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SCA Board of Directors




Minutes



October 22, 2008




10:00 AM Tukwila City Hall

	1
	Welcome and Introductions



President Ava Frisinger called the meeting to order at 10:05 am.  Board members present:  David Baker, Ken Hearing, Jim Pearman, Lucy Krakowiak, Katrina Asay, Pete Lewis, Jean Garber, Mary-Alyce Burleigh, Margaret Harto, Mike Park and Jay Covington.  Staff:  Karen Goroski and Alice Neiffer


	2

MSP
	Consent Agenda
 Minutes of June 25, August 20 and September 17, 2008 Board of Directors’ meetings 

 Cash Report – September 30, 2008

 Executive Director’s Report
To approve consent agenda


	3 
	President’s Report 
Ava Frisinger reported on the series of Leadership meetings she, along with Mary-Alyce Burleigh and Karen Goroski had attended over the last three months.  They have met with Ron Sims, Julia Patterson, and Bob Drewell in regularly scheduled separate meetings.  Collectively the conversations included County budget, annexation, Food Policy Council, animal control, SCA’s opposition to a county-wide utility tax, and PSRC organizational issues. 
Ava also reported on the County Budget meetings she had attended as part of the SCA contingent which included members of the Board and Budget Group.  Each County Councilmember was interested in the SCA positions on the 2009 budget but there were mixed results.  


	4
	City Manager/Administrator Report

Jay Covington said as the County budget worsens, agencies, especially human services, are looking for places to pitch their case.  The January meeting of the CM/CA Group may be devoted to human service agencies.  The CM/CA meeting in September featured Bob Cowen of the KC Office of Management and Budget.  October was a roundtable on I-985 and in November they will hear a County budget review and update, an outlook for Streamline Sales Tax and a review of the elections.  In December they hope to hear Jim Justin with a legislative update.  


	5
	Reports on Member City Council Visits

The list was updated to show the cities that have been visited, including Hunts Point, Carnation, Duvall, Snoqualmie and Normandy Park.  Karen will try to fit the remaining visits into her schedule.


	6
	Update on activities related to I-985 and the King County Budget
Following the adoption of the PIC recommendation that SCA oppose I-985, press releases and op-ed pieces were prepared and submitted.  They were also sent to each member city where the last lines could be easily modified to reflect the position of the city and contact information for the city.  Kirkland, Renton and Auburn have all taken positions against I-985.
Karen reported on the enormous amount of work done by the Budget Group.  It has been a guiding force in SCA’s successful move to affect the County Budget and protect the cities.  BG members have attended meetings with the County Executive and County Council; they have attended hearings and other meetings on the 2009 County Budget.  Karen pointed out that the cities will have to continue to work this issue.  
A past Board decision for SCA to affect regional policies means we have no resources in Olympia other than AWC and member cities that wish to share their paid lobbyists.  At the November PIC meeting the King County Legislative proposals will be considered for recommendation to the Board.  Those include expanding REET, Roads property tax levy, limited non-supplantaion language for Mental Health tax, number of elections, local flexibility in establishing fees, modification of the 1% limit on property tax, new regional revenue for criminal justice and/or public health and a local option utility tax.  As soon as the Board acts on the November PIC recommendations, we can publish the SCA positions.  

Richard Cole (Redmond) and Mike Martin (Burien) were testifying on behalf of SCA before the County Council as the Board was meeting.  



	7

MSP

MSP


	Finance Committee Report

Ken Hearing, Chair of the Finance Committee reported on the results of the Financial Year 2007 Audit, which he said was exceptional.  The auditors found three minor items to report.  The Finance Committee met via teleconference and recommended that the SCA Board adopt the 2007 financial statements.  They also recommended that the Board Policy 206 be amended to require an audit at least every three years with no requirement for a review in the other years and upon the exit of the Executive Director.

To adopt the audit of 2007 financial statements as provided by Paulsen, Megaard and Co, PC.

