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CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
1989 BUDGET

PREFACE
The 1989 fiscal/annual budget for the City of Grand Junction 1is
represented by this document. The City of Grand Junction, a
charter or home rule €ity, is a full service city. These ser—

vices include but are not limited to the following.

Public Safety (police, fire, municipal court)

Public Works (highways, streets, sanitation, and water)
Public Recreation (parks, swimming pools, golf courses,
recreation programs)

Public Facilities (convention center, cemeteries)
Public Planning (land use planning, zoning, building inspec-
tion)

The budget was prepared following guidelines established by
City Council and implemented by the City Manager. The budget
book is divided into four sections to enhance readability.

Section I, Introduction
Includes information regarding the City's financial manage-—
ment policies, budget process, and accounting controls.

Section II, Budget Highlights
Includes perspective and conclusions about the budget, long
range implications of this budget, overviews of the 1988
revised and (989 budgets, and a summary of Capital Improve-
ment Projects.

Section II1I, Budget Summaries
Includes statistical summaries reflecting the City budget
in its entirety using fimancial statement formats. These
formats present the budgeted expenditures in total and by
Fund type (General, Enterprise, 'Capital Project, Special
Revenue and Internal Service).

Section IV, Related Information
Includes policy and statistical information related to the
development, adoption, and subsequent management of the
budget.
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CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
1989 BUDGET
COUNCIL "STATE DOF THE CITY" MESSAGE

The City Council of Grand Junction is pleased to submit our an-
nual State of the City message to the citizens of this commu-—
nity. We are proud of the activities conducted during 1988 and
look forward with anticipation to our planned agenda for 1989.

We continued our activities during 1988 with openness and re-—
sponsiveness as our guide. Citizen input is not only encour-
aged, it is listened to and acted upon. OQuir goals and abjec-
tives +for 1988 were designed to protect our quality of 1life,
promote economic development, maintain city services and fa-
cilities, and create a vision for the future of our community.

Economic activity has strengthened this past year and we remain
a vwvibrant community. Retail sales have increased, new busi-
nesses have opened, population is increasing, residential sales
are up, foreclosures are down, and building permit activity has
increased.

As we look to the next century, we hope to build a better commu-
nity for our children, our workers, and our seniors. This city
prospered during 1988; we are confident it will continue to
prosper in 1989 and beyond.

OPENNESS/RESPONS IVENESS

The Mayor and Council have made ourselves readily available to

anyone wishing to speak with us. The Mayor keeps office hours
at City Hall and is available to any person wanting to discuss
any subject of concern. Council members remain accessible at

home or at their business.

City Hall has been made more accessible to the handicapped of
this community. A handicapped access project was completed in
May, 1988. It allows access to all fleors in City Hall for
handicapped citizens and employees. Public access to other ar-—
eas of City Hall has been improved to provide greater conve-—
nience to our customer service counters.

We held our property tax revenue to the same dollar amount as
the prior year. Property tax revenues have been held at this
same level since 1985,

We completed another half mile of Patterson Road and will com-
plete the remaining mile, 23 1/2 Road to 7th Street, in 198%9.
These improvements are being made without assessing the cost of
the project to the adjacent property owners.

We adopted an ordinance that exempts occasional residential yard
sales and bazaars of charitable organizations from the City’'s

sales tax regulations.

(ii)



CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
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COUNCIL "STATE OF THE CITY" MESSAGE

We withdrew condemnation proceedings on two private properties
which Council had felt were necessary for development of the
west end of Main Street. Thigs action allowed better control of
City costs on the West End Development project.

We believe tourism is a vital element of our economy. We con-—
tinue to believe a lodging tax is necessary to adequately fund
our community’'s efforts for attracting increased convention and
tourism activities to the Valley.

We supported the valley—-wide effort to implement an enhanced 911
{E-?11) phone system for the Greater Grand Valley Communication
Center. This system will improve public safety response to
emergency situastions in our Valley.

We adopted a resolution supporting a voluntary no burn program
as an attempt to improve the air quality in our wvalley. Each
person that voluntarily reduces the amount of wood smoke con-
taminants entering our atmosphere during inversions helps pro-
tect the health and weltare of themselves and their neighbors.

We developed downtown residential neighborhood guidelines +far
the area bounded by 1st Street and 12th Street, and North Avenue
and Grand Avenue. The guidelines will protect the residential
character of the area and preserve the historical district along
7th Street.

We adopted requirements that subcontractors must be licensed by
the City when working for a licensed contractor. City subcon-
tractors can better compete with non-City subcontractors. Prop-
erty owners receive additional protection on maintenance and re-
pair jobs on their properties. )

We continued to oppose mill tailing removal by truck and encour-
aged the removal be conducted by truck-rail. We continue sup—
port of the UMTRA Project for improving our community’'s image to
the outside world. The project is also a valuable economic ac-—
tivity for the community. The method chosen to dispose of the
mill tailings pile must have minimal impact on the disposal
route.

We agreed to place the 3/4% increase in local retail sales tax
on the April 4, 1989 ballot as an advisory issue eventhough a
petition to force an election on the increase submitted to Coun-
cil was not valid.

(iii)
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1989 BUDGET
COUNCIL "STATE OF THE CITY" MESSAGE

We agreed to mill tailings removal on the sidewalks of Main
Street following numerous discussions with Downtown merchants

and the Department of Energy. The schedule agreed to will have
the least amount of impact on the merchants, but the downtown
will be disrupted. We hope everyone will excuse the disruption

ang that the downtown returns to normal operation as soon as
possible.

We adopted licensing requirements for itinerant
peddlers/solicitors. Residents are now assured
peddlers/solicitors calling at their homes are registered with
the City.

We are proud of our City employees who participated in the 1989
United Way Campaign as a Pacesetter organization and raised
$11,429, a 33%Z increase over the previous year’'s contributions.
Sixty—two percent of our employees participated, with the aver-
age pledge being $48.40.

JOBS & TOURISM

We expended $290,662 for economic development purposes to busi-
nesses locating in our valley. This demonstrates our strong
support for MCEDC’'s goal to bring new jobs and opportunities to
our local economy. The City's commitment has resulted in over
663 new Jjobs and $31.8 million in new capital investment since
May, 1985.

We approved a contract with the Convention and Visitors Bureau
to provide direct funding of their tourism effort. Previous ar-—
rangements had stipulated the retail vendor's fee would be paid
to the Chamber of Commerce, with the Chamber monitoring CVB ac-
tivities.

We Jjoined several local businesses in underwriting a full page
advertisement in the Colorade tourist’s magazine. This
vacationer’'s guide will be available for distribution to ap-
proximately &00,000 persons visiting our State in 198%2. The ad-
vertisement presents an overview of the vacation opportunities
in our Valley.

We authorized purchase of property on the Colorado River front
as the 1initial step in developing a Riverfront Park. This
$320,000 purchase was made possible through cooperative funding
by the City, Grand Junction Lion's Club, and a grant from the
State of Colorado Energy Impact Fund. Cleanup of the
Riverfront, coupled with redevelopment of the Sth Street cor-
ridor, continues to be a goal of Council.

(iv)
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We hosted the 1988 annual conference of the Colorade Parks and
Recreation Association, as well as the State of Colorado Lottery
Fund distribution ceremony. Approximately 300 persons attended
the Conference and enjoyed the hospitality extended by our com-—
munity.

We continued active support of the National Junior College Base-
ball World Series (JUCO) and entered into agreement to host the
classic for 1989 through 1991. We also supported the Interna-
tional Bicycle Race — having to gquickly alter the start/finish
line when the event was marred by violence, the Fourth af July
celebration in Stocker Stadium, and the Downtown Shopping Park
Christmas Lighting.

We are actively engaged in the Colorado Sister City FProgram.
Joint activities with the City of Golden will lead to business

and tourism exchanges, benefiting our local economy.

FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT

We insist that City budget decisions be based upon long range

financial plans rather than year-to-year balancing. Operating
expenditures must not exceed operating revenues, with revenues
conservatively calculated first. Ten year financial plans have

been developed for all major city operating and capital funds.

We actively monitor the budget process, with Council priorities
reflected in the operating expenditure categories. Our scrutiny
and direction results in direct savings to the citizens of this
community.

We are working to make all utility funds self-sufficient through
user service charges, not general tax dollars.

SERVICE AND CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

Our ten year capital plan emphasizes preserving the City's gquar-
ter billion dollar street system, parks and buildings. Over 735%
of this capital plan is devoted to streets and to maintenmance of
existing city facilities.

We expended over $1,300,000 in street averlays and reconstruc-
tion projects from the 3/4%4 sales tax revenues, plus $1.6 mil-
lion on Patterson Road from the 0il Shale Trust Fund. Mainte-
nance of our City streets is a major Council priority.

We are using Lottery monies to fipance construction of a water
slide at Lincoln Park—Moyer Fool. City lottery revenues have
been strictly designated for park improvements. The slide will
increase pool revenues, and reduce the general tax support re-
quired for City swimming pools.

(v)
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Water line replacements within the City's water system continue
to be a priority. These replacements are essential to reduce
expensive repairs and interruptions of water service.

We remain committed to maintaining and strengthening our storage
reservoirs and water rights, providing the City with senior wa-
ter rights that are impervious to erosion from trans-mountain
diversions and downstream claims. Other water rights on the
Gunnison and Colorado Rivers will ensure that drought condi-
tions, should they occur, can be faced with confidence.

We have submitted an application to the Colorado Water Conserva-
tion Board for a low-interest loan to assist in financing im-
provements to the North Fork water supply flow line from Kannah
Creek. Additional monies from a Community Development Block
Grant will fund replacement of the existing flow line and ensure
our supply of water from the Grand Mesa.

We bhave worked with Mesa County officials in locating the new
Jail Downtown. We have begun the revitalization of the West End
on Main Street with City Market and Colorado State Employees
Credit Union construction projects.

THE FUTURE

We must address the need to plan the City’'s long range growth,
including expansion of the City’'s boundaries and provision of
urban services to unincorporated areas.

We must continue our support of economic development, recogniz-
ing that diversification of our economy will result in opportu-

nities for our existing businesses and our citizens. We should
be a community that encourages our local businesses to expand
and provide job opportunities for our children. New jobs will

be created by attracting new industries.

We continue our support for keeping public facilities Downtown.
We will continue our efforts to ensure the Judicial Center and
the Museum of Western Colorado remain in the Downtown.

We need to establish an understanding with other levels of gav-
ernment to prevent further erosion of local authority. Since
1985, the City has lost $2.3 million in annual revenues that had
~traditionally come fraom other government levels. We will fight
to preserve home rule by opposing Federal and State legislation
that threatens to impose expensive mandates upon our community.

We are committed to maintaining gquality City services and pre-
serving our investment in the City's streets, parks and build-
ings. We believe competent, imaginative and motivated City em-—
ployees are essential to achieving this.

(vi)
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We shall continue to explore ways to keep the costs of govern-—
ment in balance, such as consolidation of the overlapping and
competing public water utilities in our Valley.

We will continue to take an active, supportive role in community
affairs and in promoting our Valley. Cooperation with other
governmental entities will benefit all citizens in our commu-—
nity.

We recognize the traditional Federal funding sources for human
and social services are eroding, and pressure is being applied
to replace this funding through local government. We will keep
communication channels open with human services providers and
Mesa County on this issue.

STATE OF THE CITY

The State of Your City is good. We have endured a period of
ecanomic downturn and now see reason to be optimistic about our
future. We pledge to do all in our power to maintain the trust
yvyou have given us. We shall continue to be responsive to our
public, to maintain our quality of life, and to operate vyour
City in a responsible, prudent financial manner.

(vii)
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CITY OFFICIALS

CITY COUNECIL (elected)

Mr. John Bennett, Mayor At Large
Mr. R.T. Mantlo At Large
Mr. Paul W. Nelson District

Mr. O.F. Ragsdale District
Mr. Reford Theobold District
Mr. William E. McCurry, Mayor Pro Tem District

Mr. Leroy Kirkhart District

APPOINTED OFFICIALS

City Manager Mark K. Achen
City Attorney Dan Wilson
Municipal Court Judge David Palmer

DEPARTMENT HEADS

Finance Director Allen Sartin
Fire Chie¥ Richard Greene
Parks & Recreation Director Ted Novack
Police Chief Robert Evers
Public Works Director James Shanks
Support Services Director Steve Anderson

(ind



CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
1989 BUDGET
DRGANIZATIONAL CHART

Planning Commission

Park & Recreation Advisory Board
Board of Adjustment & Appeals
Contractor’s Licensing Board
Forestry Board

\

PEOPLE

Airport Authority

Downtown Development Authorily

Housing Authority

Visitors & Convention Burequ

CITY COUNCIL

MUNICIPAL COURT
JUDGE

CITY MANAGER

CITY ATTORNEY

FINANCE & INFORMATION SERVICES

Accounting & Budgel Daota Processing
Personnel & Payroll Collections
Municipal Court

City Cierk
Purchasing

SUPPORT SERVICES

Stores & Printing
Risk Management
Public Relations

POLICE FIRE

Patrol Services

fire Suppression
Crime Prevention

Emergency Medical

Investigations Hazordous Materials
Records Fire Prevention
911 Dispatching Arson Investigation
Laboratory Inspections

PARK & RECREATION

Park Maintenance
Recreation Program
Stodiums
Golf Courses
Pools
Convention Center
Forestry
Cemeleries
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PUBLIC WORKS &
UTILITIES

Street Maintenance
Traffic & Parking
Engineering
Planning
Water Utility
Sanitary Sewer
Refuse Collection
Equipment Pool
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CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
1289 BUDGET
INTRODUCTION

FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT POLICIES

Effective allocation of available resources is critical to sound
financial management. Detail financial management policies are
included in the Related Information Section; below is an over-
view of the City’'s financial management strateqgy.

o BUDGET PREPARATION
PHILOSOPHY

Council’'s short and long term goals are the cornerstone of the
budget. The budget will provide a diversified and flexible rev-
enue plan , and an expenditure plan that minimizes costs to the
lowest cost consistent with maintaining services and infra-
structure. Formal documents are the Revenue Plan, Ten Year Fi-
nancial Projections, Capital Improvements Plan, and Budget Plan,

BALANCING GUIDLINES
Each fund is balanced separately. Subsidies between +unds re-
quire Council approval. For each fund, combined proposed operat-
ing and capital costs cannot exceed projected revenues, unless
specifically autharized. Ten year long range financial projec-
tions are prepared for major funds and used to assure that fu-
ture impacts of the proposed budget are fiscally sound.

CONTINGENCY RESERVES

Appropriated funds will be reserved for the purpose of respond-
ing to unanticipated needs, revenue shortfalls or emergencies.
Departments will not budget contingency funds. Each vyear’'s
budget will contain contingency funds as deemed appropriate by
the City Manager and Council. BSuch funds are allocated prima-
rily for non-recurring unplanned costs when approved by the ex-—
press written consent of the City Manager. The General, Inter-
nal Service, and Enterprise Funds will each maintain
unappropriated balance for cash flow and catastrophe reserves.

o BUDGET ADMINISTRATION

PHILOSOPHY
The City will maintain adequate systems for collecting, control-
ling, recording, and reporting revenues and expenses using the

modified accrual basis of generally accepted accounting prin-
ciples.

REVENUE MANAGEMENT
The City will follow an aggressive policy of prompt and effi-
cient collection of taxes, fees, and other revenues.

EXPENDITURE MANAGEMENT
Purchasing, risk management, and personnel practices will be
reviewed annually to assure control and management of expendi-
tures. Financial records will be audited annually by a certified
public accounting firm.

(1)
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INTRODUCTION
FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT PDOLICIES (CONTINUED)

o MONEY MANAGEMENT

PHILOSOPHY
The first priority for use of excess funds is to maintain ad-
equate reserves in highly liquid form. When evaluating the use

of excess funds generated by cash flow or fund balance, both in-
vestment opportunities and debt retirement will be considered.
Decisions will be hased on risk, duration of use, and rate of
return.

BUDGET DEVELDPMENT PROCESS

The City’'s budget development process provides a comprehensive
and coordinated methodology for creation of a budget plan that
meets the needs of the community through effective management of
City resources. In order to manage resources effectively, the
management team reviews all changes to service levels to assure
reasonable continuity of community services. All proposals are
evaluated on both a short and long term financial basis. Ten
yvyear long range financial projections have been developed for
all major +Funds and are used extensively to analyze the long
term effects of budget decisions.

Mid-year the Council starts the process with a goal setting re-
treat. During the retreat, Council reviews goals and issues in
order to define City service policy for the coming year. After-—
wards, the management team begins developing operational goals
angd objectives which implement the Council’'s service goals and
objectives. During July each department evaluates current pro-
grams and budgets in order to prepare action plans.

As departments are completing their action plans, detail budget
preparation materials are provided to each department. Materi-—
als include worksheets for budget preparation, capital improve-
ments, staffing changes, and detail line item justifications.
Departments use these materials to quantify estimated costs and
revenues for both the current and following year. Supervisors
prepare each line item by listing individual items, estimated
quantities, and forecasting cost based on unit prices provided
by Purchasing or the actual vendor. Historical data is used in
conjunction with planned objectives and goals to determine spe-
cific 1i1tems needed. Department heads and supervisors review
each revenue and expenditure line item until a consensus 1is
reached regarding need, quantity, and probable cost or revenue.
Since this process requitres numerous meetings and extensive re-—
search, it takes several weeks to be completed.

(2}
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BUDGET DEVELOPMENT PROCESS (continued)

By mid-August, departments finalize their current year revised
estimates and following year proposed budgets. Concurrently,
the management team finalizes the review schedule and selects a
team for the budget evaluation sessions. The team consists of
supervisory and management personnel from several departments.
The team’'s cross section of participants allows esach budget to
be viewed from an unbiased, neutral perspective. It also en-
hances the distribution of new techniques and methods learned
during the review process.

At the beginning of September, the budget review teams begin to
review department proposals. Each expenditure and revenue line
item is reviewed by team members until +full concurrence is
reached on the validity of need and reliability of estimates.
Detail review of proposals involves extensive direct participa-
tion by all levels of departmental personnel.

In late September the budget review teams complete review of de-
partment proposals. At the conclusion of the reviews, proposed
base operating budgets are summarized. The management team then
meets daily to balance the budget using these basic criteria.

o Proposed budgets must not result in significant imbalances
in the Ten year financial projections.

o Total proposed operating expenses, including operating
capital, cannot exceed total expected operating revenue.

o Subsidies from the general fund to other funds must be re-
viewed and approved by City Council.

o Capital improvement projects will be primarily funded by
the 3/4 cent portion of the sales tax; use of fund balance
requires review and approval by City Council.

The management team uses an intensive group process to finalize
the budget proposal. Since revenues are the single most impor-—
tant factor in determining the level of the budget, they are re-
viewed for wvalidity first. Fee based revenues such as service
charges {water, sewer, trash), recreation fees, and all other
types are reviewed to determine the reliability of the forecast.
Tax based revenues, such as sales tax, use tax, and property tax
are then reviewed in terms of known histarical trends and cur-
rent information regarding economic conditions. Finally, rev-
enues from outside sources such as grants, local shares of State
or Federal revenues, are reviewed in light of current or pending
legislation affecting these revenue sources.

Operating costs are then reviewed for validity. Personnel, rou-
tine operating, and operating capital costs are analyzed
separately. The management team establishes city wide pri-
orities for staff level changes and operating capital items.

(3)
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BUDGET DEVELOPMENT PROCESS (continued)

Concurrently, capital improvement project costs are submitted by
each department; the management team then analyzes and pri-
oritizes requests on a city wide basis. Results are presented
to a Council subcommittee for review and direction.

In order to finalize proposed city wide priorities for the bud-
get, the management team and City Council tour various fa-
cilities and work sites, observe demonstrations, examine re-
ports, hear presentations, and discuss alternatives as provided
by requesting departments.

Once the preliminary reviews have been completed, the budget is
reviewed Ffor conformance to the financial management policies.
Typically, the initial budget deoes not conform. As a result,
priority lists are developed by each department to pare costs or
increase revenues. The management team then reviews the changes
as recommended by each department head to determine which
changes should be incorporated into the budget proposal. The
proposed budget is then reevaluated. This process is repeated
until the proposed budget is in conformance with guidelines.
During these revision activities, department heads, supervisors
and the City Manager generate, review and evaluate numerous al-
ternatives; individual and team efforts are used to refine and

select the best options. All balancing actions, reductions and
additions, are evaluated by the management team in a group pro-
cess.

By early November the proposed budget conforms to guidelines and
is presented to Council for review, comment, and direction at a
study session. During the study session the management team
provides a thorough executive overview of the proposed budget
using visual aides and graphics. The Council then makes final
decision regarding acceptability of the proposed budget.

Any changes requested by Council go through the process above so
that a revised balanced budget can be prepared and resubmitted.
Once the Council accepts the proposed budget, they finalize the
property tax mill levy, get public input on the proposed levy,
and certify the levy to the County Commissioners by December
1st.

After Council has accepted the budget, they publish the budget

and provide for citizen input at several public hearings. After
finalizing any changes due to public input, Council must pass an
ordinance titled "The Annual Appropriation Ordinance" by Decem-

ber 3lst (see City Charter, Article IX, Section BO).

On January 1st each year, the adopted budget is included into
the accounting system to enable administrative budget control.
(4)
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ADMINISTRATIVE BUDGET CONTROL

Once the Council adapts the budget, the automated accounting
system is wused as the major tool for monitoring activity.
Throughout the year the management team regularly reviews re-
sults by comparing actual expenditures and revenues against bud-
get. When expenditures or revenues differ from adopted budget,
the management team takes corrective action to balance expendi-
tures to revenues. Balancing all expenditures to revenues on a
city wide basis ensures that expenditures are within the limits
set by the budget ordinance.

The automated accounting system, policies & procedures, and or-
ganizational structure provide multiple controls on the expendi-
ture of funds. The following list of controls is representa-
tive, but not all inclusive.

o Bidding is required for all purchases greater than $3,000.

o All assets (items costing $300 or more) are inventoried.

o The accounting system uses the modified accrual basis under
generally accepted accounting procedures.

o Encumbrance accounting is used to ensure that expenditures
do not exceed appropriations on a line item basis.

o The purchasing function is perfaormed by a central purchas-
ing department to assure the best quality products for the
lowest price.

o The automated payroll system provides control onm changes to
approved staffing level and individual pay level.

o All contracts of $10,000 or more must be approved by City
Council.

o The Finance department audits selected transactions to en-
sure conformance to City policy.

o Various receivable systems produce delinquent account re-
ports for management action.

o An active loss control program is used.

o All supplemental appropriation requests are submitted to
the City Council +for their acceptance or rejection at
regularly scheduled public hearings.

In additon to internal controls, the City uses two methods for
external review of our records, practices, and policies.

o The City employs a Certified Public Accounting firm to au-
dit our accounting records on an annual basis.

o The City submits its accounting reports to the Government
Finance Dfficer’'s Association for review regarding conform-—
ance to accounting standards. The City has received the
Certificate of Achievement for Excellence in Financial
Reporting each year since 19B4.

(3
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BUDGET HIGHLIGHTS

BUDGET IN PERSPECTIVE

The 1989 budget includes sufficient funding to maintain all ex-—
isting City services. Table 9 in the General Statistical Infor-—
mation Section provides data on the number of miles of streets
and sewers, levels of police and fire protection capability, and
recreational facilities maintained by the City. No new services
are anticipated in this budget; sufficient capital funds for
the continued maintenance of existing City infrastructure
(streets, water system, sewer system, etc.), Ffacilities, and
equipment are included in the budget.

No additional long term debt is anticipated in this budget; it
does include debt service for existing debt. No bond refundings
are anticipated at this time. The City bhas a minimal level of
debt. Tables 7A,B,C, and D in the General Statistical Informa-
tion Section show that the debt level has been managed effec—
tively. For example, general bond debt is zero and the annual
debt service on water/sewer bonds is more than covered by net
revenues. Due to the City's management of debt, the City has a
sound bongd rating and, if needed, the capacity to borrow sig-
nificant funds.

Staffing levels will remain stable between 1988, 3463 employees,
and 1989, 362 employees (see Table B in General Statistical In-
formation Section). Staffing has been reduced 14.27% since the
staffing peak of 422 employees in 1984. Staffing levels have
been declining as a result of declines in the local economy dur-
ing 1984, BS, and B84, and to the drastic reduction of revenue
sharing programs from other governments.

Effective January 1lst, 1988, the City Council authorized a in-
crease in the sales tax rate from 2.00% to 2.75%. The addi-
tional 3/4 percent sales tax has been dedicated to capital
projects and economic development in the 1989 budget. Members
of the community have expressed concern to the Council regarding
the advisability of continuing the 3/4 percent increase. Based
on those concerns, the Council will inmclude an advisory ballot
question for the April 4th general election.

The City has been experiencing an improving economy since mid
year 19B6! I¥f this trend continues as projected and the 3I/4
percent sales tax increase is retained, the City will have the
financial ability to maintain existing services and infrastruc—
ture well into the future.

(&)



CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
1989 BUDGET
BUDGET HIGHLIGHTS

LONG RANGE FINANCIAL PROJECTIONS

The management team has made extensive use of ten year long
range financial projections to assure a positive fiscal posi-
tion not only for this budget year but for future years. These
projections (see Long Range Financial Projections Section) en-
able the management team to evaluate the effects of current

decisions on future years financial condition. During prepara-
tion of the 1989 budget, projections were made for the following
major funds: General Fund, Water Fund, Sanitation Fund, Sewer

Fund and Egquipment Fund (summaries of these projections are in
the Long Range Financial Projection Section).

The Finance department has done extensive analysis to determine
the minimum fund balances required for each Fund to assure a
sound financial position. While this anpalysis i1s a continuing
process, the minimum fund balances used in the projections do
represent a conservative approach.

Between 1985 and 1987 capital funds for maintanance of streets
and other City infrastucture has been funded primarily from +und
balances accrued during the economic upswing which occurred from
1975 through 19B2. The bar chart on the opposite page shows the
effect of using fund balance to finance capital projects between
1982 and 198% in the three major funds, General Fund, Water
Fund, and Sewer Fund. During this seven year period the General
Fund used %5,454,963 of fund balance or about 52.3% of the 1982
fund balance (3$5,3466,500 of this represented the 1982 State
grant to establish the Horizom Drive/Patterson Road Construction
Fund) s the Water Fund used %$1,310,821 of fund balance or about
S53.7%4 of the 1982 fund balance; the Sewer Fund used %3,933,410
of fund balance or about 48.0%4 of the 1982 fund balance. Table
1 in the General Information Section provides a 20 year history
of fund balances for major funds.

The decline of fund balances available and reductions in rev-
enues from other govermments combined to limit the funds avail-
able for infrastructure maintenance between 1985 and 1987. The
3/4%. increase in the sales tax rate effective 1/1/88 was in-
tended +to provide sufficient revenue to support these capital
projects and economic development initiatives. During 1988 and
1989 those additional sales tax revenues have been dedicated to
capital projects and economic development.

If the 2.73% sales tax is retained and the financial projections

prove to be reliable, the City’'s financial condition will con-—
tinue to improve gradually over the next ten years.

(7)



FUND BALANCE COMPARISON
1982 T0 18

.\\\

nmnnmny

SEWER

DO\

7777
AMAMHHHHHEITID )

BENERAL

333333333333
- L od

% 1982

<
NN 1g88




CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
1989 BUDGET
BUDGET HIGHLIGHTS

OVERVIEW OF 1988 REVISED BUDGET
o Comparison to 1987 Actuals

The majority of the increase in revenues was due to the change
in the sales tax rate from 2.00% to 2.73%4 which was effective
January 1st, 1988. The increased expenditures are associated to
Council’s dedication of the sales tax increase to capital
projects and economic development. The table on the facing page
shows that the majority of revenue increases were applied to
capital projects per Council directive.

o Comparison to 1988 Original Budget

Revised revenues are estimated to be about %429,470 or 1.656%
higher than in the original budget. The majority of this change
is due to locally generated revenues.

Total expenses have only increased $228,203 between original and
revised budgets, despite the carry forward of incomplete 1987
projects in the amount of $503,623. The revised budget is actu-
ally $273,420 lower than the original 1988 budget when it is ad-
Justed to include the 1987 carry {forwards.

Operating expenditures are estimated to be %$3492,080 or 1.358%
higher tham the original budget. Capital expenditures are esti-
mated to be $236,323 or 4.532%4 lower than the original budget.
Net transfers are estimated to be $115,447 or 351.83% higher than
original budget; the majority of the increase in transfer costs
are associated to retroactive billings from the State to the
Workers Compensation Self Insurance Fund. In total 1988 revised
expenditures are projected to be 0.83%4 higher than original bud-
get.

Expenditures were allowed to increase at one half the rate of
increase in revenues. The net effect of this was a reduction in
spending from fund balance as originally planned. The majority
of spending of fund balance is related to the reconstruction of
Patterson Road between 24 1/2 and 25 Roads using funds from the
0il Shale Trust Fund.

o Comparison to 1989 Proposed Budget
The increase in revenues is primarily related to the West End
Development project as is the increase in capital expense. 0Oth-

erwise, the 19B9 budget represents only modest growth in rev-
enues and expenditures.

(F)



CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
1989 BUDGET
BUDGET HIGHL IGHTS

OVERVIEW OF 1988 REVISED BUDGET

COMPARISON OF 1987 ACTUAL & 1988 REVISED BUDGETS

Revenues

Expenditures
Operating
Capital
Net Transfers

Total

Deficit/Surplus

1987
Actual

$23,499,727
$21,534,595
$ 2,324,445
$ -157,004
$23,702,036

$ -202,309

1988
Revised

$26,311,501

$22,510,026
$ 4,989,217
$ 338,122
$27,837,365

$-1,525,864

% Change

$+2,811,774

$ +975,431
$+2,664,772

$+495,126
$+4,135,329

$-1,323,555

COMPARISON OF 1988 ORIGINAL & REVISED BUDGETS

Revenues

Expenditures
Operating
Capital
Net Transfers

Total

Deficit/Surplus

1788
Original

$25,882,031

$22,160,946
$ 5,225,540
$ 222,675
$27,609,161

$-1,727,130

1988
Revised

$26,311,501

$22,510,026
$ 4,989,217
s 338,122
$27,837,365

$-1,525,864

% Change

£+42%9,470

$+349,080
$-236,323
$+115,447
$+228,204

++201,266

% Change
+11.97%
+4 ,53%
+114.564%
NC
+17.45%

NC

% Change

+1.686%

+1.358%
-4.52%
+51.85%
+0.83%

-11.65%

COMPARISON OF 1988 REVISED & 1989 PROPOSED BUDGETS

Revenues

Expenditures
Dperating
Capital
Net Transfers

Total

Deficit/Surplus

1988
Revised

$26,311,501

$22,510,026
$ 4,989,217
$ 338,122
$27,837,365

$-1,525,844

1989
Proposed

$27,688,376
$23,064,016
% 5,883,564
$ 236,040
$29, 183,620

$-1,495,244

(10)

$ Change
%$+1,3746,875
% +553,9%0
$ +894,347
$ =-102,082
$+1,346,255

$  +30,620

7% Change

+5.23%

+2.46%
+17 3%
-30.19%
+4.84%

NC



CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
1989 BUDGET
BUDGET HIGHLIGHTS

OVERVIEW OF 1989 BUDGET, ALL FUNDS

The 1989 budget is balanced. Fund balance in the amount of
$1,494,244 will be used to support expenditures; planned fund
balance spending includes £200,000 for central computer system
replacement, $583,6%1 for Patterson Road completion, $400,544
for sewer line improvements, and $274,413 for water line im-
provements. The Patterson Road project will deplete the 0il
Shale Trust Fund which was funded directly by the Colorado Gen-
eral Assembly in 1983 based on a joint request from the county,
school district and city for assistance to increase the capacity
of two major city arterials, Patterson Road and Herizon Drive.

Revenues are projected to be $27,688,376 which is $1,376,875 or
5.23% above the revised 1988 budget. Major increases include
about %800,000 in sales/use taxes and %$1,000,000 in one time
revenues associated to the West End Development project. Major
decreases include about %$1460,000 in other local revenues, about
$138,000 in revenues from other governments, and about $75,000
in community development housing grants.

The Ten Year Long Range Financial Projections organize revenues
into major categories based on their source and predictability,
rather than the standard accounting categorization used in the
Budget Summaries Section. The General Fund revenue summary on
the facing page uses this additional method of categorization.
The summary clearly shows the decline in revenues from other
governments. Between 1985 and 1989, revenues from other govern-—
ments has declined from %4,746,54% to $2,400,660; this is a loss
of $2,345,889 or almost S0%Z. The "new" revenue provided by the
3/4 cent sales tax increase is approximately equal to this loss
of revenues from other governments.

The shift from other sources to direct local tax sources bhas
been dramatic. As the table on the opposite page shows, direct
local taxes increased from slightly more than half the 1985 Gen-
eral Fund revenue sources to almost three guarters of 1989 rev-

BNUEe Ssources. This shift has created greater reliance on the
local economy! A future economic downturn will certainly affect
services levels more tham in the past. This is a major reason

tor the conservative minimum fund balance in the Projections.

Operating expenses are $3553,9290 or 2.46% higher than the re-
vised 1988 budget. The budget does include a modest contingency
of $265,000 as part of the operating expense.

Capital improvement project expenses are significantly higher
than 1988 revised budget. This increase of almost $900,000 is
primarily due to the West End Main Street Development project.
All of the 3/4 cent sales tax increase is being applied to
capital projects and economic development.

