ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF RECEIPT OF NOTICE OF MEETING
OF THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF
THE CITY OF DAVID CITY, NEBRASKA

The undersigned members of the governing body of the City of David City, Nebraska,
hereby acknowledge receipt of advance notice of a _regular meeting of said body and the
agenda for such meeting to be held at _7:00 o’clock p.m. on the 10" day of February, 2016,
in the meeting room of the City Office, 557 N 4" Street, David City, Nebraska.

This agenda is available for public inspection in the office of the City Clerk and may be
modified up to twenty-four hours prior to the opening of the meeting.

Dated this __4th __ day of February, 2016.

AGENDA AS FOLLOWS:

1. Roll Call;
2. Pledge of Allegiance;

Mayor Alan Zavodny

3. Inform the Public about the location of
the Open Meetings Act and the Citizens

Participation Rules; Council President Gary L. Kroesing

4. Minutes of the January 13", meeting of
the Mayor and City Council,

Consideration of Claims; Council member Michael E. Rogers

Committee and Officer Reports;

Presentation / Consideration of the
Comparability Study by Paul

Essman of Capital City Concepts L.L.C.; Council member Thomas J. Kobus

8. Presentation / Update by Dawn
Danley of Leo A. Daly concerning the
Downtown Redevelopment Project;

9. Presentation by Phil Lorenzen of D.A. Council member Kevin N. Hotovy

Davidson & Company concerning funding
options for the Downtown Renovation

Project;

10. Consideration of Resolution No. 3 — 2016
submitting to the qualified electors the
following proposition: “Whereas David City,
Nebraska has a 1%2% City Sales Tax with a

Council member Gary D. Smith

termination date of October 1, 2020; Shall Council member John P. Vandenberg
the governing body of the City of David

City, Nebraska, continue the sales and use

tax of ONE AND ONE-HALF PERCENT

(1.50%) for an additional ten (10) year
period ending October 1, 2030 with the
proceeds collected to be used for the
Downtown Renovation Project, infra-
structure repairs, replacements, and
improvements within the City and for
Recreational and cultural projects;

City Clerk Joan E. Kovar



11. Consideration of the City’s Information Technology update needs;

12. Public Hearing to amend Ordinance No. 1060 — Zoning Ordinance to add Section
2.02 Definitions, Section 4.25 Mobile Food Units; and to amend C-1 Highway
Commercial Section 5.11.05 Permitted Temporary Uses by adding #5 — Mobile
Food Units, C-2 Downtown Commercial Section 5.12.04 Permitted Temporary
Uses by adding #6 — Mobile Food Units, I-1 Light Industrial Section 5.13.02
Permitted Uses by adding #31 — Mobile Food Units, I-2 Heavy Industrial Section
5.14.02 Permitted Uses by adding #37 — Mobile Food Units and FS — Flex Space
Section 5.15.04
Permitted Temporary Uses by adding #5 — Mobile Food Units.

13. Consideration of Ordinance No. 1243 amend Ordinance No. 1060 — Zoning
Ordinance to add Section 2.02 Definitions, Section 4.25 Mobile Food Units;
and to amend C-1 Highway Commercial Section 5.11.05 Permitted
Temporary Uses by adding #5 — Mobile Food Units, C-2 Downtown
Commercial Section 5.12.04 Permitted Temporary Uses by adding #6 —
Mobile Food Units, I-1 Light Industrial Section 5.13.02 Permitted Uses by
adding #31 — Mobile Food Units, I-2 Heavy Industrial Section 5.14.02
Permitted Uses by adding #37 — Mobile Food Units and FS — Flex Space
Section 5.15.04 Permitted Temporary Uses by
adding #5 — Mobile Food Units;

14. Consideration of the request by Jim Novacek, on behalf of the Knights of
Columbus and the Lincoln Food Bank, that the rental fees for the use of the
City Auditorium be reduced
or waived once each month for the food distribution program;

15. Adjourn.

CITY COUNCIL PROCEEDINGS
February 10, 2016

The City Council of the City of David City, Nebraska, met in open public session in the
meeting room of the City Office, 557 N 4™ Street, David City, Nebraska. The Public had been
advised of the meeting by publication of notice in The Banner Press on February 4™, and an
affidavit of the publisher is on file in the office of the City Clerk. The Mayor and members of the
City Council acknowledged advance notice of the meeting by signing the Agenda which is a part
of these minutes. The advance notice to the Public, Mayor, and Council members conveyed the
availability of the agenda, which was kept continuously current in the office of the City Clerk and
was available for public inspection during regular office hours. No new items were added to the
agenda during the twenty-four hours immediately prior to the opening of the Council meeting.

Present for the meeting were: Mayor Alan Zavodny, Council President Gary Kroesing,
Council members Tom Kobus, Gary Smith, Kevin Hotovy, and John Vandenberg, City Attorney
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James Egr, City Clerk Joan Kovar and Deputy City Clerk Tami Comte. Council member Mike
Rogers was absent.

Also present for the meeting were: Dawn Danley, Al Hottovy and John McCarvel of Leo
A. Daly, Philip Lorenzen of D.A. Davidson, Butler County Deputy Sheriff Rick Schneider, Keith
Marvin, Paul Essman of Capital City Concepts, LLC, Janis Cameron, David McPhillips, Skip
Trowbridge, Banner Press Editor Larry Peirce, Street Supervisor Rodney Rech, Electric
Supervisor Pat Hoeft, Electric Foreman Mick Shipley, Power Plant Supervisor Eric Betzen,
Sewer Supervisor Kevin Betzen and Park/Auditorium Supervisor Bill Buntgen.

The meeting opened with the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mayor Zavodny informed the public of the “Open Meetings Act” posted on the east wall
of the meeting room.

The minutes of the January 13, 2016 meeting of the Mayor and City Council were
approved upon a motion by Council member Smith and seconded by Council member Kobus.
Voting AYE: Council members Kroesing, Hotovy, Smith, Kobus, and Vandenberg. Voting NAY:
None. Council member Rogers was absent. The motion carried.

Mayor Zavodny asked for consideration of claims. Council member Smith made a
motion to authorize the payment of claims and Council member Kobus seconded the motion.
Voting AYE: Council members Vandenberg, Kobus, Kroesing, Hotovy, and Smith. Voting NAY:
None. Council member Rogers was absent. The motion carried.

Mayor Zavodny asked for any comments or questions concerning the Committee and
Officer Reports.

Mayor Zavodny stated that the efforts with the snow storm, especially considering the
size of it, by the City employees were exceptional. Mayor Zavodny stated that he appreciated
the extra time and effort and the fact that everyone pulled together to get the job done.

Council member Kroesing made a motion to accept the committee and officers reports
as presented. Council member Vandenberg seconded the motion. Voting AYE: Council
members Hotovy, Kobus, Vandenberg, Smith, and Kroesing. Voting NAY: None. Council
member Rogers was absent. The motion carried.

Dawn Danley, Associate, Senior Civil Project Engineer, Leo A. Daly, presented an
update on the Downtown Redevelopment Project. Dawn Danley introduced Jon McCarville
who is also with Leo A. Daly and will also be working on the Downtown Redevelopment project.
Dawn stated, “Last time | promised you a “D” Street drainage area, so | wanted to make sure
that | brought that. This is something that we will continue to consider as we move forward.
Essentially, “D” Street is covering all of three acres. It's taking everything from the courthouse.
So, | think that the bulk of the drainage is coming from the courthouse parking lot. It's sloped
pretty decent and that’s where you're getting your backup on 4" and “D”. It's obviously pretty
shallow along 5" Street and “D” Street to get to that inlet on that southeast corner but it’s still a
lot of water getting there. So, we’ll do the drainage report, obviously, that will show us what’s
coming in at that inlet area and then we’ll make sure that we size it accordingly.”
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Mayor Zavodny asked if she was still confident that they would be able to tie in a
drainage system to the “D” Street project.

Dawn Danley said, “Yes, it's very low. It's much lower than all your other ones so I'm
confident that we can get some good flow through a pipe. We just need to coordinate as we
move forward. Again, what the Olsson pipe was sized for and what they have left in the pipe,
hopefully, it's enough to carry some of this because that’s where it all wants to go. If not, we
may need to reroute some of it south to the state system. So, we’ll have to analyze that once
we move forward. The second page is what | have handed off to Phil, which he is going to talk
about but, real quick, | gave Phil a cost per block which adds up to the totals that I've been
showing you for about a year and a half. So, there’s a cost per block for all concrete, there’s a
cost per block for all of the State streets, because obviously it's a different pavement section
and then you’ve got your brick option and then you’ve got your water line project which was $1.5
million. That’s what Phil needed to do his analysis and again, these were the three projects that
we talked about last time. The original scope which was fire hall block and water line was about
$2 million, plus 5 block project were the three courthouse blocks, Kobza and fire hall plus the
water line was about $3.75 million and then the whole downtown project was $6.5 million which
we’ve talked about before, six or seven months ago. So, that's what | gave to Phil and he’s
going to talk about the funding of that.”

Philip Lorenzen, Vice President of D.A. Davidson presented the funding options for the
Downtown Redevelopment project. Phil said, “Let’s start with page 11. You've got outstanding
the balance of a bond issue on water revenue bonds that were issued in 2014 and those bonds
have a ways to run, not a terrible long time, but you’ve got a generation of income from the
operation of the water system. | wrapped the electric, the water and the sewer together. They
maintain those as free standing entities but if you track down just before that last section of four
lines and there should be a note there that this is the income, if you will, just below the top of
those last four lines, income or loss for the utility system for the last hand full of years, 11, 12,
13, 14 and 15, the last five years. The net income for the water system in 2011 was -51,000, in
2012 it was 147,000, in 2013 it was 19,000, in 2014 it was 11,000 and in 2015 it was -285,000.
In adjusting that for the ability to determine how much money is available from the cash flows of
the water system for the payment of bonds, we add back depreciation which, as you all know, is
a non cash item. | think depreciation should be recognized. If you can, it ought to be
accumulated and used for “pay as you go” improvements rather than borrowing all of the time.
So, that’s a significant amount of money and the $200,000 or more range is added back and
then | added back the net other income which would include any interest income that you had
and | added back the negative that you picked up on interest on the bonds. So, | find that for
the last three years, if you will, in 2013 and that’s about as far back as we want to go in history.
You've got just under $300,000 in 2014 you have available to pay down debt service and in
2015, and here’s my question, under production in the second block of numbers, your
production costs went from $347,000 to $707,724. | assume that there was a capital
expenditure number that could be reclaimed and reclassified but | didn’t talk to Joan about it.”

City Clerk Joan Kovar stated that she would have to look and that she didn’t know off
hand what that was.

