CITY OF FRANKLIN
COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE MEETING
MONDAY, JANUARY 9, 2012, 6:30 P.M.
COMMON COUNCIL CHAMBERS, FRANKLIN CITY HALL
9229 W. LOOMIS ROAD, FRANKLIN, WISCONSIN

AGENDA
L. Call to Order and Roll Call
II. Business
A. Proposed policy relative to sewer extension and cost recovery for the Ryan

Creek Interceptor Public Sanitary Sewer Project and currently unsewered
public sanitary sewer service areas in the City.

B. Ordinance to repeal the Office of Director of Finance and Treasurer, to
create the Office of Treasurer, and to amend the Municipal Code as it
pertains to such positions.

C. Wisconsin Act 97 regarding closing hours for Class “A” Establishments-
consideration of amending Franklin Municipal Code to prohibit Class “A”
fermented malt beverage sales from 12 midnight to 6:00 a.m. (sales
currently prohibited from 9:00 p.m. to 8:00 a.m., per Franklin Municipal
Code).

1. Adjournment

[Note: Upon reasonable notice, efforts will be made to accommodate the needs of disabled individuals through appropriate aids and
services. For additional information, contact the City Clerk’s office at (414) 425-7500.]



APPROVAL

Yur

REQUEST FOR
COUNCIL ACTION

MEETING DATE
January 9, 2012
Committee of the Whole

REPORTS AND
RECOMMENDATIONS

Proposed policy relative to sewer extension and cost
recovery for the Ryan Creek Interceptor Public Sanitary
Sewer Project and currently unsewered public sanitary
sewer service areas in the City

ITEM NUMBER

The Common Council referred this matter at its regular meeting on December 6, 2011. Attached is a copy of a
report from the City’s consultant upon the subject, a memo from the City Engineer and a draft needs assessment
from the City’s consultant. Also attached is a rough draft of an ordinance pursuant to the status of the staff and

consultant review of the subject matter.

pertains to impact fees will require a public hearing.

COUNCIL ACTION REQUESTED

As the Common Council may determine appropriate.

The ordinance provisions pertaining to amending the Code as it
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December 15, 2010

Common Couneil

City of Franklin

9229 West Loomis Road
Franklin, WI 53132

RE:  Sewer Extension Cost Recovery Policy

Dear Common Council Members:

As authorized, Ruekert/Mielke has prepared an initial proposed sewer extension and cost
recovery policy for review, consideration and direction from the Common Council. We have
reviewed the City’s existing policies as well as example policies from other municipalities,
outlined the key issues, and prepared the inifial outline of a proposed policy, as described

below.

Conmponents of a Sewer Extension Cost Recovery Policy

The key components that need to be addressed in a sewer extension cost recovery policy are as
follows:

» Connection policy — under what circumstances and terms will properties with available
sewer service be required to conneet to the system.

¢ Initial financing — under what circumstances and to what extent will the City be willing
to provide any upfront financing of new sewer extensions,

» Terms of cost recovery for developers - when a developer is required to provide upfront
financing for a sewer extension that will ultimately serve a larger area than the initial
development, under what terms and conditions will the City reimburse the developer for
a portion of the initial costs.

* Use of special assessments and/or impact fees — For areas outside of an initial
development that triggers a sewer extension, how will special assessments and/or
impact fees be used to collect the appropriate portion of the costs from each property
served.

s Deferral of special assessments — If special agsessments are levied, under what terms
and conditions will assessments be deferred.

Issues and Alternatives

The following sections outline the City’s current policies, important considerations and
suggested alternatives for each of the components of & sewer extension cost recovery policy.

~3892076 Sewer Extension Cost Recovery Policy » 100 Swdy > Correspondence > City of Franklin Common Council Members 20101215
Sewer Extension Cost Recovery Policy.doc-
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1. Connection policy
a. Current policies:

i. Sewer (§190-22) - within one year of notice that sewer is available,

unless building is > 400 feet from the main
ii, Water — no connection requirenient
b. Issues:

i. It may be necessary and reasonable to require connection within a certain
period of time if sewer is extended to an existing subdivision,
particularly if there are failing septic systems.

ii. Requiring connection of large parcels and working farms may force
premature development
¢. Wisconsin Statutes 281.45 — municipalities may require connection to sewer and
water, but do not have to require connection.
d. Suggested poiicies:

i. Alternative | — defer until subdivision or other development for vacant
properties and as long as the building has a working onsite system for
developed properties

1i. Alternative 2 — same as sbove, except require connection within 1 year
of sewer becoming availabie for all properties in a subdivision within
which the majority of property owners petition for sewer service

2. Initial financing
a. Current policies:
i. Water extensions (§207-23)
1. City may finance if there is an immediate public need and fuads
are available, or the project otherwise benefits the City
2. Landowner finances if there is no immediate public need or funds
are not available
iil. Sewer extensions — no written policy, but a similar policy in practice.
Sewer extensions have lypically been in response to failing septic
systems in subdivisions. The City has financed the project and levied
special assessments up to a maximum amount, with the remainder
funded by the sewer connection fee.
b. Issues:
i. Depending on the location, the sewer extension could be very costly
ii. How much risk does the City want to take in order to sapport economic
development?
ii. Where would funds come from to carry the costs if the Cily finances any
of these extensions?
iv. It may be desirable to have a consistent policy for all projects.
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¢. Suggested policies:

i. Alternative 1 — City requires developer and/or abutting property owners
to finance the entire cost of any extensions requested by developers; City
finances the cost if the City decides to provide an extension on its own
imitiative or at the request of existing developed properties.

ii. Alternative 2 — Developer finances the §-inch or 12-inch equivalent on
all projects and the City finances the oversize costs; City finances the 8-
inch or 12-inch equivalent cost only if the City decides to provide an
extension on is own initiative or at the request of existing developed
properties.

3. Terms of cost recovery for developers
a. Current policies:
1. Water extensions (§207-23)
1. Reimbursed without interest
2. Oversize cost is reimbursed in 5 annual installments
3. Nonoversize portion is reimbursed as abutling property owners
connect, for a period of no more than 15 years
4. Later connections pay for the actual 8” or 12 equivalent cost for
the main, with no maximum.
i, Sewer extensions — usually not developer driven. City finances the
project and levies special assessments, up to a pre-determined maximum.
b. Issues:
i. Should the amount and timing of reimbursement be fixed or only cccur
as abutting properties connect?
it. Should there be a maximum time limit for reimbursements?
c. Suggested policies:
i. Alernative 1 — Only reimburse the developer as abuiting properties
connect and/or there is impact fee/connection fee funding available
ii. Alternative 2 — Reimburse the oversize cost on a fixed schedule, similar
io the water main extension policy, and reimburse the nonoversize cost
as abutting property owners connect, up to a period of 15 years.

4. Special assessment or impact fees
a. Current policies!
i. Sewer — combination of assessments and connection fees. Ordinance
does not detail specific policies.
il. Water (§207-23)

1. 8-inch equivalent — special assessment or reimbursement from
connecting property owners in accordance with PSC water main
extension rules

2. QOversize cost — water impact fee




Municipal Economics & Planning W2 N2080 Ridgevie Paskway

A divisivn of Raivkert Slicthe Wagkeshg, WISHIER
Econamic, Fisead & Manning Uensoltants for Lowrl Governments (2833 542-5733
Fay: (262) 542-5831
Letter to Commeon Council Members et ruake-rieike om
December 15, 2010
Page 4
b. [ssues:

1. Special assessments
1. Lien on the property
2. Can be coilected immediately or deferred unti! sale, subdivision,
connection, rezoning, etc.
Can ailow for installment payments
4. Have to go through the report and hearing process for each new
project
5. Would need to do an area-wide assessment based on acreage or
RECs or a similar method if assessing the entire cost of trunk
sewers. This could result in 2 “stacking effect” where properties
on the upstream end of the system could end up paying for
multiple assessments if oversize costs are assessed
ii. Impact/ connection fees
Not a lien on the property
Cannot be collected until time of connection or buiiding permit
Does not allow for instaliment payments
Could establish impact / connection fees for the entire area with a
single report and public hearing
5. Could have a uniform charge throughout the entire area
¢. Suggested policies:
i. Alternative | — special assess for the 8-inch or 12-inch equivalent with
an impact / connection fee for the oversize costs
ii. Alternative 2 — use impact fees for the entire cost

L

5. Deferral policy for special assessments
a. Current policies for deferral of assessments (§207-15):
i. Undeveloped/vacant properties > 2.5 acres and > 330 feet of [rontage
ii, Properties > 2.5 acres with one residential dwelling that is an excessive
distance from the sewer or water mains
iti. Deferral, for the shorter of 10 years or until connection, of up to 300 feet
of frontage for water assessments if the property abuts a transmission
line, is used for residential purposes and has an adequate water supply
iv, Deferral until sale, connection or up to 10 years for sanitary sewer or
water assessments for property zoned 1-1 Institutional District.
b. Issues:
i. Don’t want to force sale and development of large parcels and farms.
if. Could potentiaily allow & single residential building on a large parcel to
connect without requiring payment of the entire assessment or fee.
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¢. Suggested policies:

1. Alternative 1 — deferral of entire assessment until subdivision,
construction of improvements or connection, then require payment of the
entire assessment

il. Alternative 2 - deferral of entire assessment until subdivision,
construction of improvements or connection. If the triggering event
involves the development of the property (i.e. subdivision}, require
payment of the entire assessment. [f the triggering event is the
comection of a single residence on a large parcel that could be further
subdivided, only require payment of a minimum amount related fo
serving that single dwelling unit (i.e. a minimum amount of frontage or a
single REC).

Initial Pronosed Policy

After review of the City’s existing policies and other example policies and consideration of the
issues and alternatives described above, an initial proposed sewer extension cost recovery
policy has been developed for consideration and direction by the City Council. The proposed
policy accounts for the fact that there will be different types of sewer extensions. Sewer
extensions in the Ryan Creek Interceptor service area will be primarily driven by new
development. However, in other situations, there will be City-driven sewer extensions, for
example those to serve existing subdivisions with failing septic systems. These different types
of extensions require different treatment, and the City’s policy must account for both situations.
The following sections deseribe the proposed policy for developer-driven extensions and City-
driven extensions,

1. Developer-driven extensions

a. Connection — connection is not required until the property is subdivided or
developed, unless the septic system fails.

b. Initial financing — The entire cost of the extension is initially financed by the
landowner(s) or developer(s), including oversize costs,

¢. Terms of developer cost-recovery — Properties that connect to the extension
within & certain  period of time are required lo reimburse the
developer/landowner for the equivalent cost of the minimum diameter main
needed to serve their development, up to a maximum amount per front foot, as
established from time to time by the City. Any costs in excess of the maximum
potential reimbursement from connecting properties (the oversize cost) is
reimbursed to the developer/landowner in 5 equal annual installments, if funds
are available, All costs are reimbursed without interest.

d. Use of special assessments / impact fees — No special assessments are imposed on
the abutting properties, since these properties are required to reimburse the
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developer. A uniform impact fee is imposed over the entire Ryan Creek
Interceptor service area to cover the oversize costs of all anticipated future trunk
sewer extensions. The existing sewer connection fee remains in place for the
area currently provided with sewer service.

e. Deferral of special assessments — not applicable to developer-driven mains.

[

City-driven extensions

a. Comnmection ~ Extensions are not undertaken by the City unless a majority of the
property owners in the area served want the connection. Therefore, if the city
extends sewer, abuiting property owners are required to connect within one year,
unless the building an excessive distance from the main.

b. Initial financing - City may finance if there is an immediate public need and funds
are available, or the project otherwise benefits the City.

¢. Terms of developer cost-recovery — Not applicable to City-driven and financed
mains.

d. Use of special assessments / impact fees — If the City extends and finances a main
to serve an area where the majority of the property owners want sewer service,
special assessments will be levied for the minimum diameter main needed to
serve the abutting properties, up to a maximum amount per front foot, as
established from time to time by the City. A uniform impact fee will be
imposed over the entire Ryan Creek Iuterceptor service area to cover the
oversize costs of all anticipated future trunk sewer extensions. The existing
sewer connection fee remains in place for the area currently provided with sewer
service,

¢. Deferral of special assessments — Special assessments are deferred until
connection, subdivision or other development of the property.

This is an initial proposed policy, intended as discussion points for the Council to consider and

provide direction on the overall policy. After the overall policy is agreed to, the specific
ordinance language and finer details can be drafted for the Council’s consideration.

Respectfully submitted,
é’fg/’if/u '
tflﬁzstine A. Cramer, M.U.P.

Sentor Economic Consultant

CAC:ifc



MEMORANDU M FROM ENGINEERING

DATE:

TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

November 3, 2011
Files
John M. Bennett, P.E., City Engineer

REVIEW OF SEWER EXTENSION POLICY (RCI — LETTER DATED
DECEMBER 15, 2010 FROM MUNICIPAL ECONOMICS & PLANNING

The following are my recommendations for a RCI sewer extension policy:

A. Connection Policy — As most of the land in the RCI area is undeveloped parcels, it is
recommended that a policy be developed specifically for this area.

1. That if a sanitary sewer is extended by a property owner (developer) at his

expense and that sewer extension abuts an existing dwelling, that dwelling shall
not be required to connect to the sanitary sewer as long as it has a working onsite
system,

That if a sanitary sewer is determined to be necessary to serve the abutting
property owners and either 50 percent or more of the property owners have
requested said extension or if the Common Council has determined a
demonstrated health problem due to the lack of sanitary sewer, the Common
Council may determine that sanitary sewer be extended through the method of
special assessment. In the situation of the extension of sanitary sewer by special
assessment, the existing buildings shall be connected to the sanitary sewer
within one year of notice that sewer is available unless the building is located
400 feet or more from the sanitary sewer.

B. Extension policy should be created very similar to the water extension policy as
foliows:

1. Application, Whenever a landowner or developer desires to extend sanitary

sewer service to land within the City, such landowner or developer may request
that the City construct a sanitary sewer facilities in the following manner;

a. Written application may be made to the City Engineer for a determination of
the size and location of facilities which would be required to serve the area.
in question and such other areas as could reasonably be served by the
sanitary sewer facilities.



b. Within 30 days of the filing of the application, the Engineer shall advise the
landowner or developer of any existing plans of the City for the consiruction
of such facilities.

2. Review of request for advance sanitary sewer extension, If the landowner

desires the City undertake the extension of sewer facilities in advance of the
City/’s extending such facilities, he or she may make a request to the City
Engineer, The City Council may determine whether to allow the construction of
these facilities by the property owner (developer). The following factors shall be
considered in making this deterrmination:

a. The need for this project is primarily for the development of vacant lands.

b. The availability of City staff to supervise and inspect the installation of the
facilities.

¢. The availability of City funding to retimburse the landowner or developer of
the oversize costs as determined by the Financial Officer.

C. Financing cost of construction. The cost of any sanitary sewer facilities shall be
financed on the following basis unless otherwise agreed to by the City Council for
reasons which are in its opinion unique to the particular project. The City Council
shall determine whether or not the requested facility would serve an immediate
public need of the City in general and whether funds are available for the requested
extension.

1.

If the City Council determines there is an immediate public need and funds are
available or the proposed project otherwise benefits the existing residents, the
City may proceed with the project as a City public works project installed
through the process of special assessments as set forth in §207-15. The City
shall pay the oversize cost through the sanitary sewer connection fee or sanitary
sewer impact fee account.

If the City Council determines that there is no immediate public need for the
existing residents or funds are not available, the requesting landowner shail
extend the sanitary sewer at his cost including all review and inspection fees.

a. The oversize portion of the facilities (over an eight-inch diameter as
calculated by the City Engineer) based on pipe size only shall be reimbursed
to the requesting landowner in five annual equal payments, beginning
February 15, after the facilities are placed into operation. Reimbursement
shall not include interest. The actual oversize costs shall be calculated on the
difference in the cost of an 8§ inch diameter pipe vs. the actual pipe used —
only material cost will be ntilized in calculating the oversize cost.

b. The non-oversize portion of the facilities shall be reimbursed to the

requesting landowner as the amount is recovered by the City from abutting
property owners as they connect and receive service. The prorated frontape
cost of the non-oversize portion shall be collected from the abutting property
owners and returned to the landowner for a period of not more than 15 years
from the date the facilitics are placed into service. No reimbursement shall



c. be made after the fifteen-yeatr period. Reimbursement shall not include
interest.

D. Items included in cost of construction. The cost of any facilities shall include the
cost of all engineering, inspection, legal, fiscal and other work related to the project.

E. Bond or cash deposit. No facility project shall be allowed unless the requesting
landowner deposits with the City Clerk a bond or cash equal to 110% of the bid of
the successful bidder plus such amount as shall be required in the opinion of the
City Engineer to cover the cost specified in Subsection D above.

F. Other authority retained. Nothing in this section shall deprive the City of the powers
conferred by §§ 66.53 through 66.698, Wis. Stats.

IMB/db

JB/Memo File Review of sewer extension policy (RCI) 2011



RYAN CREEK INTERCEPTOR
SANITARY SEWER SERVICE AREA
SEWER IMPACTFEE -

CITY OF FRANKLIN
MILWAUKEE COUNTY, WISCONSIN
JANUARY/2012 |

RUEKERT/MIELKE
W233 N2080 Ridgeview Parkway
© 2012 Copyright Ruekert & Mielke, Inc. Waukesha, Wisconsin 53188-1020



TABLE OF CONTENTS

INTRODUCTION oo ssssssssss st sssso s o e s 1
BACKGROUND ...c.einirinnisiesrsisssssmsissssssssssssssossns s neens EE S 1
PLANNING AREA 1oveereeterersesessssssssscssessstssosssssss esssmiss s s e 2
AUTHORITY TO IMPOSE IMPACT FEES UNDER WISCONSIN STATUTES .covvvonon 2
EXISTING LAND USE AND DEVELOPMENT ........... S TN 4
FUTURE LAND USE AND DEVELOPMENT ..cpccccree st
INVENTORY OF EXISTING FACILITIES ... T L SR
RECOMMENDED FACILITIES AND ESTIMATED COSTS srervrrersrsenersen S— 4
PROPORTIONATE SHARE OF COST RELATED TO NEW DEVELOPMENT.....cccoc 4
IMPACT FEE VERSUS CONNECTION FEE ....c.oooicviomismsesmsossssssssissesssssssssssssies 5
ALLOCATION OF COSTS.vrorossrsressosmmsssssisssses s e 5
RECOMMENDATION....cooove. st s ane e 6
IMPACT ON HOUSING AFFORDABILITY iibiercvemerseerreeit sssessmsssmsssssessmssssssssssresoes 6
UPDATING THE EXISTING IMPACT FEEORDINANCE wcocovvccsrimeriminiricetosnin 7
PERIODIC REVIEW w..ococovrnsrrren RN I e e e 7
TOC-1
01105412 Ruckert/Mielke

~5892075 Sewer Extension Cost Recovery Policy > 106 Study > Reports > RCI Sanitary Sewer Service Area Sewer Impact Fee 2012.doex~



INTRODUCTION

One of the important functions of local government is to provide for the planning, design,
construction and maintenance of public facilities, such as sanitary sewerage systems, water
supply systems, fire stations, and libraries, needed to serve new lend development. Along with
this function comes the responsibility to finance these public facilities in a manner that is fiscally
sound, equitable and affordable to residents and taxpayers, and within the statitory authority
granted to local municipalities. The question of how to finance public improvements is of
particular importance in areas that are developing rapidly. Sound planning practice requires that
sufficient public facilities be in place before new development is-allowed to occur. Thus, these
facilities are typically designed with excess capacity to accommodate antlc1pated development
and the associated increases in demand, for the next ten to twenty years

Since the future residents and property owners who \‘!111 use the excess capacity are not part of
the community during the construction of such public facilities, existing residents and property
owners may bear more than a proportionate sharé of the cost of facilities needed for new
development. In order to distribute costs more fairly and make new development “pay its own
way”, municipalities have long imposed a variety of fees on new development.

BACKGROUND

The City of Franklin is working with the Metropo!itan Milwaukee Sewerage District (MMSD) to
plan, design and construct the Ryan Creek Interceptor (RCI). The RCI will generally run from
east to west through the southwest quadrant of Franklin and will convey wastewater from the
southwest area of the City, as well as portions of New Berlin and Muskego, to MMSD for
treatment. The RCI will be fanded by the MMSD. However, a number of large diameter “trunk
sewers” (sewers 12 inches or greater in dianieter) will also be needed to convey wastewater from
the sewer basins within the southwcst quadrant of Franklin to the RCI. The planning, design,
construction and funding of these trunk sewers will be the respon51b1l1ty of the City of Franklin
and the landowners: Whme property is benefited by receiving sewer service.

