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October 27, 2025

Re: Information regarding Referendum Petition for Roy City Resolution 25-24; A Resolution of
the Roy City Council Adopting the Final Annual Budget for the Fiscal Year Commencing July 1,
2025 and Ending June 30, 2026; and Setting the 2025 Certified Tax Rate.

The referendum petition that was received on August 25, 2025, has been deemed
INSUFFICIENT as the sponsors of the referendum were not able to collect the required 10%
(1,743 signatures) of the number of active voters in the city; and 10% of the number of active
voters in at least 75% of the city’s voter participation areas.

This means that Resolution 25-24; A Resolution of the Roy City Council Adopting the Final
Annual Budget for the Fiscal Year Commencing July 1, 2025 and Ending June 30, 2026; and
Setting the 2025 Certified Tax Rate will not be voted on in the November 2025 election.

The sponsors were able to collect 714 total signatures with 576 being valid. The breakdown of
valid signatures is below:

0 Unreadable (could not read the voters handwriting)

76 Not Registered (the voter is not a registered voter)

8 Bad Address (the address does not match what is on file)

3 Not Matching (the signature does not match what is on file)

1 Other (could be a mixture of any of the above, may live out of the area of the
referendum, etc.)

e 1 Duplicate (the voter signed more than once)

742 Valid Signatures

831 Total Signatures

There were also 3 rejected packets due to the submission date.

While the referendum did not meet the required signature thresholds, Roy City would like to
thank our residents for being informed and engaged. We encourage continued involvement as we
move forward with important community planning efforts.

Sincerely,

Pz

Brittany Fowers
Roy City Executive Assistant/City Recorder
bfowers@royutah.gov
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Information
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For the referendum that has been filed against Ordz@n ordinance establishing the

Certified Tax Rate for Fiscal Year 2026.

[—

2. An argumen the sponsors

This Pamphlet includes the fogfOwin
. A copy of the referen lication
d

3. An arguf§entsubmgted by the local government

iscal and Legal Impact Statement provided by the City
d Budget Officer



Application for Referendum

Utah Code 20A-7-202

No signature gatherers will receive any payment for their services.

Sponsor Statement

dt te in Utah

(\C/\M'/\ X(\QOE’V affirm that | am regist

2344 . s S, 7/

Resident’s Address
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City, State, Zip Phone Number
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Email Address

State of Ut
2025 by

ty of Weber, Subscrlbed and sworn before me this & day of August,

SADIE ROSE
Notary Public
Htat of Uiak

Gammission Explras September 09, 2028
COMMISSION # 736575

Witness my hand and official seal,

Notary Public




Application for Referendum

Utah Code 20A-7-202

No signature gatherers will receive any payment for their services.

Sponsor Statement
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State of UM ty of Weber, Subscribed and sworn before me this A t day of August,

KIMBER L SCHUENMAN
&\ Notary Public State of Utah
My Commission Explres on:
June 29, 2024
Comm, Number: 725490
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Application for Referendum

Utah Code 20A-7-202

No signature gatherers will receive any payment for their services.

Sponsor Statement
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Notary Public

.. KIMBER L SCHUENMAN

2\ Notaty Public State of Utah

'fi"f'z‘ My Commission Expires on:

June 29, 2026
Comm, Number 7125490
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Application for Referendum

Utah Code 20A-7-202

No signature gatherers will receive any payment for their services.

Sponsor Statement
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Q’/ Notary Public
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ty of Weber, Subscribed and sworn before me this 24 day of August,
. Sﬁc Henman

KIMBER L SCHUENMAN
Notary Public State of Utah
My Commission Explres on:
June 29, 2024
Comm, Number: 725490




Application for Referendum

Utah Code 20A-7-202

No signature gatherers will receive any payment for their services.

| Sponsor Statement
l, MQ” “&—‘j‘ ;PV*)H(" Q. affirm that | am registered to vot
/
062713 2700w c::’li%i Q Q
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Subscribed ore me this 23 day of August, 2025, by K‘\D//f’j e,
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Notary Public

\ _REBECCA ADAMS

\ NOTARY PUBLIC » STATE OF LAt

} COMMISSION NO. 734297

/5J WY COMMISSION EXPIRES ON-
NOVEMBER 21, 2097




FINAL FY2026 BUDGET |

Date: -~ - August 19,2025
To: 'I\/Iayor and City Council
FrOM: Amber Kelley
RE: FY2026 Final Budget Adoption
Ordinance [_| " Resolution [  WMotion [ ] Information [ ]
Executive Summary