Phil Lorenzen said, “That was an unusual jump and I'm of the assumption, which | see
from time to time, you wrote something down, you sold some equipment that you took a loss
against, or you took something out of service that you took a loss against, or you actually had a
capital expenditure that was not classified as a capital expenditure. We don’t need to answer
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that question tonight, that’s not really germane to the circumstances because | expect in 2016,
going forward that number will be back to a more positive result. The point that | would make is
this, you've got significant income coming from the water system and you also have income
coming from the electric system and the sewer system. So, we need to answer that question at
some point but it’s not critical to this discussion. You’ve got pretty good income from that. What
| want to point out is an opportunity that you have if you wish to use it as a source of revenue.
You have $880,000 originally issued water revenue bonds from 2014 that was primarily for
water main replacement. | can'’t tell you the locations. I've got that with me in the resolution but
| didn’t look that up. Page 13 shows the debt service. The debt service is a little over $100,000
and then a payment of $130,000 in 2022. This is 2016 so you have six payments left. You
have little charge against that water bond revenue producing entity to pay the bonds. The point
would be that the interest rate on that bond incident was 2.06% when that was issued. That
was a home run. | looked at the possibility, just for starters, to suggest that you have, if you
wish to do so, the ability to go ahead and consider issuing this first piece of bonds. We talked
about the million and a half for the water system upgrades and repairs and replacements and so
forth, to go ahead and do that and really pay for that, if you'd like, out of the revenue base. |
didn’t add back anything for engineering on this, that’'s an unknown yet, but | did add in about
$25,000 for transaction costs for bond issuance and so forth and that gave me a schedule on
page 15 which is the third column from the right. If you amortize the 1,525,000, it would take
about $122,000 a year, give or take, on average, and then your prior debt service is again a little
over $100,000 so you have payments against that system of about $250,000 but you have,
generally, income available for debt services of about $300,000 so there is an item there that
could be tapped to go ahead and pay for this project. You need to look at that carefully and with
a lot of consideration because you have other projects that you could fund out of that operation
too, so you don’t want to sell yourself short in that process, but there is a pack of money there
that could be available. On page 15, | asked the question, what if we blend those two together,
which | did on page 16 and dove tailed the existing bonds with a new issue of bonds. |
calculated the new issue of bonds to be about a 2.5% interest rate. Interest rates may go up, |
see the economy as sort of stagnant, | don’t think that they are going to go up materially, but a
small increase in interest rate is not earth shattering. So, if that’s the situation, you’d have
$180,000 in payments and close to $300,000 in income, so the point | would make is from the
water system you have an ability to help fund this project, | think, on a reasonable basis and you
should still have the ability to go ahead and make other improvements on a cash — pay as you
go system as you move through time. | think that's important. Questions on that concept?

Mayor Zavodny said, “Ok. A couple of other things that maybe you are or aren’t aware
of. We had voted the additional half cent sales tax for water infrastructure that we started
collecting for in January. We talked about TIF. If we were to use that, I've gone on record as
saying that | just didn’t see a path, previously, to do the scope of project that we were talking
about. But, depending on what we decide later this evening, and then if we decide to present it
to the voters to see what they want to do, then | think that we have it. Currently, that's been my
concern. We've committed to the water part. We will have enough from this sales tax, leftover
to handle that amount.”

Phil Lorenzen said, “| totally understand. This is only a potential backup if you should
need it. | know that there are other sources of revenue that you could use. My views parallel
yours in that you should use those other sources of revenue for this project. So, taking Dawn’s
updated numbers | did some simple illustrations. Two million dollars would be paving, fire hall
and the water line project. This doesn’t include fiscal underwriting and legal costs which would
be minimal and the engineering costs which have to be factored in. But, if that were the case
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then the average debt service then just call it, for round numbers, it takes about $160,000 a year
for that $2 million project. You’ve got more than enough cash flow from sales tax and so forth to
accommodate that. Again, keeping it simple, Alan asked the question, for paving projects for a
City of the second class or a village under Nebraska Statute, the maximum time period that you
can take for the final payment on the bonds is fifteen years. Highway allocation allows a longer
pre-payment or payment period. Doing districts mandates a maximum fifteen year period.

Now, there is a little wiggle room in that, in that when you do a paving project, you can’t accept
the work and issue the final bond until the project is done. So, normally we go through the
process of issuing short term bond anticipation notes, which would be at an interest rate of one
or one and one-half percent in today’s market. That gives you a revenue neutral time period
when you have to pay interest only and you capitalize interest in those notes for up to three
years so you could go ahead and capture revenues for three years through bond anticipation
notes and then roll it into a bond so there’s a little wiggle room there in terms of what that
demand is going to be. We’ve done that before on projects.

Mayor Zavodny said, “So, as far as bridging that from when our debt really starts to take
a significant decrease, which is that 2024 time frame, you’re confident in our ability to bridge
from that point until we need more.”

Phil Lorenzen said, “Oh, absolutely and what | would do is to issue bond anticipation
notes for, perhaps, a two year period of time, with a call anytime. 1 like the market, the market
will at some point in time find interest rates probably going up.”

Mayor Zavodny said, “What time frame do you think is most reasonable?”

Phil Lorenzen said, “I'd say three years, two to three years. They will start to see some
escalation but most of the escalation is on the short term. The thirty year treasury, in
December, was at a rate of 3.2% approximately. Today it's 2.8%. It's dropped 40 basis points
since the Fed announced that quarter percent rise in the discount rate. The stock market, as
you've seen is in the tank. So, it just seems to me that we are in a longer siege before we see a
material raise in interest rates, but, | learned a long time ago that you can’t predict tomorrow

”

SO...

David McPhillips said, “You’re doing three year bond anticipation notes?”

Phil Lorenzen said, “That’s the maximum under the law. | would consider that as an
alternative, but | would make sure that we had the ability to pay those early so if the Mayor and
the Council like the interest rate market, | would roll them into the permanent financing more
readily to capture today’s low rate.”

David McPhillips asked, “Are you paying interest over those three years?”

Phil Lorenzen said, “Interest only.”

David McPhillips asked, “No principal?”

Phil Lorenzen said, “No principal.”

David McPhillips said, “If you know how to project interest rates, you wouldn’t be doing
what you’re doing now.”
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Phil Lorenzen said, “I can’t predict interest rates with accuracy, all I'm saying is that you
need, under the Statute, to go ahead and provide construction financing through notes and then
you roll those into bonds once the project is done.”

David McPhillips asked, “Did you do multi scenarios on what interest rates are going to
do in the future?”

Phil Lorenzen said, “| have not, but | will. | do what if’s to find out what the risk is and
then we determine how to mitigate the risk. That’s a good question.”

David McPhillips said, “I don’t appreciate interest only loans. That’s how we got into the
housing crisis and rates took a leap.”

Phil Lorenzen said, “This is a necessary step before we can accept the project. My
normal process is to issue the notes and as soon as the project is done, accept the project,
issue the bonds and pay off the notes, which is six months to a year of interest. But, | like to
give a window of opportunity in case interest rates start to escalate, then we play the what if
scenario and return with how much risk is there in helping to drive the determination of when to
go to the market. | don’t want to gamble with the City’s money. | just want to leave opportunity
for wiggle room to make sure that we do the best job, collectively, as a City, and in my role, to
do the financing to capture the lowest possible rate. | really am totally opposed to deferral of
principle. | think you’ve got to pave the way for the next generation who sits in this room to go
ahead and make decisions.”

David McPhillips said, “But you are deferring at least three years.”

Phil Lorenzen said, “No, No. | would defer until the project is done which may be eight
or nine months to a year, maybe a little longer than that. But, | want to give an opportunity for
the Council to have a longer window. | don’t want to be up saddled up against the wall and
we’ve got to do this bond issue on this date. | like a period of time in case the interest rates
start to escalate. We look at those scenarios and make a determination of what we’re going to
do. Does that help?”

David McPhillips said, “Are you deciding something tonight about without what if’'s and
projections?”

Phil Lorenzen said, “No, we’ll go through that exercise.”

Mayor Zavodny said, “I guess this would be for Al and Dawn then. When you look at
historically, over the past, even, five years of similarly bid projects, has there been an escalation
factor in what the cost of those are? Fuel is down now and that might help a little bit, but
concrete can be a volatile input.”

Al Hotovy said, “It's been going up around two to three percent a year, but with the gas
prices, it's coming down. Contractors are hungry. | think if we push and target for early spring,
and I'm talking January of next year. It's actually probably the middle of winter for the bid
opening, which means that everything is ready to go. Phil has everything together. We have
the districts created and the drawings are at 100%. We’ve got all the permits. We get the bids
in January or by February 1. We start construction. We are probably at a year before we get
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everything done. Basically, what we’re saying is that is your two year window that Phil is talking
about. We have to have construction and financing going with the intermediate bonding. Then

once we are all done and the final costs have come in then he issues the bonds unless he sees
something going up with the interest and he could issue the bonds sooner.”

Mayor Zavodny said, “So, you're argument would be that we could see a two percent
increase in the cost of the project.”

Dawn Danley said, “| also think that with the scale of your project that if it does go with
the full scope that will entice contractors and you're in a location where you are more
competitive and you can pull from Kearney, Columbus, Lincoln or Omaha. You’re in a good
location to grab some good heavy contractors. Some of ours are a little bit more remote and it’s
not quite as great of a bidding environment. | think you're sitting in a good place, especially with
the significant project scope.”

Phil Lorenzen said, “The key is, of course, once you've let the bids the contract is locked
in, in terms of what that cost is. Let me back up and make one comment. | talked about the
water bonds and gave you that free standing example. The water bonds can actually be issued
under the Statute any time we choose to do so. We can issue water bonds in one of two forms.
We can issue them as a revenue bond anticipation note, which | would prefer not to do or we
can issue them as a general obligation bond under §17-534 and §17-535, you can borrow up to
12% of the valuation of the community to do water bond transactions. | would be inclined to
issue that million and a half immediately. As soon as the bids are in hand, go ahead and issue
those bonds and lock in that rate. Those bonds are going to be paid from the TIF and the sales
tax so | would go ahead and issue those right away. We would lock in that million and a half
immediately in today’s market rates. That’s just for the water project. We have to go through
the process of the different statutory process for the paving districts. It’'s a little more
complicated and a little more time consuming. | just did a simple illustration. You saw two
million. Now I’'m going to show you three million seven fifty.”

Dawn Danley said, “That includes five blocks and the water line project. That includes
the fire hall, the court house and the water line project.”

Phil Lorenzen said, “So page 20 is the debt service and that will take about $300,000.
This includes the water project. Then the next page shows the six and a half million dollar,
eleven block paving project and the water line project. Page 22 shows $6,500,000 and now we
go from $300,000 to about $515,000 per year. That's the whole thing including water. So, the
required funds. In order to know where we’re going, we need to know where we are and take a
look at the current snap shot and then move forward. What I've done is to list the bonds and I'm
going to back up now. If you turn to page two, these are the bonds that are outstanding on the
water system. They are water refunding bonds. | wanted to show you the earnings on the
water system just as a bench mark for what additional funds potentially would be available as a
conditional security for back up. Page three finds the balance of those bonds. Those bonds
were issued at one of the most opportune times in the market. The average interest rate when
we issued those bonds was 2.06%. Key point — they run through 2022, just a few years hence.
The payments are about $112,000 and the last three payments are about $134,000 on average.
That was a home run when that was done. There’s no question about it. On page four, the
general obligation various purpose bonds, Series 2014, they run just through 2024 and the
average cost on those is 2.225% for the average coupon and that takes about $70,000 a year
and again the final payment on that is in 2024. That was all of those 2011 and 2012 projects to
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the east side of the community if you remember those projects. | didn’t get into depth on that
but I looked back to see what those funds were used for. I'm assuming that’s probably
principally paid from special assessments and property taxes. Then we have on the Northwest
Drainage, for that project up there, the only borrowing that was made for that, because you had
significant cash, was $550,000 and the average coupon rate on those shows on page seven
and that was a 1.19% average rate. The payments on those are just a touch over $100,000 a
year and that runs just through 2019. So, that's what you’ve got for history on the bonds that
are outstanding. The highway allocation fund pledge bond, a refunding bond in 2014 and on
page nine that shows the average interest rate on those bonds is 1.16%. You have a
marvelous financial adviser and make good decisions on your part. Remember when we had
the Council meeting and we did a weighted average of all of the debt of the City and it was less
than 2% average interest rate. That emphasizes the need to take advantage of the current
market.”

David McPhillips asked, “What is it relative to other communities?”