(11)



OVERVIEW OF 1989 BUDGET,

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION

1989 BUDGET
BUDGET HIGHLIGHTS

ALL FUNDS

1988 General Fund
Revenue Projections by Source

CHANGES WITHIN REVENUE CATEGORIES

Increase/(Decrease)

1985 1989
Source Actual Estimate Dollars
City Sales Tax 5,236,043 %B8,559,962 $3,323,919
City Use Tax 345,949 S01,865 155,916
Sub Total 5,581,992 9,061,827 3,479,835
Share, Cnty Sales Tax 1,321,486 1,493,387 171,901
Sub Total 6,903,478 10,555,214 3,691,736
Property Tax 1,386,704 1,476,097 87,393
Sub Total B,290,182 12,031,311 3,741,129
Investment Earnings 499,841 430,600 (69,241)
S5ale of Assets 593,592 S00 (53,092)
Other Local Revenues 1,637,825 1,426,864 (230,961)
Other Gov't Revenues 4,746,549 2,400,660 (2,345,889)
Interfund Charges 275,711 344,123 68,412
Sub Total 7,233,518 4,602,747 (2,630,771)
Total $15,523,700 $16,634,058 $1,110,358
CHANGES AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL REVENUE
1985 7 of 1989
Source Actual Total Estimate
City Sales Tax $5,2346,0483 33.73 %8,559,962
City Use Tax 345,949 2.23 501,845
Sub Total 5,581,992 35.96 2,061,827
Share, Cnty Sales Tax 1,321,486& B8.51 1,493,387
Sub Total 6,903,478 44,47 10,555,214
Property Tax 1,386,704 8.93 1,476,097
Sub Total 8,290,182 53.40 12,031,311
Investment Earnings 499,841 3.21 430,600
Sale of Assets 53,592 0.35 3500
Other Local Revenues 1,657,823 10.70 1,426,864
Cther Gov’'t Revenues 4,744,349 30.97 2,400,660
Interfund Charges 275:711 177 344,123
Sub Total 7,233,918 46,60 4,602,747
Total $15,523,700 100.00 16,634,038

(12)

Pct
63.48
45.07
62.34
13.01
352.90

6.45
45.13

(13.85)
(99.07)
(13.93)
(49.42)
24.81
(36.37)

7:13

% of
Total
51.46

3.02
24.48

B.98
&3.46

8.87
72.33

2.59
0.03
8.58
14.43
2.07
27 .67

100.00



CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
1989 BUDGET
BUDGET HIGHLIGHTS

OVERVIEW OF 198% BUDGET, ALL FUNDS

The graph on the facing page shows the relative proportion of
budgeted expenditures amongst City Funds. The General Fund, Wa-
ter Fund, Sewer Fund, and Sanitation funds represent the major-
ity, or about 82% of all budgeted expenses; & different funds
combined equals the remaining 18%4 of budgeted expenses.

The 1989 staffing level of 362 full time employees represents a
reduction of one position from the 1988 staffing level. Staf+-
ing level continues to be a significant factor affecting costs
and service levels. Although costs can be readily lowered by
reducing staff, service levels are adversely affected. Exclud-
ing Internal Services Funds, personnel costs are approximately
S55.46%Z of the City's operating costs. Considering the nature of
the services provided by the City, staffing will continue to be
a significant portion of budgeted sxpenses.’

Table 8 in the General Statistical Information Section shows
City staffing levels by both department and fund from 1977 thru
1989. Total staffing increased by 95 during the period from
1977 thru 1984, which coincides raoughly with the local ecormomic
upswing experienced from 1977 thru 19B82. It should also be
noted that 15 of the new positions between 1981 and 1984 were
due to the operation of the new valley wide sewer plant. Be-
tween 1984 and 1986 the City reduced staffing levels from 422 to
345 due to the downturmn in the local economy and reductions in
revenues from other governments; this was a severe reduction of
77 positions or about 18.25% and resulted in a reduction of ser-
vices. About mid year of 198& the local economy began a recov-
ery. This recaovery enabled the City to increase staffing mod-
estly and restore most of the service reductions. Excluding the
Sewer Fund, and 911 Communications Fund, City staffing level has
only increased 7 positions between 1977 and 1989 even though the
City continued to add or enhance services.

Based on the 1989 proposed budget, the Ten Year Financial Pro-
Jections systems were prepared and analyzed to assure a positive
future financial position for the major funds. The summary in
the Long Range Financial Projection section shows that these ma-
Jjor funds should continue to maintain fund balances at or above
the minimum fund balance requirements in future vyears.

(13)
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CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
1989 BUDGET
BUDGET HIGHLIGHTS

OVERVIEW OF 1989 BUDGET, GENERAL FUND

The General Fund accounts for a major portion aof the City's op-
erating revenues and expenditures. The tables on the facing
page summarize the year to year revenue and expenditure changes.

1989 revenues for general government are estimated to increase
3.26% above 1988 revised levels; the majority of this increase
is related to expected growth in sales taxes. The reductions in
revenues from other governments discussed on page i1 has had
significant impact on the General Fund. As a result of the de-
cline in revenues from other governments, the City has been us-
ing the fund balance accrued during the econamic upswing of 1977
thru 1982 to finance capital projects. Table 1 in the General
Statistical Information section shows that fund balance has been
reduced from a high in 1982 of $10,806,780 to %5,151,817 pro-
Jected for 198%; this represents a reduction of S52.3%. The Ten
Year Financial Projections mow in use by the City help assure
that fund balance will be maintained at a conservative, fiscally
sound level. Revenues from the .73%4 increase in the sales tax
rate, which was effective January lst, 1988, have been used for
capital fimancing and economic development in 1988 and budgeted
for those same expenditure categories in 1989.

1989 expenditures for general government are estimated to in-
crease 4.79% above 1988 revised levels; the majarity of the in-
crease was due to increased infrastructure maintenance (prima-
rily shows in the net transfer increase +for last phase of
Patterson Road Project), and a wage increase for emplovees.

Full time staffing for 19892 will be just slightly below 1279
levels (see Table B, General Statistical Information). Since
the decline in the local economy was fully recognized in 1984,
the City has reduced staffing levels in the General Fund from
28B4 employees to 238 employees, a reduction of 446 employees or
16.2% of the workforce. While these reductions resulted in a
few service reductions, most reductions created only minor
changes to service levels since effective i1nnovations and in-
creased efficiencies were implemented.

During the last several years significant efforts have been made
to reduce the operating subsidies (transfers) from the General
Fund to other funds. The table at the bottom of the next page
shows those subsidies for the last five years. Although there
had been some success in reducing subsidies in prior years, 1989
represents a major reduction in the level of subsidies provided
to other funds. Major subsidy reductions include the Water
Fund, %$100,444 (from $175,444 to $75,000) and Two Rivers Fund,
$59,129 (from $215,105 to $155,97&). The Water Fund has devel-
oped plans to completely eliminate the subsidy by 1792.
(15}



CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION

1989 BUDGET
BUDGET HIGHLIGHTS

OVERVIEW OF 1989 BUDGET, GENERAL FUND

General Fund Revenue Comparison By Classification

Revenue Tvpe

Revised
1988
Amount

Proposed
1989
Amount

Taxes

License & FPermits
Intergovernmental
Service Charges
Fines/Forfeitures
Miscellaneous
Other

Total

$13,263,799

49,270
321,231

1,614,282

190,396
630,458
30,500

$16,099,936

$13,927,192

59,628
263,700

1,683,398

190,399
488,106
12,500

$16,624,923

88 to 89
Increase

Decrease

+3.00%
+21.02%
-17.91%
+4.28%
0.02%
-22.38%
-59.02%

+3.267%

General Fund Expenditure Comparison By Category

Revised Proposed

1788 1989

Department Amount Amount
Personnel $ 8,833,413 $ 2,298,384
Non—-Personnel % 3,837,081 % 3,230,359
Debt Service % 0o % 0
Contingency $ 239,286 $ 225,124
Operating Capital ¢ 166,192 $ 140,044
Total Operating $13,075,972 $£13,593 ;911

Capital
Net Transfers

Total All

General Fund Operating Subsidies

1985
1986
1987
1988
1989

$ 1,911,658
$ 1,384,538

$16,372,168

$908,7b4
$855,414
$742,898
$820, 657
$487,783

(16}

$ 1,717,421
$ 1,844,860

$17,156,192

B8 te 89
Increase

Decrease

+5.26%
+2.43%
0.00%
-35.92%
=15.73%4
+3.96%

-10.16&6%
+33.25%

+4.79%



CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
1989 BUDGET
BUDGET HIGHLIGHTS

OVERVIEW 0OF 1989 BUDGET, ENTERPRISE FUNDS

Enterprise Funds are financed and operated in a manner similar
to a private enterprise, where costs of providing services are
recovered i1n whole, or in part, through user charges. The
tables on the facing page summarize revenues and expenditures by
Fund.

In most cases revenues show only moderate increase from 1988 re-—
vised to 1989 proposed budgets. However, Swimming Pools do show
a substantial increase which is associated to the projected rev-
enue from operation of the new water slide at Lincoln Park pool.
The water slide, which will be constructed during the Spring of
1989, was built with Lottery money. Use of the Lottery Fund
monies from the Parkland Expansion Fund for construction of the
water slide complies fully with capital projects only restric-
tion as defined by the State.

During the last several years the management team has made con-
certed efforts to reduce the subsidies to Enterprise Funds +from
the General Fund. Between 1988 revised and 1989 proposed bud-
gets, the $100,444 reduction of General Fund subsidy to the Wa-
ter Fund was very significant. Additionally, the Water Fund
currently is implementing a plan to completely eliminate its
subsidy by 1992. General Fund subsidies to other funds did not
change significantly. The major change for the Swimming Pool
Fund was the one—time transfer in 198B of Lottery money from the
Parkland Expansion Fund to build the water slide. The subsidies
shown for both golf courses represent transfers from the Golf
Course Expansion Fundj; this expansion fund is generated by fees
from golfers to provide funds for capital projects at the golf
courses.

Operating expenses have increased modestly for most enterprise
funds. The most significant reduction is for the Tiara Rado
Fund due to reduction of debt service on the construction bonds,
which will be paid off in March of 1989.

Capital projects (expenses}) have increased substantially in sev-
eral funds. Most notable are the increases in the Water and
Sewer Funds; these increases reflect greater effort to maintain
and improve these critical systems. The increase for the Two
Rivers Fund is for replacement of ceiling tile and
addition/replacement of carpeting. Lincoln Park Gol+ Course is
budgeted to renovate the clubhouse. Tiara Rado is budgeted to
renovate the clubhouse, improve irrigation systems, and recon-
struct the 9th green. Detail information regarding capital
projects can be found in the Capital Improvement Projects sec-
tion of this bock.

(17)



CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
1989 BUDGET
BUDGET HIGHLIGHTS

OVERVIEW OF 1989 BUDGET, ENTERPRISE FUNDS

(189

1988 1989 88 to B89
Fund Amount Amount Incr/Decr
Revenue Comparison BY Fund Excluding Subsidies
Water $3,305,742 3,528,811 +6.73%
Sanitation 1,054,800 1,074,774 +1.89%
Two Rivers Plaza 258,200 258,200 0.00%
Swimming Paools 223,475 288,003 +28.87%
L. P. Golf Course 220,774 230,013 +4.18%
T. R. Golf Course 309,480 318,541 +2.93%
Cemetery 154,718 157,095 +1.54%
Parking Authority 5,000 5,000 0.00%
Sewer 3,687,006 3,830,049 3.88%
Total $9,219,3%95 %9,690,1B6 3.11%
Subsidy Comparison By Fund
Water 175,444 % 75,000 -57.25%
Sanitation 0 0 0.00%
Two Rivers Plaza 219,605 217,618 -0.90%
Swimming Pools 473,240 164,103 -&65.32%
L. P. Gaolf Course O 10,000 N/A
T. R. Golf Course 0 79,000 N/A
Cemetery 53,964 55,300 +2.48%
Parking Authority 112,488 107,200 -4.87%
Sewer o] o) 0.00%
Total $1,034,941 %$708,221 -31.57%4
Operating Expenditure Comparison By Fund
Water %2,905,848 +£3,030,387 +4.29%
Sanitation 1,017,214 1,085,711 +6.73%
Two Rivers Plaza 475,915 414,176 =12.97%
Swimming Pools 431,713 446,018 +3.31%
L. P. Golf Course 215,968 224,010 +3,.72%
T. R. Golf Course 295,588 284,006 -3.92%L
Cemetery 196,236 176,435 ~10.09%Z
Parking Authority 112,200 112,200 0.00%
Sewer 2,978,047 3,065,710 +2.94%
Total %8,4628,751 %B8,838,6533 +2.43%
Capital Expenditure Comparison By Fund
Water $ 295,681 % 828,639 +180.23%
Sanitation 0 0 0.00%
Two Rivers Plaza 4,300 61,712 +1271.37%
Swimming Pools 265,000 6,088 =97 .70%
L. P. Golf Course 30,691 10,000 -67 .427%
T. R. Golf Course 0 79,000 N/A
Cemetery 38,626 0 N/A
Parking Authority 0O 0 0.00%
Sewer 497,664 613,130 +23.21%
Total 1,132,162 %1,598,589 +41.20%



CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
1989 BUDGET
BUDGET HIGHLIGHTS

OVERVIEW OF 198% BUDGET

CAPITAL PROJECT FUNDS

Expenditures in the Capital Projects Fund are decreasing
$702,B48 in 1989 from 1988. The major reason for the decrease
is that the last section of the Patterson Road construction
project scheduled in 1989 is less expensive than the section
completed in 1988. See pages A-1, A-2, A-9 and A-10 in the Bud-
get Summaries section for additional budget data.

SPECIAL REVENUE FUNDS

Revenues to the Special Revenue Funds continue to show sig-
nificant wvariability from year to year. The most significant
revenue change from 1988 revised to 198B%? proposed is in the Eco-
nomic Development Fund; this change is due to one-time reveneus
assocliated to the West End Main Street capital project.

With the exception of the Community Development Fund, operating
expenditures have remained relatively constant between vyears.
The change in expense for the Community Development Fund results
from Housing Authority grants received in 1988 but not expected
in 1989.

Capital expenses have remained at zero in both years, except in
the Economic Development Fund where funds have been budgeted for
the West End Main Street capital project.

The expansion funds are primarily used as reserves and are ex-
pended by transferring money to other +funds where actual

projects are accomplished. Transfers out from Parkland Expan-
sion Fund (primarily from lottery proceeds) were used to finance
construction of a waterslide at Lincoln Park Pool. See pages

A-1, A-2, A-11 and A-12 in the Budget Summaries section for ad-
ditional budget data.

TRUST & AGENCY FUNDS

In 1989 Orchard Mesa Perpetual Care Fund has been budgeted to
receive approximately the same revenue as in 1988. As in 1988,
approximately the same amount of funds will be transferred from
the perpetual care fund to the Cemetery Fund to support op-
erations. See pages A-1 and A-2 in the Budget Summaries section
for additional budget data.

(L9)
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OVERVIEW OF 1989 BUDGET
DEBT SERVICE FUNDS

These Funds are supported by transfers in from other Funds for
the express purpose of making payments on bonded debt. The City

has histroically been conservative about incurring debt. Tables
7A,B,C,and D in the General Statistical Information section pro-
vide disclosure of all City debt. Most of the City's current

debt was issued using revenue bonds and is supported by fees
charged for services. Since the revenue sources for the General
Fund are highly dependent upon the local economy, the issuance
of general obligation debt will continue to be viewed conserva-
tively. See pages A-1 and A-2 in the Budget Summaries section
for additional budget data.

INTERNAL SERVICE FUNDS

Internal Service Funds generate revenues by charging other Funds
for services provided. The most significant change in expendi-
tures between 1988 and 1987 is the increase in capital expense
in the Information Services Fund replacement of the central com-
puter system. See pages A-13 and A-14 in the Budget Summaries
section for additional budget data.

(20)
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BUDGET HIGHLIGHTS

OVERVIEW OF 1989 BUDGET
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

Capital improvement requests were categorized by type of project
with an emphasis on funding infrastructure needs. The catego-
ries were defined as follows:

o Infrastructure: street, sidewalk, and alley improvements,
sewer systems, and water systems.

o Facilities: buildings, parking lots, and other city owned
facilities.

o Equipment: equipment not accrued for in the Equipment Fund.

o Dther: projects that do not fit the above categories; for
example in 1989 this category includes assistance
for the Riverfront project, installation of a new
City entrance sign, and water rights purchases.

The chart on the facing clearly demonstrates that the majority
of all capital funding is applied to infrastructure maintenance
and improvements.

The chart on the facing page also indicates that the number/cost
of projects requested substantially exceeds the available funds
in 198%9. Since this situation is repeated annually, the City 1is
actively persuing development of a Ten Year Capital Improvements
Program. The purpose of the ten year program i1s to assure that
priority projects are identified and funded as soon as possible.
The ten year program will be reviewed, revised, and published
annually in conjunction with the annual budget book.

The Capital Improvements Projects section of this document pro-
vides detail information regarding individual capital projects.
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CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
1989 BUDGET
BUDGET HIGHLIGHTS

1988 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS
CIP REQUESTS / APPROVED

NOT APPROVED (22.1X)

APPROVED

APPROVED CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS
SMMARY BY TYPE

DTHER {1.4X)

\ EQUIPNENT (4.1X)

-

| FACILITIES (8.8%)

INFRASTRUCTURE (88.58)
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CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
1989 BUDGET

BUDGET SUMMARIES

This section includes budget data in financial reporting formats
which conform to generally accepted accounting reporting re-
quirements. The data represents summary totals calculated <from
the detail line item budget. The detail line item budget and
the detail line item justification sheets are maintained and
available for review in the Finance department.

The information provided in the tables are provided as reference
material for the general public, bond underwriters, bond rating
agencies, and other governmental agencies that routinely review
our budget.



CIIY Or GRAKD JUNCTION

1789 BUDSET

BUDREI SHHRARIES

Transfors
In

$4,000 +1,368,530

10
%0

30

50
23,112
%0
$300,000
80
$323,112

$113,381
10
450,000
10
%0
10
$163, 381

$175,404
%0
$219,605
$473,200
%0

%0

$53,%h4
$112,600
#1,034,91

10
%0
%0

$59,634
$176,100
$235,734

ALL FUKDS, (EXCEPT IHIEANAL SLHVICE FUNDS)
Overview Revised Budgel 1908
Operaling
Operating  Dpesalimg  Surplus Capital
TUND 1 Revenve  Expenditures (Delicil) Outlay

100 General Fund $16,097,936 $13,075,972 43,023,944 #1,911,650
102 Revenue Sharing 0 $0 40 $0
103 D.B.A. Operations $87,356 $74,759 (47,2031 40
104  Coazunily Developmenl $75,000 $75,000 $0 $0
105 Parkland Expansion $137,821 $0  $137,B1 10
106 Parking Meter Fund $90,250 $7,900 460,350 10
107 Gol! Course Expansion $49,600 0 $49,600 10
108 Econoaic developaent $25,000  $325,000  {$300,000) L1
109 D.D.A. Increscnt $127,546 $3,500  $126,048 $0
Sub Special Revenwe Funds  $594,773 508,157 $b, 614 $0
202  Federal Aid To Urban Systeas 25,300 $35,527  18350,272)  $470,197
205 Harizon Drive / Patllerson Hd. $97,000 460,633 $0,367 1,775,200
207 Alley laprovesenl District $0 416,755 1$16,25%9) $0
209 1984 Streel Improvesenl Dist. 40 10 40 10
212 B.D.A. laprovesent Fund $0 $0 10 10
213 Econoaic Developaent Fund 0 10 113 $0
Sub Capital Projecls Funds  $122,300  4(40,410 (310,110} $1,945,1%7
301 Maler Fund $3,305,947 $2,905,848  $400,094  $795,4R1
302  lrash Fund $1,054,800 91,017,214 +37,%86 10
303  TIwo Rivers Plaza $258,700 $475,715  (8212,719) $4,500
304 Swisming Pools $223,475  $A3L, 715 ($20D0,240)  $245,000
303 Lincoln Park Goli Course $220,7710 215,968 $4,0806 $30,691
306 Tiara Rado Bolf Course $307,480  $295,508 $13,0872 80
307 Cemelery Fund #156,718  $1%46,236  ($41,518) 418,824
308 Parking Authority Fund $5,000  $182,200  {$107,200) $¢
Sub Enterprise Funds $5,532,38% 43,650,604  {$11B,295) $434,4%98
608  Perpelual Care / Drchard Hesa 478,764 $0 478,764 $0
605 Perpelual Care / Other ¢ 10 11} $0
Sub Trust & figency Funds $70,754 10 £78, 764 40
130 Debt Service Fund $0 $59,634  ($59,834) #0
731 D.D.A. Debl Service Fund $0 $97,100  (897,100) 80
Sub Debl Service Funds $0 4156,730  ($1354,734) 0

902 Sewer Fund $3,083,3312 42,978,047

101AL

905,212 $497,664

$26,311,501 22,510,026 $3,801,475 4,709,217

fvailatle Availahie
Translers Sources Sources
Dut 12-31-87 12-31-88
$5,905,318  $5,403,0806
40 10 $0
$0 424,074 $14,871
$0 0 p113
$305,000  $281,075  $113,894
$112,688 89,226 $0
$0 $116,731 $1b6,331
$0 $0 $0
$176,100 450,054 50
$573,768 $481, 160 $297,008
$¢ $567,038 $0
$0 82,267,764 $500,451
$0 43,730 $19,495
$0 1 1] 40
%0 $0 1 11]
1] 10 %0
$0 $2,340,072  4539,784
$0 §1,106,986 $1,385,843
$0 $265,995 $303,561
$0 42,510 $0
$0 $263,748 $263,748
10 $78,145 $52,760
$0 $99,848 $113,738
$0 428,762 42,082
$0 (13,488) 80
$0 81,840,100 42,122,252
$33,9864 $658,026  4602,024
10 50 s
$33,9064 $630,026 $482,826
0 $108 $108
10 $249.460 $128,440
$0  4247,568  $328,568

$563,000 4,358,248 4,702,836

$1,761,160 42,077,270

$15,002,4%6 14,356,632

L5
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EITY OF GRAND JUNCEION

1989 PUDGET

BUBGET SUBKARIES

ALL FUKDS,

(CXCEPE SNTERNAL SENVICE FUNDS)

Overvicew Budget 1789

Oprraling fivailable Available

Dperaling  Operaling  Surplus Capital Tramsfers  Transfers  Sources Snurces

FUND 0 Revenve Expenditures (Deficil)  Dutlay In Cot 12-31-80  12-51-89
100 General Fund $16,628,923 13,593,911 43,031,002 $§,717,421 9,135 91,093,995 15,603,006 $3,151,817
102 Revenue Sharing ¢ $0 0 $0 10 $0 0 $0
103 D.0.A. Operations 497,259 $16,098 41,18l $0 10 $0 $16,871 $18,032
108 Cossunily Developaenl $¢ 10 10 $0 1 30 40 $0
105 Parkland Expansion $106,500 $0  $108,500 $0 $0 $0 S1E3,09  $222,1%
106 Parking Meler Fund $117,100 9,200 $107,200 10 0 $107,200 30 30
107 Gol{ Course Expansion $4Y,400 10 $49,400 40 $0 487,000 $166,331 $126,%31
108 Econosic develnpaent $1,007,900  $300,000  $707,900 1,240,900  $533,000 0 $0 0
109 0.D.A. Incresent $380,000 $2,000  $378,000 10 %0 $318,000 0 10
Sub Special Revenue Funds $§,760,357 $407,798 . 41,332,361 $1,260,900  $5353,000  $574,200 $297,078 347,359
202 federal fid To Urban Systeas 40 10 $0 1 10 10 10 0
205 Morizon Drive / PMatterson Rd. $150,000 $44,058 $105,742 $1,762,633  4723,000 30 $300,451 $6b,760
267 Aliey lsprovesent District 40 $32,217 (432, 2171 $44,021 430,000 40 437,475 $13, 2057
209 1984 Sireel lsproveaent Dist. 40 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 10 $0
212 D.D.A. laproveseat Fund 0 $0 0 10 0 $0 $0 40
213 fconomic Developeent Fund 113 $0 10 0 80 $¢ $0 i
Sub Capital Projects Funds  $150,000 $16,215 $13,723 %1,306,654  $773,000 $0  $539,946 160,017
3001 Water Fund $3,520,511 43,030,387  $198,124  4828,43% $73,000 $0 $1,386,843 41,131,328
302 Trash Fund $1,074,774 %1,085,711  ($10,937) 40 $0 S0 8303,581  $292,644
303 Two Rivers Plaza $250,200  $404,076  ($155,978) 461,712 $217,460 $0 0 10
J04  Swimming Pools $268,003 $445,018  1$150,0(3) 45,088 $164,103 $0 $7h3,748 743,748
365 Lincoln Park Goll Course $230,013 224,000 $6,003 $10,000 $10,000 10 $52,260 458,763
306 Tiara Rado Golt Course $319,544 $284,004 $34,533 $79,000 $79,000 $0 $113,738  $148,273
307 Ceactery Fund $157,0%5 $176,433 ($19,340% 40 $33,300 0 $2,082 $38,042
308 Parking futhority Fund $3,000  $112,200 ($107,200) $0 $107,200 30 10 0
Sub Enterprise Funds $3,060,137 45,772,943 $87,194  $985,439  s700,2%1 $0 42,122,252 41,932,298
504 Perpelual Care / Orchard fesa $680,100 10 80,100 $0 1] $55,300  $8B2,826  $707,62b
805 Perpetual Care / Other 10 10 10 $0 89 $0 p13 10
5ub Trust & figency Funds $80,100 10 460,100 $0 $0 $99,300  4682,826  $707,62%
730 Debt Service Fund 10 $33,9719  ($53,979) $0 $33,979 10 $108 +108
731 D.D.A, Debt Service Fund 10 $93,200  1$93,200) $0  $125,000 $0  $320,460  $360,280
Sub Debl Service Funds $0 $147,179  14147,179) $0 $178,979 $0  $37268,568  $340,368
702 Sewer Fund $3,237,907 $3,085,7110  $172,197 $613,150 §¢ $0 $4,702,856 $4,261,908

10TAL

$27,713,426 $23,064,006 #4,649,410 35,083,564 $2,222,405 $2,403,495 $14,356,632 412,641,380

----------
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CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
1989 BUDBET

BUDGET SUMMARIES

ALL FUNDS, (EXCEPT INTERNAL SERVICE FUND5S continued)

Susmaries of All Funds
{Except Internal Service Funds)
Budget 1989

REVISED

ACTUAL BUDGET BUDEETY

1987 1988 1989
Sources Available Beq. of Year $14,084 805 $15,8A2,495 §14, 5k 632
Revenue $23,499,727 $26,311,501 $27,46088,376
Tranfers In $2,315,633 $1,761,148 $2,247,455
Other Sources $0 $0 $0
Total Sources Available $41,900,165 $43,935, 165 $45,792,463
Expenditures $21,334,593 $22,510,026 $23,004,016
Capital futlay $2,324 445 $4,989,217 $3,863,564
Transfers Out $2,158,629 $2,099,290 $2,483,495
Total Expenditures $26,017,669 $29,598,533 $31,431,073
Net Sources Available End of Year $135,0882,4%4 $14,356,632 $12,051,388



CITY OF GRAND JUNCTIDN
1989 BUDGET

BURBET SUMMARIES
ALL FUNDS, (EXCEPT INTERNAL SERVICE FUNDS continued)

Revenue Suasary By Llassification

REVISED

ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET

1987 1988 1989
Taxes $11,058,050 $13,460,831 $14,126,036
Licenses / Pereits $97,057 449,543 $39,903
Intergovernaental $712,232 $1,253,503 $1,283,442
Service Charges $9,974,235 $9,971,963 410,039,166
Fines / Forfeits $199,611 $205,696 $205,599
#iscellaneous Revenue $1,373,165 §1,314,463 $1,293,610
Other Revenee $63,377 $33,300 $670,300
Total Operating Revenue $23,499,727 $26,311,501 $27,488,376
Transfer In $2,315,833 $1,761,168 $2,247,435
Sources Available Beginning of Year $16,084,805 $13,0882,496 $14,356,632
Total Sources Available $41,900,145 $43,955, 165 $44,292,4463

Expenditure Susaary By Classification

REVISED

ACTUAL BUDBET BUDGET

1987 £988 1989
Personnel Services §11,844,631 $12,246,407 $12,833,289
Operating Expenditures $1,242,205 $1,344,673 $1,370,044
Other Charges $4,272,019 $4,194,2460 $4,491,749
Professional Contract Fees $1,098,715 $1,554,603 $1,333,390
Special Projects $619,473 $521,864 $348,770
bebt Service $2,241,529 $2,175,993 §2,043,440
Contingencies $0 $239,286 $225,124
Operating Capital $214,023 $230,0838 $218,190
Total Operating Expenditures $21,534,595 $22,510,026 $23,064,016
Gapital Mutlay $2,524 445 64,969,207 0,083,564
Transfers Qut $2,158,429 $2,099,290 $2,483,495
Total $24,017,669 $29,5%98,333 $31,431,075
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Tazes

Licenses / Permits
Intergovernaental
Service Charges
Fines / Forfeits
Miscellaneous Revenue
Other Revenue

Total Operating Revenue

Transfer In
Sources Available Beginning of Year

Tota} Sources Available

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION

1989 BUDGET

BUDGET SUMHAREES

SENERAL

FUND

Revenue Suamary By Classification
fludget 1989

ACHIAL
1987

$10,837,114
$96, 565
$405, 636
$1,768,238
$183,218
$596,565
$77,881

$13,985,317

$206,457
$6,293,773

fA-3

REVISED
BUDGET
1988

$13,263,799
$49,270
$321,231
$1,414,262
$190,398
$430,450
$30,500

$4,000
$5,955,318

$22,05%,254

BUDGET
1789

$13,927,192
$59,620
$263,700
$1,583,398
$190,399
$488, 106
$12,500

$9,135
$5,683,085

$22,317, 144



Personnel Services
Operating Expenditures
Other Charges

Professional Contract Fees
Special Projects

Debt Service
Contingencies

Operating Capital

Tota! Operating Expenditures

Capital Outlay
Transfers Out

Tatal

Adainistration

Support Services
Finance

Police

Fire

Public Works

Parks & Recreation
Transters to Dther Funds

Total

CITY OF GAAND JUNCTION
1989 BUDGET

BUDGET SUMMARIES

GENERAL

FURND,

{continued)

Expenditure Summary By Classification

REVISED
ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGEY
1987 1988 1989
48,053,518 0,833,413 $9,290,384
$387,984 $653,114 $676,374
$2,096,654 $2,049,521 $2,187,246
$349,908 $1,023,150 $1,024,445
$103,252 $109,196 $42,293
$15,883 $0 $0
0 $239,286 $225,124
$157,642 $166,192 $140,044
$12,384,843 $13,075,972 413,393,911
$1,052,127 $1,711,658 $1,717,421
$1,173,259 $1,388,538 $1,833,995
$14,410,229 $16,375,148 $17,183,327
Expenditures By Departaent
Operatians Capital Total
Revised Budget Revised Budget Revised Budget
1988 1989 1988 1989 1988 1989
$338,940  4517,291 $0 $0 538,940  $517,291
$371,739  $337,033 $0 0 $374,739  $337,033
$1,136,160 1,173,475 $0 $0 41,134,160 $1,173,473
$3,910,001 $4,153,173 482,242 43,904 3,992,243 $4,139,077
$2,983,195 43,150,033 100,000 $33,000 43,083,195 $3,205,033
§2,803,116 $2,916,060 1,693,434 $1,559,367 $4,498,550 4,471,427
$1,310,821 $1,378,34h $33,982  s101,150 41,345,803 41,479,494
$1,380,538 1,822,495 $0 $0 41,388,538 $1,822,493

$16,376,168 $17,165,327




Taxes

Licenses / Peramits
Intergovernaental
Service Charges

Fines / Forfeits
Hiscellanepus Revenue
Dther Revenue

Total Operating Revenue

Transfer In
Sources Available Beginning of Year

Total Sources Available

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION

1989 BUDGET

SUDGET SUMAARIES

ENTERPRISE

FUNDS

Revenue Summary By €lassification
Budget 198%

ACTUAL
1987

$48
$0
$135,085
$8,073,533
$16,393
$448,800
$1,412

48,675,271

$875,578
$6,115,904

$15,667,753

REVISED
BUDGET
196808

%0
%0
$710,751
$6,242,631
$15,300
447,045
%0

$9,415,72

$1,034,941
$4,198,352

$16,049,02¢

BUDBET
1989

$0

$0
$474,842
+9,103,918
$15,300
$423,964
%0

$9,098,044

$708,291
$5,825,108



Personnel Services
Operating Expenditures
Other Charges

Professional Contract Fees

Special Projects
Deht Service
Contingencies
Operating Lapital

Total fperating Expenditures

Capital OQutlay
Transfers Qut

Total

Adainistration

Support Services

Finance

Police

Fire

fublic Works

Parks k fRecreation
Transfers to Other Funds

Total

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
198% BUDGET

BUDGET SUMMARIES

ENTERPRISE

FUNDS (continued)

Expenditure Suamsary By Classification

REVISED
ACTUAL BUDBET BUDBET
1987 1988 1989
$2,854,289 $3,204,059 $3,390,802
$652,391 $4687,059 $692,170
$2,139,344 $2,128,068 $2,288,393
$301,511 $313,077 $487, 644
$42,377 $11,763 $5,227
2,058,095 $2,019,259 $1,896,28t
$0 $0 $0
$54,403 $b4 665 $76, 146
$8,324,410 $8,628,751 48,038,453
$1,104,343 $1,132,162 $1,598,589
$40,648 $63,000 $0
$9,469,401 9,823,913 $10,437,242
Expenditures By Departaent
Operations Capital Total
Revised Budget Revised Hudget Revised Budget
988 1989 1988 1989 1988 1989
$0 0 $0 $0 %0 $0
$0 §0 $0 $0 50 $0
$112,200  $112,200 $0 $0  $112,200  $112,200
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
$0 50 50 $0 $0 $0
$6,964,129 47,101,008  $793,345 41,441,789 $7,757,474 48,623,597
§1,615,422 1,544,645  $33B,817  4154,800 1,954,239 41,701,445
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
408,691,751 48,838,653 $1,132,162 $t,598,589

$9,823,913 $10,437,242
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CITY OF GRAND JUKCTEQN
1989 BUDGET

