CITY OF

) R

AGENDA
CITY COUNCIL MEETING
APRIL 17, 2017 @ 7:00 P.M.

Notice is hereby given the City Council for the City of Parker will meet in a Special Meeting on
Monday, April 17, 2017 at 7:00 P.M. at the Parker City Hall, 5700 E. Parker Road, Parker,
Texas, 75002.

CALL TO ORDER - Roll Call and Determination of a Quorum

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

AMERICAN PLEDGE: | pledge allegiance to the flag of the United States of America; and
to the republic for which it stands, one nation under God, indivisible with liberty and justice
for all.

TEXAS PLEDGE: Honor the Texas flag; | pledge allegiance to thee, Texas, one state under
God, one and indivisible.

PUBLIC COMMENTS The City Council invites any person with business before the Council to speak to the
Council. No formal action may be taken on these items at this meeting. Please keep comments to 3 minutes.

CONSENT AGENDA Routine Council business. Consent Agenda is approved by a single majority vote. ltems
may be removed for open discussion by a request from a Councilmember or member of staff.

1. APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES FOR APRIL 4, 2017. [SCOTT GREY]

2. DEPARTMENT REPORTS-ANIMAL CONTROL-FEB, BUILDING-MAR, COURT-MAR,
POLICE-MAR AND WEBSITE-MAR

INDIVIDUAL CONSIDERATION ITEMS

3. 2NP PUBLIC HEARING FOR RESERVE AT SOUTHRIDGE ANNEXATION. [SHELBY]

4. CONSIDERATION AND/OR ANY APPROPRIATE ACTION ON PARKER RANCH
PHASE 2 AND 3 PRELIMINARY PLAT EXTENSION. [FLANIGAN]

5700 EAST PARKER ROAD e  PARKER, TEXAS 75002
(972) 442-6811 . 972-442-2894 FAX . WWW.PARKERTEXAS.US



5. CONSIDERATION AND/OR ANY APPROPRIATE ACTION ON RESOLUTION NO.
2017-534 AWARDING THE MOSS RIDGE ROAD DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS
PROJECT. [FLANIGAN/BIRKHOFF]

6. CONSIDERATION AND/OR ANY APPROPRIATE ACTION ON RESOLUTION NO.
2017-535 AWARDING THE SPRINGHILL ESTATES DRIVE CULVERT
REPLACEMENT PROJECT. [FLANIGAN/BIRKHOFF]

7. CONSIDERATION AND/OR ANY APPROPRIATE ACTION ON ADVERTISING
REQUEST FOR QUALIFICATIONS (RFQs) FOR AUDITOR SERVICES. [BOYD]

8. CONSIDERATION AND/OR ANY APPROPRIATE ACTION ON RESOLUTION NO.
2017-536, RELOCATING CERTAIN PORTIONS OF THE CITY WATER MAIN
ADJACENT TO PARKER ROAD. [SHELBY]

ROUTINE ITEMS

9. FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

UPDATE(S):
e PROJECTED 2017 TAX RATE PLANNING CALENDAR

e 2017 MAY EARLY VOTING PERIOD AND ELECTION DAY INFORMATION

Sunday Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Saturday
Apr 23 Apr 24 Apr 25 Apr 26 Apr 27 Apr. 28 Apr. 29
Early Voting Early Voting Early Voting Early Voting Early Voting Early Voting
8am to 5pm 8am to 5pm 8am to 5pm 8amto 7pm 8am to 5pm 8am to 5pm
Apr 30 May 1 May 2 May 3 May 4 May 5 May 6
Early Voting Early Voting Election Day
7amto 7pm 7amto 7pm 7amto 7pm
10.ADJOURN

In addition to any specifically identified Executive Sessions, Council may convene into Executive Session at any
point during the open meeting to discuss any item posted on this Agenda. The Open Meetings Act provides specific
exceptions that require that a meeting be open. Should Council elect to convene into Executive Session, those
exceptions will be specifically identified and announced. Any subsequent action, as a result of this Executive
Session, will be taken and recorded in open session.

| certify that this Notice of Meeting was posted on or before April 13, 2017 by 5:00 p.m. at the Parker City Hall, and as
a courtesy, this Agenda is also posted to the City of Parker Website at www.parkertexas.us.

Date Notice Removed Patti Scott Grey

City Secretary

The Parker City Hall is Wheelchair accessible. Sign interpretations or other special assistance for disabled attendees
must be requested 48 hours in advance by contacting the City Secretary’s Office at 972 442 6811.
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AGENDA SUBJECT

APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES FOR APRIL 4, 2017. [SCOTT GREY]

SUMMARY

Please review the attached minutes. If you have any questions, comments, and/or
corrections, please contact the City Secretary at PGrey@parkertexas.us prior to the

City Council meetin

g.
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MINUTES
CITY COUNCIL MEETING

APRIL 4, 2017

CALL TO ORDER - Roll Call and Determination of a Quorum

The Parker City Council met in a regular meeting on the above dataat Parker City Hall,
5700 E. Parker Road, Parker, Texas, 75002. y N

Mayor Z Marshall called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m: _€ouncilmembers Seott Levine
(arrived at 7:10 p.m.), Lee Pettle, Cleburne Raney, Ed Stahdndge and Patrick Taylor
were present. Mayor Marshall noted Mayor Pro TémLavme was on/r‘ﬂs way. He was
stuck in traffic. . ¥

~

P - \

Staff Present: City Administrator Jeff Flanigan, Flnanee/H R Manager Johnna Boyd, City
Secretary Patti Scott Grey, City Attorney Brandagn. Shelby, Engineer Andrew Mata, Jr.,
P.E., Police Chief Richard Brooks rand Developerl@apital Improvement AdVISOI'y
Commlttee (CIAC) Member Stephen "Steve” L. Sallman

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

AMERICAN PLEDGE: B|IIy Baﬁrc‘)‘nﬁled the pledge.

SN

TEXAS PLEDGE: Pahce Chlef Richard Brooks led the pledge.

PUBLIC COMMENTS The City Council invites any person with business before the Council to speak. No
formal action may be taken on these items at this meeting. Please keep comments to 3 minutes.

Billy Barrem 67ﬂ7 Overbrook Drive, said he had two (2) issues. First, he supported
adoptlﬁmof the Water Impact Fee. Next, he voiced his concerns and discontent with
Qnecor Electric Dellvery Company, stating in the three (3) years he has lived in Parker,
4 Texas he’has hadsmore power outages than he did the twenty (20) years he lived in
Piamy ‘Texas. Mr. Barron also said he did not feel Oncor was doing a good job of
providing power to the City of Parker.
N

CONSENT AGENDA Routine Council business. Consent Agenda is approved by a single majority vote.
ltems may be removed for open discussion by a request from a Councilmember or member of staff.

1. APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES FOR MARCH 13, 2017. [SCOTT GREY]

2. CANCEL APRIL 18, 2017 REGULAR MEETING DUE TO PARKER WOMEN’S
CLUB (PWC) CANDIDATES NIGHT FORUM AND SET SPECIAL MEETING FOR
APRIL 17, 2017. [MARSHALL]



3. CONSIDERATION AND/OR ANY APPROPRIATE ACTION ON RESOLUTION NO.
933, THE CITY OF PARKER, TEXAS SUSPENDING THE APRIL 21, 2017,
EFFECTIVE DATE OF ONCOR ELECTRIC DELIVERY COMPANY’S REQUESTED
RATE CHANGE. [SHELBY]

MOTION: Councilmember Pettle moved to approve the consent agenda items as
presented. Councilmember Taylor seconded with Councilmembers Pettle, Raney,
Standridge, and Taylor voting for the motion. Motion carried 4-0.

Mayor Marshall addressed Mr. Barron’s public comment regarding Oneor, because it
was on tonight’s consent agenda. The Mayor explained what City Couneﬂ did tonight
was suspend the potential rate increase request. Parker wasé joining a coalition of
other cities, who were taking this same action, and those, citles;, as a consensus
group, would deal with the Oncor rate increase issue, ify a larger. way rather than
Parker functioning alone. City Council would try to get tbé best  possible’ pat“sfstructure
it could for the City of Parker in the most efficient and ei‘fectlv‘e manner.

/ b

INDIVIDUAL CONSIDERATION ITEMS

4. PUBLIC HEARING FOR CITIZEN INPUT REGARﬁING A SPECIAL USE PERMIT
FOR AN ACCESSORY BUILDING AT 1~708 DUBLLN ROAD FOR MARY
TEMPLETON. [FLANIGAN/SHELBY]

Mayor Marshall said Ms. Templeton was unable; to attend tonight's meeting. City
Administrator Flanigan briefiy revrewedJMary Templeton s Special Use Permit (SUP),
stating on March 23,¢2017, }he Planning and Zoning (P&Z) Commission
recommended approval of tlae 8UP for an accessory building or barn larger than
2,500 square feet, located. at 1768 Dublin Road. The ordinance states anything over
2,500 square fegt reqUIres a SUP granted by City Council. Ms. Templeton has
acquired approximately 19 agres orwhich she will build a house for her daughter and
son-in-law and ‘a Iarger barn, approxmately 6,500 square feet. The way the
ordinance is wrltten 1 today, Ms. Templeton is allowed one (1) out building per acre,
but the maximum snze\wou!d’ be 2,500 square. Technically, she could build five (5)
or snxgﬁ) barns, but it would be more convenient and look better for the City of Parker
if she bulldé one (sfructure.
& Mayc\)r Marshall opened the public hearing at 7:07 p.m. to receive comments,
- regaré’ ng a special use permit for an accessory building at 1708 Dublin road for Mary
Templeton The Mayor asked if there were any comments or questions from the
audjence and then City Council. There being no additional comments or questions
Mayor Marshall declared the public hearing closed at 7:08 p.m.

5. CONSIDERATION AND/OR ANY APPROPRIATE ACTION ON ORDINANCE NO.
745 APPROVING A SPECIAL USE PERMIT FOR AN ACCESSORY BUILDING AT
1708 DUBLIN ROAD FOR MARY TEMPLETON. [FLANIGAN/SHELBY]

MOTION: Councilmember Pettle moved to approve Ordinance No. 745, granting
Mary Templeton a Special Use Permit (SUP) for an accessory building to be located
at 1708 Dublin Road. Councilmember Taylor seconded.

CC Minutes / Exhibit(s) 2 2
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Councilmember Standridge said he was for this item, but he asked if the accessory
building or recording studio portion would be used for commercial use. City
Administrator Flanigan said the recording studio would be buiit for Ms. Templeton’s
son-in-law and would be used for his private use only. Mr. Standridge said that is
what everyone needed to know.

Councilmembers Pettle, Raney, Standridge, and Taylor voting for the motion. Motion
carried 4-0.

6. PUBLIC HEARING FOR RESERVE AT SOUTHRIDGE ANNEXATION. [SHELBY]

The Engineer of Record Mark Harris stated his name, compat ‘name and address,
Kimley-Horn Associates, 12750 Merit Drive, Suite #1000, Iallaa;TX 75251, for the
record. He said he was present on behalf of the applicant, Diyar Patker LP/ As part
of the preliminary plat approval, the owner agreed to _dnnex the: property - pn’or to the
final plat. Mr. Harris said he would be happy to respond to any’questlons

Mayor Pro Tem Levine arrived at 7:10 p.m.

o L N .

Mayor Marshall recapped stating this was the irst puﬁl:cﬁéanﬁ’g for the Reserve at
Southridge, which was 45.493 acres, had 3T residential lots; and was currently in the
county or Parker's Extraterritorial J:msdlctlon (ET\ﬁ“ 'ﬁ}e applicant requested City
Council consider annexation into the City of Parker, Texas. The Mayor then opened
a public hearing at 7:11 p.m. to \recelve comments regarding the Reserve at
Southridge annexation. -~ X W 7,

¥ 4 —
Cindy Meyer, 6618 Estadog: Drlve), asked if the property requesting annexation was
part of Southndge if-se, she, asked how many phases this development contained
and whether all the lots" wéﬁe one (1) acre lots. She was told the subdivision was
totally separate,ithere were no othep phases, and the property was approximately 45
acres with 31 residential Iots Ms. Meyer said she understood this property was not
currentlym thre. cﬂy limits; therefore the City of Parker had little or no control over lot
size. Ngnetheless ‘thé Cit§f of Parker was fully aware that Parker residents wanted
two (”2)“’acresidgts and should not allow new development to continue decreasing lot

size. v -

<\ Mayo; Pro T‘em Levine questioned Ms. Meyer briefly to clarify her remarks, regarding
lot sfze what“she was asking City Council to do and what the City could do,
‘mn&dermg the property was in the county.

There being no additional comments or questions Mayor Marshall declared the public
hearing closed at 7:16 p.m. The next Reserve at Southridge annexation public
hearing will be held on April 17, 2017.

7. PUBLIC HEARING FOR WATER IMPACT FEES. [FLANIGAN/BIRKHOFF]

City Administrator Flanigan reviewed the item briefly, stating on February 23, the
Water Impact Fee Advisory Committee reviewed the 2016-2026 Water Impact Fee
Report that included the maximum water impact fee, prepared by Birkhoff, Hendricks
& Carter, L.L.P,. Professional Engineers and found the maximum water impact fee
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presented in the 2016-2026 Water Impact Fee Report was in general conformance
with the requirements of Texas Local Government Code Chapter 395. The Water
Impact Fee Advisory Committee offered no objections.

Mayor Marshall recognized Engineer Andrew Mata, Jr., P.E. of Birkhoff, Hendricks &
Carter, L.L.P., 11910 Greenville Ave., Suite 600, DaIIas Texas. Mr. Mata briefly
summarized the item, stating the Englneenng Firm Birkhoff, Hendricks & Carter
prepared the Water Impact Fee Report 2016-2026 in accordance with Chapter 395
of the Texas Local Government Code and a public hearing was necessary for the
Water Impact Fee and associated fee adoption process. Mr. Mata feviewed pages
39, 40, and 41 of the Water Impact Fee Report 2016-2026 (See Exhrb4§‘1 — Water
Impact Fee Report 2016-2026, with additional requesteet city comparisons.),
discussing the methods used to calculate maximum water impactfees, the maximum
allowable water impact fee, comparisons with other cities, and the ablllty te change
the fee if necessary. y \/ y

Mayor Marshall opened a public hearing at 7: 27@ m.. to reéelve comrr,)ents regarding
Water Impact Fees. He asked if anyone had comments and?er qﬁestlons

Aleen Tyrrell, 5602 Elisa Lane, voiced concern tﬁat*’the Water Impact Fee and any
associated water lines would dlsturb héi: p{operty and lncrease her water bill.

Cindy Meyer, 6618 Estados Drive, %upported thze\Water Impact Fee, stating the fee
should help current residents. by et having 179 pay water infrastructure costs
associated with new develaﬁment. :

N
-~

4‘
Developer/Capital Improvement ﬁ(dwsory Committee (CIAC) Member Stephen
“Steve” L. Sallman_presented. a ehart he prepared, noting City Council could enact a
fee less than the maX|murQ to remaln competitive with other cities that imposed water
impact fees. (Sée Exhibit 2 =SteveSallman’s chart. )

Mayor Marshall re@ddhe Impact Fee Advisory Committee recommendation letter and
noted .the alIcWable mpxrmﬂm Water Impact Fee was fifty percent (50%) of the
maxnmum lmpact and would affect new developments.

—

A‘Mayer Pre 'Fem Levme remarked the fee should help existing residents, as they would
\ not be paymg mfrastructure costs for new development.

\‘No,one else came forward. There being no additional comments Mayor Marshall
dectared the public hearing closed at 7:38 p.m.

8. CONSIDERATION AND/OR ANY APPROPRIATE ACTION ON ORDINANCE NO.
746, ADOPTING THE WATER IMPACT FEE. [FLANIGAN/BIRKHOFF]

Councilmember Pettle asked again if the water impact fee could be changed. Mayor
Marshall said yes.

Councilmember Standridge voiced his concern that this may restrict builders.

CC Minutes / Exhibit(s) 2 4
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Mr. Sallman said he did not have any data, but there may be some sticker shock
associated with the fee.

MOTION: Councilmember Pettle moved to approve Ordinance No. 746, adopting the
Water Impact Fee Report 2016-2026, dated February 2017, as recommended by the
Water Impact Fee Advisory Committee, and prepared by Birkhoff, Hendricks &
Carter, L.L.P. Profession Engineers, imposing the maximum allowable fee of
$3,938.95 for a Single Family Residential 1" meter and a fee of $15,755.82 for Single
Family Residential 2" meter. Councilmember Standridge seconded.

Mr. Matta reiterated the Water Impact Fee was half, or fifty perceflﬁ,{'SO%-); of the cost
of the necessary water infrastructure for new development.

& f
Councilmembers Levine, Pettle, Raney, Standridge, and A aylor vatiégfor the motion.
Motion carried 5-0. 4 A W

9.

FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

Mayor Marshall asked if there were arfi iterifgtp be.added fo the future agenda. He
noted the updates on tonight's agenda, the Projected 2017 Tax Rate Planning
Calendar and 2017 May Early Voting and Election Day information and asked the
City Secretary to email City Council for their summer vacation plans. The Mayor then
said the next regularly scheﬁyféd »s“peéig;tme,etiﬁg would be Monday, April 17, 2017.

UPDATE(S): .,
» PROJECFED2017TAX RATE PLANNING CALENDAR

e 2017 MAY EARLY\*yOTlNG PERIOD AND ELECTION DAY

|NFOR;MAT|ON
A
Sunday Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Saturday
Apr 23 Apr24 ' | Apr25. Apr 26 Apr 27 Apr. 28 Apr. 29
{ Barly Vofing | Early Voting Early Voting | Early Voting Early Voting | Early Voting
| 'BQﬁatd,épm g\g}n to 5pm 8amto 5pm | 8amto 7pm 8amto 5pm | 8amto S5pm
Apr38 - ~4May1. May 2 May 3 May 4 May 5 May 6
y 4 ' %arly Vating Early Voting Election Day
\\ | Tamto 7pm | 7amto 7pm 7am to 7pm
vyl
\\\{g\
N

N

10.ADJOURN

Mayor Marshall adjourned the meeting at 8:03 p.m.
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APPROVED:

Mayor Z Marshall
ATTESTED:
Approved on the L~ A7th. day
of Apriﬁ _ 2\91 7.
Patti Scott Grey, City Secretary
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City of Parker, Texas
Impact Fee Advisory Committee
5700 E. Parker Road
Parker, Texas 75002

February 23, 2017

Re: Water Impact Fee
Impact Fee Advisory Committee Recommendation

Honorable Mayor Z Marshall and the City of Parker City Council:

The City of Parker Impact Fee Advisory Committee, established in
accordance with Section 395.058 of the Texas Local Government Code, met
on this date for the purpose of reviewing the 2016 Water Impact Fee.

The Impact Fee Advisory Committee reviewed the 2016-2026 Water Impact
Fee Report that includes the maximum water impact fee, prepared by
Birkhoff, Hendricks & Carter, L.L.P,. Professional Engineers.

On behalf of the Advisory Committee, we find the maximum water impact fee

presented in the 2016-2026 Water Impact Fee Report is in general

conformance with the requirements of Texas Local Government Code

Chapter 395. The Impact Fee Advisory Committee offers no objections.
Sincerely

| Joe Lozano
Vice Chairman, Impact Fee
Advisory Committee

| HaIyx3



WATER IMPACT FEE REPORT
2016 - 2026

. Submitted To The City Of

l’_/lR[_ER

. Submitted By

BIRKHOFF, HENDRICKS & CARTER, L.L.P.
SPECIALIZING IN CIVIL ENGINEERING FOR
MUNICIPALITIES AND GOVERNMENTAL AGENCIES

February 2017

TBPE Firm 526



BIRKHOFF, HENDRICKS & CARTER, L.L.P.
PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERS

11910 Greenville Ave., Suite 600 Dallas, Texas 75243 Fax (214) 461-8390 Phone (214) 361-7900

JOHN W. BIRKHOFF, P.E,
GARY C. HENDRICKS, PE.
JOER. CARTER, P.E.
MATT HICKEY, PE.
ANDREW MATA, JR., P.E,

JOSEPH T, GRAJEWSKI, IIL, P.E,
DEREK B. CHANEY, PE. February 16, 2017

CRAIG M. KERKHOFF, P.E.

