
CITY OF NEVADA
424EFM 6 NEVADA, -rX75L73 

| 972-853-0027

Work Session & Regular Council Meeting
Tuesday July 20,2021
7:00PM at City Hall

1. Call to Order and Declaration of Quorum
a. Time

2. Invocation

3. Pledge of Allegiance to the United States of America

4. Greeting of Visitors

5. Items of Communi

6. Public comment
Citizens are invited to
items for which notíce
agenda items, and Council responses shall be in accordance with Sec. 551.042 of the Texas
Government Code. Comments regarding an iteu.¡q, the øgenda may be given beþre or during
discussíon of thot item. Comments that incite a Ëräàch of the peace ore prohibited.

7. Approval of previous meeting's minutes, or notes - July 13,2021Minutes

8. Reports:

comments Comments regarding
has not will be límited to three mínutes, prior to dîscussion of

a. City Secretary Report - Streamline street repair
b. City Clerk Report
c. Council Representative to Community ISD
d. City Code Inspector - Yes
e. Mayor's Report - "CARES ACT''American Rescue Plan Act Coronavirus Local Fiscal

Recovery : Application update
f. Budget Report

www. cityof neva datx. org



9. Work Session - No vote

Review and discuss agenda items.
Inputfrom staffor counsel; only as requested by Mayor / Council or if asked to be recognizedfor points
of order.

a. Review - Ray Smith, CPA Report: Finance report and update on Audit

b. Review - Impact Fees: The Nuts and bolts of Impact Fees

1. Origin of Impact Fees

2. Geographic Application Fees

3. Use of vs Prohibited use of

c. Review - Lavon PD June Report.

10. Business Session

a. DiscusslTake Action: Ray Smith, CPA Report - Finance report and update on Audit

b. Discuss/Take Action: Impact Fees - The Nuts and bolts of Impact Fees
1. Origin of Impact Fees

2. Geographic Application Fees

3. l]se of vs Prohibited use of

Agenda documents and supporting material from the preceding Work Session agenda
Inputfrom staffor counsel; only as requested by Mayor / Council or if asked to be recognízedfor
points of order.

11. Future Agenda Items
Future agenda ítems shall be designated by the Mayor. In additíon, a motion and a secondfrom
any two Councílpersons shall be sfficíent to add an agenda itemfor afuture meeting. Staffand
counsel shall have prior consent of the Mayor to add an agenda itemfor afuture meeting.

12. Executive Session: Time
Pursuant to the provìsíons of Chapter 551, Texas Government Code, Vernon's Texas Codes Annotated,
the Town Council may hold a closed meetíng. Government code 5 5 1.07 |-Confidentíal legal advice
regarding any of the agenda items on the open session agenda, and as follows:

13. Regular Session: Reconvene from Executive Session: Time

14. If required, act on items reviewed in Executive Session.

www.cityofnevadatx.org



15. Adjournment / Closing: Time

I, Judy Hill, City Secretary, certify that the Agenda of the City of Nevada Council Regular Meeting to be
held on July 20.2021 was posted at City Hall on July 16.2021.

NOTE: The City of Nevada, Texas, City Councíl meets regularly on the first and third Tuesday
of each month at 7:00 P.M. The Councíl adheres to the prínted Agendafor fficial action. Any
individuals desíríng fficial action on a matter should submít a requestfor the item to be
consideredþr ínclusion on afuture Agenda to the ffice of the Ctty Secretary not later than
fourteen (14) days príor to the Council Meeting.

*

TX
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CPA FINANCIAL

REPORT



A B c D E F G L M N o R
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June 2021
Actuals

