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Board of Supervisors 
Regular Meeting Agenda 

 

Date:  Tuesday, August 17, 2021  
Time:             9:00 a.m.  
Place: Board of Supervisors Chambers, Kings County Government Center 
 1400 W. Lacey Boulevard, Hanford, California  93230 

 
 (559) 852-2362    FAX (559) 585-8047         website: https://www.countyofkings.com 

 

COUNTY OF KINGS PUBLIC MEETING PROTOCOL IN RESPONSE TO CORONAVIRUS COVID-19 
California Governor Gavin Newsom issued Executive Orders N-25-20 and N-29-20 on March 12, 2020 and March 17, 2020, 
respectively, relating to the convening of public agency meetings in light of the COVID-19 pandemic.  The Board of Supervisors will 
convene their public meetings via video and teleconference.  Pursuant to the Executive Orders, and as advised by local Health 
Officials, the Kings County Board of Supervisors, County staff and interested members of the public may attend the meeting in person.  
The meeting can also be attended telephonically or by the Internet by sending an email to bosquestions@co.kings.ca.us on the 
morning of the meeting for an automated email response with the WebEx meeting information. 

Members of the public who wish to only observe the meeting virtually can do so via the worldwide web at: 

https://youtu.be/SU1RcxcVrP8  or go to www.countyofkings.com and click on the “Join Meeting” link. 

Members of the public who wish to comment may submit written comments on any matter within the Board’s subject matter 

jurisdiction, regardless of whether it is on the agenda for the Board’s consideration or action, and those comments will become part of 

the administrative record of the meeting.  Comments will not be read into the record, only the names of who have submitted 

comments will be read into the record.  Written comments received by the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors no later than 8:30 a.m. 

on the morning of the noticed meeting will be included in the record, those comments received after 8:30 a.m. will become part of the 

record of the next meeting.  To submit written comments by email, please forward them to  bosquestions@co.kings.ca.us or by U.S. 

Mail, please forward them to:  Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, County of Kings, 1400 W. Lacey Blvd., Hanford, CA 93230. 

    
I.  9:00 AM CALL TO ORDER 

ROLL CALL – Clerk of the Board 
INVOCATION –Pastor Chad Fagundes – Koinonia Church 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

   
II.  UNSCHEDULED APPEARANCES 

Any person may directly address the Board at this time on any item on the agenda, or on any other 
items of interest to the public, that is within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Board.  Two (2) 
minutes are allowed for each item. 

   
III.  SPECIAL PRESENTATION – Fire Department – William Lynch 

  Present a Proclamation naming Penelope 'Penny' Sandra Saltray as an Honorary Kings County 
Firefighter and conduct her swearing-in ceremony. 

   
IV.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
  A. Report out of Closed Session from August 10, 2021 and August 11, 2021. 
  B. Approval of the minutes from the August 10, 2021 regular meeting. 
  C. Approval of the minutes from the August 11, 2021 special meeting. 
   

mailto:Catherine.Venturella@co.kings.ca.us
https://youtu.be/SU1RcxcVrP8
http://www.countyofkings.com/
mailto:Catherine.Venturella@co.kings.ca.us
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V.  CONSENT CALENDAR 
  A. Human Services Agency: 
   1. Consider approving an Agreement with Kings Community Action Organization to provide Cal-

Learn Program services, retroactively effective from July 1, 2021 to June 30, 2023. 
  B. Sheriff’s Office:  
   1. Consider authorizing the Purchasing Manager to sign an Agreement with IDEMIA 

MorphoTrust USA for the purchase of seven new LiveScan machines. 
   2. Consider authorizing the Purchasing Manager to sign the Maintenance Agreement with 

IDEMIA MorphoTrust USA for a LiveScan machine at the Corcoran Police Department, 
retroactively effective from July 29, 2021 to July 28, 2022. 

   3. a. Consider authorizing the Sheriff's Office to allow the Deputy Sheriffs’ Association to 
purchase service handguns from the Sheriff’s Office for Sheriff’s Commander Kris 
Zuniga, Deputy Sheriff Bailiff Liz Solano, and Deputy Sheriff Darrin Ellis; and 

    b. Approve the purchase of three Glock handguns as replacements. 
      
VI.  REGULAR AGENDA ITEMS 
  A. Community Development Agency – Chuck Kinney 
   1. Consider accepting the monthly report of Planning Commission’s actions. 
    
  B. County Counsel – Carrie Woolley/Diane Freeman 
   1. Consider appointing George Patrick O’Dowd to the Dudley Ridge Water District Board of 

Directors to fill the vacancy in current term of office created by the resignation of Steven 
Jackson. 

   2. Consider appointing Bernard Puget and George Patrick O’Dowd to four-year terms as 
Directors of the Dudley Ridge Water District to qualify, take office, and serve as if elected at 
a general District election. 

    
  C. Public Works Department – Dominic Tyburski/Mitchel Cabrera/Christopher Kelly 
   1. Consider authorizing the Public Works Director to sign the Consultant Services Agreement 

with QK, Inc. to perform design services for the Burris Park and Hickey Park Site 
Improvement Project. 

   2. Consider approving the Right of Way Transfer Agreement with the California High Speed Rail 
Authority for the relocation, construction, and/or removal of certain county roads. 

   3. Consider approving the Construction Permit Agreement for Assignment of Easement Rights 
of the subject properties for the 16th Avenue Bridge replacement project. 

    
  D. Administration – Larry Spikes/Kyria Martinez/Matthew Boyett 
   1. Consider announcing and recognizing the winners of the 2021 County Employee Budget 

Book Photo Contest. 
   2. Consider approving the First Amendment to the Agreement between the County of Kings 

and the California Forensic Medical Group, Inc. for the provisions of medical, behavioral 
health, and dental care for services for individuals detained in the Kings County Jail and the 
Kings County Juvenile Center.   

   3. Consider approving the response for the Grand Jury report, titled Pedestrian Safety in 
Kettleman City: A Community’s Long-Standing Plea for Improvements. 

     
  E. Public Health Department – Edward Hill 
   1. Receive an update on the local emergency in Kings County due to the imminent and 

proximate threat of exposure of COVID-19 on the residents of the County of Kings and take 
action as deemed necessary. 
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VII. 10:00 AM PUBLIC HEARING  
  Administration – Larry Spikes/Domingo Cruz 
   1. Conduct a public hearing to receive testimony on the Development Impact Fees including 

construction schedule of public facilities related to the collection of Development Impact 
Fees, the proposed adjustments to the Development Impact Fees;  

   2. Adopt a Resolution which includes a construction schedule (Exhibit A) for public facilities as 
detailed within Ordinance No. 633 establishing Development Impact Fees in Kings County; 
and 

   3. Select one of the following options in regards to adjusting the Development Impact Fees: 
    a. Adjust the Development Impact Fee amounts based on the percentage change in the 

Engineering News-Record Construction Cost Index, (a 1.59% increase) having the new 
fees become effective October 18, 2021. 

    b. Adjust the Development Impact Fee amounts based on a percentage determined by 
the Board. 

    c. Adopt no fee increase – impact fees will remain at October 18, 2019 levels. 
   
VIII.  BOARD MEMBER ANNOUNCEMENTS OR REPORTS 

On their own initiative, Board Members may make a brief announcement or a brief report on their 
own activities.  They may ask questions for clarification, make a referral to staff or take action to have 
staff place a matter of business on a future agenda (Gov. Code Section 54954.2a). 

   Board Correspondence 
   Upcoming Events 
   Information on Future Agenda Items 
    
IX.  CLOSED SESSION: 
   Significant Exposure to Litigation: 1 Case [Govt. Code Section 54956.9 (d)(2)]  
   Personnel Matter:  [Govt. Code Section 54957] 

Public Employee Appointment:  County Counsel 
    
X. 11:00 AM CALIFORNIA COMMUNITY HOUSING AGENCY REGULAR MEETING 
   
XI.  ADJOURNMENT 
  A Special Meeting Budget Hearing will be held today Tuesday, August 17, 2021, at 1:30 p.m. and will 

be continued to Wednesday, August 18, 2021 at 9:00 a.m. if applicable. The Budget Hearings may 
continue from day to day until completed, but not to exceed 14 calendar days.  
The next regularly scheduled meeting will be held on Tuesday August 24, 2021 at 9:00 a.m. 

   

FUTURE MEETINGS AND EVENTS 

 August 17   1:30 PM  Special Meeting/Budget Hearing 

 August 18   9:00 AM  Special Meeting/Budget Hearing Continued if applicable 

 August 24   9:00 AM  Regular Meeting 

 August 24  11:00 AM  Board of Equalization Regular Meeting 

 August 30   9:00 AM  Board of Equalization Regular Meeting 

 August 31   9:00 AM  Regular Meeting 

 August 31  10:00 AM  Third Public Hearing - Redistricting 

 September 7 --------------  Regular Meeting cancelled due to observance of Labor Day on September 6, 2021 

Agenda backup information and any public records provided to the Board after the posting of the agenda will be available for 
the public to review at the Board of Supervisors office, 1400 W. Lacey Blvd, Hanford, for the meeting date listed on this 
agenda. 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
 
California High-Speed Rail Authority 
 
By:          Date:                                                        
Dennis Kim, Director of Real Property 
 

NO OBLIGATION OTHER THAN THOSE SET FORTH HEREIN WILL BE RECOGNIZED 
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REPLACEMENT RIGHT OF WAY (STATE TRANSFERS COUNTY STREET RIGHTS ONLY) 
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EXISTING FEE (COUNTY ISSUES CONTRACTOR ENCROACHMENT PERMIT, LIMITS TO BE DETERMINED BY THE CONTRACTOR) 
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BOARD ACTION : APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED: _________ OTHER: ________ 
 
 
 
 
 

I hereby certify that the above order was passed and adopted 

on ________________________, 2021. 

CATHERINE VENTURELLA, Clerk to the Board 

By                                                    , Deputy. 
 

 
SUBMITTED BY: Public Works Department – Dominic Tyburski/Mitchel Cabrera  
 
SUBJECT: CONSTRUCTION PERMIT AGREEMENT FOR THE 16TH AVENUE BRIDGE 

REPLACEMENT PROJECT 
 
SUMMARY: 
 

Overview: 
The County Public Works Department has been developing plans and specifications for a bridge 
replacement at the 16th Avenue Tulare Lake Canal crossing just north of Nevada Avenue.  In order to 
proceed to the construction phase of this project, Right of Way (RW) and construction permit 
agreements must be in place for temporary and permanent encroachments onto property not owned by 
the County. 

 
Recommendation: 
Approve the Construction Permit Agreement for Assignment of Easement Rights of the subject 
properties for the 16th Avenue Bridge Replacement Project. 
 
Fiscal Impact: 
This project will not impact the General fund as it is programmed through the Federal Highway 
Administration, Highway Bridge Program. The total estimated construction cost for this project is 
$1,620,000. The federal reimbursement rate for this project is 80% with the remaining 20% being paid 
by State Toll Credits.  The project is shown in the County Road Fund Proposed Final Fiscal Year 2021-
2022 Budget, in Budget Unit 311000, Account 92001. 

