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year directly in response to demand. Thus, the "average cost" may vary significantly from
year to year, over the planning period.

The Development Impact Fees necessary to construct public improvements are subject to
revision because of several factors. These factors include the impossibility of forecasting
exactly the rate and location of development in Vacaville, variations in the cost of
construction of public improvements and variation in the standards that may be applicable
in the future to the design of individual public improvements.

The City of Vacaville intends to review its Drainage Development Impact Fees resolution
annually at or near the start of the fiscal year. Any change in Development Impact Fees
would generally be effective on J anuary 1 of the following year. The change in
Development Impact Fees will reflect chan ges in the Engineering News Record San Francisco
Bay Area Construction Cost Index and would also reflect any changes in design standards or
costs of projects that had occurred during the previous fiscal year. In addition, the City
intends to assure that the General Plan and the Drainage Master Plan remain responsive to
City policy and changing development conditions in Vacaville. The City intends to review
both the General Plan and the comprehensive Drainage Master Plan on a five-year cycle.
Policies in an amended General Plan will be incorporated into all of the City’s Facilities
Master Plans and into each Impact Fee Ordinance and Resolution. At the same time, a
five-year forecast of growth and development for an additional five years will be added to
the planning period for each Master Plan document.

Information about changes in the availability of State/Federal grants and loans or other
sources of revenue will be incorporated into the Fee programs during the annual review,
In general, adjustments to the Fee calculation will be made at the annual review if changes
in other sources of revenue on a cumulative basis equal or exceed 10 percent of the cost of
one year’s funding for the projects in the Drainage Capital Improvement Plan. Should the
annual cumulative outside sources of funds be less than 10 percent, the adjustment will be
made at the next update.

Development Being Served

As noted previously, the Drainage Master Plan and the Drainage Development Impact Fees
are designed to provide the required 10-year and 100-year storm frequency capacity to
January 1, 2010. The City of Vacaville has prepared a development forecast for this time
period (R-1) that is being used for the 1992 update of all of the Development Impact Fees
in Vacaville.

Page 2 Drainage Development Impact Fees
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The development forecast on which the calculation of the Drainage Development Impact
Fees was based differs slightly from the development forecasts that were used for other of
Vacaville’s development impact fees updated in 1992. Vacaville’s development forecasts are
subject to continuing refinement. The Drainage Development Impact Fees were based on
the best available forecast, at the time the fee was adopted.

All of Vacaville’s Development Impact Fees are based on the concept that public services
are provided both to residents and to employees in Vacaville. The capacity to provide
public services must be made available for both residents and employees. In general, non-
residential land uses are equated to residential land uses in terms of the burden that they
place on each class of public improvements (e.g., roads, water systems, sewer systems,
drainage).

In the case of Drainage, land uses were compared in terms of their storm water runoff
characteristics. Factors were derived to convert gross acres of land into the equivalent
number of acres of land developed as single-family residences.” This equivalence was
expressed in Residential Acre Equivalents (RAEs). The number of additional RAEs was
used as the basic determinant of demand for additional capacity to deal with storm water
runoff. A forecast of RAEs for Drainage is shown in Table 1. This forecast is based on the
City’s Development Forecast that was cited previously.

Five separate Detention Zones were defined for Vacaville’s watersheds. These Zones are
illustrated in Figure 2 and are discussed in the present Report beginning on page 6. The
Detention Zones are described more completely in the Drainage Master Plan (R-5).

Table 1 shows a division of development in each Detention Zone into two categories:

L Pre-paid. Projects in Vacaville for which a subdivision map has been filed have
already paid a development impact fee for storm water conveyance improvements.
These development: projects are not subject to an additional fee for conveyance
improvements -that will transport storm water beyond their Detention Zone.

However, these projects are subject to requirements for storm water detention
facilities. '

® Not Pre-paid. Development projects that have not yet filed a subdivision map are

subject both to a Citywide Drainage impact fee for facilities that will convey storm
water and requirements for detention basins in their Detention Zone.

Drainage Development Impact Fees Page 3
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Level Of Service And Timing Standard

Service Standard

The Vacaville General Plan and Drainage Master Plan report describes Vacaville’s existing
LOS for Drainage and the LOS that will be achieved over the planning period. The City
of Vacaville’s target for Drainage LOS for new development is summarized below.

® Storm drainage pipelines and open channels Citywide shall be designed to
successfully convey runoff from the 10-year frequency storm event.

® Detention basins and detention systems in the Alamo Creek Watershed upstream of
Peabody Road shall be designed to prevent an increase in runoff over pre-
development conditions, plus an additional 10 percent reduction in runoff for the 10-
year and 100-year frequency storm events.

® Detention basins and detention systems in the Alamo Creek Watershed downstream
of Peabody Road, and elsewhere in the City, shall be designed to prevent an increase

in runoff over pre-development conditions for the 10-year and 100-year frequency
events.

It should be understood that the LOS target for the planning period, together with the
estimate of increase in demand for services that was summarized in Table 1, was used
directly to calculate the size and the timing for each planned Drainage project. Accordingly,
there is a direct relationship both between the forecast of future development and the target
for LOS and the size and cost of each Drainage project that will be constructed.

Areas within the City of Vacaville that are already developed do not necessarily enjoy the
level of service that will be provided to newly developing areas. As is frequently the case
in California cities, development that occurred many years ago may not have been subject

_ to the same standards for flood control and drainage that are currently applicable. The City

of Vacaville is considering a program that would bring improved flood control to existing
sections of the city. In no case will remedies for existing deficiencies be financed with
development-related charges, such as Development Impact Fees.

Timing Standard

The timing (i.e., the year[s] of construction) of planned public improvements is often a key
consideration that affects the success of a program for expanding public services’ capacity.
The City of Vacaville has set a target such that capacity is sought to be available to serve

Page 4 Drainage Development Impact Fees
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demand, but not to anticipate demand. The City’s targets are subject to the risks and
uncertainty that were noted above regarding rate and location of development, future costs
of capital improvements projects, etc.

The standards for timing of construction of Drainage improvements are as follows:

° Wherever possible, the land ultimately required for each improvement included in
the Drainage Master Plan will be preserved before development occurs in an area.

® The phasing of Drainage improvements will depend primarily upon development
planning and other land use decisions. Phasing of improvements should occur such
that system capacities are in place prior to development, yet as close to development
actually occurring so as not to expend funds prematurely.