Current YTD
Actuals Budget

%o1
Budget

6

7 City Sales Taxes 7,806 68 045 90,000 7 5.61o/o

I Franchise Fees

9 Electric Franchise Fee 49,432 60,000 82.390/0

'10 Gas Franchise Fee 3,148 4,000 18.71%

11 Telephone Franchise Fee 779 1,000 77.9o/o

12 Trash Service Franchise Fee 3,908 4,000 97.7%

13 Franchise Fees - Other

14 Total Franchise Fees 57,267 69.000 83.0%

15 Other Revenue

16 lnterest lncome 53 1 00.0%

17 Miscellaneous lncome 25 1 00.0%

18 Property Taxes

19 908 221.970 214,O38 103.71%General Property Taxes

20 Total Property Taxes 908 221.970 214,038 103.71%

21 Total Revenue from Administration 8,714 347,360 373,038 93.120/,

22

23 Permit Fees

24 Building Permit Fees 2.815 15,548 33,000 47j2%
25 Health/Food Permit Fees 500 O.1o/a

26 Subdivision/Development Fees I 10,398 3,000 3,679.920/0

27 Septic Permit Fees 6,200 9.19o/o

28 Permit Fees - Other 1 ,710 2,500 68.4o/o

29 ïotal Permit Fees 2,815 128.226 45,200 283.69%

30

31 Code and Traffic Enforcement

32 Property Code Enforcement o.o%

33 Traffic Violations O.0o/o

34 Total Code and Traffic Enforcement 0.0o/o

35

36 Total Revenue from City Services 2,815 128,226 45,200 283.69%

37

38 11,529 475,586 418,238 1't3.71%ft¡fEïf*ñtf.ll?ã

L.llvlrilE
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A B C D E F G L M N o R
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June 2021
Actuals

Current YTD
Actuals Budget

o/o of
Budget

JJ

40

41 City Adminstration Expenses

42 City Council Expenses

43 Consultant Fees o.0%

44 Council Meeting Supplies o.o%

45 Dues and Memberships 591 600 98.5%

46 Election Fees and Supplies 150 1,650 6,000 27.5%

47 Legal Services 0.0o/o

48 Training/Seminars 0.00¿

49 Total City Council Expenses 150 2,241 6,600 33.96%

51 City Government Expenses

52 Accounting Services 4,232 1 1 .549 100.00¿

53 Advertising & Notices 500 0.00/o

54 Animal Control 2.344 4,000 58.6olo

55 Bond(s)

56 Central Appraisal D¡st budget 1,455 '1.500 97.O%

57 City Property Ma¡ntenance 370 6,1 05 5,000 122,1%

58 Contingency 1.225 O.Oo/a

59 Contracted Services 2,000 o.o%

60 Dues and Subscriptions 3,000 0.0%

61 Electricty 863 7,027 '10,000 7O.27o/o

62 Equipment and Furniture 71 572 750 76.27o/o

63 Financial Audit 7,500 0.0o/o

64 lnsurance 1,607 3,500 45.91%

65 lnternet 800 0.0%

66 Legal Fees 36,8't5 30.000 122.72Va

67 Legal Not¡ces 1.493 1,000 149.310

68 Mileage o.o%

69 NSF Return Check 350 1 00.0%

70 Office Supplies 58 708 1,500 47.191o

71 Postage '18 500 ó.6"/0

72 Property Tax Collection Fees ÃÃÂ 1,500 37.0o/o

73 Software/Cloud Serv¡ces J/ 3,728 5,000 74.56%

74 Technical/Legal Books 1 ,500 O.0o/ø

75 Telephone 218 1,070 2,000 53.48%

76 Training/Seminars 0.0%

77 Travel & Lodging Expenses 0.0%

78 Water 32 288 350 82.27%

79 Website 500 0.0%

80 Total City Government Expenses 5.880 75,683 83,625 90.5%

I¡æEEE
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June 2021
Actuals

Current YTD
Actuals Budget

o/o of
Budget

82 Payroll Expenses

83 Salaries 8,804 82,740 95,760 86.4o/o

84 Payroll Taxes 655 6,144 8,000 76.80/.

85 Unemployment Taxes 324 800 40.sVo

86 Employee Health lnsurance 706 5,1 50 20,000 25.75%

87 Payroll Processing Fees 115 1,308 1,000 130.770/"

88 Total Payroll Expenses 10,280 95,666 1 25,560 aa l do/-

OJ

90 Public Safety

91 Ambulance Service 2,674 13.369 1 2,000 111.41%

92 Fire Department Service 30,000 30.000 100.0%

93 Police Services 106,250 150.000 73,8%

94 Total Public Safety 2,674 149,619 '192,000 77.93%
JJ

96 Streets and Roads

97 Ditch and culvért upkeep 5,000 0.Oo/a

98 Signs 4,000 0.Oo/o

99 Street Repairs 44t 44.882 60,000 74.8%

100 Trim bushes/trees 12.500 o.1vo

101 Total Streets and Roads 112 44,882 81,500 55.07o/o

103 Inspections and P&D Expenses

104 Buidling lnspections 314 18,261 1 0,000 182.61%

105 Health/Food I nspect¡ons 600 900 2,000 45.jyo

106 Subdivision/Ðev. lnspections O.Oo/o

107 Planning and Development 29.500 20,000 1 47 .50/o

108 Engineering Fees 24,571 25,000 99.88%

109 3,443 9,100Other lnspect¡ons 5,000 182.0%
'1 10 Total lnspections/P&D Expenses 4,357 82,732 62.000 133.440/o

