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Request for Proposals for Five-Year Development Impact Fee Report
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PURCHASING DIVISION

COUNTY OF KINGS
REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL
NO. 2025-32

Five-Year Development Impact Fee Report

PROPOSALS DUE
May 22, 2025
AT OR BEFORE 4:00 P.M. LOCAL TIME

April 23, 2025
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SECTION 1
INTENT OF THE REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The County of Kings (“County”), on behalf of the Kings County Administrative Office,
is soliciting proposals from qualified firms to prepare a Five-Year Report for
Development Impact Fees (Impact Fees) in accordance with the California Mitigation
Fee Act (Act) for Fiscal Years 2020-21 through 2024-25. The County currently assesses
impact fees on new residential and commercial development to mitigate the fiscal impact
on public safety, fire, general facilities, libraries, animal services facilities, and other
capital facilities.

Proposers providing a proposal in response to this Request for Proposal (“RFP”) must
address each and every item in the Description of Services to be Performed, as set forth
below in Section 2. In addition, proposals must be in the format set forth in Section 3.2
of this RFP. Failure to include all elements in Section 2 or submit a proposal in the
required format may be grounds for rejection of the proposal.

In the event Proposers wish to take an exception to any of the requirements set forth in
Section 2 or terms of the proposed contract, as attached hereto as Exhibit E, those
exceptions must be clearly stated in the proposal. Failure to include any item in the
specifications without taking exception will result in a waiver of the Proposer’s ability to
negotiate a contract term, attempt to request additional compensation for elements in
Section 2 that were not included in the pricing set forth in the proposal, and may be
grounds for rejection.

The County reserves the right to reject any and all proposals, and/or to waive any
informality or informalities in the accepted proposal. The County further reserves the
right to reject any and all proposals with or without cause, and re-issue this RFP if
deemed to be in the County’s best interests.

LOCATION WHERE SERVICES ARE TO BE PERFORMED

Study will be conducted within the confines of Kings County jurisdictions. Kings
County was founded in 1893 and is located in the south-central San Joaquin Valley. The
County has remained a predominantly agricultural area since its first settlement in the
1850s. The County is a General Law form of government established by the legislature
with a five-member Board of Supervisors. The County seat is the City of Hanford. The
County operates under an appointed County Administrative Officer and has three other
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elected officials including the Assessor Clerk Recorder, District Attorney, and the
Sheriff. The County has over 1,570 employees, and provides a full range of services,
including law enforcement, animal services, fire, public works, community development,
planning, and building inspections. In addition, the County operates several libraries and
park facilities.

The County of Kings’ total population is estimated at approximately 163,000, which
includes the inmate population of prisons located in the cities of Avenal and Corcoran
and also includes the population of the Santa Rosa Rancheria and the Lemoore Naval Air
Station.

PRICE

Proposers must include any and all information about pricing in their proposals.
Although the County will base its selection upon a consideration of all factors, pricing
information is required in order for the County to ensure that it is receiving the requested
services or work at a fair and reasonable price. Failure to include pricing information in a
proposal may result in a rejection of the proposal as non-responsive.

PROPOSED TERM

The County anticipates an eight (8) month agreement between the County and the
successful Proposer. The Five-Year Developmental Impact Fee Report shall begin on
June 18, 2025.

PROPOSERS’ CONFERENCE

There will be no Proposers’ conference for this RFP. Questions submitted only.

SECTION 2
DESCRIPTION OF SERVICES TO BE PROVIDED

FIVE-YEAR IMPACT FEE REPORT FOR FISCAL YEARS 2020-21 THROUGH
2024-25

The Scope of Services includes, but is not limited to, all necessary analyses and
documentation to develop and support a comprehensive Five-Year Report for the public
facilities required in the County of Kings. Work should be based on the requirements of
the California Mitigation Fee Act. In general, the scope of work shall involve the
following:



. Review Current Impact Fees: The Consultant will review the County’s current
Impact Fee structure, as well as any other continuing County and city-wide
Impact Fees, and make recommendations for changes or additions if applicable.
The fees under consideration for this study are listed in Attachment 1.

. Data Collection and Development. The Consultant shall work with County
departments to collect the necessary data, and to develop additional data required
to fully support a comprehensive Impact Fee Program.

. Fee Calculation and Analysis. The Consultant shall determine and update the
current Impact Fees based on the County’s existing Master Plans. Additionally,
the Consultant may suggest unique areas or separate zones where appropriate and
necessary to identify opportunities for additional revenue to accommodate
Countywide growth.

. Comparisons: Review strategies for Impact Fees implemented in other
communities and make recommendations where applicable.

. Impact Fee / Five-Year Report for Fiscal Years 2020-21 through 2024-25:
The Consultant shall prepare and provide a report that provides information and
proposed findings the County intends to review and adopt in accordance with
Section 66001 of the California Government Code. The report will be expected to
meet all of the requirements of the California Mitigation Fee Act.

. Calculation Spreadsheets and Methodology: The Consultant shall provide
County Administrative staff with Excel worksheets to allow for future fee
updates. The Consultant will also review all calculations and fee study
methodology with County staff.

. Presentation of Materials: The Consultant will present findings to an internal
review committee and may also present them to community groups, the Board of
Supervisors, and others as directed. This may include presentation of the Final
Report to the Board of Supervisors at a Board of Supervisors’ meeting.

. Additional Information

1. The Kings County, California — Code of Ordinances can be found by visiting
the Board of Supervisors’ webpage at
http://www.countyofkings.com/departments/board-of-supervisors.

2. Additional information can be located on the County’s website at
www.countyofkings.com.

3. Previous studies completed for the County are included as Attachments 2, 3,
and 4.
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SECTION 3
INSTRUCTIONS TO PROPOSERS

SUBMISSION INSTRUCTIONS

Proposals must be received electronically in the County’s Purchasing Division, located
at 640 N. Campus Dr., Building 24, Suite H, in Hanford, California at or before 4:00
p.m. local time on Thursday, May 22, 2025. All proposals shall be formatted to 8 %2 x
11-inch paper. Email the Proposal to KCBids@countyofkings.com and have the RFP
number, the title, and due date in the subject line.

Proposers shall submit one (1) original proposal.

To respond to this RFP, contractor(s) must submit, and the County must receive the
proposal in electronic format by 4:00 pm local time on May 22, 2025. All submissions
must be made to the Purchasing Department at KCBids@co.kings.ca.us and must not
exceed 20 megabytes. Any proposal submitted anywhere other than
KCBids@co.kings.ca.us will not be considered. It is solely the responsibility of the
contractor(s) to ensure that the Purchasing Department receives the electronic submission
as provided herein.

The County shall not be responsible for any measures that prevent the proposal from
being timely submitted to the County, whether it be the County’s, the contractor(s’), or
any other third parties’ act or omission. No proposal will be accepted by the County after
the date and time provided herein.

It is solely the responsibility of the contractor(s) to review the County’s website for any
and all addenda, amendments, and/or additional documents that are posted with relation
to the RFP. The County shall not be responsible for changes to any e-mail address or for
any non-deliverable accounts on file.

If you have any questions about the submission process, please contact Evan C. Jones,
Purchasing Manager at evan.jones@co.kings.ca.us.

PROPOSAL FORMAT

Proposals must be submitted in the following format. Non-conforming proposals will not
be considered. Each section shall be clearly marked with either tabs or sections, which
correspond to the sections below.

In the event any of the sections below do not apply, Proposers shall indicate “Not
Applicable” in response thereto.
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3.2.2
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3.2.5

3.2.6

SIGNATURE PAGE

Proposers must include a completed Signature Page, as attached hereto as Exhibit
A, at the front of their proposals. Failure to include a completed Signature Page
shall be grounds for rejection of the proposal.

COVER LETTER

The cover letter must include the Proposer’s name, address, and telephone
number, as well as the name and email address of a designated contact individual.
The email address provided must be available to receive service of any notices
sent regarding this RFP.

COMPANY OVERVIEW

A Dbrief description of the company and its structure, including, but not limited to,
the name(s), business address(es), and telephone number(s) of the company’s
officers, directors, and associates, and the name(s) and address(es) of any parent
or subsidiary companies.

SUBCONTRACTORS

If the Proposer will be using subcontractors to perform some or all of the work,
the name(s) and address(es) of these subcontractors must be included, along with
a description of which portion of the work or service they will perform. Said
information shall be provided on the Subcontractor List, attached hereto as
Exhibit B.

If the Proposer is part of a joint venture, one legal entity must be designated as the
Primary Proposer. All other participants shall be considered subcontractors.

RELEVANT EXPERIENCE

Provide a brief description of your company’s past relevant experience as it
relates to the requested work or services. Include a minimum of five (5)
references. Each reference should include the name, address, and phone number,
along with a contact person and a description of the work performed. References
should be listed in the Reference List, attached hereto as Exhibit C.

SUPPORT TEAM

Identify the individual(s) who will form the support team for performing the work
or services for this RFP. Include brief descriptions of each individual’s



3.2.7

3.2.8

3.29
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experience, and a description of the role he or she will take in performing the
work or service.

TIMEFRAME FOR COMPLETION

Provide a realistic approach to complete the work or services within the
timeframe provided within this RFP.

ASSISTANCE FROM COUNTY

Provide a written summary of any information, access, or assistance you will
expect or need from the County to complete the work or services within the given
timeframe.

PROJECT COST

Provide a detailed breakdown of the costs associated with the work or services to
be performed as well as an overall, total, cost for the services or work to be
performed. In addition, provide the proposed costs for any services or work that
may be performed at the County’s request, in addition to the work or services
requested in this RFP, if applicable. Proposers are responsible for ensuring that
all costs are set forth in this section. Failure to properly calculate costs or include
additional costs will not be a basis for re-negotiation of the compensation for the
winning bid.

Proposals must include a 60-day price guarantee.
PROPOSED SCOPE OF WORK

Provide a summary of the work or services to be performed suitable for use as an
attachment to the parties’ agreement as a Scope of Work. The Scope of Work
must be concise and address each and every requirement of the proposed work or
services, as set forth in Section 2. Proposals submitted without a concise Scope of
Work suitable to be attached to the parties’ agreement as an exhibit will not be
considered; copies of the proposal will not be accepted as a Scope of Work.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF ADDENDA
Provide an acknowledgment of any addenda issued for this RFP, if applicable.
EVALUATION OF THE PROPOSED AGREEMENT

Proposers must review the proposed agreement, which is attached to this RFP as
Exhibit E, and acknowledge their willingness to enter into a final, negotiated



agreement if awarded the bid. Proposers must list any exceptions to the terms of
the proposed agreement in their proposals, acknowledge their ability to satisfy the
insurance and any other requirements as set forth therein, and acknowledge their
ability to abide by all other terms of the agreement. Failure to take exception to a
term in the proposed contract will result in a waiver of the successful Proposer’s
right to negotiate that term.

The County reserves the right to negotiate any term in the proposed agreement.
3.2.13 CONFLICT OF INTEREST

Proposers shall certify in their proposals that no official or employee of the
County, or any business entity in which an official or employee of the County has
an interest, has been employed or retained to solicit or aid in procuring the award
of this RFP.

3.2.14 AFFIDAVIT OF NON-COLLUSION

Proposers shall include a completed Affidavit of Non-Collusion with their
proposals on the form attached hereto as Exhibit D. Failure to include a
completed Affidavit of Non-Collusion may result in the rejection of the proposal
as non-responsive.

3.3  TIMELINE OF EVENTS
The County expects this RFP to follow the timeline below:

Wednesday, April 23, 2025 Issuance of the RFP.
Tuesday, April 29, 2025 @5:00 pm local time Questions due.
Thursday, May 22, 2025 @4:00 pm local time Proposals due.

Thursday, May 29, 2025 Notice of Intent to Award
sent to Proposers.

Tuesday, June 17, 2025 Present final agreement to the
Board of Supervisors for
approval.

Wednesday, June 18, 2025 Services begin.

The County reserves the right to amend this schedule at any time.
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EVALUATION CRITERIA

The Evaluation Committee will review and score only those proposals that are deemed
responsive to this RFP and presented in the format as set forth in Section 3.2. Failure to
include any sections in the proposal will result in that proposal being deemed non-
responsive.

During the scoring process, the Evaluation Committee may contact the Proposer’s
references or any other sources deemed relevant by the Evaluation Committee as part of
their review of the Proposer’s qualifications to perform the requested services or work.

Selection will not be based on the lowest priced proposal, but will be based on the
following criteria:

1. Proposer’s ability and history in providing the requested services or work for
public agencies of similar size, population, and need as the County. 10 points.

2. Responsiveness of the proposal and the clarity and completeness of the
proposed Scope of Work. 15 points.

3. Demonstrated technical competence and experience to perform the services or
work requested in the RFP. 15 points.

4. Past record of performance of similar work or services as determined by all
available information. This criterion will be based not only on the
information contained within the proposal, but also by discussions with the
Proposers and their references, as well as other relevant entities or individuals
who have used the Proposer for similar work or services. 40 points.

5. Proposer’s demonstrated ability to perform the work or services set out in the
RFP within the given time frame. 20 points.

DISCUSSION WITH PROPOSERS AND CLARIFICATIONS TO PROPOSALS

The County reserves the right to contact Proposers to seek clarification of their submitted
proposals during the evaluation process. These discussions shall be solely for the
purpose of ensuring that the County has a full and complete understanding of the
submitted proposals and the Proposer’s qualifications to perform the requested work or
services. The County will not discuss the contents of other Proposer’s proposals during
these discussions.
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ORAL PRESENTATIONS

The County reserves the right to request the Proposers to make oral presentations to
further explain their proposals and demonstrate their ability to perform the requested
work or services. Proposers will be advised in writing whether an oral presentation will
be required and, if so, when and where said presentation shall take place.

REQUESTS FOR INFORMATION OR CLARIFICATION OF RFP

Proposers are responsible for submitting any and all questions concerning the work or
services set forth in Section 2 or any other aspect of this RFP before the submittal
deadline. Questions must be presented in writing and submitted to the Purchasing
Manager at the address noted above or via email at: KCBids@co.kings.ca.us. Proposers
must include the RFP number in their requests for information.

