COUNTY

COUNTY AUDITOR’S OFFICE
Hidalgo County Administration Buildin
2808 South Business Highway 281
Edinburg, Texas 78539-6243

PHONE: (956) 318-2511

FAX: (956) 318-2577

WEBSITE: www.co.hidalgo.tx.us/auditor

April 24, 2014

The Honorable Ramon Garcia
Hidalgo County Judge

302 W. University Drive
Edinburg, Texas 78539

Dear Judge Garcia:

Pursuant to Local Government Code Section 114.044 and Local Government Code Section 115.0035 (c), we are
submitting for your review the following monthly reports and/or letters:

Department Fees/Costs Description

The Hon. Arturo Guajardo, Jr., County Clerk $ 741,221.31 | Jan. 2014 Monthly Report

The Hon. Arturo Guajardo, Jr., County Clerk ] 833,189.43 | Feb. 2014 Monthly Report

The Hon. Arturo Guajardo, Jr., County Clerk $ 821,747.83 | Mar. 2014 Monthly Report

The Hon. Pablo Villarreal, Jr., RTA Tax Assessor/Collector | $ 64,422,807.80 | Jan. 2014 Monthly Report

The Hon. Pablo Villarreal, Jr., RTA Tax Assessor/Collector | $ 15,098,472.69 | Feb. 2014 Monthly Report

The Hon. Celestino Avila, Constable Pct. No. 1 $ 1,280.00 | Feb. 2014 Monthly Report/Letter

The Hon. Martin Cantu, Constable Pct. No. 2 $ 800.00 | Feb. 2014 Monthly Report/Letter

The Hon. Larry Gallardo, Constable Pct. No. 3 $ 7,530.00 | Feb. 2014 Monthly Report/Letter

The Hon. Eddie Guerra, Constable Pct. No. 4 $ 540.00 | Feb. 2014 Monthly Report/Letter

The Hon. A.C. Cuellar, Jr., Comm. Pct. No. 1 $ 646.00 | Delta Lake Park - Feb. 2014
Monthly Report/Letter

The Hon. Jose M. Flores, Comm. Pct. No. 3 $ 2,208.00 | Anzalduas Park — Feb. 2014
Monthly Report/Letter

Mr. Juan Martinez, Fire Marshal $ 5,150.00 | Feb. 2014 Monthly Report/Letter

Ms. Angie Chapa, Law Librarian $ 1,259.25 | Feb. 2014 Monthly Report/Letter

Mr. Eduardo Olivarez, Chief Administrator Officer $ 31,395.00 | Restaurant/OSSF - Feb. 2014
Monthly Report/Letter

Pursuant to Local Government Code Section 115.0035(c), we are submitting for your review the following reports:

Department Description
The Hon. Guadalupe Trevino, Hidalgo County Sheriff Review of Sheriff’s Investigation Fund Balance Sheets For
the Months of January 2014 through February 2014
_TheHon. Guadalupe Trevino, Hidalgo County Sheriff Review of Sheriff’s Regular Trust Fund Balance Sheet For
sl D gt the Months of January 2014 through February 2014
S The Hop. ‘Gdﬁﬁél“ucpe Trevino, Hidalgo County Sheriff Audit of Chapter 59 Asset Forfeiture Audit Report by Law
) Enforcement Agency for Year Ended December 31, 2013;
E Audit No. 2014-02
juerra, Hidalgo County Sheriff Review of Sheriff’s Bond Trust Fund Balance Sheets For the
5 Months of January 2014 through February 2014
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RBC Manufacturing Corporation

2013 RBC Manufacturing Corporation Tax Abatement;
Project No. 2014-17

Joe Vera III, City Manager, City of Hidalgo

Tax Increment Reinvestment Zone No. 1, Hidalgo, Texas;
Report No. 2014-15

Oscar Ramirez, City Manager, City of Donna

Reinvestment Zone No. 2, Donna, Texas; River Crossing
Report No. 2014-17

Luciano Ozuna, Jr., City Manager, City of Alamo

Tax Increment Reinvestment Zone No. 1, Alamo, Texas;
Report No. 2014-19

Martin Garza, Jr., City Manager, City of Mission

Tax Increment Reinvestment Zone No. 1, Mission, Texas;
Report No. 2014-19

Oscar Cuellar, Jr., City Manager, City of Penitas

Tax Increment Reinvestment Zone No. 1, Penitas, Texas;
Report No. 2014-21

Richard Garcia, City Manager, City of Mercedes

Reinvestment Zone No. 1, Mercedes, Texas;
Report No. 2014-22

Ramiro Garza, Jr., City Manager, City of Edinburg

Reinvestment Zone No. 1, Edinburg, Texas; The Shoppes;
Report No. 2014-24

Fred Sandoval, City Manager, City of Pharr

Tax Increment Reinvestment Zone No. 1, Pharr, Texas;
Report No. 2014-24

Wilfredo Mata, City Manager, City of La Villa

Tax Increment Reinvestment Zone No. 1, La Villa, Texas;
Report No. 2014-25

Ramiro Garza, Jr., City Manager, City of Edinburg

Reinvestment Zone No. 3, Edinburg, Texas; La Sienna
Project; Report No. 2014-25

Jorge Arcaute, City Manager, City of Alton

Tax Increment Reinvestment Zone No. 1, Alton, Texas;
Report No. 2014-27

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Respectfully,

HIDALGO COUNTY DISTRICT JUDGES

J. R "BOBBY" FLORES
JUDGE, 139MD.C.

ROSE GUERRA REYNA
JUDGE, 206™D.C,

JUANR. PARTIDA
JUDGE, 275M D.C,

MARIO E. RAMIREZ, JR.

NOE GONZALEZ

JUDGE, 370 D.C.
OVERSEER

LETICIA LOPEZ
JUDGE, 389%D.C.

AIDA SALINAS FLORES
JUDGE, 398™ D.C.

ISRAEL RAMON, JR.

JUDGE, 33240 D.C. JUDGE, 430" D.C.

JESSE CONTRERAS
JUDGE, 4437 D.C.



Prepared By: Crystal P.

Date: 04/11/14

Hidalgo County Clerk
Monthly Report
For the Month Ended January 31, 2014

Fee Account $ 324,125.04
Criminal Court Cost $ 177,054.26
Civil/Probate Court Cost $ 240,042.01
Total January 2014 Collections $ 741,221.31




COUNTY CLERK MONTHLY FEE REPORT

JANUARY
2014
~+**COUNTY CLERK FEE ACCOUNT****
PG

RECORDING FEES/LGC118.013,118.011,212.004,BCC36.10..............
MARRIAGE LICENSES/LGC118.018 (TOTAL).... !

$121‘666_00% 2.3 1S
$9.695.00 2.5

STATE COMPTROLLER )
MARRIAGE LICENSE e e sregsss # Elled 1LY - . — J $9,570.00 A X 1 X% ,)(b
BIRTH CERTIFICATES . # Filed 277 ; / 343880 [AX ) X 2_ ,
BIRTH DSHS ... #Filed B2 R 113, -
DECLARATION OF INFORMAL MARRIAGE ... #Flled 10 Wi Af) :&25%& 2" XS ot
UCC-FINANCING STATEMENTS/BCC9.403... - $1,353.00
EARLY CHILHOOD DONATION . . /$10.00 ny ?

VITAL STATISTICS/LGC 118.015........ccccciiiiice

CERTIFIED COPIESILGC 118.014......ooocccc $10,794.941] X2 3 %5

RETURNED CHECK CHARGE/LGC 118.0215 $10.004 K xS
REFUNDS. ..c.correcrrecce oo somsoreo /5104825 AKX 534S
BEER & WINE PERMITS/ABC 61.31... so 00

PRINTER FEES/ABC 61.38.......

RECEIVED ON ACCOUNT. oo $47, 037 ooaA xz XS /

RCRDS MGMT & PRESERVATION PRGMILGC 118.0216........ . . $84,090.004 %
DIGITAL IMAGE FEES . 7 $2.687.721
CC RECORDS ARCHIVES FEE LGC 118.025. ... ....cocoooor coovrivciien  $79.142.00, T LA

COURTHOUSE SECURITY FUND/LGC 291.008..
VITAL ARCHIVE FEE HSC 191.0045(h).............

/ $8,082.00A ,xl '))LD/
J $950.00 ,)q; S

OVERASHORT).....ooonrirrreercerimssesiessains s . ’ $6.00
INTEREST EARNED.. . A $0.00
ADJUSTMENTS... $0.00 i, ;
TOTAL CHARGES AND COLLECTIONS... T $376,876.97 xS K- 1
LESS: J
CHARGES ON ACCOUNT......oooiinicisrienanniins R S e L s $51,586.22 A X3 - 4
TOTAL DEPOSITED INBANK.....cooccoovvrmmmmrinerian: $325,290.75
A
LESS:
PRINTERS FEES/ABC 61.38......0vv0vucevoceussssnesssssons sosissssesienss sossssssnssiness sossstssisnsssinnss oees $0.00
BIRTH DSHS $113.46A [ 7
$1.046.25M X3-20 ;X L.7
OVERASHORT)...oveonemvereiviresscersiccnssnien e S SRS SRR RS S $6.00
SUBTOTAL $1,165.71
A
DUE TO TREASURER ...cc..cnvuoniimssmsvsnisssino $324,125.04 X35 /
A
DISTRIBUTION:
COUNTY CLERK FEES.....oocorcreeessmcosenrn e e 1TO03DA%00020000  $138,969.72V F&'LJ
EARLY CHILDHOOOD DONATION $10.00W0
INTEREST EARNED......cocivitiiieiiiiiricieesiiissseissmesiaeassaasssiapones e bsbeisensanasansnasnsssassases 1100-361-11-000-008-0-000 $0.00
RCRDS MGMT & PRESERVATION PRGRMILGC 118.0216.... rerretse e eapeirsseantos 1237-341-10-180-000-0-000 $84,090.00\A X [XQ/J
DIGITAL IMAGE FEES 1100-341-10-180-013.-0-000 $2687.72W K Y X'L\/
CC RECORDS ARCHIVE FEE LGC 118.025........ oo coviinnnienns sreneananes ereeriis eee s 1100-341-10-180-005-0-000 $79,142.00A A .XZ\/
COURTHOUSE SECURITY FUND/LGC 291.008.......ccc...  wooe . 1260-341-10-180.001-0-000 $6,082.00W K )t 2/
COMPTR OF PUBLIC ACCTS-MARR FEES (MONTHLY)LGC 118.022(a)........... ... 1100.207-20-000-040.0-000 $9,570.00/A X*) %
COMPTR OF PUBLIC ACCTS-BIRTH/DEATH CERT (QUARTERLY)/LGC 118. 015(b)... 1100-207-20.000-039-0-000 $498.60 A% )% 134 i/
COMPTR OF PUBLIC ACCTS-DECLARATION OF INFORMAL MARRIAGE/LGC 118. ozz(a) ..... 1100-207-20-000-041-0-000 5125004 X 3 X%
PRESERVATION OF VITAL STATISTICS HSC 181.0045(h)... oo eaEirren e . 1100-341-10-180.010-0-000 $950.004 A5 W2
DISTRIBUTION TOTAL: $0.00 $324,125.04
COUNTY AUDITOR'S FORM: ARS-CC-002, PART | A
REVISED 2004
PREPARED BY:
APPROVAL:
HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR'S OFFICE
APPROVED BY: _{ 4y
Al it T
DATE: 2, ‘\{.J,LI /20 /18
2/6/2014 B:30 AM



HIDALGO COUNTY CLERK
CRIMINAL COURT COST
FOR THE MONTH OF JANUARY 2014

LY

County Clerk/CCP102.005,LGC118.052 LGC118.015 ..........
Shenff/CCP 102.011 .
2!50’10‘ Attomey/CCP 102 008...
ines/LGC 113.004 ..
Trial Fees/CCP 102. 003
Stenographer/GC 25.11021...
Crim.Just Plan.Fd /CCP 102. 051 MISD @ s s DO @ $10.00...
LEO.S.E/GC415082 .. MISD (@ $1.00.02$1.50,@$3.50...
Comp. To Victims Of Crime Fd./CCP 56.55 MISD @$3.00, @55 OO
@$10.00, @$12.50, @$15.00, @$35.00 (CVC)...
Arrest Fees - State Agency/CCP 102,011

.. 1100-341-10-180-002-0-000
.. 1100-342-10-180-001-0-000
.. 1100-341-10-180-008-0-000
#1200-351-10-180-000-0-000
1100-341-10-180-006-0-000
1100-341-10-180-0068-0-000

.. 1100-207-20-000-003-0-000
.. 1100-207-20-000-011-0-000

1100-207-20-000-017-0-000

DPS. MISD @ $3.00, @$5.00, @$12.00, @$35.00........ .. 1100-207-20-000-019-0-000

TABC. MISD @ $3 00, @$5 00, @$12.00, @$35.00.... .. 1100-207-20-000-020-0-000
EFCC State-Elec Filing Fes GC 61.851 1100-207-20-000-072-0-000
TPW Armrest Fees TPW 1100-207-20-000-021-0-000
Jury Service Fee/CCP102.0045.. ik 1100-207-20-000-053-0-000
Jury - County Clerk/CCP102. L S U S ee e tie b H e et R o 1100-341-10-180-008-0-000
Jud. & Crt. Personnel Tr. Fd. 1GC58, 001 MISD @ $100.. 1100-207-20-000-027-0-000
Crime Stoppers Assistance Fund/CCP102.013....... ... 1100-207-20-000-014-0-000
State General Revenue/CCP102.015......... ...........  MISD @ $2.50. A —— ... 1100-207-20-000-010-0-000
Comp. Rehab Fund/CCP 102,081 MISD @ $5.00, @ $25.00 .........ocoiiimmiiminimi .. 1100-207-20-000-008-0-000
Braath Alcohol Testing/CCP102018 ... 1100-207-20-000-006-0-000

County Records Mgmt Preservation/CCP102 005/.GC203
Records Management Preservation - CC/CCP102.0051.GC203 . R e L e A A R e e iy
Courthouse Secunty Fund/LGC 291.007 MISD ¢ $1.00. @ $3. OO @ 35 00 ;

1238-341-20-180-001-0-000
.. 1237-341-10-180-000-0-000
1241-341-10-180-001-0-000

Judictal Fund/Criminal CC Stat./GC51.702.. #Cases ﬂg 1 1100-207-20-000-046-0-000
Consolidatred Court Cost{(CCC) CCP 102, 075 MISD A, B @ 840 00 @ 1100-207-20-000-015-0-000
Fugitive Apprehension Fund (FA)/CCP 102.018 @ $500 1100-207-20-000-008-0-000
Correctional Management Institute (CMI).... S R oA .. 1100-207-20-000-029-0-000
County Technology Fund/CCP102.0169 1255-341-10-180-000-0-000
DDCF-Drug Court Fund/CCP Art.102.0178 GC Art.102 0215@550 1100-207-20-000-058-0-000
DNA TESTING FEE /CCP 102.020... 1100-207-20-000-030-0-000
Juvenile Crime & Delinquency(JCD)lCCP 102 75(m) @ so 25.. 1100-207-20-000-007-0-000
Pre-Trial Intervention Program / CCP 102.0121 1225-341-10-080-000-0-000
Time Payment/GC 133.103 ¢ $12.50. 1100-207-20-000-005-0-000

Time Payment/GC 133.103 @ $10.00 Apompnétlon
Time Payment/GC 133.103 @ $2.50 Admin. Of Jusﬂca y
Juvenile Delinquency Prevention Fund/CCP 102.0171 (Gmfﬁu Eradncaﬂon} ......

1100-341-10-180-002-0-000
1100-341-10-180-003-0-000
1240-341-10-180-001-0-000

DelinGuant Fae / CCP 103.0031 (D). ... .vcoouiiirrarees rmamsas s pes s sas st s s bnd e S48 R SRR L R 1100-202-00-000-004-0-000
Local Transaction Fee/CCP.Ar. 102, 072 1100-341-10-180-004-0-000
EMS Truama Fund/CCP102.0185 1100-207-20-000-038-0-000

Public Defense Attomey/CCP26
SJFCALGC133.105, GC102.022...

{Couﬂ Ordered Resmuﬁon} 1100-351-20-180-001-0-000

.. 1100-341-10-180-012-0-000

SJFSACG133.105, GC102.022... . 1100-207-20-000-054-0-000
IDRAGC Sec.133.107 1100-207-20-000-059-0-000
Child Safety/CCP 102.01 @ 20.00 ... 1100-341-10-080-005-0-000
Constable/CCP 102.011 .............. 1100-342-10-291-000-0-000

Failure to Appear-Court / Transponauon Code 706 OOB(a)

Failure to Appear-State / Transportation Code 706.008(a)

Fallure to Appear-Vendor / Transponaﬂon Code 708, 006(5}

Scoffaw Fee/ TC 502.010...
SUBTOTAL COURT COSTS

1100-341-10-180-016-0-000
1400-207-20-000-066-0-000
1100-202-00-000-019-0-000

Refunds on Probats, etc. .

1100-341-10-140-0651-0-000

Attomey Ad Litem FaeleP RULE 3083
OVER

SUBTOTAL ...

TOTAL COUNTY CLERK COLLECT&ONS

" (SHORT)

PREPARED BY.

_ 5926052W VY x /

53256341!\\5? hAY
57605111 X ,m
557295 17|,\x X | )XV/

$0.00

$208.401A X RN v
S$20.00 1A X }V)X"V
LY Ko

;915502\5( YR xEY
X 5Kev

5522478 UX A ey

71T VAR U
gk L3R

$3,448.
V\)\. ) ,«.@)X‘b v

|3

$19,213.

§y§’g

580754 >q ;up v
$8.201
§z4 X?l\«

szsoooooy\x Xl,}‘a'
$2.682. 751\ X | )Up

—al) 480

__$__
$1,806.00 A X )w;\/
sa71417[\x )Up_,)lﬂ\/
$12,47T456 A y - xo
$138.061 X | o
s1z4oo4y\>‘)x_ v
LS y,m,"*"

5122.;:_\(\ :
$611.731A
$183.

$6.14
$177,080.40 A7-*

-

APPROVAL:

HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR'S OFFICE
APPROVED BY: (Af -

DATE: 3[4 AFYITY
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Prepared By: Crystal P.

Date: 04/14/14

Hidalgo County Clerk
Monthly Report
For the Month Ended February 28, 2014

Fee Account $ 345,651.04
Criminal Court Cost $ 273,081.32
Civil/Probate Court Cost $ 214,457.07
Total February 2014 Collections $ 833,189.43 ‘/




Prepared By: Crystal P.[ #\ !
Date:  04/11/14 «/

Hidalgo County Clerk
Monthly Report
For the Month Ended February 28, 2014

Fee Account $ 345,651.04
Criminal Court Cost $ 273,081.32
Civil/Probate Court Cost $ 2,0§78707ﬁ
Total February 2014 Collections $ 82451043



COUNTY CLERK MONTHLY FEE REPORT

FEBRUARY
2014
"“COUNFTP;&LERK FEE ACCOUNT*™*

RECORDING FEES/LGC118.013,118.011,212.004,BCC36.10............... ... G A e 511270800 AA JX e
MARRIAGE LICENSES/LGC118.018 (TOTAL). .. e ———c $15,852.50 A AQ ;1@
STATE COMPTROLLER

MARRIAGE LICENSE 7 $15,690.00 U A, }.3 Ko

BIRTH CERTIFICATES v $74340 WX Xa )Xb
BIRTH DSHS st ve S / 395.15“F

DECLARATION OF INFORMAL MARRIAGE $162.50 A0
UCC-FINANCING STATEMENTS/BCC9.403... $666.00 fa' ‘o
EARLY CHILHOOD DONATION v $25.00M a wilo

VITAL STATISTICS/LGC 118.015........covvinreciiinns
CERTIFIED COPIES/LGC 118.014......
RETURNED CHECK CHARGE/LGC 118.0215......

$9, 914 44»&@":19 -
/8, 3sa somﬁfg 3—2\—;‘3},&0
r o~

BEER & WINE PERMITS/ABC 61.31...
PRINTER FEES/ABC 61.38...

i $O 00

-

RECEIVED ON ACCOUNT... T . $59,061.20 4 lag
RCRDS MGMT & PRESERVATION PRGM/LGC 118.0216.......... ~ $87,640.00W X5 A
DIGITALIMAGEFEES e v $2.389.04 W% ,-@ 5
CC RECORDS ARCHIVES FEE LGC 198.025... .. w..oovviivriivee ooeeiteiiossins seresssmmsssene oesats oesesses oo /582,511, oon
COURTHOUSE SECURITY FUNDILGC 294.008.....cccooevrmense oo  $8,290, oon lU
VITAL ARCHIVE FEE HSC 191.0045(h)... /$1,296.004 L
OVER/(SHORT).... i v $2.50M, x.
INTEREST EARNED... $0.00
ADJUSTMENTS .....eoceieiere e $0.00
TOTAL CHARGES AND COLLECTIONS................... T $398.415.24 Y2\ pe-1
LESS:
CHARGES ON ACCOUNT........ooooooooiiirirniiansninn /_$51,308.04 X3 -4
TOTAL DEPOSITED INBANK..........oocoiioraenenn $347.107.20
LESS:
PRINTERS FEES/ABC B1.38...oooeooeooooeoooeosoeoeoeoevas covreessesssriesies saveeissesssesss soosssssrssississss soseeiisieeies $0.00
BIRTH DSHS $95.16VA K2
REFUNDS $1,358.50 W3 %3-2.\-\‘/
OVER/(SHORT)...... — $2.50 W K3V
SUBTOTAL $1.456.18 A\@ %
A
DUE TO TREASURER........coomvcmmmmicinsiiceecess e 5345,651.04 X\p
A
DISTRIBUTION:
COUNTY CLERK FEES.......ocooiiiiieriinniresamsmisssnnsnnnessans rverrerereesens eevessaensensennenn seneseressaces. 1900-341-10-180-002-0-000 $146,904. 10‘4 X /
EARLY CHILDHOOD DONATION. . 1. v oo cveeteeeiesvansesseseavases e ses s aesses st eissee s ses s s asi s 325 oo AX AL
INTEREST EARNED . ......coiviiiiiiiniirsieiiresansssesansmemasnsans srassesesssniossssnssssasanss : 1100-361-11.000-006-0-000
RCRDS MGMT & PRESERVATION PRGRM/LGC 118.0216....  .ccooeieeene 1227.341-10-180.0000-000 $87, sao oovw. a%
DIGITAL IMAGE FEES 1100-341-0-180-013-0-000 $2,389.04 7% ¥ v
CC RECORDS ARCHIVE FEE LGC 118.025........ cosvovooorn —omerroesees someess 1400-341-10-180.005.0.000 $82,511.00Vd 37‘7/
COURTHOUSE SECURITY FUND/LGC 291.008... \v 1241-341-10-180-001-0-000 $8,290.00 “ z“/
COMPTR OF PUBLIC ACCTS-MARR FEES (MONTHLYJLGC 118.022(@)......... oo, 1100-207-20.000.040-0-000 $15,690.00 Vo & ,M.n/
COMPTR OF PUBLIC ACCTS-BIRTH/IDEATH CERT (QUARTERLY)/LGC 118.015(b).... 1100-207-20.000.039.0.000 $743.40 v
COMPTR OF PUBLIC ACCTS-DECLARATION OF INFORMAL MARRIAGE/LGC 118. ozZ(a) 1100-207-20.000.041.0-000 $162.50 Vi y
PRESERVATION OF VITAL STATISTICS HSC 191.0045(h)... e ... 1100.341-10-180.0100.000 $1,296.00 Vv‘& ) 1
DISTRIBUTION TOTAL: $0.00 $345,651.04
COUNTY AUDITOR'S FORM: ARS-CC-002, PART | ~
REVISED 2004
PREFARED BY: % e , 03/07/14
DATE
APPROVAL: 03/07/14
DATE
HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR'S OFFICE
APPROVED BY: 9|
DATE: 3| 20|14 VAR
31/6/2014 1:51 PM



HIDALGO COUNTY CLERK
CRIMINAL COURT COST
FOR THE MONTH OF FEBRUARY 2014

County Clerk/CCP102.005LGC118.052 LGC118.015 ........ .
SherifffCCP 102.011 ............
District Attomey/CCP 102.008.,
Fines/LGC 113.004 ..........
Triat Fees/CCP 102.003
Stenographer/GC 25.11021...
Cnm.Just.Plan.Fd /CCP 102 051 MISD @ $5 00 @ s1o 00..
L E O.S E/GC415 082 .. MISD (@ $1.00.M$150.@$3 50... . .
Comp. To Victims Of Crime Fd./CCP 56.65 MISD @$3 00, @55 o0
@%$10.00, [£512.50, @$15.00, @$35.00 (CVC]...

Amrest Fees - State Agency/CCP 102.011

DPS MISD @ $3.00, @$5.00, @$12.00, @$35.00... ... ....ocoee

TABC. MISD @ $3.00, @55 00, @$12.00, @$3500.......... ..
EFCC State-Elec Filing Fee GC 51.851
TPW Arrest Fees TPW
Jury Service Fee/CCP102.0045..
Jury - County Clerk/CCP102. 004
Jud. & Crt. Personnel Tr. Fd. IGC56 001 MISD @ $1 00
Crime Stoppers Assistance Fund/CCP102.013..

State General Revenue/CCP102.015... ........ MlSD @ 52 50

Comp. Rehab Fund/CCP 102.081 MISD @ $5. 00 @ $25.00 .

Breath Alcohol Testing/CCP102.016 ..............

County Records Mgmt Preservation/CCP102.0051.GC203

Records Management Praservation - CC/CCP102.005/.GC203 ..

Courthouse Security Fund/LGC 291.007 MISD @ $1.00. @ $3. 00 (m 55 00

Judicial Fund/Criminal CC StBL/GCSE1.702..........o oo

Consolidatred Court Cost(CCC) CCP 102.075 MISD A.B @ $40.00/C @ $17.00

Fugitive Apprehension Fund (FA)/CCP 102.018 @ $5 00

Correctional Management Institute (CMI)... e e amm s A

County Technology Fund/CCP102.0169

DDCF-Drug Court Fund/CCP Art. 1020178 GC Art 102.0215@$50

DNA TESTING FEE /CCP 102.020.......

Juvenile Crime & Dellnquency(JCD}lCCP 102 75{m) @ SO 25

Pre-Triat Intervention Program / CCP 102.0121

Time Payment/GC 133.103 ¢ $1250... e

Time Payment/GC 133.103 @ $10,00 Appronriauon ......

Time Payment/GC 133.103 @ $2.50 Admin. Of Justice .. A R S

Juvenile Delinquency Prevention Fund/CCP 102.0171 {Grafﬁtl Emdlcauun} ..... ;

Delinquent Fee / CCP 103.0031 (b}... e

Local Transaction Fee/CCP.Ar.102 072

EMS Truama Fund/CCP102.0185

Public Defense Attomay/CCP26

SJFCALGC133.106, GC102.022.......

SJFSALCG133.105, GC102.022.......

IDR/LGC Sec.133.107

Child Safety/CCP 102.01 @20.00 ..........cooovviniinnns

Constable/CCP 102.011

Failure to Appear-Court / Transportation Code 706.006(a)

Failure to Appear-State / Transportation Code 706.006(a)

Failure to Appear-Vendor / Transponatlun Code 7086. 006(&)

Scofflaw Fee/ TC 502.010... e b
SUBTOTAL COURT COSTS

(Court Ordered Restitution)

Refunds on Probate, etc. .. ..

Attomey Ad Litem FsesICP RULE 3085 R
OVER (SHORT)
SUBTOTAL .,

TOTAL COUNTY CLERK COLLECTIONS

PREPARED BY:

IRISELA MCNAMER

#

APPROVAL /

COUNTY CLERK

HiDALGO COUNTY AUDITC\‘R'S OFFICE

\PPROVED
DATE: 324 M EEEIR

1100-341-10-180-002-0-000
1100-342-10-180-001-0-000

.. 1100-341-10-180-008-0-000

1200-351-10-180-000-0-000
1100-341-10-180-008-0-000
1100-341-10-180-0068-0-000

.. 1100-207-20-000-003-0-000

1100-207-20-000-011-0-000

R e
1 100-207-20-000-0!73&000

. 1100-207-20-000-018-0-000

1100-207-20-000-02003000
1100-207-20-000-0
1100-207-20-000-02
1100-207-20-000-053-0-000

. 1100-341-10-18f
1100-207-20—008:8‘2)%

1100-207-20-000-014-0-000
1100-207-20-000-010-8-0§0

| 10&207-ng
1100-207-2

1238-341-20-180-001-3.000

.. 1237-341-10-180-000-0-009

1241-341-10-180-001-0-000

319 1100-207-20-000-046-0-000

1100-207-20-000-015-0400
1100-207-20-000-008-0-000

.. 1100-207-20-000-029-0-000

1255-341-10-180-000-0-000
1100-207-20-000-058-0-000
1100-207-20-000-030-0-000
1100-207-20-000-007-0-000
1225-341-10-080-000-0-000
1100-207-20-000-005-0-000
1100-341-10-180-002-0-000
1100-341-10-180-003-0-000
1240-341-10-180-001-0-000

... 1100-202-00-000-004-0-000

1100-341-10-180-004-0-000
4100-207-20-000-038-0-000
1100-351-20-180-001-0-000

... 1100-341-10-180-012-0-000
.. 1100-207-20-000-054-0-000

1100-207-20-000-058-0-000
1100-341-10-080-005-0-000
1100-342-10-291-000-0-000
1100-341-10-180-016-0-000
1100-207-20-000-066-0-000
1100-202-00-000-019-0-000

1100-341-10-140-051-0-000

W 03/0714

§4,8

$13.13250 A X 5 Alp

$4,772.07 A X",
$8,214.21 AR
510418857“ 5 y,\
56577 ae !4 b4 SXe
§ooo

GIEETHLY SPAPYS
) Z2rse 570750 A% 5 A
X)X

’:3@& % e A8

. $65.76
—= 50 y\x)x’v N

.28
$27,152.96
88
70

$1,2

§1,889.93

DATE

03/07/14

DATE

527 1.32
A

s17z 44 nYY
547 oo!\)((n

$219 44
$573.30076 A 1-
N
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Prepared By: _ Crystal P. (#¥

Date: 04/23/14

Hidalgo County Clerk
Monthly Report
For the Month Ended March 31, 2014

Fee Account $ 402,868.32 Y
Criminal Court Cost $ 205,657.50 /
Civil/Probate Court Cost $  213222.01/
Total March 2014 Collections $ 821,747.83 5\




COUNTY CLERK MONTHLY FEE REPORT

"""'COUNT& &liRK FEE ACCOUNT™™

$140,732.000A XT,X3

RECORDING FEES/LGC118.013,118.011,212.004,8CC386.10
MARRIAGE LICENSES/LGC118.018 (TOTAL)........... o $1543250\ X2.°%) 5
STATE COMPTROLLER

MARRIAGE LICENSE v/ $15270.00 A )& AT XS

BIRTH CERTIFICATES J 3729 oov\ ,)\'L ‘:NS

———BIRTH-DSHS

DECLARATION OF INFORMAL MARRIAGE # Filed VAR 4 $162. 5o x X1} B '
UCC-FINANCING STATEMENTS/BCCS.403 $1 ,327.00“
EARLY CHILHOOD DONATION e / $2000 \X" ,)’(!L YS
VITAL STATISTICS/LGC 118.015... R
CERTIFIED GOPIES/LGC 118.014..... $13.255.82M X 1) XS
RETURNED CHECK CHARGELGC 118.0215......occ.ccvrcrne U $30.00AXT 3 X
REFUNDS /5936.004X2 S

30 00

BEER & WINE PERMITS/ABC 61.31.....ccooccnnriernrnnnes

PRINTER FEES/ABC 61.38

RECEIVED ON ACCOUNT

RCRDS MGMT & PRESERVATION PRGMILGC 118.0216
DIGITAL IMAGE FEES

CC RECORDS ARCHIVES FEE LGC 118.025..... .c.votiiiriinns orrivmmeneeis ceeeneinnininns

COURTHOUSE SECURITY FUND/LGC 291.008
VITAL ARCHIVE FEE HSC 191.0045(h)..................