112 Municipal Court & Code Enforcement

113 Glean up of Properties 3,000 O.0o/o

114 Code Enforcement - Other 211 1.635 2,500 65.4o/o

11s Judge Fees 3,000 O.Oo/o

116 Contract Fees 1,000 0.0%

117 Deputy/Police Services 3,000 O.0o/o

118 C¡ty Attorney Fees 8,000 0.a%

119 Mileage Reimbursement 515

120 Iotal Municipal Court Code Enf Exp 211 1,635 21,015 7.780/.

121

122 23,664 452,457 572,309 79.060/,ftTãreMETEEGGS
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June 2021
Actuals

Current YTD
Actuals Budget

%of
Budget

123

124 ïotal City Revenue 11,529 475,586 4't8,238 '|13.710/"

125 Transfer from fund balance 12,135 (23,1291 154,062 -15.O1%

126 (0) 100.0%EEEEGãæ

Page 4 of 6



A B c D E F G L M N o R

1

2

3

4

5 Actuals Actuals Budget Budget

6

7 City Sales Taxes 3,903 34,024 100.0%

I Other Revefue

9 lnterest lncome 16 100.0%

10 Total Revenue from Administration 3,903 34,040 100.00/o

11

12

13 Total EDC Revenue 3,903 34,040 10O.0ø/o

14 Transfer from fund balance 0.0%

15 3,903 34,040 100.0%E@GE@
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A B C D E F G H J

1
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4

6

7

8 As ofJune 30,2021 $975,238 $182,235 $2,852

I Pending Sales Tax Transfer - FY 2020 -$50,357 $50,357

10 Pending Sales Tax Transfer - FY 2021 -s34,O24 $34,024

11 Working Balance $890,857 $266,61 6 $2,852

ffi
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IMPACT FEES



The Nuts and Bolts of

IMPACT FEES

A. Origin of Impact Fees

The authority of local govemments to adopt impact fees originated in 1987. During the 70úr
Legislature, Regular Session, the Legislature adopted S.B. 336, which was included in Vernon's Texas
Civil Statutes as Article 1269i4.I l. These provisions were latercodified as Chapter3g5,TexasLocal
Government Code, and have been amended numerous times since then. Priorto the adoptionoftrese
statutory provisions, similar exactions whercby municipalities attempted to "make growth pay for iself '
were imposed under the names of "capital recovery fees," "community impact fees," or'oescÍìJw fees."
However, with the adoption of S.B. 336, governmental entities may only enact and impose impact fees
in accordance with these statutory provisions. Also, ç 395.074 provides that any impact fee in place on
June 20, 1987, mustbe replacedby an impact fee adopted under Chapter 395, and such replacement
had to be accomplished on or beforeJune20, 1990.

B. Geographic Application ofFees

Coveredpolitical subdivisions mayimpose impact fees on land within their corporate boundaries
or extraterritorial jurisdiction ("ETJ') by complying with the chapter, but fees may not be imposed in the
ETJ for roadway facilities. (Tex. Local Gov't Code ç 395.011(b) (V/est 2005). However, a city may
contract to provide capital improvements, except roadway facilities, to an area outside its city limits and
ETJ, and may charge an impact fee under the contract, but if an impact fee is charged in that area the city
must comply with Chapter 395 . ( Tex. Local Gov't Code $ 395.011(c) (West 2005).

1. Use of Impact Fees

The guiding principle of impact fees is that growth should pay for itself. Rather than bundening
existing citizens and taxpayers with the cost of infrastruchre needed to serve new development, üre
developers will pay fora share of that cost.

