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South Lake County Fire Protection District 
                                            in cooperation with            

California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection 
 

P.O. Box 1360 Middletown, CA  95461 - (707) 987-3089 
 

 
 

NOTICE OF A BOARD OF DIRECTORS REGULAR MEETING 
 
Notice is Hereby Given, pursuant to California Government Code Section 54956, that 
the Chairperson of South Lake County Fire Protection District Board of Directors, State 
of California has called a regular meeting of said Board of Directors to be held on: 

Tuesday, March 15, 2022, at 7:00 p.m. 
Located at the Middletown Fire Station Board Room, 

21095 Highway 175, Middletown, CA 95461 

Due to COVID-19, the California Department of Public Health social distance directive is 
being followed. The meeting is being conducted via videoconference in compliance with 
AB 361, effective September 16, 2021.  To be able to follow and participate in Board of 
Director’s meeting, you may either join: 

from your computer, tablet, or smartphone at:  

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/88950011584 

or by dialing in using your phone: (669) 900-6833 

Meeting ID: 889 5001 1584 

Comments are allowed before any action is taken by the Board on each item. Comments 
may be made remotely by emailing boardclerk@southlakecountyfire.org, via ZOOM 
videoconference, or phone application. 
 
This regular meeting is for the purpose of discussing and consider the following 
items: 

1. Call to Order: 

2. Pledge of Allegiance: 

3. Roll Call: 

4. Motion to approve agenda:  

MOVED___________SECONDED___________ YES___NO___ ABSTAIN___ 

5. Consideration of approval of videoconference option under AB 361.  Board will 
consider approval of findings that there remains a State proclaimed COVID 19 health 
emergency and local officials continue to impose or recommend measures to promote 
social distancing.  

MOVED___________SECONDED___________ YES___NO___ ABSTAIN___ 
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6. Citizens' Input: Any person may speak for three (3) minutes about any subject of 
concern provided it is within the jurisdiction of the Board of Directors and is not already 
on the today’s agenda. Total period is not to exceed fifteen (15) minutes, unless 
extended at the discretion of the Board.  

7. Communications: 

7.a. Fire Sirens 

7.b. Fire Safe Council 

7.c. Volunteer Association 

7.d. Chief’s Report 

7.e. Finance Report 

7.f. Directors’ activities report 

7.g. Vitalant recognizes South Lake County Fire Protection District for their lifesaving 
contributions during the 16th Annual Bucket Brigade Challenge. 

8. Regular Items:   

8.a. PUBLIC HEARING: Consideration for Resolution No. 2021-22-19, A Resolution 
Setting Consumer Price Index (CPI), Directing Fire Chief, or Designee, to certify 
and Request County of Lake to Collect Special Tax on the 2022-2023 County Tax 
Rolls. Placed on the agenda by Staff Services Analyst Gloria Fong. 

MOVED___________SECONDED___________ YES___NO___ ABSTAIN___  

8.b. PUBLIC HEARING: Consideration for Resolution No. 2021-22-20, A Resolution 
of the Board of Directors of the South Lake County Fire Protection District 
Adopting a Fire Protection System Study, Fire Protection Standards, and a Capital 
Fire Facilities and Equipment Plan. Placed on the agenda by Staff Services 
Analyst Gloria Fong. 

MOVED___________SECONDED___________ YES___NO___ ABSTAIN___ 

8.c. PUBLIC HEARING: Consideration for Resolution No. 2021-22-21, A Resolution 
of the Board of Directors of the South Lake County Fire Protection District Making 
Findings and Requesting Imposition of the Fire Mitigation Fees Pursuant to the 
Lake County Fire Mitigation Fee Ordinance. Placed on the agenda by Staff 
Services Analyst Gloria Fong. 

MOVED___________SECONDED___________ YES___NO___ ABSTAIN___ 

8.d. Consideration for Objection to Tax Defaulted Properties Approved for Public 
Auction. Placed on the agenda by Staff Services Analyst Gloria Fong. 

MOVED___________SECONDED___________ YES___NO___ ABSTAIN___ 

8.e. Approve recommendation from Consultant Skiles and the Equipment & Facilities 
Committee to hire Archligix to design the Hidden Valley Station expansion 
project.  Placed on the agenda by the Equipment and Facilities Committee. 

MOVED___________SECONDED___________ YES___NO___ ABSTAIN___ 
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8.f. TABLED FROM July 20, 2021 Meeting: Consideration for the updating Office 
Furniture for Middletown Station 60.  Placed on the agenda by Battalion Chief 
Mike Wink and Staff Services Analyst Gloria Fong. 

MOVED___________SECONDED___________ YES___NO___ ABSTAIN___ 

9. Consent Calendar Items: (Approval of consent calendar items are expected to be 
routine and non-controversial. They will be acted upon by the Board at one time 
without discussion.  Any Board member may request that an item be removed from 
the consent calendar for discussion later.) 

9.a. February 15, 2022, Regular Meeting Minutes 

9.b. Warrants 

9.b.1. March 

9.b.2. February – corrected 

9.b.3. Budget Transfers 

10. Motion to Adjourn Meeting: 

 

Posted March 11, 2022 by,     , Clerk to the Board of Directors 
 
A request for disability-related modification or accommodation necessary to 
participate in the Board of Directors’ Meeting should be made by emailing 
boardclerk@southlakecountyfire.org at least 48 hours prior to the meeting. 
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SOUTH LAKE FIRE SAFE COUNCIL 
March 2. 2022 

Meeting Agenda 
 

 

Call to Order – 2 pm 

 

 

Previous Meeting Minutes  
 
President’s Report  

 

 

Treasurer’s Report 

          Bank Balance -  
          Expenses -  
          Income –  
          Correspondence –          
          Membership Info –  
 
Committee Reports 
          Chipping –  

          Web Site –  
          Facebook –  
          Publicity – 
          Lake County Risk Reduction Authority –  
 
Website Design 

 

Income  

 

Agenda Items for Next Meeting 

 



SOUTH LAKE FIRE SAFE COUNCIL 
February 2. 2022 
Meeting Minutes 

 
 

Call to Order – 2 pm – Liz Black, Marty Englander, Julianne Lewis, Sally Peterson, Magdalena Valderrama, 
 Peyton May, Travis May, Wendy Collins, Leo Remael, Laurel Bard, Tracy Cline, Inez Wenckus  
 Kent Drescher present 
 

Previous Meeting Minutes - Approved 
 
President’s Report – Liz Black stepped down as President. Julianne Lewis – new president. 
 

Treasurer’s Report 
          Bank Balance - $12,003.05 
          Expenses - $270.00 
          Income – $3,515.00 
          Correspondence –Thank you card and receipt for Middletown Art Center Fire Ecology Program 
          Membership Info – 3 
 
Committee Reports 
          Chipping – Tentatively scheduled for March 21 
          Web Site – RFP –no response yet. 
          Facebook – Seasonal updates including tentative chipping dates. Will work with PG&E for more information. 
          Publicity – Chipping Notice to go out next week. 
          Lake County Risk Reduction Authority – Aerial survey with CalFire – no results yet.   

County still working on CWPP updates – needs Fire Chiefs approval.  
Working on OES grant for home hardening. 
15 Firewise Communities in Lake County. 

 
MOU for Curtain Burner – Draft approved pending Cal Fire approval. 
 
Community Updates – 5 Minutes Each 
 Cobb – 26 acres dead trees, mostly due to Pine Beetle kill. CLERC to help clear out 100 feet. 
 Hidden Valley Lake – Continuing chipping and dead tree removal. 
 Noble Ranch – Americore volunteers to help with clearing materials along roads for chipping.  
 Western Mine Road – Lots of dying trees.  Looking for funding to mitigate. 
 CLERC – Getting bids to remove and thin trees around Fox Dr. 
  Getting bids to remove large dead trees on private property - $200K available. 
  CalFire recommends clearing dead trees around evacuation routes. 
  Will put SLFSC Chipping Program on their website. 

Forest Health Grant – thinning trees in Seigler Springs, South Cobb, Loch Lomond, Western Mine  
areas as well as shaded fuel breaks in Western Mine and Bottle Rock Road areas. 

 PG&E – Creating utility defensible space.  Applying for grants to clear areas not in other grants.  
  Will bring schedule of work areas to future meeting. 
 
Agenda Items for Next Meeting 
 Income – Tabled from January meeting 
 Website  
 
Meeting adjourned. 





Fire Chief Notes – 3/10/2022 

 
 

North Division Operations:  
Our new Unit Chief, Mike Marcucci, will be touring around the Unit in the next couple of weeks to 
introduce himself and get an orientation to the Unit. 
 
Chief Brian York will be working his way into his new position as the new Battalion 1418, replacing Chief 
Hannan.  He will be frequently covering the north. 
 
The Air Curtain Burner (ACI) is working through the permit process to start operations in HVL.  The 
amount of material in HVL is not significant, and following a couple weeks of work there, will be headed 
up to Cobb to its new location.  The Cobb location is expected to be behind the Cobb Water plant on 
Highway 175, in the ‘Gifford Meadow’ area.  We will be working with our HFEO’s to streamline the 
moving process for the burner, as it currently requires a crane to load and unload it. 
 
Fire Season hiring – We will be bringing on Firefighters first part of April. 
 
Camp Operations:  
Low crew counts continue.  Our intent is to combine the remaining staffing together to produce 1 
effective fire crew as the season approaches. 
Lots of infrastructure repairs are being completed around the facility. 
Readiness drill will occur around the end of April to demonstrate readiness for fire season.   
 
South Lake Operations:  
We will be hosting an Open House with lots of events and fun on April 2, 2022 at Station 60 from 10:00 
to 15:00hrs.   Following the Open House, Bingo and dinner will be held at the Middletown Lions Club.  
The flyer is available on the South Lake Facebook page. 
 
Engine 6061, the new Type 6 has received the needed repairs to speedometer and installation of the 
driving cameras to improve vehicle safety.  As soon as the vehicle returns from service, we will start 
outfitting it for fire season. 
 
Still awaiting the processing of our hires by our Region hiring personnel.  The State is performing a lot of 
hiring, which is also impacting our hiring. 
 
Engine 6011 has a major mechanical engine issue which requires out‐of‐the‐area repairs by a specialist 
who works on those types of diesel engines.  During the Facilities and Equipment Committee meeting 
we discussed options and have decided on a full engine rebuild to keep that piece of equipment running 
until we can get it replaced.  Estimated cost is $40,000 with a 4‐month repair window.  Repowering 
(replacing the older motor with newer technology) is cost‐prohibitive, because in addition to the engine, 
the transmission would also require replacement along with significant customizations to get the 
different dimension motor/transmission combination into place. 
 
The (new) snowcat repairs are progressing.  Repair parts have been slow to arrive with the global supply 
issues. 
 
We are awaiting the delivery of our handtools for the next ‘Operation Force Multiplier’ distribution.  As 
soon as those are received, we will be scheduling the event. 

 
End of Report  
Paul Duncan – Fire Chief  
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DATE:  March 11, 2022 

TO:  Board of Directors 

 

FROM:  Gloria Fong 
  Staff Services Analyst 
 
SUBJECT:    Finance Communications 
 
 
Budget Ledger Report summarizing YTD is attached. We are 75% into the fiscal year. Overall 
budgetary amounts are on track with some line items needing adjustments (see budget transfer 
agenda item). Note that ambulance revenue (account 465‐public protection) will be overstated. 
It  is because of the  intergovernmental transfer (IGT) funds we received that  is  for  last fiscal 
year’s wire transfer and earlier this month IGT funds for wire transfer back in October.  Returns 
will be identified and placed into reserves and amounts to about $340,000.  Exact amounts will 
be identified when the resolution for the transfer into reserves is prepared for presentation to 
Board. The balance of this reserve account is stated on the attached budget summary. 
 
Below is burn permit breakdown of counts by fire district jurisdiction through February with 
comparison to 2020‐21.   Overall, #s are higher because of burn permits  for Kelseyville Fire.  
South Lake County Fire is the host agency.  Please note an inter‐department transfer will be 
made to the other fire districts. Beginning with the 2nd deposit in March, funds will be deposited 
directly into their accounts.  I have determined a way to filter this in the accounting software. 
Burn permits will be effective up until May 1st burn ban. 

       
 
February ambulance billing has all been transmitted and will be closed during second half of 
this month. Wittman’s 12‐month billing report ending January is attached.  Note funds received 
from the Ground Emergency Medical Transport Program and IGT Program are not part of the 
report.   One that  incorporates this will be presented when presenting fiscal year 2022‐2023 
recommended budget. 
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Below are the paid call firefighter hours for month ending February 28th.  Please note that IFT 
Driver, IFT Medic hours is for coverage behind vacancies and various leaves at the Cobb and 
Hidden  Valley  Lake  stations  and  amounted  to  about  $57,000  paid  to  paid  call  firefighters/ 
volunteers.  Please be reminded that this takes the place of the overtime that is not billed the 
Fire District on the Cal Fire invoice. 
 
Month ending 02/28/2022 

 
 
Preparation of next fiscal year’s budget has begun, and I expect notification from the County 
Auditor‐Controller’s with their timelines in next few weeks.  Recommended budget will be due 
to the Auditor‐Controller’s Office in May. 
 
Review of the draft fiscal year 2019 and 2020 financial statements is almost complete.  I had 
hope to have them for this meeting but had to turn my focus to preparation for items on this 
month’s agenda. I plan to have draft financials for Board acceptance at the April meeting.  
 
Both Karin and  I  attended  the  virtual  policy  and procedures workshop hosted by California 
Special  Districts  Association,  and  I  attended  the  virtual  budget  preparation  workshop  they 
hosted a week before this one.  Both virtual workshops were held the mornings of 2/23‐24 and 
3/2‐3, respectively. 
 
Attachments:  Budget Ledger Report 
      Wittman’s 12‐month billing report ending January  



South Lake County

Fire Protection District

Cost Accounting Management System

Budget Ledger Report‐FYE 06/30/22

Summary Report MTD 03/11/22

Accts Payable FUND 357 OPERATING Orig Budget Adj Budget Actual % of Budget 60 62 63 64 31 FS Wages,Bnfits Admin (Oth)

01‐11 Salaries & Wages‐Permanent 6,000.00 6,000.00 4,200.00 70.0% 4,200.00

01‐12 Salaries & Wages‐Temporary 110,000.00 154,210.00 107,155.93 69.5% 107,155.93

01‐13 Salaries & Wages‐Overtime 35,000.00 35,000.00 19,267.65 55.1% 19,267.65

02‐21 FICA/Medicare‐Emplyr Share 3,000.00 13,000.00 10,176.30 78.3% 10,176.30

03‐30 Insurance 33,900.00 33,900.00 23,405.76 69.0% 23,405.76

03‐31 Unemployment Insurance 2,400.00 2,400.00 2,281.16 95.0% 2,281.16

04‐00 Workers Compensation 29,620.00 29,620.00 18,189.00 61.4% 18,189.00

09‐00 Payroll Clearing 0.00 0.00 24,786.50 N/A 24,786.50

11‐00 Clothing & Personal Supplies 24,000.00 24,000.00 5,745.79 23.9% 5,745.79

12‐00 Communications 22,000.00 41,862.00 24,185.31 57.8% 12,706.91 3,862.16 2,200.49 5,415.75

13‐00 Food 2,500.00 2,500.00 1,162.67 46.5% 933.99 125.45 103.23

14‐00 Household Expense 15,000.00 15,000.00 2,330.62 15.5% 569.19 968.52 729.19 63.72

15‐10 Insurance‐Other 53,000.00 53,000.00 51,789.00 97.7% 40,192.77 5,315.55 3,301.30 2,979.38 378.60

17‐00 Maintenance‐Equipment 38,300.00 63,300.00 56,669.01 89.5% 19,348.10 23,353.29 10,094.83 3,494.19

18‐00 Maint‐Bldgs & Imprvmts 87,632.00 87,632.00 24,000.73 27.4% 19,529.21 947.78 1,816.06 1,044.06 638.80 24.82

19‐40 Medical Expense 46,500.00 46,500.00 34,076.18 73.3% 34,076.18

20‐00 Memberships 6,200.00 6,200.00 1,700.00 27.4% 1,700.00

22‐70 Office Supplies 3,000.00 3,000.00 2,224.23 74.1% 1,685.61 295.98 242.64

22‐71 Postage 7,220.00 7,220.00 2,297.72 31.8% 2,297.72

23‐80 Professional, Specialized Svc 3,820,911.00 3,738,701.00 610,089.76 16.3% 4,193.85 605,895.91

24‐00 Publications & Legal Ntcs 1,100.00 1,100.00 101.46 9.2% 101.46

27‐00 Small Tools & Instruments 3,500.00 3,500.00 1,172.60 33.5% 200.33 3.19 969.08

28‐30 Special Dept Supp & Svcs 66,400.00 154,880.00 111,813.98 72.2% 4,113.08 2,771.31 804.35 473.24 55,181.48 49,097.52

28‐48 Special Dept Ambulance Exp 92,000.00 108,000.00 103,609.76 95.9% 334.00 103,275.76

29‐50 Transportation & Travel 2,000.00 6,000.00 3,764.95 62.7% 3,764.95

30‐00 Utilities 75,400.00 75,400.00 48,110.88 63.8% 19,341.35 12,141.65 9,431.85 3,215.13 222.49 3,758.41

38‐00 Inventory Items 20,000.00 21,899.00 19,633.41 89.7% 10,207.88 9,155.36 270.17
48‐00 Taxes & Assessments 200.00 200.00 0.00 0.0%

61‐60 Bldgs & Imprv 0.00 23,400.00 23,400.00 100.0% 23,400.00

62‐74 Cap FA‐Eqt Other 0.00 535,746.00 155,306.57 29.0% 122,785.14 32,521.43

62‐79 Cap FA‐Pr Year 0.00 76,310.00 76,309.45 100.0%

90‐91 Contingencies 180,674.00 36,364.00 0.00 0.0%

4,787,457.00 5,405,844.00 1,568,956.38 29.0% 243,703.40 60,326.76 37,879.30 12,508.97 93,719.75 27,797.21 213,656.15 803,682.39

Revenue FUND 357 OPERATING Orig Budget Adj Budget Actual % of Budget

411 Property Taxes 1,440,700.00 1,440,700.00 868,627.26 60.3%

422 Permits 15,000.00 15,000.00 31,176.00 207.8%

441 Revenue from Use of Money 25,000.00 25,000.00 0.00 0.0%

453 State Aid 47,000.00 47,000.00 169,014.79 359.6%

455 Other Federal 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A

456 Other Government Agencies 99,080.00 602,304.00 0.00 0.0%

465 Public Protection 560,000.00 560,000.00 669,926.85 119.6%

466 Other Current Services 1,776,696.00 1,776,696.00 1,146,192.85 64.5%

491 Other 0.00 0.00 95,227.81 N/A

492 Other Revenue 0.00 35,500.00 40,128.57 N/A

502 Operating Transfers 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A

3,963,476.00 4,502,200.00 3,020,294.13 67.1%

Fund Balance (carry over FY beg. 07/01/21) 823,981.83 903,644.83 903,644.83

Fund Balance YTD 2,354,982.58

Page 1 of 2



Accts Payable FUND 357 OPERATING Orig Budget Adj Budget Actual % of Budget 60 62 63 64 31 FS Wages,Bnfits Admin (Oth)

Mar payables 780,987.72

Mar Cash Receipts (MTD 03/11/22) 623,442.26

Reserves

391‐01‐00 General 90,554.00

392‐00‐00 Unreserved‐Designated 2,685,445.00

392‐04‐00 Equipment Reserve 985,351.00

392‐12‐00 Medical Insurance Reserve 224,888.00

392‐25‐00 Medical Svcs & Eqpt Reserve 1,043,199.00

TOTAL FUND EQUITY (03/11/22) 7,226,874.12

Revenue FUND 366 FIRE MITIGATION FEE Orig Budget Adj Budget Est Actual

441 Revenue from Use of Money 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A

461 Charges for Services 0.00 0.00 122,278.00 N/A

502 Operating Transfers 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A

0.00 0.00 122,278.00

Fund Balance (carry over FY beg. 07/01/21) 75,667.08

Fund Balance YTD 197,945.08

Mar Cash Receipts (MTD 03/11/22) 4,816.00

TOTAL FUND EQUITY (03/11/22) 202,761.08
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Report on leadership course.

Stephanie Cline  
Thu 3/10/2022 1:33 PM
To: Fong, Gloria

Warning: this message is from an external user and should be treated with caution.

    I’m grateful for the opportunity to attend the COA leadership courses. An important takeaway for me was
going over a summary of the Brown act and learning the difference between public and not for profit guidelines
as I had some confusion early on in regards to processes. In addition to the Brown act we discussed ever
changing laws, legislative bills and other legal and political process that drive funding and resources effecting fire
districts state wide. We also discussed grants, bonds and utilization and planning involved in the process.
Strategic planning was discussed in detail and the various topics and process involved in drafting, modifying and
timeliness in implementing. Introduction, Services provided, planning process, vision and value statements,
factors effecting the future, planning assumptions, goals and objections, funding sources, action plans, duration,
and optional components were  discussed.
     Also, serious discussion was held in regards to retention, training new recruits and programs aimed at 
attracting new recruits. Mental health was discussed and the high rate of suicide, PTSD from witnessing profound 
tragedies/accidents and losses of crew members in fire incidents. It was urged that BOD pay special attention 
and show interest with the mental health of all our personnel. Diversity and ushering in the newer recruits and 
avoiding old guard patterns of behavior that are not inclusive or beneficial to a diverse group of new and 
younger recruits entering the field.
    In conclusion, there was a diverse group of attendees who had far more time in and experience in running
boards as well as fire chiefs and other support staff. Many of them stated there were constant changes and
found the course very helpful in outlining some of those changes. I would highly encourage all board members
to pursue the April FDAC annual conference. This training was a great opportunity to connect with other districts
and many of the seasoned directors were actively engaged in discussions they found helpful and that I found
interesting. I learned a lot of useful information that will help me be a better, more informed BOD. This was a
condensed course with a lot of information and I was told that the during theFDAC annual conference in April
these subjects would be expanded on and in greater detail. I look forward to attending that conference and
receiving reinforcement on these subject matters as well as any other requirements necessary to perform my
duties.
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DATE:  March 2, 2022 

TO:  Board of Directors 

 

FROM:  Gloria Fong 
Staff Services Analyst 

SUBJECT:    Resolution No. 2021‐22‐19, A Resolution Setting Consumer Price Index (CPI), Directing 
Fire Chief, or Designee, to Certify and Request County of Lake to Collect Special Tax 
on the 2022‐2023 County Tax Rolls. 

 
Subject Resolution sets the CPI, as approved by the Board at their July 21, 2020 meeting, which is 
the use of the CPI for urban wage earners 12‐month December to December.  This is made part of 
subject Resolution as Exhibit A for the Board’s consideration.   
 
The CPI percent of change in 12‐month December to December for All Urban Consumers is 7.0, 
which is up 5.6 percent from prior year.  The grand total of $2,061,965 is an estimate based on 
current year certification submitted to the County of Lake in August of 2021.  A delinquency rate 
of 10% will be added to this estimate and used when preparing the fiscal year 2022‐2023 budget.  
Please note that another resolution with certification to County will be presented in August.  This 
is when we receive the data from the County and have about a 7 to 10 day window to submit the 
certification. 

Attachment:  Resolution No. 2021‐22‐19 
Consumer Price Index 

    Special Tax Assessments (years 2019/2020 to current) 
    Ordinance No. 2018‐2019‐01 (Nov 2018 Ballot Measure L) 
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 BOARD OF DIRECTORS, SOUTH LAKE COUNTY FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT 1 

COUNTY OF LAKE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA 2 
 3 
 RESOLUTION NO. 2021-22   19   4 

 5 
A RESOLUTION SETTING CONSUMER PRICE INDEX (CPI), DIRECTING FIRE CHIEF,  6 

OR DESIGNEE, TO CERTIFY AND REQUEST COUNTY OF LAKE TO COLLECT  7 
SPECIAL TAX ON THE 2022-2023 COUNTY TAX ROLLS 8 

 9 
 10 
RESOLVED, by the Board of Directors of the South Lake County Fire Protection District 11 

that it Finds, Determines, Orders and hereby declares THAT: 12 

 13 
1. Pursuant to Ordinance No. 2018-19-01, the Board of Directors is authorized to 14 

impose and levy a special tax on each parcel of real property located within the 15 

boundaries of the District and is to be adjusted each year thereafter by the 16 

change in the consumer price index (a summary of which is attached hereto as 17 

Exhibit “A”). 18 

 19 
2. This Board, for and on behalf of South Lake County Fire Protection District 20 

authorizes and directs Fire Chief, or designee, to certify and request County of 21 

Lake to collect special tax on the 2022-2023 County Tax roll, and to make 22 

adjustments of special tax as the Fire Chief, or designee, deems appropriate. 23 

 24 
THIS RESOLUTION was introduced and adopted by the Board of Directors of the South 25 

Lake County Fire Protection District at a regular meeting thereof on the  15th  day of  March , 26 

2022 by the following vote: 27 

AYES:    28 

NOES:     29 

ABSENT OR NOT VOTING:     30 

        SOUTH LAKE COUNTY  31 
        FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT 32 
 33 
 34 
 35 
                  36 
        DEVIN HOBERG 37 
        President, Board of Directors 38 
 39 
ATTEST:         40 
  Gloria Fong 41 
  Clerk to the Board of Directors 42 
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Series Title: All items in U.S. city average, all urban consumers, not seasonally adjusted
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Download: 

Year Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec HALF1 HALF2
2019 1.6 1.5 1.9 2.0 1.8 1.6 1.8 1.7 1.7 1.8 2.1 2.3 1.7 1.9
2020 2.5 2.3 1.5 0.3 0.1 0.6 1.0 1.3 1.4 1.2 1.2 1.4 1.2 1.2
2021 1.4 1.7 2.6 4.2 5.0 5.4 5.4 5.3 5.4 6.2 6.8 7.0 3.4 6.0
2022 7.5              

 

U.S. BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS

U.S. BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS Postal Square Building  2 Massachusetts Avenue NE  Washington, DC 20212-0001

Telephone:1-202-691-5200 Telecommunications Relay Service:7-1-1 www.bls.gov  Contact Us

Exhibit "A"

https://data.bls.gov/home.htm
tel:12026915200
tel:711
https://data.bls.gov/home.htm
https://data.bls.gov/forms/opb.htm


SOUTH LAKE COUNTY FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT

Special Tax Assessment

2022‐2023

(03/01/2022)
10.36

7.00%

0.72

2021/2022 Amount 

2021 CPI

CPI Increase Amount 

2022/2023 Amount 11.08

Add'l Units Total

All Land Uses Units Amt # # Firefee2223 Firefee2223 Firefee2223

Vacant 0 to 1 ac undeveloped 16 177.28          2363 418,912.64

Vacant 1.01 to 5 ac undeveloped 17 188.36          319 60,086.84

Vacant 5.01 to 10 ac undeveloped 18 199.44          166 33,107.04

Vacant 10.01 to 50 ac undeveloped 20 221.60          625 138,721.60

Subtotal 3473 0 650,828.12

Orchards/Vinyards/Field Crops

Orchard/Vineyard 10.01 to 50 ac 19 210.52          1 210.52

Orchard/Vineyard +50.01 ac 20 221.60          12 2,659.20

Subtotal 13 0 2,869.72

Residential/Agricultural

Res / Ag Misc Bldg multiple use structure/no bathroom or kitchen 25 277.00          1 277.00

Res / Ag Single Family Dwelling 20 221.60          5090 30 1,127,944.00 4,099.60

Res / Ag Single w‐multiple per add'l dwelling in addn to base charge 40 443.20          27 11,966.40

Res / Ag Triplex 45 498.60          6 2,991.60

Mobile Homes with attached wheels and axle, not in a park 30 332.40         

Multi Family/Apts plus 5 units for living unit 45 498.60         

Convalescent & Rest Homes 70 775.60         

Subtotal 5124 30 1,143,179.00 4,099.60

Commercial/Industrial Properties

Hotels / Motels plus 5 units per room 30 332.40          14 3 4,653.60 2,603.80

Mobile Home Park / Camp plus 5 units per space occupied or vacant 75 831.00          5 1 4,155.00 1,163.40

Building 0‐999 Sq Ft 165 1,828.20       22 40,220.40

Building 1,000‐4,000 Sq Ft 185 2,049.80       70 143,486.00

Building 5,000‐9,999 Sq Ft 200 2,216.00       13 28,808.00

Building 10,000+ Sq Ft 250 2,770.00       9 24,930.00 332.40

Multiple Business per business in addn to sq ft base 250 2,770.00       26 2,770.00 7,866.80

Subtotal 159 4 249,023.00 11,966.40

Institutional

Building 0‐999 Sq Ft 165 1,828.20      

Building 1,000‐4,000 Sq Ft 185 2,049.80      

Building 5,000‐9,999 Sq Ft 200 2,216.00      

Building 10,000+ Sq Ft 250 2,770.00      

Subtotal 0 0 0.00 0.00

Grand Total Grand Total 8769 34 2,045,899.84 16,066.00 2,061,965.84



SOUTH LAKE COUNTY FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT

Special Tax Assessment

2021‐2022

(updated 08/05/2021)

2020/2021 Amount 10.22

2020 CPI 1.40%

CPI Increase Amount 0.14

2021/2022 Amount 10.36

Add'l Units Total

All Land Uses Units Amt # # Firefee2122 Firefee2122 Firefee2122

Vacant 0 to 1 ac undeveloped 16 165.76          2363 391,690.88

Vacant 1.01 to 5 ac undeveloped 17 176.12          319 56,182.28

Vacant 5.01 to 10 ac undeveloped 18 186.48          166 30,955.68

Vacant 10.01 to 50 ac undeveloped 20 207.20          625 129,707.20

Subtotal 3473 0 608,536.04

Orchards/Vinyards/Field Crops

Orchard/Vineyard 10.01 to 50 ac 19 196.84          1 196.84

Orchard/Vineyard +50.01 ac 20 207.20          12 2,486.40

Subtotal 13 0 2,683.24

Residential/Agricultural

Res / Ag Misc Bldg multiple use structure/no bathroom or kitchen 25 259.00          1 259.00

Res / Ag Single Family Dwelling 20 207.20          5090 30 1,054,648.00 3,833.20

Res / Ag Single w‐multiple per add'l dwelling in addn to base charge 40 414.40          27 11,188.80

Res / Ag Triplex 45 466.20          6 2,797.20

Mobile Homes with attached wheels and axle, not in a park 30 310.80         

Multi Family/Apts plus 5 units for living unit 45 466.20         

Convalescent & Rest Homes 70 725.20         

Subtotal 5124 20 1,068,893.00 3,833.20

Commercial/Industrial Properties

Hotels / Motels plus 5 units per room 30 310.80          14 3 4,351.20 2,434.60

Mobile Home Park / Campground plus 5 units per space occupied or vacant 75 777.00          5 1 3,885.00 1,087.80

Building 0‐999 Sq Ft 165 1,709.40       22 37,606.80

Building 1,000‐4,000 Sq Ft 185 1,916.60       70 134,162.00

Building 5,000‐9,999 Sq Ft 200 2,072.00       13 26,936.00

Building 10,000+ Sq Ft 250 2,590.00       9 23,310.00 310.80

Multiple Business per business in addn to sq ft base 250 2,590.00       26 2,590.00 7,355.60

Subtotal 159 4 232,841.00 11,188.80

Institutional

Building 0‐999 Sq Ft 165 1,709.40      

Building 1,000‐4,000 Sq Ft 185 1,916.60      

Building 5,000‐9,999 Sq Ft 200 2,072.00      

Building 10,000+ Sq Ft 250 2,590.00      

Subtotal 0 0 0.00 0.00

Grand Total Grand Total 8769 24 1,912,953.28 15,022.00 1,927,975.28



SOUTH LAKE COUNTY FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT

Special Tax Assessment

2020‐2021

2019/2020 Amount 10.00

2019 CPI 2.30%

CPI Increase Amount 0.22

2020/2021 Amount 10.22

Add'l Units Total

All Land Uses Units Amt # # Firefee2021 Firefee2021 Firefee2021

Vacant 0 to 1 ac undeveloped 16 163.52      2399 392,284.48

Vacant 1.01 to 5 ac undeveloped 17 173.74      330 57,334.20

Vacant 5.01 to 10 ac undeveloped 18 183.96      167 30,721.32

Vacant 10.01 to 50 ac undeveloped 20 204.40      625 127,750.00

Subtotal 3521 0 608,090.00

Orchards/Vinyards/Field Crops

Orchard/Vineyard 10.01 to 50 ac 19 194.18      1 194.18

Orchard/Vineyard +50.01 ac 20 204.40      12 2,452.80

Subtotal 13 0 2,646.98

Residential/Agricultural

Res / Ag Misc Bldg multiple use structure/no bathroom or kitchen 25 204.40      1 255.50

Res / Ag Single Family Dwelling 20 204.40      5051 20 1,032,424.40 2,759.40

Res / Ag Single w‐multiple per add'l dwelling in addn to base charge 40 204.40      27 11,037.60

Res / Ag Triplex 45 204.40      6 2,759.40

Mobile Homes with attached wheels and axle, not in a park 30 306.60     

Multi Family/Apts plus 5 units for living unit 45 459.90     

Convalescent & Rest Homes 70 715.40     

Subtotal 5085 20 1,046,476.90 2,759.40

Commercial/Industrial Properties

Hotels / Motels plus 5 units per room 30 306.60      14 3 4,292.40 2,401.70

Mobile Home Park / Campgrou plus 5 units per space occupied or vacant 75 766.50      5 1 3,832.50 1,073.10

Building 0‐999 Sq Ft 165 1,686.30   22 37,098.60

Building 1,000‐4,000 Sq Ft 185 1,890.70   70 132,349.00

Building 5,000‐9,999 Sq Ft 200 2,044.00   13 26,572.00

Building 10,000+ Sq Ft 250 2,555.00   8 20,440.00 306.60

Multiple Business per business in addn to sq ft base 250 2,555.00   24 2,555.00 7,051.80

Subtotal 156 4 227,139.50 10,833.20

Institutional

Building 0‐999 Sq Ft 165 1,686.30  

Building 1,000‐4,000 Sq Ft 185 1,890.70  

Building 5,000‐9,999 Sq Ft 200 2,044.00  

Building 10,000+ Sq Ft 250 2,555.00  

Subtotal 0 0 0.00 0.00

Grand Total Grand Total 8775 24 1,884,353.38 13,592.60 1,897,945.98



SOUTH LAKE COUNTY FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT

Special Tax Assessment

2019‐2020

2019/2020 Amount 10.00                

Add'l Units Total

All Land Uses Units Amt # # Firefee1920 Firefee1920 Firefee1920

Vacant 0 to 1 ac undeveloped 16 160.00          2398 383,680           

Vacant 1.01 to 5 ac undeveloped 17 170.00          334 56,780             

Vacant 5.01 to 10 ac undeveloped 18 180.00          170 30,600             

Vacant 10.01 to 50 ac undeveloped 20 200.00          629 125,800           

Subtotal 3531 0 596,860           

Orchards/Vinyards/Field Crops

Orchard/Vineyard 10.01 to 50 ac 19 190.00          1 190                   

Orchard/Vineyard +50.01 ac 20 200.00          12 2,400                

Subtotal 13 0 2,590                

Residential/Agricultural

Res / Ag Misc Bldg multiple use structure/no bathroom or kitchen 25 250.00          1 250                   

Res / Ag Single Family Dwelling 20 200.00          5056 21 1,011,200         2,800            

Res / Ag Single w‐multiple per add'l dwelling in addn to base charge 40 400.00          27 10,800             

Res / Ag Triplex 45 450.00          6 2,700                

Mobile Homes with attached wheels and axle, not in a park 30 300.00         

Multi Family/Apts plus 5 units for living unit 45 450.00         

Convalescent & Rest Homes 70 700.00         

Subtotal 5090 21 1,024,950         2,800            

Commercial/Industrial Properties

Hotels / Motels plus 5 units per room 30 300.00          14 3 4,200                 2,350            

Mobile Home Park / Campground plus 5 units per space occupied or vacant 75 750.00          5 1 3,750                 1,050            

Building 0‐999 Sq Ft 165 1,650.00       24 39,600             

Building 1,000‐4,000 Sq Ft 185 1,850.00       90 166,500           

Building 5,000‐9,999 Sq Ft 200 2,000.00       15 30,000             

Building 10,000+ Sq Ft 250 2,500.00       8 20,000             

Multiple Business per business in addn to sq ft base 250 2,500.00      

Subtotal 156 4 264,050            3,400            

Institutional

Building 0‐999 Sq Ft 165 1,650.00      

Building 1,000‐4,000 Sq Ft 185 1,850.00      

Building 5,000‐9,999 Sq Ft 200 2,000.00      

Building 10,000+ Sq Ft 250 2,500.00      

Subtotal 0 0 ‐                    

Grand Total 8790 25 1,888,450         6,200             1,894,650    



SOUTH LAKE COUNTY FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT
MEASURE “L”

L 
“In or der to con tinue to pro vide suf fi cient fund ing for fire and
emer gency med i cal ser vices, shall South Lake County Fire
Pro tec tion Dis trict Or di nance No. 2018-19 01 be ap proved
au tho riz ing the Dis trict to im pose and levy a spe cial tax

hav ing a max i mum rate of $10.00 per ben e fit unit and in creas ing
the Dis trict’s ap pro pri a tions limit to per mit spend ing of the
rev e nue raised by the spe cial tax, be  approved?”