HUDGET SUMHARIES

CAPITAL PRODJECTS FUND

Revenue Sumeary By Classification
Budget 1989

REVISED

ACTUAL BUDGET BUDBET

1987 1988 1989
Taxes $0 $0 $0
Licenses / Permits $0 $0 $0
Intergovernsental $33,3199 $25,300 $150,000
Service Charges $0 $0 $0
Fines / Forfeits $0 $0 $0
Niscellaneous Revenue $164,5808 $97,000 $0
Other Revenue $0 $0 $0
Total Operating Revenue $199,987 $122,300 $150,000
Transfer in $469,130 $163,38¢ $773,000
Sources Available Beginring of Year $2,435,928 $2,340,072 $339,%44
Total Sources Avaiiable $3,103,045 $2,625,753 41,462,946
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Personne! Services
Operating Expenditures
Other Charges
Professional Contract Fel
Special Projects

Debt Service
Lontingencies

Operating Capital

CAPITAL

BS

Total Dperating Expenditures

Capital Dutlay
Transfers Out

Total

Adainistration

Support Services
Finance

Police

Fire

Public Works

Parks & Recreation
Jransfers to Other Funds

Total

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
1989 BUDGET

BUDGET SUMMARIES

PROJECLTS

FUN

D {continued)

Expenditure Suamary By Classification

REVISED
ACTUAL BUDGEY BUDGET
1987 19648 1989
$70,674 $139,922 $76,275
$778 $0 0
$76 50 $0
< $4,321 $458 $0
$463,992 $0 $0
$0 $0 $0
50 $0 %0
$78 $0 $0
$339,919 $140,380 $76,275
$167,973 $1,945,397 $1,30b,654
$57,079 $0 $0
$764,973 $2,085,777 $1,382,929
Expenditures dy Departaent
Operations Capital Total
Revised Budget Revised Budget Revised Budget
1988 1989 1988 1989 1988 1989
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
50 $0 50 $0 $0 30
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
§0 0 $0 $0 $0 $0
$140,410 §76,275 1,945,397 $1,304,654 42,085,807 41,382,929
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
50 $0 0 50 $0 $0
$140,410 $75,275 $1,945,397 41,306,654 $2,085,807 $1,382,929
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CITY OF SRAND JUNCTIOR

1987 BUDBET

BUDBET SUMMARIES

SPECIAL REVENUE

Taxes

Licenses / Peraits
Intergovernsental
Service Charges

Fines / Forteits
Hiscellaneous Revenue
Other Revenue

Total Dperating Revenue

Transfer In
Sources Available Beginning aof Year

Tetal Sources fAvailable

FURDS

Revenue Summary By Classification

Budget 19897

ACTUAL
1986

$220,688
$392
$136,112
$92,734
$0
$122,172
$4,084

$576,384

$74, 149
$404,297

A-11

REVISED
BUDGET
1987

$197,032
$275
$196,221
$90,250
$0
$85,995
$25,000

$594,773

$323,112
$481, 140

$1,399,045

BUDGET
1988

$198,864
$275
$394,900
$147,050
$0
$328,220
$456,000

$578,050
$297,098



Personnel Services
Operating Expenditures
Other Charges

Professional Contract Fees

Speciat Projects
Debt Service
Contingencies
fperating Capital

Tatal Operating Expenditures

Capital Qutlay
Transfers Out

Total

Administration

Support Services

Finance

Police

Fire

Public Works

Parks & Recreation
Transfers to Other Funds

Total

SPECIaL

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
1989 BUDGET

SUDGET SUMMARIES

REVENUE

FUND

] {continued}

Expenditure Sussary By Classification

REVISED
ACTUAL BUDGET BUDSEY
1986 1987 1988
$66,130 48,983 $47,028
$1,050 $2,300 $1,500
$15,945 $15,771 $i6,120
$22,975 $20,000 $21,300
$9,852 $400,905 $301,250
$101 $0 $0
$0 $0 $0
$1,900 $0 $0
$117,973 $908,159 $407,998
$0 $0 $1,2460,900
$457,716 $393,768 $974,200
$575,489 $1,101,947 $2,243,098
Expenditures By Department
Operations Capital Total
Revised Budget fRevised Budget Revised Budget
1984 1989 1988 1949 1788 1989
$349,359  $476,098 $0 $0  $349,35%  $4756,098
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
$447,568  $417,100 $0 $§1,260,900  $447,588 $1,578,000
50 $0 50 $0 $0 $0
$0 $0 %0 50 $0 $0
£0 50 50 $0 §0 $0
$309,000 489,000 $0 $0  $305,000 $89,000
$0 %0 $0 $0 $0 $0
$1,101,947  $962,1%8 $0 $1,250,900 $1,101,947 $2,243,098
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CITY DF GRAND JUNCTION
1969 BUDGET

BUDBET SUMNARIES

INTERNAL SERVICE FUNDS

Taxes

Licenses / Permits
intergovernaental
Service Eharges

Fines / Forfeits
Hiscellaneous Revenrue
Other Revenue

Total Dperating Revenue

Transéer In
Sources Available Beginning of Year

Total Sources Available

flevenue Suamary By Classification

Budget 1989

REVISED
ACTUAL BUDGET
1987 1988
$0 $0
$0 %0
$0 $0
$2,248,117 $3,345,222
$0 $0
$92,069 $143,486
($23,465) $19,000
$2,316,724 $3,527,708
$47,883 $100,000
30 $1,135, 109
$2,36,604 $4,743,817

A=13

BUDGETY
1989

%0
$0

%0
$3,439,941
$0
$143,360
$47,000

$200,000
$1,136,402

$4,986,703



CITY OF GRANB JUNCTION
1989 BUDBET

BUDGET SUMMARIES

INTERNAL SERVICE FUNBS {continued)

Expenditure Suamary By Classification

REViSED
ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET
1987 1980 1989

Personnel Services $366,103 $935,207 $972,881
Operating Expenditures $474,484 $480,954 $4089,150
Other Charges $320,829 $1,378,385 $1,265,334
Professional Contract Fees $163,473 $164,400 $113,807
Special Projects $0 $0 $0
Debt Service $5,992 $0 $0
Contingencies $0 $0 $0
Operating Capital $37,003 $28,379 $21,738
Total Operating Expenditures $1,747,684 $2,960,525 $2,862,870
Capital Outlay $796,505 $638,890 $875,400
Transfers Qut $0 $0 %0

Total $2,544,389 $3,627,413 $3,738,470

Expenditures By Departasent
Operations Capital Total
flevised Budget Revised Budget Revised Budget
1984 1989 1988 1989 1988 1989

Administration 0 $0 $0 $0 %0 $0
Support Services $429,575  4385,714 $0 $0 429,573  $385,918
Finance 41,206,606 §1,210,605 115,000  $200,000 $1,401,406 $1,418,405
Police $434,3060  $484,04R $60,099 $14,000  $496,405 498,068
Fire §0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
fublic Morks $1,252,049 $1,435,679 §47,780 $0 41,299,829 ¢1,435,879
Parks & Recreation $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Transfers to Other Funds $0 50 $0 $0 $0 $0

Total $3,404,536 3,524,470  $222,879  $214,000 43,627,415 43,736,470
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CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
1989 BUDGET

BUDGET IMPLEMENTATION DOCUMENTS
This section includes copies of the official resolutions and or-
dinances approved by City Council to formally adopt the budget
as required by City Charter. The following documents are in-—
cluded:

o Resolution setting property tax levy.

o Tax levy certification to County Commissioners
and Assessor.

o Appropriation ordinance.
o Resolution adoptiong budget and setting salaries.

Official copies of these documents can be obtained from the City
Clerk's office.






CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION 1989 BUDGET
IMPLEMENTING DOCUMENTS

RESODLUTTION 774.145-55

LEVYING TAXES FOR THE YEAR 1988 IN THE CITY OF
GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO:

That there shall be and hereby is levied upon all taxable property within the limits of
the City of Grand Junction, Colorado, for the year 1988 according to the assessed valuation of
said property, a tax of six and ten hundreths (4.10) mills on the dollar ($1.00) upon the total
assessment of taxable property within the City of G6rand Junction, Colorado, for the purpose of
paying the expenses of the municipal government of said City and certain indebtedness of the

City, for the fiscal year ending December 31, 198%9.

ADOFTED AND APPROVED THIS 1&6TH day of November, 1988.

ATTEST: APPROVED:

Mosian A Imanke ol 0 (5ot

City Clerk /WM ﬂ Pfesident of the Council






CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION 1989 BUDGET

IMPLEMENTING DOCUMENTS

TAX LEVY CERTIFICATION

TO COUNTY COMMISSIONERS AND ASSESSOR

STATE OF COLORADO )
COUNTY OF MESA ) 88
CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION )

To the Commissioners of Mesa County, Colorado:

This is to certify that the tax levy to be assessed by you upon all praperty
within the limits of the City of Grand Junction for the year 1988, as determined and fixed by
the City Council by Resolution duly passed on the 16th day of November, 1988, is six and ten
hundreths (&6.1@) mills, the revenue yield of said levy to be used for the purpose of paying the
expenses of the municipal government and interest upon the principal of outstanding bonds, and
you are autharized and directed to extend said levy upon your tax list.

IN WITNESS WHEREOQOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the City

of Grand Junction, Colorado, this 16th day of November, 1988.

/ 7
- ’ o k_é .
2_:_( - /...:.}l '/::l.:—f é/ﬂ::’f 2 Z; @};7(

City Clerk







& £}
ORDINANCE NO. .2 &7 <

AN DRDINANCE APPROPRIATING CERTAIN SUMS OF MONEY TO DEFRAY THE
NECESSARY EXPENSES AND LIABILITIES OF THE CITY OF GRAMD JUNCTION,
COLORADDO, FOR THE FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JANUARY 1, 1989, AND ENDING

DECEMBER

31, 1989.

BE 1T ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION:

SECTION 1. That the following sums of money,
as may be necessary, be and the same are hereby appr
purpose of defraying the necessary expenses and liabilities of the City

of Grand

Junction, Colorado, for the fiscal year beg

1989, and ending December 31, 1989, said sums to be
various funds as indicated for the expenditures o+:

The
The
The
The
The
The
The
The
The
The
The
The
The
The
The
The
The
The
The
The
The

General FUund. .. cceeressaccibssnsasassnsossanas
Downtown Development Authority Oper. Fund

Farkland Expansion Fund........ceeeeecnceannas
Parking Meter Funds s e s ves s ws e s on s e oms o on s
Golf Course Expansion Fund.....ceeessoceasans
Ecomnomic Development Fund......cceeerennnas
Downtown Development Authority Tx Incr Fund
Horizon Drive/FPatterson Road Proiects Fund
Alley Improvement District Fund.....ce00...

Water FUNd. seesrersnrssersrsmsmnmsnrensenny
TFASH FUNB: sons nsmw sma s vme s ciwmmvim v s g u = sip o »
Sewer FUNG: vess smns sme 5 6% a 55 EN% 6 8 605 % 6 FkE e
Twiy Bivers Plaza Fundssscsssssvamss a5 % o 5 9
Swimming Pools Fund........ wie m m mE e r um e w e
Lincoln Park Golf Course Fund....cocessessea
Tiara Rado Golf Course Fund.ss e esewas s w ow s w
Cemeteries Fund......caesseacsasasssvscnnns
Parking Authority Fund. ... ce v ennnnnennnes
Perpetual Care Fundecseversssnsnnnsssnnenss
Debt Service Fundesecws s sws s nw s us e s nm s s 6 & &

Downtown Development Auth. Debt Service Fnd

or so much thereof
opriated for the

inning January 1,
derived from the

$17,165,327.00
94,098.00
0.00
117,100.00
89,000.00
1,560,500,00
380,000.00
1,306,691.00
76,238.00
3,859,026.00
1,085,711.00
3,678,860.00
475,8688.00
452,106.00
234,010.00
363,006.00
176,435.00
112,200.00
55,300.00
53,979.00
93,200.00

The following sum shall be appropriated to the Finance Department, said
sum ko be derived from charges to various deparktmenks receiving

sarvices

rendered by the Data Processing Divisions:

For Data Processing Fund
Revenue from Data Processing Fund

$460,105
$6460, 10T






The following sum shall be appropriated to the Support Services
Department, said sum to be derived from charges to other entities
utilizing the services and to various City departments using materials
stocked in "Stores Inventory" and having printing done by the City
Printing Operation.

For Stores and Printing in Support Services Department $385,718
Revenue from Stores and Printing Fund +385,718

The following sum shall be appropriated to the Support Services
Department, said sum to be derived from charges to various departments
for General Liability and Fire Insurance and Workmans Compensation
Insurance.

For Insurance Premiums, Claims and Administration 758,500
Revenue from Insurance Fund 758,300

The following sum shall be appropriated to the Communications Center,
said sum to be derived from communications charges charged the other
entities utilizing the services and to those departments of the City
utilizing the dispatch services from the approprations of their
respective departments.

For Communications Center in the Police Department $498,0468
Revenue from Communications Center Fund 498,068

The following sum shall be appropriated to the Equipment Division, said
sum to be derived from equipment rentals to be charged the various
departments of the City for use of said equipment from the
appropriations of their respective departments.

For Equipment Division in the Public Works Department $1,435,879
Revenug from Equipment Fund %1,435,879

SECTION 2. That the following amounts are hereby levied for
collection in the yvear 1989 and for the specific purpose indicated.

For General Fund
6.0 MILLS $1,506,725

SECTION 3. That commencing January 1, 1989, the annual salary of
the City Manager of the City of Grand Junction, Colorado, shall be
%$359,788.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this:;/draay of December 1988.

PFresident of the Council

Attest:

City Clerk






CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION 1989 DBUDGET
IMPLEMENTING DOCUMENTS

RESOLUTION MNO. 4%-88

A RESOLUTION ADOPTING A BUDGET (IMCILUDING SNLARY
SCHEDUWLE AND POSITION CLASSIFICATIONS) FOR DEFRAYING
THE EXPENSES AND LIABILITIES FOR TIHE FISCAL YEAR
ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1%89.

WHEREAS, in accordance with the provisions of Artile VI
Section 50 of the Charter of the City of Grand Junction, the City
Manager of said City has submitted to the City Council, a budget
estimate of the revenues of said City and the expenses of conducting
the affairs thereof for the fiscal year ending December 31, 1982, and

WHEREAS, after full and final consideration of the budget
estimate, the City Council is of the opinion that the budget should
be approved and adopted:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE 1T RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO:

That the budget estimate of the revenues and expenses of
conducting the affairs of said City for the Fiscal Year ending
December 31, 1989, as submitted by the City Manmager, be and the same
is hereby adopted and approved as the budget estimate for defraying
the expenses and liabilities against said City for the fiscal year
ending December 31, 19B9.

ADOPTED AND APPROVED THIS 215T DAY OF DECEMBER, 1988.

ATTEST: APPROVED:
A 7 : %
L/‘Z’ﬁwlhé.x;'ifzﬂ{’.léékngc o Eé’n.t;l[s.tb&ﬁél/; _____

City Clerk resident of the Council






‘HEADSHERT:  §3COKE 1389 Decenber 19, 1988

CLASSTFICATION AND COMPRHSATION SCHEDULE
R R L O D D R R KRR RO KRR R S R £

: PAY €1ASS | - CLERICAL/OFFICE MACHINE OPERATOR,/TECENICIAN :
% DBudgeted Positions ERTRY PROFICIENT %
x+ 83 84 85 86 67 68 B9 RANGE  CLASSIFICATION H0. SALARY INT. L INT. 2 HO. SALARY L]
X 2 2 2 3 8 9% 4 11 Accounting Clerk I 1,399 0 0 1,540 :
: 1t 1 4 90 0 9 B/A  Aecounting Clerk IT 0 0 0 0 :
: T 8 1T 1T 8 & & 12 Adninistrative Secretary I 1,374 0 0 1,580 :
: T 6 1T 1 1T 1 1 14 Adeinistrative Secretary II 1,443 0 0 1,660 :
: i1 11 1 11 1T Adwministrative Secretary III 1,54 0 0 1,117 :
: 2 2 0 9 0 ¢ §/h  Anisal Warden 0 0 0 0 :
: 1 1 ¢t 1t 1 1 1 1T City Clerk, Deputy 1,545 0 0 1,M :
: I3 3 0 2 2 2 1 Clerk I 1,066 0 0 1,226 :
: § u w 7T 4 3 3 5 Clerk II 1,166 0 0 1,341 :
: it 1t 1 0 0 0 ¢ B/A Community Representative 0 ] 0 ] :
: o ¢ 1t 0 0 0 li/A Compater Operations Tech. I 0 0 0 0 :
: 1 1 2 1 0 0 10 /A Compater Operations Tech. II 0 0 0 0 :
* i1 00 0 0 9 1) Computer Operations Tech. ITI 0 0 ] ] :
£ 0 0 0 0 3 2 2 1T Conmputer (Operator 1,538 1,615 0 1,177 :
: ¢ 0 0 0 0 1 1 25 Computer Operator, Lead 2,187 0 0 2,406 :
; 0 0 1 ¢ 0 0 @ B/A  Data Eatry Operator I 0 0 0 0 :
: 2 2 0 ¢ 0 0 0 B2 Data Entry Operator II 0 0 0 0 :
: p 0 1t 0o & 0 0 B4 Data Entry Operator III 0 0 0 0 :
: B 2 98 9 12 1 13 Dispatcher 1,349 0 0 1,619 :
: 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 20 Dispatcher, Senior Iy 0 0 1,889 :
: 1 1+ 1 t 0 0 0 li/A Fire Prevention Officer 0 0 0 0 :
: 1 1+ 1 1 1 1 1 14 Monicipal Court Clerk 1,43 0 0 1,660 :
: 2 2 2 1 t 1t 1 | Parking Control Clerk 1,282 0 0 1,474 :
: 2 2 2 1 17 t 1 18 Police Crime Lab Clerk 1,584 0 0 1,822 :
: 8 8 8 & T T 1 1 Police Records Clerk 1,339 0 0 1,54) :
t 1t 1 ¢ 1 0 10 B/A  Storeskeeper 0 0 0 0 :
L 1 1 1 1t 1 0 0 /A Utility Accounts Supervisor 0 ] ] 0 :
:T: 89 71 69 54 59 59 B :

Riitissttititiietrasssiitiieddisteacitittitetentististitetiteceintvivssttiietinsstieseiisatotestostrastesttearisnstishibeseeeiitdanatetitiortasieedssl
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: PAY CLASS 2 - LABOR TRADES AND CRAFTS :
: Budgeted Positions RNTRY PROFICIENT :
f B3 B4 85 8 87 8 89 BANGE  CLASSIFICATION HO0. SALARY INT. 1  INT. 2  M0. SALARY $

0w % 1w 3 8 9§ 29 City Services Foreperson 1,98 0 ] 2,292 :
: L3 4 2 2 2 2 4 City Services Horker I 1,087 f { 1,250 :
: | A T A A S R fi/h City Services Horker I, Lead 1,122 0 0 1,290 :
: 5 0§ 5 3 1 0 ¢ L) City Services Worker 11 1,348 ] 0 1,560 :
: % 5 5 47 4 4 4 18 City Services Norker III 1,553 (! 0 1,786 :
: 0B OB O N B Y 2 City Services Worker IV 1,710 0 0 2,035 :
: t v 0 0 0 0 1 /A Lincoln Park Aud. Supervisor 0 0 0 0 :
: r 1 1 1 0 & 0 §/h  Hechanic I 1,553 ] 0 1,788 :
: 5 % 5 5 & § 5 24 Hechanic II 1,770 0 i 2,035 :
: ¢ ¢ ¢ 0o 0 1 1 2%  Hechanic, Lead 1,911 0 0 2,198 :
: : 72 2z 1 2 2 8 Heter Reader 1,281 1,34 0 1,445 :
: ) U TR O S R T | 12 Heter Reader, Lead 1,38 1,409 0 1,550 :
: t 1 1 1t 1 1 1 \T  Off-Set Press Operator 1,510 1,585 0 1,744 :
* I TR S A S 18 Parking Heter Serviceperson 1,553 ] 0 1,786 :
: g 2t 1 1 1 1 12 Stores Clerk 1,348 0 0 1,550 :
:T: 124 123 119 106 103 106 106 :

2238300000abaditteetivetestatiititocatitiinttetaetiistiscitairatiosiiaeiieceeoibbiosivttbbesatinteeceaensiabistotistazetatinctsstolotoretsintivecitss
Bodsiicssaiaaakiotiseeinscetsatiitseeesittiindiecssodisenddssaninssiiisiatisteissssastitiittissietiiecetabbiisooecisitiseeeeitettecsivasasidastitetitiny

: PAY CLASS 3 - PROTECTIVE OCCUPATIONS :
: B 92 12 12 12 12 1 & Fire Inginear/Vehicle Maint. 2,112 0 ] 2,389 :
: 8 6 6 & & 5 B 28 Fire Pararedic 2,208 0 0 2,448 :
: o2 o a A v o Ad 2 Pirefighter 1,780 0 i} 2,22 :
:T: 51 4 &5 ¥ N W ¥ :

ptisetetattasititsatcsitsdistantantetivasdeiisifiototiciistititisstotettitrttttotttiietttreatiiicttoaattnttititotooctitboniiivetiiittotittseetssssitesl
bebeadstaitietioteatotibibeerabiiiveiietbaattsstositeatittdssstiitieateiiiecictsottiitiittetodttietoiritiitissdattosattoteboiifisiseasitiotitaniteceivesd

: PAY CLASS 4 - LAW ENFORCEMENT :
: S SR U S U S | % Police Crive Lab Tecknician 1,894 ] 0 2,368 :
: 2 5 # B 0 8 & 2% Police Officer 1,952 2,050 2,18 2,368 :
: 2 2 7 1t 1t 1 1 18 Police Service Technician 1,17 0 0 1,974 s

%

o5 M B2 40 & 6 U
B R R R R R R L TR LR TS AT RO R RS SRR KRR
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: PAY CLASS § - PROFESSIONAL/ADKINISTRATIVE/TRCHNOLOGIC :
I :
% Budgeted Positions ENTRY PROFICIENT *

83 84 8 & &7 88 89 RANGE  CLASSIFICATION M. SALABY INT. 1  INP. 2 M0. SALARY X
i ;
r 1 1 1t 1 ¢t 0 0 B/A  Aecounting Clerk III 0 0 0 0 3
: 2 2 1t L &t 0 1 25 Mninistrative Aide 2,03 0 0 2,3% :
: 1 1t 1 1 1 1 23 Buyer 1,361 2,059 0 2,285 :
: 1 1t 1 1 1 1 24 Chef 1,982 0 0 2,219 :
: b8 1 1 0 0 0 NA  City luditor 0 0 0 0 :
: | AR R A | R H/A Computer Systeas Analyst 0 0 ] 0 :
: I 2 1t 1 1 0 40 Ni  Engineering Aide - Field 1,616 0 0 1,921 :
: 3 4 2 1 1 0 0 N4 [Engineering Aide - Office 1,632 0 0 1,877 :
: e 2 72 2 2 3 3 23 [Engineering Tech. I - Field 1,910 0 0 2,265 :
: i1 1t 1 1 1 21 Bngigeering Tech. I - Office 1,823 0 0 2,096 :
: 2 2 2z 2 2 1 12 29 Rngineering Tech. II - Field 2,24 0 0 2,569 :
f t 1 v 11 2 Engineering Tech, II - Office 2,031 0 0 2,336 :
x 3y 3 2 7 1 1 2 8 Rogineer, Project 2,1m 0 0 3,108 :
: P 0 0 0 0 0 1 20 Fiscal Officer 1,749 0 0 2,01 :
: P 0 0 8 0 1 1 29 Industrial Pretreateent Coord 2,338 0 . 2,569 :
: 0 0 0 ¢ 0 1 1 21 Hetwork Analyst 2,123 i 0 2,41 :
: o 0 0 0 o0 ! 1 n Personnel Analyst 2,12 0 0 2,441 :
: {1 1t 1t 0 0 0 0 N4 Planner Analyst 0 0 0 0 :
: ¢ 2 06 0 1 2 2 21 Planner { 2,12 0 0 2,441 :
: 0t 2 2z 1 0 0 31 Planger II 0 0 0 0 :
: 0o 0 1 1 1 0 0 B/&  Planning Technician I 0 0 0 ] :
: 0o 3 2 2 1 1 1 22 Planning Technician II 1,897 0 0 2,181 :
: 0o 9 0 0o ¢ 1 1 21 Police Crive Lab Assistant 1,823 0 0 2,096 :
: 1 v 1 0o ¢ 0 9 §/&  Pool Hanager 0 0 0 0 :
‘ o o 0 0 3 2 2 2 Programmer Analyst 2,224 2,335 0 2,569 :

3oL ieiTeattevhiestitaacitttiiiuitivtervivnteeisaiiiietses sttt iiisieittiatiistenteeiiietiiviaiitotitoveioratsaseitooseetttitesittsittitiiecnntinid
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: PAY CLASS 5 - PROFESSIONAL/ADHINISTRATIVR/TECENOLOGIC :
: :
£ Budgeted Positions EHTRY PRORICIENT %

83 64 8 8 67 68 89 RANGE  CLASSIFICATION HO. SALARY INT. L INT. 2 MO. SALARY X
. ;
% P 0 1t 0 0 9 fifh Prograsmer Analysi [ 0 0 ] 0 %
: 2 1 0 0 0o 0 90 l/A Programser Analyst II 0 0 0 0 :
: 2 2 L 0 0 0 9 /A Prograraer Analyst 111 B 0 I 0 :
: 6+ 2 2 0 0 0 H/A Progranzer Analyst IV ] 0 0 i :
: 0o 0 0 9 0 1 1 i Programer/Analyst, Lead 2,510 0 0 2,821 :
: t t 11t 1 1 1 PA] Property Agent 2,123 0 0 2,441 :
: 0 2 2 2 2 1 12 21 Quality Control Chesmist 2,123 0 0 2,441 :
: 1 1t t 1 1 2 21 Quality Control Technician 2,183 0 0 2,44 :
: 1 1 1 0 1t 1 1 k)] Risk Hanager 2,449 0 ] 2,694 :
: ¢ 0 0 ¢ 90 H/A Sales Tax Auditor i 0 ] 0 :
: o ¢ 0 0 1 2 2 ki Senior Accountant 2,449 0 0 2,694 :
t 0 0 0 0o 1t 1 0 W&  Special Projects Coordinator 2,458 0 0 2,821 :
% | (NS T A | NS U SR | 2 Traffic Analyst 2,123 ] 0 2,441 :
: o 0 0 & 0 0 1 3 Utility Engineer 3,13 0 0 3,189 :
: 00 0 90 1 1 1 k! | Yolunteer Coordinator 2,525 0 0 2,914 :
: t 1 v 0 2 2 2 A Kastewater Trt P1t Foreperson 2,234 0 0 2,569 :
: {1 3 &6 1 1 1 1 16 Hastewater Trt P1t Operator 1 1,610 0 0 1,852 :
: ¢ 2 1 4+ 4 10 19 Hastevater Trt Pt Operator II 1,676 0 § 1,921 :
: 2 1 0 0 0 2 2 3 Hastevater Trt P1i (p 111 1,970 0 0 2,265 :
: 5 6 5 4 4 § 5 2%  Kastemater Trt Pt Operator IV 2,078 0 0 2,301 :
: ¢ ¢ 6 0 0o 0 0 B/A  Water Trt Pt Operator 1,610 0 0 1,852 :
: {0 4 0 0 0 0 B/ Water Trt P1t Operator II 1,676 0 0 1,921 :
: t 0 0 90 0 0 0 WA Water Trt Pt Operator III 1,970 0 0 2,265 :
: E I TR S T A T 2%  Water Trt P1t Operator IV 2,019 0 0 2,31 :
t’: 50 51 51 40 4 4 48 :

FEATEa3300RR 0 R btettestistliosnhsoetotatiadstotsddessbiatbtotitsstedtottsnsentioseoiiientiontbeioesisestosttessissntidocoossiitiosstescistivettdbnnttss
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: PAY CLASS 6 - SUPERVISORT/MARAGERIAL - PROTECTIVE OCCO :
I :
t  Budgeted Positions EHTRY PROFICIRNT 3

83 84 85 86 87 88 89 RANGE  CLASSIPICATION H0. SALARY INT. ! INT. 2 KO. SALARY ¥
: i
L 6 ¢ ¢ 0 1 1 1 K hdmn Rire Ofcr/Fire Harshal 3,001 0 ] 3,246 x
: P 0 0 6 1t 1 b Aden Fire Ofcr/Operations 2,808 ] ] 2,948 :
: o 0 ¢t 0 3 3 3 3 Adm Fire Ofcr/Shift Connander 2,808 t 0 2,348 :
: I A A R T D 3 Mo Fire Ofcr/Trng & Prsonnel 2,008 0 0 2,948 :
: g 0o ¢ 0 1 1 1 3 B.M.5./Hazmat Coordinator 2,808 0 0 2,948 :
: t 1 1 1 0 0 0 B/& Fire Battalion Chi/Fire Previn 3,001 0 ] 3,246 :
: it 1 1 0 0 0 li/A Fire Battalion Chf/Operations 3,081 ] 0 3,248 :
: I3 ¢z 3y ¢t ot o ¥/&  Fire Captain 2,808 ] 0 2,948 :
: 12 13w B3 1’ v K] Fire Lientenant 2,50 0 ] 2,677 :
: 0 0 0 90 0 1 1 3 Tire Lieutenant/Parapedic 2,808 0 0 2,348 :
:TZ A B T B ow 2 2 :

Eeessasitettt bt etstotisaiiiecesvitiitiettediiiiiiieshiiecisitttanivitstesieiisttottrettttittestatitetistteeiteibstitititissciittisttoctestttititsstis]

Fiitesttsiretieintttectitettttadostianssitsstottietteaanstttioteassbtobieitosasnsetatettnsasetisesiisssssticssteetsiitoteatasaesteiistotastissesssy

X 1
X PAY CLASS 7 - SUPERVISORY/MANAGERIAL - LAW ENPORCEHEN 3
b |
b 3 3
% Budgeted Positions ENTRY PROFICTENT 1
+ 83 84 B 8 87T 88 89 RANGE  CLASSIFICATION H0. SALARY INT. 1 INT. 2 H0. SALARY X
L] ]
% b}
% 7 2 ¢ 2 2 1 2 i Police Captain 3,361 0 0 3,529 %
b 4 %
% 4 4 4 5 & & 8 36 Police fientenant 3,081 0 0 3,204 H
 ; b
x 10 1w ot 9 W w0 o 32 Police Sergeant 2,110 0 ] 2,909 %
X 3
: 16 1% 16 16 18 18 18 3

etoisiiitiseisaeiveitetiaeettriibititttetiainitobitiecttoseeratasietitosstiottetsosasitittitttdtesssiteecesbessdsiiteotessbiaiiiitssssisaessetnbeeest
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: PAY CLASS § - STPERVISORY/KANAGERIAL - GTHER :
: :
% Budgeted Positions ENTRY PROFICIENT 1

83 84 85 86 BT 88 89 RANGE  CLASSIFICATION KO. SALARY  INT. 1 INT. 2 H0. SALARY 1
; :
+ 1 1 1 1 1t 1 2 City Clerk 2,285 0 ] 2,805 1
: | S U SRR A S T | 2 (ity Engineer 3,11 0 0 3,648 :
: T 8 3 4 4 4 4 kX fity Services Supervisor 2,554 0 0 2,937 :
: 1 ! 1 1 1t 1 1 33 (ollections Supervisor 2,543 2,670 0 2,937 :
: 1 1 1 1 1t ¢ 1 0 Comsunications Center Adain. 2,44 0 0 2,799 :
: t 1 1t !+ 1 1 ! 3B Comptroller 2,94 3,08 0 3,389 :
: t 1 1 1 vt 0 9 [} Computer Operations Supervisor 0 0 0 ] :
: 1 1t t 9 1 1 ki Inforsation Services Hanager 2,863 3,008 g 3,307 :
: ¢ ! 1 1 1 1 1 3% Parks Supervisor 2,680 0 0 3,082 :
: | (S (R A S SR S | 38 Personnel Director 2,934 3,081 0 3,389 :
: [ U T O S T | 38  Planaing Director 2,47 0 ; 3,389 :
* 1 1 1 ¢ 1 t 1 38 Public Hrks Operations Supt 2,947 ] 0 3,389 :
+x 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 33 Purchasing Agent 2,554 0 0 2,90 :
: S U S S T 33 Quality Control Supervisor 2,554 0 0 2,931 :
: t 1 ¢ 0 1 t 1 26 Records Administrator 2,202 0 0 2,422 :
: 2 2 2 2 2 1 2 k| Recreation Supervisor 2,44 ] 0 2,19 :
: b 0 0 1 1 0 0 i/A Systens & Programaing Supervs 0 ] ] ] :
: t 1 1t 1 1 1 ki | Two Rivers Plaza, Hamager 2,43 0 0 2,799 :
: o ¢ 0 1 1 1 1 38 Ttility Hanager 2,941 0 0 3,389 :
: 1t 1t 1 0 0 0 li/A Dtility Operations Superintdt 0 ] 0 0 :
: | A S T S R SR | 3 Hastevater Racilities Supervsr 2,680 0 0 3,082 :
: t 1 1t vt 1 0 0 K/A Hastewater Trt P1t Supervisor ] 0 0 0 :
: 1 1ttt 1 1 1 1 pe Water Supply Supervisor 2,30 0 0 2,668 :
: 1 1 1 1 U 1 1 31 Water Trt P1t Supervisor 2,40 0 0 2,799 :
“: a % U U B U U :

Jiesittitertessttirenstiosttetstssttatttioreteoctostitttttettstititeioetitsstatiiatissiititotitastoteitatestiatansntieitbadiistitttesastiajisectsscist]
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CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
1989 BUDGET

GENERAL STATISTICAL INFORMATION

This section includes tables, listings, and summary totals

which reflect historical data. Since the City is not the only
source for the data presented, each table notes the source of
the information. The information provided in the tables are

provided as general reference material for the general public,
bond underwriters, bond rating agencies, and other governmental
agencies that routinely review our budget.

The following tables have been included.