Phil Lorenzen said, “Much lower because this debt is short term and we were able to
capture those low rates. David City looks better than any other city that | look at in terms of the
average rates on their debt. Columbus is just a bench mark, | did two refunds in Columbus this
year and | saved them approximately $1.4 million in debt service, current market versus
historical market. | just did two projects in Waverly and | saved them a million dollars on $7
million in financing by refunding in the current market so it behooves one to go ahead and look
at that carefully and refund if you can.”

David McPhillips said, “Your underwriting costs of $21,000 is that just for the $1.5 million
project.”

Phil Lorenzen said, “Yeah, it's going to be about 1.25 to 1.5 percent for those transaction
costs of the principal amount of the bonds bought. So, that issue in the highway allocation
bonds of $650,000 has to run just until 2019 and that issue refunded and saved interest costs
on the original issue of about $1,350,000 that was issued in 2009 so this refunded about half of
those bonds and captured a remarkably lower cost of savings. So that’s your history. A key
point of that whole discussion is this — that your debt is low rate, it’s short term, it's well
structured and that positions you well for the future to accommodate the needs of the City in
terms of capital improvements. You're sound. Your debt as a percentage of your valuation is a
touch over one percent. You are very well positioned. For a City of your size, with good
management, your leadership as Mayor and Council have served this community well. You
have the capacity to do some projects. You just don’t want to go off the deep end in that
process and you're not going to do that.”

Mayor Zavodny said, “Mayor Trowbridge, did you have a question?”

Skip Trowbridge said, “Phil, on page 11, it appears to me that in 2011 there is a very
simplified cash flow. Am | correct in that?”

Phil Lorenzen said, “Yes it is. That is extracted from the audit, line for line. | looked at
the detail but | couldn’t ascertain what that increase in production was. There wasn’t enough
detail in the audit to allow me to track that.”
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Skip Trowbridge said, “Ok then. The question that follows is, where are the capital
expenditures for those five years?”

Phil Lorenzen said, “Well, the capital expenditures are made out of accumulated
depreciation or have been made out of the issuance of that $880,000 in bonds and that was
principally for water main replacement. | don’t have the detail of the ordinance.”

Skip Trowbridge said, “So, adding back depreciation is net of capital expenditures?”
Phil Lorenzen said, “I'm not sure that I'm tracking your question, Skip.”

Skip Trowbridge said, “Ok. You just got done telling me that it was less capital
expenditures so it would appear that if we added them back that it would include them.”

Phil Lorenzen said, “Capital expenditures are an item that capitalize for accounting
purposes and don’'t show as an expense. The expense shows as a depreciation factor from
year to year. | don’'t have the history to know whether that depreciation was accumulated. |
assume it was accumulated and it was used for capital project expenditures, but | didn’'t do a
study of that to ascertain that over the year.”

Skip Trowbridge said, “Ok. If that's the case then | have no issue with the numbers at
the bottom, but if it's not the case, it skews the equation immensely.”

Phil Lorenzen said, “It changes the equation immensely in my statement earlier,
whereas that I’'m strongly of the view that any enterprise activity be it water, be it sewer, be it
transfer station, be it electric, all of those systems ought to recognize the non-cash item of
depreciation. It ought to be accumulated and it should be used in part to go ahead and make
capital expenditures rather than going to the borrowing window. | think we’re all on that same
page, philosophically.”

Skip Trowbridge said, “But it’s paid in cash so...”

Phil Lorenzen said, “That’s correct. In the case of NDEQ loans, which is part of the
water refinancing, | think, if I'd look back at that. The NDEQ mandates that if you borrow
through the NDEQ and state revolving loan fund, you have a mandated set aside to accumulate
for replacement reserves.”

Skip Trowbridge said, “Ok. The last thing is that we have approximately a half million
dollars in bond anticipation notes that remain unpaid with the electric department, | believe. Am
| correct in that?”

Phil Lorenzen said, “That is to be paid off within the next few months. | don’t remember
the exact date. | didn’t show that. The plan was that the cash would be available to pay that
from the electric system. We did issue a series of bonds for the catalytic converters. That was
paid over the short term with earnings from the system and that has been retired. Good
questions. So, what | would like to look at now is on page 24. We've looked at the history.
We've looked at Dawn and Al's numbers in terms of where you may go in project expenses so
I’m going to look now at the required funds now for existing bond payments and expected
sources of funds. This will sum up what | talked about in detail. The water revenue bonds,
series 2014, the current balance is $780,000. The annual payment is approximately $120,000.
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The final payment is $133,000 which is due is 2022. The average rate is 2.06%. The primary
payment source is the water revenues that are generated. You can apply property taxes in
cases for water bonds, but not in this particular issue, but my point would be going forward, you
can, if we would issue general obligation water bonds, first apply revenues from the water
system and as a backup do property taxes. That’s the only reason that note is there. The
second item that | show is the $615,000 general obligation bonds, series 2014, again that
funded series 2011 and 2012 street projects. The current balance is $615,000. The annual
payment is about $70,000 with the final payment is 2024 with the interest rate at 2.22%. The
primary source of that is, to my understanding, special assessments and property taxes.
$550,000 general obligation storm sewer bonds, series 2014, and other storm sewer costs,
current balance is $450,000 with an annual payment of $105,000. You'll recall that the cost of
that project was somewhere south of $2 million dollars and with the cash accumulated from the
TIF, the sales tax and other revenues available, you only needed to borrow $550,000 and that is
paid off in 2019. The average rate is 1.19% and the funding source is sales tax and TIF. The
last item then is the highway allocation bonds, series 2014 that refunded the balance of
$650,000 and change to the original 2009 bonds. That original issue was $1,350,000. Skip,
you'll recall that. Those bonds were issued for the purpose of paying then current projects and
providing funds for an ongoing set of capital improvements. The final payment on that is 2019
and the interest rate is 1.25% and is paid from the state gas fund receipts. So, that’s where you
are in terms of debt. The sales tax revenues are running over $600,000 per year with that
1.5%. Is that correct, Joan? That's where those numbers land?”

City Clerk Joan Kovar said, “That should be about right.”

Phil Lorenzen said, “There’s five years to go on that through 2019 at $617,000 a year
would generate $3 million in revenue plus a massive amount of interest earned on the
investment of those funds until they are used. Tongue in cheek. Tax increment receipts — the
bonds are issued to the CRA to benefit the City. Bonds were dated in 2009, final maturity is
2024. Joan handed me a sheet that finds that the value that you’ve collected and paid off
approximately $200,000 of those bonds and you have $100,000 and change left over. |
indicated to you when we met before that there was a substantial amount of money coming from
that collection. | tried to interrupt Mike Bacon today but | found that he was in Phoenix, so |
cajoled his secretary into giving me his updated cell phone number so | could call him but he did
not return my call. He will in the next day or two. | need to verify how that stacks up in terms of
when those bonds are paid off, how long you can collect the tax. The documentation that |
reviewed carefully today allows for a Series B bond issuance for the TIF. I'm not sure how all of
that washes out so | don’t have a firm and hard answer. But, | will get with Joan when she
returns from her vacation and we’ll go through those numbers and | will go through that with
Mike Bacon and verify just exactly what that revenue stream is going to be. | don’t believe that
it's going to be as large as | represented to you at the last meeting until | have a chance to go
back and review all of those documents. So, that's up in the air. It does pay 4% interest on an
annual basis and then the pay down of the principal and again you’'ve paid down approximately
$208,000 of that $300,000 note but there may be a Series B bond issue that could be actually
allowed for the remaining period of the original fifteen year time frame which runs out in 2024.
Gas tax revenue from the State, you budgeted for fiscal year 2015-16 $309,720. On the next
wave of sales tax, there will be a 10% set aside that is mandated to be used for roads and
streets. The State allocates that out when they submit the funds to you and earmarks that. So,
10% goes to roads and streets in the future. That’s a minimal amount. You ought to be using
money to go ahead and upgrade roads and streets all the time. One of the principal sources of
that is, in my view, that $309,000 in highway allocation funds comes back to you. It can be used
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for debt, which you’ve done on that one issue. It can be used for current projects and so forth.
It can be pledged to the payment of these bonds. That’s optional. You're not mandated to
pledge that payment but you can use that payment. If you issue highway allocation bonds, you
must use those monies to pay the bonds before you can levy taxes. So, there’s some moving
parts to there but it's not anything to worry about. There’s a nest egg there that’s pretty
significant. The last item that | have on that page is that your taxable valuation is $127,521,362.
A penny would raise about $12,752 and a dime would raise $127,521 in the great scheme of
things. You can always go back and rely, if you had to, in some cases, on property taxes, but
it's my thought, and | know your thought, that you’d rather not use property taxes for that. You
use property taxes to pay for the operation and use other methods to pay for capital projects.
Summary — your bonds are at a low interest rate, they’re short term, you are well covered, and
moving forward you have an ability to generate significant revenue. It’s up to this group to
determine how you want to allocate that revenue, for pay as you go activities, for your day to
day operations, for capital projects that you need that you want to fund outside of the borrowing
window and still ample opportunity to make reasonable judgements in terms of what you need
to borrow for the capital projects. | will refine those numbers as we go and we play what if's and
so forth about how we get that together, but you've got the capacity.”

Mayor Zavodny said, “Any questions of Phil that haven’t been asked?”

David McPhillips said, “For each of those case scenarios, each project level, was Leo
Daly’s fee $680,000? Do | remember that right?”

Dawn Danley said, “The engineering original contract was six hundred and some
thousand dollars for design, yes.”

David McPhillips said, “Was that $680,000 for each of those proposals or is it prorated?”

Dawn Danley said, “It's essentially for the $6.5 million project. That's what the original
project scope was for eleven blocks.”

David McPhillips said, “So, if we just do the $2 million project, is the fee still $680,000?”

Dawn Danley said, “At this time, we haven’t talked about that. We’ve been moving
forward and then this came back up. | guess that’'s something that we’d need to talk about.”

Al Hottovy said, “It would be prorated. That first fee was for design and we do not have
construction engineering in the estimates yet and based on compaction and all of that, there
would be some additional fees that would be required and that depends on the negotiation, how
much you want us here during the construction.”

Dawn Danley said, “Yea, we're not going to charge you $600,000 for a $2 million
project.”

City Attorney James Egr said, “Phil, I've got to ask you this. From the general public’s
standpoint, so they understand - any city that’s going to progress, gets its infrastructure taken
care of and continue to update its infrastructure so we’re not falling behind like we did many
years ago, this city will never be out of debt?”

Phil Lorenzen said, “Most likely not, Jim, that’s correct. | would agree with you.”



City Council Proceedings
February 10, 2016
Page #13

City Attorney James Egr said, “From a practical standpoint, it's like you have a perpetual
car payment. If you want to keep up your car and have a new car every so many years. In
order to keep up the infrastructure, in order to make us competitive with other communities for
business and industry, we will never be out of debt. | remember one time that we used reserves
to put armor coat on some stuff and used up reserves which is the worst thing that could ever
have happened to the City of David City. Speaking from the experience standpoint, if you're
going to keep up with anything and you're not going to fall behind, you’ve got to have the debt.”

Phil Lorenzen said, “I would totally agree and I think that’s the philosophy of the gas tax
with the funds coming back to you. The State recognizes the value of being able to generate
some of that tax revenue back to the community to encourage communities to make
improvements and that’s why, going forward, the 10% set aside must be allocated to roads and
bridges.”

Mayor Zavodny said, “I appreciate both of your comments but | don’t accept your
premise. | think there could be a point, at some time, where we are able to have no debt.”