Planned Drainage Facilities

Table 4 summarizes the Drainage projects that have been planned to provide the capacity
to serve the increased demand summarized in Table 1. More detailed project descriptions,
detailed cost estimates and information about timing of construction relative to demand for
capacity are included for each project in the Project List Section of the present Drainage
Development Impact Fees Report.

Table 4 and the supporting exhibits in the Project List Section is referred to subsequently
as the Drainage Capital Improvement Plan (CIP). This CIP meets the requirements
described in Government Code § 66002.

A 4 percent administrative charge is included in the calculation of the Fee. The
administrative charge will be used for City staff time to collect, monitor, and account for
the Fee revenues, perform an annual review of the fee program, and prepare a major review
of the fee program, to be performed every five years.

Detention Bésin Fees

The Drainage Impact Fee that was collected in Vacaville in 1992 and earlier years was used
primarily for storm water conveyance facilities. The fee collected in 1993 and subsequently
will have two components—a component for storm water detention facilities within a
watershed and a component for storm water conveyance facilities that is comparable to the
previous Drainage Impact Fee. The fee component for detention differs for the Zones that
were illustrated in Figure 2.

Drainage Development Impact Fees Page 5
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The Detention Zone boundaries shown in Figure 2 are an illustration rather than a precise
definition. The precise definition of Detention Zones is subject to change, depending on
landowners’ development plans and their intentions regarding on-site detention of storm
water. The City of Vacaville Public Works Director may make changes in the Detention
Zone boundaries to reflect future conditions. A map maintained by the Public Works
Director, which is available for public inspection, will constitute the then-current definition
of Detention Zone boundaries.

The CIP for detention basins in Zones 1 and 1A shows a total of eight basins that will be
constructed or expanded. These detention basins will accommodate the runoff of the entire
Horse Creek and Gibson Canyon Creek watersheds. The major landowners in Zone 1A are
required to construct the new detention basins in their Detention Zone as a condition of
development approval. This requirement is in lieu of paying a Drainage Detention Fee.

Detention facilities in Zone 1 will be constructed by the City of Vacaville. These detention
facilities will be financed by a Drainage Detention Fee applicable to Zone 1.

Detention facilities for Detention Zone 2 are also illustrated in Figure 3. The location of
future development that has been forecast, together with the hydrologic characteristics of
Zone 2, make it impractical to offer landowners the option either to detain storm water on-
site or to pay an impact fee. A practical Drainage facility depends on the detention basins’
being located generally as illustrated in Figure 3 and constructed in the sequence shown in
Table 4. Accordingly, property owners in Zone 2 do not have an option. The Drainage
Detention Fee for Zone 2 will be due from all Zone 2 landowners at the time that
subdivision takes place.

Detention Zone 2A consists of Lower Lagoon Valley. Landowners in Zone 2A are required
to retain stormwater runoff on-site as a condition of development approval. This
requirement is in lieu of paying a Drainage Detention Fee.

Detention Zone 2B consists of the Foxboro Villages subdivisions. An existing detention
basin was constructed to accommodate runoff from the Foxboro Villages West subdivision
as a requirement of development approval. This requirement is in lieu of paying a Drainage
Detention Fee.

Citywide Conveyance Fee

The Drainage conveyance items shown in Table 4 benefit all new development in Vacaville.
Properties for which the pre-existing Drainage fee has not already been paid will be

Page 6 Drainage Development Impact Fees
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and calibrate the models. This is usually done by utilizing precipitation and streamflow
gauge data.

The City of Vacaville presently has only one precipitation gauging -station, even though
precipitation rates appear to vary widely across the City. There are no streamflow gauges
on any of the Ulatis Creek Watershed streams within the Drainage Study Area. The
establishment of additional precipitation and streamflow gauging stations is necessary to
calibrate the hydrologic and hydraulic computer models and more accurately determine
detention basin size.

In addition to precipitation and flow monitoring, monitoring for stormwater quality is
needed. Water quality monitoring is required to identify existing levels of pollutants
produced by urban runoff. Levels of constituents for various watersheds will be determined
from flow weighted composite samples collected at selected sites. Concurrently, water
quality monitoring results from other California communities conducting monitoring under
the NPDES permit program will be reviewed for applicability to Vacaville. Results of these
studies will serve as the basis for forecasting pollutant loads and planning appropriate water
quality "Best Management Practices' (BMP) (programs and structural facilities) for both
existing urbanization and new development projects.

The total cost of the Stormwater Monitoring Program is projected at $35,000, equally shared
between development impact fees and the rate payer. This program will begin in 1992/93
through 1995/96. This comprises about five percent (5%) of the Total Conveyance Fee
collected through the year 2010.

Storm Drain Upgrade Program. This Program is composed of three components:

Channel Improvements. Creek and channel stabilization projects are needed to
accommodate either increased or larger quantity flows caused by development. This
would occur when there exists tie-ins to creeks and development growth is causing
increased flows into these mains, therefore bank stabilization is required. There are
also areas where channel improvements (such as widening or straightening) can
increase flows until a future detention basin is constructed downstream. Twenty-five
percent (25%) of the Conveyance Fee is dedicated for Channel improvements over
the life of the CIP program.

Storm Drain Upsizing. In certain instances it may be advantageous for the City to
upsize pipelines to serve future development and improvement performance of the
entire system. It is not possible to identify specific inprovements at this time, so this
CIP establishes a budget for a typical level of effort needed in a given year. The

Page 8 Drainage Development Impact Fees
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© Development Impact Fees, collected at or near the time of development, are used
wherever practical to finance the expansion and capacity that are necessary to meet
Vacaville’s LOS targets and to accommodate the demand for new capacity as closely
as practical to the time when development will occur.

° Enhancements to Development Impact Fees, such as borrowing (with interest)
between Development Impact Fee accounts or employing other comparable devices,
are used if traditional Development Impact Fees, considered alone, would not
produce sufficient cash in time to build each public improvement before Vacaville’s
Timing Standard would be exceeded

Another possible enhancement to Development Impact Fees involves the use of a
"two-tier" Fee. The cost in the early years of a Development Impact Fee program
may exceed the average cost over the planning period, because of the necessity to
build public improvements as usable segments. (For example, a freeway interchange
must be constructed as a complete and usable improvement.) A two-tier Fee
provides a higher average Fee in early years. The amount above the long term
average is subject to a contingent reimbursement. Development projects that occur
later in the planning period may be available to repay those who necessarily financed
improvements in the early years of the planning period.