Yes___ No___

BOARD OF DIRECTORS, SOUTH LAKE COUNTY FIRE
PROTECTION DISTRICT COUNTY  OF LAKE 

STATE  OF CALIFORNIA

ORDINANCE  NO. 2018-19 01

AN ORDINANCE OF THE SOUTH LAKE COUNTY FIRE
PROTECTION DISTRICT

AUTHORIZING  THE DISTRICT TO IMPOSE
AND LEVY A SPECIAL TAX

The peo ple of the South Lake County Fire Pro tec tion  Dis trict or dain  as  fol lows:

SECTION I.  DEFINITIONS.

For the pur poses of this Or di nance, the fol low ing words and phases shall have the
mean ings re spec tively as cribed to them by this sec tion un less the con text clearly
re quires a dif fer ent mean ing. The def i ni tion  of a word or phrase ap plies to any of
that word’s or phrase’s vari ants.

“Board of Di rec tors” means the Board of Di rec tors of the South Lake County Fire
Pro tec tion Dis trict.

“Dis trict” means the South Lake County Fire Pro tec tion  Dis trict in Lake County,
Cal i for nia.

“Dis trict Res o lu tion 2002-06" means par cel tax mea sure which was ap proved by 
a two-thirds vote of the qual i fied  elec tors of the South Lake County Fire Pro tec tion
Dis trict in 2002.

“Par cel of Real Prop erty” means a sep a rate par cel of real prop erty hav ing a sep -
a rate As ses sor’s  par cel  num ber as shown on the se cured  tax rolls of the County
of Lake, or an as sess ment  of  a  struc tural prop erty on the un se cured tax rolls of
the County of Lake, or an as sess ment made by the State Board of Equal iza tion.

“Spe cial Tax” means the spe cial tax au tho rized by and im posed pur su ant to this
Or di nance. The ad di tional spe cial tax is a spe cial tax within the mean ing of Ar ti cle
XIII A, sec tion 4 and Ar ti cle XIII C, sec tion 1 of the Cal i for nia  Con sti tu tion.

SECTION II.  AUTHORITY.

This Or di nance is adopted pur su ant to Ar ti cle XIII A, sec tion 4, Ar ti cle XIII B, sec -
tion 4 and Ar ti cle XIII C, sec tion 2 of the Cal i for nia Con sti tu tion, Ar ti cle 3.7 (com -
menc ing with Sec tion 53720) of Chap ter 4 of Di vi sion 2 of Ti tle 5 of the Cal i for nia
Gov ern ment Code, Sec tion 13911 of the Cal i for nia Health and Safety Code, and
Ar ti cle 3.5 (com menc ing with Sec tion 50075) of Chap ter 1 of Part I of Di vi sion 1 of
Ti tle 5 of the Cal i for nia Gov ern ment Code.

SECTION III. DETERMINATION OF NECESSITY.

The amount of rev e nue avail able to the Dis trict from prop erty taxes and Dis trict
Res o lu tion 2002-06 is in ad e quate to meet the cost of con tin u ing to pro vide fire and
emer gency med i cal ser vices pur su ant to Sec tion 13862 of the Cal i for nia Health
and Safety Code. There fore, the Dis trict must es tab lish a larger sta ble source of
sup ple men tary rev e nue to as sist in meet ing the costs of pro vid ing such ser vices
and ex er cis ing the other rights and powers of the District.

SECTION  IV.  PURPOSE OF SPECIAL  TAX.

The pur pose for which the spe cial tax shall be im posed and lev ied is to raise rev e -
nue for the Dis trict to use in meet ing the costs of (1) con tin u ing to pro vide fire and
emer gency med i cal ser vices pur su ant to Sec tion 13862 of the Cal i for nia Health
and Safety Code, and (2) ex er cis ing other rights and pow ers granted  to the Dis trict
in Chap ter 5 (com menc ing with Sec tion 13860) of Part 2.7 of Di vi sion 12 of the Cal -
i for nia  Health and Safety Code.

SECTION  V.   REPEAL  OF DISTRICT  RESOLUTION 2002-06.

If the vot ers of the Dis trict ap prove the spe cial tax pro posed in this Or di nance, Dis -
trict Res o lu tion  2002-06 shall be repealed.

SECTION  VI.   SPECIAL  TAX AUTHORIZATION  AND LIMIT.

The Board of Di rec tors is au tho rized to im pose and levy a spe cial tax, for the pur -
pose as spec i fied in Sec tion IV of this Or di nance, on each par cel of real prop erty lo -
cated within the bound aries of the Dis trict at a rate not to ex ceed $10.00 per ben e fit
unit for the first year and is to be ad justed each year there af ter by the change in the
con sumer price in dex. If at any time the con sumer prices in dex re sulted in any thing 
less than zero, the spe cial tax rate would re main at the pre vi ous year’s rate in an
ef fort to main tain the cur rent level of ser vices. Fur ther more, such a spe cial tax shall 
not be im posed  upon prop erty of a fed eral, state or lo cal gov ern ment agency.  The
Board of Di rec tors shall set the rate of the spe cial tax each year as pro vided  in
Sec tion VI of this or di nance, pro vided that in no year shall  the rate exceed the
maximum  specified in this sec tion.

The spe cial tax shall be im posed in ac cor dance with the sched ule for Units of Risk
at tached hereto as Ex hibit A. Each land use within a par cel is sub ject to Units of
Risk com pu ta tion  and the to tal of all uses on a par cel shall be com puted to be the
tax due to the District.

SECTION  VII.  REPORT  AND HEARING  ON SPECIAL TAX.

Each year prior to the im po si tion of the spe cial tax, the Board of Di rec tors shall
cause a re port to be pre pared show ing each par cel of real prop erty sub ject to the
spe cial tax, the owner(s) thereof, the land use clas si fi ca tion or clas si fi ca tions ap -
plied thereto, and the pro posed levy thereon. Upon re ceipt of the re port, the Board
of Di rec tors shall set a date for a pub lic hear ing thereon and shall cause no tice of
the hear ing to be given pur su ant to Sec tion VIII of this or di nance. At the public
hearing, the Board of Di rec tors shall set the rate and make such cor rec tions to the
taxes pro posed to be lev ied as may be re quired.

SECTION  VIII.   ANNUAL  REPORT  ON SPECIAL  TAX REVENUES.

Each year the Dis trict shall cause a re port to be pre pared and filed with the Board
of Di rec tors con tain ing in for ma tion re gard ing the amount of spe cial tax rev e nues
col lected and ex pended  as well as the sta tus of pro jects funded  with pro ceeds of
the special tax.

SECTION  IX.  NOTICE  OF HEARING.

In the ab sence of state law spec i fy ing the pro ce dure for giv ing no tice, no tice of any
pub lic hear ing held pur su ant to this or di nance shall be given by post ing in at least
three (3) pub lic places within the Dis trict at least fif teen (15) days prior to the hear -
ing and pub lish ing twice pur su ant to Sec tion 6066 of the Cal i for nia Gov ern ment
Code in at least one (1) news pa per of gen eral cir cu la tion within the Dis trict. The no -
tice shall in clude the date, time, and place of the pub lic hear ing, a gen eral ex pla na -
tion of the mat ter to be con sid ered, and a state ment of where additional in for ma tion 
may be obtained.

SECTION  X.  COLLECTION.

The spe cial tax shall be col lected in the same man ner and sub ject to the same pen -
alty as other charges and taxes col lected by or on be half of the Dis trict by the
County of Lake. The Lake County Tax Col lec tor may de duct rea son able ad min is -
tra tive costs in curred in col lect ing the spe cial tax and de posit the amounts de -
ducted in the Lake County Gen eral Fund. In ac cor dance with Ar ti cle 1
(com menc ing with sec tion 29300) of Chap ter 2 of Di vi sion 3 of Ti tle 3 of the Califor-
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nia Gov ern ment Code, there shall be added to the amount of the spe cial tax an
amount for the rea son able ad min is tra tive costs incurred in collecting the special
tax.

SECTION  XI.   SEVERABILITY CLAUSE.

If any sec tion, sub sec tion, sen tence, clause or phrase of this Or di nance is for any
rea son held to be un con sti tu tional and in valid, such de ci sion shall not af fect the va -
lid ity of the re main ing por tion of this or di nance. The peo ple of the South Lake
County Fire Pro tec tion Dis trict hereby de clare that they would have passed this or -
di nance and ev ery sec tion, sub sec tion, sen tence, clause or phrase thereof, ir re -
spec tive of the fact that any one or more sec tions, sub sec tions, sen tences, clauses 
or phrases be declared unconstitutional or invalid .

SECTION  XII.   EFFECTIVE DATE.

This Or di nance shall take ef fect the day fol low ing its ap proval by two-thirds of the
Dis trict’s qual i fied vot ers vot ing on its ap proval at the spe cial elec tion on No vem ber 
6, 2018.

APPROVED, by a two-thirds vote of the vot ers of the South Lake County Fire Pro -
tec tion Dis trict at the spe cial elec tion held on No vem ber 6, 2018, and

SO ORDERED

s/James F. Cominsky II
Pres i dent, Board of Di rec tors
South Lake County Fire Pro tec tion Dis trict

ATTEST:

s/Glo ria Fong
Clerk of the Board of Di rec tors

EXHIBIT A

Units of Risk Ta ble

The amount of tax shall be de ter mined by the fol low ing units of risk per as ses sor
par cel.

All Land Uses Units De scrip tion

Va cant Land 0 to 1 Acre 16 Un de vel oped Land

Va cant Land 1.01 to 5 Acres 17 Un de vel oped Land

Va cant Land 5.01 to 10 Acres 18 Un de vel oped Land

Va cant Land 10.01+ Acres 20 Un de vel oped Land

Or chards/Vinyards/Field Crops Units De scrip tion

0 to 1 Acre 16

1.01 to 5 Acres 17

5.01 to 10 Acres 18

10.01 to 50 Acres 19

+50.01 Acres 20

Res i den tial/Ag ri cul tural Units De scrip tion

Misc. Build ing 25 Mul ti ple use struc ture that does
 not in clude a bath room or kitchen

im prove ments

Sin gle Fam ily Dwell ing 20

Sin gle Parcel w/Mul ti ple Dwell ings 10 Per ad di tional dwell ing in addition
to 20 unit base charge

Du plex 40

Tri plex 45

Mo bile Homes 30 Must have wheels & ax les at-
tached & not in a park

Multi Fam ily/Apts. 45 Plus 5 units for each liv ing unit

Con va les cent & Rest Homes 70

Com mer cial/In dus trial Prop er ties Units De scrip tion

Ho tels/Mo tels 30 Plus 5 units per room

Mo bile Home Park/Camp ground 75 Plus 5 units per space oc cu pied
 of va cant

Build ing 0-999 Sq. Ft. 165

Build ing 1,000 - 4,999 Sq. Ft. 185

Build ing 5,000 - 9,999 Sq. Ft. 200

Build ing 10,000 + Sq. Ft. 250

Mul ti ple Busi nesses within a Build ing 30 Per busi ness in ad di tion to Sq. Ft 
base charge

In sti tu tional Units De scrip tion

Build ing 0 - 999 Sq. Ft. 165

Build ing 1,000 - 4,999 Sq. Ft. 185

Build ing 5,000 - 9,999 Sq. Ft. 200

Build ing 10,000 + Sq. Ft. 250
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IMPARTIAL ANALYSIS OF
SOUTH LAKE COUNTY FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT

MEASURE “L”

The South Lake County Fire Pro tec tion Dis trict has adopted Or di nance Num ber
2018-2019-01, an or di nance im pos ing a spe cial tax in crease to meet the costs of
con tin u ing to pro vide fire and emer gency med i cal ser vices and ex er cis ing other
rights and pow ers granted to the Dis trict by the Health and Safety Code.  A  2/3 vote 
is re quired for the ap proval of this spe cial tax prior to it becoming effective.

This mea sure, placed on the bal lot by the South Lake County Fire Pro tec tion Dis -
trict, sub mits Or di nance Num ber 2018-2019-01 for voter ap proval.   Ap proval by
2/3 of the vot ers vot ing on the mea sure would au tho rize a spe cial tax on par cels of
real prop erty in the South Lake County Fire Pro tec tion Dis trict to be used for the
costs of fund ing fire pro tec tion and pre ven tion, emer gency med i cal, and other ser -
vices au tho rized by law.   State law re quires that the pro ceeds of a spe cial tax may
be used only for the pur poses specified and for no other purpose.

This spe cial tax would be lev ied on each par cel of real prop erty lo cated within the
South Lake County Fire Pro tec tion Dis trict at a rate not to ex ceed $10.00 per ben e -
fit unit for the first year,  ad justed each year there af ter only in ac cor dance with in -
creases in the con sumer price in dex.  The num ber of units of ben e fit ap pli ca ble to
the real prop erty sub ject to the pro posed tax is as set forth in Ex hibit A of Or di nance 
Num ber 2018-2019-01.  This spe cial tax would re peal and re place ex ist ing Dis trict
Res o lu tion 2002-06, which es tab lished a Dis trict-wide par cel tax for staff ing and
operational costs for District services.

The spe cial tax will be listed as a sep a rate item on the county prop erty tax bill for
each af fected par cel of land, and will be col lected in the same way as the gen eral
prop erty tax.

A "YES" vote is a vote to au tho rize the spe cial tax pro vided in the mea sure. 

A "NO" vote is a vote against the spe cial tax pro vided in the mea sure.

s/Anita L. Grant
County Coun sel
County of Lake

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF
MEASURE “L” 

We need your help.  Please vote Yes on Mea sure L.

Since 1925, your firefighters have worked 24/7 to keep our com mu nity safe and our 
res i dents pro tected.   Not count ing fire calls, we re sponded to over 3,000 emer -
gency calls each year, for over the past 10 years. 

We have han dled the high vol ume of calls with just two am bu lances.  How ever, one 
has be come worn out and needs to be re placed. This is the one of the rea sons for
Mea sure L.  Ad di tion ally, our fleet of fire en gines is ag ing.  The old est en gine is over 
20 years old.

We are ask ing for just $200.00 per year, per res i den tial par cel.  How does this im -
pact you?  The State Fire Fee of $117.00 has been re pealed.  So all we are re ally
ask ing for is to keep the fee and $83.00 more per year to have all our am bu lances
ar rive on time. 

That is just .23 cents more per day to im prove and sus tain our fire and emer gency
ser vices by re plac ing one am bu lance. Mea sure L will al low us to main tain the Para -
medic and Fire Sup pres sion Lev els; we en joy to day.                     

Mea sure L en sures that our tax dol lars stay in our com mu nity un der lo cal con trol.  If 
you vote yes on Mea sure L, nei ther County or State Gov ern ments can take Mea -
sure L money from us for other uses.

This is only the sec ond time, since 1925, we have asked for your fi nan cial help.
Please join with our fel low com mu nity mem bers to help our South Lake County Fire 
Dis trict and their firefighters. 

Vote Yes on Mea sure L. We need your help. 

s/Todd Fink, Pres i dent South Lake County Vol un teer Firefighters As so ci a tion

s/Devin Hoberg, Cobb Res i dent

s/Kimberly Miinch, Vol un teer Firefighter South Lake County FPD

s/Mandi Huff, South Lake County Vol un teer Fire Fight ers As so ci a tion

s/Moke Si mon, Dis trict 1 Su per vi sor, Lake County Board of Su per vi sors

THERE WAS NO ARGUMENT FILED

AGAINST MEASURE L
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South Lake County Fire Protection District 
in cooperation with 

California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection 
 

 

P.O. Box 1360 Middletown, CA 95461 - (707) 987-3089 
 
 
 
 

DATE:  March 4, 2022 

TO:  Board of Directors 

 

FROM:  Gloria Fong 
Staff Services Analyst 

SUBJECT:    Resolution No. 2021‐22‐20, A Resolution of the Board of Directors of the South Lake County 
Fire Protection District Adopting a Fire Protection System Study, Fire Protection Standards, 
and a Capital Fire Facilities and Equipment Plan 

 
 
The County Board of Supervisors’ Fire Mitigation Fee Ordinance (Ordinance) purpose is for the collection of 
fees at time of building permit issuance.  A copy of this Ordinance is attached for reference. These fees have 
been collected since 2000 and are allocated for the acquisition of capital facilities to maintain current levels 
of fire protection services necessitated by new Development.  
 
To continue the collection of these fees, annually, by March 31st of each year, the Governing Body of the 
Fire Agency must adopt a capital for facility and equipment plan, which is presented in subject resolution 
for the Board’s consideration.  Per Section 27‐7 (c) of the Ordinance, this must be done at a noticed public 
hearing in accordance to Government Code §66002. Government Code Section 66002 et al. is attached for 
reference. 
 
Resolution No. 2021‐22‐20 identifies a capital improvement project (“Plan”) that is updated annually. This 
Plan uses known developments / dwellings (Exhibit A), estimates cost for facilities expansion / improvement 
(Exhibit B), vehicle / equipment replacement costs (Exhibit C) and calculates mitigation fee per square foot 
amount (Exhibit D) set at per square feet fee ceiling of $1.00 per Section 27‐8 of the County’s Ordinance. 
Included  with  the  Plan  is  the  fire  protection  system  study  (Exhibit  E)  first  prepared  in  2000,  updated 
annually. Table with summary of updates follow: 
 

Summary of Updates  Last Year   This Year 
Exhibit A  new dwellings  357 383 

avg square feet  2306 2336 

new residents per year  88 98 

Exhibit B  per square feet cost 
projection 

300 400 

Exhibit C  ambulance purchase year  2030‐31 2022‐23 

ambulance cost based on 
11/12/21 purchase 

220,000 270,000 

water tender purchase 
year 

2030‐31 2027‐28 

water tender cost  185,000 200,000 



 
 
 
 
 
 
engines cost based on 
2/4/22 quote 

Last Year 
305, 000

 
 
 
 
 

This Year 
450,000 

utility costs based on 
7/25/16 purchase 

36,000 50,000 

10‐year Total  1,795,000 2,405,000 

Exhibit D  10‐year square feet  816,324 894,688 

10‐year Capital Fire 
Facilities / Improvement 
Total 

2,452,000 3,281,000 

per square feet cost  3.00 3.67 

Average fee per SFD  2,306 2,336 

 

Attachments  Resolution No 2021‐22‐20 
Fire Mitigation Fee Report 
Legal notice publication 

    County Ordinance Chapter 27 Fire Mitigation Fees  



RES NO 2021-22-20 Readopt Fire Fac Eqpt Plan.docx 

 BOARD OF DIRECTORS, SOUTH LAKE COUNTY FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT 1 

COUNTY OF LAKE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA 2 
 3 
 RESOLUTION NO. 2021-22   20    4 

 5 
A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE SOUTH LAKE COUNTY FIRE 6 

PROTECTION DISTRICT ADOPTING A FIRE PROTECTION SYSTEM STUDY,  7 
FIRE PROTECTION STANDARDS, AND A CAPITAL FIRE FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT PLAN 8 

 9 

Resolution adopting a Fire Protection System Study, Fire Protection Standards, and a Capital 10 

Fire Facilities and Equipment Plan to be used both by the Fire District and the County of Lake in 11 

support of New Construction Mitigation Fees and the County enabling ordinance. 12 

WHEREAS, a Capital Fire Facilities and Equipment Needs Study of the impacts of 13 

contemplated future growth and development on the existing fire services within the boundaries of the 14 

South Lake County Fire Protection District, along with an analysis of the need for new public facilities, 15 

improvements and equipment required as a result of the new development, was conducted, and said 16 

study set forth the relationship between new development, the needed facilities, and the estimated 17 

costs of those improvements; and 18 

WHEREAS, a Fire Protection System Study has been completed establishing Structural Fire 19 

Suppression Standards and Station Location Standards along with Response Standards. 20 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the South Lake County Fire Protection District 21 

Board of Directors adopts the findings in both the Capital Fire Facilities and Equipment Needs Study 22 

and the Fire Protection System Study to meet the requirements of Government Code Section 66000 23 

and the Lake County Board of Supervisors in its implementation of the enabling Ordinance and 24 

Resolutions in order to mitigate the impact of New Growth and Population within the South Lake 25 

County Fire Protection District so that adequate fees can be collected and deposited with the Lake 26 

County Treasurer for the future expense of the necessary Fire Facilities and Equipment. 27 

THIS RESOLUTION was introduced and adopted by the Board of Directors of the South Lake 28 

County Fire Protection District at a regular meeting thereof on the   15th   day of   March  , 2022 by the 29 

following vote: 30 

AYES:   31 

NOES:   32 

ABSENT OR NOT VOTING:        SOUTH LAKE COUNTY  33 
        FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT 34 
 35 
 36 
 37 
 38 
                 39 
ATTEST       DEVIN HOBERG 40 
  Gloria Fong     President, Board of Directors 41 
  Clerk to the Board of Directors42 



 

 

SOUTH LAKE COUNTY FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT 
RE-ADOPTING / UPDATING CAPITAL FIRE FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT PLAN 

 
 Approved  March 15th , 2022 by the Board of Directors of the South Lake County Fire Protection 
District in Resolution No. 2021-22  20    . 
 
I. Introduction 
 
 Like many local agencies, recent fiscal constraints have caused fire departments to reduce 
staffing and services with no corresponding decrease in demand for services. Recent laws have 
required fire departments to cease single-person staffing of fire apparatus. 
 
 In order to provide stability in the District, the South Lake Fire Protection District (SLCFPD), 
on June 15, 2000, by Resolution No. 00-08, voted to integrate their services with those of the California 
Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CALFIRE) to provide an enhanced level of service at a 
lesser or an equal cost. 
 
 SLCFPD is an independent special district with an elected Board of Directors, which was 
formed in 1925 as the Middletown Fire Protection District. The Lake County Board of Supervisors 
appointed the Board of Directors until 1988, when it was changed to an elected board. The District 
was renamed as the SLCFPD on March 18, 1987. 
 
 The south portion of Lake County has experienced rapid growth to meet the housing needs of 
retired residents, reasonable and affordable housing for people moving here from other areas, 
geothermal industry employees and a cumulative impact on the District from commuters to larger 
population centers in Sonoma, Napa and Marin Counties.  This area also attracts large numbers of 
tourists to recreation areas during the summer months. 
 
 It is this District’s mission to minimize the risks of injuries, fatalities, and property losses through 
efficient and effective fire protection programs while maintaining a high level of fire suppression of 
structural, vehicular and wild land fires. Additionally, the mission is to minimize injuries and fatalities 
related to emergency medical incidents by providing rescue and Advanced Life Support (ALS) 
ambulance services. However, the demand of rapid growth upon this District has threatened the ability 
to continue these missions at the current levels. 
 
 Because of reduced income to SLCFPD from Proposition 13 in 1978, coupled with the loss of 
revenue from the Geothermal Industry, SLCFPD cannot provide protection services for the “New 
Construction” and growth within current fire service operating dollars. 
 
 SLCFPD is now approaching a critical point in dealing with impacts of “New Construction.” The 
District cannot continue to absorb new dwellings, businesses, and populations without adding new fire 
stations, fire apparatus or equipment. 
 
 SLCFPD needs New Construction Capital Fire Facilities Mitigation Fees in order to finance 
protection capital outlay to mitigate the impact of growth and development within the communities of 
Middletown, Hidden Valley Lake, Anderson Springs, Cobb, Loch Lomond, Jerusalem Valley as well 
as numerous small developments throughout the District. 
 
 This New Construction Capital Fire Facilities and Equipment Plan is formulated to provide the 
foundation for the enactment of a “New Construction Impact Fee.”  Government Code 66000 et seq. 
provides the Lake County Board of Supervisors with the legal authority to enact such a fee for SLCFPD 
with the procedural steps necessary to meet the local agency requirements.  The ten-year plan, 
originally adopted on January 22, 2001, is being updated to cover the current year and a ten-
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year period from July 1, 2022 to June 30, 2032. This plan demonstrates present and future need for 
fire facilities and equipment to serve increased demand placed on present and future need for fire 
facilities and equipment to serve increased demand placed on this District by “New Construction.”  
New Construction Capital Fire Facilities Mitigation Fee benefits will be expended proportionately to 
the location of new development, a corresponding increase in calls, and the fee realized. 
 
II. Purpose of Development Fees: 

 
 The purpose of a New Construction Capital Fire Facilities Mitigation Fee in SLCFPD is to 
mitigate the financial impact of providing additional stations, expanded facilities, and specialized 
apparatus, while safeguarding life and property protection needs at an acceptable level of service to 
the citizens of the District. This fee will be designed to place the funding burden for these additional 
services on the new growth that causes the requirement of them and will now place an additional 
burden on the taxpayers that have already paid for the existing level of service.  
 
 “New Construction” has placed a rapidly increasing financial and operational burden on the 
Fire Protection System currently provided and is creating the potential for inadequate or overloaded 
protection coverage for the present existing communities, as well as the protection for additional “New 
Construction and Development.” 
 
 This “Plan” will demonstrate the need for a Capital Fire Facilities and Equipment Fee is directly 
related to fire facilities, expanded facilities, and equipment needs created from this rapid growth in 
population. 
 
III. Guidelines and Justification: 

1) Capital Fire Facilities and Equipment Fee will be a charge, per square foot, to be placed 
on “New Construction” only. 

2) “New Construction” defined as the original construction of residential dwellings, 
commercial or industrial occupancies, or any other non-residential improvement unit or the 
addition of floor space to such existing units. Residential dwelling units shall include mobile 
homes and individual apartment units. 

3) This “New Construction” requires the construction, remodel or expansion of Fire Protection 
Facilities and the acquisition/upgrading of fire equipment. 

4) If mitigation funding for this expansion or construction of fire facilities and the 
purchase/upgrading of fire equipment necessitated by “New Construction” are not 
available, the Fire Protection System in place deteriorates, becoming inadequate to service 
the increased Fire Protection and Medical Aid needs of both the “New Construction” units 
and existing communities. 

5) This over-burdened Fire Protection System places the citizens of “New Construction” units 
and existing communities in a condition perilous to their personal health and safety. 

6) Financial impact of “New Construction” on existing Fire Protection Facilities and Equipment 
cannot be alleviated in a timely manner without being mitigated by New Construction 
Capital Fire Facilities and Equipment Mitigation Fee. 

7) SLCFPD does not have existing fire protection facilities and equipment to provide an 
adequate level of service for further unmitigated growth projected in the numbers of “New 
Construction” units within the District boundaries. 
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8) For the above reasons, new methods for financing fire protection facilities and equipment 
necessitated by “New Construction” are needed in the SLCFPD. 

 
IV. Use of Fire Facilities Fees: 
 
 SLCFPD has developed a realistic estimate of needed fire stations and/or expansions and fire 
equipment needs in which to adequately serve the life and property needs of the existing community, 
compared with the expected new construction, businesses and increased population in the coming 
decade. 
 
V. Relationship Between Fees and New Development: 
 
 SLCFPD is currently attempting to provide fire protection services for the new millennium at or 
near 1980 levels.  Structure fire suppression standards require four key elements for effectiveness: 
 

1) An adequate water supply 

2) A capable engine and pump to deliver the water  

3) A sufficient number of personnel, and 

4) The appropriate associated equipment 
 
 The “New Construction” trends within the District present problems of larger homes and higher 
valued structures on smaller land areas. These new dwellings will require additional “Fire Flow,” more 
apparatus and strategically located stations staffed by additional personnel in order to provide 
adequate service. 
 
 In addition to its fire suppression role, the District provides ALS to provide every request for 
emergency medical assistance along with calls for Automatic Aid and Mutual Aid outside the District.  
Currently, 75% of the “Call Volume” is to “medical aids.” As demands for service from the impact of 
population and density increase, response to these types of calls will accelerate the serviceable life of 
current apparatus and equipment necessitating earlier replacement. (Replacement standards; Re: 
NFPA/Industry Standard) 
 
 Exhibit A: Demonstrates a current building permit rate of 38 per year based upon a ten-
year average of residential building permits. Figures provide there are approximately 3484 
developable lots in the District. “New Construction” in the ten-year period estimates approximately 
894,688 square feet of development that requires fire protection.   
  
 Exhibit A also shows the impact that construction will have on the District population. At 2.5 
persons per dwelling, an average of 98 new people per year, who will demand “medical aid 
rescue/public service” and fire calls.  
 
 Hidden Valley is also planning expansion of community services, businesses, and shopping 
complexes to conform to their increased home building. 
  
 Outlying areas of Middletown such as Cobb and Loch Lomond have 50% of commercial 
property vacant, which has a potential for approximately 760,000 square feet of commercial floor 
space. In the Cobb area 46% of rural lands and almost all public lands are within the primary 
geothermal resource area. 
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 Exhibit B: A Facilities Purchase/Expansion Plan; and, 
 
 Exhibit C: Equipment Upgrade Plan will be maintained for public review and updated 
annually, prior to the start of each fiscal year, as part of the preliminary budget review process.   
 
 Exhibit D: Shows the fee structure calculations. The costs of the necessary new fire 
facilities (fire stations and fire apparatus/equipment) are divided by the square footage of the expected 
“New Construction” to be served over the next 10 years. This produces a square footage factor for 
new facilities to be applied to the new construction expected within the District. This method insures 
that the impact of new growth in populations and dwelling units is mitigated, as the “= New 
Development” comes into the District. 
 
 Exhibit E: Fire Protection System Study (updated). 
 
 The New Construction Capital Fire Facilities Mitigation Fees as they are collected will be 
placed in a separate fire district budget account and deposited with the Lake County Treasurer under 
State Health and Safety Code Section 13854, and the Lake County Fire Mitigation Fee. 
 
VI. Summary: 
 
 The New Construction Fire Facilities/Expansions needed to continue/improve current fire 
protection service levels for “New Construction” expected during the next 10 years cannot be met with 
District operating funds provided by property tax assessments.  It would take approximately 25 years 
to acquire the fire facilities, needed expansions and equipment from the operating funds to meet the 
needs generated from “New Construction” for the next 8 to 10 years.  
 
 Government Code 66000 provides the procedure and the requirements that a fire district must 
meet in order for the County to be able to exact the fees necessary to mitigate the impact from new 
development projects. Updated exhibits demonstrate the need for this fee program to provide the 
means to add fire facilities/expansion and fire equipment to the Fire Protection System so that they 
are in place at the same pace that growth is taking place. 
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EXHIBIT A 
 

KNOWN DEVELOPMENTS AND NEW DWELLINGS 
 
 Currently, there are approximately 5,145 known single-family dwellings (SFD) within the 
District.  
 The September 12, 2015 Valley Fire is reported to have destroyed 1280 SFD.  SFD rebuilt 
were categorized as additions / remodels and are, therefore, not included in below ‘new’ builds in 
years 2015 through 2018. To date, it is estimated that half of the destroyed SFD have not rebuilt. 
 
Building Permits: 
 
Lake County Building Department issued 352 residential building permits in a ten-year period. 
 
Expected New Building Construction During the Next 10 Years: 
 
Expected new building construction based upon residential building permits issued during the last ten 
years: 

  
 31 in year 2012 
 42 in year 2013 
 30 in year 2014 
 24 in year 2015 
 27 in year 2016 
 27 in year 2017 
 43 in year 2018 
 65 in year 2019 
 37 in year 2020 
 57 in year 2021 
 383 total dwellings divided by 10 yrs = 38.3 annual average  
 

Average Dwelling Size: 
 
Average new dwelling based upon residential building permits issued during the last ten years: 
 
  2,024 square feet in year 2012 
  2,374 square feet in year 2013 
  2,704 square feet in year 2014 
  2,699 square feet in year 2015 
  2,531 square feet in year 2016 
  2,811 square feet in year 2017 
   2,110 square feet in year 2018 
  1,876 square feet in year 2019 
  1,950 square feet in year 2020 
  2,281 square feet in year 2021 
   23,361 total square feet divided by 10 = 2,336 average square feet 
 
Population Impact: 
 
Lake County uses a 2.5 residency factor for estimating the population within the Census Tracts that 
cover the District. 
       383 new dwellings x 2.5 = 957 new residents by year 2032 ÷10 yrs = 98 new residents per year 
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EXHIBIT B 
 

FACILITIES EXPANSION/REMODEL 
 
 
Meeting the demands of continuing service at current levels in most of the present facilities 
will require future remodels and/or expansions of those facilities to accommodate the 
increased call volume brought on by an ever-increasing population within the District 
caused by New Construction. Each of the District’s older fire stations (Cobb, Loch 
Lomond, and Hidden Valley) is anticipated to require differing levels of expansion/remodel.  
 
A mean average cost projection for this @ $400.00/square feet is: 
 

Hidden Valley station remodel / addition of approximately 2,190 square feet = 876,000 
 

 
 

TOTAL FACILITIES EXPANSION / REMODEL = 876,000 
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EXHIBIT C 
 

VEHICLE/EQUIPMENT REPLACEMENT PLAN 
 

Based on the replacement criteria established by the South Lake County Fire Protection District, the 
following replacement plan may be utilized for budget planning purposes. 
 
  Expected   Extraordinary Costs 
FY Apparatus / Equipment  Costs Sale Value (2021 dollars) 
 
2022-23 Amb-6211 270,000 5,000 265,000 
  
2023-24 E-6321  450,000 15,000 425,000 
  
2024-25 E-6011 450,000 15,000 425,000 
   
2025-26 E-6221 450,000 15,000 425,000 
  
2026-27 E-6421 450,000 15,000 425,000 
 
2027-28 WT-6011 200,000 5,000 195,000 
 
2028-29 U-6321 50,000 1,000 49,000 
  
2029-30 U-6022 50,000 1,000 49,000 
 
2030-31 U-6221 50,000 1,000 49,000 
 U-6421 50,000 1,000 49,000 
 
2031-32 U-6021 50,000 1,000 49,000 
 
 
  TOTAL (FY2022-23 TO 2031-32) 2,405,000 
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EXHIBIT D 
 

CALCULATIONS OF CAPITAL FIRE FACILITIES 
MITIGATION FEES 

 
 
 The formula for the following method for preparing calculations and determining mitigation fees 
for New Construction: 
 
Square Footage/Costs Calculations: 
 
A. 383 new dwellings x 2336 square feet =    894,688 square feet 
  (by the year 2032) 
 
B. Existing Facilities Expansion/Remodel =    $876,000 
  (by the year 2032) 
 
C. Equipment Upgrade Plan =     $2,405,000 
  (by the year 2032) 
 
 
Capital Fire Facilities/Improvements Total Next 10 Years: $3,281,000 
 
 
It has been determined that the Fees will be collected as follows:   
 
   $3,281,000 =  $3.67 per square foot 
   894,688 sq. ft. 
 
Ordinance No. 2775, adopted by the County of Lake Board of Supervisors June 6, 2006, establishes 
the fire mitigation fee ceiling at $1.00 per square foot. 
 
Average square footage of new construction: 2336 x $1.00/sq. ft. = $2,336 average fee 
 
This is a projected schedule of priority expenditures.  Under Government Code Section 66002, this 
plan must be updated on an annual basis. 
 