Table I - History of Fund Balances, Major Funds

Table 2 - Revenue By Classification, All Funds

Table 3A - General Government Revenues By Source

Table 3B - General Government Expenditures By Function
Table 4A - Sales Tax Rates & Licensing History

Table 4B — GSales And Use Tax History of Collections

Table 4C - Sales Tax Collections by Type of Business

Table 4D - Sales Tax Collections by Geographical Area

Table SA - Property Tax Levies And Collections

Table SB - Comparison of Selected Government Property Taxes
Table SC -~ Assessed & Estimated Actual Values of Properties
Table 5D - Ten Principal Taxpayers, Property Taxes

Table 6 - Special Assessment Collections

Table 7A - Consolidated Debt Statement

Table 7B - Computation of Legal Debt Margin

Table 7C - Ratio of Net Bonded Debt to Assessed Value

Table 7D - Revenue Bond Coverage, Water & Sewer Bonds

Table 8 - Ten Year Staffing History

Table 9 -~ General Information

Table 10 - BSalaries & Surety Bonds of Principal Officials



TABLE 1
City of 6rand Junction, Colorade

HISTORY DF FUND BRALANCES, MAJOR FUNDS

GENERAL NATER SANITATION SEMER EQLIPNENT
Fund 100 Fund 301 Fund 302 Fund 902 Fund 402
Actual
1970 $342, 685 $367,624 $54 i $110,333
1971 $556,39 +381,003 $27,998 () $127,bb4
1972 $808,543 $471,510 $63,865 i $162,058
1973 ($145,828) $436,661 $59,304 it $112,173
1974 ($231,979) $455,549 $36,906 1) 481,487
1975 ($216,017) $439,182 $92,823 (1) $82,034
1976 $172,670 $420,321 $116,357 ( $136,314
1977 $797,015 $1,163,290 $54,123 ( $261,024
1978 $2,519,363 $3,622,034 $149,005 t $530,123
1979 $3,133,739 $1,253,6% $140,880 $1,407,679 $489,090
1980 $5,609,302 $853,387 $260,459 $2,968, 464 $50,491
1981 $5,130,585 $1,519,478 $291,058 $7,499,687 ($28,118)
1982 $10,006,780 $2,442, 149 $286,575 +8,195,313 $276,068
1983 $6,588,854 $2,554,029 $332,109 $5, 148,600 $476,079
1984 $4,940,903 $1,506,792 $343,642 $4,252,598 $1,107,832
1985 $5,976, 164 $1,460,740 $90, 668 $3,912,481 $1,543,669
1984 $5,450,629 $780,504 $243,487 $4,050, 435 $1,782,059
1987 $5,955,318 $1,106,986 $265,995 $4,358,535 $1,521,885
Budget
1988 $5,583 064 $1,386,843 $303,581 $4,702,856 $1,521,081
1989 $5,151,817 $1,131,328 $292, 644 $4,261,903 $1,465,148
Notes:

{1} Prior to 1979, the Water and Sewer Funds were combined and reported as the City
Joint Water and Sewer Utility fund. Sewer Fund Halance is included with the Water Fund.

The City of Grand Junction and Mesa County have agreed to particripate in a joint venture arrangeaent
called the City of Grand Junction / Mesa County Joint Sewer System in order to provide collection
and treatment facilities for the metroploitan area of the Grand Valley. The City has contracted

to operate and maintain the joint system. Assets and liabilities of the City Sewer Fund were
transfered to the Joint Sewer System in 1980. Audited financial statesents are issued under a
seperate cover,

Source: City Finance Department



ACTUAL
1983

L
1985
1986
1987

BUDEET
1988

1989

Source:

TAXES

$11,406,534
$11,512,043
$10,530,609
$10,580,822

$11,058,050

$13,450,931

$14,126,056

LICENSES
AND
PERNITS

TARLE 2

City of Grand Junction, Colorado

INTER-
GOVERN-
HENTAL

REVENUE BY CLASSIFICATION
ALL FUNDS

CHARGES
FOR
SERVICES

$177,762
$129,818
$122,815
$113,157

$97,097

$49,545

$59,903

$7,011,639
$1,218,335
$2,007,556
$1,720,927

$712,232

1,253,503

$1,283,442

City Finance Departaent

$11,783,117
$11,920,851
$11,154,908
$10,880, 66!

$9,976,235

$9,971,963

$10,039, 166

FINES
AND

RISCEL-

FORTEITURE LANEQUS

$263,827
$249,836
$221,080
$184,880

$199,611

$205,6%

$203, 699

$2,918,649
$2,736,930
$6,012,155
$2,459, 881

$1,373,185

$1,314,463

$1,295,610

IRANSFERS

$9,508, 434
$5,818,357
$4,762,211
$4,237,454

52,315,633

$1,761,168

$2,247,455

OTHER
SOURCES
$154,315
$664,852
$78,500
$48,108

$83,377

$35,300

$478,500

T07AL

$43,424,219
$34,250,022
$34,889,834
$30,235,690

$23,015,360

$28,072,66%

$29,935,831



Fiscal
Year

Actual
1978

1979
1380
1981
1982
1983
1984
1985
1986

1987

Hudget
£968

1789

Hotes:

Taxes

$5,208,831
$5,911,210
$5,895,575
$9,536,608
$10,751,010
$10,115,781
$11,500, 345
$10,530,034
$10,560,792

$11,057,329

$13,460,831

$14,126,056

Licenses

Pereits

$130,181
$104,462
$487,797
$732,330
+838,875
$864,390
$128,391
$120,406
$112,781

$96,6635

$49,545

$59,903

TRELE 3A

€ity of Grand Junction, Colerado

GENERAL REVENUES BY SOURCE (1)

Inter-
Gavern-
pental
$1,330,025
$1,555,469
$2,315,212
$1,803,080
$7,134,078
$2,925,493
$1,264,59
$1,929,220
1,268,483

$739, 607

$517,452

$658,600

Last Ten Fiscal Years

i2)

Charges Fines
tor and Nis

Services forfeitures cellaneous  Interest

$359,975 $236,530 $303,232 $229,965

$342,490 $715,442 $224,173 $313,486

$798,239 $237,720 $199,176 $467,905

$038, 444 $239,05t $172,659 $910,225

$748,867 $247,849 $206,039  $1,509,758

$987,706 $254,433 $372,138  %1,425,200
$1,616,773 $241,869 $341,065  %1,064,993
$1,632,198 $204,392 $312,542 $771,807
$1,582,200 $169,459 $276,078 $704,487
$1,788,232 $163,218 $437,843 $434, 661
$1,704,032 $190,396 $301,938 $449,995
$1,0830,448 $190,39% 41,030,306 $464,320

(1) Includes Beneral, Special Revenrue and Debt Service Funds

{2) 1982 Intergoverneental Revenues include $5,366,500 of 0il Shale Trust Funds

Total

$7,798,739
$8, 668,732
$10,601,624
$14,240,397
$21,438,509
$16,745,163
$16, 158,034
$15,500, 459
514,694,480

$14,759,557

$16,694,709

$18, 340,232

(3) Interest revenues as shown reflect interest earned only on the available amounts from the General,
Special Revenue and Debt Service Funds and are affected by declining fund balances and lower interest

rates in the later years.

Source: City Finance Departsent



TABLE 3B
City of Grand Junction, Colorado
GENERAL GOVERNNENT EXPENDITURES BY FUNCTION (1}

Last Ter Fiscal Years

Parks Urban
Fiscal General Public Public & Developaent Debt
Year  Governsent Safety Horks Recreation  and Housing Service Total
Actual
1978 $1,483,529  $2,704,092 1,524,571 $862,007 $70,433 472,638 $6,717,470
1979 $1,568,2684  $3,562,199  ¢1,616,520 1,041,920 $89,964 $73,012 $7,953,899
1980 $2,156,451  $3,449,224 2,779,919  $1,225,485 $934,904 $70,962 $10,615,225
1981 €3,502,009 4,099,400 42,334,345  $1,444,395 $135,534 $328,980 $11,646,571
1982 2,336,771  $4,080,824  $2,954,476  $1,741,689 $189,574 $517,337 $12,640,5671
1983 2,456,820  $5,022,4B3  $3,394,977  $1,653,450 $479,079 $549,425 $14,715,433
1984  $2,217,860  $6,951,331  $3,959,433 1,685,380 $243,574 982,697 $13,650,295
1985 $2,669,862  $5,429,332 3,182,007 1,848,574 $212,913 $1,123,566 (3)  $15,466,356
1986 $1,B03,578  $6,462,396  $3,514,094  ¢1,417,292 $96,157 $1,414,904 (4) $14,708,501
1987 41,539,600  $6,B11,604  $3,571,B41  $1,469,612 $104,180 $167,450 $13,684,297
Budget
1988 44,082,565  $7,075,438 4,498,550  $1,451,603 $169,739 $156,734 17,634,849
1989  $5,908,294  $7,364,110  $4,471,427 1,568,496 $96,098 $147,179 $19,355,604
Notes:

{1} includes General, Special Revenue and Debt Service Funds,

(2) The City paid off a large property purchase in 1983.

{3) The Downtown Developeent Authority refinanced their outstanding debt this year.

{4} Urban Developaent & Housing contains the Downtown Development Authority and Community Development

which illustrates the decline in Federal Revenues available for block grant prograas.

Source: City Finance Department



TABLE 44
Lity of Grand Junction, Colorado

SALES TAX RATES & LICENSING HISTORY

Licensing History

Fiscal

Year Beginning Opened Llosed Ending
1977 1,222 (i} (i 1,336
1978 1,336 {1 (n 1,864
1979 1,464 it i 1,489
1980 1,489 i t 1,588
1981 1,588 (i) i 1,720
1982 1,720 (1} (L 1,821
1983 1,821 {1} {11 1,831
1984 1,831 {1) {1 1,819
§985 1,819 {1} {1} 1,763
1986 1,763 1) {1} 1,824
1987 1,821 ’ LH| 406 1,824
1788 1,826 502 534 1,794
1989 1,794 = - -

Sales Tax Rates

Fiscal State of City of

Year Colorado Hesa County Grand Junction fotal
1977 3.00% 9,007 {4) 2.00% (s) 5.00%
1978 3.00% 0.00% {4) 2.00% {9 3.00%
1979 3.00% 0.001 {4) 2.00% {9) 5.00%
1980 3.00% 9,00% {4} 2.00% (5 5.00%
1981 3.00% 0.00% {4) 2.00% {3) 3.00%
1982 3.00% 2.002 2.00% 7.00%
1983 3.00% - 3.50% (2) 2.00% 2.001 7.00% - 7.50%
1984 3.50% - 3,002 (2} 2.00% 2.00% 7,502 - 7.00%
1983 3.00% 2.00% 2.00% 7.00%
1984 3.00% 2.001 2,007 71.001
1967 3.00% {3) 2,001 2.00% 7.00%
1988 3.00% {3} 2,001 2,751 {6) 1.751
1989 3.00% {3) 2.001 2.75% (61 1,751

Notes:

{1) Information was not available prior to {987.

{2) From May !, 1983, through July 31, 1984, the State Sales Tax was 3.50%.
Prior to May |, 1983, and after July 31, 1984, the State Sales Tax rate is 3.00%.

{3) Tourism Promction Fund Tan: Effective July 1, 1967, the tax rate is .20Y on sales
on taxable food, drink, ledging services, skiing, auto rertals and admissions to
private tourist attractions. Effective Tax Rate on such sales equals 3.20%.

{4) County 5ales Tax was instituted 1-1-82, the City receives 321 of the second cent
of the County Sales Tax.

{51 Sales Tax included food, which was resoved [2-31-81.

{6} Effective i-1-88, the City Sales Tax Rate equals 2.731.

Saurces City Finance Department



TABLE 4B
City of Grand Junction, Colorado

SALES AND USE TAX HISTORY

CITY SHARE
CITyY cITY OF COUNTY
SALES TAX  (4) USE TAX SALES TAX TBTAL
Actual
1980 $4,157,919 (1} $281,569 (2} $4,439,498
1981 $6,740,4088 {1} $494,003 {2} $7,234,493
1982 $6,5347,517 $330,034 $1,364,845 $8,242,398
1983 $5,627,187 . $324,835 §1,540, 471 $7,492,693
1984 $3,354,755 $408 ,872 $1,436,68% $7,200,29
1985 $5,206,935 $345,949 $1,321,486 $6,874,370
1904 $5,172,983 $428,777 $1,292,823 $5,094,5983
1987 $3,606,110 $339,313 $1,329,634 $7,293,057
Budget
1980 $7,603,222 {3) $468,605 (3) $1,422,273 $9,794,100
1989 $8,562,462 $301,865 $1,491,387 $10,357,714
Notes:

(1) SALES TAX INCLUDED FOOD, WHICH WAS REMOVED 12-31-81
(2} COUNTY SALES TAX WAS INSTETUTEDR 1-1-82, THE CITY RECEIVES 32X OF THE SECOND
CERT OF THE COUNTY SALES TAX
(3} INCLUDES AN INCREASE OF THE CITY SALES & USE TAX FROM 2% 70 2.75%, EFFECTIVE 1-1-88
(4) REPRESENTS A CASH BASI5 AS COLLECTED 8Y THE CITY.

Source: City Finance Departeent



TABLE 4C

SALES TAX
STATISTICAL COMPARISON
BY BUSINESS TYPE

BUSINESS TYPE 1784 1985 1986 1987 1988
Grocery Stores $239,456.15 $247,667.08 $231,389.51 $254,711.66 $356,299.30
4,801 4.76% §.81% 4.55% 4,331
futos and Campers $204,451.463 $269,877.13 $307,389.62 $3435,697.73 $309,239.22
3.291 S.161 5.88% 6.177 6.191
Drug Steres 483,571.7% $70,482.44 $76,802.73 $74,62h. 48 $113,531.29
§.595% 1.51% 1471 133 1.38%
Cafes and Hotels $935,876.33 $949,907.82 $937,966.33 $980,329.05  +1,423,554.29
17.37% 18,24% 17.96% 17.51% 17.30%
Clothing, Shoe and Dept.  $§,505,738.63 $t,532,602,35 ¢1,560,522.94 $1,598,751.14  42,337,252.66
27.951 29.431 29.87% 28.561 28.41%
Furniture and Appliances $100,409.0] $88,5t0.73 $108,004.35 $150,126.59 $199,932.95
1.861 1.70% 2.07% 2.68% 2.431
Service Stations $62,573.462 $61,616.02 $49,947.08 $34,816.15 $70,363.45
1.162 L.t 0.95% ¢.981 0.951
Liguor Stores $126,668.24 $104,634,97 $110,689.43 §113,291.084 $160,772.37
2,351 2.011 2,12 2.02% 1.95%
Building Materials $210,399.86 $225,192.39 $211,155.19 $248,743.75 $380,400.55
3.91) 4.32% 4.04] 4,447 &.621
Other $1,618,372.82  §1,650,092.41  $1,609,999.59 $1,777,291.22 $2,648,704.082
33,762 31.69% 30.82% 31.76% 32.441
TOTALS $5,386,510.08 $5,207,7083.28  45,223,846.1%  $5,598,585.63 $8,228,130.90
100.002 100.001 100.00% 100.00% 100.00%
Notes:

t1) From 04/01/76 thru 12/31/87, the Sales Tax Rate was 2.
Effective 01/01/88, Sales Tax Rate equals 2.75%.

{2) Excludes City's Portion of County Sales Tax.
{3) Represents an frcrual Basis, as collected by the verdors.

Source: City Finmance Departasent



BEQGRAPHICAL AREA

Central Downtown

Greater Downtown

East Horth Avenue

E. North Ave. Shopping Cente

_Uest North Avenue

12th Street

Tth Street

Ist Street

Industrial Park

Horizon Brive

East Hain Street

Hest Hain Street

Orchard Mesa 1, Northwest

Orchard Mesa 2, Northwest

Orchard Wesa 3, South

Hesa Hail

fnclave Annexalion

Other Areas

T0TALS

Notes:

TABLE

SALES TAX
STATISTICAL COMPARISON
BY GEOGRAPHICAL AREA

1984 1985 1986 1967 1988
$299,252,04  $251,180.11  $232,051.37  $244,892.4%  $355,453.93
5,561 1,821 4407 41 4,321
$506,313.65  $423,318.77  $356,699.06  $361,918.59  $562,955.17
9,591 8,131 5.831 6,821 b.B42
$304,320.63  $269,333.37  $316,792.97  $313,381,07  $435,323.72
5,651 5.551 5,061 5,607 5,301
4553,350.49  $407,B49.48  $624,772.41  $29,382.59  $920,105.4l
10,271 1.671 11941 1.1 15,181
$576,599.81 522,557,035  $547,996.08  4588,194.47  $871,75).44
10.70% 10.032 10.491 10.511 10,591
$172,866. 16 $171,756.99  $170,444,59  $170,376.99  $256,970.13
3,208 3.30 3.261 3,042 3
$26,347.54 $19,312.76 $15,775.17 $19,725.25 $31,089,14
0.492 0,371 0.301 0.35% 0.381
$100,788.05  $108,700.63  §108,7242.17  $i07,56%.26  $151,397.77
1.861 2,091 7.0M 1.92¢ K1}
$124,406,83  $162,454.31 $82,199.52 $91,700.35  $i21,535.20
731 (.97 1.571 1462 1,481
$418,466.85  $4B6,450,16  $449,650.80  €490,272.29  STO4,242.95
1.m 7,342 8.61% 8.76% B.56%
$147,876,70  $Ei0,Ab6.56  $104,413.96  $106,119.85  $168,174.62
2.751 .M 2.001 1.501 7,041
$300,926,51  $319,205.70 326,573,865  $370,341.93  $546,570.74
5.741 5137 b.251 B.611 b.681
485,018,91 $81,761.17 $54,590,59 $59,896.,93 $78,814.34
1.58% 1192 1,051 1,071 0967
$57,059.73 $52,823.49 $62,302.21 $42,7%8.13 31,728, 10
1,061 121 W1} 112t L
$14,507.23 $18,970.88 $17,410,35 $18,859.75 $34, 466,03
0.2711 0.361 0,332 0,341 0.421
$1,304,702,62  $1,353,339.49  $1,4§5,637.20  $1,480,199.36  $2,190,365.75
74.221 75.991 27,101 26561 76,5621
$0.00 $0.00 $29,476,00 $93,691.47  $153,504,48
0.001 0,002 0.56% 1.671 1.871
$376,130.13  $290,392.03  $308,879.00  #371,222.74  $553,079.1&
6.97L 3378 3.931 6,542 6,738
$3,386,518,00  $5,207,783,76  $5,723,866.19  95,59A,985.63  8,228,130,90
100.002 100.001 100,002 100,007 100,00

(i) From 01/06/76 thru 12/31/87, the Sales Tax Rate was 21,
Effective 01701788, Sales Tax Rate equals 2,751,

{2} Excludes Tity's Portion of County Sales Tax,

{3 Represents an Accrual Basis, as collected by the vendors.

Source: City Finance Drpartaent



TABLE 54
City of 6rand Junction, Colorado
PRAOPERTY YAX LEVIES AND COLLEETIONS (1}

Last Ten Fiscal Years

Percent of Percent of
Collec furrent Percent of Delinquent  Total Total Outstanding  Delinquent
Levy - tion  Total Tax Levy Tax Tax Collections Delinquent Collections

Year Year  Tax Levy Collections Collected Collections Collections To Tax Levy Tazes Jo Tax Levy

m:;—;;m 1978 $922,687  $900,69 97,628 423,356  $924,052 100150 10,624 {.15%
1978 1979 845,192  $B52,227  100.83%  $10,624  $862,B51 102.097  $2,818 0.331
1979 1980  $937,185  $919,627 99.131  $2,818 922,445 9B.431 47,090 0.76%
1980 1981 $1,518,716 $1,494,911 98,431 $7,090 1,502,001 98.907 41,878 0.12%
1981 1982 $1,594,352 $1,589,028 99.67%  $1,878 1,590,906 99,781 $1,008 0.06%
1982 1983 $1,742,037 $1,6%,718 97.40%  $1,008 $1,697,726 97.451 81,277 0.07%
1983 1984 $1,025,564 $1,807,250 98.94%  $1,277 $1,808,527 99,012 43,853 (2} 0.21%
1984 1985 $1,576,94 1,531,627 97.13%  $3,853 $1,535,480 97,370 43,844 (D) 0.24%
1985 1986 $1,603,140 $1,587,321 99,017  $3,B44 $1,591,165 99,250 $12,92 (2) 0.81%
1985 1987 $1,611,262 $1,592,608 96.84%  $12,%62 $1,605,570 99.650 10,791 (2) 0.67%
Budget

1987 1908 61,665,447

1988 1989 41,504,158

Notes:
{1} Includes General, Special Revenue and Debt Service Funds
{2}  After property taxes were levied by the City Council, The Mesa County Assessor reduced the
valuations of several properties within the City of Grand Junction. The tax levy, as reported,
is the levy as approved by the City Council. Outstanding delinquent taxes has been reduced to

reflect the change in property tazes for these groperties.

€31 1978 thru 1987 are actuald; 1988 & 1969 are budgeted.

Source: City Finance Departaent



LEYY  COLL CITY OF

YEAR  YEAR GRAND JCT.
fictual

1977 1978 10.00

1978 1979 8.00

1979 1980 B8.00

1980 1981 12.00

1981 1982 §2.00

1982 1983 12.00

1983 1984 10.00

1984 1983 8.00

1985 1984 8.00

1986 1967 8.00
Budget

1987 1988 5.55

1988 1989 6.10
LEVY foLL CI1TY OF
YEAR YEAR GRAND JCT.

1 Total

Actual

1977 1978 $890,814  6.95

1976 1979 $793,892  9.82

1979 1980 $882,951  5.04

1980 198 41,463,141  6.50

1981 1982 1,543,790  6.71

1982 1983  $1,455,789 6.6l

1983 1984  ¢1,482,188  5.58

1984 1985 $1,400,182  4.39

1985 1986  $1,422,118  4.05

1986 1987  $1,422,451 4,14
Budget

1987 1988 $1,472,887  4.48

1988 1989  $1,508,725  4.15
Note:

General Fund Only.

TABLE 5B

HILL LEVIES

SCHoOL

DISTRIET 851

45.83
4]1.38
43.70
47.44
47.44
48.58
49,56
S2.1t
37.39
57.3%

36.96
41.98

PROPERTY TAX REVENUES

SCHOOL

DISTRICT #51

$8,932,011
$9,432,829
$11,424,317
$14,151,643
$15,573,220
$17,341,312
$20,5%, 112
$22,377,412
$24,787,014
$24,059, 607

$22,484,722
$23,462,204

1 Jotal

69.71
69.12
63.26
62,04
67.64
69,25
£8.38
70.22
70.61
70.43

48.45
64.60

CONPARISON OF SELECTED SOVERNMENT PROPERTY TAIES

NESA
COUNTY
14,42
14.42
19.15
22.33
17.33
16.1%4
17.64
17,64
19.64
19.64
14,21
17.50
HESA
COURTY
1 Totai
$2,991,027  23.34
$3,420,233  25.06
$3,198,403  29.70
$6,905,730  30.45
$3,907,446 25,45
$6,044 091 24,14
$7,0842,507 24,04
$8,091,008 25,39
$6,892,690 25,34
$8,678,470  25.41
$8,889,013 27,07
$11,348,866  31.25

Source: County Assessor’s "Abstract of Assessmsent and Sumsary of Taxes®.

COMBINED

69,25

63.80

70.85

81.77

76,77

.72

77.20

77.75

85.03

85.03

56,72

47.48

COMBENED

$12,813,852 100,00
$13,646,95¢ 100,00
$17,505,671 100,00
$22,520,5(4  100.00
$23,024,456 100,00
$25,041,192 100,00
$30,120,807  100.00
$31,868,602 100,00
$35,101,822 100,00
$34,160,528 100,00
$32,845,622 100,00
$36,317,795  100.00



TRBLE SC
City of Grand Junction, Colorado
ASSESSED AND ESTIMATED ACTUAL YALUES OF TAXABLE PROPERTIES

Last Ten Fiscal Years

1)

{1

tf)

{1

12)

N

Ratio of
Estimated fissessed to
Levy Lollection fAssessed fActual Estimated
Year Year Valuation Value fActual Value
fActual
1977 1978 $89,081,390 $296,937,966 301
1978 1979 $99,236,360 $330,708,330 30
1979 1980 $110,368,820 $367,896,070 0%
1980 1981 $121,928,380 $406,427,930 30z
1981 1982 $128,649,130 $420,830,430 301
1982 1983 $137,962,380 $459,941,270 301
1983 1964 $168,218,810 $649,839,194 21-29%
1984 1983 $175,022,740 $673, 164,389 21-29%
1985 1986 $177,764,730 $700,985,729 21-291
1986 1987 $177,806,340 $706,773,8084 21-29%
Budget
1987 1788 $263,892,000 %1,063,568,000 18-29%
1988 1989 $247,004,120 $1,075,000,000 16-29%
Notes:

{1} Residential property is assessed at 21% while other property is assessed at 29%.

{2) Residential property is assessed at [8% while other property is assessed at 29%.

{3) Residential property is assessed at 16X while other property is assessed at 29%.

Source:

Hesa County fssessor

fActual
Value
Level
1973
1973
1973
1973
1973
1973
1977
19
1977

1977

1983

1985



TABLE 5D

City of Grand Junction, Colorado

TEN PRINCIPAL TAXPAYERS, PROPERTY TAXES

TAXPAYER

Hountain States Telephone and Telegraph
Equitable Life Assurance Society of U.S,
Public Service Cospany of Colerado

PERA (Hilton Hotel)

Sundstrand

Central Bank (1st National Bank}

United Banks

Billon Real Estate Co., Inc. (City Market)
Grand Junction Newspapers (Daily Sentinel)
Dasba Corporation (Eastgate Shopping Center)

Western States Motel Operations

Notes:

(1) 1988 valuation for taxes paid in 1989.

Source: County Assessor

TYPE OF BUSIRESS

Utility
Shopping Center
Utility

Hotel
Manufacturer
Bank

Bank

Grocery Chain
Newspaper
Shopping Center

Kotel

ASSESSED
VALUATION
OF PROPERTY (1)
$7,968,300
$7,352,770
$3,645,350
$3,282,506
$2,974,364
$2,956,830
$2,407,440
$1,739,786
$1,486,190
$1,115,391

$1,015,190

Valuation is based on 1985 actual value.
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Fiscal
Year

Actual
1978

1979 (1)
1980 (2
1984
1982
1983
1984
1985
1984

1907

Budget
1988

1989

Notes:

Current

fssessaents

Due

$181,485
$199,519
$151,678
$148,510
$196,305
$209,964
$199,377
$331,391
$329,882

$321,111

$284,556

$260,351

TABLE &

City of Grand Junction, Colorade
SPECIAL ASSESSHMENT COLLECTIONS
Last Ten Fiscal Years
Current
Assessaents
Coliected

$181,485
$199,519
$151,678
$143,121
$194,031
$208,067
$195,189
$309,989
$321,612

$297,245

$255, 169

Ratio of
Collections
to Amount
due
100.007
100,002
100.00%
95.371
98.84%
99.10%
37.90%
93.542

97.497

92.57%

89.681

Total
Outstanding
Assessaents
$1,257,966
$1,039,723
$1,283,4677
$1,671,009
$2,150,381
$1,886,783
$2,311,077
$2,205,358
$2,160,306

$1,775,178

$1,422,797

{1} For 1979 and prior, the amount shown as Current Assesseents Receivable includes an element of accruai,

{2} For 1980 and prior, Special Assessment Collections were recorded as including interest and the
information was not available to deteraine current assessments that were not collected in the year due.

Source:

City Finance Department



FUND

TYPE OF DEBT
BONDS - G.0. WATER
BONDS - REV TIARA RADO GOLF
HONDS - REV PARKING AUTH.
JONDS - REV SEWER
BOHDS - REV SWIMMING POOLS
80NDS - T.1. D.D.A. TAX INC.

SUB TOTAL 8ONDS
LEASE PURCH GENERAL
5UB TOTAL OTHER

TOTAL ALL

TYPE OF DEBT  FUND

S0NDS - G.0. WATER
BONDS - REV TIARA RADO GOLF
BONDS - REV PARKING AUTH.
BONDS - REV SEMER
BONDS - REV SWIHHING POOLS
BONDS - T.1. 0.D.A. TAX INC.

SUB TOTAL BONDS
LEASE PURCH GENERAL

SUB TOTAL OTHER

TOTAL ALL

Notes:

TABLE 74

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADD

CONSOLIDATED DEBT STATEMENT

PLEDGED
REVENUE

WATER FEES
BOLF FEES
PARKING FEES
SENER FEES
SALES TAXES
PROPERTY TAXES

ORIGINAL  INTEREST
ANOUNT RATE
$5,200,000 6,252 T0 9.5%

$450,000 8,501

$950,000 7.0% 70 7.5%
$8,725,000 6.6 T0 10,01
$1,210,000 5.4% T0 8.0%

$555,000  6.01 T0 8.0%

------------

$257,040 8.0%
$257,040
$16,847,040
PROJECTED  PROJECTED
PRINCIPAL PRINCIPAL  PRINCIPAL
OUTSTANDING  PAYNENTS  CUTSTANDING
12-31-88 FOR 1989 12-31-89
$3,945,000  $335,000 3,510,000
$40,000  $40,000 $0
$265,000 80,000 $185,000
$7,725,000  $100,000  $7,525,000
$920,000  $100,000 $820,000
$440,000 40,000 $380,000
$13,335,000  $715,000  $12,520,000
$51,408  $51,408 $0
$51,408  $51,408 $51,408
$13,386,408  $766,408

$12,671,408

1SSUE
IATE

04-15-84
03-01-75
07-01-74
11-01-80
12-15-85
09-01-8b

10-01-84

FINAL
PAYNENT
DATE

11-15-98
03-01-89
07-01-91
11-01-05
11-15-95
i1-15-94

10-0t-89

JOTAL
PRINCIPAL
AND
INTEREST
QUISTANDING

$5,723,63%
$41,700
$306,250
$16,492,487
$1,225,350
$56b,300

The City of Grand Junction amd Mesa County have agreed to participate in a joint venture arrangement
called the City of Grand Junction / Mesa County Joint Sewer System in order to provide collection
and treatment facilities for the eetropolitan area im the Grand Valley. The City has contracted to
operate and eaintain the joint system. Assets and liabilities of the City Sewer Fund were transfered
to the Joint Sewer System in 1980. Audited financial statements are issued under a seperate caver.

