Folsom City Council

Staff Reﬁort

MEETING DATE: 5/11/2021

AGENDA SECTION: | Consent Calendar

SUBJECT: Resolution No. 10625 — A Resolution Approving the Preliminary
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

FROM: Parks and Recreation Department

RECOMMENDATION / CITY COUNCIL ACTION

Staff recommends the City Council adopt Resolution No. 10625 — A Resolution Approving the
Preliminary 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

The City of Folsom has twenty-nine existing Landscaping and Lighting Districts. Each year, as
part of the annual assessment process, an Engineer’s Report must be prepared in accordance with



the requirement of Article 4 of Chapter 1 of Part 2 of Division 15 of the Streets and Highways
Code and the Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972.

The Engineer’s Report for Fiscal Year 2021-2022 will address all twenty-nine districts in one
report and will be submitted for final approval to the City Council.

Each year, as part of the annual assessment process, an Engineer’s Report must be prepared for
each individual district in accordance with the requirements of the Landscaping and Lighting Act
of 1972. On March 23, 2021, the City Council approved Resolution No. 10605 — A Resolution
Directing the Preparation of the Engineer’s Report 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 Landscaping and Lighting Assessment
Districts within the City of Folsom for FY 2021-22. The attached resolution approves the
Preliminary Engineer’s Report for the twenty-nine districts, declares the continued assessment for
each district and sets the date of the public hearing for final approval of the Engineer’s Report.
The attached Preliminary Engineer’s Report for FY 2021-22 addresses all twenty-nine districts in
one report and is submitted for City Council review and approval. Included within the report are
the following for each district:

A. Plans and specifications for the maintenance of the improvements (on file in the Parks
and Recreation Department).

B. Cost estimates of maintaining the improvements.

C. Diagram of the assessment districts.

D Estimated costs for maintaining the improvements.

Under the provision of Section 54954.6 of the Government Code, each year a public meeting and
public hearing are to be held on the levy of assessments. The attached resolution sets the public
hearing for the July 13, 2021 City Council meeting.

POLICY / RULE

The City Council is required to adopt a resolution approving the Preliminary Engineer’s Report as
part of the annual assessment process pursuant to Article 4 of Chapter 1 of Part 2 of Division 15
of the Streets and Highways Code (Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972). The City Council is
also required to adopt a resolution declaring intention to levy and collect assessments pursuant to
Section 54954.6 of the Government Code and Section 22624 of the Streets and Highways Code.

ANALYSIS

The attached Preliminary Engineer’s Report (Attachment 2) prepared by the Engineer of Record,
SCI Consulting Group, is for all twenty-nine Landscaping and Lighting Districts for FY 2021-22.
This report (one for each district and combined into one document) is submitted for City Council
review and has been prepared in accordance with the Streets and Highways Code and includes the
following: plans and specifications, estimated costs and budgets, method of apportionment, the
proposed assessment for FY 2021-22, and the assessment diagram.



Assessment to Properties

Assessments to properties within each district are the same as FY 2020-21, with the exception of
three districts. Willow Creek Estates East No. 2 has 3 zones, Zones A & B have an increase of
$1.95 from $97.58 last year to $99.53 this year. Zone C also has an increase of $1.79 over last year
bringing their rate from $89.70 last year to $91.49 this year. 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 increased from 36.24 last year to 36.96 this year. Zone C has an
increase of $0.70 over last year’s rate and increased from $35.72 to $36.42. Zone D had an increase
of $0.70 this year and increased from $35.04 last year to $35.74 this year. The last district that has
a change in their assessment amount is Prospect Ridge, their rate has an increase of $98.89 this
year going from $1,074.97 to $1,173.86.There are another nine 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 enhance each district’s commitment to water conservation, prolonging assets life, drought
tolerant landscaping improvements, fire safety, and tree stewardship. As such, some districts will
be retrofitting centralizing irrigation controllers, inventorying street trees, changing out plant
materials to water wise 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 a new assessment overlay district are Briggs Ranch (30 years old), and Natoma Station
(30 years old). The City started the first stages of outreach for an increase in Prairie Oaks in the
2019-20, and 2020-2021 Fiscal Years and is in the process of forming a new district in Prairie
Oaks that will go out to vote this June to become effective FY 21-22. Staff will also be 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-seven (27) 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 (Union Square because it has an HOA that
manages the landscape areas and Silverbrook because there is capacity in the fund balance).

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 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

(Enclave) $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
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

e ZoneB $97.58 $1.95% $99.53

o 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. 10625 — A Resolution Approving the Preliminary 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

2. Preliminary Engineer’s Report — The City of Folsom Landscaping and Lighting Districts,
April 2021

Submitted,

Lorraine Poggione,
Parks & Recreation Director
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Resolution No. 10625



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 11, SIERRA ESTATES, SILVERBROOK, STEEPLECHASE,
WILLOW CREEK ESTATES EAST, WILLOW CREEK ESTATES EAST NO. 2,
WILLOW CREEK ESTATES SOUTH, AND WILLOW SPRINGS

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Folsom, County of Sacramento, California, is the
governing body for the following Assessment Districts (collectively the “Assessment Districts”).
The proposed assessment rates for FY 2021-22 are as follows:

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 Zone A $38.05 $0.76* $38.81

e ZoneB $36.24 $0.72%* $36.96

e 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 11
Folsom Heights $70.88 0 $70.88
Folsom Heights No. 2*

e California Hills $196.42 0 $196.42

e Folsom Heights No. 2

Resolution No. 10625
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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

10 $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 ZoneA $97.58 $1.95* $99.53

e ZoneB $97.58 $1.95* $99.53

'y Zone C $89.70 $1.79% $91.49
Willow Creek Estates South $109.88 0 $109.88
Willow Springs $28.14 0 $28.14

WHEREAS, the Engineer’s Report for the Assessment Districts has been made, filed with the
City Clerk and duly considered by the Council and is hereby deemed sufficient and preliminarily
approved. The Engineer’s Report shall stand as the Engineer’s Report for all subsequent
proceedings under and pursuant to this Resolution, Section 22565, et. seq., of the California
Streets and Highways Code and Article XIIID of the California Constitution; and

WHEREAS, it is the intention of the City Council to levy and collect assessments within the
Assessment Districts for FY 2021-22. Within the Assessment Districts, the existing and
proposed improvements are generally described as follows:

The improvements to be undertaken by the Assessment Districts are described as
installation, maintenance and servicing of public facilities, including but not limited to,
turf, ground cover, shrubs and trees, irrigation systems, drainage systems, street
lighting, fencing, sound walls, 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 all
necessary appurtenances, and labor, materials, supplies, utilities and equipment, as
applicable, for property owned or maintained by the City of Folsom. Services provided
include all necessary service, operations and maintenance of the above-mentioned
improvements, as applicable, for any property owned or maintained by the City of
Folsom.

Resolution No. 10625
Page 2 of 4



WHEREAS, the Assessment Districts consist of the lots and parcels shown on the boundary
maps of the Assessment Districts on file with the City Clerk of the City of Folsom, and reference
is hereby made to such maps for further particulars; and

WHEREAS, reference is hereby made to the Engineer’s Report, on file with the City Clerk, for
a full and detailed description of the improvements, the boundaries of the assessment districts
and any zones therein, and the estimated cost of the improvements and the proposed assessments
upon assessable lots and parcels of land within the Assessment Districts; and

WHEREAS, prior to the conclusion of the hearing, any interested person may file a written
protest with the City Clerk, or, having previously filed a protest, may file a written withdrawal of
that protest. A written protest shall state all grounds of objection. A protest by a property owner
shall contain a description sufficient to identify the property owned by such owner; and

WHEREAS, the City Clerk shall cause a notice of the hearing to be given by publishing a notice
once, at least ten (10) days prior to the date of the hearing above specified, in a newspaper
circulated in the City of Folsom.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Folsom
authorizes:

1. APPROVAL OF PRELIMINARY ENGINEER’S REPORT: The City Council of
the City of Folsom hereby approves, as submitted, the preliminary Engineer’s Report
for the City of Folsom Landscaping and Lighting Districts for FY 2021-22.

PROPOSED ASSESSMENT: The City Council of the City of Folsom intends to continue to
levy and collect assessments during FY 2021-22 within the City of Folsom Landscaping and
Lighting Districts. Annual Assessments are the same as FY 2020-21 for all Assessments
Districts, with the exception of Broadstone No. 4, Willow Creek Estates East No. 2, and Prospect
Ridge, which will have increases in their assessments as shown in Annual Assessment Table
above. Two districts, Natoma Station-Union Square and Silverbrook are being taken off the tax
rolls for Fiscal Year 2021-22.

2. REVIEW OF PRELIMINARY ENGINEER’S REPORT: Affected property
owners and interested persons may review the Engineer’s Report, which contains a
full and detailed description of each of the Assessment District boundaries, within the
City of Folsom Landscaping and Lighting Districts, the improvements, and the
proposed maintenance budget and assessments upon each parcel within each
Assessment District, at the City of Folsom located at 50 Natoma Street, Folsom,
California 95630 between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m., Monday through
Friday.

3. PUBLIC HEARING: The City Council has scheduled a public hearing on the
proposed assessments within each Assessment District on July 13, 2021, at 6:30 p.m.,
at the City of Folsom, City Council Chambers, 50 Natoma Street, Folsom, California
95630, for the purpose of allowing public testimony regarding the proposed
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assessments and for the Council’s final action upon the Engineer’s Report and
proposed assessments.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 11% day of May 2021 by the following roll-call vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:
NOES: Councilmembers:
ABSENT: Councilmembers:
ABSTAIN: Councilmembers:
Michael D. Kozlowski, MAYOR
ATTEST:

Christa Freemantle, CITY CLERK

Resolution No. 10625
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Preliminary Engineer’s Report
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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 NoO. 4

CoBBLE RIDGE

CoBBLE HILLS RIDGE |1/REFLECTIONS II

FoLsoM HEIGHTS
FoLsOM HEIGHTS No. 2
HANNAFORD CROSS
LAKE NATOMA SHORES

LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS

Los CERROS

NATOMA STATION

NATOMA VALLEY

PRAIRIE OAKS RANCH

PROSPECT RIDGE

THE RESIDENCES AT AMERICAN RIVER CANYON

THE RESIDENCES AT AMERICAN RIVER CANYON
Il SIERRA ESTATES

SILVERBROOK

STEEPLECHASE

WiLLow CREEK ESTATES EAST
WILLow CREEK ESTATES EAST NO 2
WiLLow CREEK ESTATES SOUTH
WILLOW SPRINGS

PRELIMINARY ENGINEER’S REPORT

May 2021

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

ENGINEER OF WORK:
SCIConsultingGroup
4745 MANGELS BOULEVARD

FAIRFIELD, CALIFORNIA 94534

PHONE 707.430.4300
Fax 707.430.4319
WWW.SCI-CG.COM
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PaGE 1

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 II/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 i
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 |

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 preliminarity
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.

T 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. vV 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 and/or 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 Propasition 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

——
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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.

City ofF FoLsoM e —_ |
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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 consistent with Beutz, 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.

E——
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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.

Ee——— |

CITY OF FOLSOM
ConsultingGroup

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



PAGE 9

» Baldwin Dam path repair.

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

= Main Walking Trail — landscaping, irrigation, step areas

= Waterfall —rock repair.

BLUE RAVINE OAKS

= 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:
= No planned projects.

Future Improvement Projects:
= No planned projects.

BLUE RAVINE OAKS 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 removal/replacement.
= Blue Ravine Wall repair.
= Signage improvement/replacement.

BRIGGS RANCH

= Maintenance of lawns 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 removalfirrigation retrofit.

Landscape light maintenance.

Shrub replacement (throughout District).

BroaDSTONE UNIT NO. 3

No planned projects.

Planned Improvement Projects for 2021-22:

LED conversion.
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Future Improvement Projects:
» Paint streetlight poles.

BRrROADSTONE 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:
= Landscape 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.

T esee——
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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 irigation 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.
= QOpen Space management/tree removal.
= Tree and Landscape Improvements (or replacements).

FoLsom HelGHTS 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 irrigation 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)

B ———_ ]
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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:

I |
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= Ladder fuel removal.
= Tree work.

Future Improvement Projects:
= QOpen 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:
= Shrubl/tree 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 lrrigation 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.

PE—
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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 lIrrigation 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.

T 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 RESIDENGES AT AMERICAN RIVER CANYON Il

= |nstallation, maintenance and servicing of turf, ground cover, shrubs, and trees,
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:
= |andscape 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.

T ——
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= 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 available)
» Planting Removal/Replacement.
Signage improvement/replacement.
Tree and Landscape Improvements (or replacements).
Irrigation repairs/upgrades.
Landscape/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.
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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.
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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 $68,737.00 $18,668.41 $107,405.41 $0.00 660 $122.28 $80,706.02
Broadstone $165,000.00 $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 Il/Reflections Il $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 $70.88 $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 $195.78 520.165.34[
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 27 $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 25 $363.68 * $9,092.00
Silverbrook $22,7131.17 $5,726.17 $28,457.33 $10,000.00 114 $0.00 $0.00
ISteeplechase $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 41 $99.53 * $73,797.02
Willow Creek South $135,710.00 $15,689.57 $151,399.57 $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 |
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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 use that, in absence 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 to 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 translate 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.
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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 90 0% 0
Improved views 5 10% 0.5
Improved nighttime visibility and safety from streetlights 5 20% 1
100 1.5
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 Il/Reflections li 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 [l 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
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Undeveloped Residential Property, per lot 0.3273
Non Assessed (e.q. open space, park land etc.) | 0.0000

AMERICAN RIVER CANYON NORTH No 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 - Original 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 etc.) 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
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[ Non Assessed (e.g. open space, park land etc.) | 0.0000

BrROADSTONE 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 commercialfindustrial 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 commercial/industrial 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 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

T —

CiTy oF FOLSOM ConsultingGroup

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



PAGE 32

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.
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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 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.

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.

—
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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 commercial/industrial 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 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.

|
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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 etc.) 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 to 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 064 042 0.27
Multi-Family Residential (5+ Units) 0.64 0.34 0.22
Mobile Home on Separate Lot 0.45 0.45 0.20

Commercial/ndustrial Properties
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ASSESSMENT TABLE 12
Average SFE Units SFE Units

Type of Commercial/industrial Employees per per
Land Use Par Acre' Quanter Acre? Acre After5
Commercial 24 0.500 0.500
Office 68 1.420 1.420
Shopping Center 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

Agricuture 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

—
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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 2.4710
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.

City oF FoLsom
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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 Engineer 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 attached 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.

I
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The Sierra Estates, The Residences at American River Canyon, The Residences at
American Canyon Il 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 CP!" 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 ||
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 $213.2§
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 $1173.86  $1,173.86
The Residences $694.83 $536.67
The Residences Il §1,442.24  $1,169.97
Sierra Estates $397.13 $363.68
Willow Creek East Eastates No 2-Zone A&B $99.53 $99.53
Willow 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.

Each parcel or lot of land is described in the Assessment Roll by reference to its parcel
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: _April 27, 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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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 tree 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 ———]
CiTy oF FoLsOM ConsultingGroup

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



PAGE 46

= 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 Attorney, 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).