  
BACKGROUND: 
County bridge number 45C-0118 is a timber structure constructed in 1950, providing access north and south of 
the Tulare Lake Canal for the local farming community.  In 2011 the State of California completed a Bridge 
Inspection Report at which time the structure was given a Sufficiency Rating of 42.6, and classified as 
“Structurally Deficient”.  The purpose of this project is to replace the existing bridge while matching or 
exceeding the current maximum flow capacity of the canal.  The replacement structure shall also meet current 
geometric and structural standards required for the types and volume of projected traffic on the facility over its 
designed life. 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________   

  

COUNTY OF KINGS 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

GOVERNMENT CENTER HANFORD, CALIFORNIA 93230 (559) 852-2362 
Catherine Venturella, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

 
 

AGENDA ITEM 
August 17, 2021 



Kings County, CA 
Tulare Canal and 16th Avenue Bridge Replacement 
Grantor: Newton 
APN 026-350-022 

 

CONSTRUCTION PERMIT AGREEMENT 

This Construction Permit Agreement (AGREEMENT) is made and entered into this __ day of 
February, 2021 by and between the County of Kings, a Political Subdivision of the State of California, 
hereinafter referred to as "COUNTY", and Patrick W. Newton, Trustee of the Patrick W. Newton Living 
Trust as to an undivided 25% interest, Paul Newton and Jan Newton as Trustees of the Paul and Jan 
Newton Family Trust as to an undivided 25% interest, Danny and Darlene Newton  as Trustees of the 
Danny and Darlene Newton Living Trust as to an undivided 25% interest and John S. Newton and Rebecca 
S. Newton as Trustees of the John and Rebecca Newton Living Trust as to an undivided 25% interest in the 
property, hereinafter referred to as "GRANTORS". 
 

WHEREAS, on June 8, 2018, COUNTY and GRANTORS entered into Kings County Agreement 
Number 18-078C (“Agreement No. 18-078C”) for the purchase and sale of a Permanent Roadway 
Easement over GRANTORS’ land to be used for the construction of the COUNTY’s 16th Avenue Bridge 
Project (‘Project”); 
 

WHEREAS, Agreement No. 18-078C also granted COUNTY or COUNTY’s authorized agent the right 
to enter on GRANTORS’ land as depicted in Exhibit C of Agreement No. 18-078C “to complete work 
described as conforming the existing driveway approach to the new road grade.”; 
 

WHEREAS, pursuant to the terms of Agreement No. 18-078C, such right terminated on or about 
March 22, 2020,  two years from the recording of the Road Easement Deed; 
 

WHEREAS, the Project remains incomplete and COUNTY requires additional permission to enter 
on GRANTORS’ land to complete Project work; and 
 

WHEREAS, GRANTORS desire to provide COUNTY the required permission. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, the parties mutually agree as follows: 
 

1. GRANTORS hereby grant COUNTY a Construction Permit (“Permit”), allowing COUNTY and 
COUNTY’s authorized agents to enter onto, over and across that certain real property of 
GRANTORS, described and depicted in Agreement No. 18-078C Exhibit “C” which is attached 
hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated herein by this reference (“Property”) for construction 
activities related to the Project and for conforming GRANTORS’ driveways to the new road grade 
(“Activities”).  COUNTY will notify GRANTORS at least fourteen (14) days prior to start of 
construction.  This Permit shall become effective on the day after the COUNTY provides 
GRANTORS written notification of the commencement of the construction and shall terminate 
upon COUNTY’s written notification to GRANTORS of completion of construction; provided that, 
unless otherwise agreed in writing, the Permit will expire three years from the date the Permit is 
executed.  

 
2. GRANTORS represent and warrant that they are the owners of the Property and that collectively 

they have the exclusive right to grant this Construction Permit. 











 
                                                                        
BOARD ACTION :  APPROVED AS PRESENTED:               OTHER: ________ 
 
 

 
 

I hereby certify that the above order was passed 

and adopted on _____________2021. 

CATHERINE VENTURELLA, Clerk of the Board 

By                                                    , Deputy. 

 

 

 
 
  

SUBMITTED BY: Administration – Larry Spikes/ Kyria Martinez 
 
SUBJECT: BUDGET BOOK PHOTO CONTEST WINNERS  

SUMMARY: 
 

 Overview: 
On April 9, 2021, the County Administrative Office launched a Countywide photo contest for all County 
employees. The photo contest winner would have their winning photo placed on the cover of Adopted 
Fiscal Year 2021-2022 County budget book.  
 

 Recommendation:  
 Announce and recognize the winners of the 2021 County Employee Budget Book Photo Contest. 
 None. Informational only.     
            
 Fiscal Impact: 
 None. 
  

BACKGROUND: 
A Proposed Budget must be adopted by the Board of Supervisors by the end of June for the following year to 
authorize spending authority until the adoption of a Final Budget. In the past, the County budget book cover has 
been a single color page chosen before the recommended budget book is adopted. To get the employees of the 
County involved in the design of the budget book cover, a photo contest was launched. Three categories were 
developed: “Best Agriculture Photo of Kings,” “Best Landscape Photo of Kings,” and “Best Historical Building 
Photo of Kings.”  The contest would have four winners, one for each category and one for the overall winner 
with the winning photo being on the budget book. In order to participate, County employees had to submit a 
waiver for each photo submission. The waiver was approved as to form by County Counsel. We received a total 
of 106 pictures. Staff will provide the Board with a presentation outlining the contest winners.  

 

 _________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________   

  

COUNTY OF KINGS 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

GOVERNMENT CENTER HANFORD, CALIFORNIA 93230  (559) 852-2362 
Catherine Venturella, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
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August 17, 2021 
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BOARD ACTION : APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED: _________ OTHER: ________ 
 
 
 
 
 

I hereby certify that the above order was passed and adopted 

on ________________________, 2021. 

CATHERINE VENTURELLA, Clerk to the Board 

By                                                    , Deputy. 

 
 

 
SUBMITTED BY: Administration – Larry Spikes/Kyria Martinez 

 
 
SUBJECT: FIRST AMENDMENT TO THE MEDICAL, BEHAVIORAL HEALTH, AND 

DENTAL CARE SERVICES AT THE COUNTY’S JAIL AND JUVENILE 
CENTER  

 
SUMMARY:      

 

Overview:   
The County entered into agreement with California Forensic Medical Group, Inc. and its management 
services organization, Wellpath (Wellpath), for medical and behavioral healthcare services in the 
County’s local detention facilities on July 1, 2020 through June 30, 2024. The agreement provides a 
system of healthcare in each facility to include on-site access to nursing, medical, behavioral health, 
dental, pharmacy, and radiology services. The negotiated agreement is for a four-year period starting July 
1, 2020 with two (2) two-year extension options thereafter. The County is entering its second year with 
Wellpath and an amendment is requested to add additional staffing services from Wellpath.  
 

Recommendation:   
 Approve the First Amendment to the Agreement between the County of Kings and the California 

Forensic Medical Group, Inc. for the provisions of medical, behavioral health, and dental care for 
services for individuals detained in the Kings County Jail and the Kings County Juvenile Center.   

 

Fiscal Impact:  
The annual expense for all services was $4,406,646 for the first year of the Agreement. Additionally, 
there was to be costs for pharmacy and offsite medical charges that the County had to pay in an amount 
of $250,000. Thus, the maximum annual expense for services under the contract for the first year was 
$4,886,646. The annual expense and cost caps increase each year according to the Bureau of Labor 
Statistic’s Medical Care Cost Index for the Western Region (CPI). This increase shall not exceed 5.5 
percent in any contract year.  

(Cont’d) 

 _________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________   
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For second year of the contract Fiscal Year 2021-2022 the contract cost was $5,033,245 including a 3% 
CPI increase however, do to additional services requested from current staffing, the cost is an additional 
$334,460. Bringing the maximum annual expense to $5,367,705. This amount includes offsite costs and 
pharmacy cap costs that were also subject to the CPI 3% increase. The costs for these services are 
included in the Proposed Final Fiscal Year 2021-22 Budget in the following Budget Units: Sheriff – AB 
109 (221500), Sheriff – Jail (223000), Probation – Juvenile Treatment Center (233000), Behavioral 
Health Programs (420100), Health Department Clinical Support (411000), and Health Department 
Medical Assistance (419800).  
                                                                                  

BACKGROUND: 
The Board first considered providing medical and mental health services through a contract provider in March 
2001, when the Board approved a Request for Proposal (RFP) process, and subsequently approved the initial 
agreement with the CFMG. This initial contract continued through November 30, 2014. On December 1, 2014, 
following another RFP process, Naphcare, Inc. (Naphcare) took over the contact for these services. The contract 
arrangement with Naphcare expired on June 30, 2020. The County requested proposals in the spring of 2020 
and ultimately awarded the contract to Wellpath with services commencing July 1, 2020. 

 
The proposed amendment is attached to this agenda item. County Administration oversees the overall 
administration of the jail/juvenile hall contact and its costs. Requests from the jail staff and juvenile hall staff 
prompted the need for the amendment which includes an addition of 2.5 Full Time Equivalent Employees 
(FTEs) from Wellpath and .03 FTEs at the juvenile facility. The proposal was coordinated with all departments 
prior to submission to the Board.   
 
The amendment has been approved as to form by County Counsel.  
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Agreement No. 20-033.1 
 

FIRST AMENDMENT TO THE AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE COUNTY OF KINGS 
AND CALIFORNIA FORENSIC MEDICAL GROUP, INC. FOR THE PROVISION OF 

MEDICAL, BEHAVIORAL HEALTH, AND DENTAL CARE SERVICES FOR 
INDIVIDUALS DETAINED IN THE KINGS COUNTY JAIL AND THE KINGS 

COUNTY JUVENILE CENTER 
(Effective July 1, 2021) 

 
This First Amendment, effective July 1, 2021 (this “Amendment”), to the Agreement 

between the County of Kings and California Forensic Medical Group, Inc. for the Provision of 
Medical, Behavioral Health, and Dental Care Services for Individuals Detained in the Kings 
County Jail and the Kings County Juvenile Center, dated June 2, 2020 (the “Agreement”), is by 
and between California Forensic Medical Group, Inc., a California Professional Corporation 
(“CFMG”) and County of Kings, a political subdivision of the State of California (the “County”). 

  
WHEREAS, the Parties agree to increase the off-site services annual cap and pharmacy 

services annual cap for each successive year pursuant to Section 2(a); and 
 
WHEREAS, the Parties agree to increase compensation for Year Two of the Agreement 

pursuant to Section 2(b), with a 3.0% CPI increase, revising the base annual compensation from 
$4,406,646.08 to $4,538,845.38; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Parties have determined that it is necessary and in the best interest of 

Covered Persons to increase staffing, and increase compensation for additional staffing hours, at 
the adult facility by 2.5 Full-Time Equivalent Employees (FTEs) at an annual cost of $268,676.00, 
and increase staffing at the juvenile facility by 0.3 FTEs at an annual cost of $65,784.00 (for a total 
annualized staffing cost increase of $334,460.00); and 

 
WHEREAS, in accordance with Section 7 of the Agreement, the Parties desire to enter 

into this Amendment to memorialize such changes.  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants herein contained and 

other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are hereby 
acknowledged, the Parties agree as follows: 

  
1. RECITALS. The Parties hereto incorporate the foregoing recitals as a material 

portion of this Amendment. 
 

