Folsom City Council

Staff Reaort

MEETING DATE: 7/13/2021

AGENDA SECTION: | Public Hearing

SUBJECT: Resolution No. 10666 - A Resolution Approving the Final
Engineer’s Report for the following Landscaping and Lighting
Districts for Fiscal Year 2021-2022 American River Canyon
North, American River Canyon North No. 2, American River
Canyon North No. 3, Blue Ravine Oaks, Blue Ravine Oaks No. 2,
Briggs Ranch, Broadstone, Broadstone No. 4, Broadstone Unit
No. 3, Cobble Ridge, Cobble Hills Ridge II/Reflections II, Folsom
Heights, Folsom Heights No. 2, Hannaford Cross, Lake Natoma
Shores, Los Cerros, Natoma Station, Natoma Valley, Prairie Oaks
Ranch, Prospect Ridge, Sierra Estates, Silverbrook, Steeplechase,
The Residences at American River Canyon, The Residences at
American River Canyon II, Willow Creek Estates East, Willow
Creeck Estates East No. 2, Willow Creek Estates South, and
Willow Springs.

FROM: Parks and Recreation Department

RECOMMENDATION / CITY COUNCIL ACTION

Staff recommends the City Council adopt Resolution No. 10666 — A Resolution Approving
the Final Engineer’s Report for the following Landscaping and Lighting Districts for Fiscal
Year 2021-2022 American River Canyon North, American River Canyon North No. 2,
American River Canyon North No. 3, Blue Ravine Oaks, Blue Ravine Oaks No. 2, Briggs
Ranch, Broadstone, Broadstone No. 4, Broadstone Unit No. 3, Cobble Ridge, Cobble Hills
Ridge II/Reflections II, Folsom Heights, Folsom Heights No. 2, Hannaford Cross, Lake
Natoma Shores, Los Cerros, Natoma Station, Natoma Valley, Prairie Oaks Ranch, Prospect
Ridge, Sierra Estates, Silverbrook, Steeplechase, The Residences at American River Canyon,
The Residences at American River Canyon II, Willow Creek Estates East, Willow Creek
Estates East No. 2, Willow Creek Estates South, and Willow Springs.



BACKGROUND /ISSUE

On May 11, 2021, the City Council adopted Resolution No. 10434 — A Resolution Approving
the Preliminary Engineer’s Report, Declaring the Intention to Continue to Levy and Collect
Fiscal Year 2021-2022 Annual Assessments in the City of Folsom Landscaping and Lighting
Assessment Districts and setting the Public Hearing for American River Canyon North,
American River Canyon North No. 2, American River Canyon North No. 3, Blue Ravine Oaks,
Blue Ravine Oaks No. 2, Briggs Ranch, Broadstone, Broadstone No. 4, Broadstone Unit No.
3, Cobble Ridge, Cobble Hills Ridge II/Reflections II, Folsom Heights, Folsom Heights No.
2, Hannaford Cross, Lake Natoma Shores, Los Cerros, Natoma Station, Natoma Valley, Prairie
Oaks Ranch, Prospect Ridge, The Residences at American River Canyon, The Residences at
American River Canyon II, Sierra Estates, Silverbrook, Steeplechase, Willow Creek Estates
East, Willow Creek Estates East No. 2, Willow Creek Estates South, and Willow Springs. The
Engineer’s Report for the City of Folsom Landscaping and Lighting (L&L) Districts addresses
the annual assessment for each of the City’s 29 existing Landscaping and Lighting Districts.

As was the case in Fiscal Year 2020-2021, Natoma Station-Union Square L&L will not be
assessed for Fiscal Year 2021-2022 since the Homeowners’ Association has elected to cover
maintenance costs at this time. In addition, Silverbrook L&L is receiving a credit as was the
case last year due to available funds in the fund balance.

POLICY /RULE

Pursuant to Streets and Highways Code Section 22586, an annual Engineer’s Report shall be
filed with the City Clerk. The City Council is also required to adopt a resolution confirming
the diagram and assessment pursuant to Section 22631 of the Streets and Highway Code.

ANALYSIS

The Preliminary Engineer’s Report approved by Resolution No. 10625 described the
maintenance and servicing to be performed in the City’s 29 Landscaping and Lighting Districts
for Fiscal Year 2021-2022. The establishment of annual assessments for each of the L&L
Districts requires a resolution confirming the diagram and assessment. The Engineer’s Report
is in compliance with the Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972; including but not limited to
Sections 22565 et seq (preparing a report that complies with the article); and Sections 22660
and 22662 (regarding annual installments procedures/process).

Assessment to Properties

Assessments to properties within each district are the same as Fiscal Year 2020-2021, with the
exception of three districts. Broadstone 4 has 4 zones, zone A has an increase of $0.76 this
year from $38.05 last year to $38.81 this year. Zone B has an increase of $0.72 over last year’s
rate and went from $36.24 last year to $36.96 this year. Zone C has an increase of $0.70 over
last year’s rate and went from $35.72 to $36.42. Zone D had an increase of $0.70 this year and
went from $35.04 last year to $35.74 this year. The last district that has a change in their



assessment amount is Willow Creek Estates East No. 2. This district has 3 zones, their rates
are as follows. Zones A & B has an increase of $1.95 this year going from $97.58 to $99.53.
Lastly Zone C had an increase of $1.79 and went from $89.70 last year to $91.49 this year.
There are another eight districts that have escalators and are eligible for CPI increases that will
not be utilized this year. Those districts are American River Canyon North No. 3, Blue Ravine
Oaks No. 2, Cobble Ridge, Folsom Heights No.2, Natoma Valley, The Residences, The
Residences II, and Sierra Estates.

Installment Summary

The installment summaries describe short-term installments collected pursuant to Section
22660 of the Streets and Highways Code to meet the districts’ future repair and replacement
needs anticipated to occur within an approximate five-year time frame, as well as long-term
installments collected to meet those future needs anticipated to occur within 5 to 30-year time
frames.

Comparison to Last Year

District budgets for this upcoming year will continue focusing on improvements and
restorations that support each district’s commitment to water conservation, prolonging assets
life, drought tolerant landscaping, fire safety, and tree stewardship. As such, some districts will
be retrofitting centralizing irrigation controllers, inventorying street trees, changing out plant
materials to drought tolerant varietals, and converting over to LED streetlights. Many of the
City’s districts are over 20 years old and do not have escalators built into their rates to track
with cost-of-living increases and economic changes. As such, districts being monitored for
future outreach regarding new assessment overlay districts are Briggs Ranch (30 years old),
and Natoma Station (30 years old). The City started the first stages of outreach for an overlay
district in Prairie Oaks Ranch in the 2019-20, and 2020-2021 Fiscal Years and will be having
a public hearing on the possible formation of a new district overlay for Prairie Oaks Ranch at
the July 27t City Council Meeting. If adopted the new assessment will come into effect in FY
21-22. Staff anticipates starting outreach in Natoma Station in the 2021-22 Fiscal Year.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

Each Landscaping and Lighting District levies and collects funds to cover operating and
maintenance costs. There is no fiscal impact to the City of Folsom General Fund. Below is a
summary of the proposed assessments for FY 2021-22. There are twenty-five (25) districts in
which the assessments remain the same, three (3) districts with increased assessments, and two
(2) districts that are being removed from the tax roll (Silverbrook because there is capacity in
the fund balance and Natoma Station — Union Square because their HOA has taken over
maintenance).

Annual Annual
District Assessment Credit Net
per unit or increase* Assessment




American River Canyon North $102.94 0 $102.94
American River Canyon North $77.70 0 $77.70
No. 2
American River Canyon North $269.86 0 $269.86
No. 3
Blue Ravine Oaks $218.60 0 $218.60
Blue Ravine Oaks No. 2 $213.26 0 $213.26
Briggs Ranch $122.28 0 $122.28
Broadstone $164.99 0 $164.99
Broadstone Unit No. 3 $28.07 0 $28.07
Broadstone No. 4

e ZoncA $38.05 $0.76* $38.81

e ZoneB $36.24 $0.72% $36.96

¢ ZoneC $35.72 $0.70* $36.42

e ZoneD $35.04 $0.70% $35.74
Cobble Ridge $139.64 0 $139.64
Cobble Hills Ridge $113.14 0 $113.14
II/Reflections II
Folsom Heights $70.88 0 $70.88
Folsom Heights No. 2*

e California Hills $196.42 0 $196.42

e Folsom Heights No. 2
Hannaford Cross $195.78 0 $195.78
Lake Natoma Shores $183.58 0 $183.58
Los Cerros $121.18 0 $121.18
Natoma Station

e Natoma Station $91.71 0 91.71

e  Union Square $228.88 - $0.00
Natoma Valley $856.37 0 $856.37
Prairie Oaks Ranch $213.61 0 $213.61
Prospect Ridge $1.074.97 $98.89* $1,173.86
The Residences at ARC

e The Residences at ARC $536.67 0 $536.67

e The Residences at ARC

I $1169.97 0 $1169.97

Sierra Estates $363.68 0 $363.68
Silverbrook $138.32 (taking off tax roll) 0.00
Steeplechase $157.68 0 $157.68
Willow Creek Estates East $80.40 0 $80.40
Willow Creek Estates East No. 2

e Zone A $97.58 $1.95% $99.53

° Zone B $97.58 $1.95* $99.53

e ZoneC $89.70 $1.79* $91.49
Willow Creek Estates South $109.88 0 $109.88
Willow Springs $28.14 0 $28.14




ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

N/A (This does not apply as there is no environmental review aspect to the engineer’s

report.)

ATTACHMENTS

1.

Resolution No. 10666 — A Resolution Approving the Final Engineer’s Report for the
following Landscaping and Lighting Districts for Fiscal Year 2021-2022 American
River Canyon North, American River Canyon North No. 2, American Rivet Canyon
North No. 3, Blue Ravine Oaks, Blue Ravine Oaks No. 2, Briggs Ranch, Broadstone,
Broadstone No. 4, Broadstone Unit No. 3, Cobble Ridge, Cobble Hills Ridge
II/Reflections II, Folsom Heights, Folsom Heights No. 2, Hannaford Cross, Lake
Natoma Shores, Los Cerros, Natoma Station, Natoma Valley, Prairie Oaks Ranch,
Prospect Ridge, Sierra Estates, Silverbrook, Steeplechase, The Residences at American
River Canyon, The Residences at American River Canyon II, Willow Creek Estates
East, Willow Creek Estates East No. 2, Willow Creek Estates South, and Willow
Springs

2. Final Engineer’s Report — The City of Folsom Landscaping and Lighting Districts, July
2021
Submitted,

Lorraine Poggione, Parks & Recreation Director
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Resolution No. 10666



RESOLUTION NO. 10666

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE FINAL ENGINEER’S REPORT, CONFIRMING
THE DIAGRAMS AND ASSESSMENTS, AND ORDERING THE CONTINUED
LEVYING OF ASSESSMENTS FOR MAINTENANCE AND SERVICING OF
IMPROVEMENTS WITHIN THE CITY OF FOLSOM LANDSCAPING AND
LIGHTING DISTRICTS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2021-2022 FOR AMERICAN RIVER
CANYON NORTH, AMERICAN RIVER CANYON NORTH NO. 2, AMERICAN
RIVER CANYON NORTH NO. 3, BLUE RAVINE OAKS, BLUE RAVINE OAKS NO. 2,
BRIGGS RANCH, BROADSTONE, BROADSTONE NO. 4, BROADSTONE UNIT NO. 3,
COBBLE RIDGE, COBBLE HILLS RIDGE II/REFLECTIONS II, FOLSOM HEIGHTS,
FOLSOM HEIGHTS NO. 2, HANNAFORD CROSS, LAKE NATOMA SHORES, LOS
CERROS, NATOMA STATION, NATOMA VALLEY, PRAIRIE OAKS RANCH,
PROSPECT RIDGE, THE RESIDENCES AT AMERICAN RIVER CANYON, THE
RESIDENCES AT AMERICAN RIVER CANYONII, SIERRA ESTATES,
SILVERBROOK, STEEPLECHASE, WILLOW CREEK ESTATES EAST, WILLOW
CREEK ESTATES EAST NO. 2, WILLOW CREEK ESTATES SOUTH, AND WILLOW
SPRINGS

WHEREAS, on May 11, 2021, the City Council adopted Resolution No. 10625, A
Resolution Approving the Preliminary Engineer’s Report, Declaring the Intention to Continue to
Levy and Collect Fiscal Year 2021-2022 Annual Assessments in the City of Folsom Landscaping
and Lighting Assessment Districts and Setting Public Hearing for American River Canyon North,
American River Canyon North No. 2, American River Canyon North No. 3, Blue Ravine Oaks,
Blue Ravine Oaks No. 2, Briggs Ranch, Broadstone, Broadstone No. 4, Broadstone Unit No. 3,
Cobble Ridge, Cobble Hills Ridge II/Reflections II, Folsom Heights, Folsom Heights No. 2,
Hannaford Cross, Lake Natoma Shores, Los Cerros, Natoma Station, Natoma Valley, Prairie Oaks
Ranch, Prospect Ridge, The Residences at American River Canyon, The Residences at American
River Canyon II, Sierra Estates, Silverbrook, Steeplechase, Willow Creek Estates East, Willow
Creek Estates East No. 2, Willow Creek Estates South, and Willow Springs; and

WHEREAS, July 13, 2021 at 6:30 p.m. is the day and time set for hearing objections to
the levying of said assessments as identified in Exhibit A attached to this resolution; and

WHEREAS, the Final Engineer’s Report for the Assessment Districts has been made, filed
with the City Clerk and considered by the City Council and is deemed sufficient and approved.
The Final Engineer’s Report shall stand as the Engineer’s Report for all subsequent proceedings
under and pursuant to this resolution, Section 22500, et. seq., of the California Streets and
Highways Code and Article XIIID of the California Constitution.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF FOLSOM DOES
HEREBY RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS:
The City Council finds that the Final Engineer’s Report for the Landscaping and Lighting Districts
in full compliance with the Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972 and, based on said Report, adopt
and approve the following actions:

Resolution No. 10666
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Approve as submitted, the Final Engineer’s Report filed with this City Clerk for the
City of Folsom Landscaping and Lighting Districts for Fiscal Year 2021-2022.

Confirm and approve the diagrams and assessments as set forth in the City of Folsom
Landscaping and Lighting Districts Final Engineer’s Report for Fiscal Year 2021-2022

Continue to order the levy of assessments as set forth in the City of Folsom
Landscaping and Lighting Districts Final Engineer’s Report for Fiscal Year 2021-2022.

Order the maintenance and servicing of improvements as set forth in the City of Folsom
Landscaping and Lighting Districts Final Engineer’s Report for Fiscal Year 2021-2022.

Declare that the assessments set forth in the Final Engineer’s Report now constitute
liens upon the lots or parcels of land described in said report.

Direct the City Clerk to file a certified copy of said diagrams and assessments with the
Auditor of Sacramento County no later than the third Monday in August 2021.

Request that the Auditor of Sacramento County enter on the Sacramento County
Assessment Roll the assessment for each lot or parcel of land in the amount indicated
in the Final Engineer’s Report.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 13 day of July 2021 by the following vote:

AYES: Council Members:
NOES: Council Members:
ABSENT: Council Members:
ABSTAIN: Council Members:
Michael D. Kozlowski, MAYOR
ATTEST:
Christa Freemantle, CITY CLERK

Resolution No. 10666
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Exhibit A

OF RESOLUTION NO. 10666

CITY OF FOLSOM

LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS
FISCAL YEAR 2021-2022

ANNUAL ASSESSMENTS
Annual Annual
District Assessment Credit Net
per unit or increase* Assessment
American River Canyon North $102.94 0 $102.94
American River Canyon North $77.70 0 $77.70
No. 2
American River Canyon North $269.86 0 $269.86
No. 3
Blue Ravine Oaks $218.60 0 $218.60
Blue Ravine Oaks No. 2 $213.26 0 $213.26
Briggs Ranch $122.28 0 $122.28
Broadstone $164.99 0 $164.99
Broadstone Unit No. 3 $28.07 0 $28.07
Broadstone No. 4
e ZoneA $38.05 $0.76* $38.81
e ZoneB $36.24 $0.72* $36.96
e ZoneD $35.04 $0.70* $35.74
Cobble Ridge $139.64 0 $139.64
Cobble Hills Ridge $113.14 0 $113.14
II/Reflections II
Folsom Heights $70.88 0 $70.88
Folsom Heights No. 2*
e California Hills $196.42 0 $196.42
¢ Folsom Heights No. 2
(Enc]ave) $208.38 0 $208.38
Hannaford Cross $195.78 0 $195.78
Lake Natoma Shores $183.58 0 $183.58
Los Cerros $121.18 0 $121.18
Natoma Station
e Natoma Station $91.71 0 $91.71
e  Union Square $228.88 (taking off tax roll) $0.00
Natoma Valley $856.37 0 $856.37
Prairie Oaks Ranch $213.61 0 $213.61
Prospect Ridge $1,074.97 $98.89* $1,173.86
The Residences at ARC
e The Residences at ARC $536.67 0 $536.67
e The Residences at ARC
I $1169.97 0 $1169.97
Sierra Estates $363.68 0 $363.68

Resolution No. 10666
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Silverbrook $138.32 (taking off tax roll) 0.00
Steeplechase $157.68 0 $157.68
Willow Creek Estates East $80.40 0 $80.40
Willow Creek Estates East No. 2

e ZoneA $97.58 $1.95% $99.53

e ZoneB $97.58 $1.95* $99.53
Willow Creek Estates South $109.88 0 $109.88
Willow Springs $28.14 0 $28.14

Resolution No. 10666
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CiTYy OF FoLsom

AMERICAN RIVER CANYON NORTH
AMERICAN RIVER CANYON NORTH 2
AMERICAN RIVER CANYON NORTH 3
BLUE RAVINE OAKS

BLUE RAVINE OAKS NO. 2

BRIGGS RANCH

BROADSTONE

BROADSTONE UNIT NO.3
BROADSTONE NO. 4

CoBBLE RIDGE

CoBBLE HiLLS RIDGE II/REFLECTIONS I

FOLSOM HEIGHTS
FoLsomM HEIGHTS No. 2
HANNAFORD CROSS
LAKE NATOMA SHORES

LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS

FINAL ENGINEER’S REPORT

Jury 2021

Los CERROS

NATOMA STATION

NATOMA VALLEY

PRAIRIE OAKS RANCH

PROSPECT RIDGE

THE RESIDENCES AT AMERICAN RIVER CANYON
THE RESIDENCES AT AMERICAN RIVER CANYON II
SIERRA ESTATES

SILVERBROOK

STEEPLECHASE

WiLLow CREEK ESTATES EAST

WILLOW CREEK ESTATES EAST NO 2

WiLLow CREEK ESTATES SOUTH

WILLOW SPRINGS

PURSUANT TO THE LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING ACT OF 1972 AND
ARTICLE XIIID oF THE CALIFORNIA CONSTITUTION

ENGINEER OF WORK:
SClIConsultingGroup
4745 MANGELS BOULEVARD

FAIRFIELD, CALIFORNIA 94534

PHoONE 707.430.4300
Fax 707.430.4319
WWW.SCI-CG.COM
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INTRODUCTION

OVERVIEW

The City of Folsom Landscaping and Lighting Districts (the "Districts") provide funding for
the installation, maintenance and servicing of landscaping, sidewalks, fences, walls, parks,
open space, signage, soundwalls, street lighting, and other public improvements in the City
of Folsom. Twenty-nine such districts exist as follows:

The 29 City of Folsom Landscaping and Lighting Districts are:

American River Canyon North

American River Canyon North No. 2
American River Canyon North No. 3

Blue Ravine Oaks

Blue Ravine Oaks No. 2

Briggs Ranch

Broadstone

Broadstone Unit No.3

Broadstone No. 4

Cobble Ridge

Cobble Hills Ridge Il/Reflections Il

Folsom Heights

Folsom Heights No. 2

Hannaford Cross

Lake Natoma Shores

Los Cerros

Natoma Station (Including Union Square Annexation)
Natoma Valley (Formerly Lakeridge Estates)
Prairie Oaks Ranch

Prospect Ridge

Sierra Estates

Silverbrook

The Residences at American River Canyon
The Residences at American River Canyon ||
Steeplechase

Willow Creek Estates East

Willow Creek Estates East No. 2

Willow Creek Estates South

Willow Springs

These assessments were established in previous fiscal years. In each subsequent year
for which the assessments will be continued, the City Council (“Council’) must direct the
preparation of an Engineer's Report, budgets and proposed assessments for the upcoming
fiscal year. The Engineer's Report also identifies future planned projects. After the

CITY OF FOLSOM IEE———— L ———_ ]

LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS ConsultingGroup
ENGINEER'S REPORT, FY 2021-22
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Engineer's Report is completed, the Council may preliminarily approve the Engineer's
Report and proposed assessments and establish the date for a public hearing on the
continuation of the assessments. This Engineer's Report ("Report') was prepared
pursuant to the direction of the Council.

This Report was prepared to establish the budget for the improvements that would be
funded by the proposed 2021-22 assessments and to define the benefits received from the
improvements by property within the Districts and the method of assessment
apportionment to lots and parcels. This Report and the proposed assessments have been
made pursuant to the Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972, Part 2 of Division 15 of the
California Streets and Highways Code (the "Act') and Article XIIID of the California
Constitution (the “Article”).

If the Council approves this Engineer's Report and the proposed assessments by
resolution, a notice of the proposed assessment levies must be published in a local paper
at least 10 days prior to the date of the public hearing. The resolution preliminarily
approving the Engineer's Report and establishing the date for a public hearing typically
directs that this notice be published.

Following the minimum 10-day time period after publishing the notice, a public hearing is
held for the purpose of allowing public testimony about the proposed continuation of the
assessments. This hearing is currently scheduled for July 13, 2021. At this hearing, the
Council would consider approval of a resolution confirming the assessments for fiscal year
2021-22. If so confirmed and approved, the assessments would be submitted to the
County Auditor/Controller for inclusion on the property tax rolls for Fiscal Year 2021-22.

Included is a separate but integral tool: the City of Folsom Landscaping and Lighting
District Improvement Plan (‘Improvement Plan’). It is a separate planning document that
identifies the type of upcoming improvement (e.g. re-landscaping a corridor or painting a
wall); the estimated cost; any installments required for short-term (less than five years)
and/or long term (not greater than 30 years) improvements, and the approximate schedule
for completion of the improvement. The City intends to continually update and revise the
Improvement Plan throughout each year to reflect the current status of improvement
projects, budget updates and/or changes in priorities.

The concept of the Improvement Plan arose from the City's commitment to comply with the
requirements of the Act as well as produce a valuable instrument that enables the City to
schedule, prioritize, and plan for needed maintenance and servicing improvements in the
districts. It also serves as a user-friendly means for members of the public to review and
understand the use of the assessment revenues generated from each district.

e

City oF FoLsOM
ConsultingGroup

LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS
ENGINEER'S REPORT, FY 2021-22
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LEGAL ANALYSIS

SILICON VALLEY TAXPAYERS ASSOCIATION, INC. V SANTA CLARA COUNTY OPEN SPACE
AUTHORITY

In July of 2008, the California Supreme Court issued its ruling on the Silicon Valley
Taxpayers Association, Inc. v. Santa Clara County Open Space Authority (“SVTA vs.
SCCOSA"). This ruling is the most significant court case in further legally clarifying the
substantive assessment requirements of Proposition 218 which was approved by
California voters in 1996. Several of the most important elements of the ruling included
further emphasis that:

= Benefit assessments are for special, not general, benefit

= The services andfor improvements funded by assessments must be clearly
defined

= Special benefits are directly received by and provide a direct advantage to
property in each district

This Engineer's Report is consistent with the SVTA vs. SCCOSA decision and with the
requirements of Article XIIIC and XIIID of the California Constitution based on the following
factors:

1. Most of the Districts were formed prior to the passage of Proposition 218 and/or
with unanimous approval of property owners. Although these assessments are
consistent with Proposition 218, the California judiciary has generally referred to
pre-Proposition 218 assessments as “grandfathered assessments” and held them
to a different standard than post Proposition 218 assessments.

2. The Districts are narrowly drawn to only include the specially benefiting parcels,
and the assessment revenue derived from real property in each District is
expended only on specifically identified improvements and/or maintenance and
servicing of those improvements in that District that confer special benefits to
property in that District.

3. The use of unique and narrowly drawn Districts ensures that the improvements
constructed and maintained with assessment proceeds are located in close
proximity to the real property subject to the assessment, and that such
improvements provide direct and special benefit to the property in that District.

4. Due to their proximity to the assessed parcels, the improvements and
maintenance thereof financed with assessment revenues in the District provide a
direct advantage to properties in that District, and the benefits conferred on such
property in each District are more extensive and direct than a general increase in
property values.

5. The assessments paid in each District are proportional to the special benefit that
each parcel within that District receives from such improvements and the
maintenance thereof because:

a. The specific improvements and maintenance and utility costs thereof in
each District and their respective costs are specified in this Engineer's
Report; and

e —
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ConsultingGroup
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b. Such improvement and maintenance costs in each District are allocated
among different types of property located within each District, and equally
among those properties which have similar characteristics and receive
similar special benefits.

Therefore, given the factors highlighted above, this Engineer's Report is consistent with
the SVTA vs. SCCOSA decision and with the requirements of Article XIIIC & XIIID of the
California Constitution.

DAHMS v. DOWNTOWN POMONA PROPERTY

On June 8, 2009, the 4th District Court of Appeal upheld a benefit assessment for property
in the downtown area of the City of Pomona. On July 22, 2009, the California Supreme
Court denied review. In Dahms the court upheld an assessment that was 100% special
benefit (i.e. 0% general benefit) on the rationale that the services and improvements
funded by the assessments were directly provided to property in the assessment district.
The Court also upheld discounts and exemptions from the assessment for certain
properties.

