to see the cost of Applewhite
atttributable to new development included in future impact fee
calculations.

SECTION 4. Council calls for further work by staff to develop new
land use assumptions and update capital improvement plans so fees
reflect all eligible costs. The staff is directed to establish a
calendar to provide for a public hearing on land use assumptions on
or about September 1990 and for a public hearing on Capital
Improvement Plans and new fees on or about January 1991.

SECTION 5. Should any article, Section, Part, Paragraph, Sentence,
Phrase, Clause or word of this Ordinance, for any reason, be held
illegal, inoperative or invalid, or if, any exception to or
limitation wupon any general provision herein contained be held
unconstitutional or invalid or ineffective, the remainder shall,
nevertheless, stand effective and valid as if it had been enacted
and ordained without the portion held to be unconstitutional or
invalid or ineffective.

PASSED AND APPROVED this /% L day of wa , 10 .
7

ATTEST: /

City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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Section 1
INTRODUCTION

PURPOSE

This document represents the City of San Antonio’s Sanitary Sewer Capital
Improvements Plan developed to comply with the State of Texas impact fees statute. It
contains data on the capital project costs necessitated by and attributable to the
wastewater collection and treatment infrastructure needs of new development and sets
the maximum impact fee rates which may be assessed and collected by the City of San
Antonio.

The goal of this proposed impact fees program is to maintain the current sewer platting
fee rate structure until the wastewater master plan can be thoroughly updated and a
more comprehensive wastewater capital improvements plan subsequently prepared. No
recommendation for adjustment of the current sewer platting fee rate is warranted until
a comprehensive update to the wastewater master plan is accomplished.

BACKGROUND

In May 1987, the Texas Legislature enacted Senate Bill 336, codified as Chapter 395 of
the Local Government Code, Vernon’s Texas Codes Annotated, which relates to the
financing of capital improvements required by new development in political sub-
divisions. Specifically, this statute sets forth a process which political subdivisions must
follow in order to impose legally authorized impact fees as a means to fund, or recoup
the costs of, capital improvements necessitated by and attributable to new development.
In addition to wastewater infrastructure, the statute permits the establishment of impact
fees for infrastructure associated with water systems, drainage facilities, and roadways.
The City of San Antonio is proceeding only to develop impact fees for wastewater
capital improvements. The City Water Board of Trustees is developing the city’s
capital improvements plan for water separately from this Sanitary Sewer Capital
Improvements Plan.

To oversee the impact fees establishment process as required by the statute, the City
Council appointed a Capital Improvements Advisory Committee. This committee has
worked closely with city staff in the preparation of all impact fee documentation
required by the statute.

On August 10, 1989, the San Antonio City Council approved a set of Land Use
Assumptions. This was the impact fee statute’s required first step toward compliance.
The Land Use Assumptions represent a description of changes in projected water and
wastewater demand over a 10 year period (1988 to 1998) within the corporate limits
and extraterritorial jurisdiction (ETJ) of the City of San Antonio. The Land Use
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Assumptions include projections of changes in land uses, densities, intensities and
population over the 10-year period (1988 to 1998).

As required by the statute, this Sanitary Sewer Capital Improvements Plan has been
prepared based directly on the planning data and wastewater demand projections pro-
vided in the approved Land Use Assumptions for the wastewater service area defined
in the same Land Use Assumptions.

SCOPE OF THE SSCIP

This SSCIP is designed to meet the specific requirements of Section 395.014 of the
Local Government Code, which sets forth the required contents of an impact fees
capital improvements plan. This plan has been prepared by a qualified professional
engineer licensed in the State of Texas. The capital improvements described are
necessitated by and attributable to the needs for wastewater service within the city’s
Impact Fee Planning Area (IFPA), which includes the area within the city’s corporate
limits and ETJ less that area within the jurisdiction of other political subdivisions, other
wastewater utilities, and all military installations. Two impact fee service areas are
specifically set forth in this plan: Inside the Regional Agent Boundary (IRAB) and
Outside the Regional Agent Boundary (ORAB). The required capital improvements in
each service area are delineated.

Section 2 of the SSCIP, "Sewerage Inventory", meets the requirements of Section
395.014(a)(1) by providing a description of the existing sewerage system within the two
service areas, along with the estimated capital costs to enable the existing system to
meet current needs and regulatory requirements (Appendix A).

Section 3 of the SSCIP, "Analysis of Total Capacity", meets the requirements of Section
395.014(a)(2) by providing a description of the total wastewater collection and treat-
ment system capacity, the level of current usage, and current commitments of capacity
for existing infrastructure.

Section 4 of the SSCIP, "Usage Table", meets the requirements of Section
395.014(a)(4). A definitive table is presented that accomplishes two purposes. The
Usage Table presents the quantity of use, consumption, generation, or discharge in
terms of EDU’s per gross acre or service units for each category of capital improve-
ment which is expressed as a demand level. The Usage Table also presents an equiva-
lency or conversion table establishing the ratio of EDU’s or service units to various
types of land uses, including residential, commercial, and industrial.

Section 5 of the SSCIP, "Total Projected Service Units", meets the requirements of
Section 395.014(a)(5) by describing the number of projected new EDU’s and resulting
wastewater flows, as derived from the approved Land Use Assumptions, within the two
service areas, up to the year 1998.
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Section 6 of the SSCIP, "Required Capital Improvements and Maximum Allowable
Impact Fee", meets the requirements of Sections 395.014(a)(3) and 395.014(a)(6),
respectively, by describing the capital improvements necessitated by and attributable to
the new wastewater demand described in Section 5, along with the cost of such
improvements. These descriptions and costs are broken down by the capital improve-
ment categories of treatment and collection and are further identified by their location
in the IRAB or ORAB service areas. This section will also describe the maximum fee

per EDU allowable in accordance with the required calculation given of Section
395.015.

METHODOLOGY

The following discussion and formulas provide the City of San Antonio’s methodology

for calculating the maximum allowed impact fee per service unit for each service area
(ORAB or IRAB).

