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INTRODUCTION

In 1991, the various Fire Districts in El Dorado County were required to submit a “Long Range
Plan” to the County, justifying the need for their Development Improvement Fees.

As part of the resolution approving those fees, the El Dorado County Board of Supervisors
includes a provision for an annual “Fee Review” by the District, including a review of the
“estimated cost of the described capital improvements, the continued need for those
improvements and the reasonable relations between such need and the impacts of the various
types of development pending or anticipated and for which this fee is charged”.

The findings of the annual review are to be reported to the County Board of Supervisors at a
noticed public hearing with any recommended adjustments. The purpose of this report is to meet
these requirements.

In 1994, the El Dorado County General Services Department developed a fiscal year “Policy and
Procedure” system to standardize reporting requirements for all Fire Districts. The “Policy and
Procedure” includes requirements of the El Dorado County Planning Commission.

REQUIRED CONTENT OF THE REPORT

The annual Report shall consist of the following:

A copy of the publicized Notice of Hearing by the District

A copy of the resolution adopting the District’s Capital Improvement Plan
Copies of the approved Capital Improvement Plan

An updated list of institutions where Development Fees are deposited

A list of accounts containing fees collected which remain unexpended or uncommitted for
five (5) or more years.

A copy of the District’s Annual Financial Report of Revenues & Expenditures

Planning Commission requirements
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NOTICE OF PUBLICATION
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Mountain@)Bemocrat

PROOF OF PUBLICATION
(2015.5 C.C.P.)

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
County of El Dorado

I am a citizen of the United States and a resident
of the County aforesaid; I'm over the age of
eighteen years, and not a party to or interested in
the above-entitled matter. I am principal clerk of
the printer at the Mountain Democrat, 1360
Broadway, a newspaper of general circulation,
printed and published Monday, Wednesday,

and Friday, in the City of Placerville,

County of El Dorado, and which newspaper has
been adjudged a newspaper of general circula-
tion by the Superior Court to the County of El
Dorado, State of California, under the date of
March 7, 1952, Case Number 7258; that the
notice, of which the annexed is a printed copy
(set in type no smaller than non-pareil), has been
published in each regular and entire issue of said
newspaper and not in any supplement thereof on
the following dates, to-wit:

03/03, 03/05, 03/08
All in the year 2010

1 certify (or declare) under penalty of perjury that
the foregoing is true and correct.

Dated at Placerville, California, this 8th
day of March, 2010

[

Si gnathﬁe&

This space for the County Clerk’s Filing Stamp

Proof of Publication of

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING g

| Noﬁoelshembyg_lvenmalepubﬂchearhgw_mbehaldmm
10, 2010 at the hour of 6:30 pm In th RSLS Hall at 6221 Deer Val- I
ley Road, Rescue, CA for the purpose of: 1. Adoption of the Res- |,
cue'Fire.Protection District Capital Improvement Plan, Resolution
#2010-01. Al said hearing the Rescue Fira Protection District will |
consider all comments made by interested persons.
03/03, 03/05, 03/08 02529141
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RESOLUTION ADOPTING
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
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Zescae Fene Protection Distnict

5221 Deer Valley Road
P.O. Box 201
Rescue, CA 95672
(530) 677-1868
FAX (530) 677-9609

RESOLUTION #2010-01

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS
OF THE RESCUE FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT
ADOPTING CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN

WHEREAS, the Rescue Fire Protection District Board of Directors recognizes that
continuing development within the District will create additional responsibilities and
costs to provide fire services within the District; and

WHEREAS, such new development should proceed only if adequate provision is made
to provide for proper fire protection services for such development; and

WHEREAS, it is the policy of this District to maintain existing service levels within the
District; and

WHEREAS, the Rescue Fire Protection District Board of Directors has determined that
new development shall contribute a proportionate share in order to maintain existing
levels of service; and

WHEREAS, such contribution shall allow the District to proportionately maintain
facilities and equipment to serve development in the District; and

WHEREAS, the District has calculated fees based upon the facilities and equipment
necessary to provide such fire protection services for new development as set forth in the
Rescue Fire Protection District Annual Report on Fire District Development
Improvement Fees and the Amended Annual Update of the Five Year
Apparatus/Facilities Improvement Plan Fiscal Year 2009-2010.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, by The Rescue Fire Protection District
Board of Directors hereby established a development fee as a condition of the issuance of
a permit for the construction or re-construction of any development project for any
residential, commercial, or industrial use within the Rescue Fire Protection District as
described herein below.

