“Whitkouse

Meeting Notice
Village Council Meeting As
A Committee of the Whole
November 14, 2023
5:30 p.m.

November 9, 2023

The Whitehouse Village Council is encouraging citizens to consider accessing public meetings remotely. You may
do so by phone at 1-567-318-0438. You will then be prompted to press the following Meeting ID 635995669#. You
may also access the meeting online by going to the Village website at www.whitehouseoh.gov and clicking on the
link from the home page. Please make sure you mute your microphone.

Notice is hereby given that the Whitehouse Village Council will meet as a Committee of the Whole on Tuesday, November 4,
2023 at 6:30 p.m.
AGENDA
L Call to Order
IL Roll Call
III. Review and Approval of the August 8, 2023, Committee of the Whole Meeting Minutes

IvV. Citizen Comments on Committee of the Whole Agenda Items

V. Finance
A. Review of the Whitehouse Merit Service Payment Information
1. Supporting Information — Copy of Proposed Merit Service Payment (Exhibit A)

B. Review and Discuss the Consumer Price Index (CPI) and the Effect on Personnel Wages
1. Supporting Information — CPI Effect on Wages (Exhibit B)

C. Review the Proposed 2024 Rate & Fee Schedule
1. Supporting Information — Copy of Proposed Schedule & Analysis Sheets (Exhibit C)

VI Citizen Comments
VII.  Consider Other Business as Appropriate Under the Village Charter

VIII. Adjourn

6925 Providence Street . PO Box 2476 . Whitehouse, Ohio 43571
Phone 419-877-5383 . Fax 419-877-5635
whitehouseoh.gov



Village of Whitehouse
Village Council Meeting As A
Committee of the Whole
Village Hall, Whitehouse, OH
6:30pm August 8", 2023

CALL TO ORDER - ROLL CALL
Meeting called to order at 6:30pm by President of Council Rebecca Conklin Kleiboemer.

Council Members Present: Steve Connelly, Mindy Curry, Louann Artiaga, Richard
Bingham, and President of Council Rebecca Conklin Kleiboemer

Council Members Absent: Bob Keogh (excused by President Conklin Kleiboemer)

Staff Present: Administrator Jordan Daugherty, Deputy Administrator Joshua Hartbarger,
Director of Public Services Steve Pilcher, Clerk Nicole Hartbarger

Guests Present: Dave Riggenbach, Jennifer Bingham, Karen Gerhardinger

Motion by Councilwoman Mindy Curry, seconded by Councilman Steve Connelly to
approve the minutes of the July 11", 2023 meeting. 5 ayes

CITIZEN COMMENTS ON COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE AGENDA ITEMS
Council President Conklin Kleiboemer asked if there were any citizen comments to be made
regarding the agenda items. There were none.

PUBLIC SERVICES-WATER

Recommendation of New Water Telemetry System (Budgeted Item)

Public Works Director Steve Pilcher let Council know they are asking for the approval to
purchase an already approved, 2023 budgeted item. The item is a new Telemetry System for
the Village water distribution system. This system communicates the valve station and water
tower/master unit; turns on and off according to water pressure in system. Pilcher mentioned
that a few years ago a thunderstorm took the current system down and parts for this current
system are hard to find, they were even hard to find 7-10 years ago. Recently there have
been communication failures, tower overflowing, alarms go off because of no
communication. This item has been in the budget for the past few years. The Village is
looking at proprietary equipment that is carried by one vendor. Pilcher said the plan is to
replace the master unit and two radio transmitting units. Total is around $50,000. After the
explanation Village Administrator Daugherty said the request is for Council to authorize
Administration to make this purchase.

Committee members shared the following comments and questions during their discussion:

e It was asked if the new Telemetry System that is being purchased will be compatible
with the new water tower to be built. Pilcher said yes it will.



e The question of how long the Telemetry System will last was asked. Pilcher
mentioned around 20 years. He also said that the current Telemetry system is at least
that old along with being old technology when we started using it.

Motion by Councilwoman Artiaga, seconded by Councilman Bingham to recommend to
Council to direct Administration to draft legislation to allow entering into a contract with the
Telemetry System vendor. 5 ayes

Recommendation on Changes to the Village Municipal Code

Public Works Director Pilcher explained to Council that they are looking to update one of
the rules that govern the water department, regarding the materials that are used for the water
service line from water main to curb stop then to the house itself. Currently the Village and
Ohio is under orders from EPA to inspect all lines for lead, and Pilcher says we do not have
any. He said we are also testing for copper in the lines at the same time. The Village is
reporting these results back to EPA. Within the last 15-20 years new materials have come
forward that are just as effective for water transportation yet much more cost effective. These
materials have an approved AWW rating. Pilcher is asking for the committee to recommend
to council for allowing use of the new materials with AWW ratings; the municipal code will
need to be updated to include these.

Committee members shared the following comments and questions during their discussion:

e It was asked to confirm that these materials would be an additional option to the
current materials being used. Pilcher confirmed that yes, the code would be updated
to reflect these as another, more affordable option for homeowners. These options
are cheaper than the standard copper.

A motion was made by Councilwoman Curry, seconded by Councilman Connelly to
recommend to Council to authorize the Solicitor to draft legislation amending the current
Municipal Code to include the new materials, as an emergency. 5 ayes

GENERAL
Summary of Mini Round-Abouts within the State Route 64 Corridor
President Conklin Kleibomer began the discussion explaining what the displayed photos are

for; they are renderings of possible future areas of growth and change within the State Route
64 Corridor in Whitehouse.