Phil Lorenzen said, “Two extremes. | met with Hastings on Monday night and we called
for prepayment $2,250,000 in bonds because of collection of special assessments over and
above what they expected and Vern Powers, their current mayor, has a strong sense that he
wants to city out of debt before he is out of office. | don’t know that | agree with that philosophy,
totally, because they have other projects to do, but that’s his view and they are virtually out of
debt on the GO side. On the revenue side, with a power plant and so forth, they’ve got a lot of
debt. On the flip side, Columbus, Nebraska has approximately $1 million in general obligation
debt. We're doing the same as you, we’re looking at voting to extend the sales tax in May. In
the last year, in Columbus, | have assisted the City in issuance of about $16 million in bonds to
refund prior bonds to save $1.5 million but during that same time frame, we issued $7 million of
new money for upgrades to the wastewater plant and before the end of 2016 we’re going to
issue another eight or nine million for further continuation of the upgrades, and that is absolutely
essential to move forward and make improvements for those basic services. So, there are flip
sides to that and it’s just like personal planning, we need to look carefully, moving forward, in
terms of your judgements and how you move forward and what you do.”

Mayor Zavodny said, “It won’t happen in this City, with this mayor, but I’'m hopeful that
someday it will. If there is no other discussion for Phil, let's move to item 10. My thought
process on this is as follows: How did we get here? For those of you who weren't at the
committee of the whole, | did not see a path to be able to do the whole downtown renovation as
was hoped for at one point in time. The numbers were out of reach and we got to the point
where we committed to doing the water at the $1.5 to 2 million range project. | will
acknowledge, I've been very conservative on our sales tax projections, and they’ve been much
higher, and | will not apologize, ever, for not wanting to count on that, I’'m happy that it’s been,
and your projections were much closer and even higher than the ones that you had had. We
also have, and even if none of these come to fruition, | am aware of five businesses actively
looking to come into David City and of those, three would provide for significant sales tax
increases. We're in a good place. When Phil was here at the Committee of the Whole, if we
decide to take this to the people, which I think is the prudent thing to do, then we have a path
and we have enough that | would be confident with our revenue, not only potential, but locked in
with the sales tax. Without it, we do the band aid, which some people are really unhappy about.
Since the Committee of the Whole, | don’t know how much input the rest of you have received,
but some people have come to me and said thank you for not being so stubborn any more.
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That’s what got us to here. We’re committed to the water and the infrastructure parts. That’s
going to happen based on the current sales tax. But, anything much more than that, is
dependent on if this City Council will vote to put it on the ballot and see what the citizens want
and see who they align with. Are they going to align with people who say we don’t want to do
anything downtown other than the minimal or are they going to align with our vision? Our vision
was a redesigned downtown. I've also come around to the way of thinking that if we improve
that, it probably improves our business climate even that much more. So, it's an investment
with risks. That’s where we’re at. So, the decision before you tonight, and some of you have
held this position, and | commend you for holding to it even when it wasn’t popular, and the
guestion before us will be do you want to give it to the citizens to decide if they want to finance a
downtown renovation?”

Skip Trowbridge said, “I've been a huge proponent of this project for the last six years. It
has been extremely painful to watch what has gone on in this room during that six year relative
to this project. It reminds me of the Keystone Cops. One day we’re going to do this and the
next we're going to do that. Three weeks later we’re not going to do anything. Then we're
going to do a little part and now maybe we’re going to do a big part. But, the problem that we
have taking it to the people, right now, is that we can’t even show them what we’re going to do.
Because we don’t know! How do you build their trust and get them to buy into something that
they don’t know what it is? The last project they came to the library on several occasions. They
were partners in this project with us. They weren’t locked out of it. They weren’t backed into a
corner and they didn’t have a gun to their heads saying “if you don’t vote for the sales tax this
thing is not going to happen.”

Mayor Zavodny said, “How would you have proposed that we pay for it? I'm clear that
it's been screwed up for six years which coincides with you leaving office. I’'m clear on that. |
did read your letter to the editor, which made very clear your feelings on how things are
progressing. So, | think that I’'m clear on where you stand. It seems reasonable to me that
without having the money to do this project which | don’t even think that you could show me
where that could have come from that that is where we are at today. If the citizens vote not to
do it, then the will of the people have spoken. | can live with that. We will replace water and we
will have a band aid which | think you said was a bad thing. We don’t have any money to do
any more than that, is my feeling.”

Skip Trowbridge said, “Look, IF you hold Daly accountable, which at this point in time we
don’t know what this project is going to look like. How long have we worked with this company?
A year, a year and a half? | can’t tell you what it'’s going to look like. Can you tell me?”

Mayor Zavodny said, “We’ve got many pictures. We have not chosen a final design.
We will base it based on the money that we think we have to work with. 1 think that the final
decision that we are at is: Is your downtown going to be all concrete or is it going to have some
brick?”

Skip Trowbridge said, “We’re not doing what the citizens, six years ago, told us that they
wanted and now we want them to vote for a sales tax extension when we didn’'t do what they
wanted.”

Mayor Zavodny said, “How were you going to pay for it? They wanted three things.
They wanted Northwest Drainage. They wanted Downtown Redevelopment and they wanted
recreation. That was the three-legged stool. We did Northwest Drainage a little south of $2
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million, $1.8 - $2 million final costs. It got done. We have given money for recreational type
things. Maybe not the level that some people wished that we had. So, there are different
opinions on all kinds of things. What is left is not enough to do the downtown that you’re telling
us that we should have done. | think that it's irresponsible of us to do it.”

Skip Trowbridge said, “Not in today’s market. | agree with you. In six years ago market,
it was enough to do it.”

Dawn Danley said, “The scope was different.”
Skip Trowbridge said, “Yes it was, Dawn.”

Dawn Danley said, “The scope was a little different, so the cost that was planned to be
spent on downtown did not include the center lines of the streets. So, the actual scope of the
downtown renovation was a little different than we’ve been scoping at Leo A. Daly, so the cost
that we’ve been presenting is even higher than what the Olsson cost was going to be. So, that
has added in as well.”

Skip Trowbridge said, “I will still be a great proponent for this. | think that you need to,
as | said, hold Daly accountable and you need to bring the citizens in as partners. You need to
find out, again, what do you want? What will you support? We need to ask them. We’re asking
them to vote but we’re not making them a partner. We need competent oversight. We can’t go
through this project by hiring somebody from Columbus to peek over their shoulder. We just
can’t do that. We need to do a November ballot issue and give these other three things time to
happen. Then you’ll probably get a “yes” vote from the public. You’ll get a “yes” vote from me,
with those four things happening.”

Council President Kroesing said, “I think we have to tell them what’s up. | don’t think
that we can just assume that they’re just going to bite on this all on their own. We’re going to
have to talk to them again, if they come.”

Mayor Zavodny said, “That might be true. What you’re proposing then is another six
months of putting it off and then another construction cycle. If they don’t vote for it, then what
we’re going to do is put in the water and the sewer and that ends it until a future Council deals
with it at some point, if they choose to.”

Council President Kroesing said, “We can do some meetings. This is only February.”
Mayor Zavodny said, “I think we have a chance to do that.”

Council President Kroesing said, “We can have a couple of meetings and we’re up to
May with the voting.”

Mayor Zavodny said, “What do you think from your ward? What do people think when
we say downtown? Because I've heard so many different opinions. People have said they
thought that it was going to be more of an overall project not just water. | said ok. | took my
share of flack for how we’ve progressed or lack of progress, if you will. What do you think the
people in your ward would say?”

Council President Kroesing said, “There’s no feedback.”
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Phil Lorenzen said, “Clarification in terms of Gary’s question. Just an observation. The
election schedule mandates that a resolution calling for a special election for a community must
be certified to the County Clerk/Election Commissioner not later than September 1, 2016 and to
vote at the May primary it has to be certified no later than March 1, 2016, but | would agree with
Gary that there is adequate time to go ahead and communicate with the public and so forth
even if you go ahead and call an election.”

Mayor Zavodny said, “That’s the right way to go.”
Council President Kroesing said, “If they don’t come then they don’t come.”

Skip Trowbridge said, “Alan, my point is that in 2010 is when they voted, so during 2009
they were part of the process and it was determined what was going to be done. There was a
really nice slick color catalog that went out. | have one if anyone would like to see it and it said
here’s what we’re going to do. We haven’t gotten to that point with this project. Then we said to
the people, if you vote to raise the sales tax, we’ll do it and guess what, six years later and we
haven’t held up our end of the bargain. We’re going to ask them again for more money. What
might they tell us?”

Mayor Zavodny said, “No. And we can live with that. If that's what they decide, we have
to be able to be ok with that.”

Keith Marvin said, “One thing to keep in mind if you'’re going to educate the public on this
issue is, and | was involved in 2010, is there were grant programs and things that were being
anticipated at that time to help pay for these projects. Since then a number of those criteria
have changed. We’ve become ineligible and a number of them have gone away. The whole
process in 2010 was above board and it was an honest approach but it's not our cities fault that
a number of those funding sources have dried up. You also have to realize and educate the
public quickly that a good chunk of what we bring in from the sales tax is not just from us living
here in town. It's from every person that travels through this town and stops at a convenience
store or stops at Ace Hardware or stops at B.J.’s. Butler County Rural Public Power pays a
chunk of sales tax and that is providing service to the people in Butler County and Saunders
County.”

Mayor Zavodny said, “Holding on to them was crucial.”

Keith Marvin said, “The sales tax is a way to make it happen with other people other
than just us when we’ve lost a few revenue sources that we had planned on.”

Mayor Zavodny said, “The only thing that we can do and control tonight is to allow the
citizens to decide. To me that is the most reasonable thing. We will put in our time to try to say
here’s what it’s going to be and, honestly, | can’t tell you what the final design is going to be yet
because we have to decide if brick is going to be a part of it or if it's going to be all concrete.
Once we have settled on a design, then we’ll know if there is going to be commitment. Part of
our problem was and I'll admit that | was under the understanding that we weren’t even going to
be able to ask for another sales tax until the other one was up. We found out that we can ask
and know that that revenue stream is going to be there and know that our sales tax is strong in
this community and know that we have other businesses that say “you know what we think that
this is a good investment here.” | love living here. Some people don’t and they’ll complain and
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maybe they wouldn’t be happy wherever they lived but I’'m going to stay positive on what this
community can be and what it is. I’'m happy here. | could live somewhere else but | like it here.
It's about investing in our community. Do we trust that our community is vibrant enough that
we’ll figure it out? We'll have things thrown at us. Nobody has a crystal ball. You don’t know
what might get thrown at you.”

City Attorney James Egr said, “Has any community let their sales tax sunset?”

Phil Lorenzen said, “Yes there has been but we avoid that like the plaque. It's well
advised to vote far in advance to know that you have cemented your future moving forward.”

Janis Cameron said, “But by the same token, | am a firm believer that everyone has to
have a sunset. We tried it once without.”

Mayor Zavodny said, “You should be very clear on what it's going to be used for.”
Keith Marvin said, “If the sales tax fails, you have to wait two years?”

Phil Lorenzen said, “Twenty-three months until the next time that you can vote.”
Keith Marvin said, “That’'s a good reason right there to run it now.”

Phil Lorenzen said, “We did that in Wahoo, we did that in Sutton, we’ve done that in a
number of places. If we advance the extension of the sales tax beyond the sunset date so that
should it fail we have time to go back and vote again. That’s a good question. Just a comment.
I’m working currently on six sales tax elections and this discussion is good because it parallels
all of the others. Some are a lot more difficult in terms of trying to identify every nickel and dime
of where it's going to go and | think that’s confusing to the voters. Your proposal is very straight
forward and right on the mark of what you want to accomplish. So, | think that you can convey
that effectively. | have found any number of communities are now going for that one and a half
without a sunset and it passed in Gretna by four votes and it passed in Waverly by two votes.
It's tougher to pass without a sunset. It can be done but | think with the sunset that you’re on
the right path.”