Mr. Jeff Flanigan

City Administrator
City of Parker

5700 East Parker Road
Parker, Texas 75002

Re: Water Impact Fee Study
2016 - 2026

Dear Mr. Flanigan:

This report presents the results of the City of Parker’s Water Impact Fee Study for the planning years 2016
through 2026. This report includes the updated land use assumptions (prepared by the City’s Capital
Improvements Advisory Committee), the impact fee Capital Improvements Plan, and the Maximum Impact
Fees by meter size for new water accounts. The maximum allowable fee per service unit (for a 1-inch water
meter), adjusted to fifty percent (50%) of the calculated maximum are:

Maximum Allowable Water Impact Fee per Service Unit .......cccoocvvevverirrnneeens $3,938.95

We have enjoyed working with the City on this important study and are available to discuss the findings and
conclusions of this updated impact fee further at your convenience. We look forward to our continued
working relationship with you and the City of Parker.

q““““‘ s
STIEOLTEM, Sincerely,

ey R N /
f W
e s gl
7 CNDREWMATA MR- 2™ Andrew Mata Jr., P.E,
','-o"-.. 102244 o g

e

“‘SIONAL e
Laae
TBPE Firm 526 ACEC Wellness Firm => Befter Decisions - Beiter Designs TBPLS Firm 100318-00
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CITY OF PARKER, TEXAS
WATER IMPACT FEE STUDY
2016 TO 2026

TABLE OF CONTENTS

Page No
A, Introduction ...e.ieecevevisvrnrecrreirisencnssnnes U NIRRT RO SRS SO 1
B.  Water Impact Fees ........c.ou... cuiabe Mesvesss s sousupamansesss s hamsars s e R A s 2
. GIOSSAIY oot casetsce it et sr e see s s sb s e s b e s b e ababs b saaseasasatonsbsnsbsnsnsonnasares 3
D. Land Use ASSUMPtions SUMIMATY .....eceveveereeererniserieniserssrerisserosmssessssesssesmsesenes TN N 6
¢ City of Parker Land Use Assumptions Report
E.  Definition of a Water Service Ut ..........cccvceveererinrermnnineciensrosreressssssaisssesmiosasssosssressesoss 20
Calculation of Water Living Unit Equivalents 2016-2026 ..........oevcvreeriremrevencrentevessesaes 21
G.  Water DiStribution SYSIEINL .......evcccveveriinrnerriorsmisierereismesessssssssssmsisesssssssisesssssessessesesssssses 22

G.1 Existing Pump Station, Ground Storage & Elevated Storage
G.2 Distribution Lines
H. Capital Improvement Plan ..........c.cccueeeiereresneeseceencrnesensessesecsessesersens L 24
H.1 Executive Summary
H.2 Introduction
H.3 Facility Capacity Requirements
H.4 Facilities — Utilized Capacity
H.5 Capital Improvement Plan Map
H.6 Capital Improvement Plan Schedule
H.7 Capital Improvement Plan Costs
H.8 Utilized Capacity Costs

L Calculation of Maximum Water IMpPact FEE ......vvvrivinerieieceiiiircenensecssesmssinssseresssosssas 39

J. Water Impact Fee Comparison CRArt ..........ceevieveminnesicensinnsisnsinseiiesiosmsssessseerses 40
* Allowable Max Fee Per Living Unit Equivalent & Per Meter Size & Type

APPENDIX: WATER IMPACT FEE UTILIZED CAPACITY TABLES:
e Existing Water Lines Utilized Capacity Tables

» Existing Facilities Utilized Capacity Tables

e Proposed Water Lines Utilized Capacity Tables

o Proposed Water Facilities Utilized Capacity Tables
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CITY OF PARKER, TEXAS
WATER IMPACT FEE STUDY
2016 to 2026

A. INTRODUCTION

Chapter 395, of the Local Government Code is an act that provides guidelines for financing

capital improvements required by new development in municipalities, counties, and certain other
local governments. Under Chapter 395, political subdivisions receive authorization to enact or
impose impact fees on land that is located within their political subdivision’s corporate
boundaries or extraterritorial jurisdictions. No governmental entity or political subdivision can
enact or impose an impact fee unless they receive specific authorization by state law or by

Chapter 395.

An “Impact Fee” is a charge or assessment imposed by a political subdivision for new
development within its service area in order to generate revenue for funding or recouping the
costs of capital improvements necessitated by and attributable to the new development.! The
City of Parker’s current water Certificate of Convenient and Necessity (CCN) is CCN No. 10207.
The Water Service Area extends to the Extra Territorial Jurisdiction (ETJ) and includes some
area located within the City of Wylie. However, the portion of the area located in the City of
Wylie was determined by the City’s Impact Fee Advisory Committee to be built out and no
additional infrastructure would be needed to support additional growth. The first step in
determining an impact fee is preparation of land use and growth assumptions for the service area
for the next ten years. That step has been completed and provided by the City’s Impact Fee
Advisory Committee in the Land Use Assumptions Report, dated August 29, 2016. Next, a
Capital Improvements Plan must be created to describe the water distribution system
infrastructure that will be necessary to serve the anticipated land uses and growth. Following the
preparation of the Capital Improvements Plan the Water Impact Fee is calculated.

' P. 831, Texas Local Government Code, West’s Texas Statutes and Codes, 1998 Edition.

eladicalinarlzan 216112 water imnsat far analusisirennrt\imnact fee\M-renart docx -] 2016-2026 Impact Fee Analysis




Birkhoff, Hendricks & Carter, L.L.P,

B. WATER IMPACT FEES

The following items can be included in the water impact fee calculation:

1) The portion of the cost of the new infrastructure that is to be paid by the City, including

engineering, property acquisition and construction cost.

2) Existing excess capacity in lines and facilities that will serve future growth and which were

paid for in whole or part by the City and part by the Developer.

3) Interest and other finance charges on bonds issued by the City to cover its portion of the cost.

These items are summed and the utilized capacity is calculated over the impact fee period. The
maximum allowable impact fee per service unit may not exceed fifty percent of the calculated
maximum amount of the total utilized capital improvement cost divided by the total number of
new standard service units. This maximum allowable impact fee recovers a portion of the City’s
costs for the construction of facilities to serve the new developments and support new growth,
However, the City may recover the maximum fee by crediting the portion of utility service

revenue generated by new service units during the 10-year program period.

Chapter 395 requires that an update of the land use assumptions, capital improvements plan, and
impact fees be performed every five years, unless it is determined by the political subdivision

after a review that such an update is not necessary.

This section of the report constitutes the City’s 2016 water portion of the Capital Improvements
Plan, and the maximum allowable impact fees. As required by state law, the study period is a
ten-year period with 2016 as the base year. The engineering analysis of the water system is based
on established land use in the year 2016, projected land use patterns through the year 2026, and

on proposed infrastructure.

The engincering analysis portion of the City of Parker’s 2016 Impact Fee determines utilized

capacity cost of the water distribution system master plan between the years 2016 and 2026.

JAclerical\parker\2016-113 water impact fee analysisweports\impact fee\04-report docx -2- 2016-2026 Impact Fee Analysis




Birkhoff; Hendricks & Carter, L.L.P.

C. GLOSSARY

1.

Advisory Committee means the capital improvements advisory committee established by the

City for purposes of reviewing and making recommendations to the City Council on

adoption and amendment of the City's impact fee program.

Area-related facility means a capital improvement or facility expansion which is designated

in the impact fee capital improvements plan and which is not a site-related facility. Area-
related facility may include a capital improvement which is located off-site, or within or on

the perimeter of the development site.

Assessment means the determination of the amount of the maximum impact fee per service

unit which can be imposed on new development.

Capital improvement means a water facility, wastewater facility or roadway with a life

expectancy of three or more years, to be owned and operated by or on behalf of the City.
City means the City of Parker, Texas.

Credit means the amount of the reduction of an impact fee due, determined under this
ordinance or pursuant to administrative guidelines that is equal to the value of area-related
facilities provided by a property owner pursuant to the City's subdivision or zoning

regulations or requirements, for the same type of facility.

Facility expansion means either a water facility expansion, sewer facility expansion or

roadway expansion.

Final plat approval means the point at which the applicant has complied with all conditions
of approval in accordance with the City's subdivision regulations, and the plat has been

approved for filing with Collin County.

Impact fee means either a fee for water facilities, wastewater facilities or roadway facilities,
imposed on new development by the City pursuant to Chapter 395 of the Texas Local
Government Code in order to generate revenue to fund or recoup the costs of capital
improvements or facility expansion necessitated by and attributable to such new

development. Impact fees do not include the dedication of rights-of-way or easements for
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such facilities, or the construction of such improvements, imposed pursuant to the City's

zoning or subdivision regulations.

Impact fee capital improvements plan means either a water capital improvements plan,

wastewater capital improvements plan or roadway capital improvements plan, adopted or

revised pursuant to the impact fee regulations.

Land use assumptions means the projections of population and growth, and associated

changes in land uses, densities and intensities over at least a ten-year period, as adopted by
the City and as may be amended from time to time, upon which the capital improvements

plans are based.

Land use equivalency table means a table converting the demands for capital improvements

generated by various land uses to numbers of service units, as may be amended from time to

time.

New development means the subdivision of land; the construction, reconstruction,

redevelopment, conversion, structural alteration, relocation, or enlargement of any structure;
or any use or extension of the use of land; any of which increases the number of service

units.

Plat has the meaning given the term in the City's subdivision regulations. Plat includes

replat.

Platting has the meaning given the term in the City's subdivision regulations. Platting
includes replatting.

Property owner has the meaning given the term in the City's subdivision regulations.
Property owner includes the developer for a new development.

Recoupment means the imposition of an impact fee to reimburse the City for capital

improvements which the City had previously oversized to serve new development.

Service area means either a water service area or wastewater benefit area within the City,
within which impact fees for capital improvements or facility expansion will be collected for
new development occurring within such area, and within which fees so collected will be

expended for those types of improvements or expansions identified in the type of capital
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improvements plan applicable to the service area. For roadways, it means a roadway service

area within the city limits.

Service unit means the applicable standard units of measure shown on the land use
equivalency table in the Impact Fees Capital Improvements Plan which can be converted to
water meter equivalents, for water or for wastewater facilities, which serves as the
standardized measure of consumption, use or generation attributable to the new unit of

development. For roadway facilities, the service unit is converted vehicle miles.

Site-related facility means an improvement or facility which is for the primary use or benefit
of a new development, and/or which is for the primary purpose of safe and adequate
provision of water, wastewater or roadway facilities to serve the new development, and
which is not included in the impact fees capital improvements plan and for which the
property owner is solely responsible under subdivision or other applicable development

regulations.

Utility connection means installation of a water meter for connecting a new development to

the City's water system, or connection to the City's wastewater system.

Water facility means a water interceptor or main, pump station, storage tank or other facility
included within and comprising an integral component of the City's water storage or
distribution system. Water facility includes land, easements or structures associated with

such facilities. Water facility excludes site-related facilities.

Water facility expansion means the expansion of the capacity of any existing water facility

for the purpose of serving new development, but does not include the repair, maintenance,
modernization, or expansion of an existing water improvement to serve existing

development.

Water improvements plan means the adopted plan, as may be amended from time to time,

which identifies the water facilities or water expansions and their associated costs which are
necessitated by and which are attributable to new development, for a period not to exceed 10

years.

Water meter means a device for measuring the flow of water to a development, whether for

domestic or for irrigation purposes.
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D. LAND USE ASSUMPTIONS SUMMARY

Under Chapter 395, of the Local Government Code, “Land Use Assumptions” includes a
description of service area and projected changes in land uses, densities, intensities, and
population in the service area for a minimum of a 10-year period. In order to impose an impact
fee, the City must adopt an order, ordinance, or resolution that establishes a public hearing date
to consider the land use assumptions within the designated service area. After the public hearing
on the land use assumptions, the City makes a determination of adoption or rejection of the
ordinance, order or resolution approving the land use assumptions that will be utilized to develop

the Capital Improvement Plan.

The Land Use Assumptions used in this impact fee process were prepared by the City of Parker’s
Impact Fee Advisory Committee, and are presented in the following document, titled “Land Use

Assumptions Report of the Capital Improvements Advisory Committee of the City of Parker”.
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CARKER

Land Use Assumptions Report of the
Capital Improvements Advisory
SORumitict ot the CHIT ot Tarker

Revision C - August 29, 2016

i:\clecical\parker2016-113 water impact fee enalysis\reports\impact fee\04-report docx -7~ 2016-2026 Impact Fee Analysis



Birkhotf, Hendricks & Carter, L.L.P

Contents
Executive Summary ..............coccovviiieiinincceseenens SRR S — L P 3
Analysis of Existing Conditions ...............cceeemeeinins. Uy T=r i et 4o T e STy ST T e ST 2 R T 3
Determination of Service Area..............cueceveereeeeceneresicnsons T e e T eeuscunnuios s stssseatausauass s tesaniad 3
Growth ProjeCtions ...............ecvveeveeeerorieneconeesessnonnns LI N, PO SPORUTO. DTSOPOOR . 4
Density Calculations ............. e OO ORI JON WO, ENREMNE BN S 4
Build Qut........cccerveuiee T, (UCRRR— No—— e =2 eI T TR e e TR 37 6
List of Tables
Table 1 - Capital improvements Advisory Committee Members...................... T FEse. o e e 3
Table 2 - Historical Water Meters (i.e. Service Units) for 2000 - JaN 2016 ......ccvuveveeeeceermserrceenersressesssssssns 4
Table 3 - Selected Year on Year Growth Rates..................coeeereevverneeeneireeiesenscennns \RyaEriar T -
Table 4 - Future Service Area Impact............ e R TSN L e 7
Table 5 - Actual and Estimated Service Units ....... S Foe el e B TR s T v O o 8
Table 6 - Land Use Assumptions (Exhibit A)............... N . e BB B P Pime e versiia O
List of Figures
Figure 1 - Water Meter Graph..........c.c..coccovceeceerc v eesseracnne Sieetatinat e TR vorneee D
Figure 2 - Water Meters Delta from Prior Year......... o8 T e ST 4o T 5 ST TR s nmmua v e esneThas s Massus o eava tsusnsmntes O
Figure 3 - Service Unit Projection Graph ............cco.veeeeveeeceveseesserssresens TR Theer S e saus ens B oo 0 a s ahaant AL eaee 7

ielerical\parker\2016-113 water impaet fee analysis\reports\impact fee\04-report docx -8~ 2016-2026 Impact Fee Analysis




Birkhoff, Hendricks & Carter, L.L.P.

Executive Summary

The Capital Improvements Advisory Committee (the "Committee”) was appointed by the City of Parker
City Council to review the subjects identified below and render an opinion on the land use assumptions
necessary for the City to create and adopt lawful impact fees for the City of Parker public water system.
The Committee has reviewed the Comprehensive Plan, the land use data, the current development within
Parker, the current zoning within Parker, and the existing water plans for future growth and development.
The Committee's report on the Land Use Assumptions required by Texas Local Government Code with
relation to the Committee’s work on impact fee research is contained within.

Members of this Committee include regular members of the Pianning and Zoning Commission,
experienced developers within the City of Parker, its ETJ, and key City personnel.

Table 1 - Capitat Improvements Advisory Cammittee Members

Russell Wright P&Z Chairman S |

Joe Lozano P&Z Vice-Chairman

Cleburne Raney P8Z Member =
Jasmat Sutaria P&Z Member

WelWelJeang  P&Z Member =
JR Douglas P&Z Alternate, Developer

Steve Sallman Developer/ETJ Owner

Jim Shepherd City Attorney

Jeff Flanigan City Administrator

Pattl Scott Grey City Secretary

Analysis of Existing Conditions

Each member of the Committee Is personally familiar with the existing development within the City of
Parker. The areas of the City of Parker that are not yet developed were presented by the City
Administrator and the relevant maps and data were reviewed. This data review included the population
(Exhibit 1), existing zoning (Exhibit 2), and the Comprehensive Plan (Exhibit 3), current Development Map
(Exhibit 4), and the Water Master Plan Map (Exhibit 5) for the City as it relates to the undeveloped areas

of Parker and it's ETJ.

Determination of Service Area

The City Council's charge to the Committee was to render an opinion on the land use assumptions
necessary for the City to create and adopt lawful impact fees for the City of Parker public water system.
The Committee reviewed the requirements to exclude the provisions and related costs to current
development and concentrated on the capital improvements necessary to serve future development
based on the existing conditions noted above, and the anticipated use of the comprehensive plan and
related development plans of the City, all as required by the Texas Local Government Code. The service
area for a water impact fee would be the entire City and its ETJ with respect to new development in any
portion of this area.

There Is a portion of the City’s water service area (CCN, Certificate of Convenience and Necessity) that
lies within the City of Wylie. This was discussed as whether it should be included in the impact fee
Service Area. The City Administrator noted that the water infrastructure in that area is already built out to
specifications that would not necessitate additional infrastructure capital improvements. Therefore, it was
concluded by the committee to not include this area within the Service Area.
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Additionally, The City has a Special Activities area of approximately 188 acres (Southfork Ranch) which,
at some point in the future, could be developed and subsequently subdivided. While there are no specific
plans at the time of this writing, it is important to include this area for any future plans.

Growth Projections

Based on the review of the factors set forth in the sections above, Analysis of Existing Conditions and
Determination of Service Area, the Committee projected the 10 year growth patterns as they relate to
water system capital improvements are as set forth in Table 6 - Land Use Assumptions (Exhibit A). The
Committee’s findings are based on the following discussions and calculations.

Density Calculations
The Committee agrees with the Comprehensive Plan of Parker with regard to the future development of

Parker and its ETJ. Consequently, for those areas zoned SF-Single Family, the Committee has projected
single family residential units on lots of two acres, with three residents per hougehold. Forthose areas
projected to be zoned SFT-Single Family Transitional, the Committee anticipates 1 acre minimum lots,
with a 1.5 acre average size of lots in the subdivision. The population estimate for SFT is also three
residents per unit. Additional zoning categories such as Special Activities, Agricultural, Manufactured
Housing and non-conforming uses, were all considered in the analysis.

The raw data in Table 2 was used as the basis of the analysis. The Meters column indicates the number
of water meters the City was billing in that year. The Estimated Residents (Est. Residents) is based on
the assumption of three residents per household, as indicated above. The % Change Is expressed as the
delta (change in number of meters) from the prior year divided by the number of meters in the prior year,
e.g. 98/688=14.2%.

Table 2 - Historical Water Meters (i.e. Service Units) for 2000 - Jan 2016

Year Meters Est. Residents Delta % Change Std. Dev.
2000 688 2064 688.0
2001 786 2358 98.0 14.2% 5.1%
2002 938 2814 152.0 19.3% 4.8%
2003 1022 3086 84.0 9.0% 2.1%
2004 1075 3225 53.0 5.2% 1.4%
2005 1121 3363 46.0 4.3%
2006 1180 3540 59.0 5.3%
2007 1210 3630 30.0 2.5%
2008 1258 3774 48.0 4.0%
2009 1273 3819 15.0 1.2%
2010 1295 3885 22.0 1.7%
2011 1320 3960 25.0 1.9%
2012 1351 4053 31.0 2.3%
2013 1385 4155 34.0 2.5%
2014 1404 4212 19.0 1.4%
2015 1435 4305 31.0 2.2%
2016 1501 4503 66.0 4.6%

Referring to the standard deviation of a sample Table 2, we can see the standard deviation for years
2001 and 2002 are significantly greater than several of the later years, so it was concluded that this
extreme rate of growth for the City of Parker will likely not repeat itself. However, the Committee
concluded the economic factors of many companies moving into the surrounding areas will likely increase

1 Exce! function STDEV.S is used to calculate the standard deviation of a sample.

4
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the growth rate for the next several years, which might indicate above average growth for four to five
years (5-6%), followed by slower growth (2-3%). In its final estimation, the committee agreed that 5%
growth for the next five years (2017-2021) followed by 3% growth for the following five years (2022-2026)
was a reasonable compromise.

When the absolute number of water meters is graphed over the years for which data exists, a curve as
shown in Figure 1 develops. For comparison purposes, linear and 3™ order polynomial trend lines are
added, along with their respective formulae.

Water Meters 2000-2016

% —---
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1400 +——
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1000 ——
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y =43.265x + 801.32 Linear (Water Meters)
O yeossTee- sz e savas = = PN (Water e
“w00 4 _
00 |l — _
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Figure 1 - Water Meter Graph

Figure 2 shows a graphical representation of the tabular data in Table 2. Since there was no detailed
recording of service unit numbers prior to the year 2000, it is difficult to determine if the upward trend of
the graph is representative of the years prior to 2000. However, as stated earlier, this could represent the
beginning of an upward "growth spurt” for the City and this upward trend has been considered in the
analysis of the overall growth projections.
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Water Meters Yearly Change 2001-2016

160.0

140.0 / -
120.0 +— \_ —— = : e
100.0 -lﬁ- ~ :

. X
80.0 S o

SN /"

P 59
100 = N\ 2
20.0 ) . 30 Av 21
25
15
0.0 T T v ¥ T — T L T T T L] L T T 1
b 8 g s 8 8 8 4 9 9 I 49 g8
§ § § 88 888 88§88 3§ 8¢
Year

Figure 2 - Water Meters Delta from Prior Year

For selected time periods, average year on year growth rates can be established. Several time periods
were used (refer to Table 3) to show the difference in growth rate when some of the outlying data is
included or excluded.