The New Facilities/Equipment and Facilities Expansion/Remodel costs are estimated on current rates, 
and specifications of these estimates are subject to change with inflation and the final bidding process. 
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EXHIBIT E 
 

FIRE PROTECTION SYSTEM STUDY 2000 
(Updated March 2022) 

STUDY OUTLINE 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 
I. MISSION STATEMENT 
 
II. DUTIES AND SERVICES 
 
III. STANDARDS 
 

A. Response Standard 
B. Station Locations Standards 
C. Structural Fire Suppression Standards 
 

IV. BACKGROUND 
 
A. History 
B. Geographic Profile 
C. Wild land/Rural Interface 
D. Map 1 

 
V. EXISTING CONDITIONS 
 

A. Call Volume 
B. Personnel Requirements 
C. Current Facilities and Equipment 
D. Population 
E. Growth Data 
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SOUTH LAKE COUNTY FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT 
FIRE PROTECTION SYSTEM STUDY 2000 

(Updated March 2022) 
INTRODUCTION 

 
I. Mission Statement: 
 
 It is the South Lake County Fire Protection District’s (SLCFPD) mission to minimize injuries, 
fatalities, and property losses through efficient and effective fire protection programs while maintaining 
a high level of fire suppression of structural, vehicular and wild land fires.  In addition, minimizing 
injuries and fatalities related to emergency medical incidents by providing rescue and Advanced Life 
Support (ALS) ambulance services. 
 
II. Duties And Services: 
 
 SLCFPD provides fire menace standby protection, public service assistance, and hazardous 
materials responses, as well as vegetation management. 
 
 Additionally, SLCFPD provides a four-element fire prevention program consisting of 
engineering, enforcement, education-information and Volunteers in Prevention along with disaster 
preparedness planning.  SLCFPD also provides leadership in emergency incident management, 
mutual aid and fire safe planning in a cost-effective and innovative manner within the District. 
 
III. Standards: 
 
 SLCFPD has adopted the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CALFIRE) 
Fire Safe Standards as fire protection guidelines for existing structures and new development in areas 
exposed to wild land interface fires as recommended in the Cobb and Middletown Area Plans of 1989.  
The basis for fire service standards rely on studies of the District, standards and practices of Fire 
Officers, LAFCO sphere of influence studies, the Lake County General and Community Plans, the 
Insurance Services Office standards and testing of the Fire Protection System and the National Fire 
Protection Association Standards. 
 
 Response Standards:  The District currently maintains the following response standards:
  
 The District is divided into Fire Management Areas (FMAS): 
 

FMA 1 - those areas within a five-minute travel time of a fire station will be known as the 
urban/suburban zone. 

 
FMA 2 - include the remainder of the District and will be identified as rural/wild land zone. 
 
Within: 
 
FMA 1 - ALS ambulance unit will arrive at 95% of emergency medical calls within 10 

minutes of receipt of call at the fire station. 
 
FMA 1 - The first engine will arrive at the scene of 90% of fire incidents within five 

minutes of receipt of call at the fire station. The balance of the “first alarm 
assignments” will arrive within 10 minutes. 
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FMA 2 - ALS ambulance unit will arrive at 90% of emergency medical calls within 15 
minutes of receipt of call at the fire station. 

 
FMA 2 - The first engine will arrive at the scene of 90% of fire incidents within 15 minutes 

of receipt of the call at the fire station. The balance of resources required for 
“first alarm assignment” will arrive within 25 minutes. 

 
Station Location Standards:  In evaluating proposed station locations and their respective 

priorities, such factors as call incidence and type, population, fire flow requirements, development 
density and valuation, land use and planned circulation in the service area should be considered. 

 
Structural Fire Suppression Standards:  Standards are contained in Uniform Fire Code, 

Uniform Building Code and National Fire Protection Association Standards. 
 
IV. Background: 
 
 SLCFPD is an independent special district with an elected Board of Directors, which was 
formed in 1925 as the Middletown Fire Protection District. The Lake County Board of Supervisors 
appointed the Board of Directors until 1988, when it was changed to an elected board. The District 
was renamed as the South Lake County Fire Protection District on March 18, 1987. 
 
 The South Lake County Fire Volunteer Firefighters Association Inc. consists of 35 volunteers. 
The District was staffed exclusively with volunteers until the first paid member was employed in 1978. 
The Fire Sirens is a District auxiliary organization, which was established April 1985 and supports 
programs for the District’s operations. The Fire Sirens have provided significant support to this District 
by raising funds to purchase equipment for the fire department. They also support personnel during 
training and emergency incidents by providing food and beverages. 
  

In order to provide stability, SLCFPD on June 15, 2000, voted to integrate their services with 
those of the CALFIRE effective July 1, 2000. 
  

Due to the loss of geothermal tax revenue, fiscal constraints have encouraged SLCFPD to re-
negotiate a three-year contract with Calpine in 2013 to provide Emergency Medical Services (Basic 
and Advanced Life Support), certifiable training to Calpine employees in Standard Industrial First Aid, 
First Responder and CPR, as well as Fire Prevention and Control training, along with OSHA 
compliance training to the Calpine Health and Safety group.  SLCFPD will also work with Calpine to 
coordinate the Geysers’ Emergency Preparedness and Response Plans and conduct Emergency 
Response Drills. 

 
 History:  SLCFPD serves an area of approximately 285 square miles in the southern portion 
of Lake County (see Map 1). Napa County bounds the District on the south, Sonoma County on the 
west, the Kelseyville Fire Protection District on the north and the Lake County Fire Protection District 
on the north/east. 
 
 In 1949, SLCFPD annexed the areas of the geothermal geyser industry. In October of 1989, 
the District annexed 6,500 acres in the Loch Lomond area.  In 2006, the District annexed 17,000 acres 
in the Jerusalem Valley area. At this time, mutual aid agreements have also been developed with 
CALFIRE/Napa County for fire protection and emergency medical services on Highway 29 between 
the Napa County line and the Robert Louis Stevenson Memorial State Park as well as the area of the 
Lake/Napa County line on Butts Canyon. 
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 Geographic Profile:  SLCFPD area includes the communities of Middletown, Hidden Valley, 
Anderson Springs, Cobb, Loch Lomond, Jerusalem Valley as well as numerous small developments 
and individual dwellings. The District also serves a portion of the geothermal geyser industry facilities 
on the western boundary of the District. 
 
 SLCFPD contains extensive areas of brush and timber that create high and extreme fire 
hazards to both urban and rural residential developments in which individual dwellings and small 
developments have been constructed with concentrations in the central and northern portions of the 
District. Because of this, the fire district has spearheaded and supported the South Lake Fire Safe 
Council’s Chipper/Abatement Program. Since 2003, the council has funded the completion of over 10 
miles of shaded fuel breaks in the communities of Loch Lomond, Pine Summit, Pine Grove, Rancheria, 
Seigler Canyon, Seigler Springs, the Cobb School, and the Summit Pool.   
 
 There are numerous areas within SLCFPD where access for fire fighting apparatus to 
structures is not available due to inadequate roads or bridges. The load limits on Big Canyon Road 
bridges prevents access of apparatus and the inability to use this road significantly increases response 
times from the Middletown and Hidden Valley stations to the Loch Lomond area. 
 
 SLCFPD has experienced numerous major fires, documenting the risk of fire within the District. 
Most of the community of Middletown was destroyed by fire in 1918. Two fires occurred in the 1960’s; 
one burned 52,000 acres and the other burned 15,000 acres. In 1961 the Widow Creek fire destroyed 
over 10,000 acres, also damaging homes and vehicles. In 1985, the Hidden Valley Lake fire consumed 
1,200 acres, destroyed 9 homes, damaged 16 and destroyed 4 vehicles. The Hidden Fire in 2000 
consumed 4,000 acres, 1 home and 3 buildings. In September of 2004, the Geysers Fire burned 
12,193 acres, destroyed 4 homes, 8 outbuildings and 12 cars, and threatened another 200 homes 
and 60 outbuildings, costing $4.4 million.  In July of 2006, the 29 Fire burned over 600 acres, 
destroying one mobile home, three sheds and one travel trailer.  On September 12, 2015, the Valley 
Fire burned 76,067 acres, destroying a total of 1958 structures, including 1,280 homes, 27 multi-family 
structures, 66 commercial properties and 585 other minor structures; damaging 93 structures, 
including 41 homes, 7 commercial properties, and 45 other minor structures, injuring 4 firefighters and 
4 civilian fatalities. 
 
 The major contributing factors to possible major fire disasters (fuel density, topography and 
weather) continue to exist. With continuous development and increased population within SLCFPD, 
the potential for major fire occurrences will significantly increase unless adequate fire prevention and 
control programs are maintained/improved. 
 
 There is potential for major industrial fire losses at the Geothermal Power Plants. Additionally, 
emergency medical incidents and vehicle accidents present a major potential for multiple injuries on 
the roadways within SLCFPD. In 1980, a tractor–trailer hauling waste materials collided with two vans 
and one passenger vehicle resulting in 8 fatalities and 10 injuries. During the summer months of 2000, 
there were 12+ fatalities and numerous injuries on the District highways.  During the summer of 2005, 
a duel fuel tanker overturned on Highway 29 activating response from the hazardous material team. 
From 2005 through 2007, there were 5 fatalities on Highway 29 and 1 in the community of Hidden 
Valley Lake.  During 2008, there were 2 fatalities on Highway 29 and 2 on Highway 175.  During 2009, 
there were 3 fatalities on Highway 29 and 2 on Butts Canyon. Also during 2009, there were 2 fatalities 
from a mid-air collision between a glider and tow plane. In 2010, there was one fatality on Highway 
29. 
 
 Wild land and Rural Interface:  SLCFPD is predominately wild land/urban interface and is 
entirely within State Responsibility Area. A vast majority of SLCFPD has been designated by CALFIRE 
as very high fire hazard area due to the density of vegetation, topography and climatic conditions 
during the declared fire season. 
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V. Existing Conditions: 
 Call Volume:   
  
 1994= 406 2004= 1122 2014=  1306 
 1995= 372 2005=   772 2015= 1415 
 1996= 425 2006= 787 2016= 1233 

 1997= 634 2007= 810 2017= 1322 
 1998= 770 2008= 869 2018= 1643 
 1999= 752 2009= 876 2019= 1787 
 2000= 810+ 2010= 979 2020= 1484 
 2001= 960+ 2011= 1173 2021= 1677  
 2002= 989 2012= 1201  
 2003= 881 2013= 1423 
 

Personnel Requirements:  Established standards for staffing needs are based upon pump 
delivery capabilities. NFPA requires four firefighters per each 250 GPM plus one officer. NFPA 
recommends that 4 volunteers are needed in response. 

 
Each firefighter must be in safety clothing as regulated by OSHA for personal safety. This 

includes self-contained breathing apparatus and personal alarms. This safety clothing is both legal 
equipment and a necessity to protect firefighters from costly injury when working in extremely 
dangerous and hostile environments. In addition to clothing, there are various types of equipment that 
need to be carried on the fire apparatus so the firefighters can apply water to the fire, gain entry to the 
structure and a multitude of tasks necessary for proper fire extinguishment and overhaul.  NFPA 
pamphlet #19 is a minimum guide used by many fire departments when selecting the support 
equipment to be carried on fire apparatus. 
 
 Current Facilities and Equipment: 
 
 Station 60: 21095 Hwy 175, Middletown, CA (District Headquarters) 

11,650 square feet built in 1992 
 
 This building is two stories and is owned by the District. The station has a conference room, 
administrative/personnel office, meeting room/kitchen area, two bathrooms, and four bay sections with 
drive through opening doors on the first floor. The second floor has living quarters with four sleeping 
rooms, full kitchen, computer bay and living quarters, two full sized bathrooms each with lockers, 
change stations and showers. On site is an emergency propane generator. 
 

This building is sprinklered.   
 
The equipment housed at this station is Engine 6011 and 6031, Water Tender 6011, Rescue 

6031, Medic 6011 and 6012, OES 359 and staff pickup. 
  
Station 62:  16547 Hwy 175, Cobb, CA 5,520 square feet built in 1972 
 
This building is single story concrete block and is owned by the District. There is no shop area. 

The station has five apparatus bays consisting of 2,740 square feet, a 740 square feet kitchen area 
and living/office space with 2-bed dormitory, two 60 square feet bathrooms, a 500-gallon gasoline fuel 
tank, a 500-gallon diesel tank, and an emergency propane generator.   

 
The addition of a 1,920 modular in fiscal year 2012-13 replaced the inadequate 740 square 

feet, less than ideal area with no separation between work and living quarters. The addition allows for 
expansion of staffing levels based on emergency activity or public demand placed on the station by 
development and growth.  
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The inadequate area will become the office space, creating a more inviting and profession 

office environment for the public to conduct business. 
 
This building is not sprinklered. 
 
The equipment housed at this station is Engine 6221 and 6231, Medic 6211, Snow Cat 6201, 

and Utility 6221. 
 
Station 63: 19287 Hartmann Rd, Hidden Valley Lake, CA 2,740 square feet built in 1980 
 
This building is a two story concrete block and is owned by the District. The lot size is 275,000 

square feet and is owned by the District. There is no shop or storage area.  The station has three 
apparatus bays consisting of 1,620 square feet and living quarters with dormitory of 1,120 square feet 
(720 square feet downstairs and 400 square feet upstairs), and emergency propane generator. 

 
This building is not sprinklered. 
 
The equipment housed at this station is Engine 6321, Medic 6311, and Utility 6321. 
 
Station 64: 10331 Redwood Rd, Loch Lomond, CA, 3,600 square feet built in 1959 
 
This building is a single story frame/concrete block and is owned by the District. The station 

has four apparatus bays consisting of 2,400 square feet, kitchen area, two bathrooms of 80 square 
feet, and an emergency propane generator.  

 
This building is not sprinklered. 
 
The equipment housed at this station is Engine 6421, Utility 6421, and Water Tender 6411. 
 
Population:  The District has an area of 285 square miles with a current population of 

approximately 11,000 residents living in 4 distinct communities. The 1998-99 assessed valuation is 
$893 million. There has been a remarkable increase in the rapid sale of homes throughout the county. 
Affordable housing has caused an influx of new homeowners and developers. With this huge amount 
of new construction of homes, brings increased populations that will bring demands for more retail 
businesses to the area.   

 
Growth Data:  Lake County is one of the fastest growing counties in the state.  As the 

population increases, a once adequate rural fire protection system based on fire flow and fire 
protection capability will no longer be sufficient. In addition to fire protection problems posed by growth, 
the issues of larger dwelling structures requiring greater fire flow considerations requires a rapid and 
effective response to every call with adequate equipment and water essential to preventing a 
catastrophic fire (as experienced in Nevada County in 1988 during the 49er Fire). 

 
Other Known New Construction And Proposed New Development Include: 
 
Kimco Development proposal in the Hidden Valley area includes 380 single family houses, a 

50 to 60-unit apartment building, a 50-unit senior apartment complex, a 49-bed assisted care facility, 
105,000 to 120,000 square feet of retail space, 15,000 to 20,000 square feet movie theater, 50,000 
square feet motel, and 20,000 to 30,000 square feet of general office. In 2021, the 18,000 square feet 
grocery building is near completion. 
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Chapter 27 - MITIGATION FEES

ARTICLE I. - FIRE MITIGATION FEES

 

Sec. 27-1. - Title.

This Article shall be known and be cited as the "Fire Mitigation Fee Ordinance."

(Ord. No. 2114, § 1, 10-20-92)

Sec. 27-2. - Purpose of article.

The purpose of this Article is to implement the Lake County General Plan policy providing for the adoption of �re mitigation fees and for the collection

of said fees at the time of the issuance of building permits, said fees to be allocated to the a�ected Fire Agency for the acquisition of capital facilities in

order to ensure the provision of the capital facilities necessary to maintain current levels of �re protection services necessitated by new Development.

(Ord. No. 2114, § 1, 10-20-92)

Sec. 27-3. - Findings.

The Board of Supervisors of the County of Lake �nds and declares as follows:

Adequate �re protection facilities must be available to serve new Development.

New Development requires the construction or expansion of �re protection facilities and the acquisition of equipment.

In many areas of the County, property taxes and �re suppression assessments currently collected by the agencies providing �re

protection services are insu�cient to provide funds for expansion or construction of �re facilities and purchase of equipment

necessitated by new Development resulting in the potential for inadequate �re protection coverage for the new Development and the

growing population.

The above conditions place Lake County's growing population in a condition perilous to its health and safety.

The impacts of Development on the existing �re protection facilities and equipment cannot be alleviated without County involvement.

For the above reasons, new methods for �nancing �re protection facilities and equipment necessitated by Development are needed in

Lake County.

(Ord. No. 2114, § 1, 10-20-92)

Sec. 27-4. - Prior agreements and dedication.

Any agreement existing prior to the operative date of this Article between an applicant for Development and a Fire Agency pertaining to the

dedication of land or payment of fees for �re facilities and equipment to serve the property which is the subject of the application, or any

portion thereof, shall satisfy the requirements of this Article.

If land, facilities or equipment has been dedicated or donated to, and accepted by, the Fire Agency as a condition of approval of a

discretionary permit, such dedication or donation may be considered by the Board of Supervisors as satisfying the requirements of this

Article.

(Ord. No. 2114, § 1, 10-20-92)

Sec. 27-5. - De�nitions.

Whenever the following words are used in this Article, they shall have the meaning ascribed to them in this section.

"Development" means all construction for which a building permit or other permit is required.

"Board" means the Board of Supervisors of the County of Lake.

"Other permits" means major and minor use permits.

"Clerk" means the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the County of Lake.

"Fire Agency" and "Agency" means any special district providing �re protection services within the unincorporated area of the County.

"Facilities and Equipment" means any long-term capital facilities and equipment used by a Fire Agency for �re suppression or

emergency medical services including station construction, station expansion and �re or emergency medical apparatus.
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(Ord. No. 2114, § 1, 10-20-92)

Sec. 27-6. - Exemptions.

There shall be exempt from the requirements of this article, building permits for the following types of development:

Piers which are not covered, ramps, boat lifts, docks, suspended platforms, and pilings;

Agricultural buildings requiring an exempt building permit.

The requirements of this article shall not apply to buildings constructed for governmental uses.

The requirements of this article shall not apply to the replacement on the same parcel by the owner of a dwelling or dwellings destroyed by

�re or other calamity or demolished for replacement provided that:

The application for building permit to replace such dwelling is �led with the County Building O�cial within one (1) year after the

destruction or demolition of the dwelling, or within three (3) years of the date a local emergency is declared if the destruction or

demolition occurred within the geographical area encompassed by that local emergency declaration and resulted from events giving

rise to said declaration;

There is no change in occupancy; and

There is no increase in square footage.

(Ord. No. 2114, § 1, 10-20-92; Ord. No. 2775, § 2, 6-6-2006; Ord. No. 3045, § 1, 8-2-2016 ; Ord. No. 3066, § 1, 8-22-2017 )

Sec. 27-7. - Required actions of a�ected �re service providers.

This Article shall become applicable to Development within the boundaries of a Fire Agency when the following events occur:

The governing body of a Fire Agency adopts a resolution making the following �ndings:

The Agency does not have existing �re protection facilities and equipment which could be used to provide an adequate level of

services to new Development within the district's boundaries.

The Agency does not have su�cient funds available to construct additional facilities from fund balances, capital facility funds,

property tax sources, �re suppression assessments, or any other appropriate sources.

The lack of �re protection facilities and equipment to serve new Development would create a situation perilous to the public

health and safety if �re mitigation fees are not levied within the district.

The Fire Agency resolves as follows:

The Agency requests that the County impose a speci�ed percentage of the �re mitigation fee ceiling on the Agency's behalf upon

applicants for building permits or other permits for Development.

Mitigation fees paid under this Article shall only be used to expand the availability of capital facilities and equipment to serve new

Development.

The Agency shall place all funds collected for the County under this Article, and all interest subsequently accrued by the Agency on

these funds, in a separate budget accounting category to be known as the "Lake County Fire Mitigation Fee."

The Agency shall expend funds from said "Lake County Fire Mitigation Fee" budget accounting category only for those purposes of

providing capital facilities and equipment to serve new Development.

The Agency shall submit a Fire Mitigation Fee Annual Report no later than October 31 of each year to the Clerk. Said report shall

include, but not be limited to, the balance in the account at the end of the previous �scal year, the fee revenue received, the

amount and type of expenditures made, and the ending balance in the fund. In addition, the report shall specify the actions the

Agency plans to take to alleviate the facility and equipment needs caused by new Development in a capital �re facilities and

equipment plan adopted at a noticed public hearing. The Agency shall make available, upon request by the Clerk, a copy of its

annual audit report.

The Agency shall make its records available to the public on request which justify the basis for the fee amount.

The Agency shall hold the County harmless for any errors made by the County in collecting or accounting for the fees for each

Agency.

The Agency shall make �ndings, with respect to any portion of the fee remaining unexpended or uncommitted in its account �ve

or more years after deposit of the fee, to identify the purpose to which the fee is to be put and to demonstrate a reasonable

relationship between the fee and the purpose for which it was charged. The Agency shall refund to the then current record owner

or owners of the Development project or projects on a prorated basis, the unexpended or uncommitted portion of the fee and any

interest accrued thereon, for which need cannot be demonstrated.

The governing body of the Fire Agency adopts a capital �re facility and equipment plan in accordance with Government Code Section

https://library.municode.com/
https://library.municode.com/
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66002 at a noticed public hearing.

The governing body of the Fire Agency shall send a certi�ed copy of the resolution and the capital �re facility and equipment plan to the

Clerk. The Clerk shall agendize said resolution and capital �re facilities and equipment plan for the Board's approval at a public hearing

noticed in the manner required by Government Code Section 66002(b). At the close of the public hearing thereon, the Board may

approve said resolution and capital �re facilities and equipment plan if it �nds that said documents meet the requirements of this

ordinance, the Lake County General Plan and Government Code Section 66000 et seq. The provisions of this Article shall be applicable

to all building permits and other permits issued for new construction within the boundaries of the Fire Agency thirty (30) days after the

Board's approval. Each Agency shall notify the County Building O�cial of the e�ective date of its mitigation fee.

By March 31 of each year following the year of the original adoption of a resolution and approval by the Board pursuant to this section,

the Agency shall submit a copy of a new resolution adopted by the governing body of the Agency making the �ndings requested by

Section 27-6 and setting the percentage of the �re mitigation fee ceiling requested by the Agency. This percentage may be revised in the

resolution up to the ceiling amount. If the resolution proposes to increase the �re mitigation fee from that previously approved by the

Board, said resolution shall only become e�ective if approved by the Board in the manner set forth in Section 27-6(d) above. This

revision shall be e�ective the following July 1.

(Ord. No. 2114, § 1, 10-20-92)

Sec. 27-8. - Fire Mitigation Fee Ceiling Established.

Based upon the average cost of providing a fully equipped �re station within the County of Lake, in relation to the average number of

new structures served by said station, a Fire Mitigation Fee Ceiling of one dollar ($1.00) per square foot of construction for all covered

roof area is hereby established.

A developer of a project subject to the above-described fee may apply to the Fire Agency for a reduction or adjustment of said fee based

upon the developer's voluntary undertaking of �re mitigation measures in addition to those required by this chapter which the Fire

Agency determines will further reduce the need for �re protection services.

(Ord. No. 2114, § 1, 10-20-92; Ord. No. 2775, § 3, 6-6-2006)

Sec. 27-9. - Fee payment.

Prior to the issuance of any building permit or other permit for Development, the applicant shall pay to the County the fees prescribed by the

Fire Agency resolution as approved by the Board, or shall present written evidence that the provisions of this Article have otherwise been

satis�ed with respect to the Development for which permits are sought.

The amount of such fees shall be determined by the Fire Mitigation Fee in e�ect on the date of the payment of fees for an unexpired plan

check.

When application is made for a new building permit following the expiration of a previously issued building permit for which fees were paid,

the fee payment shall not be required.

In the event that subsequent Development occurs with respect to property for which fees have been paid, additional fees shall be required

only for additional square footage of Development which was not included in computing the prior fee.

For the purpose of payment of the fees to County, the Board delegates to each Agency the responsibility to collect or accept payment of the

fees for each respective Agency.

(Ord. No. 2114, § 1, 10-20-92)

Sec. 27-10. - Administrative charge.

The County may charge, for its services in administering this Ordinance, an administrative charge of up to two (2) percent of the fees collected under

this ordinance.

(Ord. No. 2114, § 1, 10-20-92)

Sec. 27-11. - Use of fees.

With the exception of the administrative charge provided for herein, all fees collected pursuant to this Article, including any interest accrued thereon,

shall be used by the Agency for the purpose of providing for capital facilities and equipment.

(Ord. No. 2114, § 1, 10-20-92)

Sec. 27-12. - Fee fund records and report.

https://library.municode.com/
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Any Fire Agency receiving funds pursuant to this Article shall maintain a separate budget accounting category for any fees paid. Such category shall be

known as the "Lake County Fire Mitigation Fee" account. By October 31 of each year, each Agency receiving funds pursuant to this Article shall �le a report

with the Clerk on the balance in the account at the end of the previous �scal year, the fee revenue received, the amount and type of expenditures made,

and the ending balance in the fund. In addition, the report shall specify the actions the Agency plans to take to alleviate the facility and equipment needs

caused by new Development.

(Ord. No. 2114, § 1, 10-20-92)

Sec. 27-13. - Termination of fee collection.

Fee collection as to any Fire Agency shall terminate as follows:

If, by March 31 of any year following the year of the original adoption of a resolution pursuant to Section 27-6 which was approved by

the Board, the Fire Agency has not submitted a copy of a new resolution pursuant to Section 27-6(e), fee collection shall terminate July 1

of said year.

If, at any time, the governing body of a Fire Agency submits a copy of a resolution to the Clerk requesting termination of fee collection,

fee collection shall terminate thirty (30) days from the date of receipt by the Clerk.

Each Agency shall notify the County Building O�cial of the e�ective date of its termination of fee collection.

(Ord. No. 2114, § 1, 10-20-92)
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Meadowwood Subdivision is developing a 46-unit subdivision at Santa Clara Road and Timm 
Way in Middletown in two phases. 

 
Apartment complexes and cluster homes are currently being built in Middletown and more 

have been proposed. 
 
Calpine’s Geothermal Industry is expanding at the Geysers. 
 
Pinnacle Homes have purchased the Crazy Creek Glider property and propose to build 50 to 

300 homes at the 487-acre site at 18896 Grange Road. 
 

Renovation and construction of new facilities is proposed for the resort property historically 
known “Howard Hot Springs.” Avalon Springs plans to serve an anticipated 120 customers per day in 
67 guest units.  An additional 30 units are also proposed for the housing of approximately 60 on-site 
employees.  The project proposal is broken into three phases: The first phase focuses on the 
renovation of the existing lodge and renovation of guest units and hot springs facilities.  Phase two will 
further develop the site’s meeting capacity, development of additional resort services, employee 
housing and the development of a new campground facility.  The final phase of the project includes 
the full build-out of the proposed eco-village and development of the Special Events site.  

 
The Old Hoberg Resort was purchased by Golden Leaf Productions with the intent of 

revitalizing the property and bringing it back as a resort providing conference spaces, guest 
accommodations, a timeshare component with many other amenities.  Movie shots are planned for 
the property.  The project will be completed in phases over the next several years.  

 
Tenant occupancies located within the Coyote Valley Plaza now have new businesses, a 

pharmacy, restaurant, fitness center, and two other business type establishments have already taken 
hold with several more spaces left to be filled in 2012.  

 
Seen in Middletown are the re-establishment of the Jolly Cone and other tenant improvements.   
 
The Guenoc Valley Proposed Development Project consists of development of a master 

planned mixed-use resort and residential community within the 16,000-acre Guenoc Valley Ranch 
property in southeast Lake County, off-site workforce co-housing located in central Middletown, and a 
new or improved well and new water supply pipeline.  
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FIRE MITIGATION FEE FUND (ytd 3/4/22)

FYE Collected Refunded Interest  Subtotal Transferred Ending Balance  Transferred  Subtotal 
 Subtotal of

Itemized 
 Individual 
Transfers 

 Subtotal of
Transfers 

 Fund 357
Balance 

2001 52,906.65          52,906.65            52,906.65                 (16,754.70)         (16,754.70)           

2002 183,669.48        2,652.49            186,321.97          (66,316.52)           172,912.10               66,316.52             (66,316.52)         -                       

2003 253,105.99        (1,837.44)           5,011.48            256,280.03          (247,905.69)         181,286.44               231,643.62           (247,905.69)       (16,262.07)           

2004 287,929.51        (145.80)              3,909.82            291,693.53          (139,927.49)         333,052.48               139,927.49           (139,927.49)       (16,262.07)           

2005 309,284.25        (1,387.80)           6,060.88            313,957.33          (358,286.00)         288,723.81               360,389.86           (358,286.00)       (14,158.21)           

2006 226,323.84        (2,136.20)           12,045.59          236,233.23          (60,680.00)           464,277.04               74,837.22             (60,680.00)         (0.99)                    

2007 191,965.08        (1,922.70)           23,214.76          213,257.14          (71,765.00)           605,769.18               71,765.00             (71,765.00)         (0.99)                    

2008 162,308.50        (2,246.90)           29,848.66          189,910.26          (305,137.00)         490,542.44               295,612.00           (305,137.00)       (9,525.99)             

2009 64,791.40          (2,028.00)           14,261.16          77,024.56            (305,114.00)         262,453.00               305,963.92           (305,114.00)       (8,676.07)             

2010 44,181.00          2,440.43            46,621.43            (50,486.00)           258,588.43               50,473.25             (50,486.00)         (8,688.82)             

2011 30,729.75          1,831.05            32,560.80            (99,345.00)           191,804.23               92,778.48             (99,345.00)         (15,255.34)           

2012 36,786.00          1,885.74            38,671.74            (7,244.00)             223,231.97               30,010.05             (7,244.00)           7,510.71              

2013 36,826.00          1,478.50            38,304.50            (156,272.00)         105,264.47                154,902.48           (156,272.00)       6,141.19              

2014 76,805.00          (1,000.00)           868.14               76,673.14            (41,852.00)           140,085.61               41,852.64             (41,852.00)         0.64                     

2015 52,153.00          597.39               52,750.39            (169,911.00)         22,925.00                 169,911.51           (169,911.00)       1.15                     

2016 152,027.00        (3,177.00)           262.62               149,112.62          (25,353.00)           146,684.62               25,352.64             (25,352.00)         1.79                     

2017 172,469.00        (4,211.00)           1,663.68            169,921.68          (191,416.00)         125,190.30               190,805.47           (191,416.00)       (608.74)                

2018 107,828.00        (3,157.00)           1,792.39            106,463.39          (186,830.00)         44,823.69                 174,568.65           (186,830.00)       (12,870.09)           

2019 155,841.00        (1,575.18)           1,745.14            156,010.96          -                       200,834.65               (12,870.09)           

2020 140,513.50        (2,936.00)           4,108.21            141,685.71          -                       342,520.36               (12,870.09)           

2021 128,221.00        1,592.72            129,813.72          (396,667.00)         75,667.08                 400,118.30           (396,667.00)       (9,418.79)             

2022 122,525.00        (247.00)              122,278.00          -                       122,278.00               (9,418.79)             

to date 02/28 (9,418.79)             

GRAND TOTAL 2,989,189.95$   (28,008.02)$       117,270.85$      3,078,452.78$     (2,880,507.70)$    4,851,821.55$          (2,880,507.70)$     (2,826,361.06)$      2,877,229.10        (2,880,506.70)    (9,418.79)             

balance thru FYE 2020 is spent 2,826,361.06         
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UVW XX�YZ[\]̂_̀ �a[bc�dd eẐ`̀fZ[g[Z[he[�eijVc[Z[k�l]mm̀ Yno�p�qkk�r̂�st�oj\̂Z]c[̀�uvwxyz�{zxw|v}� ~�������
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South Lake County Fire Protection District 
in cooperation with 

California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection 
 

 

P.O. Box 1360 Middletown, CA 95461 - (707) 987-3089 
 
 
 
 

DATE:  March 4, 2022 

TO:  Board of Directors 

 

FROM:  Gloria Fong 
Staff Services Analyst 

SUBJECT:    Resolution No. 2021‐22‐20, A Resolution of the Board of Directors of the South Lake County 
Fire Protection District Adopting a Fire Protection System Study, Fire Protection Standards, 
and a Capital Fire Facilities and Equipment Plan 

 
 
The County Board of Supervisors’ Fire Mitigation Fee Ordinance (Ordinance) purpose is for the collection of 
fees at time of building permit issuance.  A copy of this Ordinance is attached for reference. These fees have 
been collected since 2000 and are allocated for the acquisition of capital facilities to maintain current levels 
of fire protection services necessitated by new Development.  
 
To continue the collection of these fees, annually, by March 31st of each year, the Governing Body of the 
Fire Agency must adopt a capital for facility and equipment plan, which is presented in subject resolution 
for the Board’s consideration.  Per Section 27‐7 (c) of the Ordinance, this must be done at a noticed public 
hearing in accordance to Government Code §66002. Government Code Section 66002 et al. is attached for 
reference. 
 
Resolution No. 2021‐22‐20 identifies a capital improvement project (“Plan”) that is updated annually. This 
Plan uses known developments / dwellings (Exhibit A), estimates cost for facilities expansion / improvement 
(Exhibit B), vehicle / equipment replacement costs (Exhibit C) and calculates mitigation fee per square foot 
amount (Exhibit D) set at per square feet fee ceiling of $1.00 per Section 27‐8 of the County’s Ordinance. 
Included  with  the  Plan  is  the  fire  protection  system  study  (Exhibit  E)  first  prepared  in  2000,  updated 
annually. Table with summary of updates follow: 
 

Summary of Updates  Last Year   This Year 
Exhibit A  new dwellings  357 383 

avg square feet  2306 2336 

new residents per year  88 98 

Exhibit B  per square feet cost 
projection 

300 400 

Exhibit C  ambulance purchase year  2030‐31 2022‐23 

ambulance cost based on 
11/12/21 purchase 

220,000 270,000 

water tender purchase 
year 

2030‐31 2027‐28 

water tender cost  185,000 200,000 



 
 
 
 
 
 
engines cost based on 
2/4/22 quote 

Last Year 
305, 000

 
 
 
 
 

This Year 
450,000 

utility costs based on 
7/25/16 purchase 

36,000 50,000 

10‐year Total  1,795,000 2,405,000 

Exhibit D  10‐year square feet  816,324 894,688 

10‐year Capital Fire 
Facilities / Improvement 
Total 

2,452,000 3,281,000 

per square feet cost  3.00 3.67 

Average fee per SFD  2,306 2,336 

 

Attachments  Resolution No 2021‐22‐20 
Fire Mitigation Fee Report 
Legal notice publication 

    County Ordinance Chapter 27 Fire Mitigation Fees  
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 BOARD OF DIRECTORS, SOUTH LAKE COUNTY FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT 1 

COUNTY OF LAKE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA 2 
 3 
 RESOLUTION NO. 2021-22   20    4 

 5 
A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE SOUTH LAKE COUNTY FIRE 6 

PROTECTION DISTRICT ADOPTING A FIRE PROTECTION SYSTEM STUDY,  7 
FIRE PROTECTION STANDARDS, AND A CAPITAL FIRE FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT PLAN 8 

 9 

Resolution adopting a Fire Protection System Study, Fire Protection Standards, and a Capital 10 

Fire Facilities and Equipment Plan to be used both by the Fire District and the County of Lake in 11 

support of New Construction Mitigation Fees and the County enabling ordinance. 12 

WHEREAS, a Capital Fire Facilities and Equipment Needs Study of the impacts of 13 

contemplated future growth and development on the existing fire services within the boundaries of the 14 

South Lake County Fire Protection District, along with an analysis of the need for new public facilities, 15 

improvements and equipment required as a result of the new development, was conducted, and said 16 

study set forth the relationship between new development, the needed facilities, and the estimated 17 

costs of those improvements; and 18 

WHEREAS, a Fire Protection System Study has been completed establishing Structural Fire 19 

Suppression Standards and Station Location Standards along with Response Standards. 20 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the South Lake County Fire Protection District 21 

Board of Directors adopts the findings in both the Capital Fire Facilities and Equipment Needs Study 22 

and the Fire Protection System Study to meet the requirements of Government Code Section 66000 23 

and the Lake County Board of Supervisors in its implementation of the enabling Ordinance and 24 

Resolutions in order to mitigate the impact of New Growth and Population within the South Lake 25 

County Fire Protection District so that adequate fees can be collected and deposited with the Lake 26 

County Treasurer for the future expense of the necessary Fire Facilities and Equipment. 27 

THIS RESOLUTION was introduced and adopted by the Board of Directors of the South Lake 28 

County Fire Protection District at a regular meeting thereof on the   15th   day of   March  , 2022 by the 29 

following vote: 30 

AYES:   31 

NOES:   32 

ABSENT OR NOT VOTING:        SOUTH LAKE COUNTY  33 
        FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT 34 
 35 
 36 
 37 
 38 
                 39 
ATTEST       DEVIN HOBERG 40 
  Gloria Fong     President, Board of Directors 41 
  Clerk to the Board of Directors42 



 

 

SOUTH LAKE COUNTY FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT 
RE-ADOPTING / UPDATING CAPITAL FIRE FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT PLAN 

 
 Approved  March 15th , 2022 by the Board of Directors of the South Lake County Fire Protection 
District in Resolution No. 2021-22  20    . 
 