. The first step is to determine a unit of wastewater service. This has been
accomplished by defining an Equivalent Dwelling Unit (EDU) as the
unitary measure of wastewater flow and measure by which an impact fee
would be assessed. The City has completed this task in the approved
Land Use Assumptions (LUA). In the LUA, one EDU equates to 375
gallons per day average wastewater flow and 750 gallons per day peak
wastewater flow.

. The next step is to establish a projection of wastewater demand
expressed in terms of EDU’s for the IFPA and divided between the
service areas IRAB and ORAB. This step was also accomplished with
the approval of the LUA. The LUA projected 72,202 new EDU’s to de-
velop in the IFPA over the period of 1988 to 1998.

. The final step is to determine the maximum wastewater impact fees that
may be charged. The formula for computation of the maximum
allowable impact fees is:

Total Recoverable Costs

= $/EDU (Maximum Fee)
Total Projected New EDU’s

Where: Cost of New Projects to Serve New Development
+ Value of Existing Facilities to Serve New Development

= Total Recoverable Costs
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NEW PROJECTS

Projects have been identified from the Wastewater Management Department’s capital
improvements program which will expand the capacity of the sewerage system to
enable it to serve new development. The total dollar value of these projects was
estimated and is presented in Section 6. The impact fee statute permits inclusion of
these costs in the calculation of the maximum allowable impact fee.

EXISTING FACILITIES

To include the cost of existing collection facilities with capacity to serve new develop-
ment among those eligible for recoupment under impact fees, the following steps must
be taken:

. First, estimate the value of equity the City owns in the existing collection
system:

Total Value of Existing Facilities
- Grant funding contributions

- Debt-financed costs
- Developer contributions

= City’s Equity in the Existing System

. Secondly, determine what percentage of the current collection system is
excess and available to serve new development. In this SSCIP, the City
shall use the percentage of excess capacity at the three principal treat-
ment plants as a guide to this determination. Calculation of the actual
value of the existing excess collection system capacity is discussed in
detail in Section 6 of this SSCIP.

. Finally, the City will by explicit policy adjust the value of the existing
system excess capacity to partially account for the capital expenditure
debt service contribution of monthly rates to ensure that the maximum
allowable fee is consistent with the current sewer platting fee rates.
Calculation of this adjustment will be shown in Section 6 of this SSCIP.
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Section 2

SEWERAGE SYSTEM INVENTORY

This section provides the sewerage inventory portion of the Sanitary Sewer Capital
Improvements Plan. The existing sewerage system of San Antonio is depicted on the
map shown in Figure 1.

The existing system consists of the following components:

Approximately 3,800 miles of pipe
Approximately 50,000 manholes

105 pump stations

The Dos Rios Wastewater Treatment Plant
The Leon Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant
The Salado Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant

. » . & & »

The total estimated capital required to upgrade, update, improve, expand, or replace
the existing improvements to meet existing needs and usage and stricter safety, effi-
ciency, environmental, or regulatory standards is $106.5 million, with $63.6 million
required for the IRAB service area, $36.3 million required for the ORAB service area,
and $6.5 million required for projects serving both service areas. A detailed breakdown
of this cost is given in Appendix A.
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Section 3

ANALYSIS OF TOTAL CAPACITY

This section provides the analysis of total capacity, current level of usage, and commit-
ments for usage of the existing capital improvements. In general the method or
approach taken to arrive at a system capacity was based on the assumption that the
overall system capacity is limited by the treatment capacity. Therefore the treatment
capacity determines the capacity of the San Antonio sewerage system.

EXISTING CAPACITY

The existing average capacity of the San Antonio treatment plants is given below.

. Dos Rios Wastewater Treatment Plant--83 mgd
. Leon Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant--36 mgd
. Salado Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant--35 mgd

The total system capacity is therefore 154 mgd.

CURRENT LEVEL OF USAGE

The current level of usage, or current flow of the existing system was determined as the
arithmetic mean of the average monthly flows for the period from March 1989 to
March 1990. The current flow for the three treatment plants in the system are given
below.

. Dos Rios Wastewater Treatment Plant--73.9 mgd
. Leon Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant--22.4 mgd
. Salado Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant--29.3 mgd

The total current flow therefore is 125.6 mgd, or 81.6 percent of the existing capacity is
utilized.
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SAN ANTONIO SEWERAGE INVENTORY
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Section 4

USAGE TABLE

This section presents a definitive table that accomplishes two purposes as required by
Section 395.01(a)(4) of the Local Government Code. The Usage Table presents the
quantity of use, consumption, generation, or discharge in terms of EDU’s per gross acre
or service units for each category of capital improvement which is expressed as a

Table 1
USAGE TABLE
Demand Level Demand (EDUj/acre) Land Use
0 - None 0 EX - Extractive Industrial
0 - None 0 RS - Restricted Open Space
0 - None 0 IC - Incidental Open Space
0 - None 0 WT - Water
0 - None 0 AG - Agricultural
0 - None 0 RW - Rights-of-Way
0 - None 0 PL - Parking
0 - None 0 VC - Vacant
0 - None 0 DI - Dispersed Residential
1-Low 2.8 SD - Subdivision
1-Low 2.8 CC - Commercial
1-Low 2.8 CR - Cultural/Recreational
1-Low 2.8 LT - Light Industrial
1- Low 2.8 PK - Parks
2 - Medium 5.0 MH - Mobile Homes
2 - Medium 5.0 OF - Oftice/Financial
2 - Medium 5.0 MX - Mixed Use
2 - Medium 5.0 ML - Military Services
3 - High 9.0 MF - Multi-Family Residential
3 - High 9.0 HM - Hotel/Motel
3 - High 9.0 HYV - Heavy Industrial
3 - High 9.0 IN - Institutional Services
SANRS5/078.51 4-1



demand level. The Usage Table also presents an equivalency or conversion table
establishing the ratio of EDU’s or service units to various types of land uses, including
residential, commercial, and industrial.