There. are ‘several OptIOhS available to local govemments for the financing and funding of
sapitary sewer 'mprovemem"s._ The three most commonly used funding sources for new sanitary
_sewer mains include developer contributions, special assessments and impact fees. On ___, the
: ':"C‘lty adopted a fundmg policy for sanitary sewer extensions, a copy of which is attached to this
ra;}:ort as Appendix A, To summarize this policy, for properties that connect directly to a trunk
sewet, the cost of th*- minimum diameter sewer that is required to serve these abutting properties
will bepaid for by ‘those properties, either through developer contributions or special assessment.
The “oversized"cost of all trunk sewers (Le. the cost of installing a larger diameter main to
convey wasicwater from the larger basin) will be funded through impact fees collected from
properties in the southwest area of the City as they connect to the sanitary sewer system.

In 2011, the City engaged Ruekert/Mielke to prepare an impact fee study for the cost of the
oversized portion of trunk sewers that will be needed to serve large areas of new development
within the southwest part of the City, This report satisfies the requirements of Wisconsin State
Statute §66.0617, properly allocates the capital costs for the facilities between existing

1
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development and new development, and may be used by the City as the basis for amending 1ts
existing impact fee ordinance.

PLANNING AREA

The planning area for this impact fee study includes the area within the southwest quadrant of the
City of Franklin that will be served with sanitary sewer by the Ryan C_r_‘e’ék Interceptor (Ryan
Creek Interceptor Sanitary Sewer Service Area) the Service Area boundaries are shown on Map
1‘ L -

AUTHORITY TO IMPOSE IMPACT FEES UNDER WISCONSIN STATUTES

In 1993, Wisconsin Act 305 created Section §66.55 (now §66.0617) of the Wiscor'isi_n‘Smmtes}
which provides the authority for cities, villages, and towns to impose impact fee§ on new
development for recovering public facility capital. costs. The statute specifies’ the type of
facilities for which impact fees may be imposed.and prescribes certain procedural requirements
for impact fee ordinances enacted by a municipality. In 2006, the statute was amended by
Wisconsin Acts 203 and 477. In 2008, the statute was agam amended by Wisconsin Act 44,

Procedural Requirements

Prior to enacting or amending. an mdmam,e that 1mposes 1mpact fees, a municipality must
comply with the following procedural reqmrememb

1. Prepare a needs assessment for the pubhc facilities foi which it is anticipated that impact fees
may be zmposed The .publzc facilities ’necds assessment shall include the following:

a. An mventory of exsbtmg public facahhes, including an identification of existing
deficiencies in the quantity or quality 6f those public facilities, for which it is anticipated
that an :mpact fce ma} be 1'ﬂpahed

b, An 1dent1ﬁcat1on of new public facilities, or improvements and expansions of existing
* publit facilities that will be required because of new land development This
identificz *?Ion shall be basPd upon an explicitly identified level of service and standards.

¢. A detailed estlmate of the capital costs of providing the new public facilities or

- improvements and expansions previously mentioned, including an estimate of the

"' cumulative ¢ffect of all proposed and existing impact fees on the availability of
affordable housing within the municipality.

2. The muﬁgéipality must hold a public hearing prior to enacting or amending an impact fee
ordinance. The public facilities needs assessment must be available for public review at least
twenty days before the hearing date.

Managing Impact Fees

Impact fees must be placed in segregated accounts (ocne account for each type of fee). The
impact fees and any interest earned on the fund balance must be expended only for the facilities

2
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for which the fees were imposed. Impact fees may be used to pay directly for project costs, or
may be used to pay for the debt service on bonds issued to finance a project.

In order fo ensure that impact fees are not used to pay for more than the proportionate share of a
facility needed to serve new development, it is important that the public facilities needs
assessment be teferred to when determining the amount of impact fee revenues to apply to
project funding. If a project is changed from what was described in the needs assessment, it may
be necessary to review and update the needs assessment.

Impact fees that are collected but are not used within a reasonable:period of time after collection
must be refunded to the current owner of the property upon which the impact tee was imposed.
Until recently, impact fee law did not specify what constitutes a reasorable time period, only that
a reasonable time period should be based on the planning-and financing periods for each'type of
facility. However, as stated earlier, 2007 Wisconsin.Act 44 amended the impact fet: statute to
imposed specific time limits. The current rules are as follows:

I. Impact fees collected prior to December 3 1, 200’3, must be spent by December 31, 2012.

2. Impact fees collected from January 1, 2003 through April 10, 2006 must be spent by the
first day of the 120™ month beginning after the date on which they were collected. So,
for example, impact fees co]lected on J anuary 2,2003 mus’f be spent by January 1, 2013.

3. Impact fees collected atter Aplﬁ 10, 2006 bt within. 7 years of the effective date of the
ordinance imposing the fees must be spent within 10 years of the effective date of the
ordinance (not within 10 years aﬂm: :_h..,y are collected).

4, Impact feg_sjc-c')zliéét'é'c;‘l' after April 1"O_',': 2006 and more than 7 years after the effective date
of the ordinance imposing the fees must:be spent within a reasonable period of time.

A municipality msy adopt # fesdlution extending the time period by 3 years due to extenuating
circumstances or hardship.

S_ununairy o

* Wisconsin impact fee law contains specific requirements for the process of adopting or
“araending an impagt fee ordinance, for determining the amount of an impact fee, and for
accounting for and sgendmg impact fee revenues. Thus, it is important that a munjcipality that
adopts 1rnpact fees

. Prepa,_fs_sa public facilities needs assessment and conducts a public hearing;

» Ensures that the public facilities needs assessment contains all the items listed above, and
that the computed fee does not include the cost of any facilities needed to serve existing
development or remedy any existing deficiencies;

» Follows the plan laid out in the public facilities needs assessment in terms of the share of
project costs that are intended to be paid for with impact fees;

3
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¢ Revises the needs assessment if projects change significantly and keeps detailed records
of impact fees paid, to be prepared in the event that impact fees need to be refunded to
property owners.

EXISTING LAND USE AND DEVELOPMENT

The Ryan Creek Interceptor Sanitary Sewer Service Area is not curreml:;" served with public
sanitary sewerage facilities. Therefore, for purposes of this impact fee. study, the entire area is
currently undeveloped with municipal sanitary sewerage facmues

FUTURE LAND USE AND DEVELOPMENT

The City of Franklin’s 2025 Comprehensive Plan identifics planned land uses for future buildeut
of the Ryan Creek Interceptor Sanitary Sewer Service Area. Generalized categories of plarned
land uses for the area are shown on Map 2. Table 1 of this report shows the total acres of planned
land uses and net developable acres by category, assuming complete buildout of this area. The
Ryan Creek Interceptor and the planned trunk sewers:will be désigned to convey wastewater
from this service area based on the planned land vses shoivn in Table 1.

INVENTORY OF EXISTING FACILITIES

The City of Franklin operates a system of sanitary sewerage facilities to collect wastewater and
convey it to the Metropolitan Milwaukee Sewerage, District (MMSD) for treatment. The
majority of the northwest, northeast and southeast quadrants of the City are served by sanitary
sewerage facilities. The Ryan Creek Interceptor Sanitary Sewer Service Area is currently not
served by any public sanitary sewerage fac1ht1es Developed properties in this area are served by
holding tanks or sej tic systems

RECOMMENDED FACILI’i IES AND ESTI\»IATED COSTS

A preliminary plan tor xhe 1ocat10n and size of sanitary sewerage facilities needed to serve the
Ryan Creek Interceptcu Samtary Sewer Service Area was prepared by Ruekert/Mielke, as shown
on:iviap 3. Detailed cost estimates were prepared based on the recommended diameter, depth
“and backfill materials for eacly'segment of each trunk sewer. These detailed cost estimates are
" attached to this Report as’ Appendix B. The total cstimated cost for trunk sewers is
approximately $23.3 million.

PROPORTIONATE SHARE OF COST RELATED TO NEW DEVELOPMENT

Wisconsin 'Stafutes state that impact fees may only be charged to new development for the
proportionaté share of the capital costs of facilities needed to serve new development. The
statutes further require that the facilities identified as needed to serve new development be
determined on the basis of explicitly identified service level standards, It is also required that
impact fees be reduced by any contributions from new development for the facilities.

As stated in a previous section, none of the Ryan Creek Interceptor Sanitary Sewer Service Area
is currently served with public sanitary sewerage facilities. Therefore, all development within
this area is new development with respect to the City’s sanitary sewerage system. However, as
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described in the City’s Sanitary Sewer Extension Cost Recovery Policy (Appendix A), a portion
of the costs of each segment will be charged to abutting properties, either through developer
contributions or special assessments. The impact fees must therefore be reduced by the amount
of anticipated contributions from abulting property owners. The City’s policy is to charge a
maximum amount per foot of abutting frontage, with the maximum amount determined by the
land use of the abutting property and the minimum diameter main that would: be required to serve
different land uses. Certain types of property are not assessable, including wetiands, flood lands
conservation lands, undevelopable property and transportation rights-ot-way. The computation
of these anticipated contributions, by segment, is shown in Table 2. In total, it is anticipated that
approximately $5.2 million will be recovered from abutting pmperty OWIETS, Ieavmg $18.1
million of oversize costs to be recovered through impact fccs g

IMPACT FEE VERSUS CONNECTION FEE

The Ryan Creek Interceptor Sanitary Sewer Service Area Sewer Impact Fee established as part
of this Report applies to new land development as defined in Wisconsin State Statute §66.0617.
An identical fee (in the same amount), known as a Sanitary Seiver Connection Fee, would be
applied to any existing residential dwelling units and any ‘existing nonresidential development
that connect to the City's Sanitary Sewerage Systema. As opposed to the Sanitary Sewer Impact
Fee which is collected upon the issuance of a building permit by the City, the Sanitary Sewer
Connection Fee would be collected upon the issuance of a plumbing permit by the City for the
connection of the particular facilities to the City's S'mltary Sewerage System.

ALLOCATION OF COSTS

In order to impose an ‘Lﬁ"lpm.i fee, the total amount to be collected must be allocated to different
types of develop:mnt in reasonable pl’Opm'thR to the amount of demand created, and the
appropriate amount of the fee for each type ‘of development must be computed. The City
imposes a sew et connecnon fee on new cormectlons to the sanitary sewer systemn in the existing
served portion of the City: ‘This connection fee is based on the size of the water meter for each
property, with hi gher fm,s for larger diameter meters to reflect the fact that properties with larger
meters e more water and ‘therefore generate morec wastewater. This is a reasonable approach
thit charges each property’ m rough proportion to the potential wastewater discharge from that
. property. ' o

Ii order to determii}ié the appropriate schedule of charges for each meter size, a 4 step process
was used as follows; and is shown in Tables 3 through 5:

1. Historical data from the City’s existing sewer service area was analyzed to determine the
number of equivalent residential meters per developed acre for each type of land use. An
equivalent residential meter is defired as a 5/8” or 3/4” meter. The number of residential
equivalent meters per larger diameter meter is determined based on the capacity of the
meter compared to a 5/8” meter.

2. Second, these factors were applied to the projected acres of each type of land use within
the Southwest Area to determine the forecast number of new equivalent residential
meters for this area.

5
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Table 2 - Allocation of Costs

Medmum
Sewar Laad Use Fronlaga Sagmens Cosl Assessable Maximum Impact Fea
Segmant (£} {feal) {2) Cosl/Foot  Assassabla Cosl Porion
Trunk 11
Commancial 20 & 47.830 5101 $ 22220 § 25.410
Hen-Assessable 1,120 242,478 50 " 242478
Subletal 1340 5 280.108 $ 22220 5 287888
Trunk 12
Business Park 3,840 758.582 3o 387 540 368,542
Commaragsl 518 111,818 51014 52,015 59,804
Residantial 3,890 758,814 235,.9?5 472838
Mon-Assassahis _ 14485 2.544.722 S0 - 2,544,722
Sublolal 22310 5 4,171,538 3,465,308
Trunk 12K
Commercial 8,758 376,282
Rasidential 1,84 178,084
Hon-Assassable 2.2B0 368,342
Subtotal 10.820 922,688
Trunk 12R
Light Manulactuning 1,600 185:800
Residential e.55¢ 740,580 ;8
Nom-Assessablo 18,764 - 48 ;
Subtotal 29,920 3 902,130 § 3,108,838
Trunk i4
Non-Assassable §,730 764.580
Trunk 24
Residandal 12,485
NorAssassable 848,875
Subialal €81.370
Trunk 25
Residential 63,3268
Noa-Assessable 34,146
Subloat 97.872
Trunk 28
Insttutional 207,050 345,759
Rasidannal L 3180 244,900 538,593
HNon-Assassabi 1520 - 404.634
Subtalal 451,950 § 1,289,188
Trunk 32 i
140 28148 so - 2B 145
Trunk M4
Commercial 725203 $104 448,440 276.783
Non-Assessable 140,487 50 - 140,457
485870 5 445,440 § 477230
1310.169 5101 508,737 B10,452
20,580 $101 10,100 10,880
952,703 101 483,893 458,810
1,331,808 578 477,400 254,496
3,578,742 30 - 3576742
Subtolal 32920 § 7,241,430 s 1,480,120 § 5,751,360
Trunk 38
7,490 1,001,065 50 - 1,004,085
1,110 153,989 $101 112,110 41,879
1,386 191,445 5101 1383480 £2.085
1,018 140,118 50 - 140.116
3,500 § 435,550 S 251490 § 234,060
170 45277 5101 17,170 28,107
Rastdendat 170 45,297 578 13,475 32,102
Non-As bl is] 15,830 50 - 15,830
Sublotai 400§ 108,535 S 30345 5 75.120
Totai 136,870 § 23,286,540 § §,475/461 $ 18,911,479

Source: Cuy of Frankhn Comgprehansiva Plan, RuskeruMielka,

i} For purposes of ihis Report #ad analysis, lands designated Recreational in tha Ciy's 2025 comprehensive Master Plan are

assumad Non-assassabla sinca lhe axiant of their de

considered deé m nimis.
2) Inctudes 30% for conbingancy, engineanng. and adminislation

$I9MIT4 Sevor Extenden Cont Recavery Policy > 16D Snady » Financial Anahys > REVISID 201 11201 Trpact Fee Ansbysis sly > Bhiect Fropeat Cont-detal
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Tahle 4 - Forecasted Equivalent Meters for Southwest Service Area

Equivalent  Forecast

Meaters / Number of
Land Use Acres Acre Equiv Meters
Businass Park 4.565 1,634.00
Commercial 4.55 2,677.00
Comrunication and Utilities 0.26 3.00

Industrial
institutional

Landfill

Light Manufacturing
Mixad Usa
Recreational
Residential

0.08 -
51.00

1.28 1,5652.00

Residential Multi-Famity 56.00
Total 5,185.00
£56.9%

Percentage of Existing Area Served:

5892076 Sewer Extension Cost Recovery Policy » 100 Study > Financial Analysis > REVISED 20111201 [mpact Fee Analysis.xls > Sheel: Eq Meier

Forecast
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Table 5 - Calculation of Impact Fee
Total costs to be recovered through impact fees $18,111,479
Equivalent Meters 6,185

Fee per Equivalent Meter

Equivalent
Meter Size Meter Facto
5/8"
3/4"

qu
1.25"
1.5"

o
2.5"

3
4
&"
g
10"
12"

5802076 Sewer Extension Cost Recovery Policy > 100 Study > Financial Analysis > REVISED 20111201 Impact Fee Analysis.xls > Sheet: Fee Analysis
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3. The total cost fo be recovered through impact fee was then divided by the total number of
residential equivalent meters to determine the cost per residential equivalent meter.

4. Finally, the fee per residential equivalent meter (5/8” and 3/4”) was multiplied by
equivalency factors to determine the fees for the larger diameter meters.

RECOMMENDATION

The purpose of this study was to establish an impact fee for the trunk sewer improverments that
may be constructed to serve the unsewered Ryan Creek Interceptor Sanitary Sewer Service Area.
This Report was also intended to fulfill the “public facilities nmds assessment procedural
requirement under Wisconsin Statutes §66.0617.

In order to determine the appropriate amount of the irripact fee for the sewer infrastructure, an
analysis was conducted of existing facilities in the existing sewered area of the City. Forecasts
were then made regarding future conditions cand service level standards. The costs of
recommended improvements were allocated to the proporttonate share that would be paid
tnrough special assessments based on front footage: :md the proportionate share of the
infrastructure that would benefit the entire service arca. '

Based on the analyses described above, it is recommended that the City amend its impact fee
ordinance to establish an impact fee for the Southwest Sewer Service Area as shown in Table 5.
The City also collects impact fees for park, fire, liw enforcement, library and transportation
facilities and water supply infrastructure., The City is not amending the other impact fees at this
time. The City also imposes a sewer comaﬁf_x__.tion fee within the existing sewer service area. [t is
recommended that the City retain this fee for the existing service area. The proposed sewer
impact fee should only be app 1ed to the Ryan Creek Interceptor Sanitary Sewer Service Area, as
shown on Map L -

IMPACT ON HOL?'SING AEFORDABILITY

One of the. procedural h.qmremcnts of Wisconsin Statute §66.0617 is to calculate the effect the
1rrpact fee wili ‘have on housing affordability. While the initial imposition. of impact fees may be
slaced on the dtxeloper or homebuilder, the cost is ultimately passed on to the homeowner.
" Impact fees can have a direct effect on the cost of new development, home prices, and home
‘affordability. Howe» gr, these effects can vary considerably depending upon local housing market
dynamu:s

Table 6‘ca1;cu’§_-a_t§-:§ the combined effect the proposed and existing impact fees will have on
housing prices ‘and on required income levels to purchase housing in the City of Franklin,
Assuming that the home is financed, the Table shows the increase in annual housing costs and
the additional income required for financing a home. The costs are calculated for both a
$156,000 home and a $350,000 home. According to conventional mortgage lending standards,
the additional income required to finance a new home with the proposed impact fees would be
approximately $2,154. This equates to an increase of approximately 4.6 percent for a $150,000
home, or 2.0 percent for a $350,000 home.

)
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Home Price
Down Payment
Amount Financed

Principal and Interest Payments ¥
Taxes @

Insurance

Annual Housing Cost

Income Required ®

Additicnal income required

Additional income as percent of to

Table 6 - Effect of Impact Fees on Housing Prices

$150,000 Home $350,000 Home

Without With lmpa_g;_ Without With Impact
Impact Fees 1pact Fees Fees ™

3150,000 350,000 $360,016
$15,060 $36,002
$135,000 $324,014
$9,034 321,682
$3,714 $8,687
$300 $300 $500 $500
$13,048 $13,651 . $30,848
$108,019 $110,174
32,154
2.0%

Netes:
(1) Assumes 5.25 percent annu
(2) Source: City of Franklin Finan
(3) Based upon.standal
(4) Includes|
supply faci

rale, 30 year fixed rate mortgage.
riment.

nderwriting guidelines.
w.enforcement, library, transpertation and water

5892076 Sewver Extension Cost Recovery Policy > 100 Study > Financial Analysis > REVISED 20111201 Impact Fee Analysis.xls > Sheet: Housing

Affordability
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UPDATING THE EXISTING IMPACT FEE ORDINANCE

To implement the recommendations of this Report and amend the existing impact fee ordinance,
the following tasks will need to be completed:

« Present the findings of this report to the Common Council.

s Amend the existing impact fee Ordinance to include the recommended Southwest Area
Sewer [mpact Fee.

» A Class 1 notice must be published in the City newspaper prior to the public hearing as
required under Wisconsin Statutes §66.0617(3). The needs assessment must-be available
20 days prior to the public hearing to allow the public sufficient time to review as
required under Wisconsin Statutes §66. 0617(4){ b).

e Conduct a public hearing prior to amending -t'he_ impact fee ordinance.

s After the public hearing, the Common Council may adopt the proposed ordinance as
recornmended or adopt the ordinance with amendments.