To amend Board Policy #206 with the following:  The books and records of SCA shall be audited at least every three years by a CPA approved by the SCA Board of Directors and upon the exit of the Executive Director.   



	8
MSP

MSP

MSP

MSP
	Public Issued Committee Recommendations

Mary-Alyce Burleigh, PIC Chair, presented four policy position recommendations for Board consideration.   
a. That SCA support more explicit policy language in the PSRC Federal Funds Regional Competition that gives equal treatment to projects that connect two urban centers and to projects that connect to only one center. This acknowledges that getting to an urban center is just as critical as connecting two urban centers. 
b. That SCA support adding new criteria for non-motorized projects such as trail projects where priority will be given to projects connecting regional trail routes or connecting to regional trail routes, and for sidewalk projects, where priority will be given to pedestrian routes providing access to school bus stops, schools and parks. 
c. That SCA work with AWC to promote legislation that would allow two or more cities or towns located in a county with a population greater than one million that have entered into an inter-local agreement, to select one of the cities or towns to be the legislative authority for the purpose of establishing a tourism promotion area.

d. To recommend to the SCA Board of Directors that SCA revise its current annexation policy to include the revisions in Attachment 1 to these minutes.  

The SCA Position on King County Annexations will read:
King County Annexations

Members of the SCA will work with the County on annexations and recommend the following policy steps be taken: 

With regard to King County:

1. The Cities and the County should work cooperatively to find ways to condition new development in a PAA on meeting the City’s standards. Immediate steps should be taken by the County to adopt development standards of the local annexation jurisdiction so that, until such time an area is annexed, no new development will be approved unless consistent with a city’s standards

2. It is a goal of cities to attain sustainable financing of a level of infrastructure and services in annexed areas that is consistent with city standards including zoning. Prior to annexation of existing urban areas or addition of any new lands to the UGA, King County must work with cities to establish mutually agreed upon boundaries and financing plans. Such plans should include setting up local accounts for impact and mitigation fees that 1) are sufficient to fund improvements needed to achieve city level-of-service standards and to address impacts on city infrastructure, and 2) are available to the city upon annexation. 

3. The County should continue to offer one-time financial incentives to help alleviate the financial burden on cities to upgrade the badly neglected infrastructure that exists in urban unincorporated areas.

4. The County should evaluate its past investments in storm water and transportation in the unincorporated areas to identify upgrades needed to facilitate urban transition. 

5. The County should make available to an annexing city a portion of the savings the county realizes from reducing its service responsibilities in areas to be annexed. The amount of the savings transferred to the city should be about 50% for the first several years after annexation, declined gradually to 0% by approximately 10 years after annexation.

6. It is in the interest of both the county and cities to achieve a UGA boundary that fosters efficient delivery of urban services. As such, it should be a countywide priority to adjust the UGA boundary to consolidate government services as well as to achieve more logical urban service area boundaries that conform to existing land use patterns and topography. Irregular boundaries currently exist in a number of locations, including both “islands” of rural designated land within the UGA as well as several of the “peninsulas” of rural designated land that extend into the UGA. Where development of those areas can be achieved under city plans and regulations, without threatening resource lands or critical areas, and where infrastructure can be provided in an efficient manner, SCA recommends that King County and affected cities should enter into joint planning to address future land uses, as a precursor to extending urban designation into those areas.

7. King County should phase out use of urban subsidies to supply urban level services in the urban unincorporated area, completely eliminating the “urban subsidy,” currently estimated at $21 million, within a period of several years. To this end, SCA calls upon King County to make incremental annual reductions in the resources expended and/or services provided in the remaining urban unincorporated area. Proposed service policies and standards should be reviewed by the Regional Policy Committee (RPC). 