Dawn Danley said, “Can | say one thing as you justify and have your discussion. If
people ask why it’s not done, you’ve added blocks, you've added scope and you've added more
pavement removal. So, there’s reasons why. The project got bigger. So, therefore, the price is
more and we need a sales tax. It's not the apples to apples project that you just didn’t get built.
We’ve added very deteriorating blocks on the out legs of the downtown. So, | think that’s
important to kind of keep in mind when you’re talking to the public about it that there’s added
things that have happened.”

City Attorney James Egr asked, “Dawn & Al, if the City Council says that they are going
to bring this to a vote, can you get a plan together where we can hold your feet to the fire and
say that we need this by this date so the public knows what’s going on and at least have two
informational meetings before an election.”

Al Hottovy said, “The drawings are done. I'm going to put it back on you guys. Brick or
no brick? We’ve been talking about this for almost two years. They ask at every meeting and
we can’t answer that. We've been trying to get this for a year and a half to two years. We
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haven’t gotten it. So, now we're looking at a water project for $1.95 million because we’re
cognizant of the fact that without the sales tax, you can’t afford the wants. But, the wants
haven’t been put in concrete as to bricks or not bricks.”

Council member Kobus said, “I thought that we had that all ironed out.”

Council member Smith said, “So did I.”

Dawn Danley said, “You voted on the fire hall block for that.”

Mayor Zavodny said, “Yes, we did agree on that. But, as final design for the downtown
we have basically two options. We won’t do that tonight.”

Al Hottovy said, “But, if he wants a drawing that says what we’re doing, what do you
want on the drawing?”

Mayor Zavodny said, “Well, | think that you provided that.”

Dawn Danley said, “I provided that about seven months ago and we just need to pull that
back up.”

Al Hottovy said, “We can have a meeting next week. We’re ready.”

Mayor Zavodny said, “We still have a decision. We know that if the sales tax doesn’t
pass that we're just doing water. That’s done. We've already committed to that. Our only
choice of design left is do you want brick in the driving lane and the center parking or is
everything going to be concrete? That's the only decision that we have left.”
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2/12/18 4,866,020 4,065,00
0/2s/18 60,000.00  1,250000 4,865.00 &4,085,00 69,730.00
2/15/1% 4,490.00 4,4%0,00
a/18/19 60,000.00  1.950000 4,490.00 64,490.00 €8,980.00
2/15/20 3,905,00 3,905,00
n/3z/20 60,000.00  1,$50000 3,5905,00 €1,905,00 €7,810.00
2/13/21 3,320.00 3,320,080
B/a8/21 60,000.00  2,400000 1,330.00 €3,3320,00 &6,640.00
2/15/22 2,600.00 2,600,00
B/3s/23 §5,000.00  2.400000 2,600.00 £7,600.00 70,200,060
EVALTEE] 1,820,00 1,820,00
n/as/23 €5,000.00  2.800000 1,020.00 $6,820,00 £0,640.00
2/1%f23 910,00 10,00
8/15/24 65,000.00 2,300000 #10.00 €5,910.00 6,020,080
615,000.00 76,430.00 691,430.00
ACCRUED
615,000.00 76,430,00 691,430,900
RS —
Datod @/15/14 with Delivery of 0/15/14
Bond Years 3,435,000
Avarage Coupon 2.325036
Avorage Life 5.305366
WIic % 2.493595 & Usieyg  $6,5000000
Weighted Rond Yeors 3,415,000
Muighted Average Life G6.5RGI66

Moighted M 1 € &
TIC &
Arbitrage Yield

Migro-Muni Sizing  Pate:

2.49359% v Uning

P0.5000000

2.501818 ¥ ¥roe Delivery Dute

2.209043 %

07-22-2014 & 3410722

Pilemams: DAVIDOTY

¥eoy: GOVP2014F
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CITY OF DAVID CITY, REBRASEA
GENESAL CELICAYION STORN SEWER BONDSEY SERIBS 2014
FUNDS BALARCE OF SENIES 2012 RANS, PRIMARY PAY SCOCE SALRETAX
——————————
Debt Servica 8chedule

Date Priscipal Coupon Interest Poricd Yotal Piscal Total
2/15/18 2,9%0.00 3,950.00
8/15/15 100,000.90 0.87%000 2,9%0.00 102, 950,00 105,900,00

3,512.50 2,812.%0

- 16 SR it
3/3a/17 2,075.00 3,075.00
B8/15/17 100,900.00 0.875000 2,075.00 102,075.00 104,180.00
2/15/18 1,637.% 1,637.%0
8/15/18 100,000.00 9.875000 1,637.50 102,637.%0 103,295.00
2/16/28 1,200.00 1,200.00
8/15/19 15%0,000.00 1.600000 1,390,090 151,3200.00 1532,400.00
550,000,000 20,750,090 570,750.00
Attnzn
S$50,9000.00 20,7%0.00 %70,7%0.90
[SP PR
Dated 0/15/34 with Dalivery of 0/16/14
Bond Yeave 1,750.000
Average Coupon 1.1874
Average Lite 3.18a818
xic N 1,657143 v Uaing  52.5000000
Weighted Bond Years 1,750,000
Weighted Average Life 3.1s1018
Wolghtod M I O & 1.657142 § Using 36.5000000
TIC % 1.671508 ¥ From Delivery Date
Asbitrage Yield 1.183633

Micro-Munl Bizing Date: O7-21-2014 © 15:42:45 Pilensno DAVIDCTT Bey: GOSTWRLLY
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HIGHWAY ALZOCATION BONDS, SERTES. 3008
REFUNDG §640,000 BALANCE OF SEHIES 2009 BOKDS
I N ———
tobt Sexvice Schedule

HUMLSECTAMOEEARRARN .

CITY OF DAVID CITY, MEBSASKA My

Date Principsl) Coepon Tuteress Poziod Tobal Fimeal Total
af16/f1s 1,632.40 3,622.%0
9/15,/13 150,000.0¢  0.400000 3,104.00 153,105.00 156,727.50
3/18/16 2. 5
9/15/16 120,009,.00  0.650009 2,80%.00 122,005 .00 12%,£10,00
sl 2,413.00 2,415.00
9/15/17 125,000.00  0.950000 2,415.00 327,415,900 129,%30.00
3/38/18 3,021.26 1,021,320
a/15/18 135,009,00  1.350000 1,023,238 126,021.28 128, 642.%0
316/10 3,060.00 1,000.00
/1819 130,000.0¢  1.50000% 1,040.00 131,040.00 132,080.00
§50,000,00 27,050,008 732,090.90
AQCHUED
450,000,00 22,090.00 472,0%0,00

mmmmaa e

Doted B/18/13 with Deldivery of  0/15/14

Oendd Years 1,909,167

hverage Coupon 1162421

Average Lite 3.2

NIC M 1.657554 Vv Uplng 94.5000000
Welghtod bBoad Yeaxs 1,969,567

Welahted Average Lite 3.02M%7

Welcghted ¥ 2 € & 3.6%7354 ¥ Uuing  94.%000000
TIC N L.670810 V  From Delivary Date
hrbitrage Yield 1.1562410 &

Micro-Muni Sixing Date; 00-10-2034 # 12139144 Pilemaow: OAVIDCTY Koy! WMYOIREFI4D
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CITY OF DAVID CITY, NEBRASKA
WATER SYSTEM
HISTORICAL OPERATING RESULTS, YEAR ENDING SEPTEMBER 30
2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 |
Revenues
Charges for Services 766,693.00 911,806.00 82850100 833,830.00 848879.00
Other 41614.00 3,496.00 9I141.00 4|700.00 12.93&00
770,307.00 81540400 838.64200 838539.00 861,817.00
Expenses
Personal Services 183,205 00 157,407.00 18225500 191,147.00 179,860.00
Production 0 0 0 0 0
General Operations 409,641.00 34439100 36267400 346,979.00 707,724.00
Depreciation/Amortization 181.988.00 218,753.00 228.968.00 227804 00 232 594.00
77484500 720,551.00 77320100 765,930.00 1,120,178.00
Operating Income (Loss) -4.538 .00 194,853.00 64,741.00 72,609.00 -258,361.00
Other Revanue & Expense
Interest Income 233900 1,575.00 908.00 1,236.00 838.00
(Interest Expense) -54,098.00 4912500 -46297.00 -82,771.00 -27,939.00
Other .. 0 0 0 0
-51,758.00 -47550.00 -45383.00 6153500 -27,051.00
Net Income {Loss) -56.297.00 147,303.00 19,353.00 11,074.00 -285412.00
Add Back Depreciation 181,989.00 218,753.00 22896800 227,804.00 232594.00
Add Back Net Other Income 51,759 00 47 550.00 45.388.00 61,535.00 27,051.00
Funds Available for annual Band Debt Service 177,461 00 41360600 2937090 30041300 -25767.00
NOTES:

Series 2014 Water Revenue Bonds require $134,000 maximum annual bond payment with final payment FYE 2022
FYE 2015 expenses - reason for higher than normal General Operations cost of $707,724
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CITY OF DAVIP CITY
ZSTIMATED B00,000 REFUNDING, SRERIRS 2014
REFUNDS SERIES 2008 BONDS AS OF FEORUARY 50, 2014 @ PAR

anenne e s
Debt Service Schedule

- ——————————

Uate Principal Coupon Interust Poricd Total Fiscal Total
8/ /1 6,7Th2.61 ¢, 732,61
af 115 7,4%0.00
8/ Vs 100,000.0¢  0.500000 107,490,900 114,980.00
3 s 7,240.00
8/ 1/16 100,090.08  0.700000 107,240.00 114,480.00
2/ 147 5,090,060 6,890,00
8/ 1/17 100,009.00  1.000000 §,890.00 106,880,080 133, 780.00
32/ 1 §,390,00 6,390.00
o/ 118 190,000.00  1,450000 6,390.00 306,390.00 112, 78600
2/ 1/1e 5,665.00 5,665.00
8/ 1/19 100,000.00  1,7%0000 6,665.00 105, 665,00 1311,330.00
2/ 1/20 &, 790,00 4,790,00

B/ 1/20 13%,000.00  2.200000 4, 790,00 120,790.00 134,600,00
2/ yn 3,415.00 3,415,000

o/ /21 125,000,090  3,500000 3,415.00 220,41%,00 131,830.00
2/ /22 1,853.50 1,852.50

8/ 122 130,000,00  2.050000 1,852,50 131,652,50 133,705.00

BEG,©00.00 94,247.61 74,347,408
ACCRUED
g, 000,00 94,247,651 974,247 .61
e

Dated 2/18/24 with Bellvexy of  2/10/34

Bond Years 4,561,448

Average Coupon I 2.065274"

Aversge Life 5.185733

Xtc o 2.063274 X Ueing 100.0000000

Weighted Bond Yeare 4,563,444

Yeighted Average Life 5.185732

Malghted ¥ X C % 2.066374 % Using 100.0000000

rIC W 2.051140 v From Delivery Date

Arbitrage Yield 2.051340 %

Nicro-Mund Fixing  Dates 01-13-2014 @ 14:08:17 ¥ilooasu; DAVIDCTY Yy | WIRRFI014%
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DAVID CITY, NEBRASKS
GENERAL OSLIGATION MATER DONDS
2016 PROJECT CONSTRUCTION SEASON
Ll LT
Sourcws and Usen of Punds

Pelivery Date) 5/15/16

Sources of Fundo

Par Jonount OFf BoadS ... cicirintrnanan $1,%35,000.00

. $0.00
........................................... 1,528, 000.00
$1,%2%,000.00

lsen of Funde
Estimatecd Mator Improvemsnts. ... c.iciinicincsnaninaines 1,800,000.00
Boglineering, Teating, Mise Coats