I. Introduction 
 
 Like many local agencies, recent fiscal constraints have caused fire departments to reduce 
staffing and services with no corresponding decrease in demand for services. Recent laws have 
required fire departments to cease single-person staffing of fire apparatus. 
 
 In order to provide stability in the District, the South Lake Fire Protection District (SLCFPD), 
on June 15, 2000, by Resolution No. 00-08, voted to integrate their services with those of the California 
Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CALFIRE) to provide an enhanced level of service at a 
lesser or an equal cost. 
 
 SLCFPD is an independent special district with an elected Board of Directors, which was 
formed in 1925 as the Middletown Fire Protection District. The Lake County Board of Supervisors 
appointed the Board of Directors until 1988, when it was changed to an elected board. The District 
was renamed as the SLCFPD on March 18, 1987. 
 
 The south portion of Lake County has experienced rapid growth to meet the housing needs of 
retired residents, reasonable and affordable housing for people moving here from other areas, 
geothermal industry employees and a cumulative impact on the District from commuters to larger 
population centers in Sonoma, Napa and Marin Counties.  This area also attracts large numbers of 
tourists to recreation areas during the summer months. 
 
 It is this District’s mission to minimize the risks of injuries, fatalities, and property losses through 
efficient and effective fire protection programs while maintaining a high level of fire suppression of 
structural, vehicular and wild land fires. Additionally, the mission is to minimize injuries and fatalities 
related to emergency medical incidents by providing rescue and Advanced Life Support (ALS) 
ambulance services. However, the demand of rapid growth upon this District has threatened the ability 
to continue these missions at the current levels. 
 
 Because of reduced income to SLCFPD from Proposition 13 in 1978, coupled with the loss of 
revenue from the Geothermal Industry, SLCFPD cannot provide protection services for the “New 
Construction” and growth within current fire service operating dollars. 
 
 SLCFPD is now approaching a critical point in dealing with impacts of “New Construction.” The 
District cannot continue to absorb new dwellings, businesses, and populations without adding new fire 
stations, fire apparatus or equipment. 
 
 SLCFPD needs New Construction Capital Fire Facilities Mitigation Fees in order to finance 
protection capital outlay to mitigate the impact of growth and development within the communities of 
Middletown, Hidden Valley Lake, Anderson Springs, Cobb, Loch Lomond, Jerusalem Valley as well 
as numerous small developments throughout the District. 
 
 This New Construction Capital Fire Facilities and Equipment Plan is formulated to provide the 
foundation for the enactment of a “New Construction Impact Fee.”  Government Code 66000 et seq. 
provides the Lake County Board of Supervisors with the legal authority to enact such a fee for SLCFPD 
with the procedural steps necessary to meet the local agency requirements.  The ten-year plan, 
originally adopted on January 22, 2001, is being updated to cover the current year and a ten-

1



 

 

year period from July 1, 2022 to June 30, 2032. This plan demonstrates present and future need for 
fire facilities and equipment to serve increased demand placed on present and future need for fire 
facilities and equipment to serve increased demand placed on this District by “New Construction.”  
New Construction Capital Fire Facilities Mitigation Fee benefits will be expended proportionately to 
the location of new development, a corresponding increase in calls, and the fee realized. 
 
II. Purpose of Development Fees: 

 
 The purpose of a New Construction Capital Fire Facilities Mitigation Fee in SLCFPD is to 
mitigate the financial impact of providing additional stations, expanded facilities, and specialized 
apparatus, while safeguarding life and property protection needs at an acceptable level of service to 
the citizens of the District. This fee will be designed to place the funding burden for these additional 
services on the new growth that causes the requirement of them and will now place an additional 
burden on the taxpayers that have already paid for the existing level of service.  
 
 “New Construction” has placed a rapidly increasing financial and operational burden on the 
Fire Protection System currently provided and is creating the potential for inadequate or overloaded 
protection coverage for the present existing communities, as well as the protection for additional “New 
Construction and Development.” 
 
 This “Plan” will demonstrate the need for a Capital Fire Facilities and Equipment Fee is directly 
related to fire facilities, expanded facilities, and equipment needs created from this rapid growth in 
population. 
 
III. Guidelines and Justification: 

1) Capital Fire Facilities and Equipment Fee will be a charge, per square foot, to be placed 
on “New Construction” only. 

2) “New Construction” defined as the original construction of residential dwellings, 
commercial or industrial occupancies, or any other non-residential improvement unit or the 
addition of floor space to such existing units. Residential dwelling units shall include mobile 
homes and individual apartment units. 

3) This “New Construction” requires the construction, remodel or expansion of Fire Protection 
Facilities and the acquisition/upgrading of fire equipment. 

4) If mitigation funding for this expansion or construction of fire facilities and the 
purchase/upgrading of fire equipment necessitated by “New Construction” are not 
available, the Fire Protection System in place deteriorates, becoming inadequate to service 
the increased Fire Protection and Medical Aid needs of both the “New Construction” units 
and existing communities. 

5) This over-burdened Fire Protection System places the citizens of “New Construction” units 
and existing communities in a condition perilous to their personal health and safety. 

6) Financial impact of “New Construction” on existing Fire Protection Facilities and Equipment 
cannot be alleviated in a timely manner without being mitigated by New Construction 
Capital Fire Facilities and Equipment Mitigation Fee. 

7) SLCFPD does not have existing fire protection facilities and equipment to provide an 
adequate level of service for further unmitigated growth projected in the numbers of “New 
Construction” units within the District boundaries. 
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8) For the above reasons, new methods for financing fire protection facilities and equipment 
necessitated by “New Construction” are needed in the SLCFPD. 

 
IV. Use of Fire Facilities Fees: 
 
 SLCFPD has developed a realistic estimate of needed fire stations and/or expansions and fire 
equipment needs in which to adequately serve the life and property needs of the existing community, 
compared with the expected new construction, businesses and increased population in the coming 
decade. 
 
V. Relationship Between Fees and New Development: 
 
 SLCFPD is currently attempting to provide fire protection services for the new millennium at or 
near 1980 levels.  Structure fire suppression standards require four key elements for effectiveness: 
 

1) An adequate water supply 

2) A capable engine and pump to deliver the water  

3) A sufficient number of personnel, and 

4) The appropriate associated equipment 
 
 The “New Construction” trends within the District present problems of larger homes and higher 
valued structures on smaller land areas. These new dwellings will require additional “Fire Flow,” more 
apparatus and strategically located stations staffed by additional personnel in order to provide 
adequate service. 
 
 In addition to its fire suppression role, the District provides ALS to provide every request for 
emergency medical assistance along with calls for Automatic Aid and Mutual Aid outside the District.  
Currently, 75% of the “Call Volume” is to “medical aids.” As demands for service from the impact of 
population and density increase, response to these types of calls will accelerate the serviceable life of 
current apparatus and equipment necessitating earlier replacement. (Replacement standards; Re: 
NFPA/Industry Standard) 
 
 Exhibit A: Demonstrates a current building permit rate of 38 per year based upon a ten-
year average of residential building permits. Figures provide there are approximately 3484 
developable lots in the District. “New Construction” in the ten-year period estimates approximately 
894,688 square feet of development that requires fire protection.   
  
 Exhibit A also shows the impact that construction will have on the District population. At 2.5 
persons per dwelling, an average of 98 new people per year, who will demand “medical aid 
rescue/public service” and fire calls.  
 
 Hidden Valley is also planning expansion of community services, businesses, and shopping 
complexes to conform to their increased home building. 
  
 Outlying areas of Middletown such as Cobb and Loch Lomond have 50% of commercial 
property vacant, which has a potential for approximately 760,000 square feet of commercial floor 
space. In the Cobb area 46% of rural lands and almost all public lands are within the primary 
geothermal resource area. 
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 Exhibit B: A Facilities Purchase/Expansion Plan; and, 
 
 Exhibit C: Equipment Upgrade Plan will be maintained for public review and updated 
annually, prior to the start of each fiscal year, as part of the preliminary budget review process.   
 
 Exhibit D: Shows the fee structure calculations. The costs of the necessary new fire 
facilities (fire stations and fire apparatus/equipment) are divided by the square footage of the expected 
“New Construction” to be served over the next 10 years. This produces a square footage factor for 
new facilities to be applied to the new construction expected within the District. This method insures 
that the impact of new growth in populations and dwelling units is mitigated, as the “= New 
Development” comes into the District. 
 
 Exhibit E: Fire Protection System Study (updated). 
 
 The New Construction Capital Fire Facilities Mitigation Fees as they are collected will be 
placed in a separate fire district budget account and deposited with the Lake County Treasurer under 
State Health and Safety Code Section 13854, and the Lake County Fire Mitigation Fee. 
 
VI. Summary: 
 
 The New Construction Fire Facilities/Expansions needed to continue/improve current fire 
protection service levels for “New Construction” expected during the next 10 years cannot be met with 
District operating funds provided by property tax assessments.  It would take approximately 25 years 
to acquire the fire facilities, needed expansions and equipment from the operating funds to meet the 
needs generated from “New Construction” for the next 8 to 10 years.  
 
 Government Code 66000 provides the procedure and the requirements that a fire district must 
meet in order for the County to be able to exact the fees necessary to mitigate the impact from new 
development projects. Updated exhibits demonstrate the need for this fee program to provide the 
means to add fire facilities/expansion and fire equipment to the Fire Protection System so that they 
are in place at the same pace that growth is taking place. 
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EXHIBIT A 
 

KNOWN DEVELOPMENTS AND NEW DWELLINGS 
 
 Currently, there are approximately 5,145 known single-family dwellings (SFD) within the 
District.  
 The September 12, 2015 Valley Fire is reported to have destroyed 1280 SFD.  SFD rebuilt 
were categorized as additions / remodels and are, therefore, not included in below ‘new’ builds in 
years 2015 through 2018. To date, it is estimated that half of the destroyed SFD have not rebuilt. 
 
Building Permits: 
 
Lake County Building Department issued 352 residential building permits in a ten-year period. 
 
Expected New Building Construction During the Next 10 Years: 
 
Expected new building construction based upon residential building permits issued during the last ten 
years: 

  
 31 in year 2012 
 42 in year 2013 
 30 in year 2014 
 24 in year 2015 
 27 in year 2016 
 27 in year 2017 
 43 in year 2018 
 65 in year 2019 
 37 in year 2020 
 57 in year 2021 
 383 total dwellings divided by 10 yrs = 38.3 annual average  
 

Average Dwelling Size: 
 
Average new dwelling based upon residential building permits issued during the last ten years: 
 
  2,024 square feet in year 2012 
  2,374 square feet in year 2013 
  2,704 square feet in year 2014 
  2,699 square feet in year 2015 
  2,531 square feet in year 2016 
  2,811 square feet in year 2017 
   2,110 square feet in year 2018 
  1,876 square feet in year 2019 
  1,950 square feet in year 2020 
  2,281 square feet in year 2021 
   23,361 total square feet divided by 10 = 2,336 average square feet 
 
Population Impact: 
 
Lake County uses a 2.5 residency factor for estimating the population within the Census Tracts that 
cover the District. 
       383 new dwellings x 2.5 = 957 new residents by year 2032 ÷10 yrs = 98 new residents per year 
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EXHIBIT B 
 

FACILITIES EXPANSION/REMODEL 
 
 
Meeting the demands of continuing service at current levels in most of the present facilities 
will require future remodels and/or expansions of those facilities to accommodate the 
increased call volume brought on by an ever-increasing population within the District 
caused by New Construction. Each of the District’s older fire stations (Cobb, Loch 
Lomond, and Hidden Valley) is anticipated to require differing levels of expansion/remodel.  
 
A mean average cost projection for this @ $400.00/square feet is: 
 

Hidden Valley station remodel / addition of approximately 2,190 square feet = 876,000 
 

 
 

TOTAL FACILITIES EXPANSION / REMODEL = 876,000 
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EXHIBIT C 
 

VEHICLE/EQUIPMENT REPLACEMENT PLAN 
 

Based on the replacement criteria established by the South Lake County Fire Protection District, the 
following replacement plan may be utilized for budget planning purposes. 
 
  Expected   Extraordinary Costs 
FY Apparatus / Equipment  Costs Sale Value (2021 dollars) 
 
2022-23 Amb-6211 270,000 5,000 265,000 
  
2023-24 E-6321  450,000 15,000 425,000 
  
2024-25 E-6011 450,000 15,000 425,000 
   
2025-26 E-6221 450,000 15,000 425,000 
  
2026-27 E-6421 450,000 15,000 425,000 
 
2027-28 WT-6011 200,000 5,000 195,000 
 
2028-29 U-6321 50,000 1,000 49,000 
  
2029-30 U-6022 50,000 1,000 49,000 
 
2030-31 U-6221 50,000 1,000 49,000 
 U-6421 50,000 1,000 49,000 
 
2031-32 U-6021 50,000 1,000 49,000 
 
 
  TOTAL (FY2022-23 TO 2031-32) 2,405,000 
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EXHIBIT D 
 

CALCULATIONS OF CAPITAL FIRE FACILITIES 
MITIGATION FEES 

 
 
 The formula for the following method for preparing calculations and determining mitigation fees 
for New Construction: 
 
Square Footage/Costs Calculations: 
 
A. 383 new dwellings x 2336 square feet =    894,688 square feet 
  (by the year 2032) 
 
B. Existing Facilities Expansion/Remodel =    $876,000 
  (by the year 2032) 
 
C. Equipment Upgrade Plan =     $2,405,000 
  (by the year 2032) 
 
 
Capital Fire Facilities/Improvements Total Next 10 Years: $3,281,000 
 
 
It has been determined that the Fees will be collected as follows:   
 
   $3,281,000 =  $3.67 per square foot 
   894,688 sq. ft. 
 
Ordinance No. 2775, adopted by the County of Lake Board of Supervisors June 6, 2006, establishes 
the fire mitigation fee ceiling at $1.00 per square foot. 
 
Average square footage of new construction: 2336 x $1.00/sq. ft. = $2,336 average fee 
 
This is a projected schedule of priority expenditures.  Under Government Code Section 66002, this 
plan must be updated on an annual basis. 
 
The New Facilities/Equipment and Facilities Expansion/Remodel costs are estimated on current rates, 
and specifications of these estimates are subject to change with inflation and the final bidding process. 
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EXHIBIT E 
 

FIRE PROTECTION SYSTEM STUDY 2000 
(Updated March 2022) 

STUDY OUTLINE 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 
I. MISSION STATEMENT 
 
II. DUTIES AND SERVICES 
 
III. STANDARDS 
 

A. Response Standard 
B. Station Locations Standards 
C. Structural Fire Suppression Standards 
 

IV. BACKGROUND 
 
A. History 
B. Geographic Profile 
C. Wild land/Rural Interface 
D. Map 1 

 
V. EXISTING CONDITIONS 
 

A. Call Volume 
B. Personnel Requirements 
C. Current Facilities and Equipment 
D. Population 
E. Growth Data 
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SOUTH LAKE COUNTY FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT 
FIRE PROTECTION SYSTEM STUDY 2000 

(Updated March 2022) 
INTRODUCTION 

 
I. Mission Statement: 
 
 It is the South Lake County Fire Protection District’s (SLCFPD) mission to minimize injuries, 
fatalities, and property losses through efficient and effective fire protection programs while maintaining 
a high level of fire suppression of structural, vehicular and wild land fires.  In addition, minimizing 
injuries and fatalities related to emergency medical incidents by providing rescue and Advanced Life 
Support (ALS) ambulance services. 
 
II. Duties And Services: 
 
 SLCFPD provides fire menace standby protection, public service assistance, and hazardous 
materials responses, as well as vegetation management. 
 
 Additionally, SLCFPD provides a four-element fire prevention program consisting of 
engineering, enforcement, education-information and Volunteers in Prevention along with disaster 
preparedness planning.  SLCFPD also provides leadership in emergency incident management, 
mutual aid and fire safe planning in a cost-effective and innovative manner within the District. 
 
III. Standards: 
 
 SLCFPD has adopted the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CALFIRE) 
Fire Safe Standards as fire protection guidelines for existing structures and new development in areas 
exposed to wild land interface fires as recommended in the Cobb and Middletown Area Plans of 1989.  
The basis for fire service standards rely on studies of the District, standards and practices of Fire 
Officers, LAFCO sphere of influence studies, the Lake County General and Community Plans, the 
Insurance Services Office standards and testing of the Fire Protection System and the National Fire 
Protection Association Standards. 
 
 Response Standards:  The District currently maintains the following response standards:
  
 The District is divided into Fire Management Areas (FMAS): 
 

FMA 1 - those areas within a five-minute travel time of a fire station will be known as the 
urban/suburban zone. 

 
FMA 2 - include the remainder of the District and will be identified as rural/wild land zone. 
 
Within: 
 
FMA 1 - ALS ambulance unit will arrive at 95% of emergency medical calls within 10 

minutes of receipt of call at the fire station. 
 
FMA 1 - The first engine will arrive at the scene of 90% of fire incidents within five 

minutes of receipt of call at the fire station. The balance of the “first alarm 
assignments” will arrive within 10 minutes. 
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FMA 2 - ALS ambulance unit will arrive at 90% of emergency medical calls within 15 
minutes of receipt of call at the fire station. 

 
FMA 2 - The first engine will arrive at the scene of 90% of fire incidents within 15 minutes 

of receipt of the call at the fire station. The balance of resources required for 
“first alarm assignment” will arrive within 25 minutes. 

 
Station Location Standards:  In evaluating proposed station locations and their respective 

priorities, such factors as call incidence and type, population, fire flow requirements, development 
density and valuation, land use and planned circulation in the service area should be considered. 

 
Structural Fire Suppression Standards:  Standards are contained in Uniform Fire Code, 

Uniform Building Code and National Fire Protection Association Standards. 
 
IV. Background: 
 
 SLCFPD is an independent special district with an elected Board of Directors, which was 
formed in 1925 as the Middletown Fire Protection District. The Lake County Board of Supervisors 
appointed the Board of Directors until 1988, when it was changed to an elected board. The District 
was renamed as the South Lake County Fire Protection District on March 18, 1987. 
 
 The South Lake County Fire Volunteer Firefighters Association Inc. consists of 35 volunteers. 
The District was staffed exclusively with volunteers until the first paid member was employed in 1978. 
The Fire Sirens is a District auxiliary organization, which was established April 1985 and supports 
programs for the District’s operations. The Fire Sirens have provided significant support to this District 
by raising funds to purchase equipment for the fire department. They also support personnel during 
training and emergency incidents by providing food and beverages. 
  

In order to provide stability, SLCFPD on June 15, 2000, voted to integrate their services with 
those of the CALFIRE effective July 1, 2000. 
  

Due to the loss of geothermal tax revenue, fiscal constraints have encouraged SLCFPD to re-
negotiate a three-year contract with Calpine in 2013 to provide Emergency Medical Services (Basic 
and Advanced Life Support), certifiable training to Calpine employees in Standard Industrial First Aid, 
First Responder and CPR, as well as Fire Prevention and Control training, along with OSHA 
compliance training to the Calpine Health and Safety group.  SLCFPD will also work with Calpine to 
coordinate the Geysers’ Emergency Preparedness and Response Plans and conduct Emergency 
Response Drills. 

 
 History:  SLCFPD serves an area of approximately 285 square miles in the southern portion 
of Lake County (see Map 1). Napa County bounds the District on the south, Sonoma County on the 
west, the Kelseyville Fire Protection District on the north and the Lake County Fire Protection District 
on the north/east. 
 
 In 1949, SLCFPD annexed the areas of the geothermal geyser industry. In October of 1989, 
the District annexed 6,500 acres in the Loch Lomond area.  In 2006, the District annexed 17,000 acres 
in the Jerusalem Valley area. At this time, mutual aid agreements have also been developed with 
CALFIRE/Napa County for fire protection and emergency medical services on Highway 29 between 
the Napa County line and the Robert Louis Stevenson Memorial State Park as well as the area of the 
Lake/Napa County line on Butts Canyon. 
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 Geographic Profile:  SLCFPD area includes the communities of Middletown, Hidden Valley, 
Anderson Springs, Cobb, Loch Lomond, Jerusalem Valley as well as numerous small developments 
and individual dwellings. The District also serves a portion of the geothermal geyser industry facilities 
on the western boundary of the District. 
 
 SLCFPD contains extensive areas of brush and timber that create high and extreme fire 
hazards to both urban and rural residential developments in which individual dwellings and small 
developments have been constructed with concentrations in the central and northern portions of the 
District. Because of this, the fire district has spearheaded and supported the South Lake Fire Safe 
Council’s Chipper/Abatement Program. Since 2003, the council has funded the completion of over 10 
miles of shaded fuel breaks in the communities of Loch Lomond, Pine Summit, Pine Grove, Rancheria, 
Seigler Canyon, Seigler Springs, the Cobb School, and the Summit Pool.   
 
 There are numerous areas within SLCFPD where access for fire fighting apparatus to 
structures is not available due to inadequate roads or bridges. The load limits on Big Canyon Road 
bridges prevents access of apparatus and the inability to use this road significantly increases response 
times from the Middletown and Hidden Valley stations to the Loch Lomond area. 
 
 SLCFPD has experienced numerous major fires, documenting the risk of fire within the District. 
Most of the community of Middletown was destroyed by fire in 1918. Two fires occurred in the 1960’s; 
one burned 52,000 acres and the other burned 15,000 acres. In 1961 the Widow Creek fire destroyed 
over 10,000 acres, also damaging homes and vehicles. In 1985, the Hidden Valley Lake fire consumed 
1,200 acres, destroyed 9 homes, damaged 16 and destroyed 4 vehicles. The Hidden Fire in 2000 
consumed 4,000 acres, 1 home and 3 buildings. In September of 2004, the Geysers Fire burned 
12,193 acres, destroyed 4 homes, 8 outbuildings and 12 cars, and threatened another 200 homes 
and 60 outbuildings, costing $4.4 million.  In July of 2006, the 29 Fire burned over 600 acres, 
destroying one mobile home, three sheds and one travel trailer.  On September 12, 2015, the Valley 
Fire burned 76,067 acres, destroying a total of 1958 structures, including 1,280 homes, 27 multi-family 
structures, 66 commercial properties and 585 other minor structures; damaging 93 structures, 
including 41 homes, 7 commercial properties, and 45 other minor structures, injuring 4 firefighters and 
4 civilian fatalities. 
 
 The major contributing factors to possible major fire disasters (fuel density, topography and 
weather) continue to exist. With continuous development and increased population within SLCFPD, 
the potential for major fire occurrences will significantly increase unless adequate fire prevention and 
control programs are maintained/improved. 
 
 There is potential for major industrial fire losses at the Geothermal Power Plants. Additionally, 
emergency medical incidents and vehicle accidents present a major potential for multiple injuries on 
the roadways within SLCFPD. In 1980, a tractor–trailer hauling waste materials collided with two vans 
and one passenger vehicle resulting in 8 fatalities and 10 injuries. During the summer months of 2000, 
there were 12+ fatalities and numerous injuries on the District highways.  During the summer of 2005, 
a duel fuel tanker overturned on Highway 29 activating response from the hazardous material team. 
From 2005 through 2007, there were 5 fatalities on Highway 29 and 1 in the community of Hidden 
Valley Lake.  During 2008, there were 2 fatalities on Highway 29 and 2 on Highway 175.  During 2009, 
there were 3 fatalities on Highway 29 and 2 on Butts Canyon. Also during 2009, there were 2 fatalities 
from a mid-air collision between a glider and tow plane. In 2010, there was one fatality on Highway 
29. 
 
 Wild land and Rural Interface:  SLCFPD is predominately wild land/urban interface and is 
entirely within State Responsibility Area. A vast majority of SLCFPD has been designated by CALFIRE 
as very high fire hazard area due to the density of vegetation, topography and climatic conditions 
during the declared fire season. 
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V. Existing Conditions: 
 Call Volume:   
  
 1994= 406 2004= 1122 2014=  1306 
 1995= 372 2005=   772 2015= 1415 
 1996= 425 2006= 787 2016= 1233 

 1997= 634 2007= 810 2017= 1322 
 1998= 770 2008= 869 2018= 1643 
 1999= 752 2009= 876 2019= 1787 
 2000= 810+ 2010= 979 2020= 1484 
 2001= 960+ 2011= 1173 2021= 1677  
 2002= 989 2012= 1201  
 2003= 881 2013= 1423 
 

Personnel Requirements:  Established standards for staffing needs are based upon pump 
delivery capabilities. NFPA requires four firefighters per each 250 GPM plus one officer. NFPA 
recommends that 4 volunteers are needed in response. 

 
Each firefighter must be in safety clothing as regulated by OSHA for personal safety. This 

includes self-contained breathing apparatus and personal alarms. This safety clothing is both legal 
equipment and a necessity to protect firefighters from costly injury when working in extremely 
dangerous and hostile environments. In addition to clothing, there are various types of equipment that 
need to be carried on the fire apparatus so the firefighters can apply water to the fire, gain entry to the 
structure and a multitude of tasks necessary for proper fire extinguishment and overhaul.  NFPA 
pamphlet #19 is a minimum guide used by many fire departments when selecting the support 
equipment to be carried on fire apparatus. 
 
 Current Facilities and Equipment: 
 
 Station 60: 21095 Hwy 175, Middletown, CA (District Headquarters) 

11,650 square feet built in 1992 
 
 This building is two stories and is owned by the District. The station has a conference room, 
administrative/personnel office, meeting room/kitchen area, two bathrooms, and four bay sections with 
drive through opening doors on the first floor. The second floor has living quarters with four sleeping 
rooms, full kitchen, computer bay and living quarters, two full sized bathrooms each with lockers, 
change stations and showers. On site is an emergency propane generator. 
 

This building is sprinklered.   
 
The equipment housed at this station is Engine 6011 and 6031, Water Tender 6011, Rescue 

6031, Medic 6011 and 6012, OES 359 and staff pickup. 
  
Station 62:  16547 Hwy 175, Cobb, CA 5,520 square feet built in 1972 
 
This building is single story concrete block and is owned by the District. There is no shop area. 

The station has five apparatus bays consisting of 2,740 square feet, a 740 square feet kitchen area 
and living/office space with 2-bed dormitory, two 60 square feet bathrooms, a 500-gallon gasoline fuel 
tank, a 500-gallon diesel tank, and an emergency propane generator.   

 
The addition of a 1,920 modular in fiscal year 2012-13 replaced the inadequate 740 square 

feet, less than ideal area with no separation between work and living quarters. The addition allows for 
expansion of staffing levels based on emergency activity or public demand placed on the station by 
development and growth.  
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The inadequate area will become the office space, creating a more inviting and profession 

office environment for the public to conduct business. 
 
This building is not sprinklered. 
 
The equipment housed at this station is Engine 6221 and 6231, Medic 6211, Snow Cat 6201, 

and Utility 6221. 
 
Station 63: 19287 Hartmann Rd, Hidden Valley Lake, CA 2,740 square feet built in 1980 
 
This building is a two story concrete block and is owned by the District. The lot size is 275,000 

square feet and is owned by the District. There is no shop or storage area.  The station has three 
apparatus bays consisting of 1,620 square feet and living quarters with dormitory of 1,120 square feet 
(720 square feet downstairs and 400 square feet upstairs), and emergency propane generator. 

 
This building is not sprinklered. 
 
The equipment housed at this station is Engine 6321, Medic 6311, and Utility 6321. 
 
Station 64: 10331 Redwood Rd, Loch Lomond, CA, 3,600 square feet built in 1959 
 
This building is a single story frame/concrete block and is owned by the District. The station 

has four apparatus bays consisting of 2,400 square feet, kitchen area, two bathrooms of 80 square 
feet, and an emergency propane generator.  

 
This building is not sprinklered. 
 
The equipment housed at this station is Engine 6421, Utility 6421, and Water Tender 6411. 
 
Population:  The District has an area of 285 square miles with a current population of 

approximately 11,000 residents living in 4 distinct communities. The 1998-99 assessed valuation is 
$893 million. There has been a remarkable increase in the rapid sale of homes throughout the county. 
Affordable housing has caused an influx of new homeowners and developers. With this huge amount 
of new construction of homes, brings increased populations that will bring demands for more retail 
businesses to the area.   

 
Growth Data:  Lake County is one of the fastest growing counties in the state.  As the 

population increases, a once adequate rural fire protection system based on fire flow and fire 
protection capability will no longer be sufficient. In addition to fire protection problems posed by growth, 
the issues of larger dwelling structures requiring greater fire flow considerations requires a rapid and 
effective response to every call with adequate equipment and water essential to preventing a 
catastrophic fire (as experienced in Nevada County in 1988 during the 49er Fire). 

 
Other Known New Construction And Proposed New Development Include: 
 
Kimco Development proposal in the Hidden Valley area includes 380 single family houses, a 

50 to 60-unit apartment building, a 50-unit senior apartment complex, a 49-bed assisted care facility, 
105,000 to 120,000 square feet of retail space, 15,000 to 20,000 square feet movie theater, 50,000 
square feet motel, and 20,000 to 30,000 square feet of general office. In 2021, the 18,000 square feet 
grocery building is near completion. 
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Chapter 27 - MITIGATION FEES

ARTICLE I. - FIRE MITIGATION FEES

 

Sec. 27-1. - Title.

This Article shall be known and be cited as the "Fire Mitigation Fee Ordinance."

(Ord. No. 2114, § 1, 10-20-92)

Sec. 27-2. - Purpose of article.

The purpose of this Article is to implement the Lake County General Plan policy providing for the adoption of �re mitigation fees and for the collection

of said fees at the time of the issuance of building permits, said fees to be allocated to the a�ected Fire Agency for the acquisition of capital facilities in

order to ensure the provision of the capital facilities necessary to maintain current levels of �re protection services necessitated by new Development.

(Ord. No. 2114, § 1, 10-20-92)

Sec. 27-3. - Findings.

The Board of Supervisors of the County of Lake �nds and declares as follows:

Adequate �re protection facilities must be available to serve new Development.

New Development requires the construction or expansion of �re protection facilities and the acquisition of equipment.

In many areas of the County, property taxes and �re suppression assessments currently collected by the agencies providing �re

protection services are insu�cient to provide funds for expansion or construction of �re facilities and purchase of equipment

necessitated by new Development resulting in the potential for inadequate �re protection coverage for the new Development and the

growing population.

The above conditions place Lake County's growing population in a condition perilous to its health and safety.

The impacts of Development on the existing �re protection facilities and equipment cannot be alleviated without County involvement.

For the above reasons, new methods for �nancing �re protection facilities and equipment necessitated by Development are needed in

Lake County.

(Ord. No. 2114, § 1, 10-20-92)

Sec. 27-4. - Prior agreements and dedication.

Any agreement existing prior to the operative date of this Article between an applicant for Development and a Fire Agency pertaining to the

dedication of land or payment of fees for �re facilities and equipment to serve the property which is the subject of the application, or any

portion thereof, shall satisfy the requirements of this Article.

If land, facilities or equipment has been dedicated or donated to, and accepted by, the Fire Agency as a condition of approval of a

discretionary permit, such dedication or donation may be considered by the Board of Supervisors as satisfying the requirements of this

Article.

(Ord. No. 2114, § 1, 10-20-92)

Sec. 27-5. - De�nitions.

Whenever the following words are used in this Article, they shall have the meaning ascribed to them in this section.

"Development" means all construction for which a building permit or other permit is required.

"Board" means the Board of Supervisors of the County of Lake.

"Other permits" means major and minor use permits.

"Clerk" means the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the County of Lake.

"Fire Agency" and "Agency" means any special district providing �re protection services within the unincorporated area of the County.

"Facilities and Equipment" means any long-term capital facilities and equipment used by a Fire Agency for �re suppression or

emergency medical services including station construction, station expansion and �re or emergency medical apparatus.
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(Ord. No. 2114, § 1, 10-20-92)

Sec. 27-6. - Exemptions.

There shall be exempt from the requirements of this article, building permits for the following types of development:

Piers which are not covered, ramps, boat lifts, docks, suspended platforms, and pilings;

Agricultural buildings requiring an exempt building permit.

The requirements of this article shall not apply to buildings constructed for governmental uses.

The requirements of this article shall not apply to the replacement on the same parcel by the owner of a dwelling or dwellings destroyed by

�re or other calamity or demolished for replacement provided that:

The application for building permit to replace such dwelling is �led with the County Building O�cial within one (1) year after the

destruction or demolition of the dwelling, or within three (3) years of the date a local emergency is declared if the destruction or

demolition occurred within the geographical area encompassed by that local emergency declaration and resulted from events giving

rise to said declaration;

There is no change in occupancy; and

There is no increase in square footage.

(Ord. No. 2114, § 1, 10-20-92; Ord. No. 2775, § 2, 6-6-2006; Ord. No. 3045, § 1, 8-2-2016 ; Ord. No. 3066, § 1, 8-22-2017 )

Sec. 27-7. - Required actions of a�ected �re service providers.

This Article shall become applicable to Development within the boundaries of a Fire Agency when the following events occur:

The governing body of a Fire Agency adopts a resolution making the following �ndings:

The Agency does not have existing �re protection facilities and equipment which could be used to provide an adequate level of

services to new Development within the district's boundaries.

The Agency does not have su�cient funds available to construct additional facilities from fund balances, capital facility funds,

property tax sources, �re suppression assessments, or any other appropriate sources.

The lack of �re protection facilities and equipment to serve new Development would create a situation perilous to the public

health and safety if �re mitigation fees are not levied within the district.

The Fire Agency resolves as follows:

The Agency requests that the County impose a speci�ed percentage of the �re mitigation fee ceiling on the Agency's behalf upon

applicants for building permits or other permits for Development.

Mitigation fees paid under this Article shall only be used to expand the availability of capital facilities and equipment to serve new

Development.

The Agency shall place all funds collected for the County under this Article, and all interest subsequently accrued by the Agency on

these funds, in a separate budget accounting category to be known as the "Lake County Fire Mitigation Fee."

The Agency shall expend funds from said "Lake County Fire Mitigation Fee" budget accounting category only for those purposes of

providing capital facilities and equipment to serve new Development.

The Agency shall submit a Fire Mitigation Fee Annual Report no later than October 31 of each year to the Clerk. Said report shall

include, but not be limited to, the balance in the account at the end of the previous �scal year, the fee revenue received, the

amount and type of expenditures made, and the ending balance in the fund. In addition, the report shall specify the actions the

Agency plans to take to alleviate the facility and equipment needs caused by new Development in a capital �re facilities and

equipment plan adopted at a noticed public hearing. The Agency shall make available, upon request by the Clerk, a copy of its

annual audit report.

The Agency shall make its records available to the public on request which justify the basis for the fee amount.

The Agency shall hold the County harmless for any errors made by the County in collecting or accounting for the fees for each

Agency.

The Agency shall make �ndings, with respect to any portion of the fee remaining unexpended or uncommitted in its account �ve

or more years after deposit of the fee, to identify the purpose to which the fee is to be put and to demonstrate a reasonable

relationship between the fee and the purpose for which it was charged. The Agency shall refund to the then current record owner

or owners of the Development project or projects on a prorated basis, the unexpended or uncommitted portion of the fee and any

interest accrued thereon, for which need cannot be demonstrated.

The governing body of the Fire Agency adopts a capital �re facility and equipment plan in accordance with Government Code Section
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66002 at a noticed public hearing.

The governing body of the Fire Agency shall send a certi�ed copy of the resolution and the capital �re facility and equipment plan to the

Clerk. The Clerk shall agendize said resolution and capital �re facilities and equipment plan for the Board's approval at a public hearing

noticed in the manner required by Government Code Section 66002(b). At the close of the public hearing thereon, the Board may

approve said resolution and capital �re facilities and equipment plan if it �nds that said documents meet the requirements of this

ordinance, the Lake County General Plan and Government Code Section 66000 et seq. The provisions of this Article shall be applicable

to all building permits and other permits issued for new construction within the boundaries of the Fire Agency thirty (30) days after the

Board's approval. Each Agency shall notify the County Building O�cial of the e�ective date of its mitigation fee.