8. Typically, the residents of unincorporated areas are not aware that they face declining levels of service under the jurisdiction of the County. The County should create and actively implement a strategy to encourage the support of local PAA residents for annexations.  In doing so, the County should acknowledge that existing annexation law limits a City’s ability to annex an area without the sufficient support of property owners and/or voters.  The County should make every effort to educate the residents in the annexation areas about the inefficiencies in serving the current configuration of urban unincorporated King County, the recent trends related to the levels of service that the County provides, and about the likelihood that future County budget scenarios would require further cuts in service levels. It should also agree that the Executive, County Council and Sheriff actively support all resulting annexation proposals before the Boundary Review Board. 

To facilitate the annexation of PAAs, the County should dedicate a county revenue stream from within each PAA to support capital projects in those PAAs on a bonded debt or pay-as-you-go basis.  The county or cities could use the revenue generated from within the PAA from this revenue stream to service bond debt for infrastructure financing.  Proceeds will be used by the annexing jurisdictions to make capital improvements and/or support increased services, allowing the Cities to make the financial transition.  Adopted October 22, 2008 by the SCA Board of Directors



	9
	Education Committee Report

Jean Garber reported on the October 6, 2008 meeting at which the group discussed future networking dinners and how to encourage people to attend.  It has been suggested that there only be five a year, with no meetings in July and August.  A survey was sent regarding the dinners with a very small response, but overall, the events were appreciated.  The dinner meetings will be discussed at the Board Retreat.

Business sponsors were discussed.  This topic will be on the agenda for the Board Retreat.  


	10
MSP
	Staff Car Allowance
Karen explained that since her contract was signed, fuel costs have increased.  She calculated the percent of change based on the increase in the IRS mileage rate effective July 1, 2008 and proposed to adjust her car allowance to match.  Based on the Board’s decision, she will offer the same to staff with contracts specifying a car allowance.  

To increase the Executive Director car allowance, retroactive to July 1, 2008 by 20% and in the future to adjust her car allowance based on changes in the IRS reimbursement rate.  


	11
MSP


	SCA 2009 Proposed Budget 
Ken Hearing, Chair of the Finance Committee, explained the two optional budgets, based on a decision to include or exclude the $30,000 contingency.  His recommendation was to include the contingency as it did not affect the assessment figures very much.  Karen explained that the 2007 and 2008 budget both used unallocated cash to absorb the cost of the part-time Policy Analyst, with the understanding that the position would be funded strictly from dues beginning in 2009.  The inclusive budget and assessments are Attachments 2 and 3 to these minutes.
To recommend to the Membership a 2009 SCA budget with a total expense of $537,610 and assessment of $0.5989 per capita.



	12
	Good of the Order
Karen said she was planning to use the Annual Meeting sponsorship to pay for the comedian – Kermet Apio- and to buy dinner for the Budget Group as a thank you for their outstanding work.  Also to include Gary Long as a recognition for his work on the Charter Review Commission for SCA.  The Board agreed.


	13
	Next Meetings

· Next PIC meeting – Wednesday, November 5, 2008

· Networking Dinner – Wednesday, November 19, 2008

· SCA RegionalCaucus Meetings – 6:30 PM Wine and Cheese – 7:00 PM Business meetings
· December 3, 2008 at the Kent Senior Center
· December 10, 2008 – Kirkland Performing Arts Center

· January 7, 2009 – SCA Caucus Orientation

· January 14, 2008 – SCA PIC

· January 16, 2009 – BOARD RETREAT at Renton City Hall


	14
	Adjourn

The meeting adjourned at 12:22 p.m.


Minutes approved at the December 10, 2008 meeting of the Board.

Attachment 1 to the October 22 Board of Directors Minutes

ANNEXATION POSITION PAPER
STATEMENT OF INTENT 

Annexations and government finance are extremely complex issues that warrant a coordinated and comprehensive response.  It is therefore the intent of the Suburban Cities Association to develop and agree upon common and supported strategies that furthers public purpose and meets the needs of the involved parties and their residents.