PERIODIC REVIEW

It is recommended that the Czty increase the amount of the impact fee each year to make the fees
more equitable, in that the amount paid by futm» development is increased each year to keep it
approximately equal to the amount paid by new devélopment in previous years, in terms of
today's dollars. To be:consistent with current policy regarding the annual increase in maximum
special assessments; it is recommended that the City increase the impact fees each year by the
percentage incréase in the Cq‘znsumer Price Index (Revised Consumer Price Index for Urban
Wage Eamers and Clerical” Workers for - All Items-U.S. City Average) published by the
Department of Lab@r over: th:: previéus 12:months.

The impact fec compu*cd in this Report was based on numerous assumptions and forecasts
related to future: development and population growth, and preferred service levels for municipal
“services. The recommendations of this Report are intended to serve as a guideline for the types
" of required facilities planned. The exact specifications and actual costs of the public facilities as
constructed may vary somewhat from the plans and estimates contained in this Report. For all of
these: reasons, it is fecommended that the impact fees be reviewed at a minimum of every 3-5
years 1o adjust for thanges in the pace of development or project costs, or when major projects
are added ¢ or removed from the needs assessment.
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ESTIMATED TRUNK SEWER CONSTRUCTION COST
t i [ L

Project \uma- Sewer Extension Cosi Recovery Policy

Client Name: Cine o Franklin

Profect 5 JAYNTE )

1110t

i

Trank Sewer It

20%1 Dollars {June 2011 CC4 = 5,053}

i Trailic Camrel LS 1.000.40) ;5 .
2 “Eresicn Control LS 2.000.60 1 §
A Clearing znd grubbing LS is
] __ 4 1lessthan15 Fee: Decp Average Depth (PVC SDR 35) ! { Pipe Price Includes: Lubor. Materials, Equipment,
5 12 Inch Sanitary Sawer wi Spoil Backfill H LF | 20.00 | § Excavation, Disgosal, Dewatering, Shoring, Bedding,
& 112 lpch Sanitary Sewer wi Granular Backfill ! LF | 14009 | § Pipe, Cover, Backfill, Conipaction, Testing and
7 | i15-Inch Sanitary Sewer wr Spoil Backall LF i 10000 § Televising
§ | | 15-inch Sanilary Sewer w7 Grantiar Backfill LF ¢ 150,00 | §
i 18-Inch Sanitacy Sewer w Gronular Sackiill LT 155000 § Granutar Back(ill under Existing apd Fulure Streeis
1 1o 121 Ineh Saninry Sewei wi Spoil BackBll LF 120,001 8
11 2d-Inch Sanilary Sewer w/ Gramuiar Backfill Lr 120,00 1 § Granular Material ond Disposal within 3 Radial Miles
12 130-1nch Sanilary Siwer w Geanular Sackfill LF 20500 | §
13 jOver LS5 hue Less Than 23 Ferr Deep Average Depth (PVC C900) Laterals Not Included
14 {32-loch Sanitary Sewer w/ Spoil Backfiil LE M 120001 §
13 112-lnch Sanftary Sewer w' Gramaslar Sackfiy LF 5 20500 | 5
16 {)6-inch Sandtary Sewer s/ Sooil Backiift H LF by 13000 | §
{71 |16-Inch Sanfuiry Sewsr we Graoular Back(ill s LF 'S MEMLS
18 1 :18-Inch Samitary Sewsrwi Granular Backdill i LF is 238018
19 | 1(-tnch Sanitary Sewts w/ Spoii Backsill i LF s 16060 s
z i 124-Ineh Sanilary Sewer w/ Granular Backfl i LF IS 26000 [ S
T 20-Inch Sanirary Sewer w! Granular Backfil [ LF I's 170.00 | §
ver 25 bug Lesg Thaw 33 Feet Deep Avernge Depth (RCP CL 5T i
15-fnch Sanitary Sewer w/ Spail Backill ! LE 13 IUD 00} s
15-Ingh Sanitary Sewer w? Granular Backfil] 1 LF 3 3750018
18-Inch Sanitary Sewer & Granelpr Backfil} LF . § 383.60 i s
26 |Qver 35 but Less Than 40 Feet Deep Average Depn (RCF CL$) I
Ey] i 1%-Inch Sanitary Sewsr w/ Grenular Backiili LF 'S 600005 S
2% {ingremental Cost 1o Tunne! Sewes in Plase over Open Cut LF s 25000 S
.39 LAppurtenzoces and Restoratien I
30 ponection to Ingerceptor Sewer i Ea. 3000001 §
31 1 3f-Inch Sanitary Magheles L VF s 25000's
32 ' 180-tach Sasitary Magholes i VF S5 430,00 %
33 -Ineh Saniacy Manboles : vF & 530001 S
34 Asphnh Pavement Replacemen t sy i $ 2800 8 3" z\SpiﬁLl_(}_éD!Tﬂn) over 3% CABC (515/Ton)
35 | iConcrele Pavemem Replastinent : 5y '8 43,00 1 S 97 Comrets (SEE0/CYS over 10™ CABC (315 Ton)
36 | |Granuiar Shoulder sy s I " Thick (513/Ton)
.37 Eriveway Replscement ; Y i 5 18001 5 3" Asphah (§80/Tan) over 6 CABC (S{5/Ton)
L 18 Trench Resioration - Fubliz ROW SY 3300 ;S 40015 80" Wide Easement - 4" Topsail, Seed, Fery, Muleh
i i Trench Restaratien - Field sY ‘s 100l s 80" Wide Easenen! - Reuse Topsoll Cover Crop. Muich
£ ] i
: i Symotal Consauction Cost =
i Contingency, Engineering and Adiminiswative (30%)= 5
|} i Estimaed Torl Project Cost= | §
H | K 1 ‘
Ly Sewer Foolage= ! 670.00 [
: Averue Costoer LE= © $43300 0 -
Dase Primresh JU23500
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ESTIMATED TRUNK SEWER CONSTRUCTION COST
T f 1 1

Project Nome: Sewer Exiension Cost Recovery Polivy

Chiem Newse: (i of Frankiin | ; i
Eroject 3 3890:6,107 ; Last Revisud: |11 1822011
i
REHRR R Aty bt
[FTrunk Sewer 12 : ] :
cT i I ' 3041 Dollars trone 2011 £C1 = 5,053)
L  Trallic Coniol H 15 | 1 b H.000.00 ¢ § 3.000.ut
2 | Erosion Control s b 5 2800000 | 8 38,000,00
3 . |Clearng and grabbung P [ s N -
4 lest than 15 Feer Deep Average Depit (PYC SDR 35) : | Pipe Price Includes: Labor, Marcrials. Equipment,
51 “i2-Inch Sanitary Sewer w/ Spoil Backfill : L¥ [T 90.60 : 5 126.000.00 | Excavadon. Dispasal, Dewatering, Shoring, Bedding.
6 | [12-Inch Sanitary Sewer w/ Granular Backfiil ‘ LF | 1,800 is 140,00 ¢ § 224,000.00 }  Pipe, Cover, Backfill. Compaction. Testing and
7 i yt5-Inch Samiary Sewer wi Spoil Backfill i LF f § 100.00 | § - Televising
8 {4-Inch Sanilary Sewer wf Graoular Backfil i LF i 350 s 150.00 | § 52,5000
K 18-lnch Sanitary Sewer w/ Granuka Backill | iF | s 155001 8 - [Granalar Dackfill undec Existing and Futore Streets
10 2]-lach Sanitary Sewer wi Speil Backriil LE 5 100018 - .
1l Jd-lnch Sanitary Sewer w/ Granoler Backiiil LF 1450 1§ 170.02: § 246.500.04 [Granular Matarial and Dispesal wirhin 3 Radial Miles |
[ 30-[nch Sanitry Sewer w/ Granutar Backitil LF 1.943 S 205001 % 398.725.00
13} 1Over 13 but Less Than 25 Feet Deep Average Bepih (BYC C900) Laterals Not Ineluded
4| 1}2-Inch Sanitry Sewer w/ Spoil Backfll ILF 5 12000 | § N
s ! 113 Inch Sanitary Sswer wf Granular Backfill ] i Lf B 205001 § .
16 | il&-lnch Saniary Sewer wi Spail Backfill : iF 1.000 |8 13000 & 130.608.80
17 | Vi6-Inch Sanitary Sewer w/ Grasdar Backfill : LF 208 |8 2)35.00 1 8 440.750.00
I8 i :1B-Inch Sanitary Sewer w/ Granular Backill LF | 5 225.00 ) 8 -
19 2i-Inch Sanitary Sewer w/ $poil Backiill LF 1§ 16000 | 5 -
20 24-lach Sanitary Sewer w/ Grenular Backfill LF 460 1§ 264.00 | S 112,600.00
2 30-inch Sandtary Sewer w! Granular Backfill LF 0 I8 37000 1§ 243,000.08
23 [Over 23 hut Less Than 33 Feet Deep Average Deptl (RCP CE 5) ]
23 ‘15dneh Sanitary Sewer w/ Spoit Backfll F s 190.00 | S .
2] £ 4-Inch Sanfary Sewer w/ Granoiar Backfill iF j 5 3faels -
23 }13-Inch Sanitary Sewer wf Granutar Backill LE 3 385001 S -
26 |Over 35 but Luss Tham 40 Feet Deep Average Depl (RCY CL :si i ! i
2 $18-lnch Sanitery Sewer w/ Gronular Backiill : L¥ | s 40000 | § -
28 {ineveinental Cost 1o Tunnel Sewer in Place over Open Cul 3 LF ! 'S 250.00 1[ 5 -
20 Appurrenances and Resroratian | : | t
30 1 iConpestion to intercentor Sewer i Ea | 1 's  s0p0000% 3,000.80
31 48-loch Sanitary Manlioles ! VE b 440 1§ 350605 % 110.000.00
12 60-Inch Sanitary Manhales ! VF ' 150 1s 4500015 67.308.00
33 12-tneh Sanitary Manholes VE o2 s 550001 5 11.600,00 "
54 ¢ |Asphat Pavement Replacement SY | 16430 1§ 33605 26060000 |5.5" Asphalt{S60/Tan) aver " CABC (§15/Ton)
3§ | 'Cengrete Pavement Replacemsat L5y R 43001 8 283.500.00 {9 Concreie (SI20/CY)Y over 10™ CABC ($15/Ton)
36 | )Granular Shoulder 1 SY T 73500 i3 sf0ls 37.300.00 16™ Thiek {515 Ton)
37 {Driveway Rephcewment i 5Y I 550 8 18.00 | § 300,00 13™ Asphalt (S80/Ton} over 6" CABC (§15/Ten)
38 ! Trench Restoration - Publis REAY ! Y ! 30000 S 40015 153.600.00 180° Wide Easenrent - 4" Topsoil, Seed, Fert, Muijch
19  Treach Restorativn - Field SY 1 23000 S ot s 35,200,040 180" Wide Easement - Reuse Topsoil, Cover Crop. Mideh
i ] .
) Subtesel Consuugion Cosie | SEI0RETIL ;
! Contimgency, E:\"u'lccnnu and Adminismarive (30%) = 5 0266230
] Esn.lmm.:’d Towl Preject Cose= | &

|
|
L i I
| Sewer Postave = | 1115500 |

Average Cosiper LF =  §37%86

PrgsZofly
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ESTIMATED TRUNK SEWER CONSTRUCTION COST

by

Lrogect Name: Sewer Evension (ost Recovery Policy :
Chien Name: Clre of Franidis
Prpject 3 I¥S2076. 100 Last Revised:  t1138:2011
S
iTeunk Sewer 12K : ;
B i i 2011 Dollars (Jone 3011 CC1 = 9.053)
1 i |Tratfic Conrol i LS : 1 S 2.000.00 | § 200068
1 i iEroswon Coneol | LS ! $ 14.00000 | 8 14,000,510
3T iCleanny and grubbng [ is 1 5 400000 | § 4.000.00
A {Liss thap 15 Feet Deep Average Depth ! ! 1*ipe Price Incindes: Lahor, Materials. Equipment.
§ 1 [12-Inch 3anilary Sewser wi Spoil Backfill ! LF 15 9000} § - Escuvation. Dispusal. Dewatering, Shoring, Beddiog.
_J i 112-Inch Sanitary Sewer wi Granalar Baekfill i L¥ b 1401} 4 § Pine, Cnver, Backiill, Ctirnpaction. Testing and
"3 1 {15-Inch Sanitary Sewer w/ Spail Backfill T LF | [ 10000 | S . Televising
[ ! (5-nch Sanitary Sewer wi Gramular Baekdl! i LF ] s 150.00 ; 3 -
9 : 18.Inch Sanitary Sewer wi Grazular Backfil i LF ﬁ 3,065 M 15500 § 320.075.00 [ ranviar Backlill under Existing and Future Sircers
10| :31-Inch Sanitary Sewer wi Spofl Backl) | w1 s 1000
n o 24 Inch Sanijary Sewer w/ Grapolar Backiil | LF i S 170.00 | 8 - {Granular Marerial and b?l'spnsal within 3 Radial Miles
12 | |30 Inch Sasitary Sewer wi Granlar Backtil L s 105.00 | §
I3 |Over LS but Less Than 25 Feet Deep Average Deprh 1 L aterais Not Included
14 {12-Inch Saniary Sewer w7 Spoil Backfill : LE : s 12000 | S -
13 112-Inch Sanitary Sower wi Granular Backfil LE 2795 1§ 20500 ] £ 372,975.00
|_]14-Inch Sanitary Sewet w/ Spail Backsll ! iF ‘s 13000 | § -
¢ {16-Inch Sanilary Sewer wi Granular Backill | LF 580 % 215.00 [ § 124.700.00
|/ 8.Inch Sanitary Sewer w Granuiar Backill LF 5 12500 | § - 1
19 ¢ 131-lnch Sanitary Sewer wi Spoil Backil LF S 160.00 | § - .
20 ! [24-Inth Sanjtary Sewer wi Granular Bacidill LF § 260400 [ 8 -
1 130-loch Sanitary Sewer wi Gronular Backill } LF ' 15 270008 § -
22 iOver 25 but Less Than 35 Feet Deep Average Depth f i
2 $15-Inch Sanitary Sewer w/ Spoil Backsi] LF | 5 190,00 § -
24 i 15-fnch Sanary Sewer wi Granular Backiill L | i) 3750018
25 i S-inch Sanitary Sewer w/ Gramular Backdiil ! LE ! 5 385.00 1 S -
726 |Over 35 but Less Than 40 Feet Deep Aversge Depth i
27 | |i8-Inch Saniiary Sewer w/ Graguiar Backiil . LF M 60000 ! § -
2% slperemenal Cost ro Tunnel Sewer in Place over Open i LF $ 250001 § -
20 jAppurtensnces and Restoration | 1
30 1 -Conneclion o Intereeptor Sower ! Ea, {5 50000613 -
31 i i4B-lnch Samitary Manhales ! VE 415 1§ 25000 f 3 3,750.00
32 ia0-lnch Sanitary Manioles ! VE s 450,001 § -
33 7 {72-Inch Sanitary Mauhotes I vF |§ 5500055 -
M ::\sp‘m\.h Paverment Replacemest : k5 430 | $ 28.00 5 12.600.00 §5.5" Asphalt {560/Ton) aver 8" CABC {815/ Ten)
35 1 !Concrete Pavement Repizcement i Y ro1700 HE 43001 S 12130000 197 Conerete (S13HCYY over O CABC (S15/Ton)
3% { Granular Shoulder | Sy i 000 |S 50018 10.000.60 [6" Thick (313/Tan) )
B | jDriveway Replacement | 5v i s 18.00{ % 1.980.00 (3" Asphaht {S80/Ton) over 6" CABC (S15/Ton)
33 | Trench Restoration - Public ROW ' sY i 00 5 40018 3.600.00 {80" Wide Evsement - 4" Topsail, Seed, Fert. Mukch
39 | Trench Restoration - Field sy o700 s 2005 $3.400.00 [80° Wide Easemcnt - Reuse Topsoil, Cover Crap. Mulch
i |
Subnotzal Consmuction (o5t = 51,344 58060 4
1 Contingrncy. Envinesring and Adminiscrative (0%} = | S
Es‘li.Tmaled TotaiProject Cost= | §  L.747854.00 ¢
: : i |
T Sewer Poolege = | 5.440.00 1 I
ue o ogy LF = ! 31 ! i

Daia Poigedy FEI32GEE

Paze 3 orig




‘Ruekert-Mielke

ting selvtions tof 4 warking warld

(LI

T I

ESTIMATED TRUNK SEWER CONSTRUCTION COST
I I

i
Project Name: Sewer Extension Tost Recoverr Policy ! |
Clien: Name: Cine o Franklin i | ]
Projeci s 3897076100 i | Lasi Revised: P11 187011
— ; ] i
T i
Clrunk Sewer 12R | ;
i | | P 2811 Doilars (Jung 2001 CCE= 4053
i iTraffie Congel [ s 000005 1.000.00
N iErastan Congol l LS i 1 PS 37000850 E § 37000000
T3 T [Clearing and grubbing I [ 7 s 2s00000)s 23,000.00 | .
4 iLess thun 13 Feet Deep Avernge Depth i | i {Pipe Price Includes: Lator, Materials, Equiprent,
5 12.Inch Sanitary Sewer w/ Spoil Backfill LF i s 0000 $ - Exeavarion, Dispusal, Dewatering, Shoring, Bedding,
. {12-Inch Sanitary Sewer w/ Geansiar Backill IF | 4000 [s L0001 5 56000000 | Pipe Cover, Backiill, Compaction Testing and
7 }15.Inch Sardary Sewer s Spoil Backfll LF 1910 |5 10000 S 191,000.00 | Televising
8 | {i3-Inch Saniery Sewer wi Granuiar Backdill LF 1,740 s 150.00 ‘ s 261.000.00 |
"9 T I18-Inch Samitary Sewer w/ Gramuar Backfll LE s 155.001 8 - AGranyar Backdi!l ander Existing zod Future Streeis
10| i21-Tnch Sanwary Sewer wf Speil Backsil LE ‘s 120001 5§ s
|31 | Z3-lach Sanicary Sewer w{ Graralar BackGl LF 1§ (r009ls - {Granular Magerial and Diepasal within 3 Rodial Miles
32 1 130-Inch Sanitary Sewer wl Granular Bacldill LT '3 2050048 -
3 |Over 15 bue Less Thaw 15 Feet Deep Average Denth Laterals Nor Included
A4 ¢ i12-Inch Saniary Sewes wi Spoil Backiill LF 5 120.00 | § —r
15 | {1Z-Inch Sanitary Sewsr w’ Grapular Sackill LF 5 20500 | S -
__i6 {1b-Inch Sapitany Sewer wi Spoil Backfiil | LF 2305 15 100015 31135000
17§ {16-Inch Sanitary Sewer w/ Grapular Backfill } LF 3985 |8 250018 838.773,00
18 ¢ i15-inch Saniary Sewer wi Grapular Bagkfill i LF s 328063 -
19 i.21-tnch Sanitary Sewer s/ Spoil Backiill ! LE 'S 16000 ¢ § -
20 E24-Tnch Sanitery Sewer ws Granular Backfill | LF 's 260005 -
o { 50- tnch Sanivry Sewer w/ Granular Backgll i LF | 'S 270.00 ! S -
22 |Qver 28 but Less Than 35 Feet Deep Aversae Depth | £ i
2 !y Seinch Sanitary Sewer w/ Spnif Baskiil] iF H s 190.00 | 5 -
1\ ek Sanitgy Sever wi Granar Backfill LF 830 1§ 3750918  34ETI008
23 | 1$-Incht Senitary Sewer w/ Graualie Backfill LF | B 385.00 1§ .
26 |Over 35 but Lyss Than 40 Feet Decp Avernue Depth | : i I
27 | {18-Inch Sapiary Sewer wi Gronuiar Backéll I LF ; 15 660.00 1 S -
3% {incremental Cost o Tustnel Sewver I Placy gver Open Cut ! iLF i5 25000 ! S -
29 iAppurienances ang Restoration ! i ‘ i
3 iChnuestion o mercepor Sewey : Ea. LS 500000 8 .
31! 48-inch Sanitary Mmiwles | VF 385 1§ 50001 % 221.250.00
32 ;60-inch Sanitary Manholes ! VF ; - 8 550001 8 -
33| 173-inch Sanitary Masiholes VF 15 5300008 - .
34 i;-\sphaili’m'emenl Replasement 8Y EE 2300 5 5.600.00 [5.3" Asphalt 1S69/Ton) over 8" CABC (513/Ton}
35 i oneres: Pavement Replasement : Y ‘ '3 45.00 | § - 18" Corcrete (S138/CY3 over 10% CABC {515/ Ton)
36 1 iGren sy P 50 s sa0ls 230,00 |6" Thick (S15/Ton)
37 Drivewav Replacement sy | ‘s 18301 5 . 13" Asphalt (350/Tor) over 6* CARC (515/Ton)
38 | !Trench Restoration - Public ROW : S P00 S 400 {8 . 800.09 180" Wide Easentens - 3" Topsuoil, Seed, Fert, Mulch
19 Trench Restoration - Fiekl | 5% 133200 ° § R UE I 166,400.00 180" Wids Eosement - Rense Topseil, Cover Crop, Mulch
1 ! i

Subtpra) Consrection Cost=

33,086.174.03) ¢

|
Do Continpency, Engincering and Administrative (305%) = | M
i i Esimated Towal Project Cost = © §
T T ] .
P i | i
| ] Sevwer Footage = | 14060.00 | |
T avernze Costper LF = S2BR.IS

Dase frimad: 11232010
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ESTIMATED TRUNK SEWER CONSTRUCTION COST

Project Name: Sewer Extension Cost Recovery Policy

Client Nanie: Citv of Frankiin

Project # I8V2076, 1M

Lagi Revised:

L1 18:2011

i
; |
i
|

i

Trunk Sewer 14

i
i | H 2041 Dadars (June 2011 CCE = 8.053)

| W Traffic Contral i LS 1 t 5 L0000 | § Ry

3, Emsion Conirol s 1 1 5 100000 (% 1100050

3§ |Cearing and mrubbug L3 i § 3020008 3.000.88

4 iLess than §5 Feel Deep Averape Depih Plpe Priee Dicludes: Laber, Marerials, Equipnient,

5 12-Inch Sznfuary Sewer w/ Spoil Backfii LF 1463 90,00 | § 221,850.60 §  Excavation, Disposal, Dewatering, Shoring, Bedding.
b 12-Inch Sanitary Sewer wr Granular Baek 5 LF 14000 § - Pipe. Cover, Backiill, Compaction. Testing aud
T 15-Inch Sanitary Sewer w! $poi Backil LF 103,00 1§ - Telegvising

2} Iysnch Sanitary Sewer we Granular Backiild | LF i 15000 0§

¢ | 18-Inch Sanuary Sewer wr Graswtar Back(l | Lr | 13580 8 - Hiranular Back{fill under Existing and Future Streets

10 | [21-Inch Sanitary Sewer wi Spoil Backiiil LF | 12000 § .