[

F FoLso! i
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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 anticipated
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

LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS
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Clty of Folsom
Amerlcan River North Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 253
2021-22
Total Budget
n
Starting Fund Balance (as of April 2021} $106,204.19
Estimaled Resarve lo finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 {$46,981.62)
| Avsilabls Funds _ seamy
Improvement Costs
[Genural Muintonange Costs
"I Schaduled $0.00
2. Unacheduled® $0.00
. Strestights* $5,500.00
3. Inigation $11,000.00
'5_ Elecirical® $30,000.00
6. Waler $35,000.00
Curent Year Improvement Projects
7. Walerfall avtof, chioring pumping filter replacement $65,000.00
Sublotal of ftem 7 $65,000.00
Subtotal $148,500.00
B Professionsl Senvcas (Enginead's Raporl and IP) $0.00
B, Conlract Sorvicas (oll oher confracts and services)* $0.00
.10 PublcabionsMallingsCommunications $0.00
n Statf $0.00
12, Overhead $2,165.00
13, County Audilor Fee $593,54
Subtotal $2,748.54
Total Improvement Costs T $149.24854
Assussmant lo Propurty (Current}
per Single Family Equival $102.94
Single Family Equivalenl Benefit Unils 1,022
Total Assesament $105,204.60
Instaliment Costs (see installment Plan and Summary nod paga)
Short-Te Plan i collecied) $0.00
Long-Term Instaiimenl Plan {previously collected) $14,695.00
Shorl-Term Installment Plan (collected Ihis year) $0.00
Long-Term Insiakment Plan {collected this year) $0.00 o
Total Installment Costs $14,605.00
Disiriet Balance
Total Assessment to property $105,204.68
Tolal Improvement Cosis $149,248.54
Sublotal (844 043,85
Total Available Funds " sm2m
Total Funds $15,178.51
Total Instaliment Cosls ($14,695.00)
Conlributions from olher sources  $0.00
Net Balance $48351
District Balance (surpius [ +; defict Is {}) $483.51
Assessmenl $105,204.68
Surplus or Deficit (surplus is sublracled; defici is added) ($483.51)
Nel Assessment $104,721.47
Nel Assessment $104.721.17
Single Family Equivalen! Benefit Units 1022
Allocaled Net Assassment lo Property $102.47
Allocated Net Assessment to Property ($102.47)
Allocated Assessment to Property $102.94
Par Parcal Surplus [+} or Daflcit (-) $0.47
Pl bt ot
CITY OF FOLSOM '_.-_ﬂ
SCiConsultingGroup
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AMERICAN RIVER CANYON NORTH = INSTALLMENT SUMMARY

District: American River Canyon North
Fiscal Year: 2021-22 |
FFund Balance {2021) $106,204
Short Term Installment Summary
— L o
Project _Yaary ___ Prior Years. J;!‘ | Year2 Yeur 3 Your 4 Years i
insialinent | Collections ol 2018 070 2020 2021
Totals: 0| $0 $0 $0) 50 50 50 50
Long Term Instaliment Summary |
[ i Agprox, |
I i _ o Totdl
“Projotl Vealy | PriorYean Yeari | Veas25 | Vo510 | Ve 1020 | VesmZ030 |  Requimd |
instaiment___ | Collections. ol 2016 018 220 2021
Walerfall Pond Liner $1.200 §14,695 0 50 $0 q [ $100,000
e and other)
Totals: $1,200 $14,695 50 50 s0 $0 0 $100.000 |
SCIConsultingGroup
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Clty of Folsom
American Rlver Canyon North No. 2 Landscapling and LIghting District
Fund 270 - lights Only
2021-22
Total Budost
Fund Balance Caleufaflon
Starting Fund Balance (as of Apnit 2021) $168,618.22
Estimated Reserve {o finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 ($5,551.82)
Avaia S163,06840
(Improvement Costs
1. Scheduled $0.00
2. Unscheduled $2,500.00
. Strestights $2,000.00
Service Cosis
2. Elechrical $1,00000
5. Waler $0.00
Current Year Improvement Profects
6. LED conversion $25,000.00
Sublotal of Hem 6 $25,000.00
Subtotal $30,500.00
7. Profassional Services (Engineer's Report and [P) §0.00
"8, Conlracl Servicas (all other conlracls and servicas) $0.00
). Publications/Mailings/Communications $0.00
0. Staff $0.00
1. Overhead $266.00
"2, County Auditor Fee $94.40
Subtotal $380.40
Total Improvemant Costs 330,0!0.40-
(Asseasment io Propery (Curent)
Assessmen per Single Family Equivalent $71.70
Single Family Equivalent Banefit Unils 160
Total Assessment $1243200
Inataliment Costs (ses insiafiment Plan snd Summary nest pagal
Short-Term Installmenl Plan (previously collecled) $0.00
Long-Term Instaiment Plan (previously collecled) $187,668.00
Shorl-Term Installment Plan (colected (his year) $0.00
Long-Term Instaliment Plan (collected this year} $1600000 ——=
Total Instaliment Coats $202,668.00
[Dlstrict Balanse
Tolal Assessmenl $12,432.00
Tolal Improvement Costs {$30,880.40)
Subtotal [518.448.40)
Total Available Funds " $183.088.40
Tolat Funds $144,618.00
Tolal Instaliment Costs {§203,688.00)
Conlributions from other sources $0.00
Net Balance {359,070.00)
District Batance (surplus [s +; deficit Is ()} {$59,070.00)
. S
Assessmenl $12,432.00
Surplus or Deficil {surplus Is subtracted; deficil is added) $59,070.00
Net Assessmenl $71,502.00
Allogated Net Assesement lo Proparly
Net Assessmenl $71,502.00
Single Family Equivalent Benefil Unils 160
Alocaled Nel Assessment {o Properly $446.89
Allocated Net Assessmant to Property {$446,89)
Allocated Assessment to Property $T1.70
Per Parcal Surplus (+) or Deficlt {-) {$369.19)
|'Fuonie o furd Selanca.
CITY OF FOLSOM e ——_ |
SCIConsultingGrou
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AMERICAN RIVER CANYON NORTH NO. 2 - INSTALLMENT SUMMARY

District: American River Canyon North #2 (lights)
Fiscal Year. 2021-22 [
Fund Balance (2021) | $168,618 |
Short Term Installment Summary
Total
Project Yearly Prior Years Year 1 Year2 Year 3 Yeard . Year5 Required
Instaiment Callections 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Totals: $0 $0 ) sof o 80 $0 50
Long Term Installment Summary B _
Approx.
. H Total
Project Yearly Prior Years Year 1 Years 25 Years 510 Years 10-20 | Years 20-30 Required
Instaiment Colecions | 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Painl 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
CITY OF FOLSOM —__.-.ﬂ
SCiConsultingGroup
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City of Folsom
Amarlcan River Canyon North No. 3 Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 275
| 2021-22
Tolal Budgal
| Il feulal
Starting Fund Batsrca (as of Aprl 2021) $1,011,292.01
Estimaled Reserve lo finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 {$110,818.77)
Avalishle Funds $300473.24
Improvemgnt Costs
General Maintgnance Gosts
1. Scheduded $69,775.00
2. Unecheduled $35,000.00
3 Suealights $0.00
4. Imigation Parls $3,300.00
Fﬂ.ﬂ!ﬂ!
. Eloctnical $700.00
B Water $3,300.00
;JMMMIM
. Tres and landscape improvernanis $86,000.00
Sublotal $86,000.00
Subtotsl $198,075.00
I!;%ul Gosta
. Profassonal Services {Engnesr's Reporl and [P) $1,000.00
3 Conteat Services (sl oifwr contractu and services) $3,100.00
10 PublicaionaMalinga/Commuricafions $250.00
N, Stlt $14,157.00
2. Overhead $5,173.00
13, County Auditor Fee $54254
Subtotal $24,222.54
Total Improvement Costs $222,297.54
Auspzsment to Proparty (Gurrent]
per Single Family Equivak $269.88
Single Family Equivalenl Benelit Units 919.56
Total Assessment $248,152.46
Instellmant Gonts. {awn nstalimant Pian and Bummiry nest page)
Short-Term Inslaimenl Plan (previously collected) $116,000.00
Long-Term Instaiment Plan (previously cokecied) $565,000.00
Sharl-Temn Inslaiment Plan (cokecled this year) $12,000.00
Long-Term Installimenl Plan (collecled this year) $32,000.00
Tolal Installment Costs $725,000.00
Dlstrict Balance
Total Assessment §248,15246
Tolal Improvemant Costs ($222,297.54)
Sublotal N $25,854.92
Tolal Available Funds $900,473.24
Total Funds $926,328.18
Annugl Installmenl (collected this year) ($725,000.00)
Conlributions from other sources $0.00
Nel Balance $201,328.16
District Balance (surplus ls +; deficit s ()) $201,328.16
Assessmenl $248,152.46
Surplus or Deficil (surplus is sublracted; deficil is added) ($201,328.16)
Net Assessment $46,824.30
Nel Assessmenl $46,824.30
Single Family Equivalent Benefil Unils 920
Allocated Nel Assessment lo Property $50.92
($50.92)
Alfocated Assassment to Property §269.66
Per Parcel Surplus {+} or Deficlt (-} $218.94
]
CiTy oF FoLsom .
SCIConsultingGroup
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AMERICAN RIVER CANYON NORTH NO. 3 - INSTALLMENT SUMMARY

District: _|American River Canyon North #3
Fiscal Year: 202122 = ] - - _
Fund Bafance (2021) $1,011,292 B ' -
Short Term Installment Summary
WDX.
Total
Project Yearly Prior Years Year 1 Yaar 2 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5 Required
Inslaliment Collections 2017 2018 2018 2020 2021
Irigation Conlroler $4,000 $22,000 4000 4000 4000 4000 4000, $2,000
Upgrade-centralize
(1 controller)
| Tree & landscape improvements $5,000 $25,000 5000 5000 5000 5000 5000 $25,000
(or replacement) | B | I |
Signage R $2,000 $13,000 3000 3000 3000 3000 3000 §60,000
Mystic Hills replace missing $4,000 $8,000 | ] 0 ] 0 [ $20,000
landscape —
Totals: $15,000 $68,000 612,000 $12,000 $12,000 $12,000 §12,000 $107,000
|Long Term Installment Summary
Approx.
Total
Profect Yearly Prlor Years Year 1 Years 2-5 Years 5-10 Years 10-20 Years 20-30 Raquired
Installment Collections 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Waterfall Rock Repair $1,000 $12,000 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 $10,000
| | _
Baldwin Dam Palh Repair §5.000 $60,000 10000| 10000 10000 10000 10000 $50,000
[ |
Landscape removalireplacement $5,000 $60,000 | 10000 10000 10000 10000 10000 $150,000
(throughout district)
ARC Drive/Canyon Falls $20,000 $163,000 30000 5000 5000 5000 5000 $135,000
(Cascade peri ), landscape,
remove/replace trees,mow slrip ]
Main Walking Trail landscaping, 10,000 $102,000 20000 5000 5000, 5000 5000 $150,000
irigation, stairs, clean-up
Totals: 41,000 $397,000 $72,000 $32,000 $32,000 32,000 $32,000 | $495,000
! Fence will nol be funded through L&L Dislricl
? Project Compleled
e ——
City oF FoLsom .
SCIConsultingGroup
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Clty of Folsom
Blue Revine Oaks Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 250
2021-22
Total Budget
undl nes
Starting Fund Balance (as of April 2021) $100,274.58
Estimaled Reserve fo finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 ($16,107.53)
Avnilabla Funds $84,107.05
Improvement Costs -
1. Scheduled $0.00
2. Unscheduled $0.00
3. Slreetighls §1,200.00
Service Costs
4. Electrical $4,000.00
5. Water $12,500.00
B, NoPlaned Projas $0.00
Sublolal of tem 6 $0.00
Subtotal $17,700.00
- Prolessonal Sarvices (Enginner's Reporl and IP) $1,000.00
B, Conirazi Sarvices (3l oliar coniracts and sarvices) $3,100.00
B PubliciionaallingsTCommunications §250.00
10, Staft $0.00
"1 Overhead $900.00
"2 County Auditor Fee §97.35
Subtotal $5,347.35
Total Improvement Costs $23,047.35
Assessmont to Proparty (Current]
Assessment per Single Family Equivalent $218.60
Single Family Equivalent Benefit Units 165
Tolal Assessment $36,069.00
Shorl-Term Instaliment Plan {previously colected) §10,000.00
Long-Term Inslallment Plan (previously collected) $0.00
Shorl-Term Inslaflment Plan (collected ihis year) $1,000.00
Long-Term Inglaliment Plan (collected this year) $0.00
Total Inetaliment Costs $11,000.00
[ Distrlct Balan n
| Tolal Assessmant $36,069.00
Tolal Improvemant Cosls {$23,047.35]
Sublotal , $13,021.65
Tolal Available Funds $84,167.05
Total Funds §97.188.70
Tolal Inslafiment Gost {$11.000.00)
Conlributions from olher sources $0.00
Net Balance $86,188.70
District Balance (surplus is +; deficlt Is () $86,186.70
m
| Assessment $36,069.00
Surplus or Deficil {surplus is subtracted; dsficit is added) $86,188.70)
Net Assessment ($50,119.70)
- e ASSES ST
Net Assessmenl ($50,119.70)
Single Family Equivalent Benefit Units 165
| Allocated Net Assessment lo Properly ($303.76)
T e W A R e e T VO T =t |
Comparlogn of Net
| Allocated Net Assesement to Property $303.78
| Allocated Assessment to Proparty $218.60
Par Parcel Surplus (+) or Deflclt () $522.30
[pma
T e—
CiTy oF FoLsoM :
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LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS
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District: Blue Ravine Oaks (The Shores)
Figcal Year: 2021-22
Find Balance (2021) $100.275 ]
Short Term Installment Summary

Proact Yea Priot " Yew1 | Vez “Year3 Yeard 5 Requied
Tree Removal/Replacement $1,000 $6.000 $1,000 $1,000 $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 Installment Summary