Village Administrator Daugherty mentioned he brought the photos to refresh all memories
of what Council has previously approved from a possible project perspective. He also
mentioned that there is a new type of zoning that focuses on what properties look like. This
zoning is much more flexible. The current project ideas that may happen are mainly focused
on the State Route 64 Corridor. The vision is set for once you reach municipal boundary
from the east, you will see a much different environment and landscape. A lot of renderings
are spirited and inspired by the Dublin, OH area with brick structures and old stone. This is
what we would like to see through the main section. Daugherty said we can control the
zoning and it is flexible, other than the right of way. The plan is looking to make a “natural
hallway” with mature landscape, where vehicles can safely and slowly travel through, and



pedestrians and bicyclists will have access to paths not sidewalks. Daugherty mentioned that
this will take time — a whole series of plans and ideas to unveil within the larger project plan.
These include mounding of dirt for depth, landscaping, and more flowers.

Daugherty said the focus for tonight’s discussion as planners include up to three ideas, some
with full vehicular roundabouts. He asked council to think ahead to future needs for these
roundabouts; the Cemetery Road and St Rt 64 corner will need. He said that no ideas are
guaranteed but when we go for funding, these agencies want to know that you have been
planning this for a decent amount of time, that it is not just a spur of the moment ask or
thought. Daugherty said it could take 10 years but we want to be ready so we have plans for
safe thoroughfares, safe areas for pedestrians, etc. Some of the areas in discussion for
updating and beautification include as well the intersection of Whitehouse Square Blvd,
extending North to the Ardaugh plant. Another area potentially to the East of the fire station.

It was mentioned that the series of roundabouts will slow down and hopefully have calming
effect for drivers/traffic through Whitehouse. While working on traffic specific solutions,
there has also been thought given for bicyclists and pedestrians. Daugherty said there is
currently no shade along this corridor for pedestrians or bicyclists. What if we created small
sitting stations for the purpose of giving these citizens a rest area and shade. He mentioned
that roundabouts can be made beautiful and functional — for pedestrians and bicyclists to rest
and others to benefit.

Daugherty reminded Council that this larger project is something that has been reviewed for
15 years or so. Daugherty went on to say that the Village is looking to update the corridor
with mini roundabouts utilizing Village employee talent from the Public Works Department.
A lot of the build would be with limestone supplies that the Village already has. As Council
and the group in attendance were reviewing handouts, Daugherty told them that the first
renderings got a feel for the project, but overall it messes up line of sight for first location in
question, including blocking their existing sign. This initial location is the Hope Church area.
Hope Church is interested in doing a joint project. Daugherty told the group that the last
option in the renderings is the idea that is liked the most; but it starts to bend into the Hope
Church property. Utilizing this rendering will bring a sitting area to existing trees for shade.
Daugherty mentioned that what has been proposed to Hope Church includes the fact that the
Village has most of the materials already, and staff on hand that has the ability, expertise,
and equipment to complete the project. Daugherty said the agreement with Hope Church
would include that the Village would build it if they grant the permanent easement. Some
preliminary discussions with Hope Church have occurred. Hope Church has mentioned they
would want it tucked in even closer to the church if possible. Daugherty told Council that so
far there has been a lot of excitement, and that the Village will only be doing these projects
if the property owners really want to do it. He said it is a way for the Village to interact with
the public, augment their current areas for free, along with bringing value to the Village as
a whole. Daugherty made it very clear that this will not be an eminent domain situation.
Daugherty really wanted Council and other to understand that this corridor is going to be
stunning, it will be something we will be known for, but it will take time.

Daugherty finished up his presentation mentioning that last year capital project budget was
cut way back. He commented that cutting projects does tend to cut the spirit of municipal



growth; he feels we still have to do visible, public projects to encourage citizens. He
reiterated that we are lucky these projects can be done in house, not to be cheap, but because
we have such talent and ability within our own staff. He said we should still be trying to
improve our community with visible things and that this is just a little piece of a future
enormous plan for the corridor. Daugherty said that at this time there is no need for Council
to approve anything. He also mentioned that if anyone on Council hears from anyone at
Hope Church, they are now aware of the situation.

Committee members shared the following comments and questions during their discussion:

It was asked what the time frame for this first project looks like. Daugherty told
Council that once the project plan is agreed to and accepted by Hope Church, we
then would have Solicitor Heban update the easement language; hopefully approval
sometime this year.

The comment was shared that Hope Church has even looked into connecting into the
trail that runs behind their building and the fire station. It was also said that it would
be useful if there were multiple ways to access this new State Route 64 Corridor area.
Council member was also asking to confirm that the same limestone treatment that
is currently at Indianapolis Street will be used for this project. Daugherty said yes
that is correct. He also confirmed that yes, it is being looked into to have a network
of access behind several of the buildings including Hope Church and the Fire Station.
Several council members commented that they were concerned with the timing of
this project; especially with the Village Tax Levy and School District Levies both on
the ballot in November. They feel it could draw some complaints from citizens who
are concerned with the spending of funds on these beautification projects. It was
mentioned that there have already been some minor complaints about the amount
spent on just flowers within the Village. Daugherty confirms to council that this will
be a very small project in the grand scheme; a $150,000 project that will be able to
be completed for $25,000 because of doing it in house and cutting out all unnecessary
aspects. Daughtery also reminded council that if this is not approved this year, this
will be the 5th year of no noticeable beautification projects, other than the Downtown
Social park and updates to the Shelter House.