WITHDRAWAL OR REVISION OF PROPOSALS

Proposers may withdraw or revise their proposals anytime before the submittal date.
Requests to withdraw or revise proposals must be made in writing and submitted to the
Purchasing Manager at the address above or via email to: Evan.Jones@co.kings.ca.us.
Proposals may not be withdrawn or revised after the submittal date.

SELECTION AND ANNOUNCEMENT OF APPARENT SUCCESSFUL
PROPOSER

Proposals will be evaluated by an Evaluation Committee as selected by the County. The
Evaluation Committee will use the Evaluation Criteria as set forth in Section 3.5 in
scoring the submitted proposals and determining which proposal will be presented to the
Kings County Board of Supervisors (“the Board”) for approval.

Proposers will be notified of the County’s decision in writing through a Notice of Intent
to Award. The Notice of Intent to Award will be sent by email.

PROTEST OF AWARD

Proposers who wish the protest the RFP or announcement of award must submit their
protests in writing and submitted to the Purchasing Manager at the address above or via
email at: Evan.Jones@co.kings.ca.us.

Protests of the process, terms, conditions, or any other aspect of the RFP must be
submitted before the RFP’s submittal date. Failure to submit a protest before this date
will act as a waiver of the Proposer’s right to protest these portions of the RFP.



Protests of the announcement of the award must be made within five (5) working days of
the date of the Notice of Intent to Award. Protests must include the following
information:

1) The name, address, telephone number, and email address of the protesting
Proposer;

2) The signature of the protesting Proposer or the representative of the Proposer;
3) The RFP number;

4) A detailed statement of the legal or factual basis for the protest;

5) All documents or other records that support the Proposer’s basis for the protest;
6) The form of relief requested; and

7) Acknowledgment of the Proposer’s willingness to accept any and all notices or
decisions regarding this protest and any resulting appeal via email.

Protests will be considered and responded to by the Purchasing Manager or designee
within five (5) working days of the receipt of the protest. In the event the protesting
Proposer wishes to appeal the decision of the Purchasing Manager or designee, said
appeal shall be presented in writing to the Clerk of the Board within five (5) working
days of the date of the Purchasing Manager’s response.

Proposers appealing the Purchasing Manager’s decision must work with the Clerk of the
Board to schedule a hearing of the Proposer’s appeal on the Board’s agenda for the next
regular meeting. The hearing will be conducted informally and will not be a full
evidentiary hearing. However, the Proposer and the County will be given the opportunity
to present arguments and provide evidence at the hearing.

Any evidence to be presented at the hearing must be presented to the Clerk of the Board
and the Purchasing Manager at least three (3) working days prior to the scheduled
hearing. Proposers may be represented by counsel, but the rules of evidence governing
civil proceedings will not apply to this hearing.

The Board will issue its decision either orally at the hearing or in writing within three (3)
working days of the hearing.

Any costs incurred by a Proposer in filing and pursuing a protest or appeal shall be the
sole responsibility of the Proposer. The County shall not reimburse the Proposer for the
costs of a protest or appeal, even if the protest or appeal results in a favorable outcome

for the Proposer.
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4.2

4.3

The procedures set forth above are mandatory and constitute a Proposer’s sole and
exclusive remedy in the event of a protest or appeal of the RFP or the award thereof.
Failure to comply with these procedures shall constitute a waiver of any right to further
pursue a protest or appeal, including filing a claim or initiating legal proceedings. In
addition, failure to appear at the hearing set for an appeal shall constitute a waiver of the
Proposer’s right to appeal.

The County reserves the right to extend any of the above timeframes as necessary. Said
extensions shall be communicated to the protesting Proposer in writing via email.

SECTION 4
NOTICE TO PROPOSERS; GENERAL INFORMATION

NOTICE TO PROPOSERS

This RFP does not constitute an agreement or offer of employment between the County
and the Proposers. The costs of preparing proposals shall be the sole obligation of the
Proposers. Once submitted, all proposals become the property of the County.

The successful Proposer shall be a considered an independent consultant and not an
agent, officer, or employee of the County or entitled to any benefits arising therefrom.

CONFIDENTIALITY

Proposals are only confidential during the evaluation process. Once an agreement has
been signed between the County and the successful Proposer, any and all proposals shall
be subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act (“the Act”) as found
under Section 7920.000 et seq. of the Government Code. Proposers are therefore
responsible for ensuring that they have not included any confidential information in their
proposals, such as trade secrets, social security numbers, or proprietary information.

Proposers are hereby put on notice that the County will not redact any portions of the
submitted proposals when releasing them pursuant to a request under the Act.

LATE PROPOSALS

The County assumes no responsibility for the submission of late proposals. It is the sole
responsibility of the Proposers to ensure their proposals are received in the Purchasing
Division. The County will not accept proposals via email or fax. Late proposals will not
be considered.

11



4.4

4.5

4.6

ADDENDA TO THE RFP

Proposers must carefully examine the specifications set forth in Section 2 and submit any
and all questions or requests for information to the County as set forth in Section 3.7.
Failure to submit a request for information before the submittal date will result in a
waiver of the Proposer’s right to protest any award under this RFP on the basis of the
process, terms, conditions, or claimed ambiguity regarding this RFP.

The County reserves the right to make corrections via written addenda to this RFP as
needed prior to the submittal date. Addenda shall only be valid if issued in writing; oral
communications about this RFP with County employees will not be binding on the
County unless set forth in a written addenda issued by the Purchasing Manager.

Addenda shall be posted on the County’s website under the Purchasing Division tab
under the section dedicated to this RFP, and available in hard copy in the office of the
Purchasing Manager. Proposers must acknowledge any and all addenda issued by
signing and dating the addenda and including them with the proposal.

Proposers are solely responsible for checking the County’s website and contacting the
Purchasing Manager prior to the submittal date to ensure that they are aware of and
acknowledge any and all addenda in their proposals. Failure to acknowledge and include
any or all addenda may result in the proposal being deemed non-responsive.

COMMUNICATIONS WITH THE EVALUATION COMMITTEE OR COUNTY
STAFF

Proposers shall not contact any member of the Evaluation Committee or any other
County employee during the evaluation phase for this RFP unless contacted by the
Evaluation Committee as allowed under Sections 3.6 or 3.7. Proposers who contact
County personnel in an attempt to badger, cajole, bribe, influence, or obtain confidential
information about the evaluations of the proposals during the evaluation phase may have
their proposals disqualified from consideration.

FALSE OR MISLEADING STATEMENTS

Proposals containing false or misleading statements, or those which include references
that do not support an attribute or skill claimed by the Proposer, may be rejected as non-
responsive to this RFP.

If the County determines that a Proposer’s false or misleading statements were provided
with the intent to mislead the County in its evaluation of the proposal, the proposal will
be deemed non-responsive. The County reserves the right to also prohibit the Proposer
from submitting proposals for work or services under future RFPs.

12
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4.8

PREVAILING WAGE AND REGISTRATION WITH THE DEPARTMENT OF
INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS

The work or services set forth in Section 2 may constitute a public work for purposes of
California’s prevailing wage laws. Proposers shall be responsible for determining
whether the proposed work is a public work and subject to the payment of prevailing
wage and registration with the Department of Industrial Relations for the audit of the
same. Proposers who fail to verify whether the work or services requested in this RFP
constitute a public work and are subject to California’s prevailing wage laws when
calculating the amount of their bids shall not be allowed to amend the proposed amount
to account for this mistake.

NEWS RELEASES

Proposers shall not issue news releases pertaining to the award resulting from this RFP
without prior written approval of the County.

13



EXHIBIT A
SIGNATURE PAGE
(Proposer to complete and place in front of proposal)

Individual/Company:

Address:

Contact Person’s name:

Contact Person’s title:

Contact Person’s telephone number:

Contact Person’s email address:

The undersigned hereby certifies that he/she is a duly authorized official of their organization
and has the authority to submit this proposal and sign on behalf of the organization and assure
that all statements made in the proposal are accurate and truthful. The undersigned agrees to
provide the work or services requested in this Request for Proposal at the price contained therein
and will comply with all terms and conditions of the proposed agreement, unless otherwise
stipulated through a written exception.

Authorized Representative — Name Title

Authorized Representative’s signature

Business License No. (if applicable):

(Hanford)

(Kings County)

Professional License No. (if applicable):

14



EXHIBIT B
SUBCONTRACTOR LIST
(Proposer to complete and return with proposal)

Subcontractor No. 1 - Name:

Address:

Contact Person:

Email: Title:

Amount of work or services to be performed (percentage):

Types of work or services to be performed:

Subcontractor No. 2 - Name:

Address:

Contact Person:

Email: Title:

Amount of work or services to be performed (percentage):

Types of work or services to be performed:

Subcontractor No. 3 - Name:

Address:

Contact Person:

Email: Title:

Amount of work or services to be performed (percentage):

Types of work or services to be performed:
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EXHIBIT C
REFERENCE LIST
(Proposer to complete and return with proposal)
List five (5) references where the same or similar work or services were provided.

Reference No. 1 — Name:

Address:

Contact Person: Title:

Email: Telephone No.:

Amount of contract: Date and type of work or services performed:

Reference No. 2 — Name:

Address:

Contact Person: Title:

Email: Telephone No.:

Amount of contract: Date and type of work or services performed:

Reference No. 3 — Name:

Address:
Contact Person: Title:
Email: Telephone No.:

16



Amount of contract:

Date and type of work or services performed:

Reference No. 4 — Name:

Address:

Contact Person:

Title:

Email:

Telephone No.:

Amount of contract:

Date and type of work or services performed:

Reference No. 5 - Name:

Address:

Contact Person:

Title:

Email:

Telephone No.:

Amount of contract:

Date and type of work or services performed:

17



EXHIBITD
AFFIDAVIT OF NON-COLLUSION

I hereby affirm that:

1) 1am the Proposer (if Proposer is an individual), a partner of the Proposer (if the Proposer
is a partnership), or an officer or employee of the Proposer having authority to sign on the
Proposer’s behalf (if Proposer is a corporation).

2) The proposal has been arrived at by the Proposer independently and has been submitted
without collusion with, or without agreement, understanding, or planned common course
of action with, any other vendor or materials, supplies, equipment, or services described
in the request for proposal, designed to limit the independent bidding or competition.

3) The contents of the proposal have not been communicated by the Proposer or its
employees or agents, to any person not an employee or agent of the Proposer or its surety
or any bond furnished with the proposal and will not be communicated to any such
person prior to the official opening of the proposal.

4) 1 have fully informed myself regarding the accuracy of the statements made on this
affidavit.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is
true and correct.

Executed in: on: by:
(City) (State) (Date)

Name of Proposer

Address

City, State, Zip Code

Authorized Signature

18
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Introduction

The Board of Supervisors adopted Ordinance 633, “An Ordinance of the Board of Supervisors of The
County of Kings Establishing County Impact Fees in The Incorporated and Unincorporated Areas of The
County of Kings,” in 2005. The Mitigation Fee Act (California Government Code Section 66000 et. seq.)
governs impact fee adoption and collection. Per Section 66001(d)(1), any local agency imposing impact fees
must make a series of findings every five fiscal years following the first deposit into an impact fee account or
fund. These findings are to be made in conjunction with required annual accounting reports.

The purpose of this report is to satisfy the requirements of California Government Code Section 66001 by
making the findings required every five years by the Mitigation Fee Act. This is the first five year report
concerning Kings County’s impact fees. The first section of the report lists the requirements for the five-year
report. The following sections make the required findings for each of the impact fees charged by the County.

Statutory Requirements

Subsection (d) of section 66001 of the California Government Code states the following:

(1) For the fifth fiscal year following the first deposit into the account or fund, and every five years
thereafter, the local agency shall make all of the following findings with respect to that portion of the
account or fund remaining unexpended, whether committed or uncommitted:

(A) Identify the purpose to which the fee is to be put.

(B) Demonstrate a reasonable relationship between the fee and the purpose for which it
is charged.

(C) Identify all sources and amounts of funding anticipated to complete financing in
incomplete improvements identified in paragraph (2) of subdivision (a).

(D) Designate the approximate dates on which the funding referred to in subparagraph
(C) is expected to be deposited into the appropriate account or fund.

Paragraph (2) of subdivision (a) of Section 66001 additionally states:

When findings are required by this subdivision, they shall be made in connection with the
public information required by subdivision (b) of Section 66006. The findings required by
this subdivision need only be made for moneys in possession of the local agency, and
need not be made with respect to letters of credit, bonds, or other instruments taken to
secure payment of the fee at a future date. If the findings are not made as required by
this subdivision, the local agency shall refund the moneys in the account or fund as
provided in subdivision (e).

Subdivision (b) of Section 66006 is not quoted here. It pertains to the impact fee fund accounting that is
required annually.
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Public Protection

The findings required by Section 66001 (d)(1) for the Public Protection Impact Fee are presented below.
The findings are made based on the original impact fee documentation (Kings County Public Facilities
Impact Fees Final Report [Impact Fee Report]), accounting data for the impact fee fund provided by Kings
County, and the County’s current construction schedule, which identifies a number of projects planned to be
completed through 2019.

A. Identify the purpose to which the fee is to be put.

In Section 1 (g), Ordinance 633 states that
The purpose of the fees required by this ordinance is to pay for costs of additional public facilities,
improvements, fixed assets and furnishings used to provide county-wide public protection facilities, fire
protection facilities, library facilities, animal control facilities and sheriff's patrol and investigation
facilities, all as described in the Impact Fee Report.

For the public protection facilities impact fee, the Impact Fee Report identifies uses of the public protection
facilities impact fee revenue including:
- Public protection buildings, including District Attorney, Probation, and Sheriff Department offices;
— Jail and juvenile detention facilities; and
- Financing costs.

The purpose for which the fee is imposed remains funding countywide public protection facilities to serve
new development.

B. Demonstrate a reasonable relationship between the fee and the purpose for which it is
charged.

The Impact Fee Report discusses the relationship between the need for additional County public protection
facilities and growth in the service population, comprised of residents and workers in the County. New
residential and nonresidential development within the County will create the need for public protection
facilities to serve the additional residents and workers associated with that development.