Table 3 - Selected Year on Year Growth Rates

2001-2016 16 5.1%

2003-2016 14 3.4%

2001-2011 10 6.2%

2003-2013 10 3.6%
Build Out

Table 4 shows the analysis of the estimated number of lots, which correspond directly to service units In
the City, for areas covered by zoning or development agreements and all undeveloped land. The
estimated lots for those areas already approved are actual numbers. For the undeveloped areas a factor
of 0.92 is used to allow for those areas dedicated for roads, rights-of-way and other unusable areas.

2 Formula used: Number of acres * Lots/Acre * 0.9
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Table 4 - Future Service Area Impac

Future Service Area

t

Lots/Acre

Birkhoff, Hendricks & Carter, L.L.P.

Est. [ ots/Service
Units

Est.

Residents

Approved by Zoning or Development 1500 0.846 269 2907
| Agreement '

Undeveloped in ETJ 720 1 648 1944

Undeveloped Zoned SF 500 0.5 225 €75

Undeveloped Zoned SFT 400 0.67 241 724

Current Speclal Activities Area?® 188 2

Totals 3120 NA 2083 6250
Add plus existing homes.

The current number of residents and population within Parker and its anticipated growth patterns over the
next 10 years are as set forth in Table 6 - Land Use Assumptions (Exhibit A). The projections shown in
Table 6 provide Parker's ultimate build-out growth projections, including existing development within
Parker, anticipated future development on currently undeveloped land within Parker, and development in
the extra-territorial jurisdiction (ETJ).

Service Unit Projections 2000-2026
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Figure 3 - Service Unit Projection Graph o

3 Southfork Ranch is a Special Activities area that is included In the table but not included in calculations.
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Table § - Actual and Estimated Service Units

Meters Linear

eguation

Poly equation

2000 688 845 685

2001 786 888 811

2002 938 931 916

2003 1022 o974 1004
2004 1076 1018 1076
2005 1121 1061 1135
2006 1180 1104 1182
2007 1210 1147 1219
2008 1258 1191 1250
2009 1273 1234 1276
2010 1295 1277 1289
2011 1320 1320 1321
2012 1351 1364 1345
2013 1385 1407 1372
2014 1404 1450 1406
2015 1435 1493 1447
2016 1501 1537 1498
2017 1581 1580 1561
2018 1680 1623 1639
2019 1743 1666 1733
2020 1830 1710 1846
2021 1922 1763 1979
2022 1979 1796 2136
2023 20389 1839 2317
2024 2100 1883 2526
2025 2163 1928 2764
2026 2228 1969 3034

Table 6 - Land Use Assumptions (Exhibit A)

Homes
Mfg’dHousing

Commercial
Public
Totals
Population

2016 {Current)

2021

Birkhoff, Hendricks & Carter, L.L.P.

Buildout

4 Buildout based on total population of 12,000
§ 756 manufactured houses, 75 houses in CCN (not in City) is a wash

8
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Year

2007
2008

2010

2011

2012
2013
2014
2015
4016

lanuaiy Water Mieters

608
786
938
1022
1075

1180
1210
1258
azn
1295
1320
1352
1385
1404

1501

EXHIBIT 1
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2814

8225
3363
3540
3630
3774
3819
3885

4155
4212
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EXHIBIT 4

Birkhoff, Hendricks & Carter, L.L.P.
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E. DEFINITION OF A WATER SERVICE UNIT

Chapter 395 of the Local Government Code requires that impact fees be based on a defined

service unit. A “service unit” means a standardized measure of consumption, use generation, or
discharge attributable to an individual unit of development calculated in accordance with
generally accepted engineering or planning standards. The City of Parker has previously defined
a water service unit to be a 1-inch water meter and has referred to these service units as Single
Family Living Unit Equivalents (SFLUE). The service unit is based on the continuous duty
capacity of a 1-inch water meter. This is the typical meter used for a single family detached
dwelling within the City, and therefore is considered to be equivalent to one “living unit”. Other
meter sizes can be compared to the 1-inch meter through a ratio of water flows as published by
the American Water Works Association and shown in Table No. 1 below. This same ratio is

then used to determine the proportional water and sewer impact fee amount for each water meter

size.
TABLE NO. 1
LIVING UNIT EQUIVALENCIES
FOR VARIOUS TYPES AND SIZES OF WATER METERS
Continuous Duty Living Unit

Meter Type Meter Size Maximum Rate ® Per Meter Size
Simple 1” 25 1.0
Simple 2” 80 32
Compound 2” 80 32
Turbine 2” 100 4.0

@ Source: AWWA Standard C700 - C702
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F. CALCULATION OF WATER LIVING UNIT EQUIVALENTS 2016-2026

The City of Parker provided the existing water meter count by size category as of August 2016.

In total, there are 1,501 water meters serving the existing population of 4,503 residents and

businesses in the Water Service Area. Table No. 2 shows the number of existing meters, the

living unit equivalent factor, and the total number of living unit equivalents (LUE’s) for water

accounts. As shown in Table No. 2, the new LUE’s during the impact fee period total 1,129.

i\clericalnarker\2016-113 water impact fee analvsis\renorts\imnact fee\04-repart docx

TABLE NO. 2
WATER LIVING UNIT EQUIVALENTS BY METER SIZE
2016 2026 New
Number Living Unit Total Number | Living Unit Total Living Units
of Equivalent | Number of of Equivalent | Number of During
Water Ratio for 1" Living Future Water Ratio for Living Impact Fee
Meter Size Meters Used Units Meter Size | Meters 1" Used Units Period
5/8" x3/4" 500 1.0 500 1" 742 1.0 742 242
17 725 1.0 725 1" 1,076 1.0 1,076 351
2” 276 4.0 1,104 2" 410 4.0 1,640 536
Totals 1,501 2,329 2.228 3,458 1,129
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G. WATER DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM

Computer models for the years 2016 and 2026 were prepared based on the City's Water
Distribution System Master Plan. The models were developed from residential population
projections as provided in the Land Use Assumptions Report, prepared by the City of Parker’s
Impact Fee Advisory Committee. The land areas follow closely to the construction of major
facilities in the system as outlined in the Water Distribution Report. These facilities include

major distribution lines, pressure reducing valves, pump stations, and ground storage reservoirs.

All computer models were run for a 72-hour Extended Period Simulation to insure proper sizing

of the facilities to meet peak demand periods.

G.1 Existing Pump Stations, Ground Storage Reservoirs & Elevated Storage Tanks

The existing water distribution system inctudes the facilities as shown in Table No. 3 and

Table No. 4 below.

TABLE NO. 3
WATER DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM
EXISTING PUMP STATIONS & GROUND STORAGE

Capacity
I Pump Station - (MG)
City Hall Elevated Storage Tank 1.0
o Total: | 1.0
\clerical\oarker\2016-113 water imosct fos analusisveoe ¢ fee\04-renort dacx -22- 2016-2026 Impact Fee Analvsis

Number of | Total Ground
Number Rated Ground Storage
Of Capacity Storage Available
Pump Station Pumps | (MGD) Reservoirs (MG))
East Side Pump Station 4 3.60 2 05 |
_ TotalL: | 4 3.60 2 05 |
TABLE NO. 4

WATER DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM
EXISTING ELEVATED STORAGE
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The pump stations and ground storage facilities were analyzed on the maximum daily
demand, while elevated storage acts dynamically and therefore was analyzed utilizing the

difference between the Maximum Hourly Demand and the Maximum Daily Demand.

Distribution Lines

The distribution lines consist of all lines within the service area planning boundary
supplying water to customers in the City of Parker. Lines vary in size from 3/4-inch
service lines to 18-inch transmission lines. Unless a smaller diameter water line is
expected to be constructed by the City of Parker, only those proposed water lines 8-inches
in diameter or larger were considered in the Impact Fee calculations. The cost of water
lines includes construction cost, appurtenances (water valves, fire hydrants, taps, etc.),
utility relocations, purchase of easements and engineering costs. Financing cost is included

for each project assuming a bond rate of 5% over a 20-year term.

Unit cost for water lines 12-inches in diameter or larger, which are anticipated to be
constructed by private development, include the City's oversize cost participation only.
City initiated water lines include the full cost of the proposed facility. Developer initiated
water line projects which are 8-inches or less in diameter are not included in this Impact
Fee analysis, unless otherwise shown on the CIP map. The cost for these size lines are the

responsibility of the developer.
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H. CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN

H.1 Executive Summary

H.2

The City of Parker owns and operates their water distribution system comprised of a
pumping station, ground storage facilities, eclevated storage facility and pipeline
infrastructure. This system is being improved and expanded to meet the needs of the water
demands imposed by the current residents and future residents of Parker, Texas. A
schedule for future improvements and investments in the water distribution system is
known as the Capital Improvements Plan. Chapter 395 of the Texas Local Government
Code requires the political subdivision create its Capital Improvement Plan to impose
impact fees. The Capital Improvement Plan and its costs are required for the calculation of
the water impact fee. Birkhoff, Hendricks, and Carter, with assistance of City staff, created
the Capital Improvements Plan. Only projects from the Capital Improvement Plan that are
required to provide capacity to serve growth during the impact fee (2016-2026) period can

be included in the impact fee calculation.

Introduction

In accordance with Chapter 395 of the Texas Local Government Code, the City of Parker
has retained Birkhoff, Hendricks & Carter, L.L.P. to establish the Capital Improvement
Plan in conjunction with the Water Impact Fee Study. This section establishes the
engineering basis for the capital projects and costs which are included in the water impact

fee calculations.

The Capital Improvements Plan consists of the necessary water distribution system
improvements to support the projected water demands placed on the distribution system
due to future growth. The growth projections were obtained from the Land Use
Assumptions Report for the Water Impact Fee prepared by the City of Parker Impact Fee
Advisory Committee, dated August 29, 2016.
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H.3 Facility Capacity Requirements
H.3.1 General

This section of the report discusses the capacity of those facilities that are required to
be included in the Impact Fee Capital Improvements Plan and are also eligible in the
calculation of the impact fee. The capacities evaluated are the existing available
capacities and the increased capacities due to projected growth. These increased

capacities serve the growth projected during the impact fee period.

H.3.2 Water Usage

The water distribution system must be improved in accordance with this Capital
Improvement Plan in order to support the water demands imposed on the system by
the projected growth the City is envisioning within the next 10-year period. The
City’s existing 2016 residential population is approximately 4,503 residents. In year
2026 the City projects the residential population to grow to approximately 6,969
residents. The City of Parker updated the Water Distribution System Master Plan in
February 2016. The Master Plan reports that based on information provided by the
City, the residential per capita water usage rate for maximum daily demand is 571
gallons per capita per day (gpcd). Table No. 5 illustrates the water demand rates

used to calculate the water demands for the projected population.

TABLE NO. §
2016 DESIGN WATER DEMAND RATES
| Maximum Daily | Maximum Hourly
| _Land Use Demand Rate | Demand Rate
Residential 571 g.p.c.d. 1,091 g.p.c.d.
Commercial 1,500 g.p.a.d. 1,950 g.p.a.d.

g.p.c.d. — gallons per capita per day
gp.a.d —gallons per acre per day
residential peaking factor 1.91
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Table No. 6 summarizes the calculated water demands for year 2016 and 2026,

within the City’s planning area.

TABLE NO. 6
WATER DEMANDS

- | Maximum Daily | Maximum Hourly
Demand Demand
____Water Demand Capacities (MGD) MGD)
2016 Water Demands 3.334 5.521
2026 Water Demands 4.742 8.209
Additional Capacity Required: 1.408 2.688
H.3.3 Water Supply

j\clesical\parker\2016-113 water impact fee analysisireportstimpact fee\04-report docx

The City currently receives treated water supply from the North Texas Municipal
Water District (NTMWD) at the East Side Pump Station delivery point located at the
southwest corner of the Parker Road and F.M. 1378 intersection. The East Side
Pump Station delivery point has capacity to receive up to 3.50 MGD supply rate. It
does not have enough capacity to support the additional supply required for the
growth within the next ten year period. This site also does not have sufficient area
for expansions. Based on the growth projections and the calculated water demands, a
second delivery point for water supply will be needed to meet the new water
demands. This new delivery point will be the Central Pump Station delivery point.
The locations of the existing and proposed delivery points are shown on the Capital
Improvement Plan Map included in this report. Table No. 7 summarizes the
maximum day supply capacity requirements at each delivery point within the next ten

year impact fee period.

2016-2026 Impact Fee Analysis
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TABLE NO. 7
WATER SUPPLY

" EastSideSupply | Central Supply
Water Supply Capacities |  (MGD) |  (MGD)
2016 NTMWD Supply 350 | 000
2026 NTMWD Swpply | 35 | 175
Additional Supply Capacity Required: o0 | 175

H.3.4 Water Distribution System

The City’s existing water distribution system can support the water demands applied
to the system from the existing residential population. As the City grows within the
next ten-year period, additional water distribution system facilities will need to be
constructed to support water demand created from new growth. In addition to

facilities, the water distribution system will require additional water lines.

The design of the proposed water distribution system is based on three separate
demand conditions. The first condition is based on the maximum daily demand.
This demand is the rate at which water is supplied and the rate which pump stations
must be sized to deliver water to the system. The second condition is the maximum
hourly demand rate on the day of maximum demand. Maximum hourly demand rate
is used to size distribution lines and to determine the volume of elevated storage.
The third condition used is the minimum hourly demand rate on the day of maximum
demand. This rate is used to analyze the refill rates of elevated storage tanks. These
three demand conditions were modeled over a three-day period with an Extended
Period Simulation (EPS) in the hydraulic water model utilizing the H20 NET water

model software,

The existing and proposed distribution lines along with facilities are shown on the
Capital Improvement Plan Map presented in this section of the Impact Fee Report.
The 72-hour EPS model was utilized with the use of a diurnal curve obtained from
the 2016 Master Plan Update model for the 2016 and 2026 hydraulic models. Table
No. 8 summarizes the maximum hourly demands that the proposed distribution

system will need to support.
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TABLE NO. 8
WATER LINE DEMANDS

Maximum Hourly Demand

Waterline Capacities i (MGD) ]
2016 Waterline Demands 5521 o
2026 Waterline Demands | 8209
Addition Waterline Capacity Required: | 2.688

H.3.5 High Service Pump Stations

The City currently meets its pumping system demand requirements with the existing
East Side Pump Station. This pump station has a firm pumping capacity of 3.60
MGD with the largest pump on standby to meet the Texas Commission on
Environmental Quality (TCEQ) regulations. In order to meet the projected
maximum daily demands, a second pump station with an initial firm capacity of 1.75
MGD will be required to be in service by year 2020 to meet the additional maximum

daily demands. Table No. 9 summarizes the pump station capacities.

TABLE NO. 9
PUMP STATIONS
- East Side - Central
Pump Station Pump Station
Pump Station Capacities (MGD) (MGD)
2016 Pumping Capacity 3.50 0.00
2026 Pumping Capacity 0.00 1.75 |
Additional Pumping Capacity Required: 0.00 1.75

H.3.6 Ground Storage Reservoirs

Ground Storage within the system is necessary to provide a dependable supply and
during periods of interruption in supply. The volume of ground storage was designed
for a 6-hour drawdown for the maximum demand pumping. The East Side Pump
Station currently has a 200,000-gallon and a 300,000-gallon ground storage reservoir.

These two existing reservoirs serve the East Side delivery point and pump station.
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The new delivery point will require additional ground storage to meet TCEQ
regulations and to provide a dependable supply to the Central Pump Station. Table
No. 10 illustrates the ground storage capacity requirements. The ground storage
reservoir at the Central Pump Station will need to be constructed congruently with

the proposed pump station.

TABLE NO. 10

GROUND STORAGE RESERVOIR REQUIREMENTS

Ground Storage

Ground Storage

Added Available
Ground Storage Capacities MG) (MG)
2016 Ground Storage Capacity 0.00 0.50
2026 Ground Storage Capacity 0.75 0.75
Reservoir Capacity Required: 0.75 1.25

H.3.7 Elevated Storage Tanks

Elevated storage within the system is required by TCEQ to maintain system pressure.
In the Parker system, elevated storage is sized to meet the maximum hourly demands

working in conjunction with the pump stations, while maintaining system pressures.

The City currently has one 1.0-MG elevated storage tank located on Parker Road,
adjacent to City Hall, with a high water level at 800-ft above mean sea level (MSL).
Table No. 11 summarizes the elevated storage requirements to meet maximum

hourly demand rates within the 10-year study period.

TABLE NO. 11
ELEVATED STORAGE TANK REQUIREMENTS
a o Elevated Storage | Elevated Storage
Added Available
_____Elevated Storage Capacities (MG) MG)
2016 Elevated Storage Capacities 0.00 ~1.00
2026 Elevated Storage Capacities 0.00 1.00
Elevated Storage Capacity Required: 000 ~__1.00

ji\clericafparker\2016-113 water impact fee analysis\reports\impact fee\O4-report docx
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H.4 TFacilities — Utilized Capacity

Utilized capacity for the water distribution system was calculated based on the size of
water line required for each model year (2016, 2026 and build-out). Master planning of the
water distribution system is based on the 72-hour extended period simulation (EPS). The
pump stations’ capacities are generally based on the maximum daily system demand while
transmission and distribution facilities are sized based on either the maximum hourly
demand or the minimum hourly demand, whichever demand is greater for a particular
water line. Often times, the capacity of a water line is determined by the flows generated
by the minimum hourly demand. The minimum hourly flows are usually higher in those
lines which are used to refill elevated storage. Table No. 12 below shows the unit flows

used for analysis of each element of the distribution system.

TABLE NO. 12
WATER DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM ANALYSIS
BASIS OF DEMAND CALCULATION

| Type of Facilities Demand Type Impact Fee Per Capita Use
Pumping Maximum Day 571 gallons/day
Distribution System Maximum Hour 1,091 gallons/day
Ground Storage Maximum Day x 6/24 Hours
Elevated Storage Maximum Hour - Maximum Day x 6/24 Hours

For each line segment in the water distribution model, the build-out flow rate in any given
line was compared to the flow rate in the same line for the 2016 and the 2026 models. The
utilized capacity was then calculated for each year based on the build-out being 100%
capacity. The utilized capacity during the Impact Fee period is the difference between the
year 2016 percent utilized and the year 2026 percent utilized. The utilized capacity for
each water distribution facility, both existing and proposed, is presented in detail in the
Impact Fee Capacity Calculation Tables. Table No. 14 on page 27 summarizes the project
cost and utilized cost over the impact fee period of 2016 - 2026 for each element of the

Water Distribution System.
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H.4.1 General

This section of the report discusses the water distribution system utilized facilities
that are eligible to be included in the Impact Fee Capital Improvements Plan and are
also eligible in the calculation of the impact fee. The Capital Improvements Plan
makes improvements the water distribution system in order to meet and support the
additional water demands created by the projected growth during the 10-year impact
fee period. Only the infrastructure and facility projects identified in the Capital
Improvements Plan can be eligible for impact fee funding.

H.4.2 Water Supply

The City will continue to receive water supply from the North Texas Municipal
Water District. The new delivery point will be the Central Pump Station delivery
point. For the year 2016, the utilized capacity is 0% since it is not constructed yet.
For the year 2026, the utilized capacity was calculated by dividing the 2026
maximum daily demand by the buildout maximum daily demand, then subtracting
the utilized capacities (2026-2016). Its utilized capacity during the 10-year period is
approximately 62.0%.

2016 Utilized Capacity = 0.0%
2026 Utilized Capacity = 2026 Max Daily Demand / Buildout Max Daily Demand

4.742 MGD / 7.645 MGD x 100%
62.0%

2026 Utilized Capacity

Utilized Capacity during Capital Recovery Fee (CRF) Period = 62.0% - 0.0% = 62.0%

H.4.3 Water Distribution System

The utilized capacity of the water distribution system water lines is associated with
waterlines that are 8-inches in diameter or larger. The water distribution system was
modeled in the hydraulic modeling software for the existing year 2016 water model,
the 10-year 2026 water model, and the buildout water model. The utilized capacity
for the new waterlines was obtained by comparing the maximum hourly flows in the

new pipes, between the three water models. For the year 2016, the utilized capacity
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of the new pipes was 0.0% since they are not serviced yet. For the year 2026, the
utilized capacity was calculated by dividing the year 2026 pipe flow with the
buildout pipe flow, both obtained from the hydraulic water model pipe line flows.
The following are the proposed distribution lines that are shown on the Capital

Improvement Plan Map in report.