Source: City Finance Department



TABLE 78

City of Grand Junction, Colorado

COMPUTATION DF LEGAL DEBY MARGIN

B8 Budget 89 Budget
Estimated Actual Value as deterained by fAssessor (A) fiifff:?f?j?f?_ fE:?Z§:9??:999-
Dett limit - 3 7 of actual value $31,907,040 $32,250,000
Total General Obligation Debt (B} b $4,325,000 $3,945,000
Less: Debt exempted by iaw from legal
debt margin {Water Bonds) (B} $4,230,000 $3,745,000
Total amount of debt applicable to debt limit $75,000 $0

Legal debt margin $31,0832,040 §32,250,000



Fiscal
Year

fctual
1978

1979
1980
1981
1982
1983
1964
1985
1984

1987

Budget
1988

1989

Notes:

Population
i1
26,313
27,228
28,144
29,291
30,438
30,777
29,000
28,000
28,500

28,500

29,000

30,000

TABLE 7C
City of 6rand Junction, Colorade

RATID OF NET GENERAL BONBED DEST
T0 ASSESSED VALUE AND NET GEMERAL OBLIGATIOR BOKDED DEBT PER CAPITA

Last Ten Fiscal Years

Debt Debt Payable Ratio of Net
fAssessed fross Service Froa Ret Bonded Debt
Value in fonded Honies Enterprise Honded  to Assessed
Thousands Debt (1) Aveilable  Revenues flebt Value

$89,081  $6,960,000 $6,430,000  $530,000 0.591
$99,237  $7,354,788 $6,8566,708  $490,000 0.49%
$110,369  $6,227,110 ' $5,777,110  $450,000 0.41%
$121,928 45,755,000 $9,350,000  $405,000 0.33%
$128,649 47,110,000 $6,750,000  $340,000 0,28%
$137,982  $7,010,000 $6,700,000  $310,000 0.221
$188,219 45,455,000 $5,200,000  $255,000 0.15%
$175,023 45,100,000 $4,900,000  $200,000 0.11%
$177,763  $4,725,000 $4,583,000  $140,000 0.08%
$177,806  $4,325,000 $4,250,000  $75,000 0.04%
$265,892  $3,945,000 $3,945,000 $0 0.00%
$247,004  $3,410,000 $3,610,000 %0 0.00%

{1} Includes ail long-term General Obligation debt

Source: (A) City Planning Departsent

A1l other; City Finance Departsent

Net Bonded
Nebt

Per Capita
$20
$18
$16
$14
$i2
$10

$9

$0

0



TABLE 7D
City of Grand Junction, Colerado

REVENUE BOND COVERAGE
WATER AND SEWER BONDS

Last Ter Fiscal Years

Debt Service Requireaents

Direct Net Revenue
Fiscal Gross Operating  Available for
Year Revenue Expenses Bebt Service Principal Interest Totai Coverage
fictual
1978 $2,5084,839 $1,314,4%0 $1,070,349 $25,000 $318,356 $343,356 3.12
197 $2,003,884 $1,697,777 $1,186,107 {2 $407,045 $407,044 2.91
1980 (1) $1,801,922 $1,490,992 $310,930 {2) $337,970 $337,970 0.92
1981 $2,421,567 $1,639,544 $782,023 (2} $337,970 $337,970 2.31
1982 $2,913,473 $1,772,355 $741,116 (2) $418,5630 $410,5630 1.77
1983 $3,237,408 $1,963,3%1 $1,294,017 $30,000 $483,907 $333,507 2.43
1984 $3,255,641 $2,125,695 $1,129,%46 [F4] $466,541 $466,541 2.42
1985 $3,180,686 $2,062,748 $1,117,918 $300,000 $433,173 $753,173 1.48
1986 $2,932, 11t $2,119,421 $832,690 $315,000 $452,122 $767,122 1.09
1987 $3,201,978 $2,155,311 $1,085,667 $335,000 $434,983 $769,983 £.36
Budget
1988 $3,305,942 $2,187,752 $1,110,190 $303,000 $390, 485 $693,685 1.1
1989 $3,528,511 $2,317,7199 $1,210,712 $335,000 $363,513 $700,513 [:73
Notes:

(1} The City of Grand Junction and Mesa County have agreed to participate in @ joint venture arrarangement
called the City of Grand Junction / Mesa County Joint Sewer Systes in order provide collection and
treatment facilities for the metropolitan area of the Grand Valley. The City has contracted to operate and
saintain the joint system. Assets and liabilities of the City Sewer Fund were transfered to the Joint
Sewer System in 1980, Audited financial statements for the Joint Sewer Systea are issued under a
seperate cover,

{2) General Obligation Water Refunding Bonds 1978~B and Gemeral Obligation Water fonds 1978-C had
paturities starting in 1991,

(3} General Obligation Water Refunding Bonds 1984, refunded 1978-B and §978-C with new saturities
starting in 1985, )

Source: City Finance Departaent



TABLE B
City of Brand Junction, Colorado

TEN YEAR BUDGETED STAFFING HISTORY
FULL TINE EMPLOYEES

FURD 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988 1989

— — — e — — m— ——— S SSmm— p— —— —

ADNINISTRATION
Council 100 ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hanager 100 2 2 2 2 2 2 v 2 2 2 2 ! i
Attorney 100 2 2 3 3 4 4 3 3 2 2 2 2 2
Public Intormation 100 |3 8 i 2 2 2 1 1 L 0 0 0 ¢
TOTAL ADNINISTRATION 3 5 [ 7 B 8 b 6 3 4 L] 3 3
CENTRAL SERVICES
Finance
~fdministration 100 .3 L3 S LS 1S 1S LS 1S LS LS 15 2.0 2.0
-Personnel 100 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 30 4.0 40 3.0 2.0 4.0 4.0
-Budget & Accounting 100 0 7.0 70 7.0 7.0 8.0 8.0 8.0 80 7.0 7.0 7.0 7.0
-Collection Services
General Recievables 100 20 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 1.0 1.0 3.0 4.0
Utiility Billing 0 7.0 7.0 7.0 7.0 7.0 8.0 0.0 9.0 B.0 8.0 8.0 460 6.0
Sub - Coll. Serv. 9.0 10,0 10.0 10.0 10.0 1.0 11.0 12,0 11.0 9.0 9.0 9.0 10.0
-Information Services 1 11,0 1.0 11.0 1.0 (1.0 12,0 15.0 11,0 (1.0 9.0 10.0 8.0 8.0
Sub. - Finance, 100 13,5 14.5 14.5 145 1.3 5.5 15.5 16,3 16,5 12.5 1.5 16.0 170
Subtotal - Finance 3.5 32,5 32,5 329 325 355 WM.G 369 350 29.% 29.5 0.0 310
Support Services
-Adainistration 100 0.3 65 05 05 05 05 059 ¢5 0.5 05 0.5 1.0 1.0
-City Clerk 100 4.0 4.0 4.0 40 4.0 30 3.0 30 30 3O 30 2.0 2.0
-Purchasing 100 40 40 4.0 4.0 40 5.0 5.0 3.0 3.0 40 5.0 3.0 3.0
Sub. - Support Serv., 100 85 85 85 8,5 8.5 835 85 8.5 8.5 7.9 85 8.0 8.0
-Stores 403 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 20 1.0 1.0
-Print Shop 403 1.0 40 1.0 t.0 f.0 1.0 10 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 1.0
Sub. - Support Serv., 403 30 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 30 3.0 3.0 30 30 3.0 2.0 20
Subtotal - Support Serv, 1.5 11,5 5.5 1.5 1.5 11,5 11.9 8.5 11.5 10.5 11.5 16.0 10.0
TOTAL EENTRAL SERVICES, 100 22,0 23.0 23.0 23.0 23.0 24,0 24.0 25.0 25.0 20.0 0 24.0 25.0
TOTAL CENTRAL SERVICES £3.0 A4.0 44,0 440 M40 A47.0 4h.0 4B.0 47.0 40.0 41.0 40.0 41.0
FIRE
Sworn 100 33 58 &4 &4 &5 &5 65 &3 64 56 S8 38 98
Non-Sworn 100 L 1 1 i t i 1 1 i | 2 2 2
TOTAL FIRE 54 55 65 65 bb b6 &b bb &5 57T 60 60 A0
PARKS & RECREATION
Adeinistration 100 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 4 4 L]
Parks 100 2 2 21 3 0 3 B A 17 17T 47 17 17
Recreation 1o¢ 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
LP Auditoriue 100 0 0 ('] ] L L 1 1. 0 0 0 0 0
Sub-total, 100 2% 26 26 2B 29 2% ¥ W 7 n 13 3 N1
Ceeeteries 307 3 3 a 3 3 & 3 4 L] L L L 4
Golf Courses 305 b 1 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 1 7
Swimsming Pools 304 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
Two Rivers 303 3 53 31 35 1 1 &6 & &6 4 &4 4 4
TOTAL PARKS & RECREATIDK 0 43- 43 44 48 ¥ 447 & &8 0§ ¥ 3B 38



TABLE B
City of Grand Junction, Coiorado

TER YEAR BUDGETED STAFFING HISTORY
FULL TINE EMPLDYEES
{Continued})

FUND 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 (986 1987 1988 1989

—— e mmt —— ity . et Svmmre e e e— e mm———

POLICE

QOffice of Chief

-Sworn 100 { 2 2 2 2 2 i { | 2 2 2 2
~Hon-Sworn 100 | { { { { { { i 1 1 | { |

Ogerations

-Swarn 100 2 50 53 55 59 60 63 &3 63 4B 50 4% 4@
~Non-Sworn 100 b b [ b b ] 2 3 I 01l i1

Services

-Sworn 100 3 ) 4 § 8 8 8 B 9 3 8 13 13
~Non-Swarn 100 s i 31 1 1 W oz g uw o 2 3 3
Subtotal Sworn, 100 95 57 5% &1 82 W 73 72 & 55 &0 64 563
Subtotal Non-Sworn 100 i2 12 12 14 14 17 17 16 t& 15 16 15 15

911 Cosaunications

-Sworn 405 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

-Non-Swora LLE] ) 8 B ] 10 14 15 11 16 13 13 16 16
TOTAL SHORN 5% 97 59 &l 89 T 73 T2 &9 39 60 68 &3
TOTAL NON-SWORK 20 20 20 22 #® N M 2 B 2w 29 N 3
TOTAL POLIEE 739 717 7% B3 93 01 to7 fo4 % 83 B9 95 94

PUBLIC WORKS

General 100 43,0 46,0 49,0 53.0 55.0 59.0 59.0 359.0 52.0 46.0 47.0 45.5 43.5
Planning 100 L0 L0 10 10 L0 L0 L0 100 %0 7.0 60 5.0 5.0
Subtotal, 100 44.0 47.0 49,0 54,0 9b.0 40.0 40.0 49.0 61.0 S3.0 53.0 50,5 4B.5
Equipment 402 8.0 9.6 9.0 9.0 10,0 12,0 it.0 100 7.0 7.0 8.0 8.0 8.0
Utilities
~Admininistration 301 t.0 1.0 10 10 10 o Lo 18 10 1.0 2,0 2353 2.5
-Sewer 902 (1.0 12.0 13.0 15.0 16.0 19.0 24.0 3!.0 31,0 28,0 27.0 2%.0 30.3
-Trash 302 23.0 14,0 14,0 17.0 {7.0 1B.0 (B.0 (7.0 7.0 15.0 15.0 14,0 14.0
-Water M 280 B0 B0 B0 B0 BL 250 8.0 220 20.0 0.0 U0 205
Subtotal Utilities 8.0 50.0 51.0 56.0 57.0 1.0 6B.0 72.0 71.0 64.0 44,0 4B.5 69.5
TOTAL PUBLIC WORKS 110.0 106.0 109.0 119.0 £23.0 {33.0 139.0 151.0 139.0 124.0 §25.0 127.0 126.0
FUND_SUMMARY
General Fund 100 21B 225 240 252 265 274 277 B4 2wbH 226 23b 240 238
Water Fund 301 on I 0 I 32 ¥ 3y I o w 0 9
Trash Fund 302 23 44 W@ 7T 17T 18 18 17 17 15 15 & 1
Two Rivers 303 3 5 9 5 7 7 6 b 5 ] ] 4 4
Swimmsing Pools 304 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 ] 0 0
Golf Courses 309 b 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 ) 7 7 7 7
Cemeteries 307 3 3 S 5 3 [ 3 ] L] § L] ] 4
Information Services 40) 11 11 1 1 1 | 2N | R | S § | 9 10 8 ]
Equipment Fund 402 8 9 9 g 10 12 1 1o 7 7 8 B B
Stores / Print Shop 403 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2
911 Comeunications 405 8 B 8 8 10 & 15 & 1 13 13 16 b
Sewer Fund f02 #1228 155 B o1 on 3 U B 7 ¥ U
TOTAL ALL FUNDS 327 330 346 35T 382 404 411 427 400 S 357 I3 342

——— mmmm  mems s S—mame mmme  mmme  memme  mowm s mretesss e e
o B R

Source: City Personnel Division



TAALE 9

City of Grand Junction, Colorado

GENERAL. INFORMATION

Date of Incorporation: July 19, 1882 (A)

Date Charter Adopted: September 14, 1909 (Aa)

Form of Government: Council Manager (A)

Area: 14.6 sguare miles (B)

Miles of streets - 1988 (B)
Paved 158 Miles
Unpaved g Miles

Miles of sewers — 1988 (B)
Storm 1% Miles
Sanitary 185 Miles

Building Permits )

Year # Issued
1979 895
1980 /=)
1981 987
1982 1,077
1983 1,033
1984 799
1985 578
19856 384
1987 652
1988 659

Police Protection (4)})
Number of employees 93
Vehicular patrol units 16

Fire Protection (E)
Number of employees &0
Number of stations )

Recreation (F)
Parks 247 Acres
Swimming Pools 1 Indoor, and
Tennis Courts 8
Shelters 4
Baseball Stadium 1 Lighted
Football / Track Stadium 1 Lighted
Softball Fields 4 {_ighted
Golf Courses 2 - 159 Acres
Outdoor Basketball Courts 1 Lighted

% Value

$20,770,411
$24,049,332
$58,610,103
$44,052,964
$39,072,517
$17,979,421
$16,750,292

$7,574,695
$10,583,829
$14,904,510

1 Outdoor



TJABLE 7
City of Grand Junction, Colorado

GENERAL. INFORMATION

(Continued)
Education: School District No. Si (H)
Teacher
Type Number Enrollment Pupil Ratio
Elementary 20 8,012 25
Middle & 3,627 29
Secondary ) 4,509 25
16,148
City of Grand Junction Employees: 3&2 (G)
Elections: (A)

Number of registered voters; 12,979

Percentage of registered voters voting in:
Last General Election 14,54
Last Municipal Election 28.4%

Sources:

(A) City Clerk
(B) Public Works Department
(C) County Building Department
(D} City Police Department
{(E) City Fire Department
{F) City Parks and Recreation Department
(G) City Personnel Department
(H) Mesa County Valley School District No. 51
Note: The enrcllment figures and the Teacher/Pupil Ratio
are an average for the 1987-88 school year.



Kame of Official (A)

John M. Bennett
William E. HcCurry
Other Councilmen in Aggregate
Mark K. Achen
David A, Palmer
Allen R. Sartin
Stephan Anderson
Ban Wilson

fobert Evers
Richard E. Greene
James L. Shanks

Ted Novack

The Finance Birector and Comptroller are both covered by Surety Bonds in the amount of $100,000.
Al1 esployees including the finance Director and Comptroller are covered by a blanket bond in the

asount of 45,000,000, (8)

Source:

(A} City Clerk
(B} City Finrance Departaent

TABLE 190

City of Grand Junction, Colorade

SALARIES AND SURETY BONDS OF PRINCIPAL OFFIEIALS

Hayor

Hayor Pro Teapore

City Manager

Hunicipal Court Administrator {approx}
Finance Director

Support Services Director

City Attorney

Chief of Police

Fire Chiet

Director of Public Works

Parks and Recreation Director

1988
Annyal Salary
$3,000
$2,400
$12,000
455,944
$15,900
$44,220
$42,484
$47,000
$45,572
$46,764
$49,068

$43,284

1989
Annual Salary
$3,000
$2,400
$12,000
$59,988
$15,%00
$46,992
$45,000
$30,000
$48,99
$48,436
$51,034

$45,992



Capital
Improvement
Projects




CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
1989 BUDGET

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

This section includes three sets of summary totals and the de-
tail descriptions of the capital improvement projects budgeted
for the current year.

Each set of summary totals lists all
projects and are sorted/subtotalled as follows:

o Summary listing by project type.
o Summary listing by department.

o Summary listing by fund.

The summaries are followed by individual project
These individual project descriptions are in the
as the summary listing by fund.

descriptions.
same sequence



DEF CATEGORY

FIN INFO. SERV.

FIR FIRE SUPPRESSION
PAR TWD RIVERS

PAR PARKS

PAR THD RIVERS

PAR TWO RIVERS

PAR PARKS

PAR STADIUM

PAR PARKS

PAR PARKS

POL FACILITIES HAINT,
PUK FACILITIES MRINT.
PRK STREETS, C.6.5.
PUK STREETS, BRIDGES
PWK SPECIAL PROJECTS
PHK ALLEYS

PHK FACILITIES MAINT.
PHK STREETS, BRIDGES
PHK STREETS, PAVING
PHK FACILITIES MAINT.
PHK STREETS, SIGNALS
PWK STREETS, SIGNS
PRE STREETS, SIGNALS
PWK STREETS, PAVING
PRK STREETS, EGUIP.
PHK STREETS, PAVING
PHK SPECIAL PROJECTS
PHK STREETS

PHK STREETS, LIGHTS

PHK SPECIAL PROJECTS

PRK STREETS, PAVING

PHK WATER DISTRIBUTE
PRK UATER DISTRIBUTE
PHK WATER DISTRIBUTE
PUK WATER SUPPLY
PHK WATER SUPPLY
PHK WATER DISTRIBUTE

fUK WATER DISTRIBUTE
PNK WATER SUPPLY

CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE

100
1ea
109
1ed
109
109
129
190
180
198
198
log
108
108
108
102
iod
iea
100
iea
ieg
ied
180
100
100
180
100
180
108

ieg

205

el
301
38
381
3!
301

3t
3l

FUND TYPE
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CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO

1989 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT FROJECTS, BY FUND

PROJECT TITLE

NEW CENTRAL COMPUTER

LAND ACQUISITION - STATION 42

CEILING INSULATION, TWD RIVERS

SECURITY LIGHTING, SHERWOODD PARK

CEILING TILE REFLACEMENT, TWD RIVERS

REPLACE CARPET, CARPET AUDITORIUM/STORAGE, TWD RIVERS
REPLACE PLAYGROUND EBUIP., PONONR PARK

REPLACE 1/3 OF BASEBALL GUTFIELD FENCE

INSTALL SHELTER(S) & TABLES, LINCOLN PARK

CIP SELF HELP PROGRAM, ALL PARKS

RESURFACE PARKING LOT
SALT STORAGE FACILITY

CURB, GUTTER & SIDEWALK REPAIRS
BRIDGE REPLACEMENT 26.1 6 ROAD

RIVER FRONT PROJECT
ALLEY IMPROVEMENTS

HOVE ASPHALT TANK/CONSTRUCT WASTE AREA

BRIDGE GUARD RAILS

RECONSTRUCTION PATTERSON ROAD - 25 1/2 7D 26 ROAD

CITY HALL MAINTENANCE

UPGRADE TRAFFIC SIGNALS

CITY ENTRANCE SIGN

TRAFFIC SIGNAL HORIZON DR/CROSSROADS BLVD
RECONSTRUCYION, FORESIGHT PARK

CRACK FILL KETILE

CONTRACT STREET GVERLAY
ENLARGEMENT OF CITY HALL PARKING LOT
PETITIBNED SPECIAL IMPROVE. BIST., CITY PORTION
STREET LIGHT INSTALLATION
TOTAL GENERAL FUND
WEST END BAIN STREET DEVELOPHENT
TOTAL ECONOMIC DEVELOPHENT FUND
AECONSTRUCTION PATTERSON ROAD - 25 1/2 TO 26 ROAD
TOTAL PATTERSON ROAD FUND
FIRE HYDRANT REPLACEMENT

WATERLINE REPLACENENT, 14TH STREET, UTE-GUNNISON
WATERLINE RELOCATION, STH STREET BRIDGE

WATER RIGHTS PUREKASE

REHABILITATION, KANNAH CREEK/PURDY MESA FLOWLINE

WATERLINE REPLACEMENT - WEST KENNEDY, FRANKLIN,
BALSAM AND JUNIPER

WATERLINE REPLACEMENT - €LH STREET 28 T0 28 1/4 ROAD

NORTH FORK DIVERSION PIPELINE

TOTAL HATER FUND

1989

700,088
55,088
10,592
19,008
24,580
24,520
30,880

4,890
23,150
75,200

5,904
32,000
94,200

192,208
70,000

208, 808
13,368

5,008

723,000
10,008
24,000
17,987
56,000
58,000
18,008

832,000

8,500
56,980
25,080

1,260,960

1,258,968

583,691
12,200
226,270
133,808
2,000
19,508

31,862
13,897
129,080

834,879



DEP CATEGORY

PAR GOLF

PAR GOLF
PAR GOLF
PAR GOLF

POL COMMUNICATIONS

PWK SEWER, COLLECTION 9e2
PUK SEWER, COLLECTION 982

PWK SEWER, PLANT

SOURCE: CITY FINANCE DEPARTHENT

FUND TYPE
w2
e 2
38 2
e 2
0 3

1
I
902 3

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO

1987 CAPITAL INPROVEMENT PROJECTS, BY FUND {(CONTIRUED)

PROJECT TITLE
GOLF - CLUBHOUSE RENOVATION - LINCOLN PARK
TOTAL LINCLOR PARK GOLF COURSE FUND
GOLF - CLUBHOUSE RENOVATION - TIARAR RADD
PRESSURIZE BACK NINE IRRIGATION - TIARA RADD
RECONSTRUCTION OF 9TH GREEN - TIARA RARO
TOTAL TIARA RADG GULF COURSE FUND
£0M CENTER EGUIPHENT REPLACEMENT AKD ADDITION
TOTAL COMMUNICATIONS CENTER FUND
CONSTRUCTION, INTERCEPTOR, 15TH STREET
SEWERLINE REPAIR AKD REPLACEMENT
AIR SCRUBBER NODIFICATIONS
TOTAL JOIRT SEWER SYSTEM FUND

TOTAL CAPITAL INPROVEMENT PROJECTS

391,500
218,589
25,899

i o o
o

rrswsacene
=====E=I=SISES



DEP CATEGORY

BRIDBES
£.6.5.

PHK STREETS,
PUK SYREETS,
PHK STREETS
PRK ALLEYS

PHK STREETS,
PUK STREETS,
PHK STREETS, PAVING

PUK STREETS, SIGNALS
PHK STREETS, SIGNALS
PHK STREETS, LIGHTS

PWK STREETS, BRIDGES
PHK SPECIAL PROJECTS
PHK STREETS, PAVING

PWK WATER DISTRIBUTE
PWK WATER DESTRIBUTE
PHK WATER DISTRIBUTE

PAVING
PAVING

PHK WATER SUPPLY
PHK WATER DISTRIBUTE
PUK WATER DISTRIBUTE
PHK WATER SUPPLY
PNK SEWER, COLLECTION
PWK SEWER, COLLECTION

PAR PARKS

PAR PARKS

PAR TWD RIVERS

PAR PARKS

PAR THWO RIVERS

FIR FIRE SUPPRESSION
PWK SPECIAL PROJECTS
PHK FACILITIES MAINT.
PAR PARKS

PAR STADIUM

PHK FACILITIES MAINT.
PAR THO RIVERS

PHK FACILITIES MAINT.
POL FACILITIES HAINT.
PAR GOLF

PAR GOLF

PAR BOLF

PAR GOLF

CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE

180
188
189
led
162
108
182
1en
188
108
led
108
205
391
3
301

381
am
301
301
982
902

109
188
109
108
188
180
108
108
198
198
198
198
108
188
3@5
306
386
304

FUND TYPE
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CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADD
1989 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS, BY TYPE
PROJECT TITLE

BRIDGE GUARD RAILS

CURB, GUTTER & SIDEWALK REPAIRS

PETITIONED SPECIAL [WPROVE. DIST., CITY PORTION

ALLEY INPROVEMENTS

RECONSTRUCTION, FORESIGHT PARK

CONTRACT SYREET OVERLAY

RECONSTRUCTION PATTERSON ROAD - 23 1/2 TO 26 ROAD

UPGRADE TRAFFIC SIBNALS

TRAFFIC SIGNAL HORIZON DR/CROSSADADS BLVD

STREET LIGHT INSTALLATION

BRIDGE REPLACEHENT 2b.1 6 ROAD

HEST END MAIN STREET DEVELOPHENT

RECONSTRUCTINN PATTERSON ROAD - 25 1/2 T0 26 ROAD

WATERLINE REPLACEMENT, 14TH STREET, UTE-GUNNISON

WATERLINE AEPLACEMENT - ELW STREET 28 TO 28 1/4 RDAD

WATERLINE REPLACEMENT - WEST KENNEDY, FRANKLIN,
BALSAR AND JUNIPER

NORTH FORK DIVERSION PIPELIKE

FIRE HYDRANT REPLACEMENT

WATERLINE RELOCATION, STH STREET BRIDGE

REHABILITATION, KANNAH CREEK/PURDY HESA FLOWLINE

SEWERLINE REPAIR AND REPLACEMENT

CONSTRUCTION, INTERCEPTOR, 15TH STREET

TOTAL INFRASTRUCTURE

INGTALL SHELTER(S) & TRABLES, LINCOLN PARK
CIP SELF HELP PROGRAM, ALL PARKS

REFLACE CARPET, CARPET AUDITORIUM/STORABE, TWO RIVERS
SECURITY LIGHTING, SHERWODD PARK

CEILING INSULATION, THO RIVERS

LAND ACQUISITION - STATION 82

ENLARGENENT OF CITY HALL PARKING LOT

CITY HALL HAINTENANCE

REPLACE PLAYGROUND EQUIP., POMONA PARK
REPLACE 1/3 OF BASEBALL QUTFIELD FENCE

SALT STORAGE FACILITY

CEILING TILE REPLACENENT, TWO RIVERS

HOVE ASPHALT TANK/CONSTRUCT WASTE AREA
RESURFACE PARKING LOT

GOLF - CLUBHDUSE RENDVATION - LINCOLN PARK
PRESSURIZE BACK MINE IRRIGATION - TIARA RADD
GOLF - CLUBHOUSE RENDVATION - TIARA RADD
RECONSTRUCTION OF 9TH GREEM - TIARA RADO

TOTAL FACILITIES

1989

5,000
94,000
58,080

288,008
50,000
832,000
723,000
24,000
56,000
75,000
192,000
1,260,908
583,691
226,220
13,897

31,062
400,000

18,008
133,008

19,500
218,500
391,500



DEP CATEBORY FUND TYPE
FIN INFO. SERV, e8¢ 3
PNK STREETS, EOUIP, 108 3
FOL COMWUNICATIONS 485 3
PHK SEWER, PLANT %2 3

PWK SPECIAL PROJECTS 168
PHK STREETS, SIGNS 140
PHK WATER SUPPLY 3t

SOURCE: CITY FINANCE DEPARTMENT

CITY OF BRAND JUNCTION, COLORADD
1989 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS, BY TYPE {CONTINLED)

PROJECT TITLE

NEW CENTRAL COMPUTER

CRACK FILL KETTLE

COM CENTER EOUIPHENT REPLACEMENT AND ABDITION
AIR SCRUBBER MODIFICATIONS

TOTAL EGUIPNENT
RIVER FRONT PROJEET
CITY ERTRANCE SIGN
NATER RIGHTS PURCHASE

TOTAL OTHER

TOTAL CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

1989

700,809
18,600
14,800
25,200

-

257,000



DEF CATEGORY

FIN INFO. SERV.

FIR FIRE SUPPRESSION

PRR PARKS

PAR THO RIVERS
PAR PARKS

PAA THO RIVERS
PAR THO RIVERS
PAR PARKS

PAR STADIUM
PAR PARKS

PAR GOLF

PAR GOLF

PAR GOLF

PAR GOLF

POL FACILITIES MAINT,

POL COMMUNICATIONS

PHK FACILITIES MAINT.

PHK STREETS, C.5.S.
PNK SPECIAL PROJECTS
PHK STREETS, BRIDGES

PNK FACILITIES MAINT.

PHK STREETS

PHK STREETS, SIGNALS
PHX SPECIAL PROJECTS
PWK STREETS, BRIDGES
PRK STREETS, EOULP.
PHK STREETS, PAVING
PHK STREETS, PAVING
PNK STREETS, SIGNS
PWK STREETS, SIGNALS
PRK STREETS, LIGHTS
PNK STREETS, PAVING
PHK ALLEYS

PHK FACILITIES MAINT.

PHK SPECIAL PROJECTS

108

188

108
1e@
100
108
100
168
108
1e@
385
86
Jeb
igs

10@
40835

188
108
100
108
108
190
128
g0
109
198
198
190
1a8
120
198
120
198
19@
198

CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE
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CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADD
1989 CAPITAL IMPROVEMERT PROJECTS, BY DEPARTNENT
PROJECT TITLE
NEW CENTRAL COMPUTER
TOTAL FINANCE DEPARTMENT
LAND ACOUISITION - STATION #2
TOTAL FIRE DEPARTHENT

CIP SELF HELP PROGRAM, ALL PARKS

CEILING INSULATION, TWO RIVERS

SECURITY LIGHTING, SHERWOOD PARK

CEILING TILE REPLACEMENT, THD RIVERS

REPLACE CARPET, CARPET AUDITORIUN/STORAGE, TWO RIVERS
REPLACE PLAYGROUND EQUIP., POMONA PARK
REPLACE 1/3 OF BASEBALL QUTFIELD FENCE
INSTALL SHELTER{S) & TABLES, LINCOLN PARK
GOLF - CLUBHOUSE RENOVATION - LINCOLN PARK
PRESSURIZE BACK MINE IRRIGATION - TIARA RADD
GOLF - CLUBHOUSE RENOVATION - TIARA RADD
RECONSTRUCTION OF 9TH GREEN - TIARA RADD

TOTAL PARKS AND RECREATION DEPARTHENT

RESURFACE PARKING LOT
CON CERTER EGUIPMENT REPLACEMENT AND ADDITION

TOTAL FOLICE DEPARTMENT

HOVE ASPHALT TANK/CONSTRUCT WASTE AREA

CURB, GUTTER & SIDEWALK REPAIRS

RIVER FRONT PROJECT

BRIDGE REPLACEMENT 28.1 G ROAD

CITY HALL MAINTENANCE

PETITIONED SPECIAL THPROVE. DIST., CITY PORTION
UPGRADE TRAFFIC SIGNALS

ENLARGEMENT OF CITY HALL PARKING LOT

BRIDGE GUARD RAILS

CRACK FILL KETTLE

CONTRACT STREET OVERLAY

RECONSTRUCTION, FORESIGHT PARK

CITY ENTRANCE SIGR

TRAFFIC SIGNAL HORIZON DR/CROSSROADS BLVD
STREET LIGHT INSTALLATION

RECONSTRUCTION PATTERSON ROAD - 25 172 T0 26 ROAD
ALLEY IMPROVEMENTS

SALT STORAGE FACILITY

WEST END MAIN STREET DEVELOPMENT

1989

100,008

-----------

832,000
58,060
17,987
56,000
25,098
723,090
208,000
32,000

1,260,900



DEP CATEGORY

PUK STREETS, PAVING

PHK WATER SUPPLY

PUK WATER DISTRIBUTE
PHK WATER DISTRIBUTE

PEK WATER DISTRIBUTE
PHK WATER DISTRIBUTE
PHK WATER DISTRIBUTE
PHK WATER SUPPLY
PHK WATER SUPPLY

205
I8t
38
M

3ot
el
381
381
381

PWK SEWER, COLLECTION 982
PHK SEMER, COLLECTION 902

PKK SENER, PLANT

SOURCE: CITY FINANCE DEPARTMENT

982

FUKD TYPE
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CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADD

1989 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROECTS, BY DEPARTHENT (CONTIKUED)

PROJECT TITLE

RECONSTRUCTION PATTERSON ROAD - 25 1/2 TO 26 ROAD

REHABILITATION, KANMAH CREEX/PURDY MESA FLOWLIKE

WATERLINE REPLACEMENT, 14TH STREET, UTE-GUNNISON

WATERLINE REPLACEMENT - WEST KENNEDY, FRANKLIN,
BALSAN AND JUNIPER

WATERLINE RELOCATION, 5TH STREET BRIDGE

FIRE HYDRANT REPLACEMENT

WATERLINE REPLACEMENT - ELM STREET 28 TO 28 1/4 ROAD

WATER RIGHTS PUREHASE

NORTH FORK DIVERSION PIPELINE

CONSTRUCTION, INTERCEPTOR, ISTH STREET

SEWERLINE REPAIR AND REPLACEMENT

AIR SCRUBBER KODIFECATIGNS

TOTAL PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

TOTAL CAPETAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

1989

583,691
19,580
725,220

31,062
133,808
18,260
13,097
2,800
499,289
391,580
218,580
25,000

5,743,337






Date:

Account Number:

ags25/87

100-121303-761401-DODOEG
401-0146601-907354-NO0GO
Description, Justification, Funding:

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Requesting Department:

Project Title:

NEW CENTRAL COMPUTER

FINANCE/ INFORMATION SERVICES

This request consists of replacement of the central computer equipment and the Financial

Management software.
Automation Plan describes the basis of the request fully.

The equipment is of 1973-75 vintage and was purchased used;

the Long Range

Basically the new computer will enable

City departments to use new technology to improve data collection and management reporting.
will provide the means to create a data communication network between departments.
items are listed below.

Equipment:

Software:

Impact on Operating Budget:
100,000 was approved in the 1988 budget for "down payment”,
request includes $200,800 for "final payment® in 1989.
but incomplete bid evaluations.

Central Processor with 4 MEG of memory.
Tape drives at 1600/625@ BPI, 9 track.
General Ledger, Cash Mgt., Accts. Pay., Accts. Rec., Fixed Assets,

Payroll, Sales Tax, Budget Prep., Utility Billing,

Wage & Benefit Projections,

Disk storage of 4 hillion characters.
Communications control for 64 devices.
Warrant Rec.,

Meter Reading, Classification System, Complement Control.

contributed capital.

but is yet to be expended.
The total cost of $300,000 is based on current
Funding for both years will be provided by the General Fund as

It
The specific

This

OPERATING COST
OPERATING REVENUE

P 1989 : |99 ! 1991 i §992 t 1993 1994 t 1995 ¢ 499 ! 1997 499 AL

CAPITAL COT: : : ! : : : : = : : ! :
ENGINEERING/DESIEN : : : ! : : : : : : : ;
LAKD ACOUISITION : ; ; : : : ! ; ! : : :
EONSTRUCTION : ! ! ! ! : ! : : ; ; :
OTHER P 70,00 : ; : : : : : = i 200,00 !
; ! : : : : ; : : : : :

: ! : ! ! ! ! : : ; : ;

TOTAL i 200,000 ! : = : : ! : ! : 200,00
! : : : jzseasszazealz = : jzsmszzazss :

CAPITAL FUNDING SOURCES: : ; ; ; ! ! ! ! ! ! : |
1. GENERAL FUND (100) P 200,800 ! ; : : : : : : P 200,800 !
2 ; : : ! ! : ! | : ; ; ;
3 : ] : : : : : : : ! ; :
: ! ! : ! ! : : ; ; : :

: : ; : : : : : ; : : ;

TOTAL {700,000 ¢ : ; ! : : | | : {280,008 !
1 1 [} (] 1 (] ] =1 (] ] [} )

: : ; ; : : : ; : : : !

! : ! = = = : = ! = : !

(] ] ] ] Ll ' 1 L] ] ] i ¥







CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
Date: @5/31/88 Requesting Department: FIRE
Account Number: 100-822608-7056444—-05001

Description, Justification, Funding:

Project Title: RELOCATE STATION #2

Station #2, 18th & North Ave., lays within the response distance of the downtown station and

needs to be relocated 1 1/2 to 2 miles to the North. The station was built in 1960 over an old

wash dump. The buildings have been sinking ever since that time. The structure is supported with

long bolts to keep it from falling down. The City budgeted %15,888 for site location, building

design and architectural fees in 1988. The %55,000 shown in 1989 will cover the land acquisition

for approximately 1 acre of land in the area north of F Road on 27 1/2 or 28 Road.
figure of $492,000, an approximation for the construction of the building.

Construction cost estimate based on 7,108 square feet at %$469.38 each. This represents a

1990 shows a

national median price, this is to be considered an accurate figure for the local area. National
range for construction varies between $49.55 and $88.93 per square foot.
Impact on Operating Budget:
None.
v f98y % 1998 % 1991 % 1992 i 1993 ) 1994 1 1995 i 4994 i 1997 ¢ 1998 ¢ TOTAL H
CAPITAL COSTs : ! H H : : : H } H ! :
ENGINEERING/DESIGN : i : : : ' H : : : i :
LAND ACOUISITION } 35,008 @ i H : H H i : H : 55,000 |
CONSTRUCTION H {492,008 ! ' : | : ! : : ' 492,080 !
OTHER H ' : : } ' ' H } ! : !
! : H ' ; i ! ; ! ; ' '
: : : ' ' H ' : } i i i
TaTAL H 55,008 ¢ 492,808 ! : : ! ! ; : : : 547,000 !
{sz==2===z233s S z}== ; ' H } zz=z|=z= : z=zs3) :
CAPITAL FUNDING SDURCES: : ‘ : : : : : ! ! ! ! :
t. GENERAL FUND (1@@) : j5,008 ¢ 492,808 | ' : ' : : } : { 547,689 &
2. ; ' ' ' ! ! ' ! ! : ! '
3. : : : i ] ' { : H : H :
: : H ! } } i i i : : i
{ H i i H : | : H ! ! '
ToTAL H 55,008 ¢ 492,000 ! : H H : ; ! ! : 547,008 !
: z==3} : zazzzs) H i== i=== : i i i==== i
OPERATING COST H i : : ! ' i ! : : :
) 1 [} ] 1 : : = = :
: : [} 4 [} ] 1 [) 1 ]

OPERATING REVENUE i







CAPITAL TMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Date: 0B/88 Reguesting Department: PARKS & RECREATIDON
Account Number: 108-@G53401-205483-GH600 Project Title: CIP SELF HELP PROGRAM-
ALL PARKS

Description, Justification, Funding:

1. Each year the City Council authorizes $30,000-%40,000 General Fund Money for CIP projects,

2. Requirements would specify that the monies budgeted shall be used to purchase materials,
supplies and eqipment,

3. The neighbarhood organization could furnish the manpower in the form of labor and tools and
then actually do the work or donate cash to be used toward the installation of the project,

4. The City will provide supervision and purchase all materials for thge project,

S. The projects will be judged as to need and how they fit with the Parks and Recreation
Department’s Capital Improvement plan,

6. Projects that will lessen operating maintenance and/or not significantly cause an increase,
will receive preference, unless the additional maintenance can be taken care of by others.