® Development-related Bond Financing (e.g., conventional special assessment bonds or
Mello-Roos Community Facilities Districts), will be considered, if conventional
Development Impact Fees, or enhanced versions of these Development Impact Fees,
are simply incapable of providing sufficient cash flow to fund an improvement before
Vacaville’s timing standard is exceeded. An example would be a sewer plant
expansion that cannot practically be staged in small increments and that must be
available early in the planning period, because the existing capacity is already being
used or is already spoken for. g

State and Federal Grants And Loans. Vacaville intends to participate aggressively in State
and Federal programs that may be approved by the Legislature, the Congress or the voters
in the future. Vacaville would use these future sources of revenues to fund projects that

would be highly desirable but that are not, strictly speaking, required to meet established
LOS targets and accommodate planned growth.

Page 10 Drainage Development Impact Fees
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Relationship To Land Use

As noted previously, demand for Drainage Facilities in Vacaville is generated by the land
uses that are being accommodated. The measure of demand is "Residential Acre
Equivalents", or RAEs. The relationship between land use and demand for capacity for
Drainage facilities is summarized below and in Table 5.

The RAE factors were derived from the relationship between runoff coefficients standard
in hydrologic engineering analyses for determining storm water runoff from various land
uses. These runoff coefficients are the basis for estimating variations in runoff peaks and
volumes due to varying amounts of impervious surface area. In Vacaville, typical
residential, commercial and industrial subdivisions were measured and evaluated based on
the acreage of impervious surface. The relationships that were found closely followed
recognized runoff coefficients used in standard hydrologic calculations. The relative value
of RAE factors, when based upon a base of 1.0 for single-family residential land use, are
shown in Table 5. '

The Development Impact Fee

The Drainage Development Impact Fees are shown in Tables 6, 7, and 8. Separate Drainage
Detention Fees are shown for the separate Detention Zones (Tables 6 and 7). Land
development projects throughout the City that have not previously paid a Drainage fee (i.e.,
land development projects that have not yet recorded a final map) will also be required to
pay a Drainage Conveyance Fee (Table 8).

In the future, the Drainage Impact Fee for detention will be due at the time of subdivision,
as is presently the case. The Drainage Conveyance Fee will be due at the time a first
building permit for each land development project is issued. During an interim period, land
development projects that have already paid the previously-existing Drainage fee but that
have not received development entitlements will be required to pay the Drainage Detention
Fee applicable to their Zone. This Detention Fee will be due at the time of building
permit.

The primary basis for levying the Detention Fee is per gross acre for the land use categories
shown in Tables 6, 7, and 8. If a land development project has already been subdivided
(i.e., if the Drainage Detention Fee is due at the time of building permit), then the alternate
basis of levying the fee shown in Table 6 and Table 7 will be applicable. These land
development projects will pay a fee per dwelling unit for residential land uses, and a fee per

Drainage Development Impact Fees Page 11




10
11
12
13
14

15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22

23

24

25

26
27

28
29

City of Vacaville Development Impact Fee Update — 1992
City Council Review Draft: December 8, 1992 (33940.75)

net acre for other land uses. The basis for levying the Conveyance Fee is per dwelling unit
for residential land uses, and per net acre for other land uses.

The Two-tier Concept

The Development Impact Fees have two components:

Portion Not Subject To Contingent Reimbursement: This component of each Fee
is charged for the entire planning period.

Portion Subject To Contingent Reimbursement: The situation of having a portion
of the total Fee subject to contingent reimbursement is brought on by having a
significantly higher proportion of project costs to finance in the earlier years of the
fee program. This would result in cash flow problems that would make it impossible
for improvements to be funded in a timely manner if only a single uniform fee were
charged. The two-component fee has to be imposed on new development in the
earlier years of the fee program to insure funding for improvements in a timely
manner.

If development occurs according to the forecast, the additional charge will not be
imposed for the entire planning period. Those who develop in the early years and
pay the two-component fee will be reimbursed for the second component from fee
receipts from future development if, and when, that development occurs. The
reimbursement will include interest over the period it is outstanding. The
reimbursement is not guaranteed, as it is subject to several contingencies. Examples
of contingencies that could affect the timing or the amount of reimbursement
include:

® The rate and location of future development in Vacaville;
® Future standards for construction of future public improvements; and
® Cost of future public improvements.

If adverse contingencies occur, then the future reimbursement may be reduced or
eliminated.

Full reimbursement for the second component of each fee is also contingent on the actual
cost of projects being equal to, or less than, the estimated cost,

Page 12
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Method of Calculation

The portion of each Fee not subject to contingent reimbursement is approximately equal
to the total cost of all improvements, divided by the total number of RAEs that have been
forecast to develop by January 1, 2010. This relationship is approximate, rather than exact,
because the balances in the fee accounts earn interest, and interest is earned by, and paid
on, the outstanding portion of the fee that is subject to contingent reimbursement.

The calculation of the portion of the Fee subject to contingent reimbursement is more
complex. This portion of the Fee is necessary because the portion not subject to
reimbursement fails to meet the cash flow demands of the Capital Improvement Plan. A
heuristic algorithm is employed and successive modifications of three separate variables are
made. The first two variables are the level of the portion of the Fee subject to contingent
reimbursement and the years the contingent portion is collected. The third variable is the
years in which the portion subject to contingent reimbursement, plus accrued interest, is
repaid from the funds then available in the Development Impact Fee account.

A project phasing schedule is prepared, as determined by the development forecast and the
adopted service standard, showing the timing of the expenditures required for each
improvement. This schedule is shown in Table 4. The RAE forecast is then converted into
a forecast of the amount of fee not subject to contingent reimbursement and fee subject to
contingent reimbursement that will be collected in each year. The fee, and cost of capital
improvements are inflated, for purposes of analysis, at the same rate (5 percent per year).
However, the recommended fee is set at its level on January 1 to account for inflation
during the course of the current year, and the fact that the fee will be updated only once
each year.