1) Dillehay Drive 18-Inch Water Line: This waterline project consists of
approximately 2,490 linear feet of 18-inch waterline beginning at the new
Central Pump station, bearing south along Dillehay Drive and terminating at
Parker Road by connecting to an existing 12-inch waterline. Its utilized

capacity during CRF period was calculated to be 100%.

Dillehay Drive 18-Inch Water Line: This waterline project consists of
approximately 1,635 linear feet of 18-inch waterline beginning at the new
Central Pump station, bearing north along Dillehay Drive and terminating just
north of Curtis Road by connecting to the existing 16-inch waterline. Its
utilized capacity during the CFR period was calculated to be 71.0%.

2) Chaparral Elevated Storage Tank Waterline: This waterline project consists
of approximately 385 linear feet of 16~inch waterline from the new elevated tank
to connect to the existing 16-inch waterline. Its utilized capacity during the

CFR period was calculated to be 62.0%.

3) Bois-D-Arc Lane 8-inch Waterline: This waterline project consists of
approximately 1,670 linear feet of 8-inch waterline required along Bois-O-Arc
Road for the new pressure reducing valve vault to be in place and operational
within the next 10 years. Its utilized capacity during the CFR period was
calculated to be 62.0% utilized by the year 2026.

H.4.4 High Service Pump Stations

The new Central Pump Station will have an initial firm pumping capacity of 1.75
MGD to meet the additional water demands within the next ten-year period. For the
year 2016, the utilized capacity is 0.0% since it is not constructed yet. For the year

2026 the utilized capacity was calculated by dividing the 2026 maximum daily
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demand by the buildout maximum daily demand, then subtracting the utilized
capacities (2026-2016). Its utilized capacity during the 10-year period is
approximately 62.0%.

2016 Utilized Capacity = 0.0%

2026 Utilized Capacity = 2026 Max Daily Demand / Buildout Max Daily Demand
2026 Utilized Capacity = 4.742 MGD / 7.645 MGD x 100%
= 62.0%

I

Utilized Capacity during Capital Recovery Fee (CRF) Period = 62.0% - 0.0% = 62.0%

H.4.5 Ground Storage Reservoirs

The new Central delivery point and pump station will required additional ground
storage to meet TCEQ regulations and to provide a dependable supply for the Central
Pump Station. The utilized capacity for the Central Ground Storage Reservoir was
calculated the same as for the pump station utilized capacity above which is based on
the maximum daily demands and calculating the differences between the 10-year
period, then subtracting the utilized capacities (2026-2016). Its utilized capacity
during the 10-year period is approximately 62.0%.

2016 Utilized Capacity = 0.0%

2026 Utilized Capacity = 2026 Max Daily Demand / Buildout Max Daily Demand
2026 Utilized Capacity = 4.742 MGD / 7.645 MGD x 100%
= 62.0%

Utilized Capacity during Capital Recovery Fee (CRF) Period = 62.0% - 0.0% = 62.0%

H.4.6 Elevated Storage Tanks

The existing 1.0 MG Elevated Tank has the capacity to support maximum hourly
demands imposed by the projected growth within the next ten years. The utilized
capacity for the elevated tank was calculated based on the maximum hourly demands

and finding the differences between the 10-year periods. For the year (2016 and
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2026) the utilized capacity of the elevated storage tank was calculated by subtracting
the max hour demand from the max day demand and dividing the difference by 4 (4
is a constant rate 4-MGD/1-MG) to convert from rate to volume. The 2026 required
volume was then divided by the buildout volume required to obtain the utilized

capacity. Its utilized capacity during the 10-year period is approximately 32.0%.

2016 Utilized Capacity = (2016 Max Hour Demand — Max Day Demand) / 4
(5.521 MGD- 3.334 MGDY)/ 4
= 2.190 MGDY 4
= 0.55 MG
2016 Utilized Capacity = 2016 Required Volume / Available Volume
= 0.55 MG/ 1.0 MG x 100%
= 55%
2026 Utilized Capacity = (2026 Max Hour Demand — Max Day Demand) / 4
2026 Utilized Capacity = (8.209 MGD- 4.742 MGD)/4
= 3.467/4
= 0.87 MG
2026 Utilized Capacity = 2026 Required Volume / Available Volume
2026 Utilized Capacity = 0.87 MG /1.0 MG x 100%
= 87%
Utilized Capacity during Capital Recovery Fee (CRF) Period = 32%

H.4.7 Capital Improvement Plan Map

The Capital Improvements required within the 10-year period to support the City’s
projected growth are shown in Figure No. 1 on the following page.

H.S Capital Improvement Plan Map

See Attached Map.
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H.6 Capital Improvement Plan Schedule

The following table No. 13 illustrates the projected Capital Improvement Plan schedule.
This schedule correlated to the projected growth in the Land Use Assumptions report. The
City will need to evaluate the yearly growth projections to determine if the schedule below

needs to be revised accordingly to development growth.

TABLE NO. 13
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS PLAN SCHEDULE
[ Facility | Start Design | Start Construction | In Service
entral Pump Station Mid 2017 Mid 2018 2020
Water Supply and Distribution Lines Early 2017 Mid 2018 2020
hCentral 0.75 MG Ground Storage No. 1 | Mid 2017 Mid 2018 2020
HN TMWD Metered Station Mid 2017 Mid 2028 2020

H.7 Capital Improvement Plan Cost

In order to meet the demands of the anticipated growth over the next 10-years, as provided
in the Land Use Assumption Report, certain water distribution system improvements are
required. These recommended improvements form the basis for the Water Distribution
System Impact Fee Calculation and totals $6,542,700. Adding the cost of financing brings
the total 10-year Water Distribution System Capital Improvement cost to $10,468,611.
Table No. 15 represents a summary of the existing and proposed facilities capital costs

within the planning period.

The existing facilities that were determined to be impact fee eligible due to available
capacity that can be utilized to support growth were included in the impact fee calculations.
The actual cost of construction for these facilities were used in the calculations when
known. Existing eligible infrastructure without available project costs were estimated

based on average unit cost.

The average unit cost for the proposed capital improvement projects and the existing
facilities was derived from a limited survey of projects, which bid recently, plus an
estimated cost for engineering, casements and debt service. The cost and the utilized
capacity of the proposed water lines, pump stations, ground storage reservoirs elevated
storage tanks and existing facility proposed improvements during the impact fee period are
included in Table No. 14,
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TABLE No. 14

CITY OF PARKER, TEXAS

2016 IMPACT FEE
WATER DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM

10-YEAR CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN

PROPOSED WATER LINES

Birkhoff, Hendricks & Carter, L.L.P.

Project Opinion of Debt Total
No.® Project Size Project Cost et Service ? Project Cost
1 Dillehay Drive [8-Inch Water Line 18" 3 577500 | § 349302 | $ 926.802
2 Chaparral Elevated Storage Tank 16-Inch Water Line 16" $ 46200 | $ 27944 | § 74,144
3 Bois-D-Arc Lane 8-Inch Water Line 8" $ 167.000 | § 101,010 | § 268,010
Subtotal: Proposed Water Lines $ 790,700 | § 478,256 | § 1,268.956
SUPPLY, PUMPING, STORAGE FACILITIES AND FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS
Project Opinion of Debt Total
No. @ Project Capacity Project Cost o Service ¥ Project Cost
4 Central Pump Station - 1.75 MGD P.S. 1.75MGD | § 3.150.000 | § 1905283 | § 5055283
5 Central Pump Station - 0.75 MG G.S.R. 0.75MG | § 990,000 | $ 598803 | § 1,588,803
6 NTMWD Delivery Point No. 2 5 MGD $ 1320000 | § 798404 | § 2118404
7 Bois-D-Arc Lane 8-Inch Pressure Reducing Valve e $ 240000 | § 145.164 | $ 385.164
Subtotal. Supply, Pumping and Storage Facilities: $ 5,700,000 | § 3447655 | $ 9,147,655
PLANNING EXPENSES
Project Opinion of Debt Total
No. Project Cost (1)(b) Service ® Project Cost
Water Svstem Master Plan $ 32000 | $ - $ 32,000
Water Impact Fee _ $ 20,000 $ - $ 20,000
Subtotal, Planning Expenses: 3 52,000 | $ - $ 52,000
Water Distribution System CIP Grand Total: $ 6,542,700 | § 3,925,911 ' $ 10,468,611
Notes:
(1) Opinion of Project Cost includes:

a) Engineer's Opinion of Construction Cost
b) Professional Services Fees (Survey, Engineering, Testing, Legal)
c) Cost of Easement or Land Acquisitions

(2) Debt Service based on 20-year simple interest bonds at 5%

(3) * - Developer Initiated Construction of 8-inch Waterline, City Participation in Oversize Cost

(4) * - City Initiated Construction
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H.8 Utilized Capacity Costs

TABLE NO. 15

Birkhoff, Hendricks & Carter, L.L.P.

SUMMARY OF ELIGIBLE CAPITAL COST & UTILIZED CAPACITY COST

Total Total 20-Year | Utilized Capacity
Capital Cost | Project Cost |During Fee Period

Water System ®) % %
Existing Water Lines $ 2259443 |$ 3,580,694 | $ 635,007
Existing Water Facilities $ 3494971 |$ 5511919 $ 1,503,201
Existing Water System Subtotal: |§ 5,754,413 [$ 9,092,613 | § 2,138,208
Proposed Water Lines $ 790,700 | $§ 1,268,956 | $ 1,032,405
Proposed Water Facilities $ 5,700,000 | $ 9,147,655 | $ 5,671,546
Master Plan & Impact Fee Expenses $ 52,000 | § 52,000 | $ 52,000
Proposed Water System Subtotal: | $ 6,542,700 | $ 10,468,611 | $ 6,755,951

TOTAL:

$ 12,297,113

$ 19,561,224

b 8,894,160
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I. CALCULATION OF MAXIMUM WATER IMPACT FEES

The maximum impact fees for the water distribution system is calculated by dividing the cost of
the capital improvements or facility expansions necessitated and attributable to new development
in the service area within the 10-year period by the number of living units anticipated to be added

to the City within the 10-year period as shown on Table No. 16. The calculations are shown

below.

TABLE NO. 16
MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE WATER IMPACT FEE

Maximum Water Impact Fee = Eligible Existing Utilized Cost + Eligible Proposed Utilized Cost
Number of New Living Unit Equivalent over the Next 10 Years

= $2,138,208 + $6,755,951 $8,894,160
1,129 1,129
Maximum Impact Fee = $1.877.91
Allowable Maximum Water Impact Fee: (Max Impact Fee x 50% )* = $3,938.95

* Maximum allowable impact fee is 50% of the maximum calculated impact fee per Chapter 395 LGC

Figure No. 2 is a comparison graph of maximum water impact fees calculated for cities in North

Central Texas compared to the City of Parker.

Based on the Maximum Impact Fee Calculation for Water, Table No. 17 calculates the maximum

impact fee for the various sizes of water meters.
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Water Impact Fee Comparison
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*Impact fee based on 5/8” meter.
**Impact fee based on 1” meter.
FIGURE NO. 2
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TABLE NO. 17

ALLOWABLE MAXIMUM FEE PER LIVING UNIT EQUIVALENT

AND
PER METER SIZE AND TYPE

50% Max . Water Impact fee /LUE 3,938.95
Typical Meter | Meter Maximum Water
Land Use Type Size |LUE Impact Fee
Single Family Residential Simple 1" 1 3,938.95
| Single Family Residential Simple 2" 4 15,755.82

J'\clerical\parker\2016-113 water impact fee analysis\reports\impact fee\04-report docx
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Birkhoff; Hendricks & Carter, L.L.P

TABLE NO. 18
CITY OF PARKER, TEXAS
2016 WATER SYSTEM IMPACT FEE STUDY
EXISTING WATER LINES

(2/28/2017)

(%) Utilized Capacity

(8) Utilized Capacity

20 Year Debt Total 20 Year
Pipe Length |Diameter| Date of ||Avg. Unit Cost| Construction Service Utilizing Project During During
Number (Ft.) {Enches) | Const. ($/Ft.) Cost () Simple Interest Cost ($) 2016 2026 |Fee wnloa. 2016 2026 Fee Period
1 - Parker Road 12 & 18-Inch Water Line (East Side P.S. to F.M. 2551)

P-1078 358 12 0 $61.79 $22,119 313,379 $35,498 100% 100% 0% 335,498 $35,498 50
P-1084 2615 12 0 $61.79 $161,569 $97,726 $259,295 100% 100% 0% $259,295 $259,295 $0
P-1271 7,903 18 0 $61.79 $488,292 $295,344 $783,636 100% 100% 0% $783,636 $783,636 $0
P-1289 2,072 18 Q 361.79 $128,020 $77,433 $205,453 100% 100% 0% $205,453 $205,453 $0

Subtotal: 12,948 $800,000 $483.881 w_bau.am—__ $1,283,882 $1,283,882 $0

2 - F.M, 2551 8-Inch Water Line
P-1035 3,315 8 0 $77.08 $255,515 $154.549 %:Poau= 57% 100% 43% $233,736 $410,063 $176,327
Subtotal: 3,315 $255,515 $154,549 m.:c.amu__ $233.736 $410,063 6,327
3 - Parker Road 12-Inch Water Line (F.M. 2551 to Springhill Estates Drive)
P-1068 1,989 12 0 $30.00 359,670 $36,092 $95,762 100% 100% 0% $95,762 395,762 $0
P-1069 585 12 0 $30.00 $17,550 $10,615 $28,165 100% 100% 0% $28,165 $28,165 s0
P-1070 1,008 12 0 $30.00 $30,240 $18,291 $48,531 100% 100% 0% $48,531 348,531 30
P-1071 560 12 0 $30.00 $16,800 $10,162 $26,962 100% 100% 0% $26,962 $26,962 $0
P-1072 645 12 0 $30.00 $19,350 $11,704 $31,054 100% 100% 0% $31,054 $31,054 $0
P-1073 1,009 12 0 $30.00 $30,270 $18,309 $48,57¢ 100% 100% 0% $48,579 $48,579 S0
P-1074 944 12 0 $30.00 $28,320 317,129 $45,449 96% 98% 2% $43,631 $44,540 5909
P-1075 812 12 0 $30.00 $24,360 $14,734 $39,004 100% 100% 094 $39,094 $39,094 50
P-1076 953 12 0 $30.00 $28,590 $17,293 $45,883 100% 100% 0% $45,883 $45,883 30
P-1077 596 12 0 $30,00 817,880 $10,815 $28,695 100% 100% 0% $28,695 $28,695 30
P-1178 1,927 12 0 $30.00 $57.810 $34,966 $92,776 95% 100% 5% $88,138 $92.776 34,639
Subtotal: 11,028 £330.840 $200,109 $530.949)( $524,494 $530,041 $5,548
4 - Chaparral Elevated Storage Tank 16-Inch Water Line
P-1260 2,956 16 0 $33.83 $100,000 $60,485 $160,485 m.x_ ﬁﬁ._ 65% $9.629 $113,944 $104,315
Subtotal: 2,956 $100,000 $60,485 $160,485, $9,629 $113,944 $104,315|
5 - Muddy Creek 12-Inch Water Line
P-1169 2,780 12 0 $30.00 $83,400 $50,445 $133,845 100% 100% 0%, $133,845 $133,845 30
P-1170 3,035 12 0 $30.00 $91,050 $55,072 $146,122 34% 100% 66% $49,681 $146,122 $96,440
P-1171 1,890 12 0 $30.00 $56,700 $34,295 $90,995 3% 100% 63% $33,668 $90,995 $57,327
P-1176 325 12 0 $30,00 59,750 $5,897 315,647 67% 88% 21% 310,484 $13,770 $3,286
P-1280 1,570 12 0 $30.00 $47,100 $28,489 $75,582 0% 91% 91% so $68,786 $68,786
P-1317 3,350 12 0 $30.00 $100,500 360,788 $161,288 64% 90% 26% $103,224 $145,159 $41,935
P-1319 320 12 0 $30.00 $9,600 $5,807 $15,407 60% 100% »o..\J 39,244 §15,407 $6,163
P-1321 990 12 0 $30.00 $29,700 $17,964 $47.664 61% 75% 14%| $29,075 $35,748 $6.673
Subtotal: 14,260 $427,800 $258.756 maaa.mma__ $369,221 $649,832 $280,610|
JACLERICAL\Purkeri2016-113 Water Impact Fee Analysis\Reports\impoct Foc\2016 Watcr Impact Fea xlsx 43
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Birkhoff, Hendricks & Carter, L.L.P.

2016 WATER SYSTEM IMPACT FEE STUDY

TABLE NO. 18
CITY OF PARKER, TEXAS

EXISTING WATER LINES

(2/2872017)

(%) Utilized Capacity ($) Utilized Capacitv
20 Year Debt Total 20 Year .
Pipe Length |Diameter| Date of ||Avg. Unit Cost| Construction Service Utilizing Project During During
H Fee Period Fee Period
Number (Fi) m_an—.nm“ Const. (/Fe) Cost ($) Simple Interest Em g 2016 2026 Tei | 2016 2026 ¢ Perio! |
6 - 2009 12-Inch Water Line Phase-2
P-1181 2,419 i2 2009 $50.43 $121,996 $73,789 Ecmqum__ 54% 70% 16%| $105,724 $137,050 $31,326
P-1254 2,940 12 $50.43 5148271 $89,682 $237.953 1% 75% 4% $168,947 $178,465 $9,518
Subtotal: 5359 8270267 $163,471 $433,738|| $274,671 $315.515 340,844
7 - Church Road Waterline
P-1080 3,124 12 2002 $15.72 $49.113 50 $49.113 58% 100% 42% $28,485 $49,113 $20,627
P-1220 1,648 12 $15.72 $25,908 $0 $25,908 T1% 97% 26% $18,395 $25,131 $6.736
- Subtotal: 4,772 - $75,021 $0 mqm.en—__ll $46,880 = $74,244 $27,363
m Total: _ 54,638 _ = _ mnbww.aau_ $1,321,251 mu.mw:.awa_ﬂ m mu.qan.muu_ am.uqq.mwu_ $635,007
JACLERICAL\Patkeri2016-113 Waler tmpact Fee Analysis\Reports\impact Foc\2016 Water Impact Fee xlsx £y 2016-2026 Water Impact Fee Study
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TABLE NO. 19
CITY OF PARKER, TEXAS
2016 WATER DISTRIBUTION IMPACT FEE STUDY
EXISTING WATER SUPPLY, PUMPING AND STORAGE FACILITIES

Birkhoff. Hendricks Carter L L P.

JCLERICALParkeA2016-113 Water Impact Foe Analyxis\Repons\impact Fec\2016 Water Impect Fee s (EX PACILITY UTILIZED CAPACITY)

Pump Station Cost (S) Capacity Utilized (%) Capacity Utilized ()
Engineering, | Debt
Testing and | Service | 20 Year Debt In The In The
Year Construction Property Interest |Service Utilizing| Total 20 Yr. CRF CRF
Pump Station Improvements Const, | Capacity | Units Cost (3) Acquisition | Rate % | Simple Interest | Project Cost (S) || 2016 | 2026 |Period 2016 2026 Period
Existing Pump Stations, Ground Storage, and Elevated Storage Facilities
Facilites & Water Line Purchase From Pecan Qrchard 1988 — e $196,000 $0 | Special $21,560 $217,560 || 100% | 100% % $217,560 $217,560 30
East Side Pump Station Improvements 2003 3.60 MGD §396,700 $79,340 5% £287,934 $763,974 | 93% | 100% ™ $710,495 $763,974 $53,478
(City Hall Elevated Storage Tank 2011 10 MG $2.352.442 $470.488 5% $1,707,455 54,530,385 || 55% 87% 32% $2.491,712 $3,941,435 $1,449.723
Hummazm Facilities Total; $2,945,142 $549.828 $2.016,948 $5,511.919] $3.419,767 ma.wnu.wawr $1,503,201
45 2016-2026 Water Impact Fee Study
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TABLE NO. 20
CITY OF PARKER, TEXAS
2016 WATER SYSTEM IMPACT FEE STUDY
PROPOSED WATER LINES

* * Average Unit costs are based in 2016 dollars unless otherwise indicated and includes 20% for engineering and easen

Birkhoff, Hendricks & Carter I.L.P.