OVER/(SHORT)
INTEREST EARNED...
ADJUSTMENTS...

el CHARGES AND COLLECT|0NS P SISO I N

LESS:

CHARGES ON ACCOUNT.

TOTAL DEPOSITED IN BANK..........coovrenicanns

LESS:

PRINTERS FEES/ABC 61.38

BIRTH DSHS
REFUNDS

OVER/(SHORT)
SUBTOTAL

DUE TO TREASURER

DISTRIBUTION:
COUNTY CLERK FEES

EARLY CHILDHOOD DONATION. . soseoeiosinoes oo see e see e

INTEREST EARNED

+ee» 1100-341-10-180-002-0-000
.. 1100-207-20-000-074-0-000
1100-381-11-000-008-0-000

RCRDS MGMT & PRESERVATION PRGRM/LGC 118.0216....
DIGITAL IMAGE FEES

CC RECORDS ARCHIVE FEELGC 118.025........ .o cooivioriens ecrcemmtcninns cinseasssce

1237-341-10-180-000-0-000
1100-341-10-180-013-0-000
+. 1100-341-10-180-005-0-000
1241-341-10-180-001-0-000

COURTHOUSE SECURITY FUND/LGC 291.008 5

COMPTR OF PUBLIC ACCTS-MARR FEES (MONTHLY)/LGC 118.022(a)............
COMPTR OF PUBLIC ACCTS-BIRTH/DEATH CERT (QUARTERLY)LGC 118.015(b)......
COMPTR OF PUBLIC ACCTS-DECLARATION OF INFORMAL MARRIAGE/LGC 118. 022(&) ......

PRESERVATION OF VITAL STATISTICS HSC 191.0045(h)...

DISTRIBUTION TOTAL:
COUNTY AUDITOR'S FORM: ARS-CC-002, PART |

1100-207-20-000-040-0-000
1100-207-20-000-039-0-000
1100-207-20-000-041-0-000
.» 1100-341-10-180-010-0-000

REVISED 2004
PREPARED BY: T™™e 04/07/14
MARY C R DEP CYERK DATE
APPROVAL: o 04/07/14
JARTURO GUAJARDO, JR. coyﬁv CLERK DATE
HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR'S OFFICE
APPROVED BY: b
DATE: Y| QIM {716/

4/7/2014

/ $103,0000011 ¥

4 s70, 9oo 50|AX7-
i‘L I¥YS
7/ 52812800 % ;X‘L ,xS
v $98,834.00M ¥ 4

v 3992400“)( x

ZE 01 LY 8 Y4y him

/ $1,340,00 A¥ 4
/ $5.50 lAX'f x%"

$0.00

$0.00
$474,335.80 XZ ‘\d 1

/. $70501.80 A X 3-44
$403,894.00
A
$0.00
/ $84.18W. %7

7/ $936.00LA X 2°
/ $550W K2’

)B-'Lﬁ

$1,025.68
A
$402,868.32 XS
A
/$171,176.02W ¥
/ $2000A ¥
$0.00
/$103,000.00
/ 5261280
v $98,634.00\%
7 $9,924.00
v $15.270.00MA ¥
v $729.00A %
v $162.50 ¥
/ $1,340.00A%
$0.00 $402,868.32
A
10:08 AM

A

HOLIONY ALNNOY



HIDALGO COUNTY CLERK
CRIMINAL COURT COST
FOR THE MONTH OF MARCH 2014

B

County Clerk/CCP102.005,LGC118.052,LGC118.015 .......... " IR, . ... 1100-341-10-180-002-0-000

Shenfl/CCP 102.011 ............ . 1100-342-10-180-001-0-000
District Atomey/CCP 102.008...............coovimimie s 1100-341-10-180-008-0-000

Fines/LGC 113.004 ........... 1200-351-10-180-000-0-000
Trial Fees/CCP 102.003... 1100-341-10-180-008-0-000
Stenogrepher/GC 25.1 102f 1100-341-10-180-006-0-000

Crim.Just.Plan.Fd./CCP 102.051 MISD @ $ 5.00, @ $10. 00...
LE.O.S.E/GCA415.082 .. MISD @@ $1.00,0051.50,M$3.50...
Comp. To Victims Of Crime Fd./CCP 58.55 MISD @$3.00. @35 00

1100-207-20-000-003-0-000
1100-207-20-000-011-0-000

@$10.00, @$12.50, @$15.00, @$35.00 (CVC)... T U T 1100-207-20-000-017-0-000
Arrest Fees - State Agency/CCP 102011
DP.S MISD @ $3.00, @$5.00, @$12.00, @$35.00... i 1100-207-20-000-018-0-000
TABC. MISD @ $3.00, @$5.00, @$12.00, @$35.00... 1100-207-20-000-020-0-000
EFCC State-Elec Filing Fee GC §1.851 1100-207-20-000-072-0-000
TPW Amest Fees TPW 1100-207-20-000-021-0-000
Jury Service Fee/CCP102.0045.. sl R A 3R B e SR S AP s AR A s n e man P AT . 1100-207-20-000-053-0-000

Jury - County Clerk/CCP102. 004 -

Jud. & Cnt. Personnel Tr. Fd./GC56.001 MISD @ S1 00..
Crime Stoppers Assistance Fund/CCP102013.. ...
State General Revenue/CCP102.015... 5 M1$D tm $2 50

... 1100-341-10-180-008-0-000
1100-207-20-000-027-0-000
.. 1100-207-20-000-014-0-000

1100-207-20-000-010-0-000
Comp. Rehab Fund/CCP 102.081 MISD @ 35 00, @ $25.00 . ; Rap—— — - coeersenees. 1100-207-20-000-008-0-000
Breath Alcohol Testing/CCP102.016 ........... 1100-207-20-000-006-0-000
County Racords Mgmt Preservation/CCP1 02.0051.GC203 1238-341-20-180-001-0-000

Records Management Preservation - CC/CCP102.0051.GC203 ..
Courthouse Security Fund/LGC 281.007 MISD @ $1.00, @ $3 00 an S5 00

.. 1237-341-10-180-000-0-000
1241-341-10-180-001-0-000

Judicial Fund/Criminal CC Stat/GCE1.702........c.owiuimmmeimmsiaeriesiiss s .. #Cases 259 1100-207-20-000-046-0-000
Consolidatred Court Cost{CCC) CCP 102.075 MISD A,B @ $40.00/C @ $17. oo.. y 1100-207-20-000-015-0-000
Fugitive Apprehension Fund (FA)CCP 102.018 @ $5.00 1100-207-20-000-009-0-000
Correctional Management Institute (CMI)..... et et ettt e erars s seearane e ee 1100-207-20-000-029-0-000
County Technology Fund/CCP102.0169 1255-341-10-180-000-0-000
DDCF-Drug Court Fund/CCP Art.102.0178 GC Art.102.021 5@350 1100-207-20-000-058-0-000
DNA TESTING FEE /CCP 102.020... A S A YRS PSR TE 1100-207-20-000-030-0-000
Juvenile Crime & Dallnquency(JCD)ICCP 102 75{m) @ SD 25 1100-207-20-000-007-0-000
Pre-Trial Intervention Program / CCP 102.0121 1225-341-10-080-000-0-000
Time Payment/GC 133.103 @@ $12.50.. 1100-207-20-000-005-0-000

Time Payment/GC 133.103 @ $10.00 Approorla-iion ;
Time Payment/GC 133.103 @ $2.50 Admin. Of Justics...

1100-341-10-180-002-0-000
1100-341-10-180-003-0-000

X3 X\ X
iﬁy\\’-’f;v
’ﬂﬁ e

3l8
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Juvenile Delinquency Prevention Fund/CCP 102.0171 [G 1240-341-10-180-001-0-000 0.00

Delinquent Fee / CCP 103.0031 (b)... AL IR RO e Sa e DDA GR IR I N oe 9 e vms a0y me s sdiivks o S TSEARRRI AT 1100-202-00-000-004-0-000 .80 A

Local Transaction Fea/CCP.Art.102. 072 1100-341-10-180-004-0-000 ./ $1,930.84 Y

EMS Truama Fund/CCP1020185 e : R R 63 e 555 1100-207-20-000-038-0-000 v/ $10,684.18 X XA

Public Defense Attomey/CCP26 (Court Ordered Restitution) 1100-351-20-180-001-0-000  v____$17,141.28 “ Y xtt

SJFCILGC133.105, GC102 022, ; R TS PR R ..... 1100-341-10-180-012-0-000 V4 $16 _U_\A§ N 4

SUFSMLCG133.105, GCA02.022.. ... .o oooieeesoenes st e et est it s e oo s A s retoeeereess. 1100-207-20-000-054-0-000 - of___$1 45:_.LR ;xv

IDRALGC Sec.133.107 1100-207-20-000-069-0-000 Vv $53493 A X - xv"x,%

Child Safety/CCP 102.01 @ 20.00 ... 5 e 1100-341-10-080-005-0-000 !

Constable/CCP 102.011 . i T A SRR 1100-342-10-291-000-0-000

Failure to Appear-Couanmnsponauon Code 706 006{3) 1100-341-10-180-016-0-000 ,Z 5269.77 V\X ',W

Failure to Appear-State / Transportation Code 706.006(a) 1100-207-20-000-068-0-000 133173 W 9 Y8 '/!“

Failure to Appear-Vendor / Transportation Code 706.006(a) 1100-202-00-000-019-0-000 9 Ye

Scofflew Fee/ TC 502.010... 1100-341-10-140-051-0-000 ; []xb

State Traffic Fee 1100-207-20-000-035-0-000 X e

Additional Court Costa 1100-341-10-180-008-0-000 X 4 X

Moving Violation Fee 1100-207-20-000-061-0-000 $5.19 2

SUBTOTAL COURT COSTS.... $205,657.50 ,

A

Refunds on Probate, etC. .......cccvmiiae e

Attomey Ad Litem FeeleP RULE 3083 ........................

VAR Y1 O i
: 5000

OVER (SHORT) e ($0.00)

SUBTOTAL 1..oovovoioveeesasismsner s scisnscesrs $109.00

TOTAL COUNTY CLERK COLLECTIONS ... _$205.766.50 x\\
A Vv

PREPARED BY: QN/M:QQM N Y oa07/14

IRISELA MCNAMER DATE
APPROVAL: 04/07/14
COUNTY CLERK DATE

HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR'S OFFICE
APPROVED BY: (
DATEM] lo]14 TS

X
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Prepared By: _ Abigail Gb\(/{
Date: 04/08/14

Hidalgo County Tax Office
Collections Summary
For the Month ended January 31, 2014

Hidalgo County Tax Collections 64,418,858.02 v M1
Administrative Fees Collected 3,928.78v M1+
Road District # 2 Collections - vV M241
Road District # 5 Collections 18.16 v M3-1
Road District # 11 Collections . v M4-1
Road District # 15 Collections 2.84 V M5-1
State District Collections - v M6-1
Total Collections 64,422,807.80 A

N



PREPARED BY GUILLE%O PALACIOS
PABLO "PAUL" VILLARREAL JR., ASSESSOR & COLLECTOR
HIDALGO COUNTY TAXES COLLECTED
JANUARY 0‘134

REVIS
COMPARATIVE RATE OF COLLEGTIONS -~ oo @ oaer e e DR R o S T L] |
HIDALGO COUNTY )
GHD ORIGINAL COLLECTED DROPPED YRS  MODIF. TAXES PERCENT COLLECTED
TAX LEVY TODATE __ AFTERPURGE _ TO DATE __ OUTSTANDING _ 2013/2014 _ 2012/2013
2013 TAX ROLL 163,168,241.08MI40129,046,458.19 M\O - 403,409.57M14034,525,192.46 MO  78.89% 77.59%
2012 & PRIOR YRS 34,042,934.94M0O 6,630,246.05M1-10 - (828,052.51M14026,584,636.38M(~-1O  19.96% 20.26%
ROLLBACK 292,684.53M\-11  192,834.56 M\~\\ - 219,662.60MW\  319,512.66 M\=L} 37.64% 53.10%
TOTALS 197,503,860.55N12135,860,538.80M -1 - - (204,980.25MH2.61,429,341.50 Mi-{ 2
- #DIV/IOI
IND FEES FOR THEAMONTH OF JANUARY: 20745 A bae : |
MONTHLY
MODIFICATIONS
CURRENT YEAR-BASE TAX 63,258,857.824 (172,074.73) CURRENT MI-\Q
CURRENT YEAR-P&I - demes o
PRIOR YEARS-BASE TAX 700,353.73d (43,213.52) PRIOR M- 1
PRIOR YEARS-P&I 267,225.514,
ROLLBACK BASE 48,765.244 & m\-W 44,576.66 ROLLBACK M\-\\
ROLLBACK P&l 1,220.43
ATTORNEY FEES 142,435, 290\ M4
TAX CERTIFICATE FEES 960.004 M\-222
SERVICE CHG FEES - 1,210.194d M1-2le
MISC FEES 1,758.59¢) Mi~ 3|
TOTAL COLLECTIONS 64,418,858, ozd w-q 3,928.781p M \- 4Y (170,711.59) M- 12n
LESS HCAD COMM REND. PEN. (CURR) 2,767. 043‘} NA-2) %A A
LESS HCAD COMM REND. PEN. (DELQ) 100.41
LESS TRANSFERRED 31,335,761.45d M\-2; M1-Ylo -
LESS IN TRANSIT 32,937,793.79dMi-a; MI-4 3,938.78d. M1-4U
LESS DUE TO DEL TAX ATTY FEES 142,435 20d Mi-a3 M-U!
LESS DUE TO CO TREASURER -
BALANCE - (10.00) M\~
~ o M-4Y
AFFIDAVIT o

ARY (FOR THE JHDALGO COUNTY, DO

e S e ; \\’“"”
£ IVE
M Rl s Firn by fos

| 2 5592

! it 94 2014 D\ P s | HIBALG SOUNTY AU O GHFICE
(5o P, Sz BRTE oL

gL o _‘;(gL‘JI‘{L\’E TP 08-17-2014 '
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PREPARED BY: GUILLERMO PALACIOS

PABLO "PAUL" VILLARREAL JR., ASSESSOR & COLLECTOR
ROAD DIST # 2 TAXES COLLECTED

JANUARY 2014
<
R i B e TS R M|
ROAD DIST #2
RD2 ORIGINAL COLLECTED DROPPEDYRS  MODIF. TAXES PERCENT COLLECTED
TAX LEVY TODATE ___AFTERPURGE _ TODATE __ OUTSTANDING _ 2013/2014 _ 2012/2013
1981 & PRIOR YRS 61.38 - - - 61.38 0.00% 0.00%
TOTALS 61.384M>3 - 4MD-3 - - #M2>-3 6138 MY
A

MONTHLY
MODIFICATIONS
CURRENT YEAR-BASE TAX - - CURRENT
CURRENT YEAR-P&I -
PRIOR YEARS-BASE TAX . - PRIOR
PRIOR YEARS-P&l .
ROLLBACK BASE . - ROLLBACK
ROLLBACK P&l
ATTORNEY FEES -
TOTAL COLLECTIONS AN TR T A M
LESS HCAD COMM REND. PEN.
LESS TRANSFERRED

LESS IN TRANSIT
LESS DUE TO DEL TAX ATTY FEES
LESS DUE TO CO TREASURER

BALANCE

SWORN AND SUBSCRIBED BEFOR

\—‘

‘ - _-v ‘‘‘‘‘

b I hd SIS

§ /SN
= Y m:?RMA L BRIONE HIDALGO COUNTY.AUDITOR'S OFFICE

QY&R ~LEIVERN My CommarC: Ste of Toas APPROVED BY: ({1
o ISsion Expires 08-09-2014 DATE: 2lealid

FEB 28 2014 i

SIDALGO COUMTY
B TOR'S OFFICE

PP A e o e i

NS



PREPARED BY: GUILLERMO PALACIOS

PABLO "PAUL" VILLARREAL JR., ASSESSOR & COLLECTOR
ROAD DIST # 5 TAXES COLLECTED

JANUARY 2014

ROAD DIST #5
RDS ORIGINAL COLLECTED DROPPEDYRS  MODIF. TAXES PERCENT COLLECTED

TAX LEVY TODATE __ AFTERPURGE _ TODATE _OUTSTANDING  2013/2014  2012/2013
1999 & PRIOR YRS 11,091.54 284.16 - (515.42) 10,291.96 2.69% 1.90%
ROLLBACK - . - - - 0.00% 0.00%

TOTALS 11,091.54 4MZ5  284.16 4 MZFE - (515.42) W35 10,291.96 M3—~{p
HA
[BREARDBOWNOF TAX COLLECTIONSTANDFEES FOR THEMONTH.OF JANUARY 20147 77— = 0 v s i L i i e
MONTHLY
MODIFICATIONS

CURRENT YEAR-BASE TAX - a - CURRENT
CURRENT YEAR-P&I - M32-
PRIOR YEARS-BASE TAX 5.00d 3 (15.11) PRIOR MZ{p
PRIOR YEARS-P&I 11.38d
ROLLBACK BASE - - ROLLBACK
ROLLBACK P&l -
ATTORNEY FEES 178db p3-y
TOTAL COLLECTIONS 18.164 ) (16.11)
LESS HCAD COMM REND. PEN. - PN
LESS TRANSFERRED 15.204 to M3-3;, M\-UW
LESS IN TRANSIT 1.18d 4y MB-2 NI
LESS DUE TO DEL TAX ATTY FEES 1.78d fo MZra;MI-4Y

LESS DUE TO CO TREASURER -

BALANCE

NOTARY PUBLL
§ < NORMA L BRIONES
ECEIV ] Notary Pubc, State & 1755 HIDALGO COUNTY,AUDITOR'S OFFICE
Tty publ, Saeof a5
&X\u = CiV U |y Commission Expires 08-09-20 APPROVED BY: (]
o o DATE: 2|24\

FER 28 2014

FIDALGO COUNTY
SUDITOR'S OFFICE

MB-|



PREPARED BY: GUILLERMO PALACIOS

PABLO "PAUL" VILLARREAL JR., ASSESSOR & COLLECTOR ®
ROAD DIST # 11 TAXES COLLECTED
JANUARY 2014
ceC,
R T T e O L e 0 S A

ROAD DIST # 11

RD11 ORIGINAL COLLECTED DROPPEDYRS  MODIF. TAXES PERCENT COLLECTED

TAX LEVY TODATE __AFTERPURGE _ TODATE _OUTSTANDING _ 2013/2014 _ 2012/2013
1979 & PRIOR YRS 3.33 - - - 3.33 0.00% 0.00%
TOTALS 33BEM3 -4 MU - - -3 s.is’\uq-'-l

MONTHLY
MODIFICATIONS
CURRENT YEAR-BASE TAX - - CURRENT
CURRENT YEAR-P&I -
PRIOR YEARS-BASE TAX - - PRIOR
PRIOR YEARS-P&I -
ROLLBACK BASE - - ROLLBACK
ROLLBACK P&l -
ATTORNEY FEES -
TOTAL COLLECTIONS d U422 - MY-Y
LESS HCAD COMM REND. PEN.
LESS TRANSFERRED

LESS DUE TO DEL TAX ATTY FEES

LESS IN TRANSIT 3
LESS DUE TO CO TREASURER -

BALANCE - WG

NORMA L BRIONES e
P—— Notary Public, Stats of Texas HIDALGO COUN UDITOR'S OFFI
%Q) ReCEIVED xre” My Commission Expires 08-09-2014 APPROVED BY:
Saaae = VUSSR DATE: 3|24/ 14t

FEB 28 2014

SIDALCO COUNTY
AULDITOR'S OFFICE

MU~



PREPARED BY: GUILLERMO PALACIOS

PABLO "PAUL" VILLARREAL JR., ASSESSOR & COLLECTOR @
ROAD DIST # 15 TAXES COLLECTED
JANUARY 2014

AR T R A LR T SR |
ROAD DIST #15
RD15 ORIGINAL COLLECTED DROPPEDYRS  MODIF. TAXES PERCENT COLLECTED

TAX LEVY TO DATE AFTER PURGE _TO DATE _ OUTSTANDING _ 2013/2014 _ 2012/2013
1993 & PRIOR YRS 1,358.17 36.31 - (88.57) 1,233.29 2.86% 1.52%
ROLLBACK - - - 5 - 0.00% 0.00%
TOTALS 1,358.174 MS-5 363 N5 - (88.57 MSS 1,233.29 MS-(p

MONTHLY
MODIFICATIONS
CURRENT YEAR-BASE TAX - ﬂ - CURRENT
CURRENT YEAR-P&I - NG-3
PRIOR YEARS-BASE TAX 0.78d (0.67) PRIOR G-\
PRIOR YEARS-P&I 1.744
ROLLBACK BASE - - ROLLBACK
ROLLBACK P&l -
ATTORNEY FEES 0.324%
TOTAL COLLECTIONS 2.644.) (0.67)
LESS HCAD COMM REND. PEN. - 2N
LESS TRANSFERRED 2.52d N6-2 3 M-
LESS IN TRANSIT -4 Ms-a MI-4 Y
LESS DUE TO DEL TAX ATTY FEES 0. 320\ us—a M-aY
LESS DUE TO CO TREASURER
BALANCE ~
/ /ﬁ\t\c\o\(\\\
T~ OAN
AFFIDAVIT ,/ ( A \?(i
I, PABLO "PAUL" VILLARREAL JR., ASSESSOR-COLL BF-TAXESEOR THE HIDALGO COUNTY, Tl R 2‘\\
SOLEMNLY SWEAR THAT THE ABOVE STATEN ECTED[BY ME EQR | <=3 =1
THE MONTH OF JANUARY 2014 IS - y . ¥4
|zl i
et A UL P
X G A /f‘: &y

OLLECTOR OF TAXES FOR ROAD'DISTRICT # 15

SWORN AND SUBSCRIBED BEFOR

PUBLIC, BHIDALGO'COUNTY, TEXAS

i g N
e

NORMA L BRIONES .
Notary Public, State of Texas HIDALGO COUt\; AUDITOR'S OFFICE

¥ G ssion Expires 08-09-2014 APPROVED BY
s W ~~b  DATE: B|ANY

Yy
WP

W'{:(’?EEVED

FEB 28 2014

o S AN,

FUDALGO COUNTY
AULITOR'S OFFICE

NG|



PREPARED BY: GUILLERMO PALACIOS

PABLO "PAUL" VILLARREAL JR., ASSESSOR & COLLECTOR @
STATE DIST TAXES COLLECTED

JAN Y 2014

= e P i o e e ety
Dibeee Sl s st Aok A SR s o el 3 T P e e S T R e
e AT T it

STATE DIST
TEX ORIGINAL COLLECTED DROPPEDYRS  MODIF. TAXES PERCENT COLLECTED
TAX LEVY TODATE __ AFTERPURGE _ TODATE _OUTSTANDING __ 2013/2014 __ 2012/2013
1979 & PRIOR YRS 24.77 - - - 24.77 0.00% 0.00%
TOTALS 2477 M3 -4y - ENE-D 24T My
<+

BREAKDOWN OF TAX

MONTHLY
MODIFICATIONS
CURRENT YEAR-BASE TAX - - CURRENT
CURRENT YEAR-P&I -
PRIOR YEARS-BASE TAX - - PRIOR
PRIOR YEARS-P&I -
ROLLBACK BASE - - ROLLBACK
ROLLBACK P&| -
ATTORNEY FEES - =
TOTAL COLLECTIONS - AMO-2 A N~V
LESS HCAD COMM REND. PEN. -
LESS TRANSFERRED -

LESS IN TRANSIT -
LESS DUE TO DEL TAX ATTY FEES -

LESS DUE TO CO TREASURER =
BALANCE — Mo
AFFIDAVIT _r‘f «

I, PABLO "PAUL" VILLARREAL JR., ASSESSOR-CO WKEF FOR THE HIDALGO CQUNTY, DO

sa 6”,

| ‘
" .
ASSESHOR-COLLECTOR OF TAXES FOR STA DIST TAXES V‘W

‘\Jl_‘

—
}‘:~ NOHMA L BRIONES
ECE *]  Notary Public, State of Texas co AUDITOR'S OFFICE
| @, A W IVED s o My Commission Expires 08-09 -2014 :El?ég\(l)ED BUYN
n s DATE: 3120/
FEB 28 20U

HIDALGO COUNTY
AUUITOR'S OFFICE

Nie-1



Prepared By: Abigail G

&

Date: 04/17/14

Hidalgo County Tax Office
Collections Summary
For the Month ended February 28, 2014

Hidalgo County Tax Collections
Administrative Fees Collected
Road District # 2 Collections
Road District # 5 Collections
Road District # 11 Collections
Road District # 15 Collections
State District Collections

Total Collections

15,092,454.84 ¥/
5,467.09

v

474.20 J
J

76.56 /

/

15,098,472.69 |/

Fn

M1-1
M1-1
M2-1
M3-1
M4-1
M5-1
M6-1



PREPARED BY: GUILLERMO PALACIOS

S

PABLO "PAUL" VILLARREAL JR., ASSESSOR & COLLECTOR
HIDALGO COUNTY TAXES COLLECTED

FEBRUARY 2014
REVISED PEL
[COMPARATIVE RATEIOF COLLECTIONS = "= IR, i A oy f |
HIDALGO COUNTY
GHD ORIGINAL COLLECTED DROPPED YRS MODIF. TAXES PERCENT COLLECTED
TAX LEVY TO DATE AFTER PURGE __ TO DATE OUTSTANDING  2013/2014 2012/2013
2013 TAX ROLL 163,168,241.08M\[142,000,884.26 WMI1~-1\ - 326,479.77M1-1121,493,836.50 MH|  86.85% 85.82%
2012 & PRIOR YRS 34,042,934.94U1-1\ 7,541,389.56 MI-1I - (842,196.24)M\-125,659,349.14 Ml 22.71% 22.87%
ROLLBACK 292,684.53M-a 243,160.94 M- - 230,725.05M\-12 280,248.64 M1~ 46.46% 45.57%
TOTALS 197,503,860.55M12149,785,434.76 MW-I3 - (284,991 .42)““347,433,434.37“\4 3
- #DIV/O!
% _ feeart v 4 "-" -I
MONTHLY
MODIFICATIONS

CURRENT YEAR-BASE TAX

CURRENT YEAR-P&I

PRIOR YEARS-BASE TAX

PRIOR YEARS-P&I

ROLLBACK BASE

ROLLBACK P&l

ATTORNEY FEES

TAX CERTIFICATE FEES

SERVICE CHG FEES

MISC FEES

TOTAL COLLECTIONS

LESS HCAD COMM REND. PEN. (CURR)
LESS HCAD COMM REND. PEN. (DELQ)
LESS TRANSFERRED

LESS IN TRANSIT

LESS DUE TO DEL TAX ATTY FEES
LESS DUE TO CO TREASURER

BALANCE

SWORN AND SUBSCRIBED BEFORE ME THIS 14TH DAY OF MARCH 2014 A.D.

WRECEIVED
APR 16 2014

HIDALGO COUNTY
AUDITOR'S OFFICE

1,007,533 o) M3

12.954.426.07—[: 35,0031 o ML-W
HEY,0MB .0d M3
m?ésqa.%qd M-

599,641.93
911,143.54d
389,423.060)
50,326.3
1.203.80df M-
186,200.00d M\-1O

(76,929.80) CURRENT M-l
(14,143.73) PRIOR MI~1}

11,062.36 ROLLBACK M-I
500.00d M1-33

2,138.09d M\-300
2.828.00d M1-20

15,092,454.84g, M |-\O
554.53¢] .
101 .233} M3
11,498,481.30 M- s M1-4>

3,407,117.734 MI-2; M1-U3
186,200. ood MI-3 5 M1-40

5,467.09 (80,011.17) M-I
A M

5.457-.09d MO

Vo

10.00 M|-25
%A

UDITOR'S OFFICE

HIDALGO COUN
APPROVED BY:
DATE: O4/Ib]\4

M-



PREPARED 8Y: GUILLERMO PALACIOS

PABLO "PAUL" VILLARREAL JR., ASSESSOR & COLLECTOR E
ROAD DIST #2 TAXES COLLECTED
FEBRUARY 2014
P2

-
AT LTI R T T B i T IR T T
93 Ers M :;zf?:_.-.'- AN, S e g ) ATk ‘fa&n‘i S

ROAD DIST # 2
RD2 ORIGINAL COLLECTED DROPPED YRS  MODIF. TAXES PERCENT COLLECTED
TAX LEVY TO DATE AFTERPURGE  TO DATE __ OUTSTANDING _ 2013/2014 _ 2012/2013
1981 & PRIOR YRS 61.38 - - - 61.38 0.00% 0.00%
TOTALS 61384 M2-3 -4 MD-3 - -4&Ma3 61 318\ N Y

MONTHLY
MODIFICATIONS

CURRENT YEAR-BASE TAX . - CURRENT

CURRENT YEAR-P&| 2

PRIOR YEARS-BASE TAX - - PRIOR

PRIOR YEARS-P&I g

ROLLBACK BASE = - ROLLBACK

ROLLBACK P&l -

ATTORNEY FEES - _

TOTAL COLLECTIONS -dMe-2 - d MNa-Y

LESS HCAD COMM REND. PEN. -

LESS TRANSFERRED -

LESS IN TRANSIT -
LESS DUE TO DEL TAX ATTY FEES -
LESS DUE TO CO TREASURER -

BALANCE -a Mo-=

S FOR THE HIDALGO COUNTY, DO

A HIN,

FOR ROAD DISTEFT #2

I, PABLO "PAUL" VILLARREAL JR., ASSESSOR-E0
SOLEMNLY SWEAR THAT THE ABOVE ST§
THE MONTH OF FEBRUARY 2014 1S CORR

SWORN AND SUBSCRIBED BEFORE ME THIS 13TH DAY OF MARCH 2014 AD.