Any changes to lower this amount may be made by re
must be approved tonight. . Lo




RESOLUTION NO. 25-24
A Resolution of the Roy City Council Adopting the Final Annual Budget for the Fiscal Year
Commencing July 1, 2025 and Ending June 30, 2026; and Setting the 2025 Certified Tax Rate,

Whereas, on June 17, 2025, the City Council adopted, by Resolution #25-17, the tentative budget for the
coming flscal year, for purposes of further review, and set a publlc hearmg for August 19, 2025
to consider final adoption of the budget; and

Whereas, the City of Roy has declared Its intent to mcrease the certlfled tax rate, and

to conSIder mcreasmg the certufled tax rate, and

Whereas, the Roy City Council has determlned that the increase ig
operating needs; and e

Now, therefore, be it resolved by the Roy City Co_un»crilf_ra

Final Budget

Budgets forall funds, as.presented, are hereby Roy City for the fiscal year 2025-2026,
including adjustments from tentatiygfbudget tOQal budget as outlined below.

Final
Fund ] Adjustments Budget
General Fund 24,306,688 $0 $24,306,688
Class C Road Fund 1,760,000 0 1,760,000
Trans. Infrastructure Fun 3,130,000 0 3,130,000
Capital Projects Fund 1,323,000 0 1,323,000
Water & Sewer Utj 13,285,350 0 13,285,350
Storm Water Utili 1,310,000 0 1,310,000
Solid Waste Ut 3,200,000 0 3,200,000
Storm Se 565,000 0 565,000
Park Deve 175,000 o] 175,000
Cemet 8,000 0 8,000
Total $49,063,038 $ 0 $49,063,038
Internal Service Funds:
Information Technology 51,047,830 S0 51,047,830
Risk Management ' 388,602 0 388,602
Total 51,436,432 S0 $1,436,432




Property Tax Rate Adoption

The following certified tax rate and revenue be set for 2025:

Fund/Budget Type Revenue Tax Rate
General Fund ~— Property Tax $6,487,707 .002073
Revenue

Be it further resolved that this resolution is adopted after proper notice and heari
UCA 59-2-919 and shall be forwarded to the Weber County Auditor and
Commission in accordance with UCA 59-2-913 and UCA 29-2-920.

in rdance with
Utah Tax

Passed this 19* day of August, 2025.

Robert Dandoy
Mayor
Attested and Recorded:
Brittany Fowers
City Recorder
This s been approved by the following vote of the Roy City Council:
Councilmember Paul

Councilmember Scadden
Councilmember Saxton
Councilmember Wilson

Councilmember Jackson




Argument in Opposition of the Property Tax Increase

To whom it may concern,
We are challenging the 28% tax increase for the following reasons:

The city manager of Roy proposed a balanced budget with approximately a 9% tax increase,
which would have provided a COLA and meritincrease for all employees.

We had no issues with that amount, but the call for the 28% included n definite on
who or where the money would be spent.

We’re in favor of pay adjustments where needed, but not an ove ryQpcrease for all
employees and at such a high percentage.

Additionally, the 28% proposal was made on June 17th a rthgr discussion on the
plans was held in public meetings after that date regard gw uld happen if the tax
increase were implemented. Everything that was
19th Truth in Taxation meeting, with no opportun
meetings.

s discussed at the August

ic dialogue in previous

As members of this community and as'Rar rais®ig families here, we feel compelled to
express our concern about the pr sal tOggcrease property taxes. While we understand
the intention behind raising reye
burdens families like ours and

publi€ needs, we believe this approach unfairly

s the very stability of our community.

For families, every doll

childcare already stf€tch
another bill—it dg
opportunities fore
between ge

r mortgage, groceries, utilities, healthcare, and
et to its limit. Anincrease in property taxes is not just
pal¥ts our ability to provide for our children. It could mean fewer

ular activities, less money saved for college, or even choosing
e repairs and basic household expenses. When families are forced

to cut bac ntials, the entire community feels the strain.

Rising propertytaxes also create long-term insecurity. Many families, especially young
homeowners and retirees on fixed incomes, could face the difficult choice of leaving the
neighborhoods they love simply because they can no longer afford to stay. This erodes the
sense of stability and belonging that makes our community strong. A neighborhood filled
with “For Sale” signs instead of familiar faces weakens the bonds we have worked so hard
to build.