2. AMENDMENT TO SECTION 2(a) OF AGREEMENT. The Agreement shall 
be amended by deleting Section 2(a) in its entirety and inserting the following 
language in lieu thereof: 
 

a. BASE AMOUNT AND ANNUAL CAPS 
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Compensation for Services provided under this Agreement are as set forth 
under Section 1 of Exhibit A. In addition, the County will be financially 
responsible for the cost of all off-site Services up to an annual cap of two 
hundred thirty-six thousand nine hundred dollars ($236,900.00) per year 
and Pharmacy services up to an annual cap of two hundred fifty-seven 
thousand five hundred dollars ($257,500.00) per year. Costs for off-site 
Services or Pharmacy services over and above the annual caps will be the 
sole responsibility of CFMG. In the event costs for off-site Services and 
Pharmacy services do not meet the annual caps, CFMG will refund the 
County the difference between the actual cost paid and the amount of the 
annual caps. 

 
3. AMENDMENT TO SECTION 2(b) OF AGREEMENT. The Agreement shall 

be amended by deleting Section 2(b) in its entirety and inserting the following 
language in lieu thereof: 
 

b. INCREASES TO BASE AMOUNT AND ANNUAL CAPS 
 
The annual compensation amount and annual caps shall increase each year 
by the Medical Care Services Index of the CPI(U) for the West Region for 
the current fiscal year. Increases shall not exceed 5.5% in any given year. 
 

4. AMENDMENT TO SECTION 1 OF EXHIBIT A OF AGREEMENT. The 
Agreement shall be amended by striking the Professional Staffing (Jail and Juvenile 
Center) section of the Staffing and Services Overview for Kings County, contained 
in Section 1 of Exhibit A of the Agreement, and replacing it with the Kings County, 
CA Staffing Plan: Effective July 1, 2021, attached hereto as Exhibit 1 to this 
Amendment. 
 

5. FURTHER AMENDMENT TO SECTION 1 OF EXHIBIT A OF 
AGREEMENT. The Agreement shall be further amended by inserting the Caps, 
Year Two Annual Cost, and Year Two Monthly Cost sections of the Staffing and 
Services Overview for Kings County, to be contained in Section 1 of Exhibit A of 
the Agreement by inserting the following: 

 
Caps (costs above Caps shall be CFMG responsibility.)  

(1) Annual Off-site costs to be paid by County $236,900.00 
(2) Annual Pharmacy costs to be paid by County $257,500.00 

Year Two Annual Cost $4,873,305.38 
Year Two Monthly Cost $406,108.78 

 
6. ADDITION TO SECTION 1 OF EXHIBIT A OF AGREEMENT. The 

Agreement shall be amended by adding the following to Section 1 of Exhibit A: 
 
The staffing matrix changes for Year 2 of the contract will allow CFMG to 
continue medication-assisted treatment (MAT) medications without additional 
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costs and provide CFMG with adequate staff to see patients and administer 
medications.  Medications include all three FDA-approved medication-assisted 
treatment drugs such as methadone, buprenorphine, and naltrexone, for qualified 
patients who are currently enrolled in a verified treatment program. The 
continuation of medications does not include the induction of MAT services. 

 
7. SEVERABILITY. If any term or provision of this Amendment or the application 

thereof to any person or circumstance shall to any extent be invalid or 
unenforceable, the remainder of this Amendment or the application of such term or 
provision to any person or circumstances other than those to which it is held invalid 
or unenforceable, shall not be affected thereby and each term and provision of this 
Amendment shall be valid and enforceable to the fullest extent permitted by law. 
 

8. DEFINITIONS. Capitalized terms used but not defined herein shall have the 
meaning ascribed to them under the Agreement. 

 
9. REMAINING PROVISIONS. The remaining provisions of the Agreement not 

amended by this Amendment shall remain in full force and effect.  
 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have caused this Amendment to be executed in 
their names or by their official acts and signed by their respective representatives, each of whom 
is duly authorized to execute the same. 
 
AGREED TO AND ACCEPTED AS STATED ABOVE: 
 
County of Kings, California    California Forensic Medical Group, Inc. 
 
 
______________________________           ____________________________________ 
Craig Pedersen, Chairman    (Name and title)     
Kings County Board of Supervisors      
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
_______________________________ 
Catherine Venturella, Clerk to the Board 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
________________________________ 
Carrie R. Woolley, Interim County Counsel 

Raymond Herr, MD
President



 ...................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................   
 
BOARD ACTION : APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED: _________ OTHER: ________ 
 
 
 
 
 

I hereby certify that the above order was passed and adopted 

on  ________________________, 2021. 

CATHERINE VENTURELLA, Clerk of the Board 

By                                                    , Deputy. 
 

 
SUBMITTED BY: Administration –Larry Spikes/ Matthew Boyett 
 
SUBJECT:  RESPONSE TO GRAND JURY REPORT ENTITLED “PEDESTRIAN SAFETY 

IN KETTLEMAN CITY: A COMMUNITY’S LONG-STANDING PLEA FOR 
IMPROVEMENTS”  

SUMMARY:  
 

Overview: 
Pursuant to Section 933 of the California Penal Code, the Board is required to respond to the findings 
and recommendations of the Grand Jury report, titled Pedestrian Safety in Kettleman City: A 
Community’s Long-Standing Plea for Improvements. An initial response was drafted for consideration 
using the other required response from the Kings County Association of Governments (KCAG) and 
brought forward for approval as the Board’s official response on August 3, 2021. However, the Board 
decided to table the item and directed staff to work on crafting a more in depth response.  
 
Recommendation: 
Approve the response for the Grand Jury report, titled Pedestrian Safety in Kettleman City: A 
Community’s Long-Standing Plea for Improvements. 
 
Fiscal Impact: 
There is no fiscal impact.  
 

BACKGROUND: 
The 2020-2021 Grand Jury investigated pedestrian crossing safety concerns in Kettleman City at General 
Petroleum Avenue (Ave.) and State Route (SR) 41. The findings in the report include identification of evidence 
supporting needed improvements for pedestrian crossing at SR 41 and General Petroleum Ave., lack of warning 
signage for motorists approaching the crosswalk, and proposing a pedestrian bridge be constructed for long-term 
safety for the residents of Kettleman City, particularly schoolchildren.  
 

(Cont’d) 

  _________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________   

  

COUNTY OF KINGS 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

GOVERNMENT CENTER HANFORD, CALIFORNIA 93230 (559) 852-2362 
Catherine Venturella, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
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On August 3, 2021, a recommendation was brought before the Board to review and approve KCAG’s response 
as the Board’s required response. During the Board meeting, direction from the Board was for Administration to 
work with Public Works to craft a more in depth response for Board consideration. Administration worked with 
Public works and developed a separate response rather than using KCAG’s response as the Board’s official 
response.   

        
Attached is the revised response to the Grand Jury report titled Pedestrian Safety in Kettleman City: A 
Community’s Long-Standing Plea for Improvements. 



August 17, 2021 
 
The Honorable Shane Burns, Presiding Judge 
Kings County Superior Court 
1640 Kings Court Drive 
Hanford, CA  93230 
 
Re: Grand Jury Report, Dated April 23, 2021, Titled “Pedestrian Safety in Kettleman City:  A 
Community’s Long Standing Plea for Improvements” 
 
 
Dear Judge Burns: 
 
On behalf of the Board of Supervisors and in accordance with Section 933 of the California Penal 
Code, the following are the Board’s responses to the Grand Jury Report entitled, “Pedestrian Safety 
in Kettleman City:  A Community’s Long Standing Plea for Improvements” received by the 
County on May 19, 2021. 

 

Under the Findings and Recommendations Section of the Report, the Grand Jury states: 

Finding #1 – Over the past 16 years, the discussions, studies, and resulting documents addressing 
Kettleman City have produced few tangible improvements toward reducing the danger faced daily 
by pedestrians of all ages crossing SR 41 in Kettleman City. 
 
Recommendation #1 – The Kings County Board of Supervisors should direct the Kings County 
Department of Public Works and Kings County Community Development Agency to submit their 
recommendations for the next step to be taken by the County of Kings toward making a tangible 
improvement in the danger faced daily by pedestrians, particularly schoolchildren, in Kettleman 
City. 
 
Response: Kings County Public Works and Kings County Administration will meet with CalTrans 
Deputy District Director John Liu in the coming weeks to discuss possible safety options including 
a roundabout or pedestrian bridge.  
 
Finding #2 – The signage along SR 41 approaching the Kettleman City residential area is 
inadequate to alert drivers to a crosswalk ahead. 
 
Recommendation #2 – The Kings County Department of Public Works should strongly advocate 
for any and all pedestrian warning signage, including solar-powered flashing beacons, used by 
Caltrans on the state highway system to be installed along the northbound and southbound 
approaches to the residential area and crosswalk on SR 41 at General Petroleum Avenue. 
 
Response: In 2019, Kings County Public Works was awarded an Active Transportation Program 
(ATP) Cycle 4 grant for $360,000 to construct a 6’ wide Asphaltic Concrete (AC) pedestrian 
pathway along the western side of SR 41 from General Petroleum Avenue to Edwards Street.  



Additionally, solar powered pedestrian activated Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacons (RRFB) 
will be installed at the existing crosswalk, which traverses SR 41 just south of General Petroleum 
Avenue.  The RRFB will simultaneously activate paired, solar powered, post mounted pre-warning 
beacons placed 175’ upstream of the crosswalk in the northbound and southbound directions.  
Construction is anticipated to begin in the next two months. 
 
Finding # 3 – The safest, long-term solution to reducing the danger for pedestrians, particularly 
schoolchildren, in Kettleman City is the construction of a pedestrian bridge spanning SR 41. 
 
Recommendation #3 – The Kings County Board of Supervisors should direct relevant County 
departments and agencies to actively seek funding from all potential funding sources identified in 
the noted studies and plans to support the construction of a pedestrian bridge in Kettleman City. 
 
Response: Kings County Public Works has been, and continues to seek state and federal funding 
for pedestrian safety projects in Kettleman City.  In March of 2021, Kings County Public Works 
submitted the Kettleman City pedestrian bridge project to County Administration in response to a 
call for projects based on a potential federal earmark.  The Board set the Kettleman City pedestrian 
bridge project as its top priority, and though the County’s effort to secure federal funding is still 
pending, the County was successful in securing $2 million in state funding for this project.   
 
was unsuccessful in securing federal funding, the County was successful in securing $2 million in 
state funding for this project. 
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SUMMARY 

The 2020-2021 Kings County Grand Jury conducted a review of issues surrounding pedestrian 
safety in the community of Kettleman City. The focus of the review was the danger faced by 
residents of the community, particularly schoolchildren in grades K-8 , crossing State Route 41 
(SR 41) at an unsignalized crosswalk in a 45-mile-per-hour speed zone. To complete the review, 
the Grand Jury researched what actions have been taken by county government agencies to 
address the danger. 