BACKGROUND
The 2003 report of the County Budget Advisory Task Force (BATF) concludes that annexations and incorporations are both a source of King County’s current financial problems and ultimately one of the cures.  The BATF report concludes that cities, through annexations and incorporations, have eroded the County’s tax base and have left the County with inadequate revenues to provide regional and local services to the remaining unincorporated areas. The BATF report concludes that the County’s fiscal problems can be partially resolved by having the balance of the urban unincorporated areas annexed into adjacent cities.

The BATF report also acknowledges the existence of a substantial “urban subsidy”. Cities believe that county taxes generated within their jurisdictions have been used by the County to subsidize services to urban unincorporated areas in a manner inconsistent with County policies and State Growth Management Act (GMA). The GMA directs counties to be the preferred providers of regional services and cities to be the preferred providers of local services to support urban growth.  Urban subsidies represent a major export of regional resources from the County’s cities to subsidize unincorporated urban residents.

Both the King County Executive and BATF have advocated that Cities expedite annexations on the not unreasonable assumption that local services can be most efficiently provided by local government designed for the purpose.  The County began the process by offering a one time $10 million fund to help offset the substantial costs in staffing and capital improvements that may result in facilitating some annexations.  Auburn and Federal Way are currently in negotiations with King County to use a pilot project approach to address city and county code differences for surface water management and road standards in certain Potential Annexation Areas (PAAs). Cities have also recognized that additional legislative remedies are needed to continue to improve annexation laws and provide financing tools to cities and the County to facilitate the transition. 

CITIES’ VIEW

Consistent with the Growth Management Act and Countywide Planning Policies the Suburban Cities generally agree with the goal of annexing Potential Annexation Areas into our communities.  Many cities have, using their own resources, already engaged in pre-planning and pre-zoning of their individual annexation areas in conjunction with residents of these unincorporated areas. Many Cities have already completed significant annexations.  However, many cities have also conducted annexation fiscal impact feasibility studies that indicate that there are substantial issues that must be resolved before any comprehensive solution can be agreed upon.  These include:

· The County’s financial woes may have been worsened to a degree by the earlier annexations.  Most of the remaining urban unincorporated areas, and probably the majority of all annexations in the past decade, not only fail to generate positive cash flow to pay for operating services, but also represent substantial financial liabilities from both a capital improvement and deficient maintenance standpoint.  There is a high degree of variation in the standard of infrastructure in urban unincorporated King County.  Most cities find that King County service standards are inconsistent with their own, in terms of investment in parks, roads maintenance standards and storm water facilities. Roads are designed and maintained to a rural standard and continue to be constructed to that rural standard even though they serve urban development approved by the County. Parks are non-existent or underdeveloped and storm drainage facilities are inadequate to an urban setting despite significant impact fees collected by King County from these areas. 
· Cities agree with the County that the annexation areas in question will drain financial resources whether they are annexed or continue to be administered by the County. The funding offered by the County is a step in the right direction.  However, it is impractical for a city to accept or the county to fund the ongoing operation of the PAAs for another decade or permanently without new financial tools.  The new tools must be coupled with the County’s financial participation in the transition of these areas to adjacent cities.  Each annexation area is unique enough that the Cities recognize different solutions need to be addressed by the County and the adjacent city considering annexation. 
· Cities want a coordinated, comprehensive and adequately funded program to resolve the County’s financial woes and complete annexations.

· There is agreement within SCA that urban level development within the PAA’s has increased the County’s cost to maintain these areas and represents an added cost for cities that annex the results of that development. The costs reflect increasing the level of infrastructure to city standards and also in maintaining levels of all services necessary to support the increased density. The cities believe a mechanism such as bonding, with annexation, can allow the debt burden to be transferred from County to City in a manner that can be approved by both parties.

· Land developed in PAA’s should be compatible with the comprehensive plan and development standards of the City designated to annex the area. The Cities and the County should work cooperatively to find ways to condition new development in a PAA on meeting the City’s standards and first agree that no further development would take place except at the City’s standards. 