There was some conversation back and forth between Council focused on the timing
of the project versus the fact that it is a smaller project where we already have
materials and staff to complete. One member stated that even if complaints arise, it
can be shared with the public that the project is considered small and inexpensive
with how it is being completed. The question was asked by a Council Member if it
makes more sense to move this project to spring, after the Tax Levy voting in
November.

It was asked, what if the Tax Levy fails, will this project still be completed. It was
tentatively confirmed that even if the Tax Levy fails, the project would still be able
to be completed through the capital planning budgets. Several comments regarding
the concern about the lack of visible community projects were made. It was said that
it is difficult as Council Members see both sides of needing to beautify but also
needing to do it at the right time. There were several members who at this point
commented that they were advocating to go forward with this project. There were



also several Council Members who at this time confirmed that they felt that it was
better to wait until spring because of how it looks fiscally to citizens.

e The question was asked that after this discussion does Administration need Council’s
approval to move forward. Daugherty answered that no, Administration does not
technically need Council’s approval. They are keeping Council in the loop on these
projects for guidance and opinion. He did state that he would like all of the Council
Members to be comfortable with moving forward with the project as it should be
viewed as a very positive thing for the community. Daugherty told Council that if
currently three out of five members present prefer to delay than he is comfortable
with doing that. He did also say that if this project does not go forward this year,
there will be more pressure on it to go forward next year.

e Several Council Members agreed that next year could look very different with
possibly several different people as Council Members, including different opinions.
It was also mentioned one last time that in the past there have been some minor
complaints with other beautification projects that in the end became very praised
projects.

e There were a few comments of kudos given to the Administration team for their
vision and ability to continue to plan for the future.

At this time President Conklin Kleiboemer asked all members if they were any conceptual
issues of the drawings or plans themselves. All Council Members agreed that the plans are
great and there are no issues there.

Daugherty told Council that we will pause on this project for now and will revisit very early
next year. It will take time to staff the project and get it planned for spring, so it will need to
be discussed early in the year. He asked that Council and Administration move forward
together on these projects and embrace them like was done with the recent streetscape
project.

CITIZEN COMMENTS

Council President Conklin Kleiboemer asked if there were any general citizen comments to
be made. This portion of time started out with Dave Riggenbach of the Tax Levy Committee
giving a brief report.

Dave Riggenbach — Tax Committee Update

Dave shared that the committee met earlier this evening. He told Council that they did not
meet in July while working through design and content feedback. The team is currently
finishing the commercial for Whitehouse to tug at the heartstrings of its citizens; this is very
close to ready for public viewing. He said that this is the emotional side. Dave commented
that tremendous strides have been made with feedback on the technical side of the levy.
These technical pieces include what mandates are coming down that need financial support,
where the funds will go and help to explain why. Dave said the team plans to launch public
info in the next two weeks, there will be a Facebook page posting approved content. He said
they may be looking to post approved content or an approved link to the approved content
on the Village website. The first scheduled public meeting is at the Fire Station on August



29™ at 6:30pm. Chief Francis will host and educate the public on needs from the Fire
Department perspective. The Police Department will be hosting in September.

Jennifer Bingham — 9715 Belmont Circle

Jennifer directed a question to Administrator Daugherty regarding the mini roundabouts
project that was discussed. She asked if the updated area will remain as Hope Church
property? She also asked along with that, will their property value increase? Jennifer asked
that if this is the case, why wouldn’t the Village ask Hope Church, in this case, to kick in
some funds on the project? Daugherty confirmed that yes, the property will remain as Hope
Church. He commented that for the church it could gain some slight property value increase.
Jennifer commented that it would seem that Hope Church will be gaining property value on
taxpayer dollars. Daugherty commented that it is not a specific project to benefit just the
church. He also said that they have something of value we want from them, the easement,
and we would get to use it without buying it; he does not see this as offering a direct value
to the church.

Jennifer lastly asked if there is a way to make this a “win-win” project for the church and
the Village. She also commented that it may help to explain to citizens the difference
between the capital versus operating budgets within the Village if there are questions
regarding beautification spending. Daugherty commented that this is a public project,
publicly owned area with an ancillary benefit. He said there could have been the same
concern with the completed streetscaping project that may have increased value to property
owners around those areas. He stated that this is not a transfer of taxpayer’s money directly
to the property owners.

Dave Riggenbach — 6313 Sydney Drive

Dave made some general comments about the mini roundabout presentation and approach.
He said that he does not think that the Tax Levy and roundabout projects should be viewed
together. He stated that “if we aren’t growing, we’re dying”. He said that he believes
everyone should be able to benefit as this will hopefully bring more people to Whitehouse.
He lastly commented that the Village is so good at making the areas look beautiful while
doing it fiscally.

OTHER BUSINESS
Council President Conklin Kleiboemer for comments on other business from all Committee
of the Whole members.

Councilwoman Artiaga asked Public Works Director Pilcher if someone could look into the
trees blocking traffic visibility at the corner of 64 and Oakbrook. She had a citizen bring this
up to her. Pilcher said they will take a look at the area.

Councilman Connelly shared that he had a friend that drove through town and complemented
the flowers and maintenance of the area. He said his friend also commented on a barn that
is falling down and in disrepair in the same general area. Administrator Daugherty
commented that they are aware of this and it is being dealt with through zoning.