The relationship between new development and the need for additional public protection facilities remains
the same in 2010 as the relationship that was documented in the Impact Fee Report. The fee is based on
the estimated per capita value of existing and planned public protection facilities at the 2025 planning
horizon. The public protection facilities needed to accommodate the County’s projected service population in
2025 were identified in the Impact Fee Report. The County’s current plans for expansion of public protection
facilities through 2025 are largely the same as those identified in the Impact Fee Report. Similarly, the
projections of service population growth are unchanged from the Impact Fee Report. Thus, there is a
reasonable relationship between the fee and the purpose for which it is charged.

WILLDAN
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Kings County Fifth Fiscal Year Impact Fee Report

C. Identify all sources and amounts of funding anticipated to complete financing in incomplete
improvements identified in paragraph (2) of subdivision (a).

D. Designate the approximate dates on which the funding referred to in subparagraph (C) is
expected to be deposited into the appropriate account or fund.

As of the end of the 2009-10 fiscal year, the public protection impact fee account balance was
$1,866,359.31. As shown in Table 1, the County’s FY 2011-2020 Construction Schedule fully allocates the
unexpended fund balance to improvements that are consistent with the purposes of the public protection
impact fee. These projects coincide with facility improvements identified in the Impact Fee Report.

Table 1 also identifies that a General Fund contribution is expected to be used to complete the morgue
replacement. The planned morgue project is a replacement for the existing facility, rather than an expansion
of the existing morgue. Because this is a replacement project, the facility cannot be fully funded using
impact fees. It is assumed that impact fees will be used to fund the portion of facility costs equivalent to new
development's share of the projected public protection service population at the 2025 planning horizon. As
shown in Table 3.1 of the Impact Fee Study, new development between 2005 and 2025 is projected to
make up 39 percent of the total 2025 service population. A preliminary estimate of the cost of the morgue
replacement is $1.0 million. This estimate may be updated as planning for the morgue replacement project
progresses.

In total, the projects in Table 1 are expected to use $3.4 million in impact fee funding, as well as the other
funding sources shown. The County’s current fund balance has been fully allocated to improvement
projects.

In fiscal year 2009-10, the County preliminarily budgeted a $1.0 million General Fund capital outlay account
for the morgue replacement. Combined with the impact fee fund balance, funding for the morgue project is
currently available. Based on the estimated $1.0 million project cost and the available impact fee funding,
the full $1.0 million General Fund outlay may not ultimately be needed.

The availability of impact fee funding for the other public protection improvements depends on the amount of
new development that occurs. The County expects that funding for these projects will be available between
fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2019.

It should also be noted that the Impact Fee Report identified the need for approximately $800,000 (in 2005
dollars) of non-fee funding to complete the planned facilities needed through 2025 (see Table 3.6, page 17).
There is not a requirement that non-fee funding be used for any particular facility, but it will be needed to
complete the planned facilities included in the impact fee program.

WILLDAN
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Fire Protection

The findings required by Section 66001 (d)(1) for the Fire Protection Impact Fee are presented below. The
findings are made based on the original impact fee documentation (Kings County Public Facilities Impact
Fees Final Report [Impact Fee Report]), accounting data for the impact fee fund provided by Kings County,
and the County’s current construction schedule, which identifies projects planned to be completed through
2019.

A. Identify the purpose to which the fee is to be put.

In Section 1 (g), Ordinance 633 states that
The purpose of the fees required by this ordinance is to pay for costs of additional public facilities,
improvements, fixed assets and furnishings used to provide county-wide public protection facilities, fire
protection facilities, library facilities, animal control facilities and sheriff's patrol and investigation
facilities, all as described in the Impact Fee Report.

For the fire protection facilities impact fee, the Impact Fee Report identifies uses of the fire protection
facilities impact fee revenue including:
- Fire protection buildings, fire stations and Fire Department and Office of Emergency (OES)
administrative space; and
- Fire protection vehicles and equipment.

The purpose for which the fee is imposed remains funding fire protection facilities to serve new
development.

B. Demonstrate a reasonable relationship between the fee and the purpose for which it is
charged.

The Impact Fee Report discusses the relationship between the need for additional County fire protection
facilities and growth in the service population, comprised of residents and workers in the areas served by
the Kings County Fire Department (unincorporated areas of the County as well as the Cities of Avenal and
Corcoran). New residential and nonresidential development within the Kings County Fire Department
service area will require additional fire protection facilities to serve the additional residents, workers, and
buildings associated with that development.

The relationship between new development and the need for additional fire protection facilities remains the
same in 2010 as the relationship that was documented in the Impact Fee Report. The fee is based on the
estimated per capita value of existing and planned fire protection facilities at the 2025 planning horizon. The
fire protection facilities needed to accommodate the County’s projected service population in 2025 were
identified in the Impact Fee Report. The County’s current plans for expansion of fire protection facilities
through 2025 are largely the same as those identified in the Impact Fee Report. Similarly, the projections of
service population growth are unchanged from the Impact Fee Report. Thus, there is a reasonable
relationship between the fee and the purpose for which it is charged.

C. Identify all sources and amounts of funding anticipated to complete financing in incomplete
improvements identified in paragraph (2) of subdivision (a).

D. Designate the approximate dates on which the funding referred to in subparagraph (C) is
expected to be deposited into the appropriate account or fund.

As of the end of the 2009-10 fiscal year, the fire protection impact fee account balance was $641,972.98. As
shown in Table 2, the County’s FY 2011-2020 Construction Schedule fully allocates the unexpended fund
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Kings County Fifth Fiscal Year Impact Fee Report

balance to improvements that are consistent with the purposes of the fire protection impact fee. These
projects coincide with facility improvements identified in the Impact Fee Report.

The Impact Fee Report identified a 5,700 square foot expansion of the Fire Administration building and OES
Center. A preliminary estimate of the cost of the fire headquarters and OES Center is $1.25 million, based
on the $1.1 million planned facility cost identified in the Impact Fee Report updated for inflation. This project
is shown in the Construction Schedule. If needed, this estimate should be updated as planning for the fire
headquarters and OES Center project progresses. If plans for the Fire Administration and OES Center
change significantly, the County should consider revising its impact fee documentation accordingly.

Additional impact fee funding must be collected to fully fund the project. The availability of impact fee
funding depends on the amount of new development that occurs. The County expects that funding for this
project will be available between fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2019.

It should also be noted that the Impact Fee Report identified the need for approximately $1.1 million (in 2005
dollars) of non-fee funding to complete the planned facilities needed through 2025 (see Table 4.5, page 23).
There is not a requirement that non-fee funding be used for any particular facility, but it will be needed to
complete the planned facilities included in the impact fee program.
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Library

The findings required by Section 66001 (d)(1) for the Library Facilities Impact Fee are presented below.
The findings are made based on the original impact fee documentation (Kings County Public Facilities
Impact Fees Final Report [Impact Fee Report]), accounting data for the impact fee fund provided by Kings
County, and the County’s current construction schedule, which identifies a number of projects planned to be
completed through 2019.

A. Identify the purpose to which the fee is to be put.

In Section 1 (g), Ordinance 633 states that
The purpose of the fees required by this ordinance is to pay for costs of additional public facilities,
improvements, fixed assets and furnishings used to provide county-wide public protection facilities, fire
protection facilities, library facilities, animal control facilities and sheriff's patrol and investigation
facilities, all as described in the Impact Fee Report.

For the library facilities impact fee, the Impact Fee Report identifies uses of the library facilities impact fee
revenue including:

- Library buildings and building expansions,

— Books and other collection materials; and

- Computer equipment.

The purpose for which the fee is imposed remains funding library facilities to serve new development.

B. Demonstrate a reasonable relationship between the fee and the purpose for which it is
charged.

The Impact Fee Report discusses the relationship between the need for additional County library facilities
and growth in the service population, comprised of residents in the County. New residential development
within the County will create the need for additional library facilities to serve the additional residents
associated with that development.

The relationship between new development and the need for additional library facilities remains the same in
2010 as the relationship that was documented in the Impact Fee Report. The fee is based on the estimated
per capita value of existing and planned library facilities at the 2025 planning horizon. The library facilities
needs through 2025, as anticipated in 2005, were identified in the Impact Fee Report. The County’s current
plans for expansion of library facilities through 2025 are more extensive than those identified in the Impact
Fee Report. The projections of service population growth are unchanged from the Impact Fee Report. If
updated facility expansion plans were used as the basis for the fee, it is likely that a higher library facilities
impact fee could be justified. Thus, there is a reasonable relationship between the fee and the purpose for
which it is charged.
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Kings County Fifth Fiscal Year Impact Fee Report

C. Identify all sources and amounts of funding anticipated to complete financing in incomplete
improvements identified in paragraph (2) of subdivision (a).

D. Designate the approximate dates on which the funding referred to in subparagraph (C) is
expected to be deposited into the appropriate account or fund.

As of the end of the 2009-10 fiscal year, the library facilities impact fee account balance was $475,456.10.
As shown in Table 3, the County’s FY 2011-2020 Construction Schedule fully allocates the unexpended
fund balance to improvements that are consistent with the purposes of the library facilities impact fee.

As shown in Table 3, the Construction Schedule includes the planned expansions of the Hanford, Lemoore
and Avenal libraries. The three library expansion projects are projected to cost a total of $3.7 million. The
County plans to completely fund these expansion projects using impact fee revenue. Therefore, the
County’s current fund balance has been fully allocated to improvement projects.

The County anticipates that the first project to be funded with fee revenue will be purchasing the equity in
the Lemoore Courthouse building after the State Office of Court Construction and Management constructs a
replacement courthouse. The County expects the Lemoore Courthouse space to become available by fiscal
year 2012, but this timing is uncertain. If the impact fee fund balance is not sufficient to purchase this facility,
other funding may be needed. Following purchase of the equity in the Lemoore Courthouse building, the
County will need to conduct asbestos abatement and remodel the building for use as a library. The asbestos
abatement and remodeling costs are estimated to be $250 per square foot.

The County expects the Lemoore Courthouse remodeling and the remaining projects in the Construction
Schedule will be completed between fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2019. The availability of impact fee
funding depends on the amount of new development that occurs.
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Animal Control

The findings required by Section 66001 (d)(1) for the Animal Control Impact Fee are presented below. The
findings are made based on the original impact fee documentation (Kings County Public Facilities Impact
Fees Final Report [Impact Fee Report]), accounting data for the impact fee fund provided by Kings County,
and the County’s current construction schedule, which identifies a number of projects planned to be
completed through 2019.

A. Identify the purpose to which the fee is to be put.

In Section 1 (g), Ordinance 633 states that
The purpose of the fees required by this ordinance is to pay for costs of additional public facilities,
improvements, fixed assets and furnishings used to provide county-wide public protection facilities, fire
protection facilities, library facilities, animal control facilities and sheriff's patrol and investigation
facilities, all as described in the Impact Fee Report.

For the animal control facilities impact fee, the Impact Fee Report identifies uses of the animal control
facilities impact fee revenue including:
- Animal control buildings and office space.

The purpose for which the fee is imposed remains funding animal control facilities to serve new
development.

B. Demonstrate a reasonable relationship between the fee and the purpose for which it is
charged.

The Impact Fee Report discusses the relationship between the need for additional County animal control
facilities and growth in the service population, comprised of residents in the incorporated cities of Corcoran
and Hanford, as well as the unincorporated County. New residential development within these cities and
the unincorporated areas of the County will require animal control facilities necessary to serve the additional
residents associated with that development. (Impact Fee Report, page 33.)

The relationship between new development and the need for additional animal control facilities remains the
same in 2010 as the relationship that was documented in the Impact Fee Report. The fee is based on the
estimated per capita value of existing and planned animal control facilities at the 2025 planning horizon. The
animal control facilities needed to accommodate the County’s projected service population in 2025 were
identified in the Impact Fee Report. The County’s current plans for expansion of animal control facilities
through 2025 are largely the same as those identified in the Impact Fee Report. Similarly, the projections of
resident growth are unchanged from the Impact Fee Report. Thus, there is a reasonable relationship
between the fee and the purpose for which it is charged.
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Kings County Fifth Fiscal Year Impact Fee Report

C. Identify all sources and amounts of funding anticipated to complete financing in incomplete
improvements identified in paragraph (2) of subdivision (a).

D. Designate the approximate dates on which the funding referred to in subparagraph (C) is
expected to be deposited into the appropriate account or fund.

As of the end of the 2009-10 fiscal year, the animal control impact fee account balance was $4,714.78. As
shown in Table 4, the County’s FY 2011-2020 Construction Schedule fully allocates the unexpended fund
balance to improvements that are consistent with the purposes of the animal control impact fee. These
projects coincide with facility improvements identified in the Kings County Public Facilities Fee Final Report.

In total, the animal control facility expansion is expected to use $10,000 in impact fee funding. The County’s
current fund balance has been fully allocated to improvement projects. The planned animal control facility
expansion will be fully funded with impact fee revenue when funding becomes available. The County
expects that waiting for funding to become available to complete the planned expansion would be a more
efficient use of fee revenue than using the current fund balance to complete a smaller expansion. A larger
expansion project can provide economies of scale for design and mobilization costs. The availability of
funding depends on the amount of new development in the County. The County expects that funding for this
project will be available between fiscal year 2014 and fiscal year 2019.

WILLDAN

Financial Services 12
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Kings County Fifth Fiscal Year Impact Fee Report

Sheriff Patrol and Investigation

The findings required by Section 66001 (d)(1) for the Sheriff Patrol and Investigation Impact Fee are
presented below. A large portion of the planned sheriff patrol and investigation facility costs included in the
original impact fee documentation (Kings County Public Facilities Impact Fees Final Report [Impact Fee
Report]) were patrol vehicles for additional Deputy Sheriffs that the study assumed would be hired as growth
occurs. Changes in the County’s fiscal situation since the Impact Fee Report was completed have made it
unlikely that he Sheriff's Department will be able to hire the number of deputies anticipated in the Impact
Fee Report. As a result, the County Administrative Officer has recommended that the Board of Supervisors
discontinue the Sheriff Patrol and Investigation Impact Fee. The findings are made based on the original
impact fee documentation (Kings County Public Facilities Impact Fees Final Report [Impact Fee Report]),
accounting data for the impact fee fund provided by Kings County, and the County’s current construction
schedule, which identifies a number of projects planned to be completed through 2019. The findings are
made with respect to the fund balance that has been collected to date, and are not made to support
continued collection of the Sheriff Patrol and Investigation Impact Fee.