Impact on Operating Budget:

1989 1998 1991 1993 1994 1995 1994 1997 1998 T0TAL

CAPITAL COST:
ENGINEERING/DESIGN
LAND ACGUISITION
CONSTRUCTION
OTHER

% ww wm ww mw fe-

25,088 59,080 30,008 38,808 38,000 38,800 59,008 475,008

[}
[}
1
[}
)
(1
4
'
1
]
L
¥
[)
L]
1

JOTAL 25,000 ¢ 39,000 58,080 30,009 a9, 680 50,088 38,809 30,080 a8, 808 475,008

CAPITAL FUNDING SOURCES:
1. GENERAL FUND (189}
2
3.

23,800 54,008 ! 58,600 39,889 98,808 a8,e8n 99,000 30,008 59,808 475,800

TaTAL 25,800 50,908 50,000 98,808 30,088 98,000 90,860 475,000

59,808 59,600 58,000

GPERATING COST
OPERATING REVENUE

1
'
L]
]
1
]
3
[
1
1
]
]
'
1
)
'
L}
'
{azz=z=s== zazlommnx =
1
]
]
'
'
[}
'
[}
]
1
1
1
'
]
1
|
]
]
1
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
Date: B&4&/87 Requesting Department: PARKS & RECREACTION
Account Number: 303-011%01-205541—-20000 Project Title: CEILING INSULATION — TWO RIVERS

Description, Justification, Funding:
Installation of 6—inch insulation batts in the ceiling of the large hall (16,208 sq. ft.).
The roof is poorly insulated with 1 1/2 inch "Fesco Board". Since the heating and cooling
air is delivered at the ceiling, the high temperature differentials causes high energy losses.
Insullation of the foil backed insulation will cost $10,692 but when computed with the
estimated annual savings of %$6,147 in gas costs, the projects should have a 1.7 year payback.

Impact on Operating Budget:

- 4

UPERATING COST
OPERATING REVENUE

{1989 t 1999 i {991 i 1992 i 1993 i 99 i 1995 (%96 i 1997 ! 1998 ¢  VOIAL |
CAPITAL COST: : : : : : ; : : : : : :
ENGINEERING/DESIGN ; ; = ; : ; ! ! ! : ! :
LAND ACQUISITION : : ! ! : : ! : ; : ! :
CONSTRUCTION E19,892 : : ! ! ! : : ! : 19,692 !
OTHER : : : : : : : = : ! | :
) 3 ) r i 1 ) ) 3 1 1 [}
2 : ! E ! E ! i E : 2 !
T0TAL TR : ! : : ; ; ! ! : 19,692 !
CAPITAL FUNDING SOURCES: : ! : ; ! : : : | = : :
L. GENERAL FUMD (188} 18,692 ! ! ; : : : : ! : : 10,692 §
2. : i ! | ! : : : : ! ; !
3. | ; : : ; ; : ! : :
; ; ' ; : ; : : : :
: ! : : : : : ! ! ;
ToTAL T WY : : ! ! : : : : 10,692 !
: : : ! : ; ; ! : :
: : : : | ; i ; : :
: : ! ! ! ; = : : :

] ] ] ) ] (] + ] ]

- e mm mm s WA e e






CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
Date: @B/86 Requesting Department: PARKS & RECREATION
Account Number: 100-053401-905408-00000 Project Title: SECURITY LIGHTING — SHERWODD PARK
Description, Justification, Funding:
The installation of security lighting throughout Sherwood Park.
By installing high pressure sodium fixtures with in the interior of the park night visibility
will be improved. This not only provides additional security to those using the park at night but

but aids those officers on patrol in seeing what activities are taking place within the park.

12 Fixtures

Impact on Operating Budget:

1989 1998 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998

CAPITAL COSTs
ENGINEERING/DESIGN
LAND ACOUISITION
CONSTRUCTION
OTHER

19,008

TOTAL 19,810

CAPITAL FUNDIRE SOURCES:
§. GENERAL FUND (188)
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Date: 08/854 Requesting Department: PARKS & RECREACTION
Account Number: 3I03-011701-205546-20000 Project Title: CEILING TILE REPLACEMENT - TWOD
RIVERS

Description, Justification, Funding:
This project will replace all interior ceiling tiles at Two Rivers Plaza.
The existing ceiling tiles are original tiles. They have become stained and streaked over
the last ten years. This hurts the appearance of the facility and may also make it less attractive
or appealing to potiential customers.
Replacement of these tiles will improve the appearance of Two Rivers Plaza.

Meeting rooms and offices $ 2,400
Corridor 4,300
Auditorium 17,800

$24 . 500

Impact on Operating Budget:

1998 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 TOTAL

CAPITAL COST: :
ENGINEERING/DESIGN :
LAND ACGUISITION '
CORSTRUCTION : 24,509 24,580

OTHER

TOTAL

-------------------------

=

CAPITAL FUNDSNG SOURCES:
1. GENERAL FUND (108)
2,

L]

1

13

1

1]

(]

[}

3 [}
. (1
r

[}

3

L

t

]

- mE mm wE me mw se me e me w= wm e e e

TOTAL

------------ ) -

OPERATING COST :
OPERATING REVENUE i

]
]
]
]
1
&
[ )
¥
1
1
(]
[}
[}
]
[}
1
[}
1
o 1
[}
[}
[}
1
1
i
i
1
1
]
]
1
]
]
(]
Is
]
]
]
]
]
!

- e ew BE wm mw mE mE AR BE R wd wm e wr mw mm mm = e e

[}
i
[}
;
i
H
!
)
:
[)
)
:
H
:
:
!
o=

- ee mm mE wm ms S ma Am EE AL 4R mE v ww ww ww mm mm s |-

¥
]
[ ]
]
]
L]
[ ]
L]
(]
L}
]
1
)
(]
)
=
]
]
1
]
1
1]
1
1
)
(]
1
[}
]
)
-l
-
[
]
1
¥
Ve

_________________________________ EERL geprnleeorscosrrenlsrrrrerrenes TeEzmeweeaes =






Date:

Account Number:

Description,

office.

cleaned properly.

@z7/15/88

303-811901-7055462-0B004A

Justification, Funding:

Project to include the replacement of the carpeting in the hall way,
This is the original carpet and is worn and stained to the point it can not be
Carpet rolls will also be purchased for use in the audtiorum.

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Requesting Department:

Project Title:

PARKS & RECREACTION

REPLACE CARPETING/CARPET
AUDITORIUM & CARPET STORAGE

concrete floor and the addition of carpet will help improve accoustics and looks.
storage area for this carpet will be built under the over hang on the north side of the room.

meeting rooms and

This is a

&

OPERATING COIST
OPERATING REVENUE

Replacement $ 4,200
Auditorium b,260
Storage 15,360
Total $26,520
Impact on Operating Budget:
Annual cleaning %280
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
Date: @8/864 Requesting Department: PARKS & RECREATION
fAccount Number: 100-853401-905410-00000 Project Title: REPLACE PLAYGROUND EQUIP. — PDMONA
Description, Justification, Funding:
The replacement of the majority of existing playground equipment at Pomona Park.
The existing equipment was built by the Pomona Parents Assocition and is not the best for either

safety or construction materials. We propose that we replace the majority of the "home~made"
equipment with manufactured equipment that meets safety standards and is more durable.

Impact on Operating Budget:

OPERATING COST
OPERATING REVENUE
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Date: 0B/8&6 Requesting Department: PARKS & RECREATION
Account Number: 100-053403—-905425-00000 Project Title: REPLACE 1/3 OF BASEBALL OUTFIELD
FENCE

Description, Justification, Funding:
The three—phased replacemet of sections of the baseball field outfield fence. The existing
fence is beginning to deteriorate and become very rough on the advertising side of the entire

fence.
Over a period of three years sections of the fence will be removed and replaced prior to the

painting of the advertising.

Impact on Operating Budget:

OPEAATING COST :
OPERATING REVEWUE :
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
Date: 01/87 Requesting Department: PARKS & RECREATION

Account Number: 100-053401-905478—-00000 Project Title: SHELTERS & TABLES — LINCOLN PARK

Description, Justification, Funding:

The installation of a picnic shelter and tables at Lincoln Park.

Lincoln Park is probably our second most popular picnic area and the addition of a shelter
will make this area even more attractive and desirable for park users. The proposed shelter
will be of the same style and size as is in Hawthorne Park (4@ feet with 18 tables). The
shelter will be located in the existing picnic area near the playground.

Impact on Operating Budget:
Shelter revenue estimated at $5400 per year at %10 per rental.
Mainatenance is minimal, exterior wood sealing and light bulb replacement.

: 1989 | 1990 1 1991 ; 1992 | 1993 i 1994 : 1995 ; 1996 | 1997 : 19908 : JOTAL
CAPITAL COST: i : ! : H ! : ' ' : :
ENGENEERING/DESIGH : H : | : : : H : d :
LAND ACOUISITION : : i : : ; i ‘ : ) '
CONSTRUCTION H 23,150 3 : H i : H : : i ] 23,158
OTHER ! : : : i : H : ! ! '
: H : H H : : H : ! '
‘ H : : ! : H : : : H
TOTAL i 23,158 4 : : : : H : : : H 23,150
|=z==srrxsxpx!zczzzzazocsn ) ! =) ta=ea " s==z=) = J=s==zz====s==o 4 Lo
CAPITAL FUNDING SOURCES: : ‘ : : ' ; : : ‘ : ‘
1. GERERAL FUND (10@) : 23,158 | : i : : : : : : : 23,150
2. : : : H ! : : i : : :
3. : : : : : : : H : : :
: : : : : : : H : : :
: ! ' : : : : i : : :
TOTAL : 23,158 ¢ i i : b i : H : : 23,130
: ==} ; i= : H {==zzs 2= |=s=sszsssass i== zazz) {zasszzzzszssaac
OPERATING COST i 158 ! : ! ! { : : ' : H 158
OPERATING REVENUE : : H : : : : ' ! : : 500
' ! =! ' -t - t ' -t '

Jee







CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Date: @7/2@/88 Requesting Department: PARKS & RECREATION
Account Number: 3I05-059101-905557-00000 Project Title: MAINTENANCE BUILDING -
3IB6-B57201-905557 00000 LINCOLN PARK/TIARA RADD GOLF

Description, Justification, Funding:
The purpose of this project is to renovate the Lincoln Park Clubhouse and to rebuild the
Rado Clubhouse. Lincoln park will have electrical and plumbing replaced, the ladies restroom
expanded and other improvements made. Tiara Rado will be a complete rebuild. The present
clubhouse was originally a private home, and with our level of play, it is and inadequate

building.

Lincoln Tiara

Park Rado
Engineering/Design $ 10,000 $ 30,000
Construction 106,000 300,000
$110,000 $+330,000

Impact on Operating Budget:
There should be little impact on the operating budget with this project.

1998 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998

CAPITAL COST:
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OTHER
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Date: @7/20/88 Requesting Department: PARKS & RECREATION

Account Number: 3I06—B59201-905456-00000 Project Title: PRESSURIZE BACKNINE IRRIGATION -

TIARA RADD GOLF
Description, Justification, Funding:

Presurization of the front nine was completed in 1986 and resulted in improved irrigation

efficiency. 1t is easier to spot water, since the irrigator does not have to run back and forth

to the pump house. Also, approximately %7380 per season is saved in pumping costs. Since only

the water needed is pumped, there is a reduction in electrical costs. The backnine pressurization

is %8,00@ cheaper to convert than the fraont nine and will provide the same benefits.

Impact on Operating Budget:
Savinbg approximately $758/season.
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Date: @07/20/88 Requesting Department: PARKS & RECREATION
Account Number: 306-05%9201-205459-00000 Project Title: RECONSTRUCT 9TH GREEN — TIARA
RADD GOLF

Description, Justification, Funding:
This project will complete the reconstruction of the front 2 greens at Tiara Rado. This
project is heavily endorsaed by the Men’'s, Women's and Senior’'s Clubs. It will expand the size
of the green from 1,500 sq. ft. to approximately 6,000 sq. ft. which will allow for more diversity
in cup selection. Also, a good greens mix will improve the ability to grow grass efficiently.

Impact on Operating Budget:
In the establishment there will be a slight increase in fertilizer cost. In the long run
the water and fertilizer costs should decrease.

OPERATING LOST
OPERATING REVENUE
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
Date: 08/31/88 Requesting Department: POLICE

Account Number: 100-222008-705422-00000 Project Title: RESURFACE SOUTH PARKING LOT

Description, Justification,; Funding:

We are requesting monies to resurface the south parking lot at the Police Building. After
discussion with Public Works we found that much of the area needing resurfacing was alley. This
part of the resurfacing will be done by Public works as a part of their normal street upkeep
efforts. Only 170 square yards of the parking lot will need stabilazation and patching and 2010

square yards will need a chip seal coat.

OPERATING COST
OPERATING REVENUE

Pavement removal, subgrade stabilization and patching 170 sq. yds. @ 430.00 = %5,100

Ehip seal coat 2,010 sq. yds. @ -48 = 804

5,704

Impact on Operating Budget:
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
Date: 085/26/88 Requesting Department: POLICE

Account Number: 405-022015-904534-00000 Project Title: GREATER GRAND VALLEY COMMUNICATIDNS
CENTER ~ EQUIPMENT REPLACEMENT AND ADDITION
Description, Justification, Funding:
1789: Replace Dictaphone Model 4088 Logging Recorder (%14,000) due to age and decreased
reliability, funded by user agency cost share.
1998: Replace 3 radio consoles (%$75,808), MCS50 Tower ($20,000), Water Plant Antenna System
{$2,00@), and GJFD Base (4$3,38@0), funded by user agency cost share.
1991: With space available, addition of the following equipment will improve service rendered
by improving working environment/procedures and allowing better use of personnel: 1 Console position
($25,008); 1 Paging Encoder ($3,000); 3 Recall Recorders (%$8,008); Projector Mapping System ($7,500);
funded by user agency cost share. _
1992: Replace Model 58090 Logging Recorder ($20,000); repalce 3 double Recall Recorders ($12,000);
funded by user agency cost share.
1993: Replace MCS50 Base/Repeater ($9,500); replace GJFD B Base/Repeater ($9,5800); replace GJPD
Base/Repeater ($9,500), funded by user agency cost share.
1994: Purchase private microwave system to replace present wireline systems and provide control
of the Grand Mesa Site ($50,0008), funded by user agency cost share.

(CONTINUED)
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Date: @5/24/88 Requesting Department: PUBLIC WORKS/UTILITIES -
STREETS
Account Number: 100-034012-905560-30072 Project Title: MOVE ASPHALT TANK/WASTE AREA

Description, Justification, Funding:

This project provides for moving and cleaning up around two 12,000 gallon asphalt storage tanks
which are presently located in the southwest corner of the City shops area, adjacent to the Riverside
pathway. These tanks are used by the Street Department in the preparation of the winter street
patching material. One of the tanks will be eliminated and the other located north of the new shop
and away from the river.

The project also provides for the construction of a concrete apron and storage tank to be used
for collecting the waste diesel and asphalt generated when cleaning the distributor truck.

Impact on Operating Budget:
No change.

OPERATING COST
CPERATING REVENUE
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Date: @7/08/88 Requesting Department: PUBLIC WORKS
Account Number: 100-0834011-986045-30005 Project Title: CURB, GUTTER AND SIDEWALK
100-B34011-9B6463-30005 REPAIRS

Description, Justification, Funding:

This request includes the annual repair of damaged or deteriorated curb, gutter and sidewalk
within the City right-of-way.

We repair, on average, in excess of 200 location esach year. This level of funding is keeping
us about even with needed repairs.

Locations are established by survey and by citizens requests.

Traffic control is included in these figures.

The 1989 figure includes installation of curb chair ramps at &6th & grand, 6th & Duray, &th
& Chipeta and 6th & Gunnison. These are to improve wheelchair access to the Older American Center.

Impact on Operating Budget:

OPERATING COST
OPERATING REVENUE
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TOTAL i 94,088 ! 98,800 ; 192,000 !  16b.BE@ i 118,080 : 114,880 | 119,088 ¢ 124,880 1 129,000 1 134,000 ! 1,130,608 !
is i i =) ===z ! : ==]szaps=sssszz| zazzis=s zyazz !

: ; : J : i ' i ; ; : H

: : : H : i : : : : ' :

] ] ] ] L] L] [} ] ] L] [} ¥







Date: @7/08/88

Account Number:

Description,

180-

Justification, Funding:
Demonstration project for the Grand Junction Riverfront Project.

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PRODJECT

donation of %100,880 and Impact Grant of $200,00a.

impact on Operating Budget:

Project Title:

Reguesting Department:

PUBLIC WORKS/PLLANNING

City match to Lions Club

RIVERFRONT PROJECT

OPERATING COST
OPERATING REVENLE

i 1989 . 1998 ¢ 1991 ¢ 1992 i 1993 ¢ 1994 % 1995 % 1996 i 1997 1 1998 | TOTAL :

CAPITAL TOST: H i : : i ; H H ! H : :
ENGIWEERING/DESIGH i i i i : ' i : : ; H :
LAND ACQUISITION ; i i : ' H { i d ' i i
CONSTRUCT ION i 76,808 ! i i : H : : ] : : 10,000 |
OTHER i ' ' : ] ! i : [ : i !
: : i ] : : i ; : ! : i

THTAL i 70,000 | i ‘ H ' : H ' : H 70,068 !
=== =ss2] : : z===| ===z} : zsazsss) : i j== :

EAPITAL FUNDING SOURCES: i i : i i : : i ' ; i i
1. GENERAL FUND (188} : : : ; i i ! ! H : ! d
2. LIONS CLUB : 33,400 ! 33,008 4 i : : i ! : : i bb, 800 |
3. STATE ; 35,008 } i i ! : i : i H : 15,880 |
H ' i i i i : H : : : :

i i i : i : : i i ' : :

TOTAL i 68,080 | 33,088 | ' i H i i : H i 101,008 |

: i i J ' i =azz] i : i : = i

: : : : : ! i : H i : :

H i i : ! H i ' H i H :







CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
Date: @5/23/88 Requesting Department: PUBLIC WORKS/STREETS

Account Number: 180-834098-906463-H9801 Project Title: BRIDGE REPLACEMENT — & ROAD OVER
GRAND VALLEY CANAL
Description, Justification, Funding:
Replacement of the bridge over Leach Creek at 26.1 Road (restriced to 20 ton load limit).
The 1987 Of+-System Inspection Report gave this bridge a suffiency rating of 37.5. Off system
bridges are eligible for an 88%Z State Grant for replacement with a sufiency rating of 58 or
less. Application for this grant was made in 1988. Engineering design and construction
supervision costs are grant eligible.
The north half¥ of the bridge was annexed into the City limits in 1984. The County Bridge
Department has indicated that they will not be able to provide their portion of the local share
($19,200) .

Impact on Operating Budget:

i 198y ;1998 ¢ 1991 % 1992 % 1993 % 1994 1 1995 1996 i 997 i 1998 | 107AL :

CAPITAL COST: i : : i : : : ' H : i !
ENGIREERING/DESIEN i 32,400 ! : : ' : : H : ' : 32,008 !
LAND ACOUISITION i ! ; ' H : ; : : H : :
CONSTRUCTION i 169,000 | i i i i ' H i i ! 160,000
OTHER : : i : i : : i : : i i
E :' E E E ! E E E E E E

TATAL {192,689 ! : ! : : : i i : ! 192,000 |
CARITAL FUNDING SOURCES: i i H ! i : i ; i ' : !
1. GENERAL FUND (1@@) i 19,208 ! H d : i : : ' : ' 19,208 !
2. STATE BRIDGE FUND v 153,600 3 : i i i : : : } ) 133,008 |
3. MESA COUNTY ' 19,208 } : : : i ' } : i : 19,288
: ] i : ! i : { : : i :

! i { i i ! H H i : b '

TOTAL P 192,088 ¢ i i ! : ! ' ; ' i 192,000 !
H 2=z : s=sz] i ' ! i3 : i== ==}=====sszsss s==z)

GPERATING COST : i : ; b : ; i H
i i i } ! : i i i

UPERATING REVENUE :

o= rm="






CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
Date: 053/24/88 Requesting Department: PUBLIC WORKS/BUILDINGS
Account Number: 100-G31001-905501-00000 Project Title: CITY HALL MAINTENANCE

Description, Justification, Funding:
Replace stair treds, molding and repaint in north wing.

Replace stair treads and molding $3,9220.
Repaint north wing 13,200 sq. ft. 8 $.459/5q. ft. 5,940.

Impact on Operating Budget:

T =

OPERATING COST
OPERATING REVENUE

i 1989 i 199 8 i49f  § 1992 % 1993 @ 1994 i 1995 0} 1996 1 §997 % 1998 |

CAPITAL COST: : : i ; : : : : H i :
ENGINEERING/DES IGN i i i i i i i ' i i H
LAND ACDUISITION H i : i i : ' H i ; i
CONSTRUCTION i 18,688 ! i : : : ; i i ‘ i
OTHER i i i i i : H : : ! i
! E i E E E ! : ! ! !

TOTAL i 19,008 | : ; i i ] ! i i i
CAPITAL FUNDING SOURCES: : i : i i ' H { : ; H
. GENERAL FUND (18@) : 18,080 ! : H : : : : i : '
2 : : i : : ; H ' ; : i
3. : i i i i H H i : : H
H : : i : : } ! : : ;

' ] i i ' } t i i i :

TOTAL : 18,888 | ! : : ' ! i : : :
} { i i ] H : : ' : H

: : i i ] { i i : 1 :

i i i : H i i ! i i i






Date: @7/@8/88

Aiccount Number:

100-121303-7461207-00000

Description, Justification,
The City's portion aof the cost of petitioned street improvement districts is funded by the

General Fund.

Funding:

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Requesting Department:

Project Title:

PUBLIC WORKS/ADMINISTRATION

PETITIONED SPECIAL STREET
IMPROVEMENT DISTRICTS, CITY PORTION

cost of those improvements depending upon zoning of properties within the district.
There are presently 2.0 miles of unimproved streets within the City limits of Grand Junction

No specific streets have been designated for future construction.
annual basis for the formation of improvement districts.

Impact on Operating Budget:

Based on the current assessment policy the City will pay up to 1/3 of the total

FPetitions are reviewed on an

OPERATING COST
OPERATING REVENUE

{1989 1 199 : 1990 4952 ! 1993 % 1994 ! 4995t 199 i 1997 i 199 _ T0TAL !
CAPTTAL COST: : : : : : ; : : : ; : :
ENGSNEERIHG/DESIGN ! : : : : ! ! : : ! ! !
LAND ACOUISITION : : : : : : : : ; : ; ;
CONSTRUCT 10K ! Se,BeR ¢ 76,080 ¢  BL,@B0 : 84,000 07,809 ! 9,000 1 94,000 : 98,0 ¢ 102,800 : 106,000 | BTB, 000 !
DTHER ; ! : : : : ! : : ! : !
: : ! : ; a : ; : : : !
: | ! : ; ! : : : : ! :
ToTAL t S8,880 1 70,080 ! 01,008 : 64,88 i 67,000 ¢ 98,080 ! 94,000 ¢ 90,808 : 102,888 | 106,000 ! 678,000
! : : ; = =lzmsszzzzzacalsasszzzeezesizzes :
CAPITAL FUNDING SOURCES: ! : : ; : ; ; : : | : !
I GENERAL FUND (18§) { sB,@ed i 78,808 ¢ 81,009  B4,998 !  E7,040 0  S9,8eR ! 94,008 ! 90,088 ! 162,608 ! 105,800 ! 878,808 !
2. : : '. : ; : : : ; a = !
3 | : ; ! | : : : : : : :
: ; : : ; : : : t ! : :
; : ! ; ; : : ! : ! : :
TovaL ' 50,888 ¢ 70,008 : 61,088 .  BA,000 0 87,001 99,888 1 94,809 ! 9,000 ! (02,000 ! 196,00 ! 879,688 !

] ¥ 1 1 ] ] 1 ] ]
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Date: @7/@08/88 Requesting Department: PUBLIC WORKS
Account Number: 180-234008-9046442-D000G Project Title: UPGRADE TRAFFIC SIGNALS
Description, Jdustification, Funding:

Improvement of existing traffic signals to allow safer and gquicker lefthand turns and to

provide coodination between signals for smooth traffic flow.
12th & Orchard — Upgrade to an 8 Phase system.
1st & Orchard - Upgrade to an 8 Phase system.

7th & Bookcliff — Upgrade to an B Phase system.
12th & Main - Signal head replacement.

Impact on Operating Budget:

OPERATING COSY
OPERATING REVENUE

v 1989 ¢ 1998 1991 % 1992 % 1993 i 1994 % 1995 % 1996 % 1997 i 1998 i

CAPITAL COST: i t i } } i ! ; H : :
ENGINEERING/DESTGN { { H : H i : i i i H
LAND ACOUISITION ] i ] i b i ' : H i ]
CONSTRUCTION | 24,600 ! 25,008 ¢ 26,000 | 27,600 | 28,008 ! 29,088 | 3g,000 | 31,000 ; 32,000 ! 33,808
OTHER : : : : : ; ' i : ' i
: i ' i i ] : : : : H

: : : i ' i : } d ' :

TOTAL J 24,880 | 23,009 ! 26,008 ! 27,000 1} 20,088 ¢ 29,008 | 3,000 | 31,000 | 32,080 ¢ 33,000 |
iz=z3z=3= zxzz{=ass : =] i= ==={ z=z2) i {=azszzzaszazi '

CAPITAL FUNDING SOURCES: ! : i : H i : : : : H
1. GENERAL FUND {100} i 24,000 | 23,008 | 26,980 1 27,680 ¢ 20,808 | 29,800 ! 30,008 ! 31,008 ! 32,008 | 33,008 |
2. : : : ! H i : i i } H
3. ! i { i i : H i : : :
i : i | ! ! H ' : !

} ' i i : } ; i : :

TOTAL ' 24,008 ! 25,080 ¢ 26,800 | 27,0800 | 28,008 ! 29,000 3g,000 31,009 | 32,000 § 33,008 |
= i : : i H i '

i : ! ' H : ! :

- s e







CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
Date: @7/15/88 Requesting Department: PUBLIC WORKS

Account Number: 1008-A31001-905422-00000 Project Title: ENLARGEMENT OF CITY HALL
PARKING LOT
Description, Justification, Funding:

The proposed plan would increase the number of City parking stalls from 14 to 26. The
increased parking is needed for City Hall employees, City vehicle parking and limited visitor
parking. The amount requested is for concrete and asphalt pavement construction. Clearing and
grubbing, fence removal and pavement stripping will be provided by City forces.

Impact on Operating Budget:

1989 1998 191 1993 1994 1993 1996 1997 1996

CAPITAL COST:
ENGINEERING/DESIGH
LAND ACOUISITION
CONSTRUCTION
OTHER

1
L]
(]
[}
[}
(1
t
[}
8,588 ¢
i
1
L]
(]
L]
i
]
]

TOTAL

===

I. GENERAL FUND (iB@)
2.
3.

TOTAL 8,508

OPERATING COST
OPERATING REVENUE
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
Date: @7/08/88 Requesting Department: PUBLIC WORKS
Account Number: 1030-034011-905564-00000 Project Title: BRIDGE GUARD RAILS

Description, Justification, Funding:
Upgrading substandard and unsafe bridge and approach railing and signing. The funding level
shown is for improving one bridge per year for eight years.
The 1985 Colorado Department of Highways OFff System bridge inspection report recommend that
bridge and approach railing be upgraded at the following structures:

GRJ-28.25-E.75 28 1/4 over Grand Valley Canal
GRJI—-27.3-E.7 15th Street over Grand Valley Canal
GRJ-27-E.8 12th Street over Grand Valley Canal
GRI-G.6-27.9A Horizon Drive over Highline Canal
GRJ-F.4-26.7 Horizon Drive over Highline Canal
GRJI-F-26.6A F Road over Grand Valley Canal
GRJ-E.25-27 .99 Elm Avenue over Indian Wash
GRJ-B.5-27 .99 Grand Avenue over Indian Wash

Impact on Operating Budget:

CPERATING CosT
OPERATING REVENUE

: 198 1999 ¢ 199 : 1992 | 1993 : 1994 : 1995 : 19% : 1997 4 1998 : 107AL

CAPITAL COST: : : H : : : i ' ! : }
ENGINEERING/DESIGN i ; : ! : : : t i : :
LAND ACOUISITION i : i i i : : H : : !

CONSTRUCTIDN : 5,008 ; 3,088 ! 5,080 | 9,088 | 3,008 | 3,000 5,680 | J,0¢0 ! : : 40,008
OTHER ; ; : : : : H : : : :
' H ] i : ; t : H : :

TOTAL i 3,000 | 3,008 | 3,600 ! 5,008 ; 3,088 ! 5,088 & 9,008 9,860 ! : i 40,680
CAPITAL FUNDING SOURCES: : : H : : ; H i ! ' i

1. GEHERAL FUND {10@) ; 5,008 | 9,088 5,008 ¢ 3,808 3,800 3,000 | 3,008 | 5,008 @ ; : 40,800
2. : i ! : ; : i i ; ) :
3. ; : : : i : : : : i :
: : : : i : i ' : : :
H i : : i i : ; : : :

T0TAL ! 5,000 | ' 5,000 | 5,000 | 5,008 i 5,800 ! 3,008 | 3,008 | : : 49,088
: i H = : i : H : i ]
; i i : : : : H : ; ;
i : : : i ! : H i : :
' [ [ ' ] ' ' 1 ' [ [







CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
Date: 07/19/88 Requesting Department: PUBLIC WORKS/STREETS
Aiccount Number: 180-034011-761812-00000 Project Title: CRACK FILL KETTLE

Description, Justification, Funding:

Used to melt Crack Fill Material for installation into cracks/annual program. Currently renting
such unit, availability always questionable, repairs and down time always high forcing non-completion
of intended program for the last three years at a considerable rental cost.

General Fund regquest as new equipment in 19879 budget.

Iimpact on Operating Budget:
To be included in the Equipment fund with annual rental rates established as with all
other equipment within operations.

DPERATING REVENUE

H 1989 : 1998 i 1994 H 1992 H 1993 } 1994 : 1995 : 1996 H 1997 } 1990 i TOTAL :
CAPITAL COST: H : : : : b : H | H ' H
ENGINEERING/DESIGN H | H ' H H : H H H H H
LAND ACOUISITION ' H : : H : ' H H H ' '
CONSTRUCTION t i H : i : H i H H : '
OTHER : 0,400 ! { i : ' i H H H : 18,980 ;
: H : : ; ) : ‘ : H ; :
: ' i : ) H i : : : ; :
TOTAL : 18,000 ; H ! i : : ' ' : : 10,088
ISo=coooodass ) 1 g=mmxl! s==)sssssssssEssis : s Yazz mEsslise =} ’
CAPITAL FUNDING SOURCES: : : : : ' : : : : : ' :
1. BGENERAL FUND (1@@) : 10,008 | ' H ' : H : ' : H 18,008
2. : 3 ! H H : H : H : ' :
1. : i H H H : ; } H : ' ;
H H ! ! H b H H H H H H
H H H H H H H H i H ) '
TOTAL H 18,008 @ i H H } H H H H H 10,8080 |
e zzz{zz : tes sleszzzzazesss = : ! azz{zzzzzzzasszzzsa)
OPERATING COST Po1,98 ! : : ; ! = : : : 1,960 ¢
i ' ' 1 ' i ' ! ! '
' 1 ' ' v | ' ) i, t
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
Date: @7/@8/88 Requesting Department: PUBLIC WORKS

Account Number: 100-034011-906045-30007 Project Title: CONTRACT STREET OVERLAY
100-034011-206463-30007
Description, Justification, Funding:

Cantract street overlay is the annual street maintenance program. We have overlayed about 3.5
miles each year, representing about 2.3% of the City’'s paved streets. Continuing at this level would
mean that streets streets would be overlayed on an average of once every 40 years.

This is abviously inadeguate when asphalt streets are designed for a 20 year life. This has been
born out by the Pavement Management System analysis which indicates that in order to maintain our
street system at an acceptable level, this program should be funded at $800,000.

The recent Pavement Management Study tested and evaluated the street pavement sections in the
City.

Based on the study, the overall pavement quality was examined in conjunction with various budget
levels. For budget levels fanging from $@ to 1,000,000 per year for street maintenace work, the
change in overall pavement quality was graphed for a 18 year period. The budget level that maintained
overall pavement guality in its present condition was $8B00,000 per year in 1988 dollars. Traffic control
costs are also included in the reguested fiqure.

Impact on Operating Budget:

1998 1991 1993 1995 1998 1nTaL

CAPITAL COST:
ENGINEERING/DESIGN
LAND ACOUISITION
CONSTRUCT [ON
OTHER

798,089 973,880 ! 1,812,008 { 1,052,088 ,194,008

9,986,000 !
1

- me em ew e e= ee s s

=
-

(- -]
-0
=
-

=
]
-]

1,012,800 1,184,000

9,986,000

832,008 | 85,080
TOTAL !

845,008

1,052,008

1,812,008 1,184,808

1. GENERAL FUND (108}
2.

3.