By March 31 of each year following the year of the original adoption of a resolution and approval by the Board pursuant to this section,

the Agency shall submit a copy of a new resolution adopted by the governing body of the Agency making the �ndings requested by

Section 27-6 and setting the percentage of the �re mitigation fee ceiling requested by the Agency. This percentage may be revised in the

resolution up to the ceiling amount. If the resolution proposes to increase the �re mitigation fee from that previously approved by the

Board, said resolution shall only become e�ective if approved by the Board in the manner set forth in Section 27-6(d) above. This

revision shall be e�ective the following July 1.

(Ord. No. 2114, § 1, 10-20-92)

Sec. 27-8. - Fire Mitigation Fee Ceiling Established.

Based upon the average cost of providing a fully equipped �re station within the County of Lake, in relation to the average number of

new structures served by said station, a Fire Mitigation Fee Ceiling of one dollar ($1.00) per square foot of construction for all covered

roof area is hereby established.

A developer of a project subject to the above-described fee may apply to the Fire Agency for a reduction or adjustment of said fee based

upon the developer's voluntary undertaking of �re mitigation measures in addition to those required by this chapter which the Fire

Agency determines will further reduce the need for �re protection services.

(Ord. No. 2114, § 1, 10-20-92; Ord. No. 2775, § 3, 6-6-2006)

Sec. 27-9. - Fee payment.

Prior to the issuance of any building permit or other permit for Development, the applicant shall pay to the County the fees prescribed by the

Fire Agency resolution as approved by the Board, or shall present written evidence that the provisions of this Article have otherwise been

satis�ed with respect to the Development for which permits are sought.

The amount of such fees shall be determined by the Fire Mitigation Fee in e�ect on the date of the payment of fees for an unexpired plan

check.

When application is made for a new building permit following the expiration of a previously issued building permit for which fees were paid,

the fee payment shall not be required.

In the event that subsequent Development occurs with respect to property for which fees have been paid, additional fees shall be required

only for additional square footage of Development which was not included in computing the prior fee.

For the purpose of payment of the fees to County, the Board delegates to each Agency the responsibility to collect or accept payment of the

fees for each respective Agency.

(Ord. No. 2114, § 1, 10-20-92)

Sec. 27-10. - Administrative charge.

The County may charge, for its services in administering this Ordinance, an administrative charge of up to two (2) percent of the fees collected under

this ordinance.

(Ord. No. 2114, § 1, 10-20-92)

Sec. 27-11. - Use of fees.

With the exception of the administrative charge provided for herein, all fees collected pursuant to this Article, including any interest accrued thereon,

shall be used by the Agency for the purpose of providing for capital facilities and equipment.

(Ord. No. 2114, § 1, 10-20-92)

Sec. 27-12. - Fee fund records and report.
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Any Fire Agency receiving funds pursuant to this Article shall maintain a separate budget accounting category for any fees paid. Such category shall be

known as the "Lake County Fire Mitigation Fee" account. By October 31 of each year, each Agency receiving funds pursuant to this Article shall �le a report

with the Clerk on the balance in the account at the end of the previous �scal year, the fee revenue received, the amount and type of expenditures made,

and the ending balance in the fund. In addition, the report shall specify the actions the Agency plans to take to alleviate the facility and equipment needs

caused by new Development.

(Ord. No. 2114, § 1, 10-20-92)

Sec. 27-13. - Termination of fee collection.

Fee collection as to any Fire Agency shall terminate as follows:

If, by March 31 of any year following the year of the original adoption of a resolution pursuant to Section 27-6 which was approved by

the Board, the Fire Agency has not submitted a copy of a new resolution pursuant to Section 27-6(e), fee collection shall terminate July 1

of said year.

If, at any time, the governing body of a Fire Agency submits a copy of a resolution to the Clerk requesting termination of fee collection,

fee collection shall terminate thirty (30) days from the date of receipt by the Clerk.

Each Agency shall notify the County Building O�cial of the e�ective date of its termination of fee collection.

(Ord. No. 2114, § 1, 10-20-92)
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Meadowwood Subdivision is developing a 46-unit subdivision at Santa Clara Road and Timm 
Way in Middletown in two phases. 

 
Apartment complexes and cluster homes are currently being built in Middletown and more 

have been proposed. 
 
Calpine’s Geothermal Industry is expanding at the Geysers. 
 
Pinnacle Homes have purchased the Crazy Creek Glider property and propose to build 50 to 

300 homes at the 487-acre site at 18896 Grange Road. 
 

Renovation and construction of new facilities is proposed for the resort property historically 
known “Howard Hot Springs.” Avalon Springs plans to serve an anticipated 120 customers per day in 
67 guest units.  An additional 30 units are also proposed for the housing of approximately 60 on-site 
employees.  The project proposal is broken into three phases: The first phase focuses on the 
renovation of the existing lodge and renovation of guest units and hot springs facilities.  Phase two will 
further develop the site’s meeting capacity, development of additional resort services, employee 
housing and the development of a new campground facility.  The final phase of the project includes 
the full build-out of the proposed eco-village and development of the Special Events site.  

 
The Old Hoberg Resort was purchased by Golden Leaf Productions with the intent of 

revitalizing the property and bringing it back as a resort providing conference spaces, guest 
accommodations, a timeshare component with many other amenities.  Movie shots are planned for 
the property.  The project will be completed in phases over the next several years.  

 
Tenant occupancies located within the Coyote Valley Plaza now have new businesses, a 

pharmacy, restaurant, fitness center, and two other business type establishments have already taken 
hold with several more spaces left to be filled in 2012.  

 
Seen in Middletown are the re-establishment of the Jolly Cone and other tenant improvements.   
 
The Guenoc Valley Proposed Development Project consists of development of a master 

planned mixed-use resort and residential community within the 16,000-acre Guenoc Valley Ranch 
property in southeast Lake County, off-site workforce co-housing located in central Middletown, and a 
new or improved well and new water supply pipeline.  
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FIRE MITIGATION FEE FUND (ytd 3/4/22)

FYE Collected Refunded Interest  Subtotal Transferred Ending Balance  Transferred  Subtotal 
 Subtotal of

Itemized 
 Individual 
Transfers 

 Subtotal of
Transfers 

 Fund 357
Balance 

2001 52,906.65          52,906.65            52,906.65                 (16,754.70)         (16,754.70)           

2002 183,669.48        2,652.49            186,321.97          (66,316.52)           172,912.10               66,316.52             (66,316.52)         -                       

2003 253,105.99        (1,837.44)           5,011.48            256,280.03          (247,905.69)         181,286.44               231,643.62           (247,905.69)       (16,262.07)           

2004 287,929.51        (145.80)              3,909.82            291,693.53          (139,927.49)         333,052.48               139,927.49           (139,927.49)       (16,262.07)           

2005 309,284.25        (1,387.80)           6,060.88            313,957.33          (358,286.00)         288,723.81               360,389.86           (358,286.00)       (14,158.21)           

2006 226,323.84        (2,136.20)           12,045.59          236,233.23          (60,680.00)           464,277.04               74,837.22             (60,680.00)         (0.99)                    

2007 191,965.08        (1,922.70)           23,214.76          213,257.14          (71,765.00)           605,769.18               71,765.00             (71,765.00)         (0.99)                    

2008 162,308.50        (2,246.90)           29,848.66          189,910.26          (305,137.00)         490,542.44               295,612.00           (305,137.00)       (9,525.99)             

2009 64,791.40          (2,028.00)           14,261.16          77,024.56            (305,114.00)         262,453.00               305,963.92           (305,114.00)       (8,676.07)             

2010 44,181.00          2,440.43            46,621.43            (50,486.00)           258,588.43               50,473.25             (50,486.00)         (8,688.82)             

2011 30,729.75          1,831.05            32,560.80            (99,345.00)           191,804.23               92,778.48             (99,345.00)         (15,255.34)           

2012 36,786.00          1,885.74            38,671.74            (7,244.00)             223,231.97               30,010.05             (7,244.00)           7,510.71              

2013 36,826.00          1,478.50            38,304.50            (156,272.00)         105,264.47                154,902.48           (156,272.00)       6,141.19              

2014 76,805.00          (1,000.00)           868.14               76,673.14            (41,852.00)           140,085.61               41,852.64             (41,852.00)         0.64                     

2015 52,153.00          597.39               52,750.39            (169,911.00)         22,925.00                 169,911.51           (169,911.00)       1.15                     

2016 152,027.00        (3,177.00)           262.62               149,112.62          (25,353.00)           146,684.62               25,352.64             (25,352.00)         1.79                     

2017 172,469.00        (4,211.00)           1,663.68            169,921.68          (191,416.00)         125,190.30               190,805.47           (191,416.00)       (608.74)                

2018 107,828.00        (3,157.00)           1,792.39            106,463.39          (186,830.00)         44,823.69                 174,568.65           (186,830.00)       (12,870.09)           

2019 155,841.00        (1,575.18)           1,745.14            156,010.96          -                       200,834.65               (12,870.09)           

2020 140,513.50        (2,936.00)           4,108.21            141,685.71          -                       342,520.36               (12,870.09)           

2021 128,221.00        1,592.72            129,813.72          (396,667.00)         75,667.08                 400,118.30           (396,667.00)       (9,418.79)             

2022 122,525.00        (247.00)              122,278.00          -                       122,278.00               (9,418.79)             

to date 02/28 (9,418.79)             

GRAND TOTAL 2,989,189.95$   (28,008.02)$       117,270.85$      3,078,452.78$     (2,880,507.70)$    4,851,821.55$          (2,880,507.70)$     (2,826,361.06)$      2,877,229.10        (2,880,506.70)    (9,418.79)             

balance thru FYE 2020 is spent 2,826,361.06         
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South Lake County Fire Protection District 
in cooperation with 

California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection 
 

 

P.O. Box 1360 Middletown, CA 95461 - (707) 987-3089 
 
 
 
 

DATE:  March 4, 2022 

TO:  Board of Directors 

 

FROM:  Gloria Fong 
Staff Services Analyst 

SUBJECT:    Resolution No. 2021‐22‐21, A Resolution of the Board of Directors of the South Lake County 
Fire Protection District Making Findings and Requesting Imposition of the Fire Mitigation Fees 
Pursuant to the Lake County Fire Mitigation Fee Ordinance. 

 
Following  the  adoption  of  Fire  Protection  System  Study,  Fire  Protection  Standards,  and  a  Capital  Fire 
Facilities and Equipment Plan, the Governing body needs to making findings and requesting imposition of 
the fee, which is presented in subject resolution for the Board’s consideration. 

This resolution is required per Section 27‐7 (a) of the Ordinance, “The Governing body of the Fire Agency 
must find 1) that existing capital fire facility and equipment to adequately serve new Development, 2) there 
isn’t sufficient funds available for it, and 3) that the lack of it to serve new Development creates a situation 
perilous to public health and safety if fees aren’t collected.” 

Resolution No. 2021‐22‐21 makes these findings and requests the imposition of the $1.00 per square foot 
of new Development.  The $1.00 is the Fire Mitigation Fee Ordinance’s established ceiling per Section 27‐8 
(a). 

Attachment:  Resolution No. 2021‐22‐21 
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 BOARD OF DIRECTORS, SOUTH LAKE COUNTY FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT 1 

COUNTY OF LAKE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA 2 
 3 
 RESOLUTION NO. 2021-22   21   4 

 5 
A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE SOUTH LAKE COUNTY FIRE 6 
PROTECTION DISTRICT MAKING FINDINGS AND REQUESTING IMPOSITION OF FIRE 7 

MITIGATION FEES PURSUANT TO THE LAKE COUNTY FIRE MITIGATION FEE ORDINANCE 8 
 9 

WHEREAS, the South Lake County Fire Protection District (DISTRICT) is anticipating that 10 

new development will occur within the DISTRICT which will cause the need for the expansion of 11 

existing fire protection facilities; and 12 

WHEREAS, the District does not have sufficient funds available to construct additional 13 

facilities from fund balances, capital facility funds, property tax sources, fire suppression 14 

assessments, or any other appropriate sources necessitated by new development; and 15 

WHEREAS, in order to protect the health and safety of the residents of the DISTRICT, it 16 

is necessary to request the County of Lake to implement the Fire Mitigation Fee Ordinance within 17 

the District. 18 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Directors of the DISTRICT does 19 

hereby make the following findings: 20 

(1) The DISTRICT does not have existing fire protection facilities and equipment, which 21 

could be used to provide an adequate level of services to new Development within the 22 

DISTRICT’s boundaries; 23 

(2) The DISTRICT does not have sufficient funds available to construct additional facilities 24 

from fund balances, capital facility funds, property tax sources, fire suppression assessments, or 25 

any other appropriate sources; 26 

(3) The lack of fire protection facilities and equipment to serve new Development would 27 

create a situation perilous to public health and safety if fire mitigation fees are not levied within 28 

the DISTRICT. 29 

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that: 30 

(1) The DISTRICT requests that the County of Lake collect 100% ($1.00 per sq. ft.) of the 31 

fire mitigation fee ceiling on the DISTRICT’s behalf upon applicants for building permits or other 32 

permits for Development; 33 

(2) Mitigation fees paid pursuant to the Fire Mitigation Fee Ordinance shall only be used 34 

to expand the availability of capital facilities and equipment to serve new Development; 35 

(3) The DISTRICT shall place all funds received by the County under the Ordinance, and 36 

all interest subsequently accrued by the DISTRICT on these funds, in a separate budget 37 

accounting category to be known as the “LAKE COUNTY FIRE MITIGATION FEE;” 38 
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(4) The DISTRICT shall expend funds from said “LAKE COUNTY FIRE MITIGATION FEE” budget 39 

accounting category only for those purposes of providing capital facilities and equipment to serve new 40 

Development; 41 

(5) The DISTRICT shall submit a Fire Mitigation Fee Annual Report no later than October 42 

31 of each year to the County Clerk.  Said report shall include, but not be limited to, the balance 43 

in the account at the end of the previous fiscal year, the fee revenue received, the amount and 44 

type of expenditures made, and the ending balance in the fund.  In addition, the report shall specify 45 

the actions the DISTRICT plans to take to alleviate the facility and equipment needs caused by 46 

new Development in a capital fire facilities and equipment plan adopted at a noticed public 47 

hearing.  The DISTRICT shall make available, upon request by the County Clerk, a copy of its 48 

annual audit report; 49 

(6) The DISTRICT shall make its records available to the public on request which justify 50 

the basis for the fee amount; 51 

(7) The DISTRICT shall hold the County harmless for any errors of the County in collecting 52 

or accounting for the fees for the DISTRICT; 53 

(8) The DISTRICT shall make findings, with respect to any portion of the fees remaining 54 

unexpended or uncommitted in its account five or more years after deposit of the fee, to identify 55 

the purpose to which the fee is to be put and to demonstrate a reasonable relationship between 56 

the fee and the purpose for which it is charged.  The DISTRICT shall refund to the then current 57 

record owner or owners of the Development project or projects on a prorated basis, the 58 

unexpended or uncommitted portion of the fee and any interest accrued thereon, for which need 59 

cannot be demonstrated. 60 

A certified copy of this Resolution shall be delivered to the Clerk of the Lake County Board 61 

of Supervisors. 62 

THIS RESOLUTION was introduced and adopted by the Board of Directors of the South 63 

Lake County Fire Protection District at a regular meeting thereof on the   15th   day of   March  , 64 

2022 by the following vote: 65 

AYES:    66 

NOES:     67 

ABSENT OR NOT VOTING:        SOUTH LAKE COUNTY  68 
        FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT 69 
 70 
 71 
 72 
 73 
                  74 
ATTEST:          DEVIN HOBERG 75 
  Gloria Fong     President, Board of Directors 76 
  Clerk to the Board of Directors 77 



South Lake County Fire Protection District 
in cooperation with 

California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection 

P.O. Box 1360 Middletown, CA 95461 - (707) 987-3089 

DATE:  February 17, 2021 

TO:  Board of Directors 

FROM:  Gloria Fong 
Staff Services Analyst 

SUBJECT:    Consideration for Objection to Tax Defaulted Properties Approved for Public Auction

Attached is notification of (900) parcel  list the County Board of Supervisors approved for the next public 
auction to be held May 27, 2022 – June 1, 2022. 14% of the parcels on the list are within the South Lake 
County Fire Protection District  jurisdiction (Fire District) and about 90% of  these are vacant parcels  (see 
attached Fire District list). 

Taxing agencies can object to parcels offered for tax sales. The types of objection are listed on their second 
page and summarized below: 

1) Objection Solely to Preserve a Lien
2) Objection to Purchase a Parcel as an Option to Preserve a Lien
3) Objection to Purchase a Parcel as a Requirement to Preserve a Lien
4) Objection to Purchase a Parcel for Public Use Pursuant to §3695.4
5) Objection to Purchase a Parcel for Low‐Income or Preserving Open Space Use Pursuant to §3695.5

The Fire District doesn’t issue liens. Therefore, there is no reason to take action on the attached notice and 
to allow the County to proceed with putting the parcels for next public auction to be held May 27, 2022 – 
June 1, 2022. 

Please note that if the property tax is reset for the auctioned price.  Therefore, if auctioned less, it equates 
to loss in property valuation and if more, more in property valuation. Most of you have seen, read attached 
‘Understanding California’s Property Tax.  I am providing it again as a refresher. 

Attachments:  County Tax Collector Notification  
Fire District List 
Understanding California’s Property Tax 































































SOUTH LAKE COUNTY FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT

Tax Defaulted Properties to be Auctioned 5/27/22‐6/1/22

Situs1 Situs2 MarketLandtructuralImp Descr Use Description building size acres

1 8255 HIGH VALLEY RD COBB CA 113248 33972 R9XXT

Residential; Trailer site with imps.; ; ; 

Trailer on site 3.6373

2 15125 STATE HWY 175 COBB CA 25000 5000 RXXXM Residential; ; ; ; Misc. Imps. 2282 0.3926

3 21545 DRY CREEK CUTOFF MIDDLETOWN CA 136464 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  5.0547

4 22620 SHADY GROVE RD MIDDLETOWN CA 9441 73472 R4XXX Residential; Single family residence; ; ; 1927 1.5932

5 15445 SUNSET AVE MIDDLETOWN CA 35505 5548 R4XXX Residential; Single family residence; ; ; 1645 0.2328

6 10672 FOOTHILL RD LOCH LOMOND CA 21292 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.1807

7 10890 FOOTHILL RD LOCH LOMOND CA 3042 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2077

8 10847 FOOTHILL RD LOCH LOMOND CA 3384 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.1856

9 10867 FOOTHILL RD LOCH LOMOND CA 3384 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.1893

10 10887 FOOTHILL RD LOCH LOMOND CA 6795 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.3783

11 16931 CASTLEWOOD RD WHISPERING PINES CA 1333 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.107

12 17093 WILDWOOD WY WHISPERING PINES CA 3466 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2811

13 10264 PINEWOOD WY WHISPERING PINES CA 13014 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2738

14 10341 PINEWOOD WY WHISPERING PINES CA 8000 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2948

15 10339 PINEWOOD WY WHISPERING PINES CA 8000 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.21

16 10337 PINEWOOD WY WHISPERING PINES CA 26754 23405 R4XXX Residential; Single family residence; ; ; 672 0.1982

17 11050 ROSE ANDERSON RD MIDDLETOWN CA 17663 331 R4XXX Residential; Single family residence; ; ; 324 0.2132

18 11051 HOT SPRINGS RD MIDDLETOWN CA 49248 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  252 0.362

19 9891 LUKES RD COBB CA 10752 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.1851

20 12566 OBSERVATION RD LOCH LOMOND CA 6007 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.1375

21 12588 OBSERVATION RD LOCH LOMOND CA 6007 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.145

22 16303 NIBLICK RD COBB CA 8083 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.197

23 10362 TWIN OAKS DR COBB CA 10442 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.1852

24 16645 MOUNTAIN VIEW DR COBB CA 41421 39055 R4XXX Residential; Single family residence; ; ; 1016 0.1829

25 11085 OAK ST COBB CA 10908 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.1902

26 10789 PINE POINT RD COBB CA 2436 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.3814

27 16840 MEADOW CIR COBB CA 4405 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.141

28 16850 MEADOW CIR COBB CA 4579 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.1451

29 10954 FAWN CT COBB CA 4579 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.1466

30 13491 CANYON WY COBB CA 3470 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.5279

31 14544 SNEAD DR COBB CA 1000 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2962

32 13980 CASENTINI DR COBB CA 12595 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.3856

33 14042 CASENTINI DR COBB CA 12595 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.4306

34 9650 PALMER DR COBB CA 1000 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.3553

35 9688 PALMER DR COBB CA 4244 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.4217

36 9718 PALMER DR COBB CA 1000 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.4483

37 9818 HARRINGTON FLAT RD LOCH LOMOND CA 1000 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.3736

38 9640 HARRINGTON FLAT RD LOCH LOMOND CA 1000 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.305

39 14627 LEMA LN COBB CA 33918 3328 R4XXX Residential; Single family residence; ; ; 1088 0.2371

40 14379 NELSON CT COBB CA 56880 3328 R4XXX Residential; Single family residence; ; ; 1355 0.3221

41 11050 LOCH LOMOND RD LOCH LOMOND CA 40713 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  1.3117

42 17500 DIAMOND RIDGE RD LOWER LAKE CA 34853 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  20.0263

43 17485 DIAMOND RIDGE RD LOWER LAKE CA 34853 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  19.7981

44 17619 DIAMOND RIDGE RD LOWER LAKE CA 34853 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  19.2436



SOUTH LAKE COUNTY FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT

Tax Defaulted Properties to be Auctioned 5/27/22‐6/1/22

Situs1 Situs2 MarketLandtructuralImp Descr Use Description building size acres

45 15923 RED CANYON RD MIDDLETOWN CA 88767 41421 R9XXT

Residential; Trailer site with imps.; ; ; 

Trailer on site 5.3953

46 17193 KNOLLVIEW DR HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 7768 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.296

47 18766 EAST RIDGE VIEW DR HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 14000 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.5892

48 19431 DEER HILL RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 11770 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.26

49 19395 DEER HILL RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 11851 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.304

50 19323 NORTH SHORE CT HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 30000 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2818

51 18523 LAKERIDGE CIR HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 15767 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.4369

52 18571 LAKERIDGE CIR HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 27000 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.3949

53 18587 LAKERIDGE CIR HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 27000 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.4772

54 18603 LAKERIDGE CIR HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 5244 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.4554

55 18795 LAKERIDGE CIR HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 10654 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.5652

56 18953 SPYGLASS RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 12500 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.1971

57 18946 MOON RIDGE RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 30000 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.4429

58 18960 MOON RIDGE RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 30000 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.341

59 19006 HIDDEN VALLEY RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 25000 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2435

60 19242 MOON RIDGE RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 10500 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.3385

61 19642 DONKEY HILL RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 6958 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.288

62 19968 POWDER HORN RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 2218 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2886

63 19552 PARK RIDGE DR HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 26950 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.3704

64 19792 POWDER HORN RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 13973 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2678

65 21164 POWDER HORN RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 16649 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.4177

66 21100 POWDER HORN RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 11832 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.6039

67 20891 POWDER HORN RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 8944 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.3

68 20393 POWDER HORN RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 25481 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  2.052

69 20505 POWDER HORN RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 7768 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2681

70 19723 OAK FLAT RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 11512 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.1658

71 19917 MOUNTAIN MEADOW NORTH HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 8202 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.1993

72 19807 BEAR VALLEY RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 30000 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.1839

73 17028 SPRUCE GROVE RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 17403 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  1.2888

74 16801 SPRUCE GROVE RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 30000 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.5417

75 18133 DEER HILL RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 38276 80927 R4XXX Residential; Single family residence; ; ; 1118 0.3188

76 18329 DEER HILL RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 13647 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2121

77 18460 NORTH SHORE DR HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 30000 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.3885

78 18653 GLENWOOD RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 5772 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.3702

79 18645 GLENWOOD RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 5548 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2473

80 18802 FERNWOOD RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 11677 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.256

81 18771 FERNWOOD RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 5687 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.1827

82 18743 FERNWOOD RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 12300 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2717

83 18733 FERNWOOD RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 11126 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2913

84 18937 DOE CT HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 6821 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2957

85 18836 COYLE SPRINGS RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 4225 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.1834

86 18590 GLENWOOD RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 33443 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.1965

87 18856 STONEGATE RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 11497 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.3722

88 18570 GLENWOOD RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 12325 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2



SOUTH LAKE COUNTY FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT

Tax Defaulted Properties to be Auctioned 5/27/22‐6/1/22

Situs1 Situs2 MarketLandtructuralImp Descr Use Description building size acres

89 18560 GLENWOOD RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 29735 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2017

90 17449 GREENRIDGE RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 4674 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.1862

91 16711 GREENRIDGE RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 6678 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.1797

92 17335 GREENRIDGE RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 18000 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2742

93 17144 SQUIRRELHILL RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 3232 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.1818

94 17251 GREENRIDGE RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 30000 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2122

95 16610 JADE CT HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 7923 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2207

96 16459 CONESTOGA RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 14126 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2787

97 18218 BOXWOOD CT HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 2076 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.3383

98 16333 CONESTOGA RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 13000 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2834

99 16382 FIRETHORN RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 4372 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2503

100 16392 FIRETHORN RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 12800 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2606

101 16512 HACIENDA CT HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 2076 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.4004

102 17657 DEER HILL RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 5686 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.3222

103 16512 CRESCENT CT HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 30000 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2371

104 17482 DEER HILL RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 30000 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.3136

105 18623 PIN OAK CT HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 7134 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.3108

106 16500 EAGLE ROCK RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 6958 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.9046

107 17384 DEER HILL RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 7392 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.3183

108 16244 EAGLE ROCK RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 9554 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.286

109 16337 EAGLE ROCK RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 6958 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2102

110 16409 EAGLE ROCK RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 8119 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.5087

111 16161 EAGLE ROCK RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 6659 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.4089

112 16209 EAGLE ROCK RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 4225 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2953

113 16152 EAGLE ROCK RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 6821 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2451

114 15781 LITTLE PEAK RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 13500 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.4423

115 16025 EAGLE ROCK RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 5343 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2692

116 16041 EAGLE ROCK RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 4547 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2035

117 16049 EAGLE ROCK RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 4547 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2401

118 16065 EAGLE ROCK RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 30000 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2567

119 16073 EAGLE ROCK RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 21000 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.301

120 16081 EAGLE ROCK RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 9900 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2852

121 15776 LITTLE PEAK RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 32024 144143 R4XXX Residential; Single family residence; ; ; 1396 0.2524

122 15603 EAGLE ROCK RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 15081 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2016

123 15627 EAGLE ROCK RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 10932 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.2146

124 15678 EAGLE ROCK RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 29118 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.1982

125 19366 DONKEY HILL RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 8523 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.5259

126 19462 DONKEY HILL RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 11105 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.6853

127 19711 DONKEY HILL RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 5658 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.3239

128 16377 EAGLE ROCK RD HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CA 16696 0 RVXXX Residential; Vacant; ; ;  0.4679
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exeCUTIVe sUmmARy
The various taxes and charges on a California property tax bill are complex and often not well 

understood. This report provides an overview of this major source of local government revenue and 
highlights key policy issues related to property taxes and charges.

A Property Tax Bill Includes a Variety of Different Taxes and Charges. A typical California 
property tax bill consists of many taxes and charges including the 1 percent rate, voter-approved debt 
rates, parcel taxes, Mello-Roos taxes, and assessments. This report focuses primarily on the  
1 percent rate, which is the largest tax on the property tax bill and the only rate that applies uniformly 
across every locality. The taxes due from the 1 percent rate and voter-approved debt rates are based on 
a property’s assessed value. The California Constitution sets the process for determining a property’s 
taxable value. Although there are some exceptions, a property’s assessed value typically is equal to its 
purchase price adjusted upward each year by 2 percent. Under the Constitution, other taxes and charges 
may not be based on the property’s value.

The Property Tax Is One of the Largest Taxes Californians Pay. In some years, Californians pay 
more in property taxes and charges than they do in state personal income taxes, the largest  
state General Fund revenue source. Local governments collected about $43 billion in 2010-11 from the  
1 percent rate. The other taxes and charges on the property tax bill generated an additional  
$12 billion.

The Property Tax Base Is Diverse. Property taxes and charges are imposed on many types of 
property. For the 1 percent rate, owner-occupied residential properties represent about  
39 percent of the state’s assessed value, followed by investment and vacation residential properties  
(34 percent) and commercial properties (28 percent). Certain properties—including property owned by 
governments, hospitals, religious institutions, and charitable organizations—are exempt from the  
1 percent property tax rate.

All Revenue From Property Taxes Is Allocated to Local Governments. Property tax revenue remains 
within the county in which it is collected and is used exclusively by local governments. State laws control 
the allocation of property tax revenue from the 1 percent rate to more than 4,000 local governments, 
with K-14 districts and counties receiving the largest amounts. The distribution of property tax revenue, 
however, varies significantly by locality.

The Property Tax Has a Significant Effect on the State Budget. Although the property tax is a local 
revenue source, it affects the state budget due to the state’s education finance system—additional property 
tax revenue from the 1 percent rate for K-14 districts generally decreases the state’s spending obligation 
for education. Over the years, the state has changed the laws regarding property tax allocation many 
times in order to reduce its costs for education programs or address other policy interests.

The State’s Current Property Tax Revenue Allocation System Has Many Limitations. The 
state’s laws regarding the allocation of property tax revenue from the 1 percent rate have evolved over 
time through legislation and voter initiatives. This complex allocation system is not well understood, 
transparent, or responsive to modern local needs and preferences. Any changes to the existing system, 
however, would be very difficult.
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California’s Property Tax System Has Strengths and Limitations. Economists evaluate taxes 
using five common tax policy criteria—growth, stability, simplicity, neutrality, and equity. The 
state’s property tax system exhibits strengths and limitations when measured against these five 
criteria. Since 1979, revenue from the 1 percent rate has exceeded growth in the state’s economy. 
Property tax revenue also tends to be less volatile than other tax revenues in California due to the 
acquisition value assessment system. (Falling real estate values during the recent recession, however, 
caused some areas of the state to experience declines in assessed value and more volatility than 
in the past.) Although California’s property tax system provides governments with a stable and 
growing revenue source, its laws regarding property assessment can result in different treatment 
of similar taxpayers. For example, newer property owners often pay a higher effective tax rate than 
people who have owned their homes or businesses for a long time. In addition, the property tax 
system may distort business and homeowner decisions regarding relocation or expansion.
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InTRoDUCTIon

For many California taxpayers, the property 
tax bill is one of the largest tax payments they 
make each year. For thousands of California local 
governments—K-12 schools, community colleges, 
cities, counties, and special districts—revenue from 
property tax bills represents the foundation of their 
budgets.

Although property taxes and charges play a 
major role in California finance, many elements 
of this financing system are complex and not well 
understood. The purpose of this report is to serve 
as an introductory reference to this key funding 
source. The report begins by explaining the most 
common taxes and charges on the property 

tax bill and how these levies are calculated. It 
then describes how the funds collected from 
property tax bills—$55 billion in 2010-11—are 
distributed among local governments. Last, because 
California’s property taxation system has evoked 
controversy over the years, the report provides 
a framework for evaluating it. Specifically, we 
examine California property taxes relative to 
the criteria commonly used by economists for 
reviewing tax systems, including revenue growth, 
stability, simplicity, neutrality, and equity. The 
report is followed with an appendix providing 
further detail about the allocation of property tax 
revenue.

A California property tax bill includes a variety 
of different taxes and charges. As shown on the 
sample property tax bill in Figure 1, these levies 
commonly include:

•	 The 1 percent rate 
established by 
Proposition 13 (1978).

•	 Additional tax rates 
to pay for local voter-
approved debt.

•	 Property assessments.

•	 Mello-Roos taxes.

•	 Parcel taxes.

The Constitution 
establishes a process for 
determining a property’s 
taxable value for purposes of 
calculating tax levies from 

the 1 percent rate and voter-approved debt. In our 
sample property tax bill, “Box A” identifies the 
taxable value of the property and “Box B” shows 
the property’s tax levies that are calculated based 

ARTWORK #120521

Property ID: 1234567

Mailing Address: 
Doe, Jane
1234 ABC Street
Sacramento, CA 00000

2012-13 Roll 

Land
Improvements

Total
Less Exemptions

Net Assessed Value

Assessed Value 

$115,000.00
$242,000.00

$357,000.00
    $7,000.00

$350,000.00

Secured Property Tax for Fiscal Year July 1, 2012 to June 30, 2013

Property Owner Information

Property Valuation on Jan 1, 2012

Detail of Taxes Due

Sample Annual Property Tax Bill

Agency

General Tax Levy

Voter-Approved Debt Rates
     City
     Water District
     School District
     Community College District

Direct Levies
     Sidewalk District Assessment
     Flood Control District Assessment
     Street Lighting District Assessment
     Mello-Roos District
     School District Parcel Tax

Total Taxes Due

     1st Installment
     2nd Installment

Rate

1.0000

0.0201
0.0018
0.1010
0.0102

Amount

$3,500.00

$70.35
  6.30

  353.50
  35.70

  $9.36
  64.39
  12.71
  86.51

  125.00

$4,263.82

$2,131.91
  2,131.91

Figure 1

B

C

D

A
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WHAT Is on THe PRoPeRTy TAx BILL?
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on this value. Levies based on value—such as the 
1 percent rate and voter-approved debt rates—are 
known as “ad valorem” taxes.

Under the Constitution, other taxes and 
charges on the property tax bill (shown in  
“Box C”) may not be based on the property’s 
taxable value. Instead, they are based on other 

factors, such as the benefit the property owner 
receives from improvements.

As shown in “Box D,” the total amount due on 
most property tax bills is divided into two equal 
amounts. The first payment is due by December 10 
and the second payment is due by April 10.

HoW ARe PRoPeRTy TAxes  
AnD CHARGes DeTeRmIneD?

Ad valorem property taxes—the 1 percent rate 
and voter-approved debt rates—account for nearly 
90 percent of the revenue collected from property 
tax bills in California. Given their importance, 
this section begins with an overview of ad 
valorem taxes and describes how county assessors 
determine property values. Later in the chapter, we 
discuss the taxes and charges that are determined 
based on factors other than property value.

Taxes Based on Property Value

The 1 Percent Rate. The largest component 
of most property owners’ annual property 
tax bill is the 1 percent rate—often called the 
1 percent general tax levy or countywide rate. The 
Constitution limits this rate to 1 percent of assessed 
value. As shown on our sample property tax bill, 
the owner of a property assessed at $350,000 owes 
$3,500 under the 1 percent rate. The 1 percent rate 
is a general tax, meaning that local governments 
may use its revenue for any public purpose.

Voter-Approved Debt Rates. Most tax bills 
also include additional ad valorem property tax 
rates to pay for voter-approved debt. Revenue 
from these taxes is used primarily to repay general 
obligation bonds issued for local infrastructure 
projects, including the construction and 
rehabilitation of school facilities. (As described 

in the nearby box, some voter-approved rates are 
used to pay obligations approved by local voters 
before 1978.) Bond proceeds may not be used for 
general local government operating expenses, 
such as teacher salaries and administrative costs. 
Most local governments must obtain the approval 
of two-thirds of their local voters in order to 
issue general obligation bonds repaid with debt 
rates. General obligation bonds for school and 
community college facilities, however, may be 
approved by 55 percent of the school or community 
college district’s voters. Local voters do not 
approve a fixed tax rate for general obligation bond 
indebtedness. Instead, the rate adjusts annually so 
that it raises the amount of money needed to pay 
the bond costs.

Property tax bills often include more than one 
voter-approved debt rate. In our sample property 
tax bill, for example, the property owner is subject 
to four additional rates because local voters have 
approved bond funds for the city and water, 
school, and community college districts where the 
property is located. These rates tend to be a small 
percentage of assessed value. Statewide, the average 
property tax bill includes voter-approved debt rates 
that total about one-tenth of 1 percent of assessed 
value.
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Calculating Property Value for  
Ad Valorem Taxes

One of the first items listed on a property 
tax bill is the assessed value of the land and 
improvements. Assessed value is the taxable value 
of the property, which includes the land and any 
improvements made to the land, such as buildings, 

landscaping, or other developments. The assessed 
value of land and improvements is important 
because the 1 percent rate and voter-approved 
debt rates are levied as a percentage of this value, 
meaning that properties with higher assessed 
values owe higher property taxes.

Debt Approved by Voters Prior to 1978

The California Constitution allows local governments to levy voter-approved debt 
rates—ad valorem rates above the 1 percent rate—for two purposes. The first purpose is to 
pay for indebtedness approved by voters prior to 1978, as allowed under Proposition 13 (1978). 
Proposition 42 (1986) authorized a second purpose by allowing local governments to levy additional 
ad valorem rates to pay the annual cost of general obligation bonds approved by voters for local 
infrastructure projects. Because most debt approved before 1978 has been paid off, most voter-
approved debt rates today are used to repay general obligation bonds issued after 1986 as authorized 
under Proposition 42.