This table will not be used as a basis for calculating or otherwise assessing an impact

fee for any development. The procedures set forth in the Unified Development Code
will be used exclusively to determine and assess an impact fee for a given development.
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Section 5

TOTAL PROJECTED SERVICE UNITS

This section provides an analysis of the future sewerage system demand. The projected
demand is given in terms of EDU’s, or the flow generated by an equivalent dwelling
unit. An EDU equates to 750 gallons per day peak flow for collection system projec-
tions, and 375 gallons per day average flow for wastewater treatment plant projections.
The total projected service units are presented in three sections below:

. Total Projected Demand
. EDU’s in Other Jurisdictions
. Total Projected Service Units

TOTAL PROJECTED DEMAND

A breakdown of the total projected demand is presented in Table 2. The flows
indicated in Table 1 were derived from the Land Use Assumptions. The number of
EDU’s in each sub-basin can be converted into flows by multiplying each EDU by 375
gallons per day, which is the established average flow rate per EDU in the LUA.

Table 2
PROJECTED EDU’s BY WATERSHED

Watershed Projected EDU’s
Salado Creek 23,828.0
San Antonio River 12,953.6
Leon Creek 29,237.6
Medina River 2,704.0
Medio Creek 4,508.0
Calaveras Creek 2,704.8
TOTAL 75,936.8

The total projected increase in wastewater flow for the IFPA, including other
jurisdictions is therefore:

75,937 x 375 gpd/EDU = 28.48 mgd
This total does not include EDU’s/flow projections for areas served by other waste-

water utilities (Lackland City Water Company, San Antonio River Authority, Cibolo
Creek Municipal Authority), but does include flow contributions from other municipal
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jurisdictions such as Helotes or Shavano Park which are served by the San Antonio
wastewater system and must be excluded from the impact fee calculation. An
evaluation of the exclusions is presented below.

EDU’s IN OTHER JURISDICTIONS

This total projected demand must be reduced to account for projected EDU’s in other
jurisdictions served by the San Antonio sewerage system, but outside the impact fee
jurisdiction of the City. An impact fee cannot be charged by the City of San Antonio in
these jurisdictions. A summary of the total EDU’s projected for these jurisdictions is
given in Table 3, with the total non-San Antonio EDU’s projected to be 3,735.4.

Table 3
EDU’s IN OTHER JURISDICTIONS
Jurisdiction Projected EDU’s
Grey Forest 0.0
Helotes 128.8
Shavano Park 1,159.2
Hollywood Park 257.6
Hill Country Village 0.0
Windcrest 386.4
Kirby 257.6
Camp Bullis 0.0
Ft. Sam Houston 128.8
Terrell Hills 0.0
Alamo Heights 0.0
Olmos Park 0.0
Castle Hills 0.0
Leon Valley 128.8
Balcones Heights 128.8
San Antonio MUD #1 257.6
Brooks AFB 128.8
Lackland AFB 257.8
Kelly AFB 515.2

TOTAL Non-San Antonio 3,735.4

TOTAL PROJECTED SERVICE UNITS

Deducting the EDU’s in other jurisdictions from the total EDU’s projected for the
sewerage system results in 72,201.4 new EDU’s that are projected to be served by the
San Antonio wastewater system in the IFSA.
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Section 6

REQUIRED CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS AND THE
MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE IMPACT FEES

This section presents the capital improvements required to provide service to projected
new EDU’s in the two service areas (IRAB and ORAB), and calculation of the
maximum allowable impact fee based on the cost of these capital improvements and
the value of the reserve capacity in the existing system as adjusted according to the
methodology given in Section 1. The methodology to be used in establishing the
maximum allowable impact fees will correspond to the description given in Section 1.

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

A total of 18 capital improvement projects have been identified as required to meet the
future demand presented in Sections 4 and 5. Table 4 presents the list of projects and
their associated cost. All 18 projects are identified on Figure 2, New Sewerage Capital
Projects. Their location relative to the regional agent boundary (RAB) is also shown.

Of the 18 projects presented, 16 are collection system projects with a total cost of
$5,366,000. Two of the projects are for additional wastewater treatment capacity with
a total cost of $20,383,000. The total capital project cost attributable to new
development that is expected to be recovered through impact fees is $25,749,000.

EQUITY IN THE EXISTING SYSTEM

The existing wastewater facilities have excess capacity that may be used to serve new
development. The first step in assessing a cost attributable to new development is to
determine the equity in the existing system. The equity analysis of the existing
collection and treatment components of the wastewater system is given in Table 5. The
equity in the collection components of the system is $150,539,199. The equity in the
treatment components of the system is $36,395,028, however, the City has elected to
not include treatment system equity in calculating impact fees and further calculations
will only include collection system equity.

EXISTING EXCESS COLLECTION SYSTEM CAPACITY VALUE

To set the maximum collection fee component for the IRAB and ORAB service areas,
a value for the available existing excess collection system capacity needs to be
established for each. The values are determined based upon the proportion of new
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IRAB and ORAB EDU’s to the potential EDU capacity of the current city sewer
system.

. Potential EDU capacity of current system:

154 MGD (Capacity of 3 principal treatment plants)
/ 375 gallons per EDU

= 410,667 EDU’s
. Proportion of new EDU’s to current system potential EDU capacity:

IRAB = 45,025 / 410,667 = 10.96%
ORAB = 27,177 / 410,667 = 6.62%

. Value of existing excess capacity is determined as follows:
Net Value of Collection System: $150.54 M
New IRAB EDU’s to Current Capacity Ratio: x _ 10.96%

Value of IRAB Existing Excess Collection Capacity:  § 16.50 M

Net value of Collection System: $150.54 M
New ORAB EDU’s to Current Capacity Ratio: x _ 6.62%

Value of ORAB Existing Excess Collection Capacity: $ 9.96 M

. Gross values are then adjusted based upon a policy to account for
contributions to sewer system capital expenditure debt service by monthly
sewer rate payers; this policy will be reviewed with every future iteration
of the capital improvements plan:

Gross Value of IRAB Collection Capacity: $16.504 M

Debt Service Contribution Adjustment - 7948 M

Net Value of IRAB Collection Capacity: $ 8556 M

Gross Value of ORAB Collection Capacity: $ 9.962 M

Debt Service Contribution Adjustment: - 6964 M

Net Value of ORAB Collection Capacity: $ 2998 M
SANRS5/080.51 6-2



SANR5/080.51

MAXIMUM IRAB IMPACT FEE CALCULATION

Existing Collection Capacity: $ 8556M

New Collection Systems: + 2250 M
Total IRAB Capital Costs: $ 10.806 M
Number of New IRAB EDU’s: / 45,025
Maximum IRAB Impact Fee: $240.00 per EDU

MAXIMUM ORAB IMPACT FEE CALCULATION

Existing Collection Capacity: $ 2998 M

New Collection Systems: + 3.126 M
Total ORAB Collection Capital Costs: $ 6124M
Number of New ORAB EDU’s: /27,177
Maximum ORAB Collection Impact Fee: $225.00 per EDU

(rounded off to
nearest dollar)

ORAB Treatment Capital Costs:

- 27,177 x 375 gallons per EDU = 10.19 MGD
- 10.19 MGD x $2.00 per gallon = $20.383 M

Maximum ORAB Treatment Impact Fee:

- $20.383 M / 27,177 New EDU’s = $750.00 per EDU
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Table 4

NEW SEWERAGE CAPITAL PROJECTS

Project Project

No. Project Name _Cost

1 Alamodome Outfall® 1,000,000

2 Braunig Lake Industrial Park Outfall® 920,000

3 Camp Bullis Oversizing® 449,550

4 French Creek Outfall Ph. III° 145,000

5 Huesta Creek Outfall® 88,000

6 Interpark Unit II & III San. Swr. Main® 90,000

7 Inwood Subdivision Outfall® 405,240

8 La Canterra On-Site/Oversize® 75,210

9 Leon Springs Elem. School Outfall® 32,000

10 Meadowood Acres® 927,000

11 Mission Del Lago/Pleasanton Road? 200,000

12 Schaefer/Hausman Subdivision® 200,000

13 Southwest 1.S.D. Middle School® 65,000

14 Standard Industries Outfall® 500,000

15 Woller Creek?® 211,000
16 Woodland Hills® 68,000
SUBTOTAL FOR: COLLECTION 5,376,000

17 Northeast Water Factory® (5 MGD) 10,191,500

18 Leon Creek Watershed Treatment System 10,191,500
Improvements®(5MGD)
SUBTOTAL FOR: TREATMENT 20,383,02(1 )

TOTAL: 25,759,000

Inside Regional Agent Boundary (IRAB)
®Outside Regional Agent Boundary (ORAB)

SANRS5/081.51
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Appendix A

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS PROGRAM BUDGET



CITY OF SAN ANTONIOQ
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS PROGRAM BUDGET
May 11, 1990

/7 BUDGET SUMMARY //

FISCAL YEARS B9/90 THROUGH 95796

FUND  SERVICE

TYPE AREA TYPE PROJECT NAME FY 89/90 FY 90/91 FY ?1/92 FY 92/93 FY 93794 FY 94795 FY 95/96
] 52-009 [BOTH  |General |Edwards Recharge Zone Pipe Monitoring i 0.00 | 2,000,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | o}
= 52-009 {8OTH  {General |Manhole Rehab,, Contracts 1-5 | 4,471,000.08 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | o
**+* SUBTOTAL FOR SERVICE AREA BOTH | 4,471,000.00 | 2,000,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 § 6.00 | [
52-002 |IRAB  |General |36th st & Bangor Ave Relief Line | 25,000.00 | 200,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0|
52-002 [IRAB  |General |Aband. Cadillac L.S. | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 185,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0|
52-002 |IRAB  |General |aband. Oak Bluff L.5. | 0.00 | 75,000.00 | 8.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0}
52-002 {IRAB  |General [Flame & Amber St. Relief i 0.06 | 0.06 | 122,000.00 | 0.06 § 0.00 | 0.00 | ol
52-002 |IRAB  |General IFree & Part. Prog. (Single Cust Ext) t 500,000.00 | 500,000.00 | 500,000.00 | 500,000.00 | 500,000.00 | 500,000.00 | 500,000
52-002 |IRAB  |General |Northside Lift Stations Elim. i 178,250.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | g.00 | 0.00 0
52-002 |1RAB  [General |Northwest Lift Stations Elim. | 84,185.00 | ¢.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 0
52-002 [IRAS  |General [Pleasanton Road Outfalt ] 100,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 o
52-003 [IRAB  |General JHolding Tanks | 30,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 0
52-003 |IRAB  |General jJones-Maltsberger Middle School ] 20,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 6.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 0
52-009 |IRAB  |General |Brackenridge Pk Relief Ln/St. Mary’s | 27,995.00 | 255,000.00 | 6.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 0
52-009 |IRAB  {General |Camelot Rehsbilitation | 0.00 | 1,000,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 0
52-009 |1RA8  |General [Cutberson-Cupples Rehabilitation i 50,000.00 | 295,230.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 0
52-009 [IRAB  |General |Dogwood Reconstruction ] 0.00 | 631,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 6.00 | 0.00 0
52-009 [IRAB  |General |East Terrell Hitls Rehabilitation | 0.00 | 500,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.60 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0
$2-609 |IRAB  {General |€ast Vitlage Rebabilitation | 0.00 {  500,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0
52-009 |IRAB  [General |Eteanor Relocation | 0.00 | 50,000.00 | 566,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | ¢
52-009 [IRAB  [General |Hitlerest Park Rehabititation | 0.00 | 500,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 { 0.00 | 6.00 | 0
52-009 [IRAB  [General |Hot Wells Ares Rehabititation | 50,000.00 | 450,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0
52-009 {IRAB  |General |Lincolnshire Rehabilitation | 0.00 | 893,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 1| 0
52-009 |IRAB  |General |North Alamo Heights Rehabilitation | 0.00 | 1,000,000.00 | 0.00 | 6.90 | 0.00 | 0.00 ] 0
52-009 |IRA8  [General |Northeast Service Center-SMEC | 180,000.00 | 1,720,008.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0
52-009 [IRAR  |Gemeral [Northwest Relief Main | 0.00 |  100,000.00 | 1,000,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | o
52-009 [IRAB  |General |0ld Salado Creek OQutfall Rehab | 929,930.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 } 0.00 | 0
52-009 {I1RAB  |Generat lotd Salado Creek Siphon Rehab | 0.00 | 3,500,000.06 | 1,000,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0
52-009 |1RAB  |General |otmos Park Terrace Rehab. Ph. 11 | 0.00 | 303,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0
52-009 |IRAE  |General iPark village Rehabilitation | 0.00 | 500,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 § o
52-009 |IRAB  |General {salado Creek at Robard St (42') | 4,00 | 1,000,000.00 | 0.00 | 0,00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0
52-009 |IRAB  {General {8ix Mile Creek Siphons Rehab/Stinson | 0.00 | 2,000,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 } .00 | 0