The amount of both components of each fee, along with the years the portion subject to

contingent reimbursement is imposed and subsequently repaid, are successively manipulated
until:

® All projects have been constructed at their then actual-year cost;
L All yearly deficits in the Development Impact Fee account have been eliminated,;
0 The portion subject to contingent reimbursement, along with accumulated interest

due, has been fully repaid,

® Only a nominal surplus remains in the Development Impact Fee account.

Drainage Development Impact Fees Page 13
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Tables 9, 10 and 11 show the detailed financial analysis for each Fee. The analysis identifies
forecast Fee revenues, interest earnings on both components of the Fee and their respective
balances, expenditures for improvements, and repayments of the portion subject to
contingent reimbursement, all on an annual basis. :

The Drainage Conveyance Fee is calculated on the basis of site acreage for non-residential
land uses rather than per square foot of building area, as is used for most other City Fees.
For most projects, the Drainage Conveyance Fee is based on site acreage. For projects
which have multiple parcels sharing parking or other common facilities, such as retail
shopping centers, a special methodology will be followed. The concept is that each building
would pay its pro rata share of the Fee for the entire center. This share is on the basis of
building area versus parcel size. The steps in calculating the Drainage Conveyance Fee per
parcel are listed below:

1. Determine the acreage of the shopping center;

2. Determine the amount of building floor area (square feet) for
each parcel; add the floor areas of all buildings to yield the
total floor area for the shopping center as a whole;

3. Calculate what percentage of the total building floor area
within the shopping center is located on each parcel;

4. Calculate the Drainage Conveyance Fee for the shopping center

as a whole by multiplying the entire acreage by the fee per
acre; and

< Calculate the Fee per parcel by multiplying the Fee for the
center as a whole by the percentages calculated in step (3)
above.

Exception Procedure

The City recognizes that Best Management Practices can be implemented most efficiently
by measures taken within a drainage subzone or at an on-site detention basin. If measures
are taken that deal with water quality requirements on-site and that do not increase the
capacity required for the City’s stormwater conveyance system. An application can be made
for a reduction in the Drainage Conveyance Fee that would otherwise be due. If the water
quality impacts and/or channel improvement impacts of a drainage subzone are partially or
completely mitigated, then the Drainage Conveyance Fee will be proportionally reduced.

Page 14 Drainage Development Impact Fees
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Certain of the projects in Table 4 that would be financed with the Drainage Conveyance Fee
are intended to maintain water quality. The costs of these projects may change as the City
makes final decisions about preserving water quality. The City will be aided in identifying
the necessary costs by the Water Quality Monitoring Program that is financed in part by the
Drainage Conveyance Fee.

Expenditure Of Impact Fees In Prior Years

As noted previously, the Drainage Development Impact Fees described in the present
Report were designed to provide required public improvements through January 1, 2010.
Table 7 shows the use that has been made of collected funds from January 1, 1989 through
June 30, 1992, the date just before the July 1, 1992 starting point for the time period
included in the present Report.
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City of Vacaville Development Impact Fee Update — 1992

City Council Review Draft: December 8, 1992 (33940.75)

Table 1

SUMMARY OF INCREASED DEMAND
Drainage Development Impact Fees

Additional Development

(Residential Acre Equivalents [RAEs])

Detention Total Gross
Zone Acres 1) Pre-paid Not Pre-paid Total
(a) (b) (©) (d) (¢)
1 543 323 350 673
1A 306 67 - 3T 444
| — T——.—.

Subtotal 849 390 727 1,117
—_  m mm——— . ! ]
2 2,326 120 2,484 2,604
2A 484 0 746 746
2B 125 0 130 130
Subtotal 2,935 120 3,360 3,480
e T s, | 5 i
Msc. Dvlpmnt. 449 81 455 536
l TOTAL 4,233 591 4,542 5,133

Source: City of Vacaville.
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Figure 2
DRAINAGE DETENTION FEE ZONES

Drainage Development Impact Fees

See separate pocket for this map.
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Figure 3

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS — DETENTION
Drainage Development Impact Fees

See separate pocket for this map.

Page 18 Drainage Development Impact Fees













City of Vacaville Development Impact Fee Update — 1992
City Council Review Draft: December 8, 1992 (33940.75)

Table 5

RELATIONSHIP TO LAND USE
Drainage Development Impact Fees

LAND USE RAE
CATEGORY FACTOR

Single-family 1.0
residential

Multi-family 13
residential

Commercial 1.8

Industrial 1.8

Notes:

1. RAE = Residential Acre

Equivalent.

Source: West Yost & Associates.

Page 22 Drainage Development Impact Fees




City of Vacaville Development Impact Fee Update — 1992
City Council Review Draft: December 8, 1992 (33940.75)

o«
Table 6
Drainage Development Impact Fees
02-Dec-92
10:27 AM
Portion Not Portion
Subject To  Subject To
Contingent Contingent
Reimbursement Reimbursement - Total
Per RAE $2,000 $169  §2,169
Charge Per Unit
Fee Par Unit
Portion Not Portion Applicable
Subject To  Subject To At Bullding
Contingent Contingent Coverage Permit
Land Use Categorie Unit RAE Reimbursement Reimbursement Total Ratio Units See Note (1)
RESIDENTIAL
Single Family Acre 1.00 £2,000 $169  $2,169 4.0 Dwelling Unit £542
Multi-Family Acre 1.90 $2,599 §220 §2,819 12,0 Dwelling Unit $235
NON-RESIDENTIAL
Commercial Acre 1.80 $3,599 $305 ,904 105,3% Net Acre $4,111
office Acre 1.80 $3,599 $305 $3,904 105.3% Net Acre $4,111
Industrial Acre 1.80 $3,599 $305 ,904 105.3% Net Acra $4,111
INSTITUTIONAL
Hospital Acre 1.80 | $3,599 $305 $3,904 105.0% Net Acre $4,111
Church Acre 1.80 $3,599 €305 53,904 105.3% Net Acre $4,111

Note: Figures are expressed in Jﬁly 1, 1992 dollars,

(1) Fee applicable at building permit applies onl
that have paid the Conveyance Fee at the fina

to those projects
map stage. The

Fee per unit shown is the total Fee which includes the portion subject

to contingent reimbursement.

A conversion factor of 1,053 was applied to calculate the fee
for those projects that will be paying the fee at the time

of building permit.
Source: Angus McDonald & Associates.