Some local governments, however, continue to levy voter-approved debt rates for indebtedness 
approved by voters before 1978. While most bonds issued before the passage of Proposition 13 have 
been paid off, state courts have determined that other obligations approved by voters before 1978 
also can be paid with an additional ad valorem rate. Two common pre-1978 obligations paid with 
voter-approved debt rates are local government employee retirement costs and payments to the State 
Water Project.

Voter-Approved Retirement Benefits. Voters in some counties and cities approved ballot 
measures or city charters prior to 1978 that established retirement benefits for local government 
employees. The California Supreme Court ruled that such pension obligations represent voter-
approved indebtedness that could be paid with an additional ad valorem rate. Local governments 
may levy the rate to cover pension benefits for any employee, including those hired after 1978, but 
not to cover any enhancements to pension benefits enacted after 1978. Local governments may adjust 
the rate annually to cover employee retirement costs, but state law limits the rate to the level charged 
for such purposes in 1982-83 or 1983-84, whichever is higher. A recent review shows that at least  
20 cities and 1 county levy voter-approved debt rates to pay some portion of their annual pension 
costs. The rates differ by locality. For example, the City of Fresno’s voter-approved debt rate for 
employee retirement costs is 0.03 percent of assessed value in 2012-13, while the City of San 
Fernando’s rate is 0.28 percent.

State Water Project Payments. Local water agencies can levy ad valorem rates above the 
1 percent rate to pay their annual obligations for water deliveries from the State Water Project. 
State courts concluded that such costs were voter-approved debt because voters approved the 
construction, operation, and maintenance of the State Water Project in 1960. As a result, most water 
agencies that have contracts with the State Water Project levy a voter-approved debt rate.
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Under California’s tax system, the assessed 
value of most property is based on its purchase 
price. Below, we describe the process county 
assessors use to determine the value of local “real 
property” (land, buildings, and other permanent 
structures). This is followed by an explanation of 
how assessors determine the value of “personal 
property” (property not affixed to land or 
structures, such as computers, boats, airplanes, and 
business equipment) and “state assessed property” 
(certain business properties that cross county 
boundaries).

Local Real Property Is Assessed at Acquisition 
Value and Adjusted Upward Each Year. The 
process that county assessors use to determine 
the value of real property was established by 
Proposition 13. Under this system, when real 
property is purchased, the county assessor assigns 
it an assessed value that is equal to its purchase 
price, or “acquisition value.” Each year thereafter, 
the property’s assessed value increases by 2 percent 

or the rate of inflation, whichever is lower. This 
process continues until the property is sold, at 
which point the county assessor again assigns it 
an assessed value equal to its most recent purchase 
price. In other words, a property’s assessed value 
resets to market value (what a willing buyer would 
pay for it) when it is sold. (As shown in Figure 2, 
voters have approved various constitutional 
amendments that exclude certain property 
transfers from triggering this reassessment.)

In most years, under this assessment practice, a 
property’s market value is greater than its assessed 
value. This occurs because assessed values increase 
by a maximum of 2 percent per year, whereas 
market values tend to increase more rapidly. 
Therefore, as long as a property does not change 
ownership, its assessed value increases predictably 
from one year to the next and is unaffected by 
higher annual increases in market value. For 
example, Figure 3 shows how a hypothetical 
property purchased in 1995 for $185,000 would 

Figure 2

Property Transfers That Do Not Trigger Reassessment
Proposition Year Description

3 1982 Allows property owners whose property has been taken by eminent domain proceedings 
to transfer their existing assessed value to a new property of similar size and function.

50 1986 Allows property owners whose property has been damaged or destroyed in a natural  
disaster to transfer their existing assessed value to a comparable replacement  
property within the same county.

58 1986 Excludes property transfers between spouses or between parents and children from  
triggering reassessment.

60 1986 Allows homeowners over the age of 55 to transfer their existing assessed value to a new 
home, of equal or lesser market value, within the same county.

90 1988 Extends Proposition 60 by allowing homeowners to transfer their existing assessed value 
to a new home, of equal or lesser market value, in a different participating county.

110 1990 Allows disabled homeowners to transfer their existing assessed value from an existing 
home to a newly purchased home of equal or lesser market value.

171 1993 Extends Proposition 50 by allowing property owners affected by a natural disaster to 
transfer their existing assessed value to a comparable replacement property in a  
different participating county.

193 1996 Excludes property transfers between grandparents and grandchildren (when the parents 
are deceased) from triggering reassessment.

1 1998 Allows property owners whose property is made unusable by an environmental problem 
to transfer their existing assessed value to a comparable replacement property.
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be assessed in 2012. Although the market value 
of the property increased to $300,000 by 2002, 
the assessed value was $200,000 because assessed 
value grew by only up to 2 percent each year. Upon 
being sold in 2002, the property’s assessed value 
reset to a market value of $300,000. Because of the 
large annual increase in home values after 2002, 
however, the market value was soon much greater 
than the assessed value for the new owner as well.

Property Improvements Are Assessed 
Separately. When property owners undertake 
property improvements, 
such as additions, 
remodeling, or building 
expansions, the additions 
or upgrades are assessed 
at market value in that 
year and increase by up 
to 2 percent each year 
thereafter. The unimproved 
portion of the property 
continues to be assessed 
based on its original 

acquisition value. For example, if a homeowner 
purchased a home in 2002 and then added a garage 
in 2010, the home and garage would be assessed 
separately. The original property would be assessed 
at its 2002 acquisition value adjusted upward each 
year while the garage would be assessed at its 2010 
market value adjusted upward. The property’s 
assessed value would be the combined value of the 
two portions. (As shown in Figure 4, voters have 
excluded certain property improvements from 
increasing the assessed value of a property.)

Market Value Can Exceed Assessed Value

Figure 3

ARTWORK #120521
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 $600,000
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Property Purchased in 1995
Assessed at acquisition value.

Assessed Value
Increases by up to 

2 percent each year.

Property Sold in 2002
Reassessed to acquisition value, then 
increases by up to 2 percent annually.

Market Value
Increases or decreases based 
on local real estate conditions.
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Figure 4

Property Improvements That Do Not Increase a  
Property’s Assessed Value
Constitutional Amendments Approved After June 1978

Proposition Year Type of Improvement

8 1978 Reconstruction following natural disaster
7 1980 Solar energy construction

31 1984 Fire-safety improvements
110 1990 Accessibility construction for disabled homeowners
177 1994 Accessibility construction for any property

1 1998 Reconstruction following environmental contamination
13 2010 Seismic safety improvements
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Assessed Value May Be Reduced When Market 
Values Fall Significantly. When real estate values 
decline or property damage occurs, a property’s 
market value may fall below its assessed value as set 
by Proposition 13. Absent any adjustment to this 
assessed value, the property would be taxed at a 
greater value than it is worth.

In these events, county assessors may 
automatically reduce the Proposition 13 assessed 
value of a property to its current market value. 
If they do not, however, a property owner may 
petition the assessor to have his or her assessed 
value reduced. These decline-in-value properties are 
often called “Prop 8 properties” after Proposition 8 
(1978), which authorizes this assessment reduction 
to market value. Figure 5 illustrates the assessment 
of a hypothetical decline-in-value property over 
time. The market value of the property purchased 
in 1995 stays above its Proposition 13 assessed 
value through 2007. A significant decline, however, 

drops the property’s market value below its  
Proposition 13 assessed value. At this time, the 
property receives a decline-in-value assessment 
(equal to its market value) that is less than its 
Proposition 13 assessment. For three years, the 
property is assessed at market value, which may 
increase or decrease by any amount. By 2012, 
the property’s market value once again exceeds 
what its assessed value would have been absent 
Proposition 8 (acquisition price plus the 2 percent 
maximum annual increase). In subsequent years, 
the property’s assessed value is determined by its 
acquisition price adjusted upward each year.

Homeowners Are Eligible for a Property 
Tax Exemption. Homeowners may claim a $7,000 
exemption from the assessed value of their primary 
residence each year. As shown in “Box A” of the 
sample property tax bill in Figure 1, this exemption 
lowers the assessed value of the homeowner’s land and 
improvements by $7,000, reducing taxes under the 

ARTWORK #120521

Assessed Value Can Fall Below Proposition 13 Value

Figure 5
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1 percent rate by $70 and reducing taxes from voter-
approved debt rates by a statewide average of $8.

Two Types of Property Are Assessed at Their 
Market Value. Two categories of property are 
assessed at their current market value, rather than 
their acquisition value: personal property and state- 
assessed property. (We provide more information 
about these properties in the nearby box.)
Combined, these types of properties accounted for 
6 percent of statewide-assessed value in 2011-12. 
Most personal property and state-assessed property 
is taxed at the 1 percent rate plus any additional 
rates for voter-approved debt.

Determining other Taxes and Charges

All other taxes and charges on the property 
tax bill are calculated based on factors other than 
the property’s assessed value. For example, some 
levies are based on the cost of a service provided 
to the property. Others are based on the size of 
a parcel, its square footage, number of rooms, or 

other characteristics. Below, we discuss three of 
the most common categories of non-ad valorem 
levies: assessments, parcel taxes, and Mello-Roos 
taxes. In addition to these three categories, some 
local governments collect certain fees for service 
on property tax bills, such as charges to clear weeds 
on properties where the weeds present a fire safety 
hazard. These fees are diverse and relatively minor, 
and therefore are not examined in this report.

Assessments. Local governments levy 
assessments in order to fund improvements that 
benefit real property. For example, with the approval 
of affected property owners, a city or county may 
create a street lighting assessment district to fund 
the construction, operation, and maintenance of 
street lighting in an area. Under Proposition 218 
(1996), improvements funded with assessments must 
provide a direct benefit to the property owner. An 
assessment typically cannot be levied for facilities 
or services that provide general public benefits, 
such as schools, libraries, and public safety, even 

Properties Assessed at Current market Value

Personal Property. Personal property is property other than land, buildings, and other 
permanent structures, which are commonly referred to as “real property.” Most personal property 
is exempt from property taxation, including business inventories, materials used to manufacture 
products, household furniture and goods, personal items, and intangible property like gym 
memberships and life insurance policies. Some personal property, however, is subject to the property 
tax. These properties consist mainly of manufacturing equipment, business computers, planes, 
commercial boats, and office furniture. When determining the market value of personal property, 
county assessors take into account the loss in value due to the age and condition of personal 
property—a concept known as depreciation. Unlike property taxes on real property, which are due 
in two separate payments, taxes on personal property are due on July 3.

State-Assessed Property. The State Board of Equalization is responsible for assessing certain 
real properties that cross county boundaries, such as pipelines, railroad tracks and cars, and canals. 
State-assessed properties are assessed at market value and, with the exception of railroad cars, taxed 
at the 1 percent rate plus any additional rates for voter-approved debt. (As part of a federal court 
settlement decades ago, railroad cars are taxed at a rate that is somewhat lower than 1 percent. The 
railcar tax rate varies each year and currently is about 0.8 percent.)
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though these programs may increase the value of 
property. Moreover, the amount each property 
owner pays must reflect the cost incurred by the 
local government to provide the improvement and 
the benefit the property receives from it. To impose a 
new assessment, a local government must secure the 
approval of a weighted majority of affected property 
owners, with each property owner’s vote weighted 
in proportion to the amount of the assessment he or 
she would pay.

Parcel Taxes. With the approval of two-thirds 
of voters, local governments may impose a tax 
on all parcels in their jurisdiction (or a subset of 
parcels in their jurisdiction). Local governments 
typically set parcel taxes at fixed amounts per 
parcel (or fixed amounts per room or per square 
foot of the parcel). Unlike assessments, parcel tax 
revenue may be used to fund a variety of local 
government services, even if the service does not 
benefit the property directly. For example, school 
districts may use parcel tax revenue to pay teacher 
salaries or administrative costs. The use of parcel 
tax revenue, however, is restricted to the public 
programs, services, or projects that voters approved 
when enacting the parcel tax.

Mello-Roos Taxes. Mello-Roos taxes are a 
flexible revenue source for local governments 
because they (1) may be used to fund infrastructure 
projects or certain services; (2) may be levied 
in proportion to the benefit a property receives, 
equally on all parcels, by square footage, or by other 
factors; and (3) are collected within a geographical 
area drawn by local officials.

Local governments often use Mello-Roos 
taxes to pay for the public services and facilities 
associated with residential and commercial 
development. This occurs because landowners 
may approve Mello-Roos taxes by a special 
two-thirds vote—each owner receiving one vote 
per acre owned—when fewer than 12 registered 
voters reside in the proposed district. In this way, 
a developer who owns a large tract of land could 
vote to designate it as a Mello-Roos district. After 
the land is developed and sold to residential and 
commercial property owners, the new owners pay 
the Mello-Roos tax that funds schools, libraries, 
police and fire stations, or other public facilities and 
services in the new community. Mello-Roos taxes 
are subject to two-thirds voter approval when there 
are 12 or more voters in the proposed district.

WHAT PRoPeRTIes ARe TAxeD?

Property taxes and charges are imposed on 
many types of properties. These properties include 
common types such as owner-occupied homes and 
commercial office space, as well as less common 
types like timeshares and boating docks. In the 
section below, we describe the state’s property tax 
base—the types of real properties that are subject 
to the 1 percent rate and the share of total assessed 
value that each property type represents.

Due to data limitations, we do not summarize 
the tax bases of other taxes and charges. We note, 
however, that the property tax base for other taxes 

and charges is different from the tax base for the 
1 percent rate. This is because the 1 percent rate 
applies uniformly to all taxable real property, 
whereas other taxes and charges are levied at 
various levels and on various types of property 
throughout the state (according to local voter or 
local government preferences). For example, if 
a suburban school district levies a parcel tax on 
each parcel in a residential area, the owners of 
single-family homes would pay a large share of the 
total parcel taxes. Accordingly, the school district’s 
parcel tax base would be more heavily residential 
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than the statewide property tax base under the  
1 percent rate (which applies to all taxable 
property).

What Properties Are  
subject to the 1 Percent Rate?

Although most real property is taxable, 
the Constitution exempts certain types of real 
property from taxation. In general, these are 
government properties or properties that are used 
for non-commercial purposes, including hospitals, 
religious properties, charities, and nonprofit 
schools and colleges. California properties that 
are subject to the property tax, however, can be 
classified in three ways:

•	 Owner-occupied residential—properties 
that receive the state’s homeowner’s 
exemption, which homeowners may claim 
on their primary residence.

•	 Investment and vacation residential—
residential properties other than those 
used as a primary 
residence, 
including 
multifamily 
apartments, rental 
condominiums, 
rental homes, 
vacant residential 
land, and vacation 
homes.

•	 Commercial—
retail properties, 
industrial plants, 
farms, and other 
income-producing 
properties.

Distribution of the  
Tax Base for the 1 Percent Rate

Owner-Occupied Residential. In 2010-11, 
there were 5.5 million owner-occupied homes 
in California with a total assessed value of 
$1.6 trillion. As shown in Figure 6, owner-occupied 
residential properties accounted for the largest 
share—39 percent—of the state’s tax base for the 
1 percent rate.

Investment and Vacation Residential. 
Although the majority of residential properties 
are owner occupied, many others are investment 
or vacation properties such as multifamily 
apartments, rental condominiums, rental homes, 
vacant residential land, and vacation homes. 
(We classify vacant residential land and vacation 
homes as investment properties because they are 
an investment asset for the owner, even if he or 
she does not receive current income from them.) 
In 2010-11, there were 4.2 million investment and 
vacation residential properties. The assessed value 

Share of Assessed Value for Properties Subject to the 1 Percent Ratea, 2010-11

a Excludes personal property and state-assessed property.

Commercial
Owner-Occupied

Residential

Investment and
Vacation Residential

The Distribution of California’s Property Tax Base
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of these properties was about $1.4 trillion, which 
represents 34 percent of the state’s total assessed 
value.

Commercial. In 2010-11, there were 
approximately 1.3 million commercial properties 
in California. This amount includes about 
600,000 retail, industrial, and office properties 
(such as stores, gas stations, manufacturing 
facilities, and office buildings). It also includes 
500,000 agricultural properties and 200,000 other 
properties (gas, oil, and mineral properties and 
the private use of public land). While commercial 
properties represent a relatively small share of the 
state’s total properties, they tend to have higher 
assessed values than other properties. Therefore, 
as shown in Figure 6, these properties (which have 
a total assessed value of $1.2 trillion) account for 
28 percent of the state’s property tax base.

Has the Distribution of the  
Property Tax Base Changed over Time?

There is little statewide information regarding 
the composition of California’s property tax base 
over time. Based on the available information, 
however, it appears that homeowners may be paying 
a larger percentage of total property taxes today 
than they did decades ago. We note, for example, 
that the assessed value of owner-occupied homes 
has increased from a low of 32 percent of statewide 
assessed valuation in 1986-87 to a high of  
39 percent in 2005-06. (The share was 36 percent 
in 2011-12.) It also appears likely that owners of 
commercial property are paying a smaller percentage 
of property taxes than they did decades ago. For 
example, Los Angeles County reports that the share 
of total assessed value represented by commercial 
property in the county declined from 40 percent in 
1985 to 30 percent in 2012. In addition, the assessed 
value of commercial property in Santa Clara County 
has declined (as a share of the county total) from  
29 percent to 24 percent since 1999-00.

What Factors may Have Contributed to 
Changes in the Property Tax Base?

Various economic changes that have taken 
place over time probably have contributed to 
changes to California’s property tax base. For 
example, investment in residential property has 
increased significantly since the mid-1970s. Newly 
built single-family homes have become larger and 
are more likely to have valuable amenities than 
homes built earlier. As a result, new homes are 
more expensive to build and assessed at higher 
amounts than older homes. Over the same period, 
commercial activity in California has shifted away 
from traditional manufacturing, which tends to 
rely heavily on real property. Newer businesses, on 
the other hand, are more likely to be technology 
and information services based. These businesses 
tend to own less real property than traditional 
manufacturing firms do. (Technology and 
information services firms, however, rely heavily 
on business personal property—for example, 
computing systems, design studios, and office 
equipment—that are taxed as personal property 
and not included in the distribution of the state’s 
real property tax base.)

It also is possible that Proposition 13’s 
acquisition value assessment system has played 
a role in the changes to California’s tax base. 
Specifically, under Proposition 13, properties 
that change ownership more frequently tend to 
be assessed more closely to market value than 
properties that turn over less frequently. (Because 
properties are assessed to market value when 
they change ownership, properties that have not 
changed ownership in many years tend to have 
larger gaps between their assessed values and 
market values.) It is possible that some categories of 
properties change ownership more frequently than 
others and this could influence the composition 
of the overall tax base. The limited available 
research suggests that investment and vacation 
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residential properties 
change ownership 
more frequently than 
commercial or owner-
occupied residential 
property, indicating that 
they may be assessed 
closer to market value 
than other types of 
property. 
 

How MucH 
Revenue Is 
collected? 
    In 2010-11, California 
property tax bills totaled 
$55 billion. As shown 
in Figure 7, this amount 
included $43.2 billion 
under the 1 percent 
rate and $5.7 billion from voter-approved debt 
rates, making ad valorem property taxes one of 
California’s largest revenue sources.

Comparatively little is known about the 
remaining $6 billion of other taxes and charges 

on the property tax bill. From various reports 
summarizing local government finances, elections, 
and bond issuances, it appears that most of this 
$6 billion reflects property assessments, parcel 
taxes, and Mello-Roos taxes, though statewide data 
are not available on the exact amounts collected for 
each of these funding sources.

2010-11 (In Billions)

Property Tax Revenue Compared 
With Other Major Revenue Sources
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Figure 7
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HoW Is THe ReVenUe DIsTRIBUTeD?

California property owners pay their property 
tax bills to their county tax collector (sometimes 
called the county treasurer-tax collector). The 
funds are then transferred to the county auditor 
for distribution. The county auditor distributes the 
funds collected from the 1 percent rate differently 
than the funds collected from the other taxes 
and charges on the bill. Specifically, the 1 percent 
rate is a shared revenue source for multiple local 
governments.

This section describes the distribution of 
revenue raised under the 1 percent rate and 
summarizes the limited available information 
regarding the distribution of voter-approved debt 
rates and non-ad valorem property taxes and 
charges.

Revenue From the 1 Percent Rate Is 
shared by many Local Governments

The 1 percent rate generates most of the 
revenue from the property tax bill—roughly 
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$43 billion in 2010-11. On a typical property 
tax bill, however, the 1 percent rate is listed as 
the general tax levy or countywide rate with no 
indication as to which local governments receive 
the revenue or for what purpose the funds are used. 
In general, county auditors allocate revenue from 
the 1 percent rate to a variety of local governments 
within the county pursuant to a series of complex 
state statutes.

More Than 4,000 Local Governments Receive 
Revenue From the 1 Percent Rate. All property 
tax revenue remains within the county in which 
it is collected to be used exclusively by local 
governments. As shown in Figure 8, property tax 

revenue from the 1 percent rate is distributed to 
counties, cities, K-12 schools, community college 
districts, and special districts. Until recently, 
redevelopment agencies also received property 
tax revenue. As described in the nearby box, 
redevelopment agencies were dissolved in 2012, but 
a large amount of property tax revenue continues 
to be used to pay the former agencies’ debts and 
obligations.

Figure 9 shows the share of revenue received by 
each type of local government from the 1 percent 
rate and voter-approved debt rates. (As described 
later in the report, however, these shares vary 
significantly by locality.)

Property Taxes Also Affect the State Budget. 
Although the state does not receive any property 
tax revenue directly, the state has a substantial 
fiscal interest in the distribution of property 
tax revenue from the 1 percent rate because of 
the state’s education finance system. Each K-12 
district receives “revenue limit” funding—the 
largest source of funding for districts—from the 
combination of local property tax revenue under 
the 1 percent rate and state resources. Thus, if 
a K-12 district’s local property tax revenue is 
not sufficient to meet its revenue limit, the state 
provides additional funds. Community colleges 
have a similar financing system, in which each 
district receives apportionment funding from 
local property tax revenue, student fees, and state 
resources. In 2010-11, the state contributed  
$22.5 billion to K-12 revenue limits and community 
college apportionments, while the remainder  
($14.5 billion) came from local property tax 
revenue (and student fees).

State Laws Direct Allocation of Revenue 
From the 1 Percent Rate. The county auditor is 
responsible for allocating revenue generated from 
the 1 percent rate to local governments pursuant 
to state law. The allocation system is commonly 
referred to as “AB 8,” after the bill that first 

Figure 8

How Many Local Governments Receive 
Revenue From the 1 Percent Rate?
Type of Local Government Number

Counties 58
Cities 480
Schools and Community Colleges
K-12 school districts 966
County Offices of Education 56
Community college districts 72
Special Districts
Fire protection 348
County service area 316
Cemetery 241
Community services 201
Maintenance 136
Highway lighting 117
County water 100
Recreation and park 85
Hospital 64
Sanitary 60
Irrigation 46
Mosquito abatement 43
Public utility 43
Othera 400
Redevelopment Agenciesb 422

 Total 4,254 
a Thirty three other types of special districts report receiving 

property tax revenue from the 1 percent rate. These include county 
sanitation, municipal water, memorial, water authority, drainage, 
and library districts.

b Dissolved in 2012. A portion of property tax revenue continues to 
pay these agencies’ debts and obligations.
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implemented the system—
Chapter 282, Statutes of 
1979 (AB 8, L. Greene). 
In general, AB 8 provides 
a share of the total 
property taxes collected 
within a community to 
each local government 
that provides services 
within that community. 
Each local government’s 
share is based on its 
proportionate countywide 
share of property taxes 
during the mid-1970s, 
a time when each local 
government determined 
its own property tax rate 
and property owners paid 
taxes based on the sum of 

Most Ad Valorem Property Tax Revenue
Is Allocated to Schools and Countiesa

Figure 9

ARTWORK #120521

2010-11

a As a percentage of total revenue from the 1 percent rate and voter-approved debt rates.
b Redevelopment agencies were dissolved in 2012. Successor agencies will continue to use property 
  tax revenue to pay former agencies' debts and obligations.
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Redevelopment and successor Agencies

More than 60 years ago, the Legislature established a process whereby a city or county could 
declare an area to be blighted and in need of redevelopment. After this declaration, most property 
tax revenue growth from the redevelopment “project area” was distributed to the redevelopment 
agency, instead of the other local governments serving the project area. As discussed in our report, 
The 2012-13 Budget: Unwinding Redevelopment, redevelopment agencies were dissolved in February 
2012. Prior to their dissolution, however, redevelopment agencies received over $5 billion in property 
tax revenue annually. These monies were used to pay off tens of billions of dollars of outstanding 
bonds, contracts, and loans.

In most cases, the city or county that created the redevelopment agency is managing its 
dissolution as its successor agency. The successor agency manages redevelopment projects currently 
underway, pays existing debts and obligations, and disposes of redevelopment assets and properties. 
The successor agency is funded from the property tax revenue that previously would have been 
distributed to the redevelopment agency. As a result, even though redevelopment agencies have 
been dissolved, some property tax revenue continues to be used to pay redevelopment’s debts and 
obligations. Over time, most redevelopment obligations will be retired and the property tax revenue 
currently distributed to successor agencies will be distributed to K-14 districts, counties, cities, and 
special districts.
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these rates. (The average property tax rate totaled 
about 2.7 percent.) As a result, local governments 
that received a large share of property taxes in the 
1970s typically receive a relatively large share of 
revenue from the 1 percent rate under AB 8. (More 
detail on the history of the state’s property tax 
allocation system—including AB 8—is provided in 
the appendix of this report.)

Revenue Allocated by Tax Rate Area 
(TRA). The county auditor allocates the revenue 
to local governments by TRA. A TRA is a 
small geographical area within the county that 
contains properties that are all served by a unique 
combination of local governments—the county, a 
city, and the same set of special districts and school 
districts. A single county may have thousands of 
TRAs. While there is considerable variation in 
the steps county auditors use to allocate revenue 
within each TRA, typically the county auditor 
annually determines how much revenue was 
collected in each TRA and first allocates to each 
local government in the TRA the same amount 
of revenue it received in the prior year. Each local 
government then receives a share of any growth 
(or loss) in revenue that occurred within the TRA 
that year. Each TRA has a set of growth factors that 
specify the proportion of revenue growth that goes 
to each local government. These factors—developed 
by county auditors pursuant to AB 8—are 
largely based on the share of revenue each local 
government received from the TRA during the late 
1970s.

Figure 10 shows sample growth factors for 
TRAs in two California cities. As the figure 
indicates, 23 percent of any growth in revenue from 
the 1 percent rate in the sample TRA for Norwalk 
would be allocated to the county, 7 percent would 
go to the city, and the rest would be allocated to 
various educational entities and special districts. 
The percentage of property tax growth allocated 
to each type of local government can vary 

significantly by TRA. For example, Walnut Creek’s 
K-12 school district receives 33 percent of the 
growth in revenue within its TRA while Norwalk’s 
school district receives only 19 percent from its 
TRA. As noted above, this variation is based largely 
on historical factors specified in AB 8.

Some Revenue Is Allocated to a Countywide 
Account—ERAF. Most of the revenue from the 
1 percent rate collected within a TRA is allocated 
to the city, county, K-14 districts, and special 
districts that serve the properties in that TRA. State 
law, however, directs the county auditor to shift a 
portion of this revenue to a countywide account 
that is distributed to other local governments 
that do not necessarily serve the taxed properties. 
The state originally established this account—the 
Educational Revenue Augmentation Fund 
(ERAF)—to provide additional funds to K-14 
districts that do not receive sufficient property tax 
revenue to meet their minimum funding level. State 
laws later expanded the use of ERAF to include 
reimbursing cities and counties for the loss of 
other local revenue sources (the vehicle license fee 
and sales tax) due to changes in state policy. For 
example, Figure 10 shows that 20 percent of any 
revenue growth within Norwalk’s TRA is deposited 
into ERAF. It is possible that some or all of this 
revenue could be allocated to a city or K-14 district 
in a different part of Los Angeles County.

most Revenue From Voter-Approved 
Debt Distributed to schools

Voter-approved debt rates are levied on 
property owners so that local governments can 
pay the debt service on voter-approved general 
obligation bonds (and pre-1978 voter-approved 
obligations). The state’s K-12 school districts receive 
the majority of the revenue from voter-approved 
debt rates ($3.1 billion of $5.2 billion in 2009-10). 
The amount received by cities ($520 million), 
special districts ($470 million), and counties 
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Figure 10

Allocation of Property Tax Growth in Sample Tax Rate Areas

Norwalk, Los Angeles Countya
Percent 
Share

Los Angeles County 23%
Educational Revenue Augmentation Fund 20
Norwalk-La Mirada Unified School District 19
Los Angeles County Fire Protection District 18
City of Norwalk 7
Norwalk Parks and Recreation District 3
Los Angeles County Library 2
La Mirada Parks and Recreation District 2
Cerritos Community College District 2
Los Angeles County Flood Control District 1
Los Angeles County Sanitation District 1
Greater Los Angeles County Vector Control —b

Water Replenishment District of Southern California —b

Little Lake Cemetery District —b

Los Angeles County Department of Education —b

100%

Walnut Creek, Contra Costa Countyc
Percent 
Share

Mount Diablo Unified School District 33%
Educational Revenue Augmentation Fund 17
Contra Costa County 13
Contra Costa County Fire 13
City of Walnut Creek 9
Contra Costa Community College District 5
East Bay Regional Park District 3
Contra Costa County Library 2
Central Contra Costa Sanitary District 2
Contra Costa County Office of Education 1
Contra Costa County Flood Control 1
Bay Area Rapid Transit 1
Contra Costa Water District 1
Contra Costa County Water Agency —b

Contra Costa County Resource Conservation District —b

Contra Costa County Mosquito Abatement District —b

Contra Costa County Service Area R-8 —b

Bay Area Air Management District —b

100%
a Percentages indicate allocation of the growth in property taxes in Los Angeles County tax rate area 06764.
b Less than 0.5 percent.
c Percentages indicate allocation of the growth in property taxes in Contra Costa County tax rate area 09025. 

($320 million) is significantly less. The amount 
of taxes collected to pay voter-approved debt 
varies considerably across the state. For example, 
the average amount paid by an Alameda County 
property owner for voter-approved debt rates is 
about $2 for each $1,000 
of assessed value, while 
the average amount paid 
in some counties is less 
than 10 cents per $1,000 of 
assessed value.

Limited Information 
About Distribution 
of other Property 
Taxes and Charges

Less information 
is available about the 
statewide distribution of 
the revenue from parcel 
taxes, Mello-Roos taxes, 
and assessments.

Parcel Taxes. Recent 
election reports and 
financial data suggest that 
parcel taxes represent a 
significant and growing 
source of revenue for 
some local governments. 
Specifically, between 
2001 and 2012, local 
voters approved about 
180 parcel tax measures 
to fund cities, counties, 
and special districts, and 
about 135 measures to 
fund K-12 districts. The 
most recent K-12 financial 
data (2009-10) indicate 
that schools received 
about $350 million from 

this source. We were not able to locate information 
on the statewide amount of parcel tax revenue 
collected by cities, counties, and special districts.

Mello-Roos Taxes. Mello-Roos districts are 
required to report on their bond issuance, which 
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provides some information about the types of local 
governments that receive Mello-Roos tax revenue. 
It is likely that local governments issuing a large 
amount of Mello-Roos bonds also are collecting a 
large amount of Mello-Roos tax revenue. Between 
2004 and 2011, cities issued about 50 percent of the 
bonds issued by Mello-Roos districts in California, 
followed by K-12 districts at about 30 percent. 
During the same time period, the issuance of 
Mello-Roos bonds was concentrated in specific 

regions, as more than 60 percent of the bonds were 
issued by local governments in four counties—
Riverside, Orange, San Diego, and Placer.

Assessments. Most of the property 
improvements funded by assessments are provided 
by cities and special districts. In 2009-10, cities and 
special districts reported receiving $760 million 
and $650 million, respectively, in revenue from 
assessments. In contrast, counties reported 
$11 million in such revenues.

WHy Do LoCAL GoVeRnmenT 
PRoPeRTy TAx ReCeIPTs VARy?

The share of revenue received by each type of 
local government from the 1 percent rate varies 
significantly by locality. County governments, for 
example, receive as little as 11 percent (Orange) and 
as much as 64 percent (Alpine) of the ad valorem 
property tax revenue collected within their county. 
As shown in Figure 11, revenue raised from the 
1 percent rate also varies considerably by locality 
when measured by revenue per resident. Orange 
County receives about $175 per resident, while 
four counties receive more than $1,000 per 
resident. Although cities, on average, receive about  
$240 per resident in revenue from the 1 percent 
rate, some receive more than $500 per resident 
and many receive less than $150 per resident. 
School districts also receive widely different 
amounts of property taxes per enrolled student, 
with an average of just under $2,000. (As noted 
above, the state “tops off” school property tax 
revenue with state funds to bring most schools to 
similar revenue levels.) Finally, special districts 
also receive varying amounts of property tax 
revenue, though data limitations preclude us from 
summarizing this variation on a statewide basis.

Three factors account for most of this 

variation in local government property tax 
receipts. We discuss these factors below.

Variation in Property Values

California has a diverse array of communities 
with large variation in land and property values. 
Some communities are extensively developed 
and have many high-value homes and businesses, 
whereas others do not. Because property taxes 
are based on the assessed value of property, 
communities with greater levels of real estate 
development tend to receive more property 
tax revenue than communities with fewer 
developments. For example, high-density cities 
generally receive more property tax revenue than 
rural areas due to the greater level of development. 
Coastal and resort areas also typically receive 
more property taxes due to the high property 
values. Certain high-value properties—such 
as a power plant or oil refinery—also increase 
property tax revenue. Alternatively, localities 
with large amounts of land owned by the federal 
government, universities, or other organizations 
that are not required to pay property taxes may 
receive less revenue.
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Prior Use of Redevelopment

Prior decisions by cities and counties to use 
redevelopment also influences the amount of 
property tax revenue local governments receive. 
Prior to the dissolution of redevelopment agencies 
in 2012, most of the growth in property taxes 
from redevelopment project areas went to the 
redevelopment agency, rather than other local 
governments. A large share of property tax revenue 
now goes to successor agencies to pay the former 
redevelopment agencies’ debts and obligations. The 
use of redevelopment varied extensively throughout 
the state. In those communities with many 
redevelopment project areas, the share of property 
tax revenue going to other local governments is 
less than it would be otherwise. In places with 
large redevelopment project areas—such as San 
Bernardino and Riverside counties—more than 
20 percent of the county’s property tax revenue may 
go to pay the former redevelopment agencies’ debts 
and obligations.

state Allocation Laws Reflecting 
1970s Taxation Levels

Finally, the amount of property taxes allocated 
to local governments depends on state property 
tax allocation laws, principally AB 8. As discussed 
earlier in this report (and in more detail in the 
appendix), the AB 8 system was designed, in part, 
to allocate property tax revenue in proportion 
to the share of property taxes received by a local 
government in the mid-1970s. Under this system, 
local governments that received a large share of 
property taxes in the 1970s typically continue to 
receive a relatively large share of property taxes 
today. Although there have been changes to the 
original property tax allocation system contained 
in AB 8, the allocation system continues to be 
substantially based on the variation in property tax 
receipts in effect in the 1970s.

This variation largely reflects service levels 
provided by local governments in the 1970s. Local 
governments providing many services generally 
collected more property taxes in the 1970s to 

Figure 11

Property Tax Receipts From the 1 Percent Rate for Selected Local Governments
2009-10

Cities

Property 
Taxes per 
Resident Counties

Property 
Taxes per 
Resident Schoolsa

Property 
Taxes per 
Student

Industry $2,541 San Franciscob $1,411 Mono $10,683 
Malibu 559 Sierra  1,126 San Mateo  5,432 
Mountain View 344 Inyo 876 Marin  5,213 
Los Angeles 332 Napa 522 San Francisco  4,020 
Long Beach 268 El Dorado 464 Orange  3,315 
Oakland 250 Los Angeles 359 San Diego  2,760 

State Average 242 State Average 320 State Average  1,960 

San Jose 200 Alameda 301 Yolo  1,765 
Fresno 183 Sacramento 286 Sacramento  1,344 
Anaheim 167 Contra Costa 271 San Joaquin  1,163 
Santa Clarita 140 San Diego 261 Los Angeles  1,142 
Chico 129 Riverside 200 Fresno  810 
Modesto 119 Orange 174 Kings  379 
a Countywide average for K-12 schools.
b San Francisco is a city and a county. 
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pay for those services. As a result, those local 
governments received a larger share of property 
taxes under AB 8. For example, cities and counties 
that provided many government services, including 

fire protection, park and recreation programs, and 
water services, typically receive more property tax 
revenue than governments that relied on special 
districts to provide some or all of these services.