(%) Utilized Capacity () Utilized Capacity
20 Year Debt
Pipe Length |Diameter||Avg. Unit Cost| Construction | Service@5% | Total20 Year During During
Number (Ft.) | (Inches) ($/Ft.) Cost ($) Simple Interest | Project Cost (§) || 2016 2026 _|Fee Period 2016 2026 Fee Period
1 - Dillehay Drive 18-Inch Water Line
Tiis project begins at the proposed Central Pump Siglion and bears rorth and south The northern segment near Kara Lang 1,500 feet sonth of Chapparral while the southern segment continues to just soulh of Lindscy Lane approximanily 2,000 feet north of Parker Road
2| p1252 2,490 18" $140.00 $348,600 $210,851 $559,451 0.0% 100.0% 100,0% 50 $559,451 $559,451
2| P-1253 1.635 18" $140.00 $228,900 $138,451 $367,351 0.0% 71.0% 71.0% $0 $260,819 $260,819
Subtotal: 4,125 $577,500 $349,302 $926,802| $0 $820,270|| $820,270f
2 - Chaparral Elevated Storage Tank 16-Inch Water Line
IThis water linc begins at (he proposed Chaparal Elcvated Storage Tank and continues northerly connecting (o the axisting 16-inch water line at the intersection of Malone Drive and Nestledown Road
2| P-11191 385 | 16" | $120.00 $46.200 $27,944 $74,144]| 0.0%] 62.0%)| 62,0% $0 $45,969 | $45,969
Subtotal: 385| $46,200 $27,944 $74,144)| $0 $45,969)| $45,969)
3 - Bois-D-Arc Lane 8-Inch Water Line
T waler line begins at 8 point for (6 the cxisting 18-inch Parker Road Water Line and continues southerly connecting to Lhe exisling 8-inch water kine south of Bois-D-Arc Lanc.
2| P-1157 1,670 g | $100.00 $167,000| $101,010 $268,010] 0.0% 62.0% 62.0% $0 $166,166 || $166.166
|_Subtotal: 1,670 $167,000] $101,010 $268,010f 50 $166,166]| $166,166{
[ CIP Total: | 6,180] $790,700] $478,256|  $1,268956] | $0|  $1,032405]  $1.032.405

1 - City Participate in Cost Oversize
2 - City Initiated & Funded

JACLERICAL\Parker\2016-113 Water Impact Fee Analysis\Reports\impact Fee\2016 Water Impact Fee.xlsx

46
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2016 WATER DISTRIBUTION IMPACT FEE STUDY

TABLE NO. 21

CITY OF PARKER, TEXAS

PROPOSED WATER FACILITIES

Birkbof, Hendricks & Carter LLP.

Water Fadlities Cost (5) Cupacity Utilized (MGD) Capacily Utilized (%) Capacity Utilived (S
Engineering, 20 Yesr
Testing and Debt Service
Property Opinion of Utilizing 5% in The Tn The In The
Year | Projected Acquisition 20%| Project Total Simple Total 20 Yr. CRF CRF CRF
Facility Improvements Const. | Capacity | Units || Capital Coat (5) [+9] Cost (8} Interest (S) | Project Cost($)| 2016 2026 | Perigd | 2016 2026 | Period 2016 2026 Period
Proj Pump Stations, G d Storage, and Elevated Stors
8. |Central Pump Stetion - 1 75 MGD P S 175 MGD £2,625.000 £525,000 $3,150.000 $1,905,283 $5,055,283 oo 06 06 00% 620% 620% 0 $3,134275 83,134,274
9. |Central Pump Station -0 75 MG GSR Q75 MG $825,000 565,000 £590,000 $598,803 51,588,803 00 06 06 Q% 62086 620% 40 $985,658 $585.05%
10 |NTMWD Delivery Point No 2 50 MGD $1.100,000 $220,000 $1,320.000 $798.404 52,118,404/ 00 06 06 00% 620% £20% k] $1,313431 $1,313411
1 |Boix-D-Arc Lanc 8-Inch Pressure Reducing Valve —— —— $200,000 $40,000 $240,000 $145,164. $385,164 00 06 06 00% 82 0% 62 0% 0 $238,802 $238.302
Proposed Facility Total: $4,750,000 $950,000 55,700,000 $3,447.45: $9,147,655 $5.671.546 m.aq-.maar
JACLERICALParkcA2016-113 Water frapact Fov Analysist\Reporisilmpact Fes 2016 Water Impact Fos xln: 47 2016-2026 Water Impact Fee Study



’ Wi 5
2016 - 2026
WATER IMPACT FEE STUDY

BIRKHOFF, HENDRICKS & CARTER, L.L.P.
PROFFESIONAL ENGINEERS

DALLAS, TEXAS
(214) 361-7900
amata@bhcllp.com

February 2017
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Water Impact Fee Comparison
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Page 10f 1

J\CLERICAL\Parker\2016-113 Water impact Fee Analysis\Reports\impoct Fee\lmpact Fee Comparisons.xlsx
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ANIMAL CONTROL REPORT
FEBRUARY 2016

| _ ‘ Cailer

Fiscal Year Budget = $6,000

IMPOUNDED DOG FROM 1/20 SIGNED .
Call # Date:| 27712017 | b emarks: JOVER TO SHELTER BY OWNERVG Fiscal Year Charges
N i | October = 280.00
. November = 580.00
1 Invoice No Charge Expected $0.00 December = 230.30
Type: Charge: January = 410.00
- February = 50.00
Action Take March =
Call Type ' n Response Disposition 1 - —
By: pril =
I — May =
. June=
’7 Other Murphy Animal Other Other July=
Control
August=
= E 1 —|| September=
Caller |VMAIL-STRAY DOG ON PECAN Total= $1,550.30
Call#| Date: | 2/20/2017 ORCHARD. GAVE PERMISSION TO
Remarks: |WORK THE CALL. VG
i Expected
2 | Invoice | iceFeeoOnly| EXP $50.00
Type: Charge:
i |
Action Taken |
Call Type ¢ IoBy- " Response Disposition
‘ Murphy Animal | Murphy Pick
Stray Control Up Returned to Owner
T ] -
Caller |cair N THE ROAD AT
Call # Date: 202412017 | o marks:  DONIHOOHACKBERRY. KC
i Expected
3 | Invoice | o Charge P $0.00
Type: Charge:
Action Take|
Call Type ' ;y' n Response Disposition
Stray City Personnel Other N/A
B TOTAL = $50|




OARKER

BUILDING PERMIT TOTALS

Mar-17

ACCESSORY/OUTBUILDING PERMITS 7
IRRIGATION/LAWN SPRINKLER PERMITS 4
MISCELLANEOUS PERMITS 18
SWIMMING POOL PERMITS 3
REMODEL/ADDITION PERMITS 1
SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL PERMITS 5

INSPECTIONS

146




CITY OF PARKER

PERMIT LOG
MARCH 2017
| T = _ |
el SSUE I Tvee ADDRESS CONTRACTOR DESCRIPTION _ BT =D mmmwpmwmm PERMIT gl L | wm.mm R
_ 2017-1005 31112017 ACC 7401 MEADOW GLEN DR CLAFFEYPOOLS CABANA/BBQ = $46,349 803 $250.00 NA |Z>_x NA
JEOQ. u\._hxno‘_ﬂ_ ACC 8902 STONY OAK CT JOSEPH PAUL HOMES POOL HOUSE . $211,000 N_._uN. mmnm.oo” NA Z>._ NA
Ne._.\.‘_g.\_ u\._h\NO._N_ _ACC 5309 WESTFIELD DR PLATINUM FENCE & PATIO PATIO COVER | $5.780 288 $175.00 NA NA NA
NO.—MLGQL u:&moaﬂ_ ACC 3901 SADDLE TRL ALFORD HOMES POOL CABANA _ $105,000 695 $175.00 NA NA NA
NO.—M-.—Oﬂﬂ_ 314/2017 ACC|5209 WESTFIELD DR HAUK CUSTOM POOLS |FIREPIT/GRILL AREA 1 $12,000 50 $250.00 NA NA| NA/
20171010 3/28/2017 ACC 4801 HACKBERRY LN /OUTDOOR LIVING POOL & PATIO PATIO COVER o $20,000 246 $175.00 NA Z>.— NA|
| 201741011, 3/28/2017 ACC 2607 DUBLIN PARKDR | GOLD MEDAL POOLS |aRBOR $8,000 217 $250.00 NA| NA. NA
.IMlOaﬂ-MOON“ 3/8/2017 | m_rmﬂ_NﬂOA DUBLIN PARK DR ">WW ELECTRIC _—v>zm_. RELOCATE TO GARAGE NA NA $75.00 NA NA | NA
Mo\_ﬂ.nocu_ 31512017 m_rmn.Tnmd MOSS RIDGE RD TAC SOLAR ROOFTOP SOLAR PV NA| NA $75.00 NA NA NA
Eaﬂunaow. 3/28/2017  ELEC 4408 DONNA LN ILLUMINATIONS BY GREENLEE | MONUMENT LIGHTS/IRR NA NA| $75.00 NA NA NA
2017-2005 3/29/2017  ELEC 5301 E. PARKER RD ILLUMINATIONS BY GREENLEE MONUMENT LIGHTS/IRR NA| z>_ $75.00 NA NA NA
2017-6003 3/14/2017| FENCE 5402 TENNYSON CT .,>Om FENCE _Hznm | $6,500 NA $75.00 NA NA NA
| 2017-6004, u:soi FENCE 5302 BERWICK LN |smap GARDEN FENCE $1,000 NA §7500,  NA NA| NA
No._ﬂnmoom. 3/1/2017  FENCE 6200 BERWICK LN |ACE FENCE FENCE ua_ooe. NA $75.00 NA NA NA
| No.—ﬂ-moom_ 3/31/2017 FENCE |4407 SALISBURY DR TAYLOR FENCE & DECK ~ |\FENCE $8,500 | NA $75.00 NA NA NA
_2017-4008 3/1512017 IRR 8802 CHESWICK CT ML JOHNSON IRRIGATION SYSTEM | $1,100 NA wﬂu.oe_ NA Z>_ NA
2017-4010 u\amxncdﬂm IRR 53156 WESTFIELD DR ML JOHNSON __—a—a_nw>._._oz SYSTEM $1,100 NA $75.00 NA Z>_ __NA|
2017-4011) 3/115/2017| IRR|5805 MIDDLETON DR |ML JOHNSON IRRIGATION SYSTEM $1,100 NA $75.00 Z>_ NA NA
NO._ﬂv&oaN. 31e/2017 IRR 6401 HOLBROOK CIR LAND PRO CREATIONS IRRIGATION SYSTEM . —1 ﬁu.go. NA $75.00 NA NA NA
201 ﬂ-meaa_ 3/20/2017 MECH |5804 ASCOT CT |MILESTONE ELECTRIC & AIR _|5T & 2T COMPLETE GAS SYST NA NA $75.00 NA NA NA
2017-5005 32172017 gmn:,&uom BOULDERDR BILL JOPLIN'S AIR _OI>ZGm OUT FURN, EVAP, COND NA NA $75.00 NA Z>_ NA
2017-5008 3/23/2017, MECH 5808 ASCOT CT |A##1 AIR _ﬂmvgﬁmm TON COMPLETE SYSTEM| NA| NA  §75.00 NA | Z>..“ NA |
2017-5007 | O\Nw\Nc._ﬂ_ MECH | 6904 OVERBROOK DR __|ALL STAR COMFORT SYSTEMS _| ..N TON BOX COIL _ NA | NA $75.00 NA Z>. NA
i NQ._ﬂ.ﬁOou_ u\Me\NOAN. gmﬂz_ﬂooo OVERBROOK DR A#1 AIR REPLACE 2.5 TON COIL _ NA NA $75.00 NA NA | NA
_ 2017-5009|  3/30/2017 MECH _mug ASCOTCT __|MILESTONE ELEC & AIR W.N TON EVAP COIL COND NA NA $75.00 NA NA NA
| 2017-7014 3/3/2017  PLUM 6007 DUMONT CT — O'BRYAN PLUMBING .UOCUFM|<<I & CIRC PUMP ) NA NA $75.00 NA NA NA
_ 2017-7015 G\Q\Nc._ﬂm PLUM 5601 KENSINGTON CT |O'BRYAN PLUMBING _ _UOCmFm WATER HEATER | NA| NA $75.00 NA NA NA
| N.Daq.ﬂo._m_ m}ﬂ\N.:ﬂ_ PLUM |5203 ESTATE LN | ERNIE'S PLUMBING 50 GAL GAS WHIN ATTIC _NA| NA $75.00 Z>., NA NA
| 2017-7017| 32772017 PLUM) 2708 MARY CT | TEXAS GREEN PLUMBING (2) 50 GAL GAS WH NA NA $75.00 NA NA “NA
No._ﬂu._eaoﬂ_ 311412017 1°D_|_muow WESTFIELD DR _|HAUK CUSTOM POOLS .,—uOO_u $45,000 NA $500.00 NA NA NA
7 201710008 314/2017 POOL 5002 ENGLENOOK DR _|HAUK CUSTOM POOLS lPooL $40,000| NA $500.00 NA NA NA
| 2017-10010 3/28/2017, POOL 6803 HAVENHURST CT .I>C—A CUSTOM POOLS _voo_n N— uho.ooo_ NA $500.00 NA| NA | NA
. 2017-80003 3/22/2017 | REMOD 5012 OLD GATE LN | TEXAS MACKEY CUSTOM HOMES FFABUU_._._OZ = | $60,000 | 1,161, $650.83 Z>" NA NA|
| Ncaﬂ-wocmm u:QMOaﬂ._. SFR T&eﬂ TENNYSON CT _mI>UUO°—A HOMES _NEW RESIDENCE $892,872 8,346 $3,994.14 ﬁ;»OL.O; $2.000 Z>.
Eﬂwgm_ 332017 SFR 6702 ERIN LN |CHESMAR HOMES NEW RESIDENCE $298,946 4684  $3013.56]  $1,000 2,000 _NA
2017-9007| 311412017  SFR|5403 WESTFIELD DR \GRAND HOMES B _sz RESIDENCE _ $611,280 6792  $4267.28]  $1,000 $2000  $1,000
2017-9008  3/14/2017|  SFR 5405 BARRINGTONDR  NEWCASTLE HOMES NEW RESIDENCE _ $500,000 6799  $4261.41)  st000  $2000  NA
_ 2017-8009 3/31/2017 M—uz” 5403 TENNYSON CT NEWCASTLE HOMES |NEW RESIDENCE =" $50,000 6978 $4,367.02 $1,000 $2,000 NA
L | _ I o - - TOTAL=|  s$2074507 | s$26503.24]  ¢s000]  $10000  $1,000]




PERMIT GRAPHS

Accessory/Outbuildings Permits

Fiscal Year

2013-2014

2014-2015

2015-2016

20162017

October

1

5

November

December

January

February

March

N W

April

May
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July

August

September
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Irrigation/Lawn Sprinkler

Permits

Fiscal Year

2013-2014

2014-2015

20152016

2016-2017

October
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January
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Irrigation/Lawn Sprinkler Permits
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PERMIT GRAPHS

Miscellaneous Permits

Miscellaneous Permits

Fiscal Year |2013-2014]|2014-2015| 2015-2016 | 2016-2017
October 14 10 4 24 30
November 11 8 14 11
December 14 12 13 20
January 8 5 13 23
February 8 11 7 6
March 15 16 11 18
April 17 6 16

May 6 10 12

June 19 13 13

July 16 20 24

August 12 13 24

September 13 10 11

Y-T-D Total 153 134 161 102
Swimming Pool Permits

Fiscal Year [2013-2014[2014-2015 2015-2016 | 2016-2017 Swimming Pool Permits
October 8 6 2 0
November 3 5 0 0]
December 2 1 5 1
January 1 4 3 2
February 1 0 1 5
March 1 4 3 3
April 5 2 3

May 2 0 6

June 3 0 2

July 0 0 3

August 2 2 2

September 2 2 0

Y-T-D Total 30 26 30 11

= 2013-2014
©2014-2015
®2015-2016
u2016-2017

=2013-2014
= 2014-2015
»2015-2016
= 2016-2017
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Single Family Residential Permits
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®2016-2017



INSPECTION LOG
MARCH 2017

| %%,ﬂumw ADDRESS TYPE INSPECTION SCHEDULED | COMPLETED = RESULT NOTES sTATUS | # |
_ 20171002 5504 KARA LN acc Framing 212212017 312802017,  TRUE  FAILED 2/22 IsS 1
7 _ 20171002 5504 KARA LN ACC Electrical Rough ] 21222017 312812017 TRUE FAILED 2/22 ISS |
No._w-._ouw_mucu ESTATE LN ACC Electrical Rough 3/2/2017 31212017 TRUE 1SS 1
2016-1033 5303 ESTATE LN ACC Other | 312/2017 3/212017 TRUE ELECTRICAL TRENCH |ISS 1
2016-1030 | 2106 VIRGINIA PL ACC | Plumbing Rough u:\nc._ﬂ.. 3712017 TRUE FOR COOKING AREA ISS 1
2016-1030 _N._ 06 VIRGINIA PL ACC ._U_E-E:m Rough | 310/201 ﬂ< 3/10/2017 TRUE | ISS 1
2015-1019 6800 AUDUBON DR |ace Building Final 301512017 31512017]  TRUE FINAL 1
chm.‘_camqmwce AUDUBON DR ACC Building Final 3/15/2017 3/16/2017 TRUE | | FINAL 1
| 2016-1035 _ 7008 PARKERRD E ACC Building Final 3N m\NoMﬂ 311512017 TRUE FINAL 1
| 2016-1030|2106 VIRGINIA PL lace Other 3/20/2017| | TRUE  |PIERS IS8 [
2016-1037 4203 SYCAMORE LN ._>00 Bullding Final 3/24/2017| 3/2412017 TRUE FINAL 11 |
B.:.Son_uas SADDLE TRL lacc|Foundation " 312712017 3272017, TRUE 158 1
2017-1003 5803 ANDOVER DR ACC Building Final _ u\nw\newﬂ u\nu\no‘:. TRUE . FINAL 1
| 20171 oomho; MEADOW GLENDR |ACC Other _ 3129/2017 u\wo\nodﬂ_ TRUE SEWER/WATER ROUGH ISS 1
_ 2017-2002|2701 DUBLIN PARKDR  |ELEC Final _ 3152017 31152017 TRUE FINAL 1
_ 2016-2013 /4100 ANDYS LN #54 ELEC |Electrical Inspection . 312012017 312212017 TRUE  |SEPTIC SYSTEM [FINAL 1
2017-2003 |7281 MOSS RIDGE RD ELEC Other - Q\E u\nn\nodﬂ_ TRUE Evbzmrm ISS 1
201 m.wonﬂmnon RAVENSTHORPE DR |FENCE Fence Final o 3n m\NQaﬂ. u:m\no._ﬂ:_ TRUE | = _ |FINAL 1
2017-3009 5303 NORWICK DR FSPR Fire Hydro Visual ] 3/30/2017 3/30/2017 TRUE | sus 1
2016-4049 5309 WESTFIELD DR IRR Backflow Certificate on File 3/8/2017 3/8/2017| TRUE | - ~ |FINAL 1
201740126401 HOLBROOK CiR IRR Backflow Certificate on —...=w| 3/21/2017 3/21/2017 TRUE | FINAL 1
2017-5003 | 5806 RIDGEMORE DR MECH Final - EN\NSM_ 3/10/2017 TRUE FAILED 3/7117 FINAL 2
2017-5002 5306 CREEKSIDE CT MECH | Other u\NN‘Ne._ﬂ._ 3/2212017 TRUE FURNACE .1_Z>_| 1
2017-7008 | 5005 ENGLENOOK DR PLUM Water Heater N\.:NO._IN. u\n\naaﬂ.._| TRUE | NO >Zm<<m_.n. FINAL ._
2017-7013 2013 DUBLIN RD |PLUM Plumbing Final 3202017 3pr2017 TRUE FINAL 1|
2017-7014 6007 DUMONT CT PLUM .<<wne~ Heater 3/6/2017 | 3/6/2017 TRUE | FINAL |
- 2017-7008 5803 ASCOTCT __|PLUM .<<w‘.m_. Heater 3/9/2017 3/9/2017 FALSE FINAL L
201 ﬂ.ﬂcam“mm—: KENSINGTONCT PLUM Water Heater 3/9/2017 ~ FALSE .m_rmo 3/9/17-NO ANSWER 1SS 1 |
2016-10021 /5101 ENGLENOOK DR POOL Pool Final 2/22/2017 3/9/2017 | TRUE FAILED 2/22 FINAL 1
2017-10001 5803 ANDOVER DR POOL DeckSteel | appor) 30312017 TRUE | - iss 1
2016-10017 2106 VIRGINIA PL POOL Deck Steel L 3mpor7 | FaLsE  |FALED 33M7 liss -
_2017-10008 5204 WESTFIELD DR POOL |Belly Steel | 3/3/2017 3312017, TRUE |1ss 1|
2017-10004 5306 WESTFIELD DR POOL Deck Steel 31612017 - 316/2017 TRUE ! ._mm 1
_2017-10005|5807 MIDDLETON DR POOL | Belly Steel | s yr2017)  TRUE | ss 1