Total

2 mﬁa 'Cotections 2017 2018 % % :’%__ A et

Totala: $0 50 S0 ] $0 $0 $0 §0
SCiConsultingGroup
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Clty of Folsom
Bilue Ravine Oaks No. 2 Landscaping and Lighting Distriet
Fund 278
2021-22
TolalBudget
Starting Fund Balance (as of Aaril 2021} $163,682,79
Estimatad Resarve ko financa anpm. st 6 months of 21-22 (615,714.05)
Available Funds $167,909.74
|
Improvement Costy
Guneral Maintanance Costs
1. Schadu=d $12,500.00
2 Unscheduied $15,000.00
:a. Streatights $0.00
W Inigaton $1,300.00
B Water $0.00
14 P
7. LED conversion/Tree pruning $20,000.00
Sublofal of ftem 8 $20,000.00
| Subtotal $48,800.00
| '9. Profassional Services (Engineer's Report and IP} $0.00
‘_10. Conlract Services (all other coniracls and services) 30,00
1. PublicationsMaiings/Commurications $0.00
12, Staff $3,763.00
13, Overhead $460.00
1, Counly Audilor Fee $97.35
Subtotal $4,320.35
Total Improvement Costs $53,120.35
|Assessmant to Progarty [Gurrant)
Assessment per Single Family Equivalent $213.26
Single Family Equivalent Benefil Unils 165
Total Assesament $35,187.90
Short-Term Instalment Plan (praviously collecled) $1,000.00
Long-Term Instaliment Plan (previously coltecled) $64,400.00
Short-Term Inslaliment Plan (collecled this year) $0.00
Long-Term Instalment Plan {collected this year) $9,200.00
Totel Instailment Costs $74,600.00
Total Assessment $35,187.90
Total Improvement Costs $53,120.35)
Sublotal _ (817,932.45)
Total Availabla Funds $167 960,74
Total Funds $150,037.29
Total Instaiment Cost (674,600.00}
Contributions from other sources _ §0.00
Net Balance $75,437.29
District Balance (surptus (s +; deficit Is ()) $75,437.20
et Ansermment Caleulation
Assessmenl $35,187.90
Surplus or Deficit (surplus is sublracled; deficil is added) {§75437.29)
Nel Assessment {$40,249.39)
Nel Assgssment ($40,240.39)
Single Family Equivalent Benefit Units 165
Allocaled Nel Assessment to Property {$243.94)
[ e iy B CRT  A RS b SRy il v S w1
Allocated Net Assessment ta Proparty $243.94
Alloeated Assesamant to Proparty $213.26
Per Parcal Surplus {+] or Dalicit (-) $457.20
CITY OF FoLSOM L eeem——
SCIConsultingGrou
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District: Blue Ravine Oaks No. 2
Fiscal Year: 2021-22 ]
Fund Balance (2021) $183,684 B
Short Term Installment Summary
Approx.
Tolal
Project Yearly Prior Years Year 1 Year2 Year3 Year4 Year§ Reaured |
Instament Coflactions 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Tree Removal/Replacement $1,000 $1.000 $0 50| ~ §0 50 $0 $35,000
{Blue Ravine Road)
Totals: $1,000 $1,000 $0 $0 50 [ 50 $35,000
Long Term Installment Summary -
Apprax.
Tots!
Project Yearty Prior Yaars Yaar 1 Years 25 Years 5-10 Yoars 10-20 | Years 20-30 Required |
Instalment CoRlections 2017 2018 2019 220 2021
Fence Repl an $1,200 $3,600 $1,200 $1,200 $1,200 $1.200 $1,200 §65,000
Riley or Fence Upgrade B N
Tree RemovallReplacement $2,500 $7.500 $2,500 $2,500 $2,500 | §2.500 $2.500 $80,000
Blue Ravine Wall Repair $5,000 $15,000 $5,000 $5,000 $5,000 $5.000 $5,000 $130,000
Signage o $500 $1,500 $500 $500 $500 8500 $500 $4,000
 E— — -
Totals: $9,200 $27,600 | $9,200 $9,200 $3,200 $9,200 $9.200 $279,000
L eres———————]
CiTy oF FoLsoM .
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City of Folsom
Briggs Ranch Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 205
2021-22
Total Budget
Starting Fund Batance (as of Apni 2021) ($19,473.48)
Estimalad Resarva to finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 ($36,041.32)
Avaliabla Furids _[895514.80)
Impravemant Costs a
1. Schoduled $44,837.00
2. Unscheduled $20,000.00
%, Slresfighls $4,200.00
9. Irigation $2,600.00
,SONICO Costs
5. Electrical $9,100.00
5. Water $8,000,00
?mﬂﬂbmmﬂﬂﬂkﬁh
. Noplinned proects $0.00
Subtolal of tem 7 $0.00
Subtotal $68,737.00
}. Professonal Services (Enginesr's Report and IP) $1,000.00
B, Contract Sanvives (all ofher canlratts and services) $3,100.00
li_l. PyblicationsMaiings/Communicahons §250.00
10, Stall $12,660 00
1. Ovethead $1,269.00
12, County Auditor Fee $389.41
Subtotal $18,660.41
Total Improvement Cosls $107,405.41
Asnossmant to Proparty (Currant)
per Single Family $122.28
Single Family Equivalen! Benefit Unils 660.01
Total Assessment $80,706.02
S —
Shont-Term Installment Plan (previously collected) $57,000.00
Long-Tem Instaliment Plan (previousty collected) $98,480.00
Short-Term Instalment Plan (collected this year) $2,000.00
Long-Tem Instaltment Plan (collected this year) $3,410.00
Total Instaliment Costs $160,890.00
i
Toda! Assessmani $80,706.02
Total Improvemenl Costs ($107,405.41)
Sublolat (526,699, 38)
Tolal Available Funds " [E55514.80)
Total Funds ($82,214.18)
Total Instalimenl Cost (5160,630.00)
Conlributions from other sources $0.00
Nel Balance ($243,104.18)
District Balance (surplus Is +; defictt Is () (§243,104.18)
Nat Assessmont Caloulation
Assessmenl $80,706.02
Surplus or Deficit {surplus is subtracted; deficil is added) $243,104.18
Net Assessment $323,810.21
Proparty
Net Assessment $323,810.21
Single Family Equivaleni Benehit Unils 680
Allocated Nel Assessment lo Property $490.61
[ SR A | . B e S i PR e 1S e
d
Allocated Net Assessment to Property ($490.61)
Allocated Assessment 1o Property $122.28
Per Parcel Surplus {+) or Deflcit {-) ($368,33)
7 L foen et bt —

CiTy oF FoLsoM
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District: Briggs Ranch . .
[Fiscal Year: 202122 B B
Fund Balance {2021) | ($19,473)
Short Term Installment Summary
Total
Project Yearly Prior Years Yoar 1 Year 2 Year3 Year 4 Year5 Required
Instament Coflections 2017 2018 2019 2020 202
Shrub and Tree Upgrades $10,000 $18,000 $500 §500 $500 §500 ~ §500 $50,000
(E. Natoma/Blue Ravine) _
|Fence/Wall Repair/Rep l $10,000 $18,000 $500 $500 $500 $500 $500 $50,000
(Blua Raving)-partal
Fance RapairiReplcement _ 52,000 $6,000 $500 $500 $500 $500 $500 $50,000
{E. Natoma)-partial =
Pet Stallonrepairireplacement $2,000 $7,000 $500 $500 $500 | $500 $500 $6,000
Totals: s24.000 | $49,000 $2,000 $2,000 $2,000 $2,000 $2,000 $156,000
Long Term Installment Summary —
) Total
Project Yearly Prior Years Year 1 Years 26 Years 5-10 Years 10-20 | Years 20-30 Required
Instakment Collections 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Bollard Repair/Rap! $2,000 $39,840 $410 | $410 $410 3410 5410 $60,000
67 bollards) =
Fence Repair/Rey 4,000 59,000 $500 §500 $500 $500 8500 $60,000
{Blue Ravine)-partial =
Fance Repair/Replcement $4,000 [ $9.000 $500 §500 §500 | §500 $500 60,000
E_Naloma)-partial
|Entry Sign Replacement $1,000 $4,500 $500 $500 $500 §500 $500 $10,000
(brass letlers)
Irigation Upgradasirap! s 52,000 $6,000 $500 §500 5500 | 3500 §500 §10,000
(3 contrallers)
Landscape Lighling Upg $5.000 $10,500 $500| $500 | $500 $500 $500 575,000
or Replacement
Tree & landscape imp $2,000 $6,000 $500 $500 $500 $500 $500 $10,000
|{partial collection} =
Totals: $20,000 $84,840 $3,410 $3,410 $3,410 $3,410 $3.410 $265,000
e —
CiTY OF FOLSOM =
SCIConsultingGroup
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Clty of Folsom
Broadstone Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 210
2021-22
Total Budgel
Bal.
Starting Fund Bafance (as of Apnil 2021) {$237,880.45)
Estimaled Reserve {o finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 ($174,548.29)
_Avaitahla Funds =
\mprevement Corte o
?mﬂuuﬁmm -
2. Unscheduled §0.00
", Streetlights §0.00
Service Costs
%, Electrical $45,000.00
| 5 Waler $140,000.00
|
%5, NoPlanned Projecls $0.00
Sublotal of ltem 6 0.00
Subtotal $185,000.00
}. Professional Services {Engineer's Report and IP) $1,000.00
B, Coniract Services {all ofher conlracts and services) $3,100.00
o, PublicalionsMailingrCommunications $250.00
10, Stall $50,639.00
11, Overhead $8,600.00
12, County Audilor Fee $1,397.70
Subtotal $64,986.70
Total Improvement Costs $249,986.70
|Assessment In Progerty (Current)
per Single Family $164.99
Single Family Equivatent Benefit Units 2,368.99
Tolal Assessment $390,859.60
| I nmary et
Short-Term Inslaliment Plan (previously collacled) $0.00
Long-Term Instaliment Plan (previously collectad) $2,745.00
Short-Term Inatallment Plan (collecled his year) $0.00
Long-Term Instaliment Plan (collected this year) $0.00
Total Instaliment Costs $2,745.00
District Balance
Tolal Assessmenl $390,859.66
Total Improvemenl Costs ($249,986.70)
| Sublotal $140,872.96
Total Available Funds " _(s412428.74)
Tolal Funds ($271,565.78)
Total Installment Cost ($2,745.00)
Conlributions from other sources $0.00
I Net Balance (8274,300 78)
| District Balanca (surplus Is +; deficlt Is {}) ($274,300.78)
‘ Assessment $380,859.66
Surplus or Deficit (surpius is sublracted; deficit is added) $274,300.78
‘ Net Assessment $655,160.44
Allocated Nat Assessmant to Proparty
| Nel Assessment $665,160.44
Singta Family Equivalent Benefil Units 2369
| Allocaled Net Assessment 1o Praperty $280.76

Comparison of Net Ausssumant and Agseegmsnt

Allocated Net Assessment to Property
Allccated Assessment to Property
Per Parcel Surplus (+) or Deflcit (-)

($200.78)
$164.99
($115.79)
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LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS
ENGINEER'S REPORT, FY 2021-22

District: Broadstone
Fiscal Year: N 2021-22 -
F’End Balance (2021) (527,880 -
Short Term Installment Summary
Apprux. |
Total
_ Project Yearly Prior Yoars Year 1 Yoar 2 Year3d Yoar 4 Year§ Roquired |
. Ingtafmant ‘Collections 2017 2018 2019 220 2021
Trae & landscape improvemanis 50 50 50 50 50 50 50 $25.000
|(partial fund .
Repair Imigalion/Replace Shurbs- $0 50 50 50 50 0 50 $50,000
Rathbone, Knofler, olher interior areas
$0 ) 0| — 8| 50 50 6,000
Bollard Rep_airmgmn'l (40} 50| 3 0 S0 0 50 §15,000
ILight Pole/fixture replacement of KW 50 50 50 50 50 % $10,000
Totals: ) 50 50 50 so| 50 50 $106,000
Long Term Instaliment _Summary" -
Tolal
_Project Yearty Prior Years Yaar 1 Years 25 Years510 | Years10-20 | Years2030 |  Racuired
Instmiment Collections 2017 2018 019 2020 ; %ﬁ ;
Repair Imigalion/Replace Shrubs- 50 $2,745 50 50 50 50 $0 $50,000
Iran Point median _—— =
Tree &1 imp 50 50 50 $0 50 %0 50 $160,000
(or ropk
Shrub Replacement-through oul B $0 50 50 0 0 $0 $0 $1,000,000
'som irrigalion repair}-28 acres
i pe Light rep t 50 $0 $0 $0 50 $0 50 $10,000
Pel Stalion ref ) 50 $0 30 50 50 0 $0 §11,000
|Bignage Repair/Replacement 50| $0 $0 30 $0 50 $40,000
Turf Removalllrigation retrofit 0 $0 50 %0 $0 $200,000
Imigation Upgrades 50 50 50 0 $0 50 $45,000
and flow (15)
Tolals: 50 Cosas| $0 50 [ 50 0 $1,516,000
T eee—
CITY OF FOLSOM s
SCIConsultingGroup
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Clty of Folsom
Broadstona 3 Landscaping and Lighting Distriet
Fund 209 - Strestlights Only
2021-22
Total Budget
Slarting Fund Balance (as of Aprif 2021} $57,738.73
Estimaled Reserve lo finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 {$10,172.83)
Avuilable Funds —
Improvement Costs
Gongral Maintonance Costy
1. Scheduled $0.00
2. Unscheduled $0.00
3 Steetights $8,000,00
Sarvics Coals
4, Electrical $2,000.00
5. Waler $0.00
Current Year Improvement Projects
6. LED Conversion $6,000.00
Sublofal of Hem 6 §6,000.00
Subtotal $18,000.00
Incidental Conts
7. Professional Services (Engineer's Reporl and IP) $0.00
8. Contracl Services (al olher conlracts and services) $0.00
9. Publicallons/Mailings/Communicalions $0.00
10. Slafl $0.00
11, Overhead $324.00
12, County Audilor Fee $699.00
42138
Subtotal $1,444.38
Total Improvement Costs T $19444.38
Assessmant to Proparty (Gumsnt)
Assessmant per Single Family Equivalent $28.07
Singte Family Equivalent Benefit Unils 81163
Tolal Assessment $22,779.65
Ingtaiiment Costs (see instalimant Plan and Summary next page}
Short-Term Installment Plan (previously collected) $0.00
Long-Term Instaiment Plan (previously collecled) $5,000 00
Shoit-Term Installment Plan (collecled this year) $0.00
Long-Term Instaimant Plan (collected this year) $000
Total Inatatiment Costs $5,000.00
District Balance
[ Tolal Assessment $22,770.65
Total Improvement Costs ($19,444,36)
Sublotal N $3,335.27
| Tolal Available Funds $58,105.90
Tolal Funds $61,441.17
Total Installment Cost (35,000.00}
Conlributions from olher sources $0.00
Net Balance $56,441.17
District Balance (surplus [s +; deflcit Is {}) $56,441.17
Assessment $22,779.65
Surplus or Deficit (surplus is subtracted; deficit is added) ($56,441.17)
Nel Assessment ($33,661.52)
|
Allpcatod Nt Assessment (o Preparty
| Nel Assessmant ($32,661.52)
Single Family Equivalent Benelit Units 812
| Allocated Nel Assessment (o Propsrly ($41.48)
Allocated Net Assesament lo Property $41.48
Allocated Assessment to Property $28.07
Per Parcel Surplus (+) or Deficit {-) $69.55
"t b Rt b
T e——
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District: Broadstone #3
Flgcal Year: 2021-22
|Fund Balance (2021) $57,739
Short Term Installment Summary _
Projoct Yoar Noar 1 Vw2 | Yews | Yeard Yews | Roqured |
- | i . - W i Y
Total $0 50 st 50 $0 50 80 50|
Long Torm Instaliment Summary
Instalment ' : 217 018 %ﬁ ] - i
Paint Sireetlight Poles $5.000 $5,000 50| 80| 80 50 $] $50,000
{350 poles)
Total $5,000 $5.000 $0 $0 $0 50 50 §50,000
—= - _l_|
CITY oF FoLSOM L e————
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Clty of Folaom
Broadsione No. 4 Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 282
2021-22
Tots Budget
Fund Balwnce Caloulation
Staetiog Fund Aalincs as of Apni 2021) $225,114.60
Estimust Rusenon fo inance agom Ant 6 months of 24-22 ($35,790 52)
Avallnble Funds 5189, 104,68
[impravement Costa
Ganersl Malntsnancs Costs
1. Scheduled $162,850.00
% Unschedulod $45,000.00
M. Stoefights $40,000.00
%, Imgation $17,000.00
Service Costs
5. Electical $0,00
% Waer $0.00
Curmnt Year Improvemant Prajects
7. Lendscape replacement and ee planing $50,000.00
Sublola! of ¥em 6 $60,000.00
Subktal $324,850.00
Incidsrtal Costs
. Prfessional Services (Engineers Rapor and IP} $0.00
. Contmcl Services (all other contracts and services) $0.00
10, Publicabons/Maiinga/Communicaions $0.00
M sef $8,466.00
"2 Overhead $13,205.00
"3, Counly Audlior Fae
Subtotal $10,751.00
Total Improvemeni Casia $344,601.00
Assessmant to P (L]
Assessment per Single Family Equivalen| $38.81
Singa Famdy Equrenist Banafi Unls - 2,065.05
Total Assessment $00,144.43
ol Gotla fea Inwtalient F1an and Bumimary nwsd page]
ShortTerm Insiallmand Plan {praviously collecied) $0.00
Long-Term Instalimant Plan (previously coliected) $0.00
ShortTerm Installman Plan {coliectad this year} $0.00
Long-Term Inskalimeni Plan (collected this year) $0.00
Tatal Instalimant Coats $0.00
[District Balance
Toldl Assessment $80,144.43
Told Improvement Costs ($344,801.00)
Subotdl (264,456 57)
Toldl Available Funds $189,324.08
Tolal Funds {$75,132.50)
Told Instaliment Cosl $0.00
Cankibutions from other sawces $0.00
Nel Balance {§75,132.50)
District Balance (surplus |s +; deficit ia () ($75,132.50)
[Nt Assessment Calculation
Assessmont
Swplus or Dafcil (suplus is subbacted; defcil is added) $
Nel Assessment $155,276.02
Nlocated Wt Assessment To Proparty
Net Assessmen! $155,276.62
Singla Famiy Eipuvoind Hnatl Unin 2005
Allocaied Nel Assessmenl to Properly $75.19
Comparison of Het Assessment and Asssssment
Allocated Net Assssament to Property ($75.19)
Allocated Assessmant to Property $38.81
Por Parcel Surplus (+) or Deficlt () (83638}
"V e g s
e —
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BROADSTONE 4 - INSTALLMENT SUMMARY