Councilwoman Curry also had a comment about trees blocking traffic visibility and going
completely over the roadway. She shared that this is when turning from Waterville Street to
Westwyck. She said that they cover the roadway so much a camper runs through them. She
also commented that when on a bicycle the trees hang down that far. She asked Pilcher if
this is property owner responsibility or can the Village help. Pilcher said they will look into
it. Curry also gave thanks to Dave Riggenbach for comments on the roundabout project; she
agrees that it will be a huge value to all residents. She mentioned that she loves to see people
using the spaces that have been created already. Lastly, she said thank you to the Tax Levy
team; can’t wait to see the first presentation.

At this time Councilwoman Artiaga made a motion, seconded by Councilwoman Curry to
move into an Executive Session regarding a personnel issue including all committee of the
whole members and Administrator Daugherty at 7:25pm. 5 ayes

A motion was made by Councilwoman Conklin Kleiboemer, seconded by Councilwoman
Artiaga to reconvene the committee of the whole meeting at 8:59pm. 5 ayes

ADJOURNMENT

Motion by Councilman Connelly, seconded by Councilman Bingham to adjourn the meeting
at 8:59pm. 5 ayes

Respectfully submitted by Nicole Hartbarger, Clerk of Council



2023 MERIT SERVICE PAYMENT

$75.00 PER YEAR

YEARS 2023
EMPLOYEE OF MERIT SERVICE
SERVICE PAYMENT

ALLAN BAER 5 $375.00
BAKER, BRADLEY 16 $1,200.00
BLAKE, JAMIE 6 $450.00
DAUGHERTY, JORDAN 16 $1,200.00
DONAHUE, BRANDON 13 $975.00
FORREST, JAMES 23 $1,725.00
FOUTY, CHRISTINE 5 $375.00
FRANCIS, DEREK 7 $525.00
FRANCIS, JASON 9 $675.00
GUNDY, JILL 15 $1,125.00
HARTBARGER, JOSH 16 $1,200.00
HERMAN, JENNIFER 5 $375.00
HIBBARD, JEFFREY 24 $1,800.00
HILL, MICHAEL 23 $1,725.00
KASACK, ANDY 7 $525.00
KESSINGER, CHARLES 5 $375.00
MILLER, JOE 9 $675.00
MYER, AUSTIN 6 $450.00
NORRIS, KELLY 13 $975.00
PETRELL, BRIAN 10 $750.00
PILCHER, STEVEN P. 33 $2,475.00
RICHARDSON, DUSTIN 14 $1,050.00
SCHEUERMAN, KEN 6 $450.00
WIELINSKI, PAUL 5 $375.00

TOTAL $21,825.00

EXHIBIT A




Section B

CPI Effect on Wages-All Full-Time Employees

Consumer Price Index - 2007 -4.17%
2007 C.O.L.A. (Effective 2008) 3.50%
Consumer Price Index - 2008 -2.84%
2008 C.O.L.A. (Effective 2009) 2.50%
Consumer Price Index - 2009 -3.22%
2009 C.O.L.A. (Effective 2010) 2.00%
Consumer Price Index - 2010 -1.50%
2010 C.O.L.A. (Effective 2011) 1.50%
Consumer Price Index - 2011 -3.00%
2011 C.O.L.A. (Effective 2012) 3.00%
Consumer Price Index - 2012 -2.00%
2012 C.O.L.A. (Effective 2013) 2.00%
Consumer Price Index - 2013 -2.00%
2013 C.O.L.A. (Effective 2014) 1.00%
Consumer Price Index - 2014 -2.00%
2014 C.0.L.A (Effective 2015) 3.00%
Consumer Price index - 2015 -1.80%
2015 C.0.L.A (Effective 2016) 2.50%
Consumer Price Index-2016 -1.50%
2016 C.O.L.A (Effective 2017) 1.50%
Consumer Price Index-2017 -1.50%
2017 C.O.L.A (Effective 2018) 1.50%
Consumer Price Index-2018 -1.50%
2018 C.0.L.A (Effective 2019) 1.50%
Consumer Price Index-2019 -1.50%
2019 C.0.L.A (Effective 2020) 1.50%
Consumer Price Index-2020 1.20%
Hazard Pay Distribution in lieu of COLA ($1,600) Varied Effective Rate (2.25-3.25%)
Consumer Price Index-2021 -5.70%
2021 C.O.L.A (Effective 2022) 5.70%
Consumer Price Index-2022 (BLS: Midwest-Sept.) 8.20%
2022 C.0.L.A (Effective 2023) 3.00%
Consumer Price Index-2023 (BLS: Midwest-Sept.) 2.70%
2024 COLA (Recommendation) 2.70%

EXHIBIT "B"




“Whitdouse

Schedule of Rates and Fees
Exhibit “A”
January 1, 2024

L BUILDING AND ADMINISTRATIVE FEES (Fees Are Non-Refundable)
A. Residential Permits (One, Two & Three family dwellings and their Accessory Structures)

1. Permit Base Fee $ 60.00
2. Additional fee per gross square foot (100 sf minimum) $§ 020
B. Commercial Permit (All Structures other than Residential)
1. Permit Base Fee $ 75.00
2. Additional fee per gross square foot (100 sf minimum) $ 0.20
C. Certificate of Occupancy $ 75.00
D. Residential Plan Review (One, Two & Three family dwellings and their Accessory Structures)
1. Plan Review Base Fee $ 50.00
2. Additional fee per gross square foot (100 sf minimum) $ 0.03
3. Resubmissions
a. 1% Resubmission Free
b. 2" Resubmission $ 75.00
c. 3" Resubmission and each thereafter $150.00

