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FISCAL and VISION NOTES: Agenda ltem No. _REP 91-10
g:’tts; f:m;:r:paict TO: City Council
i FROM: City Manager and Staff P
o | Ciys curtent net FY DATE:  August 24, 2010 -
" : pr— RE: Parks and Recreation FY2011 Budget
mount of Funds
0 Already appropriated &C}VY\ 508 5 )
Amount of budget _—.——SUMMARY: .
0 | amendment needed At their regular monthly meeting on August 19, the Parks and
Estimated 2 yr net costs: Recreation Commission heard a presenta}tion by Mike Hood regarding
One-time the proposed FY2011 Parks and Recreation budget.
0 | Operating / On-going
Program Impact: DISCUSSION:
N New program/ agency Hood shared details of the proposed budget, which overall includes a
(YIN) slight decrease from the current FY 10 budget with no fee increases.
\ gzglzgateféeigz‘?il ;)” The motion as made by Kloeppel and seconded by Davis was to
gprg recommend to Council the approval of FY11 Parks and Recreation
EES?LEE::::Jbz?%sion budget as proposed.
N (YIN) Voting in favor of the motion: Blevins, Davis, Kloeppel, Pauls,
Devine, Donaldson, Hutton
Resources Required: Opposed: None
Requires add'| FTE . .
N p:glé';iig (YIN) Motion passed unanimously.
Requires additional
N facilities? (Y/N) FISCAL IMPACT:
Requires additional . . . .
N capital equipment? (Y/N) No fiscal impact is anticipated as a result of this report.

VISION IMPACT:

Federal or stéte
mandated? (Y/N)

Vision implementation Impact None.

Enter Below All That Applies:
Refer to Website: .
Vision impact?
No (Y/N orif N, gono
furth . . .
;rimzrr)y Vision. Consider the recommendation of the Parks and Recreation

Strategy and/or Goal Commission.
ltem#

SUGGESTED COUNCIL ACTIONS:

Secondary Vision,
Strategy and/or Goal

ltem # termt

FY10/FY11
Implementation
Task#
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