District: Broadstone No. 4
Flscal Year: - 2021-22
Fund Balance {2021) $225,115
Short Term Installment Summary
ey T Ve Vet | Yewz | Yews | Yerd Vears | Requied _
P o, T O 7
$0 50 50 50 $0 $0 $0
Total ] 0 50 50 50 50 50
Long Term Installment Summary
Project j Yearly ProcYess | Yewd1 | Veas2s | Yeans&i0. vmw&’”"—mr—ﬂ_
.ﬂr q_*m ':a_%?- e %_ i _%FM_M
50 50 59| 50 50, 50 50
Total 50 % 0 S0 5 50 50
o ) SCIConsultingGroup
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City of Folsom
Cobble Hllis ll/Reflectlons Il Landscaping and Lighting Dietrict
Fund 214
2021-22
— Jotal Budger
Starting Fund Balance (as of April 2021) ($17,604.11)
Estimatad Reserve lo finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 ($19,654.43)
_ Avallable Funds (837,250 54)
S
Gannral Muintananco Costs
1. Scheduled $21,900.00
2 Unecheduled $7,500.00
3. Steeetiights $1,400.00
4 |migation $2,600.00
Service Costy
5. Electical §2,000.00
6. Waler $10,46300
Currunt Yoar Improvement Projects
7. No Pianned Projecls $0.00
Subtotal of em 7 $0.00
Sublotal $45,663.00
8. Professional Services (Engineer's Report and IP} $1,000.00
9. Conlracl Services (all olher contracls and services) $3,100.00
10. Publications/Mailings/Communications $260.00
11. Staff $8,440.00
12, Overhead $1,620.00
13, Counly Audilor Fee $220.51
Subtotal §14,639.51
Total Improvement Costs $80,502.51
Assugsmont to Proparty (Currant]
Assessment per Single Family Equivalent $113.14
Single Family Equivalent Benefit Unils 389
Total Assessmant $44,011.48
instalimant Goata { Plan and Summary next page) =
Shaet- Temm Instalimant Plan (previously collected) $43,856.00
Long-Temm Instakiment Plan (previously collected) $54,000.00
Shori-Term Installment Plan (collected this year) $0.00
Long-Tem Inslaliment Plan {collected this year) $0.00
Total Installment Costs $97,856.00
Total Assessmenl $44,01146
Total Improvemen Cosls {560 502.51)
Subtotal = {¥16,451.05]
Total Available Funds ($37,250 54)
Tolal Funds 1853.741.50)
Total Instaiment Cost ($97.856.00)
Contributions frem olher sources $5,000.00
Not Balance ($146,605.59)
District Balance (surplus s +; deflcit s ()} {$146,605.59)
=
Assassment $44,011.48
Surplus or Deficit (surplus is subtracted; deficit is added) $148,605.59
Nel Assessmenl $190,617.05
Allggatod Nitt Assesament to Proparty
Nel Assessment $190,817.05
Single Famly Equivalent Benefil Units 389
Alocated Net Assassment {o Property $490.02
it
Allocaled Nel Assessment (o Property {$490.02)
Allocated Assessmant to Proparty $113.14
Per Parcel Surplus (+) or Defictt () {$376.96)
e —
Ciry oF FoLsom
SCIConsultingGroup
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District: Cobble Hills [I/Reflections Il o
Fiscal Year: [2021-22 ] _ -
Fund Balance (2021) B (§17.608) i T
Short Term Instaliment Summary
Approx. |
Total
Project Yeary Prior Years Year 1 Year2 Year3 Year4 Year5 Required
Instaiment Collections 217 2018 2019 2020 2021
[Tree & iandscapa imp §5,000 §38,856 50 $0 30 50 $0 $50,000
{or replacement)
Mini Park & Palh to Lembi Turf and §10,000 $5,000 50 30 80 $0 $0 §40,000
Shrub RepairlF l
Totals: §15,000 $43,856 $0 50 50 50 5 $90,000
Long Term Instaliment Summary |
Total
Prolect Yeaily Prior Years Yaar 1 Years 25 Years 5-10 Years 10-20 | Years 20-30 Required
Instaliment Colections 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Fence Repai (22511) $1,000 $6,500 50 50| 80 50| $0 $10,000
Wall Repairs and Painting {628 ft) $1,000 $35,500 ) 1) 50 50 50 ~ $40,000
[8hnub Glenn/O: $5.000 $7,500 $0 50 50 50 50 $65,000
Shrub Replacement-Sibley and Comer $1,000 $0 50 $0 $0 $0 $0 $15,000
'Signage Repair/Repl $1.000 | $1,500 50 s $0 S| s0 $8,000
Tree & landscape improvements $2,000 $3,000 | 50 $0 $0 50 $0 $53,600
{or repl )
Totals: __ §11,000 54000 S0 50 50 50 $0 $191,600
L ——)
Ciry oF FoLsom O
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Clty of Folsom
Cobble Ridge Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 234
2021-22
Tatl Sudget
Fund Balenca Cafculation
Stadting Fung Balance (as of April 2021} $104,313.62
Estimated Reserve fo flnance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 ($6,111.28)
Aunllablo Funds 90,202.38
Improvement Costs
General Malntenance Costs
1. Scheduled $2,400 00
2 Unscheduled $3,000.00
9 Steelights $500 00
. Imigaton $400.00
Soervice Costs
% Electicel $500.00
B Waer $1,250 00
Currant Yeat improvament Project
7. LEDconversion/ Fence Repsi $6,500 00
Sublotal of fem 6 TRss00
Subtotal $14,550.00
Incidental Costs
% Professional Services (Enginsers Repor and IP) $1,000.00
% Conlrect Sarvices (aR oltvar coniracks and services) $3,100.00
"0, Publicatons/Madings/Communications §338.00
"1, Saf §850.00
2. Overhead §605 00
"3, Counly Audilor Fae 857,62
Sublotal $8,050.82
Totml Impravemant Costs $20,600.82
Asuesamaiit & Proparty {Carmnt]
Assassmenl par Single Family Equivatent $13964
Single Family Equivalant Benefil Units 9
Total Assessment $13,684.72
Installmant Costs {nee instaliment Flan and 81 [T
Shori-Term Instaliment Plan {praviously collecied} $30,518 00
Long-Temn Instalimenl Plan (praviously collecled) $27,325.00
Short-Term Instaiimen Plan (collectad this year) $1,000.00
Long-Term Instalimen Plan (callaclad this year) $1,000.00
Total Instaliment Costs $59,849.00
ﬁnﬁn Baancs
Total Assassmanl §13,884 72
Total Improvemani Cosls {$20,600.82)
Subokl ($8,816.10)
Total Available Funds 7 §99.20236
Totd Funds $§91.286.26
Total Instliment Cast {$59,843.00)
Contibuiions from other sources $0.00
Net Balance $31,443 26
District Balancs (surplus is +; deficitis () 81,4020
Eﬁn Asssssment Calculation
Assassment $13,684.72
Surplus or Deficil (surplus is sublactad; deficil is added) ($31,443.26)
Nat Assassment ii17.15l54)
Mipcutedd Net Assesnmun io Property
Nel Asseasmant ($17,758.54)
Single Family Equivalent Banekl Units L]
Alocated Net Assessment o Property $161.21)
Comparizan of Met Asssssmant and Assssamson!
Allocated Net Assessment to Property $10.2
Allocated Assessment to Proparty $130.64
Por Parcal Surplus (+) or Deficit {-) $320.85
Turvl bt Bl bt
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District: Cobble Ridge
Fiscal Year: 2021-22
|Fund Balance (2021) $104.314 B __
Short Term Installment Summa
Total
Project Yearly Prior Years Year 1 Year2 Year3 Yaar4 Year§ Required
Instaiment Callactions 27 2018 019 200 201
Shurb, bark, DG repl $3,000 §22018] 3500 $500 $500 $500 $500 $20,000
Tree work in Cul de Sac $1,000 84,500 $500 $500 $500 $500 $500 $5,000
Totals; 54,000 $26,518 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $25,000
Long Term Instaliment Summai _ -
X
! Total
Project Yearty Prios Yaars Year | Years 25 Years 510 Years 10-20 | Years 20-30 Reduired
Instaiment Callections 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Fence RepairiRep 1 (340 ) $2,000 $14,500 | §250 | $250 5250 $250 $250 $20,000
Shrub Repl $2,000 $4.500 $250 $250 5250 $250] §250 $20,000 |
Tubular Fence repairirep $400 $2,075 8250 | $250 $250 $250 $250 $4.000
Tres & landscape improvemenls $500 §2,250 $250 $250 $250 _$250 $250 $3,000
{or replacements) i
Totals: $4,900 $23,325 §1,000 §1,000 $1,000 §1,000 $1,000 $47,000
e —
CiTy oF FoLsOM = :
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Clty of Folsom
Folsom Helghts Landscaping and Lighting Distrlct
Fund 20!
2021-22
IolnlBudogt
Fund Balance Calculation
Starting Fund Balance (s of Aprit 2021) $25,081.07
Eslimated Reserve lo finance approx. first 6 monihs of 21-22 ($9,749.20)
Avallasly Funds —sisaaar
|mprovement Costs
1. Schedued* $0.00
2, Unscheduled $0.00
3. Streetiighls §1,760.00
4. lrrigation $2,200.00
Service Coals
5. Eleclrical $3,650.00
6 Waler $5,750.00
Currpnl Year Improvemant Projects
7. Open space/Tree work $3,000.00
Subtolaf of em 7 $3,000.00
Subtotal $16,350.00
|
8. Professional Services (Engineer's Reporl and IP) §1,000.00
9. Coniract Services (all olher contracts and services) $3,100.00
10. Publications/Mailings/Communications §250.00
11, Stafl $0.00
12, Overhead $494.00
13.  County Audilor Fee $181.72
Subtotal T eS0T
Total Improvement Costs ESD
[ Assessment to Proparty (Current)
Assessmenl per Single Family Equivalent $70.88
Singie Family Equivalent Bonefit Units 308
Total Assessmant $21,831.04
Short-Term Inslaiment Plan {previously collected} $0.00
Long-Term Installmenl Plan {previously colected) $56.000.00
Short-Term Instaimenl Plan {codlected this year) $0.00
Long-Term Installment Plan {collectad this year} $0,00
Total Installment Costs $56,000.00
Distriet Balance
Tolal Assessmenl $21,831.04
Tolal Improvement Cosls __($21,375.72
Sublolal . §455.32
Total Available Funds $15,331.87
Totel Funds $15,787.19
Total Installment Cost {$56,000.00)
Contributions from olher sources $0.00
| Net Balance ($40,212.81)
| District Balance (surplus is +; deflcil is ()} ($40,212.81)
I —
| i —
| Assessmeni $21,831.04
Surplus or Deficit (surplus is subtracted; deficit is added) $40,212.81
| Net Assassment $62,042.85
Nal Assessmanl $62,043.85
Singte Family Equivalenl Benefil Units 308
Allocated Nel Assessment lo Property $201.44
f
Allocated Not Assessment to Property {$201.44)
Allocated Assessment to Property $70.88
Per Parcel Surplue {+) or Deficit () ($130.56)
“Fiet b et by
gy Mastamarca fetuced bty |2 1o T e it .
CITY OF FOoLSOM —._-.ﬂ
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District: Folsom Heights
Fiscal Year: 2021-22 -
Fund Balance (2021) $25,081 B
Short Term Installment Summary
Total
Project Yearly. Prior Years Yoar 1 Year 2 Year3 Yaar4 Year § Required
Instaliment Callections 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Totals: 50 50 50 $0 $0 50 50| 50
Long Term Installment Summary B
I Approx.
Total
Project Yearly Prior Years Year 1 Years 25 Years 510 Years10-20 | Years20-30 |  Required
Instaiment Callections 2017 018 2019 202 221 |
Wall Repair/Paint (3000 ft 52000 $16,000 $0 0| ) 50 50 $25,000
Bike Path repair $2,000 $17,000 | 30 $0 50 50 50 $35,000
|Open Space Manag: $2,000 $22,000 $0 $0 50 $0 $0 $40,000
removal —
Tree & landscape improvements $1,000 §1,000 30 $0 $0 80 $0 $40,000
(or repl Is)
Totals: $7,000 $56,000 | $0 $0 0 $0 $0 $140,000
CITY OF FOLSOM —_._--ﬂ
SCIConsultingGroup

LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS

ENGINEER'S REPORT, FY 2021-22



City of Folsom
Folsom Heights No. 2 Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 281
2021-22
Tofal Budgat
Fund Balanee Caleulation
Starting Fund Balance (as of April 2021) $265,432 27
Estimaled Resarve to finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 {§27,860.45)
Avallablo Funds snTATLER.
Improvement Costs
1]
1, Scheduled $16,275.00
2. Unscheduled $9,500.00
3. Streetlighls $0.00
Service Costs
4.  Elecrical $0.00
5, Waler $0.00
Cyemunt Yeur improvamant Projects
6. Fenca replacement & Ladder fuel/Tres work $23,000.00
Sublolal of item 6 $23,000.00
Subtotal $48,775.00
ntal
7. Professional Services (Engineer's Report and IP) §0.00
8 Conlraci Servicas (a other contracls and sarvices) $0.00
9. PublicationsMailings/Communications $0.00
10. Staft $4,709.00
11. Overhead $502.00
12, County Auditor Fee $0.00
Sulstotal $5,211.00
Total Improvement Costs $53,986.00
Annesamant to Proparty (Curninl)
per Single Family $208.38
Single Family Equivelenl Benefil Unils 299.39
Totat Assessment $62,386.80
Instalimant Gosta isee inslaliment Plan and Summary next page)
Short-Term Installment Plan (previousty collecled) $0.00
Long-Term Instaliment Plan {previously cokactad) $0.00
Short-Tarm Installmen! Plan (colected this year) $0.00
Long-Term Instaliment Pfan (collected ihis year) $0.00
Total Instaliment Costs $0.00
c8
Tatal Assessment $62,386.89
Total Improvemeni Costs __ ($53,986.00)
Sublotal $8,400.89
Total Available Funds " $237511.82
Tolal Funds $245972.711
Total Instakimenl Cost $0.00
Contributions fram other sources $0.00
Net Balance $245972.711
District Batance (surplus s +; daficit is () $245,972.11
Nt Assassmond Galoulation
Assessment $62,386 69
Surplus or Deficil {surplus is sublracted; deficit is added) ($245972.71)
Nel Assessmen| ($183,585.82)
Allocated Mot Axsoasmunt to Propedy
Nel Assessment {$183,585.82)
Single Family Equivalent Benefit Units 233
Allocaled Net Assessmant lo Property ($613.20)