SUBURBAN CITY ASSOCIATION POSITION
King County Annexations

Members of the SCA will work with the County on annexations and recommend the following policy steps be taken: 

With regard to King County:

9. The Cities and the County should work cooperatively to find ways to condition new development in a PAA on meeting the City’s standards. Immediate steps should be taken by the County to adopt development standards of the local annexation jurisdiction so that, until such time an area is annexed, no new development will be approved unless consistent with a city’s standards

10. It is a goal of cities to attain sustainable financing of a level of infrastructure and services in annexed areas that is consistent with city standards including zoning. Prior to annexation of existing urban areas or addition of any new lands to the UGA, King County must work with cities to establish mutually agreed upon boundaries and financing plans. Such plans should include setting up local accounts for impact and mitigation fees that 1) are sufficient to fund improvements needed to achieve city level-of-service standards and to address impacts on city infrastructure, and 2) are available to the city upon annexation. 
11. The County should continue to offer one-time financial incentives to help alleviate the financial burden on cities to upgrade the badly neglected infrastructure that exists in urban unincorporated areas.
12. The County should evaluate its past investments in storm water and transportation in the unincorporated areas to identify upgrades needed to facilitate urban transition. 

13. The County should make available to an annexing city a portion of the savings the county realizes from reducing its service responsibilities in areas to be annexed. The amount of the savings transferred to the city should be about 50% for the first several years after annexation, declined gradually to 0% by approximately 10 years after annexation.
14. It is in the interest of both the county and cities to achieve a UGA boundary that fosters efficient delivery of urban services. As such, it should be a countywide priority to adjust the UGA boundary to consolidate government services as well as to achieve more logical urban service area boundaries that conform to existing land use patterns and topography. Irregular boundaries currently exist in a number of locations, including both “islands” of rural designated land within the UGA as well as several of the “peninsulas” of rural designated land that extend into the UGA. Where development of those areas can be achieved under city plans and regulations, without threatening resource lands or critical areas, and where infrastructure can be provided in an efficient manner, SCA recommends that King County and affected cities should enter into joint planning to address future land uses, as a precursor to extending urban designation into those areas.
15. King County should phase out use of urban subsidies to supply urban level services in the urban unincorporated area, completely eliminating the “urban subsidy,” currently estimated at $21 million, within a period of several years. To this end, SCA calls upon King County to make incremental annual reductions in the resources expended and/or services provided in the remaining urban unincorporated area. Proposed service policies and standards should be reviewed by the Regional Policy Committee (RPC). 
16. Typically, the residents of unincorporated areas are not aware that they face declining levels of service under the jurisdiction of the County. The County should create and actively implement a strategy to encourage the support of local PAA residents for annexations.  In doing so, the County should acknowledge that existing annexation law limits a City’s ability to annex an area without the sufficient support of property owners and/or voters.  The County should make every effort to educate the residents in the annexation areas about the inefficiencies in serving the current configuration of urban unincorporated King County, the recent trends related to the levels of service that the County provides, and about the likelihood that future County budget scenarios would require further cuts in service levels. It should also agree that the Executive, County Council and Sheriff actively support all resulting annexation proposals before the Boundary Review Board. 

To facilitate the annexation of PAAs, the County should dedicate a county revenue stream from within each PAA to support capital projects in those PAAs on a bonded debt or pay-as-you-go basis.  The county or cities could use the revenue generated from within the PAA from this revenue stream to service bond debt for infrastructure financing.  Proceeds will be used by the annexing jurisdictions to make capital improvements and/or support increased services, allowing the Cities to make the financial transition.  Adopted October 22, 2008 by the SCA Board of Directors

Attachment 2 to the October 22, 2008 Board Minutes 
	Recommended SCA 2009 Assessment
	
	
	

	
	 
	2008
	 
	2008
	 
	
	
	Increase 
	Population

	
	 