A. Identify the purpose to which the fee is to be put.

In Section 1 (g), Ordinance 633 states that
The purpose of the fees required by this ordinance is to pay for costs of additional public facilities,
improvements, fixed assets and furnishings used to provide county-wide public protection facilities, fire
protection facilities, library facilities, animal control facilities and sheriff's patrol and investigation
facilities, all as described in the Impact Fee Report.

For the Sheriff Patrol and Investigation Impact Fee, the Impact Fee Report identifies uses of the sheriff
patrol and investigation facilities impact fee revenue including:

- Sheriff patrol and investigation buildings; and

- Sheriff patrol vehicles.

As described below, the current Sheriff Patrol and Investigation fund balance will be used for construction of
a new evidence storage facility.

B. Demonstrate a reasonable relationship between the fee and the purpose for which it is
charged.

The Impact Fee Report discusses the relationship between the need for additional County Sheriff patrol and
investigation facilities and growth in the service population. In the report, the service population was
comprised of residents and workers in the County, as well as the incorporated City of Avenal. The City of
Avenal is forming its own police department, and sheriff patrol and investigation services in Avenal will no
longer be provided by the County Sheriff's Department. However, Avenal was part of the service area for
sheriff patrol and investigation services for the vast majority of time the impact fees have been in place.

The bulk of the planned facilities contributing to the value of the sheriff patrol and investigation facilities fee
documented in the Impact Fee Report were patrol vehicles for use by new sheriff deputies. The Sheriff's
Department has been unable to secure sufficient financial resources in order to hire additional deputies.
Hence, vehicle purchases by the department going forward are likely to be replacements for existing
vehicles. Purchases of replacement vehicles are not eligible for funding from impact fee revenues.

Consequently, the County Administrative Officer has recommended the discontinuation of the Sheriff Patrol
and Investigation Impact Fee. If the Board of Supervisors discontinues the fee, the County will devote fund

WILLDAN

Financial Services 14



Kings County Fifth Fiscal Year Impact Fee Report

balance already accrued to sheriff patrol and investigation facilities needed to accommodate new
development, but will cease to collect impact fees for sheriff patrol and investigation facilities in the future.
The fees that have collected to date will be used to construct a new evidence storage facility, expanding the
County's system of sheriff patrol and investigation facilities and increasing the ability of the Department to
meet the demands caused by new development. Therefore, there is a reasonable relationship between the
planned use of fee revenue and the purpose for which the fee is charged. The Sheriff's Department
currently uses space in the morgue for evidence storage. The morgue is in the Kings Building, and use of
this facility will be discontinued by the County. A new evidence storage facility will be needed to replace the
existing facility and provide additional evidence storage capacity.

C. Identify all sources and amounts of funding anticipated to complete financing in incomplete
improvements identified in paragraph (2) of subdivision (a).

D. Designate the approximate dates on which the funding referred to in subparagraph (C) is
expected to be deposited into the appropriate account or fund.

As of the end of the 2009-10 fiscal year, the Sheriff Patrol and Investigation Impact Fee account balance
was $113,427.50. As shown in Table 5, the County’s FY 2011-2020 Construction Schedule fully allocates
the unexpended fund balance to improvements that are consistent with the purposes of the Sheriff patrol
and investigation impact fee.

A preliminary estimate of the cost of the evidence storage facility is $180,000. This estimate may be
updated as planning for the project progresses. Table 5 also identifies that a General Fund allocation of
$66,500 would be needed complete the relocation of the evidence storage facility. It is anticipated that the
funding will be available to complete the evidence storage facility between 2014 and 2019.

WILLDAN

Financial Services 15
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L. INTRODUCTION

Section 66001 of the California Government Code provides that Kings County (the “County”)
shall (i) make available to the public certain information and (ii) adopt described findings
relative to development impact fees (the “Impact Fees”) collected pursuant to Section 66000 et
seq. of the California Government Code. The described information and findings relate to
Impact Fees received, expended, or to be expended in connection with public facilities to
accommodate new development if funded or partially funded with Impact Fees. The Impact
Fees do not include mitigation payments, special tax proceeds, proceeds of bonds, or letters of
credit to secure payment of Impact Fees at a future date. Impact Fees have not been levied,
collected, or imposed for general revenue purposes.

On June 21, 2005, the Kings County Board of Supervisors adopted Ordinance No. 633, “An
Ordinance of the Board of Supervisors of the County of Kings Establishing County Impacts Fees
in the Incorporated and Unincorporated Areas of the County of Kings.”

The following Five-Year Report for Fiscal Years 2009-2010 through 2014-2015 includes the
information and proposed findings the County intends to review and adopt in accordance with
Section 66001 of the California Government Code.

Kings County Page 1
AB 1600 Five Year Report January 22, 2016




II. TMPACT FEES
A. Description of the Types of Impact Fees
The Impact Fees of the County for Fiscal Years 209-2010 through 2014-2015 consist of
fees established by the Public Facilities Impact Fees Final Report (2005).
The types of facilities funded by the Impact Fees are shown below.
1. Public Protection
Public Protection fees are collected to help pay for development’s fair share of
public protection facilities including, but not limited to, District Attorney,
Probation, and Sheriff Department buildings/offices, jail, and juvenile detention
facilities,
2. Fire
Fire fees are collected to help pay for development’s fair share of fire protection
facilities, including, but not limited to, fire protection buildings, Fire Department
and Office of Emergency (“OES”) administrative spaces, and fire protection
vehicles and equipment.
3. Library
Library fees are collected to help pay for development’s fair share of library
facilities, including, but not limited to library buildings and building expansions,
volumes (books), computers, and equipment,
4. Animal Control (Suspended on November 1, 2011)
Animal control fees — when collected — are used to help pay for development’s
fair share of animal services facilities, including, but not limited to animal control
buildings, building cxpansion, and other facilitics as necessitated by animal
control services. In Fiscal Year 2014-2015, Kings County did not collect fees for
animal services.
5. Sheriff Patrol & Investigation (Deleted on November 1, 2010)
Sheriff Patrol and Investigation fees were used to help pay for development’s fair
share of Sheriff Patrol & Investigation facilities. These include, but are not
limited to, patrol investigation buildings, patrol vehicles, and other facilities as
necessitated by Sheriff Patrol & Investigation.
Kings County Page 2
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B. Amount of the Impact Fees

The County’s Impact Fee amounts for Fiscal Years 20092010 through 2014-2015 are
shown in Table 1 below.

Kings County Page 3
AB 1600 Five Year Report January 22, 2016
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ITI. FIVE YEAR REPORT

In accordance with California Government Code Section 66001, the County provides the
following information with respect to that portion of the account or sub-account(s) remaining
unexpended, whether committed or uncommitted:

A. Identification of the Purpose to which the Impact Fees are to be Put

The purpose of the Impact Fees imposed and collected on new development within the
County for Fiscal Years 2009-2010 through 2014-2015 was to fund the additional public
facilities needed to serve new development within the County.

B. Demonstration of a Reasonable Relationship Between the Impact Fees and the
Purposes for which thev are Charged

There is a roughly proportional, reasonable relationship between the new development
upon which the Impact Fees are charged and the need for additional public facilities by
reason of the fact that additional residents and employees will be generated by additional
development within the County. Furthermore, the Impact Fees charged on new
development will be used to fund additional public facilities which will be used to serve
the residents and employees generated from new development.

C. Identification of All Sources and Amounts of Funding Anticipated to Complete
Financing of the Public Facilities the County has Identified in the County’s Reports

Table 2 below provide a summary of the amount of fees on hand for each fund as of June
30, 2015, as well as the costs of the pending public facility projects currently identified
by the County as shown in further detail in Table 3. As indicated in the table below, all
current fee balances are needed to complete the pending projects.

Table 2
Account Balances and Future Projects

Total costs of future projects as

Fees on hand as of 6/30/2015

shown in Table No. 3

Public Protection $719,818 $2,163,105
Fire $908,757 $1,463,535
Library $861,577 $2.190,350
Animal Control $5,337 $309,800
Sheriff Patrol & Investigation $100,496 $3,466,187
Administration $29,604 N/A
Kings County Page 5

AB 1600 Five Year Report January 22, 2016




D. Identification of the Approximate Dates on Which the Funding Referred to in
Section I11.C is Expected to be Deposited into the Appropriate Account or Fund

Table No. 3 lists projects which are expected to start within the next three (3) years, as
well as the proposed funding sources. Many of these items are from the Kings County
Capital Improvements Master Plan Update for the County Government Center Campus,
(November 7, 2014).

Table 3
Future Projects (Detail)

Other
Sources of
Funds (Est.)

Impact
Fees (Est.)

Fee / Project

Public Protection

County Counsel Relocation $193,821 $388,625 $582.,446
Grand Jury - Office Space and Expansion $116,675 $233,943 $350,618
Public Guardian Relocation $192,590 $386,157 $578.,746
Minor Advocate Relocation $216,732 $434,563 $651,295
Total Public Protection Facilities $2.163.105
Fire
Fire Department Administration $908,757 $554,778  $1,463,535
Total Fire Facilities $1.463.535
Library
Lemoore Library Renovation of Interior spaces, Modifications, Etc. $527.877 $814,123 $1,342,000
Lemoore Library Floor Plan Reconfiguration, Interior Finish, Etc. $235,794 $363,656 $599.450
New / Renovated Toilet Room $97,905 $150,995 $248.900
Total Library Facilities $2.190.350

Animal Control

FF&E, Relocation, Holding Spaces, Etc. $5,337 $304,463 $309,800
Total Animal Control Facilities $309.800

Sheriff Patrol & Investigation

Evidence Storage & Vehicular Evidence Storage $51,337 $1.719.304 $1,770,641

Swat Dive Team $49.159 $1,646,387 $1,695,546

Total Sheriff Patrol & Investigation Facilities $3.466,187
Kings County Page 6
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SECTION I
INTRODUCTION

www.FinanceDTA.com

I INTRODUCTION

Section 66001 of the California Government Code provides that Kings County (the “County”)
shall (i make available to the public certain information and (ii) adopt described findings
relative to development impact fees (the “Impact Fees”) collected pursuant to Section 66000
et seq. of the California Government Code. The described information and fincn \gs relate
to Impact Fees received, expended, or to be expended in connection with public facilities to
accommodate new development if funded or parti¢ ally funded with Impact Fees.T "he Impact
Fees do not include mitigation payments, special tax proceeds, pr oceeds of bonds, or letters
of credit to secure payment of Impact Fees at a future date. Impact Fees have not been
levied, collected, or imposed for general revenue purposes.

On June 21, 2005, the Kings County Board of Supervisors adopted Ordinance No. 63 13, /\n
Ordinance of the Board of Supervisors of the County of Kings Establishing County Impacts
Fees in the Incorporated and Unincorporated Areas of the County of Kings.” 1The County
updated those fees on January 5, 2016. Please see FlesolutiorINo.!L€-C)0.

The following Five-Y “ear Report for Fiscal Years 2(1 .-2 (1 @:hrough 2(1 -2220 i ncludes the
information and proposed findings the County intends to review and adopt in accordance
with Section 66001 of the California Government Code.

Kings County January €, 201!
AB 1600 Five-)rear Report
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II IMPACT FEES

A Description of the Types of Impact Fees

The Impact Fees of the County for F ‘iscal Years 21 .-2 206 t:hrough 2(1 -2 20 c:onsist of
fees established by the Public Facilities Impact Fees Final Report (2005) and updated
January 5, :201€.

The types of facilities funded by the Impact Fees are shown below.
Al Public Protection

Public Protectic on fees are collected to help pay for development's fair share of public
protection facilities including, but not limited to, District Attorney, Probation, and Sheriff
Department buildings/offices, jail, and juvenile detention facilities.

A2 Fire

Fire fees ar e collected to help pay for development's fair share of fire protection facilities,
including, but not limited to, fire protection buildings, Fire Department and Office of
Emergency (“OES”) administrative spaces, and fire protection vehicles and equipment.

A3 Library

Library fees are collected to help pay for development's fair share of library facilities,
including, but not limited to library buildings and building expansions, volumes (books),
computers, and equipment.

A4 Animal C Jontrol

Animal control fees are u ised to help pay for development'’s fair share of animal services
facilities, including, but not limited to animal control buildings, building expansion, and
other facilities as necessitated by animal control services.

A.5  Sheriff Patrol & Investigation

Sheriff Patrol and Investigation fees @rewused to help pay for development'’s fair share of
Sheriff Patrol & Investigation facilities. These include, but are not limited to, patrol

investigation buildings, patrol vehicles, and other facilities as necessitat: ed by Sheriff
Patrol & Investigation.

B Amount of the Impact Fees

The County’s Impact Fee amounts for Fiscal Years 201 -2’1 €through 201 -2220 :are
shown in T “able Ion the following page.

Kings County January €, 201!
AB 1600 Five-)rear Report
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FIVE-Y 'EAR REPORT
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III

FIVE-Y "EAR REPORT

In accordance with Government Code Section 66001, the C lountyprovides the following
information with respect to that portion of the I mpact Feea .ccours or sub-aiccount(s)
remaining unexpended, whether committed or uncommitted:

1

Identification of the Fu irpose to which the Impact Fees are to b¢Fu ..

The purpose of the I mpacit-ees imposed and collected on new development within
the Clountyduring fiscal years 201 -2:06 through 2 .1 -2:2 Owas to fund the
additional public facilities needed to serve new develog yment within theC Jount.

Demonstration of a Re asonableRe lationshipEe tween the Impact Fees and the
Pur; poses for which they ar«Ch _arge. |

There is a roughly proportional, reasonable relationship between the new
development upon which the It mpacilFees are ¢ \arged and the need for additional
public facilities by reason of the fact that additional residents and employees will be
generated by additional development within the C lounty. Furthermore, the Impact
Fees charged on new development will be used to fund a .dditional public facilities
which will be used to serve the residents and employees generated from new
development.

Identification of All So) urces andAn 1ounts ofFu iIndingAn ticipated tcCo mplete
Fir nancing of theFu bliFa cilities the( Zountyt 1aslc dentified in theC County'slife” pori.

Table 2 t>elowporovidesa summary of the amount of fees on hand for each fund as

of June 30, 202 ', : as well as the costs of the pending public facility projects currently
identified by the C Zount, as shown in further detail iin1Table .. /As indicated in the

table below, the current fee balances are needed to complete the pending projects.