[A)D:\P\1751\DRATNAGE \CASE 109 .WK3 { #FEE - SUMMARY -B)

Drainage Development Impact Fees

Page 23




City of Vacaville Development Impact Fee Update — 1992
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Table 7

SUMMARY OF DRAINAGE DETENTION FEE — ZONE 2
City of Vacaville - Drainage Fee

02-Dec-92
10:27 AM
Portion Not  Portion
Subject To  Subject To
Contingent Contingent
Reimbursement Reimbursement Total
Per’RAE $1,567 $743  $2,310
Charge Per Unit
Fee Per Unit
Portion Not Portion Applicable
Subject To Subject To ' At Building
5 Contingent Contingent Coverage Permit
Land Use Categorie Unit RAE Reimbursament Reimbursement Total Ratio Units See Note (1)
RESIDENTIAL
Single Family Acra 1.00 $1,567 $743 §2,310 4.0 Dwelling Unit $578
Multi-Family Acre 1.30 $2,037 $966 $3,003 12.0 Dwelling Unit $250
NON-RESIDENTIAL
Commercial Acre 1.80 $2,820 $1,3308 8§4,158 105.0% Net Acre $4,379
Office Acre 1.80 $2,820 $1,308 4,158 105.3% Net Acre $4,379
Industrial Acre 1.80 $2,820 $1,308 84,158 105.3% Net Acre $4,379
INSTITUTIONAL .
Hospital Acre 1,80 $2,820 $1,338 §4,158 105,3% Net Acre $4,379
Church Acre 1.80 $2,820 $1,338 $4,158 105,03% Net Acre $4,379

Note: Figures are expressed in July 1, 1992 dollare.
(1) Fee applicable at building parmit applies nnl{ to those projects
that have paid the Conveyance Fee at the fina map stage. The
Fea per unit shown is the total Fee which includes the portion subject
to contingent reilmbursement,
A conversion factor of 1.053 was applied to calculate the fee
for thoee projects that will be paying the fae at the time
‘of building permit. ot
Source: Angus McDonald & Associates.

[A]D: \P\ 1761 \DRAINAGE \CASE 109 . WK3{ @F EE - SUMMARY -A}
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Table 8

SUMMARY OF CITYWIDE CONVEYANCE FEE
Czty of Vacaville - Drainage Fee

Note: Fligures are expressed in July 1, 1992 dollars.

Source: Angus McDonald & Associates.
[A]D: \P\1751\DRAINAGE \CASE106 .WK3 { 8FEE - SUMMARY -C}

Drainage Development Impact Fees

02-Dec-92
05:83 PM
Portion Not Portion
. Subject To Subject To
Contingent Contingent
Reimbursement Reimbursement Total
Per - RAE $652 $0 $652
Charge Per Unit
RAE
Factor Portion Not Portion
Per Subject To Subject To
Land Use Gross Coversion Contingent Contingaent:
- Categories Acre FasZor Units Reimbursemant Reimbursement Total
RESIDENTIAL
Single Family 1.00 4.0 Dwelling Unit $163 $0 $163
Multi-Family 1.30 12.0 Dwelling Unit 871 $0 71
NON-RESIDENTIAL
Commarcial 1.80 105.3%  Net Acre $1,236 $0 81,236
Office 1.80 105.3% Net Acre $1, 236 $o $1,236
Industrial 1.80 105.3%  Net Acre $1, 1236 $0 s, 1236
INSTITUTIONAL .
Hospital 1.80 105.3% Net Acre $1,236 $0 $1,236
Church 1.80 105.3%  Net Acre §1,236 $0 $1,236
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Table 9

CASH FLOW ANALYSIS
City of Vacaville - Drainage Fee
Zone 1 - Detention Fee

02-Dec-92
10:27 AM
3UILDOUT SUMMARY Total 1992/92 1993 /94 1994 /95 1995/96 1996 /97 1997/98
Financing Equivalent Dwelling Unite
For The Time Period 672 63 63 63 a3 a2 a2
Annual Average 63 63 63 63 a2 a2
Cumulative 63 125 188 250 282 314
JEVELOPMENT FEE SCHEDULE
“ea Per Equivalent Dwelling Unit (January 1, 1992 Dollars
Portion of Fes Not Sub?not To Contingent Reimbursemen $1,950 §1,950 §1,950 $1,950 $1,950 §1,950
Portion of Fes Subject To Contingent Reimbursement 165 165 $165 $165 $166 $165
‘ea Per Equivalent Dwelling Unit (In Actual-Year Dollars)
Partion of Fee Not SUbfout To Contingent Reimbursement $2,000 $2,102 $2,210 $2,322 $2,442 $2,568
Portion of Fee Subject To Contingent Reimbursemant $169 §178 5187 $197 $207 $217
\WALYSIS OF SOURCES AND USES OF FUNDS - ACTUAL YEAR DOLLARS
i Total 1992/93 1993 /94 1994 /95 1995 /96 1996 /97 1997/98
‘unds Not Subject to Contirigent Reimbursemant from Prior Periods $0
‘unds Subject’ to Contingent Reimbursement from Prior Pariods $0
leginning Fund Balance $0 $139,970 $295,772 $468,753 $660,361 $404,702
lavenues: Portion Not Subject To Contingent Reimbursement $1,985,581 $125,218 $131,608 $138,087 $145,482 §77,022 $80,971
Portion Subject To Contingent Relmbursemant §148,284 $10,505 $11,139 $11,710 $12,310 $6,517 $6,851
Loan From Redevelopment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Total Revenues $2,130, 865 $135,813 142,776 $150,007 $157,792 $83,539 $87,822
ixpenditures: For Public Improvements $2,188,715 $0 $0 $0 $0 $371,227 $0
Reimbursement of Fea and Interest $264,741 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Repay Redevelopmant Loan 50 50 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Debt Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Total Expenditures $2,452,456 80 $0 $0 $0 $371,227
let Revenues (Expenditures) ($319,591) $135,813 $142,776 $150,007 $157,792 ($287,6488) 1 1:H
nterest Earnings on Fund Balance $322,050 $4,157 $13,026 $22,884 $33,816 832,029 $27,714
‘und Balance - End of Period $2,459 $139,970 $295,772 $468,753 $660,361 $404,702 $520,238
{ONTINGENT REIMBURSEMENT ANALYSIS - ACTUAL YEAR DOLLARS )
A Total 1992/93 1993/94 1994 /95 1995/96 1996/97 1997/98
‘unds Subject To Contingent Reimbursement From Prior Periods $0
Reimbursement Due - Start of Period $0 $10,920 $23,074 836,569 851,518 $61,420
Collactions - Portion Subject to Contingent Reimbursement $148,284 $10,595 $11,130 $11,710 $12,310 $6,517 $6,851
Reimburssmente - This Period $264,741 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Net Collections (Reimbursements) ($116,457) $10,595 $11,139 $11,710 $12,310 86,517 §6, 851
Interest Accrued - This Paried $116,457 $324 $1,016 $1,785 $2,638 $3,385 $4,008
eimbursement Account Balance Due - End of Period ($0) $10,920 $23,074 $36,569 §51,518 $61,420 $72,279
EDEVELOPMENT - ACTUAL YEAR DOLLARS 7 7T r i mmmmmmma o s s s r et o s s e s s e
Total 1992/93 1993 /94 1994/95 1995 /96 1996 /97 1997 /98
orrowings From Redevelopment From Prior Perlods $0 gk
Borrowings Due - Start of Period $0 $o0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Borrowinge - Subject To Repayment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Repayments - This Periocd $0 $0 $0 $o0 $0 $0 $0
Net Borrowing (Repayments) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Interest Accrued - This Period 80 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
oan Account Balance Due - End of Period 60 $0 $0 $0 $0 so0 $0
= nn =
angename: @YORK-AREA
ity of Vacaville - Drainage Fee Levy Portion Subject To
Contingent Reimbursement Yes/No
verage Cost Per EDU Through End of Program $1,088
aximum Cumulative Average Cost Per EDU During Program $2,153
otal Fae ;Jnnuar‘y 1, 1992 Dollars) $2,115 1992/93 1993/94 1994 /95 1995/96 1996/97 1997/98
Portion of Fee - Not Subject To Contingent Reimbursement $1,950
Portion of Fee - Subject To Contingent Reimbursement $165 - YES YES YES YES YES YES
inimum Fund Balance $2,459
inal Balance Not Subject To Contingent Reimbursemant $2,459
inal Reimbursement Account Balance . $0
inal Loan Account Balance $0
und Balance - End of Pariod $2,459 $139,970 $295,772 $468,753 $660,361 $404,702 $520,2a¢
otal Reimbursement In Pariod $264,741 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
otal Repay Redevelopment In Period $0 $0 $0 $0 30 $0