BONANDER V. TOWN OF TIBURON

On December 31, 2009, the 1st District Court of Appeal overturned a benefit assessment
approved by property owners to pay for placing overhead utility lines underground in an
area of the Town of Tiburon. The Court invalidated the assessments on the grounds that
the assessments had been apportioned to assessed property based in part on relative
costs within sub-areas of the assessment district instead of proportional special benefits.

BEUTZ v. COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE

On May 26, 2010 the 4th District Court of Appeals issued a decision on the Steven Beutz
v. County of Riverside (“Beutz’) appeal. This decision overturned an assessment for park
maintenance in Wildomar, California, primarily because the general benefit associated with
improvements and services were not explicitly calculated and quantified and separated
from the special benefits.

GOLDEN HiLL NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION V. CITY OF SAN DIEGO

On September 22, 2011, the San Diego Court of Appeal issued a decision on the Golden
Hill Neighborhood Association V. City of San Diego appeal. This decision overturned an
assessment for street and landscaping maintenance in the Greater Golden Hill
neighborhood of San Diego, California. The court described two primary reasons for its
decision. First, like in Beutz, the court found the general benefits associated with services
were not explicitly calculated, quantified and separated from the special benefits. Second,
the court found that the City had failed to record the basis for the assessment on its own
parcels.
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COMPLIANCE WITH CURRENT LAW

This Engineer's Report is consistent with the requirements of Article XIIIC and XIIID of the
California Constitution and with the SVTA decision because the Improvements to be
funded are clearly defined; the Improvements are directly available to and will directly
benefit property in the Assessment Districts; and the Improvements provide a direct
advantage to property in each of the Assessment Districts that would not be received in
absence of the Assessments.

This Engineer's Report is consislent with Beufz, Dahms and Greater Golden Hill because
the Improvements will directly benefit property in each of the Assessment Districts and the
general benefits have been explicitly calculated and quantified and excluded from the
Assessments. The Engineer's Report is consistent with Bonander because the
Assessments have been apportioned based on the overall cost of the Improvements and
proportional special benefit to each property.

IMPACT OF RECENT PROPOSITION 218 DECISIONS

This Engineer's Report is consistent with the SVTA vs. SCCOSA, Dahms, Bonander -
Beutz and Greater Golden Hill decisions and with the requirements of Article XIIIC and
XIIID of the California Constitution based on the following factors:

1. The assessment revenue derived from real property in each assessment District
within the City of Folsom is extended only on specific landscaping and other
improvements and/or maintenance and servicing of those improvements in that
assessment district

2. The use of various assessment districts ensures that the landscaping and other
improvements constructed and maintained with assessment proceeds are located
in close proximity to the real property subject to the assessment, and that such
improvements provide a direct advantage to the property in the assessment
district.

3. Due to their proximity to the assessed parcels, the improvements and
maintenance thereof financed with assessment revenues in each assessment
district benefits the properties in that assessment district in a manner different in
kind from the benefit that other parcels of real property in the City of Folsom derive
from such improvements, and the benefits conferred on such property in each
assessment district are more extensive and direct than a general increase in
property values.

4. The assessments paid in each assessment district are proportional to the special
benefit that each parcel within that assessment district receives from such
improvements and the maintenance thereof because:

a. The specific landscaping and other improvements and maintenance and
utility costs thereof in each assessment district and the costs thereof are
specified in this Engineer's Report; and

b. Such improvement and maintenance costs in each assessment district are
allocated among different types of property located within each
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assessment district, and equally among those properties which have
similar characteristics and receive similar special benefits.

There have been a number of clarifications made to the analysis, findings and supporting
text in this Report to ensure that this consistency is well communicated.
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PLANS & SPECIFICATION

The work and improvements proposed to be undertaken by the City of Folsom
Landscaping and Lighting Districts (the “Districts”) and the cost thereof paid from the
continuation of the annual assessment provide special benefit to parcels within the
Districts defined in the Method of Assessment herein. Consistent with the Landscaping
and Lighting Act of 1972, (the “Act’) the work and improvements (the “Improvements”) are
generally described as follows:

Within these districts, the existing and proposed improvements are generally described as
the installation, maintenance and servicing of turf, ground cover, shrubs and trees,
irrigation systems, drainage systems, street lighting, fencing, soundwalls, sidewalks,
monuments, statuary, fountains, water quality ponds, park facilities, open space, bike
trails, walkways, drainage swales and other ornamental structures and facilities, entry
signage, street pavers, art work, and monuments and all necessary appurtenances, and
labor, materials, supplies, utilities and equipment, as applicable, for property owned or
maintained by the City of Folsom. Any plans and specifications for these improvements
have been filed with the City of Folsom and are incorporated herein by reference.

"Maintain" or "maintenance” means the furnishing of services and
materials for the ordinary and usual maintenance, operation, and servicing
of any improvement, including:

(a) Repair, removal, or replacement of all or any part of any
improvement.

(b) Providing for the life, growth, health, and beauty of landscaping,
including cultivation, irrigation, trimming, spraying, fertilizing, or treating for
disease or injury.

(c) The removal of trimmings, rubbish, debris, and other solid waste.

(d) The cleaning, sandblasting, and painting of walls and other
improvements to remove or cover graffiti.

"Service" or "servicing” means the furnishing of:

(a) Electric current or energy, gas, or other illuminating agent for any
public lighting facilities or for the lighting or operation of any other
improvements.

(b) Water for the irrigation of any landscaping, the operation of any
fountains, or the maintenance of any other improvements.

The assessment proceeds from each District will be exclusively used for Improvements
within that District plus Incidental expenses. Reference is made to the Estimate of Cost
and Budget, Appendix A and to the additional plans and specifications, including specific
expenditure and improvement plans by District, which are on file with the City.
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ESTIMATE OF COST AND BUDGET

DESCRIPTION OF IMPROVEMENTS

Following are descriptions of improvements for the various City of Folsom Landscaping
and Lighting Districts.

AMERICAN RIVER CANYON NORTH

= Maintenance of lawns and trees within landscape medians and corridors.

» Purchase of irrigation water from San Juan Suburban Water District.

» Maintenance of Irrigation system, entry fountain, plantings, sidewalks and
streetlights.

» Purchase of electric power.

= Maintenance of street lighting fixtures.

Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:
»  Waterfall autofill, chlorine pump and filter replacement.

Future Improvement Projects:
" No planned projects.

AMERICAN RIVER CANYON NORTH NO. 2

= Purchase of electric power.
= Maintenance of street lighting fixtures.

Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:
= LED conversion.

Future Improvement Projects:
» Paint and replace streetlight poles.

AMERICAN RIVER CANYON NORTH NO. 3

= Purchase of electric power.

= Purchase of irrigation water from San Juan Suburban Water District.

» Maintenance of landscaping, lighting, signs, sidewalk and walls, waterfalls,
including turf, ground cover, shrubs and trees, irrigation systems, drainage
systems, street lighting, walls, signs.

Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:
= Tree and Landscape Improvements.

Future Improvement Projects:
= Tree and Landscape Improvements (or replacements).
= Signage replacement.

CITY OF FOLSOM L —m"—
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= Baldwin Dam path repair.

= Landscape/Irrigation removal and replacement — Mystic Hills, ARC Drive/Canyon
Falls.

= Main Walking Trail - landscaping, irrigation, step areas

= Waterfall —rock repair.

BLUE RAVINE QAKS

= Maintenance of lawns and trees within landscape medians and corridors.

= Purchase of irrigation waler [rom Cily of Folsom.

= Maintenance of irrigation system, plantings, sidewalks, fences, walls and
streetlights.

= Purchase of electric power.

= Maintenance of street lighting fixtures.

Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:
= No planned projects.

Future Improvement Projects:
= No planned projects.

BLUE RAVINE QAKS No. 2

= Maintenance of lawns and trees within landscape medians and corridors.

= Purchase of irrigation water from City of Folsom.

= Maintenance of irrigation system, plantings, sidewalks, fences, walls and
streetlights.

= Purchase of electric power.

= Maintenance of street lighting fixtures.

Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:
= LED conversion.
= Tree pruning.

Future Improvement Projects:
= Riley Street Fence/Replacement.
= Tree removallreplacement.
= Blue Ravine Wall repair.
= Signage improvement/replacement.

BRIGGS RANCH

= Maintenance of l[awns and trees within landscape medians and corridors.

= Purchase of irrigation water from City of Folsom.

= Maintenance of irrigation system, plantings, sidewalks, walls, fences, open space
area, signage and streetlights.

»  Purchase of electric power.
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= Maintenance of street lighting fixtures.

Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:
» No planned projects.

Future Improvement Projects:

= Fence/Wall repair/replacement (Blue Ravine/E Natoma)
Signage improvement/replacement.
Tree and Landscape Improvements (or replacements).
Irrigation upgrades/replacement (3 controllers).
Shrub and tree upgrades — Blue Ravine/E. Natoma.
Bollard repair/replacement.
Pet station repair/replacement.
Landscape lighting upgrades/replacement.

BROADSTONE

= Maintenance of lawns and trees within landscape medians and corridors.

= Purchase of irrigation water from City of Folsom.

= Maintenance of irrigation system, plantings, sidewalks, sound walls, water quality
ponds and streetlights.

= Purchase of electric power.

= Maintenance of street lighting fixtures.

Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:
= No planned projects.

Future Improvement Projects:
= Repair irrigation/replace shrubs — Iron Point median, Rathbone, Knofler, other
interior areas. Signage improvement/replacement.
Tree and Landscape Improvements (or replacements).
Irrigation repair/retrofit.
Bollard repair/replacement.
Pet station repair/replacement.
Street lights fixture replacement.
Signage improvement/replacement.
Turf removallirrigation retrofit.
Landscape light maintenance.
Shrub replacement (throughout District).

BRrRoADSTONE UNIT NO. 3
= No planned projects.

Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:
= LED conversion.
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Future Improvement Projects:
=  Paint streetlight poles.

BROADSTONE No. 4

= Maintenance of lawns and trees within landscape medians and corridors.

= Purchase of irrigation water from City of Folsom.

= Maintenance of irrigation system, plantings, sidewalks, sound walls, water quality
ponds and streetlights.

»  Purchase of electric power.

= Maintenance of street lighting fixtures.

Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:
= | andscape replacement.
= Tree planting.

Future Improvement Projects:
= No planned projects.

CoBBLE HiLLS RIDGE II/REFLECTIONS Il

= Maintenance of lawns and trees within landscape medians and corridors.

» Purchase of irrigation water from the City of Folsom.

» Maintenance of Irrigation system, plantings, sidewalks, soundwalls, signage,
parks, park facilities, open space and streetlights.

= Purchase of Electric Power from SMUD.

= Maintenance of public lighting fixtures.

Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:
= No planned projects.

Future Improvement Projects:

= Soundwall/fence replacement/repair/painting.
Signage improvement/replacement.
Tree and Landscape Improvements (or replacements).
Shrub replacement - Sibley/Corner, Glenn/Oxburough.
Mini Park and Path — turf and shrub repair/replacement

CoBBLE RIDGE

= Maintenance of shrubs and trees within landscape medians and corridors.

= Purchase of irrigation water from the City of Folsom.

= Maintenance of irrigation system, plantings, open space areas, soundwalls,
sidewalks and streetlights.

= Purchase of electric power.

= Maintenance of street lighting fixtures.

e —
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Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:
= LED conversion.
= Fence repair.

Future Improvement Projects:
= Paint/replace fence/tabular fence.
Fence repair/replacement.
Shrub, bark, DG replacement.
Tree and Landscape Improvements (or replacements).
Tree work in Cul de Sac.

FoLsoM HEIGHTS

= Maintenance of shrubs and trees within landscape medians and corridors,
corridors, bike trails, walkways, and open space areas.

= Purchase of irrigation water from the City of Folsom.

= Maintenance of irrigation system, plantings, fences, walls, sidewalks and
streetlights.

= Purchase of Electric Power.

= Maintenance of street lighting fixtures.

Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:
= Open space/tree work.

Future Improvement Projects:
= Bike path repair.
= Wall paint/repair.
= Open Space management/tree removal.
= Tree and Landscape Improvements (or replacements),

FoLsom HEIGHTS NO. 2

= Maintenance of lawns and trees within landscape medians and corridors,
corridors, bike trails, walkways, and open space areas.

= Purchase of irrigation water from the City of Folsom.

= Maintenance of irigation system, plantings, fences, walls, sidewalks and
streetlights.

= Purchase of Electric Power.

= Maintenance of street lighting fixtures.

Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:
= Fence replacement.
= Ladder Fuel/Tree work.

Future Improvement Projects (if funded with new District):
= Glenn wall repair.
= Tree and landscape improvements (Vierra Cir)
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= New landscape (Glenn)

HANNAFORD CROSS

= Maintenance of lawns and trees within landscape medians and corridors.

= Purchase of irrigation water and electric power for the two mini parks in a
70%/30%: City/District contribution. (based on maintenance assignments)

= Maintenance of Irrigation system, bike trails, walkways, fences, walls, drainage
swale, plantings, sidewalks and streetlights.

= Purchase of electric power.

= Maintenance of street lighting fixtures.

Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:
= No planned projects.

Future Improvement Projects:
= Fence repair/replacement — Lakeside Dr.
= Landscape/irrigation — Lakeside Dr.
= Tree and Landscape Improvements (or replacements).
= Entry and trellis — Inwood replanting.

LAKE NATOMA SHORES

= Maintenance of lawns and trees within landscape medians and corridors.

= Maintenance of Irrigation system, soundwalls, signage, street pavers, plantings,
sidewalks and streetlights.

= Purchase of Irrigation water from the City of Folsom.

= Purchase of electric power.

= Maintenance of street lighting fixtures.

Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:
= LED conversion.
= Tree work.

Future Improvement Projects:
= Signage improvement/replacement.
= Turf repairfirrigation upgrades
= Tree and Landscape Improvements (or replacements).

Los CERROS
= Maintenance of landscape medians and corridors.
= Purchase of irrigation water from the City of Folsom.
= Maintenance of Irrigation system, walls, plantings, sidewalks and streetlights.
= Purchase of electric power.
= Maintenance of street lighting fixtures.

Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:
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u | adder fuel removal.
= Tree work.

Future Improvement Projects:
= Open Space parcels management.
Wall Paint/Repair.
Landscape light repair/maintain.
Tree and Landscape Improvements (or replacements).
Tree/shrub replacement — Riley Street.
Signage improvement/replacement.
Cruickshank/Woodsmoke plant/bark.
Median Island plant replacement.

NATOMA STATION

= Maintenance of Irrigation system, walls, signage, art work, open space areas,
parks, plantings and streetlights.

» Purchase of irrigation water from the City of Folsom.

= Purchase of electric power.

= Maintenance of street lighting fixtures.

Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:
= Fence replacement on Turnpike.

Future Improvement Projects:
= Shrubltree replacement Blue Ravine/Turnpike/lron Point
Tree and Landscape Improvements (or replacements).
Sidewalk repair.
Paver repairs/replacements.
Mini Park replanting/bark.
Wetland area maintenance.
Sign repair/replacement.
Wall repair/painting.
Irrigation upgrades (water conservation)

NATOMA STATION-UNION SQUARE

Note: Union Square which is a Benefit zone of Natoma Station will be providing its own
landscaping and lighting maintenance via an existing homeowner's association and
servicing for 2021-22.

NATOMA VALLEY

= |nstallation, maintenance and servicing of turf, ground cover, shrubs and trees,
irrigation systems, drainage systems, street lighting, soundwalls, retaining walls,
fencing and all necessary appurtenances, and labor, materials, supplies, utilities
and equipment
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Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:
= |nterior landscape replacement.
= Tree work.

Future Improvement Projects:
= Wall repair/replacement.

PROSPECT RIDGE

= Maintenance of Irrigation system, walls, signage, open space areas, parks,
plantings and streetlights.

Purchase of irrigation water from the City of Folsom.

Purchase of electric power.

Maintenance of street lighting fixtures.

Maintenance of landscape corridors.

Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:
= No planned projects.

Future Improvement Projects:
= No planned projects.

PRAIRIE OAKS RANCH

= Maintenance and servicing of lawns and trees within landscape medians and
corridors.

= Purchase of irrigation water from the City of Folsom.

= Maintenance of Irrigation system, walls, signage, fences, open space areas,
trellises, and streetlights along Grover Road, Russi Road, Willard Drive, Stewart
Street and the interior public roadways within the subdivisions.

= Purchase of electric power.

= Maintenance of street lighting fixtures.

Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:
= No planned projects.

Future Improvement Projects:
= Fence/Wall paint/repair/replace.

= Riley Street landscaping.
= Sign Repair/Replacement.
» Replace Landscaping — Grover/Russi/lron Point/Blue Ravine
= Tree and Landscape Improvements (or replacements).
= Open Space Weed Maintenance Abatement.
CiTY OF FOLSOM S —
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SIERRA ESTATES

= Maintenance of landscaping, lighting and soundwalls along Rowland Court, Dolan
Court and Riley Street including turf, ground cover, shrubs and trees, irrigation
systems, drainage systems, street lighting, fencing, soundwalls, monuments,
statuary, fountains, and other ornamental structures and facilities, entry
monuments and all necessary appurtenances

= Purchase of water from the City of Folsom

= Purchase of electric power.

» Maintenance of street lighting fixtures.

Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:
= Tree replacement.

Future Improvement Projects:
= Tree and Landscape Improvements (or replacements).
=  Signage improvement/replacement.
= Shrubs and irrigation replacements.

SILVERBROOK
= Note: Silverbrook will not be levied for fiscal year 2021-22, due to a surplus in
revenue.

= Maintenance of lawns and trees within landscape median.

= Purchase of irrigation water from City of Folsom.

= Maintenance of Irrigation system, entry median, plantings, sidewalks and
streetlights.

= Purchase of electric power.

» Maintenance of street lighting fixtures.

Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:
= LED conversion.

Future Improvement Projects:
»  Relandscape median.

STEEPLECHASE

= Maintenance of lawns and trees within landscape medians and corridors.
= Purchase of irrigation water from the City of Folsom.

= Maintenance of Irrigation system, plantings, sidewalks and streetlights.

» Purchase of electric power.

= Maintenance of street lighting fixtures.

Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:
= Fence replacement.
= Tree work.

e —
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Future Improvement Projects:
» Riley Street fence replacement.
Park fence replacement
Signage improvement/replacement.
Tree and Landscape Improvements (or replacements).
Renovation of turf in mini-park.
Repair and/or replace bollards.
Landscape replacement along Riley Street.
Landscape median and park.
Remove roots in park/replace turf.

THE RESIDENCES AT AMERICAN RIVER CANYON

= Maintenance landscaping, lighting and soundwalls along American River Canyon
Drive and Oak Avenue including turf, ground cover, shrubs and trees, irrigation
systems, drainage systems, street lighting, sound-walls, and all necessary
appurtenances.

= Purchase of water from San Juan Water District.

» Purchase of electric power.

= Maintenance of street lighting fixtures.

Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:
= Landscape replacement.

Future Improvement Projects:
= Landscape and irrigation repairs and replacements.
»  Wall repair/replacement.
= Drainage Swale repair.

THE RESIDENCES AT AMERICAN RIVER CANYON I

= [nstallation, maintenance and servicing of turf, ground cover, shrubs, and frees,
irrigation systems, drainage systems, street lighting, walls, signage and all
necessary appurtenances, and labor, materials, supplies, utilities, and equipment

Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:
= Landscape replacement.

Future Improvement Projects:
» Landscape and irrigation repairs and replacements.
= Wall repair/replacement.
» Drainage Swale repair.

WiLLow CREEK ESTATES EAST

= Maintenance of lawns and trees within landscape medians and corridors.
= Purchase of irrigation water from the City of Folsom.

P

CiTY oF FOLSOM L e——————
ConsultingGroup

LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS
ENGINEER'S REPORT, FY 2021-22



PAGE 18

= Maintenance of irrigation system, walls, plantings, sidewalks and streetlights, as
well as weed abatement.

= Purchase of electric power.

= Maintenance of street lighting fixtures.

Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:
= No planned projects.

Future Improvement Projects: (if funding availablc)
= Planting Removal/Replacement.
= Signage improvement/replacement.
= Tree and Landscape Improvements (or replacements).
= Irrigation repairs/upgrades.
= Landscapef/irrigation replacement — Oak Ave median/Blue Ravine.

WiLLow CREEK ESTATES EAST NO. 2

» Maintenance of irrigation system, walls, plantings, sidewalks and streetlights, as
well as weed abatement.

= Purchase of irrigation water from the City of Folsom.

» Purchase of electric power.

= Maintenance of street lighting fixtures.

= Maintenance of lawns and trees within landscape medians and corridors.

Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:
= Frontage landscape along Blue Ravine.
= Monument signs.

Future Improvement Projects:
= Landscape & Irrigation retrofit along Blue Ravine & Oak Ave.

WiLLow CREEK ESTATES SOUTH

= Purchase of irrigation water from the City of Folsom.

= Maintenance of Irrigation system, walls, entry signage, drainage way, parks,
sidewalks and streetlights, as well as weed abatement.

= Purchase of electric power.

= Maintenance of street lighting fixtures.

Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:
=  Sign design.
=  Tree work.
= New planting.

Future Improvement Projects:
= Wall Paint/Power Wash.

CITY OF FOLSOM I ——__]

LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS ConsultingGroup
ENGINEER’S REPORT, FY 2021-22



Entry signage retrofit/replacement.

Prewett tree open space.

Street paver replacement.

Oak Avenue - shrub retrofit.

Tree and Landscape Improvements (or replacements)
Silberhorn relandscaping.

Turf removalfirrigation upgrades.

WILLOW SPRINGS

Purchase of electric power.
Maintenance of street lighting fixtures.

Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:

LED conversion.

Future Improvement Projects:

Paint/repair Lamp Posts.

PAGE 19
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BUDGETS
Below is a summary of the Budgets for the various districts. Refer to Appendix A - Budgets, for detailed budgets for each district.
|
|District Improvement Incidental Total Current Benefit Units Rate Total Assessment
Costs Costs Improvement Costs Projects (SFEs)
American River Canyon North $146,500.00 $2,748.54 $149,248.54 $65,000.00 1,022 $102.94 $105,204.68
American River Canyon North 2 $30,500.00 $380.40 $30,880.40 $25,000.00 160 $77.70 $12,432.00
American River Canyon North 3 $198,075.00 §542.54 $198,617.54 $86,000.00 920 $269.86 * $248,152.46
Blue Ravine Oaks $17,700.00 $5,347.35 $23,047.35 $0.00 165 $218.60 $36,069.00
Blue Ravine Oaks No. 2 $48,800.00 $4,320.35 $53,120.35 $20,000.00 165 $213.26 * $35,187.90
Briggs Ranch $88,737.00 $18,668.41 $107,405.41 $0.00 660 $122.28 $80,706.02
Broadstone $185,000.00 $64,986.70 $249,986.70 $0.00 2,369 $164.99 $390,859.66
Broadstone Unit No.3 $18,000.00 $1,444.38 $19,444.38 $8,000.00 812 $28.07 * $22,779.65
Broadstone No. 4 $324,850.00 $19,751.00 $344,601.00 $60,000.00 2,065 $38.81 * $80,144.43
Cobble Hills I/Reflections II $45,863.00 $14,639.51 $60,502.51 $0.00 389 $113.14 $44,011.46
Cobble Ridge $14,550.00 $6,050.82 $20,600.82 $6,500.00 98 $139.64 * $13,684.72
Folsom Heights $16,350.00 $5,025.72 $21,375.72 $3,000.00 308 $70.83 $21,831.04
Folsom Heights No. 2 $48,775.00 $5,211.00 $53,986.00 $23,000.00 299 $208.38 * $62,386.89
Hannaford Cross $23,275.00 $8,457.77 $31,732.77 $0.00 103 $195.78 $20,165.34
Lake Natoma Shores $25,300.00 $7,997.67 $33,297.67 $8,000.00 113 $183.58 $20,744.54
Natoma Valley (formerly) Lakeridge $54,632.00 $12,248.61 $66,880.61 $10,000.00 79 $856.37 * $67,653.23
Los Cerros $51,768.00 $9,737.83 $61,505.83 $15,000.00 337 $121.18 $40,837.66
Natoma Station $196,750.00 $39,059.37 $235,809.37 $4,550.00 1,897 $91.70 $173,976.36
Prospect Ridge $21,475.00 $2,886.65 $24,361.65 $0.00 a $1,173.86 $31,400.76
Prairie Oaks Ranch $233,145.00 $64,145.99 $297,290.99 $0.00 919 $213.61 $196,228.55
The Residences at ARC $25,600.00 $4,215.03 $29,815.03 $4,000.00 17 $536.67 * $9,123.39
The Residences at ARC Il $25,600.00 $0.00 $25,600.00 $4,000.00 10 $1,169.97 * $11,699.70
Sierra Estates $12,275.00 $5,593.75 $17,868.75 $6,000.00 2% $363.68 * $9,092.00
Silverbrook $22,731.17 $5,726.17 $28,457.33 $10,000.00 114 $0.00 $0.00
Steeplechase $42,000.00 $9,419.00 $51,419.00 $13,000.00 154 $157.68 $24,282.72
Willow Creek East $25,000.00 $0.00 $25,000.00 $0.00 747 $80.40 $60,058.80
Willow Creek East Estates No 2 $173,100.00 $19,675.00 $192,775.00 $75,000.00 1 $99.53 * $73,797.02
Willow Creek South $135,710.00 $15,689.57 $151,309.57 $25,000.00 1462 $109.88 $160,642.36
Willow Springs $24,200.00 $611.03 $24,811.03 $15,000.00 517 $28.14 $14,548.38
TOTALS $2,276,261.17 $354,580.15 $2,630,841.32 $486,050.00 b $2,067,700.71
* Subject to CPl increase
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METHOD OF APPORTIONMENT

This section of the Engineer's Report includes an explanation of the benefits to be derived
from the installation, maintenance and servicing of the Improvements throughout the
Districts, and the methodology used to apportion the total assessment to properties within
the City of Folsom Landscaping and Lighting Districts.