1 | 24-Tach Sapiary Sewer w/ Granslar Backfill ¥ { 170080 § § - Granular Material and Disposal within 3 Radial Miles

i2 ' 30-tach Sanitary Sewer w/ Granolar Backfll LF i 205001 § -

13 |Over 15 but Less Than 25 Fueet Deep Averape Deprh - Laterals Not tocluded

14 ! gdnch Sanitary Sewes w/ Spoll Bachfill ! LEF Lo1gen | 12000 { S 124.600.00

155 d0uneh Sanitary Sewer wi Granuiar Backill iF 205.007‘75 -

16 ¢ |1b-loch Samitary Sewer wf Spoil Backiiil LF 130025 -

174 46-Ingh Sanitery Sewer w/ Granutas Backsis) LF BFO0 S -

15| '15-Inch Sanitary Sewer we Grimular Sack i LF 230008 - 1

T 11-Tech Sanigey Sewer wi 'Spail Rackill f LF B 160005 § .

361 T2 Inch Saditary Sewer w? Granutar Backsll LF | 260.00] 3 B

371 I30.nch Santlary Sewe w Grenular Backil LF ] ] 27000 | § -
3 [Over 28 but Luss Than 33 Feet Deep Averspe Depth : : i

23 | 1is-inch Samitary Sewer wf Spoii Backdi iOLF 5 190,00 | 5 .

4 1154neh Sanitary Sewer wi Granular Rackfill : LF i by 375001 8 -

2S¢ 3 18-lneh Sandtary Sewet wi Granalar Backdiil B LF ! 5 385004 % -

26 L0ver 35 but Less Than 40 Feet Beep Average Depth 1 H i

27 5 4B-neh Sanitary Sewer w/ Gramddar Sackiil ! LF i | S 600.80 ¢ 3 -

2B . incremestal Costio Tunnel Sewer in Place over Open Cul : LF ¢ '§ 5680 1 S -
] ppurtensnces and Restoragon i | i N

30 : Connection lo imercepior Sewer Za. . L 13 300020105 300000

31 1 jag-Inch Sauitary Manhales i VE - 250,001 5 58,750.00 |

32 D [ 60-Inch Saniiary Manhales V. 8 450.00 ! S -

33 1 F24ineh Sanitary Manholes I v '3 530.00 ! § -
3¢ | AsphaltPavement Replazement | sv ‘s 3008 - 155" Acphalt ($60/Tan) over §7 CABG (S15/Ton)

35 1 iConcrete Pavement Renfacerent SY ! ] 35001 § < 19" Conerpie ISASWVCYY over 10V CABC (S15/Ton}

I jin iosy i '3 T00. 8 - J6" Tiick (S13/Tan)

37 | IDriveway Repcanmt L8y i ts .00 18 - 13" asphalt (SR0/Ton) sver 6" CABC (S15/Ton)
38 . fresch Reswrezion - Pubbiz ROW ; Y i 200 158 2904 800.00 130" Wide Easemient - 4" Tapsoil, Seed, Fert, Muich
: 39 Trenich Restormiion - Field | Sy s 5s,a0ﬂ 3 200815 T3.200.60 180" Wide Easervent - Reuse Topsoil, Cover Crop, Muleh

] ! il
~ Subwtal Consyruction Cost= $606.4600.00 ¢

Coatingeacy, Engineering and Adminiswative (50%y= | §

1188000 ¢

| Estinaled Toral Project Cost = 179§

14838000

Sewer Footape

i
336500 |
.

Avernge CosperLE = |

SI90.66

Dute Primed: 417

Pare Fofld
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ESTIMATED TRUNK SEWER CONSTRUCTION COLT

i ]
| Project Name: Sewer Eaension Cost Recavery Policy i i i
Chent Name: Cine o Franklin f | ]
Project 5 3892076, 1U1) Last Revised: 111183011
i "
iTrunk Sewer 24 ;
[ 1201) Dodsrs (June 2011 CCY = 8.053)
| |Treffic Conwel LS | S 1,00000 (S 1.600.60
3 | TEresion Control LS 1 S 706000 5 160000
3| |Clearing and grubbupg LS i $ 25000001 8 23000400
4 Less than 15 Feet Deep Averaze Depthi ! fipe Price includes: Labor, Materialy, Equipment.
5 112 Inch Saniacv Sewer wi Spoil Backfifl LF i S 90.0¢ | § - Exeavation. Dispesal, Dewarering, Shoring, Bedding,
a {1 2.ineh Sanitary Sewer w Gianokr Backfll i LF } 5 14000 | § Pipe, Cover, Backfill, Camapadtiore Testing and
117 15-nch Sanitary Sewer w! Spoil Backfill LF | 5 10000 | $ B Televising
4 ! | 13-1nch Sanitary Sawer wi Granular Sackilt | LF ! 5 150001 S -
i i 18-Inch Sanitwry Sewer w/ Granular Sockfll LF | 3 15300 5 Granular Backfill under Existing and Future Strzets
10 1 !21.luch Sanitary Sewer w! $pail Sackiil Le 3 1200018
11§ [24-Inch Ssnitary Sewer wi Graralar BackFil LF ] 5 170001 s Granolar Material aod Disposal within 3 Radiof Miles
12§ !30-inch Sanitary Sewer w/ Granular Backdill iLF 5 205.08 | S .
13 ;Over 13 but Less Than 25 Feet Decp Average Depth Laterals Not [ncluded
14 | 117-Inch Savitary Sewer wi $poil Backiil) LF 2500 | s 120,00 | 3 27600008
15 {12-Inch Sanitary Sewer w/ Granuler Backill LF 310 M G500 1 S 78,850,060
16 "m tnch Senitary Sewer wi Spoil Buckill LF is 13000 § -
17 16-Tnch Sanfiary Sewer wr Graaulr Sackill LF { S 21500 8 -
i3 $8-Ineh Sanitiry Sower wi Graaular Backfill [ 5 23500 S .
19 21-Iuck Sanivey Sewer wi Spoil Backail I LF $ 10008 -1
13 24-Inch Sanitary Sewer wi Cranuber Backfill { LF $ 26000 S -
20 1 13D-Inch Sanitary Sewer wi Granuiar Beckfill 1 LF N 2WGG S -
22 iQwer 25 but Lesy Than 15 Feer Deep Average Depth )
13 | [13-tach Sapitary Sewer w/ $poil Backfill LF H 190,00 | § .
24 | 113-Inch Sagitary Sewer wi Gratular Backfi)) LF 375001 §
25 | |18-Inch Sanitary Sewer w/ Granibdar Backfill L A 5 385001 § -1
26 Over 35 but Less Than 40 Feet Degp Averase Depih ! 4 : H
27§ |18-Inck Sanitary Sewsr w/ Granudar Backfl Lo Ls ] 5 GO000 | S L
28, ‘iperzmsnal Costio Tumed Sewer in Place ovet Opey Ct 17 ; 1S 250680, 8 -
2% Agpurtenances and Restocziipn ! ! | |
BE ; :Conpection to lnterceptor Sewey H Ea | 5 50000018 1.000.060
3 , 4B-lneh Saniwry Manholes VF 0 s 35000 S $5,000.60
32 160-inch Sanitary Manholes VF S 45000 § -
23 | 72-dnch Ranitary Manhoies VF i § 35000 % -
40 Y_Asphail Pavement Replacement SY P LT 2846018 30,0000 155" Asphalt 1360/Ton) vver 8" CABC (515 Toen)
33 Conarets Pavement Replacement 5Y | HES 4500 0 S . O Concrere (SIE0ACY Y over 10" CABC (S13/Tan)
36 | !Granular Shouldsc ! 5Y i 00 1§ 30018 100000 |6 Thick (515/Ton)
37 [ Drivewsy Replacement 5Y S IRO0C | § ~ 137 Asphalt {S80/T'am) over 6" CABC (S15/Ton)
38 ] ' Trench Restortion - Public ROW i SY 1 200G i S 40078 $.000.00 [80' Wide Easement - 4™ Topsoil, Seed. Fert, Mulch
39 ! Trench Resiorarion - Field SY i20500 S 200 . S 41.000,00 180 Wide Easement - Reuse Topsoil, Cover Crog, Muich
P i ; !

Subtotai Construction Cest =

533345000

Consingersy, Enmne‘nnﬂ and Administrative 30%)= | $

fsﬁl}mi‘ 0(} :

i

Estimaled Towd Project Cost = ¢ §
T -

y
Sewer Foolage= 1 247060 | ! !

Averaug Costper LE= ¢

§15306 !

Dae Brintesd: 11237001
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ESTIMATED TRUNK SEWER CONSTRUCTION COST

Project Name: Sinwer Eviension Cost Recovery Policy

Client ¥awme: Cine of Franklin

 Projecr 3 3492076, 11

Lasi Revised:

sz

ITrunk Sewer 25

2411 Dollars tune 2011 CCE=0.053)

) _1__¢ !Traffic Central LS ! 5200008 § 106008

__ 2 3 ;Erusicn Contod ! L3 ! § 100004048 100043
3 ! Cleating and grubbing s ! 5 300000 S 2,800,880
4 iL‘css 1han 13 Feet Deep Average Depth I Pipe Price [ncludes: Labor, Materials. Eguipruent,
5 :{2-Inch Saniury Sewer wr Spot] Backfili H LF | § 90.00 | § - Excavatinn Disposal, Dewatering, Skoring, Bedding,
& | 112-Inch Sanilary Sever wi Granulur Backil ! LF 5 14000 | 5 _Pipe. Cover, Backfill. Corapaction. Testing and
7 i :15-lnch Sanitary Sewer wi Spoil Backfill LF Y 00031 S Televising
8 | j18-Inch Sanitary Sewer w Granular Backfill LF $ 15000 { § -

9 i :1%-Inch Sanilary Sewer wt Granular Backiill | L.F ; 3 155001 8 - ]Granulzr Backfill under Exisring and Future Sereecs
10 ¢ |21-Inch Sanitary Sower wf Spoil Backrit [ LF iy 120007 § .
i1 24 Ipch Santiary Stwer w? Granelar Back{il LF I L 170401 8 - {Granilar Material and Disposal within 3 Radial Mjles
134 30-Inch Sanyary Sewer we Granulzr Backfill LF ¥ s 20500 ] 5
13 |0\ er 15 put Less Than 25 Feet Deep Average Depth ! i Laterals Nut [ncluded
4 i 12-Inch Savitagy Sewer w/ Speil Backfill : LF 1 335 4§ 120001 5 39.000.00
15 [lﬂ—lnch Sanitary Sewer od Grapular Beekiill i LF 155 1§ 105.0C1 8 31,775.00
8| 16-mch Samitary Sewer wi Spoil Backfill i LF (5 130061S .
17| |16-Inch Semilary Sower wi Granular Backil) [ e T is 250018 -
18 {1%-Inch Saniary Sewer wi Gronelar Backil PLF iS4y S -
9 21-lnch Sanitary Sewear w/ Spoil Backfilt | LF 3 16000 S -
] 24-inch Sanitasy Sewer w/ Granclar Backiiil ] LF 5 36806 | 3 -
2 30-luch Sanilary Sewer wi Granelar Backfilf ! LF g IT0.00 (S -
31 iOver 25 bug Less Than 35 Feet Deep Average Depth !
23 1 t1sanch Sanitary Sewer w/ Spoil Baskil i LF [s _1oeeofs -
|24 | 115Inch Sanitary Sewer s Granular Backfil O LF s 3750018 .
35 1 H8-lnch Sanitwy Sewer w? Granular Back{ifl ! LF i i 5 355001 8 -
26 Ower 35 hut Less Than 40 Feer Deep Average Depth | | : i
27 1 {i%-inch Sanitary Sewer wi Granuiar Backiill ! LF ] 1 S 400.00 ¢ S -
28 - Incrememind Cast to Tunnsl Sewer i Place over Cpen Ot | LF | s 35080 | S -
2% “Appurtesances and Restaration : ; | |
30 | Connaciion 10 Imeroeptor Stwer i Ea 1 }s 5000001 s 5.000.00
31 ¢ $8-Ineh Sanitary Manboles  VF 0 a0 L 25008 5 15.0060.00
32 1 [60-Inch Saniary Manheles VE 1S 15000073 -
33 | [ 72.nch Sapary Manholes ] VE | is BRI -

" 34 ¢ iAsehalt Pavement Replacement L sY | 550 1S 2800 S 1£,400.00 13.5" Asphalt (S60/Ton) aver 8* CABC (S13/Ton)
35 ! ICongree Pavemens Ruphrement SY ! 5 4500 3 = 19" Cancrete (S130CY) over 10 CARC (S13/Ten)
36 ] IGranular Shouer L SY b1 is s40!s 500.09 16" Thick (§15/Ton)

37 : Deiveway Replacsinent [ SY | 8 1800 § « 13" Asphalt (S80/Ton) over 8™ CABC (Si5/Tan)
38 | Trench Restorziion - Public ROW Y 1000 s 400 § 4.000.00 [80" Wide Easement - 4" Topsoeil, Seed, Fere, Mulch
3% 1 iTrench Resipration - Fiekd : Y Eo300 S 2005 480,00 |80 Wide Easement - Reuse Topsoit, Cover Crop. Mulch

11 [

P " Sublota! Construetion Cost=

[ Contingenay, Engineering and Administative (30%) = | &

4 ; Estimared Tol Project Cost= i §

i ! : |

|| Sswer Foplape = | 80.0C |

[ Avespee Costmer LF= | §323.3¢

Dawe Penteds 1123001 Foge T ol 16
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ESTIMATED TRUNK SEWER CONSTRLUCTION COST

.f';:qvjycr Nanwe; Sewer Exiension Cost Reeovers Policy
Clivm Name: Ciry of Franklin
Project = 3892078 ) Lost Revised: (11 132011
I'runk Sewer 26 | .
- i i ! 2811 Dallacs (Jane 2051 CLC1=9.855)
! | TrafTic Canrrol i LS i i R T 340000
2 [Erosion Conmot P 5 80000018 B.000A7
[ 3 i Clearing and grubbing i LS | S 4480008 4.07)0.00
4 Pless thanm 15 Feet Deep Average Depih i Pipe Price includes: Labar, Materials, Equiprent,
. 5[ !12-Inch Sandiary Sewer w/ Spoil Backdil] | LF ) 4000138 - Exeavation. Disposal. Dewatering, Shering, Bedding,
L] U1 2.inch Sanftary Sewer wi Grnulay Backfiti | LF 3 140.00 | 5 - Bipe. Cover, Backiilt, Compaction, Testing and
T 15-Inch Sanitary Sewer wi Speil Backfill | LF 3 10000 ¢ § Televising
g 15-Inch Sanitary Sewer w/ Granular Backfili ! LF s 150,001 5 -
Q i3 Inch Sanitary Sewer wi Granular Backfiif ! LF s 1550015 - |Granuiar Backhill under Existing nied Futwse Strecls
10 11-Jnich Sanitary Sewer w/ Spoil Backiill I LF 3 120001 8 -
| 1§ i ¥4iach Sanitary Sewer w/ Granelar Backfil} | if i i $ 170.00 1 § - iGranular Material nod Dispasal within 3 Radial Mites
12 }30-Inch Sanitary Sewer w/ Geanuiar Backiill LF S 105.00 | § -
13 [Over 15 but Less Than 25 Feet Decp Averagie Depth ‘ Larterals Not Includrd
1 ! 12-Inch Sanisary Sewer w! Spoil BackAil . LF S 12000 | & .
13 112 Jach Sanitary Sewer w/ Grapular Backiill | | LF i85 3 050018 119.925.00
16 i 1a-lnch Sanilary Sewer w/ Spail Backfill i LF $ 130001 s -
17 1 a-lnch Sanitary Sewer w/ Grapular Backdl! I LF 1370 | 8 50018 273.050.00
| 13 {1 §-[nch Sapitary Sewer w/ Granalar Backfill | LF b 5 225001 §
e 2}-Ioch Sapitare Sewer wi Spoil Backill LF | S 360.00 | 5 -
D 24.Inck Sanitary Sewer wi Geanualar BackHll LF ¢ $ 26000 | 5 .
Hi 30-Tneh Sanitary Sewer w/ Granular Backfill LI S 27000 | § -
22 |Over 35 pue Less Thano 35 Feer Deep Averuge Deprh -
23 13-lach Sagitary Sowers/ Spail Baekiil | L 5 190,00 | § -
24 13-Inch Sanitary Sewer wf Gragular Bas Y . | LF i 130 § 375.00 | § 566,250.00
35 ¢ }18-Inch Sanitary Sewer wi Gramdiar Backil [ i 5 585.06 ] S -
26 iQOwver 35 but Eess Than 40 Feet Deep Averaee Depth i ! ! |
31 1 18-inch Sapilary Sewer w/ Oranuslat Backsil ) ! LF : I's 500.0¢ | § -
23 {Incremental Cost 1o Tunne) Sewer in Place gver Open Cot : LF } s 250001 S R
39 | Appuriensnces and Restoragion ! 1 i i
36 1 (Congsciion o Inlereeptor Sewer § Ea. | | iP5 5.00000!% 5,000.30
3t | 138-fnch Sanitary Manholes ! VF D5 |8 150,005 § T3I5000
32§ | 60-Inch Sanitarv Manholes Fwvk Ts  450.00:5 -
N | T2Inch Sanitary Manfiles S is 350.08 0 8 -
3| ]Aspheit Pavement Renlapsmens ’ Sy ! 9.000 is 2800: 8 196,000.00 {5.3" Asphadt {S60/Ton} aver 8§~ CABC i$15/Ton}
35 | Conerete Pavement Reslasement sy | s 4300 'S - |97 Conerete (SIS0/CY) aver 107 CARC (S15Ton
36 { Graniular Shoulder I sy | 13m0 s A0S 6.500.00 16" Thick {515/ Tom)
37 i iDriveway Replacement : sy 250 IS 150015 4.860.00 13" Asphalt (S8 Tonj over 8" CABC {515/Ton)
38 | jTrench Reswration - Public ROW i SY 18400 !5 4.00] 5 73.000.00 {50° Wide Easement ~ 47 Topsoil, Seed, Ferr, Mulch
3 ! i Trepch Resioration - Fleld SY 2300 : % 28018 500,00 180 Wide Essement - Reuse Topsoil, Cover Crop, Mulch
T ) i
i Sublotal Consmuction Cost= | $1359,253.08
i Contingency, Enginesring and Adininistranive (30%) = Fg 6185450 i