E. Commercial Plan Review (All Structures other than Residential)

1. Plan Review Base Fee § 75.00
2. Addition fee per gross square foot (100 sf minimum) $ 0.03
a. 1% Resubmission Free
b. 2" Resubmission $150.00
c. 3" Resubmission and each thereafter $300.00
F. Resubmissions (After initial Plan Approval) $ 75.00
G. Phased Approvals (for each phase after initial application)
1. Base Fee $ 75.00
2. Additional fee per gross square foot (100 sf minimum) § 0.03
H. Permit Renewal, or original permit fee, whichever is less $100.00

I. Reinspection fees

1. 1% Reinspection Free

2. 2" Reinspection $150.00

3. 3" Reinspection and each thereafter $300.00
1 of 8 pages 2024 Amended Schedule of Rates & Fees

EXHIBITC



2 of 8 pages

Special Inspections for health, safety and certificate of occupancy

for an existing building.

1. Inspection Fees (includes building, electrical, plumbing,
HVAC, fire alarm and suppression)

After Hour Inspections (anytime outside normal business hours)
1. Contiguous to the work day
2. Not Contiguous to the work day

Board of Building Appeals (total fee)
1. Payable to City of Toledo, Division of Building Inspection
2. Payable to Lucas County Building Regulations

. Demolitions

Fireplaces, each

Non-Structural alterations (roofs, siding, doors and windows),
per alteration

Signs
1. Permit Base Fee
2. Additional fee per foot per sign face

Special Services, per hour

Drainage Regulations, Subdivision Site Plan Review
(collected for the Lucas County Engineer)

Illegal or Unauthorized Work
Double the required permit fees plus:

1. 1% Offense
2. 2™ Offense
3. 3" Offense
4, 4% Offense
5. 5% Offense and each thereafter

Illegal Occupancy

State of Ohio Board of Building Standards mandated fees
1. Residential
2. Commercial

Replacement Plans
1. Base Fee
2. Additional fee per drawing sheet

. Copy/Printing Fees, per 8-1/2”x11” or 11”x17” sheet

Mailing Fees
1. 11x17 or smaller
2. All others

2024 Amended Schedule of Rates & Fees

$600.00

$150.00
$300.00

$200.00
$150.00
$ 50.00
$ 75.00
$ 75.00

$ 75.00

$ 75.00
$ 0.50

$100.00

$100.00

$250.00
$500.00
$1,000.00
$2,000.00
$3,000.00

$1,000.00

1%
3%

$ 50.00
$ 5.00

$ 2.00

$ 5.00
$ 10.00



Y. Credit Card Convenience Charge By Credit Card Processor

IL FIRE ALARM AND SUPPRESSION FEES
A. Fire Alarm and Suppression (includes plan review, permit and inspections)

1. 1 to 25 devices $150.00
2. Each device over 25 § 2.00

B. Fire Pumps and Stanpipes (includes plan review, permit and $200.00
inspections)(each)

IIL ELECTRICAL FEES
A. Residential (One, Two & Three family dwellings and their Accessory Structures)
1. New Residential base fee per unit $ 90.00
2. Existing Residential alteration fee per unit $ 75.00

B. Commercial (All Structures other than Residential)

1. Commercial base fee per unit $100.00
2. Existing Commercial alteration fee per fixture/circuit $ 6.00
C. Services; including solar arrays or photovoltaic modules in all § 050

Occupancies, per amp (services over 200 amps require plan review)
D. Underground Service inspections, per service $ 75.00
E. Temporary Service, per service $ 75.00

F. Service Release (Edison Release)

1. Permit base fee, per services $ 75.00

2. Additional fee per amp $ 0.50
G. Generators

1. Permit base fee, per generator $ 75.00

2. Additional fee per amp $ 0.50

3. Generators over 200 amps require plan review

H. Swimming Pool $300.00
(includes bonding, underground, wiring and final inspections)

IV. PLUMBING FEES
A. Residential (One, Two & Three family dwellings and their Accessory Structures)

1. Permit base fee per unit $ 90.00

2. Additional fee per fixture § 6.00
B. Commercial (All Structures other than Residential)

1. Permit base fee per unit $100.00

2. Additional fee per fixture $ 6.00
C. Underground inspection, per run § 75.00

V. HVAC FEES
A. Residential (One, Two & Three family dwellings and their Accessory Structures)
1. Fee per heating or cooling unit (new or replacement) includes duct $100.00

3 of 8 pages 2024 Amended Schedule of Rates & Fees



2. Alteration or addition to existing duct or hydronic system, per unit

B. Commercial (All Structures other than Residential)

New permit base fee

Additional fee, per gross square foot (100 sf minimum)
Replacement fee, per heating or cooling unit
Alteration fee, per system

Type 1 and Type 2 hoods fee, per hood

nhwb -

C. Geothermal Systems, per system

VL PRESSURE PIPING FEES
A. Permit base fee per unit
B. Additional fee per fixture
C. Underground inspection, per run

VII. ZONING PERMITS AND FEES

$ 75.00

$100.00
$ 0.05
$100.00
$100.00
$150.00

$150.00
$ 75.00

$ 6.00
$ 75.00

Fees required under the Zoning Code of the Village of Whitehouse shall be as follows:

A. Petition for Zoning Map / Text Amendment: Less than 1 acre
1 to 5 acres
Over 5 acres

B. Petition for a Special Use Permit: Less than 1 acre
1 to 5 acres
Over 5 acres

C. Petition for a Planned Unit Development: Less than 1 acre
1 to 5 acres
Over 5 acres
Plus Escrow for Plan Review

D. Appeal to Board of Zoning Appeals

E. Preliminary Plat Review and Submittal: Up to 5 acres
6 to 10 acres
11 to 20 acres
Over 20 acres
Plus Escrow for Plan Review

F. Resubmittal of a Preliminary Plat (12 months after original approval)
10% of original fees (E). Two resubmittals allowed for a total of 3 years.