Resolution 2010-01
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Zescue Fine Protection District

Section I - Definitions

Development Project: Means any project undertaken for the purpose of development
involving the issuance of a permit for construction or re-construction, e.g. a building
permit, but not involving a permit to operate.

Residential Use: Any R-1, R-2, or R-3 structure or any “U” type structure, with a floor
area of 500 square feet or greater, as defined by the El Dorado County Zoning Codes.

Commercial Use: Means any structure, used for commercial purposes as defined in the
El Dorado County Zoning Code.

Industrial Use: Means any structure, used for industrial purposes as defined in the El
Dorado County Zoning Code.

Section 2 - Development Fee Amount

Per Square Foot Development Fee - $1.05

Section 3 - Purpose/Use of Fee

The purpose of the fees identified in Section 2 above is to provide fire protection

services. The fees shall be used 100% to finance additional equipment and facilities
necessary to maintain existing levels of fire protection services within the District.

Section 4 - Determination of Fee

The development fee defined herein is determined by dividing estimated cost of facilities
and equipment necessary to maintain existing service levels within the district by the
anticipated amount of new development on a “Square Foot” basis.

Section 5 - Relationship of Fees and New Development

As set forth in the Rescue Fire Protection District Annual Report on Fire District
Development Improvement Fees and Amended Annual Update of Five-Year
Apparatus/Facilities Improvement Plan 2009-2010 new residential, commercial, or
industrial developments will require additional fire equipment and facilities to provide
adequate fire protection services and maintain existing service levels.

Section 6 - Development Expenditures Limitation
The fees collected herein by the Rescue Fire Protection District shall be kept in a separate

fund and used solely to provide additional facilities, equipment and maintain existing
service levels within the District.

Resolution 2010-01
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Rescae Fine Protection Distniet

Passed and Adopted by the Board of Directors of the Rescue Fire Protection District at a
regular meeting of said Board, held on March 11, 2009 by the following:

BOARD MEMBER - F. Carpenter (fAYE ()NAY ( ) ABSENT
BOARD MEMBER - C.J. Smith ( ) AYE () NAY () ABSENT
BOARD MEMBER - K. Humphreys () AYE () NAY ( ) ABSENT
BOARD MEMBER - M. Koht () AYE ()NAY ( ) ABSENT
BOARD MEMBER - A. Walker ( YAYE ()NAY (/J ABSENT
ATTEST:

Jodi“Martin, Clerk of the Board
Rescue Fire Protection District Rescue Fire Protection District

I, the undersigned, Chief of the RESCUE FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT, hereby
certify that the foregoing resolution is a full, true and correct copy of a resolution of the
Board of Directors of the RESCUE FIRE PROTECTION DIS into and
adopted at a regular adjourned meeting of the Board of Directprs held on Mardh 10,
2010. :

e et e —--«M

i A
Thomas M. Keating, Fire ChieK

Rescue Fire Protection District

Resolution 2010-01
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN

This Capital Improvement Plan is prepared in accordance with the “Policy & Procedure"
developed by the General Services Department of the County of El Dorado. It is an update to the
five-year Plan of the Rescue Fire Protection District, prepared in 2007.

'

BACKGROUND AND PURPOSE OF THIS ANNUAL REVIEW

The Rescue Volunteer Fire Association was formed in March 1960, covering 28 square miles of
land with a population of approximately 500 people. In 1974, the Association organized and
formed the Rescue Fire Protection District, a taxing district.

Through annexations, the District has now grown to its present size of approximately 34 square
miles (21,760 acres) with an estimated population of 7,500 persons. The District currently has
on staff (1) Chief, (1) Fire Captain Prevention Officer, (1) Fire Captain Training Officer, (1) Fire
Captain Mechanic, (1) Engineer-EMT, (1) Engineer-Paramedic, (2) Firefighter-Paramedic, (1)
Firefighter EMT/Apprentices and (1) part -time Administrative Assistant.

In 1998, the District prepared a "S-YEAR CAPITAL FACILITY AND EQUIPMENT PLAN"
which was adopted by the Board of Directors of the District on November 11, 1998 and the El
Dorado County Board of Supervisors on August 31, 1999.

The Resolution by the El Dorado County Board of Supervisors, establishing the Development
Fee schedule, includes a provision for an annual "Fee Review" by the District, including a review
of the "estimated cost of the described capital improvements, the continued need for those
improvements and the reasonable relations between such need and the impacts of the various
types of development pending or anticipated and for which this fee is charged’.