Estimated Total Project Cost =

1.741,133.50

i Sewer Fpolage = |

3.363.00

Averays Cosipr LF = |

551743 ¢

Due Primed. 117237
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ESTEMATED TRUNK SEWER CONSTRUCTION COST
; } : ¥

Froject Name: Sewer Exringion Cost Recovery Policy : i
Cliemt Name: Ciry of Franklin : ; '
Projeci 7 3892076100 { i | \ ast Revisedr 111183011
1 ! H H
i : ok i Snbian
[ Frunk sewer 32 i
' ] i : i 2011 Dollars Llone 2011 CC1 = 9.053
| . Traffic Contrnl ] - 1 is - s -
"2 ' Tiresion Conmol Ls 1 S - S -
3 | iCleanng and prubbing Ls I s K -
4 !Less than i5 Fees Deep Average Depth ¢ Pipe Price Includess Labor, Materials, Equipnienl.
5 1 [12-lnch Sanitary Sewer w/ Spoil Backfill | LF i B 50081 5 - Excavation Disposal. Dewatering, Shoring, Bedding.
& 12-Inch Sanitary Sewer wi Granuiar Backiil! i LE | 5 HB.00 1 3 - Pipe. Cover, Backdill, Compacrion, Testing and
7§ 515-loci Sanitary Sewer wi Spoil Backfili i LF [ [ ookl 8 - Talevisiag
3 15-{nch Saritarv Sewet w/ Granular Baekdill LF |3 150,00 |'S -
g 18-Inch Sanitary Sewer wi Granuly Back il LF LS 153001 5 - Granular Backfill under Exisiing and Furure Streets
0 2i-Inch Sanitary Sewer w/ Spoil Backfill LF S 120001 8 -
il 3d-Inch Samiiary Sewes wi Gramslar Backill LF § 170,00} § ~ _|Granuar Materfal snd Disposal within 3 Radind Miles
s 30-Ingh Sasitare Sewer w/ Granular Backfils LF Y s 05000 8 .
13 |Over £5 but Less Than 25 Fret Deep Average Depth { i l Laterajs Not Tncluded
14 i 12-lach Saoitary Sewer wi $poil Backsill LE {1 70 s 120.00 § § §,300.00
s U2 ek Sapliary Sewes wi Grardar Baekitll . LF [s 205.00 18 -
15 Vi-tnci Senitary Sewer wi Spoil Backfill tE ] s 130,00 ] € -
17 16-1nch Sendtary Sewer wi Granulor Back§ll L [ is 215.00: 8 -
i2 {8-Inch Sauitary Sewer w/ Grenolar Backfill i¥ ! s 30005
LG 2 1-inch Sanitaey Sewer w! Spoil Backill F | i S 160400 | § -
20 Da-Inch Sanitary Sewer wi Gravular Backhll i OLF ] ‘5 260408 - ]
2 130 Inoh Sanitary Sewer wi Granalar Backfiit i LF ! is 23000 § -
22 1Qver 25 pue Less Than 35 Fert Deep Average Depth ' | | |
23 i 15-lnch Sanitary Sewer w/ Spoil Backsill : LF ] i s 150.00 1 5 -
24 ¢ |i5-Inch Sanitary Sewer wi Granular Baekiiil 1 LF ' 3TEOD S -
35 ¢ ¢i8-inch Sanitary Sewer wi Granular Backfill P Le § 38500 %S -
: 26 Over 33 but Less Than 40 Fret Deep Average Depin | | ; 1
27 - i1R-Inch Sanfrary Sawer s/ Granniar Backeil . LF : ‘5 800.00 | § -
28 | :iperememal Cost o Tunnel Szwer o Place over Opsn Cul LF R P8 250000 § -
29 Appurtenunces and Restoration . i i
30 . iCapnestion fo nterceptor Sewer : Ea. ! S 5000001 S 530300
51 48 Inch Sauity Manholes VF (3§ 130805 625000
32 | i6C-inch Santlary Manhales . vE ! i § 450,00 13 .
33| 72nch Sznitry Marholes P VF P5 5500008 - -
34| :Asphil( Pavestent Replacemuent t SY . 5 23004 8 < F5E" Asphalt {360/ Ton) over §" CABC [$15/Ton)
35 | [Concryte Pavement Replacement | SY : 5 45.00 ' & - B Conerete (STEHOY) over 107 CABLC {$13/Ton)
36 | Granufar Shoufder gy B 5000 § - [8" Thick (S15/Ton)
31 i Drivewzy Replacement i sy | HE 1860 3 3" Asphalr (S80/Tan} over 6 CABC {S157Ton)
38 1 'Trench Restoratinn - Public ROW - | (s 4001% - 136" Wide Easemgal - 47 Topsail, Seed, Fert, Mulch
3¢ i iTrench Reswgratian - Figld SY o000 |3 200 % 200009 [30° Wide F ¢ - Reuse Topsasl, Cover Crop, Mulch
i - i Suntotaf Construepon Cost=_§ S11.63000 .
\ Continyency, Eazineering and Administrative (30%3= 1 § 649550 |
| ! Estimated Towl Prajest Cost= 1 § 28.145.00
| - } !
i Sewsy Fooape = 1080 | : :
Average Cosper LF = ¢ 530207 ¢ i ™
DsteD - 112EERT Page ot 18
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ESTIMATED TRUNK SEWER CONNTRUCTION COST

Praject Name: Sewer Extension Cost Recovery Policy

Client Name: Cin: af Franklin

Projecy = _SKP2070. 0N
¥

Last Revised:

11182011

Trunk Sewer 34
7

] L _ 2011 Deilars (June 2011 CC1 = 9.053)
f Treific Control s T LOO0.0D T S 106000
1 Erosion Control [Ls & 1 7H00.00 : § 7,060,009
3 iClearing and gubbing | Ls 1 3,00000 | § 3,000.00
4 Legs than 15 Feel Deep Average Depth | H Pipe Pricg Includes: Laber, daterials. Equipment,
85 112-Inch Samilay Sewer w/ Spoi! Backfll ! LF i s 90.00: 5 - Excavation Disposs], Dewatering, Shoring, Bedding.
6 | 12-Ingh Sanfary Sewsr wi Granular Backfili | LF 5 140.00 : S Pipe, Cover. Backfill, Canspaction, Testing aug
1 | 5-lnch Saniary Sewer wi Spoil Backfill | LF ‘s Wwe.o0 | s - Talevising
8 1 il5-Inch Sanjlary Sewer wi Granular Baekfill I LF ‘5 150001 %
9§ }18Inch Sanitary Sewer w/ Granular Backfi! \ LF ig 155000 % - jGranuler Backfill under Existing and Fuiure Streets
{0 . (2%.Inch Samitsry Sewer wi Spoil Backitl | LF 5 120,00 1 §
1T} 124-Inch Sanitary Sewer wf Granular Backiill ! LF § 170,00 § % - 1Geanntar Matedal aad Disposal within 3 Radial Miles
121 30-Inch Sanitary Sewer w/ Granuler Backfil LF s 205065 8 -
13 [Over 15 but Less Than I35 Feet Deep Average Depth Laterals Not fncluded
i4 § 12+ luch Sanitary Sewes w7 Spedl Bagksill LF ) 3 120,00 : 8 24,000,608
15 112-Inch Senitary Sewer wd Granalar Bagkiill LF {ds0 (S 20500 | 8 S0Z,230.00
16 | 16-ineh Sanitary Sewer wi Spoil Backfiil LF i 5 130.00 | § -
17 !16-ineh Sanitary Sewer we Gramular Back$il LF | s 2300 | § -
15 | {R-inch Sanitary Sewer wi Granular Backill LF 5 2300 8 -
19 T T iinch Sanitary Sewer w/ Spoil Baekiiil Lf [ 160.00 ¢ § -
20 | |24-Inch Sanilary Sewer wi Granufar Backsll LF s 26000 1§ -
21 130.Inch Sanitary Sewer w! Granutar BackfiB iF R -
23 ver 25 but E.ass Than 33 Feer Deep Average Depth i
23 H15-lach Sanijtary Sewer wi Spoil Backfil i L¥ M 190.00 1 S -
o4 113-lach Sanitary S¢wer w/ Granular Backfill i LF : 'S 375001 S -
23 “18-lsck Saniary Sewer w/ Granular Backsill L i 8 385001 85 -
26 1Qver 33 but Less Than 40 Fect Deep Average Deptih | i i
7 | 18-Inck Sanjrary Sewer w/ Granular Backiil | LF ; ‘5 G60.00 | S -
28§ lncrememai Cost o Tunnel Sewer in Place sver Open Cut ! LF ! (5 250801 S -
2% 1 Appurtenanees and Restoration ! : i
30 1 1Copmection to Imerceplor Sevwer i Ea. ! 3 S 5000008 3.0596.00
31 : 48-nck Saxiuary Mushales ©OVF | %G i3 7500018 3000000
32| [60-Inch Samitary Marheles R 8 450.00 | § -
35 ¢ 72-Inch Saniwry Mapholss Vv it 55000l -
34 ! Asphall Pavesnent Beplacement Y Pl s 28400 % 5.600.00 135" Asphalr ($60 Y on) over 8 CABC (515/Ton)
35 1 lConcrew Pavement Replacement fosy |s 450018 - [9° Concrete ($1304CY) over 10™ CADC (S15/Tan)
3 - |Granular Shouider P sy 50 s 5085 25000 [6" Thick {515/ Ten}
37 Ddveway Replczmen Sy [s 1880 | § - 13" Asphalt {S89/Ton) over 6" CABC (S25/Tan)
3¢ Trench Restoratiep - Pubiic 20W ! sY ! 3o 3 40l s 2000.00 [80' Wide Ensement - 3" Topsoil, Seed, Fert, Mulch
3¢ Trench Restoraien . Fisld 1 5V i o0 |8 200§ 45.800.00 |80' Wide Fasement - Reuse Topseil, Cover Crop, Muleh

Subiotal Construciion Cost =«

5603 500,00

Comtinggncy, Ensinesring and Adminisorative (303} = | §

ML

| Estmpted Towd Project Cost= + § 36367000 F
. H H i
; | i i
: Sewer Footage = | 265000 | | | : -
} svermes Costpes LE= | 30667 ! 1 i !

Daie Finkdr FET300U

Fage 1 af i6
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ESTIMATED TRUNK SEWER CONSTRUCTION COSY
i ] ]

I

(roject Name: Sewer Extension Cost Recovery Policy
fem Nape: Cire of Frantdin H
: Las Revised:  [11 133011
I
: bl 0
Trunk Sewer 35 ;
i ! | 2011 Dallars Juse 2011 CC1 = $.053)
T {Traffic Convel LS ) s 4e0000( 3 4000 £
2§ iErosion Control LS ! S 41.00050 | S 4100004
3¢ iClearing and erubbing Ls | S 50000008 3000040
4 iLess than 15 Feet Deep Average Depth fipe Price {ncludes: Labor, Materials, Equipment,
5 12-lnch Sanitary Sever w/ Speil Back il H LF S 90.60 | § . Excavation. Bispasal, Dewarering, Shoying, Bedsdling,
6 : 12-Inch Sanitary Sewer w? Grinular Backiill i LF 1350 |S 15000 ¢ § 359,000.00 1 Pipe. Cover, Backhll, Conypaciion Testing and
T | 7 15-Inch Sanitary Sewer wi Spoil BackRll LT 5 160.00 5 § - Televising
] i15:Inch Sanitary Sewer w/ Granular Backfitl LF 1.650 i_S 1500018 247,500,641
o ! *1g-Inch Sanitary Sewer wi Gramslsy Backiill IL.F 3 1550018 - 1Gramway Back(iii under Existing and Funire Streets
| W 121 Ineh Sundtary Sewer wi Spail Backill LF 1375 § 120001 5 18900000 )
1T Daqes  Sanitary Sewer wi Granniar Baekfill LF $ 170001 § Granular Material and Disposal within 3 Rodial Miles
12 i !30-Inch Sanhary Sewer wi Granuiar Backfill LF 5 10580 8 -
13 [Dver 15 but Less Than 13 Feet Deep Average Depth | Laterals Not Included
4 T12-Inch Saniary Sewerwi Spoil Backfil LF 5 12000 8 -
15 ¢ '43-Inch Sanilary Sewer wi Granular Backil LF 5 20500 % -
X6 Tia-lach Senftary Sewer wi Spoil Backfil LE | i 8 (30008 8 -
17| |46-Inch Sapitary Sewer w/ Gromular BackHl LE 1 4310 i3 S 92663040 |
18 18 1nch Ranimry Sewer W/ Granclr Backil LF 505 IS 1 P3G,125.04 )
19 |21 ineh Sanitary Sewer wi Spoi Backiil Lr 20 M s 3.200.60
20 (2 dneh Sandtary Sewst W/ Oranoiar Backfil LF s s .
21 1 30-In¢h Sanitary Sewer w/ Grapuiar Backill LF 5 S -
2% 1Over 25 but Less Than )5 Teet Deep Avernge Depth |
23 | [13-Inch Sassiary Sewer w/ Spail Buckfil) ] LF s -
24 | |l3i-inch Sanitary Sewer wi Granuler Backfi) 1 LF 23480 % 1.033.000.50
25 | !8-inch Sanhary Sewer wi Granutar Baskfil : LF 2395 .8 8540 S LO76BTIEC
26 " Over 35 but Less Than 40 Feet Deep Average Depth ! | ]
3 7 1R-Inch Sanitary Sewer w/ Granudar Bachiill 1 Lr i895 1% 00,001 S 337.000.80
28 ! !incwmenal Cost o Tansel Sswer In Place over Open Cin Lo LF '3 256.00 1 § -
29 Appurreaseces pnd Resforation ' : ! ]
30| {Connection m Interceptor Sewer i Ea i 1 ]S  spocools 3,000.00
31 -fuchs Sanivre Manholes VF ¢ 1315 f§ 1E0A0 S 328.750.00
12§, t0-lnch Sanitary Manholes T 5 450001 % -
33 : 72-Inch Saniary Manhipks VMR 3 550001 S -
34t Lacphall Pavement Replaceme i Y Loodoo 1§ 250018 2O L200.00 1557 Asphalt (S807Ton) over 8" CABC {$15/Tan)
a5 Concrete Pavememt Replacement 5Y i 1500 1% 45001 & §3,300.00 |9 Conerete (S 130CYY over W™ CABC (S1&/Tou}
361 ! Granular Shoolder S S 065 13.500.00 |6” Thiek (S15Fon)
37 ; Driveway Replacament . Y | 10 3 1800 § 12560050 13" Asphah {580 Tog) over 6" CABC (515/Ton)
38 | |Trench Restoration - Pubiic ROW i sy ! srsoo ls 400 5 136,000,008 fS0' Wide Ensement - 47 Tapsoil, Sesd. Fert, Muleh
38 ‘%Tr:mﬁ Restorelivs - Fielkd i SY i 100.100 © § 0e S 00.286.60 130" Wide Easercent - Reuse Topsoil, Cover Crop. Mulch
i ; Subtot] Canstruznen Cosi= 55,547.304.00
!

Contizercy, Engineering and Administrative (39%) =

) Gb4.160.00

Estimmated Total Project Cost=- 1 §

7.211.390.00

1 Sewer Foolage = | 16,460.00

Averavg Costper LF > ¢

£433.12

Date Primedy 1L 23301
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ESTIMATED TRUNK SEWER CONSTF LVCTION COST
1 i

Profject Nume: Sewer Evension Cost Recovery Policy

Clien: Mame: Cine ot Franhiln

List Revised:

Project 5 IXVIN76.1i0
T

(V1200

i

{Trunk Sewer 39
[

1

2011 Dollars (June 2011 CC1 = 8.053)

L {Trafic Canal i LS i S 1000005 LOBILAD
21 |Erosion Conmel = 1 S 200008 9,000.00
31 jClearing and gubbing L | 1 s eo00on!s 9.000.00
4 It ess than 13 Feet Deep Avernde Depth . | Tipe Price Ineiudes: Labor, Marerials, Equipnens,
5 I A2:Inch Sanitary Sewer wi Spoil Backdll i VP | 1aoa s 90.0% ¢ S 126.000.00 § Excavation. Dispusal, Dewatering, Sharing, Bedding,
& i :i2loch Samilary Sewer wr Granular Backfill | T L3 140,06 ¢ § - Pipe, Cover. Baekfill, Compaction, Testing and
7 | 113 Tach Sanitary Sewer wi Spoii Backfil] | iF i | $ 10060 : 3 - Televising
§ | il5-Inch Sapitary Sewerw? Granular Backiili | LF [ 150,607 3 -
9 F13-Ineh Sanitary Sewer wr Granular Backill i LF } 5 155.00 :l 3 - iGranular Backfill under Existing and Furure Streets
11 P2)-Inch Sanitary Sewerw/ Spoil Backfill ! LF s 12000 | 8 -
[T L34 Inch $anhary Sewer wi Geanulay Backfll LF $ 000 0 % - __iGranular Maredai aad Dispesal within 3 Radial Miles
12 i 30-inch Sanitary Sewer w! Granular Backfill LF 5 05.00 | § -
|13 tOwer 15 bt Less Than 15 Feet Deep Average Denth Laterals Not {ncluded
14§ iii-lnch Sasiiry Sewer wi Spoil Backfil LE s 120.00 | § -
Y \ 12-Xoch Sanfwry Sewer w? Granular Backill LF 700 by 0500 S [43.500.00
16 {16-Inch Sanitary Seveer wi Spoil Backfill LF T o0 s 13000 | S 131 300.00
17 | 14-inch Sanfrary Sewer wi Granulsr Backfill LF 30 § 256008 L7508
18 | 18-Ineh Saniary Sewer wi Gropular Backsill i LF 13 2356015 -
49 1 Tsl-nch Sankary Sewer wi Spoil Backiill ! Lf i 16000 | 5 .
20 1 Dracinch Sanitary Sewer wi Granular Backfil fLE | BTN .
21 $30-inch Saniary Sewer w/ Grimular Backfill | LF L 5 2000 % .
23 lover 28 but Less Than 35 Feet Doep Average Depth i i
231 irsneh Sanitary Sewer w7 Spoil Backfil | LF . s4a0 s 190:00 £ § 102450000
14 1 15-Inch Saaitary Sewer w! Granular Backiil \F fs 375091 % .
2 18-inch Sandtary Sewer wi Granular Backfill iLF H L€ 3850018 -
1§ 10ver 335 but Less Than 40 Fect Deep Average Depth i i H
2 “18-Inch Sasilary Sewer W/ Graular Backfiil - LF s G005 S B
38 ) Incremental Cost io Tunnel Sewer in Place over Open Cul ' iLF st 2500015 I7.500.00
39 | Appurtenauces 2nd Restoration i ] 1 i B
3 b ICommertion b lerczpior Sewer Ea. i % 78 soooan s SOUR00
U517 aBeInch Saniary Manholes VEF 1 a0 Is 2000l 6509000
32 1 |60-Inch Sanitary hManholes COVE i 's 43000 8 -
|33 172-Inch Sanitary Manholes L 'S si000ts .
341 Asphell Paverneny Replacement Y Corobe S 2800145 5600000 [5.5" Asphalt (S60/Ton} over 8" CABC 1315/ Ton)
| _:Congrete Pavement Repincement ! Y : 's 43.00 % - 19" Conerete (SI50/CY) over 107 CABC (515/Ten)
| |Greular Shoalder ; Y 400 s Spolsg 2.000.00 b6" Thick (515 Ton}
| | Drivewsy Replacement : sy i i 18.00} 5 - E3" Asphair (580/Ten) over 67 CABC (§15/Ton)
U Tronch Restoration - Pubiis ROW i &Y 5400 S 3008 3160000 (80" Wide Easarient - 4 Topsoil, Seed, Fert, Mulch
L Vtresch Restoration - Ficld : 5y 24900 1§ 20058 40,880.0¢0 380" Wide Fasement - Rease Topsail, Cover Crop, Muleh
; Subteiz! Cansmucnion Cost= SITONS000 ¢

Contingency, Ensinesring and Administrative {30%) = I's

LA

LO01065.00 ¢

! Estimated Tow) Project Cost= - §
: i i

et 1
Sewer Fpospe = | 3.700.60

Averngz Costper LE = =

53054 !

