
PAGE CITY COUNCIL / PUE

JOINT WORK SESSION MEETING MINUTES

SEPTEMBER 30, 2015

A Joint Work Session Meeting of the Page City Council and Page Utility Enterprises ( PUE)
was held at 5: 30 p.m. on September 30, 2015, in the Council Chambers at City Hall in Page,
Arizona.  Mayor Bill Diak presided.  Vice Mayor John Kocjan, Councilors Mike Bryan, and Scott
Sadler were present.    Councilors Levi Tappan,  David Tennis and Dennis Warner were

excused.

Mayor Diak called the meeting to order.

Staff members present: City Manager Crystal Prentice; City Attorney Joe Estes; and City Clerk
Kim Larson.

Rick Yanke called the PUE Board Meeting to order.   Members present:   Chair Rick Yanke,
Members Ken Sichi, and Jeff Jones.  Shayne Jones and Tony Ferrando were excused.

Staff members present:     General Manager Bryan Hill,  Finance Director Cathryn Foley,
Administrative Assistant/Board Secretary Donna Roberts, and Board Liaison Vice Mayor John
Kocjan.

Presentation by GDS Associates, Inc., Engineers & Consultants, pertaining to the Water and
Sewer Rate Study,  and discussion by the City Council and Page Utility Enterprises ( PUE)
Board.

PUE General Manager Bryan Hill stated that PUE sent out a Request for Proposal ( RFP) for a
Water and Sewer Rate Study,  and GDS gave the most competent quote.   He introduced

Chuck Loy from GDS and stated that Mr.  Loy was present to provide City Council with a
presentation of the Water and Sewer Rate Study.

Chuck Loy, CPA with GDS Associates, Inc., gave a brief history about GDS Associates, and
stated that they have been in business for over 30 years.

He stated that there are overall guidelines to follow when preparing a rate study, and that the
guidelines have been developed through court cases and experience.  He stated that there are

many states that have utility laws that require a utility to charge rates that are equitable.

Mr.  Loy provided a power point presentation to City Council.   A copy of the Power Point
Presentation is attached hereto and by this reference made a part of herein.

There was lengthy discussion.

Chuck Loy made a recommendation that City Council and PUE schedule another joint work
session and then send him the information for some desired outcomes, and GDS would run

the information.  He stated that a lot of cities phase- in rates.
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There was discussion.

The consensus of City Council and the PUE Board was to schedule a joint work session for
October 28, 2015 and to have an agenda item for City Council action.

The meeting was adjourned at 6: 45 p. m.

PUE adjourned at 6:45 p. m.

Kim Larson William R. Diak

City Clerk Mayor



CERTIFICATION

I hereby certify that the foregoing minutes are a true and

correct copy of the minutes of the City Council / PUE Joint

Work Session Meeting,  held on the 30th day of September,

2015.  I further certify that the meeting was duly called and that

a quorum was present.

Dated this 14th day of October, 2015

Kim Larson, City Clerk
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GOALS CFaRATE` STUDIES

Financial Sufficiency

Cost of Service Based Allocations

THE CITY OF PAGE
Rate Stability

Revenue Stability

RATE STUDY Simple to Understand

Easy to Implement

Consistent with industry standard rate setting methodologies

Minimization of adverse customer impacts
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