The City of Folsom Landscaping and Lighting Districts consist of all Assessor Parcels
within the boundaries of each District defined as defined by Assessment Diagram included
within this report and the Assessor Parcel Numbers listed within the included Levy roll.
The parcels include all privately or publicly owned parcels within said boundaries. The
method used for apportioning the assessment is based upon the proportional special
benefits to be derived by the properties in the City of Folsom Landscaping and Lighting
Districts over and above general benefits conferred on real property or to the public at
large. The apportionment of special benefit is a two-step process: the first step is to identify
the types of special benefit arising from the improvements, and the second step is to
allocate the assessments to property based on the estimated relative special benefit for
each type of property.

DISCUSSION OF BENEFIT

In summary, the assessments can only be levied based on the special benefit to property.
This benefit is received by property over and above any general benefits. With reference
to the requirements for assessments, Section 22573 of the Landscaping and Lighting Act
of 1972 states:

"The net amount to be assessed upon lands within an assessment district
may be apportioned by any formula or method which fairly distributes the
net amount among all assessable lots or parcels in proportion to the
estimated benefits to be received by each such lot or parcel from the
improvements."

Proposition 218, as codified in Article XIIID of the California Constitution, has confirmed
that assessments must be based on the special benefit to property and the assessment
must not exceed the reasonable cost of the proportional benefit upon the assessed parcel:

"No assessment shall be imposed on any parcel which exceeds the
reasonable cost of the proportional special benefit conferred on that
parcel."

The following benefit categories summarize the types of special benefit to residential,
commercial, industrial and other lots and parcels resulting from the Improvements to be
provided with the assessment proceeds. These categories of special benefit are
supported by various California legislation and supporting studies which describe the types
of special benefit received by property from Improvements such as those proposed by the
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City of Folsom Landscaping and Lighting Districts. These types of special benefit are
summarized as follows:

=  Proximity to improved landscaped areas within each District.

= Access to improved landscaped areas within each District.

= |mproved Views within each District.

= Extension of a property's outdoor areas and green spaces for properties within
close proximity to the Improvements.

= Creation of individual lots for residential and commercial usc that, in abscnce of
the District and the services provided by the District, would not have been created.

In this regard, the recent the SVTA v. SCCOSA decision provides enhanced clarity to the
definitions of special benefits to properties in three distinct areas:

= Proximity
= Expanded or improved access
= Views

The SVTA v. SCCOSA decision also clarifies that a special benefit is a service or
improvement that provides a direct advantage to a parcel, and that indirect or derivative
advantages resulting from the overall public benefits from a service or improvement are
general benefits. The SVTA v. SCCOSA decision also provides specific guidance that
park improvements are a direct advantage and special benefit to property that is proximate
to a park improved by an assessment:

The characterization of a benefit may depend on whether the parcel
receives a direct advantage from the improvement (e.g. proximity fo a
park) or receives an indirect, derivative advantage resulting from the
overall public benefits of the improvement (e.g. general enhancement of
the district's property values).

Proximity, improved access and views, in addition to the other special benefits listed above
further strengthen the basis of these assessments.

BENEFIT FACTORS
The special benefits from the Improvements are further detailed below:

PROXIMITY TO IMPROVED LANDSCAPED AREAS WITHIN THE DISTRICT

Only the specific properties within close proximity to the Improvements are included in
each District. Therefore, property in the Districts enjoys unique and valuable proximity and
access to the Improvements that the public at large and property outside the Districts do
not share.

In absence of the assessments, the improvements would not be provided and the
landscaping areas in the Districts would be degraded due to insufficient funding for
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maintenance, upkeep and repair. Therefore, the assessments provide Improvements that
are over and above what otherwise would be provided. Improvements that are over and
above what otherwise would be provided do not by themselves franslate into special
benefits but when combined with the unique proximity and access enjoyed by parcels in
the Districts, they provide a direct advantage and special benefit to property in the
Districts.

ACCESS TO IMPROVED LANDSCAPED AREAS WITHIN THE DISTRICT

Since the parcels in each District are the only parcels that enjoy close access to the
Improvements, they directly benefit from the unique close access to improved landscaping
areas that are provided by the Assessments. This is a direct advantage and special
benefit to property in that District.

IMPROVED VIEWS WITHIN THE DISTRICT

The District, by maintaining these landscaped areas, provides improved views to
properties in each District. The properties in a District enjoy close and unique proximity,
access and views of the Improvements; therefore, the improved and protected views
provided by the Assessments are another direct and tangible advantage that is uniquely
conferred upon property in a District.

EXTENSION OF A PROPERTY’S OUTDOOR AREAS AND GREEN SPACES FOR PROPERTIES WITHIN
CLOSE PROXIMITY TO THE IMPROVEMENTS

In large part because it is generally cost prohibitive to provide large open land areas in
development projects, the residential, commercial and other benefiting properties in each
District do not have large outdoor areas and green spaces. The landscaped areas within
each District provide additional outdoor areas that serve as an effective extension of the
land area for properties that are in close proximity to the Improvements. The
Improvements, therefore, provide an important, valuable and desirable extension of usable
land area, which confers a direct advantage and special benefit to properties in close
proximity to the Improvements.

CREATION OF INDIVIDUAL LOTS FOR RESIDENTIAL AND COMMERCIAL USE THAT, IN ABSENCE OF
THE ASSESSMENTS, WOULD NOT HAVE BEEN CREATED

Typically, the original owner/developer of the property within the Districts can petition the
City to establish the assessment districts. As parcels were sold, new owners were
informed of the assessments through the title reports, and in some cases, through
Department of Real Estate “White Paper’ reports that the parcels were subject to
assessment. Purchase of property was also an “agreement’ to pay the assessment. In
absence of the assessments, the lots within the Districts would probably not have been
subdivided and created. These lots, and the improvements they support, are a special
benefit to the property owners.

—

L
CiTy oF FOLSOM ConsultingGroup

LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS
ENGINEER'S REPORT, FY 2021-22



PAGE 24

GENERAL VERSUS SPECIAL BENEFIT

The assessments from the City of Folsom Landscaping and Lighting Districts are used to
fund improvements and increased levels of maintenance to the grounds adjoining the
properties in the Districts. In absence of those Districts, such Improvements would not be
provided and the properties would not have been subdivided and improved to the same
extent. The Districts were specifically proposed for formation to provide additional and
improved improvements, and services in the Districts. In absence of the assessments,
these public resources could not be created and revenues would not be available for their
continued maintenance and improvement. Therefore, the assessments solely provide
special benefit to property in the Districts over and above the general benefits conferred by
the general facilities of the City.

Although these Improvements may be available to the general public at large because the
Districts are accessible by members of the public, the Improvements within each District
were specifically designed, located and created to provide additional and improved public
resources for property inside the Districts, and not the public at large. Other properties
that are either outside the Districts or within the Districts and not assessed, do not enjoy
the unique proximity, access, views and other special benefit factors described previously.
These Improvements are of special benefit to properties located within the Districts
because they provide a direct advantage to properties in the Districts that would not be
provided in absence of the assessments.

Although the analysis used to support these assessments concludes that the benefits are
solely special, as described above, consideration is made for the suggestion that a portion
of the benefits are general. General benefits cannot be funded by these assessments - the
funding must come from other sources.

The maintenance and servicing of these improvements is also partially funded, directly and
indirectly from other sources including City of Folsom, the County of Sacramento and the
State of California. This funding comes in the form of grants, development fees, special
programs, and general funds, as well as direct maintenance and servicing of facilities (e.g.
curbs, gutters, streets, drainage systems, and other infrastructure maintenance items such
as pond clean outs and street sweeping, etc.) This funding from other sources more than
compensates for general benefits, if any, received by the properties within the districts.

In the 2009 Dahms case, the court upheld an assessment that was 100% special benefit
on the rationale that the services funded by the assessments were directly provided within
the assessment district over and above the services already provided by the City within the
boundaries of the assessment district. It is also important to note that certain services
funded by the assessments in Pomona are similar to the services funded by the
Assessments described in this Engineer's Report and the Court found these services to be
100% special benefit. Similar to the assessments in Pomona, the Assessments described
in this Engineer's Report fund improvements and services directly provided within the
Assessment District to benefit properties within the assessment district and not to the
public at large, and these properties enjoy close proximity and access to the
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Improvements. Therefore, Dahms establishes a basis for minimal or zero general benefits
from the Assessments.

Step 1: Calculation of the General Benefit
The general benefits from this assessment may be quantified as illustrated in the following

table.
Relative
Relative  General Benefit General
Benefit Factor Weight Contribution Benefit
Creation of parcels 20 0% 0
Improved views S 10% 0.5
Improved nighttime visibility and safety from streetlights S 20% 1
100 15
Total Calculated General Benefit = 1.5%

As a result, the City of Folsom will contribute at least 1.5% of the total budget from sources
other than the assessment. The contribution offsets any general benefits from the
Assessment Services.

Step 2: Calculation of Current General Benefit Contribution from City
The general benefit contribution is satisfied from the sum of the following components:

The City of Folsom owns, maintains, rehabilitates and replaces curb and gutter along the
border of the Assessment Districts improvements. This curb and gutter serves to support,
contain, retain, manage irrigation flow and growth, and provide a boundary for the
improvements. The contribution from the City of Folsom toward general benefit from the
maintenance, rehabilitation and replacement of the curb gutter is conservatively estimated
to be 1%.

The City of Folsom owns and maintains storm drainage systems along the border of the
Assessment Districts improvements. This system serves to prevent flooding and
associated damage to the improvements, and manage urban runoff including local
pollutants loading from the improvements. The contribution from the City of Folsom
towards general benefit from the maintenance, and operation of the local storm drainage
systems are conservatively estimated to be 1%.

The City of Folsom owns and maintains local public streets along the border of the
Assessment District improvements. These public streets proved access to the
improvements for its enjoyment as well as efficient maintenance. The contribution from
the City of Folsom towards general benefit from the maintenance of local public streets is
conservatively estimated to contribute 1%.

|
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The Improvements were constructed by the original owner/developer(s) as a condition of
development. The value of the construction of the improvements can be quantified and
monetized as an annuity. Since this construction was performed and paid by non-
assessment funds, this “annuity” can be used to offset general benefit costs, and is
conservatively estimated to contribute 25%.

Therefore, the total General Benefit that is conservatively quantified at 1.5% is more than
offset by the total non-assessment contribution towards general benefit of 28%.

METHOD OF ASSESSMENT

The second step in apportioning assessments is to determine the relative special benefit
for each property. This process involves determining the relative benefit received by each
property in relation to a single family home, or, in other words, on the basis of Single
Family Equivalents (SFE). This SFE methodology is commonly used to distribute
assessments in proportion to estimated special benefit and is generally recognized as
providing the basis for a fair and appropriate distribution of assessments. For the
purposes of this Engineer's Report, all properties are designated a SFE value, which is
each property’s relative benefit in relation to a single family home on one parcel. In this
case, the "benchmark" property is the single family detached dwelling which is one Single
Family Equivalent or one SFE.

ASSESSMENT APPORTIONMENT

The improved properties within the Districts consist of primarily of single family, multi-
family, commercial and non-assessed parcels, with the vast majority being single family.
Since all single family residential parcels in the Districts are deemed to have good
proximity to the improvements, such single family properties receive similar benefit from
the proposed improvements and are assigned 1.0 SFE units. The benefits for other types
of properties are further defined as follows.

GENERAL CASE

Many of the City of Folsom Districts contain only single family residences and non-
assessed properties such as parks and green spaces. These districts are:

City OF FoLSOM

LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS

Blue Ravine Oaks 165 residential lots
Blue Ravine Oaks No. 2 165 residential lots
Cobble Ridge 98 residential lots

Cobble Hills Ridge II/Reflections |I 389 residential lots
Hannaford Cross 103 residential lots
Lake Natoma Shores 113 residential lots
Los Cerros 337 residential lots
Natoma Station — (Union Square Annexation) 116 residential lots
Natoma Valley 72 residential lots

Sierra Estates 25 residential lots
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Silverbrook 122 residential lots

Steeplechase 154 residential lots

The Residences at American River Canyon 17 residential lots

The Residences at ARC Il Annexation 10 residential lots

Willow Creek East 747 residential lots

Willow Springs __517 residential lots
Total 3,150

These Districts are assessed per Assessment Table 1, next page.

ASSESSMENT TABLE 1
Description SFEs
Single Family Parcel 1.00
Non Assessed (e.g. open space, park land etc.) | 0.00

Note: In 2006-07, a general case SFE rate was established for condominiums in districts in which the
original Engineer's Report did not anticipate condominium development. This rate is 0.67 SFEs.

AMERICAN RIVER CANYON NORTH

There are 410.124 acres in American River Canyon North. There are 1006 residential lots
and each one is assigned 1 benefit unit (SFE.) The 2.00 acres of currently undeveloped
property is assigned 2.63 SFEs per acre from a rate determined at the time of formation of
this district:

American River Canyon North properties are assessed per Assessment Table 2, below, as
per the original formation documents:

ASSESSMENT TABLE 2
Description SFEs
Single Family Parcel 1.00
Undeveloped Property, per acre 2.63
Non Assessed (e.g. open space, park land etc.) 0.00

AMERICAN RIVER CANYON NORTH No. 2

There are 130.805 acres in American River Canyon North No. 2. American River Canyon
No. 2 lies completely within American River Canyon North. There are 161 residential lots
and each one is assigned 1 benefit unit (SFE).

American River Canyon North No. 2 properties are assessed per Assessment Table 3,
below, as per the original formation documents:

ASSESSMENT TABLE 3

Description SFEs
Single Family Parcel 1.0000

T e——
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Undeveloped Residential Property, per lot 0.3273
Non Assessed (e.g. open space, park land etc.) | 0.0000

AMERICAN RIVER CANYON NORTHNO 3

There are 410.124 acres in American River Canyon North. There are 1006 residential lots.
Each assessable parcel in the Assessment District receives a special and direct benefit
from the improvements in the Assessment District. Since the Assessment District is
comprised of residential single family improved properties and all properties have good
proximity to the improvements, all assessable parcels within the Assessment District are
estimated to benefit equally from the improvements associated with the Assessment
District, and the costs associated with the improvements are apportioned equally to all
parcels on the basis of current or proposed dwelling units. Each parcel is assigned SFE
units relative to the number of current or proposed dwelling units on the parcel.

The procedure used to arrive at each parcel's annual levy amount is:

BALANCE TO LEVY/ TOTAL SFE BENEFIT UNITS IN DISTRICT = ASSESSMENT AMOUNT PER
BENEFIT UNIT

There are three Zones of Benefit. In Zone A each parcel is assigned 1 benefit unit (SFE),
in Zone B, each parcel is assigned 0.83 benefit unit (SFE) and Zone C each parcel is
assigned 0.50 benefit unit (SFE.) Properties in Zone B and Zone C receive lower benefit
units because they currently pay for common open space areas within their zone. In 2007,
when the American River Canyon North District No. 3 was formed, an analysis of the
associated landscaping improvements was performed to determine the relative benefit to
each zone from this new assessment. It was estimated that Zone B receives 17% of the
special benefit, and Zone C receives 50% of the special benefit. Therefore, the SFE units
for Zone B and Zone C have been adjusted accordingly.

American River Canyon North properties are assessed per Assessment Table 4, below:

ASSESSMENT TABLE 4
Description SFEs
Zone A - Qriginal ARCN Area 1.0000
Zone B — Canyon Falls Village Area 0.8300
Zone C — ARCN No. 2 Area 0.5000

BROADSTONE

According to the Broadstone Landscaping and Lighting “Method of Spread,” there are
895.301 assessable acres in Broadstone. Of these, 416.1455 acres are divided into 1,682
single family residential lots (4.2 lots per acre average) and 479.156 acres are divided into
multi-family and commercial lots. The multi-family parcels are APN 0721070002 through
APN 0721070100 are known as Bentley Square West (99 units); and APN 0721610001
through APN 072161053 are known as Bentley Square East (53 units). [In addition to
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these properties listed in the “Method of Spread,” other multi-family complexes are also
assessed, including Vessona, Sherwood, Haildon.] Although these projects were designed
as single family small lot divisions, the density is consistent with the multi-family land use
designation. These projects are consistent with both the Multi-Family Low Density General
Plan Land Use Designation (MLD) and the Multi-Family zoning (R-M_PD) of the project
site. There are 1530 single family residential lots and each one is assigned 1 SFEs.
There are 312.555 developed, non-single family acres and each is assigned 2.1 SFEs per
acre [This is the rate applied to commercial properties, as implicitly indicated in the Method
of Spread]. (4.2 units * 0.5). Unrecorded single family residential lots are assigned .65
SFEs.

There are 134.387undeveloped, non-single family residential acres and each one with be
assigned 0.704 SFEs per acre. (4.2 units *.0.5 * 0.335). There are 152 lots with Bentley
Square East and West and each is assigned .0962 SFEs per lot.

Broadstone properties are assessed per Assessment Table 4, below, as per the original
formation documents:

ASSESSMENT TABLE 4
Description SFEs
Single Family Parcel 1.0000
Multi-Family Parcels, per unit 0.0962
Developed Non-Single Family, per acre 2.1000
Undeveloped Non-Single Family, per acre 0.7040
Non Assessed (e.g. open space, park land efc.) 0.0000

BROADSTONE NO. 3

There are 559.36 acres in Broadstone No. 3. Of these, 325 acres are single family
residential lots (2.034 lots per acre average) and 11.48 acres are divided into multi-family
residential and 26.93 acres are non-assessed for use as parks, open space, etc. There
are 382 single family residential lots and each one is assigned 1 SFE. There are 28.09
developed, non-single family residential acres and each one is assigned 2.034 SFEs per
acre. There are 283 undeveloped, single family lots and each one is assigned 0.326
SFEs. There are 171.71 undeveloped, non-single family residential acres and each one is
assigned 0.326 x 2.034 SFEs.

Broadstone No.3 properties are assessed per Assessment Table 5, below, as per the
original formation documents:

ASSESSMENT TABLE 5
Description SFEs
Single Family Parcel 1.0000
Undeveloped Single Family Parcel 0.3260
Developed Non-Single Family, per acre 2.0340
Undeveloped Non-Single Family, per acre 0.6630

City oF FoLsom
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[ Non Assessed (e.g. open space, park land etc) | 0.0000 J

BROADSTONE No. 4

Residential

Certain residential properties in the Assessment District that contain a single residential
dwelling unit are assigned one Single Family Equivalent or 1.0 SFE. Detached or attached
houses, zero-lot line houses and town homes are included in this category of single family
residential property. If there is more than one single family detached dwelling on a parcel,
it will be charged one SFE per single family detached dwelling.

Properties with more than one residential unit (other than parcels with more than one
detached single family dwelling as described above) are designated as multi-family
residential properties. These properties benefit from the Improvements in proportion to the
number of dwelling units that occupy each property, the average number of people who
reside in multi-family residential units versus the average number of people who reside in a
single family home and the relative size of each type of residential dwelling unit. The
population density factors for the area in Sacramento County encompassing the
Assessment District, as depicted in the following table, provide the basis for determining
the SFE factors for residential properties. Using the total population in a certain property
type in the area from the 2010 Census and dividing it by the total number of such
households, finds that approximately 2.91 persons occupy each single family residence,
whereas an average of 2.12 persons occupy each condominium. The ratio of 2.91 people
on average for a single family residence and 2.12 people per dwelling unit in a
condominium unit results in a population density equivalent of 0.73 for condominiums.
Next, the relative building areas are factored into the analysis because special benefits are
related to the average size of a property, in addition to average population densities. For a
condominium, this calculation results in an SFE factor of 0.40 per dwelling unit. A similar
calculation is used for the SFE Rates for other residential property types.

Commercial

SFE values for commercial and industrial land uses are based on the equivalence of
special benefit on a land area basis between single family residential property and the
average commercial/industrial property. The SFE values for various commercial and
industrial land uses are further defined by using average employee densities because the
special benefit factors described previously can be measured by the average number of
people who work at commercial/industrial properties.

In order to determine employee density factors, the findings from the San Diego
Association of Governments Traffic Generators Study (the “SANDAG Study”) are used
because these findings were approved by the State Legislature as being a good
representation of the average number of employees per acre of land area for commercial
and industrial properties. As determined by the SANDAG Study, the average number of
employees per acre for commercial and industrial property is 24.
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In comparison, the average number of people residing in a single family home in the area
is 2.91. Since the average lot size for a single family home in the Assessment District is
approximately 0.20 acres, the average number of residents per acre of residential property
is 14.55.

The employee density per acre is generally 1.65 times the population density of single
family residential property per acre (24 employees per acre / 14.55 residents per acre).
Therefore, the average employee density can be used as the basis for allocating benefit to
commercial or industrial property since a commercialfindustrial property with 4.8
employees receives generally similar special benefit to a residential property with 1
resident. This factor of equivalence of benefit between 1 resident to 4.8 employees is the
basis for allocating commercial/industrial benefit. Table 2 below shows the average
employees per acre of land area or portion thereof for commercial and industrial properties
and lists the relative SFE factors per quarter acre for properties in each land use category.

Commercial and industrial properties in excess of 5 acres generally involve uses that are
more land intensive relative to building areas and number of employees (lower coverage
ratios). As a result, the benefit factors for commercial and industrial property land area in
excess of 5 acres is determined to be the SFE rate per quarter acre for the first 5 acres
and the relevant SFE rate per each additional acre over 5 acres.

Institutional properties that are used for residential, commercial or industrial purposes are
also assessed at the appropriate residential, commercial or industrial rate.

Vacant

The benefit to vacant properties is determined to be proportional to the corresponding
benefits for similar type developed properties; however, at a lower rate due to the lack of
improvements on the property. A measure of the benefits accruing to the underlying land
is the average value of land in relation to Improvements for developed property. The SFE
factor for vacant/undeveloped parcels is 0.25 per parcel.

The benefit to undeveloped properties is determined to be proportional to the
corresponding benefits for similar type developed properties, but at a lower rate due to the
lack of improvements on the property. A measure of the benefits accruing to the underlying
land is the average value of land in relation to Improvements for developed property. An
analysis of the assessed valuation data from the County of Sacramento found that
approximately 25% of the assessed value of improved properties is classified as the land
value. It is reasonable to assume, therefore, that approximately 25% of the benefits are
related to the underlying land and 75% are related to the improvements and the day-to-day
use of the property. Using this ratio, the SFE factor for vacant/undeveloped parcels is 0.25
per parcel.

Other Properties

—
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Article XIIID stipulates that publicly owned properties must be assessed unless there is
clear and convincing evidence that those properties receive no special benefit from the
assessment.

All properties that are specially benefited are assessed. Other publicly owned property
that is used for purposes similar to private residential, commercial, industrial or institutional
uses is benefited and assessed at the same rate as such privately owned property.

Miscellaneous, public right-of-way parcels, well, reservoir or other water rights parcels,
limited access open space parcels, watershed parcels and common area parcels typically
do not generate employees, residents, customers or guests. Moreover, many of these
parcels have limited economic value and, therefore, do not benefit from specific
enhancement of property value. Such parcels are, therefore, not specially benefited and
are not assessed.

In 2015, when the Broadstone No. 4 was formed, an analysis was performed of the
associated lighting and landscaping improvements to determine the relative benefit to each
zone from this new assessment. As a result, four Zones of Benefit were created within
Broadstone No. 4. Parcels in Zone B are determined to receive 95.25% of the level of
special benefit of those within Zone A, parcels in Zone C are determined to receive
93.87% of the level of special benefit of those within Zone A, and parcels in Zone D are
determined to receive 92.23% of the level of special benefit of those within Zone A.

Broadstone No. 4 properties are assessed per Assessment Table 4, below:

ASSESSMENT TABLE 4
Description SFEs
Single Family Parcel 1.00
Multi-Family Parcels, per unit (2 to 4 units) 0.27
Multi-Family Parcels, per unit (5+ units) 0.22
Condo 0.40
Mobile Home (separate lot) 0.20
Commercial, shopping center 0.50
Office 1.42
Vacant 0.25

BRIGGS RANCH

There are 642 residential lots and each one is assigned 1 benefit unit (SFE). Undeveloped
residential parcels APN: 071-1190-007, 008, 010, 011 and 012 are assessed based on 2.2
SFEs per acre.

Briggs Ranch properties are assessed per Assessment Table 6, below, as per the original
formation documents:
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ASSESSMENT TABLE 6
Description SFEs
Single Family Parcel 1.0000
Undeveloped Single Family, per acre 2.2000
Non Assessed (e.g. open space, park land etc.) | 0.0000

FoLSOM HEIGHTS

There are 288 residential lots and each one is assigned 1 benefit unit (SFE.) APN 071-
1050-050 is assessed 4.1 SFEs per acre.

Folsom Heights properties are assessed per Assessment Table 7, below, as per the
original formation documents:

ASSESSMENT TABLE 7
Description SFEs
Single Family Parcel 1.0000
Undeveloped Single Family, per acre 4.1000
Multi Family, per unit 0.5000
Non Assessed (e.g. open space, park land etc.) 0.0000

NATOMA STATION

There are 1272 single family residential lots and each one is assigned 1 SFEs. There are
94.99 acres of Commercial and each one is assigned .6299 SFEs per acre. There are
21.03 acres of Multi Family and each one is assigned 3.2337 SFEs per acre.