INSPECTION LOG

MARCH 2017
— . S e S
%F__m,ﬂu__m.r | ADDRESS | TYPE INSPECTION | SCHEDULED = COMPLETED | RESULT | NOTES STATUS # |
2017-10003 4407 SALISBURY DR POOL Deck Steel 3N m\Na‘_N Il 3/15/2017 | TRUE ISS 1 |
2017-10006 6304 NORTHRIDGE PKWY |POOL |Gas Line to Pool Immnm_. 3/16/2017 3nel2017 _TRUE = ISS 1 7
= 2017-100068 | 6304 NORTHRIDGE PKWY |POOL _ Deck Steel _ 3/17/2017 I7/2017 TRUE | ISS 1
2017-10002 7401 MEADOW GLENDR | POOL .Wo__< Steel _ 3/21/2017 uhniuo._ﬂ_ _TRUE I 1SS 1
2017-10001 5803 ANDOVER DR _ POOL |Fence Final [ 3/2212017 ENENSL TRUE | 1SS L _
| 2017-10004 5306 WESTFIELD DR POOL Fence Final u\nn\uoaﬂ.. 3/22/2017 TRUE | - 1SS 1
2017-10009 65002 ENGLENOOK DR WVOO—. Belly Steel _ 3/23/2017| 3/23/2017 TRUE 1SS .._
2017-10006 16304 NORTHRIDGE PKWY |POOL Fence Final _ 312712017 3/28/2017 TRUE |FAILED 3/27117 ISS 2
| 2017-10002 7401 MEADOW GLEN DR |POOL ,Qnm Line to Pool Imml..o_. ; 3/29/2017 | 3282017 TRUE ISS 1
“ 20171 ooem.mwON MIDDLETON DR "_uOO—. Gas Line to Pool Heater _ 3/131/2017 313112017 TRUE | 1SS 1
_2017-80002| 5303 BARRINGTON DR _Wm_SOU Electrical Rough 3/10/2017 3/10/2017 TRUE ISS 1
2017-80002 5303 BARRINGTON DR |REMOD Framing/Top-out u}o\ne._w. - IN02017 TRUE ISS R —
2017-80002 5303 BARRINGTON DR REMOD i Mechanical Rough 3{10/2017 3/10/2017 | TRUE ISS 1
2016-9029 5202 BERWICK LN SFR Plumbing Top-Out 8/29/2016 3/15/2017 TRUE FAILED 8/29/16 |FINAL 1
2016-9029 5202 BERWICK LN SFR Electrical Rough a\nc\nc‘_lw. 3/16/2017|  TRUE ..—n>_FmU 8/29/16 FINAL 1
2016-9029 5202 BERWICK LN SFR ._san—._m:mnm_ Rough | ENQEQ. 3/15/2017|  TRUE 'FAILED 8/29/16 FINAL 1
__ 2016-9029 5202 BERWICK LN ___|SFR ..Hﬂ:.__:n B - ENQNOAIQ 3/15/2017 TRUE FAILED 8/29/16 FINAL 1
| 2016-9007 4700 SHEFFIELD CT SFR Driveway Approach Enu\no__nlml 3/9/2017 TRUE FAILED 9/28/16 FINAL I
2016-9054 5204 BERWICK LN SFR —u_cau_:m._.ov.é:» u\.:Neaﬂ._ FALSE ISS 1 |
| 2016.9054/5204 BERWICK LN SFR Electrical Rough 2017, FALSE | liss 1
_ 2016-9054 5204 BERWICK LN SFR_Mechanical Rough 3112017 | rase | iss 1
_ 2016-5054/5204 BERWICK LN SFR | Framing 3112017 | FaLsE 1SS 1
2016-9026 ! 5308 WESTFIELD DR SFR .m:20.< Plat ! u\m\n|n_._ﬂ..7l 3/8/2017 TRUE | FINAL
2016-9026 5309 WESTFIELD DR SFR Building Final u\m\no._ﬂ. 3/6/2017 TRUE FINAL
 2016-9049 4607 BRYCE DR SFR Plumbing Top-Out | 34712017 FALSE  |FAILED 3717 Iss
| 2016-8049 4507 BRYCE DR SFR Electrical Rough u\ﬂ\no‘_ﬂn FALSE FAILED 3/7/17 l1Iss
2016-9049 4607 BRYCE DR .w_uﬂ i Mechanical Rough | 372017 | FALSE |...—u>=rm—v 3Tnr IS8 1
2016-8049 | 4607 BRYCE DR SFR Framing | 31772017 3/17/2017 TRUE FAILED 3/7117 1SS 1 |
2017-8003 4705 BRYCE DR SFR  |T-Pole 317/12017 3712017 TRUE 1 LS R |
2016-9030| 5002 MIDDLETON PR SFR |Meter Release - Electric 7 3712017 3/8/12017|  FALSE | FAILED 3/7H7 liss 2
Noaw.@oue.mman MIDDLETON DR |SFR Meter Reli - Gas = uQ\Ncm L 3/8/2017 TRUE FAILED 3/717 ) __mm 2
| 2016-9008 5402 TENNYSON CT .Mﬂx Building Final |._ 37712017 31712017 TRUE FINAL )
_ 2016.5008|5402 TENNYSON CT SFR_ |SurveyPlat _i uiusqﬁ 72017 TRUE | FINAL 1|
2015-8035 5401 BARRINGTON DR .m_n_a | Building Final 1 3/8/201 .ﬂ._| 3/10/2017 TRUE | FAILED 3/8/17 B _|FINAL 2
[ 201590355401 BARRINGTON DR |SFR |Survey Plat | 3812017 3/8/2017|  TRUE FINAL 1
2017.9006 6702 ERIN LN SFR |T-Pole L o 3812017, TRUE 1SS 1|




INSPECTION LOG

MARCH 2017

N ADDRESS TYPE % INSPECTION 7 SCHEDULED | COMPLETED | RESULT NOTES 7 STATUS 7 # 7
2016-8007 | 4700 SHEFFIELD CT SFR Building Final I | 31912017 3/8/2017 TRUE |FINAL i |.__
2016-9007 | 4700 SHEFFIELD CT SFR  Survey Plat — _ 3/9/2017 3912017 TRUE FINAL |1

“ 2016-9028 5202 BERWICK LN ISFR |Building Final | 3/10/2017 3/15/2017 TRUE FAILED 3110117 FINAL - I_.u

| 2016-8051 5400 WESTFIELD DR SFR Plumbing Top-Out = 3/110/2017 3/15/2017 TRUE FAILED 3/10 & 3/13 \Iss 3

“| 2016-9051 5400 WESTFIELD DR SFR |Electrical Rough 310/2017 3/15/2017 TRUE FAILED 3/10 & 313 1SS 3
2016-9051 _mso WESTFIELD DR SFR |Mechanical Rough 3/10/2017 3/16/2017 TRUE |FAILED 3/10 & 3113 1SS 3
2016-9051 | 5400 WESTFIELD DR SFR Framing - 3/10/2017 311512017 TRUE FAILED 3/10 & 3/13 1SS 3
2016-9021|3708 GRAY LN SFR Driveway Approach 3 Seﬁ 31312017, TRUE ISS 1
2017-9008|5405 BARRINGTONDR | SFR T-Pole B 3/15/2017 3/15/2017 TRUE 188 1

_ 2017-8008|5405 BARRINGTONDR  |SFR Form Survey 3/16/2017 3115/2017 TRUE . Iss |

vv 2017-9008 5405 BARRINGTONDR  |SFR PlumbingRough 3/15/2017 31512017 TRUE 1SS 1

_2018-9029 6202 BERWICK LN SFR Survey Plat _ 3115/2017 31512017 TRUE _IFINAL 1

_ 2016-9039|6602 ERIN LN SFR |Driveway Approach 3/16/2017 371612017  TRUE 1SS 1
2016-8039|6602 ERIN LN SFR Meter Release - Electric 3/15/2017| 311812017 TRUE 1SS 1

| 2016-9039 8602 ERIN LN ISFR | Meter Release - Gas 316/2017 3/17/2017 | TRUE FAILED 311517 1SS 2
2016-9048 | 4601 SALISBURY DR 'SFR Plumbing Top-Out 3/15/2017| 311512017 TRUE liss 1
2016-9048 | 4601 SALISBURY DR SFR Electrical Rough 311512017 3/15/2017 TRUE Iss 1

_ 2016-9048 | 4801 SALISBURY DR SFR Mechanical Rough 3/156/2017, 3/16/12017 TRUE ISS k|

| 2016-9048 4601 SALISBURY DR SFR ._mala_ha 31152017, 315/2017 TRUE | ISS 1
2017-9005 5407 TENNYSON CT SFR T-Pole - 3116/2017 3/20/2017 TRUE FAILED 3/16/17 _lIss 2
2017-9008 5405 BARRINGTONDR  |SFR T-Pole 3/17/2017| 31712017 TRUE Iss 1
2016-9034 §300 BERWICK LN SFR Driveway Approach 31712017 372047 TRUE 1S5 n

| q.ogm.._ 6702 ERIN LN SFR Plumbing Rough 8712017 _ FALSE FAILED 3/17117 1SS 1
2017-9006 6702 ERIN LN SFR Form Survey 311712017 | 31712017 TRUE | s 1

| 2017-8009 5403 TENNYSON CT SFR T-Pole 31 52% FALSE FAILED 3/17/17 1SS 1

| 2017-9009 5403 TENNYSON CT SFR Plumbing Rough 31 SEH_| 31712017 TRUE IS8 1

| 2017-9009 6403 TENNYSON CT 'SFR _|Form Survey | 3712017 3117/2017)  TRUE B 1SS 1
2017-9005 5407 TENNYSON CT SFR PlumbingRough 31712017 3/17/2017 TRUE 1SS 1 _
2017-9005|5407 TENNYSON CT SFR |Form Survey 31712017 31772017 TRUE - ss 1
2016-9028 5315 WESTFIELD DR SFR Driveway Approach 3117/2017 317/2017 TRUE - 18§ 1
2017-9007 6403 WESTFIELD DR SFR \T-Pole - 3/22/2017 3/22/2017 TRUE _Iss i

_ 2017-9007 5403 WESTFIELD DR SFR Form Survey 3/22/2017 312212017 TRUE 1SS 1
2017-9007 | 5403 WESTFIELD DR SFR Plumbing Rough 3/22/12017| 3/22/2017 | TRUE 1SS 1
2016-9038 | 5710 MIDDLETON DR SFR Driveway Approach 312312017 3/23/2017 TRUE o IS 1
2017-9005 5407 TENNYSON CT SFR Foundation 3/23/2017| 3/23/2017 TRUE 1SS 1

_ 2016-9038 /5710 MIDDLETON DR SFR Meter Release - Electric 312712017 |u\nm\~3q_ TRUE 1SS i
2016-9038 | 5710 MIDDLETON DR SFR Meter Release - Gas 312712017 2»:83_ TRUE | 1S 1




MARCH 2017

INSPECTION LOG

_ﬂ,ﬂu__m.__.ﬂ ADDRESS  TYPE INSPECTION SCHEDULED = COMPLETED = RESULT NOTES  STATUS | #
2016-9037 6304 ASHFORD CT SFR Meter Release - Electric 312812017 3302017]  TRUE  FAILED 328 Iss 1
20168037 6304 ASHFORD CT SFR Meter Release - Gas 3/2812017 e»enoL TRUE | 88 1

(I Na._ﬂ.wc@_ 5405 BARRINGTON DR SFR | Foundation Q\Mmsnomp uﬁuﬁo;L ._.ﬂCm|_ iSS 1
2017-9006 | 6702 ERIN LN SFR N ﬂo.._:nm.ao: 3/28/2017 3/28/201 N_ TRUE | IS8 1
2017-8013 _amg ERIN LN SFR T-Pole - u\uo\ne._q. 3/30/2017 TRUE | ISS |
2017.9004 6603 ERIN LN SFR |Other . 3/30/2017| 3/30/2017,  TRUE BRICK TIES ISS 1
2018-9050 6605 ERIN LN SFR ._O_"_aw_. u\ugne._ﬂ_ u\uo\no‘_ﬂ. TRUE BRICK TIES B ISS 1
2018-9052 | 5303 NORWICK DR _m_nm Plumbling Top-Out 3/30/2017 313112017 TRUE |FAILED 3/30/17 1SS 2
2016-9052 5303 NORWICK DR ..T_“m ____|Electrical Rough 313012017 313112017 TRUE T»...mc 3130117 iss 2|
2016-9052 5303 NORWICK DR ._Wﬂw Mechanical Rough u\uo\uodﬂ, 3/31/2017 | TRUE _—.u>=nm_u 3130117 1SS 2 |
2016-9052 5303 NORWICK DR sk |Framing - 3302017, w2017 TRUE FAILED 3017 liss 2 |
2017-9007 5403 WESTFIELDDR | SFR Found 3/30/2017 3130/2017 TRUE lss |1
2016-9035 7703 WINDOMEREDR __|SFR Driveway Approach 3/30/2017) 3302017 TRUE | 158 1
2016-3053 5905 MIDDLETON DR SFR Plumbing Top-Out | u\w‘_\NgN_ | FALSE <_u>=|mU u\u‘:._lﬂ |ISS 1q
2016-9053 | 5905 MIDDLETON DR |SFR ,m_mnnhmnm_ Rough u\w:NSL FALSE m1>=|m_u 33117 ISS 1
No._a.oomu.muem MIDDLETON DR SFR_ ._son_._ms_nm_ Rough 3/31/2017 FALSE FAILED 3/31117 1SS 1
2016-9063 5905 MIDDLETON DR SFR _. ing | - u\u._sne._ﬂ_ _ FALSE FAILED 3/3117 ISS L

_ 2016-9036|5204 WESTFIELDDR ___|SFR |Meter Release - Electric 3172017 332017 TRUE liss 1 |

_| 2016-9036 5204 WESTFIELD DR SFR Meter Rel -Gas uﬁingﬂ‘ 3/31/2017 TRUE ISS M1

[TOTAL=  |148



Monthly Inspection Report

FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2015 FY 2016 FY 2017

October 61 106 88 93 120
November 71 70 86 80 94
December 50 71 99 91 128
January 50 94 80 69 113
February 82 91 78 114 149
March 80 76 76 146 146
April 114 158 95 150

May 72 90 52 104

June 80 134 84 135

July 105 117 77 140

August 84 122 105 122

September 58 82 99 91

Year Total 907 1211 1019 1335 750
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CODE ENFORCEMENT REPORT
2016-2017

Violation < Q.0 < < [
Description LK vﬂf.v AA\G K\y %&. K\y VO/V v/v( 4/.« ...o«% YTD Totals
High Grass 0
Ilegal Dumping 1 2 3
lllegal Structure 0
llegal Vehicle 1 1
Junked Vehicles 1 1
Lot Maintenance 2 5 6 3] 4 6 26
Trash and Debris 5 6 4, 10| 154 10 50
ITEMTOTALS| o[ 12| 10| 15/ 19| 16/ o/ o of o o 0| 81
. . A N 0D R0/ &R Q L SR
Officer Actions OO /VO 0& ¥ A@ Avv. % /&4 vo .vO 4/v 0@ YTD Totals
Verbal Warnings 9 10 10/ 15 194 14 77
Complied/Resolved 9 10( 10 15 19 14 77
10 Day Notice
(Letters Mailed) 2 2 2 6
Extension Granted 1 1
Complied/Resolved 2 2 1 5
Citations Issued 0
Stop Work Order 0
Misc 0
ITEM TOTALS| 22| 24| 20[ 30/ 38] 32 o o o o o 0| 166

411172017



City of Parker Municipal Court Monthly Report

March, 2017 Traffic Misdemeanors |Non-Traffic Misdemeanors
New Cases Filed 41 5
Total Pending Cases 823 349
Uncontested Dispositions 23 5
Compliance Dismissals

After Driver Safety Course 8

After Deferred Disposition 11 1
After Proof of Insurance 3

Other Dismissals 1 0
Total Cases Disposed 46 6
Arrest Warrants Issued 2

Warrants Cleared 12

Total Outstanding Warrants |628

Show Cause Hearings Held 8 1
Trials 0 0
Fines, Court Costs & Other

Amounts Collected:

Retained by City $7,582.00

Remitted to State $4,531.00

Total $12,113.00

Definitions:

Show Cause Hearing - A court hearing that is held for a defendant who has been granted a Driving
Safety Course or Deferred Disposition to Show Cause for Non-Compliance

All cases heard in Municipal Court are Class C Misdemeanors Only.



PARKER POLICE DEPARTMENT
REPORT OF MONTHLY STATISTICS YEAR TO DATE

THIS THIS MONTH
March 2017 MONTH LAST YEAR % CHANGE YTD 2017 YTD 2016 % CHANGE
for Service Traffic 723 2136
Calls for Service 225 564
Traffic Contacts - All Units 73 264
House Watch 216 763
Other Service Response incidents 209 545
Reported Incidents - Part 1 1 7
Homicide 0 0
Theft (Includes:) 1 4
Larceny/Theft 1 3
BMV's 0 1
Auto Theft 0 1
[Residential Burglary 0 0
Business Burglary 0 1
Robbery 0 (4]
Aggravated Assault 0 [}
-é_e?('u=al Assault 0 1
Part 2 Offenses 20 43
Simple Assault 1 5
Vandalism 4] 2
Narcotics 0 3
Fraud (Forgery, ID Theft, etc.) 2 8
Harassment 0 1
Incident Reports 12 18
Mental Health 5 6
Adult Arrests 1 3
Males 1 2
Females 0 1
Traffic Enforcement 69 275
Citations 34 159
Warnings 35 116
Accidents 9 15
Injury 3 5
Non-injury 2 6
FLID 4 4
I investigations - 23 119 o
Cases Assigned B 8 34
Clearances > 0 11
&Ej(e_s 8 0 10
Fallow-Ups B 15 64
Alarm Activations 42
Residentiat 18 39
Chargeable 12 32
Non-Chargeable 6 7
|Business 2 3
Chargeable 0 1
Non-Chargeable 2 2
Outside Agency Activities 24 76
Murphy PD 12 44
Collin County 5O 8 20
Wylie PD 2 3
Allen PD 1 6
Other 1 3
Staff Sworn Civilian Reserve
Authorized 9 1 2
Current Strength 8 1 2
In Training 1 0 0
Openings 1] 0 0
% Staffed 100% 100% 100%
Reserve Hours 30




PIWIK

Parker, TX

Date range: March 2017

Monthly Web Report



Visits Summary

5,740 - —
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f——m” / - : \ > a3 i
,/_ T -

2,870 S

[ — = —
Oct2014  Jan 2015 Apr 2015 Ju 2015 Oct201S jan 2016  Apr2016 Ju 2016 Cct 2016 Jan 2017

Name Value
Unique visitors 3,337
Visits 4,147
Actions 12,045
Maximum actions in one visit 74
Actions per Visit 3

Avg. Visit Duration (in seconds) 00:02:28
Bounce Rate 55%

Parker, TX | Date range: March 2017 | Page 2 of 6
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Council Agenda Item

Budget Account Code: Meeting Date: April 17, 2017
Department/

Budgeted Amount: Requestor: City Council

Fund Balance-before Prepared by:  City Administrator Flanigan

expenditure:

Estimated Cost: Date Prepared:  April 7, 2017

. 1. Application
Exhibits: 2. Survey/Map
3. “Revised” Annexation Schedule Plan — Reserve at Southridge

[ 4. "Revised” 2 Notices to be published in Dallas Morning News (DMN)
|
AGENDA SUBJECT

2NP PUBLIC HEARING FOR RESERVE AT SOUTHRIDGE ANNEXATION. [SHELBY]

SUMMARY

Diyar Parker LP filed an Annexation Petition for Council’s consideration and the property
will be developed pursuant to a comprehensive development agreement.