Throughout the time period reviewed, the County of Kings (County), Kings County Board of 
Supervisors, County departments, and other government agencies have partnered with regional 
organizations, state agencies, and even a private business in the Kettleman City area, to secure 
funds for studies of the Kettleman City community. In each of those studies, the unsignalized 
crosswalk over SR 41 being used by schoolchildren to and from school was identified as a 
critical safety concern. Each final document produced from those studies confirmed the danger 
and validated the concerns of the community. While the work to secure grants has indeed 
resulted in numerous studies, plans, and goals, the Grand Jury found the work has produced few 
tangible improvements toward reducing the risks faced daily by pedestrians, particularly 
schoolchildren. 

The Grand Jury found the concern and frustration expressed by community members to be 
warranted and recommends the Kings County Board of Supervisors, through collaboration with 
relevant County departments and other local, state, and federal agencies, determine and 
implement the next step toward improving the safety of pedestrians, particularly schoolchildren, 
in Kettleman City. 

BACKGROUND 

Kettleman City is an unincorporated community within Kings County. With the exception of 
water services provided by the Kettleman City Community Services District, municipal services 
are provided by the County. These municipal services include, but are not limited to fire 
protection, sheriff patrol, libraries, planning, and roads. The Kings County Board of Supervisors 
is the governing body for Kettleman City and oversees the operations and budgets of County 
departments which provide services to Kettleman City. 

The Kings County Association of Governments (KCAG) is a government agency that serves as 
the transportation planning organization for the Kings County region. KCAG is a joint powers 
authority whose members include the County of Kings and the cities of A venal, Corcoran, 
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Hanford, and Lemoore. KCAG carries out planning responsibilities for the Kettleman City area 
and works to secure funds from federal , state, and local sources for projects. KCAG has been 
instrumental in securing grant funds for studies and developing plans for the Kettleman City 
community. 

The Kings County Community Development Agency is a County agency directly accountable to 
the Kings County Board of Supervisors. The agency manages zoning permits, land divisions, and 
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) programs in the unincorporated areas of Kings 
County. Federal CDBG programs are an important source of funds for developing sustainable 
communities by providing improvements in the quality of life for residents and expanding 
economic opportunities, particularly for low-to-moderate-income populations. This government 
agency has been an active participant in securing grant funds for studies and developing plans for 
the Kettleman City community. 

A discussion of pedestrian safety issues in Kettleman City must include the acknowledgement of 
the California Department of Transportation (Cal trans) as the owner and operator of SR 41 
through Kettleman City. Consequently, signs, roadway painting, lights, etc., may not be installed 
on the roadway or along the right-of-way of SR 41 without Caltrans approval. 

As part of this review, the Grand Jury reviewed published documents generated by the work of 
these government agencies spanning a period of 16 years, from 2005 through the present. During 
that period, the danger for pedestrians crossing SR 41 was repeatedly discussed, reported on by 
numerous media outlets, verified by studies, and published in multiple documents. 

The following four photos illustrate the current signage used for the SR 41 crosswalk in 
Kettleman City: 

Figure 1 - Northbound Advance Warning Signage 
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Figure 2 - Southbound Advance Warning Signage 

Figure 3 - Southbound View of Crosswalk 
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Figure 4 - Northbound View of Crosswalk 
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METHODOLOGY 

This review was completed using three primary methods: interviews, on-site visits, and online 
research. Interviews were conducted with community stakeholders and government 
representatives. On-site visits were made to the Kettleman City community and crosswalk 
locations throughout Kings County. 

Extensive online research was conducted to review relevant documents. Documents reviewed 
include newspaper articles, Kings County Board of Supervisors meeting agenda packets and 
minutes, Kettleman City Community Plan as part of the Kings County 2035 General Plan, 
Kettleman City Safety and Community Study, Smart Growth SR 41 Corridor Improvement Plan, 
Kings County Regional Transportation Plan, Kings County Regional Active Transportation Plan, 
2020 California Manual for Setting Speed Limits, status reports of Caltrans Active 
Transportation Program projects, California Office of Traffic Safety reports, and the California 
Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices. 

DISCUSSION 

Residents of all ages in the small Kettleman City community have long used walking and biking 
as transportation. Covering less than a square mile of land, all points within the community are 
easily within walking distance. The Kettleman City community includes a park with a 
playground, grocery store, convenience store, auto parts store, restaurants, elementary school for 
grades K-8, fire station, library, post office, churches, community health clinic, family resource 
center, and offices for the Kettleman City Community Services District. 

Persons interviewed by the Grand Jury reported that residents would prefer to walk to most of 
the destinations within the small community, but also reported the fear of residents about 
crossing SR 41 to do so. 

Over the past two decades, federal , state, county, and local government transportation polices 
have placed increased emphasis on encouraging walking and biking. These activities were 
encouraged as modes of transportation and not simply as a means of recreation. Towards that 
goal, federal and state grants were made available to perform studies, develop plans, and fund 
new pedestrian infrastructure projects. 

As a result of these grants, multiple studies and plans have been produced addressing the 
Kettleman City area. The studies and resulting documents include: Kettleman City Community 
Plan, Kettleman City Safety and Community Study, Smart Growth SR 41 Corridor Improvement 
Plan, and Kings County Regional Active Transportation Plan. 

Information on each of these studies follows : 

1. KETTLEMAN CITY COMMUNITY PLAN 

In 2006, as part of the development of this plan, a series of ten community meetings were held 
in Kettleman City. Residents, community stakeholders, and representatives from state and 
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county government agencies attended each meeting. This plan was prepared by the Kings 
County Community Development Agency. It was approved by the Kings County Board of 
Supervisors as part of the Kings County 2035 General Plan in January, 2010. 

Chapter 1, Section D, of this plan states: 

State Highway 41 divides the residential community. Kettleman residents have 
complained of the safety issues related to the speeds that highway traffic travels through 
the community. This traffic is strongly viewed by residents as a detrimental factor for the 
community, and have noted the decreased safety for pedestrians and children that must 
cross the highway. The Kettleman Elementary School is located on the west side of the 
highway, which often requires that students cross an unsafe intersection that provided 
little to no warning for drivers to slow down. 

Chapter 7, Objective 7C.1 , of this plan states: 

Safety features should be implemented along critical pedestrian crossings, with the State 
Highway 41 crossing at General Petroleum A venue made a priority. 

2. KETTLEMAN CITY SAFETY AND COMMUNITY STUDY 

This study was funded by a Transportation Planning Grant from Caltrans with a matching 
grant from Waste Management. This study was prepared for the Kings County Association of 
Governments and Kings County Community Development Agency. Potential funding sources 
were identified as part of this study. The final report was issued in October, 2010. 

The Executive Summary of this study states: 

The purpose of the study is to develop community identified design concepts for General 
Petroleum Avenue and State Route 41 (SR 41) that will enhance mobility, access, and 
safety for vehicles, bicyclists, and pedestrians. 

Section 1.3 of this study states: 

Most of the residential area, retail services, and primary commercial and service facilities 
are located west of SR 41. The service facilities include grocery stores, the post office, 
the elementary school, the library, the Family Resource Center, Community Hall 
Building, Fire Station, and the Community Services District office. A significant 
residential area is located east of SR 41 ... these east-side residents, including many 
elementary school students must cross the busy SR 41 at least twice a day if not more to 
access the school and other community and retail services. Currently there is only a 
single painted crosswalk on SR 41 located just south of General Petroleum A venue. 
Speed limits entering and exiting the community are currently posted at 45 mph, but this 
speed is frequently exceeded by through-traffic. The current lack of meaningful speed 
enforcement and traffic control contributes to the community concern that the crossing 
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for pedestrians and bicyclists at SR 41 and General Petroleum A venue is not as safe as it 
should be. 

3. SMARTGROWTHSR41CORRIDORIMPROVEMENTPLAN 

This plan was funded by a grant from Caltrans with a cash match from the County. The plan 
was prepared for the Kings County Development Agency and Kings County Department of 
Public Works. Potential funding sources were identified as part of this plan. The final plan 
was presented to the Kings County Board of Supervisors in January, 2018. 

This plan addressed deficiencies along the SR 41 corridor in Kettleman City. One of the four 
key deficiencies identified states: 

SR 41 is a two-lane highway with a posted speed limit of 55 miles per hour (mph) 
slowing to 45 mph at 25th A venue. Traffic calming measures to slow traffic during the 
1.2-mile segment transitioning from I-5 to the community do not exist. Residents must 
cross the busy highway regularly, yet there are no signalized crosswalks for children 
walking or biking to Kettleman City Elementary School or to one of the three bus stops 
on the west side of SR 41. During the past 10 years, eight people were killed on SR 41 in 
Kettleman City, including one pedestrian (Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System 
2003-2012). A head-on collision in 2003 killed three people and injured seven on SR 41 
at 25th A venue. 

4. KINGS COUNTY REGIONAL ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PLAN 

This plan was prepared for the Kings County Association of Governments and was presented 
to the Kings County Board of Supervisors in January, 2019. 

Chapter 1 of this plan states: 

... interest in walking and biking has increased in many communities, including in Kings 
County, and there have been growing calls by both decision-makers and the broader 
public to promote and encourage these forms of transportation. For people to choose 
active transportation as a way of getting around, communities must provide a network of 
sidewalks, bike lanes, paths and trails, safe crossings, traffic-calmed streets and other 
pedestrian and bicycle facilities that connect the places where people live, work, study, 
shop, play, and visit. 

Each of these four studies and resulting documents are indeed important, in that they confirmed 
the daily danger faced by the residents of Kettleman City. However, they produced only one 
grant award since 2005 for any tangible improvement along SR 41 in the residential area. 
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CALTRANS ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM 

During the time period reviewed by the Grand Jury, the only grant awarded for an improvement 
project along SR 41 in the residential area of Kettleman City was awarded to the Kings County 
Department of Public Works in January, 2019. This grant was awarded as a part ofCaltrans' 
Active Transportation Program (ATP). 

The 2020 Caltrans ATP Fact Sheet states: 

The purpose of the ATP is to encourage an increased use of active modes of 
transportation, such as biking and walking, by achieving the following goals: 

• Increase the proportion of trips accomplished by biking and walking. 
• Increase the safety and mobility of non-motorized users. 
• Advance the active transportation efforts of regional agencies to achieve greenhouse 

gas reduction. 
• Enhance public health, including reduction of childhood obesity through the use of 

programs including, but not limited to, projects eligible for Safe Routes to School 
Program funding. 

• Ensure that disadvantaged communities fully share in the benefits of the program. 
• Provide a broad spectrum of projects to benefit many types of active transportation 

users. 

These stated goals of the ATP are perfectly suited for assisting county and local governments 
with funding pedestrian projects in small, rural communities such as Kettleman City. At the same 
time, these grants are highly competitive. In 2019, over 500 applications were received from 
throughout California in the small urban and rural category, yet only 60 were recommended for 
funding. 

This project in Kettleman City will include the installation of two solar-powered, pedestrian­
activated signs with Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacons (RRFB) at the existing pedestrian 
crosswalk over SR 41 at General Petroleum A venue and two "Pedestrian Crossing Ahead" signs 
with RRFB. In addition, a 6-foot-wide asphalt pedestrian pathway will be constructed on the 
west side of SR 41 between General Petroleum A venue and Edwards Street. The pedestrian 
pathway will include flexible, reflective posts to delineate the path from the roadway. 