ourca: Angue McDonald & Assoclates.

\]D:\P\1751\DRAINAGE\CASE109.WKS(GCASH-FLOW-B}
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Table 10

CASH FLOW ANALYSIS
City of Vacaville - Drainage Fee
Zone 2 - Detention Fee

02-Dec-92
10:27 AM
UVILDOUT SUMMARY Total 1992/93 1993/94 1994 /95 1995/96 1996/97 1697/98
Financing Equivalent Dwelling Unite e
For The Time Period 2,604 152 152 152 152 157 157
Annual Average 152 152 152 152 167 157
Cumulative : 152 304 456 607 765 922

IEVELOPMENT FEE éCH-E-D-'l;L-E- ...........
‘ea Per Equivalent I}Nall.tn? Unit (January 1, 1992 Dollars)

Portion of Fee Not Subject To Centingent Reimbursemant $1,528 $1,528 $1,528 $1,528 $1,528 $1,528
Portion of Fee Subject To Contingent Reimbursement ‘- 8725 §725 $725 $725 $725 §725
‘e@ Per Equivalent Dwelling Unit (In Actual-Year Dollars)
Portion of Fee Not Subject To Contingent Reimbursemaent $1,567 $1,647 $1,702 $1,820 $1,914 $2,012
Portion of Fee Subject To Contingent Reimbursemant o $743 782 $822 $864 $908 $955
NALYSIS OF SOURCES AND USES OF FUNDS - ACTUAL YEAR DOLLARS
Total 1992/93 1993 /94 1994 /95 1995 /96 1996 /97 1997/98
unds Not Subject to Contingent Reimbursemant from Prior Periods $0
unds Subjact to Contingent Reimbursement from Prior Periods $0
aginning Fund Balance $0 $361,592 $546,862 $555,164  $1,009,603 $229,515
levenues: Portion Not Subject To Contingent Relmbursement $6,386,716 $237,951 $250,151 $262,976 $276,459 $300,699 $316,116
Portion Subject To Contingent Relmbursement $1,277,914 $112,902 $118,691 $124,776 §131,173 $142,675 $149,990
Loan From Redavaelopment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Total Revenues $7,664,630 $350,853 $368,842 $387,752 $407,633 $443,374 $466,106
Xpanditures: For Public Improvements $5,680,576 $0 $210,770 $412,509 $0 §1,260,870 $213,616
Reimbursement of Fee and Interest $2,346,847 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Repay Redevelopment Loan $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Debt Service $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 £0
Total Expenditures $8,027,423 $0 $210,770 $412,509 $0  §1,260,870 $213,616
et Revenues (Expenditures) (8362, 793) $350,853 $158,072 (§24,757) $407,632 ($817,496) $252
nterest Earnings on Fund Balance $366, 781 $10,739 $27,198 $33,058 $46,807 $37,408 $2
und Balance - End of Pariod $3,988 $361,592 $548,852 §555,164  $1,009,603 §229,515 $500,wuo
{ONTINGENT REIMBURSEMENT ANALYSIS - ACTUAL YEAR DOLLARS
Total 1992/93 1993 /94 1994 /95 1995/96 1996/97 1997 /98
‘'unds Subject To Contingent Reimbursement From Prior Periods $0
Reimbursement Due - Start of Period . $0 $116,358 $245,877 $389,676 $548,9861 $729,949
Collections - Portion Subject to Contingent Reimbursement $1,277,914 $112,902 §118,691 $124,776 $131,173 $142,675 $149,990
Reimbursements - This Period $2,346,847 50 $0 $0 $0 80 $0
Nat Collections (Reimbursements) ($1,068,033) $112,002 $118,601 $124,776 $131,173 $142,675 $149,990
Interest Accrued - This Period $1,068,933 $3,456 $10,828 $19,023 $28,111 $28,213 $49,729
leimbursement Account Balance Dus - End of Pariod §0 $116,358 $245,877 $380,676 $548,961 $729,040 $929,667
IORROWING FROM REDEVELOPMENT - ACTUAL YEAR DOLLARS
Total 1992/93 1993/94 1994 /05 1995/96 1996 /97 1997/98
lorrowings From Redevelopment From Prior Periods $0 ]
Borrowings Due - Start of Period 50 $0 $0 $0 80 $0
Borrowings - Subject To Repayment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Repayments - This Period $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Net Borrowing (Repayments) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Interest Accrued - This Period $0 $0 $0 50 $0 $0 $0
.0an Account Balance Due - End of Period e $0 $0 $0 $o0 $0 $0 $0
langename: @WORK-AREA
ity of Vacaville - Drainage Fee Levy Portion Subject To
Contingent Reimbursement Yes/No
wvarage Cost Per EOU Through End of Program $1,503
laximum Cumulative Average Cost Per EDU During Program §2,254
‘otal Fee s..lanuary 1, 1992 Dollars) $2,253 1992/93 1993 /94 1994 /95 1995/96 1996/97 1997 /98
Portion of Fee - Not Subject To Contingent Reimbursement $1,528
Portion of Fee - Subject To Contingent Reimbursement $725 YES YES YES YES YES YES
linimum Fund Balance $3,9088
‘dnal Balance Not Subject To Contingent Reimbursement $3,088
‘inal Reimbursement Account Balance $0
‘inal Loan Account Balance $0
‘'und Balance End of Period $3,988 $361,592 $546,862 $555,164 $1,009,603 $229,515 $500,925
‘otal Reimbur ent In Period $2,346,847 $0 $0 $0 50 $0 $0
‘otal Repay Redevelopment In Period $o0 50 $0 $0 80 $0 $0