Table ::: /Account Balances and Future Projects

Fund Fees dn} Hand Cost of Future |

Projects
Public Protection $3 .,202,687 S1 41201153

Fire $1£339,704 $14163,534

Library $17758,412 $21.9(3 150

Animal Control $5 1,741 $3 09,800

Sheriff Patrol & Investigation S1 47,515 $3 4166,187
Administration $2 1,021 N/A

L Excess funds to be loaned to the Sheriff Patrol & I nvestigation account to assist funding of
Evidence and Vehicular Storage costs, but note, excess only accounts for 4.9% of fund balance.

Kings County January €, 2021
AB 1600 Five-)rear Report
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4. Identification of the Ap proximatCal tes on which thFu iIndincRe ferred to in Section

II1.3 is Ex pected to b¢C e} posited into thAp propriatict count oFu In..

Table 3 liists projectsv vhich are expected tcs tart within the nexif ivelt) year«or are
currently underway, aswell as the proposed funding sources.

Table 3: Future Projects (Details)

Fee / Hproject

Impact Fees]] Other Sources]]

Public Protection

County Counsel Relocation

Grand Jury - (Office Space and Expansion

Public Guardian Relocation

Minor Advocate Relocation

SB81 Juvenile Center --(Construction and Remodel

Total Public Protection Facilities

Fire

Fire Department A \dministratiortd Emergency Operations Center
Total Fire Facilities

Libra

Lemoore Library R tenovatiorcof InteriorSp races, Modifications, Etc.

Lemoore Library Flc coiFle srtFe configurationliateriorFir nisht itc.
New/Renovated Toilet Room
Total Library Facilities

Animal Control
FF&E, Relocation, Holding Spaces, Etc.
Total Animal Control Facilities

Sheriff Patrol & Investigation
Evidence a inc\/ehicular Storage

Swat Dive Team
Total Sheriff Patrol & Investigation F "acilities

(Est.) of Funds (Est)]  'o®@!
$4 34505 | $1 47941 | $582.446
$2 79,823 $7 0,795 $350,618

$4 32,037 $1 46,709 $578,746 i
$4 .80,443 $1 70,852 $651,295
$1,5575,880 | $1 (€587,120 | $12,263,000
$1 442615

$1£339,704 S0) $1,463,5351
1,463,535

$11157,336 $1 84,664 $1,342,000
$4 .06,869 $1 92,581 $599,450
$1 94,208 $5 14,692 $248,900
$2,190.350

$5,7’41 $304,0 )59 $309,800
$309,800

$9 19,178 $1,€51 ,463 $1,770,641
$4 8,337 $1,€ 747,209 $1,695,546
3,466,187

! Excess funds to be loaned to the Sheriff Patrol & Investigation @account.

Kings County
AB 1600 Five-)rear Report

January €, 2021
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EXHIBITE
Agreement No.

COUNTY OF KINGS
AGREEMENT FOR SERVICES

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into on , 2024, by and between the County
of Kings, a political subdivision of the State of California (“County”) and [Contractor], a [State] [Entity]
(“Contractor”) (singularly a “Party,” collectively the “Parties”).

RECITALS

WHEREAS, the County requires services to ; and

WHEREAS, Contractor is ready, willing, able, and qualified to perform such services.
NOW, THEREFORE, the Parties agree as follows:
1. SCOPE OF SERVICES

The County engages Contractor and Contractor shall do, perform, and carry out the services as set forth
in Exhibit A.

2. RESPONSIBILITIES OF CONTRACTOR

Contractor possesses the requisite skills necessary to perform the work under this Agreement and the
County relies upon such skills.  Contractor shall, at all times utilizing its ability, experience, and talent, to
faithfully, industriously, and professionally perform the work set forth in Exhibit A to the County’s reasonable
satisfaction. The County’s acceptance of Contractor’s work does not constitute a release of Contractor from its
professional responsibility.

Contractor affirms that it possesses current valid appropriate licensure, including, but not limited to,
driver’s license, professional license, certificate of tax-exempt status, or permits, as required to perform the work
under this Agreement.

3. COMPENSATION

County shall pay Contractor in accordance with the attached Exhibit B. Contractor is not entitled to, nor
will Contractor receive any additional consideration, compensation, or other remuneration.

Contractor shall expend all funds in accordance with this Agreement by December 31, 2022. The
County’s obligation to compensate Contractor is contingent upon County’s receipt of Federal and State funds.
Both program activities and funding allocations are subject to immediate reduction or termination if either funding
or funding authorization are reduced or terminated.

Upon approval of County, County shall pay Contractor monthly in arrears, up to the maximum amount
reflected in Exhibit B, within thirty (30) days of receipt of timely invoices. Contractor shall submit invoices to
County describing the services rendered, to whom, the date(s) of service and the charges in a form approved by
the County. Invoices must be documented in such reasonable detail as required by the County’s Auditor to
determine the funds were expended for the intended purposes. Contractor shall support its costs by properly
executed payrolls, time records, attendance records, billing statements, contracts, detailed ledgers, vouchers,
orders, or any other documents pertaining in whole or in part to this Agreement.



[Alternative] Contractor shall receive $ (or an amount note to exceed $ ) as
compensation in full for the services rendered under this Agreement. Contractor shall not be entitled to nor receive
additional compensation from the County unless this Agreement is amended in writing by both Parties.

Should no funds or insufficient funds be appropriated for this Agreement, the County reserves the right
to propose an amendment or unilaterally terminate this Agreement immediately.

Upon submission of an invoice by Contractor, and upon approval of the County’s representative, the
County shall pay Contractor monthly in arrears, up to the maximum amount provided for in Section 3. Each
invoice must include a description of services rendered, to whom, date of service and the charges according to the
agreed upon method.

4, TERM PICK ONE

[This Agreement commences on the [Effective Date] and terminates on [June 30, 2022], unless otherwise
terminated in accordance with its terms.]

[This Agreement shall remain in full force and effect until both Parties have completed performance
or the Agreement is otherwise terminated in accordance with its terms.]

[Optional: This Agreement may be extended by mutual consent of the Parties for of
terms.]
5. RECORDS AND INSPECTIONS

Contractor shall maintain full, complete, and accurate records with respect to all matters covered under
this Agreement. Contractor shall: a) prepare all records in accordance with generally accepted accounting
procedures; b) clearly identify the records; c) keep said records readily accessible; and d) maintain the records for
seven (7) years after the termination of this Agreement. County shall have free access during normal work hours
to such records and the right to examine, inspect, copy, or audit them, at no cost to County.

6. AMENDMENTS

The Parties may modify this Agreement only by a written amendment signed by the Contractor and the
County’s Board of Supervisors (“Board”) or other representative as authorized by the Board.

[Any proposed increase in a single line item up to ten percent (10%o) of the original line item must be
approved by the Director of the Human Services Agency, or their designee. Any such Director approved
modification shall not exceed the amount set forth in Section 3.]

7. TERMINATION

The right to terminate this Agreement may be exercised without prejudice to any other right or remedy to
which the terminating Party may be entitled at law or under this Agreement.

A Without Cause. Either Party may terminate this Agreement without cause by giving the other
Party thirty (30) calendar days’ written notice of its intention to terminate pursuant to this provision, specifying
the date of termination. If the County’s funding for services under this Agreement becomes unavailable, the
County may terminate this Agreement effective immediately.

B. With Cause. This Agreement may be terminated by either Party should the other Party materially
breach its duties or responsibilities hereunder. Upon determining a material breach has occurred, the non-
breaching Party shall provide written notice to the breaching Party of its intention to terminate this Agreement
and inform the breaching Party whether the breach is able to be cured or not.



1) Breach Subject to Cure. Unless otherwise specifically noted in the Notice of Breach, all
Notices of Breach shall be deemed subject to this provision. If the non-breaching Party deems the breach of a
nature subject to cure, said Party shall allow the breaching Party a period of at least ten (10) calendar days to cure
the breach. If the breach is not remedied within the period specified in the Notice of Breach, the non-breaching
Party may terminate the Agreement upon further written notice specifying the date of termination.

a. In the event the nature of the breach requires more time than allowed in the
Notice of Breach to cure, the breaching Party may submit a written proposal to the non-breaching Party within
that period, setting forth a specific plan to remedy the breach and the date certain for completion. If the non-
breaching Party consents to the proposed plan in writing, the breaching Party shall immediately commence curing
the breach. If the breaching Party fails to cure the breach within said period, the non-breaching Party may terminate
this Agreement: i) immediately; ii) on the date specified in the Notice of Breach; or iii) grant the breaching Party
additional time to cure.

b. Alternatively, the County may elect to cure the breach and Contractor shall bear
all expenses incurred by the County in curing the breach.

2) Breach Not Subject to Cure. If the non-breaching Party deems the breach is of such a
nature as it is not subject to or is incapable of being cured, it shall provide a Notice of Breach to the breaching
Party of its intent to terminate this Agreement, in which it shall include a date upon which the Agreement
terminates.

C. Effects of Termination. Termination of this Agreement shall not terminate Contractor’s
obligations or liability to the County for damages sustained by the County because of the Contractor’s breach, nor
the Contractor’s duty to indemnify, maintain and make available any records pertaining to this Agreement,
cooperate with any audit, be subject to offset, or make any reports of pre-termination contract activities.

D. No Waiver of Breach or Breach by Forbearance. In no event will either Parties’ act of forbearance
regarding previous acts by the other Party: i) constitute a breach or breach of the Party’s obligations under this
Agreement; ii) waive a Party’s right to assert breach or breach; nor iii) impair or prejudice any remedy available
to the non-breaching Party.

8. INSURANCE

A Requirement to Obtain, Maintain, and Deliver Proof of Insurance. Without limiting the County’s
right of indemnification from Contractor or any third parties, Contractor shall purchase and maintain the insurance
policies described below (the “Insurance Policy(ies)”) prior to the commencement of work or execution of this
Agreement. Contractor shall maintain the Insurance Policies throughout the term of this Agreement.

B. Contractor shall deliver an Endorsed Additional Insured page from Contractor’s insurance carrier
to the County guaranteeing said coverage to the County prior to work commencing. Contractor shall deliver proof
of insurance and all endorsements in accordance with this Agreement’s Notice Section. Failure to obtain, maintain,
or provide the Insurance Policies or proof of the same is a material breach of this Agreement and may result in
the immediate suspension or termination of this Agreement for cause, in addition to any other remedies the County
may have under the law.

C. Endorsement of Policies. Contractor shall cause each of the Insurance Policies to be endorsed
designating the County and its Board members, officials, officers, employees, and agents as additional insureds,
using ISO form CG 20 26 or an alternate form that is at least as broad as form CG 20 26, as to any liability arising
from the performance of this Agreement.

D. Insurance Limits. Contractor shall obtain the Insurance Policies in the amounts set forth below:

1. Commercial General Liability covering bodily injury, personal injury, and property




damage with minimum limits of Two Million Dollars ($2,000,000) per occurrence and Five Million Dollars
($5,000,000) annual aggregate.

2. Comprehensive Automobile Liability covering a) bodily injury of not less than Five
Hundred Thousand Dollars ($500,000) per person and One Million Dollars ($1,000,000) per accident and property
damage of not less than One Hundred Thousand Dollars ($100,000); or b) coverage with a combined single limit
of One Million Dollars ($1,000,000). The Comprehensive Automobile Liability must cover owned and non-
owned vehicles used in connection with this Agreement.

3. Workers Compensation as required by the California Labor Code. Contractor shall cause
said Insurance Policy to be endorsed to waive the insurer’s subrogation rights against the County.

4, Professional Liability covering Contractor’s wrongful acts, errors, and omissions with
limits not less than One Million Dollars ($1,000,000) per occurrence or claim, and Three Million Dollars
($3,000,000) annual aggregate limit.

E. Rating of Insurers. Contractor shall obtain insurance placed with admitted insurers rated by A.M.
Best Co. as A:VII or higher.

F. Notice of Cancellation to the County and Payment of Premiums. Contractor shall cause each of
the Insurance Policies to be endorsed to provide the County with thirty (30) days’ prior written notice of
cancellation. The County is not liable for the payment of premiums or assessments on any Insurance Policies.
Cancellation provisions in an Insurance Policy will not be construed in derogation of the continuing duty of the
Contractor to maintain the Insurance Policies during the term of this Agreement.

9. INDEMNIFICATION

A Professional Services. When the law establishes a professional standard of care for Contractor’s
services, to the fullest extent permitted by law, Contractor shall indemnify, defend, and hold harmless County and
any and all of its Board members, officials, employees and agents from and against any and all losses, liabilities,
damages, costs, and expenses, including legal counsel’s fees and costs but only to the extent Contractor is
responsible for such damages, liabilities, and costs on a comparative basis of fault between Contractor and the
County in the performance of professional services under this Agreement. Contractor shall not be obligated to
defend or indemnify the County for its own negligence or for the negligence of third parties.

B. All Other Services. Other than in the performance of professional services, including agreements
where professional services will be provided along with other types of services, and to the fullest extent permitted
by law, Contractor shall indemnify, defend, and hold harmless the County, and any and all of its Board members,
officials, employees, and agents from and against any liability (including liability for claims, suits, actions,
arbitration proceedings, administrative proceedings, regulatory proceedings, losses, expenses or costs of any kind,
whether actual, alleged or threatened, including legal counsel’s fees and costs, court costs, interest, defense costs,
and expert witness fees), where the same arise out of, are a consequence of, or are in any way attributable to, in
whole or in part, any act, omission, fault or negligence, whether active or passive, by Contractor or by any
individual or entity for which Contractor is legally liable, including, but not limited to, officers, agents, employees,
or subcontractors of Contractor.

C. This indemnification specifically includes any claims that may be against the County by any
taxing authority or third party asserting that an employer-employee relationship exists because of this Agreement.

D. These indemnification obligations shall survive the termination of this Agreement as to any act,
omission, fault, or negligence occurring during this Agreement or any extension of this Agreement. The County’s
rights to indemnification are in addition to and shall not limit any other rights or remedies the County may have
under law or this Agreement.



10. INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR

Contractor is an independent contractor and not an agent, officer, or employee of the County. This
Agreement is by and between two (2) independent contractors and is not intended to, nor will it be construed to
create the relationship of agent, servant, employee, partnership, joint venture, or association.

11. COMPLIANCE WITH LAW

Contractor shall comply with all federal, state, and local laws and regulations applicable to its performance
including, but not limited to, Government Code section 8350 et seq. regarding a drug free workplace, all health
and safety standards set forth by the State of California and County, and the California Public Records Act,
Government Code section 7920.000 et seq.

[If Contractor will provide services subject to HIPAA: Contractor shall comply with all state and federal
confidentiality laws including, but not limited to, the Health Insurance Portability and Accessibility Act
(“HIPAA’) and its regulations as amended. Contractor shall execute and comply with the HIPAA Business
Associate Agreement attached as [Exhibit X.]

[If work is being done on County property unless there is an exception] Prevailing Wage. Option 1:
Contractor understands and agrees that the work performed under this Agreement is subject to prevailing wage as
set forth in the California Labor Code. Contractor further understands and agrees that it shall bear sole
responsibility for ensuring the enforcement thereof including registering with and submitting certified payrolls to
the Department of Industrial Relations for compliance monitoring pursuant to Labor Code section 1725.5.

Option 2: [Contractor is advised that the work will be subject to Labor Code section 1774, and Contractor
shall comply fully with all applicable requirements of that statute, as well as all associated rules and regulations
of the Department of Industrial Relations or other state agency implementing Labor Code section 1774.]

Contractor shall execute and comply with the Assurances of Compliance - , attached as
[Exhibit X].

12. CONFIDENTIALITY

Contractor shall not use County’s confidential information (“Confidential Information™) for any purpose
other than performing under this Agreement, and Contractor shall prevent the unauthorized disclosure of
Confidential Information. Upon receipt of a third party’s request to disclose Confidential Information, Contractor
shall promptly submit said request to County.

13. CONFLICT OF INTEREST

Contractor warrants that its board of directors, employees, officers, including the immediate families of
each have no financial interest, direct or indirect, that conflicts with rendering services under this Agreement and
will not acquire any such financial interest. Contractor shall not employ, nor retain any such person during the
term of this Agreement. Contractor is not relieved from personal responsibility under this Section 13 by their
associates and employees rendering services. Contractor has an affirmative duty to and shall disclose the hame(s)
of any person(s) who have an actual, potential, or apparent conflict of interest.

14, NONDISCRIMINATION

In rendering services under this Agreement, Contractor shall comply with all applicable federal, state, and
local laws, rules, and regulations and shall not discriminate based on age, ancestry, color, gender, marital status,
medical condition, national origin, physical or mental disability, race, religion, gender identity, gender expression,
sexual orientation, military status, or any other protected basis.



Further, Contractor shall not discriminate against its employees, which includes, but is not limited to,
employment upgrading, demotion or transfer, recruitment or recruitment advertising, layoff or termination, rates
of pay or other forms of compensation and selection for training, including apprenticeship.

15. SUBCONTRACTORS [PICK ONE]

[Projects that have or may have subcontractors:] Contractor shall include the following provisions from
this Agreement in any and all agreements between Contractor and any subcontractors: a) Section 5, Records and
Inspections; b) Section 8, Insurance; c) Section 9, Indemnification; d) Section 11, Compliance with Law; €)
Section 12, Confidentiality; f) Section 13, Conflict of Interest; g) Section 14, Nondiscrimination; and [h) Section
24, ADA Compliance.]

[For projects where we have confirmed that there are no subcontractors] Services under this Agreement
are personal services. Contractor shall not subcontract any work under this Agreement without the prior written
consent of the County, subject to any required state or federal approval.

16. ASSIGNMENT

Contractor shall not assign this Agreement without first obtaining the written consent of the County,
subject to any required state or federal approval. Assignment by Contractor of any monies due does not constitute
an assignment of this Agreement.

17. UNFORESEEN CIRCUMSTANCES

Neither Party shall be responsible for any delay caused by natural disaster, epidemic, pandemic, war, civil
disturbance, labor dispute, or other cause beyond the reasonable control of a Party, on the condition the affected
Party notices the other Party in writing of the delay’s cause within ten (10) calendar days of the date the delay
began. Thereafter, the Parties shall meet and confer as to whether to amend, suspend, or terminate this Agreement.

18. OWNERSHIP OF DOCUMENTS

The County owns and is entitled to possess all computations, plans, correspondence, pertinent data, and
information gathered by or computed by Contractor prior to this Agreement’s termination or upon completion of
the work under this Agreement. County’s reuse of any such materials in a manner other than originally intended
is at the County’s sole risk. Material prepared in connection with this Agreement is not subject to copyright in
the United States of America, or in any foreign state.

19. NOTICE
The Parties shall give any notice necessary to the performance of this Agreement in writing, and delivered

by personal delivery, fax, overnight carrier, e-mail with read receipt acknowledgment, or by prepaid first-class
mail addressed as follows:

County Contractor
[Name], [Title] [Name], [Title]
[Department] [Company
[Address]1400 West Lacey Blvd., Building [XX] [Address].
Hanford, CA 93230 [Address]

Notice given by: a) personal delivery is effective on the date of personal delivery; b) fax is effective on
the date of transmittal; c) overnight carrier is effective on the date of delivery; d) email is effective on the date of
delivery, with a read receipt; e) first-class mail is effective five (5) days after the date of mailing, or the delivery
date on the return receipt, whichever occurs first.



20. CHOICE OF LAW

The Parties executed and delivered this Agreement in the County of Kings, State of California. The laws
of the State of California govern the validity, enforceability, and interpretation of this Agreement. Kings County
is the appropriate venue for bringing any action in connection with this Agreement, whether in law or equity.
Contractor waives any rights it may possess under Code of Civil Procedure Section 394 to transfer any action
arising out of this Agreement to a neutral county, or alternate venue.

21. SEVERABILITY

If a court of competent jurisdiction finds any of the provisions of this Agreement unenforceable, the
remaining provisions remain enforceable and the unenforceable provisions constitute an amendment to the limited
extent required to permit enforcement of the Agreement as a whole.

22. SURVIVAL

The following sections of this Agreement survive its termination: a) Section 5, Records and Inspections;
b) Section 8, Insurance; c) Section 9, Indemnification; and d) Section 12, Confidentiality.

23. NO THIRD-PARTY BENEFICIARIES

Unless otherwise specifically stated in this Agreement, the County and Contractor are the only Parties to
this Agreement and the only Parties entitled to enforce its terms. Nothing in this Agreement gives, is intended to
give, or will be construed to grant any right or benefit to a third party, directly, indirectly, or otherwise.

24, ADA CoMPLIANCE [Only if Contractor employees will be on County property]

Contractor shall comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act, Title 11, and applicable California state
laws. The law providing the greatest degree of access to qualified persons with disabilities shall apply to this
Agreement.

Contractor shall ensure that all persons receiving programs, services, or activities through this Agreement
shall receive a copy of or have access made available to the County’s ADA grievance procedures as set forth in
County’s ADA Self-Evaluation, Appendix E, which is attached to this Agreement as Exhibit [X].

25. ENTIRE AGREEMENT; CONTRIBUTIONS OF BOTH PARTIES

This Agreement, including its Recitals and Exhibits, are fully incorporated into and are integral parts of
this Agreement. This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the Parties. There are no inducements,
promises, terms, conditions, or obligations made or entered into by the County or Contractor, other than those
contained in this Agreement.

Each Party had an opportunity to review this Agreement, consult with legal counsel, and negotiate terms.
Contractor waives the rule under Civil Code section 1654, that ambiguities in a contract should be construed
against the drafter. Civil Code section 1654 has no application to the construction of the Agreement.

26. ELECTRONIC SIGNATURES; COUNTERPARTS

The Parties may execute this Agreement by electronic means, and in two (2) or more counterparts that
together constitute one (1) Agreement.

27. AUTHORITY

Each signatory to this Agreement represents it is authorized to enter into this Agreement and bind the



Party that its signature represents.
REMAINDER OF PAGE INTENTIONALLY BLANK

SIGNATURES ARE ON FOLLOWING PAGE



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties executed this Agreement the day and year first written above.

COUNTY OF KINGS CONTRACTOR NAME
By: By:
Evan C. Jones, Purchasing Manager Name
Title

RISK MANAGEMENT APPROVED AS TO
INSURANCE

By:

Sarah Poots, Risk Manager

APPROVED AS TO FORM
Diane Freeman, County Counsel

By:
Zachary S. Adams, Deputy County Counsel

Exhibits/Attachments: [SUBJECT TO CHANGE]

Exhibit A: Scope of Work

Exhibit B: Compensation/Fees

Exhibit C: Assurance of Compliance with County — Non Discrimination
Exhibit D: Kings County ADA Grievance Procedures
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EXHIBIT A
SIGNATURE PAGE
(Proposer to complete and place in front of proposal)

Individual/Company: _ DTA Public Finance, Inc.

Address: 99 Almaden Blvd., Suite 600, San Jose, CA 95113

Contact Person’s name: Kuda Wekwete

Contact Person’s title: Managing Director

Contact Person’s telephone number: (800) 969-4DTA

Contact Person’s email address: Kuda@FinanceDTA.com

The undersigned hereby certifies that he/she is a duly authorized official of their organization
and has the authority to submit this proposal and sign on behalf of the organization and assure
that all statements made in the proposal are accurate and truthful. The undersigned agrees to

provide the work or services requested in this Request for Proposal at the price contained therein

and will comply with all terms and conditions of the proposed agreement, unless otherwise

stipulated through a written exception.

Kuda Wekwete Managing Director
Authorized Representative — Name Title
,__z_jf.'.’--"'_";,f /"/Af?

& A /'y
8 _.Q‘-% A

Authorized Representative’s s}gnature

Business License No. (if applicable):

We will apply for a business license upon
(Hanford) _receipt of a Notice to Proceed.

We will apply for a business license
(Kings County) _upon receipt of a Notice to Proceed.

Professional License No. (if applicable): Not Applicable

14



PROPOSAL

FIVE-YEAR DEVELOPMENT
IMPACT FEE REPORT

May 22, 2025
RFP No. 2025-32

COUNTY OF KINGS

SUBMITTED BY:

Kuda Wekwete
Managing Director

99 Almaden Blvd., Suite 600
San Jose, CA 95113
800-969-4DTA
Kuda@FinanceDTA.com




99 Almaden Blvd., Suite 600
San Jose, CA 95113

www.Finance DTA.com

COUNTY OF KINGS

FIVE-Y'EARLC )EVELOPMENT IMPACT FEIR EPORT
PROPOSAL SUBMISSION DEADLINE:
MAY 22,. 202, AT4:( )0 PM.

Prepared for:
County of Kings
640 N. Campus Dr., Building 24, Suite H
Hanford, CA 913230
Attention: E ivan Jones, Purchasing Manager

Project Contact:
Kuda Wekwete
Managing Director, DTA
99 Almaden Blvd., Suite 600
San Jose, CA 5113
Phone: (800) 969-4 IDTA x204
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1 SIGNATURE PAGE

The completed and signed Signature Page has been enclosed herein as the first page of our
submission.

County of Kings May 21, 2025
Proposal fi oizif Fiv-Yrearl development Impact Feek teport
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2 COVER LETTER

Mr. E van Jones May 21, 2025
Purchasing Manager

County of K {ings

640 N. Campus Dr., Building 24, Suite H

Hanford, CA 93230

E-n nailKCBids@Co.Kings.CA.US

RE: Request for Proposals ("RFP") Mo. 202!-3 i2fc oia iF “ivi-Y “eail Jevelopment Impact FecR leport
Dear M Ard lone:

DTAP 'ublic Finance, Inc. ("DTA!, formery David Taussig & Associatesi: s pleased to submit this proposal
tothe ( Countyof King:(t:he C Zount”; ). It is our understandingthat th« Zountyis s seeking a qualified fiin
to prepare a Five-Year Report for Development Impact Fees (“DIFs") in accordance with the Califormia
MitigationFee Act for Fiscal Years 2 202(-z 21 through 202+ 2£ "The County currently assessesi mpact fees
on new residential and commercial development to mitigate the fiscal impact on public safety, ffire,
generalfacilities, libraries, animal servicesfacilities, and other (zapital facilities As explained below and
in the enclosed proposal, DTA is familiar with the requirements of the California Mitigation Fee Act
and has been involved in preparing new impact fee Nexus Studies and monitoring analyses since the
adoption of A \ssembly Bill (A\I") 1600 in 1987.

Notably, T )TAp rreviously ¢ ympleted an AB 1600 fee justification study for the County, which is an
update to the 2005 fee justification study prepared by another firm. The purpose of the updated
study was to recommend fee justification methodologies and fee levels based on a legally -
supportable analysis of Countywide impact fees required for developing new public facilities within
the County. Based on service provider variations across the County’s key areas (namely Hanford,
Corcoran, Lemoore, Avenal, and th e Unincorporated County), DTA provided tailored fees for the
following capitalfacility categories: Countywide Public Protection, Fire, Library, Animal Control, and
Sheriff Patrol and Investigation (for the Unincorporated County), along with an administrati ive
component. DTA further assisted with cost estimating, demographic research, presentations before
the C Zount)B Joard of Supervisor("Board”, . and the benchmarking of the current and proposed fees
against those of peer communities. IJTA also assisted tte County with the preparation of its
FYs 2200¢-2 1020 through 201-2 1015 and FYs 201!-2 1016 through 201!-2 1020 Fiv-Y "ear Reports.