Allocated Net Assessmont lo Property
Allocated Assesamant to Property
Per Parcel Surplus (+) or Defielt (-

Pt e et

$613.20
$208.38
$621.58
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District: Folsom Heights No. 2 o
Flscal Year: 2021-22
Fund Balance (2021) $265,432
Short Term Installment Summary .
i Proect . Yearly. ¥ Years. Year{_ Year2 Yeard Yaard ear5 Requied
- - s o1 2 2 | w0 | o
Totals: %0 50 0 50| 50 50 50| %
\Long Term Installment Summary
Project ~eary Pridr Yoars eard Yeors25 | Yeas510 | Yoars10:20 | Vears2030 |  Reguied
= Instgliner.__ | Collschions o7 | 208 a1 | 7020 2021 '
Cidann wall repalr $0 $0 30 $0 $0
Tree and landscape Imprv {(Vlerra CIr) $0 80 $0 $0 $0
New landscape (Glann) 30 50 50 50 50
Totals: $0 $0 (] 0 $0 50 $0 50
SCIiConsultingGroup
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Clty of Folsom
Hannaford Cross Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 212
2021-22
Tutol Budont
Starting Fund Balance {as of Apnif 2021) $18,376.10
Estimated Reserve (o finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 ($9,005.34)
Auaiintda Funds s
Improvement Costs
Gerieral Malntenancs Cosls
1. Scheduled $11,625.00
2, Unscheduled $5,000.00
3 Streetiights $1,000.00
4. Inigation $650.00
Sorvice Costs
5 Electrical $2,500.00
6. Water $2,500.00
Curront Year Improvement Prolscts
7. No Planned Projects $0.00
Sublotat of Hem 8 §0.00
Subtotal $23,275.00
8, Professional Services (Enginger's Repor and IP) $1,000.00
9. Contract Services {all other conlracts and services) $3,100.00
10.  Publicalions/Mailings/Communications §250.00
11 Staff $3,482.00
12, Overhead $565.00
13 County Auditor Fes $60.77
Subtotal $08.457.77
Total Improvement Cosis $31,732.17
Assesament to Proporty (Current]
Assassment per Single Family Equivalent $195.78
Single Family Equivalenl Benefil Unils 103
Tota! Assessment $20,165.34
Imntlimant Costs (ses |nstalimant Plan and Summary next page)
Short-Term Installiment Plan (previously collected) $7,500.00
Long-Term Instaiment Plan {previously collected) $27,896.00
Short-Term Instaiment Plan (collected this year) $0.00
Long-Term Instaiment Plan {collected this year) $544.00
Total Instaliment Costs $35,640.00
Dislrict Balance
Tole) Assessment $20,165.34
Tolsl Improvement Cosls {$31,732.77)
Subtolal ($11,567.43)
Total Avaiable Funds $11,530.76
Tolal Funds ($36.67)
Total Insteliment Cost ($35,940.00)
Contributions from olher sources $0.00
Net Balance (635,976.67)
Dlsirici Balance (surplus ls +; deficlt is {)) {$35,976.67)
Assessmenl $20,165.34
Surplus or Deficil {surpius is sublracted; deficit is added) $35,976.67
Nel Assessment $56,142.01
o Proparty
Nel Assessment $56,142.01
Single Family Equivalent Benefil Unils 103
Allocaled Nel Assassment lo Property $545.07
Comparizon of Nat Assasument angd Assessmant
Allocated Net Assessment to Property {$545.07)
Allocated Asseasmont to Property $195.78
Par Parcal Surplus {+) or Deficit {-) {$349.29)
'
B
CiTy OF FOLSOM :
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HANNAFORD CROSS = INSTALLMENT SUMMARY

District: Hannaford Cross -
Fiscal Year: 202122 1
Fund Balance (2021) 518,376
Short Term Installment Summary

Profoct__ Yeul | Prervaan aar 1 Verz | VYeard Yourd | Yews | Requeed |

nstaliont | Colischions w7 2018 2010, 220 | eom
Landscape/iigation (Lakeside Dr} $5,000 $7.500 $0 0 50 0 [ $20.000
Totals: ' $5,000 §7,500 ] 50 50 0 0 $20,000
|Long Term Installment Summary
— ol
Projoct Vearly Prior Years. Year | Years25 | Years5-10 | Yeas 1020 | Yeas20-30 |  Roquied
inslafment ‘Collactions 017 | 2018 019 2020 2021
Fance Repalt/Ruplace-Laksside $2.000 $20.750 | §150 $150 $150 §150 $150 $26,000
(670 feet)
Inwood Replanting $1,000 $2470 §$194 $184 $194 104 $194 $26,000
Tree & landscape improvements $1.000 $2,500 $200 $200 $200 5200 $200 $10,000
for repk Is)
Totals: $4,000 $25,720 §544 544 $544 $54 $544 $64,000
CITY OF FOLSOM —__.—ﬂ
SCIiConsultingGroup
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Clty of Folsom
Lake Natoma Shores Landscaplng and Lighting Distriet
Fund 213
2021-22
Tolal Gudasl
Starting Fund Balance (as of Aprif 2021) $97,213.26
Estimaled Reserve lo finance approx. firs! 6 months of 21-22 ($9,264.00)
Avaliabls Funda $87,849.26
Improvement Costs
1. Schaduled $6,400.00
2. Unscheduled $5,000.00
3. Slreellighls $1,000.00
4. Imigation $1,200.00
Service Costs
5.  Electrical $700.00
6. Waler $3,000.00
7. LED conversion/Tree work $6,000.00
Sublotal of em 7 $6,000.00
Subtotal $25,300.00
8,  Professional Services (Engineer's Report and IP) $1,000.00
9. Contract Services (@l olher conlracts and services) $3,100.00
10. PublicalionsMalings/Communications $250.00
11, Staff $2,638.00
12, Overhead $943.00
13, County Audilor Fee $66.67
Subtotal $7,997.67
Total tmprovement Costs $33,297.67
| Assessmant to Proparty (Curront)
per Sinple Family $183.58
Single Family Equivalent Benefil Units 113
Total Assessmont $20,744.54
Shor-Term Installment Plan {previously collecled) $0.00
Long-Term Installment Plan (previously collected) $25,607.00
Shor-Term Instaliment Plan (collected this year) $0.00
Long-Term Installment Plan {colected this year) $1,250.00
Total Installment Costs $26,857.00
Tolnl Assessment $20,744.54
Tolal lmprovement Cosls ($33,297.67}
Subtotal (§12,553.13)
Total Avaitable Funds $87,949.26
Tolal Funds $75,396.13
Tofal Instafiment Cost ($26,857.00}
Conlributions from other sources .00
Nel Balance $48,539.13
District Balance (surplus ia +; deficlt is {}) $48,539.13
Assessment $20,744.54
Surplus or Deficit (surplus is subtracted; deficit is added) ($48,539.13)
Net Assessment ($27,794.50)
ko Property
Nel Assessmen! {527,794.59)
Single Family Equivalent Bensfit Units 113
Allocated Nat Assessmenl to Property {$245.97)
Comparison of Net Assasamont and Assessment
Allocated Net Assessment to Property $245.97
Allocated Aasessment to Property $183.50
Per Parcel Surplus (+} or Deflclt (-) $420.55

City oF FoLsom

LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS
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LAKE NATOMA SHORES = INSTALLMENT SUMMARY

District: Lake Natoma Shores
Fiscal Year: 2021-22
Fund Balance (2021) . $97,213
Short Term Installment Summary -
Projoct Y Prior Yaar Yeir | Yoar2 Yeara Yoird Your § ‘Raquied |
1
Total: 50 %0 s0 $ 0 50 50 S0
Long Term Instaliment Summary
Project Yearly Prior Years Year1 Years 25 Years 510 | Years 10:20 | Ysars 20-30 Required
Tnstaliment Collsclions 07 2018 %__v W0 | 202
|Slgnage Repalr/Replacement $1,000 $14,107 §500 $500 §500 §500 §500 $15,000
Turl repaiiinigation upgrades §1,000 $2,500 §250 | 250 | $250 $250 $250 | §22,000 |
Troo & landscaps Enprovements $1,000 $4,000 3500 $500 $500 $500 $500 §16,000
{or replacements)
Totals: 3,000 $20,607 $1,250 $1,250 $1,250 §1,250 $1,250 m.g
!
SCIiConsultingGroup
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Clty of Folsom
Los Cerros Landscapling and Lighting District
Fund 204
2024-22
S . ToslBudgst
nd
Starting Fund Balance (as of April 2021) $152,485.99
Estimated Reserve lo finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 ($18,237.09)
| L Avellablo Funds §14,25280
marovement Coata
Ganara| Malntenence Costs
1. Scheduled §12,500,00
2, Unscheduled $10,000.00
3, Streetights $2,200.00
|
Service Costs
| 4. Eleclrical $7,568.00
[ 5. Waler $4,500.00
| 6 Ladder lud removalllre work $15,000.00
|
| Sublolat of tem 6 $15,000.00
| Subtotal $51,768.00
7. Professional Services (Engineer's Report and IP) $908.00
8. Conlract Services (all other coniracts and services) $3,100.00
9. Publications/Mailings/Communications §250.00
10. Siaff $4,325,00
11, Overhead $956,00
12, Counly Audilor Fee $198.83
Subtotal $9,737.83
Total Improvement Costs $61,505.83
|Aesussment to Froperty (Current)
Assessment per Single Family Equivalenl $121.18
Single Family Equivalent Benefil Units a7
Total Assessment $40,837.66
Shorl-Term Instaliment Plan {previously collscted) $3,000.00
Long-Term Instaiment Plan (previously collecled) $123,000.00
Short-Term Installment Pian {collected this year) $0.00
Long-Term Instaiment Plan (collected this year) $2,400.00
Total Insialiment Costs $128,400.00
Total Assessment $40,837.66
Total Improvement Costs ($61,505.83)
Subtotal ($20,668.17)
Totat Available Funds " _5134.25289
Total Funds §113,584.72
Tota! Installment Cost ($128,400.00)
Conlributions from olher sources .00
Net Balance (§14,815.28)
District Balance (surplus Is +; deficlt is ()} ($14,015.26)
Mot Assessment Caiculation
Assessment $40,837.66
Surplus or Deficil (surplus is subtracted; deficit is added) $14,815.28
Nat Assessmenl $55,852.94
Net Assessmenl $55,652.94
Single Family Equivalent Benefil Unils ?
Allocaled Net Assessment to Property $165.14
Campartann of Not Ay
Allocatod Not Asssssmant to Property (§165.14)
Allocated Assessment to Proparty $121.18
Per Parcel Surplus {+) or Defleit {-) {$43.96)
CITY OF FOLSOM —__.-.ﬂ
SCIConsultingGroup
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Los CERROS — INSTALLMENT SUMMARY

District: Los Cerros |
Flscal Year: 2021-22 | | _|_ i
FundBalancaf202) | §152,480 I 1
8hort Tomm Inatalimant Summary S
GriickshankMWoodsmoke-barkiplants $2.000 _iiﬁ)i— §0 $0 50 50 %0 $10.000
Totals: — 52,000 $3,000 50 50 0 0 [ 510,000
|Long Term Installment Summary
e T RE W e e e e e
|Opan Spoca Parcal-management $2,000 579,000 50 F1] I (] $0 $0 $35.000
(wned ahatamantilree removal) : ===
Wall RepaiciFainl | 52,000 §45,000 $0 50 $0 50 50 $54,000
|(1600 feat)
Tros & andscaps improverrns 52.000 $3,000 ] 50 50 50 50 §44,000
&:n.éa Replacemont 5500 $2.250 S| 80 5250 5250 250 S0
Landécapa fght (rapai) $500 $15,750 5250 $250 5250 5250 0 I )
Riloy Sireet-lrafshrub replacement $5.000 $18.400 §1,000 §1,900 $1,900 51,900 51,900 $5.000
Talala: $12,000 $113400  $2.400 2400 2,400 $2400 52,400 $147,000
=
T —
O SCIConsultingGroup
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City of Folsom
Natoma Statlon Landacaping and Lighting District
Fund 207
2021-22
— Tota| Budnsf
ulation
Stating Fund Balinee {as of Apol 2021) (5251,580.48)
Estimated Reserve la finance approx. firs! 6 manths of 21-22 (877,693.55)
| Avaiiebls Funds _(ss02ma0y) |
M— S
M
1. Scheduled $90,500.00
2. Unscheduled $15,000.00
3. Slreetlights $12,000.00
4, lmirgation $16,000.00
5. Elecirical $18,300.00
6. Water $40,000.00
Year
7. Fence replacement on Tumpike $4,550.00
Sublotal of Hem 7 $4,550.00
Subtotal $196,750.00
8. Professional Services (Engineer's Reporl and IP) $1,000.00
9, Conlracl Services (all other contracts and services) $3,100.00
10.  PublicationsMailings/Communicalions $250.00
1. Staff $30,067.00
12. Overhead $3,523.00
13, Counly Auditor Fee §1,119.37
Subtotal $30,050.37
Total Improvement Costs $235,809.37
. 5
Assessmant per Single Family Equivalen! $91.70
Single Family Equivalenl Benefit Units 1,897.23
Total Assessment $173,076.36
[instalimant Gosts (ses installmnt Plan nd Summary. next page)
Short-Term Instaliment Pian (previously collecled) $30,000.00
Long-Term Instalment Plan (previously collected) $96,020.00
Short-Term Instaliment Plan (collecled this year) $0.00
Long-Term Instaliment Plan {collected this year) $800.00
Total [nstaliment Costs $128,820.00
Totel Assessment $173.976.36
Total Improvement Costs {$235,809.37)
Subtotal
Total Available Funds
Tolal Funds
Totat Installmant Cost
Conlribulions from other sources .00
Nel Balance (8438,407.04)
District Balance (surplus Is +; deflcit Is ()} ($436,407.04)
Not Aesossmant Calgplatian
Assessment $173,976.36
Surplus or Daficil (surplus is sublracted; daficit is added) $430407.04
Net Assessmenl $612,383.40
Nol Assassmenl $612,383.40
Single Family Equivalent Benefit Unils 1697
Allocated Net Assessment to Property $322.78