Strong families are the foundation of a healthy community. By increasing property taxes, we
risk pushing people out.



Instead of punishing those who are trying to build their lives here, we should explore more
balanced and sustainable solutions that don’t threaten the financial security of families.

Respectfully,

Kelley Price, Broc Evans, Brooke Evans, Gary Scheuneman, & Cameron er

J
Q\O@
e



Argument in Favor of the Property Tax Increase

Roy City depends on a dedicated team of employees to provide critical services,
including police, fire, public works, parks & recreation, and more. However, the City has
fallen behind in retaining employees. Over the last 12 months Roy has had 16% of its full-
time employees’ leave. Over the last three years 80 full-time employees have left Roy City
employment. On average, salaries are 14% lower than the median salary from surrounding
communities. As a result, the City is losing valuable employees to neighboring cities that
offer better pay.

Itis also important to note that the City has already tightened it#0e the 2025

employee pay compared to neighboring cities remains, a
City cannot remain competitive in retaining skilled em
fire and cannot add any of the operational cuts ba 0s

Police and Fire services account for agporogimately®6% of all wages paid from the

City’s General Fund. That means the maj € sed property tax increase is

dedicated directly to stabilizing comp
who protect lives and property in R

forWgst responders—the men and women
ery day. By ensuring their pay is competitive,
the City can retain experienced ce@and Wefighters, reduce turnover, and maintain the

high level of public safety that

s expect.

ced staff is essential. High turnover not only raises
costs for recruitme vertime, but it also drains the City of institutional

knowledge and exp Lidl n trained employees leave, service delivery suffers—

perty tax increase will allow the City to bring pay levels closer to
the region and retain full-time employees. By aligning compensation with the

market, Roy CIcan hold on to its most valuable asset—its workforce. Stable, competitive
pay means experienced police officers, firefighters, and public works crews are more likely

to stay, providing consistent and reliable service to residents.

This investment is about protecting what works. Retention of employees ensures
continuity, reduces hidden costs of turnover, and safeguards the quality of services that
residents depend on daily. Without this adjustment, the City risks losing more staff,
stretching the remaining employees too thin, and being forced to cut programs and
services—including police, fire, parks, and the Roy Complex.



A modest increase in property taxes today—about $10 per month for the average
Roy City household—uwill ensure the City keeps pace with surrounding communities,
avoids higher costs from chronic turnover, and secures the long-term stability of services.
This is a fiscally responsible solution that prioritizes retention and fairness, keeping Roy a
safe, efficient, and desirable place to live.



City Manager Mayor
Matt Andrews A Robert Dandoy
Assistant City Manager Council Members
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Diane Wilson

Fiscal and Legal Impact — Referendum — Ordinance No. 25-24 2025 Certified Tax Rate

The City Council approved a property tax increase to replace lost revenue and i
wages. This report describes the fiscal and legal impact of repealing Ordina
resolution adopting the final annual budget for the fiscal year commencin
ending June 30, 2026; and setting the 2025 certified tax rate.

ease employee
5-24 a
025 and

Estimated Fiscal Impact

If this ordinance is repealed, it will reverse the Council’s dec
$1,423,978 annually in property taxes starting in NovembcR0 hig#€quates to approximately
$9.01 per month or $108.10 per year on the average W an assessed value of
$432,000. Repealing this law would not create a taxfecreas previous years, rather,
property taxes will stay at the same dollar amougt asghey wel in 2024.

collgclan additional

Since the City has experienced a loss in reyfiues oVathe previous year, if the same dollar
amount of property taxes is collected, the @ 11l hav€ a budget deficit of approximately
$600,000. In order to balance the bugdglt, thisgeficit would need to be made up by either
decreasing city services or using ce. ®decrease in city services could come from a
decrease in public safety emplo or services, parks and recreation employees and/or
programs, street maintenance emp
and/or services. If fund baldge is usd, the City would most likely have a deficit the following
year as well.

In addition to th
According to a rece

eficl, the City would be unable to increase employee wages.
uda®” City employee wages are on average 14% below other cities in the

area. The Ci nced high employee turnover in recent years. Repealing this law would
not allow to begin to correct this issue and it is likely the City will continue to lose
employees.