DTA's recent Central Coast experience is substantial and longstanding. We have recently provided
unbiased technical assistanceto the Cities of M Morro Bay, Paso Robles, Salinas, San Luis Obispo, and Santa
Mariac luringtheir recent DIF updates. We are also currently assisting the City of Los Banosand County
of Fresnowith the preparation and implementation of their DIF programs. In addition, we were »reviously
hired by the City of Soledad to conduct a DIF study that t coki nto consideration the calculationof base
impact fees and prepared t he associated economic model

With respectto DIF Nexus Studies, each of DTA's AB 1600 studies i ncludes&c :0s-k »enefizanalysisand the
determination of nexus between the facilities financed and specific financingmechanism, which in this
case would be the DIF(s). DTA has prepared approximately 70 10 fee justification studies for a variety of
public improvements, including transportation, water, sewer and flood control facilities, fire and police
stations, parks, libraries, and other types of infrastructure. I n recent years, our firm his prepared
AB 1 .60(-c :ompliant DIF justification studies for the Cities of Anaheim, Blythe, Brawley, Calexico,
Campbell, Cathedral City, Cerritos, Chino Hills, Colton, Costa Mesa, T Jaly Cityl Jesert Hot Springs,
Fontana, Fowler, Hesperia, King City, Los Banos, Mammoth Lakes, Palo Alto, Pasadena, Paso Robles,

County of Kings May 21, 2025
Proposal fi oizif Fiv-Yrearl development Impact Feek teport
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Perris, Redlands, San Francisco, SanJacinto, San Jose, San Luis Obispo, Temple City, Torrance, Tustin,
Upland, V fictorvill, and Yucaipa and the Counties of Fresno, San Bernardino, San Jose, San Luis
Obispo, Santa Barbara, Shasta, and Yuba, among c »ther: \WWe also continue to keep abreast of impact
fee legislation and legislative updates, including the recent U J.S. Supreme Court decisionir$ sheetz vs.
County of El Dorado.

In addition to the above, mc st recentlyl )TA has been hired by the County of San Bernardinc:and
Cities of Daly City, Fontana, Ione, La Verne, Morro Bay, Napa, National City, Palo Alto, F tedlang,
Redwood City, IRialto,S 3an Luis Obispo.S ian Ramonl Jplan, and Yucaipa to prepare comprehensive
fee updates iin compliance with AB€5(2 .IJTA has closely followed the evolution ofA \B 602z ind is
prepared to implement recently amended Government Code Sections 65940.1 and 66019 and the
added Section €56016.;, as necessary. /'s th« Zountywwill be adopting its new DIF ordinance after
July 11:202¢, wehaveincluded adiscussion o/AB 60za ind our experience in other states with similar
impact fee requirements i1 n thee :nclosecyaroposal.

Asdescribedingreaterdetail in the attached proposal, DTAisa publicfinance consulting firmwith offices
inI rving, SanJose SanFrancisco, and Riverside, California, as well as Dallas and Houston, Texas, Raleigh,
North Carolina, and Tampa, Florida. Since its establishmentin 1985, T JTAstafhas completed consulting
assignments for more than 3,000 clients in 24 sstates. During this period, the firmhas beeninvolved in
the formation of more than 2,000 publicfinance districts, with total

bond authoriz zations exceeding $7' sillion. Our financing programs

have utilized a variety of public financing mechanisms, such as

Assessment Districts (“ADs"), Community Facilities Districts ("CFDs"),

Enhanced Infrastructure Financing Districts (“EIFDs"), Certificates of

Participation, Tax Allocation Bonds, Sewer and Water Revenue

Bonds, Marks-F oos Bond Pools, Landscaping and Lighting Districts

("LLDs"), Integrated Financing Districts, and various types of fee

programs. [ )TA is licensed and registered withthe U.S. e xcurities

and Exchange Commission (“SEC") and Municipal Securities Rulemaking Board ("“MSRB") as a
Municipal Advisor (No. §36:-C )1160) and follows all the fiduciary requirements associated with this
designation.

DTA'sdiverse and multidisciplinary project team for this project has the breadth of experience required
to provide impact fee consulting services in a professional and timely manner. This project would be
primarily handled out of DTA's S Jan Josefficellocated at$ )9 Almaden Blvd., Suite 60, {San Jose, CA
95113. Il, Kuda Wekwete, a Managing Director at DTA, would be the Principa-iir-C Charge and have the
County’s ; primary account responsibility. Leni Zarate, a Vice President at DTA, and Richard Ruiz, a
Manager atDTA, will serve jointly as the primary points of contact and be assisted by other support staff.
Steve Runk, P.E, Vice President of Engineering Services at DTA, and David Taussig, Chairman/Managing
Director will provide engineering expertise and technical advisory services, respectively.

[ hold «a Series 50 license as a Municipal Advisor with the SEC/MSRB under rulesg romulgated following
the Dodd-F rank Actin 2010. Brief resumes for each of our team members are included in Sectior€ ¢f
this proposal. All personnel will be available full-time (100%) for the duration of the project anda
proposed schedule can be found in Section 7.

County of Kings May 21, 2025
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If you have questionsregarding this proposal, please contact me by phone at (800) 969 4DTA x204 or by
e-n nail atkuda@FinanceDTA.com. Thank you for the opportunity to work with the C Zountyo n this
engagement.

Best Regards,

LA i
LN ,
Kuda Wekwete
Managing Director
Phone: (800) 969-4C JTA x204

Kuda@FinanceDTA.com

County of Kings May 21, 2025
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3 COMPANY OVERVIEW

DTA is a public finance and urban economics consulting firm specializing in infrastructure and public

services finance. Our firm, which was founded in 1985, provides public finance consulting services to
both public and private sector clients and has completed consulting assignments for more than 3,000
clientsin 24 states. Wehaveofficesin Irvine, San Francisco, San Jose, and Riverside, Califomia, as wel as
Dallas and Houston, Texas, Raleigh, North Carolina, and Tampa, Florida Additionalinformation on DTA
is available on our website (www.FinanceDTA.com).

DTA, acorporation, was incorporatedin the State of California on May 15, 1986, and hasbeen providing
public finance consulting services for over 39 y rears. The corporation hastwoofficers, specifically David
Taussig, Chairman/Managing Director,and Cecily Burke, Secretary, both of whom areauthorized to bind
the firm. L DTA is a privately owned company and not a subsidiary of a “parent company.” DTA does not
hold controlling interest in any other organization and has not been associated with any mergers,
acquisitions, or salesof thefirmwithin the last 10 years, nor in i tslifetime. DTA'smanagement personnel
consists of four principals identified as David Taussig, Chairman/Managing Director, Kelly Wright, Chief
Executive Officer, Andrea Roess, Managing Director, and Kuda Wekwete, Managing Director.

DTA has been performing public facilities fee consulting services for over 38 ayears, sincel JIFs were
enacted in 1987 under AB 1600 by the California Legislature and codified under California Govemment
Code 66000 € 't se(, also called the Mitigation Fee Act (the "Act” or "AEIL600"). DTA has extensive
experience preparing DIF studies that have complied with Section ¢66000e 't se. of the Government
Code and withstood legal scrutiny to the extent that none of our prior studies have been subject to
any litigatic n

DTA has adiverse, multidisciplinary staff of approximately 50 employees, all of whomaredirectly involved
solely in public finance. Staff members come from backgrounds in several fields, including land
development, public administration, civil engineering, investment banking, economic consulting,
redevelopment, law, non-f yofitadministration, and land use planning. This diversity of experience and
expertise allows DTA tomeet a wide variety of challenges related to both the actual work product and
client management. DTA's staff members have considerable experience in compute-t rased financial
analyses and modeling, whichis a keycomponent of thefirm'sconsulting services. Thisensures tl hat the
development of any ¢ :omputer model(s) utilized in theC Zount’s € 2ngagementwill be in experienced
hands.

DTA has assembled a project team for the C Zountywith the breadth of experience required to provide
impact fee consulting services in a professional and timely manner. This project would be primarily
handled out of T )TA"S ian Jose offic. lIn fact, we consider ourselvestobe an extension ofC Zounts #aff.
Kuda Wekwete, :a Managing Directorc>f DTA, would be thePrincipa-ir -( harge and have th¢C Zount's :
primary account responsibility. } ie would be assisted by Leni Zarate, a Vice President at DT/ and
Richard Ru i, dManagera it DT/ inaddition t« »ther support staf. {Steve Runk, P.E,, Vice President of
Engineering Services at DTA, and T)avid TaussigChairman/Managing Director will provide
engineering expertise and technical advisory services, respectively. All proposed project team
members are available by phone at (800) 969-4DT..

Since itsformationin 1985, DTAhas assisted over 3,000 public and private sector clientsin meeting their
infrastructure and public services goals. [ )TA is licensed and registered with theS JEC/MSREas a
Municipal Advisor (No. §36:-C )1160) and follows all the fiduciary requirements associated with this
designation.

County of Kings May 21, 2025
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DTA's consulting services include the following:

' Proposition (“Prop”) 218 and AB 1600-c :ompliant impact fee studies;
'+ Public infrastructure and public services financing strategies;

' Assessment engineering and special tax consulting;

' Annual administration of ADs and CFDs;

' Public-t rrivate partnerships;

'+ EIFD formation and ongoing management;

' Fiscal and economic impact analyses;

' Clean Energy Bonds;

'+  Federal and state grant, loan, and tax credit applications;

Economic development and revitalization studies; and
Public improvement construction management services.

DTA has been involved in the formation of over 2,000 public finance
districts, withtotal authorized bonded indebtedness over $75 billion. Our
financing programs have utilized a variety of public financing
mechanisms, such as CFDs, 1913/1915 Act ADs, 1972 JActL .LD, EIFDs,
Certificates of Participation, Tax Allocation Bonds, Sewer and Water
Revenue Bonds, Marks-Roos Bond Pools, Integrated Financing Districts, and various types of fee
programs. DTA'slevel of experience with special district formations is unequaled as our firm is the
State of California’s leading special tax and assessment consultant, having prepared special tax and
assessment formulas on behalf of public agencies for the establis hment of over 1,500 CFDs, ADs, and
LLDs. DTA also has considerable experience establishing a variety of financing districts and property
owner associ¢ ationsfor the purpose of funding public service shortfalls created by new development.

On a Statewide basis, DTA has planned andimplemented F *ublic Facilities Financing Plans (F °FFP”) ithat
have ranged from the quantitative analysis of a single financing mechanism for an individual facility to
the preparation of a comprehensive financing plan covering multiple facilities and public services
through a series of financing mechanisms. Our ffiinancial analyses provide public officials, landowners,
and other interested parties with the level of information needed to make fully informed decisions
reqg rarding land use, infrastructure, and public services financing issues. DTA staff has extensive
experience working with various stakeholder groups, including publicagencies, public agency municipal
staff, residents, local chaptersof the Building Industry r Association (“BIA”), local Chambers of Commerce,
and other interested parties.

DTA is committed to excellence and innovation, which allows us to attract and retain the most
experienced and knowledgeable personnel in the industry. DTA's clients also receive high levels of
personal attention from senior staff, with a Principal, Managir g Director, Senior Vice President, or Vice
President always available to meet with public agency staff and other groups. Perhaps DTA's most
outstanding qualification is thededication and loyalty of the senioremployees inour firm, many of whom
have work edfor DTAfor 1-230years, enablingour clients tocount on the same personnel year after year
onthejob. Asaresult, DTAcan offer alevel of management expertise that isunequalled throughout the
fields of public finance and special tax consulting. In fact, every DTA engagement isled by a Principal,
Senior Vice President, or Vice President with at least 15 years of experience with our firm.

The result of this experience and expertise is that in 4 lOQyears of work establishing over 2,000
financing districts and bond programs, L YTA has never been suec \Ne continueito seek innovative
solutions and refine our work product to better serve and protect our clients.

County of Kings May 21, 2025
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4 SUBCONTRACTORS

DTA is able to perform all services requested in the Scope of S iervicesa ind does not anticipate
employing subconsultants for any portion of this engagement. IDTA'sclient contact and interaction
continue beyond the basic deliverables. DTA is a customer and community-centric firm committed to
excellence, quality products, and an open and interactive communication e :nvironmen. We employ
these practices in the workplace, in cities, counties, and towns, and with the many clients that we have
served. DTArealiz 'esthat everyclient, likeevery person, isa distinct entity best understood and served in
adirect and collaborative manner.

County of Kings May 21, 2025
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5 RELEVANT EXPERIENCE
A DIF-S pecific Experience

Asnoted previously, L )TA has been performing publicfacilities fee consulting services since DIFswere
enacted under AB 1600 by the California Legislature and codified under CalifomiaGovernment Code
666000 e 't sec, also referred to as the Mitigation Fee Act. DTA has extensive experience preparing
DIF studies that have complied with Section 66000 e :t seqof the Government Code and withstood
legal scrutiny to the extent that none of our prior studies have been subject to any type of litigation

DTA has prepared approximately 70 10 fee justification studies to date for a variety of public
improvements, including transportation, water, sewer and flood control facilities, fire and police
stations, parks, libraries, school facilities, and other types of infrastructure. For several of these
clients, DTA has been engaged to complete annual reporting and 5-y rear reporting. Regarding
theland valuation calculationsthat apply to Park Impact Feesand/or Quimby in-lieu fee calculations,
DTA staff accesses multiple data resources and employs a variety of analytical strategies to ensure
that the final recommended land valuation is one that properly smooths out the data to address the
dramatic high and low figures that can be common in the K {ing«C Jounty real estate market. We
subscribe to the CoSti arreal estate database that provides us with current and historical sales prices
and lease rates for all local real estate transactions.

Currently, DTA is working on approximately 2 I DIFsstudiesiacross the State, all of which are of
similar scope to the C Zount’s r-equested fee study reporting servicestout are at different stages of
completion. In addition, DTA is also engaged inother projects that include fiscal/leconomic impact
analyses, CFD/AD feasibility, formations, and bondissuance, special districtadministration, and other
consulting engagements. "These projects are also generally of similar size (in terrrs of hours and
timeline) to the proposed engagement. /All DTA projects are staffed andc:oordinated across various
teams in our 50+ employee organization.

DTA recently created an internal task force comprised of 10 DTA staff members dedicated to
working through and understanding the recent legislation known as AB 602 to ensure that our
fee studies comply with all applicable legal requirements. IFor this engagement, our team would
have adequate bandwidth and redundancy to meet the C Zount's ; desired schedul. We shall also
have other support staff available to assist the ( Count; : as needed.

County of Kings May 21, 2025
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In recent years, our firm has prepared AB 1L60(-c :ompliant DIF justification studies for the municipalities
listed below, among others. IMost recently, DTA has been hired by the County of San Bermardino
and Cities (oflDaly City, Fontana, Ione, La Verne, Morro Bay, Napa, National City, Palo Alto,F tedland,
Redwood City, IRialto, San Luis Obispo, San Ramon,\ Jplan,, and Yucaipa to prepare comprehensive
fee updates iin compliance with AB(6(2..