Impact fees can only be used for purposes specified in Chapter 395. These purposes are capital
improvement costs'onecessitated by and attributable to" new development in order to generate revenue
for fundingorrecoupingthecostsof capitalimprovements or facility expansionsnecessitatedby and
attributable to the new development. Tex. Local Gov't Code $395.001(4) (West 2005). The defined
terms in Chapter 395 are very important, and must be closely examined in order to determine the
validity of the proposeduse of the impact fee funds.

Impact fees by any other names may still be impact fees, and are still covered by Chapter 395.
Blackv. City of Killeen, TS S.V/.3d686,697-698(Tex. App.-Awtin,2002, reviewdenied). However, a
fee assessed by local ordinance is not an impact fee merely because it is greater than the actual cost
associated with the service for which it is assessed. And, unless the revenues generated from the city's
water and sewer tap fees are actually used for capital improvements, they also are not impact fees. Id.

"Amortized charges", "lump-sum charges", "capital recovery fees", "contributions in aid of
construction", and any other fee that functions like an impact fee is considered to be an impact fee.
Tex. Local Gov't Code $ 395.001(4) (West2005)
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However, "impact fee" does not include:

(i) dedication of land for public parks or payment in lieu of the dedication to serve park
needs,

(ii) dedication of right-of-way or easements or construction or dedication of on-site or off-
site water distribution, wastewater collection or drainage facilities, or streets, sidewalks,
or curbs if the dedication or construction is required by a valid ordinance and is
necessitated by and attributable to the new development;

(iii) lot or acreage fees to be placed in trust funds for the purpose of reimbwsing developen
for oversizing o r constructing water or sewer mains or lines; or

(iv) other pro rata fees for reimbursement of water or sewer main or lines extended by the
political subdivision.

Specific items are payable by revenues obtained from the impact fee. The costs of constructing
capital improvements orfacilityexpansions are, of course, eligible to be paid from the impact fee.
These costs include, and are limited to, the consfiuction contract price, surveying and engineering
fees, land acquisition costs (including land purchases, court awards and costs,attorneys' fees, and expert
witness fees), and fees actually paid or contracted to be paid to an independent qualified engineer or
financial consultant preparing or updating the capital improvements plan who is not an employee of
the political subdivision. Tex. Local Gov't Code g 395.012(a) (West 2005).

Projected interest charges and other finance costs may also be included in determining the
amount of impact fees only if the impact fees are actually used to pay the principal and interest on bonds,
notes, or other obligations of the political subdivision to finance the capital improvements or facility
expansions identified in the capital improvements plan. Tex. Local Gov't Code $ 395.012(b) (West
2005). A specific exemption to the requirement that the engineer must not be employed by the political
subdivision is provided for the EdwardsUndergroundWaterDistrictorariver authority that is authorized
by state law to charge fees that function as impact fees. Tex. Local Gov't Code $ 395.012(c) (West
2005).

C. Prohibited Uses of Impact Fees

As a general rule, the key words to keep in mind when determining whether a proposed use of
impact fees is allowed are: "capiTal improvements," "new," and "capital improvements plan." Chapter
3 95 specifically identifies prohibited uses of impact fee revenues:

(i)

(iÐ

(iiÐ

(iv)

(v)

construction, acquisition, or expansion of public facilities or assets other than capital
improvements or facility expansion identified in the capital improvements plan;
repair, operation, or maintenance of existing or new capital improvements or facility
expansions;
upgrading, updating, expanding, or replacing existing capital improvements to serve
existing development in order to meet stricter safety, efficiency, environmental, or
regulatory standards;
upgrading, updating, expanding, orreplacing existing capital improvements to provide
better service to existing development;
administrative and operating costs of the political subdivision (except for the Edwards
Underground Water District or a river authority that is authorized to charge fees that
function as impact fees); and
principal payments, interest, or other finance charges on bonds or other indebtedness
(except as provided in $ 395.012).

("i)
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TIMELINE AND TASKS FOR IMPACT FEE ADOPTION

THE TASKS BELO\ry ARE TAKEN FROM THE "NUTS AND BOLTS'PAPER PREPARED IN
NOVEMBER OF 2015. THE ESTIMATED TIMES FOR EACH TASK ARE HEAVILY
DEPENDENT ON MEETING SCHEDTJLES, AND THE EXTENT OF EXISTINGREQUIRED
INFORMATION FOR THE LAND USE ASSUMPTIONS. AS THERE IS NOT AS YET A
STARTING DATE, THE TIME PERIODS BELOW ARE ESTIMATES OF WEEKS OR
MEETINGS NECESSARY TO ACHIEVE EACH STEP.