This year the District is recommending an increase to $1.05 per square foot in the schedule
Jor Development Fees that are collected at the time a building permit is issued. There has

been no increase in the last three fiscal years.

The findings of the annual review are to be reported to the Board of Supervisors at a noticed
public hearing with any recommended adjustments.
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A REVIEW OF FISCAL YEAR 2008-2009

STATUS OF DISTRICT

During fiscal year 2008-2009 the District expended $65,000.00 in Development Fees. This
allowed the District to add additional office space and a Training Room in a building that the
District has ownership of. The plan for growth include(s); building or relocating a fire station on
the west-end, continued remodel of current administrative station, and the purchase of needed
fire equipment related to growth.

The plan for growth includes building a new station on the west end of the District. However,
development on the west end depends on primarily two issues:

1. Water
2. El Dorado County General Plan and land-use policy

CHANGES IN NEEDS FROM PREVIOUS PLAN

The 2007-2008, plan substantially outlined the needs of the District as far as facilities and
equipment (Proposed Expenditures). The needs of the District as outlined remain valid as they
did in previous updates.

POPULATION GROWTH

The present population of the District is approximately 7,500. The District projected a growth
rate of 1-2% but is currently seeing a slow-down in the purchase of homes in the Rescue area.

According to the County of El Dorado, growth in the area is currently stable.

POPULATION /HOUSING NEEDS

As previously indicated, the District was experiencing an average growth rate of approximately
6.5% but over the next few years we expect a significant decrease.

Taking the present population of 7,500 and the average growth rate of 6.5%, the population
would increase to 13,500 by the year 2020. Assuming approximately 2.8 persons per house, this
would result in the need, at a minimum, for 2678 new dwelling units'.

'These figures do not take into consideration any future District population as a result o
gu y pop

annexation and are only an estimate since the percentage by which the population increases in
El Dorado County varies substantially, depending on many factors.
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BUILDING ACTIVITY

As a comparison to the projected development, the El Dorado County Building Department has
provided the following information on residential building activity:

RESIDENTIAL BUILDING PERMITS ISSUED

FY99-00 FY00-01 FY01-02 FY02-03 FY03-04
51 83 59 61 68

FY04-05 FY05-06 FY06-07 FY 07-08 FY08-09
91 57 38 16 7

Until the last two years, the population increased faster than estimated while the residential
building activity (the source of the Development Fees) also showed a steady increase. This year
has shown a significant decrease over last year.

Until more figures are available and the water issue is resolved, it is difficult, if not impossible to
predict building growth vs. population density.

NUMBER OF VACANT/IMPROVED PARCELS OF LAND

A count of the existing parcels in the District indicates the following:

PARCEL COUNT

Total Parcels in District: 2,607
Total Parcels Improved: 1,963
Vacant Residential Parcels: 639
Vacant Commercial/Industrial: 5

Potential Future Growth (Vacant Lots) 1100 (Estimated)
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ANNUAL FINANCIAL REPORT OF
REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES
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FEES COLLECTED AND EXPENDED

During the period reflected in this Update - from July 1, 2008 through June 30, 2009 a total of
$21,440.00 was collected in Building Mitigation Fees (as adjusted by county for refunds & 1%
Auditor-Controller charge). This amount also includes interest collected on this fund.

There was an expenditure of $65,000.00 during (FY) 0809.

The June 30, 2009 balance for the Development Fee Trust is $217,029.34

PROPOSED EXPENDITURES FOR NEW EQUIPMENT AND FACILITIES

2010-2015

During this time period, the District is proposing to replace or remodel Station #83 (Deer
Valley/Green Valley) and other District owned buildings to maximize office space.

Engine/Equipment Cost: $425,000.00 (Based on current market price)
Station Construction and remodel ~ Cost: $3,500,000.00 (Based on $400.00 per square foot)

of existing buildings to increase
office and sleeping areas

Purchase Property Cost:  $400,000.00 (Based on current market price)
Professional Services Cost:  $100,000.00

(Architect/Inspections)

Total anticipated Expenditures $4,425,000.00

Current Fee Balance $217,029.34

Total Amount to be collected $4,207,970.66
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Current Development Fee Formula

The current development impact fee for both commercial and residential is based on “per square
foot” amount.