NOTARY PUBLIC, HIDALGO CJUkTY. TEXAS : a S

PRECELVED
oivEGe,  MELINDA MENDOZA HIDALGO COUN UDITOR'S OFFICE

MAR 2 4 204 fi’? “%Notary Public, State of Texas APPROVED BY:(*

2 PN 2lMy Commission Expires DATE: 04\ ™
eSS 08-17-2014

HIDALGO COuraY
AUDITOR'S OFFICE

M-



PREPARED BY: GUILLERMO PALACIOS

PABLO "PAUL" VILLARREAL JR., ASSESSOR & COLLECTOR
ROAD DIST # 5 TAXES COLLECTED

FEBRUARY 2014
e TR A e

ROAD DIST #5

RD5 ORIGINAL COLLECTED DROPPEDYRS  MODIF. TAXES PERCENT COLLECTED

TAX LEVY TODATE ___AFTERPURGE __ TO DATE _OUTSTANDING __2013/2014 _ 2012/2013
1999 & PRIOR YRS 11,001.54 406.62 . (514.64) 10,170.28 3.84% 2.10%
ROLLBACK - . - - - 0.00% 0.00%
TOTALS 11,091.544 M> T 406624 MZF - (514.64)4M2-310,170.28 M &
A

BREA'B ~hi Y pX {:lgj .ﬂarﬂ‘" —@w o ¢

MONTHLY

MODIFICATIONS
CURRENT YEAR-BASE TAX - 4 - CURRENT
CURRENT YEAR-P&I - dbuay
PRIOR YEARS-BASE TAX 122.46d 0.78 PRIOR M>-%
PRIOR YEARS-P&I 291.72d
ROLLBACK BASE - - ROLLBACK
ROLLBACK P&l -
ATTORNEY FEES 60.02d%¢ MW
TOTAL COLLECTIONS 474. 205 i 0.78
LESS HCAD COMM REND. PEN. YN
LESS TRANSFERRED 236. 43o\ M2, M43
LESS IN TRANSIT 177.750 W33 "M-Y4 -
LESS DUE TO DEL TAX ATTY FEES 60.02 M3 -2+ MI-UO
LESS DUE TO CO TREASURER -
BALANCE Z

M
AFFIDAVIT

SWORN AND SUBSCRIBED BEFORE ME THIS 13TH DAY OF MARCH 2014 A.D.

N_OTAR_Y%BZLIC, HIDALGO COUNTY, TEXAS &

HIDALGO COUNTY, AUDITOR'S OFFICE

QRECEIVED

AR i APPROVED BY:&X/
WA 2.4 20 g, MELINDA MENDOZA DATE: o4 [n 1Y
s Notary Pubhc, State of Texas
HIDALGO COUNTY "y Commission Expies
1 AUDITOR'S OFFICE s n.17.2018

M3-L



PREPARED BY: GUILLERMO PALACIOS

PABLO "PAUL" VILLARREAL JR., ASSESSOR & COLLECTOR
ROAD DIST # 11 TAXES COLLECTED
FEBRUARY 2014

ROAD DIST # 11
RD11 ORIGINAL COLLECTED DROPPEDYRS  MODIF. TAXES PERCENT COLLECTED
TAX LEVY TODATE  AFTERPURGE _ TODATE _OUTSTANDING __ 2013/2014 _ 2012/2013
1979 & PRIOR YRS 3.33 . - - 3.33 0.00% 0.00%
TOTALS 333403 - ANY3 - -MU-3 33z ud-y

RGO ECRDNS AN EEES FOR THEMONTH OF FEBRUARY 2014 Lt il PG T PR A A (SR 1Y i

MONTHLY
MODIFICATIONS

CURRENT YEAR-BASE TAX - - CURRENT
CURRENT YEAR-P&I -

PRIOR YEARS-BASE TAX . - PRIOR
PRIOR YEARS-P&I -

ROLLBACK BASE - - ROLLBACK
ROLLBACK P&l -
ATTORNEY FEES - _

TOTAL COLLECTIONS o M- - A -4
LESS HCAD COMM REND. PEN.

LESS TRANSFERRED

LESS IN TRANSIT
LESS DUE TO DEL TAX ATTY FEES
LESS DUE TO CO TREASURER

BALANCE -ad N -2

SORECEIVED —
| HIDALGO com:{N
MAR 14 APPROVED BY:
240 DATE:cH W [14
WIDALGO COUMTY
AUDITOR'S OFFiCE

MU



PREPARED BY: GUILLERMO PALACIOS

PABLO "PAUL" VILLARREAL JR., ASSESSOR & COLLECTOR &)
ROAD DIST # 15 TAXES COLLECTED
FEBRUARY 2014
T e R T e R e B T
ROAD DIST # 15
RD15 ORIGINAL COLLECTED DROPPEDYRS  MODFF. TAXES PERCENT COLLECTED
TAX LEVY TODATE __ AFTERPURGE _ TODATE __ OUTSTANDING _ 2013/2014 __ 2012/2013
1993 & PRIOR YRS 1,358.17 51.92 - (88.57) 1,217.68 4.09% 1.52%
ROLLBACK - - . . . 0.00% 0.00%
TOTALS 1,358.174W5-5 51.924 nSs-5 - (88.5714NS"SG 1,217.68 M5
*a

P

MONTHLY
MODIFICATIONS
CURRENT YEAR-BASE TAX - d - CURRENT
CURRENT YEAR-P&l - dlns-3
PRIOR YEARS-BASE TAX 15614 - PRIOR
PRIOR YEARS-P&I 50.99d,
ROLLBACK BASE - ROLLBACK
ROLLBACK P&l
ATTORNEY FEES 9. 965} MS-4
TOTAL COLLECTIONS 76.56 - ch M5-lo
LESS HCAD COMM REND. PEN.
LESS TRANSFERRED 3 90d M52, MI- a
LESS IN TRANSIT 62.70 MB35 -4
LESS DUE TO DEL TAX ATTY FEES 9. ged NS-2; MU0
LESS DUE TO CO TREASURER
BALANCE -
A
AFFIDAVIT

I, PABLO "PAUL" VILLARREAL JR., ASSESSOR-COLLECTOR OF TAXES FOR IDALGO COUNTY, DO

SWORN AND SUBSCRIBED BEFORE ME THIS 13TH DAY OF MARCH 2014 A.D.

NOTARY P,EBLIC. alDALGO COUNTY, TEXAS J

YRECEIVED | -

HIDALGO COUNM&UDWOR‘S OFFICE

& fv 0. MELINDA MENDOZA APPROVED BY
MAR 2 4 2014 otary Public, State of Texas DATE: Od/u/™
2 My Commission Expires
AIDALGO COUNTY 8172014

AUDITOR'S OFFICE

NS-|



PREPARED BY: GUILLERMO PALACIOS

PABLO "PAUL" VILLARREAL JR., ASSESSOR & COLLECTOR @
STATE DIST TAXES COLLECTED
FEBRUARY 2014
-,

AT e W M R WA o s L S T R e U B < A g e
STATE DIST
TEX ORIGINAL COLLECTED DROPPEDYRS  MODIF. TAXES PERCENT COLLECTED
TAX LEVY TODATE ___AFTERPURGE _TODATE _OUTSTANDING _ 2013/2014 __2012/2013
1979 & PRIOR YRS 24.77 - . - 24.77 0.00% 0.00%
TOTALS 24774 NE"D - FMW-3 - - xMU-3 2:;3 W -4

MONTHLY
MODIFICATIONS

CURRENT YEAR-BASE TAX - - CURRENT

CURRENT YEAR-P&I -

PRIOR YEARS-BASE TAX - - PRIOR

PRIOR YEARS-P8I -

ROLLBACK BASE - - ROLLBACK

ROLLBACK P&l -

ATTORNEY FEES -

TOTAL COLLECTIONS - A NY-2 - ALY

LESS HCAD COMM REND. PEN. -

LESS TRANSFERRED -

LESS IN TRANSIT -
LESS DUE TO DEL TAX ATTY FEES -
LESS DUE TO CO TREASURER -

BALANCE - A P -

SWORN AND SUBSCRIBED BEFORE ME THIS 13TH DAY OF MARCH 2014 A.D.

NOTARY PUBLIC, HIDALGO COUNTY, TEXAS

"CEIVED
@QXREC‘-I" = 740, MELINDA MENDOZA HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR'S OFFICE
8" B\ Notary Publc,Sateof Teas p APPROVED BY:
MAR 2 4 2014 , PN/ My Commission Expires DATE: G411

£ aW 08-17-2014

FIIDALGO COWTY
AUDITOR'S OFFICE

MU\
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COUNTY

HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR’S OFFIC,
Hidalgo County Administration Buildirig
2808 South Business Highway 281
Edinburg, Texas 78539-6243

PHONE:

FAX: (956) 318-2577

(956) 318-2511

WEBSITE: www.co.hidalgo.tx. us/auditor

March 26, 2014

The Honorable Celestino Avila
Hidalgo County Constable, Precinct 1
1902 Joe Stephens Blvd. Suite 303
Weslaco, TX 78596

Re: Review of the Monthly Fees Report and Supporting Documentation
For the Month of February 2014

Dear Constable Avila:

We have conducted a limited scope review of the Constable Precinct 1 Monthly Fees Report and all supporting
documentation for the month of February 2014 pursuant to Local Government Code § 115.002 (a), § 115.002
(b), and Code of Criminal Procedure Article 103.011. The objective of the review was to determine if fees
collected were properly accounted and reported.

Scope:
The scope of our review was limited to collections reported by your office on the Monthly Fees Report for the

month of February 2014. Our review was not designed nor intended to be a detailed study of every relevant
control system, procedure, or transaction. Accordingly, the opportunities for improvement presented in this
report may not be all-inclusive of areas where improvement could be made.

The responsibility for establishing and maintaining a sound internal control system rests with management. The
objectives of an internal control system are to provide management with reasonable, but not absolute, assurance
that assets are safeguarded against loss from unauthorized use or theft, and that transactions are executed in
accordance with management’s authorization and recorded properly.

The purpose of this report is to furnish management independent, objective analyses, recommendations, and
information concerning the area reviewed. The report should serve as a tool to help management discern and
implement specific improvements.

Methodology:
In planning and performing our review, we reviewed applicable statutes and fee schedules. The following are

some of the procedures performed:

e Reviewed the submittal dates of the Monthly Fees Report and applicable supporting documentation to the
County Auditor’s Office to determine if the report and applicable supporting documentation were received
within five days after the last day of the month pursuant to Local Government Code §114.001 (b).

e Verified the signature on the Monthly Fees Report to ensure that the report was signed by an authorized

signatory as documented on the “Authorized Signatories Form.”

Verified the mathematical accuracy of the Monthly Fees Report by footing and cross-footing the report.

Reviewed receipts issued to determine if proper fee amounts were collected and reported.

Verified receipts issued followed a sequential order.

Verified that procedures for voided receipts were properly followed.

Reviewed Weekly Remittance Forms to determine whether fees collected were properly accounted and

deposited-with the County Treasurer in a timely manner.

. Veriﬁbéd that the collections per the Monthly Fees Report agreed to total receipts issued and the deposits
made with'the County Treasurer.

o Reviewed receipts, Weekly Remittance Forms, and Monthly Fees Report to verify proper completion.

JAIME E. TUERINA
JUDGE, 220D.C

HIDALGO COUNTY DISTRICT JUDGES

'RODOLFO DELGADO J. R “B0BBY" ALORES ROSE GUERRA REYNA JUAN R PARTIDA MARIO E. RAMIREZ, JR. NOE GONZALEZ LETIOA LOPEZ ADA SALINAS FLORES TSRAEL RAMON, JR. JESSE CONTRERAS
JUDGE, 53%D.C. JUDGE, 139 D.C. JUDGE, X6™D.C. JUDGE, ZI5% D.C. JUDGE, 3320 D.C JUDGE, M D.C. JUDGE, 389™0.C SUDGE, 388™ D.C. JUDGE, 4™ D.C. JUDGE, 45 D.C.
OVERSEER




Hon. Celestino Avila
March 26, 2014
Page2 of 2

Conclusion:
Total collections for the month of February 2014 were $1,280.00. Based on the results of our review, we have
concluded that generally fees collected were properly accounted and reported; however, the system of internal
controls for the collection and safeguarding of cash requires improvement as noted in the following
observation.

Observation No.1:

Odyssey, the County’s justice/receipting information system, was installed and training regarding its use was
provided to the Constable’s staff. However, we noted that Odyssey was not utilized to receipt collections.
Instead, manual official County receipts were issued. In addition, the manual receipts were not subsequently
entered into Odyssey. According to staff, training has been requested from the Information Technology
Department; however, training has not been provided.

The County Auditor’s Office requires that a computerized receipting system be used, if available, to receipt
collections. Manual receipts should only be utilized if the computerized receipting system is non-operational.
If a department with a computerized receipting system uses manual receipts, those manual receipts must be
entered into the computerized receipting system as soon as possible, but in no event later than the next
business day after the computerized receipting system is operational. Each manual receipt and corresponding
computer-generated receipt should be cross-referenced.

Failure to utilize Odyssey to receipt collections may result in the improper accounting and reporting of County
revenues.

Recommendation:
Management should contact Information Technology Department and request that Odyssey training be
provided to the applicable employees.

Please provide a written management response to the observation noted above by April 11, 2014.

If you should have any questions or would like to schedule a meeting to discuss this report, please do not
hesitate to contact Letty Chavez, Compliance Audit Supervisor at 318-2511 ext. 4651 or Arcy B. Duran, CPA,
Director of Audit, at ext. 4645.

Respectfully,

Enclosure: Copy of Monthly Fees Report

cc: Valde Guerra, Commissioners Court Executive Officer

JSAIME E. TUERINA
JUDGE, 929D.C.

HIDALGO COUNTY DISTRICT JUDGES

RODOLFO DELGADO J.R “BOBBY" ALORES ROSE GUERRA REYNA JUAN R PARTIDA MARIO E. RAMIREZ, JR. NOE GONZALEZ LETICIA LOPEZ ADA SALINAS FLORES 1SRAEL RASION, JR
JUDGE, s 0. JUDGE, 139™MD.C, JUDGE, 206™ D.C. JDGE, 2775%D.C. ADGE, 13220 C JUDGE, ITO™0.C. JUDGE, 3897 D.C. JUDGE, 3887 D.C. JUDGE, 30D C.
renecen

JESSE CONTRERAS
JUDGE, 463™D.C.
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COUNTY

HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR’S OFFICi
Hidalgo County Administration Building
2808 South Business Highway 281
Edinburg, Texas 78539-6243

PHONE: (956) 318-2511

FAX: (956) 318-2577

WEBSITE: www.co.hidalgo.tx.us/auditor

March 27, 2014

The Honorable Martin Cantu

Hidalgo County Constable, Precinct 2
300 W. Hall Acres, Ste. E

Pharr, TX 78577

Ref: Review of Monthly Fees Report and Supporting Documentation
For the Month of February 2014

Dear Constable Cantu:

We have conducted a limited scope review of the Constable Precinct 2 Monthly Fees Report and all supporting
documentation for the month of February 2014 pursuant to Local Government Code § 115.002 (a), § 115.002
(b), and Code of Criminal Procedure Article 103.011. The objective of the review was to determine if fees
collected were properly accounted and reported.

Scope:
The scope of our review was limited to collections reported by your office on the Monthly Fees Report for the

month of February 2014. Our review was not designed nor intended to be a detailed study of every relevant
control system, procedure, or transaction. Accordingly, the opportunities for improvement presented in this
report may not be all-inclusive of areas where improvement could be made.

The responsibility for establishing and maintaining a sound internal control system rests with management.
The objectives of an internal control system are to provide management with reasonable, but not absolute,
assurance that assets are safeguarded against loss from unauthorized use or theft, and that transactions are
executed in accordance with management’s authorization and recorded properly.

The purpose of this report is to furnish management independent, objective analyses, recommendations, and
information concerning the area reviewed. The report should serve as a tool to help management discern and
implement specific improvements.

Methodology:
In planning and performing our review, we reviewed applicable statutes and fee schedules. The following are

some of the procedures performed:

o Reviewed the submittal dates of the Monthly Fees Report and applicable supporting documentation to the
County Auditor’s Office to determine if the report and applicable supporting documentation were received
within five days after the last day of the month pursuant to Local Government Code §114.001 (b).

o Verified the signature on the Monthly Fees Report to ensure that the report was signed by an authorized

signatory as documented on the “Authorized Signatories Form.”

Verified the mathematical accuracy of the Monthly Fees Report by footing and cross-footing the report.

Reviewed receipts issued to determine if proper fee amounts were collected and reported.

Verified receipts issued followed a sequential order.

Verified that procedures for voided receipts were properly followed.

Reviewed:Cashier’s Daily Close-Out Report/Daily Remittance Form to determine whether fees collected

were properly accounted and deposited with the County Treasurer in a timely manner.

o Verified that the collections per the Monthly Fees Report agreed to total receipts issued and the deposits
made with the County Treasurer.

o Reviewed receipts, Cashier's Daily Close-Out Report/Daily Remittance Form, and Monthly Fees Report to
verify proper completion.

HIDALGO COUNTY DISTRICT JUDGES

JAME E. TIJERINA RODOLFO DELGADO 4. R “BOBBY" FLORES ROSE GUERRA REYNA JUAN R PARTIDA MARIO E RAMIREZ, JR. NOE GONZALEZ LETICIA LOPEZ NDA SALINAS FLORES ISRAEL RAMON, JR JESSE CONTRERAS
JUDGE, $20D.C JUDGE, :30D.C. JUDGE, 135™D.C. JUDGE, 206MD.C. JUDGE, ZT5™D.C. JUDGE, 33200.C. JUDGE, 370™D.C. JUOGE, 38 D.C. JUDGE, 3967 D.C. JUDGE, 433™D.C. JIDGE, 49™D.C.
QVERSEER




Hon. Martin Cantu
March 27, 2014
Page 2 of 2

Conclusion:
Total collections for the month of February 2014 were $800.00. Based on the results of our review, we have
concluded that fees collected were generally properly accounted and reported.

If you should have any questions or would like to schedule a meeting to discuss this report, please do not
hesitate to contact Letty Chavez, Compliance Audit Supervisor, at 318-2511 ext. 4651 or Arcy B. Duran, CPA,
Director of Audit, at ext. 4645.

Respectfully,

Counfy/Auditor
Encldsure: Copy of Monthly Fees Report

cc: Valde Guerra, Commissioners Court Executive Officer

HIDALGO COUNTY DISTRICT JUDGES

JAME £ TWERINA RODOLFO DELGADO J.R “BOBBY" RLORES ROSE GUERRA REYNA JUAN R PARTIDA MARIO E. RAMIREZ, JR. NOE GONZALEZ LETICIA LOPEZ AIDA SALINAS FLORES ISRAEL RAMON, JR. JESSE CONTRERAS
JOGE, $2%D.C. JUDGE, $3®D.C. JUDGE, 135™D.C. JUDGE, 206™ D.C. JUDGE, 27S™D.C. JUDGE, 3320 D.C. JAIDGE, I™D.C JUDGE, 389™D.C. JUDGE, 388™D.C. JUDGE, 430™D.C, JUDGE, 4457 D.C.
coecTo
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COUNTY

HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR’S OFFIC ;
Hidalgo County Administration Building :

2808 South Business Highway 281 [ T b

Edinburg, Texas 78539-6243 : 3 o e aj'& E X
PHONE: (956) 318-2511

Ea: (3o 102577 EDINBURG, TEXAS 78539
WEBSITE: www.co.hidalgo.tx.us/auditor

March 28, 2014

The Honorable Lazaro Gallardo
Hidalgo County Constable, Precinct 3
730 N. Breyfogle Ste. B

Mission, TX 78573

Re: Review of Monthly Fees Reports and Supporting Documentation
For the month of February 2014

Dear Constable Gallardo:

We have conducted a limited scope review of the Constable Precinct 3 Monthly Fees Report and all supporting
documentation for the month of February 2014 pursuant to Local Government Code § 115.002 (a), §115.002 (b),
and Code of Criminal Procedure Article 103.011. The objective of the review was to determine whether fees
collected were properly accounted and reported.

Scope:

The scope of our review was limited to collections reported by your office on the Monthly Fees Report for the
month of February 2014. Our review was not designed nor intended to be a detailed study of every relevant
control system, procedure, or transaction. Accordingly, the opportunities for improvement presented in this report
may not be all-inclusive of areas where improvement could be made.

The responsibility for establishing and maintaining a sound internal control system rests with management. The
objectives of an internal control system are to provide management with reasonable, but not absolute, assurance
that assets are safeguarded against loss from unauthorized use or theft, and that transactions are executed in
accordance with management’s authorization and recorded properly.

The purpose of this report is to furnish management independent, objective analyses, recommendations, and
information concerning the area reviewed. The report should serve as a tool to help management discern and
implement specific improvements.

Methodology:
In planning and performing our review, we reviewed applicable statutes and fee schedules. The following

procedures were performed:

e Reviewed the submittal dates of the Monthly Fees Report and applicable supporting documentation to the
County Auditor’s Office to determine if the report and applicable supporting documentation were received
within five days after the last day of the month pursuant to Local Government Code §114.001 (b).

e Verified the signature on the Monthly Fees Report to ensure that the report was signed by an authorized

signatory as documented on the “Authorized Signatories Form.”

Verified the mathematical accuracy of the Monthly Fees Report by footing and cross-footing the report.

Reviewed receipts issued to determine if proper fee amounts were collected and reported.

Verified receipts issued followed a sequential order.

Verified that procedures for voided receipts were properly followed.

Reviewed Cashier’s Daily Close-Out Report/Daily Remittance Form to determine whether fees collected

were properly accounted and deposited with the County Treasurer in a timely manner.

e Verified that the collections per the Monthly Fees Report agreed to total receipts issued and the deposits
made with the County Treasurer.

o . Reviewed receipts, Cashier’s Daily Close-Out Report/Daily Remittance Form, and Monthly Fees Report to
verify proper completion.

HIDALGO COUNTY DISTRICT JUDGES

JAME E TIJERINA RODOLFO DELGADO J.R “BOBHY" FLORES ROSE GUERRA REYNA JUAN R PARTIDA MARIO E. RAMIREZ, JR NOE GONZALEZ LETICIA LOPEZ DA SALINAS FLORES ISRAEL. RAMON, JR JESSE CONTRERAS
JUDGE, 520 D.C. JMJDGE, 530D.C. JUDGE, 129™D.C. JUDGE, 206™ D.C. JUDGE, 275%™ 0.C. JUDGE, 3320 D.C. JSUDGE, 370 D.C JUDGE, 385 D.C. RIDGE, 383MD.C. JUDGE, 430™ D.C. JUDGE, #45MD.C.
OVERSEER



Hon. Lazaro Gallardo
March 28, 2014
Page 2 of 2

Conclusion:
Total collections for the month of February 2014 were $7,530.00. Based on the results of our review, we have

concluded that fees collected were generally properly accounted and reported.

If you should have any questions or would like to schedule a meeting to discuss this report, please do not
hesitate to contact Letty Chavez, Compliance Audit Supervisor, at 318-2511 ext. 4651 or Arcy B. Duran, CPA,

Director of Audit, at ext. 4645.

acio, CPA
Auditor

Enclosure: Copy of Monthly Fees Report

cc: Valde Guerra, Commissioners Court Executive Officer

HIDALGO COUNTY DISTRICT JUDGES

JAE E TJERINA RODOLFO DELGADO J. R “BOBBY" FLORES ROSE GUERRA REYNA JUANR. PARTIDA MARIO E RAMIREZ, JR. NOE GONZALEZ LETICIA LOPEZ AIDA SALINAS FLORES 1SRAEL RAMON, J& JESSE CONTRERAS
MIDGE, 520 0.C JUOGE, 93%0.C. JUDGE, 133™D.C. JUDGE, 206™ D.C. JUDGE, ZT5D.C. JUDGE, 33 D.C. JUDGE, 3™ D.C JUDGE, 385 D.C JUDGE, 3™ D.C. JUDGE, 0™ D.C. JUDGE, 43 D.C.
OVERSEER
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COUNTY

HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR'’S OFFIC
Hidalgo County Administration Building
2808 South Business Highway 281
Edinburg, Texas 78539-6243

PHONE:

!

(956) 318-2511

FAX: (956) 318-2577 EDINBURG, TEXAS 78539
WEBSITE: www.co.hidalgo.tx.us/auditor

March 28, 2014

The Honorable Eddie Guerra

Hidalgo County Constable, Precinct 4
2814 S. Business Highway 281
Edinburg, TX 78539

Ref: Review of Monthly Fees Report and Supporting Documentation
For the Month of February 2014

Dear Constable Guerra:

We have conducted a limited scope review of the Constable Precinct 4 Monthly Fees Report and all supporting
documentation for the month of February 2014 pursuant to Local Government Code § 115.002 (a), § 115.002
(b), and Code of Criminal Procedure Article 103.011. The objective of the review was to determine if fees
collected were properly accounted and reported.

Scope:
The scope of our review was limited to collections reported by the Constable Precinct 4 Office on the Monthly

Fees Report for the month of February 2014. Our review was not designed nor intended to be a detailed study
of every relevant control system, procedure, or transaction. Accordingly, the opportunities for improvement
presented in this report may not be all-inclusive of areas where improvement could be made.

The responsibility for establishing and maintaining a sound internal control system rests with management.
The objectives of an internal control system are to provide management with reasonable, but not absolute,
assurance that assets are safeguarded against loss from unauthorized use or theft, and that transactions are
executed in accordance with management’s authorization and recorded properly.

The purpose of this report is to furnish management independent, objective analyses, recommendations, and
information concerning the area reviewed. The report should serve as a tool to help management discern and
implement specific improvements.

Methodolegy:
In planning and performing our review, we reviewed applicable statutes and fee schedules. The following

procedures were performed:

e Reviewed the submittal dates of the Monthly Fees Report and applicable supporting documentation to the
County Auditor’s Office to determine if the report and applicable supporting documentation were received
within five days after the last day of the month pursuant to Local Government Code §114.001 (b).

o Verified the signature on the Monthly Fees Report to ensure that the report was signed by an authorized

signatory as documented on the “Authorized Signatories Form.”

Verified the mathematical accuracy of the Monthly Fees Report by footing and cross-footing the report.

Reviewed receipts issued to determine if proper fee amounts were collected and reported.

Verified receipts issued followed a sequential order.

Verified that procedures for voided receipts were properly followed.

Reviewed Cashier’s Daily Close-Out Report/Daily Remittance Form to determine whether fees collected

were Q“r‘operly accounted and deposited with the County Treasurer in a timely manner.

e Verified that the collections per the Monthly Fees Report agreed to total receipts issued and the deposits
made wiﬂ} the County Treasurer.

o “Reviewed receipts, Cashier’s Daily Close-Out Report/Daily Remittance Form, and Monthly Fees Report to

. verify proper completion.

JAIME E TUERINA
JUDGE, $200.C.

HIDALGO COUNTY DISTRICT JUDGES

RODOLFO DELGADO J.R "BOBBY" RLORES ROSE GUERRA REYNA JUANR PARTIDA MARIO E RAMIREZ, JR. NOE GONZALEZ LEVICIA LOPEZ AIDA SALINAS FLORES FSRAEL RAMON, JR JESSE CONTRERAS
JUDGE, $3%D.C. JUDGE, 1™ D.C. JUDGE, 208™D.C. JUDGE, 275™D.C. RIOGE, 320 D.C JUDGE, 370™D.C. JUDGE, 3™ D.C JUDGE, 398%D.C JUDGE, £30™ D.C. JUDGE, 449™D.C.
OVERSEER



Hon. Eddie Guerra
March 28, 2014
Page 2 of 2

Conclusion:
Total collections for the month of February 2014 were $540.00. Based on the results of our review, we have
concluded that fees collected were generally properly accounted and reported.

If you should have any questions or would like to schedule a meeting to discuss this report, please do not
hesitate to contact Letty Chavez, Compliance Audit Supervisor, at 318-2511 ext. 4651 or Arcy B. Duran, CPA,
Director of Audit, at ext. 4645.

Entlosure: Copy of Monthly Fees Report

cc: Valde Guerra, Commissioners Court Executive Officer

HIDALGO COUNTY DISTRICT JUDGES

JAME E. TUERINA RODOLFD DELGADO 4 R."BOBBY" FLORES ROSE GUERRA REYNA JUAN R. PARTIDA MARIO E RAIREZ, JR NOE GONZALEZ LETICIA LOPEZ AIDA SALINAS FLORES ISRAEL RAMON, JR JESSE CONTRERAS
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HIDALGO COUNTY, TEXAS
DELTA LAKE PARK, PRECINCT 1 §
MONTHLY REPORT FOR THE MONTH ENDING \"; W
February 2014

RECEWED BY

BEGINNING ENDING _ TOTAL TOTAL ; " DEPOSIT
RECEIPT RECEIPT RECEIPTS RECEIPT DEPOSIT g@, OF ] am Eh 3 N?’fk
DATE NUMBER NUMBER ISSUED AMOUNT |AMOUNT %ﬁp B BER
B $ - $ 293“; maa 11 211]0
2 21172014 3 - 211]0
3| 2/2/2014 307401 .. 307422 22 £ § 4400 [$ 4400| 2/3/14 172403 | 211|2378
4l 2/3/2014 3 - I$ - -' 211[0
5 2/a/2014 3 -— 5 - 2110
6| 2/5/2014 3 — REI
7] 2/6/2014 3 - I5 - 2110
8 2/712014 3 - s - 211[0
o[ 2782014 3 I 2110
10 2/972014 307423 .~ 307500 78 A $  156.00 156.00 | 2/10/14 | 172615 | 21112379
11| 2/10/2014 3 - }'5 - _ 211[0
12[~ 2/11/2014 3 - 5 - 211|0
13[ 21272014 3 - [ - 211[0
14] 2/13/2014 3 - [$ - 211[0
15( 2/14/2014 3 - I - ‘ 211|0
16 2/15/2014 3 N 211[0
17{ 2/16/2014 307501 |, 307591 91 . $ 18200 | 182.00| 2/18/14 | 172770 |211|2380
18] 2/17/2014 [ Ticket # 307501 was soid twice | § - 5 - —f211[0
19 2/18/2014 I3 - 1[5 - 211|0
20[ 2/19/2014 $ — [$ - - 211|0
¢ T 22002014 3 N 211]0
2.1~ 2/21/2014 3 N : 211]0
23| 2/22/2014 53 - [$ - 211(0
24[ 2/23/2014 307591 A~ 307722 132 & 3 26400 |[$ 264.00| 2/25/14 | 172957 |211|2381
25 2/24/2014 [ Ticket # 307501 was soid wice | S -5 - 211[0
26] 2/25/2014 3 - 5 211[0 ‘
27| 212612014 5 - [T 211[0 ]
28] 2/27/2014 3 - 5 - 211]0
29[ 2/28/2014 3 - [5 - 211[0
30 3/1/2014 3 N 211]0
31 3/2/2014 3 . 211[0
323 $ 646.00 | $646.00
TOTAL RECEIPTS AND FUNDS COLLECTED: A 323 x $2.00 $ 645.00
| TOTAL AMOUNT DUE TO GENERAL FUND——1100-347-40-121-000-0-000 $ | 'B457009 2(
ILESS: TOTAL AMOUNTS REMITTED TO GENERAL FUND $ 646.00 ,w
: TOTAL FUNDS DUE TO THE COUNTY TREASURER 5 - \\

l_-—_—_—_ - - il s L] R R EFE R E _E E E E EE E B _E &R &R _E F K N §F K E N K F § N N _E N N J
PREPARED BY: MM/ &M DATE. 2/28/14
THIS REPORT HAS BEEN PERSONALLY REVIEWED BY ME AND | CERTIFY IT TO BE TRUE AND CORRECT TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE.

HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITQR'S OFFICE
\Q-—/—\J Q;,M APPROVED BY: & : 3 -ub
AC. CUELLAR, JR. DATE: _3luhy -

COMMISSIONER PRCT NO. 1 SRR

THIS REPORT IS DUE IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY AUDITOR BEFORE THE FIFTH (5TH) WORKING DAY OF THE FOLLOWING MONTH.
COUNTY AUDITOR'S FORM: RE-PCT#1-002  REVISED:4/10

DATE

\/]
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COUNTY

HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR'S OFFICE
Hidalgo County Administration Building 2
2808 South Business Highway 281

Edinburg, Texas 78539-6243 EDINBURG, TEXAS 78539
PHONE: (956) 318-2511

FAX: (956) 318-2577

WEBSITE: www.co.hidalgo.tx.us/auditor

Iy l_|1_| o

At s

March 28, 2014

The Honorable A.C. Cuellar, Jr.