FUND  SERVICE

TYPE AREA TYPE PROJECT NAME FY 89/90 FY 90/91 FY 91792 FY 92/93 FY 93/94 FY 94795 FY 95796
52-009 JIRAB  {General |Stonewall-Ferndale Rehabilitation | 101,000.00 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 6.00 | 0.00 | o
52-009 IRA8  ]General {Wastewtr Fac Imp Cat 4, Pckg E,5 Proj | 0.00 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.09 | 0
52-009 |IRA8  |General |Mastewtr Fac Imp Cat 4, Pckg 4 | 0.00 0.00 0.00 | 6.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0
52-009 {IRAB  |General |Woodlawn Ares Rehab., Phase [ | 6.00 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 ¢ 0.0 | 6.00 | ]
52-009 [IRAE  |General {Woodlewn Area Rehab., Phase 111 [ 5.00 330,000.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 8
52-009 [IRAB  |Unsewered |Area 117/River Osks, Ph. I | 0.00 0.00 | 1,875,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0
52-009 [IRAB  jUnsewered |Area 117/River Qaks, Ph. I1 | 0.60 0.00 0.00 | 1,000,000.00 | 0.00 | 0,00 | 0
52-009 {IRAB  |Unsewered {Area 130/Espada, Ph. | | 6.00 217,000.00 0.00 | 6.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0
52-009 |IRAB  |Unsewered |Area 130/Espada, Ph. I1 ] 0.00 0.00 121,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 6.00 { 0
52-009 [IRAB  |Unsewered JArea 132/Nickle & Dime i 0.00 290,000.00 .00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0
52-009 |IRAB  JUnsewered {Area 133/Robard ] 25,000.00 392,000.00 § 40,000.00 | 40,000.00 | 6.00 | 0.00 | 0
52-009 {IRA8  |unsewered Jarea 135/South Presa | 0.00 | 20,000.00 |  61,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0
52-009 |IRAB  |Unsewered |Area 46/Lockhill East | 0.00 | 100,000.00 | 50,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | ]
52-009 [IRAR  |Unsewered |Area 64/Shady Oaks, Ph. IV |  800,000.00 |  300,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 9
52-009 |IRAB  Unsewered |Area 65/Moodlawn Manor, Ph. | | 0.00 | 0.00 | 964,000.00 | 0.00 | 6.00 | 0.00 | 0
52-009 [IRAB  |Unsewered jArea &5/Woodlawn Manor, Ph. 1} | 6.00 | 0.00 | 500,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | o]
52-009 [1RAB  junsewered |Area 66/0akland Estates Ph. 1V | 0.00 | 204,000.00 | 2,426,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.080 | 6.00 | 0|
52-009 [IRAB  {Unsewered |Area 66/Dakland Estates Ph, v | 0.00 | 380,000.00 | 1,620,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | [
52-009 |IRAB  lunsewered Area 68/Hilts & Dales, Ph. 111 | 0.00 | 500,000.00 | 1,000,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0|
52-009 {tRAB  [Unsewered |Area 68/Hills & Dales, Ph. IV | c.oa | 0.00 0.00 } 1,300,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.0¢ | 0|
52-009 [1RAB (W W TP {Assured Power Source for 3 Regional Plants | 0.00 | 1,500,000.00 | 0.00 | 6.00 | 6.00 | 0.00 | o
S2-009 [1RAB (W W T P [Composting Facility | 0.00 | 200,000.00 | 3,000,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 04
52-009 |IRAB jw W TP lLeon Bar Screen Replacement | 0.00 | 200,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | o}
52-009 [IRABR  |ww TP Jteon Creek WWTP HCL Facility | 0.00 | 96,400.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.90 | ¢.00 | g |
52-009 |IRAB W W 1 P |teon/Satade Belt Press Repair | 0.00 | 750,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.06 | o |
52-009 [IRAR  [W W T P jLeon/Salado Electrical Erhancements | 0.00 | 100,000.00 | 0.00 | 6.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0
$2-009 [IRAB  [u W T P {Leon/Satado Landscaping(Plant Maint.) i 30,000.06 |  869,870.00 |  300,000.00 |  300,006.00 {  300,000.00 |  300,000.00 | 0
52-009 |tRAB W W TP jLeon/Salado Primary Clarifier Rehab | 0.00 | 1,000,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0
52-009 |IRAB {w W T P Jleon/Salado Vacuum Assist. Sludge Sys. Rehab | 0.00 { 75,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | o}
S2-009 [IRAB  fW W TP {Mitchell Lake Rehabilitation Ph. I | 2,970,000.00 | 3,000,000.00 | 3,000,000.00 } 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0}
$2-009 [IRAB [W W TP |Rilling Road Treatment Plant | 500,000.00 | 2,000,000.00 | 2,000,000.00 ] 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 01
52-009 [IRAB W W T P {Salado CL2 Facility Safety Upgrade | 0.00 | 300,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 § 0.00 | 0.00 | 0|
52-009 [IRAB W W i1P |Satado Process Blower Rehabiiitation | 6.00 | 164,150.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 6.00 | 0.00 | o
52-009 {IRAB  [w ¥ T P {Salado/Leon Grounds Upgrade i 0.00 | 500,000.00 |  440,000.00 | 0.00 } 0.00 | 0.00 | 0
52-009 |I1RAB  jw W I P {Storage Facitity for 3 Spare Package WWIP's | ¢.00 | 50,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | [}
52-009 [1RAB  jww TP {Treatmant Plant Modifications | 0.00 } 0.00 | 500,000.00 | $00,000.00 | 500,000.00 | 0.00 | 0]
%% SUBTOTAL FOR SERVICE AREA IRAB | 6.601,360.00 | 29,508,650.00 | 21,085,000.00 | 3,825,000.00 | 1,300,000.00 |  800,000.00 | 500,000 §
52-003 [ORAB  |General |Camp Butiis Oversizing | 449,550.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 6.00 | 0.00 | [
52-003 [ORAB  |General | inwood Subdivision | 405,244.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | [
52-003 |ORAB  |Generat |Mud Creek Outfall Sewer Project | 976,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 180,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | L
$2-003 {ORAB  |Genmerat |Reimurse Cedar Ck Corp/Tezel Plaza | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | ¢ |
52-003 |ORAB  |General |saratoga Properties | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 1,000,000.00 | 0.00 | a1
52-009 |ORAB  |Generat |Texss Research Park | 0.00 | 6.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0}