Natoma Station properties are assessed per Assessment Table 8, below, as per the
original formation documents:

ASSESSMENT TABLE 8
Description SFEs
Single Family Parcel 1.0000
Commercial outside of Lot X, per acre 0.6299
Commercial inside of Lot X, per acre 4.2487
Multi Family, per acre 3.2337
Non Assessed (e.g. open space, park land etc.) 0.0000
PROSPECT RIDGE
Residential

Certain residential properties in the Assessment District that contain a single residential
dwelling unit are assigned one Single Family Equivalent or 1.0 SFE. Detached or attached
houses, zero-lot line houses and town homes are included in this category of single family
residential property. If there is more than one single family detached dwelling on a parcel,
it will be charged one SFE per single family detached dwelling.

e ———
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Properties with more than one residential unit (other than parcels with more than one
detached single family dwelling as described above) are designated as multi-family
residential properties. These properties benefit from the Improvements in proportion to the
number of dwelling units that occupy each property, the average number of people who
reside in multi-family residential units versus the average number of people who reside in a
single family home and the relative size of each type of residential dwelling unit. The
population density factors for the area in Sacramento County encompassing the
Assessment District, as depicted in the following table, provide the basis for determining
the SFE factors for residential propertics. Using the total population in a certain property
type in the area from the 2010 Census and dividing it by the total number of such
households, finds that approximately 2.91 persons occupy each single family residence,
whereas an average of 2.12 persons occupy each condominium. The ratio of 2.91 people
on average for a single family residence and 2.12 people per dwelling unit in a
condominium unit results in a population density equivalent of 0.73 for condominiums.
Next, the relative building areas are factored into the analysis because special benefits are
related to the average size of a property, in addition to average population densities. For a
condominium, this calculation resuits in an SFE factor of 0.40 per dwelling unit. A similar
calculation is used for the SFE Rates for other residential property types.

The single family equivalency factor of 0.22 per dwelling unit for multifamily residential
properties of 5 or more units applies to such properties with 20 or fewer units. Properties in
excess of 20 units typically offer on-site recreational amenities and other facilities that tend
to offset some of the benefits provided by the improvements. Therefore the benefit for
properties in excess of 20 units is determined to be 0.22 SFE per unit for the first 20 units
and 0.10 SFE per each additional unit in excess of 20 dwelling units.

COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL PROPERTIES

SFE values for commercial and industrial land uses are based on the equivalence of
special benefit on a land area basis between single family residential property and the
average commercial/industrial property. The SFE values for various commercial and
industrial land uses are further defined by using average employee densities because the
special benefit factors described previously can be measured by the average number of
people who work at commercial/industrial properties.

In order to determine employee density factors, the findings from the San Diego
Association of Governments Traffic Generators Study (the “SANDAG Study”) are used
because these findings were approved by the State Legislature as being a good
representation of the average number of employees per acre of land area for commercial
and industrial properties. As determined by the SANDAG Study, the average number of
employees per acre for commercial and industrial property is 24.

In comparison, the average number of people residing in a single family home in the area
is 2.91. Since the average lot size for a single family home in the Assessment District is
approximately 0.20 acres, the average number of residents per acre of residential property
is 14.55.

e —
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The employee density per acre is generally 1.65 times the population density of single
family residential property per acre (24 employees per acre / 14.55 residents per acre).
Therefore, the average employee density can be used as the basis for allocating benefit to
commercial or industrial property since a commercialfindustrial property with 4.8
employees receives generally similar special benefit to a residential property with 1
resident. This factor of equivalence of benefit between 1 resident to 4.8 employees is the
basis for allocating commercialfindustrial benefit. Table 2 below shows the average
employees per acre of land area or portion thereof for commercial and industrial properties
and lists the relative SFE factors per quarter acre for properties in cach land use category.

Commercial and industrial properties in excess of 5 acres generally involve uses that are
more land intensive relative to building areas and number of employees (lower coverage
ratios). As a result, the benefit factors for commercial and industrial property land area in
excess of 5 acres is determined to be the SFE rate per quarter acre for the first 5 acres
and the relevant SFE rate per each additional acre over 5 acres.

Institutional properties that are used for residential, commercial or industrial purposes are
also assessed at the appropriate residential, commercial or industrial rate.

VACANT PROPERTIES

The benefit to vacant properties is determined to be proportional to the corresponding
benefits for similar type developed properties; however, at a lower rate due to the lack of
improvements on the property. A measure of the benefits accruing to the underlying land
is the average value of land in relation to Improvements for developed property. The SFE
factor for vacant/undeveloped parcels is 0.25 per parcel.

The benefit to undeveloped properties is determined to be proportional to the
corresponding benefits for similar type developed properties, but at a lower rate due to the
lack of improvements on the property. A measure of the benefits accruing to the underlying
land is the average value of land in relation to Improvements for developed property. An
analysis of the assessed valuation data from the County of Sacramento found that
approximately 25% of the assessed value of improved properties is classified as the land
value. It is reasonable to assume, therefore, that approximately 25% of the benefits are
related to the underlying land and 75% are related to the improvements and the day-to-day
use of the property. Using this ratio, the SFE factor for vacant/undeveloped parcels is 0.25
per parcel.

OTHER PROPERTIES

Article XIlID stipulates that publicly owned properties must be assessed unless there is
clear and convincing evidence that those properties receive no special benefit from the
assessment.

I
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All properties that are specially benefited are assessed. Other publicly owned property
that is used for purposes similar to private residential, commercial, industrial or institutional
uses is benefited and assessed at the same rate as such privately owned property.

Miscellaneous, public right-of-way parcels, well, reservoir or other water rights parcels,
limited access open space parcels, watershed parcels and common area parcels typically
do not generate employees, residents, customers or guests. Moreover, many of these
parcels have limited economic value and, therefore, do not benefit from specific
enhancement of property value. Such parcels are, therefore, not specially benefited and
are not assessed.

PRAIRIE OAKS RANCH

There are 856 residential lots and each one is assigned 1 benefit unit (SFE). There is one
multi-family parcel and it is being assessed 57 SFEs. There is one proposed school site
and it is being assessed 5.62 SFEs, or the cost of maintaining its' frontage.

Prairie Oaks Ranch properties are assessed per Assessment Table 9, below, as per the
original formation documents:

ASSESSMENT TABLE 9
Description SFEs
Single Family Parcel 1.0000
Proposed School Site, per parcel 5.6300
Multi Family, per unit 1.0000
Non Assessed (e.g. open space, park land efc.) 0.0000

WiLLow CREEK ESTATES EAST No. 2
Zones of Benefit

As part of the engineering work for this assessment, an analysis was conducted on the
relationship (including proximity, level of service, etc.), between properties and the primary
improvements located throughout the Assessment District. Parcels in Zone A (on Garrett
Drive, Ferrera Drive and Whitmer Drive) receive direct special benefit from the proximate
landscaping and trees adjacent to the properties as well as less proximate streetlighting.
Parcels in Zone B receive direct special benefit from the proximate streetlighting as well as
landscaping particularly along the street entrances into the neighborhood. Zone C receive
direct special benefit from the proximate streetlighting but lees benefit from the
landscaping because they are less proximate to the landscaped areas.

Thus, three zones (A, B, and C) were created as shown on the assessment diagram.
Parcels in Zone A are determined to receive same level of the level of special benefit of
those within Zone B and parcels in Zone C are determined to receive 92.08% of the level
of special benefit of those within Zone A and Zone B.

The SVTA decision indicates:

—
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In a well-drawn district — limited fo only parcels receiving special benefits
from the improvement — every parcel within that district receives a shared
special benefit. Under section 2, subdivision (i), these benefits can be
construed as being general benefits since they are not ‘particular and
distinct” and are not “over and above” the benefits received by other
properties “located in the district.”

We do not believe that the voters intended to invalidate an assessment
district that is narrowly drawn to include only properties directly benefiting
from an improvement. Indeed, the ballot materials reflect otherwise. Thus,
if an assessment district is narrowly drawn, the fact that a benefit is
conferred throughout the district does not make it general rather than
special. In that circumstance, the characterization of a benefit may depend
on whether the parcel receives a direct advantage from the improvement
(e.g., proximity to park) or receives an indirect, derivative advantage
resulting from the overall public benefits of the improvement (e.g., general
enhancement of the district's property values).

In the Assessment District, the advantage that each parcel receives from the
Improvements is direct, and the boundaries are narrowly drawn to include only parcels that
benefit from the assessment. Therefore, the even spread of assessment throughout each
narrowly drawn Zone of Benefit is indeed consistent with the SVTA decision and satisfies
the “direct relationship to the “locality of the improvement” standard.

Residential Properties

ASSESSMENT TABLE 11
Pop. Density SqFt Proposed
Type of Residential Property Equivalent Factor Rate
Single Family Residential 1.00 1.00 1.00
Condominium 0.73 0.55 0.40
Duplex Triplex, Fourplex 0.64 042 0.27
Mutti-Family Residential (5+ Units) 0.64 0.34 0.22
Mobile Home on Separate Lot 045 045 0.20

Commercial/Industrial Properties

E————— |
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ASSESSMENT TABLE 12
Average SFE Units SFE Units

Type of Commercialfindustrial Employees per per
Land Use Per Acre ' Quarter Acre ! AcreAfter§
Commercial 24 0.500 0.500
Office 68 1.420 1.420
Shopping Certer 24 0.500 0.500
Office 24 0.500 0.500
Self Storage or Parking Lot 1 0.021

Golf Course 0.80 0.033

Cemeteries 0.10 0.004

A gricuture 0.05 0.002

Vacant Properties

The benefit to vacant properties is determined to be proportional to the corresponding
benefits for similar type developed properties; however, at a lower rate due to the lack of
improvements on the property. A measure of the benefits accruing to the underlying land
is the average value of land in relation to Improvements for developed property. The SFE
factor for vacant/undeveloped parcels is 0.25 per parcel.

The benefit to undeveloped properties is determined to be proportional to the
corresponding benefits for similar type developed properties, but at a lower rate due to the
lack of improvements on the property. A measure of the benefits accruing to the underlying
land is the average value of land in relation to Improvements for developed property. An
analysis of the assessed valuation data from the County of Sacramento found that
approximately 25% of the assessed value of improved properties is classified as the land
value. It is reasonable to assume, therefore, that approximately 25% of the benefits are
related to the underlying land and 75% are related to the improvements and the day-to-day
use of the property. Using this ratio, the SFE factor for vacant/undeveloped parcels is 0.25
per parcel.

Other Properties

Article XIIID stipulates that publicly owned properties must be assessed unless there is
clear and convincing evidence that those properties receive no special benefit from the
assessment.

All properties that are specially benefited are assessed. Other publicly owned property
that is used for purposes similar to private residential, commercial, industrial or institutional
uses is benefited and assessed at the same rate as such privately owned property.

Miscellaneous, public right-of-way parcels, well, reservoir or other water rights parcels,
limited access open space parcels, watershed parcels and common area parcels typically
do not generate employees, residents, customers or guests. Moreover, many of these
parcels have limited economic value and, therefore, do not benefit from specific

B
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enhancement of property value. Such parcels are, therefore, not specially benefited and
are not assessed.

WiLLow CREEK ESTATES SOUTH

There are 1102 residential lots in Village 1, 2, 3 (lots 41-93 and 155-165), 4-7 and 9A and
each one is assigned 1 benefit unit (SFE.) There are 243 residential lots in Village 8 and
9b and each one is assigned 1.086 benefit unit (SFE). There are 64 residential lots in
Village 3 (lots 41-93 and 155-165), and each one is assigned 1.256 benefit unit (SFE).
There are 10 Lexington Business Park parcels and they are assessed at 0.618 SFEs per
parcel. There are 3 Lexington Square parcels and they are assessed at 2.4710 SFEs per
parcel.

Willow Creek Estates South properties are assessed per Assessment Table 10, below, as
per the original formation documents:

ASSESSMENT TABLE 13

Description SFEs

Single Family Parcel Village 1,2,3 (lots 41-93 and 155-165),4-7 and 9A | 1.0000

Single Family Parcel Village 8 and 9b 1.0870
| Single Family Parcel Village 3 (lots 41-93 and 155-165) 1.2560

Business Park Parcel 0.6180

Commercial Parcel 24710

Non Assessed (e.g. open space, park land etc.) 0.0000

OTHER PROPERTY TYPES

Public right-of-way parcels, well, reservoir or other water rights parcels, limited access
open space parcels, watershed parcels and common area parcels typically do not
generate employees, residents, customers or guests. Moreover, many of these parcels
have limited economic value and, therefore, do not benefit from specific Improvement of
property value. Such parcels are, therefore, not specially benefited and are not assessed.
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ASSESSMENT

WHEREAS, the City of Folsom, County of Sacramento, California, pursuant to the
provisions of the Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972 and Article XIIID of the California
Constitution (collectively “the Act’), initiated the preparation of an Engineer's Report for the
City of Folsom Landscaping and Lighting Districts;

WHEREAS, the City of Folsom directed the undersigned Cngineer of Work to prepare and
file a report presenting an estimate of costs, a diagram for the Districts and an assessment
of the estimated costs of the improvements upon all assessable parcels within the
Districts, to which the description of said proposed improvements therein contained;

NOW, THEREFORE, the undersigned, by virtue of the power vested in me under said Act
and the order of the City Council of said City of Folsom, hereby make the following
assessment to cover the portion of the estimated cost of said improvements, and the costs
and expenses incidental thereto to be paid by the Districts.

The amount to be paid for said improvements and the expense incidental thereto, to be
paid by the City of Folsom Landscaping and Lighting Districts for the fiscal year 2021-22 is
generally as follows:

Summary Cost Estimates

Improvement Costs $2,276,261.17
Incidental Costs $354,580.15
Other Costs $486,050.00
Total Improvement Costs $3,116,891.32

As required by the Act, an Assessment Diagram is hereto aftached and made a part hereof
showing the exterior boundaries of said City of Folsom Landscaping and Lighting Districts.
The distinctive number of each parcel or lot of land in the said City of Folsom Landscaping
and Lighting Districts is its Assessor Parcel Number appearing on the Assessment Roll.

And | do hereby assess and apportion said net amount of the cost and expenses of said
improvements, including the costs and expenses incident thereto, upon the parcels and
lots of land within said City of Folsom Landscaping and Lighting Districts, in accordance
with the special benefits to be received by each parcel or lot, from the improvements, and
more particularly set forth in the Cost Estimate and Method of Assessment hereto attached
and by reference made a part hereof.

The assessments are made upon the parcels or lots of land within the City of Folsom
Landscaping and Lighting Districts in proportion to the special benefits to be received by
the parcels or lots of land, from said improvements.

CITY OF FOLSOM L e————————
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The Sierra Estates, The Residences at American River Canyon, The Residences at
American Canyon |l Annexation to the Residences at American River Canyon, Cobble
Ridge, Broadstone 3, and Natoma Valley, Willow Creek Estates East No. 2, Prospect
Ridge are subject to an annual adjustment tied to the Consumer Price Index for the San
Francisco Area, with a maximum annual adjustment not to exceed 4% and American River
Canyon North 3, Blue Ravine No. 2 and Folsom Heights No. 2 are subject a maximum
annual adjustment not to exceed 3%.

Any change in the CPI in excess of the maximum annual increase shall be cumulatively
reserved as the “Unused CPI" and shall be used to increase the maximum authorized
assessment rate in years in which the CPI is less than 4% for Sierra Estates, The
Residences at American River Canyon, The Residences at American Canyon |I
Annexation to the Residences at American River Canyon, Cobble Ridge, Broadstone 3,
and Natoma Valley, Willow Creek Estates East No. 2, Prospect Ridge; and is less than 3%
for American River Canyon North 3, Blue Ravine No. 2 and Folsom Heights No. 2.

The proposed assessments for the Districts that are eligible for the CPI increase will be
assessed at the rate used in fiscal year 2020-2021 but are less than the maximum
authorized rates. Broadstone No.4 and Willow Creek East Estates No. 2 will be assessed
at their new lower rate starting this year, 2021-22.

Maximum  Proposed
District Authorized Rate Rate 21-22
American River Canyon North No. 3 $286.31 $269.86
Blue Ravine Oaks No. 2 $223.94 $213.26
Broadstone 3 $37.33 $28.07
Broadstone No. 4-Zone A $38.81 $38.81
Broadstone No. 4-Zone B $36.96 $36.96
Broadstone No. 4-Zone C $36.42 $36.42]
Broadstone No. 4-Zone D $35.74 $35.74
Cobble Ridge - $218.97 $139.64
Folsom Heights No.2 $221.07 $208.38
Natoma Valley $935.15 $856.37
Prospect Ridge $1,173.86  $1,173.86
The Residences $694.83 $536.67
The Residences |l $144224  $1,169.97
Siera Estates - $397.13 $363.68
Willow Creek East Eastates No 2-Zone A&B $99.53 $99.53
Witlow Creek East Eastates No 2-Zone C $91.49 $91.49

Silverbrook is subject to an annual assessment for $132.32. However, there will be a credit
in 2021-22 due to sufficiency of fund balance for current maintenance needs.
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On April 9, 2013 by Resolution No. 9137, the Fieldstone Meadows Landscaping and
Lighting District was dissolved. The City will no longer be responsible for maintain the
improvements nor providing services within the Fieldstone Meadows Landscaping and
Lighting District.

Union Square a benefit zone of Natoma Station will be maintained and serviced by their
Home Owner's Association and has not been levied since fiscal year 2009-10.

Cach parcel or lot of land i3 described in the Assessment Roll by reference to its parccl
number as shown on the Assessor's Maps of the County of Sacramento for the fiscal year
2021-22. For a more particular description of said property, reference is hereby made to
the deeds and maps on file and of record in the office of the County Recorder of said
County.

| hereby place opposite the Assessor Parcel Number for each parcel or lot within the
Assessment Roll, the amount of the assessment for the fiscal year 2021-22 for each parcel
or lot of land within the said City of Folsom Landscaping and Lighting Districts.

Dated: June 28, 2021

Engineer of Work
John'W. Bliss, License No. C52091
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ASSESSMENT DIAGRAM

The boundaries of the City of Folsom Landscaping and Lighting Districts are displayed on
the following Assessment Diagram.

The specific lines and dimensions of each lot or parcel are on file at the City.
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Sierra Estates

FILED IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK OF THE
CITY OF FOLSOM, COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO,
CALIFORNIATHIS ____ DAY OF

, 2021.

CITY CLERK

RECORDED IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK
OF THECITY OF FOLSOM, COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO,
CALIFORNIA, THIS DAY OF

. 2021,

CITY CLERK

AN ASSESSMENT WAS CONFIRMED AND LEVIED

BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF FOLSOM

ON THE LOTS, PIECES AND

PARCELS OF LAND ON THIS ASSESSMENT DIAGRAM
ON THE DAY OF

2021 FOR FISCAL YEAR 2021-22 AND SAID
ASSESSMENT DIAGRAM AND THE ASSESSMENT
ROLL FOR SAID FISCAL YEAR WERE FILED IN THE
OFFICE OF THE COUNTY AUDITOR OF THE COUNTY
OF SACRAMENTO ON THE DAY OF

2021. REFERENCE IS HEREBY MADE TO SAID
RECORDED ASSESSMENT ROLL FOR THE EXACT
AMOUNT OF EACH ASSESSMENT LEVIED
AGAINST EACH PARCEL OF LAND.

CITY CLERK

FILED THIS DAY OF .

2021, AT THE HOUR OF O'CLOCK

___. M. INTHE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY

AUDITOR OF THE COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO,
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, AT THE REQUEST OF

THE GOVERNING BOARD OF THE CITY OF FOLSOM.

COUNTY AUDITOR, COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO

Note:

REFERENCE IS HEREBY MADE TO THE MAPS AND DEEDS

OF RECORD IN THE OFFICE OF THE ASSESSOR OF THE
COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO FOR A DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF
THE LINES AND DIMENSIONS OF ANY PARCELS SHOWN
HEREIN. THOSE MAPS SHALL GOVERN FOR ALL DETAILS
CONCERNING THE LINES AND DIMENSIONS OF SUCH PARCELS.
EACH PARECL iS IDENTIFIED IN SAID MAPS BY ITS

DISTINCTIVE ASSESSORS'S PARCEL NUMBER.

CITY OF FOLSOM
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APPENDIX A -- BUDGETS

The attached budgets for Fiscal Year 2021-22 are included for each of the Districts.

CATEGORY DESCRIPTIONS
FUND BALANCE CALCULATION:

This calculation determines funds available in a district.  This calculation includes the
included funds remaining after being allocated to the estimated reserve.

ESTIMATED RESERVES

Estimated Reserve to finance approximately 6 months of the following year: This is
approximately 45% of the operating and incidental costs of a Landscaping and Lighting
District to fund the operations until collected revenue is received from the County.

SHORT-TERM INSTALLMENTS

Funds listed here are monies collected in prior years and set aside for future proposed
improvements projected to be completed within the next five years.

LONG-TERM INSTALLMENTS

Funds listed here are monies collected in prior years and set aside for future proposed
improvements projected to be completed within five to thirty years.

IMPROVEMENT COSTS
GENERAL MAINTENANCE COSTS

= Scheduled: monthly landscape maintenance and service

= Unscheduled: unscheduled but potential costs for repairs (i.e. broken sprinklers
and irrigation systems), replacements (i.e. remove and replace dead free or
irrigation controller), and other services (i.e. repair fence post or treat for a specific
pest) not included in monthly maintenance and service costs

= Streetlights: repair and replace bulbs and ballasts in streetlights

SERVICE COSTS
= Electrical: electric costs for streetlight maintenance and power to irrigation

controllers
=  Water: water costs to irrigate landscaping

CURRENT YEAR IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS
Funded improvements planned to occur in the upcoming fiscal year

INCIDENTAL COSTS

= Professional Services: consultant cost for Engineer's Report and Improvement
Plan

B
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»  Contract Services: other contracts or professional services such as backflow
testing (yearly tests), vector control, graffiti removal, and streetlight pole
replacement

=  Publications/Mailings/Communications: yearly notices in public hearings, mailings
to Advisory Committee Members, and telephone expenses

= Staff: Landscaping and Lighting District Manager and/or inspector, clerical support,
and/or other city staff.

= Qverhead: General overhead (Landscaping and Lighting Districts’ share of general
overhead categories such as City Clerk, City Attorncy, City Manager, etc.) and
Department overhead (Landscaping and Lighting Districts’ share of department
overhead categories such as City Attorney, City Clerk and Finance Dept. Costs).

= County Auditor Fee: Per Parcel Fee charged by County to put levy on tax bills

ToTAL IMPROVEMENT COSTS

This is the total of all improvement costs budgeted for the upcoming year. This cost
includes current improvements that are funded by fund balance monies. Fund balance
monies are monies that have been collected in prior years in anticipation of being used for
specific improvements and/or intended for replacement or improvement of capital items
within a district.

ASSESSMENT TO PROPERTY (CURRENT)

This calculation takes the number of single-family equivalent benefit units and multiplies it
by the amount that each property within a district is will be assessed for the upcoming
year. This is the total assessment amount that will be generated by the properties within
the District.

DISTRICT BALANCE

The purpose of this calculation is to describe all costs expected to occur in the upcoming
year, any installments being collected as part of the upcoming year's assessment and
contributions from other sources. The outcome of the calculation is the total assessment
for the district. A surplus would be applied and/or credited to the upcoming year's
assessment.  If there are insufficient funds in the fund balance to cover the 6-month
reserve, or the current and/or proposed improvements, then a deficit would exist. A deficit
generally indicates that an increase in assessment may be necessary (requiring voter
approval with a simple majority), however there may be a one-time reason for the deficit
and an increase may not be necessary. Deficit situations are reviewed and analyzed on a
case-by-case basis.

NET ASSESSMENT CALCULATION

This calculation determines the net assessment after the surplus or deficit is factored into
the calculation. If a deficit exists, the net assessment will indicate that the assessment for
the district might be too low. If a surplus exists, the net assessment will indicate that the
assessment for the district might be too high. Any increased adjustments require voter
approval (simple majority).
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ALLOCATED NET ASSESSMENT TO PROPERTY

This calculation takes the net assessment for the district that was calculated above (i.e.
factoring in a surplus or deficit) and divides it by the number of single-family equivalent
benefit units. The outcome of the calculation is the total allocated net assessment per
single-family equivalent benefit unit. This calculation is generally the same as the allocated
assessment however if there is a deficit it will indicate the revised amount that would be
required to eliminate the deficit. Conversely if there is a surplus the calculation would
show the amount that the assessment could be reduced by and still cover the anticipaled
costs for current and future years.

COMPARISON OF NET ASSESSMENT AND ASSESSMENT

Shows a comparison of the net assessment and the current assessment and indicates a
per parcel deficit or surplus.