Paylzg Agent Mejlstrar s0.00
DAEC BAWLAM e s e s snieonrmname sasan 1,000.00
COEIR DC, p o vyeineasiopenysrsns ac0.00
Underwritass Discount, . . 21,2380.90
CONLANgEnNCY . covetnsrmrrrrmsnnrns 1,100.00

$3.525,000.00

Micro-Nund Sizing Dater 02-10-7016 & 14:45,43 ¥ilename: DAVIDCTY Voy: WIR1GA



City Council Proceedings
February 10, 2016
Page #26

Date Principal
9/15/16

3/15/17

9/15/11 20,000.00
3/15/18

v/15/18 20,000.00
3/an 19

u/14/19 2%,000,00
Aanf2e

9/1nfz0 95,000,006
sfanfa

LEALT R 95,000. 00
yas/aa

3/15/22 5,000.00
3/15/23

8/15/23 100,000.00
sj16/2q

sfanf2a 100,000.00
3/15/25

8015725 100, 000.00
3/15/26

9/15/26 105, 000.00
3/15/20

9/15/29 105,000,00
1/18/20

w/isjz0 110,000,00
EVALYE]

9/15/29 110,000, 00
1/35/30

%/15/30 115, 000,00
/18431

$/18/31 120,000.00

Cuted S5/15/16 with Dalivery of

Bond Yeaxs
Avexage Coupon
Average Life
Axc Al

Welghted Rond Yeacs
Welghted Average Lite
Weighted ¥ T C %
Trce A

Arbitrage Yield

Micro-#uni 8Saing Dat«:

DAVID CITY, NEMRAGKS
GENXRAL OBLIGATION WATES BONDS
2016 FROJRCT CONSTROCTION SEASON
Coobined Debc Bervice

Delivery Date: $/15/16
Fexiod Yigcal prior Coanizined
Conapon Interest Total Total Debt Bervice PFiscal Total
o, 04167 9,041,867 %,841.67 107,340.00 117,0R87.67
14,782.30 14,763,50
0,750000 14,762,550 104,762, %0 119,525,900 112,780.00 233,305,900
14,425,900 14,41%.00
D, 950000 14,425,00 104, 425,00 118,850.00 112,780.00 231,€30,00
13,897,%0 13,997.50
1,100000 13,997.50 108, 997,50 132,995.00 111,330.00 234,325.00
13,475,060 13,475.00
1,200000 13,475.00 108, 475,00 171, 950.00 134,580.00 256,530.00
12,905.00 12,905.00
1.400000 12,905.00 107,905.00 120,810.00 131,830.00 242,640.00
12, 240.00 12,240.00
1.€00000 12,240.00 107,240,00 119,480.00 133,70%.00 253,105.00
12,480.00 11,400.00
1.800000 13,480,00 113,400, 00 122, 960,00 123, 960,00
10, 580,00 10,5680.00
2.000000 10,580,000 110,500.00 121,160.00 121,160.00
9,580,00 9,580.00
2.150000 2,580,00 109,%80¢.00 119,160,00 119,140.00
8,505.00 8,503.00
2.250000 8, 503,00 113,50%,00 132,010.00 132,030.00
7,333,738 7,223,7%
2.3%0000 7,333,7% 112,323.75 119, 647,50 119, 647.50
6,090,090 5,090,00
2,600000 §,050,00 116,090.00 122,180.00 122,180.00
4,660.00 4,660.00
2.650000 ¢,66C.00 114,680.00 119,120.00 119,320,00
3,202.50 3,202.50
2.700000 5,202.%0 318,202.50 131,405,00 121,405.00
1,8060.00 1,650.00
2.750000 1,650.00 121, 650.00 123,300.00 123, 300.00
295,594.17 1,824,594.17 B4%,245.00  2,669,039,17
299,594.17  1,834,5%.17 B45,245.00 2,669,839,17
—————————— AT MR EA S
sfisf1e
13,353,333
2,260610
8.690730
2.421601 % Using  90.5000000
13,253,333
8.630210
2.421611 % Using  9A.£000000
2.4220580 A ¥rom Delivery Dats
2.240652 % 6$\'
o
02-10-2016 ¥  14:57:3C Pilenase: DAVIDCTY Kay: WTRIGA V&{(&"
> 3
S
O Q@ée}
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Date Friccipal
8/15/16
A/as/37
/25717 30,000.00
3/15/30
w/is/an 30,000,00
1/35/19
»/38/39 30,000,000
3/15/30
2/15/20 10, 000,00
3/18)21
2/15/21 10,000.00
/18022
s/1%/32 10,9000, 00
3/1s/23
9/1%/323 145,000,00
3/1s/14
s/15/24 145,000.00
3/15/2s
2/15 /25 150,006.00
3/18/28
a/18/28 1%0,000.00
31sjav
siis/ar 155,000,009
1/18/30
s/1s/as 160,000.00
3/15/28
9/15/29 165,000.00
3/18/30
9/18/30 165,000.00
315/
s/1s/n 170,000.00
1,525,000.00
ACCRUED
1,525,000.00

nEnEEa

Qoupon

0.7%0000

0.p50000

1.100000

1.200000

1.400000
1.600000

1.6800000

2.000000

2.150000

2,250000
#.2350000

1,600000

2,830000

2.700000

2.750000

nated /1516 with Delivery of

Hood Years

Average Coupon

Average Life
NIC .

Wuighted Bond Years
Weighted Average Life

Woighted W T
L O &+ ¥

L

Arbitrage Yield

micro-smnl Sixing  Dute:

16,453,333
2.419433

10.815301
2.440929 % Uaing 90,

16,453,300
10,815301
1.548929 ¥ Using 98,

2.5587%8 % From Delivery Date

DAVID CITY, MEBRASKS

OENERAL ODLIGATION WATER BONDS
2016 PROJECY CONSTRUCTION SEASON
eesssmsnnmnn . —————
Combined Debt Service
—————————————————

Delivery Date: $/15/16

1nterent
11,558,331
17,337.50
17,337,%0

17,32%,.00
17,22%.00

17,082.50
17,082 ,50
16,317,506
16,317.50
16,857,850

I6,an7.%0
46,787.50
16,787.50
16,707.50
16,707.50

15,402.50
15,402.50
L3, 952 50
13,952.%0
12,340.00

12,340.00
10,653.50
10,852.50
8,831.25
8,831.25

€,751.28
€,781.38
4,565.00
4,585.00
2,337.50
2,337.50
399,053,353

399,083.%)

CEXATIEITUL KSR

5/15/1€

2.408640 %

02-10-2016 ® 14:%8:09

Period
Total

11,454,321
17,337.%
47,337,050
17,225.00
47,225,090

17,083.59
47,082.50
16,917.50
26,917.50
16,857.%0

A6, W057.%0
1€,787.50
26,787.5¢%
16,707.59
161,707.50

15,402.50
160, 40250
13,952.50
161,952 60
12,440,008

163,340, 00
i0,6%2.50
165,652.50

8,831.25
168,831.25

6, 7%1.24
3T, 75130
4,56%,00
163,565.00
2,337.50

172,337.5¢0

1,924,055.3%

1,%24,053.30

o

sooocon

£000000

Fiacal
Total

11,558.33
€4,475,00

G4,450,00

64,165.00

43,835.00

43,715,.00
43,575.00

178,415.00

175, 805.00

177,905.00

174,600.00
176,305.00

177,662.50

178,5602.50

174,130.00

174,675.00

reiox Coobinad
Debt Service  Fiscal Total
107,240.00 118, 798,33
113, 700,00 176,455 .00
112,780,00 177,230.00
111,330,000 175,495.00
134,500.00 178,415.00
131, 830,00 175, 64800
133,705.00 177,380.00
178,415.00
175,805.00
179, 905,00
174, 680,00
176,305,.00
177,662.50
170, 502,50
174,130.00
174,4675.00
$43,245.00 2,769,299,3)
B45,345.00 2,769,398.3)

Filenane: DAVIDCTY Key: WIR168B
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DAVID CITY, NESRASES
GENERAL OELIGATION WATES BOR0S
2016 PROIRCY CONSTRUCTION SEALON
T ————
tebe Service Schodule

Date Principal Copon Intarest Pericd Total  Plecal Tocal
9736736 13,903.47 32,903.67 1Z,901.67
338737 19,352.50 19,352.5%0
LTACTAN 130,000.00  0.750000 39,352.%0 139,352,350 138,705.00
3/15/38 19,902,850 1p,902,50
9/15/18 120,000.00  0.950009 19,902, %0 138, 902 .50 157, 505,00
3/15/39 19,332,590 16,732.50
8/1i5/19 120,000.00  1.100009 18,332.50 138,3332.50 166, 665,00
3/15/20 17,672.50 17,672.50
o/is/20 125,000.00  1.200000 17,672.50 142,672.50 169,345.00
3fa8/21 16,922 50 16,922.50
a/1nin1 13%,000.00  1.420000 16,922.%0 161,922.50 158, 84%.00
Man/22 16,047,550 16,047.5%0
9/15/32 125,000.00  1,630000 16,047.50 143,047.50 167,005 .00
3/318/23 15,047.50 15,047.50
9/18/23 130,000.00  1.820000 15,047.%0 145,047.50 169,095.00
3/15/24 13,877.50 13,877.50
/1524 130,000.00  2.000000 13,877.50 143,877.50 157,755.00
3/15/25 12,577.50 12,577.50
2/15/25 135,000.00  2.130000 12,577.50 147,577.50 160,155.00
3/15/26 11,126.28 11,126,245
s/18/2¢ 13%,000.00  2.2%0000 11,126.23 148,124.21 18725250
sf1sfar 2,607.50 »,607.50
2/358/27 140,000 00  2,3%0000 2,807.50 149,407,.50 1%9,21%.00
1anian 7,962,580 T, 96250
»/isias 145,000,090  3,690000 7,962,560 152,963, 50 160,9325,00
3/1s/23 6,077,350 6,077.50
sf1s/238 145,000.00  2.650000 6,077.50 158,077.%0 157,155, 00
3/15/30 4,156.29 4,136.2%

9/15/30 150,000,00  2.900000 4,1%6.25 154,156,235 150,3312.50

1/15£31 2,13 .25 2,131,338

2/15/11 1I6%,000,00  3,750000 2,131.35 157,131.25 159,262.50
2,000,000,00 392,489.17  2,252,489.17

ACCRUED

2,009,000.00 392,489,127 2,392 449,17

Datesd S/1%/16 with Delivery of s/asf16

nesd Yoars 17,366,667

Average Toupon 2,350014

Average Lifeo 8.683333

L SN ~ A 2.260014 v loing 100.000DOOU

Welghted Bond Years 17,368,669

Welghted Average Life 6.68515)

Welghted N 1 C % 2.2¢40014 % Using 100.0000000

28 9 2.24004) & Prom Delivery Date

Arbitrage Yield 2.240043 %

Micro-dumi Sizing  Date: 02-10-2016 & 16:25:52 Fllenaye: DAVIDCTY Fay: WTR1GD
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DAVID CITY, HESRASES
GENFRAL CALIGATTION MATER B0MDS
3016 FPROJRCT CORSTRUCTION SRASON