G. Final Plat Review and Submittal
Plus Per Lot
Plus Escrow for Plan Review

H. Zoning Permits: New structures/additions, including garages
Sheds, accessory buildings, pools, and decks
Fences

Signs
I.  Petition for Preliminary Discussion to Planning Commission
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$100.00
$200.00
$300.00

$200.00
$300.00
$400.00

$200.00
$300.00
$400.00
$500.00

$100.00

$100.00
$200.00
$400.00
$600.00
$500.00

$150.00
$ 5.00
$500.00

$ 50.00
$25.00
$10.00
$ 20.00

$75.00



VIII.

IX.

XL

J.  Commercial Site Plan Review by Planning Commission $100.00
K. Minor sub-division / lot split (less than five parcels) $100.00

BUSINESS REGISTRATION FEES (in addition to any County / State licenses required)
A. Fees for licenses required by Chapter 731 of the Whitehouse Codified Ordinances, within the

Village shall be:
1. Vendor / Solicitor license (door-to-door)
a. annual, per person $ 25.00

B. Other registration fees
1. Ice cream vendor’s license (annual)

a. for each motor vehicle $ 50.00
b. for each non-motorized vehicle $ 25.00
2. Public fireworks exhibition permit (per exhibition) $100.00

REGISTRATION FEES FOR SKILLED TRADESMEN
Fees for Certificate of Registration required by Chapter 1323 of the Codified Ordinances for the
performance of work within the Village by certain skilled tradesmen shall be as follows:

A. Contractor’s registration and renewal fees. Fees for electrical, plumbing,
steamfitter, HVAC, refrigeration, and fire suppression system contractors
shall be:
1. Original registration $ 50.00
2. Annual registration renewal $ 40.00

B. Original registration fees and annual registration renewal fees for sewer,
sign, sidewalk, drive apron and curb cut contractors shall be:
1.  Original registration $ 50.00
2. Annual registration renewal $ 40.00

C. Original registration fees and annual registration renewal fees for all contractors
who are not otherwise specified in this Section, shall be:
1. Original registration $ 50.00
2. Annual registration renewal $ 40.00

Contractors whose principal place of business is located within the Village limits shall not be
required to pay the Contractor Registration Fee. The Contractor Registration Form and all
required documentation concerning state licensing and proof of Worker’s Compensation shall be
required along with the completed form.

RIGHT OF WAY INFRASTRUCTURE

A.

Right-of-way infrastructure permit $100.00

FEES FOR DIVISION OF WATER AND SEWER
Fees for the Division of Water, including water and sewer rates and tap fees shall be:

A. Water Rates (within Village limits)
1. Minimum charge for one month or up to 2,000 gallons 714 $17.32
2. Per 1,000 gallons thereafter $857-$8.66
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B. Water Rates (outside Village limits)
1. Minimum charge for one month or up to 2,000 gallons $-35:98-$36.34
2. Per 1,000 gallons thereafter $17:99 $18.17

C. Monthly Water Capital Improvement charge per meter by meter size:

Meter Size Charge
5/8”—3/4” $ 2.50
1” $ 6.25
1-1/2” $12.50
4 $50.00
6” $82.50
D. Sewer Rates (within Village limits)
1. Minimum charge for one month or up to 2,000 gallons $10.92
2. Per 1,000 gallons thereafter $ 5.46
3. Minimum charge for one month for those residents not
connected to the Village water system $ 40.91

E. Sewer Rates (outside Village limits)

1. Minimum charge for one month up to 2000 gallons for $22.92
Non-residents with water service (110% surcharge for outside Village)
2. Per 1,000 gallons thereafter $11.46

(110% surcharge for outside Village)
3. Minimum charge for one month for non-residents not
connected to the Village water system $ 85.86

F. Monthly Sewer Capital Improvement charge per meter by meter size:

Meter Size Charge
5/8”—3/4” $ 4.01
1” $ 8.53
1-1/2” $ 16.03
47 $ 61.20
6” $100.33
G. Additional miscellaneous charges:
1. Water shut-off due to non-payment of a bill (first time) $20.00
2. Employee over-time to cover cost of turning water back on
if payment is made after 4:00 p.m. $-40:00 $75.00
3. Deposit for all rental properties before service is turned on $100.00
4. Replace frozen water meter Cost of meter plus labor
5. 10% late payment on bills paid after due date
6. Collection fee charged to all delinquent bills if no prior
arrangements have been made for payment $10.00
7. Fee for tampering with meter $250.00
8. Bulk water, plus cost per gallon $25.00
9. Damaged service line Cost of parts plus labor
10. Unauthorized use of hydrant, theft of water $250.00
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XIL

XIIL.

XIV.