CITY oF FOLSOM
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Alincated Not Asssssment to Proparty
Allocatsd Assessment to Property
Per Parcel Surplus (+) or Deflcit ()

Clty of Folsom
American River North Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 253
2021-22
Tols| Budget
14
Starting Fund Belence (as of Aprif 2021) $106,204.19
Estimated Reserve lo finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 ($46,981.82)
Avallable Funds $39222 57
Improvernent Costs
1. Gehedulad $000
2 Unscheduled® $000
. Stoalights* $5,50000
8. mgalion $11,00000
'S_OEI&QQIH
5 Electrica® $30,00000
% water $35,00000
T Watselall aulsfil, chorii pumping flter replacement $65,000.00
Sublotal of em 7 $65,00000

Subtotal $146,500.00
g Profassional Servicas {Enginesr's Repor! and IP) £0.00
"8 Conlract Services {8 other conlracts and services)* $000
"0, Publications/Mailings'Communications $000
. Stafl $000
12 Overhead $2,155.00
"3, County Audilor Fee $59354

Subtotal $2,748.54

Total Improvement Coste $149,248.54
Assasamen per Single Family Equivalent $102.94
Single Family Equivalent Benefil Unils 1,022
Total Assessment $105,204 68
Short-T Plan (p colected) 5000
Long-Term Instaliment Plen {praviously collecled) $14,695.00
Shorl-Term [nstaiment Plan {collecled (his year) $0.00
Long-Term Instaliment Plan {collected this year) $000
Total Instaliment Costs $14,695.00
Tolel Assessment lo property $105,204 68
Total Improvement Cosls ($149,248.54

Sublolal (844,043 86)
Total Avalable Funds T 592037

Total Funds $15,17851
Tolal Instaftment Costs ($14,695.00)
Contributions rom olher sources $000

Nel Balance $48351
Dlstrict Balanes (surplus s +; deficlt is ()) $483 51

|Het Asspasmant Caicuiation

Assessment $105,204.68
Surplus or Deficil {surplus is sublracled; defcit is added) ($483.51)
Net Assessment $104,721.17
Net Assessment $104721.17
Single Family Equivalent Benefit Units 102
Allocated Net Assessment lo Property §10247

($102.47)

$102.94

$0.47

CiTy OF FOLSOM
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AMERICAN RIVER CANYON NORTH - INSTALLMENT SUMMARY

District: American River Canyon North
Fiscal Year: 2021-22
|Fund Balance (2021) $106,204
Short Term Instaliment Summary
| Project Vearly ' Pior Yoars Year | Year2 s Yous | my_ﬁ“
- Yealy foar Year 2 Youb |
e oy - -t " m _a;—_w. %‘—-ﬁ_ im . = -
Totale: 50 50 T § § 50 50] )
Long Term Installment Summary
i Yoa Pricr Yoars Yoar | 25 | Yoms510 | Yows 102 | Veas 20 | Roquesd |
) h:ﬁn Cobscions. 2017 y% 2019 7 2021
Watarfall Pond Liner $1,200 | $14,685 $0 $0 $0 0 0 $100,000
and other)
|Totals: $1,200 §14,685 50 50 $0 50 $0 $100,000
SCIiConsultingGroup
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Clty of Folsom
Amerlcan River Canyon North No. 2 Landscapling and Lighting District
Fund 270 - lights Only
2021-22
Jotal Budget
Starling Fund Batance (ss of Aprif 2021) $166,618 22
Estimated Reserve to finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 {$6.55182)
Availabla Funds §163,066.40
[Imorovement Costs
1 Behodud $000
"2 Unscheduled $2,50000
% Sheslighls $2,000 00
Service Costs
4 Eleclrical $1,00000
% Waler $000
Ci Yaur
LED convession $25,000 00
Sublotal of lem 6 $25,000.00
Subtotal $30,500.00
;. Professional Services (Engineer's Reporl and IP) $0.00
8. Contraci Services (all other conlracts and sarvices) $0.00
% Publications/Mailings/Communications $0.00
0. Slaft $0.00
1. Overhead $266.00
"2 County Auditor Fes $94.40
Subtotal $3%0.40
Total Improvement Costs $30,850.40
Asspasmant to Prooarty (Current)
Aasessment per Single Family Equivaleni $7770
Single Family Equivalen! Banefit Units 160
Total Assessment $12,432.00
Short-Te Plan (p y colected) $000
Long-Term Instaliment Plan {previously collected) $167,688 00
Shorl-Term Installment Plan (collected this year) $0.00
Long-Term Instaiment Plan {collected this yeer) $16,00000
Total inataliment Costs $203,688.00
District Batance
Total Assassment $12,43200
Tolal Improvement Costs {$30,680.40
Sublotat ($18,448.40)
Tolal Avalable Funds $163,066.40
Total Funds $144,618.00
Tolal Inslallment Cosls {$203,688 00)
Contributions from other sourcas $0.00
Nel Balance {$59,070.00)
District Balance {surplus is +; deflcit ts () ($59,070.00)
Net Assessment Calculation
Assaessment $12,43200
Surplus or Deficit {surplus is subtracted; deficit is added) $59,070.00
Nel Assessmant $71,502.00
ment to Proparty
Nel Assassment $§71,502.00
Single Family Equivalant Banefit Units 160
Allocated Net Aesssament lo Property $446.89
Asnsan
Allocated Net Assessment to Property ($446.89)
Allocsted Assssamant lo Property §T7.70
Per Parcel Surplus {+) or Deficit (-) ($369.19)
CITY oF FOLSOM —__.-.ﬂ
SCiConsultingGroup
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District: American River Canyon North #2 (lights) B
Fiscal Year: 202122 |
Fund Balance {2021) $168,618
Short Term Instaliment Summary
i Agprox.
Total
Project Yearly Prior Years Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5 Required
Instaliment Collactions 07 2018 2019 2020 20
Totals: S0 0 $0 0 $0 S0 S0 0,
Long Term Installment Summary
Total
Projact Yearly Prior Years Yoar 1 Years 2-5 Years 5-10 Years 10-20 | Years 20-30 Reaquired
Instaiment Coflections 2017 2018 2019 2020 1
Paint light poles $4,000 $57,587 $4,000 $4,000 4,000 $4,000 $4,000 $60,000
(approx. 250 poles)
Pole Replacement $12,000 $66,101 $12,000 $12,000, $12,000 $12,000 $12,000 $240,000
Totals: $16,000 §123,688 $16,000 §16,000 $16,000 $16,000 | $16,000 $300,000
SCIConsultingGroup

LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS
ENGINEER’S REPORT, FY 2021-22
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i #.0 WaLane A
Allocated Net Assesement to Proj

IBaRmen
perty
Alfocated Assesament to Praperty
Per Parce) Surplus (+) or Deflcit ()

Clty of Folsom
American Rlver Canyon North No. 3 Landscaplng and Lighting District
Fund 275
2021-22
Totai Budget
nd
Starting Fund Belance (as of Aprit 2021) $1,011,202.01
Estimated Reserve fo finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 ($110,818.77}
Avaliabte Funds 0T
Improvemant Coste
1. Scheduled $69,775,00
2 Unscheduled $35,000.00
3 Slreelights $0.00
4. Imiigation Parts $3,300,00
Service Costs
5. Electrical $700.00
% Waler $3,300.00
Current Yoar improvement Projects
7 Tree and landscape improvements $66,000.00
Subtotal $86,000.00
Subtotal $198,075.00
E. Professional Services (Engineer's Report and IP) $1,000.00
. Contract Services {all other contracts and services) $3,100.00
"0 Publicationy/Maitings/Communications $250.00
. staff $14,157.00
12 Overhead $5,173.00
"3 County Auditor Fee §542.54
Subtotal $24,222.54
Total Improvement Costy $222 297.54
Assesament 1o Property (Current)
Assessment per Single Family Equivalenl $269 86
Single Family Equivalent Benafit Unils 91956
Total Assessment $248,152.48
Hmant Cosis installrment P
Sheat-Toarm bnstalimnt Plan (proviousty coSacded) $116,000.00
Long-Term Inctakment Plan {previousiy collscled) $565,000 00
Shorl-Term Instaliment Plan {collecled this ysar) $12,000 00
Long-Term Inataliment Plan {collecled this year) $32,000.00
Total Instaliment Costs $725,000.00
|otrict Bajance
Tolal Assessment $248,152 46
Tolal Improvement Cosls ($222,297.54)
Subtotal $25,854 92
Tota! Avallable Funds 7 5900,473.24
Total Funds $926,328 16
Annual Instafment {collected Lhis yaar) ($725,000.00)
Contributions lrom other sources $0.00
Net Balance $201,328.16
District Balance (surplus is +; deficlt Is () $201,228.16
[t Avseanmont Galoulation
Assessment $248,152.46
Surplus or Deficit {surplus is subtracled; deficit is added) ($201,328.16)
Net Assassmenl $45,02430
Allocated Nat Assesament to Praparty
Nel Assessment $45,624.30
Single Family Equivalenl Benefit Unils 920
Allocaled Nel Asssssment lo Property $50.92

(§50.92)
$260.86
$218.94

CiTy oF FOLSOM

LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS

ENGINEER'S REPORT, FY 2021-22
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AMERICAN RIVER CANYON NORTH NO. 3 - INSTALLMENT SUMMARY

District: American River Canyon North #3
Fiscal Year: 2021-22
Fund Balance (2021} $1,011,282
Short Term Instaliment Summary
Agprox.
: ; . | Total
Projact Yearty Prior Years Year 1 Year2 Year3 Yoar 4 Year 5 Required
Instaliment Collections 2007 2018 2019 2020 2021
o Controll $4,000 | $22,000 4000] 4000 4000 4000 4000 $2,000
Ll A i
(1 ller)
Trea & landscape imp nt $5,000 §25,000 5000 5000] 5000 5000] 5000 $25,000
{or replacement) B ] |
Signage Repl 1 $2,000 $13,000 3000 3000 3000, 3000) 3000] $60,000
Mystic Hills raplace missing $4,000 $8,000 0 0] 0 0 0 $20,000
Totals: $15,000 $68,000 $12,000 $12,000 §12,000 $12,000 $12,000 §107,000]
Eong Term Instaliment Summary
Agprox.
| i e Total
Project Yearly Prior Years Yer] | Yeas25 Years 510 Years 1020 | Years 20-30 Required
Ingtaliment Collections 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Waterfall Rock Repair $1,000 $12,000 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 $10,000
|
Baldwin Dam Path Repair $5,000 §60,000 10000 10000 10000 10000] 10000 $50,000
Landscape removalireplacement 55,000 §60,000 10000 16000 10000 10000] 10000] $150,000
(throughout dislrict) _ T |
ARC Drive/Canyon Falls $20,000 $163,000 30000 5000 5000 500—0{ 5000 $135.000
(Cascade perimeter], landscap
ovelraplace lrees,mow sirip
Main Walking Trall landscaging, $10,000 $102,000 20000 5000 5000 5000 5000 $150,000
0 slairs, clean-up
Totals: $41,000 $397,000 $72,000 $32,000 §32,000 §32,000 $32,000 $495,000
' Fence will not be funded through L&L District _
? Project Completed
|
e ——_ |
CiTy OF FOLSOM
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City of Folsom
Blue Ravine Oaks Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 250
2021-22
TolaiBudget
I 1]
Sinrting Fund Bafance (as of April 2021) $100,274.58
Eslimalod Resavve o fnance sppro, first 6 months of 21-22 {816,107 53)
Available Funds 167,05
|mprovement Costs
1. Bohaduled $0.00
2 Unschoduted $000
5 Seesligts $1,20000
4. Emcical $4,00000
5 Wator $12,50000
g. o Plannod Projacts $0.00
Subttolal of lem 6 $0.00
Subtotal $17,700.00
Incidontal Coats
7 Prolessional Servicas (Engineer's Reporl and IP) $1,000.00
. Canlract Services (all othar conlracls and services) 3,100 00
% Publications/Mailing/Communicalions $250 00
10 Staff $0.00
11 Overhead $900.00
"2 Counly Auditor Fee $97 35
Subtotal $5,47.35
Total Improvement Costs $23,047.35
(Assnsnmant to Proparty [Curmint)
Assasemen per Single Famity Equivalent $218 60
Singla Family Equivalent Benefit Units 165
Total Assessment $36,069.00
‘@mwmﬂmm
Short-Term Installment Plan (previously collecled) $10,000 00
Long-Term Installment Plan (previously collected) $000
Short-Term Installment Plan (collected Lhis year) $1,000.00
Long-Term Instaiment Plan (collected this year) $000
Total Instaliment Costs $11,000.00
District Bajance
Tolal Assessment $36,069.00
Tolal Impravement Costs {$23,047.35)
Subtolal $13,021.65
Tolal Available Funds T $84,167.05
Tolal Funds $97,188.70
Total [nslaliment Cosl {$11,00000)
Conlributions from other sources $0.00
Net Balance $86,188.70
District Balance (surplus Is +; deficit Is () $86,188.70
Assassmenl $36,069.00
Surplus or Delflcit {surplus is sublracted; deficil is added) ($96,188.70)
Net Assassment ($50,119.70)
Net Assessment (§50,119.70)
Single Family Equivalent Benelil Unils 1685
Aliocaled Nel Assessmenl lo Property ($30376)
G o aeasiment
Allocated Net Assessment to Property $303.76
Allocated Assessment to Property $218.60
Per Parcel Surplus {+) or Deficlt () $522.6
T —————
CiTY oF FoLsom -
SCIiConsultingGroup
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BLUE RAVINE OAKS - INSTALLMENT SUMMARY

District: Blue Ravine Oaks (The Shores)
Fiscal Year: 2021-22
Fund Balance {2021) $100,275
Short Term Installment Summary _ _ | _
: . Yotal
Proje ; — Yoay_ | o Ve 1 Yex 2 “Yex3 Yea 4 5 E
Trea RemovalRepl 1 $1,000 $6,000 §1,000 51,000 $1,000 §1,000 $1,000 $35,000
(Blue Ravine Road) |
Totals: $1,000 §6,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $35,000
Long Term Instaliment Summary i | _
Projoct Yomy | PriorYous Yowl | Yews2b | Vems610 | Yows 020 | Yews 7090 |  Roquied |
i [ Instalmant Golections | 2017 2010 W | Wm0 | w1 |
Totale: $0 50 50 0| %0 50 0 0
CITY OF FOLSOM —_-ﬂ
SCIConsultingGroup
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City of Folsom
Bluas Ravine Oaks No. 2 Lundscaping and Lighting District
Fund 278
2021-22
TotajBudget
Starting Fund Balance (as of Aprif 2021) $183,683.79
Estimaled Reserve lo finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 ($15,714.05)
Avallabla Furds $167,96974 |
Imerevemant Gests
mﬂ Maintenance Costs
| Scheduled $12,500.00
2 Unscheduled $15,00000
. Streallights $0.00
. Inigation $1,300.00
Service Cosfs
5 Electrical $0.00
B Waler $0.00
; LED convetsion/Tres prining $20,000.00
Sublotal of em 8 $20,00000
Subtotal $48,800.00
é Profassional Servicas {Enginear's Reporl and IP) $0.00
"10, Contract Servicss (all other contracts and services) $000
1. Publications/Maiinge/Communications $0.00
M2, Sleff $3,763,00
13 Overhead $460.00
"4 County Auditor Fes $97.35
Subtotal $4,320.35
Total Improvement Costs $53,120.35
§SEMA
Assessmenl per Single Family Equivalent 21326
Single Family Equivalent Benefil Units 165
Total Assesoment §35,107.90
Shorl-Term Installment Flan {previously coliectad) $1,00000
Long-Term Installment Plan {praviously collacted) $64,40000
Short-Term Installment Plan {collecled this year) $0.00
Long-Term Installment Plan (collected this year) $9,20000
Total Installment Costs $74,600.00
Tolal Assessmenl $8167.90
Tolal Improvemant Costs (853,120 55)
Sublotal (§17,832.45)
Told Available Funds " $tereerd
Total Funds 5160,037 29
Total installment Cos! {$74,600 00)
Contribulions from other sources $000
Net Balance $75437 29
District Balance (surplus Is +; deficit is (}) $75,437.29
Asssasmenl $35,187.90
Surplus or Deficit {surplus is subtracled; deficil is added) ($75,437.29)
Nel Assessment ($40,249.39)
Nel Assessment ($40,249.39)
Single Family Equivalent Benefit Units 185
Allocatad Net Assessmenl {o Property {5243.94)
il £ ! I3 AS RSN
Allocated Net Assessment to Proj §243.84
Allocated Assessment to Property $213.26
Per Parcel Surplus {+) or Defieit () $457.20
T ———
CiTy oF FoLsoM .
SCIiConsultingGroup
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BLUE RAVINE OAKS NO. 2 - INSTALLMENT SUMMARY

District: Blue Ravine Oaks No. 2
Fiscal Year: 2021-22 -
Fund Balance (2021) 163,684
Short Term Installment Summary
d Approx.
! , Total
Project I Yoarly Prior Years Your 1 Year2 Yex 3 Year 4 Year 5 Roqured |
Instaliment Collections 07 | o018 2019 202 202t
|Tren RemovalReplacamant $1,000 $1,000 50 0 0 $0 0 $35,000
(Blua Ravine Road)
Totals: $1,000 §1,000 50 $0 $0 $0 s $35,000
Long Tem_li_sggﬂ_ment Summary ' - _. - o
Projsct Yorty_ PriocYews | Yea 1 Yearn 25 Yoau510 | Yews 1020 | Yewn2030 | Requred |
“Instaliment Collactions 27| 2018 2018 2020 2021
Fance Replacamant an $1,200 $3,600 $1,200 $1,200 $1,200 $1,200 $1,200 $65,000
Riley or Fence Upgrade
Tree p! t $2,500 §7,500 $2,500 $2.500 $2,500 $2,500 $2.500 $80,000
Blue Ravine Wall Repair 55,000 $15,000 $5,000 $5,000 $5,000 $5,000 $5,000 $130,000
Signage Replacement $500 $1,500 $500 $500 $500 $500 $500 $4,000
Totals: §9,200 $27,600 $9,200 §9,200 $9,200 $9,200 $9,200 §279,000
e
CiTY OF FoLSOM -
SC|ConsultingGroup
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Clty of Folsom
Briggs Ranch Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 205
2021-22
JotslBudget
n
Starting Fund Balance (as of April 2021} ($19,473.48)
Estimated Reserve to finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 ($36,041.32)
Available Funds (555,514.80)
[ mprovement Costs
1. Schoduled $44,837.00
2. Unscheduled $20,000.00
3. Slreatights $4,200.00
% Imigation $2,600.00
E. [Erncineal $9,100.00
5 Waler $8,000.00
Current Yoar mproveme
7. No planned projects $0.00
Sublolal of ftem 7 $0.00
Subtotal $88,737.00
ental
%7 Prolassional Services (Engineer's Repori and 1P} $1,000.00
8. Contract Servicas {all other coniracts and servicas) $3,100.00
. Publications/Mailinga/Communications $250,00
10, Staff $12,660.00
1. Overhead $1,269.00
12, Counly Audiior Fee $389.41
Subtotal $18,680.41
Tolal Improvement Costs $107,405.41
Assrssment o Propery (Current)
per Single Family $12228
Single Famity Equivalent Benelit Unils 660.01
Total Assessment $80,708.02
Short-Term Instaliment Plan {previously collected) $57,000.00
Long-Tesm Instaiment Plan {previously collected) $98,460.00
Shorl-Term Instaiment Plan {collected this year) $2,00000
Long-Tem Instafiment Plan {collectad Lhia year) $3,41000
Total Instaliment Costs $160,390.00
Tolal Assessment $80,706.02
Total Improvernent Costs (§107,405.41)
Subtolal ($26,693.38)
Total Available Funds 7 ($55514.80)
Total Funds ($62,214,18)
Tolal Instaliment Cost {$160,890.00)
Conlributions from cther sources $0.00
Net Balance {$243,104.18)
Distrlet Balance (surplus Is +; deflcit Is () {$243,104.18)
Net Assessment Calculation
Assessment $80,706.02
Suiplus or Deficit {surplus is sublracted; deficit Is added) $243,104.18
Nat Assassment $323,810.21
Miogaled Net Assessmant to Proparty
Net Assessmenl $323,810.21
Single Family Equivalent Benefil Units 660
Allocated Net Assessment to Property $430.81
! Net A mant and Ass:
Allocated Net Assessment to Property ($490.61)
Allocaled Assessment to Property $122.28
Per Parcel Surplus (#) or Defieit () ($300.33)
Fisl o e v

CiTy OF FOLSOM
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LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS
ENGINEER'S REPORT, FY 2021-22

District: Briggs Ranch
Fiscal Year: 2021-2 -
Fund Balance (2021) (819.473)
Short Term Instaliment Summary
Mgl.
= Total
Project Yearty Prior Years Yoar 1 Yo 2 Year3 Yo 4 Year § Requirsd
Insteliment CoBactions 2017 2018 2019 2020 202
Shrub and Tree Upgrades $10,000 18,000 $500 $500 $500 $500 $500 $50,000
(E. Natoma/Blue Ravine}
Fonce/Wall Repair/Rep t 10,000 18,000 $500 $500 $500 $500 $500 $50,000 |
(Blue Ravine)-partlal
Fence RepainRap $2,000 | 56,000 $500 $500 $500 $500 '$500 $50,000
(E. Natomna)-parilal
Pat Station-repairirep $2,000 $7,000 $500 $500 $500 $500 $500 6,000
Totals: $24,000 $49,000 §2,000 §2,000 $2,000 $2,000 $2,000 §156,000
Long Term Instatiment Summary
Approx.
I Total
Project Yearly Prior Yaars Year 1 Years 2-5 Years 5-10 Years 10-20 Years 20-30 Required
Instalment Cob 2017 2018 2010 2020 2021 |
Bokard RepairReplacamant $2,000 $39,840 $410 $410 $410 $410 5410 $60,000
(67 botlards)
Fence Repair/Rep $4,000 | 50,000 $500 $500 $500 $500 $500 $60,000
L@m Ravine)-partial
Fence Repair/iRep $4,000 $9,000 $500 $500 $500 8500 $500 $60,000
(E. Natoma)-partial
Entry Sign Rep t 51,000 $4,500 $500 $500 $500 $500 $500 $10,000 |
|brass letters)
inigation Upgradesirep i $2,000 $6,000 $500 $500 $500 §500 | $500 $10,000
(3 controllers)
Landscaps Lighling Upgrades $5,000 | $10,500 $500 $500 §500 8500 | $500 $75,000
ior Repl t
Tree & land: p I $2,000 $6,000 $500 $500 $500 $500 $500 | $10,000
|[partial )
Totals: $20,000 $84,840 $3,410 §3,410 §3,410 $3,410 3,410 $265,000
o ———
City oF FoLSOM .
SCiConsultingGroup
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Clty of Folsom
Broadstone Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 210
2021-22
Total B i
Fund B,
Starting Fund Balance (as of April 2021) ($237,8680 45)
Estimated Reserve lo finance approx. first 6 morths of 21-22 ($174,548.29)
Availabio Funds (sH124amr4)
[Improvement Costs
1. Schedulsd 000
2 Unscheduled $0.00
% Streetights $0.00
Service Costs
4. Hleclrical $45,000.00
5. Water $140,00000
Imptevemant Projocts
No Planned Projsats 50.00
Sublolaf of tem 6 000
Subtotal $185,000.00
g Professional Services (Enginear's Report and IP) $1,000 00
. Contract Services (all olher contracts and services) $3,100.00
B Publicationa/Malings/Communications $250.00
0. Slaft $50,639.00
1. Overhead $8,60000
"2, Counly Auditor Fee $1,397 70
Subtotal T 6490670
Total Improvement Costs _W
Asnmnumant to Property (Gurment]
A per Single Family $164.99
Single Family Equivalent Benefil Units 2,36899
Total Assessment §390,859.66
Shart-Tarm Instaliman Plan (praviously coboatad) 3000
Long-Term Instaliment Plan {previously collected) $2,74500
Shorl-Term Inslallmenl Plan {collscted this year) $0.00
Long-Term Inslallment Plan {collected this year) $0.00
Total Instaliment Costs $2,745.00
Total Assessment $390,859 66
Tolal Improvement Costs {$249,986.70
Sublotal $140,87296
Tolal Available Funds " (841242874
Told Funds {$271,555.78)
Tolal Instalimenl Cosl ($2,74500)
Conlsibutions from other sources $0.00
Net Balance ($274,300.76)
District Balance (surplus is +; deficlt Is (}) {$274,200.78)

Assessmenl
Surplus or Deficil (surplus is sublrected; deficit is added)
Nel Assessmenl

Allgcated Not Avsesament o Proparty
Net Assessment
Single Family Equivalent Banefit Unils
Aliocated Nel Assessmenl to Property

Allocated Net Assessment to Property
Allocated Assessmont to Property
Per Parcel Surplus {+) or Deflelt (-)

{ s o ke b

$665,160.44
260

$280.78

(5200.78)
§184.99

(511579

CiTy oF FoLsoM
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LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS
ENGINEER'S REPORT, FY 2021-22

District: Broadstone
Fiscal Year: 2021-22 B ]
Fund Balance (2021) ($237,880) - -
Short Term Installment Summary_
Apprax. |
B, Tolal
Projact _Yoarly Prior Years Yoar 1 Yexr 2 Year3 Year 4 Yoar § Reauired
Instaimant Collactions 2017 2018 219 220 2021
Tree & landscape improvements $0 S0 0 $0 %0 $0 $0 $25,000
{partial fund colleclion)
Repair Iigalion/Replace Shurbs- % 0 % 0] 50 Y % 850,000
Rathbone, Knofler, other interior areas
Landscape Light rop 50 0 50 $0 % %0 %0 $6,000
l{ﬁﬂ lighls)
Bollard Repair/Re {40) 50 0| E 515,000
Light Poleffixiure of KW S0 $10,000
Totals: - 50 50 0| 50 $108,000
Long Term Installment Summary _ ] —
_Project Yoarly Prior Yoars Yoar { Yoars 25 Yaarn 510 Yoars 10-20 | Years 2030 Roquired
i Instalment Collectians 2017 18 2019 200 | o i
Repair irrigalion/Replace Shrubs- $0 $2,745 50| $0 $0 $0 $0 350,000
Iron Point median
Tree & peimp s $0 $0 %0 %0 %0 50 50 $160,000
{or repl; t) -
Shrub Replacemen-lhrough out 80 $0 $0 $0| $0 50 %0 §$1,000,000 |
(some irrigalion repair)-28 acres
Landgoaps Light replacemant 30 %0 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $10,000
Pel Stalion repl 0 50 %0 0 %0 50 0 0| $11,000
Signage Repair/Repl 50 50 50 0 0 $0 %0 40,000
TurR rrigation relrofit % 80 50 0 $0 %0 50 $200,000
Iirigation Upgradas $0 $0 $0 $0 50 $0 $45,000
and flow (15)
Totals: $0 §2,745 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,516,000
e ——
City oF FoLsOM -
SCIConsultingGroup
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City of Folsom
Broadstone 3 Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 209 - Streetiights Only
2021-22
Total Bu
Fund Belance Caloulstion
Starting Fund Balance (as of April 2021) $57,738.73
Estimaled Reserve to finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 {$10,17283)
| Avaliabio Funds §47,58590 |
[Imerovement Costs
General Main|
1. Scheduled $000
2 Unscheduled $000
3 Sireellights $8,000.00
Service Costs.
4 Eleclrical $2,000.00
5  Water $0.00
Currant Year Improvemant Projscts
6. LED Conversion $8,000.00
Sublotal of ltem & $8,000.00
Subtotal $18,000.00
Incidental Costs
7. Profassional Services (Engineer's Reporl and IP) $000
8 Conlraci Services {all olher contracis and services) $000
9 Publications/Mailings/Communications $000
10, Staff $000
11, Overhead $324 00
12, Counly Auditor Fee $699 00
$421.38
Subtotal $1,444.30
Total Improvement Costs W
Assessment io Proparty (Current)
Assessment per Single Family Equivalent §28.07
Single Family Equivalent Banefil Unils 81153
Total Assessment 22,779.65
I Cosl
Shorl-Term Inslallment Plan {previously collected) $000
Long-Term Inslafiment Plan (previously collectsd) $5,000.00
Shorl-Term Installment Plan (collected this year) $000
Long-Term Instaliment Plan (collecled this ysar) $0.00
Total Instaliment Costs $5,000.00
Pistrict Balance
Total Assessment $22,779.65
Total Improvement Cosls $19,444.38)
Sublotel $333527
Total Available Funds $58,105.90
Tolal Funds $61,441.17
Total Inslallment Cost {$5,000.00)
Contributions from other sources $0.00
Nel Balance $56,441.17
District Balance (surplus Is +; deficit ls ()) $56,441.17
Assessment $22779.65
Surplus or Deficit {surplus is sublracted; deficit is added) 4411
Nel Aesassment ($33,6681,52)
Allocated hot Assessmant to Proporty
Nel Assessmenl ($33,661.52)
Single Family Equivalent Benefit Unite 812
Aliocaled Net Assesament to Property ($41.48)
Allocated Not Apsessmant to Froparty $41.48
Allocated Assesament to Property $28.07
Per Parcel Surplus (+) or Deflclt {-) $69.55
CiTY OF FOLSOM '_.-.ﬂ
SCIConsultingGroup
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LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS
ENGINEER'S REPORT, FY 2021-22