	OFM Pop
	 
	OFM Pop
	 
	469150
	
	over 07
	Change

	Municipality
	 
	
	 
	w/70K cap
	 
	0.5989
	
	in dollars
	07-08

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Skykomish
	 
	210
	
	210
	
	125.77
	
	14.47
	0

	Beaux Arts Village
	 
	310
	
	310
	
	185.67
	
	21.37
	0

	Hunts Point
	 
	475
	
	475
	
	284.49
	
	30.09
	-5

	Milton (part)
	 
	825
	
	825
	
	494.11
	
	56.86
	0

	Carnation
	 
	1,905
	
	1,905
	
	1,140.95
	
	133.95
	5

	Algona
	 
	2,740
	
	2,740
	
	1,641.04
	
	196.79
	15

	Clyde Hill
	 
	2,805
	
	2,805
	
	1,679.97
	
	190.67
	-5

	Black Diamond
	 
	4,155
	
	4,155
	
	2,488.52
	
	304.92
	35

	North Bend
	 
	4,710
	
	4,710
	
	2,820.92
	
	327.27
	5

	Duvall
	 
	5,925
	
	5,925
	
	3,548.61
	
	450.76
	80

	Pacific (part)
	 
	6,120
	
	6,120
	
	3,665.40
	
	514.55
	175

	Normandy Park
	 
	6,425
	
	6,425
	
	3,848.07
	
	437.52
	-10

	Snoqualmie
	 
	9,360
	
	9,360
	
	5,605.90
	
	1,047.90
	760

	Newcastle
	 
	9,720
	
	9,720
	
	5,821.51
	
	760.01
	170

	Woodinville
	 
	10,560
	
	10,560
	
	6,324.61
	
	817.91
	170

	Enumclaw (part)
	 
	11,470
	
	11,470
	
	6,869.63
	
	870.03
	150

	Lake Forest Park
	 
	12,810
	
	12,810
	
	7,672.18
	
	904.08
	40

	Bothell (part)
	 
	17,130
	
	17,130
	
	10,259.52
	
	1,276.02
	180

	Covington
	 
	17,360
	
	17,360
	
	10,397.27
	
	1,286.57
	170

	Tukwila
	 
	18,080
	
	18,080
	
	10,828.50
	
	1,288.50
	80

	Maple Valley
	 
	20,480
	
	20,480
	
	12,265.91
	
	1,655.31
	460

	Kenmore
	 
	20,220
	
	20,220
	
	12,110.19
	
	1,541.99
	280

	Mercer Island
	 
	22,650
	
	22,650
	
	13,565.57
	
	1,704.17
	270

	SeaTac
	 
	25,720
	
	25,720
	
	15,404.25
	
	1,873.35
	190

	Issaquah
	 
	26,320
	
	26,320
	
	15,763.61
	
	2,667.31
	1,610

	Des Moines
	 
	29,180
	
	29,180
	
	17,476.52
	
	2,058.82
	90

	Burien
	 
	31,540
	
	31,540
	
	18,889.98
	
	2,242.68
	130

	Sammamish
	 
	40,550
	
	40,550
	
	24,286.26
	
	2,948.46
	290

	Kirkland
	 
	48,410
	
	48,410
	
	28,993.78
	
	3,612.08
	520

	Redmond
	 
	51,320
	
	51,320
	
	30,736.64
	
	3,876.24
	640

	Shoreline
	 
	53,440
	
	53,440
	
	32,006.35
	
	3,815.65
	250

	Auburn (part)
	 
	60,400
	
	60,400
	
	36,174.84
	
	12,695.84
	16,100

	Renton
	 
	78,780
	
	70,000
	
	41,924.49
	
	9,970.79
	18,490

	Kent
	 
	86,980
	
	70,000
	
	41,924.49
	
	4,824.49
	320

	Federal Way
	 
	88,040
	
	70,000
	
	41,924.49
	
	4,824.49
	650

	
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	TOTAL
	 
	827,125
	
	783,325
	
	$469,150
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	DRAFT

	Ordinary Income/Expense
	07 Budget
	07 Actual
	08 budget
	08 est act
	09 budget

	
	