XV,

11. Bulk Water Hydrant Meter Set Up (Rental Fee), plus cost per gallon $100.00

H. Water and sewer tap fees for new construction

1. Sewer tap fee for Village residents $1,100.00
2. Sewer tap fee for non-Village residents $2,310.00
3. Water tap fee for Village residents $1,000.00
4. Water tap fee for non-Village residents $2,100.00
5. Fireline or fire suppression line Cost of materials plus inspection

FEES FOR REFUSE SERVICES
Monthly fee for weekly residential refuse and recycling collection $14:25-$15.03

FEES FOR MOWING GRASSES, WEEDS AND RANK VEGETATION
Per Chapter 521.11 of the Whitehouse Municipal Code, when the Village is required to mow,
property owners shall be charged the hourly rate of:

A. For the first offense in any calendar year $ 160.00 hr
B. For the second offense in any calendar year $200.00 hr
C. For the third offense in any calendar year $ 250.00 hr

D. With increments of an additional $50.00 per hour per offense per calendar year

FEES FOR STREET TREES

A per tree fee for street trees will be charged to the contractor / owner at the time

zoning permits are issued for individual lots. The Village of Whitehouse will plant

such trees at the appropriate time as lots are developed. $ 450.00 per tree

FIRE DEPARTMENT
A. Inspections

1. Inspection fees — One (1) initial inspection, and (1%) re inspection for commercial and
residential day care and foster home properties per year is no charge. A Second (2") re
inspection from a failed initial re inspection for the year will be - $250.00. The third (3") re
inspection will be $500.00 plus documentation turned over to the Village Solicitor for legal
review.

2. One (1) open burning per year is no charge. Second (2™) open burn response per calendar
year will be $250.00 per occurrence. This includes any open burning greater than 3x3x3 with
non-clean burning wood. If the open burn has other materials in it besides class A materials
(Wood, paper) and/or air packs need to be worn, a $250.00 fine will be given on the first (1%
occurrence.

3. Food Truck Inspections - $25.00

4. Food Truck 1* re-inspection from an initial failed inspection - $75.00

5. Fireworks Aerial Display - $125.00/hr. — requires a minimum of four personnel. This cost
includes a brush truck, water tender, and a command officer.

6. Tent permit 0-700 square feet (no sides) — No charge

7. Tent permit 400 square feet and above with at least one (1) side - $50.00

B. Fire Alarms

1-2 per year are free

3 per calendar year - $500.00

4™ per calendar year - $550.00

5" and over per calendar year - $600.00

Nuisance alarms per year will be at the Fire Chief’s discretion to determine fees.

N =
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C. Incidents
1. Hazardous Materials Responses — See LEPC

D. Fire Prevention
1. Meetings with building officials about non-compliant tenants and building owners regarding
fire and/or building code violations. Meetings - $48.00 $50.00/hour/ per inspector. One (1)
hour minimum charge.

E. Personnel
1. Fire Department Vehicles at events — See current FEMA rate
2. Fire Watch (per personnel/per hour) - $40-60 $50.00
*Invoices will be sent to tenants or business owners.

XVI. POLICE DEPARTMENT
A. Impounded Animals

1. First Offense — Pick-up fee: $15.00 plus a $5.00 impoundment fee for each day thereof
during which the animal has been impounded

2. Second Offense — Pick-up fee $45.00 plus a $5.00 impoundment fee for each day thereof
during which the animal has been impounded

3. Third or Subsequent Offense — Pick-up fee $70.00 plus a $5.00 impoundment fee for each
day thereof during which the animal has been impounded

B. Webchecks
1. FBI $30.00
2. BCI $35.00
3. Both $65.00

C. Underspeed Vehicle Inspections
1. Residents $25.00
2. Non-Residents $50.00

XVII. SPECIAL EVENT FEES
A. $40:00-$50.00/hour per Village Employee
**Two hour minimum charge per employee

XVIII. SHELTER HOUSE RENTAL

A. Village Residents
1. $100 Deposit (Given back once inspection complete)
2. No Rental Fee

B. Non-Residents
1. $100 Deposit (Given back once inspection complete)

C. Penalty for Non-Compliance of provided “Rules for the Shelter House”
1. $50.00 per hour

D. Non-Returned Key Fee
1. $50.00

XIX. Public Record Requests
A. Black & White Copies (8'2 x 11 or 82 x 14): $0.05/page
B. Color Copies (872 x 11 or 8% x 14): $0.10/page
C. 11 x 17 Black & White Copies: $0.10/page
D. 11 x 17 Color Copies: $0.20/page
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E. DVD/CD: $6-50 $1.00/ea.
F. Flashdrive: actual cost of flashdrive
G. Review of Records only: No charge
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THE VILLAGE OF WHITEHOUSE

7-Nov-23

WATER ANALYSIS

Analysis to Determine Water Rate Increase for Operating Self-Sufficiency

Note: This only addresses the usage rates. No need to address the E:apital Improvement Charges.

Assumes that the Village charges the necessary rate (1.0%) to cover the budgeted cost to customers at a