Date Primeed: 10023201

Page M2 af 18
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ESTIMATED TRUNK SEWER CONSTRUCTION COST
L : t
Projecr Nome: Sewer Extensios Cost Becovery Pofiar : ;
< fient Name, Cine of Fraouklin : ]
Projeci s SERIITE 00 | Lasi Revised: | 11182001
JTrunk Sewer U L . i :
. I { 2911 Doilars done 2011 CC1 = 5,053)
1| [rranic Conrel I s I s 1.00000!s 2000417
2| iZrosion Conmol : LS i S 000008 1,000,080
3 Clearine and grubbig s ) ! S 5.00000!S £,000.00
3 Less than 13 Feet Deep Averzge Depth P E Pipe Price Includes: Laner, Materinls. Equipment.
3 | i12-Inch Sanitary Sewer w7 Spoil Backiil LF i 5 gpgo | s .- Excavalion. Dispoesak Dewatering, Shoring, Bedding,
6 " 12-lnch Samitary Sewer wi Granular Backiti LF ) 140,00 [ § - Fipe, Cover. Backfiil, Compaetion, Testing nod
T [15 Inch Saniiery Sewer wr Spail Backfill O LF s 100,00} § - Talevlsing
L -Inch Sanisary Sewer wi Granuiar Baclkil! ! LF : B 150.00 1 % -
$ | i18-Inch Sanitary Sewer w! Grannlar Backiil]. ! L¥ i s 155.001 % - Granular Backfill under Existing and Fuwre Sereets
1680 123-luch Sanitary Sewer w? Spoil Backiidl H LF : S [ -
111 i’=l Incly Sanitary $ewer wi Granular Backdill LF g L70.00 1 8 - bGranular Mategal ang Dispusal within 3 Radial Miles
12 @ 130-Inch Sanirary Sewer w/ Granular Backfill LF ! 5 N300 1§ -
13 {Ower 13 but Less Than 25 Feet Deep Average Depih | H Laterals Not Included
151 112-luch Saniary Sewer ws Spail Backll ] | LF ! 1,336 15 120.00: § 186.000.00
15 ¢ N2-ach Samwy Sewer w/ Granular Backfill : Lr ;M0 s 205.00  § $1.000.00
16 | |16-knch Sanitary Sawer w! Spail Bagkih | LF 3 -
17 i6-Inch Sanfiary Sewer v Graular Backll LF 5 B
12 13-tnch Sanitary Sewer wi Granmlar Backfiil LF 3
19 |21-tuch Sanitary Sewer w/ Spoil Backiili LF s .
20 24-Inch Sanitary Sewer w/ Granuler Backfill LF ! 1S .
23T 130-Inch Sunitary Sewer v Granuler Backfilt Pt | I's -
e jQrer 25 but Less Than 35 Feet Deep Average Dephs | |
23 | i15-Inch Sanitary Sewer wi Spoil Beckinl LF | HE .
24 1S-Inch Saniary Sewer wf Granuter Backdill LF 8 -
25 ¢ |)8-Ingh Saniary Sewer w) Gran L'zrx ackitH ! LE HAY |
4 (}\ er 35 byt Loss Than 40 Feet Deep “Av ernge Depth i ! [ i
27 . 113-loeh Saniwary Sewer w7 Granuler Backfill ~ | LF : 18 500001 S .
28 | Dncremental Cost to Tunne) Sewer in Plece over G':)En o ' LF f ‘s 250001 8 -
24 Appuriensices and Hestoration | i ] :
36 iCoonesion wp rereepior Sewer b Ea . 1 T3 so00enis 300050
¢ . 48-Inch Saniary Manhoies : VEOL 10 s 250601 8 40,500,00
T 760 Inch Sanitary Magholes . (S dseoss : -
I 33 | i72-Inch Saniary Manholes ! VI ! 5 330007 § -
34 ¢ iAsphalt Pavement Replosanen SY [ s 28001 § 14.000,00 155" Asphalt (360 Tan} over 8" CABC (513/Ton)
35 | |Coucrete Pavemen: Replacament ' SY J S 43000 8 - 9" Conerete (S159/CY) over 10" CABC (518/Ton)
36 Granvlar Shouider | 5Y P30 |s 3.00: 8 LS00 16" Thick £5157Fen)
37 | iDriveway Replacement i s [ q00 s 1800 § 1250000 13" Asphait ($80/Ton) over 67 CABC (S15/Ton)
35 | iTrench Restomition - Public ROW ! SY D13600 |S 400 § 624000 186° Wide Engement - 47 Topsoil, Seed, Fert, Mulch
39 1 | french Restoration - Fisid osy LS 2000 s - st Wide Xasement - Reuse Topsoil, Cover Crop. Mulch
\ Suptai Consmucuen Cost= | $373.500.00
Conzingency, Esgineering and Adminisirative {30%) = !-. 112.050.00 §
% | Estimated Totsl Project Con = © 5 483.330.60
L | | !
T | Sewer Footare = | 175000 ¢ i 1
11 Avemge CostperLF = - 517745 ! ! L
Thage Prinsed: 11T 00N Fige 130l 16
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ESTIMATED TRUNK SEWER CONSTRUCTION COST
i H 3 i H i
?”rcjfc.’ Name; Sewer Evwpnsion Cost Avcoren Policy # i i
Client Name: Cloc of Frimktin { ! !
Project |= 1)':‘A'Si.‘UTf'). 1 Las Revised: 111 182011
T
Trunk Sewer 41
) P 2011 Dollsrs 1lune 2041 CCI = 9.053)
1 : Tmffic Control 10001001 § 1000.03 |
2 ¢ Teresion Conmal 1600.80 ; § 10000
3 | iClcsnng and probbing - 5 -
4 Less than 15 Feel Deep Average Deplh ! Pipe Price Includes: Lahor, Materials, Equipnen:,
53 il2-Inch Sanitary Sewer w! Spoil BackAlt i LF | 5 ¥.onls - Excavativn. Disposal, Dewarering, Shioring, Beddins.
6 U :12-Inch Sanimry Sewer wi Grantlar Back iUl ! Li s 19.001 8 - Pige, Cover. Backfill. Conupaction. Testing and
T ¢ i 18-Tnch Saaitary Sewer wi Syoil Backfin i L¥ | s 100,08 13 - ‘Televiging
§ i+ yE.Inch Sanitery Sewer wi Granlar Backill 1 LF s 15000 | § -
9§ i18-lnch Saniwry Sewee wi Granukar Backill | LF 5 153001 8 - {Granuzr Backfill upder Existing and Furure Streets
101 131-Inch Sanitary Sewer wi Spetl Backtil] | LF $ 12000 | % -1
1T} j2d-Inels Sonilary Sewer w? Granular BackBl LF 3 170.00 | § - Granular Mareriaf tnd Disposal witlin 3 Radial Miles
1o 20-Inch Sanitary Sewer w/ Graoutar Backll LF 3 205.00 | S -
13 [Qver 15 but Less Than 25 Feet Deep Average Deptk wf___ Laterais Nor Iiscluded
14 : LF ; 3 130001 5 . "
135 112-Ineh Sanitary Sewer w/ Grasular Bagkfill LF R § 20500 8 A1 A0
16 | 16-Inch Sanitary Sewsr w Spoil Backdi LF 5 130005 8 -
17 ! !16-Ineh Sanitary Sewer we Granuar Backfil LF s 315001 § -
19 | iS-Inch Sanitary Sewsr w/ Geanalar Backiil VO (5 2000 -
19 1 Tieineh Smaitary Sewer wi Spail Back it LF s 160001 8 .
20 ¢ | 24tnch Saniary Sewst w/ Grimular Backfill LF I's WHRADES -
2 1 130-nch Sanitary Sirwer wi Grimular Raekfilt F 's 700075 -
.22 |Over 25 but Less Than 33 Feet Deep Average Depih |
23 % 113-Jpch Sanitary Sewer s/ Spoit Backll i LF 3 19050 % -
24 | 13-Inch Sanitary Sewer wi Granular Backfils ! LF S 375007 8 - —_
1% ! 18-Inch Sanitary Sewer w/ Granular Backili ' LE ! 5 383001 S -
26 [Over 33 bae Less Than 40 Feet Deep Averuge Depth L ] i
Lyl I 15-Inch Sanitary Sewer w/ Granular Backiill ’ LE i ‘8 G500 1§ -
28 | |Incremental Costio Tunnel Sewerin Placeover Open 0 5 LF iy 150006 ° % -
29 |Appuﬁ-eng;}_¢cs apd Restoragfan : ' i
30} 'Copnection 20 Intercepror Sewer i Ea. : | 5 500065 S
31 l4g-inch Sanitary Manhioiss ! i : 20 5 25006 1 % L0000
32 ! '4-inch Sanitary Manholes ! VE O} H 4350005 5 -
33 i 72.Inch Sanftary Manhojes . | vF s 300018 -
34 | |Asphal Pavement Replicmnent i S5Y | 150 :% 2548 '3 11.800.00 153" Asphalt {360/ Ton) over 8" CARC (313/Tom)
35 Congrels Pavement Rephivemam ! Y | s s505's ot 5 Concrete 15150/CY y over 10" CADC (S153/Ton)
36 Granalar Shoulder I8y im0 0§ 34508 750.00 6" Thick (S13Ten)
57 : Drivewaw Replacement ) | 3Y | 180 5 18.60 . 4 1 300.00 £3" Asphalt {580/Ten) over 8 CABC {515/Tom)
38 < rench Restoration - Public ROW i SY R 460: 3 340000 180" Wide Easentent ~ 4™ Topsail, Sced, Fort, Mulkch
3% sTrench Restoration - Field ] SY . E S 2001s + 180" Wide Essement - Reuse Topsoil, Cover Crop, Mujeh
1 B 1 I
C . Subiotal Copstruction Cost = | SR1YICA0
oo Coniingency, Erginecting and Administrative (30%) = | S TEERI O
11 i Estimated Towl Project Com= 1§ 16033500 i
| i o : !
L] Sewer Footage= | 200,00 | 1 B
L Avertipe Coptoer L F= ¢ 553248 1 : ! !
Dowe Paimed 1423 25110 Fage il i
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: ESTIMATED TRUNK SEWER CONSTRLUCTION COST
7 T i T
vme: Sewer Extension Cost Recaver Poliar i v |
Clieni Nownee Ciry o Fronklin | ;
Project » 3a 2000 Ty ) : i Last Mevised: 111 182011
) ik T S anen
AH Trunk Sewers : ; |
! 2010 Dollars t2une 2011 CCL = 9,043}
1 Traffic Contral LS i 2800000, € 28,0004 )
2 Erosion Contrel . Ls 1 170,000,00f § $70.080.04 3
3 |Clearing and smibbing LS 1 108.000.00: 5 10508050
4 Legs thae 15 Feer Deep Averose Depth ] i Fipe Price Includes: Labor. Materfals. Equigment,
3 | 12+inch Sanitory Sewer wr Spoil Backfill LF i 326500 § W00 1 5 47335008 | Excavation, Disposak Dewatering, Shering, Bedding,
& { {2-Inch Samitary Sever w! Grnalar Backfil LF i TA50001 5 140001 S 1.045.000.08 | Pipe, Cover. Bsekfill Compaction, Testing and
T} ii3-lach Sanitary Sewer wi Spod Backfill LT i 1,910,001 5 100001 8 121.000.00 | Televising
8 T {15-lach Samitary Sewer wi Granular Backfi] I LF | 310008 15000 | 5 561,000.00
G 12-lnch Sanitary Sewer wi Graoular Backfill t LF 2.063.00[ 8 15300 ¢ 8 320.075.00 Granilar Backfil under Existng and Fusure Streets
13 2 i-Inuh Sanirary Sewer w/ Spoil Backfll f LE 1.375.000 § 120,00 § & 130,000.00
i 24-Inch Sanitary Sower w/ Granular Bacidill | LF . LAs0.00y 8 170.40 § 8 246.500.00 [Gramular Malerlal and Disposal within 3 Radial Miles
12 ¢ 30-Inch Saniwary Sewer wi Granular Backfill | LF 1.945.00: § 2054001 5 398.725.00
13 jQOver 15 hug Less Than 25 Feet Deep Avernge Denth ‘ i Laterals Not Included
14 ]12-Inch Semilary Sewer wi Spoil Bacidiy GLF 63430008 1200038 wysogoO®} o]
15 1 112-boch Sanitary Sewer wi Granular Back{iit LE §,125.00¢ § 205.00.1 § 1.665,623.08
16 | 1i6-Inch Senjiary Sewer w? Spoil Backil P LF 4,405.00: § 13090 | § 372,650.060
17 | i16-inch Sanitary Sewer w/ Grarolar Backfi]) LF 12.24300; § 50018 252380408
18 | :18-lueh Sanitary Sewer s/ Granular Baekfill P LF £05.00! § 13500 | S 130, 125.00
19 ~Ingie Saniury Suwer wi Spoil Backiid 3 LE 20.001 § TE0A0 ;5 3.200.00 i
20| iia-lach Saniure Sewer w/ Granular Backill { e 4600008 2600078  119.600.30
21 30-inch Sanizry Sewer w/ Grnuler Bockfll LF ¢ 900,50 S 27000 : 8 253,600,808
T35 [Dver 25 bur Less Than 38 Feet Deep Average Depth |
23 ' Tis-inch Sanitary Sewer w/ Spoil Backiill Lr | 5404008 19000 (5 10260050 T
24 | 15-Inch Sanitacy Sewer w/ Grooukar Backfill LF 3,200.00° § 335001 S 1.930,000.00
257 7i%-Inch Soitary Sewer w! Geanular Backill | LF 279500 § 385.00 ] 5 LOW0TI0N
{26 tOver 35 bur Less Thai 40 Feer Deep Average Depih : | |
7 ! 18-Inch Sanitarv Sewer wi Granular Backfil) : Ly ! 295.000 3 600.08: § 337.600.00
28 | Hmrcmc_.'_“lajiCosuo Tennel Sewer i Place over Quen Cat H . 150000 § 250001 S 37.500.00
29 I,-\ppuru-nnncgs_:_‘md Rustaration : ] | :
30" | :Connection 1o Interceptar Sewer . Ea. t 1306 S  5,000.00 ' S £0,000.00
31 1 A8-inch Sanitary Maviveles : VE ¢ 467006 5 25000 0 8 LIGTSE000
32 1 i60-Inch Sanitery Manholes tOVF 15000 § 456001 S 67,500.80
33 : {72-fnch Sanirary Manholes VF i 000 S 33001 S i 100030 §
34 1 lasphal Pavewent Replacement 5Y 39.770.00; S 200 S L113360.80 155" Asphal (568/Ton) aver 8" CABC (515 Tom}
35 i Conerete Pavement Replatemnt ; 5Y 1180000 § #3000 8 3G0.00 9" Congrete (S15HCYY over 107 CABC{515/Ton)
X6} 1Granalr Shoukdsr | SY 13664000 § 5O0FS TR,000.080 16" Thick ($15/Ton)
37 | 1Driveway Replscement | 3Y ¢ 243000 % 18.00 | S 43.740.00 §3" Asphalt (580/Ton} over 6~ CABC (515 Ton)
38 I { Tresch Restorazion - Public ROW i 5 119,150.00 8 40005 475,000.00 180" Wide Esgerment - 4™ Topsoil Seed, Fert. Mulch
Exd reack Resoration - Field 5Y 396400001 § 100 ; 5 19230000 {30 Wide Easement - Reuse Topsoil. Cover Crop. Mulcls
i t h
. ! Subietas Consirwetion Cosi= + 31791230000
i Continyency, Enrinesring snd Administarive (30%) = HEER R
i ; Estimated Towal Projest Cost= | §  23,086.640.00 |
T i : .
il Sewer Foolase = | 67.9335.00 ! ' B
i Average Costper LF= § S2i2.78 7
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TRUNK SEWER PIPE PRICING
f T
Project Name: Sewer Extension Cost Recovery Policy ]
Cliens Nawte: Ciry of Franklin _ I
Project # 3892076,100 Last Revised: 3232011
! !
i L ILR)
iPipe Pricing frorn Ferguson Water Works 3/18/2011
|
SDR 35 PVC Pipe Price (12" §7.78
SDR 33 PVC Pipe Price {13") : $11.58
ISDR 35 PVC Pipe Price (18") ; 513.89
SDR 35 PVC Pipe Price (21) L 32251
SDR 35 PVC Pipe Price (24") 528.66
SGR 35 PVC Pipe Price (307 554.19
|
[C-500 PV Pipe Price (12) L s1576
FC.800 PYC Pipe Price (16" : $25.39
{C-300 PVC Pipe Price (18" $32.87
L C-900 PVC Pipe Price {24 8644
C-000 PYVC-Pipe Price (30" $72.55
{Pipe Pricing from County Materials 31242011 |
! |
'RCPCL V(12 { $21.00
RCP CL V{157 . 525.00
RCPCL V{18 : $35.00
IRCP CLV (21" ! £37.00!
RCP CL V(347 ; $33.00!
IRCP CL V{307 : $91.00
| I
‘ .
i i

Fraskiin City F33007 Sewir Exension {ost Revovery T

Rueckert/Mictke
v 100 Sy
201711 118-Fraphlin Truzk Sewer Cast Faymates xis {Pipe P




Do AT iToe TI0) AaURIcs JUay i,

; T BT ALNNOD TTHATAMTIN TZTENOS Jv3SYE

ESENT tmxmémm%.“. : WiH BONNGS
U YT P LBNRNY WOUAGOT L1

T

T

[.i' e

H
LY -
Toiny T ] R

wrrrde? R

¥3YVY 20IAHIS HIMIS LEFMHINOS

b EviN




it K . e S ALNNCS STANYAMTIA (20EN08 dvWESvE
SRIA HSNTT B2 Wi F0MNOS
vl ‘@Bl T UBHBNY WEALSD L LOZ G

LLOE "12 HABWIAON 2UVE
e RO

b e

ST

e

TUTLSAON DNEATLLOVAMNYE LHOMT i

walwas § oo
dky | Tenounasn TR
SN s STyQLe SoHnOSTE
“TLHEQISIY Eai TUNLYN 40 vIuy
s SIUILLA
TYUNIQISTE § ¥ NOWTHRTWROD
rnouvaNsdy TEET ITYIRAOD
ERIERL wvd ssiNISna EEe
e savod Jendndd T

MO T350408d emaned

AMYONNOY 3DIANES
HOLJIOUALKEYTTHO RYAY T

SERER]

NISHOZSIM ALNAOS TAXNAYMIIN
NIDANYYHS 30 ALID

38N AN QINNYTE
W3V IVAEIS WIAMAAS LSIMHLAOS

T dVI

P T e s . m&w




e Trres s 2 a3 MOWE it di .

o T ALNMOD STHAYMIIN T338N0S QYWESVE
SEAL HORTR] Wi 30MN0S
70 Heped S L3O 1ELADaT SLOE @

3107 V2 HIEWSAON (HIVE

——

- o

r
ntnes
Ty
Lnes
H
"

HNos
. HLnGE

Gnrrdere e -

[

i
I I
= z
x H
i
3 — - e
= : ;
g ) :
@
3
a
m
=
SHZAIS AYTUNYS THDOT e L
»
= i
AniCd JONIYSAT ] 3
———— N i3
TUIMIE HHAYL ALAYED THNd _ﬁ ,uﬁ
- {
POLAZTRITLN OSHA DNLLEIKR = — — — == »

o

ITOHNYE YOLIBDUALNI WITHD HYAY

ALNOY HOLSFOUILNI HITND NYAY

|
#

AMVINNDR 30IAHIS
HOLdIOWALNI NIIED N7AR

iy

FRELER]

NISNGDSIM ALNNOD IZANYMTIN
NITANYA 40 A LD

- \ i - o
SALRIVA . - . 2 .
JOVHIMIS ANVLINYS 0ISOJ0ud
YIAHY DIANES HIMIS LSTMHINOS

133ELE

qrd - 21304 a3k




Rough Draft 12/1/11
STATE OF WISCONSIN CITY OF FRANKLIN MILWAUKEE COUNTY

ORDINANCE NO. 2012-

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE MUNICIPATL CODE OF THE CITY OF FRANKLIN,
WISCONSIN TO PROVIDE FOR THE EXTENSION OF AND COST RECOVERY OF
PUBLIC SANITARY SEWER WITHIN THE RYAN CREEK INTERCEPTOR SANITARY
SEWER SERVICE AREA

WHEREAS,

;and
WHEREAS,

NOW, THEREFORE, the Mayor and Common Council of the City of Franklin,
Wisconsin, do ordain as follows:

[Note: text proposed for addition is highlighted in double-underline text; existing text
proposed for deletion is highlighted in strike-through text; existing text potentially under
consideration for amendment is bracketed, existing text not proposed for amendment is not
highlighted.]