Debt Sexvice Sohedule

fave Principal Coupon Interest Feriod Total Flscal Tocal
9/15/16 24,176.67 24,176.67 24,176,867
3/18/27 36,265, 00 36,265.00
9/15/47 225,000.00  0.750000 36,265.00 261,265.00 297,530.00
3/15/18 35,421.2% 35,421.25
9/:5/2m 225, 000.00 950000 35,421.28 260,421.25 295, 842.50
3/15/19 34,352.50 34,352.50
9/15/19 230,000.00  1.100000 34,352.50 264,352.50 298, 705.00
sf1s/a0 33,0087.50 33, 087.50
irsj2u 210,000.00  1,200000 13,087.50 263,087.5%0 2%6,175.00
Afis/a1 21,707,508 11,707, %0
9/1s/21 215,000.00  1,400000 31,707.60 266,707.50 298,415.00
3/15/23 10,063.50 30,062.50
9/15/22 240,000 00 1.600000 30,062.50 270,062.50 300,125.00
3/15/23 28,142.50 28,142.50
9/15/23 240,000.00  1.800000 28,142.50 268,142.50 296,285.00
3/135/24 25,982.50 25,962.50
sf1sfa4 245,000.00 2.000000 2s,982.50 270,982.50 296, 985.00
3f18/28 23,332.%50 21,532,350
»/18/2% 2%9,000,00  3,350000 2),092. 00 273,532,50 297,065.00
1/15/2¢ 30,545.00 20,6845.00
3/15/2¢ 265,000.00 2.350000 20,845.00 275,845.00 296,630.00
315/27 17,976.25 17,976.25
9/15/21 260,000,00 2.3350000 17,976.25 277,976,285 293,952.%0
1/15/a8 14,921.2% 14,021.25
s/15/28 270,000,600  2.400C0C 14,021,235 04,921,235 395,842,50
3f1s/fas 11,431.256 11,411,325
9/18/29 74,000,00  2.630000 11,431.25 286,411.28 297,832.50
3/15/%0 7,767.50 7,767.50
9/1n/s0 200,000,060 3.790000 7,767.50 287,767.50 295,535.00
EYFLYE 3,987.50 3,987.50
LTt TR 290,000,00  2.750000 3,987.50 293, 987,59 207,974.00
3,750, 000,00 73%,101.67  4,48%,103,67
ACCRUED
3,756, 000.00 TG, 01,67 4,485,101.67
B et ssasmn

Dated 5/15/16 with Pellvery of  5/15/16

Bond Yenrs 12,535.000

Aversge Coupon 2.259418

Average Lite U.678000

BIC Y 2.239410 A Using 100.0006000

Welghted Boed Years 32,535,000

Welghted Average Life 0.676000

Weighted m X © % 2.259418 ¥ Uotng 100.0000000

TLC N 2.239411 % From Deliwery Date
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DAVID CITE, HERRASKS
GENERAL OBLICGATION WATSE BONDS
2016 FROJECT CONETRUCTION SBASOH
e
Debt Service Schedule

-

Date rrincipal Cougon Interest Pariod TYotal Yiscal Total
2/15/16 43,936.67 41,926.67 43,936.67
5/ 37 62,890.00 G2Z,890.00
9/15/17 3190,000.00  0.750000 62,890.00 452,890.00 515,780.0C
3/15/18 61,427.50 61,427.50
9/15/18 190,000.00 ©.950000 61,427.50 451,427.50 £12,0%5.00
3f15/19 5%,575.00 58,575,000
/15713 395,000.00  1.100000 £9,575.00 454,475, 00 $14,150.00
/15726 £7,402.50 £7,402.%0
9/1%5 /20 400,000.00  1.200000 57,402.%0 ANT,402,50 514, 80%.00
afinf21L 54,002,450 6%,002.50
a/15/21 405,000,600  1,400000 55,002,350 460,002, %0 %15,00%.00
afa6/z2 52,187,50 53,167,50
9/15/23 410,000,800  1,600800 53,167,850 462,167,50 514,335.00
s 48,087,.%0 48,887,350
9/15/23 420,000,600  1.800000 48,887.50 468,887,50 $17,775.00
3/15/24 45,107.50 45,107.50
3/15/24 4E5,000.00  2.000000 44,107.%0 170,10%.%0 515,218.00
3/15/25 40, 087.50 40, 087,50
a/1s5 /28 435,000,00  2.130000 40, 037,30 470,057, 5%0 n1G, 745,00
EYELYFTT 36,181,325 36,181,325
8/16/26 445,000,090 2.250000 36,181.25 481,181.25 517,362.50
3fasjf27 31,175.00 31,175.00
815/ 435,000.00  2.350000 31,1795.00 486,175.00 517,380,000
3/15/28 25,828,718 24,028,758
9/i15/28 455,000.00  2.600000 25, 828,75 490, H22, 7S 516,857,350
3/18/29 10,703,795 19,783 ,7%
97i8/29 475%,000.00  2.6%00C0 19,7083,7% 494,783,775 534,567,560
fas/30 13,490.00 13,459.00
vi1s/30 470,000.00  2.700000 13,439.00 503,490.00 516,900.00
ETAETER 6,875.00 6,875.00
9/1s/0 500,000.00  2.750000 6,875.00 506, 87%.00 N1, 760,00

£,500,000.00 1,275,229.37  7,775,329.17
ACCRULD
4,%00,000.00 1,275,329.17  7,775,23%.17

MANSARANMM .

Pated 5/15/16 with Celivery of 5/15/16

Bond Yearo 56,451,647
Average Coupon 2.2%9776
Average Life 0.6e1790
X1c¢ A A.3%977T6 & Using 100.0000000
Welghted Bond Yesrw 66,437,687
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walghted N I ¢ & 2.2598776 % Using 100.0000000
TiC % 2.239820 % From Delive:y Date
Athitrage Tield 2.239%820 %
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DAVID CITY REQUIRED FUNDS FOR BOND PAYMENTS
AND EXPECTED SOURCE OF FUNDS

$880,000 Water Revenue Bonds Series 2014
Funded Water Main Replacement Projects
Current balance $780,000; Annual Payment Approx. $120,000
Final Payment $133,705 due August 2022 (Average rate 2.06%)
Primary payment source — Property Taxes ?7?

$615,000 General Obligation Bonds Series 2014

Funded Series 2011 and 2012 Street Projects
Current balance $615,000; Annual Payment Approx. $70,000
Final Payment August 2024 (Average rate 2.22%)

Primary payment source - Property Taxes P77

$550,000 General Obligation Storm Sewer/NW Drainage Series 2014

Funded NW Drainage and other storm sewer costs
Current balance $450,000; Annual Payment Approx. $105,000
With final $152,000 payment due August 2019
Final Payment August 2024 (Average rate 1.19%)
Payment source Sales Tax and TIF

$650,000 Highway Allocation Fund Pledge Bonds Series 2014

Refunded $ Balance of Original Series 2009 Bonds
Current balance $500,000,000; Annual Payment Approx. $130,000
Final Payment September 2019 (Average remaning rate 1.25%)
Primary payment source — State Gas Tax Fund Receipts
(Property Taxes ONLY AS A BACK UP IF NEEDED)
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ANTICIPATED SOURCE OF FUNDS FOR BOND PAYMENTS

Anticipated Revenues:

Sales Tax Revenues $617,000 Annually through October 1, 2020
5-years at $617,000 Equals $3,085,000

Tax Increment Receipts. Bonds issued by CRA to benefit of City
Bonds dated 2009. Final maturity2024.
Annual Receipts of Approximately $
9-Years Remaining life -- Tax Ceases collection when
$300,000 Principal amount plus annual 4% interest
On annual principal balance has been collected.

Gas Tax Revenue From State — Budgeted FY 2015/16: $309,720

Property Taxes for Bond Payments

Taxable Assessed Value of David City $127,521,362
Each penny of tax raises $12,752
A dime of tax would equal $127,521
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Council member Kroesing introduced Resolution No. 3 — 2016 submitting to the qualified
electors the continuation of the 1 %2 % sales tax for an additional ten (10) year period ending
October 1, 2030 and moved for its passage and adoption. Council member Smith seconded the
motion. Voting AYE: Council members Smith, Vandenberg, Hotovy, Kobus, and Kroesing.
Voting NAY: None. Council member Rogers was absent. The motion carried.

RESOLUTION NO. 3-2016

BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and Council of the City of David City, Nebraska as
follows:

Section 1. The Mayor and City Council find and determine that there has not been
submitted to the electors of the City of David City a proposition for the levy of a sales tax within
the six (6) months last past. THERE DOES EXIST A SALES AND USE TAX THAT EXPIRES
OCTOBER 1, 2020.

Section 2. A special election is hereby called and will be held in conjunction with the
Statewide Primary Election to be held on May 10", 2016, at which there shall be submitted to
the qualified electors of the City of David City, Nebraska the following proposition:

Whereas David City, Nebraska has a 1%2% City Sales Tax effective October 1,
2010 with a termination date of October 1, 2020. “Shall the governing body of the
City of David City, Nebraska, continue the sales and use tax of ONE AND ONE-
HALF PERCENT (1.50%) upon the same transactions within the City of David City
on which the State of Nebraska is authorized to impose a tax, for an additional ten
(10) year period ending October 1, 2030 with the proceeds collected to be used
for the Downtown Renovation Project, infra-structure repairs, replacements, and
improvements within the City of David City, Nebraska, and for recreational and
cultural projects?”

If a majority of the votes cast upon such question shall be in favor of such tax, then the
governing body of the City of David City shall be empowered as provided by Section 77-27, 142
of the Revised Statutes of Nebraska, Reissue, of 2003, and shall forthwith proceed to impose a
tax pursuant to the Local Option Revenue Act. If a majority of those voting on the question shall
be opposed to such tax, then the governing body of the City of David City shall not impose such
tax.

The ballots to be voted upon and cast at said election shall have printed thereon the
foregoing proposition, followed by the words: “FOR said sales and use tax” and “AGAINST said
sales and use tax” following the proposition.

Section 3. Notice of said election shall be given to the qualified electors of said City by
publication at least one time each week for three successive weeks prior to such election and a
copy of the sample ballot shall be published one time not more than fifteen (15) days nor less
than two (2) days prior to the election, such notice and sample ballot to be published in the
Banner Press, a newspaper printed and of general circulation in said City, and the County Clerk
of Butler County, Nebraska be and hereby is directed to cause such notice and sample ballot to
be published.
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Section 4. The City Clerk of the City of David City be and hereby is authorized and
directed to certify a copy of this Resolution by March 1, 2016 to the Butler County Clerk, who
shall designate the polling places, appoint the election officials and otherwise conduct the
election as provided by law. The City does hereby agree to reimburse said County Clerk for the
expenses of conducting the election. As required by Section 32-802 of the Revised Statutes of
Nebraska, Reissue 2008, the County Clerk shall provide for publication of the Notice of Election
in a newspaper designated by the County Clerk no later than forty (40) days prior to the day of
said election and such notice shall be posted in the office of the County Clerk no later than forty
(40) days prior to such date of election.

Section 5. Notice of submission of the question imposing the sales and use tax upon the
same transactions within the City of David City, Nebraska on which the State of Nebraska is
authorized to impose a tax shall be given not more than thirty (30) days nor less than ten (10)
days prior to the election, by publication one (1) time in The Banner Press, a paper published in
or of general circulation in the City of David City, Nebraska pursuant to Section 77-27, 142.04 of
the Revised Statutes of Nebraska, Reissue 2003.

Section 6. The form of ballot and form of notice of said sales tax election shall be
substantially in the form submitted to this meeting, a copy of which forms shall be made a part
of the minutes. The City Clerk of the City is hereby authorized and directed, in conjunction with
the County Clerk conducting the election, to arrange for the printing of the necessary ballots for
said election and to do all other things and take all other action appropriate or necessary in
order to cause said preposition to be submitted to the qualified electors of the City as above
provided.

Resolution No. 3 - 2016 having been consented to by more than a majority of the
members of the Council, was declared by the Mayor duly passed and adopted.

Passed and approved this 10" day of February, 2016.

Mayor Alan Zavodny

City Clerk Joan E. Kovar
The date for the first town hall public meeting was set for March 2, 2016 at the Hruska
Public Library at 6:30 p.m. to discuss downtown redevelopment to receive input from the public.