Hidalgo County Commissioner Pct. No. 1
1902 Joe Stephens Suite 101

Weslaco, Texas 78596

RE: Review of Delta Lake Monthly Fees Report and Supporting Documentation
For the Month of February 2014

Dear Commissioner Cuellar:

We conducted a limited scope review of the Delta Lake Monthly Fees Report and all supporting documentation
for the month of February 2014 pursuant to Local Government Code §115.002 (a), and §115.002 (b). The
objective of the review was to determine if fees collected were properly accounted and reported.

Scope:
The scope of our review was limited to collections reported on the Monthly Fees Report for the month of

February 2014. Our review was not designed nor intended to be a detailed study of every relevant control
system, procedure, or transaction. Accordingly, the opportunities for improvement presented in this report
may not be all-inclusive of areas where improvement could be made.

The responsibility for establishing and maintaining a sound internal control system rests with management.
The objectives of an internal control system are to provide management with reasonable, but not absolute,
assurance that assets are safeguarded against loss from unauthorized use or theft, and that transactions are
executed in accordance with management’s authorization and recorded properly.

The purpose of this report is to furnish management independent, objective analyses, recommendations, and
information concerning the area reviewed. The report should serve as a tool to help management discern and
implement specific improvements.

Methodology:
In planning and performing our review, we reviewed applicable statutes and fee schedules. The following

procedures were performed:

e Reviewed the submittal dates of the Monthly Report and applicable supporting documentation to the County
Auditor’s Office to determine if the report and applicable supporting documentation were received within
five days after the last day of the month pursuant to Local Government Code §114.001 (b).

e Verified the signature on the Monthly Report to ensure that the report was signed by an authorized

signatory as documented on the “Authorized Signatories Form.”

Verified the mathematical accuracy of the Monthly Report by footing and cross-footing the report.

Reviewed tickets issued to determine if proper fee amounts were collected and reported.

Verified tickets issued followed a sequential order.

Verified that procedures for voided tickets were properly followed.

Reviewed Cashier’s Daily Close-Out Report/Daily Remittance Forms to determine whether fees

collected were properly accounted and deposited with the County Treasurer on a daily basis.

HIDALGO COUNTY DISTRICT JUDGES

JAME E. TUERINA RODOLFO DELGADO J. R “BOBBY" FLORES ROSE GUERRA REYNA JUAN R PARTIDA MARIO E. RAMIREZ, SR. NOE GONZALEZ LETICA LOPEZ MDA SALINAS FLORES ISRAEL RAMON, JR JESSE CONTRERAS
JUDGE, 929 D.C. JUDGE, 3% D.C. JUDGE, 133™D.C. JUDGE, 206™ D.C. JUDGE, ZI5™ D.C. JUDGE, 332 D.C. JUDGE, 370™ D.C. JUDGE, 385™ D.C. JUNGE, 398WD.C. JUDGE, 80™D.C. RIOGE, 497 D.C.
OVERSEER



The Honorable A.C. Cuellar, Jr.
March 28, 2014
Page 2 of 3

e Verified that the collections per the Monthly Report agreed to total tickets issued and the deposits made
with the County Treasurer.

o Verified the Cashier's Daily Close-Out Report/Daily Remittance Forms and Monthly Fees Report were
properly completed.

Conclusion:

Total collections for the month of February 2014 were $646.00. Based on our results of our review, we have
concluded that fees collected were generally properly accounted and reported; however, the system of internal
controls for the collection and safeguarding of cash requires improvement as noted in the following observations.

Observation No. 1:
According to the Delta Lake Park staff, effective July 21, 2012 the park entrance fees have been waived from
Monday through Saturday. The park entrance fee is only collected on Sundays.

Local Government Code Sec. 316.001(4) states “the commissioners court of a county may set and collect fees
for admission to a county park, if approved by a majority of the qualified voters of the county voting on the
issue at a referendum election, which the commissioners court may order and hold for that purpose. Local
Government Code Sec.316.004 further states that “the commissioners court may set and collect the fees in
different amounts or may waive the fees in consideration of the following factors: (1) the time of the day at
which or the day of the week on which a facility or service is used; (2) the size of a group wishing to usea
facility or service; (3) the special circumstances of certain classes of persons, including elderly persons and
indigent persons; or (4) other factors that the court considers to justify a different fee or the waiver of a fee”.

Commissioner’s Court approval to waive the park entrance fee was not obtained.

Recommendation:
Commissioners Court approval to waive the park entrance fee should be obtained.

Observation No 2:

We noted during our review that park entrance ticket 307591 was listed in two different Cashier’s Daily Close-Out
Report/Daily Remittance Forms. According to Precinct 1 staff, park entrance ticket number 307591 was sold twice,
in error. According to staff, the park attendant forgot to provide the first paying customer with the park entrance
ticket. The park entrance ticket was subsequently sold to another customer on February 23, 2014. In addition,
according to staff, the notice stating, “Make sure you receive an official County receipt when making payments at
this office”, along with the sample park entrance ticket, was not posted in a place visible to the paying customer.
The required notice and sample park entrance ticket were subsequently changed to a place visible to the customers,
according to staff.

The County Auditor Office requires that an official county receipt (park entrance ticket) be issued for each
payment received. In addition, the County Auditor’s Office requires departments to post a notice visible to the
public stating “Make sure you receive an official County receipt when making payments at this office”. A
sample of the official County receipt issued by Delta Park should be posted by the notice in order to indicate to
the payee what he/she should expect to receive.

Failure to ensure that official county receipts (park entrance tickets) are issued for each payment received and that
the required notice mentioned above is posted in a place visible to customers may result in the loss or misuse of
County funds.

Recommendation:

Management should ensure that official county receipts (park entrance tickets) are issued for each payment
received and that the required notice, along with the sample official County receipt, are posted in a place
visible to customers.

Observation No. 3:

We noted during our review that some parking entrance tickets were not initialed or dated by the cashier
responsible for issuing the park entrance ticket. According to staff, they will occasionally forget to initial and
date the park entrance tickets.

In order to provide for an adequate audit trail, the County Auditor’s Office requires that cashiers initial, sign
and date each park entrance ticket issued by him/her.

HIDALGO COUNTY DISTRICT JUDGES

JAME E. TIERINA RODOLFO DELGADO J. R. "BOBBY" FLORES ROSE GUERRA REYNA JUAN R PARTIDA MARIO E. RAMIREZ, JL NOE GONZALEZ LETICIA LOPEZ AIDA SALINAS FLORES ISRAEL RAMON, JR. JESSE CONTRERAS
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The Honorable A.C. Cuellar, Jr.
March 28,2014
Page 3 of 3

Formal procedures have not been developed and implemented to ensure that park entrance tickets are initialed
by the cashier responsible for issuing the park entrance ticket. This may result in the loss or misuse of County
funds.

Recommendation:
Management should develop and implement formal monitoring procedures to ensure that park entrance tickets
are initialed and dated by the cashier responsible for issuing the park entrance ticket.

We will contact your office in the near future to schedule an exit conference to discuss the observations noted
above. In the mean time, please provide a written management response to the observations noted above by April
17,2014.

If you should have any questions or would like to schedule a meeting to discuss this report, please do not
hesitate to call Letty Chavez, Compliance Audit Supervisor, at 318-2511 ext. 4651, or Arcy B. Duran, CPA,
Director of Audit, at ext. 4645.

Couynty Auditor

Enclosure: Copy of Monthly Fees Report

cc: Valde Guerra, Commissioners Court Executive Officer

HIDALGO COUNTY DISTRICT JUDGES
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MONTHLY REPORT FOR THE MONTH ENDING

HIDALGO COUNTY, TEXAS
DELTA LAKE PARK, PRECINCT 1

K

February 2014
RECEWED BY
BEGINNING —ENDING — TOTAL TOTAL COUN T*"5erosT ]
RECEIPT RECEIPT RECEIPTS RECEIPT |DE POSIT |5 gﬁ;ﬁ&ﬂ ﬁe‘gﬁl 3 N%%
DATE NUMBER  NUMBER _ ISSUED __ AMOUNT %MOUNT BER
1 3 - AR 11 211]0
2[ 212014 K3 - T'—EBH 12110
3| 2/2/2014 307401 . 307422 22 4§ 4400 |$ 4400| 2314 172403 | 2112378
4] 2732014 3 - EE 211[0
5 2/4/2014 3 N 211]0
6 2/5/2014 $ — 211]0
7[ 27612014 15 - [$ - 211[0
8 27772014 3 - 5 - 211[0
o 2/8/2014 $ - $ - 211[0
10| 2/972014 307423 .~ 307500 78 2§ 15600 |3 156.00| 2/10/14 | 172615 |211|2379
11 271012014 $ - I$ - 211]0
12| 212014 3 - s - 211[0
13 2/12/2014 3 - | - 211[0
14| 2/1312014 3 - 5 - 211[0
15[ 271412014 15 - 5 - 211[0
16| 2/15/2014 3 - $ - 211[0
17 2/16/2014 307501 | 307591 91 4~ $ 182.00 [$ 182.00| 211814 | 172770 {211|2
18] 2/17/2014 [ Ticket# 307501 was sold twice ]| $ - [ - 211]0
19| 2/18/2014 B - s - 211]0
20| 2/19/2014 $ -  — 211]0
212012014 K3 - 5 - 211|0
2.1 21212014 3 - s - 211]0
23| 22212014 3 - s - 211]0
24[ 21232014 307591 A 307722 132 4 § 26400 |3 264.00| 22514 | 172957 | 211|2
25| 2/24/2014 [ Tickel# 307591 was sold twice ] & - 5 - 211[0
26| 2/25/2014 3 - $ - 211|0
27( 212612014 3 S 211[0
28| 2/27/2014 $ - $ - 211[0
29[ 2/28/2014 3 - s - 211[0
30{  3/1/2014 3 - {5 - 211[0
31 31212014 3 - 211|0
323 $ 646.00 | $646.00
TOTAL RECEIPTS AND FUNDS COLLECTED: A 323  x $2.00 $ 646.00
T mmm - P T T T T T [
I TOTAL AMOUNT DUE TO GENERAL FUND-—-1100-347-40-121-000-0-000 3 646.00 | <t I
ILESS: TOTAL AMOUNTS REMITTED TO GENERAL FUND $ 64600 - ‘) |
[ TOTAL FUNDS DUE TO THE COUNTY TREASURER $ A \/}’” [
e ___ _____ S |
PREPARED BY: /je/- DATE.. 2/28/14

THIS REPORT HAS BEEN PERSONALLY REVIEWED BY ME AND | CERTIFY IT TO BE TRUE AND CORRECT TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE.
HIDALGO COUNTY AUD!

_QM\JQM

AC. CUELLAR, JR.
COMMISSIONER PRCT NO. 1

APPROVED BY: _&w

DATE:

'I\'?PCS OFFICE

3Au h

7 51U

Qe uize a
THIS REPORT IS DUE IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY AUDITOR BEFORE THE FIFTH (5TH) WORKING DAY OF THE FOLLOWING MONTH.
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DATE
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HIDALGO COUNTY, TEXAS Q/
ANZALDUAS PARK, PRECINCT 3 )Q)
MONTHLY REPORT FOR THE MONTH ENDING

February 2014

BEGINNING ENDING  TOTAL TOTAL | COUNTY TREASURER | DEPOSIT
- RECEIPT— RECEIPT— RECEIPTS—— REGEIPT | DEPOSIT | DATE OF | RECEIPT |— SHIP—
DATE NUMBER  NUMBER  ISSUED AMOUNT AMOUNT | DEPOSIT | NUMBER | NUMBER

[ 2/7/2014 363442 4_ 363486 45 { Z$180.00 |$ -1.180.00 | 2/1/2014] <3 172361| 231]007614

2| 2/2/2014 363487 \? 3633528 42y "$ 16800 |$ . 168.00| 2/2/2014] _f172362] 231]00762]

3[ 27372014 231

4| 2412014 231

5[ 2/5/2014 231

6] 2/6/2014 231

7] 27772014 231 _

¢ 2/8/2014 ~ 363529 . 363541 13y § 15200 ($ 1 5200] 2/8/2014] .1 172566] 231/00763

o 2/9/2014 ~ 363542 _X 363598 57 ¢ $ 122800 |$ <|228.00| 2/9/2014[3 172568| 231]00764 &
10[ 2/10/2014 ‘ i 231

11[ 271172014 231

12[ 2/12/2014 231

13[ 2/13/2014 231

14| 271472014 . 231

15| 2/15/2014 ~ 363599 . 363665 67.0 © | 26800 |$ _|268.00 | 2/15/2014|| 172768 23100765
16]__2/16/2014 —_ 363666\ 363772 107, $.1 42800 |$ | 428.00 | 2/16/2014|-1 172769] 231]00766 ]
17[ 211712014 ' 231

18] 2/18/2014 231

19 2/19/2014 231

20[ " 2/20/2014 231

21 212172014 231

22| 2/22/2014 ~ 363773 . 363861 89 -\ $ .\ 356,00 |$ -1 356.00| 2/22/2014] _{ 172940] 231]00767<
23( 2/23/2014 ~ 363862 | 363993 132X~ \ $528.00 | .7'$528.00 | 2/23/2014|<] 172941] 231]00768
24] 27242014 ) ~ i ' 231

25] 21252014 231

26| 2/26/2014 231

27 272712014 231

28] 2/2812014 231

29 2/29/2014 231
30{2/30/2014 231
31[2/3172014 231

552 x__ $4.00 $ 220800

] _ TOTAL AMOUNT DUE TO GENERAL FUND-——1100-347-40-123-000-0-000——r-recmmmee $ 220800 :
JLESS: TOTAL AMOUNTS REMITTED TO GENERAL FUND $ 220800 .\ |
i TOTAL FUNDS DUE TO THE COUNTY TREASURER $ T R i
oo e S AN
PREPARED BY:__ Gerardo Filores DATE._____ 2/24/2014

THIS REPORT HAS BEEN PERSONALLY REVIEWED BY ME AND | CERTIFY IT TO BE TRUE AND CORRECT TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE.

A ﬁY\ IY\/‘V’"@_— 21252014

N YV )oSEM.FLORES DATE
COMMISSIONER PRCT NO. 3

THIS REPORT IS DUE IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY AUDITOR BEFORE THE FIFTH (§TH) WORKING DAY OF THE FOLLOWING MONTH.
COUNTY AUDITOR'S FORM: RE-PCT.#3-001 REVISED:8/5/05

HIDALGO COUNTY %n
APPROVED BY: __ {>wo

DATE: A3 4 \f\\




COUNTY

HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR’S OFFICE
Hidalgo County Administration Building
2808 South Business Highway 281
Edinburg, Texas 78539-6243

PHONE:

(956) 318-2511

FAX: (956) 318-2577
WEBSITE: www.co.hidalgo.tx.us/auditor

March 27, 2014

The Honorable Jose M. Flores

Hidalgo County Commissioner Pct. No. 3
724 North Breyfogle Rd.

Mission, Texas 78572

Re: Review of Monthly Fees Report and Supporting Documentation
For the Month of February 2014

Dear Commissioner Flores:

We conducted a review of the Anzalduas Park Monthly Fees Report and all supporting documentation for the
month of February 2014 in accordance with Local Government Code §115.002(a) and §115.002(b). The
objective of the review was to determine whether collections were properly accounted and reported.

Scope:

The scope of the review was limited to collections reported by your office on the Monthly Fees Report for the
month of February 2014. The review was not intended to be a detailed study of every relevant control system,
procedure, or transaction. Accordingly, the opportunities for improvement presented in this report may not be
all-inclusive of areas where improvements could be made. The responsibility for sound internal controls rests
with management.

Methodology:
In planning and performing the review, we reviewed applicable statutes and fee schedules. The following
procedures were performed:

e Reviewed the submittal dates of the Monthly Report and applicable supporting documentation to the County
Auditor’s Office to determine if the report and applicable supporting documentation were received within
five days after the last day of the month pursuant to Local Government Code §114.001 (b).

e Verified the signature on the Monthly Report to ensure that the report was signed by an authorized

signatory as documented on the “Authorized Signatories Form.”

Verified the mathematical accuracy of the Monthly Report by footing and cross-footing the report.

Reviewed tickets issued to determine if proper fee amounts were collected and reported.

Verified tickets issued followed a sequential order.

Verified that procedures for voided tickets were properly followed.

Reviewed Cashier’s Daily Close-Out Report/Daily Remittance Forms to determine whether fees

collected were properly accounted and deposited with the County Treasurer on or before the fifth

business day after the day on which the funds were received.

¢ Verified that the collections per the Monthly Report agreed to total tickets issued and the deposits made
with the County Treasurer.

e Reviewed receipts, Cashier's Daily Close-Out Report/Daily Remittance Forms, and Monthly Fees Report to
verify proper completion.

JAME E. TIZERINA
JUDGE, 320 0.C

HIDALGO COUNTY DISTRICT JUDGES

RODOLFO DELGADO J. R “BOBEY" FLORES ROSE GUERRA REYNA JUAN R. PARTIDA MARIO £ RAMIREZ, JR. NOE GONZALEZ LETICIA LOPEZ DA SALINAS FLORES ISRAEL RAMON, JR. JESSE CONTRERAS
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The Honorable Jose M. Flores
March 27,2014
Page 2 of 2

Conclusion:

Total collections for the month of February 2014 were $2,208.00. Based on our results of our review, we have
concluded that fees collected were generally properly accounted and reported; however, the system of internal
controls for the collection and safeguarding of cash requires improvement as noted in the following observation.

Observation No. 1:

A $4.00 park entrance fee is collected from vehicles entering the Anzalduas Park on Saturdays and Sundays. A
review of the County’s financial records indicated that the fee has been collected since at least 1992.
Commissioners Court approved increase of the park entrance fee from $2.00 to $4.00 on March 23, 1993.
Commissioners Court may set and approve park entrance fees if approved by a majority of qualified voters
through a referendum election; however, evidence that a referendum election was conducted has not been
provided. According to the Anzalduas Park staff, they were not aware if and when a referendum election was
held to approve the collection of the park entrance fee.

In addition, according to staff, the park entrance fee is waived under certain circumstances. For example, the
park entrance fee is only collected on Saturdays and Sundays. The park entrance fee is also waived from
vehicles entering the park after the Daily Close-Out Report and deposit cut-off time of 4:30 p.m. In addition,
the park entrance fee is waived from County employees and law enforcement personnel upon presentment of a
County or law enforcement identification card. Although Commissioners Court may waive the collection of
the park entrance fee under certain circumstances, evidence of a Commissioners Court waiver policy was not
provided. According to the Anzalduas’ staff, a waiver policy will be presented to Commissioners Court.

Local Government Code Sec. 316.001(4) states “the commissioners court of a county may set and collect fees
for admission to a county park, if approved by a majority of the qualified voters of the county voting on the
issue at a referendum election, which the commissioners court may order and hold for that purpose. Local
Government Code Sec.316.004 further states that “the commissioners court may set and collect the fees in
different amounts or may waive the fees in consideration of the following factors: (1) the time of the day at
which or the day of the week on which a facility or service is used; (2) the size of a group wishing to use a
facility or service; (3) the special circumstances of certain classes of persons, including elderly persons and
indigent persons; or (4) other factors that the court considers to justify a different fee or the waiver of a fee”.

The County Auditor’s Office requires that all departments continue to collect and receipt after the established
cut-off time. Any collections receipted after the cut-off time can be safeguarded overnight until they are
deposited the next business day with the next business day’s collections.

Formal procedures have not been developed and implemented to ensure that park entrance fees are properly
collected. Failure to properly collect the park entrance fee may result in the loss of County funds.

Recommendation:

Management should develop and implement formal procedures to ensure that that park entrance fees are properly
collected. At a minimum, evidence that a referendum election was conducted and evidence authorizing the
collection and waiver of the fee should be obtained.

Please provide a written management response to the observation noted above by April 11, 2014.

If you should have any questions, please do not hesitate to call Letty Chavez, Compliance Audit Supervisor, at
318-2511 ext. 4651, or Arcy B. Duran, CPA, Director of Audit, at ext. 4645.

Respggetfully,

fracio, CPA
Auditor

Ei€losure: Copy of Monthly Fees Report

cc: Sabas Sandoval, Parks Director
Valde Guerra, Commissioners Court Executive Officer

JAIME E. TUERINA
JUDGE, 920D.C

HIDALGO COUNTY DISTRICT JUDGES

RODOLFOD DELGADO J. R “BOBBY" FLORES ROSE GUERRA REYNA JUAN R PARTIDA MARIO E. RAMIREZ, JR. NOE GONZALEZ LETICIA LOPEZ AIDA SALINAS FLORES ISRAEL RAMON, JR. JESSE CONTRERAS
JUDGE, 30 DC JUDGE, 1™ D.C JUDGE, 206™D.C JUDGE, 275WD.C JUDGE, 320 D.C JUDGE, I™D.C JAMGE, 389MDC JUDGE, 338™0.C. JUDGE, 4™ D.C JUDGE, 44s™DC
OVERSEER




HIDALGO COUNTY, TEXAS
ANZALDUAS PARK, PRECINCT 3
MONTHLY REPORT FOR THE MONTH ENDING

February 2014

_QQ)Q/

BEGINNING  ENDING __ TOTAL TOTAL COUNTY TREASURER | DEPOSIT |
RECEIPT RECEIPT RECEIPTS  RECEIPT "DEPOSIT | DATEOF | RECEIPT| SLIP
DATE NUMBER NUMBER  ISSUED AMOUNT AMOUNT | DEPOSIT | NUMBER | NUMBER
[ 2/1/2014 363442 2 363486 45 A A$180.00 [$ L 180.00 | 2/1/2014| <] 172361] 231]00761%
2] 2/22014 363487 ﬁ’ 3633528 424 "$ A168.00 |$ L 168.00 | 2/2/2014] _{172362] 231/00762<
3 2/32014 ' 231
4 2/42014 231
5[ 2/5/2014 231
6]  2/6/2014 231
7 2m2014 ] 231 ‘
g 21812014 363529 - 363541 13X $ _x52.00 |$ F5200| 2/8/2014| 1 172566| 231|00763
o  2/9/2014 363542 _\ 363598 57 © $ 422800 |3 <1228.00| 2/9/2014|< ' 172568| 231|00764 4
10]  2/10/2014 ' ) ‘ 231
1 2/11/2014 231
12[ 2/12/2014 231
13 2/13/2014 231
14 2/1412014 ‘ 231
15| 2/15/2014 363599 <X, 363665 67 L $ . 26800 |$ ~1268.00 | 2/15/2014] | 172768| 231]007652]
16[ 2/16/2014 363666\ 363772 107 $.A 42800 [|$ <\ 428.00 | 2/16/2014] <\ 172769] 231]00766 ]
17| 211712014 ‘ i 231
18] 2/18/2014 231
19 2/19/2014 231
20 2/20/2014 231
21[ 2/21/2014 231
22| 212212014 363773 . 363861 89 A "$,{ 356.00 |$ -4 356.00 | 2/22/2014| _{ 172940] 231]00767<
23[ 22312014 363862 . _ 363993 132X~ \/ $528.00 ('$528.00 | 2/23/2014|<]' 172941] 231|00768 =
24 212412014 \ ~ i ) 231
25[ 2/25/2014 231
26] 2/26/2014 231
27( 212712014 231
28] 2/28/2014 231
29| 2/29/2014 231
30[2/30/2014 231
31[2/3172014 231
552 $4.00 $  2,208.00 4
. o o o o o o o o Y A S o i i e
i TOTAL AMOUNT DUE TO GENERAL FUND——1100-347-40-123-000-0-000 — _$  2208.00 :
[LESS: TOTAL AMOUNTS REMITTED TO GENERAL FUND $ _ 2,208.00 0 i
i TOTAL FUNDS DUE TO THE COUNTY TREASURER S . \{\ i
e — e e e e e e e e e e e ———— ——— e
PREPARED BY:___Gerardo Flores DATE 212412014

THIS REPORT HAS BEEN PERSONALLY REVIEWED BY ME AND | CERTIFY IT TO BE TRUE AND CORRECT TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE.

Yot

JOSEM. FLORES

COMMISSIONER PRCT NO. 3
THIS REPORT IS DUE IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY AUDITOR BEFORE THE FIFTH (5TH) WORKING DAY OF THE FOLLOWING MONTH.

2/25/2014

DATE

COUNTY AUDITOR'S FORM: RE-PCT.#3-001

REVISED:9/5/05

HIDALGO COUNTY AUDIT 'SOFFI
APPROVED BY: = ?i
DATE: A2 3hd




" ’
HIDALGO COUNTY FIRE MARSHAL MONTHLY REPORT p())\
FOR THE MONTH OF FEBRUARY

R FrTnSes
APPLICANT RECEIPT | Cash | Check | MO TYPE OF TREASURER t}ﬁ;’ﬁ:
DATE NAME NUMBER SERVICE RECEIPT ﬁm
i A 4 4 i /1
737013 VIADIMIR CRUZ A | 7313 V[ X BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 172350 H__ 3000~
o ’ r g
252014 JAVIER DIAZ N 7313/1 X} BUSINESS OCCUPANGY 172517 9 $50.00d
/52014 ANTONIA SANCHEZ ¥ 73144 xt BUsINEss occupancy T | 175174 sso00f
; ) ,
2/5/2014 RAUL MONTES 73154 xi BUSINESS OCCUPANCYY 172517 | ss0.00°
4 g ; Cote Hare TSy . *
2/512014 JUANA GARCIA 7316 Y xt USINESS OCCUPANCY 172517-<)  s50.00
\L ) .
2/5/2014 JOSE A. GARZA | 717 4 x4 BUSINESS OCCUPANCY\ 1725174 $30.00 -
252014 NELSON MONTEROS.;% sl xd DAY CARE Y 172517 -] s50.00 &
}
L I ; : <
2/5/2014 PROTEXH <% 1319 4] x FIXED PIPE SYSTEM PERMIT | 172517 $50.00
: . :
A _ p
2/5/2014 SUSANA MARTINEZ 7320} X 4 DAY CARE \ 172517 | 5000}
4 N
2/5/2014 BRIANMATHIS ~* | 73214 X+ BUILDING PERMIT 172517 520000 %
RSBS INVESTMENTS " . L ;
2/5/2014 DOLLAR GENERAL - * | 7322 X BUILDING PERMIT 172517 7| s200.00 )
’ t . ' ,
2/5/2014 ROXANNE CASAS Y | 7323 Y| xb BUSINESS OCCUPANCY® 12517~ ss0.00
7
252014 ANTELMO BAUTISTA | 73248 X+ BUILDING PERMIT 1725172 s200.00-f
. { \ ~ .
2/5/2014 pauAGARZA 1 | 7335t ] XA BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 172517 | ss0.00
. t
/512014 MARTHA BERMEJO ' | 7326 4 X DAY CARE 172517 ss0.00 |
‘ 4.i { ‘ r
252014 MARTHA BERMEJO 7327 \ x3 DAY CARE 172517 4| ss0.00 ¢
2/5/2014 KAREN TRONCO “ % | 73284) x4 BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 172517 ] s5000 \
._& \ = v .\/
2/5/2014 JOSEFINA VALDEZ ~ | 73293 x4 BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 172517° 1 ss0.00 v
; / {1 ‘ 3 R Pe
2122014 JORGE GONZALEZ 7330y | X BUSINESS OCCUPANC 172665 $50.00
7 17 \, _
212/2014 VERONICA BARAJAS 73318 BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 126655 | 5000
2122014 GUADALUPERIOS =~ | 7332\ ] & FOSTER HOME 172665 $50.00
2 e <
2/12/2014 IESUS DOMINGUEZ 71333¢] % BUILDING PERMIT \ 172665 | $200.00*
N 4'/ U A . e
21212014 AMANDAPENA - - | 7334\ X BUILDING PERMIT ' 172665<.]  $200.00”
/ " . '
21212014 JUANTREVINO = | 73353 ] %! BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 172665 | ss0.00 1
2/12/2014 MARIO ALAFA 7336.4 | X' BUSINESS occupmcw} 172665 | s50.00 7
2N 1 -
21272014 |  CRISTIAN GUTIERREZ 733771 X BUILDING PERMIT | 172665 - | 200,00 |
g R
2/12/2014 JUANORTIZ - | 73387 X BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 172665 *|  $50.00 '
x, A R X
21212014 | YESSICA HERNANDEZ 7339 M X BUSINESS OCCUPAN("L( 172665 $50.00 |
5 ' = - 7
2/12/3014 OSCAR A. RAMIREZ 7340& X BUSINESS OC(‘UPANC\( 173665 | $50.00
/ 4 z % q 7
2182014 NORMA FLORES <% | 7341 X DAY CARE 172890 $50.00
Y = N Y T
2192014 | GABRIEL VILLARREAL 7342 -~ X BUSINESS OCCUPANC 172891 $50.00~t
[} .
A ¢ 4
2192014 LETICIALOPEZ Y | 7343 X DAY CARE *. 172891 -] $50.00
.
: ~ _ ,
21972014 MIGUELMACIAS T | 7344 | X7 BUILDING PERMIT 172801 4 20000

Y



2/19/2014 CRISTINA GARZA t 7345 - x*} DAY CARE | 172891 $50.00 §
% ' !
/19,2014 MARIA MARTINEZ 1 7346 \# FOSTER HOME 1 172891 | $50.00 1
i - R 4 !
2192014 THELMA LOPEZ “\ 7347 X4 BUSINESS OCCUPANCY. 172891 * $50.00 4
) t ~
2/19/2014 MONICA GUERRA 1\ 7348~ | X BUSINESS OCCUBANCY 172894 35000 44— — — —— —
) B ) T
2/19/2014 ORAUARODNGUEZ% 7349 X BUSINESSO('CUPANCY4 172891 * $50.00
. ] ] ,
2/19/2014 IDOLINA VILLALON Y | 7350 { X BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 172891 1 ss0.00 [
] . =l “. .
2/19/2014 TYLER MORGAN ™ 7351 X BUSINESS O(‘(‘UPANCY+ 172891 $50.00 {
) 4 ’ I
2/19/2014 LUIS HORACIO FLORES 7352 7| X BUSINESS OCCUPANCY# 172891 ¢ $50.00
& e \1* < U 4
2/20/2014 BEATRIZ A.ORTIZ | 7353\ X BUILDING PERMIT ' / 172892 $200.00 +
ks 4 {
2/20/2014 MARIA & EDWARD FUENTES 7354 "] X BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 172892 $50.00 *
A A
~ Z o~ % Bl - ]
2/24/2014 AMADOR GARCIA 7355 %] X BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 173051 1 $50.00 "%
i 4 : i
2/25/2014 FRANCISCO MICHEL 73567 | x° BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 173052 7 $50.00
URBAN INFRASTRUCTURE > 8 )
2/25/2014 GROUPINC. 7357 X BUILDING PERMIT 1730524 $200.00 - .
L ’ 0 )
£ . = : 5
/262014 KATHY SCHUERMAN " | 7358 X uwmmmmn‘ 173053 $200.00 " §
. . N : P P 4
2/26/2014 MARTHA ESPINOZA | 7359 X BUILDING PERMIT :‘ 173053 $200.00 '
- e - %
2/26/2014 MARTHA ESPINOZA 7360 X BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 173053 ¢ $50.00
2/26/2014 DENSEL KIMBROUGH 7360~ X BUILDING PERMIT 173053 $200.00
a ) & K
2/26/2014 | EVARISTO DEGULLADO 7362- ] X~ BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 173053 $50.00
2/26/2014 DAGO MEDINA 7363 | X~ BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 173053 $50.00 '
2/26/2014 CESAR DURON 7368 | X BUILDING PERMIT 173053 $200.00 °
N 7 - 1
)‘ -~ e A -
2/26/2014 EDGAR JASSO *™ 7365 X BUSINESS OCCUPANCY. 173053 ° $50.00 ©
K , - ~ A ,
2/26/2014 MIGUEL SANTIAGO |, 7366 X BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 173053 $50.00 -
IS . P y
2/26/2014 | GONZALO ARMENDARIZ 7367 | X' BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 173053 $50.00° |
¥ - /' i
2/26/2014 LUIS SORCIA 7368 7] X BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 173053 $50.00
BR3 £ 4 o {
2/27/2014 CYNTHIA CASTILLO 7369 X BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 173054 $50.00 </
) - Ny A B
2/27/2014 | ECISD MIDDLE SCHOOL #6 | 7370 { X BUILDING PERMIT 173054 $200.00 ¢
<7 £ K < 1 - i
2/282014 LUIS MONTEMAYOR | 73" X BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 173149 $50.00 f
.”_ 4 A - ~f N 1
2/28/2014 PLCC CHILDCARE 7372 X DAY CARE 173 |49{ $50.00 N
BRE A TR I ;
| g

This report has bee

Approved Aiy:

P

’*)h,ILI

Fire Marshal

Print Name: , !; in “ |CUA:'!QZ

This report is due in the Office of the County Auditor an or before the fifth (5th) business day after the end of the month.