Estimated Public Costs

It is contemplated that the costs to the City associated with repealing the law would be satisfied
from the general fund of the City. The costs include the cost of administering the election on the
proposed ballot question, the cost of printing required information packets and education
materials as required by law, and other associated legal and professional costs. The cost to
administer the election as quoted by the Weber County Elections Division is estimated not to
exceed $43,697.25. All staff time is speculative at this time but is not expected to exceed
$10,000.

5051 South 1900 West || Roy, Utah 84067 || Telephone (801) 774-1000 || Fax (801) 774-1030 A
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Estimated Legal Impact

The City estimates there is no significant legal impact associated with this ordinance or with its
repeal.

Fiscal Impact Summary

The City Council adopted a property tax rate for the Fiscal Year 2026 Budg@t tifgwould
generate an additional $1,423,978 in annual revenue. This amount equateSg $9.0 Ngyer month or
$108.10 per year on the average home, which has an assessed value
the tax increase is to balance the budget due to decreased revenuega
turnover. There are additional costs that may be incurred whichgfffe agso
administration of an election and preparing tax notices.

<<<<\Q\




REFERENDUM PETITION

To the Honorable Brittany Fowers, City Recorder:

We the undersigned citizens of Roy City, Respectfully Order That A Resoluti
the Final Annual Budget for the Fiscal Year Commencing July 1, 2025, a
2025 Certified Tax Rate, passed by the Roy City Council on August 19

Approval Or Rejection at the municipal general election To Be Held e

Each signer of this Petition says: < \l

o I have personally signed this Referendum Petitigh o n individual with a qualifying disability, I
iggatur@gatherer to enter the initials “AV” as my signature;

have signed the Referendum Petition by directing t
o The date next to my signature correct s thc¥date that I actually signed the Petition;

f théQoy City Council Adopting
June 30, 2026; and Setting the
erred To The Voters For Their
r4, 2025.

o I have personally reviewed the eifge stat@ment included with this packet;

o [ am registered to vote i n
o My residence and @dwss are written correctly after my name.



REFERENDUM PETITION

A RESOLUTION OF THE ROY CITY COUNCIL ADOPTING THE FINAL ANNUAL BUDGET FOR THE FISCAL
YEAR COMMENCING JULY 1, 2025, AND ENDING JUNE 30, 2026; AND SETTING THE 2025 CERTIFIED TAX RATE
PASSED BY THE ROY CITY COUNCIL ON MARCH 18,2025

Registered Voter’s Printed Name

For (must be legible to be counted)

Office
Use
Only

Signature of Registered® ot Date Signed

Birth Date or Age

Street Address, City, Zip Code (optional)

itional information)

By signing this referendum petition, you are stating that you have readan d the law that this referendum petition seeks to overturn.

Registered Voter’s Printed Name

For (must be legible to be counted) ignature of Registered Voter Date Signed
Office g
Use
Only
Street Address, City, Zip Code mail Address (optional, to receive additional information) Blrt?olgng;gf)Age

By signing this referendum petition, you that you have read and understand the law that this referendum petition seeks to overturn.

WARNING: Itis a class A nor for an individual to sign a referendum petition with a name other than the
individual's own name, or to kiQgingly sign the individual's name more than once for the same referendum petition, or to sign
a referendum petition when the individual knows that the individual is not a registered voter. Birth date or age information is
not required, but it may be used to verify your identity with voter registration records. If you choose not to provide it, your
signature may not be verified as a valid signature if you change your address before petition signatures are verified or if the
information you provide does not match your voter registration records.




Verification of Signature Collector
State of Utah, County of Weber

I, , of , hereby state, under penalty of perjury, that:
(printed name)

e lam at least 18 years old;

e All the names that appear in this packet were signed by individuals who professed to
it, and each of the individuals signed the individual's name on it in my presence

e ind®iduals whose names appear in
e of an individual with a

o Idonot believe, or have reason to believe, t
the referendum petition on the individualg’oeha
o Idid not intentionally or knowingly e f2J#€ infoWnation on the signature sheet;

e [ did not knowingly make a misrepresqgtation dfac®oncerning the law this petition seeks to overturn; and

e [ believe that each individual’s yfiime olttce address, and residence is written correctly, that each signer has read the law
that the referendum seeks toqe , angithat each signer is registered to vote in Utah.
(Name) (ResidgpccQddress (Date)

e The correct date of signatUp appears next to each individual’s name.

¢ [ have not paid or given anything of value to any individual who signed this referendum packet to encourage that individual to sign it.

(Name) (Residence Address) (Date)
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