FUND  SERVICE
TYPE AREA TYPE PROJECT NAME FY 89/90 FY 90791 FY 91792 FY 92793 FY 93794 FY 94795 FY 95/96
52-009 [ORAB  [W W TP [Air Force Village i1 Treatment Plant i 225,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0
52-009 {ORA8 [W W T P [Dos Rios Bett Press Repair ] 0.00 | 1,500,000.00 | .00 | 0.00 0.96 | 0.00 0
52-009 |[ORA8 W W T P |oos Rios CL2 Facility Structural Enhancments ] 0.00 | 100,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0
52-009 jORAB |W W TP |dos Rios Digester Gas to Energy | 0.00 | 3,616,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0
52-009 [ORAB (W W TP |pos Ries Distributed Control System | 133,920.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 0,00 | 0.00 | 0
52-009 [ORAB  {W W TP [Dos Rios Instrument Air Lmps. | 0.00 | 140,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | ]
52-009 |ORAB W W TP |bas Rios Leopold Modification | 0.00 | 100,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0|
52-009 |ORAB (W W TP {Dos Rios Odor Control Modification | 16,050,000.00 | 1,000,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0
52-009 [ORAB (W w TP |Dos Rios Site Work | D.00 |  200,000.00 | 6.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0
52-009 |ORAB  |[WW TP |0os Rios Treatment Plant/Civil Group 1 (TACR) | 209,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0

> 52-009 JORAB [w W T P [Dos Rios Treatment Plant/Civil Group 2 | 16,000.00 |  488,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0

! 52-009 |ORAB [WW TP |pos Rios Treatment Plant/Landscaping | 0.00 | 500,000.00 | 400,000.00 | 400,000.00 400,000.00 | 400,000.00 | 0
52-009 |ORAB (W w TP |Dos Rios Treatment Plant/Mech | 0.00 | 0.00 |} 2.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0
52-009 |ORAB W W TP {Dos Rios Treatment Plant/Struc. | 38,000.00 | 354,000.00 | 0.00 | 6.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0
52-009 |ORAB  |W W TP {pos Rios Underground My Cable Repair | 0.00 { 250,000.00 | 0.00 | 6.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0
52-009 |oRAB M W T P |0os Rios WWIP Contract 4A | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 6.00 | 6.00 } 0
52-009 |ORAB |W W T P |bos Rios/Leon/Salado BFP All-Weather Shetter | 9.00 | 330,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0,00 | 0.00 | 4
52-009 [ORAB  [W W T P [Dos Rios/Leon/Salado Dechlor & Phos. Removal i 0.00 |  100,000.00 } 3,150,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0
52-009 |ORAB [WW TP |Dos Rios/Leor/Salado High In-Flow Telemetry { 0.00 | 150,000.06 | 2,122,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 8|
52-009 JORAB |W W T P |[Far West Water Transfer Facility { 340,000.00 | 3,600,000.00 | 2,8060,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0|
52-009 |ORAB W W TP |Southside H.S. WWTP Standby Generator | 0.00 | 150,000.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | [

*** SUBTOTAL FOR SERVICE AREA ORAB | 12,840,714.00 | 12,578,000.00 | 8,472,000.00 | 580,000.00 |  1,400,000.00 | 400,000.00 | 0|
wAREEX  TOTALS | 23,913,074.00 | 44,086,650.00 | 29,557,000.00 | 4,405,000.00 | 2,700,000.00 | 1,200,000.00 | 500,000 |




Sanitary sewer impdct fees. Q
Sanitary sewer impact fees shall be paid prior to plat recordation.

1. Inside the regional agent boundary and inside the city limits:
$120.00 per equivalent dwelling unit

2. 1Inside the regional agent boundary and outside the city limits:
$240.00 per equivalent dwelling unit

3. Outside the regional agent boundary - treatment component:
$750.00 per equivalent dwelling unit

4. Outside the regional agent boundary - collection component:
$225.00 per equivalent dwelling unit

ATTACHMENT II
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CITY OF SAN ANTONIO

AGENDA ITEM NO. __7 -/o

To: City Council

From: Director of Wastewater Management
Copies To: File

Subject: IMPACT FEES UPDATE ACTION PIAN

Date: June 12, 1990

This memorandum transmits for your information staff’s action plan for updating
the city’s impact fee program immediately upon completion of the current impact
fee implementation effort. This plan will be discussed with the Council as part
of staff’s presentation at the June 14 impact fees public hearing.