ARe THeRe ConCeRns ABoUT HoW 
PRoPeRTy TAxes ARe DIsTRIBUTeD?

While no system for sharing revenues among 
governmental entities is perfect, the state’s system 
for allocating property tax revenue from the  
1 percent rate raises significant concerns about 
local control, responsiveness to modern needs, and 
transparency and accountability to taxpayers. We 
discuss these concerns separately below and then 
address the question: Could the state change the 
allocation system?

Lack of Local Control

Unlike local communities in other states, 
California residents and local officials have 
virtually no control over the distribution of 
property tax revenue to local governments. 
Instead, all major decisions regarding property tax 
allocation are controlled by the state. Accordingly, 
if residents desire an enhanced level of a particular 
service, there is no local forum or mechanism 
to allow property taxes to be reallocated among 
local governments to finance this improvement. 
For example, Orange County currently receives 
a very low share of property taxes collected 
within its borders—about 11 percent. If Orange 
County residents and businesses wished to expand 
county services, they have no way to redirect 
the property taxes currently allocated to other 
local governments. Their only option would be 
to request the Legislature to enact a new law—
approved by two-thirds of the members of both 
houses—requiring the change in the property tax 

distribution. In other words, local officials have no 
power to raise or lower their property tax share on 
an annual basis to reflect the changing needs of 
their communities. As a result, if residents wish to 
increase overall county services, they would need to 
finance this improvement by raising funds through 
a different mechanism such as an assessment or 
special tax.

Limited Transparency and Accountability

The state’s current allocation system also makes 
it difficult for taxpayers to see which entities receive 
their tax dollars. Property tax bills note only that a 
bulk of the payment goes to the 1 percent general 
levy. Even if taxpayers do further research and 
locate the AB 8 local government sharing factors 
for their TRA, it is difficult to follow the actual 
allocation of revenue because the fund shifts 
related to ERAF and redevelopment complicate this 
system.

In addition to making it difficult for 
taxpayers to determine how their tax dollars are 
distributed, the AB 8 system reduces government 
accountability. The link between the level of 
government controlling the allocation of the tax 
(the state) and the government that spends the 
tax revenue (cities, counties, special districts, 
and K-14 districts) is severed. For example, if a 
taxpayer believes the level of services provided by 
an independent park district is inadequate, it is 
difficult to hold the district entirely accountable 
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because the state is responsible for determining the 
share of property taxes allocated to the district.

Limited Responsiveness to modern 
needs and Preferences

An effective tax allocation system ensures that 
local tax revenue is allocated in a way that reflects 
modern needs and preferences. In many ways, 
California’s property tax allocation system—which 
remains largely based on allocation preferences 
from the 1970s—does not meet this criterion. 
California’s population and the governance 
structure of many local communities have 
changed significantly since the AB 8 system was 
enacted. For example, certain areas with relatively 
sparse populations in the 1970s have experienced 
substantial growth and many local government 
responsibilities have changed. One water district 
in San Mateo County—Los Trancos Water 
District—illustrates the extent to which the state’s 
property tax allocation system continues to reflect 
service levels from the 1970s. Specifically, this water 
district sold its entire water distribution system to 
a private company in 2005, but continues to receive 
property tax revenue for a service it no longer 
provides.

Changing the Allocation system Is Difficult

Over the years, the Legislature, local 
governments, the business community, and the 

public have recognized the limitations inherent in 
the state’s property tax allocation system. Despite 
the large degree of consensus on the problems, 
major proposals to reform the allocation system 
have not been enacted due to their complexity and 
the difficult trade-offs involved. Because California 
has thousands of local governments—many 
with overlapping jurisdictions—reorienting 
the property tax allocation system would be 
extraordinarily complex. Updating the AB 8 
property tax sharing methodology would require 
the Legislature to determine the needs and 
preferences of each California community and 
local government. This would be a difficult—if not 
impossible—task to undertake in a centralized 
manner. Alternatively, the state could allow the 
distribution of the property tax to be carried 
out locally, but there is no consensus about what 
process local governments would use to allocate 
property taxes among themselves. Whether done 
centrally or locally, any reallocation is difficult 
because providing additional property tax receipts 
to one local government would require redirecting 
it from another local government or amending the 
Constitution. In addition, any significant change 
to the allocation of property tax revenue would 
require approval by two-thirds of the Legislature 
due to provisions in the Constitution added by 
Proposition 1A (2004). (These issues are discussed 
further in the appendix.)

A n  L A O  R e p O R t

 www.lao.ca.gov			Legislative	Analyst’s	Office 25



For many years, California’s overall property 
tax system—the types of taxes paid by property 
owners and the determination of property owner 
tax liabilities—has evoked controversy. Some 
people question whether the distribution of the 
tax burden between residential and commercial 
properties is appropriate and whether the amount 
of taxes someone pays should depend, in part, on 
how long he or she has owned the property. Other 
people praise the financial certainty that the tax 
system gives property owners. From one year to 
the next, property owners know that their tax 
liabilities under the 1 percent rate will increase 
only modestly. In this section, we do not attempt 
to resolve this long-standing debate. Instead, we 
review property taxes by looking at how they 
measure according to five common tax policy 
criteria—growth, stability, simplicity, neutrality, 
and equity. Using this framework, we highlight 
particular aspects of the state’s property tax system, 
both its strengths and limitations, for policymakers 
and other interested parties.

Economists use the five common tax policy 

criteria summarized in Figure 12 to objectively 
compare particular taxes. These criteria relate to 
how taxes affect people’s decisions, how they treat 
different taxpayers, and how the revenue raised 
from taxes performs over time. In practice, all 
taxes involve trade-offs. Sometimes the trade-offs 
are between two tax policy criteria. For example, 
revenue sources that grow quickly may be less 
stable from one year to the next than other revenue 
sources. Other times, the trade-offs are between 
tax policy criteria and other governmental policy 
objectives that may not be directly related to one 
of the five tax criteria. For example, one such 
trade-off might be that ensuring that a property 
owner’s taxes do not increase dramatically from 
one year to the next (a reasonable governmental 
policy objective) can result in a tax system in which 
the owners of similar properties are taxed much 
differently (contrary to the equity criteria of tax 
policy).

Revenue Growth

From government’s perspective, revenue sources 
that grow along with the 
economy are preferable 
because they can provide 
resources sufficient to 
maintain current services. 
This can help governments 
avoid increasing existing 
taxes or taxing additional 
activities in order to meet 
current service demands.

The Property Tax 
Has Grown Faster Than 
the Economy. Personal 
income in California—an 

WHAT ARe THe sTRenGTHs AnD LImITATIons 
oF CALIFoRnIA’s PRoPeRTy TAx sysTem?

Figure 12

Common Economic Criteria for Evaluating Tax Systems

 9 Growth—Does revenue raised by the tax grow along with the economy 
or the program responsibilities it is expected to fund?

 9 Stability—Is the revenue raised by the tax relatively stable over time?

 9 Simplicity—Is the tax simple and inexpensive for taxpayers to pay and 
for government to collect?

 9 Neutrality—Does the tax have little or no impact on people’s decisions 
about how much to buy, sell, and invest?

 9 Equity—Do taxpayers with similar incomes pay similar amounts and do 
tax liabilities rise with income?
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What Factors Affect Property Tax Growth each year?

Most of the annual change in property tax revenues is the result of large changes in assessed 
value that affect a small number of properties, including:

•	 Recently Sold Properties. When a property sells, its assessed value resets to the purchase 
price. This represents additional value that is added to the tax base because the sale price of 
the property is often much higher than its previous assessed value.

•	 Newly Built Property and Property Improvements. New value is added to the county’s tax 
base when new construction takes place or improvements are made—mainly additions, 
remodels, and facility expansions—because structures are assessed at market value the year 
that they are built.

•	 Proposition 8 (1978) Decline-in-Value Properties. These properties contribute significantly 
to growth or decline in a county’s tax base because their assessed values may increase or 
decrease dramatically in any year. A particularly large impact on assessed valuation tends 
to occur in years when a large number of these properties transfer from Proposition 13 
assessment to reduced assessment.

As shown by the dark bars in the figure below, recently sold, newly built, and decline-in-value 
properties typically account for more than two-thirds of total changes in countywide assessed value 
in Santa Clara County. Other properties, although they represent most of the properties in the 
county’s tax base, contribute less because the growth of these properties’ assessed values is limited to  
2 percent per year.

(In Billions)
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Property Tax Revenue Is Much Less 
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approximate measure of the size of the state’s 
economy—has grown at an average annual rate 
of 6.3 percent since 1979. Over the same period, 
revenue from the 1 percent property tax rate has 
grown at an average annual rate of 7.3 percent. 
As we describe in the nearby box, much of the 
growth in property tax revenue depends on new 
construction and property sales.

The Growth of Parcel and Mello-Roos Tax 
Revenues Depends on the Structure of the Tax. The 
terms of parcel taxes and Mello-Roos taxes vary by 
locality. Some local governments have taxes with 
escalation clauses or other provisions that modify 
the amount of the tax as local government costs 
change. Other parcel taxes and Mello-Roos taxes are 
set at fixed amounts per parcel. Depending on their 
structure, these taxes may or may not provide local 
governments with a growing source of revenue.

Revenue stability

Revenue sources that remain relatively stable 
from one year to the next help governments manage 
economic downturns, which tend to reduce revenue 
and at the same time increase demand for certain 
public services. Stable revenue sources also may help 
governments plan more effectively for future needs, 
including long-term investments in transportation, 
education, and public safety.

The Property Tax Is a Stable Revenue Source. 
Despite being linked to the volatile real estate 
market, the property tax is California’s most stable 
major revenue source. Since 1979, as shown in Figure 
13, personal income tax revenue has been three 
times more volatile, on average, than property tax 
revenue from the 1 percent rate. During the same 
period, statewide property tax revenue has declined 
in only three years, 1994-95, 2009-10, and 2010-11.

The Property Tax Was More Stable Than 
Other Revenue Sources During the Recent 
Recession. As shown in Figure 14, revenue from the 

1 percent property tax rate 
fared comparatively well 
during the most recent 
recession. (In the nearby 
box, we discuss why the 
property tax is stable.) 
Changes in property 
tax revenue tend to lag 
economic trends by one 
or more years because 
of the state’s acquisition 
value assessment system 
and the lengthy period 
between when most 
properties are assessed 
(January) and when 
property tax payments are 
due (December of that year 
and April of the next).
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Parcel Taxes and 
Mello-Roos Taxes Also 
Are Stable. Because most 
parcel and Mello-Roos 
taxes are set at fixed 
amounts per parcel, there 
is minimal year-to-year 
fluctuation in the revenues 
that they raise.

Assessed Valuation 
in Some Counties, 
However, Has Declined 
Significantly. Though 
statewide property tax 
revenue has remained 
comparatively stable 
throughout the recent 
recession, some areas of 
the state have experienced 
considerable declines 

What Factors Affect Property Tax stability?

Acquisition Value Assessment System Contributes to Revenue Stability. The main reason 
California’s property tax revenue is stable is that the assessed value of most properties increases 
each year by a maximum of 2 percent. In any given year, only a small fraction of properties are 
sold and reset to market value. This means that real estate conditions affect a relatively small 
portion of the tax base each year, insulating property tax revenue from year-to-year real estate 
fluctuations.

Proposition 8 (1978) Decline-in-Value Properties Reduce Revenue Stability. As noted 
earlier in the report, county assessors may reduce a property’s assessed value in the event that 
its market value falls below its assessed value. Each year thereafter, the property is assessed at 
market value until it rises above what its assessed value would have been had it remained at its 
acquisition value adjusted upward each year at a maximum of 2 percent. During 2010-11, more 
than one in four properties in California was temporarily assessed to market value. Because 
these properties are assessed each year at market value, they link the property tax base more 
closely to the local real estate market than other properties, thereby reducing the property tax’s 
stability somewhat.

Percent Change 2007-08 to 2008-09
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in their property tax base. These counties tend 
to have a large proportion of their properties 
under Proposition 8 decline-in-value assessments 
and have high foreclosure rates. For example, 
Riverside County had the second highest number 
of foreclosures (17,000) among counties and more 
than 400,000 decline-in-value properties in 2011. 
Partly as a result of these trends, total assessed 
value in Riverside County declined by 15 percent 
between 2008 and 2011.

simplicity

A well-designed tax system should be 
simple for taxpayers to understand and easy 
and inexpensive for governments to administer. 
Complex tax systems can be expensive for 
governments to administer effectively and may 
be confusing, time-consuming, and costly for 
taxpayers.

Most of the costs associated with administering 
the state’s property tax system (ad valorem property 
taxes, parcel taxes, and Mello-Roos taxes) reflect 
the activities by county assessors, tax collectors, 
and auditors. While comprehensive data on 
these costs are not available, total property tax 
administration costs likely are between 1.5 percent 
and 2 percent of collections, a somewhat higher 
level than that of state tax agencies that perform 
similar functions. A significant component of 
the property tax’s administrative cost is from 
counties’ responsibility to allocate property taxes 
to local governments pursuant to increasingly 
complex state laws. County costs related solely 
to determining property values, the other main 
component of administration, were slightly less 
than 1 percent of total revenues collected in 
2010-11—a percentage similar to that of state tax 
agencies.

From the taxpayers’ perspective, the property 
tax is generally a simple tax with which to comply. 
Tax payments are due in equal installments twice 

per year. And, in most years, the assessed value of 
real property grows automatically by a maximum 
of 2 percent. Reassessments based on market value 
(which taxpayers are more likely to appeal) occur 
infrequently for most property owners.

The property tax assessed on personal property 
is typically more administratively cumbersome 
for owners and assessors. This is because personal 
property is assessed annually at market value using 
complex depreciation schedules. These assessments, 
therefore, are more likely to be appealed, a process 
that can take more than a year to resolve.

neutrality

Nearly all taxes alter taxpayer behavior to 
some degree. Economists agree, however, that in 
most cases the ideal tax system is one that alters 
decisions—about what goods to buy, what products 
to make, and where to work or live—as little as 
possible. Economists prefer these “economically 
neutral” taxes because they assume that people 
and businesses are in the best position to make 
consumption, savings, and investment decisions 
that meet their economic and personal needs. Tax 
policies that influence what people buy and what 
businesses produce tend to distance people and 
businesses from their preferred choices, leaving 
them less well off than they would be if the tax 
system were economically neutral. Policymakers 
design some taxes, on the other hand, to influence 
taxpayer behavior in a way that promotes or 
discourages particular activities. In general, 
these should be well targeted and have strong 
justifications so that they achieve their policy 
goals with as little interference as possible in other 
personal decision making. Below, we describe how 
ad valorem property taxes may influence taxpayer 
behavior and then discuss the possible effects of 
parcel and Mello-Roos taxes.

Some Homeowners and Businesses May 
Move Less Frequently. California’s ad valorem 
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property taxes may affect an individual’s decision 
to move because longer ownership results in a 
lower effective property tax rate. (An effective 
property tax rate differs from the 1 percent basic 
rate in that it is the amount of property taxes 
paid divided by the current market value of the 
property.) As shown in Figure 15, effective tax 
rates can vary considerably. New Owner A, for 
example, has an effective tax rate of 1 percent 
because the assessed value of his or her property 
is the same as its market value. Owners B and 
C, who have owned their properties longer than 
Owner A, have assessed values below their market 
values because their market values increased by 
more than 2 percent each year (and therefore faster 
than assessed values). As a result, most owners 
who have owned a property for many years pay 
an effective tax rate well below 1 percent. For 
those choosing to move, however, their effective 
tax rate is reset to 1 percent, producing a moving 
penalty that may influence some property owners’ 
relocation decisions. For example, established 
firms that benefit from their comparatively low 
effective property tax rates could be dissuaded 
from relocating—decisions that, absent the moving 
penalty, could benefit the companies financially. 
(As we discuss below, differing effective tax rates 
also affect the equity of the property tax.)

Homeowners and Businesses May Invest Less 
in Property Improvements. When a property 
undergoes improvements, the newly constructed 
portion of the property is assessed at its full market 
value. The existing property, on the other hand, 
is typically assessed 
below its current market 
value, meaning that 
improvements are taxed 
at a higher effective rate 
than existing property. 
Because improvements 
are subject to higher 

effective tax rates, the return on investment that 
businesses receive from new improvements is lower 
and the taxes that homeowners pay on them are 
higher than they would be if all property—new 
and existing—were taxed uniformly. This may 
lead some businesses and homeowners to invest 
less than they otherwise would in new property 
improvements.

Homeowners May Change Behavior in 
Response to Assessment Exclusions. Voters 
have approved ballot propositions that exclude 
some types of property transfers from triggering 
reassessment to market value. (These exclusions are 
summarized earlier in this report in  
Figure 2.) For example, residential property 
transfers between certain family members do not 
trigger reassessment. These exclusions could alter 
decisions homeowners make about their property. 
For example, a homeowner might transfer property 
to his or her child (thereby passing on his or her 
low effective property tax rate) when, absent the 
exclusion, the owner might have sold the property to 
a nonrelative. In turn, that child could find it more 
economical to rent the property (and benefit from 
the low effective property tax rate) than to sell (and 
forego the benefit of his or her low effective rate).

equity

Equity relates to how taxes affect taxpayers 
with different levels of income or wealth. 
Economists use two different standards of 
equity—vertical and horizontal—to evaluate taxes. 
Vertical equity occurs when wealthier taxpayers 

Figure 15

Hypothetical Effective Property Tax Rates for Three Property Owners
Year  

Purchased
Market 
Value

Assessed 
Value

Property 
Tax Rate

Property 
Tax Paid

Effective 
Tax Rate

Owner A 2012 $300,000 $300,000 1% $3,000 1.0%
Owner B 2002 300,000 180,000 1 1,800 0.6
Owner C 1986 300,000 110,000 1 1,100 0.4
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pay a greater amount in taxes than less wealthy 
taxpayers. Horizontal equity, on the other hand, 
occurs when similar taxpayers—those with similar 
incomes or wealth—pay the same amount in taxes. 
Under an equitable property tax system (1) owners 
of highly valuable property pay more in taxes than 
owners of less valuable property and (2) the owners 
of two similar properties pay a similar amount in 
property taxes. Put differently, an equitable system 
would tax property owners at the same effective 
rate. As we discussed in the previous section, 
however, property owners often are subject to 
different effective tax rates. Therefore, California’s 
ad valorem property taxes, parcel taxes, and 
Mello-Roos taxes often do not meet these standards 
of equity.

Equity Reduced by Acquisition Value 
Assessment and 2 Percent Assessed Value 
Cap. California’s property tax system does not 
consistently meet the standards of horizontal or 
vertical equity. As discussed earlier in this report, 
two owners with identical properties may pay 
different amounts of property taxes if one owner 
bought the property a decade before the other. In 
a tax system with horizontal equity, both owners 
would pay similar amounts. In relation to vertical 
equity, the tax system’s reliance on acquisition 
value and the 2 percent cap on assessed valuation 
growth can result in owners of valuable property 
paying less than owners of (recently acquired) less 
valuable property. In a tax system with vertical 
equity, owners of valuable property would pay 
more in taxes because owners of valuable property 
generally are wealthier than owners of less valuable 
property.

Homeowners Who Are Mobile Pay Higher 
Effective Tax Rates. Homeowners who move 

often—military families, younger homeowners, 
or those with jobs that require them to relocate 
frequently—tend to have higher effective ad 
valorem tax rates than homeowners who move less 
frequently because newly purchased properties are 
assessed at market value. Relocation decisions may 
result from circumstances that households may 
not have foreseen, such as employment changes, 
divorce, or other changes in family composition. 
Under horizontal equity, in contrast, taxpayers 
pay similar taxes unless their household income, 
wealth, or consumption patterns differ.

Fixed-Rate Taxes Do Not Meet Vertical 
Equity Standard. Parcel taxes and Mello-Roos 
taxes typically meet the criteria of horizontal 
equity but not vertical equity because property 
owners typically are charged the same amounts—
regardless of their wealth or their properties’ value.

summary

Our comparison of California’s property tax 
system with common tax policy criteria found 
mixed results. The ad valorem taxes generally 
meet the goals of administrative simplicity and 
providing governments with a growing source of 
stable revenue, but often do not meet the goals of 
neutrality and equity. Specifically, California’s  
ad valorem tax system (1) may influence decisions 
property owners make about relocations and 
expansions and (2) treat similar taxpayers 
differently and wealthier taxpayers the same as less 
wealthy taxpayers.

California’s other property taxes (parcel taxes 
and Mello-Roos taxes) generally perform well 
relative to the goals of stability, administrative 
simplicity, and horizontal equity, but may perform 
less well in regard to the other objectives.
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APPenDIx 1:  
 
THe HIsToRy oF CALIFoRnIA’s  
PRoPeRTy TAx ALLoCATIon sysTem

California’s system 
for allocating property 
tax revenue from the 
1 percent rate among local 
governments is complex 
and has changed over 
time. The most significant 
change was voter approval 
of Proposition 13 in 
1978, which shifted the 
control over the allocation 
of property taxes from 
local communities to 
the state. Since that 
time the state has made 
several major changes 
that affect the amount 
of property tax revenue 
from the 1 percent rate 
distributed to counties, 
cities, K-14 districts, and 
special districts. Some 
of these changes have 
benefited the state fiscally 
(by indirectly reducing 
state costs for education). 
Others have benefited 
local governments or 
taxpayers. This appendix 
describes the evolution 
of the state’s property tax 
allocation system. The key events are highlighted in 
Figure A-1, and described in more detail below.

Figure A-1

History of California’s Property Tax Allocation

1972 SB 90—Establishes school “revenue limit” funding system, giving the 
state a significant fiscal interest in the allocation of local property tax 
revenue.

1978 Proposition 13—Voters cap the basic property tax rate at 1 percent and 
give the state new responsibilities for allocating property tax revenue. 

SB 154—State’s first law allocating property tax revenue. Amounts 
based on share of property tax received prior to Proposition 13, with 
state providing grants for some of local revenue loss.

1979 AB 8—State changes property tax allocations in SB 154, establishes 
system for allocating future growth in property tax revenue, and absorbs 
costs of some local programs.

1992 First ERAF Shift—State permanently shifts some property tax revenue 
from counties, cities, and special districts into a fund for K-14 districts.

1993 Second ERAF Shift—State permanently shifts additional property tax 
revenue into a fund for K-14 districts.

2004 Triple Flip—State uses some local sales tax revenue to repay  
deficit-financing bonds. Reimburses counties and cities with property tax 
revenue from ERAF and K-14 districts.

The VLF Swap—State permanently shifts some property tax revenue 
from ERAF and K-14 districts to reimburse cities and counties for the 
state’s reductions to their VLF revenue.

Temporary ERAF Shift—State shifts some property tax revenue from 
noneducational local agencies to K-14 districts for two years.

Proposition 1A—Voters restrict the state’s authority to shift property tax 
revenue away from cities, counties, and special districts.

2009 Proposition 1A (2004) Borrowing—State borrows $1.9 billion of  
property tax revenue from cities, counties, and special districts as  
authorized by Proposition 1A.

2010 Proposition 22—Voters eliminate the state’s authority to borrow  
property tax revenue and to shift redevelopment agencies’ property tax 
revenue.

2012 Dissolution of Redevelopment Agencies—Redevelopment agencies 
are abolished. Over time, their share of the property tax will revert to 
other local governments.

ERAF = Educational Revenue Augmentation Fund; VLF = vehicle license fee.
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TAx ALLoCATIon PRIoR To PRoPosITIon 13

Tax Allocation Determined Locally Until 
1978. Prior to voter approval of Proposition 13 in 
1978, each local government authorized to levy 
a property tax set its own rate (within certain 
statutory restrictions). Each local government 
annually determined the amount of revenue 
necessary to finance the desired level of services 
and set its property tax rate to collect that amount. 
A property owner’s property tax bill reflected the 
sum of the individual rates set by each taxing 
entity. Under this system, schools and community 
colleges received over 50 percent of statewide 
property tax revenue, counties about 30 percent, 
and cities about 10 percent. (At the local level, 
however, the share of property tax revenue 
supporting each type of local government varied. 
Some communities, for example, provided a greater 
percentage of total property tax revenue to schools 
and others provided more to their county or city.)

Property Tax Allocation Linked to State 
Budget in 1972. Although local governments had 
control over the property tax during this period, 
property tax revenue had an effect on the state’s 
budget beginning in 1972. Chapter 1406, Statutes 

of 1972 (SB 90, Dills), started an education finance 
system in which the state guarantees each school 
district an overall level of funding. For K-12 
districts, each district receives an overall level of 
funding—a “revenue limit”—from local property 
taxes and state resources combined. Community 
college districts receive apportionment funding 
from local property taxes, student fees, and state 
resources. Thus, if a district’s local property tax 
revenue (and student fee revenue in the case of 
community colleges) is not sufficient, the state 
provides additional funds. If a district’s nonstate 
resources alone exceed the district’s revenue limit 
or apportionment funding level, the district does 
not receive state aid and can keep the excess local 
property tax revenue for educational programs 
and services at their discretion. These districts 
are commonly referred to as “basic aid” districts 
because historically they have received only the 
minimum amount of state aid required by the 
California Constitution (known as basic aid). This 
system of school finance gives the state a significant 
fiscal interest in the distribution of local property 
tax revenue.

PRoPosITIon 13 AnD THe sTATe’s ResPonse

Proposition 13 fundamentally changed 
local government finance and assigned the state 
responsibility for property tax allocation. Property 
tax receipts fell by more than 60 percent because 
Proposition 13 lowered the statewide property tax 
rate to a constitutional maximum of 1 percent. 
Additionally, the measure required the state, 
rather than local communities, to determine the 
allocation of property tax revenue among the 
local governments within a county. In response to 
Proposition 13, the Legislature enacted two major 

bills: Chapter 292, Statutes of 1978  
(SB 154, Petris) and then Chapter 282, Statutes 
of 1979 (AB 8, L. Greene). In general, these bills 
established methods for allocating the new lower 
amount of property tax revenue and shifted certain 
county and school district costs to the state.

First state Allocation system—sB 154

Shortly after the passage of Proposition 13, 
the Legislature approved SB 154 in an effort to 
avoid major local government service reductions 
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and significant fiscal distress from the decrease in 
property tax revenue. Senate Bill 154 was the state’s 
first attempt to allocate property taxes among 
counties, cities, special districts, and K-14 districts. 
Under SB 154, a local government’s share of the 
1 percent property tax rate in 1978-79 was based on 
the share of countywide property tax revenue going 
to that local government before Proposition 13. 
For example, if a city received 10 percent of the 
property taxes collected by all local jurisdictions in 
the county prior to the passage of Proposition 13, 
the city would receive 10 percent of the property 
taxes collected in the county at the 1 percent rate. 
This was a significant change from the allocation of 
property taxes prior to Proposition 13, when a local 
government received property tax revenue only 
from the properties located within its jurisdiction. 
In addition, to partially offset the revenue loss 
resulting from the reduction in the property tax 
rate, SB 154 used state funds to relieve counties of a 
portion of their obligation to pay for certain health 
and welfare programs and to provide block grants 
to counties, cities, and special districts.

The Current Property Tax 
Allocation system—AB 8

A year after enacting SB 154, the Legislature 
adopted AB 8, a long-term policy to allocate 
property taxes and provide fiscal relief to local 
governments. The legislation (1) directed county 
auditors to allocate 1979-80 property tax revenue 
in a manner similar to SB 154 but with some 
modifications and (2) established a method for 
allocating property tax growth in future years.

New Base Property Tax Allocation. Assembly 
Bill 8 established a new base property tax allocation 
for 1979-80. The new base allocations in AB 8 
resembled those in SB 154—a local government’s 
share was based on the share of the countywide 
property tax going to that local government 
before Proposition 13—with some modification. 

Specifically, rather than continue the state block 
grants included in SB 154, AB 8 increased the 
base share of property taxes allocated to most 
counties, cities, and special districts by reducing 
the base share going to K-14 districts. (Under the 
state’s school finance system, K-14 district losses 
were in turn made up with increased state funds 
for education.) For cities and special districts, the 
increase in the base property tax allocation was 
derived from the block grant amount provided in 
SB 154. Cities received increased property taxes 
equivalent to about 83 percent of their  
SB 154 block grant amount and special districts 
95 percent of their block grant amount. Counties 
received a combination of increased property 
taxes, reduced expenditure obligations for health 
and social services programs, and a state block 
grant for indigent health programs. The reduced 
county expenditure obligations included complete 
state assumption of the costs for Medi-Cal and the 
State Supplementary Payment Program, as well 
as an increased state share of costs for the Aid to 
Families with Dependent Children program (the 
predecessor to California Work Opportunities and 
Responsibility to Kids). (These changes resulted 
in an increased share of property tax revenue for 
most counties. As discussed in the box on page 36, 
six counties ended up as so-called negative bailout 
counties.) In summary, AB 8 shifted property 
tax revenue away from K-14 districts in order to 
provide cities, special districts, and most counties 
with a greater amount of property tax revenue than 
they received the previous year under SB 154. As 
shown in  
Figure A-2 (see next page), this greatly reduced K-14 
districts’ share of the statewide property tax.

New Method for Allocating Property Tax 
Growth. Assembly Bill 8 also established a new 
process for allocating growth (or decline) in 
property tax revenue in future years. In contrast to 
the property tax allocation process in 1978-79 and 
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1979-80 (that distributed revenue on a countywide 
basis without regard to where the property was 
located), the legislation specified that future growth 
in property tax revenue would be allocated only 
to those local governments serving the property 
where the revenue increase took place. Accordingly, 
beginning in 1980-81, AB 8 required that each local 
government receives the same amount of property 

tax it received in the prior year plus its share of 
any growth or decline in property tax revenue that 
occurred in its jurisdiction.

To ensure that each local government receives 
the property tax growth from the properties it 
serves, each county is divided into tax rate areas 
(TRAs). Each local government represented in a 
TRA receives a share of the property tax growth 

60%
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What Are “negative Bailout Counties?”

Assembly Bill 8 did not provide additional property tax revenue to six counties (Alpine, Lassen, 
Mariposa, Plumas, Stanislaus, and Trinity). Under the provisions of AB 8, the increased share of 
the base property tax allocation to counties was calculated as the value of the SB 154 block grant 
plus a small adjustment for the cost of the Aid to Families with Dependent Children program less 
the amount of the indigent health block grant. In these six counties, the value of the indigent health 
block grant was so great that it exceeded the value of the adjusted SB 154 block grant. In order for 
these counties to be treated in the same way as all other counties, the amount of property taxes 
allocated to these counties was reduced. Because these counties received a smaller percentage of 
total property taxes collected after implementation of AB 8 relative to their pre-Proposition 13 
shares, these counties are termed negative bailout counties.
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that occurs within that TRA. As required by  
AB 8, county auditors developed a methodology to 
determine the percentage of property tax growth—
known as TRA factors—to allocate to each local 
government in each TRA. These TRA factors 
were based largely on the 1979-80 base allocation 
established by AB 8 (including the shift of property 
tax revenue from K-14 districts to other local 
governments). In most counties, these TRA factors 
remain constant. Thus, if a city received 25 percent 
of the property tax revenue growth generated in a 
TRA in 1980-81 (the first year TRA factors were 
used to distribute property tax revenue growth), 

it continued to receive 25 percent of the growth 
in property taxes in future years. As a result, the 
distribution of property tax revenue among local 
governments continued to closely resemble the 
1979-80 distribution until the first major changes 
to the AB 8 system occurred in the 1990s.

In summary, the AB 8 property tax allocation 
system provides each local government with the 
same amount of property tax revenue it received 
in the prior year (the base), plus its share of any 
growth or decline in property tax revenue that 
occurred in its jurisdiction in the current year.

CHAnGes To THe AB 8 sysTem

The state property tax allocation system set up 
in AB 8 continues to be the basis for property tax 
allocation among local governments today. Since 
1979, however, there have been some significant 
changes to the original property tax allocation 
system contained in AB 8. In most cases, the 
changes reflect the complex fiscal relationship 
between the state and local governments. Because 
of the state’s role in allocating property tax revenue 
after Proposition 13 and in funding K-14 districts 
and other local programs, decisions regarding 
the state budget and other policy issues have led 
the Legislature and Governor to occasionally 
change how property tax revenue is distributed. 
We highlight the major changes in property tax 
allocation below. It is important to note, however, 
that these changes in property tax allocation do 
not explain the entire scope of the state-local fiscal 
relationship—a relationship that also has involved 
the realignment of many government programs and 
changes in other revenue sources such as the sales 
tax and the vehicle license fee (VLF). Some of these 
decisions have benefited the state fiscally, and others 
have benefited local governments or taxpayers.

no and Low Property Tax Cities

One change in property tax allocation relates 
to so-called “no and low property tax cities.” Cities 
that did not levy a property tax, levied only a very 
low property tax, or were not incorporated as cities 
prior to the passage of Proposition 13 typically 
received few property taxes under AB 8. During 
the 1980s the Legislature directed county auditors 
to modestly increase the amount of property taxes 
going to some of these cities by shifting a share of 
county property tax revenue to them.

Property Taxes shifted to schools

Ongoing Property Tax Shifts Started in 1990s. 
In 1992-93 and 1993-94, in response to serious 
budgetary shortfalls, the Legislature and Governor 
permanently redirected almost one-fifth of 
statewide property tax revenue—over $3 billion in 
1993-94—from cities, counties, and special districts 
to K-14 districts. (The legislation also temporarily 
required redevelopment agencies to make payments 
to K-14 districts.) Under the changes in property 
tax allocation laws, the redirected property tax 
revenue is deposited into a countywide fund for 
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schools, the Educational Revenue Augmentation 
Fund (ERAF). The property tax revenue from 
ERAF is distributed to non-basic aid schools and 
community colleges, reducing the state’s funding 
obligation for K-14 school districts.

The amount transferred into ERAF from each 
city, county, and special district was based on many 
factors, including the magnitude of the fiscal relief 
that the state provided the local government in 
AB 8 and, for counties, the level of taxable sales 
within its borders. As a result, individual local 
government ERAF obligations varied widely. For 
example, the ERAF shifts from cities formed after 
1978 typically were lower than those for older 
cities because the newer cities did not receive any 
AB 8 benefits. Similarly, counties with many retail 
developments typically had larger ERAF shifts than 
rural counties because the state anticipated that 
extensively developed counties would receive more 
relief from the state’s primary ERAF mitigation 
measure: a half-cent sales tax for local public safety 
(Proposition 172, 1993). As shown in Figure A-2, 
after the ERAF transfer of the early 1990s, schools 
and community colleges once again received more 
than 50 percent of the state’s property tax revenue, 
while other local governments received less.

“Excess ERAF” Shifted Back. In the late 1990s, 
some county auditors reported that their ERAF 
accounts had more revenue than necessary to 
offset all state aid to non-basic aid K-14 districts. In 
response, the Legislature enacted a law requiring 
that some of these surplus funds be used for 
countywide special education programs and the 
remaining funds be returned to cities, counties, 
and special districts in proportion to the amount of 
property taxes that they contributed to ERAF. The 
ERAF funds that are returned to non-education 
local governments are known as excess ERAF.

Additional Temporary Property Tax 
Shift. The 2004-05 budget package also shifted 
$1.3 billion of property taxes from noneducation 

local agencies (cities, counties, special districts, 
and redevelopment agencies) to ERAF in 2004-05 
and again in 2005-06. This temporary ERAF shift 
reduced the state’s funding responsibilities for K-14 
districts to help address the budget shortfalls in 
those two years.

Changes to eRAF

The Triple Flip. In 2004, state voters approved 
Proposition 57, a deficit-financing bond to address 
the state’s budget shortfall. The state enacted a 
three-step approach—commonly referred to as 
the triple flip—that provides a dedicated funding 
source to repay the deficit bonds:

•	 Beginning in 2004-05, one-quarter cent 
of the local sales tax is used to repay the 
deficit-financing bond.

•	 During the time these bonds are 
outstanding, city and county revenue 
losses from the diverted local sales tax are 
replaced on a dollar-for-dollar basis with 
property taxes shifted from ERAF.

•	 The K-14 tax losses from the redirection of 
ERAF to cities and counties, in turn, are 
offset by increased state aid.