ASSUMPTIONS MADE ARE :
1. P&Z WOULD BE APPOINTED AS THE CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS ADVISORY

COMMITTEE (THE .,COMMITTEE'),THAT rT \ilOULD MEET NO FE\ilER TIMES
THAN TWICE A MONTH

2. STAFF AND THE CITY ENGTNEERS OFFICES CAN PROVIDE EXISTING
REQ UIRED INFORMATION TO THE C OMMITTEE QUICKLY, AND REQT]IRED
INFORMATION NOT CURRENTLY AVAILABLE CAN BE DEVELOPED IN A
REASONABLE PERIOD OF TIME TO ALLOW THE LAND USE ASSUMPTIONS TO
BE COMPLETED.

3. THB PROCESS WILL BE SIGNIFICANTLY CHANGED IN TIME ALLOCATIONS IF
THE GOAL IS ONLY ONE TYPE OF IMPACT FEE (SUCH AS ROADS), AS OPPOSED
TO THE FAR GREATER DEMANDS OF A COMPREHENSIVE IMPACT FEE FOR
ROADS, WATER, STORMWATER, ETC.

THE TIMELINE ESTIMATES ARE SHOWN BELOW AS WEEKS ESTIMATED FOR
A SINGLE FEE, SUCH AS ROADS. AND THE AGGREGATE TOTAL, ALL IN BLUE
INK.

D. Implementation Process

The procedural requirements for adopting an impact fee are detailed, and need to be followed to
the letter.

1. ApprovalbvMunicipalitv

The process to be used by a municipality is set out in Subchapter C of Chapter 3 95. In most cases,
a city will hire a consultant to help in the process because of the very technical aspects of the information
required to be obtained and developed.

The two most important documents upon which the impact fee must be based are the land
use assumptions and the capital improvements plan. These form the basis for the impact fee ordinance. A
political subdivision may not place a moratorium on new development for the purpose of awaiting the
completion of all or any part of the process of developing adopting, or updating the land use
assumptions, the capital improvementsplan, or the impact fee. Tex. Local Gov't Code $ 395.076 (West
2005). However, moratoria for non-impact fee matters are permissible, such as moratorium on zoning
ordinance is being amended.
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a. C øp ita I I mp rov em ents A dvis ory C o mmítte e
CITY COUNCIL. APPOINT COMMITTEE-II{CLUDING ETJ REP-TWO WEEKS-

The city must first appoint a capital improvements advisory committee that must have at least
five members. Tex.Local Gov't Code $ 395.058 (West 2005). ManycitiesusetheirPlanningand
Zoning Commission as the committee, but if the service area includes all orpart of the city's ETJ, at
least one member of the advisory committee must represent that area. One member of the commiüee
must be a representative of the real estate, development, or building industry. 1d.

The role of the advisory committee is to advise and assist in the preparation of the land use
assumptions that will, in tum, be used in the preparation ofthe capital improvements plan. The production
of semi-annual reports and updates to the impact fee program are the responsibility of the advisory
committee.

b. Lønd Use Assumptíons
olYE MËETING EVERYTWo VEEKS oF THE C0MMITTEE oN EACH oF (ù thru(ív),
AT A MTNIMUM. IF TÉTE COMfuTITTEE CAN REVIEW THE EXISTING CONDITIONS
IN (í), MORE WILL BE REQUIRED IF THERE TS A COMPREHENSIVE IMPACT FEE
DESIRED. IF NOT, THEAI A fuÍTNIMUM OF 1O WEEKS, (AGGREGATE OF T2 WEEKS)

The advisory committee will help determine the scope of the impact fee ordinance, and must
be guided by the statutory provisions identiffing acceptable and prohibited expenditures of impact fee

revenues. l0 th. committee then prepares the land use assumptions and the capital improvements plan.
The land use assumptions are a "description of the service area and projections of changes in

land uses, densities, and population in the service area over at leasta lO-yearperiod." Tex. Local
Gov't Code $ 395.001(5) (West 2005).