Figure 5 - RRFB Example Figure 6 - Flexible Delineators Example 
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On March 24, 2021, the California Transportation Commission allocated funding for 
construction of this project. The next step in the process toward completion of this project is to 
seek the authorization to advertise for contractors from the Kings County Board of Supervisors. 
As of the date of this report, that step was pending. 

This project is an improvement the community members of Kettleman City have sought 
throughout the entire time period reviewed by this report - 16 years. The Grand Jury commends 
the Kings County Department of Public Works for pursuing this ATP project for Kettleman City. 
This higher visibility crosswalk will help to alert drivers to the presence of pedestrians and will 
make an appreciable difference in the lives of all citizens in the community. 

SPEED LIMIT 

Residents and community stakeholders, particularly elementary school officials, have long 
expressed their concerns with the speed of traffic flowing through the residential area of 
Kettleman City. The speed limit on SR 41 through the residential area is 45 miles per hour. All 
studies reviewed identified concerns with pedestrians, particularly schoolchildren in grades K-8, 
navigating an unsignalized crosswalk in this 45-mile-per-hour speed zone. 

Caltrans has the authority to set the speed limit on all California state highways. Generally, speed 
limits are set by using the 851h percentile speed. The Caltrans 2020 California Manual for Setting 
Speed Limits, Section 1.2, states: 

Speed limit determinations rely on the premise that a reasonable speed limit is one that 
conforms to the actual behavior of the majority of drivers; one will be able to select a 
speed limit that is both reasonable and effective by measuring drivers' speeds. Speed 
limits set by Engineering and Traffic Studies are normally set near the 851h percentile 
speed. The g5th percentile speed is the speed at or below which 85 percent of the traffic is 
movmg ... 

Any variation to setting the speed limit at the g5th percentile speed is addressed in Section 3.4.4 
of the manual and states: 

When roadside development results in traffic conflicts and conditions which are not 
readily apparent to drivers, speed limits somewhat below the 85th percentile may be 
justified; however, speed limits shall not be lowered more than 5mph less than the nearest 
increment to the 85th percentile speed. 

Several factors combine in Kettleman City resulting in an g5th percentile speed of 45 miles per 
hour through the residential area. Factors include the close proximity to an interstate highway 
where drivers become accustomed to traffic flowing at speeds in excess of the speed limit, the 
location along a rural stretch of SR 41 where drivers become accustomed to traffic flowing at 
speeds in excess of the speed limit, and the lack of pedestrian infrastructure in Kettleman City, 
i.e., sidewalks and pedestrian signage, which would alert drivers to the possibility of pedestrians 
utilizing a crosswalk in the area. The combination of these factors results in traffic speeds which 
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are dangerous for all pedestrians, but are particularly hazardous for young schoolchildren 
walking to and from school. 

While government agencies in Kings County do not have the authority to reduce the speed limit 
on SR 41, they can strongly advocate for Caltrans to use all available measures to alert drivers to 
the presence of pedestrians, particularly schoolchildren. 

PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE 

A pedestrian bridge spanning SR 41 in the residential area of Kettleman City has long been 
discussed by residents, school officials, and community leaders as the best solution to solving the 
dangers faced by pedestrians, particularly schoolchildren. 

The Grand Jury found the discussion of a pedestrian bridge in documents from a January, 2011 , 
Kings County Board of Supervisors meeting at which Caltrans officials were in attendance. The 
position of Caltrans officials was that the volume of pedestrian traffic crossing SR 41 did not 
warrant the expense of a pedestrian bridge. 

The discussion of a pedestrian bridge again appeared in documents as part of a community 
workshop held in Kettleman City in November, 2016. The desire for a pedestrian bridge was 
made by community members as part of the public outreach and public input process leading up 
to the development of the Smart Growth SR 41 Corridor Improvement Plan. The position of 
Caltrans was again that the volume of pedestrian traffic crossing SR 41 did not warrant the 
expense of a pedestrian bridge. 

In interviews conducted as part of this review, representatives from Kettleman City Elementary 
School relayed their constant worry for the students and their families who must rely on all 
traffic to stop while they cross SR 41 at least twice each day. All of those interviewed expressed 
their hope for a pedestrian bridge which would eliminate those dangers faced by students daily. 

On March 17, 2021, a vote by the 117th United States Congress reinstated the earmark process 
after a 10-year ban. Earmarks allow individual legislators to target federal spending for specific 
community projects in their congressional districts. Following that vote, Congressman David 
Valadao, the congressman for California' s 2I51 congressional district, which includes all of Kings 
County, solicited requests for community projects from throughout the district. 

On March 23 , 2021 , the County Administrative Officer presented the Kings County Board of 
Supervisors with a list of community-project requests submitted from department heads and 
others. The Kings County Department of Public Works submitted a request for a pedestrian 
bridge spanning SR 41 in Kettleman City. 

On March 30, 2021 , the Kings County Board of Supervisors voted to submit the request for a 
pedestrian bridge spanning SR 41 in Kettleman City as their number one priority earmark request 
to Congressman Valadao. 
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.. 

The Grand Jury commends the Kings County Department of Public Works and Kings County 
Board of Supervisors for taking this step of advocating for this long-term solution of a pedestrian 
bridge. 

State and County government representatives have repeatedly held the position that the cost of a 
pedestrian bridge was not feasible or not warranted for the volume of pedestrian traffic in 
Kettleman City. On the one hand, pedestrian bridges are unquestionably an expensive solution to 
reducing dangers faced by pedestrians. On the other hand, the Grand Jury finds delaying the 
pursuit of a pedestrian bridge at this location until after a tragedy occurs would also come with 
an extremely high cost. 

FINDINGS 

F 1. Over the past 16 years, the discussions, studies, and resulting documents addressing 
Kettleman City have produced few tangible improvements toward reducing the danger faced 
daily by pedestrians of all ages crossing SR 41 in Kettleman City. 

F2. The signage along SR 41 approaching the Kettleman City residential area is inadequate to 
alert drivers to a crosswalk ahead. 

F3. The safest, long-term solution to reducing the danger for pedestrians, particularly 
schoolchildren, in Kettleman City is the construction of a pedestrian bridge spanning SR 41. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

Rl. The Kings County Board of Supervisors should direct the Kings County Department of 
Public Works and Kings County Community Development Agency to submit their 
recommendations for the next step to be taken by the County of Kings toward making a tangible 
improvement in the danger faced daily by pedestrians, particularly schoolchildren, in Kettleman 
City. 

R2. The Kings County Department of Public Works should strongly advocate for any and all 
pedestrian warning signage, including solar-powered flashing beacons, used by Caltrans on the 
state highway system to be installed along the northbound and southbound approaches to the 
residential area and crosswalk on SR 41 at General Petroleum A venue. 

R3. The Kings County Board of Supervisors should direct relevant County departments and 
agencies to actively seek funding from all potential funding sources identified in the noted 
studies and plans to support the construction of a pedestrian bridge in Kettleman City. 
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REQUIRED RESPONSES: 

California Penal Code §933 provides in part: " ... within 90 days of receipt of a report the public 
agency shall submit its response to the presiding judge. If the report is on an elected public 
official, the response shall be submitted to the presiding judge within 60 days of receipt. .. " 

Kings County Association of Governments 
Kings County Board of Supervisors 

INVITED RESPONSES: 

Kings County Community Development Agency 
Kings County Department of Public Works 

SEND FINAL REPORT RESPONSES TO: 

Original to: 
Shane Burns, Presiding Judge 
Kings County Superior Court 
1640 Kings Court Drive 
Hanford, CA 93230 

Copy to: 
Kings County Grand Jury 
P. 0. Box 1562 
Hanford, CA 93232 
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BOARD ACTION : APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED:         OTHER: ___   
 

I hereby certify that the above order was passed and adopted 

on ________________________, 2021. 

CATHERINE VENTURELLA, Clerk of the Board 

By                                                    , Deputy. 
 

 
 

SUBMITTED BY:    Department of Public Health – Edward Hill 
   

 
SUBJECT: NOVEL CORONAVIRUS 2019 COUNTY UPDATE 
 
SUMMARY: 
 

Overview: 
On March 4, 2020, the Governor of California proclaimed a State of Emergency throughout California 
because of the increase in cases reported of the novel coronavirus, a disease now known as COVID-19. 
The President of the United States likewise declared a national emergency because of the COVID-19 
outbreak on March 13, 2020.  On March 17, 2020, the Board proclaimed a local emergency in Kings 
County due to the imminent and proximate threat of exposure of COVID-19 on the residents of the 
County of Kings.   

 
Recommendation: 
Receive an update on the local emergency in Kings County due to the imminent and proximate 
threat of exposure of COVID-19 on the residents of the County of Kings and take action as 
deemed necessary. 
 
Fiscal Impact: 
The County is tracking costs and revenue losses related to the emergency. 
 

BACKGROUND: 
A Novel Coronavirus (COVID-19) was first detected in Wuhan City, Hubei Province, China, in December 
2019.  The Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) considers the virus to be a very serious public 
health threat.  The exact modes of transmission, the factors facilitating human-to-human transmission, the extent 
of asymptomatic viral shedding, the groups most at risk of serious illness, the attack rate, and the case fatality 
rate all remain active areas of investigation. The CDC believes at this time that symptoms appear two to 
fourteen days after exposure. Currently, there are vaccines for antiviral treatment of COVID-19. County staff 
has been working diligently to assess and provide resources and information to the community regarding 
COVID-19.  An update will be provided to the Board on County related activities and response.  

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________   

  

COUNTY OF KINGS 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

GOVERNMENT CENTER HANFORD, CALIFORNIA 93230  (559) 852-2362 
Catherine Venturella, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
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BOARD ACTION : APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED:            OTHER: ________ 
 
 
 
 

I hereby certify that the above order was passed and adopted 

on ________________________, 2021. 

CATHERINE VENTURELLA, Clerk of the Board 

By                                                    , Deputy. 

 
SUBMITTED BY: 

 
Administration – Larry Spikes/Domingo Cruz 

 
SUBJECT: CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE AND PROPOSED FEE INCREASE FOR 

COUNTY PUBLIC FACILITIES FEES 
SUMMARY: 
 
 Overview: 
 The Mitigation Fee Act, Government Code § 66000 et. seq. provides for the use of impact fees, also 

known as public facility fees, to offset the impact of growth on government facilities.  On June 21, 2005, 
the Board adopted Ordinance No. 633, Development Impact Fees.  In order to continue to collect the fees 
at the building permit stage of development, the Board is requested to adopt an updated construction 
schedule of public facilities planned for development, and to consider a resolution to adjust impact fees 
based upon the cited construction index.   

 

 Recommendation: 
a. Conduct a public hearing to receive testimony on the Development Impact Fees including 

construction schedule of public facilities related to the collection of Development Impact 
Fees, the proposed adjustments to the Development Impact Fees;  

b. Adopt a resolution which includes a construction schedule (Exhibit A) for public facilities as 
detailed within Ordinance No. 633 establishing Development Impact Fees in Kings County; 
and 

c. Select one of the following options in regards to adjusting the development impact fees: 
1) Adjust the Development Impact Fee amounts based on the percentage change in the 

Engineering News-Record Construction Cost Index, (a 1.59% increase) having the 
new fees become effective October 18, 2021. 