flat rate.
2023 2024 2025 .
Beginning Fund Balance $ 2460519 9% 2,474852| % 1,170,726
Revenue $ 16992901|9% 1,716,284 | $ 1,767,772
Expenses $ (1,684,958) $ (3,020,410)] $ (1,669,022
Surplus/(Deficit) $ 14,333 | $ (1,304,126)| $ 98,750
Ending Fund Balance $ 2474852 $ 1,170,726 | $ 1,269,475
Less: Capital Improvement Funds (100,000) (200,000) (300,000)
Ending Operating Balance $ 23748521 $ 970,726 | $ 969,475
e ange d P 40
Ave. household consuming 5,000
gal. would pay per mo. the following:
at new rate- $ 4285| $ 4328 | $ 43.28
at existing rate (and no annual increase)- $ 4285 % 42851 % 42.85
Difference $ - $ 0431 9% 0.43
*Note: Balance of water tower project paid via Water Fund
Scenario if there are no changes to the rates.
2023 2024 2025
Beginning Fund Balance $ 2460519 | $ 2474852 | $ 1,153,733
Revenue $ 1699291 |9% 1699291 % 1,750,270
Expenses $ (1,684,958)| $ (3,020,410)| $ (1,669,022)
Surplus/(Deficit) $ 14,333 | $ (1,321,119){ $ 81,247
Ending Balance $ 2474852 | $ 1,453,733 | $ 1,234,980
Less: Capital Improvement Funds (100,000) (200,000) (300,000)
Ending Operating Balance $ 2374852 |9 953,733|$ 934,980
Ave. household consuming 5,000
gal. would pay per mo. the following:
at new rate- $ 4285 | % 42.85| 9% 42.85
at existing rate (and no annual increase)- $ 4285 | $ 4285| % 42.85
Difference $ - $ e I >

Historical Rate Increases

2014 11.9%
2015 50.1%
2016 0.0%
2017 8.1%
2018 6.0%
2019 1.0%
2020 4.5%
2021 3.5%
2022 0.0%
2023 1.0%

Average 8.6%




Analysis to Determine Sewer Rate Increase for Operatlng Self-Sufficiency

THE VILLAGE OF WHITEHOUSE

SEWER ANALYSIS

Note: This only addresses the usage rates.

Assumes that the Village charges the necessary rate (0.0%) to cover the budgeted cost to customers at a flat rate.

2023 2024 2025
Beginning Fund Balance $ 7644551 % 793514 $ 805,597
Revenue $ 952,776 | $ 952,776 | $ 981,359
Expenses $ (923,716)] $ (940,693)] $ (968,914)
Operating Surplus/(Deficit) $ 29,060 | $ 12,083 | $ 12,445
Ending Fund Balance $ 793514| $ 805597 | $ 818,042
Less: Capital Improvement Funds
Ending Operating Balance $ 793,514| $ 805,597 818,042
Ave. household consuming 5,000
gal. would pay per mo. the following: _
at new rate- 273019 27.30 27.30
at existing rate (and no annual increase)- 2730 | $ 27.30 | ¢ 27.30
Difference - 18 K =
Scenario if there are no changes to the rates.
2023 2024 2025
Beginning Fund Balance $ 7644551 % 793514 % 805,597
Revenue $ 952,776 | $ 952,776 | % 981,359
Expenses $ (923,716)| $ (940,693)| $ (968,914)
Surplus/(Deficit) $ 29,060 | $ 12,083 | $ 12,445
Ending Balance $ 793514 $ 805597 | $ 818,042
Less: Capital Improvement Funds - - -
Ending Operating Balance 793,514 | $ 805,597 818,042
Ave. household consuming 5,000
gal. would pay per mo. the following: .
at new rate- 27.30] % 27.30 27.30
at existing rate (and no annual increase)- b 2730 | $ 27.30 27.30
Difference p - $ - -

Historical Rate Increases

2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
2019
2020
2021
2022
2023
Average

0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
5.9%
12.1%
15.0%
3.5%
1.0%
0.0%
14.0%
5.2%




THE VILLAGE OF WHITEHOUSE
7-Nov-23
SANITATION ANALYSIS
Analysis to Determine Sanitation Rate Increase for Operating Self-Sufficiency
Note: This only addresses the usage rates.

Assumes that the Village charges the necessary rate (5.5%) to cover some of the budgeted cost to customers at a
flat rate.

2023 2024 2025
Beginning Program Surplus/(Deficit) Balance Estimate —»$ (87,404)| $ (143,391)| $ (200,360)
Revenue $ 294508(%$ 310,706 |$ 320,027
Expenses $ (350,494)| $ (367,675)] $ (378,705)
Operating Surplus/(Deficit) $ (55,987)| $ (56,969)| $§ (58,678)
Ending Fund Balance $ (143,391)] $ (200,360)| $ (259,039)

©+

Ending Operating Balance (143,391)| $ (200,360) $ (259,039)

***This is the amount subsidized by the General Fund bl Net Change = $ (115,648)

Household would pay per mo. the following:

at new rate- $ 1425 | $ 15.03 | $ 15.03
at existing rate- $ 14251 % 1425 | $ 14.25
Difference $ - $ 0.78 | $ 0.78

Scenario if there are no changes to the rates.
2023 2024 2025

Beginning Program Surplus/(Deficit) Balance (87,404) (143,391)| $ (216,558)
Revenue 294,508 294508 | $ 303,343
Expenses

Operating Surplus/(Deficit)
Ending Fund Balance

(55,987) (73,167)| $  (75,362)
(143,391) (216,558)| $ (291,920)

®|en|en P &

$
$
(350,494)[ $ (367,675)| $ (378,705)
$
$

Ending Operating Balance
**This is the amount subsidized by the General Fund i

$ (143,391) § (216,568)] $

-NeIEhan-gé in Funds = $

(291,920)
(148,530)

Household would pay per mo. the following: $ 1425 | $ 14251 % 14.25
at existing rate (and no annual increase)- $ 1425 | $ 1425 | § 14.25
Difference $ - $ - $ .

Historical Rate Increases

2014 0.0%
2015 0.0%
2016 0.0%
2017 0.0%
2018 27.6%
2019 0.0%
2020 4.5%
2021 6.0%
2022 6.0%
2023 6.7%

Average 5.1%