As you will recall, the goal of the impact fee program proposed for your
consideration on the June 14 agenda is to maintain the current sewer platting fee
rate structure until the wastewater master plan can be thoroughly updated. The
attached action plan provides an outline for how staff proposes to accamplish the
wastewater master plan update in a timely manner.

A central activity in staff’s effort to update the sanitary sewer impact fees
program will be to deal with the issues of the relationship of sewerage impact fee
charges to city policy objectives in such areas as furthering econamic
development, encouraging the construction of affordable housing, and encouraging
contiguous development. Staff intends to bring to the Council a comprehensive

policy package addressing these matters.

Joé A. Aceves, P.E.
ing Director
Wastewater Management Department

Alexander E. Briseno
City Manager




o

upn
ATTACHMENT




1I.

‘ '

IMPACT FEES UPDATE ACTION PLAN
June 14, 1990

Obiective

*

Implement impact fee programs for water and sewer utilities
based upon:

- Comprehensive facilities master planning

- Understanding of impact fees' effect on other policies such as
encouragement of continguous growth, furtherance of economic
development and enhancement of affordable housing availability.

Plan represents comprehensive follow-up to the interim impact fee
programs proposed to be enacted for water and sewer to maintain
compliance with state law deadline of June 20, 1990

Background

&

State impact fees law {Senate Bill 336 - 1987) requires two-step
process, involving public hearings, to enact impact fees

First, comprehensive planning must be done to project demand for
infrastructure over a not-greater-than 10 year period

- Manifested in a Land Use Assumptions document

- Must be subjected to a City Council-conducted public hearing after
a 30-day period of public notice

Second, from Land Use Assumptions, needed additional infrastructure
must be identified with associated costs

- Manifested in a Capital Improvements Plan prepared by a registered
professional engineer in Texas

- Also must be subjected to a City Council-conducted public hearing
after a 30-day period of public notice

While technically possible to combine the two hearings under a 1989
amendment to Senate Bill 336, all it takes is one person's request in
writing to force the city to separate the two hearings

The two-step process was followed to develop the interim impact fee
programs, and must be followed again for any contemplated updates

- Our milestones for impact fees update must take into account the
time needed to publish and prepare for two public hearings
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Proposed Tasks and Milestones

x

Update Land Use Assumptions

Propose to use projection data being prepared for update to
City Water Board's (CWB} Master Plan

-- Joint committee of CWB and city staff would be established
to oversee this work

Projected date for completion (formal City Council public hearing):
September 27, 1990

Update of CWB's fee Water Capital Improvement Plan

Ongoing update of CWB Master Plan under existing contract with
Black & Veatch will be vehicle

-~ Updated Land Use Assumptions data will serve as basis

Projected date for completion (formal City Council public hearing):
January 10, 1991

Update of city’'s Sanitary Sewer Capital Improvement Plan

Parallel to the Land Use Assumptions update process, Wastewater
Management staff would begin updating present wastewater facilities
examining existing facilities on a watershed-by-watershed basis

Based on updated Land Use Assumptions and updated facilities plan,
staff would develop Capital Improvements Plan of projects to serve
projected growth

Consulting engineer would be hired to cost out proposed Capital
Improvements Plan

Staff would propose necessary revisions to extension polcies and
develop alternative capital financing methods

Projected date for completion (formal City Council public hearing}:
January 10, 1991

Continuing coordination with other affected policies at each step

Housing Master Plan development (Housing Task Force)
Strategic Initiatives for Economic Development Plan (DEED)

Annexation policy (Planning)
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CITY OF SAN ANTONIO

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING

INTERDEPARTMENT CORRESPONDENCE

TO: City Council Through the City Manager
FROM: Rebecca Quintanilla Cedillo, Director of Planning

COPIES: Joe Aceves, Acting Director Wastewater Management, Frank
Perry, Assistant Director, Department of Planning, Files

SUBJECT: PUBLIC HEARING ON, AND CONSIDERATION OF, SANITARY SEWER
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS PLAN, IMPACT FEE RATE SCHEDULE, CITY
CODE AMENDMENTS, CITY WATER BOARD CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS
PLAN, AND AMENDMENTS TO THE REGULATIONS FOR WATER SERVICE

DATE: June 6, 1990

SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

There are four ordinances proposed for City Council consideration
following a public hearing required by the state impact fees law,
Vernon‘’s Texas Code Annotated, Local Government Code, Chapter 395.
The Attachment "A" ordinance adopts the Sanitary Sewer Capital
Improvements Plan and impact fee schedule. The Attachment "B"
ordinance adopts amendments of the Unified Development Code which
establish the sanitary sewer and water facilities impact fee
programs for the City. The Attachment "C" ordinance adopts the
City Water Board Capital Improvements Plan. The Attachment “D"
ordinance adopts the City Water Board amendments to the Regulations
for Water Service which also includes the impact fee rate
schedules.

In order for the City to implement the impact fees program, all
four ordinances must be adopted. It is recommended that all four
attached ordinances be approved.

POLICY ANALYSIS

The Sanitary Sewer Capital Improvements Plan and corresponding
impact fee rate schedule (Attachment "A") has been prepared with
the participation of the Capital Improvements Advisory Committee.
This Plan was discussed with the City Council at the May 10, 1990,
regular meeting.

Since the implementation of impact fees modifies the City’s water
and sewer extension policies, amendments to the Unified Development
Code are necessary to enact both the sanitary sewer and water
impact fees programs. The Attachment "B" proposed amendments meet
this requirement. The Capital Improvements Advisory Committee
participated in the preparation of the these amendments. These
amendments by Planning Commission resolution (Attachment "E") were
approved and recommended for City Council adoption after conducting
a public hearing on June 6, 1990.
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PUBLIC HEARING ON AND CONSIDERATION OF, SANITARY SEWER CAPITAL
IMPROVEMENTS PLAN, IMPACT FEE RATE SCHEDULE, CITY CODE AMENDMENTS,
CITY WATER BOARD CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS PLAN, AND AMENDMENTS TO THE
REGULATIONS FOR WATER SERVICE

June 4, 1990

The City Water Board Capital Improvements Plan (Attachment "C") has
been prepared with the participation of the Capital Improvements
Advisory Committee and was approved by the Water Works Trustees on
April 30, 1990. This plan was discussed with the City Council and
appropriate backup material provided at a work session on April 12,
1990.