The types of analyses undertaken may include the following:

(i) analysis of existing conditions - population, density, zoningclassifications, and oürer
land use analyses;

(iÐ determination of service afea - for water and wastewater facilities, this is usually the
entire city and its ETJ; for roadway facilities, the service area is limited to city limits,
not exceeding six miles; for stormwater, drainage, and flood control facilities, the area
is limited to all or part of the land within the city limits or its ETJ actually served by
these facilities;

(iiÐ projection of lO-year growth patterns - involves a review of land use data, zoning
classifications, density calculations, projected growth, population trends, employment
projects, andthe like;

(i") "build-out"growthprojections-basedonthe holding capacity of the land area of the
city, anticipated land use types, densities, and ultimate populations.

Once the land use assumptions are developed, the city must hold a public hearing, taking care to follow
the statutory notice and publication requirements lThe citv mav conso this public hearins witr
the hearing required prior to adoption of the capital improvements plan.)
$ $ 3 95.042, 395 .043, 395.044 (West 2005).

Tex. Local Gov'tCode

c. Capital Improvements Plan
THIS PORTION OF THE PLANTS DEPENDENT ONTHE CITY ENGINEER'S SCHEDULE, AS
THTS TS THE PORTIONTHE LAW RESUIRES THE ENGINEERTO CREATE. WHATK]ND OF
T],TPACT FEE IS DESIRED, AND HOW 

'VËLL 
THE LAND USE ASSUMPTIONS ARE LÁIÐ
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OUT BY THE COMMITTEE WOULD ALSO AFFECTTHE TIMELINE. I WILL BE TALK]NG
TO JOHN MONDAY THE I 3TLI,AND 

'YILL 
SEE WHAT HE THTNKS ON TIME FOR THIS PART

OF THE PROJECT. IT I4/OULD HELP HTÃT TO KNOW IF TLIIS WILL JUST BE ROADS, OR
WATER, OR DRATNAGE, OR EVERYTHING, THREE ÀTONTHS, PLUS ANOTHER IV.TONTH
FOR COUNCIL REI/IEW, TWO MORE WEEKS FOR THE REQURED PUBLIC HEARTNG..
(EARLY ESTTIVIATE-] B WEEKS, ,4GGREGATE 3O 

'YEEKS),
The capital improvements plan ("CIP") must be prepared as directed by the statute, as follows:

(i) it must be prepared by a qualified professional engineer;
(iÐ it must describe existing capital improvements within the service area and the costs üc

upgrade,update, improve, expand, or replace the improvernents to meetexistingneeds
and usage and stricter safety, efficiency, environmental, or regulatory standards;

(iiÐ it must analyze the total capacity and current levels of usage and commitmenß for
usage of capacity of the existing capital improvements;

(i") it must describe the capital improvements or facility expansions and their cosß
necessitated by and attributable to the new development based on approved land use
assumptions;

(v) it must contain a table establishing the specific level orquantity of use by service unit for
each category of improvements, and must show the ratio of a service unit to various
fypes of land uses, including residential, commercial, and industrial;

(vi) it must show the total numberofprojected service units necessitated by and attributable
to the new development;

(vii) it must identify the projected demand for capital improvements required by the new
service units projected over not longer than 1 0 years, and

(viii) it must include a plan for awarding credits for ad valorem taxes and utility service
revenues generated by the new service units that is used for the payment of
improvements included in the CIP, or a credit equal to 50% of the total projected cost
of implementing the CIP.

A public hearing must be held prior to adopting the CIP; again, specific notice and hearing
requirements must be adhered to. Tex. Local Gov't Code $ 395.049 (West 2005).

Impøct Fee Ordinønce
DEVELOPING THE ORÐINANCE CAN OCCUR DARTNG EACH STAGE OF THE
PROCESS. ALLOW3O DAYS AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING ON THE LAND USE
ASSUfuTPTIONS ANÐ THE CAPITAL IMPRO''EMENTS PLAN. (FOUR WEEKE
AGGREGATE 34WEEKS)

The city must adopt an impact fee ordinance within 30 days of the hearingon the CIP, and the
ordinance cannot be adopted as an emergency measure. Tex. Local Gov't Code $ 3 95.051 (West 2005).

The ordinance should include provisions for the administration of the impact fees, the time of
assessment of the fees, the time of collection of the fees, for offsets and credits of impact fees, a
schedule of maximum fees and actual fees to be collected, an accounting system for funds collected,
and refund provisions.

Impact fees are calculated by dividing the total cost of facilities required to serye new
development by the total number of new service units expected.