aurce | gus McDona ssoclates.

A]D:\P\1751\DRATNAGE \CASE 109 .WK3 ( @CASH-FLOW-A)
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Table 10 (continued)

CASH FLOW ANALYSIS
City of Vacaville - Drainage Fee
Zone 2 - Detention Fee

1998/99 1999/00 2000/01 2001 /02 2002/03 2003/04 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09 2009/10
157 157 167 120 126 120 120 120 175 175 175 87
157 157 157 120 120 120 120 120 175 175 175 87
1,079 1,236 1,393 1 513 1 633 1 752 1,872 1,892 2,167 2,342 2,517 2,604
$1,528 $1,528 $1,528 $1,528 §1,528 $1,528 §1,528 $1,528 §1,528 §1,528 $1,528 $1,528
$725 $725 $725 s $0 $ § 5 $ 50 $ s
$2,115 $2,223 $2,337 $2,457 $2,583 $2,716 $2,855 $3,001 $3,155 $3,317 $3,487 $3,666
31 004 $1,055 $1,109 $ - - 80 ] $0 $ $0 $0 $
1998/99 1999/00 2000/01 2001 /02 2002/03 2003/04 2004 /05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09 2009/10
$503,925 $468,900 $716,856 $53,497 $93,206 $314,668 $208,030 $470,117 111,712 $172,0367 $265,949 $29,081
$302,0824 $349,362 367,275 $294,208 $309,292 $325,150 $341,821 $359,346 $552,151 $580,460 $610,221 $320,754
$157,680 $165,764 $174,263 $0 80 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 50 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
$490,004 $515,127 $541,538 $294,208 $309,292 $325,150 $341,821 $359,046 $552,151 $580,460 610,221 $320,754
$554,224 $302,670 $1,228,205 $158,888 80 $347,501 $0 $635,313 §0 $0 $356,010 $0
$0 $0 $0 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $500, 000 $500, 000 $500,000 $346,847
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 S0 $0 50 $0 $0
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 80 $0 $0 $0
$554,224 $302,670 $1,228,205 $258,888 $100, 000 $447,501 $100,000 $735,313 . $500, 000 $500,000 $856,010 $346,847
1,220) $212,457 ($686,668) $35,319 $209,292 ($122,351) $241,821 ($375,967) $52,181 $80,460 ($245,789) ($26,093)
;195 $35,408 $23,310 $4,089 $12,170 $15,713 $20,266 $17,562 $8,504 $13,121 $8,022 $1,000
,'BOO 5716 856 853 497 $93,206 8314, 568 8208 030 $470,117 5111 712 $172,367 5265 949 $29,081 $3,088
1998/99 1999 /00 2000/01 2001/02 2002/03 2003/04 2004 /05 2005 /06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09 2009/10
$929,667 149,661 $1,391,590 $1,657,238 $1 ,656'.6.55 $1,656,036 $1,655,379  $1,654,680 $1,653,939 $1,240,909 $802,338 $336,647
Sis7'680 °bles! 1764 $174, 260 $0 $0 $0 0 50 50 $0 $0 $0
$0 $0 50 $100,000 $100, ODD $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $346,847
$157,680 $165,764 $174,263  ($100,000) (smu 000)  ($100,000) (swo nna) (6100,000)  ($500,000) ($500,000) ($500,000)  ($346,847)
$62,314 $76,165 $91,385 599,417 $99,381 $99,343 $99 $99,259 86,969 $61,429 $34,309 $10,200
$1,149, 661 $1,391,500 §1,657, 238 $1,656, 655 $1,656,036 §1, 655 379 51 654,680 $1,653,030 81 240,909 $802, 338 SGSG 647 0
1698/99 1999/00 2000/01 2001/02 2002/03 2003/04 2004 /05 2005 /06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09 2009/10
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
$0 €0 $0 S0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 s0 $0
$0 g0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $o0 $0 $0
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $o $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
. $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 s0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 50 ] $0 50 s0 so0
Levy Portion Subject To Levy Portion Subject To
Contingent Reimbursement Yes/No Contingent Reimbursement Yes/No
1998/99 1999/00 2000/01 2001 /02 2002/03 2003/04 2004 /05 2005 /06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09 2009/10
YES YES YES NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO
$468,900 $716,856 $53,497 $93,206 $314,668 $208,030 $470,117 $111,712 $172,367 $265,949 $29,081 83,988
$0 $0 $o0 I100 000 $100,000 $100, 000 $100, 000 $100,000 $500,000 $500, 000 $500, 000 $346,847
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
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Table 11