The City Council is required by law to follow the annexation process. The 1%t public
hearing was held April 4 and this item is for the 2" public hearing. City Council also set

as the date for Council to consider adoption of the Reserve at Southridge
annexation ordinance.

POSSIBLE ACTION
Council may direct staff to take appropriate action.

| ‘inter — Office Use

Approved by:

Department Head/ ]

Requestor: Date:

City Attorney: Brandon S. Sée%q Date: | 03/08/2017
City Administrator: % 7&”“9‘“‘ %; 04/13/2017

Use Only



1.

2.

3.

orveor Page 1

ZONING BOUNDARY CHANGE APPLICATION FORM
ANNEXATION REQUEST FORM

Requesting: Permanent Zoning
Re-Zoning i (See Note*)

Annexation X

*Note: If requesting re-zoning, please attach a letter stating nature of re-zoning
request; i.e. state present zoning and type of zoning change requested

Applicant/Company Name: _Diyar Parker LP

Company Address: 2504 Glacier Street, INIng TX. 75062

Company Phone Number: 972-814-6248
Company Email:

Contact Name: Ahmed Hussein

Contact Phone Number: 972-814-6248

Contact Email: .ahmed0516@hotmail.com

Descri tion and Location of Property;
a. Survey and abstract: Martin Heam Survey, Abstract No. 425
b. Lotand block: -
c. Total number of acres: 45.493 Ac. .
d. Location further described: Property South of Curtis Drive. West of Southridge
Estates Subdivision
Attach 8 copies of the (reliminar. niat or survey that contains;
a. North point, scale, and date
b. Name and address of:
I. Applicant
ii. Engineer or surveyor responsible for survey of plat
Survey and abstract with tract designation
. Location of major and/or secondary thoroughfares located with or adjacent
to the property
€. Location of existing or platted streets within and adjacent to the existing
property
f. Location of all existing rights of way, utility, and/or drainage easements

Qo

5700 E PARKER ROAD - PARKER, TEXAS 75002 - PHONE (972) 442-6811 - FAX {972) 442-2894



Page 2

4. Fees (Non-Refundable): See Attached Fee Schedule
All fees are due and payable at the time of application. No hearing will be
scheduled nor will any reviews be made until payment of required filing fees has

been accomplished. Fees are non-refundable regardless of outcome of request.

All the requirements and fees of this application are submitted to the City of Parker
requesting a hearing date for a Public Hearing before the Planning and Zoning
Commission and/or the City Council as may be required. Hearing dates will be
scheduled in accordance with provisions of the City of Parker's Comprehensive Zoning
Ordinance. NS

Applicant:é{%‘“\é Wi ____bate: 02M18/2017
Accepted: Date: _ —

5700 E PARKER ROAD - PARKER, TEXAS 75002 - PHONE (972) 442-6811 - FAX (972) 442-2894

Y i e ot i
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REQUEST FOR ZONING BOUNDARY CHANGE:

You are requested to supply the names and addresses of all property owners within
200 feet of the subject property, IN ALL DIRECTIONS.

1. Kasser & Ammira Akil - 6000 Southridge Pkwy. Parker, TX. 75002

2. Praveen Madidi & Pesser Keertana - 6002 Southridge Pkwy. Parker, TX. 75002

3. David & Sabrina Butler - 6004 Southridge Pkwy. Parker, TX. 75002

4. Vincent & Tammy Tumer - 6006 Southridge Pkwy. Parker, TX. 75002

5. Matthew & Kim Barr - 4607 Ravensthorpe Dr. Parker, TX. 75002 )

6. Carolyn Hollins - 4605 Ravensthorpe Dr. Parker, TX. 75002
7. Sylvia & M.A. Grotowski - 4604 Ravensthorpe Dr. Parker, TX. 75002

8. Cheri & Vaclav Sydney - 5000 Englenook Dr. Parker, TX. 75002

9. Richard & Jennifer Oldner - 4905 Englenook Dr. Parker, TX. 75002

10. Wyndell & Janette Caviness - 5001 Englenook Dr. Parker. TX. 75002

11. Joe Curtis - 5903 Curtis Dr. Parker, TX. 75002

12. MSC Partnership - 5855 Curtis Dr. Parker, TX. 75002

13. Louise Shanley - 4508 Dillehay Dr. Parker TX. 75002

14, Zai Mei Chen - 6001 Southride Pkwy. Parker, TX. 75002

15. Eman Randy - Dillehay Dr. Parker, TX. 75002

List others on reverse side, if necessary,

FAILURE TO COMPLETE AND SUBMIT THIS INFORMATION WILL RESULT IN THE
REJECTION OF THE APPLICATION,

Thank you.

City of Parker

5700 E Parker Road
Parker, Texas 75002

5700 E PARKER ROAD - PARKER, TEXAS 75002 - PHONE (972) 442-6811 - FAX {972) 442-2834
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ANNEXATION SCHEDULING PLAN

Annexation of Approximately 45.493 Acres of Land Adjacent to the City Limit on

Thursday, March 23, 2017............

Friday, March 24, 2017

Friday, March 31, 2017

Tuesday, April 4, 2017.

...............

Friday, April 7,2017 .............

Friday, April 14, 2017............

Monday, April 17,2017...............

Tuesday, May 9, 2017................

May 8 to May 14, 2017

Send written notice to property owners in the area to be annexed,
public or private entities that provide services in that area, and any
railroads with a right of way in the area to be annexed. The
Department of Engineering Services will prepare a service plan
that details the specific Municipal Services that will be provided
to the area after it is annexed.

Post notice on City’s website, newspaper and City Hall for City
Council’s 1** Public Hearing on intent to annex. Send written
notice to each public school district in the area to be annexed. Send
by certified mail a second written notice to any railroads with a
right of way in the area to be annexed. Obtain required affidavit
of publication from newspaper.

Post notice of 1% Public Hearing under the Open Meetings Act.

City Council’s 1% Public Hearing on intent to annex and service
plan.* (Regular Council Meeting)

Post notice on City’s website, newspaper and City Hall for City
Council’s 2™ Public Hearing on intent to annex. Obtain required
affidavit of publication from newspaper.

Post notice of 2* Public Hearing under the Open Meetings Act.

City Council’s 2™ Public Hearing on intent to annex and service
plan.* (Regular Council Meeting)

Post notice on City’s website and City Hall for introduction of
annexation ordinance and adoption of the ordinance. Posting will
also be in compliance with the Open Meetings Act.

Introduction and consideration of adoption of annexation
ordinance. (Called/Special Council Meeting**)

*  If more than twenty (20) adults who are residents of the area to be annexed protest within ten (10) days of the
notice by publication, then one (1) of the public hearings must be held in the area to be annexed.

** Called council meeting to meet statutory requirement that the two public hearings be held no more than 40 days
and no less than 20 days prior to adoption of Ordinance



LEGAL NOTICE FOR PUBLICATION ON
RESERVE AT SOUTHRIDGE

LEGAL NOTICE

The City of Parker will hold a Public Hearing on Monday, April 17, 2017, at 7 p.m. in City
Hall, 5700 E. Parker Rd, Parker, TX 75002, to consider annexation of property, extending

the city limits of the City of Parker, and reviewing the service plan on the following
described property:

PARCEL DESCRIPTION

Annexation of approximately 45.5 +/- acres of land in the Martin Hearn Survey, Abstract

No. 425, City of Parker ETJ, Collin County, Texas, generally located east of FM 2551
(Dillehay Drive) and south of Curtis Drive.

By direction of the City Council of the City of Parker, Texas.

Patti Grey
City Secretary



CITY OF Item _ 4

y R Council Agenda Item &S0 tUso Oy
Budget Account Code: Meeting Date:  Apri 17, 2017
Department/
Budgeted Amount: Requestor- City Administrator Flanigan
Fund Balance-before Prepared by: City Administrator Flanigan
expenditure:
Estimated Cost: Date Prepared: April 7, 2017
Exhibits: 1. First Texas Homes Extension Request Letter, dated March 31, 2017
) 2. §155.029 Extension or Reinstatement of Plat Approval
3. June 16, 2015 CC Meeting Minutes, p. 3, ltems 12 and 13 — Parker
Ranch Phase 2 and 3 approval
AGENDA SUBJECT

CONSIDERATION AND/OR ANY APPROPRIATE ACTION ON PARKER RANCH
PHASE 2 AND 3 PRELIMINARY PLAT EXTENSION. [FLANIGAN]

SUMMARY

On June 16, 2015, City Council moved to approve Parker Ranch Phase 2 and Phase 3
Preliminary Plats subject to City Engineer's final approval prior to final plat.

Please review the request letter, dated March 31, 2017, and additional information
provided. A First Texas Homes Representative will be present to answer any questions.

POSSIBLE ACTION

Council may direct staff to take appropriate action.

| /inter — Office Use

Approved by:

Department Head/ )
Requestor: Date:
City Attormey: Date:

04/13/2017

City Administrator: % 7[44“94“

R




FIRST TEXAS
HOMES ©

March 31, 2017

Jeff Flanigan Hand Delivery
City Administrator

City of Parker

5700 E. Parker Road

Parker, TX 75002

Re: Parker Ranch, Phases Two & Three.

Dear Mr. Flanigan:

We hereby request an extension of the approval of the Final Plat for Parker Ranch Estates - Phases
2 and 3 for a period of one year. The Final Plats for both phases were approved on June 16, 2015
by the City Council.

These projects have been delayed due to unforeseen circumstances. However, we are anticipating
completion and acceptance of the project within the next few months and are currently paving the
roads in both phases.

Please let us know if you have any questions or comments.
Sincerely,

First Texas Homes, Inc.
RVW Sunchase, L.P.

Keith Hardesty
Division President
Managing Partner

Cc:  File
Matthew D. Lee, P.E., Westwood Professional Services
Steve Stolte, Project Manager

500 Crescent Court, Suite 350 Dallas, Texas, 75201
(214) 613-3400 o Fax (214) 432-0350



1§ 155.029 EXTENSION OR REINSTATEMENT OF PLAT APPROVAL.

(A) Sixty days prior to or following the lapse of approval for a-plat, as provided in this chapter,
the developer may petition the Council to extend or reinstate the approval. This petition shall be
considered at a public meeting of the Council.

(B) In determining whether to grant such a request, the Council shall take into account the reasons
for the lapse, the ability of developer to comply with any conditions attached to the original
approval, and the extent to which newly adopted subdivision regulations shall apply to the plat or
study. The Council may extend or reinstate the plat, or deny the request, in which instance the
developer must submit a new application for approval.

(C) The Council may extend or reinstate the approval subject to additional conditions based upon
newly enacted regulations or as are necessary to ensure compliance with the original conditions of
approval. The Council may also specify a shorter time for lapse of the extended or reinstated plat
or study than is applicable to original approvals.

(Ord. 487, passed 7-18-2000)



9.

APPROVAL OF HOLDING THE 2015-2016 BUDGET WORKSHOP JULY 7™ AND
JULY 8™ AT PARKER CITY HALL BEGINNING AT 3:00 P.M. [LEVINE]

MOTION: Councilmember Stone moved to approve the Consent Agenda as
presented. Counciimember Taylor seconded with Councilmembers Stone,
Standridge, Levine, Pettle and Taylor voting for. Motion carried 5-0.

INDIVIDUAL CONSIDERATION ITEMS

10. CONSIDERATION AND/OR APPROPRIATE ACTION ON APPOINTING THE

11

2015-2016 MAYOR PRO TEM [SMITH]

MOTION: Councilmember Pettle moved to re-appoint Scott Levine to the position
of Mayor Pro Tem for 2015-2016. Councilmember Stone seconded with
Councilmembers Stone, Standridge, Levine, Pettle and Taylor voting for. Motion
carried 5-0.

.CONSIDERATION AND/OR ANY APPROPRIATE ACTION ON RESOLUTION

2015- 482 AWARDING THE BID FOR STREET MAINTENANCE [FLANIGAN]

MOTION: Councilmember Standridge moved to approve Resolution 2015 -482;
approving a bid from Pavecon Public Works, LP of Grand Prairie, Texas in the Total
Amount of $270,816.44. Councilmember Taylor seconded with Councilmembers
Stone, Standridge, Levine, Pettle and Taylor voting for. Motion carried 5-0.

12. CONSIDERATION AND/OR ANY APPROPRIATE ACTION ON A PRELIMINARY

PLAT FOR PARKER RANCH PHASE 2, BEING 42.3167 ACRES IN THE J.S.
BRADLEY SURVEY, ABSTRACT 89; GENERALLY LOCATED EAST OF ALLEN
HEIGHTS [FLANIGAN]

MOTION: Councilmember Taylor moved to approve Parker Ranch Phase 2
Preliminary Plat subject to City Engineer’s final approval prior to final plat.
Councilmember Standridge seconded with Councilmembers Stone, Standridge,
Levine, Pettle and Taylor voting for. Motion carried 5-0.

13. CONSIDERATION AND/OR ANY APPROPRIATE ACTION ON A PRELIMINARY

PLAT FOR PARKER RANCH PHASE 3, BEING 103.942 ACRES IN THE JOHN
SNIDER SURVEY, ABSTRACT 848 AND JS BRADLEY SURVEY, ABSTRACT 89:
GENERALLY LOCATED EAST OF ALLEN HEIGHTS DRIVE. [FLANIGAN]

MOTION: Councilmember Taylor moved to approve Parker Ranch Phase 3
Preliminary Plat subject to City Engineer’s final approval prior to final plat.
Councitmember Standridge seconded with Councilmembers Stone, Standridge,
Levine, Pettle and Taylor voting for. Motion carried 5-0.

14. CONSIDERATION AND/OR ANY APPROPRIATE ACTION ON RESOLUTION

2015483 APPOINTING A PERSONNEL COMMITTEE [LEVINE]

CC Minutes 3
June 16, 2015




%ﬁ Council Agenda Item

Budget Account Code:  City Council contingency | peeting Date: -
g 1-10-6095 9 April 17, 2017
Department/

' Budgeted Amount: $98,775.00 Requestor: City Administrator Flanigan
Fund Balance-before Prepared byv: . - .
expenditure: p y City Administrator Flanigan
Estimated Cost Date

stimated Cost: -
Prepared: April 7, 2017
Exhibits: 1. Proposed Resolution
' 2. City Engineer Craig M. Kerkhoff, P.E., C.F.M. Letter, dated April 7, 2017
3. Bid Summary
l 4. Moss Ridge Road Drainage improvements Bid Tabulation
AGENDA SUBJECT

CONSIDERATION AND/OR ANY APPROPRIATE ACTION ON RESOLUTION NO.
2017-534 AWARDING THE MOSS RIDGE ROAD DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS
PROJECT. [FLANIGAN/BIRKHOFF]

SUMMARY

In 20186, the Moss Ridge Road Drainage Improvements for 7279, 7281, and 7285
(partial) Moss Ridge were advertised in the Dallas Morning News. On August 10, 2016,
Councilmember Taylor moved to reject all bids and authorize re-bidding the project with
alternative options, reducing the scope down using other possible alternatives, as
recommended by City Engineer Birkhoff and City Administrator Flanigan.
Counciimember Pettle seconded with Councilmembers Levine, Pettle, Raney,
Standridge, and Taylor voting for the motion. Motion carried 5-0.

The Moss Ridge Road Drainage Improvements were re-advertised in the Dallas
Morning News March 16 and 23, 2017, with the bid opening at 1:15 p.m., Thursday,
March 30, 2017.

Please review the bid information and recommendation, prepared by City Engineer
Kerkhoff.

POSSIBLE ACTION

Council may direct staff to take appropriate action.

Item 5

Use Onlv



| linter — Office Use

Approved by:

Department Head/ Date:

Requestor: :

City Attorney: Date:

City Administrator: % 7&;4“?4” ﬁ 04/13/2017




RESOLUTION NO. 534
(Awarding Moss Ridge Drainage Project)

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
PARKER, TEXAS, AWARDING A BID TO AND
AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF A CONTRACT WITH
CONSTRUCTION COMPANIES GROUP, LL.C FOR THE
MOSS RIDGE ROAD DRAINAGE IMPROVEMERNTS
PROJECT; FINDING THAT THE MEETING AT WHICH
THIS RESOLUTION IS PASSED IS OPEN TO THE PUBLIC
AS REQUIRED BY LAW.

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Parker authtnzedrlts engmﬁenng firm,

Birkhoff, Hendricks, & Carter, LLP, to seek bids to perform ceftam*dramage improvements
along Moss Ridge Road within the city limits of Parker, Texaspand . 4 y |

WHEREAS, on March 30, 2017 three qualifying bids were feceived; and

WHEREAS, Birkhoff, Hendricks, & Caﬂ@r, LLP corrﬁmled the satisfactory record of
thee low bidder, Construction Companies Group, LLC and recontmended the bid be awarded to
same.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESQ\I\JVE‘D BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF PARKER, TEXAS: f S

SECTION 1. That Conslxucnﬂn\éempanes Group, LLC is hereby awarded the bid in the
total amount of Ninety Eight Thousand Seven: Hundred Seventy Five Dollars and Zero Cents
($98,775.00) for the Moss Rldge Drainage Imprzos,ﬁements Project; and that the Mayor be and is
hereby authorized and duected subject to all cehtract documents being properly completed and
approved as to form’ &nd content by the City Attorney, to execute a contract with Construction
Compames Gxoup, LL‘C for the project.

N e
f SECTIG)W 2. That ‘gzt is hereby officially found and determined that the meeting at which

this Resolutr@n is passed is open to the public and that the public notice of the time, place, and
purpose of sa1d meeting was given as required by law.

\1

PASSE{I}VAND APPROVED on this the 17th day of April, 2017.

CITY OF PARKER, TEXAS
BY:
Z MARSHALL, MAYOR
Resolution No. 534 1

(Awarding Moss Ridge Drainage Project)



ATTEST:

BY:

PATTISCOTT GREY, CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM
AND CONTENT:

BY:

BRANDON S. SHELBY,
CITY ATTORNEY

Resolution No. 534 2
(Awarding Moss Ridge Drainage Project)



BIRKHOFF, HENDRICKS & CARTER, L.L.P.
PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERS

11910 Greenville Ave., Suite 600 Dallas, Texas 75243 Phone (214) 361-7900 www.bhcllp.com

JOHN W. BIRKHOFF, P.E,

GARY C. HENDRICKS, P.E.

JOER. CARTER, P.E.

MATT HICKEY, P.E.

ANDREW MATA, JR., P.E.

JOSEPH T. GRAJEWSKI, III, P.E. .

DEREK B. CHANEY, P.E. April 7, 2017
CRAIG M. KERKHOFF, P.E.

Mr. Jeff Flanigan

City Administrator
5700 East parker Road
Parker, Texas 75002

Re: Moss Ridge Road Drainage Improvements
Dear Mr. Flanigan:

We have checked the bids received at 1:15 p.m., Thursday, March 30, 2017 for the City’s Moss Ridge Road
Drainage Improvements project. We are enclosing six (6) copies each of the Tabulation of Bids and the Bid
Summary. The low bid was submitted by Construction Companies Group, L.L.C., of Dallas, Texas in the
amount of $98,775.00.

Construction Companies Group, L.L.C. has a record of satisfactorily completing projects similar to this
project. Accordingly, based on the information we have available to us, we recommend the City award a
construction contract to the lowest responsible bidder Construction Companies Group, L.L.C. in the amount of
$98,775.00.

We are available to discuss any questions you may have with our recommendation.

Sincerely,
.ll.’IIII ' MW
//Craig M. Kerkhoff, P.E., CF.M,
Enclosure
TBPE Firm 526 ACEC ;Vellness Firm = Better Decisions - Better Designs TBPLS Firm 100318-00
A dation,doox
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CITY OF PARKER, TEXAS
Moss Ridge Road Drainage Improvements

BID SUMMARY
Bids Received at 1:15 p.m., Thursday, March 30, 2017

Contractor Total Amount Bid
1. Construction Companies Group, LL.C

709 Southgate Ln.

Dallas, Texas 75217 $ 98,775.00

2. Four Star Excavating, Inc.
6825 Levelland Rd., Suite 2B
Dallas, Texas 75252 $ 146,928.00

3. Ed Bell Construction Company
P.O. Box 540787
Dallas, Texas 75354-0787 $ 213,440.00

4. HQS Construction, LLC **
P.O. Box 250771
Plano, Texas 75025 Non-Responsive

**  Used Wrong Bid Schedule

JACLERICAL\Parker\1-4096 General Services\13 -Moss Ridge Drainage Review U\Specs\Tech-Spec\06-P&BS-2 xisx
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CITY OF i item 6
f R Council Agenda Item Use Oty

Drainage & Street Maint. .
Budget Account Code:  1.60-6640 & 1-60-6610 | Meeting Date: April 17, 2017
($400,000 + $56,109)

Department/

Budgeted Amount: City Administrator Flanigan

Requestor:

Fund Balance-before

€ Prepared by: City Administrator Flanigan
expenditure:

Estimated Cost sele
stimated Cost: i
Prepared: April 7, 2017
1. Proposed Resolution
Exhibits: 2. City Engineer Craig M. Kerkhoff, P.E., C.F.M. Letter, dated April 7, 2017
' 3. Bid Summary
4. Springhill Estates Drive Culvert Replacement Bid Tabulation
AGENDA SUBJECT

CONSIDERATION AND/OR ANY APPROPRIATE ACTION ON RESOLUTION NO.
2017-535 AWARDING THE SPRINGHILL ESTATES DRIVE CULVERT
REPLACEMENT PROJECT. [FLANIGAN/BIRKHOFF]

SUMMARY

The Springhill Estates Drive Culvert replacement was advertised in the Dallas Morning
News March 16 and 23, 2017, with the bid opening a 1:30 p.m., Thursday March 30,
2017.