2) Adjust the development impact fee amounts based on a percentage determined by 
the Board. 

3) Adopt no fee increase – impact fees will remain at October 18, 2019 levels. 
  

 (Cont’d) 
 
 
 

 _________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________   
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Fiscal Impact: 
 If the Board adopts this increase, then Impact Fees will be increased according to the Engineering News-

Record Construction Cost Index (ENR CCI) for the period of March 2020 to March 2021, taking the 
average of the City of Los Angeles and the City of San Francisco.  The rate was calculated to be increased 
at (+1.59%).  Fee increases would be effective on October 18, 2021.  The fee increases are shown on 
Exhibit B.   

 
BACKGROUND: 
 
Impact Fee History 
 
Ordinance No. 633, pertaining to Development Impact Fees, was introduced immediately following a public 
hearing on June 14, 2005.  This Ordinance allows the County to collect fees for the facilities of Countywide 
Public Protection, Fire, Library, Animal Control, and Sheriff’s Patrol and Investigation.   The Board adopted the 
Ordinance on June 21, 2005, and the Development Impact Fees became effective on August 22, 2005.  In 2015, 
a new fee study took place and the Board reestablished the impact fees based on that study on January 5, 2016. 
 

Construction Schedule 
 
Ordinance 633 requires the development of a construction schedule, which must be reviewed and approved by 
your Board in order for the Development Impact Fees to be collected at the time building permits are issued.  
The Construction Schedule is attached (as Exhibit A) for consideration.  The Construction Schedule was 
established for the facilities’ development related to impact fee revenue, and describes the public facilities that 
will be expanded or newly constructed.  This schedule is tied to population growth.     
 

Fee Table 
 
Exhibit B shows the proposed (+1.59%) increase in fees.  It also details the history of fee amounts since the 
beginning of the Impact Fee program.  The list below details the actions your Board has taken in previous years 
regarding impact fee adjustments: 
 
Fiscal Year (FY)  ENR CCI  Board Action 
2009-2010 6.55% increase No change in fees 
2010-2011 -0.30% decrease -0.30% decrease 
2011-2012 3.54% increase No change in fees 
2012-2013 2.32% increase No change in fees 
2013-2014 -0.01% decrease -0.01% decrease 
2014-2015 4.70% increase 4.70% increase 
2015-2016 20% average increase 20% average increase – based on a fee study 
2016-2017 2.48% increase 2.48% increase 
2017-2018 2.0% increase 2.0% increase 
2018-2019 3.16% increase No change in fees 
2019-2020 2.16% increase 2.16% increase 
2020-2021 3.58% increase No change in fees 
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Financials 
 
The Mitigation Fee Act requires annual reports on fee collection in each account established under its terms.  
The annual financial report is attached as Exhibit C.  This past fiscal year, there have been no loans made from 
this fund to another fund.  To date, an amount totaling $4,438,805 has been encumbered or spent, leaving a 
balance in the fund of $5,719,681 as of June 30, 2021. 
 
Fee Adjustments 
 
Annual public hearings are required in order for the County to adjust fees based upon the index identified within 
Ordinance No. 633 or for any other changes to the fee structure and/or fee amount and/or the Construction 
Schedule.  Ordinance No. 633 allows the Board to adjust the fee amounts from time to time.  The identified 
index used for this adjustment is the Engineering News Record Construction Cost Index.  The proposed increase 
of (+1.59%) was derived from taking an average of the rates for San Francisco and Los Angeles from March 
2020 to March 2021.  Exhibit D provides the calculation methodology for how staff concluded the (+1.59%) 
increase.   
 

Impact Fee Projects 
 
There were no projects for FY 2005-2006 or FY 2006-2007.  Two projects were started in FY 2007-2008 and 
were continued into FY 2008-2009.  This project involved relocating the Minor’s Advocate offices to a larger 
location, and remodeling the existing Minor’s Advocate office space for use by the District Attorney.  These two 
projects were completed in FY 2008-2009. 
 
Your Board deleted the Sheriff Patrol and Investigation Fee in FY 2010-2011, effective November 1, 2010.    At 
that time, your Board chose to use the remaining balances of the accumulated Sheriff Patrol and Investigation 
Fees on the evidence storage space expansion project in the old jail.  In FY 2010-2011, the Sheriff's Evidence 
Space was moved out of the Kings Building to a temporary location; however, Impact Fees were not used to do 
so.  A permanent facility is still needed, and is proposed in the Capital Improvement Program for FY 2021-
2022.   
 
Your Board suspended the Animal Services Fee in FY 2011-2012, effective November 1, 2011.     
 
The Library was originally slated to begin the expansion of the Hanford branch in FY 2009-2010, but due to 
changes in the economy, and the State suspending Proposition 1A in FY 2009-2010, this project was put on 
hold indefinitely.  The Hanford expansion project would have cost approximately one million dollars, requiring 
the use of a significant portion of the Library’s fund balance in addition to the Impact Fees.  After discussion, 
the Librarian and Administrative staff agreed it would be fiscally prudent to preserve the Library’s fund balance 
to ensure the Library is able to continue to provide services to the public over the next several years.   
 
The renovations of the Lemoore and Avenal libraries are another projects slated to be paid for with use of 
Impact Fees, and this is likely to occur within the next few years.  This is identified in the Construction 
Schedule, and is proposed in the Capital Improvement Program for FY 2021-2022 to begin the design and 
construction work for both libraries.      
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In FY 2011-2012, the Jail Expansion and the Morgue Relocation projects were started.  A total of $2,262,843 
was transferred from Public Protection Impact Fees to the Capital Outlay Fund ($390,000 for the Morgue and 
$1,872,843 for the Jail).   
 
In FY 2012-2013, an additional $275,282 was transferred from Public Protection Impact Fees to the Capital 
Outlay Fund for the Jail Expansion project. 
 
In FY 2013-2014, an additional $141,875 was transferred from Public Protection Impact Fees to the Capital 
Outlay Fund for the Jail Expansion project.  There will be no more impact fees dedicated to the Jail Expansion 
project unless a future impact fee study report justifies it. 
 
In FY 2014-2015 and FY 2015-2016, the jail expansion project continued but no additional Public Protection 
Impact Fees were transferred for this project. 
 
In FY 2020-2021, $1,530,000 was transferred from Public Protection Impact Fees to the Capital Outlay Fund for 
the SB 81 Round Two Juvenile Center Remodel Project on the old Branch Jail. 
  
Required Five-Year Report 
 
FY 2009-2010 was the fifth year that impact fees have been in place in Kings County.  Government Code 
section 66001 requires every five years a study of fees be brought to your Board to re-establish the need for the 
fees and the purpose to which they will be used.  On January 12, 2010, the Board contracted with Willdan 
Financial Services to develop this report, and that report was reviewed by the Board on August 2, 2010.  On 
March 17, 2015 the Board contracted with David Taussig and Associates, Inc. to complete the next fifth year 
report, and that report was presented and approved by your Board on February 9, 2016.  On January 12, 2020, 
the Administrative Office entered into agreement with David Taussig and Associates, Inc. to complete the next 
fifth year report, and that report was presented and approved by your Board on January 12, 2021.  The next five-
year report will be due in 2025. 
 

Required Notices 
 
Required notices of the public hearing were mailed on July 30, 2021 to the Building Industry Association of 
Tulare/Kings Counties, Inc., the Gas Company, and the Cities of Corcoran, Avenal, Hanford, and Lemoore to 
inform them of the public hearing.  The County has an agreement in place with the cities of Corcoran, Hanford, 
and Lemoore to charge impact fees; however, it does not have an agreement in place with the city of Avenal..  
Required notice was also published on the Hanford Sentinel on August 3, 2021 and August 12, 2021. 
 
The Resolution has been reviewed and approved as to form by County Counsel. 
 
Attachments: 
Resolution 
Exhibit A – Fee Construction Schedule   
Exhibit B – Fee Table 
Exhibit C – Impact Fee Financial Report 
Exhibit D – Public Facility Fee Change Calculation 



FY 

Project Name Description of Work Work Starts
Estimated 

Cost Impact Fees Grant Funds General Fund Loan Total
Public Protection

County Counsel Relocate to new site Relocate to new site FY 2020-2025 582,446 388,625 0 193,821 0 582,446

Grand Jury Office Space and Expansion Office Space and Expansion FY 2020-2025 350,618 233,943 0 116,675 0 350,618

Public Guardian Relocation Relocate to new site Relocate to new site FY 2020-2025 578,746 386,157 0 192,590 0 578,747

Minor Advocate Relocation Relocate to new site Relocate to new site FY 2020-2025 651,295 434,563 0 216,732 0 651,295

SB81 Juvenile Center  Construction/Remodel Facility Relocation and Expansion FY 2020-2025 20,111,754 3,718,340 9,600,000     6,793,414 0 20,111,754

Administration Capital Improvement Plan Update Capital Improvement Plan FY 2020-2025 7,000 7,000 0 0 0 7,000

Sub totals 22,281,859 5,168,628 9,600,000 7,513,232 0 22,281,860

Fire Protection
Fire Deparment Fire Department Administration Fire Department Administration FY 2020-2025 1,463,535 1,503,535 0 0 0 1,463,535

Administration Capital Improvement Plan Update Capital Improvement Plan FY 2020-2025 7,000 6,000 0 1,000 0 7,000

Sub totals 1,470,535 1,509,535 0 1,000 0 1,470,535

Animal Control
FF& E, Relocation, Holding 

Spaces FF& E, Relocation, Holding Spaces

Add to existing animal detention space. Accumulate for 

future expansion. FY 2016-2020 309,800 5,337 0 304,463 0 309,800

Administration Capital Improvement Plan Update Capital Improvement Plan FY 2020-2025 7,000 7,000 0 0 0 7,000

Sub totals 316,800 12,337 0 304,463 0 316,800

Sheriff Operations (Patrol & Inv)

Evidence & Vehicular Storage Evidence & Vehicular Storage Construct evidence & vehicular storage FY 2020-2025 1,770,641 100,000 0 1,670,641 1,770,641

SWAT Dive Team Swat Dive Team Swat Dive Team FY 2020-2025 1,695,546 49,159 0 1,646,387 1,695,546

Administration Capital Improvement Plan Update Capital Improvement Plan FY 2020-2025 7,000 7,000 0 0 0 7,000

Sub totals 3,473,187 156,159 0 3,317,028 0 3,473,187

Library
Lemoore Library Lemoore Expansion Renovation of Interior spaces, modifications, etc. FY 2020-2025 1,342,000 1,114,123 0 227,877 0 1,342,000

Lemoore Library Lemoore Expansion Floor plan reconfiguration, interior finish, etc. FY 2020-2025 599,450 363,656 0 235,794 0 599,450

New Toilet Room Lemoore Expansion Renovated toilet room FY 2020-2025 248,900 150,995 0 97,905 0 248,900