n of
Allocated Nel Acsassment to Property ($322.78)
Mloeatad Asssasmant fo Property $91.70
Per Parcel Surplus {+) or Deflelt (-) {$231.08)
Fine o oten
CITY OF FOLSOM — _.—_ﬂ
SCIConsuiltingGroup
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District: Natoma Station
Fiscal Year: 2021-22
Fund Balance (2021)  ($251,500) i
Short Term instaliment Summary
| ! _Totel
Project Yearly Prior Years Year 1 Year2 Yoar3 Year4 Year5 Required
j Instaliment Collections 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Shrub Repl Blue Ravine $2,000 $24,000 50 50 50 50 50 $40,000
Shrub/Tree Repl Tumpike $2,000 $3,000 50 50 $0 50 $30,000
Shrub Replacement-lron Point $2,000 $3,000 $0 s0| $0 $0 $30,000
Totals: §6,000 $30,000 50 50 S0 50 $0 $100,000
Long Term Installment Summary ] ] N
Approx. |
Total
Project Yearly Prior Years Year 1 Years 25 Years510 | Years 1020 | Years 20-30 Requred |
Instalment Callactions 217 2018 2019 2020 202t
Tres & landscapo improvomonts $10,000 $14,000 50 50| 50 50 30 $160,000
\\?;Hand areai ,) $1,000 $1,250 30 50 30 $0 $0 $30,000
Wall Repair/Painting (7800 feet) ~$20.000 $24,000 50 50 30 50 $0 234000
Mini Park-replanling/bark $2,000 $2,800 ~s| 50 $0 50 50 $60,000
|(2 parks at 1/2 acre) _ I
Road Paver replacement $500 $20,170 0] 50 $0 50 50 $40,000
|Signage Repair Replacemenl D $1,000 $16,250 $0 $0 50 50 $0 $23,000
[Shiub Blue Ravine $2,000 $2,800 50 50 $0 50 $0 $60,000
|Shrub Repl Tumpike 52,000 $2,800 $0 $0 30 %0 50 ~$40,000
I§gmgy__ ement-Iron Point $2,000 | $2,800 30 50 0] 0| 30 $45,000
Si repair $1.000| $1,250 $0 $0 $0 50 $0| 580000
Paver repl Jrep $1,000 $1,500 50 30 50 50 50 $80,000
Irrigation upgrades for water $2,000 $5,200 $800i $800 $800 $800 $800 $56,000
conservalion (turf) = ——
(At rapair fund $5,000 — 0 ] 0 0 a 0 $100,000
Totals: $44,500 594,820 $800 $300 $800 §800 $BOD $1,008,000
CiTy oF FoLsom T e —
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Clty of Folsom
Natoma Valley Landscapirg and Lighting District
Fund 232
2021-22
. [JTowGudgst
1] Caeulation
Sfarfing Fiuned Batance (as of Apnil 2021) $219,829.55
Eslimaled Raserve (o finance approx. firs! 6 months of 21-22 ($30,212.26)
_ Availablo Funds
|mprovement Coste
Gangral Malntonance Couts
1. Scheduled $31,132.00
2. Unscheduled $7,500.00
3. Streetights $500.00
4. Imigation $1,000.00
Service Costs
5, Electrical $1,500.00
6. Waler $3,000.00
Currant Year |mptovement Frojects
7. Interior landscape replacement, (ree work $10,000.00
Sublotal of em 8 $10,000.00
Subtotal $54,632.00
| |
8 Professional Services (Engineer's Reporl and IP) §1,000.00
9. Contraci Services (all other conlracts and services) $3,100,00
10. Publications/Mailings/Communicallons $250.00
11, Siaff $6,856.00
12, Overhgad $994,00
13. County Audilor Fea $46.61
Subtotal $12,248.81
Total Improvement Costs T s68,08081
I = S
Assessmenl per Single Family Equivalent $856.37
Single Family Equivalent Banefit Units I
Tolal Asssssment $67,653.23
=
Short-Term Instaliment Pian (previously collected) §0.00
Long-Term Instaliment Plan (previously collecled) $0.00
Shont-Term Instatiment Plan {callecled this year) $0.00
Long-Term Instaliment Pian (collscted lhis year) $0.00
Tatal Instaliment Costs $0.00
Dlglrict Balance
Total Assessment $67,653.23
Total Improvement Cosls (366,680.61)
Sublolal $772.62
Total Available Funds " §189,617.20
Total Funds $190,380.91
Tota! Instaiment Cost $0.00
Conlributions from olher sourcas $0.00
Nel Balance $190,389.91
District Balance (surplus bs +; daflcit s [}) $190,389.91
m 1f n
Assassment $67,653.23
Surplus or Deficit {surphus is subtracted; defick is added) 1 .91
Nel Assessment {8122,736.68)
Allogated Not Assessment to Property
Net Assessment {$122.736.86)
Single Family Equivalent Benefit Unils bi']
Allocated Nal Assessment lo Property ($1.553.63)
of Not ang
Allocated Net Assessment 10 Proparty $1,553.83
Altocated Assessment to Property 3
Por Parcel Surplus {+) or Deflcit {-} $2410.00
“Funde iom hd balance .
e —
CiTy oF FoLsom -
SCIiConsultingGroup
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NATOMA VALLEY = INSTALLMENT SUMMARY

District: Natoma Valley
Figcal Year: 2021-22
|Fund Balance (2021) $219,830 ]
Short Term Installment Summ | _
: S O || ST ] : ] __fggror. |
T = ol S/ e "y A 0 7 S _ Tolal |
Totals: 50 $0 so| $0 50 s S0 $0
|Long Term Instaliment Summar)
“Proje = Yai | v | Ver1 | Vet | Veans10 | Yews120 | Vew20% | Reairod |
T =t s e i e v i
|Wall Repair/Replacement $5.000 $0 $0 50 0| 50 50 550,000
Totals: B $5,000 1y 0 $0 50° 0 s0 $50,000
SCIConsultingGroup
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City of Folsom
Prospect Ridge Landscapling and Lighting District
Fund 285
2021-22
TolalBudaet
Starting Fund Balance {as of Apnil 2021) $14,690.66
Eslimaled Ressrve lo finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 ($14,022.80)
Avajfable Funds $667.86
imaroverent Costy -
{3enaral Malnenangg Gosts
1. Schodule $7.500.00
2. Unscheduled $8,300.00
3. Strestiights $500.00
4. Imigation 367500
Service Costs
5 Electrical $500.00
6. Waler $4,00000
Yi
7. No Planned Projects $0.00
Sublotalof lem 6 $000
Subtotal $21,475.00
Incldental Costs
8. Profossional Services {Engineer's Report and IP) §1,000.00
9. Conlract Services {all other conlracts and services) $1,000.00
10. PublicationsMailinga/Communications $250.00
11, Skaft $600.00
12, Qverhead $16.00
13. County Auditor Fes $20.65
Subtotal $2,886.85
Total Improvemant Costs $24,361.65
[Ausussment to Property (Curront) g
Assessment por Single Famdy Equivalen! $1,17386
Single Family Equivelent Benefit Units 2875
Total Assessment $31,400.78
|
Shori-Term Instaliment Ptan (previously collected) $0.00
Long-Term Instaliment Plen {previously collected) $0.00
Short-Term [nstaliment Pian (colected this year) 80.00
Long-Term instalment Plan {collected this year) $0.00
Total Inetaliment Coste $0.00
- =
Total Assessment $31,400.76
Tolal Improvement Cosls {$24,361.65]
Sublolal §7,030.11
Tolal Avadable Funds $667.86
Tolal Funds $7,706.96
Total Instaitment Cosl $0.00
Contributions from other sources .00
Net Balance $7,706.96
District Balance {surplus Is +; deflclt1s ()} $7,706.86
Net Assesamant Calculation
Assessmant $31,400.76
Surplus or Deficit (surplus is subtracled; deficil is added) {$7,706.96)
Nel Assessmenl $23,693.79
$23,693.79
Single Family Equivalent Benefil Units 2
Allocaled Net Assessment 10 Property $885.75
) T I N 1 T AR T e e )
Allocated Net Assessment to Proparty ($885.75)
Miocated Assssamant to Proparty $1,172.86
Per Parcel Surplus (+) or Deflelt {-) $268.11
\Fadc i e e
T e —
CiTY oF FoLsoM :
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PROSPECT RIDGE - INSTALLMENT SUMMARY

District: Prospect Ridge
Fiscal Year: 2021-22 |
Fund Balance (2021) £14,691
Short Term Installment Summary
- = i Tod
Project Yearly | PiorYeas |  Yeart Year2 Year3 Yeard | Years Roquired |
Instaiment Colections | 2017 2018 2019 200 | 209
Totals: $0 $0 0 $0 50 50 $0
Long Term Installment Summary | _
| ] ] Ll i Total
Project Yoarly _ ProrYears | Yearl Years25 | Years 510 Years 10-20 | Years 20-30 Required |
Installment Collections 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Totals: $0 $0 50 50 $0 $0 $0
SCIConsultingGroup
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City of Folsom
Pralrle Oaks Ranch Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 236
2021-22
Total L
Starting Fund Batance {as of Aprit 2021} ($450,829.72)
Estimated Raserve lo finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 ($87,630.83)
Avaitabl Funds — [s516480.55]
P ————— S
General Maintonance Costs
1. Scheduled $137,395.00
2 Unschadued $20,000.00
. Statights $5,000.00
% irigalion-Pars $10,000.00
E. Elpcirical $4,250.00
B Water $56,500.00
gzﬂm_mmm.mm
No plannod projects $0.00
Sublolal of lem 7 $0.00
Subtotal $233,145.00
B Professianal Services (Enginesr's Ropor and IP) $1,000.00
B Conlct Servioss (4l olfier cariracts and servicss) $3,100.00
10.  PubliealionsMagngeiComnunicatans $250.00
. S $54,850.00
2. Qverhead $4,396.00
"13. County Auditor Fee $541,99
Subtotal $64,145.99
Totsl Improvemant Casis $207,200.99
Assassmant to Proparty (Current)
Assessment per Single Family Equivalent $21361
Single Famity Equivatent Benefit Units 918.63
Totsl Asssssment $196,228.55
|installmant Costs (eoe Installmnt Plan and Stwmmury nexd nage)
Shorl-Term instalment Plan (previously collecled) $117,200.00
Long-Term Installment Plan {previously collecled) $97.711.00
Short-Term Instaliment Plan {colected this year} $0.00
Long-Term instaiiment Plan {collected this year) $0.00
Total Installment Costs $214,911.00
District Balance
Total Assessment $196.228.55
Totel Improvement Cosls $297,200.99)
Sublolal (§101,062.44)
Total Available Funds ($546,460.55)
Total Funds ($647,522.99)
Total Insleiment Cost ($214,911.00)
Contributions from other sources $0.00
Nt Balance ($862,433.93)
District Balance (surplus Is +; deficit s ()} ($862,433.90)
t
Assessmant $198,228.55
Surplus or Deficit (surplus is sublracled; deficil is added) $862,433.99
Nel Assessmant $1,058,662.55
Nel Assessment $1,058,662.55
Single Family Equivalant Benefit Unils 919
Allocaled Nel Assessment to Property $1,152.44
UAEE N = S A i e v SR AR T Y
1]
Allocated Net Assessment to Property {$1,152.44)
AMlocated Assessmant to Property $213.61
Par Parcal Surphus [+) or Duficit {-) ($930.83)
CITY OF FOLSOM '_._-.ﬂ
SCIConsultingGroup
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District: Prairie Oaks Ranch
|Fiscal Year; 2021-22 -
Fund Balance (2021) | (34'58'830‘]
Short Term Installment Summary
Tolal
Project Yearly Prior Years Year 1 Year2 Year3 Yeard Year5 Required
Instafiment [ 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Fence Repair/Replacement $20,000 $79,700 50| 50 $0 50 S0 $150,000
(112 fence=5000 feet)
Open Space/Weed Ab $10,000 $12,500 30 50 30 50 $0 $50,000
Fence Painting $20,000 $25.000 §0 $0 50 50 50 $100,000
Totals: $50,000 §117,200 $0 $0 50 $0 $0 $300,000
Long Term Instaliment Summary -
Approx.
Tolal
Project Yearly Prior Years Year | Years 2-5 Years 510 Years 10-20 Years 20-30 Required
insiaf Colect 2017 2018 2019 220 2021
Wall Repair/Repaint $20,000 $30.711 80 $0 50 $0 $0 ~ §116,000 |
(4500 feet)
Fence Repairlf 10,000 $12,500 50 $0 $0] $0 50 $150,000
{112 fence=5000 feef) —
Grover Landscaping-replace $5,000 §7.500 §0| $0 30 $0 50 $112,500
Russi Landscaping-replace $10,000 $12,500 $0 S0 50 $0 50| $147,500
Iron Poinl Landscaping-replace $1,000 $1,500 $0 $0 $0 §0 30 $30,000
Blue Ravine | ping-replace $5,000 $7,500 50 $0 50 50 50 $50,000
Signage RepairR $2,000 $3,000 50 0| $0 $0 50 $36,000
Tree & landscape improvements (or replacel $20,000 §22,500 s $0 50 $0 $0 $150,000
Totals: $73,000 $97,711 $0 $0 %0 50 50 $792,000
e e————
CiTY oF FoLsoM e
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Clty of Folsom
The Resldences At ARC (Qak Ave) Landscaplng and Lighting Diatrict
Fund 271
2021-22
Starting Funed Btance fas of Aol 2521 $§64,044.30
Etimatod Resnm 1o fnance apirs, Qs 6 months of 20-22 (84.074.28)
$50,670,01
Ganral Maintenane Gonin
1 Scheduled $11,900.00
2 Unscheduled $2,00000
3 Sireeliighls $1,500.00
4 Irrigation Parts $1,200.00
Service Costs
5.  Electrical $700.00
6. Waler $§3,300.00
urrant ¥
7. Landscape replacement $4,000.00
Subiotal of tem 8 $4,000.00
Subtotal $25,600.00
8. Prolessional Services (Engineer’s Repor and IP) $500.00
9 Conlract Services (all other contracts and services) $1,550.00
10 Publicalions/Maikings/Communications $125.00
1. Staff $1,850 00
12. Overhead $18000
13 County Audilor Fee §1003
Subtotal $4,215,03
Total Improvement Costa $20,815.03
T
Assessment per Single Famity Equivalent $536.67
Single Family Equivalent Benefit Units 17
Res 1- Assessment $9,123.39
Total Assessment $9,123.39
fiment Costs { Flon gng Summsry voxt paga)
Short-Term Instaliment Plan (previously collected) $46,000.00
Long-Term Instaliment Plan {previously collecled) §13,000.00
Shorl-Term Inslaliment Plan (collecled Ihis year) $2,000.00
Long-Term Instaliment Plan {collecied this year) $1,000.00
Total Installment Costs $62,000.00
District Bal
Tolal Assessment $9,123.39
Tolal Improvemen Cosls $29,815.03)
Subtolal {520,501 64
Total Available Funds 55097002
Total Funds $38,278.38
Tolal Installmenl Cost ($62,000.00)
Conlributions from other sources $0.00
Nal Balanca (§22,721.62)
District Badance {surplus is +; deflcit is () ($22,721.62)
Assessmenl $9,123.39
Surplus or Deficil {surplus is sublracted; deficit is added) $22,721.62
Net Assessment $31,845.01
Mloeated Not Assessmant to Progerty
Nel Assessment $31,845.01
Single Family Equivalent Benafil Unlie 17
Allocaled Net Assessmenl {o Proparty $1,073.24
| L N e "l S B e |
ol Het A and
Tha Renidincen at ARC )
Allocated Net Assessment to Proparty ($1,873.24)
Allocated Assessment to Property $536.67
Per Parcel Surplus (+) or Defict (-) ($4,338.57)
et o bttt .
CiTy oF FoLsOM T ——
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THE RESIDENCES AT ARG - INSTALLMENT SUMMARY