City of Anaheim;
City of Blythe;

City of Brawley;
City of Calexico;
City of Campbell;
City of Cathedral City;
City of Cerritos;
City of Chino;

City of Chino Hills;
City of Colton;
City of Costa Mesa;
City of Cypress;

City of Desert Hot Springs;

City of Escalon;
City of Firebaugh;
City of Fontana;
City of Fowler;

City of Glendale;
City of Hesperia;
City of Ione;

City of k(ingsburg;
City of Lakeview;
City of Live Oak;
City of Los Banos;
City of Manteca;
City of Napa;

City of Palo Alto;
City of Pasadena;
City of Paso Robles;
City of Perris;

City of Red Bluff;
City of Redlands;
City of San Bernardino;

County of Kings
Proposal fi oizif Fiv-Yrearl development Impact Feek teport

City of San Francisco;

City of San J lacinto;

City of San Jose;

City of San Luis Obispo;

City of Santa Ana;

City of Soledad;

City of South San Francisco;

City of T orrance;

City of Tustin;

City of Upland;

City of Victorville;

County of Colusa;

County of Fresno;

County of Kings;

County of Pasadena;

County of Riverside;

County of San Bernardino;

County of San Francisco

County of San Luis Obispo;

County of Santa Barbara;

County of Santa Clara Fire Department;
County of Shasta;

County of South Santa Clara Fire District;
County of Yuba;

Town of Loomis;

Town of Mammoth L akes;

Beaumont Cherry Valley Recreation and Parks District;
Denair Community Services District;

El Dorado Hills Fire Department;

Jurupa Area Recreation and Park U Jistrict;
San Gorgonio Memorial Hospital;

San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency; and
South Yuba Transportation Improvement Authority.
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B References

Listed below are fi ive (5) e :ferences for DTA's recent work involving impact feec :onsulting services
for municipalities in California. T he completedReference List has been enclosed herein as
Appendix /. We encourage you to contact our references to learn firsthand how well DTA staff
meets the needs of its clients.

B.1 County «of Shasta

Location
Client Contact
Title
Address
Phone Number
E-rjnail Address
Project Dates

Project Budget
Project Team

Work Product

Fee Categories

Table 1: Reference Information

City of Redding, CA

Jessica Cunningham-T >appas

Supervising Staff Services Analyst/Recording Secretary

1855 Placer Street, Suite 200, Redding, CA 96001

(530) 225-55534

JCu nningha-’appas@ShastaCounty.gov

August 2019-F ’resent

$82,250

Kuda Wekwete (Project Manager) and Kyle Martinez (Task Specialist)

DIF Study (In Progress, Temporarily on Hold) and Annual/Five-Y "ear
Reporting (Ongoing)

Fire Protection, Sheriff Patrol and I nvestigation, Animal Control, Public
Protection, General Govemment, Public Health, Library, and Traffic

B.2 Town of A Aammottl .akes

Location
Client Contact
Title
Address
Phone Number
E-1jnail Address
Project Dates
Project Budget

Project Team

Work Product

Fee Categories

Table 2: Reference Information

Town of Mammoth Lakes, CA

Sandra M Aoberly, MPA, AICP

Community & Economic Development Director

P.O. Box 1609, 'Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546

(760) 965-3i633

SMoberly@TownofMammothlakes CA gov

August 2021-F’resent

$170,000

David Taussig (Principal-ii-Charge), Kuda Wekwete (Project Manager), and
Richard Ruiz (Task Specialist)

DIF Study (C Zompletey)

General Facilities and Equipment, Police, Library, Childcare, Parks and
Recreation, Transportation, Storm Drain, and Affordable Housing

County of Kings
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B3 City of Paso Robles

Table 3: Reference Information

Location City of Paso Ftobles, CA
Client Contact Warren Frace
Title Community Development Director

Address 1000 Spring Street, Paso Robles, CA 93446
Phone Number (805) 237-33970

E-tjnail Address WFrace@PRCity.com
Project Dates November 2006-F *resent
Project Budget $86,000

Project Team Kuda Wekwete (Project Manager) and Kyle Martinez (Task Specialist)
Work Product DIF Studies [2014, 2018, and 2022 (Currently in F >rogress)]
Fee Categories Transportation, Fire, Law Enforcement, and Parks and Recreation

B4 City of Santa Cruz

Table 4: Reference Information

Location City of Santa Cruz, CA
Client Contact Megan Nutt Catherine Brothers
Title Principal Management Analyst Principal Management Analyst
Address 809 Center Street, Santa Cruz, CA 95060
Phone Number (831) 420-5:208 (831) 420-5:818
E-rjnail Address MNutt@SantaCruzCA.gov CBrothers@SantaCruzCA ¢ jov
Project Dates February 2024-F >resent
Project Budget $37,500
Project Team Ku da Wekwete((Fri 'mt.jipa—il -C Zhargw), Leni Zgrate (Project‘Mgnager), Steve Runk
(Engineer), and Richard Ruiz ([Task Specialist)
Work Product DIF ‘ Study (Adopted) and First Responder Fee Study (Adopted;
Fee Categories Fire Facilities and First Responder Fee

County of Kings

May 21, 2025
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B.5 City of Upland

Table 5: Reference Information

Location City of Upland, CA
Client Contact Stephen Parker Staci Sullivan
Title Assistant City Manager Finance Manager
Address 460 N. Euclid Avenue, Upland, CA 91786
Phone Number (909) 931-41121 (909) €13-£1172
E-1lnail Address SParker@Ci.Upland.CA.US SSullivan@UplandCA.goy
Project Dates December 2021-F ’resent
Project Budget $6 10,400

Kuda Wekwete (Project Manager), Steve Runk (Engineer), and Richard Ruiz
(Task Specialist)

Work Product DIF Study (Adopted)

Public Facilities, Police Facilities, Park Facilities, Transportation Facilities,
Water Facilities, Sewer Facilities, and Storm Drain Facilities

Project Team

Fee (Fategories

County of Kings May 21, 2025
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6 SUPPORT TEAM

DTA has assigned personnel to this project who bring experience and technical expertise to each
unique element of study. Our team organizationisillustrated below. Project roles of our key team
members are described below and followed by professional biographies. All personnel will be
available full-time (100%) for the duration of the project. DTA does not anticipate employing the
services of a subcontractor for any portion of the County’s requested services.

Figure 1: Team Organization Chart

DTA has assembled a project team with the breadth of experience required to assist the County with
providing the requested fee study reportingservices. This project would be primarily handled out
of DTA’s San Jose office. In fact, we consider ourselves to be an extension of County staff.
Mr. Wekwete willserve as the Principal-in-Charge of DTA's project teamand handle primaryaccount
responsibilities for this engagement. He will attend meetings as necessary and supervise all project
staff,

Ms. Zarate and Mr. Ruiz will be the County’s primary points of contact throughout this engagement.
They willmanage the work of DTA's project team, including leading data collection efforts, directing
the development of our technical model, providing senior-level analysis, reviewing progress and
work products with County staff and community groups, presenting study findings at project
meetings, and finalizing study documentation. Ms.Zarate and Mr. Ruiz willbe assisted inthese tasks
by other support staff.

Mr. Taussig willprovide technical advisory services related to elements fee study reporting services,
as needed, and oversee all quality assurance and quality control measures. Mr. Runk will provide
engineering/apportionment expertise, as needed.

County of Kings May 21, 2025
Proposal for a Five-Year Development Impact Fee Report
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Key personnelwill be available to the extent proposed, or designated by the C Zount;, 1 for the duration
of the project and no person designated as "key” to the project shall be removed or replaced without
the prior written concurrence of the C Zount. In addition, DTA is not behind schedule or past the
completiondate for any active projects and has along history of delivering projects on a timely basis
and adhering to agreements.

A DTA Team Biographies

David Taussig
Chairman/Managing Director | [David@FinanceDTA.com
Project Role - 1Technical Advisor

Mr. Taussig hasover 45 yearsof experience inthe fields of real estate finance and
urban economics. His areas of expertiseinclude municipal finance programs for
infrastructure and publicfacilitiesdevelopment, fiscal and redevelopment impact
analyses, :and land development project feasibility studies.

Mr. Taussig has an extensive background in computerized financial analyses.

Since founding DTA in 1985, Mr. Taussig has developed several state-c :-t h-art

analytical methods and modeling approaches, in addition to directing the
formation of over 1,000 public financing districts and subsequent sale of tax-exempt municipal bonds.
These districts have funded public infrastructure and services for many types of residential and
non-r esidential development and included several hundredmaster-pslanned communities built
throughout Califomia and in several other westem states. Mr. Taussig's work has involved both the
preparation and implementation of financing plans and his public sector clients have included virtualy
every major urban county and city within California and hundreds of special districts. He has provided
similar cons ulting services to many of the largest land development firmsin the State of Califomia. The
financing programsimplemented by Mr. "Taussig haveranged from lanc-s iecured CFDstoredeelopment
taxincrement programs and lease revenue-k ased Certificates of Participation. He is also responsible for
DTA's successful efforts related to funding opportunities under various tax credit programs.

Mr. Taussig has also overseen the preparation of numerous feasibility and impact studies involving
computerized analyses of project cash flows and/or impacts on public agencies and landowners. He
has assumed project management responsibilities for several Thundred /AB1 .600C )Ilj ustification
studies, including recent studies prepared on behalf of the Cities of Blythe, Cathedral City, Chino
Hills, ( Zoachella, FontanaF ’alo AltoF ’aso Robles, Perris S san Jose, Temple CityT M'orrance, Tusti, and
Victorville and t he Counties of RiversideS san Bernardino, San Luis Obispo, ancS ianta Barbar. 1He has
also handled the preparation of over 100 fiscal impact studies utilized by public agencies to determine
the impact of new development or annexations on a municipality.

Prior to establishing his own firm, Mr. Taussig was the Director of Finance for Gfeller Development
Company, where he handled all take-out and construction financing for the company'’s residential
projects and infrastructure. He also prepared development project proformas that were used by
prospective lenders and joint venture partners to evaluate the company's proposed projects.

Mr. Taussig was previously employed for 6 years by Mission Viejo Company ("MVC") where, as the
Manager of Housing and Community Development, he was involved in the planning and financing of
two planned communitiesencompassing over 50,000 homes. Mr. Taussit ghandleda substantial portion
of MVC's mortgage and infrastructure financing during that period. He also worked for 5 yyears inthe
public sector as the Administrator of a Federal housing and community development programand as a

County of Kings May 21, 2025
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Land Use Planner. Mr. TTaussig’s educational background includesa master’s degreein city planning from
the University of California at Berkeley and B.A. in economics from Cornell University. He received ful
certification from the American Institute of Certified Planners in 19 182.

Mr. Taussig and the firm are a registered Municipal Advisor with the SEC/MSRB. t {1e holds a Series!54
license as a Principal Municipal Advisor and Series 50 license as a Municipal Advisor under
requlations promulgated by the SEC and MSRB. Even after 45 years of experience in the industry, to
this day, he continuesto seek innovative answersto the industry’s biggest questions and contributesto
the development of public finance and development-related legislation. In addition, he is ar 1 active
member of thel JrbanLand Institute's (“ULI's") National Council for Publit-Private Partnerships ("NCPPP’)
and advocates and facilitates the formation of public- jrivate partnerships at Federal, state, and local
levels.

Kuda Wekwete
Managing Director | ¥k {uda@FinanceDTA.com
Project Role - F’rincipz-i1 -C *harge

Since joining DTA in 2005, Mr. Wekwete has been involved in all aspects of the

formation and implementation of special districts to fund infrastructure and

services, as well as the sale of over $300 million in CFD bonds. His work has

involved the preparatic on of tax spreads and overlapping debt analyses for the

formation and/or sale of bonds for over 175 special districts established

throughout Califomia. Inthisrole, Mr.'Wekwete has prepared Ratesand Methods

of Apportionment (“RMAs"), CFDand Engineer’s s Reports, and documentsrequired

for the formation of CFDs, sale of property, and annual levying of special taxes. He

has also been responsible for preparing F *FFPinvolving CFDs and other public finance mechanisms.

In addition, Mr. Wekwete has been actively involved in the preparation of dozens of impact fee studies,
especially in the area of transportation infrastructure costing, and apportionment of these costs over
various land use types based on benefit criteria. His engineeringbackground has enabled him to assist
DTA's Vice President of Engineering Services in applying a variety of apportionment methodologies to
the development of fee studiesand establishment of Benefit ADs for public sectorclients. MMriWekwvel te's
recent work on DIF studies has included engagements for the Cities of Colton, Desert Hot Springs,
Fontana, Paso Robles, Perris, and Torrance and the Counties of Riverside, San Bernardino, San Luis
Obispo, and Santa Barbara, among others.

Mr. Wekwete also has experiencein the preparation of Fiscal Impact Reports (“FIRs"), tax increment
analyses, and PFFPs and has performed duediligence services and developed disclosure documentation
for land purchasers, public agencies, and lenders.

Mr. Wekwete received his B.S. and M.S. in operations research and industrial engineering from Comel
University and Columbia University, respectively. He also holds a Series 50 license as a registered
Municipal Advisor with the SEC/MSRB under rules promulgated following the Dodd-F rankActin 201t

County of Kings May 21, 2025
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Steve Runk, P.E.
Vice President, Engineering Services | S iteve@FinanceDTA.com
Project Role - Engineer (State License Number C23473 - California Registered Civil Engineer)

Mr. Runk has over 45 years of experience in the design and construction
management of major civil engineering projects, including roadways, bridges,
sewer and water improvements, and flood controlfacilities, grading for public
works projects, and construction of commercial and industrial buildings.
Mr. IRunk’s specific responsibilities have included design, quality control
specifications, estimates, construction bid packages, construction
coordination and management, cost analyses and cost control, schedu iling,
manpower forecasting, staffing, and marketing. He has also assisted public agencies and developers
in the procurement of funding from the California Department of Transportation (“Caltrans’) and

other Federal and st ate agencies.
Mr. Runk has a proventrackrecord of meeting schedulesand adhering to budgets. Since joining DTAin
2000, he has worked with local agencies toresolve communityissues and negotiate scope changes with

contractors to ensure thetimely and satisfactoryco
JF

AB
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