Implementation of impact fees for water services requires amending
the Regulations For Water Service to incorporate the requirements
of Chapter 395 of the Local Government Code. The Attachment "D"
amends the Regulations For Water Service to include those
requirements and also includes Schedules "0" and "P" which specify
the actual impact fee rates. The amendments were approved by
resolution (attachment "F") by the Water Works Trustees on April
30, 1990, and by the Planning Commission (attachment "E") on June
6, 1990. They were discussed with the City Council at a work
session on April 12, 1990.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

Attachment "A"™ provides the proposed sanitary sewer capital
improvements plan and impact fee rate schedule. Exhibit "E" of
Attachment "B" is revised to include the sanitary Sewer impact
fees. Attachment "C" provides the City Water Board capital
improvements plan and maximum allowable impact fees. Attachment
"D" provides the City Water Board amendments to the Regulations for
Water Service which include Schedules "O" and "P", the proposed
actual impact fee rates.

SUPPLEMEN Y C TS /f/
None. é{‘%
Rebecca Quiptanilla Cedillo
Director, partment of Planning
APPROVED:

Alexander E. Briselo
City Manager

Attachments:

"A" -~Sanitary Sewer Capital Improvements Plan

"B" -~Amendments to the Unified Development Code

wCc" -City Water Board Capital Improvements Plan

*D* -Amendments to the Regulations for Water Service
"E" -Planning Commission Resolutions

"F* -~Water Works Trustees Resolution
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SAN ANTONIO PLAMNNING COMMISSION
RESOLUTION NO. 90-06~03

RECOMMENDING TO THE CITY COUNCIL THE ADOPTION
OF THE SANITARY SEWER CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS PLAN
AND IMPACT FEE RATE SCHEDULE BOTH IN ACCORDANCE
WITH CHAPTER 395 OF ILOCAL GOVERNMENT CODE,
VERNON’S TEXAS CODES ANNOTATED.

® * & ® & *

WHEREAS, the City of San Antonio is authorized by Chapter 395 of
the Local Government Code, Vernon’s Texas Codes Annotated,
(hereinafter referred to as the Local Government Code) to enact
impact fees ¢to finance capital improvements required by new
development; and

WHEREAS, 1in accordance with Chapter 395 of the Local Government
Code, on August 10, 1989, after a duly publicized public hearing,
the City adopted a Land Use Assumptions document projecting levels
of new development to occur within the city 1limits and
extraterritorial Jjurisdiction over a ten year period from 1988 to
1998; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Chapter 395 of the Local Government
Code, on May 10, 1990, after a duly publicized public hearing, the
City designated the service areas to be used to develop a capital
improvement plan for sanitary sewer facilities, and adopted an
amendment to the Land Use Assumptions document clarifying certain
forecasting assumptions; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Chapter 395 of the Local Government
Code, the City has prepared a capital improvement plan and impact
fee rate schedule for sanitary sewer facilities to provide service
to new development within designated service areas; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a public hearing on the

proposed capital improvement plan and impact fee rate schedule for
sanitary sewer facilities; NOW THEREFORE:

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF SAN
ANTONIO:

SECTION 1. The Sanitary Sewer Capital Improvements Plan given at

Attachment I is hereby recommended for adoption by the City
Council. ' )
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SECTION 2. The impact fee rate schedule for sanitary sewver
facilities given at Attachment II is hereby recommended for
adoption by the City Council.

PASSED AND APPROVED this _13th day of June e 19 90 .
APPROVED:
th J ndon
Chai n

ATTEST:




AGENDA
ITEM
NUMBER

9 Public Hearing and Consideration of An Ordinance adopting the
City water Board Capital Improvements Plan.

10 Public Hearing and Consideration of An Ordinance adopting the
City Water Board amendments to the Regulations for Water
Service which also includes the impact fee rate schedules.

7 Public Hearing and Consideration of An ofdin&a&g adopting the
Sanitary Sewer Capital Improvements Plan and impact fee
schedule.

8 Public Hearing and consideration of An Ordinance adopting

amendments of the Unified Development Code which establishes
the sanitary sewer and water facilities impact fee programs
for the City.

THIS REVISED ORDER FOR CONSIDERATION OF THE IMPACT FEE ORDINANCES
IS NECESSARY BECAUSE THE ORDINANCE ADOPTING THE AMENDMENTS TO THE
CITY WATER BOARD REGULATIONS FOR WATER SERVICE SHOULD

PRIOR
TO THE ORDINANCE ADOPTING THE AMENDMENTS TO THE UNIFIED DEVELOPMENT
CODE.
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P.O. Box 9555
512-222-2367

230 Vargas San Antonio, Texas 78203

(512) 534-5266

To: Mayor & City Council Members
From: COPS & Metro Alliance

Date: June 14, 1990

We have attached an wupdated version of the
proposed resolution you received yesterday.

We checked with the c¢ity attorney to clean up
language.




DRAFT

BECAUSE, the City of San Antonio has an opportunity to
assess the cost of new development to those that benefit
from it; and

BECAUSE, the rate payers in San Antonio are struggling to
meet costs to provide basic services in our city; and

BECAUSE, responsible growth in San Antonio is more likely to
occur when an accurate assessment of cost is identified and
charged: Therefore be it

RESOLVED,

A) The accurate assessment of impact fees necessarily
includes the cost of surface water attributable to new
development. It is the city council's intent to see the cost
of Applewhite attributable to new development included in
future impact fee calculations.

B) Council calls for further work by staff to develop
new land use assumptions and update capital improvement
plans so fees reflect all eligible costs. The staff is
directed to establish a calendar to provide for a public
hearing on land use assumptions on or about September 1990
and for a public hearing on Capital Improvement Plans and
new fees on or about January 1991.

?Z/v/lw 2677
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