Administration Capital Improvement Plan Update Capital Improvement Plan FY 2020-2025 7,000 7,000 0 0 0 7,000

Sub totals 2,197,350 1,635,774 0 561,576 0 2,197,350

Grand Totals $29,739,731 $8,482,433 $9,600,000 $11,697,299 $0 $29,739,732

See Government Code Section 66002

KINGS COUNTY IMPACT FEE CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE
Five Year Construction Schedule FY 2020-2025

Impact Fee Category Funding Source

Location

\\FSV01\AWAdmin\admin\ADMIN\Impact Fees\21-22\Public Hearing\Agenda_Items\Admin_21-22_Table Impact Fee_FINAL.xlsConstruction Schedule A

8/3/2021     2:50 PM EXHIBIT A 



 Kings County Adopted Public Facilities Fees (Effective October 18, 2021)

Location/Land Use Total 2005 Total 2011 Total 2012 Total 2013 Total 2014 Total 2016 Total 2017 Total 2018 Total 2019 Total 2020 Total 2021
Effective Date: 11/13/20 10/18/21 11/13/20 10/18/21 11/13/20 10/18/21 11/13/20 10/18/21 11/13/20 10/18/21 11/13/20 10/18/21

10/18/21 1.59% 1.59% 1.59% 1.59% 1.59% 1.59% Base Year 0.00% 0.00% -0.01% 4.70% 2.48% 2.00% 0.00% 2.16% 0.00% 1.59%

San Francisco and Los Angeles - Time Frame  March 20 to March 21 FY 2020-2021

Unincorporated
Residential

  Single Family Unit 1,134.34$      1,152.37$      1,919.40$      1,949.92$      475.57$         483.13$         11.72$           11.91$           328.46$         333.68$         96.74$           98.28$           2,579.21$      2,473.74$      2,473.74$      2,473.49$      2,589.75$      3,479.78$      3,882.36$      3,882.36$      3,966.22$      3,966.22$      4,029.29$      

  Multi-family Unit 907.46$         921.89$         1,535.52$      1,559.93$      380.45$         386.50$         9.39$             9.54$             262.76$         266.94$         77.39$           78.62$           2,045.54$      1,962.38$      1,962.38$      1,962.18$      2,054.41$      2,783.81$      3,105.88$      3,105.88$      3,172.97$      3,172.97$      3,223.42$      

Nonresidential

  Retail 355.59$         361.25$         601.69$         611.26$         N/A N/A N/A N/A 102.96$         104.60$         25.99$           26.40$           728.00$         730.97$         730.97$         730.90$         765.25$         944.11$         1,063.27$      1,063.27$      1,086.24$      1,086.24$      1,103.51$      

  Office 444.49$         451.56$         752.11$         764.07$         N/A N/A N/A N/A 128.70$         130.75$         33.14$           33.66$           969.00$         972.45$         972.45$         972.35$         1,018.05$      1,180.14$      1,329.72$      1,329.72$      1,358.44$      1,358.44$      1,380.04$      

  Industrial 266.69$         270.93$         451.27$         458.45$         N/A N/A N/A N/A 77.21$           78.44$           19.88$           20.20$           486.00$         487.32$         487.32$         487.27$         510.17$         708.08$         797.83$         797.83$         815.06$         815.06$         828.02$         

  Warehouse -$               -$               -$               -$               N/A N/A N/A N/A -$               -$               -$               -$               291.00$         291.73$         291.73$         291.70$         305.41$         -$               -$               -$               -$               -$               -$               

Avenal
Residential

  Single Family Unit 1,134.34$      1,152.37$      1,919.40$      1,949.92$      475.57$         483.13$         N/A N/A N/A N/A 88.23$           89.63$           2,576.00$      2,473.74$      2,473.74$      2,473.49$      2,589.75$      3,471.61$      3,541.04$      3,541.04$      3,617.53$      3,617.53$      3,675.05$      

  Multi-family Unit 907.46$         921.89$         1,535.52$      1,559.93$      380.45$         386.50$         N/A N/A N/A N/A 70.59$           71.71$           2,043.00$      1,962.38$      1,962.38$      1,962.18$      2,054.41$      2,777.29$      2,832.83$      2,832.83$      2,894.02$      2,894.02$      2,940.03$      

Nonresidential

  Retail 355.59$         361.25$         601.69$         611.26$         N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 23.93$           24.31$           728.00$         730.97$         730.97$         730.90$         765.25$         941.64$         960.47$         960.47$         981.22$         981.22$         996.82$         

  Office 444.49$         451.56$         752.11$         764.07$         N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 29.91$           30.39$           969.00$         972.45$         972.45$         972.35$         1,018.05$      1,177.04$      1,200.58$      1,200.58$      1,226.51$      1,226.51$      1,246.02$      

  Industrial 266.69$         270.93$         451.27$         458.45$         N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 17.95$           18.24$           486.00$         487.32$         487.32$         487.27$         510.17$         706.23$         720.35$         720.35$         735.91$         735.91$         747.61$         

  Warehouse -$               -$               -$               -$               N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A -$               -$               291.00$         291.73$         291.73$         291.70$         305.41$         -$               -$               -$               -$               -$               -$               

Corcoran
Residential

  Single Family Unit 1,134.34$      1,152.37$      1,919.40$      1,949.92$      475.57$         483.13$         -$               -$               N/A N/A 88.23$           89.63$           2,259.21$      2,465.01$      2,465.01$      2,464.76$      2,580.60$      3,471.61$      3,541.04$      3,541.04$      3,617.53$      3,617.53$      3,675.05$      

  Multi-family Unit 907.46$         921.89$         1,535.52$      1,559.93$      380.45$         386.50$         -$               -$               N/A N/A 70.59$           71.71$           1,792.54$      1,955.82$      1,955.82$      1,955.63$      2,047.54$      2,777.29$      2,832.83$      2,832.83$      2,894.02$      2,894.02$      2,940.03$      

Nonresidential

  Retail 355.59$         361.25$         601.69$         611.26$         N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 23.93$           24.31$           667.00$         728.78$         728.78$         728.71$         762.96$         941.64$         960.47$         960.47$         981.22$         981.22$         996.82$         

  Office 444.49$         451.56$         752.11$         764.07$         N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 29.91$           30.39$           888.00$         970.26$         970.26$         970.16$         1,015.76$      1,177.04$      1,200.58$      1,200.58$      1,226.51$      1,226.51$      1,246.02$      

  Industrial 266.69$         270.93$         451.27$         458.45$         N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 17.95$           18.24$           445.00$         486.23$         486.23$         486.18$         509.03$         706.23$         720.35$         720.35$         735.91$         735.91$         747.61$         

  Warehouse -$               -$               -$               -$               N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A -$               -$               267.00$         291.73$         291.73$         291.70$         305.41$         -$               -$               -$               -$               -$               -$               

Hanford
Residential

  Single Family Unit 1,134.34$      1,152.37$      N/A N/A 475.57$         483.13$         -$               -$               N/A N/A 40.54$           41.18$           1,434.21$      1,563.57$      1,563.57$      1,563.42$      1,636.90$      1,583.87$      1,615.54$      1,615.54$      1,650.44$      1,650.44$      1,676.68$      

  Multi-family Unit 907.46$         921.89$         N/A N/A 380.45$         386.50$         -$               -$               N/A N/A 32.43$           32.95$           1,137.54$      1,240.14$      1,240.14$      1,240.02$      1,298.30$      1,267.09$      1,292.43$      1,292.43$      1,320.35$      1,320.35$      1,341.34$      

Nonresidential

  Retail 355.59$         361.25$         N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 8.88$             9.03$             215.00$         234.92$         234.92$         234.90$         245.94$         349.78$         356.77$         356.77$         364.48$         364.48$         370.27$         

  Office 444.49$         451.56$         N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 11.12$           11.29$           286.00$         312.49$         312.49$         312.46$         327.14$         437.23$         445.97$         445.97$         455.61$         455.61$         462.85$         

  Industrial 266.69$         270.93$         N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 6.66$             6.77$             144.00$         157.33$         157.33$         157.32$         164.71$         262.32$         267.57$         267.57$         273.35$         273.35$         277.70$         

  Warehouse -$               -$               N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A -$               -$               86.00$           93.97$           93.97$           93.96$           98.37$           -$               -$               -$               -$               -$               -$               

Lemoore
Residential

  Single Family Unit 1,134.34$      1,152.37$      N/A N/A 475.57$         483.13$         -$               -$               N/A N/A 40.54$           41.18$           1,434.21$      1,563.57$      1,563.57$      1,563.42$      1,636.90$      1,583.87$      1,615.54$      1,615.54$      1,650.44$      1,650.44$      1,676.68$      

  Multi-family Unit 907.46$         921.89$         N/A N/A 380.45$         386.50$         -$               -$               N/A N/A 32.43$           32.95$           1,137.54$      1,240.14$      1,240.14$      1,240.02$      1,298.30$      1,267.09$      1,292.43$      1,292.43$      1,320.35$      1,320.35$      1,341.34$      

Nonresidential

  Retail 355.59$         361.25$         N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 8.88$             9.03$             215.00$         234.92$         234.92$         234.90$         245.94$         349.78$         356.77$         356.77$         364.48$         364.48$         370.27$         

  Office 444.49$         451.56$         N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 11.12$           11.29$           286.00$         312.49$         312.49$         312.46$         327.14$         437.23$         445.97$         445.97$         455.61$         455.61$         462.85$         

  Industrial 266.69$         270.93$         N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 6.66$             6.77$             144.00$         157.33$         157.33$         157.32$         164.71$         262.32$         267.57$         267.57$         273.35$         273.35$         277.70$         

  Warehouse -$               -$               N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A -$               -$               86.00$           93.97$           93.97$           93.96$           98.37$           -$               -$               -$               -$               -$               -$               

PFF Compliance (2.5%)Public Protection LibraryFire Animal Services
Sheriff Patrol and 

Investigation
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IMPACT FEES - ANNUAL REPORT - GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 66006

Public Protection Fire Library

Sheriff Patrol 
& 

Investigation
Animal 

Services Admin Interest
87076 87076 87076 87076 87076 87076 87076 Total

Fees Collected 05/06 74,654.85               64,319.18        17,283.00        17,555.99      186.80           4,236.86     2,614.62          180,851.30        

Interest Allocation 05/06 1,095.14                 943.52             253.53             257.54           2.74               62.15          (2,614.62)         -                     

Total - FY 05/06 75,749.99               65,262.70        17,536.53        17,813.53      189.54           4,299.01     -                   180,851.30        

Fees Collected 06/07 685,521.04             217,573.47       169,922.71       33,278.01      1,847.26        2,183.49     36,199.94        1,146,525.92      

Interest Allocation 06/07 22,350.03               7,093.54          5,539.99          1,084.96        60.23             71.19          (36,199.94)       -                     

Total - FY 06/07 707,871.07             224,667.01       175,462.70       34,362.97      1,907.49        2,254.68     -                   1,146,525.92      

Fees Collected 07/08 396,984.65             138,555.22       78,617.27        20,395.93      928.53           40.27          78,130.22        713,652.09        