843,600 990,800 $73,000 1,052,880

' 1 []
t L] [}
: : :
[} ] L]
i 900,809 | 930,800 ! 973,008
E : R
: ! :
! ! :
: : ;
: : :
: ! =
: : :

1,852,080 | 1,894,008

TOTAL 865,000 | 900,000 973,000 | 1,812,000

1,138,880

1,184,008

OPERATING COST
{FERATING REVENUE
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Date:

Account Number:

Description, Justification, Funding:

@7/88/88

100-

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Requesting Department:

Project Title:

RECONSTRUCTION, FORESIGHT PARK

PUBL.IC WORKS

Pavement testing of the first phase of Foresight Park has shown that the pavement and subgrade

is not adequate to handle existing and future traffic.

facility was in the county and subsequently annexed into the City.
The option of reducing the pavement and inter-—

section widths to reduce the amount of asphalt required will be examined.

on Foresight Circle need to be totally replaced.

Impact on Operating Budget:

This project was constructed when this
The pavement and subgrade

OPERATING COST
OPERATING REVENUE

i 1989 . 199 % 1991 1 1992 % 1993 ¢ 4994 ) %95 % 199 % 1997 3 1998 | TOTAL :

CAPITAL COST: i i ' : i H i ' : i ; :
ENGINEERING/DESIGN ! 50,008 ! : i H i : i H i } 38,004 1
LAND ACOUISITION : : i : : : : : ' H ; d
CONSTRUCTION : i 232,0e@ % 232,808 ¢ 232,00 ! : i i : i J 696,004 |
OTHER : : : ' : H : : i i : i
: H : i i i ; } : : i :

i i i : : i : : : i i i

TOTAL i J0,f%ee ¢ 232,008 ¢ 232,088 : 232,080 ! ' i ! : : : 746,800 |
: S H ' H i ; } zzzzs i = ===z :

CAPITAL FUNDING SOURCES: : i H : ! : H : ; : i :
1. BENERAL FUND (108} : a0,ee8 : 232,098 {232,008 ¢ 232,008 ! i i i : H H 745,000 |
2. i ' : H H : i ' ' i ! i
3. i i ; H i : i : ' : ' :
i i ! H i ' i i ' : ' :

; i : : i ' : : } i ' '

TOTAL i 50,889 ¢ 732,008 1 232,B@@ i 232,008 i H i ] : i i 746,000 |
i : ' i : : i ' ; ' i :

H : H : i : ! i i { | i







CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
Date: 10/03/88 Requesting Department: PUBLIC WDORKS
Account Number: 100-034811-985523-00000 Project Title: CITY ENTRANCE SIGN

Description, Justification, Funding:
This project consists of the construction of a monument type city entrance sign at the west
entance to the City. The sign is planned to be constructed along eastbound I-70 near the sewer

plant.

Impact on Operating Budget:
Annual maintenance cost ~— %200.

P 1989 ;1999 i (991 ! 1992 i 1993 i (994 ! 1995 199 ¢ 4997 ! 1998 i  TOIAL

CAPITAL COST: : : ! : : : : : : ; ; :
ENGINEERING/DESIEN : : : : : : | | : : -. ;
LAND ACOUISITION {5,000 ; : : : ; ; : : : 5,800 !
CONSTRUCT SON E12,987 ¢ ; : : : a : ! : '. 12,987 |
ATHER : : : : : : : ! : : ] :
! : ; : ! : : : ! ! ; ;

woTaL SNVETT R ; : : : : ! ! : ; 17,967 |
=t : ! !

CAPSTAL FUNDING SOURCES: : : : : : : : ! : ! : !
1. GEHERAL FUND (190 booo1,907 ; ; : : : ! : : : 17,987 |
2, : : ! : ! ; : : : : : ;
3. : : : : : : : : ; : : :
: = : : ; : : : ; : : !

; : ; : x ; : : : : : :

ToTAL SVET T : : ; ! : [ : : : 7,907 !
== e = =t : {zazzzzzzzzz ezsszzzazzzs : === sssszszmzansoes !

OPERATING COST ; : 200 ! 299 ¢ 209 ¢ W ¢ 20 28 ! 208 } 0 m 1,008 :
OPERATING REVENUE ; : ; : : : : ! ! ; ; :
tzzz=2z=zszaz ! ! t== ! ! zzz=z ! =zlsz ! 2)z==z =







Date:

Account Number:

Description, Justification, Funding:

85/724/88

120-D34008-706463—-30080

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Requesting Department:

Project Title:

PUBLIC WORKS/TRAFFIC

TRAFFFIC SIGNAL INSTALLATION,
HORIZON DRIVE/HORIZON COURT/CROSSROADS BLVD.

A signal is needed to control this intersection during mid—-day and end of day peak traffic

hours.

Increasing traffic volumes on Horizon Court and Crossroad Blvd. coupled with the lack of

gaps on Horizon Drive are causing excessive backups and delays of over 18 minutes on Horizon Court.

The follawing warrants are currently met at this intersection:
no.
no.
no.
no.

Warrant
Warrant
Warrant
Warrant

Impact on Operating Budget:

1 - Intersecting traffic volumes

9 — Four hour traffic volumes

18 - Peak hour delay on side streets

11 - Peak hour traffic volumes

OPERATING COST
OPERATING REVENUE

P 1989 % 1998 ¢ 1991 % 1992 4 1993 % §994 ¢ 1995 4 1996 i 1997 4 1998 | TOTAL :

CAPITAL COSTs H i : : i : : i i i : :
ENGINEERING/DESIGN i i i ' { i i : i ' i :
LAND ACOUISITION H i : : i i i i : i ‘ }
CONSTRUCTION b 36,008 | : i : : i : : i : 34,880 !
OTHER : i i i : H i ' ' : : :
: ] ; ; H i : H i : ' :

TOTAL : Sb,008 ! : b i ; : H i : : 5,088 |
{==s= =z : ! : : jz3== == : z==z] )== ===}

CAPITAL FUNDING SOURCES: ! H i : : : H : i : ‘ :
1. BENERAL FUND (l@@) : 3b,848 ! ‘ : ; : : i : : H 56,008 3
2. ' i b : H H ‘ i : i ' i
3. : i ] ] H : H ' : : : :
: : : : ' ‘ i ! i : i i

‘ i ‘ H i : i i i ' i :

T0TAL : 36,880 ! i ] : | : ] i t i 5b,008 !

: i i : i : i i H t i i

' ' i i : i ' H i : ! :
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Date:

Account Number:

28/18/88

100-034882-708519-00000

Description, Justification, Funding:

New street lights are installed by Public Service Company at the request of the City.
The installation

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Requesting Department:

Project Title:

PUBLIC WORKS

STREET LIGHT INSTALLATION

City pays an initial installation charge and an annual lease of each light.

costs vary depending upon the location of the proposed light and the availability of electrical

service.

The

Engineering Department Personnel review and prioritize street light requests based on need.
The %$18,500 request for 1989 anticipates that approximately 30 new street lights will be installed.

The annual lease rate for each light varies by type with an average cost being %215/year.
The 1989 figure reflects $15,008 cost for installing the first phase of street lights in

Foresight Development Park. The remainder will be installed as development occurs.

Impact on Operating Budget:
Operating cost are

cumulative.

more significant than installation cost for

street lights because they are

¢ 1989 ¢ 1998 ¢ 199 b 4992 1 1993 % 1994 1 1995 ¢ 199 i 1997 % 1998 | TOTAL :

CAPITAL COST: i i i : i i ! : i ' i :
ENGINEERING/DESIEN ' ; ; i : : i i i ! : ;
LAND ACOUISITION i : \ i : } i i ; H i i
CONSTRUCTION i 25,000 ! 13,900 | 13,508 § 14,008 | 14,689 | 15,280 ! 15,000 | 16,408 @ 17,100 : : 144,400 |
OTHER : : i : } { : ' ! : : ;
H : : : t i i ! ; : : ]

i i i H t : 0 ' } ' d '

T07AL ] 25,080 | 13,008 & i3,500 1 14,890 | 14,608 : 15,208 ! 15,808 | 16,498 ; 17,188 | H 144,600 !
H za=] == ' ==z} i i zzzzEz] i {z=z= ‘ zzxzz|

CAPITAL FUNDING SOURCES: i : | : : i ' } ' i ! :
1. GEKERAL FUND (188) { 25,088 | 13,008 13,508 ! 14,008 ! 14,600 | 15,200 | 15,608 @ 6,480 1 17,180 : ' 144,600 |
2. i : ' i : : : [ { : i i
3. : i t i i i : i i : i i
i : ‘ ! ' ! : ' ! : ! 0

' ‘ i ' : ' H ‘ i t ! i

TOTAL ‘ 25,008 | 13,680 | 13,568 § 14,008 | 14,688 | 15,200 3 15,800 ! 16,488 | 17,108 | i 144,600 |
{=======szz==)s=z==ss=zszszizssszzzssas=s| zzzzenl {==z=zzze=rz=| zz=sz) H ! : :

OPERATING COST 25,600 | 32,258 | 38,700 45,158 | al,608 | 30,830 | b4,500 78,958 § 77,488 ¢ ] 464,400 |
' ' 3 ' ' ' ' ] '

' ' ' ' i ' ' ' '

OPERATING REVENUE

- -







CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Date: 12/10/87 Requesting Department: PUBLIC WORKS
Account Number: 205-034099-906463-85023 Project Title: PATTERSON ROAD - 25 1/2 ROAD
188-121303-761205-00000 TO 26 ROAD

Description, Justification, Funding:

Reconstruction of 245@° of Patterson Road to a 9 lane road section (2 lanes each direction
and a center turn lane — 58" of mat), B’ curb, gutter and sidewalk on the north side, 2° curb and
gutter on the south side.

The project includes piping of the Ranchman’s Ditch to allow construction aof the roadway
where the ditch now exists. A minimum pipe diameter of 72 inches will be required to carry runoff
from a 10@ year storm event.

Impact on Operating Budget:

: 1969 ¢ 1998 : 1991 : 1992 1993 i 1994 : 1995 : 1996 ¢ 1997 ¢ 1998 T0TAL
CAPITAL COST: : : ' i : i ! : : : :
ENGINEERING/DESIGN ; 15,800 | : i : : ! ' : | i 15,0880
LAND ACOUISITION H 35,048 : i ' i H : : : : 93,000
CONSTRUCTION {171,890 : : : ' H : : : i 1,171,691
OTHER : 3,008 ! : b : { : : : ; : 5,008
- : : : : : i ; : i )
: : ' : i b : i ! ! :
TOTAL v 1,386,891 3 : 1 H b : H : i H 1,386,491
' ] ' H = [ ' H ==z)2 == i====
CAPITAL FUNDING SOURCES: ; ‘ : { i i : : H i H
1. GENERAL FUND (i@@} 723,888 H H H H ! : H ! H 723,008
2. DIL SHALE TRUST FUND (283): 383,491 | i : H H : : H ‘ : 583,691
3. i : } : : : H ' H : :
: : : : i ' : H 0 : :
' 4 : : i i H d H { J
TOTAL i 1,386,091 4 i : ' : : : : : H 1,386,691
izs== s=z{=e == z=xz) ' G : : i : ==3] ===
{(IPERATING COSY : : : : H ! : i ! ; i
: : : ' : : : ' : }

OPERATING REVENUE H







CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
Date: @7/08/88 Requesting Department: PUBLIC WORKS
Account Number: 100- Project Title: ALLEY IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Description, Justification, Funding:

This project is a multi-year plan to improve existing deteriorated and unimproved alleys in
the City. Alleys would be reconstructed to standards that would support utility and service
vehicles. At this proposed rate of funding, approximately 12 blocks could be reconstructed each
yvyear. At this rate, it would take approximately 1B years to complete all of the alleys in the
City- The alleys will be bid with two options; concrete or hot bituminious pavement. Bids will
be reviewed on a "life cost" basis.

Condition of the alleys will be the primary factor used in determining the order of
reconstruction. Amount and type of traffic will also be considerations.

Impact on Operating Budget:

= m—— -———
===

OPERATING COST
OPERATING REVENUE

P 199 1998t )99y [ 1992 {1993 & |94 ¢ 1995 i _19% : 1997 ¢ 1998 T0TAL
CAPITAL COST: : ! : : : ; ! : : : :
ENGINEERTNG/DESIGN : : : : : : ; : : : :
LAND ACOUISITION : ; ; : : : : ; ! : :
EONSTRUCTION | 298,800 : 216,800 ¢ 225,800 © 234,008 : 743,009 253,008 ! 263,000 ¢ 274,008 ! 205,000 1 29,000 { 2,497,800
OTHER : : ; : : : ! : : : !
: : : : ! : ; s ; : :
! ! : ! ; : : : : : ;
ToTAL {” 708,008 | 206,800 i 225,80 { 234,000 ! 243,800 : 253,000 263,800 ! 274,008 ! 205,000 : 296,000 { 2,497,000
: {=sszszemzzssles ! : temmes ! : jzzz sz :
CAPITAL FUMDING SOURCES: : ; : : : : : : : ; :
1. GENERAL FUKD (180) {200,889 ! 206,889 ! 225,888 : 234,080 | 243,809 ! 253,080 ! 23,808 0 274,06 i 205,800 ¢ 296,000 ! 2,497,000
2, ! : : : : : : : ! : :
3 : ; : : : : : ! : : :
: : : : : : ; : : ! :
; : : ; : ; : : ! : :
TOTAL 200,000 i 215,098 ¢ 225,000 | 234,800 ¢ 243,800 1 253,000 ¢ 263,008 : 274,090 ! 265,800 ¢ 296,888 : 2,497,060
13 1 ] i ] [} 1 i ] i
: : : ; : : : : : :
: : : : : : : : | :

- ma ww w-






CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
Date: 07/88/88 Requesting Department: PUBLIC WORKS/STREETS
Account Number: 100-034009-205559-00000 Project Title: SALT STORAGE FACILITY

Description, Justification, Funding:

This praject consists of the construction of a facility to store salt for snow and ice removal
during the winter. Salt is presently stored in an open shed that only holds 1580 tons and is
partially exposed to the elements and in a badly deteriorating building.

A new facility would either be a facility designed specifically for salt storage or a conversion
of one of the concrete clarifier basins at the old sewer treatment plant. The needed storage
capacity for a normal winter is S8 tons.

4@ ft. X 48 ft. building @ %14.467 = $32,000.

Metal building with reinforced sides on a concrete slab.

Building to be located on City property north of new City shop building.

Impact on Operating Budget:

PERATING COST i :
fIPERATING REVERUE i :

: 1989 : 1998 : 1991 i 1992 : 1993 i 1994 : 1995 : 1996 ; 1997 4 1998 : T0TAL i

CAPITAL COST: H : : : : i : : ' : : :
ENGINEERING/DESIGN H ; H : : ; ; d H : ; :
LAND ACOUISITIOR H : H : i : ' i : i \ ;
CONSTRUCTION : 32,900 : ! : : H ! : } ' 32,808 |
OTHER : } : i : : : : : ; : H
: : : : : H H : : : : H

H ' : ; ; i i : : : : ‘

TOTAL : 32,008 | : : ; : : : : ; : 32,4400 !
' ) i ’ Ry Se== == i ’ ' rrETzTEs| sEx=] ==z=]

CAPITAL FUNDING SOURCES: : ! : : : H : : H : : H
I. GENERAL FUND {1@0) : 32,009 ! : : : ' : : i i i 32,800 |
2, : i : ; : i : i ! : i :
1. ‘ } : ; : : : i ! : : :
: i : : : : ! ' : : : :

: : : : : : : i : } : :

TOTAL i 32,080 | i i i d i ; ; i ; 32,000 }
: : i : i i : : ;

! i i : ; i : i i

: : ! ! H 0 i : :

- mm - e






Date: 11/14/88
Account Number:

Description,

follows:

Justification,
Project consists of the development of the area north and east of Two Rivers Plaza as

Funding:

108-011104-906463-00000

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Requesting Department:

Project Title:

PUBLIC WORKS

WEST END MAIN STREET DEVELOPMENT

OPERATING COST

Property acquisition $ 510,000 Business relocation % 90,000

Demolition 45,000 1st and Main signal a3,000

ist and Rood signal a7 ,00a Main Street widening 175,000

Undergrounding (Cty Mkt) 100,000 Design 28,9808

Sewer & water relocation 12,000 Visitors Center 198,000

Impact on Operating Budget:

: 1989 | : 1991 ¢ 1992 ¢ 1993 % 1994 4 1995 4 i9%6 i 1997 i 1998 | TOTAL :
CAPITAL COST: : : : : : H i : i : i !
ENGINEERING/DESIGN : 28,900 ! ' } : i i i H : : 20,9408 }
LAND ACOUISITION P a1e,8e0 ¢ H i ; : : : ! ; : Jlg,ee8 !
CONSTRUCTION i 595,800 ! : : i i i : : ; : 395,008 ¢
OTHER - DEMOLITION { 43,008 | i ' { : i ! : : i 43,080 |
BUSTHESS AELOCATION & 98,088 | H H ! : : H : ; : :
) ) ) 1 1) 1) [ ] ) [} r 1 1
TOTAL i 1,268,920 ! : ! : : H : : : : 1,178,988 |
= ====) i i ss)ss : : j===2 ; = ! : ==}
CAPITAL FUNDING SODURCES: : i H ! : H : : i : ' :
i. LAND SALE i 565,888 ! ! i : : : } : i : 63,008 !
2. TAY [KCREMENT (DDA) i 253,003 ! ! : : H ' H ; i ] 233,040 1
3. PSC (Undergrounding) { lea,eed i i H ' H : : ! | i 160,800 |
4. CITY MARKET (55,B88) T 342,908 ) i i H i ! : i ; d 342,968 !
3. GRANTS (287,908) : : : : ' : : H : } i :
TOTAL i 1,268,900 ! L { ' : i i i i ] 1,260,708 !
: ! i : H : ! : H i H }
i i i : i i : i : : : }
: : ' ; } i ‘ : : : : :

OFERATING REVENUE






CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Date: 05/14/88 Requesting Department: PUBLIC WORKS/UTILITIES —
WATER SUPPLY
Account Number: 301-035401-906443-88001 Project Title: KANNAH CREEK/PURDY MESA FLOWLINE
REHABILITATION

Description, Justification, Funding:
Flowline rehab recommendations are found in the "Flowline Condition Study (HDR 1987)." Funds
are budgeted to impement Alternate 3, with priority 1 in 198B, priority 2 in 1989, and priority 3 in 1998
Priority two in 198% involves the replacement of 4@88° of 16" cast iron line on the Kannah Creek
Flowline below Reeder Mesa at approximately station B29+@80 to B833+0@. This 14" cast iron line will
be replaced with 16" polywrapped steel or equivalent to inhibit corrosion in the wet, corrosive soils

is this area.

Impact on Operating Budget:

OPERATING COST
OPERATING REVENUE

P 1989 {  §999 ¢ 1991 i 1992 ¢ 4993 % 1994 ¢ 1995 ¢t 19% : 1997 t 1990 : _ ioIeL_ !

CAPITAL COST: : : : : ! : : : ! ! : :
ENGINEERING/DESIGN CooonMel 7,09 : ! : : : : ! : 9,398 §
LAND ACOUISITION : ! ; ; ; : t ! ! ; : :
CONSTRUCT ION Poo15,600 1 47,000 ¢ : ; ; | : : ; ; 62,600 1
OTHER PLSe 4,708 ! : ; ! : : : : 6,260 !
[} 1 1 1 [) 1 1 [} 1 ) 1] )

: : : : : : = ; ! : ! :

ToTAL bo19,5 58,750 ¢ : : | : ! : : : 78,258 !
! = == : : : :

CAPITAL FUNDING SOURCES: ; : = : : '. ! ! : ! ! :
1. WATER FUND {381) 49,508 ¢ 58,750 ! ! ; : : ! : ; : 79,258 |
-3 ; ! = : : : : : : : ! |
3 : : ; : : ! ! ! : : :
: : = : ! ; ; : : : : :

j : : : ! | ! : ! ! : !

To7AL 19,50 59,750 ¢ : | ! : a ! : : 76,258 |
: ; ! : ) = : : : : =t

: : : : ; : : : ! ; ; :

| : : : : : ; = : : ; :

‘ ] i [} ] [} b ] 1 (] [







CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Date: @7/28/87 Requesting Department: PUBLIC WORKS/UTILITIES -
WATER DISTRIBUTION
Account Number: 3I01-035203-90464463-88005 Project Title: WATERLINE REPLACEMENT - 14th STREET,

UTE TO GUNNISON
Description, Justification, Funding:

This praoject consists of repalacing 3088 feet of 18" cast iron rigid joint waterline from 12th
and Ute to 14th and Gunnison.

This project is the final phase of a replacement project, connecting the watermain at 12th and
Ute to the new watermain through Lincoln Park.

This remaining section planned to be replaced was installed in 1247 using sand cast, cast iron
pipe with rigid lead joint. Since 1978, there bave been 28 recorded water line breaks in this
section of line. Based on this experience, we can expect an average of five waterline breaks per
year, at an average cost of %$1,0800 per break.

Because of its site, water breaks in this line cause major disruptions in water service and can

cause local flooding.

Impact on Operating Budget:

e - m e m

==

OPERATING COST
OPERATING REVENUE

{1989 ¢ 1998 i 1991 % 0992 i 1993 1 1994 % 1995 %  i9%6 _ i 1997 i 1998 ! TOTAL i
CAPITAL COST: : H i : H i : : i i ! i
ENGINEERING/DES1GN i 20,588 ¢ i i H i : i i : : 28,500
LAND ACQUISITION ' H i i : ' : ! i f : ‘
CONSTRUCTION i 268,728 ! ‘ i i : i i i ' ] 200,728 |
OTHER i 9,000 | : : : ; ‘ i : H : 3,808 |
: : ) i ! : : i i i : }
H : H ' : ! : : ' i i i
TOTAL {226,228 1 : : : : : H : : ; 226,228 |
{s==zszzszazz i= : jzz=z jz== == : ; i : ===ss ==)
CAPITAL FUNDING SOURCES: : : : t ‘ { } i } ; J :
1. WATER FUND (381} P 226,228 H ! i : ! : b : b 226,220 |
2. i b : { i i ; H i H i
1. . H i i ‘ : ' i i i i
: E E E : : : : E : !
TOTAL i 226,220 1 i i i { i ; i i i 226,220
: ' : : i : ' : J i H
' { ' i : ‘ ! i ! H ‘
! i ! ! ' i ! ! ' : :
] L[] 1 [} [} [} [} L ] ] .







CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
Date: 11/84/88 Requesting Department: PUBLIC WORKS/UTILITIES

Account Number: 301- Project Title: WATER LINE REPLACEMENT, WEST
KENNEDY, FRANKIL.IN, BALSAM AND JUNIPER
Description, Justification, Funding:
Water line replacement withing West Kennedy, Franklin, Balsam and Juniper Streets.
6" main replacement

$ 31,0462.00
19,391.00
30,030.00

Materials Cost
Labor
Equipment

Labor and equipment to be provided by water distribution crews, budgeted in operating budget.

Impact on Operating Budget:

[ —113

OPERATING COST
(OPERATING REVENUE

: 1989 : 199¢ : 1991 ; 1992 : 1993 H 1994 : 1995 : 1996 : 1997 : 1998 i TOTAL
CAPITAL COST: : : : H : : : i : : i
ENGINEERING/DESIGN H i ; i ' : ' : ; H :
LAND ACOUISITION : : : : : d : : : ; :
CONSTRUCTION : 31,862 ! H : : H i : : : : 31,062
OTHER H : : : ! b H H ' : :
: H i : { ! H : : } ;
L} 1 ] L] ] L] ] L] 1 1 ]
TOTAL ; 31,862 | ; H : : H ; : : H 31,062
H ===] : H ==j=2 ‘ H ==} i =z=2] === zz==z=s
CAPITAL FUNDING SDURCES: ' H ; H i L H : H : H
1, WATER FUND (38]) : 31,862 4 H i i H ! H H : i 31,062
2. : : H : ' i b H ! : :
3 : : H i ' : ' H : H i
H : : i i : : i : : :
H ' : : : ' : i : : i
TOTAL i 34,862 § 0 H i : i ! : : H 31,042
{ozzzzz=zaczes igzssze {===z H s|s=sza=ss j=e szs|=zzzzzzzemsse|szseeszzsres foszzzszzoesz)s =1
: : : ! : ; :
: i : i : H i






CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
Date: 11/904/88 Requesting Department: PUBLIC WORKS/UTILITIES

Account Number: 301- Project Title: OSTH STREET BRIDGE WATER
LINE REPLACEMENT
Description, Justification, Funding:
Due to the East 5th Street Bridge replacement by the Colorado Department of Highways, the City
water main will be replaced on the new bridge at CDOH expense. This is estimated at %133,000.
In 1990 the same main south of the bridge will be replaced from the south abutment to Grand
Mesa Avenue.

Impact on Operating Budget:

OPERATING COST
OPERATING REVENUE

: 1989 1998} 1991 i 1992 : 199y 1994 4 995 | 19%6 i 1997 : 1998 ¢ TOTAL :

CAPITAL COST: : : H : : H : : i ' : :
ENGINEERING/DESIGN i i : { H : H : : i : i
LAND ACGUISITION i H : i i : H ! : : : )
CONSTRUCTION : 133,004 | 95,308 | : ! : i : : H i 228,500 |
OTHER : : : : : : : : b : : ;
H : ; H : : : ' : : : :

TOTAL H 133,880 95,508 : : ! ' ‘ } i ; : 228,588 !
CAPITAL FUNDING SOURCES: : : 3 : i : ! H ! : : :
1. STATE HIGHWAY DEPARTHENT ¢ 133,600 | H : } : : H : : : 133,008 |
2. WNATER FUND (381} : : 93,389 1 : i : i ; : : ; 95,508 |
3. : { H i i : : : : i ' :
i : H : i ! : i : i : :

H : : : ; : ‘ i H : :

TOTAL : 133,888 935,588 : : i H : H : 228,589
1 (] ] [] + A ) 4 :

: H : ! { : H i H

: i : i : i : : H

1 1 ! . s '

[T -4







CAPITAL IMPRDVEMENT PROJECT

Date: 05/16/88 Requesting Department: PUBLIC WORKS/UTILITIES -~
WATER DISTRIBUTION
Account Number: 301-035205-988449-00000 Project Title: FIRE HYDRANT REPLACEMENT

Description, Justification, Funding:

There are 41 fire hydrants noted by the Fire Department as of 9/15/87 that need to be
repaired or replaced. These hydrants are distributed throughout the water distribution system.
Problems include inadequate barrel size, lack of proper pumper connections, and dificulty
of Fire Department equipment to hook up tao thread due to different thread types.

Under this program, 10 hydrants per year are scheduled for replacement.

Impact on Operating Budget:

1989 1999 1991 1992 1993 1995 1996 1997 1998 T0TAL

aw fw=

CAPITAL COST:
ENGINEERING/DESIGN
LAKE ACOUISITION
CONSTRUCTION
(THER

L]
[}
!
[}
+
3
]
1
)
[}

i, 808 19,008 18,008 10,800 ie,ned 18,000 18,008 19,0800 10,008 90,000

- mw mw e = me == em we

19,608 1@,008 10,082 18,809

e

P T p——

CAPITAL FUNDING SDURCES: !
i. WATER FUND (381)

2.
3.

0,68 18,000 10,008 18,889 10,000 10,008

1
1
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3
¥
i
L}
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L]
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TOTAL : 19,008 18,820 ! 18,0808
(] (]
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d :
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10,008

18,000

TOTAL 18,208
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1
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3
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OPERATING REVENUE
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Date: 11/94/88 Regquesting Department: PUBLIC WORKS/UTILITIES

Account Number: 381- Project Title: WATER LINE REPLACEMENT

ELM STREET ~ 28 ROAD TO 28 1/4 ROAD

Description, Justification, Funding:
Water line replacement with EIm Street from 28 Road to 28 1/4 Road.

8" main replacement

$ 13,097.00
11,106.00
12,200.00

Materials Caost
Labor
Equipment

Labor and equipment to be provided by water distribution crews, budgeted in operating budget.

Impact on Operating Budget:

OPERATING COST
OPERATING REVENUE

: 1989 % 1998 1 1994 v 1992 1993 1 {994 | 1999 1 1998 | 1997 % 1998 | T0TAL ‘

CAPITAL COST: : : : : i ' : i : ' i :
ENGINEERING/DESIGN i : ' i : i ' : ' ; i i
LAND ACQUISITION : ' i : : : : i : H i !
CONSTRUCTION ' 13,0897 1 i : : : H ! i i : 13,897 !
OTHER i : i : i : i ' ' ' : !
H i ! } i : i : i i : :

: i : H i : ! ; i i i :

TOTAL i 13,897 | : i : i : \ i : : 13,0897 4
= i jz=32= azzIIII| zzzz )=z =ss2) i ‘ : : == ==}

CAPITAL FUNDING SOURCES: ; i i i i H i { : ) : :
1. WATER FUND (301} ; 13,097 % : : i H } ! : i i 13,897 |
2. : b ) H { : { i H i i i
3. : : i i : i { { ; ; i :
H H i i ] i i i ] } ’ :

] : i ; i ' ' ! : i : i

TOTAL : 13,0897 i : { ! i i : ! : H 13,097 |
i zzzi= ' ] : ‘ j==ss=zz=mass H : ' : x|

: ! i H i i ; : : { :

: : : i ; i : i : i







CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Date: @5/16/88B Requesting Department:PUBLIC WORKS/UTILITIES -
WATER SUPPLY
Account Number: 301-035401-9@5509-00000 Project Title: WATER RIGHTS PURCHASE

Description, Justification, Funding:

These funds are requested to allow the City to purchase shares in the Grand Valley Irrigation
Campany canal as shares become available. Purchases have been made when shares are priced at $300 or
less per share.

These funds are not adequate to make larges purchases of water from the Grand Mesa system.

Impact on Operating Budget:

1
==&= ==3
1
L}

OPERATING COST
OPERATING REVENUE

i 1989 i 199 ¢ 1991 i {992 ot 1993 i 4994t 1995 ! 199 {1997 : 1998 ! _T0jAL
EAPITAL COST: : : : : : : : ! : : :
ENGINEERING/DESTEN : : ; : ! : ; : : ; :
LAND ACOUISITION ; : ! : ! : : : : ! :
CONSTRUCT ION ! : ; : : ! ! ! : ! !
OTHER P2, 2,088 2,008 2,888 2,890 ¢ 2,088 2,809 ! 2,808 : 2,809 2,800 ! 28,888
; : : : : : ; : : : !
TaTAL b 2,0t 2,889 2,800 ¢ 2,888 ¢ 2,888 ! 2,880 ¢ 2,808 2,000 : 2,080 : 2,008 ! 20,800
! : ! szz2leszszzzezsaz =z}sssmsasanses ! =={=sessssamssr
CAPITAL FUNDING SOURCES: : : : : : : ! : : : :
1. WATER FUND (381) b 2,888% 2,888 2,809 2,880 2,089 2,808 : 2,880 ! 2,808 2,800 ¢ 2,008 ! 29,080
2 : : = ! : : ; ; : : :
3. ! ; ; : : : ! : ; ! :
; : : : ; ; : ; ' ; |
: : : ; : : : : : ; :
ToTAL b 2,08 2,800 : 2,080 2,088 2,088l 2,800 2,808 2,880 % 2,680 ! 2,00 ! 20,008
"""""""" {zz===z==z=z2x] H txx|=xzaz =323} sisss ===z {e=smszzzzsss)sessctso=ssess
: : : : : ;







CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Date: @5/16/88 Requesting Department: PUBLIC WORKS/UTILITIES -
WATER SUPPLY
Account Number: 3I01-0835401-9064463-89002 Project Title: NORTH FORK DIVERSION PIPELINE

Description, Justification, Funding:

This is a 38" pipeline running approximately 5,800 feet from the North Fork of Kannah Creek to
the Purdy Mesa and Juniata Reserviors.

The City's 28.37 CFS direct flow rights plus Grand Mesa reservoir diversions down North Fork will
allow storage of water in the spring as well as storage of water in the late summer and fall.

Funds to construct this line could come from a number of sources. Negotions are in progress to
lease untreated water to the Clifton Water District. Lease payments may finance all the construction
or allow the Utility Department to negotiate loans or grants for the balance.

impact on Operating Budget:

OPERATING COST
UPERATING REVENUE

{1989 1 1998 % 1991 i 1992 % 199y 4 1994 . 1995 i 1996 i 1997 1 1998 | TOTAL :

CAPITAL COST: : : : : : i i : i ' : :
ENGINEERING/DESIGN : : ' i } i i 4 : : i :
LAND ACOUTSITION i ! H : : i : i : ' : :
CONSTRUCTION ¢« Aee,eee ! i i ' i ; : i : i 488,880 !
OTHER : : : : : : ! : : H : :
: : ! ' H : : ‘ ' i : i

TOTAL {483,009 ! : H i : i : ' : : 420,000 !

== =2s(s : i ss=5] zzaz) : : ; i=====z=s=z=zss s ==}

CAPITAL FUNDING SOURCES: i i i i i i i i i : ; '
L. WATER FUND (3R1) {158,008 ! : : : ] : : i i ' 15e,608 !
2. STATE ENERGY INPACT FUNDS ¢ 250,000 ! : i i i i } ! i ] 250,080
3. : i ' i i ; ' } : : H }
E ! E 5 E E E 2 E ! E :

TOTAL i 488,800 § ' i : i : : : : : 490,008 !

! i ' i ! =] == i i i i :

: i : i : i H i : ' ! i

: : i ; ] : ! : : : :






CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Date: @5/14/88 Requesting Department: PUBLIC WORKS/UTILITIES —
WASTEWATER
Account Number: 902-037097-986464-86004 Project Title: CONSTRUCTION, 15TH STREET
INTERCEPTOR

Description, Justification, Funding:

This project consists of the design of the B8,000° of sanitary sewer interceptor connecting the
15th Street and Orchard Avenue sewer line to the South Side interceptor at 15th and Colorado Avenue.
In 1984-1985;, construction was completed on the new sewer collector from Patterson Road to 15th Street
and Orchard Avenue. In order for this system to provide the needed capacity, the section of sewer
line proposed in this request needs to be completed.