HIDALGO COUNTY AUDIT

Date

APPROV

DATE:

BY: _
hA\ Y

'S OFFICE
<

eysonally reviewed bi\me and I certifi the above to be true and correct to the best of my knowledge.

Prepared by: cho-bua; %\_
Administrative AsStstant

Print Name:\}a-l e C‘C(Vz_a._

3] s‘ 1]

Date

AN



COUNTY HIDA
HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR’S OFFICE r
Hidalgo County Administration Buildin
2808 South Business Highway 281
Edinburg, Texas 78539-6243

PHONE:

FAX: (956) 318-2577

!

iLGO

| ——

(956) 318-2511

WEBSITE: www.co.hidalgo.tx.us/auditor EDINBURG, TEXAS 78539

March 27,2014

Mr. Juan Martinez

Hidalgo County Fire Marshal
1124 N. M Road

Edinburg, Texas 78539

Ref: Review of Monthly Report and Supporting Documentation
For the month of February 2014

Dear Mr. Martinez:

We conducted a limited scope review of the Monthly Report and all supporting documentation for the month of
February 2014 pursuant to Local Government Code §115.002 (a), and §115.002 (b). The objective of the
review was to determine if fees collected were properly accounted and reported.

Scope and Methodology:

The scope of our review was limited to collections reported by the Fire Marshal’s Office on the Monthly Report
for the month of February 2014. Our review was not designed nor intended to be a detailed study of every
relevant control system, procedure, or transaction. Accordingly, the opportunities for improvement presented in
this report may not be all-inclusive of areas where improvement could be made.

The responsibility for establishing and maintaining a sound internal control system rests with management.
The objectives of an internal control system are to provide management with reasonable, but not absolute,
assurance that assets are safeguarded against loss from unauthorized use or theft, and that transactions are
executed in accordance with management’s authorization and recorded properly.

The purpose of this report is to furnish management independent, objective analyses, recommendations, and
information concerning the area reviewed. The report should serve as a tool to help management discern and
implement specific improvements.

Methodology:
In planning and performing our review, we reviewed applicable statutes and fee schedules. The following

procedures were performed:

o Reviewed the submittal dates of the Monthly Report and applicable supporting documentation to the County
Auditor’s Office to determine if the report and applicable supporting documentation were received within
five days after the last day of the month pursuant to Local Government Code §114.001 (b).

e Verified the signature on the Monthly Report to ensure that the report was signed by an authorized

signatory as documented on the “Authorized Signatories Form.”

Verified the mathematical accuracy of the Monthly Report by footing and cross-footing the report.

Reviewed receipts issued to determine if proper fee amounts were collected and reported.

Verified receipts issued followed a sequential order.

Verified that procedures for voided receipts were properly followed.

Reviewed Daily Remittance to determine whether fees collected were properly accounted and deposited

with the County Treasurer on a daily basis.

o Verified that the collections per the Monthly Report agreed to total receipts issued and the deposits made
with the County Treasurer.

o Reviewed.receipts, Daily Remittance, and Monthly Report to verify proper completion.

JAIME E. TUERINA
JUDGE, 52 D.C

HIDALGO COUNTY DISTRICT JUDGES

RODOLFO DELGADO J R. "BOBEV" RORES ROSE GUERRA REYNA JUAN R. PARTIDA MARIO E RAMIREZ, JR. NOE GONZALEZ LETICIA LOPEZ AIDA SALINAS FLORES ISRAEL RAMON, JR. JESSE CONTRERAS

JIDGE, 33 D.C. JUDGE, 13™D.C JUDGE, 206™D C JUDGE, 2T5™D.C. JUDGE, 33200.C. JRGE, 370™D.C. JUDGE, 383 D.C JUDGE, 335 D.C. JIDGE, £ D.C.
OVERSEER

JUDGE, 43"D.C



Mr. Juan Martinez
March 27,2014
Page 2 of 2

Conclusion:
Total collections for the month of February 2014 were $5,150.00. Based on the results of our review, we have
concluded that generally fees collected were properly accounted and reported.

If you should have any questions or would like to schedule a meeting to discuss this report, please do not
hesitate to call Letty Chavez, Compliance Audit Supervisor, at 318-2511 ext. 4651, or Arcy B. Duran, CPA,
Director of Audit, at ext. 4645.

Respggtfully,

cc: Valde Guerra, Commissioners Court Executive Officer

HIDALGO COUNTY DISTRICT JUDGES

JAIHE E. TIJERINA RODOLFO DELGADO J. R “BOBEY" FLORES ROSE GUERRA REYNA JUANR.PARTIDA MARIO E. RAMIREZ, JR. NOE GONZALEZ LETICIA LOPEZ AIDA SALINAS FLORES ISRAEL RAON, JR. JESSE CONTRERAS
JUDGE, 32D C JUDGE, 930 D.C. JUDGE, 139™D.C JRIDGE, 206™D.C. JUDGE, Z15mD.C. JUDGE, 3322 D.C JUDGE, 370™D.C JUOGE, 389 D.C. JUDGE, 298™D.C JUDGE, 436™D.C. JUDGE, 49™D.C
OVERSEER




HIDALGO COUNTY FIRE MARSHAL MONTHLY REPORT p‘
FOR THE MONTH OF FEBRUARY

a1 at4a
APPLICANT RECEIPT | Cash | Check} MO TYPE OF TREASURER T
DATE NAME NUMBER SERVICE RECEIPT [Ty
2/3/2014 viapimiRcruz X | 7 124‘ X BUSINESS oﬁ‘.upmcv 172350 ‘{- 550.004
=
A s
2/5/2014 JAVIERDIAZ 73|34 x$ BUSINESS OCCUPANGY 172517 4 sso.oo{
4 A < 4
/512014 ANTONIA SANCHEZ 73144 X BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 172517 ¢ 550.004
Az “
/512014 RAUL MONTES ) 7315 <§- Xt BUSINESS OCCUPANCYY 125174 sso.oo‘i
4 A, % “Ustec Borre Tnse N \)(
2/5/2014 JUANA GARCIA 7316 Y X USINESS OCCUPANCY 172517 $50.00
g 3 I
2/5/2014 I0SE A. GARZA 7317 4] x4 BUSINESS OCCUPANCY\ 1725174 $50.00°
2/5/2014 NELSON MONTEROS/A’ 8| x4 DAY CARE 4 172517% ] $50.00 4
B2
/ -~ £
2/5/2014 PROTEXH < 7319 . xi FIXED PIPE SYSTEM PERMIT | 172517 $50.00 4/
X v =
Ay
2/5/3014 SUSANA MARTINEZ 7320 X 4 DAY CARE A |72517)§ $50.00 °\
A A 4 &N '
2/5/2014 BRIAN MATHIS 7321 bis BUILDING PERMIT 172517 520000
RSBS INVESTMENTS X 4 4 4
2/5/2014 DOLLAR GENERAL - | 7312 X BUILDING PERMIT 172517 | 200,004
T
2/5/2014 ROXANNE cAsas < | 7323 Y X% BUSINESS OCCUPANCY\& 1725175 ss50.00 <’i
A % ) {
2/5/2014 ANTELMO BAUTISTA 73244 BUILDING PERMIT . 172517 2] $200.00-%
, ~ N
2/5/2014 DALIA GARZA ~ \ 7325’4 e BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 172517/} $50.00 4
A / ¢ i
2/5/2014 MARTHA BERMEIO | | 7326 Xt DAY CARE | 1725174<]  $50.00 k
L&y kt ~ k
/512014 MARTHA BERMEJO 7327 x+ DAY CARE 172517 4 $s0.00 4
2/5/3014 KAREN TRONCO “Y | 7328 4] x4 BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 172517 ss0.00
% - :
2/5/2014 JOSEFINA VALDEZ ‘i\ 7329 /f\ X BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 172517° 1 $50.00 "%
4 ¢ 4 , '
2/12/2014 JORGE GONZALEZ 7330"( X BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 172665‘ $50.00 €
2 i )j/ !
2/12/2014 VERONICA BARAJAS | 73315 BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 172665 $50.00 <+
£ 4 . 4 <+
2/12/2014 GUADALUPE RIOS 73320 FOSTER HOME 172665 $50.00
' =
2122014 JESUS DOMINGUEZ | 73334 R BUILDING PERMIT \\ 172665 4 $200.00 "
» ) ~ ; !
2/12/2014 AMANDAPENA ‘| 7334\ 5{ BUILDING PERMIT l,\‘ 172665< szoo.oo<
/ ¥ | - I
2/12/2014 JUANTREVINO 3 | 735X ] X! BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 172665 4| s50.00 T
2/12/2014 MARIO ALAFA ‘% | 7336.4] X BUSINESS O(‘CUPANC\} 172665 - sso.oof
A 1 4
2/12/2014 CRISTIAN GUTIERREZ 7337‘\ X BUILDING PERMIT \ 172665 < $2oo.oot
2/12/2014 juaNorTIZ 4| 73 x BUSINESS OCCUPANCY. 172665 €| s50.00°
z, x| A = ¢ 4
21272014 |  YESSICA HERNANDEZ 73394 X BUSINESS OCCUPANC, 172665 $50.00
2/1212014 OSCAR A. RAMIREZ ~ © 7340¥ X\ BUSINESS OCCUPANC 172665 {: $50.00 {
2/18/2014 NORMA FLORES % 73414 X ]| DAY CARE 172890 4 sso.oo(r
o ~<J 2 EY
219/2014 | GABRIEL VILLARREAL 7342 Y] x| BUSINESS OCCUPANéﬁ? 172891 $50.00~%
A i < 4 |
219/2014 LETICIALOPEZ Y | 7343 X DAY CARE +\ 172891 -] $50.00 +
, 1T 2 Z ]
\ ~
2/19/2014 MIGUEL MACIAS A B XTI BUILDING PERMIT 172891 “\ $200.00 T

I\



2/19/2014 CRISTINA GARZA‘\* 73454 X‘J( DAY CARE ‘f 172891 $50.00
2/19/2014 MARIA MARTINLIdi 7346 7 )f“ FOSTER HOME \l‘ 172891 + $50.00 \i
o ~+ .
2/19/2014 THELMA LOPEZ \\ 7347 x\- BUSINESS OCCUPANCY, 172891 4 $50.00 \\
B \L ) i
2/19/2014 MONICA GUERRAJY 7348 X‘\ BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 172891 <] $50.00
P T
dl 9 -
2/19/2014 ORALIA RODRIGUI:ZT 7349 X BUSINESS OCCUPAN(Y\L 172891 i $50.00 h
4 . :
2/19/2014 IDOLINA VlLLALONd‘ 7350 4 x 7 BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 172891 kS( $50.00 I(
P | P ¢ )
2/19/2014 TYLER MORGAN 4 73514 x° BUSINESS 0(‘CUPANCY\P 172891 4 $50.00 {
s ‘ i (
2/19/2014 LUIS HORACIO FLORES 7352 x° BUSINESS OCCUPANCY' 172891 &fz $50.00
\ i Q < 4
2/20/2014 BEATRIZ A.ORTIZ . 7353\ X BUILDING PERMIT ' / 172892 $200.00
4 ‘[ \S Y ] Ty
2/20/2014 MARIA & EDWARD FUENTES 7354 ] X BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 172892 < $50.00
4 £ /
2/24/2014 AMADOR GARCIA 7355<t~ X BUSINESS OC({YJPANCY 173051 7 $50.00 S~
& i rd
« . oL
2/25/2014 FRANCISCO MICHEL 73561 BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 173052 $50.00
URBAN INFRASTRUCTURE P A = ‘i !
2/25/2014 GROUPINC. -4 7357 X BUILDING PERMIT 1730523 $200.00 - |
< 4 4 <§ S 4
2/26/2014 KATHY SCHUERMAN 7358 X BUILDING PERMIT 173053 $200.00 "3
4 v b 4
2/26/2014 MARTHA ESPINOZAXt 7359 X BUILDING PERMIT I\ l73053‘)‘ $200.00 i
[ & 4 “
2/26/2014 MARTHA ESPINOZA 7360 X BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 173053 <. $50.00
pa) =4 i y
2/26/2014 DENSEL KIMBROUGH 7361 X BUILDING PERMIT 173053 (\ $200.00 °
4 ) “ . '
2/26/2014 EVARISTO DEGULLADO 7362 < X BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 173053 ° $50.00 1
A ~ -
2/26/2014 DAGOMEDINA _ * 7363~ | X BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 173053 1 $50.00 °
<L . ya o +
2/26/2014 CESAR DURON 736‘;‘. X BUILDING PERMIT 173053 $200.00
A / - [
5 = = I it
2/26/2014 EDGAR JASSO *- 7365 X BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 173053 $50.00 !
ra rd r e
Zn 4 4 ) i
2/26/2014 MIGUEL SANTIAGO , 7366 X BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 173053 $50.00
X 2 <8 4
2/26/2014 GONZALO ARMENDARIZ 7367 3 X' BUSINESS OCCUPANLCY 173053 $50.00 /I
X o 4 7 !
2/26/2014 LUIS SORCIA ) 7368 7| X BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 173053 $50.00 |
“+ ‘:f_ i (‘
2/27/2014 CYNTHIA CASTILLO | 7369 X BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 173054 $50.00 \f
y \( < L l(‘
2/27/2014 | ECISD MIDDLE SCHOOL #6 73704 X BUILDING PERMIT 173054 $200.00 )(
<4 (.f -
2/28/2014 LUIS MONTEMAYOR * 7371 ° X#_ BUSINESS OCCUPANCY 173 149(1 $50.00 T
0 Pal - <7
2/28/2014 PLCC CHILDCARE (F 7372 X DAY CARE 173 149{ $50.00

Approved by:

This report has bee

Wl

Fire Marshal

Print Name: , !;!AQ “ ]CUAJNQZ

This report is due in the Office of the County Auditor on or before the fifth (5th) business day after the end of the month.

HIDALGO COUNTY AUDIT
APPROV
DATE:

Date

eponally reviewed by\me and [ certifv the above to be true and correct to the best of my knowledge.

’{}/ﬂlf—i

Print Name: \}&l e L (\:C(VZ.Q-—

BY:

“

'S OFFICE
N

Prepared by: \IQJQJ.MA— SN LA 3" 5' l‘—’

Administrative AsSistant ©

Date

""i"ﬁ;";;._
Lar e,




HIDALGO COUNTY LAW LIBRARY D(bC/
MONTHLY FEES REPORT f
FOR THE MONTH ENDED February 28, 2014
PART I: SUMMARY OF MONTHLY COLLECTIONS .
A] B C I D E F ] G [ H ]
Law Library Receipt # COUNTY TREASURER
Receipt Sequence Total Receipt Receipt | Receipt OVER/ —
Date BEG # END # Collected Amount No. Date (SHORT)
1| 1-Feb-14 0 0 $ - .
2|l 2-Feb-14 0 0 s - R :
3|l 3-Feb-14 53657 -2 53665 <. | $7 6225 ] £ 62.25 | % 172404] 02/05/14 -
4l 4-Feb-14 53666 | 53673 -\ | $437.75| I 37.75 | -{172405] 02/05/74 -
5{| 5-Feb-14 53674 << 53679 L | s437.00] % 37.00]4 172475] 02106114 -
6} 6-Feb-14 5368041 53686 < | $ 46.00] < 46.00 |<1 172554 02/10/14 s
71l 7-Feb-14 53687 <\ 53690 L | ¢{ 4575] <) 45.75|<1172555] 0271014 -
8 8-Feb-14 0 0 $ - s 5
of] 9-Feb-14 0 0 $, - i A -
10 10-Feb-14 53691 -\ 53703 X | sl 98.75] ¢ 98.75 |1 172585] 02111114 -
11 11reb14] 53704 -7} 53711 | $4 79.75] L -79.75 |4 172748| 02/18/14 2
12 12.Feb1a] 53742\ 53724 4 | s.\sss0] " 'ss50] ' 172749| 02118114 ;
13f| 13-Feb-14 53725 < | 53731 7175 A 7175 i\"ﬁz?so 02/18/14 -
14f 14Feb-14 53732 | 53734 | | $-l27.00) |- 27.00 |4 172774]|52/19114 -
15[ 15-Feb-14 0 o s - e % : -
16} 16-Feb-14 0 0 $ - -
17| 17-Feb14|  Holiday < 0 $ - - A -
18] 18Feb14] 53735 A 53744 < | $4 5650 | 1 56.50 |<\ 172842| 02/21/14 .
19 19-Feb-14 53745 <\ 53756 & | $( 9475 | A '\94.75| A 172841 022114 -
20§ 20Feb14] 53757 <\|  s3res < | s 3675] < 36.75 KL 172842| 02121114 .
21| 21-Fev14] 53766 53770 v | s\ 2275 | %  22.75 | X 172889] 02124114 -
22l 22-Feb-14 0 o s . 2 AT o P .
23| 23-Feb-14 0 0 $ : \ R : 5
24}l 24-Feb-14 53771 <\ 53778 . X | $<{ 120.00 120.00 | <\172991] " 02/26/14 -
250 25Feb1a] 53779 L 53794 4 | X e7.00] < 67.00 | T172992 oz26/14] -
26] 26-Feb-14 53795 X 53803 & | $.459.00] <4 59.00 | 173044] o02/27/14] -
27§ 27-Feb-14 53804 < 53819<> |$7M35.75 | {135.75 | A 173077] ~ 02/28/14 .
28] z8-reb-14] 53820 2L 53827} | s 7225 % 72251 -ti73143] 03/03/14 .
29[ 1-Mar-14 0 0 s ' - A -
3 2-Mar-14 0 0 $ - -
31 3-Mar-14 0 0 $ - -
ﬁmwms COLLECTED 1,259.25 0.00
. a LESS: REIMBURSEMENTS .00  FORRECEIPT #s):
@ c*;: TOTAL REVENUE COLLECTIONS __1,259.25 <, \\J‘—')
a S
{ParT II:E§UMMARY_ OF YEARLY COLLECTIONS: l
G‘hnary T : ;Zg;gg ilﬂy . : 5 HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR' FIC
ary ,259. ugus - :
GETs o 3 1 poreovpor
e $ - October $ o : S >
May - § - November § = -
June c%: $o.55 S December $ -
(1)Subtotal $  3,020.75 (2) Subtotal $ . Total (142) §  3,020.75
S 302075 —
THIS REPORT HAS BEEN PBéONALLY PREPARED & REVIEWED BY ME & I CERTIFY IT TO BE TRUE & CO &

TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE.

LAW LIBE%:- OF HIDALGO CﬁUNTY, TX

This report is due in the Office of the County Auditor before the (5th) workday of the following month.
COUNTY AUDITOR'S FORM: RE- CLL-001

REVISED: 2/10



J
HIDALGO

COUNTY
HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR’S OFFICE
Hidalgo County Administration Buildin
2808 South Business Highway 281
Edinburg, Texas 78539-6243
PHONE: (956) 318-2511
FAX: (956) 318-2577

WEBSITE: www.co.hidalgo.tx.us/auditor EDINBURG, TEXAS 78539

March 28, 2014

Ms. Angie Chapa, Law Librarian
Hidalgo County Law Library
100 N. Closner

Edinburg, Texas 78539

Re: Review of Monthly Fees Report and Supporting Documentation
For the Month of February 2014

Dear Ms. Chapa:

We have conducted a limited scope review of the Monthly Fees Report and all supporting documentation for
the month of February 2014 pursuant to Local Government Code §115.002 (a) and §115.002 (b). The
objective of the review was to determine if fees collected were properly accounted and reported.

Scope:
The scope of our review was limited to collections reported by your office on the Monthly Fees Report for the

month of February 2014. Our review was not designed nor intended to be a detailed study of every relevant
control system, procedure, or transaction. Accordingly, the opportunities for improvement presented in this
report may not be all-inclusive of areas where improvement could be made.

The responsibility for establishing and maintaining a sound internal control system rests with management.
The objectives of an internal control system are to provide management with reasonable, but not absolute,
assurance that assets are safeguarded against loss from unauthorized use or theft, and that transactions are
executed in accordance with management’s authorization and recorded properly.

The purpose of this report is to furnish management independent, objective analyses, recommendations, and
information concerning the area reviewed. The report should serve as a tool to help management discern and
implement specific improvements.

Methodology:
In planning and performing our review, we reviewed applicable statutes and fee schedules. The following

procedures were performed:

e Reviewed the submittal dates of the Monthly Fees Report and applicable supporting documentation to the
County Auditor’s Office to determine if the report and applicable supporting documentation were received
within five days after the last day of the month pursuant to Local Government Code §114.001 (b).

e Verified the signature on the Monthly Fees Report to ensure that the report was signed by an authorized

signatory as documented on the “Authorized Signatories Form.”

Verified the mathematical accuracy of the Monthly Fees Report by footing and cross-footing the report.

Reviewed receipts issued to determine if proper fee amounts were collected and reported.

Verified receipts issued followed a sequential order.

Verified that procedures for voided receipts were properly followed.

Reviewed Daily Remittance/Close-Out Forms to determine whether fees collected were properly

accounted and deposited with the County Treasurer on a daily basis.

o . Verified that the collections per the Monthly Fees Report agreed to total receipts issued and the deposits
made with the County Treasurer.

s* Reviewed receipts, Daily Remittance/Close-Out Forms, and Monthly Fees Report to verify proper completion.

HIDALGO COUNTY DISTRICT JUDGES

JAIME E. TLUERINA- RODOLFO DELGADO 4R “BOBEY” FLORES ROSE GUERRA REYNA JUAN R. PARTIDA MARIO E. RAMIREZ, JR. NOE GONZALEZ LETICIA LOPEZ AIDA SALINAS FLORES ISRAEL RAMON, SR JESSE CONTRERAS
JUDGE, 920D.C JUDGE, :30D.C. JUDGE, 19MD.C AJIDGE, 206MD.C JUDGE, ZIS™D.C JUDGE, XY= D.C JUDGE, Y™ D.C JUDGE, 389™D.C JUDGE, 358™D C JUDGE, £30™ D.C. JUDGE, 49™D.C
OVERSEER




Ms. Angie Chapa
March 27,2014
Page 2 of 2

Conclusion:
Total collections for the month of February 2014 were $1,259.25. Based on the results of our review, we have
concluded that fees collected were generally properly accounted and reported.

If you should have any questions or would like to schedule a meeting to discuss this report, please do not
hesitate to call Letty Chavez, Compliance Audit Supervisor, at 318-2511 ext. 4651, or Arcy B. Duran, CPA,
Director of Audit, at ext. 4645.

ufracio, CPA
Chyinty Auditor

closure: Copy of Law Library Monthly Fees Report

cc: Valde Guerra, Commissioners Court Executive Officer

HIDALGO COUNTY DISTRICT JUDGES

JAME E. TUERINA RODOLFO DELGADO J.R “BOBBY" FLORES ROSE GUERRA REYNA JUAN R. PARTIDA MARIO E RAMIREZ, JR NOE GONZALEZ LETICIA LOPEZ AIDA SALINAS FLORES ISRAEL RAMON, JR. JESSE CONTRERAS
JUDGE, 820 D.C. JUDGE, $30D.C JUDGE, 133™D.C. JUDGE, 206™D.C JIDGE, ZISMD.C. JUDGE, 3 D.C. JUDGE, 370™D.C. JUDGE, 388 D.C. JIDGE, 298™D.C. JUDGE, 0™ D.C JUDGE, 4% D.C.
OVERSEER




HIDALGO COUNTY LAW LIBRARY (bC/
MONTHLY FEES REPORT ’Q
FOR THE MONTH ENDED February 28, 2014
PART I: SUMMARY OF MONTHLY COLLECTIONS
Al B C ] D E F | G | H [
Law Library Receipt # COUNTY TREASURER
Receipt Sequence Total Receipt Receipt | Receipt OVER/
Date BEG # END # Collected Amount No. Date (SHORT)
1|[ 1-Feb-14 0 0 $ - .
2| 2-Feb-14 0 0 $. - = -
3] 3Feb14] 53657 4 53665 <. | $7 6225 < 62.25 | -| 172404 0205114 -
4)l 4-Feb-14 53666 <\ 53673 <\ | $4.37.75] <\ 3175 -~_L'1_72ﬁ5f 02/05/14 -
5{5-Feb-14] 53674 <L 53679 < | $X 3700 % 37.00 |X 172475] 02/06/14 ;
6-Feb-14 5368041 53686 <. | $< 46.00 | 1. 46.00 |<{ 172554] 02/10/14 -
7|l 7-Feb-14 53687 <\ 53600 L | ¢7 4575] ) 45.75]<1172555| 02/10/114 .
8l 8-Feb-14 0 0 $ - ' :
ol 9-Feb-14 0 0 $. - _ -
10 10-Feb-14 53691 <\ 53703 & | sl 98.75] V 98.75 |-1 172585 02/11/14 .
11| 11-Feb-14 53704 <\ 537111 | $4 719.75| - 79.75|.{ 172748| 02/18/14 R
12|| 12-Feb-14 53712 -\ 53724 { | $\ss50] <\ 8s.50 | | 172749] 02/18/14 .
13| 13-Feb14 53725 | | < 53731<{ | § 71.75] A 71.75 | {172750| 02/18/14 .
14]| 14-Feb-14 53732 {| 53734 | | ${27.00] |- 27.00 | 172774| 219114 .
15| 15-Feb-14 0 o |s - : : .
16{| 16-Feb-14 0 0 $ - .
17} 17-Feb14]  Holiday < 0 $ - B .
18] 18-Feb-14 53735 53744 2\ | ${ 5650 ]  _156.50 |<| 172842| 02/21/14 .
19]| 19-Feb-14 53745 <\ 53756 & | $<(94.75 | _X'94.75| A 172841| 02121114 .
20f| 20-Feb-14 53751 A\| 53765 | $<(36.75] < 36.75 |1 172842] 02/21/14 .
21} 21-Feb14| 53766 53770 v | $.22.75| v 22.75 | X 172889] 02/24/14 -
22 22-Feb-14 0 o  |s*Y - B i‘ ' .
23} 23-Feb-14 0 . 0 $ - . ; -
24| 24-Feb14 537171 A\ 53778 X | $0120.00 | I 120.00 |<\172001] 02126/14 .
25 25reb14| 53779 X, 53794 X | $X 67.00] . 67.00 | 1172902 o02/26/14 .
26) 26-Feb-14 53795 X 53803 & | .459.00] < 59.00 i 173044 o02/27/14 .
27| 27-Feb-14 53804 <X 53819 | §7M35.75 | < 135.75 | .\ 473077| o02/28/14] .
28[ 28-Feb-14 53820 £\ s3s278 | sX7225] &\ 72.25| _M73143] 03/03/14 -
29 1-Mar-14 0 0 s | - \ .
30§ 2-Mar-14 0 0 $ - -
31| 3-Mar14 0 0 $ - -
TOTAL RCE\'cEIPTs AND FUNDS COLLECTED __ 1,259.25 0.00
: LESS: REIMBURSEMENTS 00  FOR RECEIPT #s):
= E TOTAL REVENUE COLLECTIONS ___ 1,259.25 4, \@'0
ot
E. SART Ii: SUMMARY OF YEARLY COLLECTIONS: |
idaary o= § 176150 July $ 5 HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR'S,
cpebpuary  § 125025 August $ 7 APPROVED BY: |
oilamh o= § > September £t DATE: LY
e % - October $ - ' I A
May —o— '$ - November  $ -
June cc':é' $ - December $ -
(1)Subtotal $  3,020.75 (2) Subtotal § . Total (1+2) §  3,020.75

{
THIS REPORT HAS BEEN PE@ONALLY PREPARED & REVIEWED BY ME & I CERTIFY IT TO BE TRUE & COR{ECT
TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE.

This report is due in the Office of the County Auditor before the (5th) workday of the following month.
COUNTY AUDITOR'S FORM: RE- CLL-001

LAW LIBR.% OF HIDALGO %UNTY, T

REVISED: 2/10




HIDALGO COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH DIVISION A
MONTHLY FEES REPORT Q
FOR THE MONTH OF : FEBRUARY 2014

Part I: RECAP.OF COLLECTIONS :

____A. TOTAL CASH COLLECTED S — —__—831,39500- — —
1. ON-SITE SEWAGE DISPOSAL INSPECTION PERMIT FEES e o
a. INSTALLATION PERMIT FEE |

I. EDINBURG $9,265.00 X 7
2. MISSION 534000 X/4

3. WESLACO s680.00 Y|

$10,285.00 y 7

b. FINAL INSPECTION PERMIT FEE

|. EDINBURG $6,540.00 \-T(I i
2. MISSION $240.00 A -
3. WESLACO $480.00 % $726000 K
2. RESTAURANT PERMIT FEES $11,400.00 \[\l <}
3. FOOD HANDLER'S CERTIFICATE FEES $2,450.00 }(f o
4. MOBILE UNIT DECAL FEES 3-
TOTAL AMOUNT DUE TO THE COUNTY TREASURER: (Should Match Amt in Part I1 =X
_Name of Fee Collected Fee Amt. Statute Ref. _# Issued GL Account Number Amount Collected 'I
LOCAL FEES Y =
Installation Permit Fee $75 HSC § 366.001 (A) 121 1100-345-21-340-000-0-000 $9:075.00 ) 53R
Final Inspection Permit Fee $60 HSC § 366.001 (A)  121*"% 1100-345-25-340-000-0-000 $7,260.00 1 %
Restaurant Inspection Fee $100, $50, $25  HSC §437.012 2 .3‘(512613 1100-345-22-340-000-0-000 $1 11400.00 Ao
Food Handler's Certificate Fee $10 HSC § 438.047 245%3 1100-345-23-340-001-0-000 522450.00 %o: T ey
Mobile Unit Decal Fee $5 HSC § 121.006 (a) 0 1100-345-24-340-000-0-000 3-
STATE FEES cl i o
TCEQ Waste Water Fee $10 HSC § 367.010 121 © 1100-207-20-000-002-0-000 $1,210.00 27, XA
TOTAL AMOUNT DUE TO THE COUNTY TREASURER: $31g95.00. Ah iy !
" variance should => "0"

3-4-(Y

THIS REPORT HAS BEEN PERSONALLY REVIEWED BY ME & [ CERTIFY IT TO BE TRUE & CORRECT TO THE

BES'R OF MY KNOWLEDGE
oY 3/ iy Z’%?AAO @M-‘" /j/

& DATE EPARTMENT DIRECTOR”
7(’}.| «
@15 Report liﬂe in the Office of the County Auditor before the (5th) workday of the following month.
-, 7
o %

%)%0 é{ HIDALGO COUNTY AUDI @s OFFICE
+% %, APPROVED BY: -»'Eé ;
e __DATE: /2] X\




COUNTY

,,,,,,,,,,

HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR’S OFFIC.
Hidalgo County Administration Building
2808 South Business Highway 281 == = e £
Edinburg, Texas 78539-6243

PHONE: (956) 318-2511 EDINBURG, TEXAS 78539
FAX: (956) 318-2577

WEBSITE: www.co.hidalgo.tx.us/auditor

| LY |- S ik T LA.AM »
= CaEra .- S W pedmsews ., T i BT L S

March 28, 2014

Eduardo Olivarez

Chief Administrator Officer

Hidalgo County Heath & Human Services Department
1304 S. 25" Street

Edinburg, Texas 78539

Re: February 2014 Monthly Fees Report
Dear Mr. Olivarez:

We have conducted a limited scope review of the Environmental Health Division Monthly Fees Report for
the month of February 2014 pursuant to Local Government Code (LGC) §115.002 (a) and §115.002 (b).
The objective of the review was to determine if fees collected were properly accounted and reported.