The maximum amount of the fee per service unit may not exceed the amount determined by:

d
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(i) subtracting the amount determined in the plan for awarding credits for ad valorem taxes and
utility service revenues generated by the new service units that is used for the payment of
improvements included in the CIP, or a credit equal to 50o/o of the total projected cost of
implementing the CIP, from (ii) the capital improvements or facility expansions and their cosß
necessitated by and attributable to the new development based on approved land use assumptions,
and (iii) dividing that amount by the total number of projected service units. Tex. Local Gov't Code

$ 39s.0ls (West2005)

e. Fee Assessment and Collection

"Fee assessment" means a determination of the amount of the impact fee in effect on the relevant
date, and is the maximum amount that can be charged per service unit of the development. The city
does not need to take any action to 'oassess" the fee. Tex. Local Gov't Code $ 395.016(Ð (West 2005).
The time at which the fees may be assessed depends on when the fees were adopted and the land is
platted. For fees adopted afterJune 20, 1987,and for land platted after that date, the fee may be assessed

before or at the time of recordation of the subdivisionplat or other plat under Local Govemment Code
Chapter 2l2.Tex. Local Gov't Code $ 395.016(d) (West 2005). If new development is to occur without
platting, the city may assess the fee at any time during the development and building process. Tex. I¡cal
Gov't Code $ 395.01 6(e) (West 2005).

After the fee is assessed, it cannot be increased against a tract for any reason, unless tre
number of service units increases. Tex. Local Gov't Code $ 395.017 (West 2005).

Political subdivisions and other governmental entities may pay impact fees. Tex. Local Gov't
Code $ 395.022(a) (West Supp. 2013). A school district is not required to pay an impact fee under
Chapter 395 unless its board of trustees enters into an agreement to pay the fees, under terms the
board of trustees considers advisable. Tex. Local Gov't Code$ 395.022(b) (West Supp.2013).

The impact fee may be collected at different times. If the city has water and wastew ate.l: capacily
available, the fees are to be collected at the time of issuanceof abuildingpermit. Also, if suchcapacity
is available and the platted land is outside the city limits, the city may shall collect the fee at the time
application is made for an individual meter connection to the city's system. For political subdivisions
that do not issue building permits in the area where the fee applies, the fee shall be collected at the
time an application is filed for an individual meter connection. Tex. Local Gov't Code $ 395.016(d)
(West 2005). If development is to occur without platting, the fee may be collected at either the time of
connection to the system or at the time the political subdivision issues a building permit or certificate
of occupancy. Tex. Local Gov'tCode $395.016(e) (V/est2005).

A political subdivision and the owner of land that has a recorded plat may enter into an
agreement providing for the time and method of payment of the impact fees. Tex. Local Gov't Code $
395.018 (West 2005).

f Post-Adoptìon Requirements

The advisory committee is required to file semi- annual reports with respect to the progress of
the CIP and any perceived inequities in implementing the plan or imposing the fee. Tex. Local
Gov't Code $ 395.058(c)(a) (West 2005). In addition, the advisory committee is to advise the political
subdivision of the need to update or revise the land use assumptions, CIP, and impact fee. Tex. Local
Gov't Code $ 395.058(c)(5) (West 2005).

The goveming body is under a continuing duty to update the land use assumptions and CIP at
least every five years, beginning on the date that the CIP is adopted. Tex. Local Gov't Code $ 395.052
(West 2005). Public hearings on the updated assumption and CIP are required. Tex. Local Gov't Code

$ 395.054 (West 2005). If the governing body determines after the publichearing that no changes are

needed, it must give notice of that determination. If any person files a written request that the land use
assumptions, CIP, or impact fee be updated, the governing body must perform the update.
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g. Refunds ønd Exemptíons

Refunds of paid impact fees are required in certain instances. If existing facilities are available
andserviceis denied, orif the politicalsubdivision hasfailedtocommenceconstructionwithintwo
years, or if service is not available within a reasonable period of time considering the type of capital
improvement or facility expansion to be constructed (not to exceed five years), the property owner ûtay
requesta thepolitical subdivision is requiredtoprovidetherefund. Tex. Local Gov't Code $
39 5 .02s(a) (West 200s ).