	Income
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	4000 · Dues
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	4010 · Member Dues
	369,109
	359,169
	40,000
	397,908
	469,150

	
	
	
	
	4020 · Regional Affiliate Membersip
	
	
	
	2,583
	1,500

	
	
	
	Total 4000 · Dues
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	4300 · Program Revenue
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	4310 · Registration/Dinners Revenue
	
	14,019
	19,392
	25,913
	19,660

	
	
	
	
	4340 · Buildable Lands/CTED Funds Used
	58,400
	96,715
	45,000
	42,146
	45,000

	
	
	
	
	4350 · Sponsorship Revenue
	
	
	11,000
	0
	

	
	
	
	Total 4300 · Program Revenue
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	 
	4600 · Interest Income
	2,000
	3,663
	2,000
	2,440
	2,300

	
	
	Total Income
	
	
	
	
	537,610

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Expense
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	5000 · Payroll Expenses
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	5010 · Salaries
	279,928
	261,762
	281,119
	278,616
	299,846

	
	
	
	
	5100 · Temporary Staffing
	
	
	3,120
	620
	2,400

	
	
	
	
	5200 · Payroll Taxes
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	FUTA
	80
	170
	
	113
	

	
	
	
	
	
	5210 · Taxes- Unemployment
	788
	465
	125
	490
	529

	
	
	
	
	
	5220 · Company State Unemployment
	
	
	489
	0
	

	
	
	
	
	
	5230 · Taxes - FICA
	17,356
	17,520
	17,623
	20,242
	18,590

	
	
	
	
	
	5240 · Taxes - Medicare
	4,199
	4,342
	4,264
	4,736
	4,498

	
	
	
	
	
	5250 · Taxes - L & I
	1,122
	713
	911
	971
	1,033

	
	
	
	
	Total 5200 · Payroll Taxes
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	5300 · Pension Plan Contributions
	17,190
	16,269
	22,793
	19,873
	17,101

	
	
	
	5500 · Contract Liabilities (restricted Reserve payroll)
	
	12,030
	12,030
	16,560

	
	
	
	
	5600 · Other Employee Benefits
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	5610 · Car Allowance
	12,637
	9,744
	9,744
	10,800
	12,960

	
	
	
	
	
	5620 · Cash in lieu of health benefits
	29,353
	28,780
	37,003
	37,586
	41,524

	
	
	
	
	Total 5600 · Other Employee Benefits
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	5700 Professional Development (2%)
	3,064
	
	3,183
	0
	3,345

	
	
	
	Total 5000 · Payroll Expenses
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	6000 · Occupancy
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	6010 · Rent
	10,000
	11,000
	13,000
	13,000
	13,200

	
	
	
	
	6050 · Office Insurance
	343
	343
	400
	302
	350

	
	
	
	Total 6000 · Occupancy
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	6100 Insurance (D&O)
	2,657
	2,535
	2,600
	2,535
	2,600

	
	
	
	6300 · Telephone
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	6310 · Cell Phone
	1,200
	777
	1,200
	1,277
	1,300

	
	
	
	
	6320 · Internet Connection
	2,040
	2,040
	2,040
	2,040
	2,040

	
	
	
	
	6330 · Conference Calls & LD
	300
	202
	500
	165
	500

	
	
	
	Total 6300 · Telephone
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	6400 · Postage and Delivery
	200
	252
	250
	234
	250

	
	
	
	6500 - Printing and Publications
	350
	30
	200
	100
	200

	
	
	
	6600 · Office Supplies
	2,500
	2,157
	2,000
	2,647
	2,600

	
	
	
	6900 · Technology
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	6910 · Technicians
	3,600
	2,919
	6,000
	6,064
	8,000

	
	
	
	
	6920 · Quarterly Server Maint
	3,000
	4,267
	3,000
	2,941
	3,000

	
	