Scope:
The scope of the review was limited to collections reported by your office on the Environmental Health

Division Monthly Fees Report for the month of February 2014. Our review was not intended to be a
detailed study of every relevant control system, procedure, or transaction. Accordingly, the opportunities
for improvement presented in this report may not be all-inclusive of areas where improvements could be
made. The responsibility for sound internal controls rests with management.

Methodology:
In planning and performing our review, we reviewed applicable statutes and fee schedules. The following

procedures were performed:

o Reviewed the submittal dates of the Monthly Fees Report and applicable supporting documentation
to the County Auditor’s Office to determine if the reports and applicable supporting documentation
were received within five days after the last day of the month pursuant to LGC §114.001(b).

e Verified the signature on the Monthly Fees Report to ensure that the report was signed by an

authorized signatory as documented on the “Authorized Signatories Form.”

Verified the mathematical accuracy of the Monthly Fees Report by footing and cross-footing the report.

Reviewed receipts issued to determine if fees were collected and reported in the proper amounts.

Verified that procedures for voided receipts were properly followed.

Verified the sequence of receipts per the Monthly Fees Report agreed to the receipts issued. In

addition, verified that receipts followed sequential order.

e Reviewed receipts, Daily Remittance/Close-Out Reports, and the Monthly Fees Report, among
other supporting documentation, to verify proper completion.

o Reviewed Daily Remittance/Close-Out Reports to determine whether fees collected were properly
accounted and deposited with the County Treasurer on or before the fifth day after the day on which
the funds were received.

e  Verified that the collections per the Monthly Fees Report agreed to total receipts issued and the
deposits made with the County Treasurer.

HIDALGO COUNTY DISTRICT JUDGES

JAME E. TNERINA RODOLFO DELGADO J. R “BOBBY" FLORES ROSE GUERRA REYNA JUAN R. PARTIDA MARIO E. RAMIREZ, JR. NOE GONZALEZ LETICIA LOPEZ AIDA SALINAS FLORES 1SRAEL RAMON, JR. JESSE CONTRERAS

JUDGE, 8200 C JUDGE. 830D.C JUDGE, 19™D.C JUDGE, 206MDC JUDGE, 215" D C JUDGE, 3320 D.C JUDGE, 370™D.C JUDGE, 38g™ D C JUDGE, 398MD C JUDGE, 430™DC JUDGE, 49D C
OVERSEER




Mr. Eduardo Olivarez
March 28, 2014
Page 2 of 2

Conclusion:
Total collections for the month of February 2014 were $31,395.00. Based on the results of our review,
we have concluded that fees collected were generally properly accounted and reported.

If you should have any questions or would like to schedule a meeting to discuss this report, please do not
hesitate to contact Letty Chavez, Compliance Audit Supervisor, at 318-2511 ext. 4651, Arcy B. Duran,
CPA, Director of Audit, at ext. 4645, or me at ext. 4604.

Enclosure: Copy of Monthly Fees Report

cc:  Valde Guerra, Commissioners Court Executive Officer
Elizardo Ramos, Environmental Health Services Division Manager

HIDALGO COUNTY DISTRICT JUDGES

JAIME E TIJERINA RODOLFO DELGADO J R "BOBBY" FLORES ROSE GUERRA REYNA JUAN R. PARTIDA MARID E. RAMIREZ, JR. NOE GONZALEZ LETIQIA LOPEZ AIDA SALINAS FLORES ISRAEL RAMON, JR. JESSE CONTRERAS
JUDGE, 92%D.C JUDGE, 8300C JUDGE, 133™D C JUDGE, 206™DC JUDGE, 275MD.C. JUDGE. 332¢D.C JUDGE, 370™ D C. JUDGE, 383™D.C JUDGE, 394™D.C JUDGE, 430 D.C. JUDGE, 491D C
OVERSEER




HIDALGO COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH DIVISION
MONTHLY FEES REPORT Q
FOR THE MONTH OF : FEBRUARY 2014

A. TOTAL CASH COLLECTED $31,395.00
1. ON-SITE SEWAGE DISPOSAL INSPECTION PERMIT FEES ; -
a. INSTALLATION PERMIT FEE N2 -Yi5
1. EDINBURG $9,265.00 §t3
2. MISSION s340.00 X/¢
3. WESLACO $680.00 Y |7

$10,285.00 y 7

b. FINAL INSPECTION PERMIT FEE

>
1. EDINBURG $6,540.00 >< '

2. MISSION $240.00 '7"4’,

3. WESLACO $480.00 ‘- $7,260.00 )(
2. RESTAURANT PERMIT FEES $11,40000 \[o
3. FOOD HANDLER'S CERTIFICATE FEES $245000 K[>
4. MOBILE UNIT DECAL FEES $-

TOTAL AMOUNT DUE TO THE COUNTY TREASURER: (Should Match Amt in Part I1

Statute Ref. _ # Issued GL Account Number Amount Collected

LOCAL FEES X

Installation Permit Fce $75 HSC §366.001 (A) 121 1100-345-21-340-000-0-000 $9,075.00 W N’

Final Inspection Permit Fee $60 HSC § 366.001 (A) 1217 1100-345-25-340-000-0-000 $7=260 00 K1) X
Restaurant Inspection Fee $100, $50, 825 HSC §437.012 2%(-126%° 1100-345-22-340-000-0-000 $1 12400 00 X~ 2\

Food Handler's Certificate Fee $10 HSC §438.047 .= 245%3 1100-345-23-340-001-0-000 $2,450.00 Y3 Y&
Mobile Unit Decal Fee $5 HSC § 121.006 (a) 0  1100-345-24-340-000-0-000 $-

STATE FEES )” c
TCEQ Waste Water Fee $10 HSC §367.010 121 © 1100-207-20-000-002-0-000 $1,210.00 )7/, >( ‘
TOTAL AMOUNT DUE TO THE COUNTY TREASURER: $31é95.0,0 Yo LR,

variance should => "0" -

2p-(Y

THIS REPORT HAS BEEN PERSONALLY REVIEWED BY ME & 1 CERTIFY IT TO BE TRUE & CORRECT TO THE

B’Eﬁ'& OF MY KNOWLEDGE.
> 3/ l //5/ Ao ﬁ»«wﬂ /J/

DEPARTMENT DIRECTOR”

v 2 L% CV
¢
@IS Beport Mﬂ e in the Office of the County Auditor before the (5th) workday of the following month

7% %
"33,%0 49, HIDALGO COUNTYAU \’J%R’S OFFICE

& O /é) APPROVED BY:

N = _.DATE_ 5 ‘aw YR X\




COUNTY HIDALGO

HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR'S OFFICE
Hidalgo County Administration Building 4 N I [

2808 South Business Highway 281 A o= b TR < e — E
Edinburg, Texas 78539-6243

PHONE: (956) 318-2511 EDINBURG, TEXAS 78539
FAX: (956) 318-2577

WEBSITE: www.co.hidalgo.tx.us/auditor

March 28, 2014

The Honorable Sheriff Guadalupe Trevino
Hidalgo County Sheriff

711 El Cibolo Rd.

Edinburg, Texas 78540

Re: Review of Sheriff’s Investigation Fund Balance Sheets
For the Months of January 2014 through February 2014

Dear Sheriff Trevino:

We conducted a limited scope review of the statement of net assets (balance sheet) of the “Investigation
Fund for the months of January 2014 through February 2014 pursuant to Local Government Code §115.001.
The objective of the review was to obtain limited assurance whether any material modifications needed to be
made to the balance sheets.

Management is responsible for the preparation of the financial statements and for designing, implementing,
and maintaining internal control relevant to the preparation of the financial statements. Our responsibility is
to perform procedures to obtain limited assurance that there are no material modifications that need to be
made to the financial statements.

Based on our review, we are not aware of any material modifications that should be made to the statement of
net assets and applicable supporting documentation.

If you have any questions, please contact Letty Chavez, Compliance Audit Supervisor, at 318-2511, ext
4651, Arcy B. Duran, CPA, Director of Audit, at ext. 4645, or me at ext. 4604.

RayAtfracio, CPA
Hidalgo County Auditor

HIDALGO COUNTY DISTRICT JUDGES

JAIME E. TIJERINA RODOLFO DELGADO 4. R. “BOBBY" FLORES ROSE GUERRA REYNA JUAN R. PARTIDA MARIO E RAMIREZ, JR. NOE GONZALEZ LETICIA LOPEZ AIDA SALINAS FLORES SRAEL RAMON, JR JESSE CONTRERAS
JUDGE. 92°DC JUDGE, 932D C JUDGE, 135 D.C JUDGE, 206MD C JUDGE, 215MD C JUDGE, 1322D.C JUDGE, 370™D.C JUDGE, 389™0.C JUDGE, 8™ 0 C JUDGE, 430™DC JUDGE, 43MDC
OVERSEER
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COUNTY

HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR'’S OFFICE
Hidalgo County Administration Building
2808 South Business Highway 281
Edinburg, Texas 78539-6243

PHONE: (956) 318-2511

FAX: (956) 318-2577

WEBSITE: www.co.hidalqgo.tx.us/auditor

March 28, 2014

The Honorable Sheriff Guadalupe Trevino
Hidalgo County Sheriff

711 El Cibolo Rd.

Edinburg, Texas 78540

Re: Review of Sheriff’s Regular Trust Fund Balance Sheets
For the Months of January 2014 through February 2014

Dear Sheriff Trevino:

We conducted a limited scope review of the statement of net assets (balance sheet) of the Regular Trust Fund
for the months of January 2014 through February 2014 pursuant to Local Government Code §115.001. The
objective of the review was to obtain limited assurance whether any material modifications needed to be
made to the balance sheets.

Management is responsible for the preparation of the financial statements and for designing, implementing,
and maintaining internal control relevant to the preparation of the financial statements. Our responsibility is
to perform procedures to obtain limited assurance that there are no material modifications that need to be
made to the financial statements.

Based on our review, we are not aware of any material modifications that should be made to the statement of
net assets and applicable supporting documentation.

If you have any questions, please contact Letty Chavez, Compliance Audit Supervisor, at 318-2511, ext
4651, Arcy B. Duran, CPA, Director of Audit, at ext. 4645, or me at ext. 4604.

Respectfully,

acio, CPA
County Auditor
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COUNTY

HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR’S OFFIC,
Hidalgo County Administration Building
2808 South Business Highway 281
Edinburg, Texas 78539-6243

PHONE:

(956) 318-2511

FAX: (956) 318-2577
WEBSITE: www.co.hidalgo.tx.us/auditor

March 28, 2014

The Honorable Guadalupe Trevino, Sheriff
Hidalgo County Sheriff’s Office

711 El Cibolo Road

Edinburg, Texas 78540

Ref: Audit of the Chapter 59 Asset Forfeiture Audit Report by Law Enforcement Agency
For the Year Ended December 31, 2013
Audit No. 2014-02

Dear Sheriff Guerra:

We have completed an audit of the “Chapter 59 Asset Forfeiture Audit Report by Law Enforcement Agency’
(Chapter 59 Asset Forfeiture Report) for the year ended December 31, 2013 pursuant to Code of Criminal
Procedure §59.06 (g)(1), Local Government Code §115.001, Local Government Code §115.0035, and our annual
audit plan. The objective of the audit was to determine whether Chapter 59 seizures, forfeitures, receipts, and
expenditures were properly accounted and reported.

Background:
Code of Criminal Procedure (CCP) Chapter 59 “Forfeiture of Contraband” provides the Sheriff with the authority to

confiscate, forfeit, and dispose of contraband. Chapter 59 defines "contraband" as property of any nature (including
real, personal, tangible, or intangible property) that is used or intended for use in the commission of certain
enumerated felonies, Class A and Class B misdemeanors, or gained, acquired, and/or used to facilitate the
commission of certain enumerated felonies and misdemeanors.

For the year ended December 31, 2013, the Sheriff’s Office seized cash totaling $4,357,039.24; 11 motor vehicles;
and, 2 real properties. In addition, cash totaling $77,380.88; 3 vehicles; and, 1 real property was forfeited (awarded)
to the Sheriff’s Office during the year ended December 31, 2013. In addition, 5 vehicles and 1 real property was
returned to respondents.

CCP §59.03 (c) states that “A peace officer who has custody of property shall provide the attorney representing the
state with a sworn statement that contains a schedule of the property seized, an acknowledgment that the officer has
seized the property, and a list of the officer’s reasons for the seizure.” In addition, “Not later than 72 hours after the
seizure, the peace officer shall: (1) place the property under seal; (2) remove the property to a place ordered by the
court; or (3) require a law enforcement agency of the state or a political subdivision to take custody of the property
and move it to a proper location.”

Pursuant to CCP §59.04 (a), the District Attorney must commence forfeiture proceedings by filing a notice of the
seizure and intended forfeiture (petition) with the District Clerk’s Office not later than the 30th day after the date of
the seizure. Furthermore, pursuant to CCP §59.04 (g), if the seized property is real property, the District Attorney
must file with the County Clerk in each county where the property is located a lis pendens notice describing the
property. This notice must be filed not later than the third day after the date forfeiture proceedings are commenced.

Pursuant to CCP §59.05 (b), forfeiture proceedings are conducted in accordance with rules and principles governing
civil cases. Ifthe court finds that the state has proven by a preponderance of the evidence that all or part of the
seized property is subject to forfeiture, the judge shall forfeit the property to the state. Pursuant to CCP §59.06 (e),
a final judgment of forfeiture perfects the state's title to the forfeited property.

JAIME E TIERINA
JUDGE, 92 D.C.
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Pursuant to CCP §59.05 (f), on forfeiture to the state of an amount greater than $2,500, the clerk of the court in
which the forfeiture proceeding was held is entitled to court costs in that proceeding as in other civil proceedings
unless the forfeiture violates federal requirements for multijurisdictional task force cases authorized under Chapter
362, Local Government Code.

CCP §59.06 (a) states that “...all forfeited property shall be administered by the attorney representing the state,
acting as the agent of the state in accordance with accepted accounting practices and with the provisions of any local
agreement entered into between the attorney representing the state and law enforcement agencies.”

CCP §59.06 (b) states if a local agreement exists between the state and the law enforcement agency, the attorney
representing the state may transfer the property to the law enforcement agency. Furthermore, CCP §59.06 (c) states,
if a local agreement exists between the attorney representing the state and law enforcement agencies, all money,
securities, negotiable instruments, stocks or bonds, or things of value, or proceeds from the sale of those items shall
be deposited, after the deduction of court costs which a district court clerk is entitled, into one or more of the
following funds: (1) a special fund in the county treasury for the benefit of the office of the attorney representing the
state, to be used by the attorney solely for the official purposes of his office; or (2) a special fund in the county
treasury if distributed to a county law enforcement agency, to be used solely for law enforcement purposes.

CCP §59.06 (d) states awarded proceeds may be spent by a law enforcement agency or District Attorney’s Office
after a detailed budget has been submitted to the commissioners court. The Sheriff’s Chapter 59 budget for the year
ended December 31, 2013 was $113,590.99 and expenditures totaled $59,312.12 (i.e., salary, court costs,
registration fees, and advertisements for citation by publication).

CCP §59.06 (d-3) states that an expenditure of proceeds received under this chapter is considered to be for a law
enforcement purpose if the expenditure is made for an activity of a law enforcement agency that relates to the
criminal and civil enforcement of the laws of the State, including an expenditure made for: (1) equipment, including
vehicles, computers, firearms, protective body armor, furniture, software, uniforms, and maintenance equipment; (2)
supplies, including office supplies, mobile phone and data account fees for employees, and internet services; (3)
investigative and training-related travel expenses, including payment for hotel rooms, airfare, meals, rental of and
fuel for a motor vehicle, and parking; (4) conferences and training expenses, including fees and materials; (5)
investigative costs, including payments to informants and lab expenses; (6) crime prevention and treatment
programs; (7) facility costs, including building purchases, lease payments, remodeling and renovating, maintenance,
and utilities; (8) witness-related costs, including travel and security; and (9) audit costs and fees, including audit
preparation and professional fees.

Transportation Code §501.022 (a)(2) states “the owner of a motor vehicle registered in this state may not operate or
permit the operation of the vehicle on a public highway until the owner obtains: (A) title and registration for the
vehicle; or (B) a receipt evidencing title for registration purposes only under Section 501.029. Transportation Code
§ 501.022 (b) states “a person may not operate a motor vehicle registered in this state on a public highway if the
person knows or has reason to believe that the owner has not obtained a title for the vehicle.” Transportation Code
§ 501.022 (c) states “the owner of a motor vehicle that is required to be titled and registered in this state must obtain
a title to the vehicle before selling or disposing of the vehicle.”

Transportation Code §501.006 states that “on receipt of a verified request approved by the executive administrator
of a law enforcement agency, the department may issue a title in the form requested by the executive administrator
for a vehicle in an alias for the law enforcement agency's use in a covert criminal investigation.”

Local Agreement between District Attorney’s Office and Sheriff’s Office

On January 3, 2005, the Hidalgo County District Attorney and the Sheriff’s Office entered into a local agreement
pursuant to CCP §59.06 (b). According to the agreement, the Sheriff’s Office is responsible for paying all court
costs, attorney ad-litem fees, depositions, title searches, title policies, confidential informants, and all costs related
to forfeitures of real estate and personal property.

Personal Property (Vehicles, jewelry, phones, etc...) - If forfeited vehicles are not used for law enforcement purposes,
the vehicles are to be sold and the proceeds are to be disbursed 50% to the Sheriff’s Office and 50% to the District
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Attorney’s Office. The Sheriff’s Office has all interest in forfeited vehicles that are to be used for law enforcement
purposes. The Sheriff’s Office is responsible for the use and upkeep of the vehicles and obtaining a certificate of title.

All property seized, except for currency, bank accounts, negotiable instruments, and jewelry shall be kept in the
possession of the Sheriff’s Office. Currency, bank accounts, negotiable instruments and jewelry shall be held and
maintained by the District Attorney until a final disposition is ordered. All other personal property not suitable or
desired for use shall be forfeited to the District Attorney and sold at public auction. The proceeds after deductions of
sale expenses shall be disbursed 50% to the Sheriff’s Office and 50% to the District Attorney’s Office.

Real Estate - Upon the sale of real estate, all costs are to be paid from the final sum received, with the remaining
amount to be paid according to the percentages listed under “currency” below.

Currency - Currency, bank accounts, and negotiable instruments are to be disbursed and divided as follows, after
the payment of court costs:

Amount Sheriff's Office District Attorney's Office
Over $100,000 65% 35%
Over $50,000 to $100,00 60% 40%
$50,000 and less 50% 50%

All interest accumulated from any forfeited contraband shall be paid to the District Attorney.

Pursuant to the local agreement, 10% of the net forfeited currency over $3,000 shall be paid to Hidalgo County to
be used for the prevention of drug abuse and for the treatment of persons with drug-related problems. The net
forfeited amount is to be determined after all costs, including ad-litem fees, have been paid.

Sheriff’s Office Procedures

If possible, seized currency is counted by a Sheriff’s agent in the presence of the respondent and a receipt is issued;
however, the receipt is not pre-numbered. If the funds cannot be counted in the presence of the respondent, the
funds are placed in an evidence bag and transported to the Sheriff’s Office where it is then counted by two Sheriff’s
agents. The count is documented on the “Financial Seizure Account History” form, which is not pre-numbered.
Once the currency is counted, pursuant to CCP§59.08, the agent places seized currency in a certificate of deposit at
the county depository, Lone Star National Bank, under the name of the District Attorney’s Office pending final
disposition. If the currency cannot be immediately deposited, the currency is safeguarded in a vault in the Sheriff’s
Office evidence room. In most cases the currency is placed in a certificate of deposit within 72 hours.

Personal property is safeguarded at the Sheriff’s Office until a final judgment is rendered by the court. Vehicles are
maintained at the Sheriff’s Motor Pool and all other personal property is maintained at the Sheriff’s Office evidence
room. Only two Evidence Technicians have access to the evidence room. The evidence room is under lock and key
and has 24 hour surveillance. The personal property is logged in by an agent and submitted to an Evidence
Technician. If an item needs to be removed from the evidence room, the item is requested from one of the two
Evidence Technicians and the agent is required to log the item out.

When property is seized under CCP Chapter 59, the agent is required to complete a file consisting of an affidavit,
offense report, defendant’s criminal history, picture of the seized property, and vehicle registration information, if
applicable. The file is submitted to the Criminal Intel Research Analyst, who is responsible for ensuring the file
contains all required documents. Original files are maintained by the Criminal Intel Research Analyst and copies of
the file are forwarded to the District Attorney’s Office and the Sheriff’s Office Accountant II. Once the case has
been disposed, the District Attorney’s Office provides a copy of the judgment to the Criminal Intel Research
Analyst. The Criminal Intel Research Analyst then forwards a copy of the judgment to the Sheriff’s Office
Accountant I, who is responsible for the preparation of the Chapter 59 Asset Forfeiture Report and the
Quartermaster, who is responsible for overseeing the inventory and maintenance of Sheriff’s Office equipment.

If a vehicle is forfeited to the Sheriff’s Office, the vehicle is inspected by the Motor Pool Mechanic to determine
whether the vehicle is in good working condition for law enforcement purposes. The Mechanic documents the
inspection on the “Hidalgo County Sheriff’s Office Newly Acquired Vehicle Checklist” (checklist). The checklist is
provided to the Lieutenant and the Commander who determine whether to place the vehicle in use for law
enforcement purposes or to auction the vehicle.
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If the vehicle is retained for law enforcement purposes, the Sheriff’s Office submits an application for certificate of
title, along with a copy of the final judgment, to the Motor Vehicle Department. Upon receipt of the certificate of
title, the Sheriff’s Office maintains a copy of the title and submits the original title to the Purchasing Department’s
Fixed Asset Division and requests an asset tag. Insurance coverage is also requested from the Hidalgo County
Safety Division by preparing and submitting an “Insurance Change-Vehicles” form. Once the vehicle is insured,
the Safety Division submits proof of insurance to the Purchasing Department.

If the vehicle is not placed in use, a transfer form is prepared and the vehicle is declared surplus. Until the auction is
conducted, the vehicle is safeguarded at the Sheriff’s Office Motor Pool. In addition, a certificate of title is not
obtained under the name of the Sheriff’s Office.

The Purchasing Department is responsible for conducting the sale of assets. The Purchasing Department receives
the proceeds from the sale of assets from Rod Robertson Auto Auctions and prepares a “Purchasing
Department/Fixed Asset Division Auction Report” that details the manner in which the auction proceeds will be
distributed. The proceeds are then deposited with the Hidalgo County Treasurer.

Scope and Methodology:

The scope of our audit was limited to a review of all seized currency and property for which an agent’s affidavit was
made available to the County Auditor’s Office for review and all forfeited currency and property for which a final
judgment was rendered and recorded on Odyssey, the County’s justice information system, during the period of
January 1, 2013 through December 31, 2013.

Our review was not designed nor intended to be a detailed study of every relevant control system, procedure, or
transaction. Accordingly, the opportunities for improvement presented in this report may not be all-inclusive of
areas where improvements could be made.

The responsibility for establishing and maintaining a sound internal control system rests with management. The
objectives of an internal control system are to provide management with reasonable, but not absolute, assurance that
assets are safeguarded against loss from unauthorized use or theft, and that transactions are executed in accordance
with management’s authorization and recorded properly.

In planning and performing our review, we reviewed applicable statutes, policies and procedures, and the
applicable interlocal agreements. The following procedures were performed:

1. Generated “Cases filed” and “Cases disposed” reports for the period of January 1, 2013 to December
31, 2013 from Odyssey to determine if all seized, forfeited, and property returned to respondents were
reported on the Sheriff’s Chapter 59 Asset Forfeiture Report.

2. Compared Chapter 59 revenue and expenditure reports generated from alio, the County’s financial
accounting system, and “Purchasing Department/Fixed Asset Division Auction Report”, to the
Sheriff’s Chapter 59 Asset Forfeiture Report to determine if all Chapter 59 revenues and expenditures
were reported.

3. Reviewed expenditures from the Sheriff’s Chapter 59 Forfeiture Fund to determine if expenditures
were incurred for law enforcement purposes pursuant to CCP§59.06 (c).

4. Reviewed revenue reports generated from alio and “Purchasing Department/Fixed Asset Division
Auction Report” to determine if 50% of auction proceeds were apportioned to the District Attorney’s
Office and 50% to the Sheriff’s Office within 30 days of said sale pursuant to the local agreement.

5. Reviewed Hidalgo County Appraisal District records and ACT Tax Collection System, to determine if the
real estate property forfeited to the Sheriff’s Office had been recorded in the name of Hidalgo County.

6. Requested copies of the certificate of title from the Purchasing Department’s Fixed Asset Division to
determine if the 3 forfeited vehicles were titled to the Sheriff’s Office.

7. Reviewed the salary schedule adopted by Commissioners Court and compared it to the Sheriff’s
Office Chapter 59 Forfeiture expenditure report for the calendar year 2013 to verify whether the actual
salaries paid to the employee did not exceed the budgeted salary amount.

8. Reviewed the “District Attorney Investigation Funds Accounting Control Sheet” and supporting
documentation to determine if court costs were only paid to the District Clerk for cases where funds
forfeited were greater than $2,500.00 and not those where funds forfeited were less than $2,500.00.
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9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

Reviewed “District Attorney Investigation Funds Accounting Control Sheet” and supporting
documentation to determine if all interest accumulated from any forfeited funds were paid to the
District Attorney;

Selected 87 Chapter 59 vehicles held by Sheriff’s Office, including Chapter 59 seizures and forfeitures
from prior years, as of the year ended December 31, 2013 that were not auctioned for physical
identification and to determine if the vehicles put to use by the Sheriff’s Office contained an asset tag
and were properly insured.

Reviewed the “Financial Seizure Account History” form, the affidavit prepared by the seizing officer,
certificate of deposit receipt, and schedule of filed cases generated from Odyssey to determine if a
certificate of deposit was opened within 72 hours of seizure for the amount seized and if a petition was
filed within 30 days after the date of seizure.

Reviewed the “District Attorney Investigation Funds Accounting Control Sheet” and supporting
documentation to determine if the 10% of net forfeited currency over $3,000 was paid to Hidalgo
County for the prevention of drug abuse and for the treatment of persons with drug-related problems
pursuant to the local agreement.

Reviewed the procedures in place to determine if seizures were promptly recorded and controlled by
using pre-numbered official receipt forms.

Conclusion:
Based on the results of our audit, we have determined that generally Chapter 59 seizures, forfeitures, receipts, and
expenditures were properly accounted and reported. The following was noted:

1.

A review of the “Cases filed” and “Cases disposed” reports generated from Odyssey for the period of
review revealed that the Sheriff’s Office seized 11 motor vehicles, 2 real properties, and cash totaling
$4,357,039.24. In addition, the Sheriff’s Office was forfeited 3 motor vehicles, 1 other personal property,
and cash totaling $77,380.88. Furthermore, 2 motor vehicles and 1 real property were returned to
respondents as per the judgment. The seizures and forfeitures were properly reported on the Sheriff’s
Chapter 59 Asset Forfeiture Report.

All Chapter 59 revenues and expenditures recorded in alio and the “Purchasing Department/Fixed Asset
Division Auction Report” was reported on the Sheriff’s Chapter 59 Asset Forfeiture Report.

All expenditures from the Sheriff’s Office Chapter 59 Forfeiture Fund were incurred for law enforcement
purposes as required by CCP§59.06 (c).

There were no auctions related to the sale of forfeited property for the Sheriff’s Office.

The real estate property forfeited to the Sheriff’s Office had been recorded in the name of Hidalgo County.
The 3 vehicles forfeited to the Sheriff’s Office in 2013 were titled to the Sheriff’s Office as required by
Transportation Code §501.022 (a)(2).

The employees actual salary paid from the Sheriff’s Office Chapter 59 Asset Forfeiture Fund agreed to the
budgeted salary amount.

Court costs were only paid to the District Clerk for cases where forfeitures were greater than $2,500.00 as
required by CCP §59.05 ().

However, improvements could be made to the system of internal controls for the accounting and reporting of
Chapter 59 seizures, forfeitures, receipts, and expenditures as follows:

9. Accumulated interest was disbursed 50% to the District Attorney’s Office and 50% to the Sheriff’s Office
instead of 100% to the District Attorney’s Office as required by the interlocal agreement.
10. Of the 87 vehicles (4 vehicles seized not yet forfeited and 83 vehicles forfeited):

o All 87 vehicles were physically located.

e 4 of 87 vehicles did not contain an asset tag or have insurance coverage since the vehicles were seized
but not yet forfeited.

» 61 of 87 vehicles had an asset tag number assigned and were insured; however, only 22 of 61 vehicles
had the asset tag affixed to the vehicle. According to the Sheriff’s Office Commander, the asset tags
were not affixed to the vehicles since the vehicles are used for undercover operations. We were not able
to confirm if the asset tags were maintained on file.

o 2 of 87 vehicles (i.e., 2005 Freightliner and 1999 Dayton Walther Trailer) had an asset tag affixed but
were not insured. According to the Sheriff’s Office Commander, the vehicles do not need to be insured
since the vehicles are not being utilized.
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¢ 17 of 87 vehicles did not have an asset tag number assigned but were insured. According to the
Sheriff’s Office Commander, they were not aware that the vehicles did not have an asset tag number.
The Sheriff’s Office will obtain an asset tag number from the Purchasing Department.

e 3 of 87 vehicles did not have an asset tag number assigned and were not insured (i.e., 2001 International
Tractor Trailer, 2001 Coachman RV, and 2000 GMC SLE). According to the Sheriff’s Office
Commander, the vehicles do not need to be insured since the vehicles are parked at the Sheriff’s Office
and not being utilized. The Sheriff’s Office will obtain an asset tag number from the Purchasing
Department

11. 12 cash seizures were made by the Sheriff’s Office during the period of review. Of the 12 cash seizures:
e 10 certificates of deposits were opened within 72 hours of seizure as required by CCP §59.03 (c).
e 2 certificates of deposit were not opened within 72 hours of seizure. The certificates of deposit were
opened from 1 to 9 days late.