District: Broadstone #3
Figcal Year: 2021-22
Fund Balance (2021) $57.739
Short Term Instaliment Summary .
Proeel o Prior Yoarn Vear 1. Veur2 Veat Vewd | Vows | Roquied |
ety R v 7 Yﬁg e
Total 50 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 0
|Long Term Installment Summary
: _ _ ! S .
Picjecl Yoy Prior Yaarn Yoar 1. Yonrs 25 "%m [ oan 1620 | Vows2030 | Roqured
¥ Inatafmont Colla A1 % B _ B0 N -
Pinl Streellight Poles $5,000 $5,000 50| %0 80| 0 $50,000
(350 poles)
Total $5,000 5,000 0 $0 $0 $0 $50,000
CITY OF FOLSOM —__.-_ﬂ
SCiConsultingGroup
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Clty of Folsom
Broadutone No. 4 Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 282
2021-22
Total Budgel
Fund Bafanc Calculeton
Starting Fand Ratence (as of Al 2021) $225,114 60
Estimaled Reserve lo finance approx. first 8 manths of 21-22 ($35,760 52)
Available Funds $1m 0408
m) Costs
General Maintanance Costs
% Scheduled $162,850 00
2 Umcheduled $45,000 00
3 Sreslights $40,000 00
7 migaton $17,000 00
Sorvico Costs
5 Elechica $000
B waer $000
Surrent Yoar Improvement Pro|ects
%t Landscape replacemenl end fee plaming $60,000 00
Sublotal of kem 6 $80,000 00
Sublotal $324,850 00
Incidental Costs
" Prolssional Services (Engineers Raporl and IP) $0 00
™ Conbact Services (al other conkacs and sarvices) $0.00
"0 PublicaionsMailingg/Communications $000
1 st $0,456 00
"2 Overead $13,205.00
A3 Counly Audibor Fee
Subtoial $19,751,00
Tota! Improvemant Coste $344,801.00
| Amsesnment fn P 1]
Assasament per Single Family Equivalant $38.81
Single Family Equivalert Benelit Unis 2,085.05
Total Assassment $80,144.43
Inetabiment Costs (see instaliment Flan und Su nod
Shork-Ter Insialiment Plan {previously collecied) $0.00
Long-Term keialiment Plan {previously cotiecied) $0.00
Shart-Term Instalmend Plan (colleced this year) 50,00
Long-Term insialiment Plan {cokected fhis ysar) $0.00
Tolal Installment Costs $0.00
[Disirt Balunes
Totil Assasmant $80,144 43
Tolal Improvemenl Costs 834,601 00)_
Subota $294,456 57)
Tole! Available Funds $189,324.08
Tolal Funds ($75,132.50)
Tokl lnstalimant Cost $0.00
Conribuions fom oter saurces $0.00
Nl Balance ($75,132.50)
Disirict Balance (surpius is +; deficil Is () (§75,132.50)
r|!n_tmnumom Calculation
Assassmant $00,144.43
Surplus or Deiicil (surplus is subimced; delicilis added) $75,132.50
Net Assessment $155,278.92
Mlpeateed Nat Lo P
Net Assessment $155,278.82
Single Family Equivalent Benefit Unils 2065
Allocated Net Assessment b Properly 7518
Comparison of Net Assessmend and Assesament
Alocated Net Assessment to Property ($7518)
Allocated Assessment to Property $3 81
Per Parcel Surpius {#) or Deficit {;) ($36.38)
[*Famits Hiom i hawes.
CiTY OF FOLSOM ! "'"_ﬂ.
SCIiConsultingGroup

LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS

ENGINEER'S REPORT, FY 2021-22
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District: Broadstone No. 4
Fiscal Year: 2021-22 —
Fund Balance {2021) $225,115
Short Term Instaliment Summary
: Total
__ Propat Yoarly _Prior Years “Yoar 1 Yoar 2 Yeard Yeat 4 Vour§ Toquied
' Instafiment Gollechions o1 0 | 2018 2020 o -
$0 $0 50 $0 50 50 50 $0
Total $0 0 0 $0| 0 0 50 0
Long Term Installment Summary
o Yoty | Piorvem Year1 Voan2s | Yoan5i0 | Yean1020 | Vaan 2030 '
Profoct i o v el s o e | Requred |
50 50 $0 50 50 50| 50 $0
Total $0 0 0 $0 [] 0 S0 0
CITY OF FOLSOM L e
SCiConsultingGroup

LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS

ENGINEER'S REPORT, FY 2021-22
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Clty of Folsom
Cobble Hills |I/Reflections Il Landecaping and Lighting District
Fund 214
2021-22
TotslBudoul
Starting Fund Balance (as of April 2021) (617,604.11)
Estimated Reserve fo finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 {$19,654.43)
Available Funds (s77. 2854 |
mprovement Costs
General Maintenance Conts
1. Scheduled $21,900.00
2 Unscheduled $7,500.00
3 Streetiighls $1,400.00
4. |migation $2,600.00
Service Costs
§  Eleclrical $2,000.00
6  Waler $10,46300
7 NoPlanned Projects $000
Subtotal of fiem 7 $0.00
Subtotal $45,083.00
[nckdental Costs
8.  Professional Services (Engineer’s Report and IP) $1,000.00
9. Contract Services (all other conracts and services) $3,100.00
10, Publications/Mailinge/Communications $250.00
11 Slaff $8,440,00
12. Overhead $1,62000
13 Counly Auditor Fee $22951
Subtotat $14,639.51
Total Impravement Costs $60,502.51
|Assessment to Property (Current)
per Single Family $11314
Single Family Equivalent Benefit Unils 389
Total Assessment $44,011.48
Short-Term Instaliment Plan (previously collected) $43,856 00
Long-Term Instaliment Plan {previcusly collected) $54,000.00
Shorl-Term Inslalment Plan {collected this year) §000
Long-Term Instalkment Plan (collected this year} $000
Total Inetaliment Costs $97,856.00
Total Assessmenl $44,01146
Total Improvemenl Cosls {$60,502.51
Sublotal |$16,491.05)
Tolal Available Funds __[837,268.54)
Total Funds (853,749 59)
Total Instafiment Cost ($97,856.00)
Conlributions irom olher sources $5,000.00
Net Balance ($146,605 59)
Dietrict Balance (surplus is +; deficlt ls () ($148,605.58)
[t Assessment Calculation
Assessmenl $44,011.48
Surpius or Deficit (surplus is subiracled; deficil is added) $146,605.59
Net Assessment $190,617.05
Net Assassmenl $190,617.05
Single Famity Equivalent Benefil Unils 389
Allocaled Net Assessment lo Property $490.02
Comaar|sen of Net Aspessiment and Assesamant
Allocated Net Assessment to Property ($400.02)
Allgcated Assessmant to Proporty $113.14
Per Parcel Surplus {+) or Deficit () {$376.80)
L eee——m—
City oF FoLSOM -
SCiConsultingGroup

LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS
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CoBBLE HILLS RIDGE - INSTALLMENT SUMMARY

District: Cobble Hills ll/Reflections II
Fiscal Year: |2021-22
Fund Balance (2021) ($17,604) e
Short Term Installment Summary
Approx.
... Total
Project _Yearty Prior Years Yomr 1 Year2 Year 3 Yeard |  YearS Required
Instament Coliections 2017 2018 2010 2080 2021
Trea & fandsoapa imp $5,000 | $38,858 $0 50 30 s 30 $50,000
{or ref )
Mini Park 8 Path to Lembi Turf and $10,000 $5,000 0 50 $0 50 50 $40,000
Shoub Repair/Replacament
Totale: $15,000 $43,856 50 50 $0 50 50 $90,000
Long Term Instaliment Summary
Approx. |
: “Total
_Project Yeary Prior Years Yoar 1 Years 25 Yoau510 | Yean10-20 | Years 2030 quin
InstoRment Collections 2017 2018 219 2020 221
[Fence Repair/Rep! (225 1) $1,000 $6,500 $0 0| 50 $0 50 $10,000
Wall Repairs and Painting (628 #) $1,000 $35,500 $0 $0 $0 30 $0 $40,000
Shrub Rej Glonn/Oxburoug $5,000 $7,500 30 $0 50 30 50 $65,000
Shrub Replacoment-Sibloy and Comer $1,000 30 $0| $0 $0 30 $0 $15,000
Signage Repair/R $1,000 §$1,500 $0 $0 $0 %0 $0 $8,000
Tree & pe imp $2,000 $3,000 50 0 $0 50 50 $53,600
for ) =
Totals: $11,000 $54,000 50 50 50 50 50 $191,600
EE————— ]
City OF FoLSOM -
SCIConsultingGroup
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City of Folsom
Cobble Ridge Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 234
2021-22
Total Budget
Furyl Balsnes CafculsSon
Starting Fund Balance (as of Aprif 2021) $104,313 62
Estimated Reserve to finance approx. first § months of 21-22 (86,111 28)
Avallable Funds 58,202 30
improvement Casts
Datieral Maintensnics Costy
I Scheduad £2,40000
2 Unscheduled $3,000 00
% Steelight $500 00
7 imigetion $400 00
Service Cosis
% Electical $500 00
B Webr $1,25000
Current Yoar inpiovement Projects
7 LED comversio Fence Rapair $6,500 00
Sublotal of Xem § $6,500 00
Subriotal §14,550.00
ncldertal Costa
8 Professional Services (Engineer's Report and IP) $1,000 00
5 Coniract Services (all other confracts and servicas) $3,100 00
0 PublicaborwMalings/Communicalons $330.00
1 sar $850 00
"2 Overhead $60500
A3 Counly Audlior Fee $57 @2
Subtolal $8,050.02
Tolal Improvement Costs $20,800.62
Assesamunt bo Property {Gurment]
Assassment per Single Family Equivalent $13964
Single Family Equivalent Benslit Unis 98
Total Assesment §13,88472
instaliment Costs ekl | mant Pan snd S sk
ShorTerm Insalimen! Plan (previously colleclbd) $30,516 00
Long-Term Instaliment Pien (previowsly coliecied) $27,32500
ShortTemm Instaliment Plan (coliecied this year) $1,000 00
Long-Term Instaliment Plan (collected this year) $1,000 00
Tatal nstaliment Costs $59,843.00
[Disinct Baiance
Toke Assessment $1368472
Tolel improvement Cosls ($20,600 &2)
Subiotal ($6,916.10)
Tokel Availsble Funds $99,202 38
Total Funds $01,20826
Tokal Insteiiment Cost (559,843 00)
Conlribuions fom oler sources $0.00
Net Balance $31,443.26
District Balance {surplua is +; deflcit is () $1,40.28
[Fiet Asmessement Calculatlon
Assessmenl
Swplus or Delicil (surplus is sublmcied; dekcil is added)
Nel Assessment
Allocated Nt Assessment 1o Froperty
Nel Assessmant (317,758.54
‘Singho Fomily Equivalon Bened! Unis 08
Allocaied Nel Assessment b Properly a2
Gamparison of el Axsessment ind Assasamend
Allocated Net Assessment to Property $181.21
Mlocsied Assssmment 1o Froparty $129.84
Per Parcel Surpius (+) or Deficlt () $320.85
't bam W bdees

City oF FoLsoM

LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS

ENGINEER'S REPORT, FY 2021-22
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District: Cobble Ridge
Fiscal Year: 2021-22
|Fund Balance (2021) $104,314
Short Term Installment Summa
Approx.
Total
Profect Yearly Prior Years Yoer 1 Yoar 2 Year3 Year4 Year § Required
Instaliment Collacti 2017 2018 2018 2020 2021
Shurb, bark, DG $3,000 $22,018 §500| 8500 $500 $500 $500 $20,000
Tree work in Cul de Sac $1,000 4,500 $500 $500 $500 $500 $500 $5,000
Totals: $4,000 $26,518 §1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $25,000
Long Term Installment Summa
Approx. |
. s Total
Project _Yearly Prior Yaars Year1 Yeers 2§ Yoars 5-10 | Years 10-20 | Years 20-30 Raquied |
Instalment Collactions 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Fenca Repair/Rep £(340 ft) $2,000 514,500 $250 $250 $250 $250 5250 $20,000
Shrub Replacement $2,000 54,500 $250 5250 5250 250 $250 $20,000
Tubular Fence repair/rep $400 §2,075 3250 $250 $250 3250 $250 $4,000
$500 | $2,250 $250 5250 $250 $250 | $250 $3,000
Totals: $4,900 $23,325 §1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 | $1,000 $47,000
e
City oF FoLsom -
SCIConsultingGroup

LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS
ENGINEER'S REPORT, FY 2021-22
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Clty of Folsom
Folsom Helghts Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 208
2021-22
TotalBudgot
Siarting Fund Balance (as of Apnil 2021) $25,081.07
Edlimaied Reserve lo finance approx. firs! 8 months of 21-22 ($9,749.20)
Avallabls Funds $15,331.07
ﬂmmwmn! Costs
1 Scheduled™ $000
2 Unscheduled $0.00
3. Streetiights $1.750.00
4 Inigalion 220000
Service Cosfs
5 FElectrical $3,65000
6 Waler $5,750,00
7. Open spaca/Tres work $3,00000
Sublotal of ltem 7 $3,00000
Subtotal $16,350.00
8 Professional Services (Engineer's Report and 1P} $1,000,00
9. Conlract Services (all other conlracts and services) $3,100.00
10. Publications/Mailings/ACommunications $250,00
11, Staff $0.00
12. Overhead $494.00
13, County Audilor Fee $181.72
Subtotal $502572
Total Improvement Costs $21,375.72
Assessment to Proparty (Curment)
Assassmenl per Single Family Equivalent $70.88
Single Family Equivalent Benefil Urils 308
Total Assessment $21,831.04
Shorl-Ter Instament Plan {previousty collectsd) $0.00
Long-Term Inslaimen! Plan (previously coflected) $56,00000
Shorl-Term Instafment Plan {collected Lhis year) $0.00
Long-Term Inslallment Plan {collected (his year) $000
Total Installment Costs $56,000.00
Tolal Assessment $21,831.04
Tolal Improvament Cosls {$21,375.72)
Subtolal $455.32
Tolal Available Funds " $1533187
Total Funds $15,787.19
Tolal Inslaiment Cost ($56,000.00)
Conlribulions from other sources $0.00
Nel Balance (840,212.81)
District Balance (surplus Is +; deficitle ()) ($40,212.81)
Nt Avscosment Calculation
Asssssment $21,831.04
Surplus or Deficil (surplus is sublracted; deficit is added) $40,212.81
Net Assessmenl $62,042.85
Nel Assessment $62,043.85
Single Family Equivalen! Benefil Unils %08
Allocatad Net Assessment to Property $201.44
Comparison of Net Asssssment and Agsessmeant
Allocated Net Assessment to Property {$201.44)
Allocated Assessment to Property $7088
Per Parcel Surplus (+) or Defict () {$130.56)
*Furt i By el e
gty Marimance seuow! sy 167 1 7 4 res. ]l:w&m
SCIiConsultingGroup
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District: Folsom Heights
Fiscal Year: 2021-22 |
Fund Balance (2021) $25,081
Short Term Installment Summary
: _Tota!
Project Yeaty |  PriorYeas Year 1 Year2 Yeard Yeard Year5 Required
Instafiment Collections 2017 %ﬂ 2018 Zel% 21
Totals: 50 50 50| S0 50 $0 $0 80
Long Term Instaliment Summ;y
] t Total
Profect Yearly Prior Years Year 1 Years 25 Yeas 510 | Yeas10-20 | Yeas 20-%0 Requeed
Instalment Collections 2017 218 1 I 220 21 i
Wall Repair/Paint (3000 ft) $2,000 $16,000 50 $0 50 $0 $0 $25,000
Bike Path repair 52,000 $17,000 50 50 80 50 50 $35,000
Open Space Managementfiree $2.000 $22,000 $0 $0 50 $0 $0 $40,000
Tree & land: impr §1,000 $1,000 $0 §0 $0 $0 $0 $40.000
{or replac
Totals: $7,000 $56,000 $0 $0 50 ] $0|  §140,000
CiTY OF FOLSOM —__-_ﬂ
SCIConsultingGroup

LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS
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Asness
Allocated Net Assessment to Property
Allocated Assessment to Property
Per Parcel Surplus {+) or Deficit {-)

{*Fis S fur b

Clty of Folsom
Folsom Helghts No. 2 Landecaping and Lighting District
Fund 281
2021-22
_ JoliBudgst
Starting Fund Balance (as of April 2021} $265,432.27
Estimaled Reserve fo finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 ($27,860 45)
Avaiiable Funds 207, 5T182
Imarovement Costs
1. Scheduled $16,27500
2. Unscheduled $9,500.00
3 Steelights $000
Serylce Cosfs
4, Eleclrical $000
5 Water $000
Currant Year Improvemant Projects
6, Fenca reptacement & Ladder fuel/Tree work $23,000.00
Sublotalof tem 6 $23,00000
Subtotal $48,775.00
7. Professional Seivices {Engineer's Report and IP) $000
8, Conlrecl Sarvicas {all other contrects and services) $000
9, Publicatione/Meilings/Communications $0.00
10 Slaft $4,709.00
11, Overhead $502.00
12 County Auditor Fes $0.00
Subtotal 521100
Total Improvement Costs -W
[Assesymeont to Property (Current)
Assessment per Single Family Equivalent $208.38
Single Famity Equivalent Benelfit Unils 299.39
Total Assessment $62,386.89
Inatalimant Costa (seo instaliment Plan and Summaty next page)
Short: Term Insiasment Fan (previolsly collected) $000
Long-Term Installment Plan (previously coftected) $000
Short-Term Instalkment Plan (cofiected Lhia yaar) $0.00
Long-Term Instaliment Plan {collected this year) §0.00
Total Instaliment Costs $0.00
Total Assessment §62,386 89
Tolal Improvement Cosls {$53,966.00)
Subtotal $8,40089
Tolal Available Funds $237,571.62
Tolat Funds $24597271
Tolal Instaimenl Cosl $000
Conlributions from other sources $000
Net Balance $24597271
District Balance (surplus Is +; deficit ls () $245,972.71
Assessment $62,336.89
Surplus or Deficit {surplus is sublracted; deficit is added) (8245,972.71)
Nat Assessment ($183,585.82)
Allocated Not Aszessment to Property
Nel Assesemenl (§163,505.82)
Single Family Equivalent Benefit Unils 29
Allocaled Net Asseasment lo Property ($613.20)

$613.20

$208.38

$021.50

CITY OF FOLSOM

LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS

ENGINEER'S REPORT, FY 2021-22
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District: Folsom Heights No. 2
Flscal Year: 2021-22
Fund Balanca (2021) $265,432
Short Term Inlta_ll@ent Su_n_lmary —__
Propet Yo PrecYews | Yoar( Vear Voard | Yeus %
e Colesions— |07 T |
Totals: $0 0 50 50 50 50 80 50|
Long Term Installment Summary
P ot Yeas Vo1 | Yews25 | Yeass10 | Yewn1020 i w‘L
% 2017 2018 e e '
Glenn wall repair $0 $0 $0 $0 50
Tree and landecape imprv (Vierra CIr) 80 $0 50 $0 $0
INew landscape (Glann) $0 50 $0 $0 $0
Totals: 0 $0 $0 $0 80 S0 (] 80
CITY OF FOLSOM e ——
: SCiConsultingGroup

LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS
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PAGE 74

Clty of Folsom
Hannaford Cross Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 212
2021-22
atal ]
Starling Fund Balance (as of Aprit 2021) $18,376,10
Estimated Reserve lo finance approx. firs! § months of 21-22 ($9,005.34)
Avaiiable Funds 1078
Improvement Caste
Gonaral Maintenance Cants
1. Schadied $11,625.00
2. Unscheduled $5,000.00
3 Stheelights $1,000.00
4. Imigation $650.00
Service Costs
5. Electrical §2,500.00
6 Waler $2,500.00
Current Year imatovement Projects
7. No Planned Projecia $0.00
Sublolal of tem 8 $0,00
Subtotal $23,275.00
8. Professional Servicas (Engineer's Repori and IP} §$1,00000
9. Contract Sarvices (all other contracis and services) $3,100.00
10. Publications/Maillngs/Communications $250,00
11 Slatt §3,482.00
12, Qverhead $565.00
13. County Auditor Fee $60.77
Subtotal T s
Total Improvement Costs $31,73277
[Aszessment to Property (Currant)
per Single Family Equivelent $19578
Single Family Equivalenl Benefit Unils 103
Total Assessment $20,165.34
Shorl-Term Inslaliment Plan (previously collected) $7,500.00
Long-Tesm Instailment Plan (previously collacted) $27,896.00
Short-Term Inataliment Plan (collected this year) $000
Long-Term Inslaliment Plan (colleclad this year) $544.00
Total Instaliment Costs $35,940.00
Total Assessment $20,16534
Tolal Improvement Cosls ($31,732.77)
Subtotal (811,567 43)
Total AvaRable Funds $11,530.76
Total Funds ($36.67)
Tolal Instaiiment Cost {$35,940,00)
Contributions from other sources $000
Net Balance ($35,976.67)
Dlstrict Balance (surplus is +; deficit Is {) {$35,976.67)
Assessment §20,165.34
Surplus or Deficit (surplus is sublmcted; deficit is added) $35,976.67
Net Assessment $56,142.01
Nat Asseasmenl $56,14201
Single Family Equivalent Benefit Unils 103
Allocated Nel Assessmenl 1o Property $545.07
ot
Allocatad Net Assessment o Property ($545.07)
Allocated Assesament to Property $195.78
Per Parcel Surplus (+) or Deflclt (-) ($349.29)

CiTY OF FoLSOM
LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS
ENGINEER'S REPORT, FY 2021-22
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HANNAFORD CROSS - INSTALLMENT SUMMARY

District: Hannaford Cross
Fiscal Year: 201.2
Fund Balance (2021) $18.376
Short Term Installment Summary —
— Proet Yo Y| Year2 Vaar 3 Year 4 Year 5 Roqured
- i& T 2018 2010 2020 e
I fgation (Lakeside Dr) $5,000 $7,500 30 0 $0 0 [ $20,000
Totals: $5,000 $7,500 7] 0 $0 0 ] $20,000 |
Long Term Installment Summary ]
Pt : Yea Vour 1 Vemizs | YesnSi0 | Ve 1020 | -agﬂ'r ;
- e — Prorveas | . ; 5 o510 | Yearn 1020 | Yewm 2090 |  Requie
I - | O W '
Fenca RepairiRepiace Lakesdo $2,000 $20,750 $150 $150 $150 §150 $150 528,000
(870 fost)
Inwood Repianting $1,000 $2470 $184 §194 $194 $184 194 $26,000
Troa & landscaps img B $1,000 $2,500 $200 $200 $200 5200 5200 | $10,000
(or replacements)
Totala: $4,000 §25,120 §544 $544 $544 §544 $544 $84,000
CiTY oF FoLsoM —"._.....-ﬂ
SCIConsultingGroup
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Co

asesgment
Allocated Net Assessment to Property
Allocaind Assesamant 1o Proparty
Per Parcel Surplus (+) or Deflcit ()

Clty of Folsom
Lake Natoma Shores Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 213
2021-22
Total Budgot
Starting Fund Balance (ss of Apnif 2021) $97,21326
Estimated Reserve fo finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 ($9,264.00)
Avallable Funds 7T
Improvement Cosls
Ganeral Walntenance Caats
1. Scheduled $6,400.00
2. Unscheduled $5,000 00
3 Stellighls $1,00000
4 Imigation $1,200.00
Service Costs
§  Electrical $700.00
6. Waler $3,000.00
7. LED conversion/Tree work $6,000.00
Stublotal of em 7 $6,00000
Subtotal $25,300.00
8. Professional Seivices (Engineer’s Report and IF) §1,000.00
9 Contract Services (all other contracls and services) $3,100.00
10 Publications/Mailings/Communications $250.00
11. Staft $2,638 00
12, Overhead $94300
13, County Audilor Fea $66.67
Subtotal et
Total Improvement Costs _W
Assesament to Prapery (Cyrrent)
Assessment per Single Famity Equivalent $18358
Single Family Equivalenl Benefil Unils 13
Total Assessment $20,744.54
Short-Term [nstaliment Plan {previousty collecled) $0.00
Long-Term Inalailment Plan {previously collecled) $25,607 00
Short-Term Instaliment Plan {colfected this ysar) §0.00
Long-Term Instaliment Plan {collected this year) $1,250.00
Total Inetaliment Costs $26,857.00
(B
Tolal Assessment $20,744 54
Total Improvement Cosls ($33,297.67)
Sublotal ($12,553.13)
Tota) Aveilable Funds $67,949.26
Total Funds $75,396.13
Totsl Inataiment Cosl {$26,857.00)
Contributions from other sources $0.00
Net Balance $48,539.13
District Balance (surplus Is +; deflcitis () $48,539.13
Assessment $20,744.54
Surplus or Deficil {surplus is subtracled; deficil is added) {$48,539.13)
Net Assessment ($27,794.59)
Net Assessment ($27,794.59)
Single Family Equivalent Benefit Units 13
Allocaled Net Assessmenl to Property {$245.97)