Interest Allocation 07/08 48,804.82               17,033.95        9,665.49          2,507.20        114.07           4.69            (78,130.22)       -                     

Total - FY 07/08 445,789.47             155,589.17       88,282.76        22,903.13      1,042.60        44.96          -                   713,652.09        

Fees Collected 08/09 141,608.78             63,736.17        34,929.84        9,900.94        380.06           (385.20)       54,016.38        304,186.97        

Interest Allocation 08/09 30,575.91               13,761.80        7,541.99          2,137.79        82.06             (83.17)         (54,016.38)       -                     

Total - FY 08/09 172,184.69             77,497.97        42,471.83        12,038.73      462.12           (468.37)       -                   304,186.97        

Account #'s changed in FY 09/10 due to new accounting system.  Interest is now posted directly to each fund.
Pub Prot Fire Library P & I Animal Admin

New Fund 2201 2202 2203 2204 2205 2206 NA
New Budget Unit 187301 187302 187303 187304 187305 187306 NA

Fees Collected 09/10 613,841.24             107,032.59       145,327.41       24,859.23      1,044.97        (176.95)       -                   891,928.49        

Interest Allocation 09/10 23,017.73               11,923.54        6,374.87          1,449.91        68.06             1.91            -                   42,836.02          

Total - FY 09/10 636,858.97             118,956.13       151,702.28       26,309.14      1,113.03        (175.04)       -                   934,764.51        

Fees Collected 10/11 169,119.41             70,028.62        36,360.62        7,128.49        307.80           3,675.20     -                   286,620.14        

Interest Allocation 10/11 28,890.00               9,844.98          7,274.98          1,723.07        72.38             28.82          -                   47,834.23          

Total - FY 10/11 198,009.41             79,873.60        43,635.60        8,851.56        380.18           3,704.02     -                   334,454.37        

Fees Collected 11/12 254,006.37             80,358.70        54,252.32        -                 245.20           8,212.69     397,075.28        

Interest Allocation 11/12 18,229.18               8,477.87          6,027.38          1,381.20        58.19             69.97          34,243.79          

Total - FY 11/12 272,235.55             88,836.57        60,279.70        1,381.20        303.39           8,282.66     -                   431,319.07        

Fees Collected 12/13 222,141.88             45,294.10        55,504.86        (25,077.59)     (160.97)          17,470.43   315,172.71        

Interest Allocation 12/13 1,086.29                 6,170.78          4,408.73          761.08           38.93             194.00        12,659.81          

Total - FY 12/13 223,228.17             51,464.88        59,913.59        (24,316.51)     (122.04)          17,664.43   -                   327,832.52        

Fees Collected 13/14 413,528.67             11,277.10        105,911.34       -                 -                 2,126.39     532,843.50        

Interest Allocation 13/14 738.35                    4,644.07          3,630.32          531.94           28.25             163.61        9,736.54            

Total - FY 13/14 414,267.02             15,921.17        109,541.66       531.94           28.25             2,290.00     -                   542,580.04        

Fees Collected 14/15 426,328.49             25,189.12        107,843.32       -                 -                 1,835.22     561,196.15        

Interest Allocation 14/15 2,823.33                 5,499.40          4,907.48          620.34           32.94             201.13        14,084.62          

Total - FY 14/15 429,151.82             30,688.52        112,750.80       620.34           32.94             2,036.35     -                   575,280.77        

Fees Collected 15/16 667,677.79             100,551.33       175,937.58       375.26           898.56           2,119.46     947,559.98        

Interest Allocation 15/16 7,396.95                 7,092.12          6,870.84          741.19           40.03             80.85          22,221.98          

Total - FY 15/16 675,074.74             107,643.45       182,808.42       1,116.45        938.59           2,200.31     -                   969,781.96        

Fees Collected 16/17 455,497.22             83,747.15        159,289.91       11,772.12      3,306.33        4,037.40     717,650.13        

Interest Allocation 16/17 14,974.14               9,794.73          10,286.96        1,004.65        72.44             (4.83)           36,128.09          

Total - FY 16/17 470,471.36             93,541.88        169,576.87       12,776.77      3,378.77        4,032.57     -                   753,778.22        

Fees Collected 17/18 308,802.35             60,752.29        118,502.53       6,915.98        2,170.33        2,407.12     499,550.60        

Interest Allocation 17/18 25,367.93               14,328.86        15,972.54        1,475.34        139.93           20.80          57,305.40          

Total - FY 17/18 334,170.28             75,081.15        134,475.07       8,391.32        2,310.26        2,427.92     -                   556,856.00        

Fees Collected 18/19 495,552.67             189,749.26       195,789.75       15,498.59      137.76           9,907.70     906,635.73        

Interest Allocation 18/19 46,535.23               24,591.75        27,550.67        2,531.17        231.44           144.37        101,584.63        

Total - FY 18/19 542,087.90             214,341.01       223,340.42       18,029.76      369.20           10,052.07   -                   1,008,220.36      
Fees Collected 19/20 413,064.63             118,873.32       162,657.68       10,948.16      171.97           7,847.68     713,563.44        

Interest Allocation 19/20 54,998.97               27,465.93        30,976.22        2,756.97        234.86           291.43        116,724.38        

Total - FY 19/20  468,063.60             146,339.25       193,633.90       13,705.13      406.83           8,139.11     -                   830,287.82        
Fees Collected 20/21 272,692.40             109,157.38       93,465.48        7,739.42        194.79           4,713.82     487,963.29        

Interest Allocation 20/21 28,253.10               14,152.77        16,061.95        1,418.69        114.87           149.86        60,151.24          

Total - FY 20/21  300,945.50             123,310.15       109,527.43       9,158.11        309.66           4,863.68     -                   548,114.53        
Impact Fees - Life of Collection 6,366,159.54          1,669,014.61    1,874,939.56    163,673.57    13,050.81      71,648.36   -                   10,158,486.45    

Encumbrances and Expenditures of Fees to Date
FY 05/06 -                         -                   -                   -                 -                 -              -                   -                     

FY 06/07 -                         -                   -                   -                 -                 -              -                   -                     

FY 07/08 8,190.00                 -                   -                   -                 -                 -              -                   8,190.00            

FY 08/09 163,904.88             -                   -                   -                 -                 -              -                   163,904.88        

FY 09/10 3,432.61                 -                   -                   -                 -                 2,610.00     -                   6,042.61            

FY 10/11 -                         -                   -                   -                 -                 3,190.00     -                   3,190.00            

FY 11/12 2,262,843.00          -                   -                   -                 -                 -              -                   2,262,843.00      

FY 12/13 275,282.38             -                   -                   -                 -                 -              -                   275,282.38        

FY 13/14 141,874.62             -                   -                   -                 -                 -              -                   141,874.62        

FY 14/15 -                         -                   -                   -                 -                 4,528.02     -                   4,528.02            

FY 15/16 -                         -                   -                   -                 -                 35,435.69   -                   35,435.69          

FY 16/17 -                         -                   -                   -                 -                 -              -                   -                     

FY 17/18 -                         -                   -                   -                 -                 -              -                   -                     

FY18/19 -                         -                   -                   -                 -                 5,125.80     -                   5,125.80            

FY19/20 -                         -                   -                   -                 -                 -              -                   -                     

FY20/21 1,530,000.00          -                   -                   -                 -                 2,388.06     -                   1,532,388.06      

4,385,527.49          -                   -                   -                 -                 53,277.57   -                   4,438,805.06      

1,980,632.05          1,669,014.61    1,874,939.56    163,673.57    13,050.81      18,370.79   -                   5,719,681.39      
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PUBLIC FACILITY FEE CHANGE CALCULATIONS
March 2020 - March 2021

Source:  Engineering News Records - Construction Cost Index

San Francisco 2.55%

Los Angeles 0.63%

Average 1.59%
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
OF THE COUNTY OF KINGS, STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

 
********* 

 
IN THE MATTER OF ADOPTING    RESOLUTION NO. 21 - 
A NEW CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE 
AND APPROVING AN ANNUAL 
INFLATIONARY INCREASE IN THE 
AMOUNT OF THE COUNTY IMPACT 
FEES AS IMPLEMENTED PURSUANT TO  
KINGS COUNTY ORDINANCE NO. 633      / 
 
 WHEREAS, the Kings County Board of Supervisors (“Board”) adopted Kings 
County Ordinance No. 633 (“Ordinance”) on June 21, 2005, establishing development 
impact fees (“Impact Fees”) in the incorporated and unincorporated territory of the 
County of Kings under the provisions of the Mitigation Fee Act (“the Act,”) as found in 
Government Code sections 66000 through 66024; and  
 
 WHEREAS, under the provisions of the Act, the Board may require payment of 
Impact Fees at the time of the issuance of building permits if the Board established an 
account for Impact Fees and adopted a capital improvement plan or a construction 
schedule for the use of the account funds; and  
 
 WHEREAS, under the provisions of Section 6 of the Ordinance, the Board 
established Impact Fee accounts and has appropriated the account funds therein for the 
construction of public improvements and facilities; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the fees prescribed by Ordinance No. 633 were last updated by 
Resolution No. 20-062, dated September 14, 2020, which provides as follows:  “During 
the next five calendar years beginning after adoption of this resolution the Board may, 
without a further study such as the Fifth Fiscal Year Impact Fee Report, adjust by 
resolution the fee amounts one time annually based on the percentage change in the 
Engineering News-Record Construction Cost Index;” and 
 
 WHEREAS, the amount of the percentage change in the Engineering News 
Record Construction Cost Index from March 2020 to March 2021 is +1.59% (“Percentage 
Increase”), as set forth in Exhibits C and D, which are attached hereto and incorporated 
herein as though set forth in full; and 
 
 WHEREAS, by the adoption of this resolution the Board intends to adopt a 
proposed construction schedule for the use of the Impact Fee account funds and to 
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increase the amount of the Impact Fees by the Percentage Increase as set forth in Exhibit 
B, which is attached hereto and incorporated herein as though set forth in full; and 
 

WHEREAS, notice has been provided as required under Government Code 
section 66016 to the cities of Corcoran, Lemoore, and Hanford and to other interested 
persons of the proposed changes to the Impact Fees and this Board held a public hearing 
on August 17, 2021, to consider oral and written testimony regarding Development 
Impact Fees. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED as follows: 
 
 1. The Board hereby finds and determines that the Impact Fees will be 
collected for the construction of public improvements and facilities for which an account 
has been established and funds appropriated. 
 
 2. The Board hereby adopts the proposed construction schedule, which is 
attached hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated herein as though set forth in full. 
   
 3. The Impact Fees are hereby increased by the amount of the Percentage 
Increase effective October 18, 2021.  The amount of Impact Fees as increased are set 
forth in Exhibit B. 
 
  The foregoing resolution was adopted upon motion by Supervisor  
                          , seconded by Supervisor                        at a special meeting held on the 
17th day of August, 2021, by the following vote: 
 
     AYES:  
     NOES:  
ABSENT:   
ABSTAIN:  
 
          
    Craig Pedersen, Chairperson, Board of Supervisors 
    County of Kings 
 
 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have set my hand this 17th day of August, 2021. 
 
          
    Diane Badasci, Deputy Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
    County of Kings 
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