SECTION 1: §207-1.A. of the Municipal Code of the City of Franklin, Wisconsin, is
hereby amended as follows:

“Every person having or operating sanitary facilities upon any parcel
of real estate shall connect or cause to be connected such sanitary
facilities to the publicly operated sanitary sewer within one year after
such public sanitary sewer is installed and written notice given to such
person that such sewer is available for connection, pursuant to § 190-
22.B.(1) of this Code. This subsection is subject to the provisions set

forth under §§ 207-26. and 207-27. of this Code pertaining to sanitary

sewer extensions in the Ryan Creek Interceptor sanitary sewer service
area.

SECTION 2: §207-9.A. of the Municipal Code of the City of Franklin, Wisconsin, is
hereby amended as follows:

[“A. All existing buildings and all buildings hereafter erected
connecting to the sanitary sewer system of the City shall pay at the time
application is made for sewer connection a connection fee as follows:



SECTION 3:

(1) For all single-family dwellings, a minimum charge of [$600].

(2) For multifamily dwellings, an initial charge of [$600] for one living
unit in a multifamily dwelling and an additional [$300] for cach
additional living unit erected in the same multifamily dwelling.

(3) All commercial buildings, manufacturing buildings, industrial
buildings, schools, churches or any other structure for which a request
for connection shall be made shall pay a minimum fee of [$600] for
such connection. If such structure shall have a water main connection
thereto greater than one inch in diameter, an additional fee of [$180] for
each 1/4 inch of diameter greater than one inch shall be charged. If no
water connection is made, the Council shall determine the connection
charge based on anticipated water use.”|

§207-15.K. of the Municipal Code of the City of Franklin, Wisconsin,
is hereby amended as follows [Note: provided for review of existing
Code provisions pertaining to special assessment deferments.]:

[K. Deferment of payment of special assessments.

(1) Upon application to the City Clerk, within 30 days of the date of the
special assessment notice, the due date of any special assessment levied
under this section may be deferred on such terms and in such manner as
prescribed by the City Council in the final resolution.

(2) Such deferment may be approved for the following situations:

(a) Assessments levied for sanitary sewer, water main, storm sewer,
street grading and base construction, bituminous surfacing, concrete
paving, curb and gutter and sidewalk improvements abutting
undeveloped and vacant properties that are 21/2 acres or more in area
or have 330 feet or more of frontage served by the improvement.

(b) Properties that are 21/2 acres or more in area and have one
residential dwelling so located on the parcel that the dwelling site is an
excessive distance from the street or right-of-way in which the
improvements are installed or the extension of services to the dwelling
is impractical shall, upon determination of the City Council after an
investigation and report by the City Engineer, be considered
undeveloped and vacant for the purpose of this section.

(c) A deferment of the principal and interest of a special assessment for
the installation of water for up to 300 feet of the assessable frontage of
a single parcel when the property abuts a transmission line, the property



is used for residential purposes, the property has an existing and
adequate water supply and until such time as the property owner
connects to the water system or 10 years from adoption of the
resolution levying the special assessment, whichever is sooner.

(d) A deferment of the principal and interest of a special assessment for
the installation of streetlights is hereby authorized only as to lands
abutting such improvements which at the time of the levy of such
special assessment are zoned single-family or two-family residential
under Chapter 15, Zoning, as amended from time to time, and such
deferred assessment shall remain deferred until any date upon which
the property is rezoned so as to allow for a multifamily residential,
business or industrial use.

(e) A deferment of the principal and interest of a special assessment for
the installation of sidewalks is hereby authorized only as to lands
abutting such improvements which at the time of the levy of such
special assessment are zoned single-family or two-family residential
under Zoning Ordinance No. 221 of Franklin, Wisconsin, as amended
from time to time, and such deferred assessment shall remain deferred
unti! any date upon which the property is rezoned so as to allow for a
multifamily residential, business, institutional or industrial use.

(1) A deferment of the principal and interest of a special assessment for
sanitary sewer, sanitary sewer laterals, water main and water laterals,
for a single property zoned [-1 Institutional District under Chapter 253,
Zoning and Subdivision and Platting Regulations (Unified
Development Ordinance), as amended from time to time, which
property is divided as a result of a public work of improvement for
street extension purposes related to such sanitary sewer and water work
for which the assessment was made, into two or more parcels through
the property fee acquisition by the City for the extension of the public
street, until such time as the property is sold, a connection is made to
either the sanitary sewer or water main or 10 years from the date of
adoption of the resolution levying the special assessment, whichever
occurs first.

(3) The City Clerk shall keep a record of all deferred assessments. The
annual tax bill for each property subject to a deferred special
assessment shall indicate this by inserting the word "Deferred" under
the special assessment column and listing the type of improvement by
the assessment code on the bill.

(4) Prior to the issuance of any building or plumbing permit, the
Building Inspector or the Plumbing Inspector shall refer the application



for a permit to the City Clerk and the City Engineer to determine if a
deferred assessment is outstanding against the parcel involved.

(5) If assessments are deferred under this subsection, the first
installment of that portion deferred shall be due and payable upon and
interest at the rate prescribed in the final resolution shall start to accrue
from:

(a) The date of the granting of a building permit to build upon any
portion of the premises against which a special assessment is
outstanding.

(b) The date of the granting of a permit for connection of any portion of
such premises to the City's sanitary sewer, storm sewer or water mains.

(¢) The date of the approval by the City Council of a final plat or
certified survey map of any portion of the premises against which a
special assessment 1s outstanding.

(d) The date that the premises against which a special assessment is
outstanding is put to any use other than an agricultural one. The first
installment, if not paid on the due date, shall be entered on the property
tax bill for the year in which a permit was granted or plat or certified
survey map was approved. The remaining annual installments shall be
entered on the annual property tax bill and be due and payable each
year thereafter with the property taxes, unless otherwise provided in the
resolution.

(¢) Notwithstanding Subsection K.(5)(a) through (d), upon the
conveyance by gift from the owner of property subject to a deferred
special assessment of only a portion of the premises to a not-for-profit
entity for development of the portion thereof for public purposes and
recreational or educational facilities available to the public, only that
portion of the deferred assessment allocable to the portion of the
premises conveyed for public purposes, upon the method of assessment
used to levy the total assessment against the entire parcel as compared
to the total deferred assessment, shall become due and payable, and the
remaining balance of the deferred assessment shall remain unaffected
by those occurrences set forth in Subsection K.(5)(a) through (d)
arising from such conveyance,

(6) If the property against which the special assessments are levied is
subdivided, the City Council may, prior to approval of the final plat or
certified survey map, determine that portion of the assessment for
which the subdivided parcel or parcels is liable and adopt a resolution



SECTION 4:

amending the Engineer's report as confirmed to reflect such
determination. |

§207-26. of the Municipal Code of the City of Franklin, Wisconsin, is
hereby created to read as follows:

“8§207-26. Rvan Creek Interceptor sanitary sewer service area sanitary
sewer service extension.

A. Application. Whenever a landowner or developer desires to extend
sanitary sewer service to land within the Ryan Creek Interceptor
sanitary sewer service area, such landowner or developer may request
the construction of sanitarv_sewer extension facilities in the following
manner:

(1) Written application mav be made to the Citv Engineer for a
determination of the size and location of facilities which would be
required to serve the area in question and such other areas as could
reasonably be served by the sanitary sewer facilities,

(2) Within 30 days of the filing of the application, the Engineer shall

advise the landowner or developer of any existing plans of the City for
the construction of such facilities.

B. Review of request for advance sanitary sewer extension. If the
landowner or developer desires the Citv undertake the extension of the

sanitary sewer facilities in advance of the City's extending such
facilities, the landowner or developer may make a request to the City
Engineer. The Citv Engineer shall review the request and make a
recomimendation to the Common Council, The Common Council may

determine whether to allow the construction of the facilities by the
landowner or developer or to construct the facilities as a public project .
The following factors shall be considered in making this determination:

{1) Whether there is an immediate public need for the sanitary sewer
extension project.

(2) Whether the project will primarily provide for the development of
vacant lands.

(3) The availability of and need to use City funding on the project, as
compared with other projects presently authorized or in the planning
stage.

(4) The availability of City staft to prepare plans and supervise the



construction of such.

C. Financing cost of construction. The cost of anv sanitary sewer
facilities shall be financed on the following basis unless otherwise
determined by the Common Council for reasons which are in its
opinion unique to the particular project. The Common Council shall
determine whether or not the requested facility would_serve an

immediate public need of the City in general and whether funds are
available for the requested extension.

(1) If the City Council determines there is an immediate public need

and funds are available or_the proposed project otherwise benefits the
City, the Citv mayv proceed with the project as a Citv public works
project installed through the process of special assessments as set forth
in § 207-15. of this Code. The Citv shall pay the oversize cost and any
deferments through the sanitary sewer connection fee account.

(2) If the Common Council determines that there is no immediate

public need or funds are not available. the reguesting landowner or
developer shall pay for the cost of the facilities to be constructed. The

landowner or developer shall be reimbursed without interest as follows:

{a) The oversize portion of the facilities (an eighi-inch or more
diameter as calculated by the City Engineer based upon estimated flow
based upon land use) shall be reimbursed to the requesting landowner
in_five annual equal payments, beginning February 15, after the

facilities are placed into operation. Reimbursement shall not include

interest. The actual oversize costs shall be calculated using only the
difference in materials costs.

(b) The nonoversize portion of the facilities shall be reimbursed to the
requesting landowner or developer as the amount is recovered by the
City from abutting property owners as they connect and receive service.
The prorated frontage cost of the nonoversize portion shall be collected
from the abutting property owners and returned to the landowner or
developer for a period of not more than 15 years from the date the
facilities are placed into service. No reimbursement shall be made after
the fifteen-year period. Reimbursement shall not include interest.

D. Items included in cost of construction. The cost of any facilities

shall include the cost of all engineering, inspection, legal, fiscal and
other work related to the proiect.

E. Bond or cash deposit. No facility project shall be awarded unless the

requesting landowner or developer deposits with the City Clerk a bond




SECTION 5:

SECTION 6:

SECTION 7:

or cash equal to 110% of the bid of the successful bidder plus such
amount as shall be reguired in the opinion of the City Engineer to cover
the cost specified in Subsection D. above,

E. Other authority retained. Nothing in_this_section_shall deprive the
City_of the powers conferred by §§ 66.53 through 66.698, Wis, Stats.
Editor's Note: Chapter 66, Wis. Stats.. was renumbered in part and
repealed in part by 1999 Act 150. See the Conversion Table for Ch, 66
as set forth in Wisconsin Statutes 1999-2000.”

§207-27. of the Municipal Code of the City of Franklin, Wisconsin, is
hereby created to read as follows:

“§207-27. Ryan Creek Interceptor sanitary sewer service area sanitary

sewer service extension connection policy. If public sanitary sewer
service is extended by the City upon a determination by the Common
Council of immediate public need for such service, the provisions of
§207-1.A, of this Code requiring connection shall apply. If public
sanitary_sewer service is extended by a property owner or developer
upon a determination by the Common Council of no immediate public
need for such service, a property supporting an existing structure
useable for human habitation within the extension area shall not be

required to connect to the service, provided the property is served by a
private onsite septic svstemn functioning properly pursuant to all
applicable regulations, until such property is [sold] [redeveloped]. The
Common Council shall consider the existence of any failing private
onsite septic_systems upon properties to be served by any extension
when deciding upon any determination of immediate public need. Prior
to any determination of immediate public need, the Common Council

shall survey all of the owners of property in the area to be served by the
proposed extension, by written survey delivered by regular U.S. mail.

The Common Council shall consider the survey results in _its
determination. One survey shall be provided to and available for refurn
per property. Survey results providing for a majority of properties
whose owners are in favor of the sewer extension shall carry great

weight in the determination.”

§§92-9.H., 1., J., K. and L. of the Municipal Code of the City of
Franklin, Wisconsin, are hereby re-lettered to §§92-9.1., J., K., L. and
M., respectively.

§92-9.H. of the Municipal Code of the City of Franklin, Wisconsin, is
hereby created to read as follows:

1

H. Ryan Creek Interceptor public sanitary sewer service area



extension facilities. Any developer creating or constructing land
development within the Ryan Creek Interceptor public sanitary sewer
service area shall pay a fee to the City to provide for the capital costs
necessary to accommodate the Ryan Creek Interceptor public sanitary
sewer service area extension facilities’ needs of land development. Such
fees shall not be subject to the exemptions set forth under Subsection
K. below, except as such subsection provides for an exemption for
single parcel demolition/build single family construction projects.

(1) _The Rvyan Creek Interceptor public sanitary sewer service area

extension facilities impact fee shall be imposed only upon land within
the Ryan Creek Interceptor public sanitary sewer service area.

(2) The amount of the fee, subject to adjustment pursuant to Subsection
L. below, shall be determined as follows:

(a) The fee for residential development shall be $ per dwelling
ni

i
-

\i.

(b) The fee for nonresidential development shall be determined as

follows:

[1] [reserved for further study and review)

[2] [reserved for further study and review].

[3] [reserved for further study and review]

[4] [reserved for further study and review].

(3) The fee shall be imposed as a condition of approval of any building
permit for the subject land development, and the payment thereof shall
be made to the City prior to the issuance of such building permit.

(4) Such fees collected by the City shall be placed in a special fund
which shall be separate from the general fund of the City, and the
special fund and all interest earned thereon shall be used exclusively for
the capital costs_of oversize costs of public sanitary sewer extension
facilities within the Ryvan Creek Interceptor public sanitary sewer
service area.

(3) Such fees shall be expended by the Citv for the aforesaid purpose
within 10 vears of the date of pavment, subject to the provisions of

Wis. Stat, § 66.0617(9), or such fee amount paid shall be refunded to
the then owner(s) of the property upon which such fee was collected.”




SECTION 8: The terms and provisions of this ordinance are severable. Should any term
or provision of this ordinance be found to be invalid by a court of
competent jurisdiction, the remaining terms and provisions shall remain in
full force and effect.

SECTION 9: All ordinances and parts of ordinances in contravention to this
ordinance are hereby repealed.

SECTION 10: This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and after its
passage and publication and shall apply to the terms of all board and
commission and committee members appointed after the effective date
hereof.

Introduced at a regular meeting of the Common Council of the City of Franklin this

day of , 2012, by Alderman
Passed and adopted by a majority vote of the members-elect of the Commeon Council
at a regular meeting of the Common Council of the City of Franklin this day of
,2012.
APPROVED:
ATTEST:

Thomas M. Taylor, Mayor

Sandra L. Wesolowski, City Clerk

AYES NOES ABSENT



APPROVAL REQUEST FOR MEETING

DATE
/%7 W L COUNCIL ACTION
<l | 1/09/12
REPORTS & ITEM NUMBER

An Ordinance to Repeal the Office of
Director of Finance and Treasurer, to Create the
RECOMNMENDATIONS Office of Treasurer, and to Amend the 77

Municipal Code as it Pertains to Such Positions

At the Council meeting of 12/20/11, the Common Council approved a motion directing staff to proceed with
the steps necessary to restructure the management of the Finance Department in light of the failure of the
attempted hiring process to achieve any acceptable results. Part of that motion directed staff to create
separate job descriptions for Finance Director and Treasurer, slightly revise the Director of Administration job
description, and place them on the agenda for this meeting. Those are on your agenda this evening.

Although the job descriptions themselves can be approved by a simple majority vote, a charter ordinance is
required to actually implement a new Treasurer job description. As the Treasurer is a statutory officer of the
City and as the position (not job description) of Director of Finance and Treasurer was created by charter
ordinance, the City Attorney advises that a charter ordinance is similarly needed to rescind the current
position and create the Treasurer position.

A charter ordinance requires an approval vote of at least two-thirds, whereas the motion to proceed was
approved 4-3 with the Mayor breaking the tie. The necessary charter ordinance, therefore, is being brought
for your consideration at this time, because without its approval, the actions directed at the last meeting
cannot ultimately be implemented.

The full packet of information from the last meeting is attached because the packet and memo provided a
detailed explanation of the basis for the recommendation. You are strongly encouraged to read that packet
again to understand the human resources and risk management basis for continuing to pursue the
recommended strategy. Instead of repeating that information here, I will briefly present a more real world
perspective on the scenario.

At this immediate time, only two options are generally available: 1) find a viable candidate for the
position of Director of Finance and Treasurer or 2) restructure the position or department in some manner.
The previous memo explained the failed attempt to fill the anticipated vacancy. The previous hiring process
undertaken taught us the following: a) the job has incorporated such a broad range of duties that it effectively
is very difficult to find a thoroughly qualified individual, b) there are very few interested/potentially
qualified candidates (West Allis only had 10 applicants for a similar position), and c) the job entails more
work than one person can reasonably accomplish (this last fact cost us the only three viable candidates).
Again, please review the attached copy of the last packet for a more detailed discussion on this aspect of the
issue.

As Human Resources Director, I do not have any evidence to suggest that a second hiring process will yield
any better results than the first effort, and I am very concerned that the few candidates ultimately deemed
qualified all rejected the position. I believe this is very telling evidence that there is a high probability that a
second hiring process will not be successful and that we should learn from our efforts.




Nonetheless, if the Common Council provides no alternative and effectively requires that the Mayor and staff
attempt the hiring process again, we will of course do so. I would be remiss, however, if I did not further
explain to the Council the potential risks and significant costs if the hiring process again yields poor or no
results.

If a second hiring process again fails to find a qualified candidate, the City would very likely face a vacancy at
the position of Director of Finance and Treasurer at the end of April. Staff would of course try to step in to fill
the void, but the Council must be aware that this would be an expensive, stop-gap, and potentially risky
scenario. In the event of such a vacancy, certain tasks would have to be parsed out to consultants or
postponed. This is similar to what occurred in the Planning Department a few years back. As occurred in
Planning at that time, consultants were much more expensive than staff. The City could expect to pay $135 to
$75 per hour for consultant support from accounting or public finance firms. Direct investment management
would likely be forgone, and the state investment pool would likely again become the City’s primary
investment tool. This highlights a single example of the potential lost revenues that could occur with a
vacancy. Cal's direct investment management currently has a significant investment earning three to ten
times the rate of the state pool. Such a vacancy could also put revenue or expenditures at risk if certain
procedures are unintentionally overlooked due to insufficient staff. For example, less-than-attentive
monitoring of grant requirements could inadvertently lead to a failure to meet grant requirements and loss of
the funds or, worse, a requirement to reimburse funds. The bottom line is that either expensive consultants
will fill the void or an already staff-short system will struggle to avoid potentially costly errors or oversights.

If the hiring process only finds a moderately qualified candidate, the City will similarly have to parse out
aspects of the job to expensive consultants or will simply receive a lower level of service than we expect or
currently receive. For example a less qualified candidate might not have figured out the internal loaning
strategy Cal identified for the coming year which will generate a three-year savings of over $430,000 (and
helped balance our 2012 budget). Similarly, a less qualified candidate might again require that the CDA, for
example, gets its financial advice and cash flow scenarios from (expensive) consultants, such as previously
occurred with Ehlers. These are just two examples.

As noted above, the Common Council must first decide the question of retaining our current structure or
restructuring the position. I am simply advising you that retaining the current structure and continuing to try
to find a viable candidate at our general rate of pay is a potentially very risky scenario. There is apparently a
very narrow qualified candidate pool for the breadth of responsibility that we now require of the position.
Obviously, the City faces these same risks everyday in the “hit-by-a-bus” scenario. At this point in time, --
when we can see the bus coming —~ we have an opportunity to consider if an alternative course of action can
limit our risks and potentially avoid costly or problematic events.