$245.97

$183.58

$429.55

CiTY OF FOLSOM
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LAKE NATOMA SHORES - INSTALLMENT SUMMARY

District: Lake Natoma Shores
Flgcal Year: 2021-22
Fund Balance (2021) $97,213
Short Term Installment Summary | i
- e s . - cors Youl i S ._.!: %‘ !E"
R I —— 7 — T T S I -
Totals: 50 ] $0 50 50 %0 $0 50
Long Term Installment Summary
e T S 1 . 2ois
|Signage Ropai/Rapl i $1,000 $14,107 $500 $500 500 $500 $500 $15,000
Turl repalirfrigalion upgrades $1,000 $2,600 | $250 $250 $250 $250 $250 $22,000
Tres & landacape imy $1,000 $4,000 $500 $500 $500 $500 $500 $16,000
{or repl
Totals: $3,000 $20,607 $1,250 §1,250 $1,250 $1,250 $1,250 ss:,nml
]
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Clty of Folsom
Los Cerros Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 204
2021-22
Total Budget
Starting Fund Bafence (as of April 2021) $152,489 98
Estimaled Reserve fo finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 ($18,237 08)
Availabla Funds §134,252.89
mprovement Costs
Ganara| Ma|ntenance Costs
1. Schaduled $12,500.00
2 Unscheduled $10,00000
3 Stresllights $2,200.00
Servige Coats
4. Electrical $7,566.00
5 Waler $4,500.00
Current Yoat Improvemant Projects
6 Ladder luel ramovaliiven work $15,000 00
Subtotal of ftem 6 $15,00000
Subtotal $51,760.00
7. Prolessional Services (Engineer's Report and IP) $906.00
8. Contracl Services {all olher contracis and services) $3,100,00
9. Publications/Mailings/Communications $250 00
10, Slatt $4,325.00
11, Overhead $958.00
12, County Auditor Fee $196.83
Subtotal $9,737.83
Total Improvement Costs $61,505.83
Assassmant to Proparty (Gurrent)
Assassment per Single Family Equivalent $121.18
Single Family Equivalenl Benefil Unils 337
Total Assessment $40,837.66
Instatiment Costs (a0 installment Plan and Summary next page)
Short-Term inslallment Plan {previousty collected) $3,000.00
Long-Term Instaliment Plan (previously collecled) $123,000 00
Short-Tarm installmar Plin (collecled Lhis year) $000
Long-Term Instaliment Plan {collected this year) $§2,400 00
Total Instaliment Costs $128,400.00
Tolal Assessment $40,837 66
Tolal Improvement Costs {$61,505.83)
Sublotal {$20,668.17)
Toal Available Funds T $134,252.80
Told Funds $113,584.72
Total Inslaliment Cosl {$128,400.00)
Contribulions from other sources $000
Net Balance (514,815.28)
District Balance (surplus Is +; deficit ls ()) ($14,815.20)
Assessmenl $40,837.66
Surplus or Deficil {surphus is sublracted; deficil is added) $14815.28
Net Assessmenl $55,652.94
Net Assessmenl $55,652.94
Single Family Equivalent Benelit Units 337
Allocated Nat Assessment (o Property $185.14
{1l of Mot Avsanumant and Assessmant
Allocated Net Assessment to Property ($165.14)
Allocated Assessmant to Proparty $121.18
Per Parcel Surplus (+) or Deficit (-) ($43.96)
T
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Los CERROS = INSTALLMENT SUMMARY

District: Los Cerros
|Fiscal Year: 2021.22
Fund Balance (2021) $152,4%0

Short Term Instaliment Summary

Praet = PrioYows | Yext Vw2 Yox 3 Yerd Yew§5
Crulckshank/Woodsmoke-barkiplants 2,00 $3,000 $0 0 0 50 1] $10,000
Totals: §2,000 $3,000 s0 ) 0 [} %0 $10,000

Long Term Instaliment Summary

Projesl : Youri;_ Price — Yo Gars 25
Opan Spaca Parcel-management $2,000 §20,000 50 0
[woed abatementiiree removal)
| Wall RepaiPani $2,000 $45,000 50 0| K 50 0 $54,000
(1800 feet)
Trea & landscapa improvemonts 2,000 $3,000 0 L) S0 $0 [] $44,000 |
(or raplacaments) . B
Signagn Replacemant £500 §2 250 $250 $250 $250 $250 _$A000 |
Landscape Eght {ropair] $500 $15750 5250 5250 $250 250 3250 56,000
Filay Sirexi-Ireelshrub replacement $5,000 $18,400 $1.500 $1.900 §1.900 1,500 | §1,900 $5.000
Tolals: $12,000 $113,400 $2,400 $2,400 $2,400 $2,400 $2.400 3141@%
|
CITY OF FOLSOM e ——
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Clty of Folsom
Natoma Station Landscaplng and Lighting District
Fund 207
2021-22
Tots| Budgat
Fund Balanca Caloulation
Starfing Fund Bilance (as of Aprl 2021) (6251,590.48)
Estimaled Rosarvo lo finance approx. first 8 months of 21-22 ($77,693.55)
Avallable Funds ($329,284.03)
Improvemant Couts
Ganeral Maintansnca Costs
1. Scheduled $90,900.00
2 Unscheduled $15,000,00
3 Streallights $12,000.00
4. {mirgetion $16,000.00
Servico Costs
5 Elactrical $18,300.00
6 Water $40,000.00
7. Fence replacement on Tumpike $4,550.00
Sublotel of em 7 $4,550,00
Subtotal $196,750.00
8. Professional Services {Engineer's Reporl and IP) $1,000,00
9. Contract Services (all other conlracis and services) $3,100.00
10 Publications/Mailngs/Communications $25000
1. Slaft $30,067.00
12. Overhead $3,523.00
13 Counly Auditor Fee $1,119.37
Subtotal $39,050.37
Total Improvement Coste $235,809.37
Asseysmant to Property (Currant]
Assessmenl per Single Family Equivalent $91.70
Single Family Equivalent Benefit Units 189723
Total Assessment $173,976.36
Shart-Te Plan {p ty coflected) $30,00000
Long-Term Installment Plan (previously collectsd) $96,020 00
Short-Term Instaliment Plan (collecled this ysar) $000
Long-Term Instaiment Plan {collacled this year) $80000
Total Inetaliment Costs $128,620.00
District Balance
Total Assessment $173,976.36
Tolal Improvement Costs {$235,809.37)
Sublolal (861 833.01)
Total Available Funds " (5247,75403)
Tolal Funds ($309,587.04)
Total Instaliment Cost {$128,820.00)
Confribulions from other sources $0.00
Nel Balance (§436,407.04)
District Balance (surplus Is +; deficit I () ($438,407.04)
Net Assesement Calculation
Assessment $173,976.36
Surplus or Deficil {surplus is subtracled; deficil is added) $438,407.04
Nel Assessment $612,38340
Allocated Net Avsesyment to Property
Nel Assassment $612,383.40
Single Family Equivalent Benelil Unils 1097
Allocated Nel Assessment lo Property $2278
Allocated Net Avsessment to Property ($322.78)
Allocated Assessment to Property $91.70
Per Parcel Surplus (+} or Deficit () ($231.08)
it e b
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District: Natoma Station
Fiscal Year: 2021-22
Fund Balance (2021) (5251,560) 1
Short Term Installment Summary.
Approx. |
Total
Project Yearty Prior Years Yo 1 Year2 Yoar 3 Yex 4 Yo Required
Instalim Collections 2017 M8 2019 2020

Shrub Replacement-Blue Ravine $2,000 $24,000 30 50 s $40,000
[ShrubfTres R Tumpike $2,000 $3,000 50 50 $30,000
Shrub Re Iron Point $2,000 $3.000 50 50 §30,000
[Totals: $6,000 $30,000 50 S0 50 §0 $0 $100,000
Long Term Installment Summary

__Approx. |

Project Yoarly Prior Years Year 1 Yoas 26 Yoas5-10 | Yeas 1020 | Yeas20-30 Required
Instalment Collactions 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Trae & landseape improvements $10,000 $14,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $160,000
{or reg 1] =
Wetland orea improvement $1,000 $1,250 50 50 50 $0 $30,000
Wall Repair/Painting (7800 fest) $20,000 $24,000 $0 0 50 50 234000
Mini Park-replanting/bark §2,000 $2,800 $0 30 $0 $0 $0 $60,000
{2 parks at 1/2 acre}
Road Paver rapl 1 $500 $20,170 $0 $0 0 $0 30 $40,000
| ] _ _ -
|8|_gpqg_e Repair Replocemant $1,000 $16,250 $0 50 50 $0 50 $23,000
Shrub Roplacement Bhis Raving $2,000 $2,800 50 $0 $0 $0 50 $60,000
Shrub Re Tumpike $2,000 $2,800 $0 $0 $0 S0 $0 $40,000
[
|8hrub Rep t-Iron Point $2,000 $2,800 $0 S0 $0 50 $45,000
| )
Sidewalk repair $1,000 $1,260 $0 $0 $0( $0 $80.000
Paver rop p $1,000 $1,500 $0 $0 %0 50 $60,000
upgrades for water $2,000 $5,200 $800 | $800 3800 $800 $800 856,
conservation (turf)
Art repair fund $5,000 0 0] a g 0] 0] $100,000
Totals: $44,500 $94,620 $800 $800 $800 $800 $800 §1,008,000
BEEERE——,LS |
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Clty of Folsom
Natoma Valley Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 232
2021-22
Totat Budget
Starting Fund Balance (ss of April 2021) $219,629.55
Estimated Reserve lo financa approx. first 6 months of 21-22 ($30,212.26)
Avallable Funds §109,617.28
Improvement Costs
1, Scheduled $31,13200
2. Unscheduled $7,500.00
3. Streellights $500,00
4. Imigation $1,000.00
Seryice Coste
5. Eleclrical $1,500,00
6. Waler $3,000.00
Current Year Improvement Projocts
7. Inlerior landscape replacement, iree work $10,000.00
Subtotel of tem 8 $10,000.00
Subtotal $54,622.00
8  Profeasional Services (Engineer's Reporl and P} §1,000,00
9 Contract Servicas (el olher confracts end ssrvices) $3,100,00
10. Publications/Mailing&/Communications $250.00
11, Staft $6,858,00
12 Overhead $994,00
13, County Audilor Fee $46 61
Subtotal T s1z28061
Tatal Improvement Costs T see80081
Assessment to Property (Current}
per Single Family $656.37
Single Family Equivalent Benefil Unils 79
Total Assessment $87,699.23
Short-Term Instaliment Plan (praviously collecled) $0.00
Long-Term Instaliment Plan {previously cotlected) $0.00
Shorl-Term Installment Plan {collecled this year) 3000
Long-Term Inslakment Plan (collected this year) $0.00
Total Instaliment Costs $0.00
Total Assessment $67,65323
Total Improvement Costs ($66,680.61)
Sublotsl $77262
Total Available Funds 7518961729
Tolal Funds §190,383 91
Tolal Insteiiment Cost $000
Conlributions from ather sources $000
Net Balance $190,389 91
District Balance {surplus Is +; deficltis () $190,380.91
Assessment $67,653.23
Surplus or Deficil (surplus is sublractad; deficit is added) [$190,389.91)
Nel Assessmenl ($122,736.88)
£ to Pro
Net Assesament 122,738,
Single Family Equivalent Bensfil Unils 79
Allocaled Nel Assessment to Property {61,553,63)
Allocated Net Assessment to Property $1,55383
Alloeated Assesament to Proparty .37
Per Parcel Surplus {#) or Deficit () $2,410.00
Faa s Ao swwecs
L e———o——
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NATOMA VALLEY - INSTALLMENT SUMMARY

District: Natoma Valley
Fiscal Year: 2021-22
Fund Batance (2021) 5216,830 ]
Short Term Instaliment Sum,
?ﬁ, r = —
< Yoarly Prior Year 1 Yowz | Yem3d You 4 You § Required
Totale: 50 50, 50 50 50 50| 50 50
Long Term Installment Summan
; ¢ Picr Yoars Your | Yean2s | YVemsbi0 | VemwsiD2) | Yeas 2080 %
= L
Wall RepairiReplacement $5,000 $0 0/ $0 80 50 50 $50,000
Totale: $5,000 3 50 50 $0° 50 50 $50,000
CITY OF FOLSOM T ————
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Clty of Folsom
Prospect Ridge Landscaping and Lighting Distriet
Fund 285
2021-22
Tatal Budget
Starting Fund Badance (as of Apnil 2021) $14,690.66
Estimated Reserve fo finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 ($14,022 80)
Available Funds $657.85
mpro t Coste
1. Scheduled $7,500.00
2. Unscheduled $6,300.00
3 Sleetighls $500 00
4 Imigation $675.00
Service Costs
5  Electrical $500.00
6. Water $4,00000
Current Year Imorovement Projedts
7. No Planned Projects $0.00
Sublotal of tem 6 $0.00
Subtotal $21,475.00
neldental Costs
8 Profassional Servicea (Engineer's Reporl and IP) $1,000.00
9 Conlracl Services (al olher contracts and services) $1,000 00
10 Publications/Mailinga/Communieations $250.00
11, Staff $600.00
12 Owerhead $16.00
13, County Audilor Fee $2065
Subtotal $2,88665
Tolal Improvement Costs $24,361.65
Assessment to Property (Cumrenl)
per Slngle Family Equf $1,17386
Single Family Equivalent Benefil Units 2675
Total Assessment $31,400.76
rstaliment P
Short-Term Instaiiment Plan {previously collectad) $0.00
Long-Term Instaliment Plan {previously colleclsd) $0.00
Shori-Term Instaliment Plan {collectad this year) $0.00
Long-Tem Instaliment Plan (collected this year} $0.00
Total Instaliment Costs $0.00
Tolal Assessment $31,400 76
Tolal Improvemenl Costa ($24,361.65)
Subtotal $7,039.11
Tolal Available Funds $667.86
Tolal Funds §7,706.96
Tolal instalimenl Casl $0.00
Contributions from other sources $0.00
Nel Batance $7,706.96
(Bjuteict Batance (surplus is +; deficitis (I} $7,706.96
[hot Asseasment Calculstion
Assessment $31,400.76
Surplus or Deficit {surplus is subtracted; deficil is added) ($7,706.96)
Nel Assessment $23,683.79
Alineated Net Avsesament to Praparly
Net Assessment $23,693.79
Single Family Equivaienl Benefit Units 2
Allocaled Nel Asseasmanl to Property $885.75
Alloeatod Het Assessment to Property {$885.75)
Allocated Assessment to Property $1,173.88
Per Parcel Surplus (+) or Deficit {-) $280.11
5ot tma dne bwmnce
e
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PROSPECT RIDGE - INSTALLMENT SUMMARY

District: Prospect Ridge

Flscal Year: 2021-22 1
Fund Balance (2021) $14,691

Short Term Installment Summary _ ) i _

Totals: S0 ] 0 ) $0 S0 $0

Long Term Instaliment Summary

Project T Yeay_ or Yoars Year1 | Veas?s Veas510 _maW'? ears 2030 | Requied |

Totals: $0 0 50 ] 0 s 0
CITY OF FOLSOM R e —— |
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Clty of Folsom
Pralrla Oaks Ranch Landsceping and Lighting District
Fund 236
2021-22
Total Budget
Starting Fund Balance (ss of Agrif 2021} ($458,829.72)
Extimatod Heservp fo finance approx St 6 months of 21-22 (967,630 83)
Avaliable Funds (5548,460.55)
Improvement Costs
gmuugmm
. Bohoduded $137,395.00
% Unschaduiod $20,00000
9 Slwetights $5,000 00
% Imigator-Parls $10,000 00
g. Eleckical $4,250 00
B Wt $56,500 00
Year Pro
No plannad projed $0.00
Sublotal of item 7 $0.00
Subtotal $233,145.00
! Profaesional Senvices (Engineer's Report and IP) $1,000.00
% Contracl Services {all other contracts and services) $3,10000
0. Publicationa/Mailings/Commurications $250 00
M Staff $54,858.00
12 Ovethead $4,396 00
"3 County Audilor Foe $54199
Subtotal $84,145.99
Total Improvement Casts $297,200.99
Assessment to Property {Current)
per Single Famity $21361
Single Family Equivalent Bensfit Unils 91863
Total Assessment $196,220.55
Shoet-Tam Inntaliment Flan (rovicusly cofiecied) §117,20000
Long-Term Inslaliment Plan (previously collecled) $97,711.00
Shorl-Term Instzliment Plan {collected this year) $0.00
Long-Term Inalaliment Plan {collected thls year) $0.00
Total Installment Costs §214,911.00
District Balance
Tolal Asssasment $196,226 55
Totel Impravement Cosls $297,290.99
Sublotal ($101,062.44)
Total Available Funds ($546,460.55)
Total Funds ($647,522.89)
Total Instaliment Cost ($214,914.00)
Contribulions from other sources $0.00
Net Balance ($862,433 99)
D trict Balance (surplus jn +; deficit is () ($882,433.99)
Assessment $196,220.55
Surplus or Deficit {surplus is subiracted; deficil is added) $802,433.98
Nel Assessment $1,050,662.55
Aliocated Net Avsessment to Property
Nel Asssssment $1,050,862.55
Single Family Equivalent Benefil Unils 919
Allocalad Nel Assessment lo Proparty $1,152.44
A L ANd Ad s
Allocaied Net Assessment to Property {§1,152.44)
Allocated Assessment to Property $21361
Per Parcel Surplus (+) or Deflclt (-) ($538.83)
s ——
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District: Prairie Oaks Ranch
Fiscal Year: 2021-22
Fund Balance (2021) ($458,830) |
Short Term Instaliment Summary
Ppprox.
Total
Project Yearly Prior Yeara Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Yaxr4 Yeer 5 Required
Instaiment Collectiona 217 2018 2018 2020 2021
Fence Repait/Rep} $20,000 $79,700 50 50 $0 50 $0 $150,000
{172 fence=5000 feel)
Open Space/Weed Al $10,000 $12,500 50 50 50 50 50 $50,000
Fence Painting $20,000 $25,000 $0 0| $0 S0 50 $100,000
Totals: $50,000 $117,200 ] $0 $0 $0 50 $300,000
Long Term Instaliment Summary - ]
Approx.
Total
Project Yearly Prior Years Yeart Years 25 Years 510 Yoars 10-20 | Years 20-30 Raquired
instafiment Cafections 2017 2018 2019 20 2021
Wall Repair/Repaint $20,000 $30,711 50 50 50 50 $0 $116,000
(4500 feat)
Fence Repair/Rep $10,000 $12,500 50 [ $0 50 50 $150,000
(112 fence=5000 feel)
i&ruwl Jacaping-replace $5,000 $7,500 50 50 50 50 30 $112,500
Russi Landscaping-roplaco $10,000 $12.500 50 [ 50 50 50 147,500
Iron Point Landscaping-replace $1,000 $1,500 $0 $0 30 $0 30 $30,000
Blue Ravine Landscaping-replac $5,000 $7,500 50 50 50 50 $0 $50,000
Signage RepaiiRep $2,000 $3,000 50 50 50 50 50 536,000
Troa & | imp 15 {or replaca $20,000 $22,500 50 50 $0 50 $0 $150,000
Totala: $73,000 97,711 50 %0 $0 ] 50 $792,000
I ——_ ]
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Clty of Folsom
The Resldences At ARC (Oak Ave) Landecaping and Lighting Distriet
Fund 274
2021-22
ToiiBuigel
Stating Fuund Biance {sa of Aprif 2021) $64,044 30
Etimated fleaerya fo finavce approx, first 6 months of 21-22 (84,074 28}
Avallable Funds $Aan0 |
Improvement Costs.
1 Scheduled $11,80000
2 Unscheduled $3,00000
3 Strestiights $1,50000
4 Iigation Perts $1,20000
5  Electrical $70000
6 Waler $3,300 00
7  Landscape replacement $4,000 00
Subtotal of Hem 8 $4,000 00
Sublatal $25,800.00
B Professionel Sevioos (Enginear's Report and IP) $50000
5 Gontmot Bervoss (all alhor conkmota md services) $1,56000
10, Puldeations/Meing/Communications. $12500
1 Sl $1,65000
12 Ovarhesd $18000
13 Counly Ardfor Feo $1003
Subtotal $4,21503
Total Improvement Cosls $20,81503
Asssssinant to Progerty (Curreni)
Assessment per Single Family Equivalent $536 67
Single Famity Equivalen! Benefit Units 17
Res 1- Assessment $9,12339
Total Assessment $9,122.39
Instalimant Cogts (ses istalimsnt Plan snd Summary next page]
Short-Term Insiz#ment Plan (previously colected) $46,000 00
Long-Term Inetaliment Plan (previously collected) $13,00000
Short-Term Instalimenl Plan (coflected this year) $2,00000
Long-Term Inetatiment Plan (collected this yeer) $1,00000
Total Instaliment Costs $62,000.00
Total Assessmon! $9,12339
Total Improvemenl Costs {829,815.03)
Subtotal ($20,691.64)
Total Avaitable Funds " $5807002
Total Funds $39,278 38
Total Insteliment Cost ($62,00000)
Contrbutions from other sources $0.00
Net Baiance ($22,721.62)
District Balance (surplus ls +; deflclt Is () ($22,12162)
Assemment $9,12339
Surphus o Dafict (surplus is eublracted: defiit is added) $22721.62
Net Assesament $31,84501
Allpcated Not Avsessmont to Progerty
Nel Asseasment $31,845.01
Single Family Equivatenl Bensfit Units 17
Allocated Nel Agsessment to Property $1,873.24
Allocated Net Assessment to Property (§1,073.24)
Allocatad Asssssment to Property $536.67
Per Parcel Surplus {+) or Deficit {-) ($1,336.51)
e
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District: The Residences at ARC
Fiscal Year: 2021-22
Fund Balance (2021) $64,044 -
Short Term Instaliment Summary
— Tml
Prolact Yearty Prior Years Yaar 1 Yem 2 Year3 Year 4 Year 5 Required
Instaim Collectiona 201 2018 2010 2020 2021

[The Resldences at ARC
Wall Repair/Ref (770 1) $2,000 $19,000 1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $20,000
L o $2,000 $19,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $20,000
Totals: 54,000 $38,000 $2,000 $2,000 52,000 | $2,000 52,000 $40,000
Long Term Installment Summary —

Approx. |

: Tota)
Project Yearly Prior Years Year | Yoars 25 Yeors 540 | Yeam 1020 | Yeare 2030 Required
Instaiment Coections 207, o8 2019 2020 2021
The Resldences at ARC .
Drainage Swale Repair $1,000 $4,500 8600 | $500 $500 $500 $500 $10,000
Landscape/imigaion $1,000 $4,500 $500 $500 $500 $500 | $500 $15,000
Totals: $2,000 $9,000 §1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 §1,000 $25,000
L e——————
City oF FoLsOM

LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS SClConsultingGroup
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City of Folsom
Tho Residences At ARC i (Folsom-Aubum Blvd} Landecaping and Lighting Distriet
Fund 271
2021-2
JIolBudoel
Starting Fund Balance (as of Apvil 2121 $64,04430
Entimadoet Fesarw fo frmce approx, fref 8 montie of 21-2¢ (85,224 80)
Avsilehie Funids $58,819 50
Improvement Costs
1 Scheduled $11,900 00
2 Unecheduled $3,00000
3 steetights $1,500 00
% Imigation Parts $1,20000
g Elegircal $70000
5 Wer $3,300 00
Cyjrrmiit Year mprovamil. P
7 Landecape replacement $4,000 00
Sublotal of ffem 8 $4,000 00
Subtotal $25,600 00
E Prolessional Services {Engines’s Report and IP) $500.00
Contract Sarvioss (aH other coniracts and services) $1,550 00
0. PublicationsMeikinge/Communicatiors $125.00
. SR $1,85000
12 Overhead $180.00
"3 County Audtor Fee $590
Sublotal $4,21090
Tolal improvement Costs $28,810.90
Assessment to Property (Cuerent)
Asseerment per Single Family Equivalent $1,16997
Single Family Equivelent Benefit Unita 10
Res 2- Assessment $11,699.70
Total Assessment $11,680.70
Installment Gosts, (sen instaliment Pla and Sununary next papel
Shori-Term Insaliment Plan (previousty collected) $35,000 60
Long-Term Inetabment Plan (previously coliected) $13,000 00
Short-Term Instzkment Plan (coliected this year) $2,000 00
Long-Term Instaliment Plan (collected this yeer) $1,000 00
Total Instaliment Costs $51,000.00
Total Assessment $11,699.70
Totel Improvemen| Coets 29,810.90]
Sublote! ($18,141.20)
Totel Available Funds $58,819.50
Totel Funds $40,708.30
Total Instakment Cost ($51,000 00)
Contributions from other sources $0.00
Nel Balance {$10,201 70)
District Balance (surplus ks +; deflctt Is () {$10,201.70)
Acvgeament $11,699.70
Surplus or Defidt {surpius is subtracted; defidit is edded) $10,261.70
Net Assassment $21,991.40
Allocated Net Asssssmmolto Progeely
Net Assossment $21,99140
Single Family Equivalent Benafil Units 10
Alocated Nel Asssssmenl to Property $2,199.14
Allocated Net Assessmant to Property ($2,199.14)
Allocatsd Assessment to Property $1,169.97
Per Parcel Surpius {#) or Deflcit (1) (§1,028.17)
e e—
CiTy oF FoLsoM -
SCIConsultingGroup
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LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS
ENGINEER'S REPORT, FY 2021-22