	
	
	6930 · Web Hosting
	300
	137
	300
	137
	300

	
	
	
	
	6940 · Machinery/Equipment Replacement
	2,000
	1,666
	1,800
	517
	2,500

	
	
	
	
	6950 · Software Upgrade
	
	
	2,000
	1,402
	1,500

	
	
	
	
	Equipment Reserve
	2,500
	
	2,500
	0
	0

	
	
	
	Total 6900 · Technology
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	7000 · Equipment Rental & Mtnce
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	7010 · Equipment Rental
	4,800
	3,184
	2,100
	2,763
	2,700

	
	
	
	
	7020 - Equipment Maintenance
	
	
	1,000
	0
	1,000

	
	
	
	Total 7000 · Equipment Rental & Mtnce
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	7100 - Business Meals
	545
	655
	600
	601
	700

	
	
	
	7200 · Staff at Conferences
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	7210 · Staff Meals
	
	143
	500
	81
	500

	
	
	
	
	7220 · Lodging
	
	
	1,700
	291
	1,200

	
	
	
	
	7230 · Conference Travel
	773
	937
	1,200
	0
	1,200

	
	
	
	
	7240 · Registration
	
	
	1,600
	475
	1,000

	
	
	
	Total 7200 · Staff at Conferences
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	7300 · Dinners/Conferences/Retreats
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	7310 · Speakers Fees
	2,000
	2,927
	8,000
	4,900
	5,000

	
	
	
	
	7320 · Meals
	
	15,497
	18,669
	18,213
	18,000

	
	
	
	
	7330 · Meeting Equipment & Misc Exp.
	
	85
	500
	221
	250

	
	
	
	
	7340 · Audio Visual
	
	
	400
	396
	400

	
	
	
	
	7350 - Conference Room Rental
	
	
	
	0
	0

	
	
	
	
	7360 - Printing
	
	
	500
	0
	500

	
	
	
	Total 7300 · Dinners/Conferences/Retreats
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	7400 · Awards and Recognition
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	7410 · Awards
	500
	713
	600
	523
	600

	
	
	
	
	7420 · Prizes and Give Aways
	
	
	0
	928
	500

	
	
	
	Total 7400 · Awards and Recognition
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	Reconciliation Discrepancies
	
	
	
	0
	

	
	
	
	7500 · Accounting Fees
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	7510 · *Payroll Processing Charges
	1,500
	1,114
	1,500
	1,310
	1,184

	
	
	
	
	7520 · Accountants
	1,300
	1,068
	1,300
	1,663
	1,500

	
	
	
	Total 7500 · Accounting Fees
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	7600 · Staff Travel (mileage and parking)
	
	
	1,000
	1,002
	1,550

	
	
	
	7800 · Professional Fees
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	7810 · Web Site Design/Maintenance
	1,000
	0
	500
	800
	1,000

	
	
	
	
	7820 · Legal
	3,000
	0
	1,500
	0
	1,000

	
	
	
	
	7830 · Audit
	1,000
	0
	18,000
	18,000
	9,000

	
	
	
	Total 7800 · Professional Fees
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	8000 · Depreciation
	
	
	
	0
	

	
	
	
	9000 · General Operations
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	9010 · Water
	300
	383
	450
	399
	400

	
	
	
	
	9020 Marketing
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	9030 · Licenses and Permits
	50
	10
	50
	30
	50

	
	
	
	
	9040 · Dues and Subscriptions
	1,500
	1,092
	1,500
	1,078
	1,500

	
	
	
	
	9050 · Bank Service Charges
	150
	93
	150
	101
	150

	
	
	
	
	
	operations Reserves
	
	
	5,941
	5,941
	

	
	
	
	Total 9000 · General Operations
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	 
	CONTINGENCY
	30,000
	 
	30,000
	 
	30,000

	
	
	Total Expense
	
	
	529,454
	479,154
	537,610
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