CASH FLOW ANALYSIS
City of Vacaville - Drainage Fee
Citywide Conveyance Fee

02-Dec-92
05:53 PM
UILDOUT SUMMARY ' Total 1992/93 1993/94 1994 /95 1995 /96 1996/97 1997/98
Financing Equivalent Dwelling Units s
For The Time Period 4,542 202 202 202 202 291 291
Annual Average 202 202 202 202 291 291
~ Cumulative 202 405 607 809 1,101 1,392
EVELOPMENT FEE SCHEDULE .
ee Por Equivalent Dwelling Unit (January 1, 1992 Dollars)
Portion of Fee Not Subject To Contingent Reimbursement $636 $636 $636 $636 $636 $536
Portion of Fee Subject To Contingent Reimbursament ma §0 $0 £0 $0 §0 $0
@a Par Equivalent Dwelling Unit (In Actual-Year Dollars)
Portion of Fee Not Subject To Contingent Reimbursement 2 $652 $686 $721 $758 §797 £837
Portion of Fee Subject To Contingent Reimbursement " $0 $0 $0 50 $0 $0
NALYS1S OF SOURCES AND USEé OF FUNDS. - ACTUAL YEAR DOLLARS
Total 1992/93 1993/94 1994 /95 1995/96 1996 /97 1997/98
unde Not Subject to Contingent Reimbursement from Prior Periods $255,239
unds Subject to Contingent Raimbursement from Prior Periods $0
eginning Fund Balance $255,239 $379,521 $459,279 $267,481 $154,689 $101,493
svenues: Portion Not Subject To Contingent Reimbursemant $4,677,845 $131,937 $138,702 $145,813 $153,289 $232,177 $244,081
Portion Subject To Contingent Reimbursemant S0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Loan From Redevelopment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Total Raevenues $4,877,845 $131,037 $138,702 $145,813 $152,289 $232,177 $244,081
xpenditures: For Public Improvements $5,096,616 $26,661 $84,084 $359,472 $278,781 $293,074 $239,624
Reimbursement of Fee and Interest $0 $0 $0 $0 S0 $0 $0
Repay Redevelopmant Loan $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Debt Service $0 $0 $0 50 $0 $0 $0
Total Expenditures $5,096,616 $26,661 $84,084 $359,472 $278,781 $293,074 $239,634
ot Revenues (Expenditures) ($418,771) $105,276 §54,618 ($213,659) ($125,491) (%$60,897) 4
nterest Earnings on Fund Balance §172,006 $19,006 $25,140 $21,860 $12,699 $7,701 L]
und Balance - End of Period $8,774 $379,521 $459,279 $267,481 $154,689 $101,493 $112,352
ONTINGENT REIMBURSEMENT ANALYSIS - ACTUAL YEAR DOLLARS rrrrrrrmrmmm o m oo m e s r o sm s mmem oo
Total 1992/93 1993/94 1994/95 1995 /96 1996/97 1997/98
unds Subject To Contingent Reimbursement From Prior Periods $0
Reimbursement Due - Start of Period . $0 50 50 $0 $0 $0
Collections - Portion subllct to Contingent Reimbursement $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Reimbursements - This Pariod $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 §0 $0
Net Collections (Reimbursements) $0 $0 50 50 §0 §0 80
Interest Accruad - This Period $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
eimbursement Account Balance Due - End of Period $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 so $0
OAROWING FROM REDEVELOPMENT - ACTUAL YEAR DOLLARS o
Total 1992/93 1993/94 1994 /95 1995/96 1996 /97 1997/98
orrowings From Redevelopment From Prior Periods $0
Borrowings Due - Start of Period $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Borrowings - Subject To Repayment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Repayments - This Period $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Net Borrowing (Repayments) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 §0
Interest Accrued - This Period $o $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
pan Account Balance Dus - End of Period il $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
angename: @WORK-AREA
ity of Vacaville - Drailnage Fee Levy Portion Subject To
Contingent Reimbursement Yes/No
varage Cost Per EDU Through End of Program $640
aximum Cumulative Average Cost Per EDU During Program $640
stal Fea ‘Jlnuar'y 1, 1992 Dollara) $636 1992/93 1993/94 1994 /95 1995/96 1996 /97 1997/98
?ortion of Fee - Not Subject To Contingent Reimbursemant $636
*ortion of Fee - Subject To Contingent Reimbursement S0 NO NO NO NO NO NO
Lnimum Fund Balance $8,774
lnal Balance Not Subjact Te Contingent Relmbursement $8,774
Lnal Reimbursement Account Balance $0
lnal Loan Account Balance $0
ind Balance - End of Period $8,774 $379,521 $459,279 $267,48) §154,689 $101,493 §$112,352
L] $0 $0 s0 50 $0 $0 $0
’tal Repay Redevelopment In Pariod 80 50 $0 50 $0 $0 $0

jurce: Angus McDonald & Assoclatas.

\]D:\P\1751\DRAINAGE \CASE 106 , WK3 { @CASH-FLOW-C)
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Table 12

USE OF DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEES IN PRIOR YEARS
Drainage Development Impact Fees

Fund #361 Storm Drain Fee

(Analysis of Capital Improvement Funds for Storm Drain Fees 6/30/91 — 6/30/92)

Page 32

Fund Balance at 6/30/91

Revenue “

Interest Income

Expended & Purchase Orders

Existing CIP Projects

Available Balance at 6/30/92

Redevelopment Deferred Agreements (92/93)
Deferred Receivables (92/93)

Total Available Balance at 6/30/92

$1,922,025.97
64,446.00
106,454.51

(981,316.91)

(915.524.87)

$ 196,084.70
22,783.26

36,371.00

$ 255,238.96

Drainage Development Impact Fees
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R-2
R-3
R-4

R-5
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Drainage Development Impact Fees
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Figure 3

CITY of VACAVILLE

Capital Improvements

(Detention)
0________1‘1” plit] NI

LEGEND

FEE ZONE BOUNDARY

®

EXISTING DETENTION AREA

WITHIN ZONE 1 TO BE
EXPANDED

EXISTING DETENTION AREA—
NO CHANGE

NEW DETENTION AREA
WITHIN ZONE 1

APPROXIMATE LOCATION OF

NEW DETENTION AREAS
WITHIN ZONE 2