District: The Residences at ARC
Fiscal Year: 2021-22
Fund Balance {2021) $64,044 o -
Short Term Installment Summary
! Approx.
[ 1 i Tota
Project _ Yeary Priof Years Year1 Year2 Year 3 Year4 Year 5 Required
Instalmant Callections -1 2018 2019 2020 2021 | By
Tha Residences al ARC i I | — -
Wall Repalr/Repl g | §2,000 | $19,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $20,000
e T —— 1 52,000 $19,000 §1,000 | §1,000 $1,000 §1000]  $1000]  $20000]
Totals: $4,000 $38,000 $2,000| $2,000 | $2000|  $2,000] $2,000 $40,000
Long Term Installment Summary o
Approx.
i I Tolal
Project | Yearly Prior Yaars Year 1 Years 25 Years 5-10 Years 10-20 | Years 20-30 Required
Instaiment Collections o 2018 2019 2020 2021
The Residences at ARC
Drainage Swale Repair ~ §1,000 $4.500 $500 $500 $500 $500 $500 $10,000
Landscapeflrigation $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
e ——_ |
City oF FoLsoMm -
SCiConsultingGroup
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Clty of Folsom
The At ARC H {Folsom-Auburn Blvd) L and Lighting District
Fund 271
2021-22
Telal Budant
Eund Batance Calculation
Starting Fund Batance (as of April 2021) $64,044 30
Estimated Reserve o finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 ($5,224.80)
| Avadubin Fumds 1L .
‘
1 Schedued $11,90000
2. Unscheduled $3,000 00
3 Simalighis $1500.00
4. Irigntion Parls $1,200.00
; Elpcical $700 00
6. Waler $3,300.00
h{ i
7. Landscaps replscemont $4,00000
Sublotal of Hem 8 $4,000.00
Subtotal $25,600.00
B Prilnssional Services (Enginoers Repon and IP) $50000
B Contmct Sanvices (all Gihes confracts and services) $1,550.00
0. PuldicatinnadesSnguComajuniciion $12500
. Sta $§1,850 00
12. Overhead $160.00
"3, County Auditor Fee $590
Subtotal $4,210.90
Total Improvement Costs $29,810.90
Assensment to Proparty (Curment)
Assassment per Single Family Equivalenl $1,16997
Single Family Equivalent Benefil Units 10
Res 2- Assessment $11,699.70
Total Assessment $11,699.70
Installmunt Coate (ees installment Plan and Sumemary nost poge)
Short-Term Instafiment Plan (previously collected) $35,000.00
Long-Term Installment Plan {previously colected) $13,000.00
Short-Term Ingtaliment Plan (colected this year} $2,000.00
Long-Tarm Inslaliment Plan {callecied Ihis year} $1,000.00
Total [nstallment Cosls $51,000.00
) 1] n|
Total Assessment $11,699.70
Tolal Improvemenl Costs $29,810.90}
Subtolal (618,111.20}
Tolal Available Funds $58,819.50
Total Funds $40,706.30
Tolal Instaltmenl Cost (§51,000.00)
Conlributions from olher sources $0.00
Nel Balance ($10,201.70)
District Balance (surplua Is +; deficit is (}) ($10,201.70)
| iin . —
Assessment $11,690.70
Surplus or Deficil {surplus is sublracled; daficil is added) $10,201.70
Net Assessmionl $21,991.40
| Altgcated Net Assessmant to Propgrty
The R AR
Nel Assassmenl $21,891.40
Single Family Equivalent Benefit Units 10
Allocaled Nel Assessmenl lo Property $2,190.14
| o Nat el A
Allocated Net Assessment to Property ($2,199.14)
Allocated Assessmant to Proparty $1,160.87
Par Parcel Surplus {+) or Deflcit (-) {$1,020.17)
|Tusstse o pelures
CITY OF FOLSOM — _—-.ﬂ
SCIConsultingGroup
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THE RESIDENCES AT ARC Il - INSTALLMENT SUMMARY

District: The Residences at ARC Il
Figcal Year: 2021-22
|Fund Balancn (2021] 564,044 e =
Short Term Installment Summary | -
Prohdt T “Pior Yeas Yewi | YVewz | Yews | Vewd | Veas ﬁ
|Tha ResIdencas at ARCII — |
Wall RepalrReplacement $2,000 ~$12,000 $1,000 $1.000 $1.000 $1.000 $1,000 | $15,000
Landscape/rigation raplacament $2,000 $15.000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 §15,000
Totals: $4,000 $27,000 $2,000 52,000 $2,000 $2,000 | $2,000 $30,000
Long Term Instaliment Summ
- I N i - [ i Total
Project foarly. __ Prior Years Year | _Vears 25 Vean 510 | Years 10:20 | Years 20-30 Required
nstalmant__ ~ Culiechions W | 08 | M0 2020 o |
The Resldanges at ARC (|
Drainage Swaie Repar $1000] $4.500 $500 $500 $500 | $500 $500 $10,000
L pelimig: '$1,000 $4.500 §500 $500 §500 $500 $500 $10,000
Totals: 52,000 $9,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $20,000 |
SCIiConsultingGroup
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Clty of Folsom
Silverbrook Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 237
2021-22
Total Budgal
Starting Fund Baiance (as of April 2021) $102,479.31
Estimated Reserve to finance approx. firs! 6 months of 21-22 $0.00
Avatable Funds
improvemant Costa -
1. Scheduled $3,155.00
2 Unscheduled* $1,500.00
3. Sireetiights* $1,200.00
4, Imigation Parts $150.00
Sarvice Coats
5. Eectrical $500.00
6. Waler' $500.00
Current Year Impravament Projests
6. LED conversion $10,000.00
Subtotal of tem 7 $10,000.00
Subtotal $17,005.00
7. Professional Services (Engineer's Repor and IP) $1,000.00
8. Contraci Services (all olher contracts and services)® $3,100.00
9. PublicationsMailings/Communications $250.00
10. Staff $1,055.00
11, Overhead $254.00
12 County Auditor Fee $67.17
Subtotal $5,726.17
Totat Improvement Costs T os2mar
Assensmant to Propedy (Current]
Assessment per Single Family Equivalent 30.00
Single Famity Equivaleni Benefit Units 113,84
Total Assessment $0.00
Short-Term Installment Plan (previously collected) 30,00
Long-Term Installment Plan (previousty collecled) $57,000.00
Shori-Term Installment Plan (coflecled this year) 30,00
Long-Term Instaliment Plan (collecled this year) $0.00
Total Installment Costs $57,000.00
Tolal Assessmenl lo property $0.00
Tolal Improvement Costs ($22,731.17)
Sublotal . fsran
Total Available Funds $102,479.31
Total Funds $79,748.14
Total Instafimenl Cosls ($57,000.00)
Conlributions from other sources $0.00
Ne! Balance $22,748.14
District Balance {surplus Is +; deflcit Is ()} $22,748.44
™
Assessment $0.00
Surplus or Deficit (surplus is sublracled; defici is added) {$22,748.14)
Net Assessmant ($22,748.14)
Allgeatad Mot Axssssnent to Progerty
Net Assessmenl ($22,748.14}
Single Famty Equivalent Benefil Unils 114
Mipcatad Mot Assssamuet in Propedty ($199.83)
[T T PN T = T e RN T Tem|
ol Net Assassmart and Assassmen
Allocated Net Asseasmenl Lo Properly $199.63
Allocated Assessment to Property $0.00
Per Parcel Surpius (+) or Deficit {-) $199.63

Assessments will not be levied for 2021-22.

CITY OF FOLSOM -__-.ﬂ
LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICTS SClConsultingGroup
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District: Silverbrook
Fiscal Year: 2021-22 - -
Fund Balance (2021) $102,479
Short Term Installment Summary _

— Frojed oarly Priot Years Yearl | Vew? Yeard Voar. Year5 |  Requed |

Foed Tnstallment Collactions 2017 018 ngi j '%’ % '
Totals: 50 $0 $0 $0 50 $0 $0 S0
Long Term Instaliment Summary
] s Vo510 | Years 1020 Mm_m%
3 ~ Project asry Prior Years ~Year | 25 fBam 510 | Yeam 1020 | Yeers20-30. oqui
) Installment Caflections 2017 2018 Fo 2020 2021
Median Relandscaping $5,000 §57,000 50 $0 $0 80 $0 $150,000
Totals: $5.000 $57,000 $0 50 $0 $0 $0 $150,000
SCIConsultingGroup
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Clty of Folsom
Steeplechase Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 251
2021-22
Total Budast
i
Starting Fuind Baiance fas of Apal 2021 $87,508. 24
Estimated Reserve to finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 ($10,844.06)
Avadabld Furids - §70,664.18
Improyement Costs
i nce Costs
1. Scheduled $11,000.00
2 Unscheduled $5,000 00
3. Slreetlights $1,250.00
4. Imigation Parls $6,000.00
vl e
5 Electrical $2,000.00
6. Water $3,750.00
Currant Yoar Improvemant Profects
7. Fence replacement/Tree work $13,000.00
Subtotal of em 7 $13,000.00
Subtota! $42,000.00
n |
8,  Professional Services {Engineer's Report and IP) $1,000.00
8. Conlracl Services (all olher contracts and services) $3,100.00
10.  PublicatlonsMatings/Communications $250.00
11, Skaff $3,709,00
12. Overhead $477.00
13, County Auditor Fee $863.00
Subtotal $9,419,00
Total Improvement Costs $51,419.00
Asszsument o Propery (Gurent)
Assessment per Single Family Equivalent $157.68
Single Family Equivalenl Benafit Unils 154
Total Asseasmant $24,202.72
Intallment Goats (ses Instalimant Plan and Summiary next page}
Short-Term Instaliment Plan (previously collected) §66,376.00
Long-Term Inslaliment Plan (previously collected) $74,000.00
Shorl-Term Instakment Plan (collected this year} $5,000.00
Long-Term Installment Plan (coiecled this year) $6,500.00
Tota Inatallment Costs $153,876.00
District Balance
Tolal Assessment $24,282 72
Total Improvement Costs {851,419.00
Sublotal = (§27,136.28)
Total Avaiable Funds _§76 BB 18
Total Fundg §48,677.90
Total Instaiment Cost ($153,876.00)
Contributions from olher sources %000
Net Balance {§104,348.10)
District Balance {surplus Is +; deficit Is {)) ($104,348.10)
N
Assessmanl $24,202.72
Surplus or Deficit (surplus is sublracled; deficil is added) $104,248.10
Nel Assessment $128,830.82
Net Assessment $128,630.62
Single Family Equivalent Benefil Unils 154
Allocated Net Assessment lo Property $835.27
le=ssseeseestes= .- = —————
Allocated Net Asssssment to Proparty ($835.27)
Aliocated $157.68
Par Parcel Surplus (+) or Deficit (-) ($077.59)
Fide P ot e