Capital Expenditures = Per Square Foot Development Fee
S Year(s) of Proposed “Square Foot” Development

$4.207.970.66 = $7.13 Per Square Foot Development Fee
589,600 “Square Feet” of Proposed Development

The District has elected to only collect $1.05 Per Square Foot Development Fee.

A major advantage to this formula is that the fee is more equitable because it would be based on
the size of the building being constructed. This reduces the burden on those building smaller
developments and increases the burden on larger dwellings or buildings that pose a greater
impact on emergency equipment and resources.

The county-adopted formula for determining the Development Fee is to divide the projected

capital expenditures that are related to the impact of growth by the projected number of dwelling
units and commercial development over the five-year span of the plan.
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Attached, as Schedule #1, is a list of tentative and approved development projects within the
District.

Currently there are 536 dwelling units that are either approved or planned projects filed with El
Dorado County, and that does not account for the parcels within the District that are not

connected to subdivisions (we approximated an additional 95 dwellings).

As described in proposed expenditures the District will need $4,207,970.66 attributable to new
development.
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CONCLUSIONS

This Update and Five Year Plan projects that over $4,192,716.79 will be needed in the next
five years, "to finance facilities and equipment to reduce the impacts upon the District caused by
new development..."” (Board of Supervisor's Resolution No. 368-91, Page 2).
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SCHEDULE #1

RESCUE FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT

NEW DEVELOPMENT SURVEY
CURRENT/TENTATIVE PROJECTS
Project Project Name Project Type  #Units #Acres
1 Bass Lake GC Residential 234 287.00
Commercial 1
2 Canterwood Estates Residential 2 40.00
3 Deer Valley Ranch Residential 4 35.00
4 Pioneer Place Phase 1-2-3  Residential 30 67.00
Commercial 1 5.68

Pioneer Place Phase 4 Residential 27 38.00
5 Fremont Peak Estates Residential 12 60.00
6 Oakview Estates Residential 24 24.00
7 Pony Express Estates Residential 6 6.00
8 Starbuck Ranch Residential 49 18.50
9 Verde Vista Residential 69 35.00
10 Valley Oak Ranch Residential 12 5.00
11 Ghori Property Residential 29 90.00
12 Summer Brook Residential 29 90.00
13 Springvale Oak Residential 7 36
Total Units and Acres 536 837.18

The estimated population, at an average of 2.8 persons per improved parcel, would be an
Increase of 1,400 to current population.

Many of these projects involve parcels of five acres or more, which, like a majority of the
existing undeveloped parcels in the District; do not require public water and thus, fire hydrants.
In keeping with the Public Service response times adopted in the General Plan for El Dorado
County, it is necessary for the District to construct and equip new stations to serve the
community.
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PLANNING COMMISSION REQUIREMENTS
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT REQUIREMENTS

On October 2, 1995, the El Dorado County Planning Department reviewed the Fiscal Year 1993-
94 Annual Reports from the El Dorado County Fire Districts. The purpose of this review was to
prepare a report to the County Planning Commission on the consistency of the Annual Reports
with the El Dorado County General Plan.

As a part of that review, the Planning Department requested additional information be included
in the Annual Reports for each district. This requested information included:

1.

2.

A map of the District Boundaries.

A map showing the current location of existing District facilities and designating any new
facilities to be included under the capital improvement plan.

. A discussion of the County General Plan and the zoning within the District and an

analysis of the growth that could occur within the District, along with a discussion
concerning the proposed developments within the District.

A statement of concurrency under the General Plan, and acknowledgment of the response

times required under the County General Plan, and a discussion of the response times
within the District.
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CONCURRENCY WITH THE GENERAL PLAN AND RESPONSE TIME

The Proposed General Plan states that the Minimum Levels of Service for fire district response
on discretionary projects shall be an "eight minute response to 80% of the population within a
Community Region" and a "15-45 minute response within a Rural Center or Rural Region".

The Rescue Fire Protection District serves a part of the north portion of Cameron Park
Community Region. The District presently meets the above requirement for Community
Regions and should continue to do so as development occurs.

In the Rural Centers and Rural Regions, there is no property in the District that is not within a
15-45 minute response time.

As indicated in the Annual Report, the District presently has two stations: one on Deer Valley
Road at Green Valley Road and one on Lotus Road, north of Springvale Road. Another station is
planned in the area of Green Valley Road and the new Bass Lake Road (Silver Springs property)
to better serve the proposed future development on the west end of the District.

With the existing and proposed station, the District can be expected to continue to remain
concurrent with the Proposed General Plan.
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