In addition, 19 petitions (cash and other property) were filed with the District Clerk’s Office. Of the 19
petitions (cash and other property):

e 18 were filed with the District Clerk’s Office on or before the 30th day after the date of the seizure as
required by CCP §59.04 (a).

= 1 was not filed with the District Clerk’s Office on or before the 30th day after the date of the seizure.
The petition was filed 1 day late.

12. 5 judgments involved cash forfeitures greater than $3,000.00. Of the 5 judgments:

o For 3 judgments, 10% of the net forfeited currency over $3,000 was paid to Hidalgo County for the
use of a drug rehabilitation program as required by the interlocal agreement.

o For 1 judgment, 10% of net forfeited currency over $3,000 was not paid to Hidalgo County for the
use of a drug rehabilitation program since a special local agreement between Hidalgo County and
Harris County was followed for this case. The local agreement did not include a provision for the
drug rehabilitation program.

o For1 judgment (C-1574-12J), 10% of the net forfeited currency was not paid to Hidalgo County for
the use of a drug rehabilitation program. According to the District Attorney’s Office Accountant, the
10% of the net forfeited currency was not paid to Hidalgo County for the use of a drug rehabilitation
program, in error.

13. Seizures are not recorded and controlled by using pre-numbered official receipt forms. Instead, the
“Financial Seizure Account History” form, a form that is not pre-numbered, is utilized to account for
seizures. In addition, the “Financial Seizure Account History” form does not require the signature of the
respondent and the agent and witness responsible for counting and verifying the property and/or amount of
cash seized.

Recommendations:

In our opinion, the issues identified during our review could be addressed by developing and implementing formal
policies and procedures for the proper accounting and reporting of Chapter 59 seizures, forfeitures, receipts, and
expenditures. At a minimum, procedures should require Sheriff’s Office to:

1. Ensure that all accumulated interest (100%) on forfeited currency is paid to the District Attorney’s Office.

2. Asset tags and insurance coverage should be obtained for all vehicles placed in use for law enforcement
purposes. In addition, asset tags should be maintained on file for those vehicles placed in use for
undercover operations.

3. Ensure that certificate of deposits are opened within 72 hours of seizure. In addition, coordinate with the
District Attorney to ensure that petitions are filed on or before the 30th day after the date of the seizure.

4. Ensure the 10% of net forfeited currency over $3,000 is paid to Hidalgo County for the prevention of drug
abuse and for the treatment of persons with drug-related problems pursuant to local agreements.

5. Ensure seizures are recorded and controlled by using pre-numbered “Financial Seizure Account History”
forms. The forms should require the signature of the agent counting and witness verifying the seizure. In
addition, the respondent’s signature, if possible, should be obtained and documented on the receipt form.

Please provide management responses to findings 9 through 13 noted in the conclusion section by April 11, 2014.
Your prompt response will be greatly appreciated.
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If you have any questions or would like to schedule a meeting to discuss the above noted recommendations, please
call Pedro L. Ramirez, Internal Auditor II, at 318-2511 ext. 4644, Letty Chavez, Compliance Audit Supervisor, at
ext.4651, Arcy B. Duran, CPA, Director of Audit, at ext. 4644, or me at ext. 4604.

Respectfully,

Cou? Auditor

cc: “"The Honorable Ramon Garcia, County Judge
The Honorable A.C. Cuellar, Jr., Commissioner Precinct 1
The Honorable Hector Palacios, Commissioner Precinct 2
The Honorable Jose M. Flores, Commissioner Precinct 3
The Honorable Joseph Palacios, Commissioner Precinct 4
The Honorable Rene Guerra, Criminal District Attorney
Ms. Martha Salazar, Purchasing Agent
Mr. Kent Richardson, Assistant Attorney General
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COUNTY

HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR’S OFFICE
Hidalgo County Administration Building
2808 South Business Highway 281 s
Edinburg, Texas 78539-6243

PHONE: (956) 318-2511 EDINBURG, TEXAS 78539
FAX: (956) 318-2577

WEBSITE: www.co.hidalgo.tx.us/auditor

April 3, 2014

The Honorable Sheriff Eddie Guerra
Hidalgo County Sheriff

711 El Cibolo Rd.

Edinburg, Texas 78540

Re: Review of Sheriff’s “B” Fund Balance Sheets
For the Months of January 2014 through February 2014

Dear Sheriff Guerra:

We conducted a limited scope review of the statement of net assets (balance sheet) of the “B” Fund for the
months of January 2014 through February 2014 pursuant to Local Government Code §115.001. The
objective of the review was to obtain limited assurance whether any material modifications needed to be
made to the balance sheets.

Management is responsible for the preparation of the financial statements and for designing, implementing,
and maintaining internal control relevant to the preparation of the financial statements. Our responsibility is
to perform procedures to obtain limited assurance that there are no material modifications that need to be
made to the financial statements.

Based on our review, we are not aware of any material modifications that should be made to the statement of
net assets and applicable supporting documentation.

If you have any questions, please contact Letty Chavez, Compliance Audit Supervisor, at 318-2511, ext
4651, Arcy B. Duran, CPA, Director of Audit, at ext. 4645, or me at ext. 4604.

Respectfully,

y Bufracio, CPA
Higdlgo County Auditor
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COUNTY

HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR’S OFFICE
Hidalgo County Administration Building
2808 South Business Highway 281 3 i
Edinburg, Texas 78539-6243

PHONE: (956) 318-2511 EDINBURG,
FAX: (956) 318-2577

WEBSITE: www.co.hidalqo.tx.us/auditor

TEXAS 78539

March 25, 2014

RBC Manufacturing Corporation
Attn: Plant Manager

6801 S. Bentsen

McAllen, TX 78503

Re: 2013 RBC Manufacturing Corporation Tax Abatement
Project No. 2014-17

Dear Sir/Madam:

We are in the process of conducting an annual review of the tax abatement agreement (agreement) between
Hidalgo County and RBC Manufacturing Corporation. The objective of our review is to determine the
applicable tax abatement percentage for the 2014 tax roll.

Section IX (b) of the Guidelines and Criteria for Granting Tax Abatements in Hidalgo County, Texas,
(guidelines) states “owners and lessees will provide reports and records reasonably necessary to support each
year of the agreement.”

In order to successfully conduct our review, we are requesting the following information:

e Certification of compliance pursuant to Section IX (b) of the guidelines which states “owners of facilities
and lessees, if any, of eligible property for which tax abatements is granted will annually certify to taxing
authorities that they are in compliance with the terms of the agreement”;

e Improvement construction plans pursuant to Article 4.01 of the agreement which requires construction plans for the
improvement be filed with the County within thirty (30) days from the date of approval of the agreement by the
County;

* Reports and records providing information on property purchases and status reports on the project’s
progress;

Audited reports to establish the construction cost of Improvements constructed in 2013, if any;

® “As built” construction plans pursuant to Article 4.02 of the agreement which states, “The owner shall file
the “as built” construction plans with the County, and the owner shall provide to the County an architect’s
certified statement detailing all improvements upon completion of construction of the project, excluding
all personal property and related expenditures made to the construction of the improvements,” if
applicable; Detailed list of eligible personal property, tax account numbers, and the assessed value for
each item;

Eligible real property tax account number(s);
Copies of the 2013 Texas Workforce Commission (TWC) Quarterly Reports submitted to the State.
Please ensure that social security numbers are removed;
* Number of full time positions and hours produced by each position;
The name of the City and County in which the full time employees reside; and
® Documentation demonstrating that RBC offers benefits to employees.
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RBC Manufacturing Corporation
March 25, 2014
Page2 of 2

Please send the information to the Hidalgo County Judge’s Office with a copy to the Hidalgo County Auditor’s
Office by Friday, April 4, 2014. Upon completion of our review, we will be submit a certification to the
Hidalgo County Appraisal District indicating the applicable tax abatement percentage for the 2014 tax roll.

If you have any questions regarding the requested information, please do not hesitate to call Letty Chavez,
Compliance Audit Supervisor, at (956) 318-2511 ext. 465 1, Arcy B. Duran, CPA, Director of Audit, at ext.
4645 or me at ext. 4604.

Respectfully,

acio, CPA
County Auditor

cc:  The Honorable Ramon Garcia, Hidalgo County Judge
Mr. Rolando Garza, Chief Appraiser, Hidalgo County Appraisal District

JAME E. TIJERINA
JUDGE, 820 01.C.
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COUNTY

HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR'S OFFIC
Hidalgo County Administration Building
2808 South Business Highway 281
Edinburg, Texas 78539-6243

PHONE: (956) 318-2511

FAX: (956) 318-2577

WEBSITE: www.co.hidalgo.tx.us/auditor

March 21, 2014

Joe Vera I1I, City Manager
City of Hidalgo

704 E. Texano Drive
Hidalgo, Texas 78557

Re: Tax Increment Reinvestment Zone No. 1, Hidalgo, Texas
Report No. 2014-15

Dear Mr. Vera:

The County Auditor’s Office is in the process of conducting a limited scope review of the interlocal
agreement between the City of Hidalgo, Texas, Hidalgo County, Texas and Reinvestment Zone (TIRZ)
Number One, City of Hidalgo, Texas. The objectives of the review are to determine the accuracy of the
TIRZ 2013 payment amount and compliance with Section IV (B)(7) and Section VI (K) of the interlocal
agreement.

In order to successfully complete our review, please provide copies of the following to the County
Judge’s Office and the County Auditor’s Office:

1. Updated fact Sheet - pursuant to Section IV (B)(7) of the interlocal agreement, the fact sheet must
include:

a. A detail as to what portion of the Project has been completed to date;

b. A schedule of what portion of the Project is to be completed in the following year; and

c. A current roster of the TIRZ’s board members, including the term of each board member, the
entity that appointed the board member and the date for the annual meeting.

2. Annual Report - pursuant to Tax Code § 311.016 and Section VI (k) of the inerlocal agreement, the
annual report must include:

The amount and source of revenue in the tax increment fund established for the zone;

The amount and purpose of expenditures from the fund,;

The amount of principal and interest due on outstanding bonded indebtedness;

The tax increment base and current captured appraised value retained by the zone; and

The captured appraised value shared by the municipality or county and other taxing units, the
total amount of tax increments received, and any additional information necessary to
demonstrate compliance with the tax increment financing plan adopted by the governing body
of the municipality or county.

o a0 oW

Annual Audit of the TIRZ - pursuant to Section VI (k) of the interlocal agreement.

4. A payment request along with supporting documentation from the TIRZ (i.e., collections reports
and TIRZ payment calculation worksheet). The TIRZ should request collection reports from the
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Mr. Joe Vera
March 21, 2014
Page 2 of 2

Hidalgo County Tax Assessor-Collector for the period of February 1, 2013 through January 31,
2014 in order to calculate the payment amount. The TIRZ, payment should be calculated by
utilizing the enclosed sample TIRZ payment calculation worksheet.

In addition, the information listed above has not been received from the City of Hidalgo TIRZ for the
2012 tax year. Please provide the necessary information in order to process the tax year 2012 payment.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call Carlos Ramirez, Internal Auditor I, at 318-2511 ext.
4654, Letty Chavez, Compliance Audit Supervisor, at ext. 4651, Arcy B. Duran, CPA, Director of Audit,
at ext. 4645, or me at 4604.

Respectfully,

The Honorable Ramon Garcia, Hidalgo County Judge
The Honorable Pablo Villarreal, Jr., Hidalgo County Tax Assessor-Collector
Mr. Valde Guerra, Commissioners Court Executive Officer

JAIME E. TIJERINA
JUDGE. 920D C
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Sample Calculation

Tax Increment Reinvestment Zone {TIRZ) Payment Calculation

TIRZ Real Property Certified Taxable Value as of January 31 (Provided by Hidalgo County Appraisal District (HCAD))
(Multiplied by) Hidalgo County Current (GHD) Tax Rate (.59/100)
GHD Actual Tax Levy for all real Property tax accounts located within the TIRZ

TIRZ Real Property Certified Taxable Value as of January 31 (Provided by Hidalgo County Appraisal District ( HCAD))
(Less) Base Year Real Property Certified Appraised Value for Tax Accounts located within the TIRZ (Provided by HCAD)
Captured Appraised Value

Captured Appraised Value

(divided) GHD Actyal Tax Levy for all Real Property tax accounts located within the TIRZ
Percent Collected of Actual Levy

Tax Levy Due to TIRZ
{Muttiolied by ) Percent Collected of Actual Levy
TIRZ PAYMENT AMOUNT

EXAMPLE
$ 100,000.00
0.0059
$ 590.00
- 590.00
$ 100,000.00
$ 10,000.00
$ 90,000.00
$ 90,000.00
0.0051
$ 459.00
$ 300.00
$ 590.00
50.85%
I 50.85%
S 459.00
50.85%

$ 233.39




COUNTY

HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR’S OFFICE
Hidalgo County Administration Building
2808 South Business Highway 281
Edinburg, Texas 78539-6243

PHONE: (956) 318-2511
FAX: (956) 318-2577

WEBSITE: www.co.hidalgo.tx.us/auditor

April 1, 2014

Oscar Ramirez, City Manager
City of Donna

307 S. 12" st.

Donna, Texas 78537

Re:

Reinvestment Zone No. 2, Donna, Texas, River Crossing
Report No. 2014-17

Dear Mr.Ramirez:

The County Auditor’s Office is in the process of conducting a limited scope review of the interlocal
agreement between the City of Donna, Texas, Hidalgo County, Texas and Reinvestment Zone (T IRZ)
Number 2, City of Donna, Texas. The objectives of the review are to determine the accuracy of the TIRZ
2013 payment amount and compliance with Section IV (B)(2) and Section VIII (J) of the interlocal
agreement.

In order to successfully complete our review, please provide copies of the following to the County
Judge’s Office and the County Auditor’s Office:

1.

Fact Sheet - pursuant to Section IV (B)(2) of the interlocal agreement, the fact sheet must include:

a. A detail as to what portion of the Project has been completed to date;

b. A schedule of what portion of the Project is to be completed in the following year; and

c. A current roster of the TIRZ’s board members, including the term of each board member, the
entity that appointed the board member and the date for the annual meeting.

Annual Report - pursuant to Tax Code § 311.016 and VIII (J) of the interlocal agreement, the
annual report must include:

The amount and source of revenue in the tax increment fund established for the zone;

The amount and purpose of expenditures from the fund;

The amount of principal and interest due on outstanding bonded indebtedness;

The tax increment base and current captured appraised value retained by the zone; and

The captured appraised value shared by the municipality or county and other taxing units, the
total amount of tax increments received, and any additional information necessary to
demonstrate compliance with the tax increment financing plan adopted by the governing body
of the municipality or county.

oo ow

Annual Financial Review of the TIRZ - pursuant to Section VIII (J) of the interlocal agreement.

Report on Contracts Awarded to Disadvantaged Businesses-pursuant to Tax Code § 311.0101(c)
and Section VIII (J) of the interlocal agreement. The report must include the total number and
dollar amount of contracts awarded to disadvantaged businesses during the previous year as well as
the total number and dollar amount of all contracts awarded.

JAME £, TUERINA-
JUDGE, 320 D.C.
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Mr. Oscar Ramirez
April 1,2014
Page 2 of 2

The TIRZ should request collections reports from the Hidalgo County Tax Assessor-Collector for the
period of February 1, 2013 through January 31, 2014 in order to calculate the 2013 TIRZ payment
amount. The TIRZ payment should be calculated by utilizing the enclosed sample TIRZ payment
calculation worksheet. If the TIRZ determines that a payment is owed, a payment request, pursuant to
Section IV (B)(2) of the interlocal agreement, along with supporting documentation (i.e., collections
reports and TIRZ payment calculation worksheet) should be submitted.

The information listed in numbers 1 through 4 above has not been received from the City of Donna TIRZ
No. 2 for the 2009, 2010, 2011, and 2012 tax years. The information must be submitted in order to be in
compliance with the terms of the TIRZ agreement.Consequently, TIRZ payments for tax years 2009
through 2012 have not been made.

The TIRZ should request collections reports from the Hidalgo County Tax Assessor-Collector for the
following periods: 1.) January 1, 2009 through January 31, 2010; 2.) February 1, 2010 through January
31, 2011; 3.) February 1, 2011 through January 31, 2012; and 4.) February 1, 2012 through January 31,
2013 in order to calculate the 2009, 2010, 201 1, and 2012 TIRZ payment amounts, if any.

If the TIRZ determines that payment is owed for any of the 2009 through 2012 tax years, a payment
request along with supporting documentation must be submitted for each tax year to the County Auditor’s
Office.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call Carlos Ramirez, Internal Auditor I, at 318-2511 ext.
4654, Letty Chavez, Compliance Audit Supervisor, at ext. 4651 » Arcy B. Duran, CPA, Director of Audit,
at ext. 4645, or me at 4604.

Respectfully,
7

Ray Elifracio, CPA
Hidg, go County Auditor

Enclosure
cc:  The Honorable Ramon Garcia, Hidalgo County Judge

The Honorable Pablo Villarreal, Jr., Hidalgo County Tax Assessor-Collector
Mr. Valde Guerra, Commissioners Court Executive Officer
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Sample Calculation

Tax Increment Reinvestment Zone (TIRZ) Payment Calculation EXAMPLE
TIRZ Real Property Certified Taxable Value as of January 31 (Provided by Hidalgo County Appraisal District (HCAD)) $ 100,000.00
(Multiplied by) Hidalgo County Current (GHD) Tax Rate (.59/1 00) 0.0059
GHD Actual Tax Levy for all real property tax accounts located within the TIRZ $ 590.00
TIRZ Real Property Certified Taxable Value as of January 31 (Provided by Hidalgo County Appraisal District (HCAD)) S 100,000.00
(Less) Base Year Real Property Certified Appraised Value for Tax Accounts located within the TIRZ (Provided by HCAD) S 10,000.00
Captured Appraised Vaiue $ 90,000.00
Captured Appraised Value S 90,000.00
(multiplied by) Contribution Rate (The lesser of actual tax year M&O rate or rate specified on agreement) (.51/100) 0.0051
Tax Levy Due to TIRZ S 459.00
TIRZ Collections (for February 1 through January 31) as per Collections Reports provided by Hidalgo County Tax Office $ 300.00
(divided) GHD Actual Tax Levy for all Real Property tax accounts located within the TIRZ $ 590.00
Percent Collected of Actual Levy 50.85%
Tax Levy Due to TIRZ S 459.00
(Mutiplied by ) Percent Collected of Actual Levy 50.85%
TIRZ PAYMENT AMOUNT $ 233.39




COUNTY

HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR’S OFFICE
Hidalgo County Administration Building . = .
2808 South Business Highway 281

Edinburg, Texas 78539-6243 EDINBURG, TEXAS 78539
PHONE: (956) 318-2511

FAX: (956) 318-2577

WEBSITE: www.co.hidalgo.tx.us/auditor

February 4, 2014

Luciano Ozuna Jr, City Manager
City of Alamo

420 N. Tower Rd.

Alamo, Texas 78516

Re: Tax Increment Reinvestment Zone No. 1, Alamo, Texas
Report No. 2014-19

Dear Mr. Ozuna;:

The County Auditor’s Office is in the process of conducting a limited scope review of the interlocal
agreement between the City of Alamo, Texas, Hidalgo County, Texas and Reinvestment Zone (TIRZ)
Number One, City of Alamo, Texas. The objectives of the review are to determine the accuracy of the
TIRZ 2013 payment amount and compliance with Section IV (B)(2) and Section VII (J) of the interlocal
agreement.

In order to successfully complete our review, please provide copies of the following to the County
Judge’s Office and the County Auditor’s Office:

1. Fact Sheet - pursuant to Section IV (B)(2) of the interlocal agreement, the fact sheet must include:

a. A detail as to what portion of the Project has been completed to date;

b. A schedule of what portion of the Project is to be completed in the following year; and

c. A current roster of the TIRZ’s board members, including the term of each board member, the
entity that appointed the board member and the date for the annual meeting.

2. Annual Report - pursuant to Tax Code § 311.016 and Section IV (B)(2) of the interlocal agreement,
the annual report must include:

The amount and source of revenue in the tax increment fund established for the zone;

The amount and purpose of expenditures from the fund;

The amount of principal and interest due on outstanding bonded indebtedness:

The tax increment base and current captured appraised value retained by the zone; and

The captured appraised value shared by the municipality or county and other taxing units, the
total amount of tax increments received, and any additional information necessary to
demonstrate compliance with the tax increment financing plan adopted by the governing body
of the municipality or county.

oan o

3. Annual f,.inancial Review of the TIRZ - puruant to Section VII (J) of the interlocal agreement.

4.. A payment request along with supporting documentation (i.e. collection reports and TIRZ payment
calculation worksheet) from the TIRZ. The TIRZ should request collection reports from the
Hidalgo County Tax Assessor-Collector for the period of February 1, 2013 through January 31,
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Mr. Luciano Ozuna Jr
March 20, 2014
Page 2 of 2

2014 in order to calculate the payment amount. The TIRZ payment should be calculated by
utilizing the enclosed sample TIRZ payment calculation worksheet.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call Carlos Ramirez, Internal Auditor L, at 318-2511 ext.
4654, Letty Chavez, Compliance Audit Supervisor, at ext. 4651, Arcy B. Duran, CPA, Director of Audit
at ext. 4645, or me at 4604.

b

Respectfully,

Enclosure

cc: The Honorable Ramon Garcia, Hidalgo County Judge
The Honorable Pablo Villarreal, Jr., Hidalgo County Tax Assessor-Collector
Mr. Valde Guerra, Commissioners Court Executive Officer
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Sample Calculation

Tax Increment Reinvestment Zone (TIRZ) Payment Calculation EXAMPLE
TIRZ Real Property Certified Taxable Value as of January 31 (Provided by Hidalgo County Appraisal District (HCAD)) $ 100,000.00
{Muttiplied by) Hidalgo County Current (GHD) Tax Rate (.59/100) 0.0059
GHD Actual Tax Levy for all real property tax accounts located within the TIRZ $ 590.00
TIRZ Real Property Certified Taxable Value as of January 31 (Provided by Hidalgo County Appraisal District (HCAD)) $ 100,000.00
(tess) Base Year Real Property Certified Appraised Value for Tax Accounts located within the TIRZ (Provided by HCAD) S 10,000.00
Captured Appraised Value $ 90,000.00
Captured Appraised Value g $ 90,000.00
(muttiptied by) Contribution Rate (The lesser of actual tax year M&O rate or rate specified on agreement) (.51/100) 0.0051
Tax Levy Due to TIRZ $ 459.00
TIRZ Collections (for February 1 through January 31) as per Collections Reports provided by Hidalgo County Tax Office $ 300.00
(gvided) GHD Actual Tax Levy for all Real Property tax accounts located within the TIRZ $ 580.00
Percent Collected of Actual Levy 50.85%
Tax Levy Due to TIRZ S 459.00
(muitipiied by ) Percent Collected of Actual Levy 50.85%
TIRZ PAYMENT AMOUNT $ 233.39




COUNTY

HIDAL GO COUNTY AUDITOR'S OFFICE
Hidalgo County Administration Buildin
2808 South Business Highway 281
Edinburg, Texas 78539-6243 A& = : .
PHONE: (956) 318-2511

FAX: (956) 318-2577 EDINBURG, TEXAS 78539

WEBSITE: www.co.hidalgo.tx.us/auditor

HIDALGO

March 20, 2014

Martin Garza, Jr., City Manager
City of Mission

1201 E. 8" Street

Mission, Texas 78572

Ref: Tax Increment Reinvestment Zone No. 1, Mission, Texas
Report No. 2014-19

Dear Mr. Garza:

The County Auditor’s Office is in the process of conducting a limited scope review of the interlocal agreement between
the City of Mission, Texas, Hidalgo County, Texas and Reinvestment Zone (TIRZ) Number One, City of Mission, Texas.
The objectives of the review are to determine the accuracy of the TIRZ 2013 payment amount and compliance with Tax
Code §311.016 regarding completion of the TIRZ’s annual audit report.

In order to successfully complete our review, please provide copies of the following to the County Judge’s Office and the
County Auditor’s Office:

1. Annual Audit Report- pursuant to Tax Code §311.016, the annual audit report must include:

The amount and source of revenue in the tax increment fund established for the zone;

. The amount and purpose of expenditures from the fund;

The amount of principal and interest due on outstanding bonded indebtedness;

. The tax increment base and current captured appraised value retained by the zone; and

The captured appraised value shared by the municipality or county and other taxing units, the total amount of tax
increments received, and any additional information necessary to demonstrate compliance with the tax increment
financing plan adopted by the governing body of the municipality or county.

NN

Furthermore, in order to process payment, the County Auditor’s Office will need to receive a payment request along with
supporting documentation from the TIRZ (i.e., collections reports and TIRZ payment calculation worksheet). The TIRZ
should request collection reports from the Hidalgo County Tax Assessor-Collector for the period of April 1, 2013 through
March 31, 2014 in order to calculate the payment amount. The TIRZ payment should be calculated by utilizing the
enclosed TIRZ payment calculation worksheet.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call Carlos Ramirez, Internal Auditor I, 318-2511 ext. 4644, Letty Chavez,
Compliance Audit Supervisor, at 4651, Arcy B. Duran, Director of Audit, at ext. 4645, or me at 4604.

Respgqtfully,

cc: The Honorable Ramon Garcia, Hidalgo County Judge
The Honorable Paul Villarreal, Jr., Hidalgo County Tax Assessor-Collector

Enclosure
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Sample Calculation

Tax Increment Reinvestment Zone (TIRZ) Payment Calculation EXAMPLE
TIRZ Real Property Certified Taxable Value as of January 31 (Provided by Hidalgo County Appraisal District (HCAD)) $ 100,000.00
(Muttiplied by) Hidalgo County Current (GHD) Tax Rate (.59/1 00) 0.0059
GHD Actual Tax Levy for all real property tax accounts located within the TIRZ $ 590.00
TIRZ Real Property Certified Taxable Value as of January 31 (Provided by Hidalgo County Appraisal District (HCAD)) S 100,000.00
(tess) Base Year Real Property Certified Appraised Value for Tax Accounts located within the TIRZ (Provided by HCAD) $ 10,000.00
Captured Appraised Value $ 90,000.00
Captured Appraised Value S 90,000.00
(muttipliad by) Contribution Rate (The lesser of actual tax year M&O rate or rate specified on agreement) (.51/100) 0.0051
Tax Levy Due to TIRZ $ 459.00
TIRZ Collections (for February 1 through January 31) as per Collections Reports provided by Hidalgo County Tax Office $ 300.00
(divided) GHD Actual Tax Levy for all Real Property tax accounts located within the TIRZ $ 590.00
Percent Collected of Actual Levy 50.85%
Tax Levy Due to TIRZ S 459.00
(Muttiptied by } Percent Collected of Actual Levy 50.85%
|TIRZ PAYMENT AMOUNT $ 233.39




COUNTY

HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR'S OFFIC
Hidalgo County Administration Building
2808 South Business Highway 281 5 - A maat
Edinburg, Texas 78539-6243 " M AR Sl ) S

PHONE: (956) 318-2511
FAX: (956) 318-2577 EDINBURG, TEXAS 78539

WEBSITE: www.co.hidalgo.tx.us/auditor

March 20, 2014

Oscar Cuellar, Jr., City Manager
City of Peiiitas

P.O. Box 204

Pefiitas, Texas 78576

Re: Tax Increment Reinvestment Zone No. 1, Peiiitas, Texas
Report No. 2014-21

Dear Mr.Cuellar:

The County Auditor’s Office is in the process of conducting a limited scope review of the interlocal agreement
between the City of Peiitas, Texas, Hidalgo County, Texas and Reinvestment Zone (TIRZ) Number One, City
of Peiiitas, Texas. The objectives of the review are to determine the accuracy of the TIRZ 2013 payment
amount and compliance with Section IV (C)(i) and Section IV (C)(ii) of the interlocal agreement.

In order to successfully complete our review, please provide copies of the following to the County Judge’s
Office and the County Auditor’s Office:

1. Copies of audits required by the agreement between the City, the Zone and any such redevelopment
authority pursuant to Section IV (C)(i) of the interlocal agreement; if applicable.

2. Annual Report - pursuant to Tax Code §311.016 and Section IV (C)(ii) of the interlocal agreement, the
annual report must include:

The amount and source of revenue in the tax increment fund established for the zone;

The amount and purpose of expenditures from the fund;

The amount of principal and interest due on outstanding bonded indebtedness;

The tax increment base and current captured appraised value retained by the zone; and

The captured appraised value shared by the municipality or county and other taxing units, the total amount
of tax increments received, and any additional information necessary to demonstrate compliance with the
tax increment financing plan adopted by the governing body of the municipality or county.

oo ow

Annual Audit Report of the TIRZ -pursuant to Section IV (C)(ii) of the interlocal agreement.
4. Fact Sheet - pursuant to Section IV (C)(ii) of the interlocal agreement, the fact sheet must include:

a. A detail as to what portion of the Project has been completed to date;

b. A schedule of what portion of the Project is to be completed in the following year; and

c. A current roster of the TIRZ’s board members, including the term of each board member, the entity
that appointed the board member and the date for the annual meeting.

5. A payment request along with supporting documentation (i.e. collection reports and TIRZ payment calculation
worksheet) from the TIRZ. The TIRZ should request collection reports from the Hidalgo County Tax Assessor-
Collector for the period of February 1, 2013 through January 31, 2014 in order to calculate the payment amount.
The TIRZ payment should be calculated by utilizing the enclosed sample TIRZ payment calculation worksheet.
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Mr. Oscar Cuellar
March 20, 2014
Page 2 of 2

In addition, the information listed above has not been received from the City of Penitas TIRZ for tax year
2012. Please provide the necessary information in order to process the tax year 2012 payment.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call Carlos Ramirez, Internal Auditor [, at 318-2511 ext. 4654,
Letty Chavez, Compliance Audit Supervisor, at ext. 4651, Arcy B. Duran, CPA, Director of Audit, at ext.
4645, or me at 4604.