The development of this line will relieve flows in the line system south of Orchard Avenue and
west of 15th Street where flow problems now exist due to undersized lines. This finished line
system will also pick up the flow from Fruitvale Sanitation District and the north-east
sector into Colorado Avenue interceptor which will relieve the flow problems now experienced in
the South Side interceptor. This new line will also remove existing connector lines which are now
tied into trunk lines flowing west and south between 15th Street and 12th Street from Orchard Avenue
to North Avenue where grade of lines are a problem.

Impact on Operating Budget:

1
1
GPERATING COST H
OPERATING REVENUE

H 1989 i 1998 : 1991 : 1992 : 1993 H 1994 : 1995 : 1994 : 1997 i 1998 TOTAL H

CAPITAL COST: b : : : : i : H : ; : H
ENGINEERING/DESIGN H 75,888 | H H ' H H H ' ‘ H 15,609
LAND ACOUISITIDN H | H H H H H H ' i H H
CONSTRUCTION \ 315,700 | 366,508 | H H : H H ' H H 682,200 |
OTHER i : : : : : : : ] : : :
: : : E E : : : E : : :

TOTAL P 391,500 F 366,908 4 ' ' ' ' ' ' : ' 758,000 !
H =z|z=mzoz=posa=| : === : z==] ==z|=z==z=zzse=ss|sszRss i ' ==}

CAPSTAL FUNDING SOURCES: ' : : : H : : H : ! : '
1. SEWER FUND (9@2} : 391,508 ! 366,500 | H i : H H : H : 758,000 |
2. : i : i : : i : H : ' H
3. : H H H } H : ' H ; i :
i H H ! ; H H ' : ; : H

: H } H J : d b H ; : :

TOTAL H 391,508 ¢ 366,500 ¢ : i H H H ' b ' 758,008 |
H H i H == H i ' H H H H

H H H ' : H i H H : :

H H ' - H ; H : : : : H

] ! ] ] ! ] ‘ . " ' '

Tz zzT : mx{m=a







Date:

Account Number:

Description, Justification, Funding:

n5/16/88

202-A37099-706463-88024

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Requesting Department:PUBLIC WORKS/UTILITIES -
WASTERWATER COLLECTION

Project Title:

SEWERLINE REPAIR AND REPLACEMENT

Sewerline repair and replacement are budgeted to upgrade existing mains within the 2081 service

1988 report titled "Preliminary

OPERATING COST
OPERATING REVENUE

area. Projects included in the budget are selected from the March,
Study of Prioritization of Sanitary Sewer Line Repairs" by Banner Associates, Inc.
Impact on Operating Budget:
1989 199® i 1991t 1992 ! 1993 {1994 (995t 1996 ! 1997 i 1998 ! TOTAL H
CAPITAL COST: : ' i H : { ! ' ' ' : !
ENGINEERING/DESIGN : 21,850 8,500 | 8,388 ! 8,508 | 9,508 @ 8,500 § 8,588 | 8,508 ! 908 } 8,508 | 98,358 !
LAND ACAUISITION : ' : H i : : ' : } ' '
CONSTRUCTION v 196,650 76,508 | 76,500 1 76,500 ! 76,500 | 74,308 } 76,588 § 76,500 | 76,508 | 76,508 | 885,158 |
OTHER : H : ! : : } : ' ' : H
' H : : : ! : i : : : H
H H ' : : : } ! H : H :
TOTAL {218,500 @ 85,008 | 85,600 | 85,088 ! 85,008 ¢} 05,809 | 5,800 ! 85,000 | g5,008 | 85,088 : 983,508 !
: ==} ==} == = : ! === : =} j== ' :
CAPITAL FUNDING SDURCES: : ! : : ' ] ' : ' ' ] '
1. SENER FUND (902} {218,508 5,808 | 85,088 ! 5,088 1 5,800 ! 85,080 ! 85,000 ¢ 85,088 | 5,008 ! 83,008 ! 983,500 |
2. H : ' H H : ! ' ! : ' !
. : : : : : i : H : H ' :
H : : : : ! : } H ; ' '
i : ; : ‘ ! : : : i ' H
ToTAL v 218,500 @ 83,008 85,808 ! 85,088 ! 63,088 ! 85,690 | 5,000 ! 5,800 ! 85,008 85,000 | 983,508 |
H ' ! ; = : : : =
: ! : ' ' : ' ; :
' H ' H ] : i ' '

SESSEE:

=







CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
Date: @B/24/88 Requesting Department: PUBLIC WORKS/WASTEWATER

Account Number: 902-837105-908523-00000 Project Title: AIR SCRUBBER MODIFICATIONS
(ODOR CONTROL)
Description, Justification, Funding:

For sewage conditioning to help eliminate hydrogen sulfide gas which causes sewer line
deterioration in the main line interceptor and odor complaints being received by the plant.
The funds will be used for equipment and construction needed for this project. The most
effective way of eliminating this problem is still under consideration. Several methods have
been sugested and appear feasible. One may include the construction of an air injector in the
area if the City Shops on the River Road interceptor to impede the septic conditions within
this line.

Impact on Operating Budget:

H 1989 ¢ 1998 ¢ 1991 } 1992 ¢ 1993 | 1994 ¢ 1999 : 1996 | 1991 14 1398 i T0TAL
CAPITAL COST: H : i H : : H : : : :
ENGINEERING/DESIGN : 408 : : : : : : : H : 400
LAND ACOUISITION : i ; ' | : : { : : :
CONSTRUCTION i 3,600 | : : . : ' i : ' } 3,000
OTHER : 21,008 | H : : ) : : : ! b 21,8089
b i : . ; : : : : H H
' : i 4 ‘ ' ! H ' d i
TDTAL i 25,008 i : : i : H H ' : 25,008
CAPITAL FUNDING SOURCES: : ! H H : : : : H : :
1. SEWER FUND (782) : 25,804 | ' : : ) i : : : : 25,000
2 H : : : H ' : ; : : :
3. b : i : : : } i : : H
b : ; : ; : { i H : H
H ' i ' : ; i i H H H
TOTAL : 25,008 H : : H i i : i : 25,908
’ i=== o = {===zzz=sz===) {=nzz tz=z= ! H ! ===
OPERATING COST : i ' : i H : | : : :
GPERATING REVENUE H : H ; : i : : : ! :
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CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
19879 BUDGET

LONG RANGE FINANCIAL PROJECTIONS

This section includes summary data from the leng range financial
projections for the General Fund, Water Fund, Sanitation Fund,

Sewer Fund, and Equipment Fund.

The detail level assumptions for these projections are available
in the Public Works and Finance departments. The following sum-—
marizes the major assumptions included in all projections.

o Revenues are projected individually for each fund.

The major revenues in the General Fund are city sales tax
(5.9% growth rate), city use tax (alternating pattern with
1.74 growth), city's share of county sales tax (34 growth
rate), property tax (1.74 growth rate); other local revenues
and revenue from other governments are based on individual
projections which vary greatly among the large number of
SOUrces.

The utility funds primary revenue sources are fees for ser-—
vices., Rate increases are shown in the years anticipated
(i.e., RI-10% means rate increase of 10%}.

The equipment fund revenues are based primarily on the sched-
uled annual accruals required to accumulate sufficient funds
to replace obsolete and worn out equipment.

o Regular operating expenses are projected to grow 47Z annually
in all the projections.

o Capital expenses are projected by identifying individual
projects in each future year.

The projections are used during the budget preparation process
to evaluate the impacts of changes in revenue and expenditure
patterns. Philosophically, by including budget proposals into
the ten year projections the management team can determine fu-
ture impacts on fund balances. Mechanically, the goal is to
maintain the year ending projected fund balances at ap-—
proximately the same level as the projected minimum working
capital regquirement. Actuwal projection results during the bud-
get preparation process lead the management team to take these
actions singly or in combination; when fund balance is exceeding
working capital requirements, reduce taxes/fees or increase ser-—
vices; when fund balance is declining below working capital re-—
quirements, reduce services or increase taxes/fees.
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CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT POLICIES

ORGANIZATION & RESPONSIBILITIES
A. CHARTER

The municipal government provided by the Charter is the
Council-Manager form. It combines the political leadership of
the elected City Council, with the managerial experience of
the City Mamager. The City Charter, as limited by the State
Constitution or as otherwise defined in City Ordinances, des-—
ignates the powers and authority of both the City Council and
City Manager.

B. CITY CDUNCIL

The seven members of the City Council are chosen biannually
for staggered four year terms in non—-partisan elections. The
Council selects one of its members as Council President, re-—
ferred to as Mayor, for a one year term.

C. CITY MANAGER

The City Manager serves at the pleasure of the Council. The
City Manager 1is responsible for providing administrative sup-
port, direction and interpretation of Council policies to the
City Departments.

The City Manager prepares a budget proposal Ffor Council
action, serves as the Council’'s chief adviser, recruits and
hires the City’'s staff, and ensures that Council programs are
carried out.

D. FINANCE DIRECTOR

The Finance Director, appointed by the City Manager, serves
as one of the executive managers which support the City Man-—
ager. The Finance Director is responsible for providing ad-
ministrative and operational support, control amnd direction
for the management of the City's finances.

The Finance Director develops financial management policies,
prepares long range financial plans, prepares budget proposal
documents, administers the budget, and mamages the investment
of City monies.
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CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT POLICIES

BUDGET PREPARATION
a. POLICY
The budget will be based on a diversified, <flexible revenue
plan and an expenditure plan that minimizes costs to the
lowest cost consistent with maintaining basic services and
infrastructure. Every attempt is made to relate the budget

to the short and long term goals of the Council. Formal
documents will include a Ten Year Capital Improvements Plan,
Revenue Plan and Budget Plan.

B. PUBLIC NOTICE

Around November 1st of each year, the City Manager submits a
proposed budget for the next budget year to the City Council
with an explanatory message. The proposed budget provides a
complete financial plan for each fund that includes appropri-
ate financial statements showing comparative figures for the
last complete fiscal year, comparative figures for the cur-
rent year, and the City Manager's recommendation for the en-—
suing year.

The budget estimates are open to the public for inspection
and a limited number of copies are made available. Around
the 15th of November, the City Council conducts a public
hearing on the proposed budget and the adoption of the prop-
erty tax mill levy. After the public hearing, and before
December 31st each year, the Council adopts the budget.

C. PREPARATION GUIDELINES

The budget preparation guide will be issued annually to each
department. It will contain instructions for submission of
budget requests, and the budget schedule. Both the zero
based line item method and the program method of budgeting
are used.

D. REVENUES

Detail revenue estimates will be consolidated to produce the
annual Revenue Book. As part of the budget process, depart-
ments prepare fee schedules and estimate revenue. The City
imposes a number of taxes, service fees, and miscellaneous
licenses fees. Additionally, the City receives various types
of revenues from the County, State, and Federal governments.
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CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
FINANCIAL MANABEMENT POLICIES

EXPENDITURES

1=

OPERATING EXPENDITURES

Departments develop an initial operating budget using zero
base line item techniques. Program budgets are prepared to
evaluate the cost/benefit, effectiveness, and performance
in provision of services.

2.

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

a. DEFINITION OF CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT

Capital Improvements are those projects whose cost is
expec ted to exceed $10,000 and where the life
expectancy of the asset exceeds one vyear. Routine
maintenance and preservation of the value of City
structures and infrastructures are not capital improve-
ments and will be funded in the operating budget.

b. CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN

Requests will be consolidated to prepare a ten vyear
capital improvement projects plan. Projects will be
prioritized using these guidelines.

Essential: based on current safety, useability, or

condition of existing or reguired assets.

Needed: based on future safety, wuseability, or con-
dition of existing or required assets.

Desirable: based on service improvements or additions.

c. FINANCING

Funds for projects will be budgeted and appropriated on
an annual basis. Enterprise and Internal Service
Funds must finance their projects without direct
subsidy from the General Fund, unless specifically au-
thorized. Sources of funds for all capital projects,
including construction and acquisition of structures
and infrastructures; will be reviewed in this order.

Current revenue
For other than major construction projects, this is
the preferred source.

Fund_balance

The General Fund, Internal Service Funds, and Enter-
priszse Funds will determine the fund balance amount
available for Capital Improvements by taking Unappro-
priated Fund Balance less the Working Capital Reserve.
This remaining amount, while available for capital im-
provements, will be divided by three (3) to determine
the amount that can be spent in any one vyear.

3



CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT POLICIES

General obligation bonds
Use will be limited to major capital projects and re-
guires Voter approval.

Revenue bonds
Use will be limited to major capital projects and re-
guires Council approval.

Lease/purchase agreements
Use will be limited to capital projects and reguires

City Manager approval.

F. BALANCING GUIDELINES

1.

2.

GENERAL PROCEDURES

a. Initially, each fund will be balanced separately.
Subsidies between funds will require Council approval.

b. For 2ach fund, combined proposed operating and
capital costs cannot exceed projected revenues, un-—
less otherwise authorized.

C Ten year long range financial projections will be
prepared for major funds and used to minimize poten-

tial, adverse, future impacts of the proposed budget.

CONTINGENCY RESERVES

Only minimal +unds will be appropriated to respond to
unanticipated needs, revenue shortfalls or emergencies.

a. DEPARTMENTAL CONTINGENCIES
Departments will not budget contingency funds.

b. CITY CONTINGENCY FUNDS

FEach year’'s budget will contain contingency funds in an
amount deemed appropriate by the City Manager and Coun-
cil. These funds will be allocated primarily for
one—~time, non-recurring unplanned costs when approved
by the express written consent of the City Manager .

c. WORKING CAPITAL RESERVES

The General, Intergovernmental Service, and Enter-
prise Funds will each maintain a minimum unappropriated
balance. Annually, the Finance Director and City Man-

ager shall determine minimum balance needed +or each
fund based on cash flow needs and a minimum amount for
a catastrophe reserve.



CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT POLICIES

3. GENERAL FUND

The General Fund is a single fund and is used to support
all general government operations. It supports adminis—
tration, parks & recreation, police, +ire, and public
works for streets.

a. Revenue will be generated by taxes, fees, and re-
ceipt of revenues from other governments.

b. Any transfers from the general fund to other funds
shall be aveoided unless authorized by City Council.

C. An annual review of taxes, fees, and revenues from
other governments will be conducted to determine what
changes should be made to cover operating costs and
create retained earnings sufficient to finance capital
improvements.

d. Administrative fees will be charged to other Funds
for services provided by the General Fund. The City
Manager and Finance Director will determine rates annu-
ally. Imposition of such charges on any {fund requiring
a subsidy from the General Fund will be determined by
the City Manager.

4. ENTERPRISE FUNDS

These operations are financed and operated similar to
private business enterprises. There are currently eight
such funds: Water, Sanitation, Two Rivers Plaza, Swim-
ming Pools, Lincoln Park Gol+ Course, Tiara Rado Golf
Course, Cemetery and Parking Authority. The City also
aoperates the City of Grand Junction/Mesa County,
Colorado, Joint Sewer System.

3. Revenue will be created by sale of goods and ser-—
vices or receipt of dedicated revenues to provide for
operations.

b. Any subsidies to, or transfers +rom, enterprise
funds shall be avoided unless authorized by City Coun-
cil.

C. An annual review of license, permit, and user fees

will be conducted by fund managers to determine what
fees should be charged to recover operating costs and

create adequate retained earnings to finmance capital
improvements. Surveys will be conducted annually to
determine if charges are reasonable and competitive

with other municipalities and like activities in the
private sector.
35



CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT POLICIES

d. Administrative fees will be charged to Enterprise
Funds for services provided by the General Fund. Rates
will be reviewed annually by the City Manager. Imposi-
tion of such charges on funds requiring a subsidy from
the General Fund will be specified by the City Manager.

e. Capital asset acquisition or replacement will be
tunded with retained earnings or directly from operat-—
ing revenues, unless otherwise authorized by Council.

f. Operating costs shall be funded from operating rev-
enues.

S. INTERNAL SERVICE FUNDS

There are currently five Internal Service Funds: Stores &
Printing, 911 Communications, Information Services, Work-
ers Compensation Self Insurance Fund and Equipment. This
fund classification accounts for resources provided by
centralized service functions to departments.

a. Revenues will cover the cost of operations.

b. Charges +For Internal Service goods or services
will be based on appropriate wunits of measure at
pre-established standard rates.

C. Standard rates will be reviewed annually, during
the preparation of the amnual budget, to determine if
charges are reasonable and competitive with other mu-—
nicipalities and like activities in the private sector.

d. Administrative Charges will be made to Internal
Service Funds for services provided by the 0General
Fund. Rates will be reviewed annually by the City

Manager.

e. Capital asset acquisition or replacement will be
funded from retained earnings or current operating rev-
enues.

f. Operating costs shall be funded from operating rev-
enues.

6. SPECIAL REVENUE FUNDS

There are currently six such funds: Parkland Expan-
sion, DDA Tax Increment, Downtown Development Authority,
Parking Meter, Economic Development, and Golf Course Ex-—
pansion. This class of funds has been used to account for
specific revenue sources that are restricted to expendi-
tures for specific purposes.

6



CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT POLICIES

a. Each of these funds has specifically designated
revenue sources. These revenues cannot be diverted to
any other funds for any reason.

b. Subsidies to Special Revenue Funds shall be
avoided unless specifically approved by City Council.

= Administrative charges to Special Revenue Funds
shall be within the guidelines defined by the revenue
source. Each fund is required to be budgeted annually.

7. TRUST AND AGENCY FUNDS

Currently, there are six Trust and Agency Funds: Spe-
cial Assessment Districts Sinking, Pool Board, Orchard
Mesa Cemetery Perpetual Care, Parks Improvement Advisory
Board, Sewer and Water Districts Clearing Account and the
Special Assessment Districts Clearing Fund. Trust and
Agency Funds are used to account for assets held by the
City in a trustee capacity or as an agent for individuals,
private organizations, other governments, and/or other
funds. These include Expendable Trust, Nonexpendable
Trust, and Agency Funds.

a. Each of these funds have specifically designated
revenue sources. These revenues cannot be diverted to
any other fund for any reason.

b. Any subsidies to Trust and Agency Funds shall be
avoided unless specifically approved by Council.

s Administrative charges to Trust and Agency Funds
shall be within the guidelines defimed by the entity or
individual for which the City is acting as agent. There
is no requirement for these funds to be budgeted annu-
ally.

8. SPECIAL ASSESSMENT FUNDS

The City has the pawer to construct or install special
or local improvements of every character within des—
ignated districts in the City on petition of the majority
of the property owners in the designated district.

a. Each of these funds has specifically designated
revenue sources. These revenues cannot be diverted to
any other fund for any reason.

b. Any subsidies to these funds shall be avoided
unless specifically approved by Council.
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9. DEBT SERVICE FUNDS

There are two Debt Service Funds: General Debt Service
Fund and Downtown Development Authority Reserve Debt Ser-
vice Fund. Debt service funds are used to account faor

those monies which are being accumulated for long term
principal and interest payments maturing in future years.
Enterprise Fund debt and Internal Service Fund debt are
accounted for within their respective funds.

a. Each of these funds has specifically designated
revenue sources; the General Debt Service Fund is
supported by transfers from the General Fund, The
Downtown Developmenit Authority Reserve Debt Service
Fund is supported by tax increment district prop-
erty taxes (tax 1lncrement district property taxes
are restricted to debt service purposes).

b. Subsidies to Debt Service Funds shall he avoided,
unless specifically authorized by the City Council.

€. No administrative charges shall be made to these
funds. Each fund must be budgeted annually.

1¢0. CAPITAL PROJECTS FUNDS

Currently, two Capital Prpjects Funds exist: Street and
Alley Improvement Fund and Horizon/Patterson Road Fund.
Capital Projects Funds are used to account for the acqui-
sition or construction of major capital Ffacilities, ex-—
cluding projects financed by Trust and Agency Funds.

a. Each of these funds has specifically designated
funding sources as authorized by City Council.

b. Subsidies to Capital Projects Funds routinely oc-
tur, but must be approved by City Council.

c. These Funds are naormally exempt from administrative
charges.
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CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT POLICIES

BUDGET ADMINISTRATION

a.

REVENUE MANAGEMENT
1. POLICY

Adequate systems for collecting, recording, and re-—
porting revenues will be developed and maintained; an
aggressive policy of prompt, efficient collection of
taxes, fees, and other types of revenue will be Ffol-
lowed.

2. COLLECTIDON FUNCTIDNS

a. COLLECTION AGENCIES
Annually, the performance of each collection agency
will be reviewed and evaluated for effectiveness.

b. ADMINISTRATIVE FEES

The Finance Director shall have the authority to im-
pose administrative fees, including but not limited
to short check fees, late payment charges, interest
charges, etc.

3. S0URCES & DISTRIBUTION OF REVEMUE

a. BSALES AND USE TAX REVENUE

City Sales and Use Tax rate is 2.735%. The City re-
ceives 32% of the second cent of the Mesa County
Sales Tax.

Sales and use tax revenues shall be directed to the
General Fund; annual requirements fotr interest and
principal for general obligation debt and debt guar-—
anteed by these revenue sources will take first pri-
ority.

b. PROPERTY TAX

The City property tax rate is 46.10 mills. All prop-
erty tax revenues shall be directed to the General
Fund; debt guaranteed by this revenue source will

take first priority.

c. SERVICE RELATED REVENUE

Whenever possible, revenue derived from direct
services will be allocated to wholly or partially
fund their cost.
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CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT POLICIES

d. REVENUE FROM OTHER GOVERNMENTS

Lottery funds

Colorado Lottery proceeds will be put into this
fund. It will be budgeted annually as a special
revenue fund; the fund balance shall include funds
received +from the state, interest earned, accumu-
lated but unexpended funds, and other funds the City
designates. Ffunds will be allocated in confaormance
with state legislation as distinct capital improve-—
ment projects.

Grants
Grants are received from various sources. If re-
stricted uses are specified, the Finance department

will take all necessary steps to assure proper use
of funds.

Highway users trust {fund

The State of Colorade provides funds Ffrom the
Highway Users Trust fund annually. Funds are re-
stricted to street maintainance or construction.

Other
In addition to the above revenues, the City re-
ceives other revenues from the State and County.

e. CONTRIBUTIONS

The City will accept contributions that enhance the
City's ability to provide services. Prior to ac-
ceptance, the City will carefully and diligently
consider any conditions or covenants associated to a
specific contribution, especially items such as
building, land, and equipment which create recurring
operating expenses.

EXPENDITURE MANAGEMENT
1. POLICY

Adequate systems for recording, controlling, and re-
porting expenses will be developed and maintained using
generally accepted accounting procedures. Purchasing,
Risk Management and Personnel practices will be reviewed
annually to assure control of expenditures. Financial
records will be audited each fiscal year by a certified
public accounting firm.
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2. ACCOUNTING PRACTICES

The Charter and Code of the City of Grand Junction,
State of Colorade statutes and federal laws and regula-
tions will be followed where they apply to the City's
financial activities. The official source of financial
information 1is the central accounting system as operated
and maintained by the Finance Department. Accounting
records will be maintained on a basis consistent with
standards for local government accounting; all expenses
that can be capitalized under these standards will be
charged to the related project.

3. PURCHASING PRACTICES

a. PURCHASING GUIDE

The Purchasing Policies and Procedures Manual sets
forth the policies and procedures to be followed when
expending City funds. The manual contains provisions
governing purchase orders, bids, use of petty cash,
and other purchasing activities.

b. LEASE/PURCHASE

Lease purchase will be considered only when the use-
ful life of the item to be purchased is equal to or
exceeds the length of the lease. I+ the item may be-—
come technically obsolete or is likely to require
major repair during the lease purchase period, then
the item may be either purchased outright or leased.

c. YEAR-END EXPENDITURE CUT-OFF

The year—-end cut—-off date for processing routine Pur-
chase Requisitions will be December 13th for expense
items or services to be physically received by Decem-—
ber 31st and expended within the current fiscal vyear.

4. INSURANCE & RISK MANAGEMENT PRACTICES

The Risk Manager is responsible for administration of
insurance programs; insurance services will be bid every
three vyears. The City is a member of the Colorado
Intergovernmental Risk Sharing Aagency through whom
general liability insuranmce is purchased with a deduct-
ible of $50,000. Workmans Compensation Insurance is
provided by a self insurance program. The Risk Manager
supervises loss control and safety programs to minimize
losses and maximize employee safety awareness.

11
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S. AUDITING PRACTICES

The audit services contract will be evaluated at least
every three (3) years. An extension of up to two (2)
years beyond original term may be negotiated at the dis-
cretion of the Finance Director, with approval of the
City Manager.

External audit will be performed annually by an inde-
pendent Certified Public Accounting (CPA) Firm. Finan-
cial statements, including the independent auditor’'s
opinion on those statements, will be issued annually.

&. INTERFUND CHARGES

a. ADMINISTRATIVE CHARGES, GENERAL FUND
Charges for general {fund services provided to other
funds shall be imposed as approved in the budget.

b. ADMINISTRATIVE CHARGES, WATER FUND

€Charges for utility billing services provided by the
water fund to the sewer and trash funds shall be im-
posed as approved in the budget.

c. IG SERVICE FUND CHARGES
Charges from service funds to other funds shall
be imposed as billed by the service funds.

7. PERSONNEL ADMINISTRATION

a. EMPLOYEE COMPENSATION

The Persaonnel Policies and Procedures Manual includes
policies and procedures for administration of wage
and benetit systems. The manual also contains provi-
sions governing appointment, promotion, transfer,
disciplinary actions, layoff, dismissal, and other
conditions of employment.

b. INSURANCE

Currently, one dental and one general medical plan
are provided. One life insurance program 1is pro-—
vided. All insurance plans are currently managed by

third party administrators.

12
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c. PENSIONS

The authorized pension plans are listed below. Plans
relate to employee groups as indicated. Each is an
independent retirement plan and uses a fund adminis-—
trator appointed by the City or the appropriate board
of directors. The City will provide adequate funding
for City Contributions.

Employee City
Flan Name Type Contribution Contribution
Old Hire Fire 2 10% Varies Annually
0l1d Hire Police Z 10% Varies Annually
New Hire Fire 1 B% B%
New Hire Police 1 B% 8%
Rank Esc. Fire 1 0% -y A
Rank Esc. Police 1 Q% &%
Executive 1 ? to 15.85% L
Supplemental 1 37 Ky
Deferred Comp. 3 3 to 9% 2 to S%
Types: 1) Defined Contribution

2) Defined Benefit
3) Deferred Compensation

13
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MONEY MANAGEMENT
A. POLICY

The first priority for use of excess funds shall be ta main-
tain adequate reserves in highly liquid form. When evaluat-
ing the best use of excess funds generated by cash flow or
fund balance both investment oppurtunities and debt retire-
ment will be considered. Decisions will be based on rate of
return, duration of use, and risk.

B. BANKING PRACTICES

Banking services contracts will be evaluated at least every
three (3) years. An extension of up to two (2) years be-—
yond original term may be negotiated at the discretion of
the Finance Director, with the approval of the City Manager.

C. RESERVE PRACTICES
1. WORKING CAPITAL RESERVES

The General Fund, Intergovernmental Service Funds, and
Enterprise Funds will each strive to maintain a
minimum unappropriated balance. Cash flow will be ac-
tively analyzed and managed to determine the minimum bal-
ance needed for each fund. To the extent possible, cash
will be retained in bank accounts that bear interest.

2. PLANT INVESTMENT RESERVES

Plant investment reserves will be developed and main-
tained for both Water and Sewer Funds.

3. DEBT RESERVES

Debt reserves are established to protect bond holders
from payment defaults. Adequate debt reserves are es-
sential for maintaining good bond ratings and marketabil-
ity. The amount of debt reserve is establighed by bond
ordinance {for each bond issuance.

D. DEBT ADMINISTRATION
1. EVALUATION OF FINANCIAL RELATIONSHIPS
Relationships with fimancial consultants and underwrit-
ers will be reviewed every three vyears. Communications

with bond rating agencies concerning financial condition
will be maintained regularly.
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2. USE OF LONG-TERM DEBT

Long—term debt will be used only for capital projects;
it will not be used to fund current operations.

3. DEBT PAYMENT

Debt payments shall not extend beyond the estimated use-
ful life of the project being funded.

4, INTERFUND ADVANCES

Interfund advances may be allowed if approved by the

City Council. Interest can be charged at the option of
the Council. If approved, the terms and conditions of
such advances between funds shall be recorded in the

Finance Department as a matter of public record.
INVESTMENT PRACTICES
1. SCOPE

Assets will be invested in accordance with the Charter
(Article 1IX #72), State Statutes (Revised 24-75-&01 to
605) and these policies and administrative procedures.

Excess monies from each fund are pooled for investment
purposes. Investment policies are governed by the "pru-
dent man" rule. The criteria for selecting investments
are 1) safety, 2) liquidity, and 3} vield.

2. OBJECTIVES

The investment portfolio shall be managed in a manner to
attain a market rate of return throughout budgetary and
economic cycles while preserving and protecting capital
in the overall portfolio.

Funds held for future capital projects shall be invested
to produce income to the extent possible to offset in-
creases in construction costs due to inflation. Where
possible, prepayment funds for long-term debt service
shall be invested to ensure a rate of return at least
equal to the interest being paid on the bonds.
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3. DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY
The Finance Director may designate a City investment of-—

ficer to be responsible for iInvestment decisions and ac-—
tivities on a day to day basis. The investment officer

shall maintain written administrative operating
procedures For investment programs, consistent with
these policies. To optimize the return on investment,

the investment officer must actively develop and main-
tain the cash management program.

4. PRUDENCE

The investment officer will use the "prudent man" rule,
which states, "Investments shall be made with judgement
and care, under circumstances then prevailing, which
persons of prudence, discretion and intelligence ex-
ercise in the management of their own affairs, not for
speculation but for investment, considering the probable
safety of their capital as well as the probable income
to be derived." This rule shall be applied in the con-
text ot managing the portflio.

The investment officer, acting in accordance with writ-
ten procedures and exercising due diligence, shall nat
be held personally liable for adverse financial impacts
related to a specific security’'s credit risk or market
price changes, provided deviations are reported immedi-
ately and appropriate action is taken to control adverse
developments.

5. ETHICS AND CONFLICTS OF INTEREST

Officers and emloyees involved in the investment process
shall refrain from personal business activity that could
conflict with proper execution of the investment pro-
gram, or which could impair their ability to make im-
partial investment decisions. Employees and investment
officials shall dislose to the City Manager any material
financial interests in financial institutions that con-—
duct business within this jurisdiction, and they shall
further disclose any large personal financial/investment
positions that could be related to the performance of
the City's portfolio. Employees and officers will
subordinate their personal investment actions to those
of the city, particularly with regard to timing of pur-
chases and sales.
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&. INTERNAL CONTROLS

The Finance Director will create written internal con-
trols, which shall be reviewed annually by the indepen-
dent auditor. The controls shall be designed to pre-
vent loss of public funds due to fraud, employee error,
misrepresentation by third parties, unanticipated market
changes or imprudent action by City employees and of-
ficers.

7. REPDRTIMNG: INTERIM AND ANNUAL

The investment officer shall submit a quarterly invest-
ment report which summarizes recent market conditions,
economic developments and anticipated investment condi-
tions. It will include the investment strategies em-
ployed in that quarter, and describe the portfolio in
terms of securities, risk, maturities, characteristics
and other features. Also, 1t will explain the quarter’'s
and vyear to date total investment return and compare
return with budgetary expectations. An appendix that
discloses all transactions during the past quarter shall
be included. Each report shall indicate any areas of
policy concern and suggested or planned revision of in-
vestment strategies. Copies shall be transmitted to the
independent auditar. Within 40 days after the fiscal
vear end, the investment officer shall prepare a com-
prehensive annual investment program/activity report.
It shall include quarterly comparisons of return,
policy suggestions, and make recommendations for 1m—
proving the investment program.

B. INSTRUMENTS
Assets may be invested in:
a. U.8. Treasury securities;

b. obligations of U.S5. government agencies and instru-
mentalities;

c. fully insured o+ collateralized certificates of
deposit at commercial banks and savings and loans

associations;

d. repurchase agreements collateralized by .S,
Treasury securities;
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9. BANKS AND DEALERS SELECTION

Depositories shall be selected through the city’'s bank-
ing services procurement process, which includes a for-
mal request for proposal issued every three vyears. in
selecting depositories, institutional creditworthiness
shall be considered, and the investment officer shall
comprehensively review prospective depositories’ credit
characteristics and financial history. Banks and sav-
ings & loan associations seeking eligibility for the
City's competitive certificate of deposit purchase pro—-
grams shall submit a completed questionnaire, which
shall be reviewed by the investment officer and Finance
Director. The list of eligible banks and savings & loan
associations will be reported to the City Manager
regularly. For brokers and dealers of government secu—
rities, the investment officer shall select only primary
government securities dealers that report daily to the
New York Federal Reserve Bank, unless a comprehensive
credit and capitalization analysis reveals that other
firms are adequately financed to conduct public busi-
ness. The investment officer shall not conduct business
with any securities dealer with whom or through whom
public entities have paid excessive prices/commissions.

10. DIVERSIFICATION

The City shall diversify its portfolio. Assets held in
the common cash fund and other investment funds shalil be
diversified by maturity, issuer and class of securities.
The investment officer and Finance Director shall deter-
mine and periodically revise the diversification strat-
egies.

11. RISK

The city recognizes that investment risks can result
from issuer defaults, market price changes or technical
complications leading to temporary illiquidity. Portfo-
lio diversification is employed to control risk. No in-
dividual investment transaction shall be undertaken that
jeapardizes the portfolio’'s total overall capital posi-
tion. If default by a specific issuer occurs, the in-
vestment officer shall review and, if appropriate, lig-—
uidate securities having a caomparable credit risk.

12. MATURITIES OF THE INVESTMENT PORTFOLIO

Assets shall be invested in instruments whose weighted
maturity average ensures reasonable liquidity.
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13. SAFEKEEPING AND CUSTODY

To protect against potential fraud and embezzlement,
City assets shall be secured through third-party custody
and safekeeping procedures. Bearer instruments shall be
held only through third-party institutions. Investment
officials shall be bonded to protect the public against
possible embezzelment and malfeasance. Collateralized
securities such as repurchase agreements shall be pur-
chased using the delivery vs. payment procedure.

19