Funds collected but not spent within 10 years after payment must be refunded. Tex. Local
Gov't Code $ 395.025(c) (V/est 2005). All refunds must bear interest from date of collection to date
of refund at the statutory rate, and shall be made to the record owrer of the property at the time the
refund is paid. Tex. Local Gov't Code g 395.025(d) and (e) (West 2005).

Fees may be waived or reduced for any service unit that would qualify as affordable housing
under 42 U.S.C. Section 12745, as amended, once the service unit is constructed. However, if the
affordable housing is not constructed, the political subdivision may reverse its decision to waive or
reduce the fee, and may assess the fee at any time during the development approval or building process,
or even after the process. Tex. Local Gov't Code $ 395.016(9) (West 2005).
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This data shows the number of Traffic Contacts made
within the City of Nevada. A traffic stop may contain
more than one "traffic contact", such as a driver may
be issued L citation and L warn¡ng in L stop,
resulting in 2 "traffic contacts'l.
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General Calls versus Law Enforcement Calls

General Calls - Typically a non-priority call that presents little to no danger to the responding officer
and could be handled by another City Services department, County Services department or a
professional in another field who is specially trained to handle certain types of situations.

* A low enforcement officer should always be available to anyone responding to these calls, should the situotion escalate beyond
the responding person's capability.

Law Enforcement (LE) Calls - Typically a priority call that has the potential to present an increased
amount of danger to the responding officer and/or the public. These calts are generally either crimes
being committed, about to be committed, or have already been committed. They also generally include
an offense report being taken.

ln some instances, another City Services department, County Services department or a professional in
another field who is specially trained to handle certain types of situations can be useful to assist, but
should not respond alone to the initial call.
* Crimes that have been committed ond are o delay in reporting or present a low amount of danger (watk in to the Police Deportment)

could be handled by o desk officer or a member of the Police Volunteer Support IJn¡t.



Traditionallv General Calls

Abandoned Vehicle

Animal Problem - Animal Ordinance

Animal Problem - Other Animal Calls

Fire Alarm

Assist Other Agency (AOA) Fire

Assist Other Agency (AOA) Medical

Assist Citizen

Assist Motorist

Construction Noise

Fireworks Complaint

Loud Music

Noise Complaint

Parking Complaint

Moving the Speed Trailer

Traffic Hazard

Welfare Check

Civil Problem

Juvenile Problem

Mental Health

Ordinance Violation

Lost Property

Public Service

Traffic Control

Traffic Hazard



Traditiona llv Law Enforcemen t Related Calls

9L1 Hang-up

Burglary Alarm

Other Alarm (Audible alarm heard in the area)

Simple Assault

Burglary

Burglary, Forced Entry Non-residence

Burglary, Forced Entry Residence

Assist Other Agency (AOA) Law Enforcement (LE)

Firearm Complaint

Na rcotic I nvestigation

Non-Family Disturbance

Unsecure Building

Criminal Mischief

Damaged Property, Vehicle

Family Violence / Domestic Disturbance

Driving While lntoxicated

Fraud, lllegal Use Credit Cards

Fraud lmpersonation

Juvenile Problem - Curfew

Juvenile Problem - Runaway

Obstruct Police - False Police Report

Sexual Assault - Strong Arm

Suspicious Activity

Suspicious Person

Suspicious Vehicle

Theft

Traffic Accident

(lnjury, Privote Property Damage, Vehicle Damoge)

Traffic Problem

(Dangerous Driver, Reckless Driver, Traffic Offense)
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This data shows the total activity for the Lavon Police Department and includes Traffic contacts, Calls for
Service and Security Checks which are conducted in the City of Lavon, the City of Nevada and backing up
the Collin county Sheriff's office. The purpose of this graph is to give a visual comparison of total
activity month to month.
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This data shows the total number of both Traffic Contacts and
total Calls for Service conducted within the City of Nevada.
Th.e purpose of this graph is to give a visual comparison of total
activity month to month.



LPD Criminal Offenses
(excludes "C" Traffic)
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This data shows the total criminal cases that resulted from a
Call for Service within the City of Nevada.

NOTE: There was an error ¡n the algorithm for calculating prior Criminal Offense Reports It is now fixed and the correct numbers are reflected here.



LPD Call Breakout

Lavon
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* May include other cities and /or unicorporated areas of the county

The LPD Call Breakout graph gives a visual of how LPD officers'time is spent based on Calls for Service
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