Respectfully,

The Honorable Ramon Garcia, Hidalgo County Judge
The Honorable Pablo Villarreal, Jr., Hidalgo County Tax Assessor-Collector
Mr. Valde Guerra, Commissioners Court Executive Officer
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Sample Calculation

Tax Increment Reinvestment Zone (TIRZ) Payment Calculation EXAMPLE
TIRZ Real Property Certified Taxable Value as of January 31 (Provided by Hidalgo County Appraisal District (HCADY)) $ 100,000.00
{Multiplied by} Hidalgo County Current (GHD) Tax Rate (.59/100) 0.0059
GHD Actual Tax Levy for all real property tax accounts located within the TIRZ $ 590.00
TIRZ Real Property Certified Taxable Value as of January 31 (Provided by Hidalgo County Appraisal District (HCAD)) S 100,000.00
(Less) Base Year Real Property Certified Appraised Value for Tax Accounts located within the TIRZ (Provided by HCAD) 5 10,000.00
Captured Appraised Value $ 90,000.00
Captured Appraised Value S 90,000.00
(multiplied by) Contribution Rate (The lesser of actual tax year M&O rate or rate specified on agreement) (.51/1 00) 0.0051
Tax Levy Due to TIRZ $ 459.00
TIRZ Collections (for February 1 through January 31) as per Collections Reports provided by Hidalgo County Tax Office $ 300.00
(divided) GHD Actual Tax Levy for all Real Property tax accounts located within the TIRZ $ 590.00
Percent Collected of Actual Levy 50.85%
Tax Levy Due to TIRZ S 459,00
{muttiplied by ) Percent Collected of Actual Levy 50.85%
TIRZ PAYMENT AMOUNT $ 233.39




COUNTY

HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR’S OFFICE
Hidalgo County Administration Building
2808 South Business Highway 281
Edinburg, Texas 78539-6243

PHONE:

(956) 318-2511

FAX: (956) 318-2577
WEBSITE: www.co.hidalgo.tx.us/auditor

March 21, 2014

Richard Garcia, City Manager
City of Mercedes

400 S Ohio St

Mercedes, Texas 78570

Ref: Reinvestment Zone No. 1, Mercedes, Texas
Report No. 2014-22

Dear Mr. Garcia:

We are in the process of conducting a limited scope review of the interlocal agreement between the City
of Mercedes, Texas, Hidalgo County, Texas and Reinvestment Zone (TIRZ) Number 1, City of Mercedes,
Texas (agreement). The objectives of the review are to determine the accuracy of the TIRZ 2013 payment
amount and compliance with Section IV (B)(2) and Section VII (J) of the interlocal agreement.

In order to successfully complete our review, please provide copies of the following to the County Judge’s
Office and the County Auditor’s Office:

1. Fact Sheet - pursuant to Section IV (B)(2) of the interlocal agreement, the fact sheet must include:

a. A detail as to what portion of the Project has been completed to date;

b. A schedule of what portion of the Project is to be completed in the following year; and

c. A current roster of the TIRZ’s board members, including the term of each board member, the
entity that appointed the board member and the date for the annual meeting.

2. Annual Report - pursuant to Tax Code § 311.016 and Section VII (J) of the interlocal agreement,
the annual report must include:

The amount and source of revenue in the tax increment fund established for the zone;

The amount and purpose of expenditures from the fund;

The amount of principal and interest due on outstanding bonded indebtedness;

The tax increment base and current captured appraised value retained by the zone; and

The captured appraised value shared by the municipality or county and other taxing units, the
total amount of tax increments received, and any additional information necessary to
demonstrate compliance with the tax increment financing plan adopted by the governing body
of the municipality or county.

oo oW

Annual Financial Review of the TIRZ - pursuant to Section VII (J) of the interlocal agreement.

4. Report on “Contracts Awarded to Disadvantaged Businesses” - pursuant to Tax Code § 311.0101(c)
and Section VII (J) of the interlocal agreement. The report must include the total number and dollar
amount of contracts awarded to disadvantaged businesses during the previous year as well as the
total number and dollar amount of all contracts awarded.

JAIME E. TUERINA
JUDGE, 920D.C.
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Mr. Richard Garcia
March 20, 2014
Page 2 of 2

In addition, the information listed above has not been received from the City of Mercedes TIRZ for the
2009, 2010, 2011, and 2012 tax years. It is important that the information listed above also be submitted
for the 2009, 2010, 2011, and 2012 tax years in order to be in compliance with the terms of the TIRZ
agreement.

The TIRZ should request collections reports from the Hidalgo County Tax Assessor-Collector for the
period of February 1,2013 through January 31, 2014 in order to calculate the 2013 TIRZ payment
amount. The TIRZ payment should be calculated by utilizing the enclosed sample TIRZ payment
calculation worksheet. If the TIRZ determines that a payment is owed to the City of Mercedes TIRZ, a
payment request, pursuant to Section IV (B)(2) of the interlocal agreement, along with supporting
documentation (i.e., collections reports and TIRZ payment calculation worksheet) should be submitted.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call Carlos Ramirez, Internal Auditor [, at 318-2511 ext.
4654, Letty Chavez, Compliance Audit Supervisor, at ext. 4651, Arcy B. Duran, CPA, Director of Audit,
at ext. 4645, or me at ext. 4604.

Respectfully,

ay Enfracio, CPA
Hidalgo County Auditor

Enclosure

cc: The Honorable Ramon Garcia, Hidalgo County Judge
The Honorable Pablo Villarreal, Jr., Hidalgo County Tax Assessor-Collector
Mr. Valde Guerra, Hidalgo County Executive Officer

JAIME E TLERINA
JUDGE, 820 D.C.
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Sample Calculation

Tax Increment Reinvestment Zone {TIRZ) Payment Calculation EXAMPLE

TIRZ Real Property Certified Taxable Value as of January 31 (Provided by Hidalgo County Appraisal District (HCAD)) $ 100,000.00
(Muttiplied by} Hidalgo County Current (GHD) Tax Rate (.59/100) 0.0059
GHD Actual Tax Levy for all real property tax accounts located within the TIRZ $ 590.00
TIRZ Real Property Certified Taxable Value as of January 31 (Provided by Hidalgo County Appraisal District (HCAD)) S 100,000.00
(Less ) Base Year Real Property Certified Appraised Value for Tax Accounts located within the TIRZ (Provided by HCAD) s 10,000.00
Captured Appraised Value $ 90,000.00

Captured Appraised Value S 90,000.00

(multipiied by) Contribution Rate (The lesser of actual tax year M&O rate or rate specified on agreement) (.51/100) 0.0051

Tax Levy Due to TIRZ $ 459.00

TIRZ Coliections (for February 1 through January 31) as per Collections Reports provided by Hidalgo County Tax Office $ 300.00

(divided) GHD Actual Tax Levy for all Real Property tax accounts located within the TIRZ $ 590.00

Percent Collected of Actual Levy 50.85%
Tax Levy Due to TIRZ S 459,00

(Muttivlied by ) Percent Collected of Actual Levy 50.85%
TIRZ PAYMENT AMOUNT $ 233.39




COUNTY

HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR’S OFFICE
Hidalgo County Administration Building
2808-South Business Highway 281
Edinburg, Texas 78539-6243

PHONE: (956) 318-2511

FAX: (956) 318-2577

WEBSITE: www.co.hidalgo.tx.us/auditor

March 20, 2014

Ramiro Garza, Jr., City Manager
City of Edinburg

415 W. University Drive
Edinburg, Texas 78541

Re: Reinvestment Zone No. 1, Edinburg, Texas, The Shoppes
Report No. 2014-24

Dear Mr. Garza:

The County Auditor’s Office is in the process of conducting a limited scope review of the interlocal
agreement between the City of Edinburg, Texas, Hidalgo County, Texas and Reinvestment Zone (TIRZ)
Number 1, City of Edinburg, Texas. The objectives of the review are to determine the accuracy of the
TIRZ s 2013 payment amounts and compliance with section 3 (B) of the interlocal agreement and Tax
Code § 311.016 regarding completion of the fact sheet and the TIRZ’s annual report.

In order to successfully complete our review, please provide copies of the following to the County
Judge’s Office and the County Auditor’s Office:

1. Annual Report - pursuant to Tax Code § 311.016 and section 3 (B) of the interlocal agreement, the
annual report must include:

The amount and source of revenue in the tax increment fund established for the zone;

The amount and purpose of expenditures from the fund;

The amount of principal and interest due on outstanding bonded indebtedness;

The tax increment base and current captured appraised value retained by the zone; and

The captured appraised value shared by the municipality or county and other taxing units, the
total amount of tax increments received, and any additional information necessary to
demonstrate compliance with the tax increment financing plan adopted by the governing body
of the municipality or county.

2. Fact Sheet - the fact sheet must include:

ppe o

a. A detail as to what portion of the Project has been completed to date;

b. A schedule of what portion of the Project is to be completed in the following year; and

c. A current roster of the TIRZ’s board members, including the term of each board member, the
entity that appointed the board member and the date for the annual meeting.

TIRZ’s Annual Audit Report

4. A payment request along with supporting documentation from the TIRZ (i.e., collection reports and
TIRZ payment calculation worksheet). The TIRZ should request collection reports from the
Hidalgo County Tax Assessor-Collector for the period of February 1, 2013 through January 31,
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Mr. Ramiro Garza, Jr.
March 20, 2014
Page 2 of 2

2014 in order to calculate the payment amount. The TIRZ payment should be calculated by
utilizing the enclosed sample TIRZ payment calculation worksheet.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call Carlos Ramirez, Internal Auditor I, at 318-2511 ext.
4654, Letty Chavez, Compliance Audit Supervisor, at ext. 4651, Arcy B. Duran, CPA, Director of Audit,
at ext. 4645, or me at 4604.

Respectfully,

ay Eufracio, CPA
Hidalgo County Auditor

Enclosure

cc:  The Honorable Ramon Garcia, Hidalgo County Judge
The Honorable Pablo Villarreal, Jr., Hidalgo County Tax Assessor-Collector
Mr. Valde Guerra, Commissioners Court Executive Officer
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Sample Calculation

Tax Increment Reinvestment Zone (TIRZ) Payment Calculation EXAMPLE
TIRZ Real Property Certified Taxable Value as of January 31 (Provided by Hidalgo County Appraisal District (HCAD)) $ 100,000.00
(Muttiplied by) Hidalgo County Current (GHD) Tax Rate (.59/100) 0.0059
GHD Actual Tax Levy for all real property tax accounts located within the TIRZ $ 590.00
TIRZ Real Property Certified Taxable Value as of January 31 (Provided by Hidalgo County Appraisal District (HCAD)) S 100,000.00
{Less ) Base Year Real Property Certified Appraised Value for Tax Accounts located within the TIRZ (Provided by HCAD) S 10,000.00
Captured Appraised Value $ 90,000.00
Captured Appraised Value S 90,000.00
(muttiptied by) Contribution Rate (The lesser of actual tax year M&O rate or rate specified on agreement) (.51/100) 0.0051
Tax Levy Due to TIRZ S 459.00
TIRZ Collections (for February 1 through January 31) as per Collections Reports provided by Hidalgo County Tax Office $ 300.00
(divided) GHD Actual Tax Levy for all Real Property tax accounts located within the TIRZ $ 590.00
Percent Collected of Actual Levy 50.85%
Tax Levy Due to TIRZ 3 459.00
{Multiplied by ) Percent Collected of Actual Levy 50.85%
TIRZ PAYMENT AMOUNT $ 233.39




COUNTY

HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR'S OFFICi
Hidalgo County Administration Building
2808 South Business Highway 281
Edinburg, Texas 78539-6243

PHONE:

?

(956) 318-2511

FAX: (956) 318-2577 EDINBURG, TEXAS 78539
WEBSITE: www.co.hidalgo.tx.us/auditor

March 20, 2014

Fred Sandoval, City Manager
City of Pharr

118 S. Cage Blvd.

Pharr, Texas 78577

Re: Tax Increment Reinvestment Zone No. 1, Pharr, Texas
Report No. 2014-24

Dear Mr. Sandoval:

The County Auditor’s Office is in the process of conducting a limited scope review of the interlocal
agreement between the City of Pharr, Texas, Hidalgo County, Texas and the Reinvestment Zone (TIRZ)
Number One, City of Pharr, Texas. The objectives of the review are to determine the accuracy of the
TIRZ 2013 payment amount and compliance with Section IV (B)(2) and Section VII (J) of the interlocal
agreement.

In order to successfully complete our review, please provide copies of the following to the County
Judge’s Office and the County Auditor’s Office :

1. Fact Sheet - pursuant to Section IV (B)(2) of the interlocal agreement, the fact sheet must include:

a. A detail as to what portion of the Project has been completed to date;

b. A schedule of what portion of the Project is to be completed in the following year; and

c. A current roster of the TIRZ’s board members, including the term of each board member, the
entity that appointed the board member and the date for the annual meeting.

2. Annual Report - pursuant to Tax Code § 311.016 and Section VII (J) of the interlocal agreement,
the annual report must include:

The amount and source of revenue in the tax increment fund established for the zone;

The amount and purpose of expenditures from the fund;

The amount of principal and interest due on outstanding bonded indebtedness;

The tax increment base and current captured appraised value retained by the zone; and

The captured appraised value shared by the municipality or county and other taxing units, the
total amount of tax increments received, and any additional information necessary to
demonstrate compliance with the tax increment financing plan adopted by the governing body of
the municipality or county.

oo oW

Annual Financial Review of the TIRZ - pursuant to Section VII (J) of the interlocal agreement.

4. Report on Contracts Awarded to Disadvantaged Businesses-pursuant to Tax Code § 311.0101(c)
and Section VII (J) of the interlocal agreement. The report must include the total number and dollar
amount of contracts awarded to disadvantaged businesses during the previous year as well as the
total number and dollar amount of all contracts awarded.

JAIME E TUERINA
JUDGE, $22°0.C
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Mr. Fred Sandoval
March 20, 2014
Page 2 of 2

5. A payment request, pursuant to Section IV (B)(2) of the interlocal agreement, along with
supporting documentation (i.e. collection reports and TIRZ payment calculation worksheet) from
the TIRZ. The TIRZ should request collection reports from the Hidalgo County Tax Assessor-
Collector for the period of February 1, 2013 through January 31, 2014 in order to calculate the
payment amount. The TIRZ payment should be calculated by utilizing the enclosed sample TIRZ
payment calculation worksheet.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call Carlos Ramirez, Internal Auditor I, at 318-2511 ext.
4654, Letty Chavez, Compliance Audit Supervisor, at ext. 4651, Arcy B. Duran, CPA, Director of Audit,
at ‘ext. 4645, or me at 4604.

Respectfilly,

Enclosure

cc: The Honorable Ramon Garcia, Hidalgo County Judge
The Honorable Pablo Villarreal, Jr., Hidalgo County Tax Assessor-Collector
Mr. Valde Guerra, Commissioners Court Executive Officer
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Sample Calculation

Tax Increment Reinvestment Zone (TIRZ) Payment Calculation EXAMPLE
|TIRZ Real Property Certified Taxable Value as of January 31 (Provided by Hidalgo County Appraisal District (HCAD)) $ 100,000.00
(Muttiplied by) Hidalgo County Current (GHD) Tax Rate (.59/100) 0.0059
GHD Actual Tax Levy for all real property tax accounts located within the TIRZ $ 590.00
TIRZ Real Property Certified Taxable Value as of January 31 (Provided by Hidalgo County Appraisal District (HCAD)) S 100,000.00
(Less) Base Year Real Property Certified Appraised Value for Tax Accounts located within the TIRZ (Provided by HCAD) S 10,000.00
Captured Appraised Value $ 90,000.00
Captured Appraised Value S 90,000.00
(muttiptied by) Contribution Rate (The lesser of actual tax year M&O rate or rate specified on agreement) (.51/100) 0.0051
Tax Levy Due to TIRZ $ 459.00
|TIRZ Collections (for February 1 through January 31) as per Collections Reports provided by Hidalgo County Tax Office $ 300.00
(divided) GHD Actual Tax Levy for all Real Property tax accounts located within the TIRZ $ 590.00
Percent Collected of Actual Levy 50.85%
Tax Levy Due to TIRZ S 459.00
{Multiptied by ) Percent Collected of Actual Levy 50.85%
TIRZ PAYMENT AMOUNT $ 233.39




COUNTY

HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR’S OFFICi
Hidalgo County Administration Building
2808 South Business Highway 281
Edinburg, Texas 78539-6243

PHONE: (956) 318-2511

FAX: (956) 318-2577

WEBSITE: www.co.hidalgo.tx.us/auditor

March 20, 2014

Wilfredo Mata, City Manager

City of La Villa
916 Mike Chapa St.
La Villa, TX 78562

|

EDINBURG, TEXAS 78539

Re: Tax Increment Reinvestment Zone No. 1, La Villa, Texas

Report No. 2014-25
Dear Mr. Mata:

In order to determine the City of La Villa Tax Increment Refinance Zone’s (TIRZ) payment amounts, if any,
for the 2012 and 2013 tax years, a TIRZ map and a complete and accurate list of tax accounts located within
the TIRZ boundaries must be provided to the County Auditor’s Office by the Hidalgo County Appraisal
District (HCAD). However, according to the HCAD, accurate information cannot be provided to the County
Auditor’s Office due to the following:

A. The TIRZ’s tax accounts were coded based on a list of tax accounts provided by the TIRZ’s
Consultant; however, some of the tax accounts on the list do not exist.

B. The metes and bounds of the TIRZ have not been provided to the HCAD; therefore, a map of the
TIRZ’s boundaries has not been created.

Please ensure that the HCAD is provided with the following:

1. An accurate list of tax accounts located within the TIRZ boundaries, and
2. The TIRZ’s metes and bounds as approved by the City Ordinance.

Once the requested information is received, the County Auditor’s Office will proceed to conduct a limited
scope review of the interlocal agreement between the City of La Villa, Hidalgo County, and the TIRZ.
The objectives of the review will be to determine the accuracy of the 2012 and 2013 TIRZ payment
amounts and compliance with Section IV (B) (2) and Section VII (J) of the interlocal agreement. In order
to complete the review, please provide copies of the following to the County Judge’s Office and the

County Auditor’s Office:

1. Fact Sheet - pursuant to Section IV (B)(2) of the interlocal agreement, the fact sheet must include:

a. A detail as to what portion of the Project has been completed to date;

b. A schedule of what portion of the Project is to be completed in the following year; and

c. A current roster of the TIRZ’s board members, including the term of each board member, the
entity that appointed the board member and the date for the annual meeting.

2. Annual Report - pursuant to Tax Code § 311.016 and Section VII (J) of the interlocal agreement,
the annual report must include:

The amount and source of revenue in the tax increment fund established for the zone;

The amount of principal and interest due on outstanding bonded indebtedness;

a
b. The amount and purpose of expenditures from the fund;
c
d

The tax increment base and current captured appraised value retained by the zone; and
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Mr. Wilfredo Mata
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e. The captured appraised value shared by the municipality or county and other taxing units, the
total amount of tax increments received, and any additional information necessary to
demonstrate compliance with the tax increment financing plan adopted by the governing body of
the municipality or county.

Annual Financial Review of the TIRZ - pursuant to Section VII (J) of the interlocal agreement.

4. Report on Contracts Awarded to Disadvantaged Businesses - pursuant to Tax Code § 311.0101(c)
and Section VII (J) of the interlocal agreement. The report must include the total number and dollar
amount of contracts awarded to disadvantaged businesses during the previous year as well as the
total number and dollar amount of all contracts awarded.

Once the HCAD properly codes the TIRZ tax accounts, the TIRZ should be able to compute the TIRZ
pament amounts. The TIRZ should submit a payment request, along with applicable supporting
documentation (i.e., collection reports and TIRZ’s payment calculation worksheets) to the County
Auditor’s Office, pursuant to Section IV (B)(2) of the interlocal agreement. The TIRZ should request
collections reports from the Hidalgo County Tax Assessor-Collector for the periods of January 1, 2012
through January 31, 2013 and February 1, 2013 through January 31, 2014 in order to calculate the
payment amount for each of the tax years. The TIRZ 2012 and 2013 payments should be calculated by
utilizing the enclosed sample TIRZ payment calculation worksheet.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call Carlos Ramirez, Internal Auditor I, at 318-2511 ext.
4654, Letty Chavez, Compliance Audit Supervisor, at ext. 4651, Arcy B. Duran, CPA, Director of Audit,
at ext. 4645, or me at 4604.

Respectfully,

The Honorable Ramon Garcia, Hidalgo County Judge

The Honorable Pablo Villarreal, Jr., Hidalgo County Tax Assessor-Collector
Mr. Rolando Garza, Chief Appraiser, Hidalgo County Appraisal District
Mr. Valde Guerra, Commissioners Court Executive Officer
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Sample Calculation

Tax Increment Reinvestment Zone {TIRZ) Payment Calculation EXAMPLE

TIRZ Real Property Certified Taxable Value as of January 31 (Provided by Hidalgo County Appraisal District (HCAD)) $ 100,000.00
(Muitiptiad by) Hidalgo County Current (GHD) Tax Rate (.59/100) 0.0059
GHD Actual Tax Levy for all real property tax accounts located within the TIRZ $ 590.00
TIRZ Real Property Certified Taxable Value as of January 31 (Provided by Hidalgo County Appraisal District (HCAD)) $ 100,000.00
(Less) Base Year Real Property Certified Appraised Value for Tax Accounts located within the TIRZ (Provided by HCAD) S 10,000.00
Captured Appraised Value $ 90,000.00
Captured Appraised Value S 90,000.00
(muttiptied by) Contribution Rate (The lesser of actual tax year M&O rate or rate specified on agreement) (.51/100) 0.0051
Tax Levy Due to TIRZ $ 459.00
TIRZ Collections (for February 1 through January 31) as per Collections Reports provided by Hidalgo County Tax Office $ 300.00
(dvided) GHD Actual Tax Levy for all Real Property tax accounts located within the TIRZ $ 590.00
Percent Collected of Actual Levy 50.85%
Tax Levy Due to TIRZ S 459.00
{Mmuitiptied by ) Percent Collected of Actual Levy 50.85%
TIRZ PAYMENT AMOUNT $ 233.39




COUNTY e

HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR'S OFFICE
Hidalgo County Administration Building
2808 South Business Highway 281

?

Edinburg, Texas 78539-6243

PHONE:

Y850} 10,2611 EDINBURG, TEXAS 78539

FAX: (956) 318-2577
WEBSITE: www.co.hidalgo.tx.us/audifor

March 20, 2014

Ramiro Garza, Jr., City Manager
City of Edinburg

415 W. University Drive
Edinburg, Texas 78541

Re: Reinvestment Zone No. 3, Edinburg, Texas, La Sienna Project
Report No. 2014-25

Dear Mr. Garza:

The County Auditor’s Office is in the process of conducting a limited scope review of the interlocal
agreement between the City of Edinburg, Texas, Hidalgo County, Texas and Reinvestment Zone (TIRZ)
Number 3, City of Edinburg, Texas. The objectives of the review are to determine the accuracy of the
TIRZ 2013 payment amount and compliance with Section IV (B)(2) and Section VIII (J) of the interlocal
agreement.

In order to successfully complete our review, please provide copies of the following to the County
Judge’s Office and the County Auditor’s Office:

1. Annual Report - pursuant to Tax Code § 311.016 and Section VIII (J) of the interlocal agreement,
the annual report must include:

The amount and source of revenue in the tax increment fund established for the zone;

The amount and purpose of expenditures from the fund;

The amount of principal and interest due on outstanding bonded indebtedness;

The tax increment base and current captured appraised value retained by the zone; and

The captured appraised value shared by the municipality or county and other taxing units, the
total amount of tax increments received, and any additional information necessary to
demonstrate compliance with the tax increment financing plan adopted by the governing body
of the municipality or county.

oo ow

2. Fact Sheet - pursuant to Section IV (B)(2) of the interlocal agreement, the fact sheet must include:

a. A detail as to what portion of the Project has been completed to date;

b. A schedule of what portion of the Project is to be completed in the following year; and

c. A current roster of the TIRZ’s board members, including the term of each board member, the
entity that appointed the board member and the date for the annual meeting.

Annual Financial Review of the TIRZ - pursuant to Section VIII (J) of the interlocal agreement.

4. Report on Contracts Awarded to Disadvantaged Businesses-pursuant to Tax Code § 311.0101(c)
and Section VIII (J) of the interlocal agreement. The report must include the total number and
dollar amount of contracts awarded to disadvantaged businesses during the previous year as well as
the total number and dollar amount of all contracts awarded.

JAIME E. TUERINA
JUDGE, 920 D.C.
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Mr. Ramiro Garza, Jr.
February 4, 2014
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5. A payment request, pursuant to Section IV (B)(2) of the interlocal agreement, along with
supporting documentation from the TIRZ (i.e., collection reports and TIRZ payment calculation
worksheet). The TIRZ should request collections reports from the Hidalgo County Tax Assessor-
Collector for the period of February 1, 2013 through January 31, 2014 in order to calculate the
payment amount. The TIRZ payment should be calculated by utilizing the enclosed sample TIRZ
payment calculation worksheet.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call Carlos Ramirez, Internal Auditor I, at 318-2511 ext.
4654, Letty Chavez, Compliance Audit Supervisor, at ext. 4651, Arcy B. Duran, CPA, Director of Audit,
at ext. 4645, or me at 4604.

Respectfully,

Ray Eyfracio, CPA
idalgo County Auditor

Enelosure

cc: The Honorable Ramon Garcia, Hidalgo County Judge
The Honorable Pablo Villarreal, Jr., Hidalgo County Tax Assessor-Collector
Mr. Valde Guerra, Hidalgo County Executive Officer

HIDALGO COUNTY DISTRICT JUDGES

JAIME E. TUERINA RODOLFO DELGADO J. R "BOBEY" FLORES ROSE GLUERRA REYNA JUAN R PARTIDA MARIO E. RAIIREZ, JR. NOE GONZALEZ LETICIA LOPEZ AIDA SALINAS FLORES SRAEL RAMON, JR JESSE CONTRERAS
JUDGE, $2°D.C. JUDGE, 83 0.C. JUDGE, 135™D.C. JDGE, 208™D.C. JUDGE, Z/5™D.C. JUDGE, 3320 D.C. JUDGE, 370™D.C. JUDGE, 383D C. JUDGE, 388™D.C. JUDGE, 430™D.C JUDGE, 49™ 0.C.
OVERSEER



Sample Calculation

Tax Increment Reinvestment Zone (TIRZ) Payment Calculation EXAMPLE
TIRZ Real Property Certified Taxable Value as of January 31 (Provided by Hidalgo County Appraisal District (HCAD)) $ 100,000.00
(Multiplied by) Hidalgo County Current (GHD) Tax Rate (.59/100) 0.0059
GHD Actual Tax Levy for all real property tax accounts located within the TIRZ $ 590.00
TIRZ Real Property Certified Taxable Value as of January 31 (Provided by Hidalgo County Appraisal District (HCAD)) $ 100,000.00
(Less) Base Year Real Property Certified Appraised Value for. Tax Accounts located within the TIRZ (Provided by HCAD) 3 10,000.00
Captured Appraised Value $ 90,000.00
Captured Appraised Value S 90,000.00
{muttiplied by) Contribution Rate (The lesser of actual tax year M&O rate or rate specified on agreement) (.51/100) 0.0051
Tax Levy Due to TIRZ $ 459.00
TIRZ Collections (for February 1 through January 31) as per Collections Reports provided by Hidalgo County Tax Office $ 300.00
(dwvided) GHD Actual Tax Levy for all Real Property tax accounts located within the TIRZ $ 580.00
Percent Collected of Actual Levy 50.85%
Tax Levy Due to TIRZ S 459.00
{Mmurtiptied by ) Percent Collected of Actual Levy 50.85%
TIRZ PAYMENT AMOUNT $ 233.39




COUNTY S

HIDALGO COUNTY AUDITOR’S OFFIC,
Hidalgo County Administration Building
2808 South Business Highway 281
Edinburg, Texas 78539-6243

PHONE:

1

(956) 318-2511

FAX: (956) 318-2577 EDINBURG, TEXAS 78539
WEBSITE: www.co.hidalgo.tx.us/auditor

March 20, 2014

Jorge Arcaute, City Manager
City of Alton

509 S. Alton Blvd.

Alton, Texas 78573

Re: Tax Increment Reinvestment Zone No. 1, Alton, Texas
Report No. 2014-27

Dear Mr. Arcaute:

The County Auditor’s Office is in the process of conducting a limited scope review of the interlocal
agreement between the City of Alton, Texas, Hidalgo County, Texas and the Reinvestment Zone (TIRZ)
Number One, City of Alton, Texas. The objectives of the review are to determine the accuracy of the
TIRZ 2013 payment amount and compliance with Section IV (B)(2) and Section VII (J) of the interlocal
agreement.

In order to successfully complete our review, please provide copies of the following to the County
Judge’s Office and the County Auditor’s Office :

1. Fact Sheet - pursuant to Section IV (B)(2) of the interlocal agreement, the fact sheet must include:

a. A detail as to what portion of the Project has been completed to date;

b. A schedule of what portion of the Project is to be completed in the following year; and

c. A current roster of the TIRZ’s board members, including the term of each board member, the
entity that appointed the board member and the date for the annual meeting.

2. Annual Report - pursuant t6 Tax Code § 311.016 and VII (J) of the interlocal agreement, the annual
report must include:

The amount and source of revenue in the tax increment fund established for the zone;

The amount and purpose of expenditures from the fund,;

The amount of principal and interest due on outstanding bonded indebtedness;

The tax increment base and current captured appraised value retained by the zone; and

The captured appraised value shared by the municipality or county and other taxing units, the
total amount of tax increments received, and any additional information necessary to
demonstrate compliance with the tax increment financing plan adopted by the governing body of
the municipality or county.

opo T

3. Annual Financial Review of the TIRZ - pursuant to Section VII (J) of the interlocal agreement.

4. Report on Contracts Awarded to Disadvantaged Businesses - pursuant to Tax Code § 311.0101(c)
and Section VII (J) of the interlocal agreement. The report must include the total number and dollar
amount of contracts awarded to disadvantaged businesses during the previous year as well as the
total number and dollar amount of all contracts awarded.

JAIME E. TLEERINA
JDGE, $20D.C
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5. A payment request, pursuant to Section IV (B)(2) of the interlocal agreement, along with supporting
documentation from the TIRZ. (i.e., collection reports and TIRZ payment calculation worksheet)
The TIRZ should request collection reports from the Hidalgo County Tax Assessor-Collector for the
period of February 1, 2013 through January 31, 2014 in order to calculate the payment amount. The
TIRZ payments should be calculated by utilizing the enclosed sample TIRZ payment calculation
worksheet.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call Carlos Ramirez, Internal Auditor I, at 318-2511 ext.
4654, Letty Chavez, Compliance Audit Supervisor, at ext. 4651, Arcy B. Duran, CPA, Director of Audit,
at ext. 4645, or me at 4604.

Respectfully,

racio, CPA
County Auditor

Enclosure

cc: The Honorable Ramon Garcia, Hidalgo County Judge
The Honorable Pablo Villarreal, Jr., Hidalgo County Tax Assessor-Collector
Mr. Valde Guerra, Commissioners Court Executive Officer
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Sample Calculation

Tax Increment Reinvestment Zone (TIRZ) Payment Calculation EXAMPLE

TIRZ Real Property Certified Taxable Value as of January 31 (Provided by Hidalgo County Appraisal District (HCAD)) $ 100,000.00
(Muttiplied by) Hidalgo County Current (GHD) Tax Rate (.59/100) 0.0059
GHD Actual Tax Levy for all real property tax accounts located within the TIRZ $ 590.00
TIRZ Real Property Certified Taxable Value as of January 31 (Provided by Hidalgo County Appraisal District (HCAD}) S 100,000.00
(Less) Base Year Real Property Certified Appraised Value for Tax Accounts located within the TIRZ (Provided by HCAD) S 10,000.00
Captured Appraised Value $ 90,000.00
Captured Appraised Value S 90,000.00
(muttiplied by) Contribution Rate (The lesser of actual tax year M&O rate or rate specified on agreement) (.51/100) 0.0051
Tax Levy Due to TIRZ $ 459.00
TIRZ Collections (for February 1 through January 31) as per Collections Reports provided by Hidalgo County Tax Office $ 300.00
(divided) GHD Actual Tax Levy for all Real Property tax accounts located within the TIRZ $ 580.00
Percent Collected of Actual Levy 50.85%
Tax Levy Due to TIRZ $ 459.00
(Muttiplied by ) Percent Collected of Actual Levy 50.85%
TIRZ PAYMENT AMOUNT $ 233.39