It was on this basis that it was recommended that an alternative be considered. Again, the attached document
from the last meeting describes in greater detail the benefits of a reallocation of the duties of the Director of
Finance and Treasurer that takes advantage of known and available resources. Importantly, it also
restructures the Finance Director position to align it with a larger segment of the job market place. Such a
strategy significantly reduces the risks identified above, particularly given that it takes advantage of known
employees with proven skill sets. At the same time, the alternative presented restricted the new personnel to
just one-half time employee. (Alternatively, a full-time Assistant Finance Director could be added but this would

involve two new personnel and is likely more expensive (if more information is needed on this option, please advise) or
the Planning Manager can serve without cabinet level oversight thereby reducing the cost of the proposed option.)




As highlighted above, if the Common Council agrees that there is an unacceptable risk to attempting to fill
the Director of Finance and Treasurer position, particularly given what experience has already taught us,
then the Common Council must conclude that restructuring the position or department in some manner
must be considered. Although expressed differently in the packet from the last meeting (it was discussed
from a detail human resources and risk management perspective), this is the same conclusion that was
reached in the recommendation provided by the Mayor and myself. I don’t believe that the City has to — or
should — accept the added risk. 1 believe the proposal previously recommended is the most cost effective
manner to allocate known resources and skill sets to the tasks at hand and thereby reduce the potential risks
and costs identified. Therefore, approval of a charter ordinance eliminating the position of Director of
Finance and Treasurer and creating the position of Treasurer is the best alternative and is recommended.

COUNCIL ACTION REQUESTED

Motion to adopt Ordinance No. 2012- , An Ordinance to Repeal the Office of Director of Finance and
Treasurer, to Create the Office of Treasurer, and to Amend the Municipal Code as it Pertains to Such
Positions.




STATE OF WISCONSIN CITY OF FRANKLIN MILWAUKEE COUNTY
CHARTER ORDINANCE
ORDINANCE NO. 2012-__
AN ORDINANCE TO REPEAL THE OFTICE OF DIRECTOR OF FINANCE AND TREASURER,

TO CREATE THE OFFICE OF TREASURER, AND TO AMEND THE MUNICIPAL CODE
AS IT PERTAINS TO SUCH POSITIONS

WHEREAS, the Common Council having previously created the Office of Director of Finance
and Treasurer, having reconsidered such position in the light of current circumstances, and having
determined that repealing the Office of Director of Finance and Treasurer and creating the Office of
Treasurer will promote the efficiency of the financial operations of the City while taking advantage of
current resources.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Mayor and Common Council of the City of Franklin, Wisconsin, do
ordain as follows:

SECTION 1:
Having previously consolidated the Office of Treasurer with another position, the Common
Council of the City of Franklin, Wisconsin, consistent with Wisconsin Statutes Section
66.0101(4), as set forth under Wisconsin Statutes Section 62.09(3)(c), providing that a city may
“proceed pursuant to s. 66.0101 to consolidate any such other office or offices™, hereby elects
to rescind such consolidation and to create the Office of Treasurer.

SECTION 2:

The Office of Director of Finance and Treasurer be and the same is hereby abolished and the
Office of Treasurer be and the same is hereby created, and as such, Section 55-1. of the
Municipal Code of Franklin, Wisconsin, is hereby amended as follows: under the column titled
“Official”, delete: “Director of Finance and Treasurer” and the respective accompanying
methods of selection and terms of such official and in place thereof, inser{: “Treasurer”; and
under the column titled “Method of Selection”, insert: “Mayor, subject to confirmation by
majority of all members of Council”’; and under the column titled “Term”, insert: “Indefinite
(removal by three-fourths vote of all members of Council)”.

SECTION 3:
The terms and provisions of this Ordinance are severable. Should any term or provision of this
Ordinance be found to be invalid by a court of competent jurisdiction, the remaining terms and
provisions shall remain in full force and effect.

SECTION 4:
This Charter Ordinance shall take effect upon the expiration of sixty (60) days after its passage
and publication or May 1, 2012, which ever comes later, unless, within such sixty (60) days, a
petition signed by a number of electors of the City of Franklin equal to not less than seven



CHARTER ORDINANCE NO. 2012-
PAGE 2

percent (7%) of the votes cast therein for governor of the last general election shall be filed in
the office of the Clerk of the City of Franklin demanding that this Charter Ordinance be
submitted to a vote of the electors and then, it shall only take effect upon submission to a

referendum and approval by a majority of electors voting thereon, pursuant to Wis. Stat.
§66.0101(5).

SECTION 5:
All ordinances and parts of ordinances in contravention to this Ordinance are hereby repealed
upon the effective date established by Section 4 above.

Introduced at a regular meeting of the Common Council of the City of Franklin this 10th day of
January, 2012, by Alderman .

PASSED AND ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the Common Council of the City of
Franklin this 10th day of January, 2012.

APPROVED:

Thomas M. Taylor, Mayor

ATTEST:

Sandra L. Wesolowski, City Clerk

AYES NOES ABSENT
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Finance Department and authorize advertisement of .
RECOMMENDATIONS a Finance Director &, 18,

The current results of the City’s hiring process for the Director of Finance and Treasurer have highlighted
a potential serious threat to the City’s financial structure and position. After considerable effort, the
Mayor has determined that the hiring process undertaken to fill the position has not yielded a viable
candidate that the Mayor can submit for confirmation. Normally, in such instances the standard Human
Resources reaction is to simply| re-advertise to try to establish a new list of potential candidates. However,
in addition to our inability to identify an appropriate candidate, West Allis has been going through the
same process, had very few applicants, have not found a viable candidate, and have temporarily stalled
their process. '

‘The City cannot afford to be without a Finance Director, yet that is the risk we could face if a second hiring
process were fo yield the same results as our first or as West Allig’. It should go without saying that the
Director of Finance and Treasurer is a key position that simply cannot be left vacant if there is any
reasonable way to avoid it. Given the risk of a second hiring process also yielding no viable candidate, it
is appropriate to consider an alternative that reduces the risks and doesn’t put the City’s financial
structure in potential peril.

The attached memo details an action plan for restructuring the Finance Department and breaking apart
the duties of the Director of Finance and Treasurer to create a remaining vacancy that can more easily be
filled. The Mayor proposes and I recommend the following actions to mitigate that risk. The
recommendation includes the following steps:

1) Create a new Finance Director position. The new position would not have the duties associated with
Treasury, investments, and financial management of the areas discussed in the attached memo and would
report to the Director of Administration. A position of this nature would be much easier to fill.

2) Create a Treasurer position. This half-time position would enable the City to continue to take
advantage of Mr. Patterson’s expertise. The duties, in part, would incorporate oversight of and
responsibility for Treasury; investments; financial management of (not the accounting of) TIF Districts,
Water Utility, the Sewer Fund, Self Insurance, and impact fees. This would require development of a new,
part-time contract to take effect after his current contract expires in April.

3) Restructure the Finance Department, including Treasury, to be under the general oversight of the
Director of Administration after April. The Director of Administration, under the continued oversight of
the Mayor and Common Council, would provide strategic guidance to the department, prepare
administrative policy, act as the primary spokesperson on department matters, and take point in
development of the Mayor’s recommended budget and the budget process. This would take advantage of
my expertise and experience in budgeting and in general administration as exhibited by my period as
Director of Administration for Kenosha County, where I oversaw Finance, and as Town Administrator of
Caledonia, where I oversaw all operating departments.
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4) Restructure Planning so that it reports to the City Attorney. A services contract should be prepared
that addresses the potential for the added workload.

This strategy addresses a number of the problems and opportunities identified through the recent process.

’ It reduces the risk of reaching April and having nobody in a Finance Director position.

o Tt addresses the total workload expected of the position which eliminates one of the primary
obstacles that led to problems in filling the position.

. It allows the City to retain the talents of Mr. Patterson for a longer period.

. It alters the expectations for the new Finance Director’s position and better aligns it with the talent
identified as most recently available in the market place.
. It builds upon the natural linkage of finance as an aspect of general administrative services and uses

the Director of Administration’s background in policy and budget development and general
administrative oversight to eliminate this requirement as a core component of the Finance Director’s
job.

From a financial perspective, the strategy could fit into the current departmental appropriations but might
require the use of some of the $15,000 set aside for DOA and Human Resources costs of the COQ
initiative.

Absent such authorization above from the Common Council or other such direction from the Common
Coungil, the City will simply move forward with re-advertising for the position of Director of Finance and
Treasurer and take our chances that a viable candidate willing to accept the workload can be found. This
is not recommended for the reasons discussed abgve and due to the potential risk that the end of April
could come and the City would not have an adeguate successor in place.

Please see the attached memo for greater detail and discussion on the entire issue.

COUNCIL ACTION REQUESTED

Motion to authorize the action steps set forth in the memo from the Director of Administration of 12/15/11,
including restructuring the management of the Finance Department and advertising for a Finance
Director.
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City of Frankiin

Date: December 15, 2011
To: Mayor and Aldermen W/ /j/
From: Mark W. Luberda

Director of Administration

RE: Review of attempt to hire a Director of Finance and Treasurer and
Recommendation to authorize restructuring of the management of the Finance
Department and related action steps.

Introduction and Background: After considerable effort, the Mayor has determined that the
hiring process undertaken to fill the Director of Finance and Treasurer position has not
yielded a viable candidate that the Mayor can submit for confirmation. We have worked
diligently to fill the position, but circumstances have only led to further delay without results.
The responsibilities of this position are key to the success and sustainability of the
organization. Fortunately, the City has been in a position to continue to meet the minimum
obligations because Mr. Patterson has remained available to us through the approved
succession plan. Admittedly, we have not gained the advantages of the succession plan itself,
but I could not understate the value of having had Mr. Patterson in place part-time during
these past few months. Nonetheless, it is critical that the full duties of the position be
addressed in a timely manner and going forward.

The list of applicants for the position has been exhausted. Normally, in such instances the
standard Human Resources reaction is to simply re-advertise to try to establish a new list of
potential candidates. There is no guarantee, however, that a candidate meeting our high
expectations would be found going through the process a second time, given our work
requirements and compensation levels. In the middle of our process, for example, West Allis
had a Finance Director vacancy as well; they had very few applicants and have temporarily
stalled their process.

Tt should go without saving that the Director of Finance and Treasurer is a key position that
simply cannot be left vacant if there is any reasonable way to avoid it. After all, this position
is the watchdog, the canary, and the pit bull of our entire fiscal operation, which is at the heart
of our entire range of service delivery. Given the potential risks of not finding a viable
candidate on a second advertisement and the essential nature of the function, it s worth
considering alternative strategies to ensure the duties are continually addressed and to reduce
the risks that could put the City’s financial structure in potential peril.
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Lessons from the Hiring Process and Options: The process undertaken to this point has
highlighted a potential problem area in successfully completing the hiring process: the
department is arguably understaffed creating a result that the job may be too big for one
person. This conclusion is supported by the fact that Mr. Patterson has repeatedly indicated a
need for an Assistant Finance Director o meet the obligations of the department and is
retiring, in part, due to the full scope of responsibilities coupled with the workload. Tt is
further supported by the fact that the most senior, qualified applicant for the position, who
held a similar job in a similar sized community, withdrew his name from consideration
because he determined the department was understaffed and the workload would exceed
reasonable levels. Similarly, a second candidate, who withdrew because of a competing offer
from her current employer, also indicated that the added workload beyond 40 hours per week
was not desirable and a deciding factor. Other candidates fell short somewhete in
consideration of the breadth of skills and experience required of the position.

As Human Resources Director I'm charged with helping the City fill vacancies. As noted, the
typical response to such circumstances is to simply re-advertise; however, given our first
results and those of West Allis, it is reasonable to consider other alternatives. A second
typical sirategy is to boost the compensation to lure somebody out of the woodwork. This
strategy would ignore the conclusion that the department is understaffed and assumes
throwing money at an individual will enable them to ignore that fact for some period of time.
Absent hiring an additional, full-time Assistant Finance Director, the City should consider the
potential options of addressing the range of duties with a different structural approach.

In considering a potential different structure, I believe it is important to consider what
resources may already be available. For example, although Mr. Patterson has indicated an
mntent to retire from the full authorities and responsibilities of the position of Director of
Finance and Treasurer, he would consider a part-time position with less total responsibility
while still performing a sub-set of his current higher-level duties. In that regard, I believe that
Mr. Patterson’s history with the City has proven that he is an invaluable resource, and if there
is any reasonable way to continue to have access to his skills and abilities, it is an option that
should at least be vetted. '

Consider also that the applicant pool for the position did identify a number of individuals with
less expertence who were somewhat lacking in certain aspects of the job’s expectations while
being very qualified in other aspects of the job’s expectations. In particular, a number of
candidates exhibited acceptable experience in the accounting/CPA side, but may have been
less strong in the overall direction and presentation and policy development aspects of the job
and in the Treasury and investment aspects of the job. In short, altering the expectations for
the posttion could expand the range of potentially qualified individuals.



Recommendation: Taking the above factors into consideration, the Mayor proposes and 1
recommend that the Council consider restructuring the position of the Director of Finance and
Treasurer and certain aspects of the administrative structure of the City.  The following
recommendation/strategy addresses the problems that have come to light as well as the
opportunities that currently exist.

1) Create a new Finance Director position and position description and don’t fill the position
of Director of Finance and Treasurer. The new position would not have the duties associated
with Treasury, investments, and financial management of the areas discussed below and
would report to the Director of Administration following completion of currently approved
succession plan. The expectations of the position are discussed more thoroughly below. The
position would likely be slotted at about the VIIT salary grade level anticipating a starting
salary of about $80,000.

2) Create a Treasurer position and position description. This would be a part-time position.
enabling the City to continue to take advantage of Mr. Patterson’s expertise. The duties
would incorporate oversight of and responsibility for Treasury; investments; financial
management of (not the accounting of) TIF Districts, Water Utility, the Sewer Fund, Self
Tnsurance, and impact fees, and special projects supporting the Finance Department, and
would begin the efforts toward consideration of and planning for implementation of a new
financial system, which is a project that would clearly benefit from his broad experience.
This would require development of a new, part-time contract to take effect after his current
contract expires at the end of April.

3) Restructure the Finance Department, including Treasury, to be under the general oversight
of the Director of Administration. The Director of Administration, under the continued
 oversight of the Mayor and Common Council, would provide strategic guidance to the
department, prepare administrative policy, act as the primary spokesperson on department
matters, and take point in development of the Mayor’s recommended budget and the budget
process. This ncorporates the natural linkage between finance and personnel as is common in
many organizations. It also utilizes my background, expertise, and experience in budgeting
and in general administration as exhibited by my period as Director of Administration for
Kenosha County, where I oversaw Finance, and as Town Administrator of Caledonia, where I
oversaw all operating departments. In both locations, I directed their budget process.

4) Restructure Planning so that it reports to the City Attorney. A services contract should be
prepared that estimates and addresses the potential for the added workload.

Discussion on the Recommended Alternative: The above alternative could be implemented
in lieu of the Chief Operating Officer position, but may require use of some of the
appropriations set aside for that initiative. This strategy addresses potential threats to the
organization as well as a number of the problems and opportunities identified through the
recent process. First and most importantly, it reduces the risk of reaching April and having
nobody in a Finance Director position. Second, it addresses the total workload expected of
the position which eliminates one of the primary obstacles that led to problems in filling the
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position. Third, it allows the City to retain the talents of Mr. Patterson for a longer period,
with him receiving a pro-rated salary for a reduced workload, while retaining his high-level
skills for investments and special projects. Fourth, it alters the expectations for the new
Finance Director’s position and better aligns it with the talent identified as most recently
available in the market place. Fifth, it builds upon the natural linkage of finance as an aspect
of personnel and general administrative services (over 80% of the operating budget are the
costs of personnel) and uses the Director of Administration’s background in policy and budget
development and general administrative oversight to eliminate this requirement as a core
component of the Finance Director’s job (although it would still remain a component of the
job). Sixth, and very importantly, it addresses the total work effort deployed to financial
services issues, increasing it by approximately .6 or .7 FTE, which is considerably cheaper
than hiring a full-time assistant finance director.

Financial Summaty: From a financial perspective, the strategy could fit into the current
departmental appropriations but might require the use of some of the $15,000 set aside for
DOA and Human Resources costs of the COQ initiative, depending upon the actual starting
date and salary of the new hire and the terms of the extension of Mr. Patterson’s part-time
contract.

Term: This is potentially a short-term strategy. After Mr. Patterson has decided to fully
retire (or the City determines a different strategy), the City can re-evaluate its options. At that
fime the new Finance Director may be in a position to step into the full position as currently
held by Mr. Patterson, the Treasurer role could be combined with another existing position,
the City might consider the need for an assistant finance director allowing the duties to be
rolled back into the department, or another qualified part-time person (ie. a retired banker)
might be found to take the part-time Treasurer position.

In short, there are multiple options available in the future that could be considered. The
proposed strategy, however, provides the City with an immediate alternative to reduce the
serious risk of a vacancy after April and takes advantage of retaining Mr. Patterson’s expertise
while restructuring the job to better align the position with the market place. As noted, the
City should anticipate and Mr. Patterson should acknowledge that the expectation is that the
part-time arrangement and organizational structure would remain in place through 2013, with
further consideration during the 2014 budget process.

Impact on Succession Plan: The succession plan should remain in place as established. The
newly hired Finance Director should continue to report to Mr. Patterson, as Chief Financial
Officer, through April of 2012. This would allow Mr. Patterson to continue to oversee the
initial education and training of the individual and coordinate the initial attack on the
workload that has piled up while Mr. Patterson has been on part-time status these past few
months. After the end of the succession period, April 2012, is the point that oversight of
Finance would transition to the Director of Administration. :




Action Steps: Much more could be written to support and discuss the concept presented
here, but it will likely be more straight forward to simply answer questions that you may have
at the meeting. If the Common Council is interested in moving forward with this option and
reducing the risk that the City could face a complete vacancy at the chief financial position, a
motion incorporating the following actions is recommended.

1. Direct staff to create a job description for Finance Director and for part-time Treasurer and
prepare a revised job description for the Director of Administration, in accordance with the
above outline, for consideration at the January 10™ Common Council meeting, recognizing
that if the Personnel Committee wanted to review such they would have to have a special
meeting on January 9%,

2. Prepare a proposed contract for Mr. Patterson as part-time Treasurer to be effective in
conjunction with the hiring of a new Finance Director and prepare a revised contract with the
Director of Administration eliminating oversight of Planning and incorporating responsibility
for Finance. (A separate action will need to address the immediate issue of what do we do
until we get somebody hired for either position.)}

3. Authorize the Mayor to advertise for the Finance Director position in advance of
completion of the job description and/or to interview/hire from the list of applicants from the
Director of Finance and Treasurer job posting.

4. Prepare a professional services contract with Wesolowski, Reidenbach, & Sajdak, S.C. to
incorporate oversight of the Planning Department.

Failure to Act: Absent such authorization above from the Common Council or other
such direction from the Common Council, the City will simply move forward with re-
advertising for the position of Director of Finance and Treasurer and take our chances

" that a viable candidate willing to accept the workload can be found. This is not
recommended for the reasons discussed above and due to the potential risk that the end
of April could come and the City would not have an adequate successor in place.
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State of Wisconsin

2011 Assembly Bill 63

Date of enactment: December 7, 2011
Date of publication*: December 20, 2011

2011 WISCONSIN ACT 97

AN ACT to amend 125.32 (3) (b) and 125.68 (4) (b) of the statutes; relating to: closing hours for certain alcohol

beverage retailers.

The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented in
senate and assembly, do enact as follows:

SECTION 1. 125.32 (3) (b) of the statutes is amended
to read:

125.32 (3) (b) Class “A” premises may remain open
for the conduct of their regular business but may not sell
fermented malt beverages between 12 midnight and -2- 6
a.m. Subsection {2) does not apply to Class “A” premises
between 12 midnight and -8- 6 a.m. or at any other time

during which the sale of fermented malt beverages is pro-
hibited by a municipal ordinance adopted under par, {d).

SECTION 2. 125.68 (4) (b) of the statutes is amended
to read:

125.68 (4) (b) “Class A” retailers. No premises for
which a “Class A” license or permit has been issued may
remain open for the sale of intoxicating liquor between
the hours of 9 p.m. and 8- 6 a.m. A municipality may, by

ordinance, impose more restrictive hours than those pro-
vided in this paragraph.

* Sectior 991.11, WISCONSIN STATUTES 2009— 10 : Effective date of acts.
the governor’s partial veto which does not expressly prescribe the time whe

“Every act and ¢very portion of an act enacted by the legislature over
n it takes effoet shall take effect on the day after its date of publication

as designated” by the secretary. of state [the date of publication may not be more than 16 working days after the date of enactment).
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