District: The Residences at ARC Il
Flacal Year: 2021-22
Fund Balance (2021) 354,044 =
Short Term Installment Summary i :
T —— ' — ———— |
R e P e e T
The Residences st ARCII
\Wall Repaireplacemant $2,000 $12,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1000|  §1.000 $15,000
Landscapafirrigation replacement $2,000 §15,000 §1,000 §1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $15,000
Totals: $4,000 $27,000 $2,000 $2,000 $2,000 §2,000 $2,000 330,000
Long Term Installment Summary ]
i e i e
'The Residences st ARC Il
[ainage Swale Repalr $1.000 $4,500 $500 $500 $500 3500 $500 $10,000
Lands igati $1,000 $4.500 $500 $500 $500 $500 $500 $10,000
|Totals: $2,000 9,000 §1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 1,000 $20,000
I ——— |
oY O FOESoM SCIiConsultingGroup
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City of Folsom
Sitverbrook Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 237
2021-22
_ TollDudost
Starting Fund Balance (as of April 2021) §102,47931
Estimated Reserve to finance approx. firs! 6 mortths of 21-22 $000
Avallabsle Funds $102.470.
Imerovement Costs
Ganeral Majntanance Gosty
1. Scheduled $3,155 00
2. Unscheduled” $1,500 00
3 Streetiighls* $1,20000
4, Imigetion Parls $150 00
§  Eloctrical" $500 00
6  Water $500 00
6  LED conversion $10,000 00
Subtotal of ttem 7 §10,000 00
Subtotal $17,005.00
7 Professional Servicss {Engineer's Report and IP) $1,000 00
B Contracl Services (el other conlracts and services)* $3,100 00
9 Publications/Maiiinge/Communications $250 00
10 Staff $1,08500
11. Overhead $254.00
12 County Auditor Fee $67.17
Subtotal $5,728.17
Total kmprovement Costs $27131.17
|Asseunmant to Property (ument)
per Singla Famity Equn $000
Single Family Equivalent Benefit Unils 11384
Total Assessment $0.00
Short-Term Instaliment Plan {previousty collected) $000
Long-Term Inataltment Plan {previously collected) $57,000 00
Shert-Term Instailment Plan {collecied this year) $000
Long-Term Inslallment Plan {collected this year) $0.00
Total Instaliment Costs $57,000.00
Ristrict Ralaice
Total Assassment Lo property 5000
Tolal Improvement Costs $22,731.17
Subtota Fr L RE R
Total Available Funds 1024783
Total Funds §79,748 14
Total Instaliment Costs ($57,000.00)
Conlributions from other sources $000
Net Balance $22,748 14
District Balance (surplus s +; deficlt ls ) $22,748.14
Agsessment $0.00
Surplus or Deficil (surplus i sublraclad; deficit is added) 748.14)
Net Asesssmenl {$22,748.14)
Net Assessmenl ($22,748.14)
Single Family Equivalent Benefit Unils 114
Allocated Nel Aseesement lo Property ($109.89)
Allocated Not Assessment to Property $199.89
Allocated Assessment to Property $0.00
Per Parcel Surplus (#) or Defleit (-) $100.83
Assessments will not be levied for 2021-22.
CITY OF FOLSOM —___-.ﬂ
SCIConsultingGroup
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SILVERBROOK - INSTALLMENT SUMMARY

District: _|Silverbrook
Flscal Year: |2021-22 |
Fund Balance (2021) $102.479
Short Term Installment Summary _
~ Prpe T ay. — ProrYess | Year1 | Vea? eard Yeard | Yeard Requied__|
P s = 1 i | s
Totals: ) 0 50 ] 50 $0 $ (]
Long Term Instaliment Summary ]
Pl  Vealy P Yoars Vear1 Veas2s | Vews5W |
__ Instaliment Collactions. \‘%_ 1 amg
Median Relandscaping 5,000 57,000 $0 50 50 50 $0 $150,000
Totals: $5,000 $57,000 $0| s0 1] $0 $0 $150,000
CITY OF FOLSOM e —
SCIConsultingGroup

LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS
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Clty of Folsom
Steaplachase Landscapling and Lighting District
Iotdl Budgel
Starting Fund Batance (s of April 2021) $67,50824
Estimated Reserve to finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 ($10,844 06)
Avallable Funds §70,664.18
rlmgrogmcnt Costs
General Malntenance Gasts
T Srhedaled $11,00000
2. Unecheduled $5,000 00
3 Streefiights $1,250 00
4. Imigation Parts $6,000.00
Service Costs
5  Etoclrical $2,000 00
6 Water $3,760 00
Current Yesr Improvement Projects
7  Fence replacement/Tree work $13,000 00
Sublotel of fem 7 $13,00000
Subtotal $42,000.00
8  Pmlessional Services (Engineer's Reporl and IP) $1,000.00
9 Contract Services (all other contracts and services) $3,100.00
10. Publicatione/Mailinge/Communications $250.00
11. sl $3,709.00
12, Overhead $477.00
13. Counly Auditor Fee $883.00
Subtotal $9.41900
Total Improvement Costs $51,419.00
aEES0 [
por Single Famity §157 68
Single Family Equivalent Banefil Unita 154
Total Assessment $24,202.72
stal © Bum
Short-Term Inatallment Plan {previously collected) $686,376 00
Long-Term Instaliment Plan {previously colleclad) $74,000.00
Short-Term Instaliment Plan (collected Lhis year) $5,000 00
Long-Term natatiment Plan (collected Lhis year) $6,500 00
Total Instaliment Costs $153,876.00
Tolal Assassment $24,282.72
Total [mprovement Cosis $51,419.00)
Subtolal (527,136 28)
Tolal Availeble Funds T SEAE
Total Funds $49,527.90
Tota! Inetaliment Cost ($153,876 00}
Conlributiona from other sources $0.00
Nel Belance ($104,348.10)
District Balance (surplus lu +; dafloit s ()) ($104,348.10)
Net Assessmant Calgulation
Assessment $24,202.72
Surplus or Deficil {surplus is sublracled; deficit is added) $104,348.10
Net Assassment $128,630.82
Nel Assessment $120,630.62
Single Family Equivalent Benefil Unils 154
Allocated Nel Assessment lo Proparty $835.27
h
Allocated Net Assessment to Property (3835.27)
Allocated $157.68
Per Parcel Surplus {+) or Deficit () ($877.59)
B ]
CiTY oF FoLSOM -
SCIiConsultingGroup

LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS
ENGINEER'S REPORT, FY 2021-22
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District: Steeplechase
Fiscal Year: 2021-22 ]
Fund Balance (2021) $87,508
Short Term Installment Summary
Approx. |
Total
Project Yearly Prior Years Yex 1 Year2 Year3 Year 4 Year 5 Requred |
Instaliment CoBections 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
L Rep -Riley $5,000 §20,376 $5,000 $5,000 $5,000 $5,000 $5,000 $20,000
Landscape-median and park $5,000 $7,000 30 30 S0 30 $25,000
Remove Roots in park/replace turf $10,000 $15,000 $40,000
Tree Removal (park) $3,000 $6,000 $0 §12,000
Totale: $23,000 $48,376 $5,000 $5,000 $5,000 §5,000 $5,000 $97,000
|Long Term Installment Summary|
[ I Total
Project Yearly Prior Yeara Yaar 1 Yoars 25 Years 5-10 Yoars 10-20 Years 20-30 Required
Instalmant Collactions 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 [ b
Fance Rep LRiley $2,500 $9,500 $2,500 $2,500 $2,500 $2,500 $2,500 $25,000
Fence Replacement-Park $2,500 $4,500 50 $0 30 $0 50 $30,000
sSignage Repair/Rep $5,000 7,000 $0 $0 $0 0 0 $8,000
turf in mini-park $10,000 $19,000 $2,000 §2,000 $2,000 $2,000 $2,000 $40,000
RepairiReplace Ballards (18] $1,000 54,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 §1,000 $1,000 $8,000
Tree & landscape impr $1,000 $4,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 §1,000 $1,000 $6,000
{or rep
Totals: $22,000 $48,000 $6,500 §6,500 $6,500| 6,500 $6,500 $117,000
T
City oF FoLsom :
SCiConsultingGroup
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Clty of Folsom
Siorra Estates Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 231
2021-22
Iots|Budgst
culation
Slarting Fumd Balance {as of April 2021) $22,289 80
Esfimated Reserve lo fsance appro, it § months of 21-22 ($4,060.26)
Avaijable Funds §18,229.54
improvement Costs
1. Schaduad $2,750 00
2. Unscheduled $1,50000
3 Streetiights $500 00
4. Imigation Parts $350.00
Service Costs
5 Electrical $325.00
6. Waler $850 00
Current Year Improvament Projocts
7. Tree replacement $6,000 00
Sublolal of tem 7 $6,000 00
Subtotal $12,275.00
8. Prolessiond Services (Engineer’s Reporl and IP) $1,00000
9 Conlract Services (all other contracls and services) $3,10000
10 Publications/Mallings/Communications $260 00
11, Staff $1,08500
12 Overhead $174.00
13, County Audilor Fee $1475
Subtotal $5,593.75
Total Improvement Costs $17,868.75
Assess Current]
fAnsassmonl per Single Family Equivalent $363.68
Single Family Equivalent Benefit Units %
Total Assessment $9,092.00
Short-Term Inetallmenl Plan (previousty collected) $000
Long-Tem Installment Plan {previously collected) $7.758.00
Shorl-Term Instaliment Plan {collecled thia year) $000
Long-Term Instalkment Plan {collected this year) $1,10000
Total Installment Costs $8,858.00
Tolal Assessment $9,002.00
Tolal Improvement Costs {817,868.75]
Subtotal , (e&7eTs)
Tolal Aveilable Funds $18.229.54
Tolal Funds $9,46279
Tolal Insiakimenl Cost {98,858 00)
Conlributions from other sources $0.00
Nel Balanca $59479
Dlstrict Balance (surplus Ia +; deficit [v (}) $584.79
[NeL Aasessment Calculstion
Assessment $9,002.00
Surplus or Deficil (surphus is subracled; defidl is edded) ($584.79)
Nel Assessmenl $8,497.21
Nel Assessment $8,497.21
Single Family Equivalent Benefit Units 25
Allocated Nel Assassment to Property $339.89
Comparison of Net Assessment and Assessment
Allocated Net Assessment to Property ($339.09)
Allocated Assessment to Property $363.68
Per Parcel Surplus (+) or Deficit {-) $23.79

CITY OF FoLsoM
LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS
ENGINEER'S REPORT, FY 2021-22

T ————
SCIConsultingGroup
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District: Sierra Estates
Fiscal Year: 2021-22 - B
Fund Balance (2021) §22,290
Short Term Instalimant Surnrnu]r_ _ _
Project Veafy - ' Yot | Yoar2 Yeawd | Yead Yeur § %
Totals: 0 ] $0 $0 S0 s L ]
Long Term Instaliment Summary
—— =
Pre [ P ; Yeor | Yeas 25 ‘aars 510 Years 1020 | Years 20-30. | i
e e |t | s | e | Vepon | vepsew | M
Shrubylrrigation replacement $500 $2,158 $500 $500 $500 $500 $500 $15,000
|Signage Repair/Replacement $100 $200 $100 $100 $100 §100 $100 $8,000
Tree & landscape imp nis $500 §1,000 $500 $500 $500 §500 §500 $5.000
for replacemant)
Totals: $1,100 $3,358 $1,100 1,100 $1,100 $1100 s1100 §28,000
CITY OF FOLSOM T ——
SCIiConsultingGroup
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Clty of Folsom
Willow Creak Estates East Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 248
2021-22
Total Budgst
nd Balal athar
Stavting Fund Batance (as of Aprl 2021) ($156,417.79)
Estimated Reserve lo finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 ($26,620 78)
Avalisbls Funds (B8 Z85T)
Improvement Costs
1. Scheduled $0.00
2 Unscheduled $0.00
3 Streetighls $0.00
4 Imigation $0.00
Service Costy
S Electrical $10,000.00
6 Waler $15,000.00
Cuj Yaurl nt Projacts
7. No planned projects $0.00
Sublofal of item 7 B $0.00
Subtotal $25,000.00
8. Professiondl Seivices (Engineer's Report and [P) $000
8 Contract Services {all olher conlracts and services) $000
10. Publications/Maiings’Communications $0.00
11. Staft $0.00
12 Overhead $000
13, County Audilor Fea $0.00
Subtotal $0.00
Total improvement Costs $25,000.00
Ansasmant lo
Amsesamant per Single Family Equivalent $60.40
Single Family Equivalent Benefit Units 747
Total Assessment $50,050.90
Short-Term Installmenl Plan (previously collecled) $0.00
Long-Term Inslaliment Plan {previously collected) $34,00000
Short-Term Inslallment Plan (collecled this year) 5000
Long-Term Instaliment Plan (collected this yeer) $0.00
Total Instaliment Costs $34,000.00
[District Balance
Total Assessment $60,068.80
Total Improvement Cosls {$25,000.00)
Subtotal $35,068.60
Tolal Available Funds 7 ($137.89857)
Tolal Funds ($102,839.77)
Tolal Instament Cost {$34,000,00)
Conlributions from other sources $000
Nel Balanca ($136,839.77)
District Balance (surplus Is +; deficit ls {)) ($136,839.77)
et Assossment Calcul
Assessment $60,058.80
Surplus or Delicil (surplus is subtracled; deficit is added) $136,839.77
Net Assessmenl $196,898 57
Net Assassment $196,890.57
Single Family Equivalenl Benefit Units TA?
Allocaled Net Assessmenl io Property $263.59
nd Ase
Allocated Net Assssament to Property {$263.59)
Allocated Assessment to Property $80.40
Per Parcel Surplus (+) or Deficit {-) ($183.19)
CiTY OF FOLSOM —.._-_
SCIConsultingGroup

LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS

ENGINEER'S REPORT, FY 2021-22



WiLLow CREEK ESTATES EAST — INSTALLMENT SUMMARY

PAGE 99

District: Willow Creek Estates East
Flscal Year: 2021-22
Fund Balance (2021) ($156.418)
Short Term Installment Summary [

“Proeet Yealy _ Porteas | Yewl | Yea? Yoar 3 Vewd | Yews | Requed |

i n&"m nmg?—_‘ A Yﬁi 2018 2020 2021

Totals: Al [ §0 $0 50 $0 $0 $0 $0
Long Term Installment Summary

el I o Years Vears 020 | Veas20% |  Fequmd |
Landscape Replacements-Oak $1,000 $3.000 $30,000
Landscape Replacement-Blue $1,000 $3.000 50 $60,000
Havine
Imigation Repairs/upgrades §1,000 $3.000 50 $0 $0 0 0| $25,000
(4 controllers) -
Tree & landstape Imp $2,000 6,000 $0 50 S0 50 S0 $80,000
{or replacement)
l.andscape/Irrigation replace/Oak $1,000 $3,000 80 | - 0 $0 0 80 $70,000
Avenue median
|
Sign repaidreplacement §1,000 $3,000 50 30 50 50 %0 $30,000
(partie) — ]
Tree & lanscape improvements §1,000 $13,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0, $17.000
{or replacements)
Totals: “.WII $34,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $312.000

CiTy oF FOLSOM T e—
SCIConsultingGroup

LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS
ENGINEER'S REPORT, FY 2021-22
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Clty of Folsom
Willow Cresk Estates East No, 2 Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 284
2021-22
Total
‘Ml
Starting Fund Balancs (ss of April 2021) $123,634 47
Estimated Reserve to finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 ($32,955.93)
_ Avsilabla Funds $90,678.5¢
Improvement Costs
Ganoral Maintenanca Coata
1. Scheduled $39,800.00
2. Unscheduled $20,000,00
3. Streellighls $20,000 00
Service Costn
4. Electrical $9,00000
5 Waler $9,300,00
Current Year Improvamant Projects
6. Blue Ravine frontage landscape/monument signs $75,00000
Sublolal of tem 7 O §7500000
Subtotal $173,100.00
neidental Coste
7. Professional Services (Engineer's Reporl and IP} $1,00000
8. Conlract Services {all other contracls and services) $2,10000
9 Publications/Mailings/Communications $250.00
10. Slaff $13,769.00
1. Overhead $2,006.00
12. Counly Audilor Fee $440.00
Subtotal $19,675.00
Total Improvement Costs $192,775.00
\Asssasment to Properly (Cument)
Assassmen per Singie Family Equivalent $9953
Single Famiy Equivalent Benefil Unils 74148
Total Assessment $73,797.02
Short-Term Instaliment Plan {previously collecled) $0.00
Long-Term Instaliment Plan {praviously collectad) $0.00
Short-Term Installment Plan {coflecled lhis yaar) $0.00
Long-Term Instaliment Plan {collected this year) $0.00
Total Instaliment Costs $0.00
District Balance
Tolal Assessmenl $73,797.02
Tolal Improvemenl Cosls {$192,775.00)
Sublolal (518,977 95)
Tolal Availabla Funds T smETast
Total Funds ($28,209.44)
Tolal Inslailment Cost $0.00
Conlribulions from other sources $0.00
Net Balance {328,299 44)
Dintrict Balance (surplus Is +; defict s ()} ($20,299.44)
Assessmenl $73,797.02
Surplus or Deficil {surplus is subtracled; deficil is added) $28,299.44
Net Assassmenl $102,096.46
Altogatad Net Assesamant to Proparty
Net Assassment $102,096 46
Single Family Equivalent Benefil Units T4
Allocaled Net Assessment lo Property $137.70
Not
Allocated Net Assessment to Property ($137.70)
Allocated Assesament to Property $99.53
Per Parcet Surplus (+) or Defielt (-) {§30.17)
e
CiTy of FoLsOM -
SClConsultingGroup
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PaGEe 101

WiLLow CREEK ESTATES EAST NO. 2 - INSTALLMENT SUMMARY

District: Willow Creek Estates East No 2
Fiscal Year: 202122
Fund Balance (2021) §123,634

§hort Term Installme_nt S_umma_ry

737 1

Totals: $0 $0 $0 $0 S0 S0

Long Term Instaliment Summary

B i — | HIC T — ”._: 1."
LR e e
Totals: $0 $0 $0 50 S0 S0 so| $0 |
T e———
CiTy oF FoLSOM SCIConsultingGroup
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Clty of Folsom
Willow Creok Eetates South Landscapling and Lighting District
Fund 252
2021-2
Total Budgst
Starting Fund Belance (as of Apri 2021) $653,714.29
Eslimaled Reserve to finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 ($71,738.92)
Avajlable Funds $501,97507
improvemnent Costs
fa
1. Scheduled $16,21000
2 Unacheduisd $15,000,00
9 Sveatighls $450000
1 gnion $10,000.00
g Elnckricad $30,000.00
5 Watar $35,000.00
E Sign dasign, e wark, new planting $25,000 00
Sublatal of hem § $2500000
Subtotal $135,710.00
| % Prolessional Satvicas (Enginea's Rapod and IP) $1,000.00
B Contraat Sarvioss (! ather coniracts and senvices) $3,100.00
10 Publications/Mailingg/Communications $250.00
11 Stalf $4,58600
12 Overhead $5,891.00
13 County Auditor Fee $36257
Subtotal T §156895
Total Improvement Costs T §151,3057
[Assessmant o Proparty [Gurrent)
Assessment per Single Family Equivalent $10988
Single Family Equivalent Baneft Units 146198
Total Assessment $160,642.36
Short-Term Instafimenl Plan {previously collecled) $0.00
Long-Term Installment Plan (previously collected) $379,000.00
Shart-Tarm Installment Pan (collecied lhis yeer) $000
Long-Term Instaliment Plan (collected Lhis year) $15,000.00
Total installment Costs $394,000.00
Ristrict Balance
Total Assessment $160,64236
Tolal Improvement Costs {$151,399.57)
Sublotal $9,24279
Tolal Available Funds 7 458197537
Tolal Funds $591.218.17
Tolal Inetallment Cost {$394,000,00)
Contributions from olher sources _ $0.00
Net Balance $197,218.17
District Balance (surplus is +; deficit fs ()} 10,965.98
Assessment $160,642.36
Surplus or Delicit {surplus is sublracled; deficil is added)
Net Assessmenl (§250.323.60)
il
Net Assessmenl (§250.323,60)
Single Family Equivalent Benefil Units 1462
Allocalad Net Assessment lo Property ($171.22)
Qrmps On of NeL A 13t
Allocated Nat Assessment to Property fatak-)
Allocated Assessment to Property $109.88
Per Parcel Surplus (+) or Deficlt {-) $281.10
CiTY OF FOLSOM T ——
SCIConsultingGrou
LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS 9 p

ENGINEER'S REPORT, FY 2021-22
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District: Willow Creek Estates South
Fiscal Year: 2021-22 . — —
Fund Balance (2021) 3653,714
Short Term Installment Summary
: Approx.
Total
Project Yearly Prior Years Year | Year2 Year3 Year 4 Year5 Required
Instaiment Collections 2017 2018 2019 2020 201 :
Totale: 50 $0 50 0 ] $0 $0 $0
Long Term Instaliment Summify
-
: - $m°
Project Yearly “Prior Years Yoar | Yea 25 Yeas510 | YeasiD2) | Yeas 2030 |  Requred
X Instafment Collections 2017 2018 2018 2020 20
Street Paver replacement $1,000 $97,500 $2,500 $2,500 | §2.500 $2,500 | $2,500 $90,000
Ozk Avenue-shrub retrofit ~$1,000 $40,500 $2,500 $2,500 $2,500 $2,500 $2,500 $30,000
Tree & landscape imp t $1,000 $15,500 $2,500 $2,500 $2,500 $2,500 $2,500 '$30,000
{or replacement) . .
Wall Paint/power wash {3500 ft) $1,000 $77,500 $2,500 $2,500 £2,500 $2,500 $2,500 $105,000
Signage Retrofit/ $1,000 $75,500 $2,500 $2,500 $2,500 52,500 $2.500 $70,000 |
(brick and sign)
Silberhom relandscaping $1,000 $12,500 52,500 52,500 $2,500 $2,500 $2,500 $60,000
Totals: $6,000 ~$319,000 $15,000 $15,000 $15,000 $15,000 $15,000 $405,000
SCiConsultingGroup

LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS
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Clty of Folsom
Willow Springs Landecaping and Lighting Dlstrict
Fund 280 - Streatiights Only
2021-22
Tatsl
Starting Fund Balance (as of Apri 2021) $49,542.05
Estimaled Reserve {o finance approx, first 8 months of 21-22 ($6,496 95)
Avallably Funds §4Z2045.10
mprovement Costa
1 Goheduled $0.00
% Unschodilad 5000
B Smasighls $3,000,00
4 Elschical $6,200,00
5 Water $0.00
'g. LED cotvorman $15,000.00
Sublolel of ftem 6 " $15,00000
Subtotal $24,200.00
lﬂ!l!?ﬂ_ﬁﬂﬂ
. Prolessional Seevices [Enginoor's Repart and P) $0.00
B Conlrct Services {0 olher conéracts snd sarvioes) $0.00
% Publioations/MalingsCommunications $0.00
0. Staf $0.00
1. Overhead $306.00
2 County Auditor Fee $305.03
Subtotal $611.03
Total Improvement Costs $24,811.03
Asssssment to Property (Current}
Assassmenl per Single Family Equivalent $28 14
Single Family Equivalent Benefit Units 517
Total Assessment $14,540.38
Shorl-Term inslafimenl Pian (previously collecled) $11,500 00
Long-Term Insiafimen Plan (previousty collectsd) $000
Shorl-Term Inslallimenl Pian (collected this year) $1,000 00
Long-Term Inslaiiment Plan {collectad this year) $0.00
Total Installment Costs $12,500.00
District Balance
Tolal Assessment $14,548 38
Total Improvemant Costs ($24,811.03
Sublotal (§10.262.65)
Total Available Funds T s9.28010
Total Funds $36,997.45
Tolal Inslallment Cost {$12,500.00)
Contributions from olher sources _ $0.00
Nel Balance §26,497 45
District Balance {surplus is +; deflcit Is ()) $42,682.48
[Net Assesament Calculation
Assessment $14,546.38
Surplus or Deficit {surptus is subtracted; deficit is added) {$42,682.48)
Net Assessment §28,134,10)
L
Net Assesament
Singlo Family Equivalent Benefit Unils 517
Alocated Net Assessment to Property {85442
ES=S=======-—"- === ===
5
Allocatad Net Assessment to Property $54.42
Allocated Assessment to Property $28.14
Per Parcsl Surplus (#) or Defieit (-) $82.56
CITY OF FOLSOM —__-_ﬂ
SCIConsultingGroup
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WILLOW SPRINGS - INSTALLMENT SUMMARY

District: Willow Springs
Figcal Year: 2021-22
Fund Balance (2021) §48,542

Short TE'E Installment Summa

e

Light pole repair/replacement $1.000 §7.500 $1,000 §1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $45,000
Totals: $1,000 §7,500 $1,000 $1.000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $45,000
Long Term Instaliment Summary
Project. early PriocYeas | Yeal _
—= Y
Totals: ]" 50 50 0 $0 50 $0 $0 0
CITY OF FOLSOM —._-.ﬂ
SCIiConsultingGroup
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APPENDIX B — ASSESSMENT ROLL, FY 2021-22

Reference is hereby made to the Assessment Roll in and for the assessment proceedings
on file with the City of Folsom City Clerk, as the Assessment Roll is too voluminous to be
bound with this Engineer's Report.

CITY OF FOLSOM - - e
LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS onetitingSreup
ENGINEER'S REPORT, FY 2021-22
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