Please review the bid information and recommendation, prepared by City Engineer
Birkhoff.

POSSIBLE ACTION

Council may direct staff to take appropriate action.

| Inter — Office Use

Approved by:

Department Head/ .
Requestor: Date:
City Attorney: Date:

City Administrator: % 7€“““W (/Qﬁ} 04/13/2017




RESOLUTION NO. 535
(Awarding Springhill Estates Culvert Replacement Project)

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
PARKER, TEXAS, AWARDING A BID TO AND
AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF A CONTRACT WITH
FOUR STAR EXCAVATING, INC. FOR THE SPRINGHILL
ESTATES CULVERT REPLACEMENT PROJ‘E%T;
FINDING THAT THE MEETING AT WHICH ‘TH IS\
RESOLUTION IS PASSED IS OPEN TO THE PUBLIC A’S
REQUIRED BY LAW.

.

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Parker authéﬁzeé 1ts engmeenng firm,

Birkhoff, Hendricks, & Carter, LLP, to seek bids to replace certain culgefts within the Springhill
Estates subdivision within the city limits of Parker, Texas; and»,

WHEREAS, on March 30, 2017 five qualifying bids were féceived; and

WHEREAS, Birkhoff, Hendricks, & Cartg#, LLP conﬁrmed the satisfactory record of
thee low bidder, Four Star Excavating, Inc. and reeommenried the'bid be awarded to same.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY-THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF PARKER, TEXAS:

SECTION 1. That Four Star’ Excavatmgg Inc. is hereby awarded the bid in the total
amount of Four Hundred Fiffy Sie TheOne Hundred Nine Dollars and Zero Cents
($456 109.00) for the Springhill Estates Culvert Replacement Project; and that the Mayor be and
is hereby authorized and directed, subject to afl ei)ntract documents being properly completed
and approved as to forp; and content by the City Attorney, to execute a contract with Four Star
Excavatlng, Inc. for /the project: - -

N
4 SECTION 2. That it ighereby officially found and determined that the meeting at which
thlszesoiutlon 1s ‘passed i ig,open to the public and that the public notice of the time, place, and
purpose of s%ud meetlng was given as required by law.

PASS FD W APPROVED on this the 17th day of April, 2017.

v
CITY OF PARKER, TEXAS

BY:

Z MARSHALL, MAYOR

Resolution No. 535
(Awarding Springhill Estates Culvert Replacement Project)



ATTEST:

BY:

PATTI SCOTT GREY, CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM
AND CONTENT:

BY:

BRANDON S. SHELBY,
CITY ATTORNEY

Resolution No. 535
(Awarding Springhill Estates Culvert Replacement Project)



BIRKHOFF, HENDRICKS & CARTER, L.L.P.
PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERS

11910 Greenville Ave., Suite 600 Dallas, Texas 75243 Phone (214) 361-7900 www.bhcllp.com

JOHN W. BIRKHOFF, P.E,
GARY C. HENDRICKS, P.E.

JOE R CARTER, P.E.

MATT HICKEY, PE.

ANDREW MATA, JR., P.E.

JOSEPH T. GRAJEWSKI, IIL, P.E, )

DEREK B. CHANEY, P.E. April 7, 2017
CRAIG M. KERKHOFF, E.E.

Mr. Jeff Flanigan

City Administrator
5700 East parker Road
Parker, Texas 75002

Re:  Springhill Estates Culvert Replacement

Dear Mr. Flanigan:

We have checked the bids received at 1:30 p.m., Thursday, March 30, 2017 for the City’s Springhill Estates
Culvert Replacement project. We are enclosing six (6) copies each of the Tabulation of Bids and the Bid

Summary. The low bid was submitted by Four Star Excavating, of Dallas, Texas in the amount of
$456,109.00.

Four Star Excavating has a record of satisfactorily completing projects similar to this project. Accordingly,
based on the information we have available to us, we recommend the City award a construction contract to the
lowest responsible bidder Four Star Excavating in the amount of $456,109.00.
We are available to discuss any questions you may have with our recommendation.

Sincerely,

A V4

erkhoff, P.E., C.F.M.

Enclosure

TBPE Firm 526 ACEC Weliness Firm =  Better Decisions - Better Desiéns 4 TBPLS Firm 100318-00
+clecicalparker\1-4096 peneral services\228-springhill culvertslstterst\ dation docx




CITY OF PARKER, TEXAS
Springhill Estates Drive Culvert Replacement
Replacing 84-inch CMP Culvert

BID SUMMARY
Bids Received at 1:30 p.m., Thursday, March 30, 2017

Contractor Total Amount Bid

1. Four Star Excavating, Inc.
6825 Levelland Rd., Suite 2B

Dallas, Texas 75252 $ 456,109.00
2.  Construction Companies Group,LLC

709 Southgate Lane

Dallas, Texas 75217 $ 473,737.00

3. HQS Construction, LLC
P.O. Box 250771
Plano, Texas 75025 $ 624,976.00

4. Ed Bell Construction Company
P.O. Box 540787
Dallas, Texas 75354 $ 769,285.25

5. Whitewater Construction, Inc.
6640 Old Mexia Rd.
Waco, Texas 76705 $ 782,790.00

JACLERICAL\Parker\|-4096 General Services\228-Springhill Culverts\Specs\Tech-Spec\06-P&BS-2 xlax
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Wﬁ Council Agenda Item Use Orly

Budget Account .
Code: 1-10-7300 & 2-70-7300 | Meeting Date:  apyjl 17, 2017

Department/ . HER. M Bovd

- inance/H.R. Manager Bo

Budgeted Amount: Requestor. g Y
Fund Balance- Prepared by: Finance/H.R. Manager Boyd
before expenditure:
Estimated Cost: Date Prepared:  apyi 7, 2017
Exhibits: Proposed Request for Qualifications (RFQs)

AGENDA SUBJECT

CONSIDERATION AND/OR ANY APPROPRIATE ACTION ON ADVERTISING
REQUEST FOR QUALIFICATIONS (RFQS) FOR AUDITOR SERVICES. [BOYD]

SUMMARY

Finance/H.R. Manager Boyd prepared a Request for Qualifications (RFQs) for auditor
services and is now requesting permission to move forward with advertising said RFQ.

POSSIBLE ACTION

Council may direct staff to take appropriate action.

| Inter — Office Use
Approved by:

Department Head/
Requestor:

City Attorney: ﬂaémm E’W < /ﬁ?—— Date: | 04/13/2017
74
City Administrator: % 7{4(“944 %@k 04/13/2017
D

Date:




City of Parker
Municipal Budget
Request for Qualifications

The City of Parker is issuing this Request for Qualifications for certified public accounting firms
who provide auditing services to general law cities within the state of Texas. Parker rotates its
auditing services on a three to five year basis, although contracts with the auditing firms are
executed on a yearly basis. The first term for the audit requested will be for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2017.

The City requests that the firm submitting their qualifications provide the following:

a. Acalendar of audit events, including the date of anticipated delivery of the auditor’s
opinion for the calendar year ending September 30, 2017.

b. Names and qualifications of audit personnel anticipated to be on site at Parker City
Hall.

c. Anticipated charges for the services described below.

The City of Parker anticipates the auditor’s services will include the following:

a. The auditors will provide a written opinion as to the financial statements of the City
of Parker or, in all material respects, in conformity with United States generally
accepted accounting principles, as they relate to Government Auditing Standards.

b. The auditors will provide a report that does not include an opinion on internal
control related to the financial statements and compliance with laws, regulations,
and the provisions of contracts or grant agreements, non-compliance with which
could have a material effect on the financial statements as required by Government
Auditing Standards.

c. Conditioned on adequate presentation of data by the City, the auditor will prepare a
draft of the city’s financial reports and related notes.

d. The auditors will examine, on a test basis, evidence supporting the amounts and
disclosures on the financial statements.

e. The auditors will review the internal control measures of the City sufficiently to plan
the audit in order to determine the nature, timing, and extent of the auditing
procedures.

All responses to the Request for Qualifications should be sent to Johnna Boyd, Finance
Manager, Parker City Hall, 5700 E. Parker Road, Parker, Texas 75002. Please provide the
original and two copies of your response. All responses are due at Parker City Hall on or before
August 4, 2017 at 4:00 PM. Questions may be faxed (972-442-2894) or emailed
(iboyd@parkertexas.us) to Johnna Boyd.
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MR Council Agenda Item

Budget Account Code: Meeting Date:  April 17, 2017
Department/
Budgeted Amount: Reguestor: City Attorney Shelby

Fund Balance-before

; Prepared by: City Attorney Shelby
expenditure:

Estimated Cost: Date Prepared: April 12, 2017

Exhibits: 1. Proposed Resolution

AGENDA SUBJECT

CONSIDERATION AND/OR ANY APPROPRIATE ACTION ON RESOLUTION NO.
2017-536, RELOCATING CERTAIN PORTIONS OF THE CITY WATER MAIN
ADJACENT TO PARKER ROAD. [SHELBY]

SUMMARY

City Council authorized Engineering Firm Birkhoff, Hendricks, & Cater, LLP, to make
plans for the relocation of the city water main adjacent to certain portions of Parker

Road. The proposed resolution is the first step in acquiring the easements along Parker
Road.

Please review the proposed resolution, prepared by City Attorney Brandon S. Shelby.

POSSIBLE ACTION

Council may direct staff to take appropriate action.

| 'Inter — Office Use

| Approved by: [ !
| Department Head/ .

Requestor: Date:
| City Attorney: | {s’m S, Sm Date: | 04/12/2017 via email
.

City Administrator: | M 7&@% /| 04/13/2017

( |




RESOLUTION NO. 536
(Parker Road Water Line)

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
PARKER, TEXAS, FINDING AND DETERMINING A
PUBLIC PURPOSE AND PUBLIC NECESSITY EXISTS
FOR THE RELOCATION OF CERTAIN PORTIONS OF
THE CITY WATER MAIN ADJACENT TO PARKER.
ROAD;  APPOINTING AN  APPRAISER «~ AND
NEGOTIATOR AS NECESSARY; AUTHORIZING THE °
CITY ADMINISTRATOR TO ESTABLISH ,JUST
COMPENSATION FOR THE PROPERTY RIGHTS TO BE
ACQUIRED; AUTHORIZING  ,/EHE . CITY.
ADMINISTRATOR TO TAKE ALL STEPS NECESSARY,’
TO ACQUIRE THE NEEDED PROPERTY RIGHTS
COMPLIANCE WITH ALL APPLICABLE LAWS AeND
REGULATIONS; FINDING THAT-THE MEETING A
WHICH THIS RESOLUTIONAS-PASSED IS OPEN TO THE
PUBLIC AS REQUIRED BY LAW.

WHEREAS, the City Cou;:;cﬂ Of the:City of Barker has previously authorized its
engineering firm, Birkhoff, Hen »;’eks &\Cartelg ELP, t@ ‘make plans for the relocation of the
city water main adjacent to certam porﬁons of Parker Road and

N

WHEREAS, th1§ pI‘O_]eCt Was\nece§§ktated by the Texas Department of Transportation’s

plans to widen Parker Road thereby creatmg conflict with existing water line easements; and
&

-

WHEREAS:; - the ny Council has considered the relocation of the city water main
adjacent to céx:tam pQI‘thIlS of Parkg‘;koad and determined that a public purpose and public
necessity ex1sts for the acqulsmon of a necessary and appropriate property rights for said
relocatl@ﬁi\and A ( _" G

WI-IEREAS the @ity Council has secured funding for the project from Collin County
and relmbm'sement funding from the Texas Department of Transportation;

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF PARKER TEXAS:

SECTION 1. That the City Council hereby finds and determines that a public purpose
and public necessity exists for the City of Parker to acquire all necessary and appropriate
property rights in those certain lots, tracts, or parcels of land deemed necessary for the relocation
of certain portions of the city water main adjacent to Parker Road; and does further determine the
public purpose and public necessity of the City of Parker acquiring said property together with
all necessary and appropriate appurtenances, additions, and improvements on, over under and
through those certain lots, tracts and parcels of land.

Resolution No. 536 1
(Parker Road Water Line)



SECTION 2. That the City Administrator or his designee is authorized and directed to
acquire all appropriate property rights for the relocation of certain portions of the city water main
adjacent to Parker Road for the City of Parker and to acquire said rights in compliance with State
and Federal law. The City Administrator, or his designee, is specifically authorized and directed
to do each and every act necessary to acquire the needed property rights including, but not
limited to, the authority to negotiate, give notices, make written offers to purchase, prepare
contracts and, when necessary, to institute proceedings in eminent domain.

SECTION 3. That the City Administrator or his designee P hereby appomted as
“negotiator” for the acquisition of the necessary property and, as suchy ﬂie City Admigiistrator or
his designee is authorized and directed to do each and every act deed Eeremabove specified
or authorized by reference. Subject to the availability of funds af)propnated by the Cityy Council
for such purposes and with the advice and recommendation g‘? the Cltyé\Attome}and) the City’s
appointed appraiser, the City Administrator is specifically - amhor&e&\to ‘\estabhsh the just
compensation for the acquisition of this property. Ifthe) Qlty Admlmstrator) or his designee
determines that an agreement with the property oWEner(s) as to just aompénsatlon cannot be
reached, then the City Attorney is hereby authorized and directed to ﬁl& or cause to be filed,
agalnst the owner(s) and interested parties of the property, proceedings in eminent domain to
acquire the above stated interest in the propefty ‘ \\ \ N /;,’

SECTION 4. That a qualified apprakser shall be demgnated the appraiser of the property
to be acquired as necessary. N
\
SECTION 5. That the ﬁndmgg of fact, recitations and provisions set out in the preamble
of this Resolution are adop; «an&made a‘part of the body of this resolution, as if the same were
fully set forth herein. / : \. A N

SECTION 6. That i is found and determmed that the meeting at which this Resolution is
passed is open, to.the pubhc ant hat public notice of the time, place, and purpose of said meeting
was given as Teqmred by law. -

PASSED;Q\‘DAPPR@VED on this the 17th day of April, 2017.

CITY OF PARKER, TEXAS
BY:
Z MARSHALL, MAYOR
Resolution No. 536 2

(Parker Road Water Line)



ATTEST:

BY:

PATTI SCOTT GREY, CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM
AND CONTENT:

BY:

BRANDON S. SHELBY,
CITY ATTORNEY

Resolution No. 536 3
(Parker Road Water Line)



WY 0E'LL @ 402/ pajepdn

swieyeimniepusfy DO

auna

S9J0N

1IOVINOGD

NOLLdIHISIa WALl

Jemio) Buinow p uopejndod ‘s BuilAyie [Ny awo aunp/fe
P. J but '® uoie| 000G PUInJIaA LdW/AqIeuS Ny H r/NeN
Suoid8|3 Jouny jj 998.0 suo93|3 youny 41 - BIN DD 9/9 J0 uoijeeoue) 2102 ‘91 Aepy
9O @ "HO AUl JBIUD 81-2102 2102 ‘91 Aepy
lleysiepy wa] o.d JoAe gL-£10z 8y} Jo Juswyuloddy 210Z ‘9l Aep
lleysiep P81o8|3 0} 80UI0 JO YieQ Jejsiuiupy 2102 ‘9l Aep
jenuuy 208,) SSeAuR) 2102 ‘ol Aepy
uonexauuy aBpuyINog je aaasay Jo uoydopy Agleus uondopy uonexauuy abpuyinog je anlesay 2102 ‘6 Aepy
60S-9102 ‘GLP-G10TSeY ‘@8 diysioquisyy |enuuy adueul4 san( diysiequisly [enuuy DSSY Aepy
Ageulegysys Hoday ideq a4 100 “Anp “udy “aep
INJINFIHOV ANV FONVNIAHO ¥3d a3dIN03aY seulag Hoday 8jsepn dlgndey 100 "AIne “idy “uep
B 00 910zZ/8L/01 Heig/hgieys Aotjod yoeHU0D Yeis agl
yosep 29G,0 swse|ddng uoljesiipo) jenuuy agl
(sio)oi|os ‘wuely ‘sjuswalinbey asus4) seyIWWod
9l/e Umuwmzvm‘_ Co_wmzow_b __OCDOO MBIAB] B0UeBUIpIO mc_CON w>_wcwcm._QEoo e 2)eal) asl
IV4 0} Z1-9102 Pappe '6Z/Z panoiddy 91-G102 uebiuei4 sinpayog 884 Al /102 adl
LLIOT

J1Va ONLITIN

SIN3LI VAN3IOY 3¥NnLNd
TIONNOD ALID




WV 0E:LL @ L10Z/kry petepdn

sweyieimnepusty 92

JUIBIN 19841S [ENUUY PIeMY '@ PIg ‘OSIUSAPY

Ainp-Aepy

SIJON

1IOVINOD

NOILJIYDS3a WALl

A1VQA ONLLIINW

SINIL] YANIOV JHNLNd
TIONNOD ALID




J

v
<

~N

Y]

1
2
3

2017 PLANNING CALENDAR

uLy

T

10 11 12

17H19

24 25 26

W

—

()}

[y

3

o
g

0

3 0)
[

7

o

31

NAME OF CITY:

1

July 28, 2017

Aug. 1, 2017

|

Aug 7 2017

f

Aix. 11, 2017

|

Aug. 15, 2017

Aug. 25, 2017

Aug. 29, 2017

|

Sept. 1, 2017

|

Sept. 5, 2017

AUGUST SEPTEMBER
F s S M T W T F s S M T W T F 5
bl nz 3 4 s 1 2
7 8 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 336789
14 15 13 14 16 17 18 19 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
2 22 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 17 18 ﬂ 0 21 22 23
28 29 27 28 E 30 31 24 25 26 27 28 29 30

2017 TAX RATE PLANNING CALENDAR

City of Parker, Texas

Mailing of "Notices of Appraised Value" by Chief Appraiser.

The Chief Appraiser prepares and certifies to the Tax Assessor for each county, municipality, and
school district participating in the appraisal district an estimate of the taxable value.

Deadling for submitting Appraisal Records to ARB.

Deadline for ARB to approve Appraisal Records.
Deadline for Chief Appraiser to certify Appraisal Rolls to each Taxing Unit,

Certification of anticipated collection rate by collector.
Caicutation of Effective and Rollback Tax Rates.
Submission of Effective and Rellback Tax Rates to governing bedy.

72 Hour Notice for Meeting (Open Meetings Notice).

Meeting of Governing Body to Discuss Tax Rates.
If proposed tax rate will exceed the Roliback Rate or the Effective Tax Rate (whichever is lower),
take record vote and schedule two Public Hearings.

Publish the "Notice of 2017 Property Tax Rates" by September 1.
Notice must be published at least seven (7) days before first Public Hearing. Notice must also be
posted on the municipality's website.

72 Hour Notice for First Public Hearing (Open Meetings Notice).

First Public Hearing At least 7 days after publication of "Notice of Property Tax Rates.”

72 Hour Natice for Second Public Hearing (Open Meetings Notice).

Second Public Hearing May not be earlier than 3 days after first Public Hearing.
Schedule and announce meeting o adapt tax rate three to fourteen (3 - 14) days from this date.

72 Hour Notice for Meeting at which Goveming Body will Adapt Tax Rate (Open Meetings Notice).

Meeting to Adopt 2017 Tax Rate.

Schedule meeting three to fourteen (3 to 14) days after second Public Hearing. Taxing Unit must
adopt tax rate before September 30 or 60 days after receiving Certified Appraisal Roll, whichever is
later.