Paul Essman of Capital City Concepts LLC was in attendance to present the wage
comparability study.

Paul Essman said, “Hopefully, everybody had a chance to look at the study as it was
completed. We had twelve participants in the survey. We tried to get enough places that had
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generation and electric distribution where we had enough matches for most positions. We went
with a market study and you are not legally bound by this study. This is not a court of industrial
relations (CIR) study. This is a market study, which is what you chose to do. We collected your
job descriptions and we sent them to each location. We sent a questionnaire with questions,
some that you provided and some that we added to it. We collected data and we went back and
forth on some of the job matches. I think the most interesting thing on the wage summary page
was that your minimums all came up short. So, new hires, | don’t know how many people
you’ve lost recently or what your retention is but your minimums, | think that was your most
concerning part. On the maximum side, on the top pay, some were low and some were high.
Some of the matches of some of your positions where people are wearing a lot of hats aren’t
exactly the same job as the other locations but we tried to show it as best we could. As far as
benefits go, some of your benefits are a little better than this market and some aren’t as good.
We can go through whatever you guys are comfortable going through is fine with me. | don’t
know exactly what your retention is for employees. | assume that people that live in David City
like to stay here and that you retain most of them.”

Mayor Zavodny said, “I think that’s one of the problems that we’'ve had. The people that
we’ve recruited from different areas, and | think anecdotally we’ve been able to figure out that
our starting wages have been a challenge. But, comparing apples to apples, when you look at
the whole thing, benefits to starting, how do we stack up?”

Paul Essman said, “You’re not in a bad position at all. You're in the mid ranges of most
of these wages. It depends where your people are on the pay line. If they are at the bottom of
the pay line then not so good but if they are all near the top of the pay line or if 75% of the
people are toward the maximum that you’re currently paying then you’re probably in pretty good
shape.”

Mayor Zavodny said, “The problem that | always experience with this type of thing is the
dance that occurs when you try to address the minimum wage then you have to adjust
everybody because the cushion between people starting and the people that you've had for a
while is a never ending battle. That’s a merry-go-round that you never get off.”

Paul Essman said, “At the State hearings you heard a lot about the State employees.
They are all near the 25% quatrtile of their pay range. They are all at the 0 — 25% and a new
hire comes in and the minimums have been raised a number of times so, here | am a twenty-
five year employee and a guy comes in and he’s been here a year and | train him and he’s
making the same amount as me and he has no clue of the vast knowledge that | have of the job
that I'm doing. It does lead to a lot of discontent if you just raise the minimums.”

Mayor Zavodny said, “Any questions of Paul with that? | think it's something that we
continue to monitor. | think it's good to see where we are at every so often because things
change.”

Paul Essman said, “You do have a longevity pay which is helpful. It does recognize that
you have some years of service recognition. You pay a little bit there. Your sick leave was a
little bit over, your vacation was a little bit under, holiday’s you had more but you didn’t have as
many personal days. Your personal days come off of your sick leave so it kind of evens out
throughout. Insurance is — who knows where it's going.”
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Mayor Zavodny said, “The problem that we run into with that is that with people’s
salaries to make the affordable care standards based on what they earn.”

Paul Essman said, “If anything, | didn’t see anything in benefits that you really needed to
adjust, but looking at the wages, definitely the minimums and maybe change your wage
administration process, look at that and I'd be happy to help instead of twenty five steps maybe
a nine step plan.”

Mayor Zavodny said, “| think that the industry trend has been a training wage, a
somewhat experienced and then experienced. People have gone to maybe three.”

Paul Essman said, “You do have a lot of ranks in your system too. There may be a lot of
jobs that you don’t have any longer because of computers and things. You may have had three
filing clerks but it’s all computerized now. Less people doing more things.”

Mayor Zavodny said, “And in a community of our size you have to cross train. It's just a
reality of trying to get things done.”

Paul Essman said, “The employee service that we’ve done, people don’t mind because
they like a difference. They don’t want to do the same thing every day.”

Mayor Zavodny said, “We appreciate you doing that. That helps us know kind of where
we're at. We appreciate your overview of it.”

Mayor Zavondy recommended passing over agenda item #11 — Consideration of the
City’s information technology update needs. He stated that if the City is considering a
maintenance contract that should be done during the budget process and we don’t know where
we are going to stand with Elster and what their requirements are going to be.

Council member Smith made a motion to table consideration of the City’s information
technology update needs. Council member Vandenberg seconded the motion. Voting AYE:
Council members Vandenberg, Kobus, Kroesing, Hotovy, and Smith. Voting NAY: None.
Council member Rogers was absent. The motion carried.

Mayor Zavodny opened the Public Hearing at 8:33 p.m. to consider amending Ordinance
No. 1060 — Zoning Ordinance to add Section 2.02 Definitions, Section 4.25 Mobile Food Units;
and to amend C-1 Highway Commercial Section 5.11.05 Permitted Temporary Uses by adding
#5 — Mobile Food Units, C-2 Downtown Commercial Section 5.12.04 Permitted Temporary Uses
by adding #6 — Mobile Food Units, I-1 Light Industrial Section 5.13.02 Permitted Uses by adding
#31 — Mobile Food Units, I-2 Heavy Industrial Section 5.14.02 Permitted Uses by adding #37 —
Mobile Food Units and FS — Flex Space Section 5.15.04 Permitted Temporary Uses by adding
#5 — Mobile Food Units. There being no comments, Mayor Zavodny closed the Public Hearing
at 8:35 p.m.

Council member Kroesing introduced Ordinance No. 1243. Mayor Zavodny read
Ordinance No. 1243 by title. Council member Kroesing made a motion to suspend the statutory
rule that requires an Ordinance be read on three separate days. Council member Hotovy
seconded the motion. Voting AYE: Council members Smith, Kroesing, Kobus, Hotovy, and
Vandenberg. Voting NAY: None. Council member Rogers was absent. The motion carried.
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Council member Smith made a motion to pass and adopt Ordinance No. 1243 on the
third and final reading. Council member Kobus seconded the motion. Voting AYE: Council
members Vandenberg, Kobus, Hotovy, Kroesing, and Smith. Voting NAY: None. Council
member Rogers was absent. The motion carried and Ordinance No. 1243 was passed on 3™
and final reading as follows:

ORDINANCE NO. 1243

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND ZONING ORDINANCE NO. 1060 BY ADDING MOBILE
FOOD UNITS TO SECTION 2.02 DEFINITIONS; ADDING SECTION 4.25 MOBILE FOOD
UNITS AND AMENDING C-1 HIGHWAY COMMERCIAL DISTRICT SECTION 5.11.05
PERMITTED TEMPORARY USES BY ADDING #5 — MOBILE FOOD UNITS, C-2 DOWNTOWN
COMMERCIAL DISTRICT SECTION 5.12.04 PERMITTED TEMPORARY USES, BY ADDING #6
— MOBILE FOOD UNITS, I-1 LIGHT INDUSTRIAL DISTRICT SECTION 5.13.02 PERMITTED
USES BY ADDING #31 — MOBILE FOOD UNITS, I-2 HEAVY INDUSTRIAL DISTRICT SECTION
5.14.02 PERMITTED USES BY ADDING #38 — MOBILE FOOD UNITS AND FS FLEX SPACE
DISTRICT SECTION 5.15.04 PERMITTED TEMPORARY USES BY ADDING #5 — MOBILE
FOOD UNITS; TO PROVIDE FOR THE REPEAL OF ANY ORDINANCE OR RESOLUTION IN
CONFLICT THEREWITH; TO PROVIDE FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE THEREOF; AND TO
AUTHORIZE PUBLICATION IN PAMPHLET FORM.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF DAVID
CITY, BUTLER COUNTY, NEBRASKA, THAT THE FOLLOWING SECTIONS OF ZONING
ORDINANCE NO. 1060 BE AMENDED AS FOLLOWS:

ARTICLE 2: DEFINITIONS

Mobile Food Units: A temporary food service establishment that is vehicle-mounted and is
designed to be readily movable.

ARTICLE 4: GENERAL PROVISIONS

Section 4.25 Mobile Food Units:
Mobile Food Units are allowed in C-1, C-2, I-1, I-2, FS; however, these uses shall be required to
abide by the following requirements:

1. All units shall be located on a lot; except in the C-2 Downtown Commercial District where
on-street parking may be permitted. On-street parking shall only be allowed during times of
operation.

2. All units shall only operate during hours identified on the temporary permit, as provided by
the applicant. In no case shall a unit be open for more than one hour after the legal closing
time of local bars.

3. All refuse shall be transported off-site unless an agreement with the property owner is
submitted to the City identifying an alternate.

4. All units shall not be allowed to use intense lights in order to attract customers.

5. During non-operation hours, these units shall be stored on an identified lot on personal
property or in an enclosed structure, no on-street parking/storage.

6. This requirement shall not apply to specific festivals, county fair, or other event which will be
held for a limited time period, provided the Mobile Food Unit is no longer providing services
after said event.
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SECTION 5.11 C-1 HIGHWAY COMMERCIAL DISTRICT
5.11.05 Permitted Temporary Uses
5. Mobile Food Units
SECTION 5.12 C-2 DOWNTOWN COMMERCIAL DISTRICT
5.12.04 Permitted Temporary Uses
6. Mobile Food Units

SECTION 5.13 I-1 LIGHT INDUSTRIAL DISTRICT
5.13.02 Permitted Uses
31. Mobile Food Units
SECTION 5.14 |-2 HEAVY INDUSTRIAL DISTRICT
5.14.02 Permitted Uses
38. Mobile Food Units
SECTION 5.15 FS FLEX SPACE DISTRICT
5.15.04 Permitted Temporary Uses
5. Mobile Food Units

This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after passage, approval and
publication or posting as required by law.

PASSED AND APPROVED THIS ___ 10" day of __ February , 2016.

Mayor Alan Zavodny

City Clerk Joan Kovar

Waiving or reducing the rental fees for the use of the City Auditorium for the food
distribution program as requested by Jim Novacek, on behalf of the Knights of Columbus was
discussed.

Council member Kobus stated that he felt that if they start waiving the fee for them then
everyone will want it for nothing.

Mayor Zavondy reminded the Council that a positive motion was needed.
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Council member Smith made a motion to waive the rental fees for the use of the City
Auditorium once each month for the food distribution program. Council member Kobus
seconded the motion. Voting AYE: None. Voting NAY: Council members Smith, Kobus,
Hotovy, Kroesing and Vandenberg. Council member Rogers was absent. The motion failed.

There being no further business to come before the Council, Council member Kroesing
made a motion to adjourn. Council member Vandenberg seconded the motion. Voting AYE:
Council members Kroesing, Hotovy, Vandenberg, Smith and Kobus. Voting NAY: None.
Council member Smith was absent. The motion carried and Mayor Zavodny declared the
meeting adjourned at 8:39 p.m.

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAD

CERTIFICATION OF MINUTES
February 13, 2016

I, Tami L. Comte, duly qualified and acting Deputy City Clerk for the City of David City,
Nebraska, do hereby certify with regard to all proceedings of February 13, 2016; that all of the
subjects included in the foregoing proceedings were contained in the agenda for the meeting,
kept continually current and available for public inspection at the office of the City Clerk; that
such subjects were contained in said agenda for at least twenty-four hours prior to said meeting;
that the minutes of the meeting of the City Council of the City of David City, Nebraska, were in
written form and available for public inspection within ten working days and prior to the next
convened meeting of said body; that all news media requesting notification concerning meetings
of said body were provided with advance notification of the time and place of said meeting and
the subjects to be discussed at said meeting.

Tami L. Comte, Deputy City Clerk