CiTY oF FoLsOM L eeee———
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[District: ~ [Steeplechase o
Fiscal Year:  |2021-22 -
Fund Balance {2021) $87508| o
Short Term Instaliment Summal
Approx.
Tod |
Project Yoarly Prior Years Year 1 Year 2 Yoar 3 Year 4 Year 5 Required
Instaliment Codlections w17 2018 2018 2020 2024
|Landscape Replacemen-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 ) 50 30 $0 $0|  §25000
Remove Roals in parkireplace turf $10,000 §15,000 50 50 50 50 %0 $40,000
Tree Removal (park) $3,000 $6,000 50 30 $0 $0| 50 §12,000
Totals: $23,000 $48,376 $5,000 55,000 $5,000 §5,000 §5,000 597,000
|Long Term Installment Summary ]
Approx. |
Total
Project Yaady Prior Years Year 1 Years 25 Years 5-10 Years 10-20 Years 20-30 Regquired
Instafiment Collections My 2018 2019 2020 2021
Fance Replacement-Rilgy $2,500 59,500 $2,500 $2,500 $2,500 $2500(  $2500 $25,000
Fonce Replacemeni-Park 52,500 $4.500 $0 50 50 0 50 $30.000
|Sianage Repair/Repl $5.000 $7.000 $0) $0 0 50 30 $8.000
R turf In miri-park_ 510,000 $19,000 52,000 52,000 $2.000 $2,000 $2,000
Repair/Replace Bollards {18} $1.000 $4,000 §1,000 | $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $8.000
Tree & landscape imp $1,000 | $4,000 $1,000 $1,000 | '$1.000 $1,000 $1,000 $6,000
{or replacemenls) |
Totals: $22,000 $48,000 $6,500 $6500| 96,500 $6,500 $6,500 $117,000
]
CITY oF FOLSOM e
SCIConsultingGroup
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Clty of Folsom
Slerra Estates Landscaping and Lighfing District
Fund 231
2021-22
_______ Jotnl Budget
Starting Fund Batance (as of Apel 2021) $22,289.80
Extimated Resarva lo fnance pprox, firs! 6 months of 21-22 (34,060 26)
Avaitable Funds $18229.54 |
mprovement Costs
1. Scheduled $2,750.00
2 Unscheduled $1,500.00
3. Streetiights §500.00
4. Inigation Parts $350.00
Service Costs
5. Electrical $325.00
6. Water $850.00
Y:
7. Tree replacemenl $6,000.00
Sublotaf of item 7 §6,000.00
Sublotal $12,275.00
ide
8.  Professional Services (Engineer's Reporl and IP) $1,000.00
9. Conlraci Services (al other conlracls and services) $3,100.00
10. Publicalions/Mailings/Communications. $250.00
11, Staff $1,055.00
12, Overhead §174.00
13. County Audilor Fee $1475
Subtotal $5,593.75
Total Improvement Costs W
-Qg—ml 1o Property {Current)
Assessmenl per Single Family Equivalenl $363.68
Single Family Equivalent Benefit Units 25
Total Assessment $9,092.00
Instalimant Costs {sea installment Flan and Summin
Short-Term Inslallment Plan (previously collected) $0.00
Long-Term Inslallment Plan (previously collected} $7,758.00
Shoel-Teem Instafment Plan (collected Ihis year) $0.00
Long-Term Instaliment Plan {colected this year) §1,100.00
Total Inataliment Costs $0,858.00
District Balance
Total Assessment §9,002.00
Total improvement Costs §17,068.75)
Subtotal , (5677675
Total Available Funds $18,220.54
Total Funds §9,45279
Total Instaliment Cost {$9,856.00)
Contributions from olher sources §0.00
Net Balance $594.79
Disirlci Balance {surplus Is +; deflcit Is {}) $584.79
Nl Assessment Calcuintion
Assessmenl $9,092.00
Surplus or Deficil (surplus is subtracted; deficit is added) {$594.79)
Net Assessmenl $8.497.21
Net Assessment $8,497.21
Single Family Equivaten! Benafit Unils 25
Allocaled Net Assessmenl to Properly $330.89
Comparison of Net Asssssment and Assessmont
Allocated Net Asssssment to Property ($330.89)
Allpcated Assessment lo Propertly $363.68
Per Parcel Surplus (+) or Deflclt {-} $23.79
I
CITY OF FOLSOM L eS|
SCIConsultingGroup
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District: Sierra Estates
Fiscal Year: 2021-22
Fund Balance (2021) $22,290
|Short Term Installment Summary —_
- - _Approx, |
i Vet 1 Vear Gl G|
Proet Veaty Pior Vears Ve | Yourz_ ay | Veu! Veurs | Reqund |
§ Tnstalment Coloctons i1 [ T 20 221 J
Totals: []] $0 $0) 50 50 §0 $0 $0
Long Term Installment Summary
: —v ' B | Feqid |
Project __Yearly Prior Years Year{ Years 2.5 “Yeiirs 510 Yeurs 1020 | ¥ | Requind
Intalimant Collections - 2 Fatild 219 2020 2024
Shrub/Irrigation replacement $500 52158 | $500 $500 $500 $500 $500 $15.000
Signage Repair/Replacement $100 $200 §100 $100 $100 $100 $100 $0.000
Trae & tandscape imp §500 §1,000 $500 $500 $500 $500 §500 $5,000
{or replacement)
Totals: $1,100 $3,358 §1.100 $1,100 $1,100 $1,100 $1,100 §28,000
SCiConsultingGroup
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Clty of Folsom
Willow Creek Estates East Landscaping and Lighting Distriet
Fund 249
2021-22
Total Budgst
* Starting Fund Balance (as of April 2021} (5166,417.79)
Estimated Reserve to finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 ($26,820.78)
Avaltable Funds [$183,236.57)
improvement Costs
1. Scheduled $0.00
2. Unscheduled $0.00
3. Streetiighls $0.00
4, {mgation $0.00
Servica Costs
5. Electrical $10,000.00
6. Water §15,000.00
7. No planned projects §0.00
Subfotal of tlem 7 $0.00
Subtotal $25,000.00
ncldental Costs
8. Prolessional Services (Engineer's Raporl and IP) $0.00
9, Conlract Services (all olher contracls and services) $0.00
10, Publications/Maitings/Communications $0.00
1. Staff $0.00
12, Overhead $0.00
13, County Auditor Fee $0.00
Subtotal $0.00
Total Improvemenl Costs _W
Annesament |0 Proparty [Current)
Assessmenl per Single Family Equivaleni $80.40
Single Family Equivalent Benefit Unils 747
Total Assessment $60,058.80
| Shorl-Term Instalment Plan (previously collected) $0.00
Long-Term Installment Plan {previously collacled) $34,000.00
Shorl-Term Inslaliment Plan (collecied (his year) $0.00
Long-Term Inslallment Plan {collected this year) $0.00
Total Inetaltment Costs $34,000.00
District Balance
Tolal Assessmenl $60,056.80
Total Improvemenl Cosls ($25,000.00)
Sublotal , §35058.80
Tolal Available Funds {§137,898.57)
Total Funds {$102,839.77)
Total Inslakmen Cos! (634,000.00)
Conlributions from other sources $0.00
Nel Balance ($136,839.77)
District Butance {surplus is +; doficil is {}} ($136,829.77)
INet Assessment Calculation
Assessmenl $60,058.80
Surplus or Deficit (surplus is subtracled; deficit is added) $136,839.77
Nel Assessmenl $196,898.57
I 1} it ba P
Nel Assessmenl $196,898.57
Single Family Equivalent Benefit Units 741
Allocaled Nel Assessiment to Property $263.50
arisan of
Allocated Net Assessment to Property ($263.59)
Allocated Assessment lo Proparty $80.40
Per Parcel Surphua {+) or Deficit -} ($183.19)
L s————
CiTy oF FoLsOM -
SCIConsultingGroup
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District: [ Willow Creek Estates East -
Fiscal Year: 202122 — -
Fund Balance (2021) ($156,418)
Short Term Installment Summary
s Total
Project Yearly Prior Years Year 1 Year2 Year3 Year4 Yeat 5 Required
Instaliment Collections 2017 2018 2019 2020 221 i
Totals: $0 0 0 se $0 0 $0 %0
Long Term Installment Summary
__ Appmx.
Totgt
Praject Yearly Prior Years Year 1 Years 25 Years 5-10 Years 10-20 | Years 20-30 Required |
{nstallment Coflect 2017 2018 2018 2020 2
Landscape Replacements-Oak $1,000 §3,000 0 $0 §0 $0 $30,000
Landscape Repl Blue $1.000 $3.000 §0 $0 $0 $0| $60,000
Ravine
Irrigation Repairs/upgrades §1.000 $3.000 50 50 50 $0 50 §25,000
{4 controllers)

Iproy $2.000 $6,000 50 ) %0 $0 $0 $80,000
Landscape/Irrigation replace/Oak §1,000 3,000 & 30 S0 $0 $0 $70,000
Avenue median —

Sign repai $1.000| 3,000 50 $0 80 $0 $0 $30,000
{partial) _
Tree & lanscape improvements $1.000 §13,000 $0 50 $0 $0 50 $17,000
{or repl )
Totals: $8,000 $34,000 $0 %0 %0 S0 $0 $312,000
CITY OF FOLSOM —._-.ﬂ
SCIConsultingGroup
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L AR TT2TN A0 ANSEEETO]
Allocated Not Assessment to Property
Allocated Assesament to Property

Per Parcel Surplus (+) or Deficlt {-)

Clty of Folsom
Willow Craek Estates East No. 2 Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 284
2021-22
Total Budget
‘Starting Fund Balsnice (as of Aprit 2021) $123,634.47
Estimated Reserve to finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 ($32,955.93)
Available Funds
Imorovument Costs
1. Scheduled $39,800.00
2. Unscheduled $20,000.00
3, Streellights $20,000.00
4. Electrical $9,000.00
5 Waler $9,300.00
Currant Year |
6. Blue Ravine froniage landscape/manument signs $75,000.00
Subtotal of fem 7 $75,000.00
Subtotal $173,100.00
7. Prolessional Services {Engineer's Reporl and IP) $1,000.00
8. Conlract Sarvices (all olher canlracts and services) $2,100.00
9. Publications/Mailings/Communications $250.00
10. Slaf $13,789.00
11, Overhead §2,06.00
12, County Auditor Fee $440.00
Subtotal $19,675.00
Toteal Improvement Costa $192,775.00
|Assessment Io Property (Curront]
Assassment per Single Family Equivalent $99.53
Single Famity Equivalent Benefit Unils 741.46
Total Assessment $73,797.02
limept Coels {sge instalimant Plan and Summiry next page)
Short-Tenm Instaliment Plan (previously coflecled) $0.00
Long-Tenn Instaliment Plan {previously collected) $0.00
Short-Term Inslalimenl Plan (collected Ihis year) $0.00
Long-Term Inslaiment Plan (collected Ihis year) $0.00
Total Installment Costs $0.00
Balan,
Total Assessmant $73,797.02
Total Improvemsnt Cosls ($192,775.00)
Sublotal 1§118,877.88)
Tolal Available Funds T %9087854
Tolal Funds ($28,299.44)
Tolal Installmenl Cost $0.00
Contributions from other sources $0.00
Nel Balance (526,299.44)
District Balance (surplus Is +; deflcit s {}) ($26,299.44)
[Nat Assesymant Catculation
Assessment $73,797.02
Surplus or Deficit (surplus is sublracted; deficil is added) $20,299.44
Net Assessment $102,096.46
i o Froparty
Net Assessment $102,090.46
Single Family Equivalent Benefit Units 74
Aliocated Net Assessmen lo Property $131.70

($137.70)
$99.53
($38.47)

City oF FoLsoM
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WiLLow CREEK ESTATES EAST NO. 2 - INSTALLMENT SUMMARY

District: Willow Creek Estates East No 2 -
Fiscal Year: 2021-22
Fund Balance {2021) $123,634
Short Term Installment Summary
I I Tolal
Project _ Nealy ProrYeas | Year1 |  Yew? Yeard | Yeard | Yoars _Reqired
Instaliment Collections | 2018 2019 2020 2021 _an i
Totals: 50 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Long Term Instaliment Summary

) ” | Yewi | Yes2s | Yowssi0 s 1020_| Ve Requirad
Be L s e+ - i
Totals: $0 S0 80| % I — . % %0
T —
GHYOFEoLaoN SCIiConsultingGroup
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City of Folsom
Willow Creck Estates South Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 252
2021-22
Towl Budget
Starting Fund Belance (as of April 2021) $653,714.29
Estimated Reserve lo finance approx. first 6 months of 21-22 ($71,738.92)
_ Avellablo Fundn S - $581,975.37
Imerovemant Costa
'|. Schaduled $16,210.00
2. Unscheduled §15,000.00
3. Streetiights $4,500.00
4. Iigation $10,000.00
Service Costs
5. Elechica $30,000.00
B Water $35,00000
?umnu’urlmmlm Prolacts
. Sign desin, trea work, naw planting $25,000.00
Sublotal of em 8 $25,000.00
Subtotal $135,710.00
ﬁ Profesaional Senvices (Enginger's Repor and IP) $1,000.00
}1. Contract Services (al other comracts and services) $3,100.00
'10. PublicaionuMaings/Commurications $250.00
11, Stalf $4,586,00
12 Overhead $5,891.00
3. County Audilor Fee $862.57
Subtota) $15,689.57
Total improvement Costs $151,399.57
Asaessmant lo Proparty (Current)
Assessment per Single Family Equivalent $100.88
Single Famiy Equivalant Banfit Units 1,461.98
Total Assossmont $160,642.36
Short-Term Installment Plan (previously collected) $0.00
Long-Term Instalimeni Plan {previously collscted) $379,000.00
Short-Term Instaliment Plan {cokacled this year) $0.00
Long-Term Installment Plan {cokecled this year) $15,000.00
Total Inatallment Costs $394,000.00
District Baiance -
Total Assessment $160,642.36
Total Improvemeni Costs (8151,399.57)
Subtotal $9,242.79
Total Available Furds " 5581,975.37
Tolal Funds $591,218.17
Tolal Instaliment Cosl (5394,000.00)
Conlributions from other sources $0.00
Nel Balance $197,218.47
District Balance (surplus Is +; deflcit Is () $410,065.98
|
Not Assesamant Colculation
Assessmen| $160,642.36
Surplus or Deficit (surplus is subtracled; deficil is added) il
Net Assessment
Allocated Net Assessmen to Propery
Net Assessment 1$250,323.60)
Single Family Equivalent Benefil Unils 1462
Allocaled Nel Assassment to Praperty ($171.22)
15 O 0 | OO O™ | 0 S N e |
G ison of Net and :
Allocated Net Assessment to Property 174,22
Allocated Assesament to Praperty $109.88
Por Parcel Surplus (¢) or Deflelt (-) $261.10
7t i b
T —
CITY OF FoLSOM .
SCIConsultingGroup
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WiLLow CREEK SOUTH - INSTALLMENT SUMMARY

District: Willow Creek Estates South
Fiscal Year: 2021-22
Fund Balance (2021) $653.714 _ |
Short Term Installment Summary
_ Approx. |
| J Tolal
Project Yearly Prior Years Year 1 Year 2 Year3 Yeard Year 5 Required
Instalment Collections 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Totals: $0 $0 () $0 50 50| $0 50
Long Term Installment Summary I
Approx.
I Tolal
Project Yearly ProrYears | Year1 | Years25 Yeas 510 | Years 10-20 | Years 20-30 Reguired
Instaiment Collections 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Slreel Paver replacement $1,000| $97,500 | $2,500 $2,500 $2,500 $2,500 $2.500 $90,000
Oak Avenue-shrub ratrofi i $1,000 | $40,500 $2,500 $2,500 $2,500 $2500| 52500 $30,000
Tree & landscape impr t $1,000 $15,500 | $2,500 $2.500 $2,500 $2,500 $2,500 $30,000
(or replacement) ) | L i ——
Wall Paint/power wash (3500 ft $1,000 —§77,500 $2,500 $2.500 $2,500 $2,500 $2.500 $105,000
Signage Retrofit/replacement §1,000 | $75,500 $2,500 $2,500 $2,500 $2,500 $2,500 $70,000
(brick and sign) -
Silberhom relandscaping $1,000 $12,500 $2,500 $2500|  $2.500 $2,500 52,500 $80,000
Totals: $6.000 $319,000 $15000[  §15000]  $15000 $15,000 $15,000 $405,000
e ———_ |
City oF FoLsom <
SCIiConsultingGroup
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Clty of Folsom
Willow Springs Landscaping and Lighting District
Fund 260 - Streetlights Only
2021-22
Totnl Budgel
[Fund Bslance Caiculation
Starting Fund Balance (as of Aprif 2021) $48,542.05
Estimaled Reserve lo finance approx. first 6§ months of 21-22 ($6,496.95)
Avallable Funds $42.045.10
—
. Schedulad $0.00
2. Unscheduled $0,00
3. Slreetights $3.000.00
4. Edncirical $6,200,00
5. Water $0.00
Yer | v P
6. LED conversion $15,000.00
Sublolal of Hem 6 $15,000.00
Subtotal $24,200.00
'g. Professional Bervices (Engineer's Ragart and [P) $0.00
8, Conimct Services (afl othar caritracts #nd services) $0.00
9 PublicallonsiMazngn/Cammunications $0.00
10, Stalf 30,00
"1, Overhead $306.00
"2, County Auditor Fee $305.03
Sublotal T sim
Total Improvement Costs $24,811.03
| [Assesament to Pragerty {Current]
Assessmenl per Single Family Equivalent $28.14
Single Family Equivalent Banefit Unils 517
Tota) Assessment $14,548.38
Short-Term Instafimant Plan (previously collecled) $11,500.00
Long-Term Inslaliment Ptan {previously collecied) $0.00
Shiort-Term Installment Plan (colacted this year) $1,000.00
Long-Term Instalment Plan {collected (his year) $0.00
Total Instaliment Costs $12,500.00
[istrict Balance
Totsl Assessment $14,548.38
Total Improvement Costs $24,811.03
Subtotal L I510.262,88)
| Tolal Available Funds 84026010
Tolal Funds $38,997.45
Tolal Instaliment Cosl (812,500.00)
Conlributions from other sources $0.00
[ Net Balance §26,497.45
Disirict Balance (surplus is +; deflcit Is () $42,682.48
| Assessment $14,548.38
Surplus or Deficit (surplus is sublracted; deficit is added) _ (s42682.48)
Net Assessment {§28,134.10)
Net Assessment
Single Family Equivalent Benefit Units 517
Alocated Nel Assessment 1o Property ($54.42)
Allocated Net Assessment to Property $54.42
Allocatod Assessmant to Property $20.14
Per Parcel Surplus (+) or Deficit () $82.56
SCIiConsultingGroup
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WILLOW SPRINGS - INSTALLMENT SUMMARY

District: Willow Springs
Fiscal Year: 2021-22
Fund Balance (2021) §48,542
Short Term Installment Summary
' Tote!
Projact Yearly Prior Years Year 1 Year2 Year3 Year4 Year5 Required
Instafiment Collactions 217 2018 2018 2020 2021
Light pole repaiirepla $1,000| §1500]  $1.000 $i000]  sfoo0|  §1000[  §1,000 $45,000
Totals: - $1,000 $7,500 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 §1,000 $45,000 |
Long Term Installment Summary
L Approx.
Total
Project Yearly Prior Years Year 1 Years 25 Years5-10 | Years 1020 | Years 20-30 Required
Instalment Cllections 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Totals: : 50 50 S0 50 50 50 50 50
CiTY oF FoLsoM L e———
SCIConsultingGroup
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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 I-"'c':" —
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