The triple flip increases the amount of property 
tax revenue going to cities and counties and reduces 
the amount of ERAF provided to K-14 districts. 
Overall, however, cities, counties, and K-14 districts 
do not experience any net change in revenue from 
the triple flip. Cities and counties receive more 
property tax revenue, but this revenue gain is offset 
by the reduction in sales tax revenue. K-14 districts 
receive less property tax revenue, but this is offset 
with increased state aid. The flip of sales taxes 
for property taxes ends after the deficit-financing 
bonds are repaid (currently estimated to occur in 
2016).
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The VLF Swap. The VLF—a tax on vehicle 
ownership—provides revenue to local governments. 
In 1999, the state began reducing the VLF rate and 
backfilling city and county revenue losses from 
this tax reduction with state aid. The 2004-05 
budget package permanently replaced the state 
VLF backfill by diverting property tax revenue 
from ERAF and, if necessary, non-basic aid K-14 
districts to cities and counties. In 2004-05, cities 
and counties did not experience a change in overall 
revenue from the VLF swap, as the amount of 
property tax shifted to them was equal to the VLF 
backfill amount. In subsequent years, state law 
specifies that each local government’s VLF swap 
payment grows based on the annual change in 
its assessed valuation. As a result, most cities and 
counties benefit fiscally from the VLF swap because 
assessed valuation typically grows more quickly 
than VLF revenue. Similar to the triple flip, K-14 
districts’ property tax revenue losses are made up 
with increased state aid.

Distributing eRAF

The triple flip and VLF swap further expanded 
the use of ERAF and changed the priorities 
governing how its resources are used. As shown in 
Figure A-3, the original purpose of ERAF was to 
supplement the property tax revenue of non-basic 
aid K-14 districts. Under current law, however, 
funding K-14 districts falls to the fourth priority. 
As a result, non-basic aid school districts do not 
receive any ERAF resources unless additional funds 

remain after the county auditor (1) returns excess 
ERAF, (2) reimburses the triple flip, and  
(3) make payments for the VLF swap. This change 
in priorities has a significant effect on the amount 
of ERAF available for school districts. In 2010-11, 
for example, auditors in 33 counties reported using 
all ERAF resources for the first three priorities, 
leaving no ERAF for schools.

Figure A-4 (see next page) displays the complex 
process county auditors follow to allocate ERAF 
and to reimburse cities and counties for the triple 
flip and VLF swap. This figure also shows that, 
under certain circumstances, it is possible that the 
auditor could determine that there are not enough 
funds to fully compensate cities and the county for 
the triple flip and/or the VLF swap. These funding 
insufficiencies are referred to as “insufficient 
ERAF.”

Step 1: Return Excess ERAF. As shown in the 
figure, the first step is for each county auditor to 
determine whether the funds deposited into the 
countywide account exceed the amount needed by 
all non-basic aid K-14 districts in the county, plus 
a specified amount for special education. If so, the 
excess ERAF is returned to cities, special districts, 
and the county in proportion to the amount 
of property taxes they contributed to ERAF. 
This calculation of excess ERAF was modified 
recently to reflect the increased revenue that K-14 
districts and ERAF receive from the dissolution of 
redevelopment agencies. Specifically, to maximize 
the state fiscal benefit related to redevelopment 

Figure A-3

Uses of ERAF Listed in Priority Order
Priority Early 1990s Late 1990s to 2004 2004 to Present

First Fund non-basic aid K-14 districts Return excess ERAF Return excess ERAF
Second Fund non-basic aid K-14 districts Reimburse triple flip
Third Make payments for VLF swap
Fourth Fund non-basic aid K-14 districts
ERAF = Educational Revenue Augmentation Fund; VLF = vehicle license fee.
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Process to Distribute ERAF and 
Reimburse the Triple Flip and VLF Swap

ARTWORK #120521

Figure A-4
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dissolution, Chapter 26, Statues of 2012 (AB 1484, 
Committee on Budget) directs county auditors to 
exclude property taxes related to the dissolution of 
redevelopment agencies in the calculation of excess 
ERAF.

Step 2: Reimburse Triple Flip. Following the 
calculation and distribution of excess ERAF, state 
law directs county auditors to reimburse local 
governments for their revenue losses associated 
with the triple flip. This reimbursement is shown 
in the figure as step two. If the county auditor uses 
all available ERAF, but determines that the local 
governments have not been fully reimbursed for 
the triple flip, the county has insufficient ERAF. In 
this situation, additional state action is required if 
cities and counties are to be fully reimbursed for 
the triple flip. 

Steps 3 and 4: Pay for VLF Swap. After 
reimbursing the triple flip, the next use of ERAF 
is to make payments to local governments for 
the VLF swap. If the county auditor determines 
that ERAF resources are not sufficient to fully 

pay cities and the county for the VLF swap, the 
county auditor redirects some property taxes from 
non-basic aid K-14 districts for this purpose, as 
shown in step 4. The redirection of school property 
taxes is commonly referred to as negative ERAF 
because it decreases K-14 property taxes rather 
than supplementing them (the original purpose of 
ERAF). If the amount of property taxes deposited 
in ERAF and allocated to non-basic aid school 
district is not enough to make the payments 
required under the VLF swap, then the county 
has insufficient ERAF. In this situation, additional 
state action is required for cities and counties to 
receive the full VLF swap payment. In 2012-13, the 
first time this issue came before the Legislature, 
the state included $1.5 million in the budget to 
compensate the county and cities in Amador 
County for insufficient ERAF.

Step 5: Distribute Remaining ERAF to K-14 
Districts. Any funds remaining in ERAF after the 
other uses have been satisfied are distributed to 
schools and offset state education spending.

LImITs on THe sTATe’s  
AUTHoRITy oVeR PRoPeRTy TAx ALLoCATIon

The state’s use of property tax shifts to help 
resolve its severe budget difficulties—as well 
as other actions affecting the state-local fiscal 
relationship—have been a source of considerable 
friction between state and local government. 
In response, local government advocates have 
sponsored initiatives to limit the state’s authority 
over local finances, including two constitutional 
measures reducing the state’s authority over 
property tax allocation. As a result, much of the 
authority granted to the state in Proposition 13 and 
used to establish AB 8, ERAF, the VLF swap, and 
the triple flip is now restricted.

Proposition 1A (2004)

In 2004, voters approved Proposition 1A, 
amending the State Constitution to prohibit the 
state from shifting property tax revenue from cities, 
counties, and special districts to K-14 districts. 
The measure, however, provided an exception to 
its restrictions. Beginning in 2008-09, the measure 
allowed the state to shift a limited amount of local 
property tax revenue to schools and community 
colleges provided that the state repaid local 
governments for their property tax losses, with 
interest, within three years. The measure also 
specified that any change in how property tax 
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revenue is shared among cities, counties, and 
special districts must be approved by two-thirds 
of both houses of the Legislature (instead of by 
majority vote). For example, state actions that shift 
a share of property tax revenue from one local 
special district to another, or from the county to a 
city, require approval by two-thirds of both houses 
of the Legislature.

The state utilized Proposition 1A’s exception for 
shifting property tax revenue to provide state fiscal 
relief in its 2009-10 budget package. Specifically, the 
state borrowed $1.9 billion of property tax revenue 
from cities, counties, and special districts—revenue 
equal to roughly 8 percent of each local agency’s 
property tax revenue. (Under Proposition 1A, the 
state was required to repay these funds by 2012-13. 
Companion legislation, however, allowed local 
governments to borrow against the state’s future 
repayments so that local government budgets were 
not negatively affected in 2009-10.) The 2009-10 
budget package also required redevelopment agencies 

to make payments totaling $1.7 billion (2009-10) 
and $350 million (2010-11) to K-12 school districts 
serving students living in or near their redevelopment 
areas. Unlike the borrowing from cities, counties, 
and special districts, the state did not reimburse 
redevelopment agencies for these required payments.

Proposition 22 (2010)

In 2010, voters approved Proposition 22, 
which, among other things, prohibits the state 
from redirecting property tax revenue as it did in 
2009-10. Specifically, Proposition 22 eliminates the 
state’s authority to borrow property tax revenue 
from local governments as previously allowed 
under Proposition 1A and prohibits the state from 
requiring redevelopment agencies to shift revenue to 
K-14 districts or other agencies. As discussed in the 
nearby box, the prohibition on shifting redevelopment 
funds contributed indirectly to the dissolution of 
redevelopment agencies in February 2012.

The Dissolution of Redevelopment Agencies

As discussed in our report, The 2012-13 Budget: Unwinding Redevelopment, redevelopment 
had the overall effect of increasing state costs for K-14 education. For this reason, the state 
frequently required redevelopment agencies to shift some funds to support K-14 education. Under 
Proposition 22 (2010), however, the state no longer had the authority to require redevelopment 
agencies to shift property tax revenue to school districts. Facing considerable fiscal constraints and 
not authorized to shift funds from redevelopment for state fiscal relief as it had done in the past, the 
Legislature took a new approach as part of the state’s 2011-12 budget. Specifically, the Legislature 
approved and the Governor signed Chapter 5, Statutes of 2011 (ABX1 26, Blumenfield), which 
dissolved all redevelopment agencies. They also approved Chapter 6, Statutes of 2011 (ABX1 27, 
Blumenfield), allowing redevelopment agencies to avoid dissolution by voluntarily agreeing to make 
annual payments to school districts. The Supreme Court later ruled ABX1 27 unconstitutional, 
meaning all redevelopment agencies were subject to ABX1 26’s dissolution requirement. Under 
the dissolution process, the property tax revenue that formerly went to redevelopment agencies is 
first used to pay off redevelopment debts and obligations and the remainder is distributed to local 
governments in accordance with AB 8.
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LookInG FoRWARD

Proposition 1A and Proposition 22 limit the 
state’s authority to change property tax allocation 
laws. Measures that reallocate property tax revenue 
among counties, cities, and special districts require 
a two-thirds vote of the Legislature and measures 
that change state laws to increase the percentage of 
property taxes allocated to schools are prohibited. 
Even without additional legislative action, however, 
the distribution of property tax revenue will change 
in the near future for two reasons.

•	 End of Redevelopment. As the debts 
and obligations of former redevelopment 
agencies are paid off, property tax 
revenue that previously was allocated to 
redevelopment agencies will be distributed 
to K-14 districts, counties, cities, and 
special districts.

•	 The End of the Triple Flip. We estimate 
that the state’s deficit-financing bonds 
will be paid off in 2016-17. At that time, 
the state sales tax rate will decline by 
one-quarter cent and the local sales tax 
rate will increase by one-quarter cent. 
Because the local sales tax rate is restored 
in full, the property tax revenue currently 
used to backfill cities and counties for the 
loss in sales tax revenue will be allocated 
to K-14 districts. Although none of these 
entities will experience any change in 
overall revenue, cities, and to a lesser 
extent counties, will receive a smaller share 
of the property tax than they do today. 
In addition, the property tax revenue 
allocated to K-14 districts will reduce the 
state’s education costs.
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APPenDIx 2:  
 
PRoPeRTy TAx AnD LoCAL 
GoVeRnmenT PUBLICATIons

Property Taxes

Property Tax Agents at the Local Level in 
California: An Overview (June 20, 2012)

Discusses the role of property tax agents in 
appealing property assessments.

Reconsidering AB 8: Exploring Alternative 
Ways to Allocate Property Taxes  
(February 3, 2000)

Examines the problems in the current property 
tax allocation system and discusses the tensions 
and trade-offs inherent in five reform proposals.

Reversing the Property Tax Shifts  
(April 2, 1996)

Explains the mechanics of the Educational 
Revenue Augmentation Fund shift and the 
formulas which implemented it.

Local Finance 

Major Milestones: Over Four Decades of the 
State-Local Fiscal Relationship  
(November 29, 2012)

Provides a timeline summarizing major 
changes in the state-local relationship.

Local Government Bankruptcy in California: 
Questions and Answers (August 7, 2012)

Addresses some common questions about the 
Chapter 9 process for local governments.

The 2012-13 Budget: Unwinding 
Redevelopment (February 17, 2012)

Reviews the history of redevelopment agencies, 
the events that led to their dissolution, and the 
process communities are using to resolve their 
financial obligations.

The 2011-12 Budget: Should California End 
Redevelopment Agencies? (February 8, 2011)

Examines the Governor’s proposal to end 
redevelopment.

Ten Events That Shaped California State-
Local Fiscal Relations (December 16, 2009)

Discusses key events and measures that 
influenced state-local relations.

Overview of California Local Government 
(June 17, 2010)

Summarizes key issues related to local 
government.

Understanding Proposition 218  
(December 17, 1996)

Examines the constitutional requirements 
related to property assessments and fees.
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So our fee arrangement has schema�c design and bidding and construc�on services on an hourly basis. We can provide a
budgetary es�mate once we know the construc�on budget, a procurement process for the GC and our roll in that
process as well how the construc�on phase support services for our team is being set-up.  The Design Development and
Construc�on Document phases leading to a building permit will be a fixed fee for ArchiLOGIX and the noted engineers.

Final ques�on are there other  architects being considered for this project? Will we all have the same project informa�on in
order to develop our response?

As noted in the ArchiLOGIX overview. We have 35 plus years doing fire sta�on projects. While we always enjoy the project and
client type it’s important the Fire district get the consultant team that is the best fit.  The above informa�on will enable us to
present our approach enabling the Fire District to make the right choice.

If you would like to discuss the above ques�ons please let me know.

Thanks,

Mitch

Mitchell S. Conner, AIA. NCARB 
Principal
ARCHILOGIX
DESIGN – DEVELOPMENT STRATEGIES
427 Mendocino Avenue  Suite 150
Santa Rosa  CA 95401
t: 707.991-0990 x 403
cell: 707.975.7097

www.archilogix.com

From: Phil Skiles   
Sent: Friday, January 28, 2022 1:18 PM 
To: Mitch Conner; Josh Skiles  
Cc: Kris�n Kiefer 
Subject: RE: Hidden Valley Lake Fire Sta�on Expansion Project

Good a�ernoon Mitch,

As the South Lake County Fire Protec�on District Board is finalizing its decision on choosing an Architect, they have
asked us to inquire regarding the poten�al fees that they might be expec�ng on this project. As your fees are hourly
based on different team members �me, can you give us a rough idea of what these conceptual sketches would take
to finalize them into submi�al ready working plans?
Please find a�ached some rough sketches of a 2700sq. �. two story barracks building and a 2700 sq. �. single story
two bay apparatus building. 
In concept it is a 2700 square foot box that is an apparatus bay building. A 2700 square foot (1350 square foot 1st
floor, 1350 square foot 2nd floor) that is a box that contains a covered pa�o that faces away from storms and the
wind. double doors (not a slider) to the covered pa�o and to the outside of the PT room. 
The Hidden Valley Sta�on Concept sketch is a hand drawn, not to scale, ar�st rendering taking a one-story drawing
and making it two stories. With an ADA bathroom and shower on the 1st floor, we have been told they do not have
to be ADA upstairs that is only for Firefighters. 
The reason for the two separate buildings is the separa�on between work and rest areas. We may want to join the
two buildings with a door and something like storage between work and rest areas so they do not blend together as
that may be more cost effec�ve.
We are also including a conceptual drawing of a golf pro shop/restaurant building that is currently under
construc�on for the Hidden valley Lake Assoc. that the Board would like to somewhat match aesthe�cally.

Looking to hearing back from you soon.
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Yes, this is public funds and will be a public works project.
2. Typically, architects on Essential Services building provide the whole
suite of services with all consultants under our umbrella. Are you
expecting us to estimate the engineering fees as well?
We would really appreciate to ul�mately have a comprehensive es�mate
that would preferably include Architectural, Geotech, structural,
mechanical etc.
3. Are there any special permit requirements? Discretionary permits? Etc.
The only special permit that we are currently aware of would be a minor
use permit from the county.
4. Do you have any community goals? Most new “public” building are
aiming fro some type of LEED certification. For this project, I don’t
believe a LEED certification is something the fire district board is
necessarily interested in. The only “community goals” that we would be
shooting for would be that the building would be aesthetically pleasing
and designed for maximum function. 
5. Are we to assume this is a pre-engineered steel building with the
aesthetic of the glass club rendering? Yes, that is correct.
6. Is this design/build? Who is our client? We are looking for an architect
who can take this project from simple concept to full submittal ready
working set of plans that we then can walk through the various county
agencies locally for permitting and put out to bid. The client would be the
South Lake County Fire Protection District. 
7. Is there a full scope of work written for the fire station (how many
sleeping rooms? Each with their own ensuite bathroom or are they all
shared?) Typically the hire ranking officer gets ensuite.

example: One battalion chief quarters, Two fire captains quarters,
Six dorm rooms, Kitchen, Dining area, Ready room, Weight room,
Crew bathrooms, Battalion chief bathroom, Captain bathrooms,
Communication room, Watch office room, Turn-out locker room,
Storage areas, Laundry/workshop area, Clean shower area,
Workshop area
Basically, as the concept sketches show, we would be looking for a
kitchen/pantry, dining room, day room, P.T. room, small ADA bath,
laundry room, storage with and exterior pa�o on the 1st floor, four
bedrooms (no ensuites) two bathrooms with showers, and elec. /
storage room 2nd floor. We would be open to some sugges�ons

9. Do we know what size and how many fire-rescue vehicles will be
housed here?  It appears to be 2 total large trucks in the bay. Yes, the
apparatus bays would hold two engines and or possibly one engine and
one box ambulance.

I hope this helps. Looking forward to hearing from you soon.

Phill Skiles

Thank you - 

Jessie
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                                            in cooperation with            
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DATE: March 11, 2022 

TO: Board of Directors 

 

FROM: Gloria Fong 
 Staff Services Analyst 

 
SUBJECT:   Updating Office Furniture for Middletown Station 60  
 
 
This item was introduced at the July 20, 2021 Board Meeting, and that information is attached for 
reference. The Board tabled this item to give staff time to see furniture. Staff chose to reach out to another 
vendor, Seats and Stations, after seeing 2-drawer lateral file cabinet from National Business Furniture. 
In comparing furniture from the two vendors, I am told the furniture from Seats and Stations is of good 
quality.  I defer questions about its quality to Chief Duncan. He visited their showroom in Roseville. 
 
Seats and Stations is staff’s recommended choice.  They hold a current Leveraged Procurement 
Agreement with the State and satisfies the purchase policy need when it comes to obtaining competitive 
bids. The quotes are comparable. A summary is attached.  
 
The summary includes quotes for replacement of furniture in lobby, Chief’s office, conference room and 
Board room. This was done to give the Board the ability to choose replacing this furniture at the same 
time. It is staff’s recommendation to replace all the furniture with the same collection.   
 
A resolution is attached to transfer reserves and appropriate contingencies for the purchase. There are 
areas that are blank, and the Board is required to include in its motion not only approval of the items to 
be replaced but also approval of Resolution No. 2021-22, A Resolution Transferring and Appropriating 
Contingencies and Reserves for Replacement of Office Furniture.  The Board will also need to state the 
amounts, which will be half from contingencies and the half from reserves.  
 
Attachments. 



RES NO 2021-22-22 Contingencies, Reserves for Office Furniture.docx  

 BOARD OF DIRECTORS, SOUTH LAKE COUNTY FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT 1 

COUNTY OF LAKE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA 2 
 3 
 RESOLUTION NO. 2021-22-  22   4 

 5 
 6 

A RESOLUTION TRANSFERRING AND APPROPRIATING CONTINGENCIES  7 
AND RESERVES FOR REPLACEMENT OF OFFICE FURNITURE  8 

 9 
 10 

WHEREAS, GOVERNMENT CODE 29125, provides that transfers and revisions from 11 

contingencies may be available for specific appropriation by a four-fifths vote of the Board at a 12 

noticed public hearing held as part of any regular or special meeting of which all members have 13 

had reasonable notice; and,  14 

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors are presented and have reviewed furniture 15 

replacement information for Middletown fire station, and approves the furniture purchase for  16 

             17 

           .  18 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AND DIRECTED THAT the Board of Directors 19 

of the South Lake County Fire Protection District authorizes the following appropriations: 20 

  Decrease 357-9557-492.90-91 Contingencies $   21 

  Increase 357-9557-795.38-00 Inventory $   22 

  Decrease 357-9557-392.25-00 Reserves - Medical Svc & Eqt $   23 

  Increase 357-9557-795.38-00 Inventory $   24 

THIS RESOLUTION was introduced and adopted by the Board of Directors of the South 25 

Lake County Fire Protection District at a regular meeting on the   15th   day of    March   , 2022 by 26 

the following vote: 27 

AYES:   28 

NOES:   29 

ABSENT OR NOT VOTING:  30 
         SOUTH LAKE COUNTY  31 
        FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT 32 
 33 
 34 
 35 
              36 
        DEVIN HOBERG 37 
        President, Board of Directors 38 
ATTEST:           39 
  Gloria Fong 40 
  Clerk to the Board of Directors 41 



Summary between 
Quotes 

National 
Business 
Furniture 

Seats and 
Stations

 
Shared Office 

  
3,762.00  

 
6,036.30 

 Seats and Stations quote includes 3 task chairs, laptop arms, cable management, and an 
additional desk to replace drafting table currently in office. Desks are 30x72.   

 Above are not on the National Business Furniture quote. 
 Seats and Stations desks are 30x72 vs. 30x60 on the National Business Furniture quote 
 National Business Furniture quote has 4 2-drawer lateral files vs. 2 box files on Seats and 

Stations quote.
 
 
Front Office 

  
 

4,011.00  

 
 

3,906.94 

 
 Seats and Stations quote includes 1 task chair, two guest chairs, cable management, and laptop 

arm.   
 Above are not on the National Business Furniture quote. 
 Seats and Stations desk is 78x66 vs. 72x7x on the National Business Furniture quote. 
 National Business Furniture quote has an additional 2-drawer lateral file vs. 1 box file and 1 2-

drawer lateral Seats and Stations quote.
 
 
Gloria's Office 

 
 

4,103.00  

 
 

3,817.67  Seats and Stations quote includes 1 task chair, cable management, and laptop arm.   
 Above are not on the National Business Furniture quote. 
 Seats and Stations desk is 78x72 vs. 72x72 on the National Business Furniture quote. 
 National Business Furniture quote has 2 2-drawer lateral files vs. 1 box file and 1 2-drawer lateral 

file on Seats and Stations quote. 
 National Business Furniture quote has 48x24 table and is not on Seats and Stations quote.

Subtotal   11,876.00  13,760.91 

Chief's Office 3,913.25 

Board Room 8,813.29 5 director chairs and table, 2 staff chairs and table 

Conference Room 1,296.00 6 chairs 

Waiting Rm (Lobby) 5,394.40 

Subtotal 11,876.00  33,177.85 

Assembly 2,398.51  11,000.00  Seats and Stations furniture is made to order and not refundable 

Shipping & Handling 948.10  

Proj Mgmt / Tech Svc  2,866.25 

Discount  (2,707.44) 

Tax 664.72  3,408.52 

Grand Total 13,179.89  50,452.62 

 















RE: South Lake County Fire Protection

Dennie Moreno 
Wed 1/26/2022 12:46 PM
To: Fong, Gloria
Cc: Tiffany Horne; Alicia Cole 

Warning: this message is from an external user and should be treated with caution.

Hi Gloria,
Yes the Electric Sit to Stand’s has a programable control.  Below are the specifica�ons for the desk.  Please let us know which side the return will be on and we will get
it specified.  He also could sit facing the door- back to the slider.

Thank you for the update.

Dennie

Dennie Moreno
Seats And Stations

Cell: (916) 316-7825
Office: (916) 786-8005 ext 112
Fax: (916) 783-8006

1430 Blue Oaks Blvd., Suite 150
Roseville, CA 95747
www.seatsandstations.com

Follow us on: Facebook | Instagram | YouTube
Spaces that work for people at work.

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.seatsandstations.com%2F&data=04%7C01%7CGloria.Fong%40fire.ca.gov%7C20df7ed1f5d04317d47608d9e10cf915%7C447a4ca05405454dad68c98a520261f8%7C1%7C0%7C637788268112171876%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000&sdata=OabdCnI3P0jYqcjTCLa4X4EO7iMuLJoaXv89eAiZkjs%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.facebook.com%2FSeatsAndStations%2F&data=04%7C01%7CGloria.Fong%40fire.ca.gov%7C20df7ed1f5d04317d47608d9e10cf915%7C447a4ca05405454dad68c98a520261f8%7C1%7C0%7C637788268112171876%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000&sdata=C%2FFwXScswnD0neKIU6HLRzIrumTITlzoZAgac6dmYHs%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.instagram.com%2Fseatsandstations%2F&data=04%7C01%7CGloria.Fong%40fire.ca.gov%7C20df7ed1f5d04317d47608d9e10cf915%7C447a4ca05405454dad68c98a520261f8%7C1%7C0%7C637788268112171876%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000&sdata=hu1tA7YKiqvRwPUm1pGd7yswNy7ASCHXB1b%2FjJ%2B58us%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.youtube.com%2Fchannel%2FUCW7zSO0XjA80BQdUC7o8AJg&data=04%7C01%7CGloria.Fong%40fire.ca.gov%7C20df7ed1f5d04317d47608d9e10cf915%7C447a4ca05405454dad68c98a520261f8%7C1%7C0%7C637788268112171876%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000&sdata=i%2FPckRniBbQvO%2BdaSKoWxDifsRm7AvsvB3v76gI1yj4%3D&reserved=0


From: Fong, Gloria@CALFIRE   
Sent: Wednesday, January 26, 2022 12:34 PM 
To: Dennie Moreno  
Subject: Re: South Lake County Fire Protec�on

Hello Dennie,

I was asked if the adjustable height desk is motorized and also to change out the desk in the chief's office to L shape.  I will let you know when I hear,
whether is to be le� or right.

Gloria Fong 
Staff Services Analyst
South Lake County Fire Protection District

CAL FIRE
Bus: (707) 987-3089
Fax: (707) 987-9478

From: Dennie Moreno  
Sent: Friday, January 14, 2022 12:58 PM 
To: Fong, Gloria 
Cc: Tiffany Horne; Alicia Cole 
Subject: South Lake County Fire Protec�on

Warning: this message is from an external user and should be treated with caution.

Good a�ernoon Gloria,

Hope all is well with you. 

A�ached are the office layouts and the Furniture Look Book Presenta�on.  Please review and let me know if you have any ques�ons.  Upon your approval, we will send
a quota�on. 

Thank you,
Dennie

Dennie Moreno
Seats And Stations

Cell: (916) 316-7825
Office: (916) 786-8005 ext 112
Fax: (916) 783-8006

1430 Blue Oaks Blvd., Suite 150
Roseville, CA 95747
www.seatsandstations.com

Follow us on: Facebook | Instagram | YouTube
Spaces that work for people at work.
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South Lake County Fire Protection
Furniture Lookbook
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PRIVATE OFFICE FURNITURE

2‐Drawer Lateral File Mobile Box/File Pedestal Single Monitor Arm

Guest Chair Task Chair
Adjustable Height
Desk w/ Modesty
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BOARD ROOM & WAITING ROOM FURNITURE

Platform Table

High Back Chair Lectern

Lounge Chair & Occasional Tables



Seats and Stations
1430 Blue Oaks Blvd
Suite 150
Roseville, CA 95747
PH: 916 786 8005
FX: 916 783 8006

QUOTATION & CONTRACT

DATE QUOTE # PURCHASE ORDER

03/09/22 SAS220457A

50% Dep. / Bal. Due Upon Receipt

SALES REPRESENTATIVETERMS

Dennie Moreno

BILL TO:

South Lake County Fire Protection
21095 Highway 175
Middletown, CA 95461-9692

FINAL LOCATION:

South Lake County Fire Protection
21095 Highway 175
Middletown, CA 95461-9692

DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICEITEM # EXT. PRICEQTY

1 Board Room

2 1.00ZLK-MPF-84T STU
Lok Fixed TFL Modesty Panel- 84
STU = Studio Teak
-- TAG/LOCATION: Lok-Training_V.11.21,Board Room

$ 132.07 $ 132.07

3 1.00ZLK-MPF-48T STU
Lok Fixed TFL Modesty Panel- 48
STU = Studio Teak
-- TAG/LOCATION: Lok-Training_V.11.21,Board Room

$ 108.57 $ 108.57

4 2.00ZLK-MPF-30T STU
Lok Fixed TFL Modesty Panel- 30
STU = Studio Teak
-- TAG/LOCATION: Lok_V.11.21,Board Room

$ 101.52 $ 203.04

5 1.00ZLK-MPF-72T STU
Lok Fixed TFL Modesty Panel- 72
STU = Studio Teak
-- TAG/LOCATION: Lok-Training_V.11.21,Board Room

$ 127.37 $ 127.37

6 4.0004WVS
Wire Management Velcro Straps - Set of 4- 1.75d x 3.5w x 0.25h
-- TAG/LOCATION: 04WVS,Accessories_V.2.22,Board Room

$ 22.56 $ 90.24

7 4.00AVL20 B
Vertical Wire Manager - 2d x 2.25w x 22h
B = Black
-- TAG/LOCATION: AVL20,Accessories_V.2.22,Board Room

$ 34.31 $ 137.24

8 1.00LK-CBF-TT29-2472 SMF MBK G
Lok Fixed Cantilever T-Base For Rectangular Tops- 24d x 72w x 29
SMF = Single Metal Finish
MBK = Matte Black Feet and Post
G = Glide
-- TAG/LOCATION: LK-CBF-TT29-2472,Lok-Training_V.2.22,Board
Room

$ 244.40 $ 244.40

9 1.00LK-CBF-TT29-2484 SMF MBK G
Lok Fixed Cantilever T-Base For Rectangular Tops- 24d x 84w x 29
SMF = Single Metal Finish
MBK = Matte Black Feet and Post
G = Glide

$ 251.92 $ 251.92
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Seats and Stations
1430 Blue Oaks Blvd
Suite 150
Roseville, CA 95747
PH: 916 786 8005
FX: 916 783 8006

QUOTATION & CONTRACT

DATE QUOTE # PURCHASE ORDER

03/09/22 SAS220457A

50% Dep. / Bal. Due Upon Receipt

SALES REPRESENTATIVETERMS

Dennie Moreno

DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICEITEM # EXT. PRICEQTY

-- TAG/LOCATION: LK-CBF-TT29-2484,Lok-Training_V.2.22,Board
Room

10 2.00LK-CBF-TZ29-2448 SMF MBK G
Lok Fixed Cantilever T-Base For Trapezoid Tops- 24d x 48w x 29
SMF = Single Metal Finish
MBK = Matte Black Feet and Post
G = Glide
-- TAG/LOCATION: LK-CBF-TZ29-2448,Lok-Training_V.2.22,Board
Room

$ 216.20 $ 432.40

11 1.00LK-PDO-2224 STU GN MBK BL
Lok Mobile Podium Open
STU = Studio Teak
GN = No Grommet
MBK = Matte Black Finish
BL = Black Caster
-- TAG/LOCATION: LK-PDO- 2224,Lok-Training_V.2.22,Board Room

$ 635.91 $ 635.91

12 1.00LK-TT29-2472T TFL STU N YLB
Lok Rectangular Training Top - 24d x 72w
TFL = JSI TFL Laminat Std
STU = Studio Teak
N = No Cutout
YLB = Yes Linking Bracket (set of 2)
-- TAG/LOCATION: LK-TT29-2472T,Lok-Training_V.2.22,Board
Room

$ 212.91 $ 212.91

13 1.00LK-TT29-2484T TFL STU N YLB
Lok Rectangular Training Top - 24d x 84w
TFL = JSI TFL Laminat Std
STU = Studio Teak
N = No Cutout
YLB = Yes Linking Bracket (set of 2)
-- TAG/LOCATION: LK-TT29-2484T,Lok-Training_V.2.22,Board
Room

$ 222.78 $ 222.78

14 2.00LK-TZ29-2448T TFL STU N YLB
Lok Trapezoid Training Top - 24d x 48w
TFL = JSI TFL Laminat Std
STU = Studio Teak
N = No Cutout
YLB = Yes Linking Bracket (set of 2)
-- TAG/LOCATION: LK-TZ29-2448T,Lok-Training_V.2.22,Board
Room

$ 177.66 $ 355.32

15 4.00KCE0303MTPUUSMB
ELECTRICAL, MINITAP, POWER CENTER, BLACK
-- TAG/LOCATION: MPU,Board Room

$ 111.24 $ 444.96

16 7.0025914 D 37A 243S 25F 35TB 0013B 100mm ~
Executive High Back Advanced synchro tilt control w/ built-in seat
slider, tilt lock and ratchet backTeknit 001 Black (Main)Airknit (Pillow
Boxing)

$ 744.88 $ 5,214.16
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Seats and Stations
1430 Blue Oaks Blvd
Suite 150
Roseville, CA 95747
PH: 916 786 8005
FX: 916 783 8006

QUOTATION & CONTRACT

DATE QUOTE # PURCHASE ORDER

03/09/22 SAS220457A

50% Dep. / Bal. Due Upon Receipt

SALES REPRESENTATIVETERMS

Dennie Moreno

DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICEITEM # EXT. PRICEQTY

D = Canter Onyx CE-39(Pillow & Upper Back)
37A = 4-way, multifunction, vertical and horizontal adjustment w/ pad.
pads cannot be changed
243S = STANDARD - Medium 20 w x 19 d
25F = RFoaM (Memory Foam)
35TB = Tailbone Cutout
0013B =
100mm =
~ = No Selection
-- TAG/LOCATION: Board Room

$ 8,813.29 Subtotal:

17 Chief's Office

18 1.0025914 D 37A 243S 25F 35TB 0013B 100mm ~
Executive High Back Advanced synchro tilt control w/ built-in seat
slider, tilt lock and ratchet backTeknit 001 Black (Main)Airknit (Pillow
Boxing)
D = Canter Onyx CE-39(Pillow & Upper Back)
37A = 4-way, multifunction, vertical and horizontal adjustment w/ pad.
pads cannot be changed
243S = STANDARD - Medium 20 w x 19 d
25F = RFoaM (Memory Foam)
35TB = Tailbone Cutout
0013B =
100mm =
~ = No Selection
-- TAG/LOCATION: Chief's Office

$ 773.16 $ 773.16

19 1.003152.WM03
J Chan Without Power
-- TAG/LOCATION: Chief's Office

$ 59.09 $ 59.09

20 1.00FCNAHBT-24-3 BU
3 Stage Height Adjustable Table Base, 24"D T-Leg, Corner
BU = FIN: Black Umber
-- TAG/LOCATION: Chief's Office

$ 702.09 $ 702.09

21 1.00FCH3-DSK BLK
Desktop Power Module w/ 1 AC power and 2 USB outlets (mounts
on top or under desk)
BLK = Black
-- TAG/LOCATION: Chief's Office

$ 54.27 $ 54.27

22 1.00EDGE2 BLK
Edge Series Dual Monitor Arm w/ desk clamp & grommet mount
(weight capacity 6.5 - 17.6 lbs per arm)
BLK = Black
-- TAG/LOCATION: Chief's Office

$ 253.72 $ 253.72
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Seats and Stations
1430 Blue Oaks Blvd
Suite 150
Roseville, CA 95747
PH: 916 786 8005
FX: 916 783 8006

QUOTATION & CONTRACT

DATE QUOTE # PURCHASE ORDER

03/09/22 SAS220457A

50% Dep. / Bal. Due Upon Receipt

SALES REPRESENTATIVETERMS

Dennie Moreno

DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICEITEM # EXT. PRICEQTY

23 1.00EDGE BLK
Edge Series Single Monitor Arm w/ desk clamp & grommet mount
(weight capacity 6.5 - 17.6 lbs)
BLK = Black
-- TAG/LOCATION: Chief's Office

$ 134.66 $ 134.66

24 1.00LTH-EDGE SLV
Laptop Holder for EDGE & EVOLVE Monitor Arms
SLV = Silver
-- TAG/LOCATION: Chief's Office

$ 70.21 $ 70.21

25 1.00FAHLMOD.1672 M23 BU
16"H x 64"W LAMINATE Modesty Panels
M23 = LAM: Bark
BU = FIN: Black Umber
-- TAG/LOCATION: Chief's Office

$ 124.12 $ 124.12

26 1.00FSQAHT.2448 M23 E26 DNA1
24"x48" Rectangular WS TOP ONLY, for MY-HITE base in
Freestanding Application
M23 = TOP: Bark
E26 = EDGE: Bark
DNA1 = Does Not Apply
-- TAG/LOCATION: Chief's Office

$ 80.62 $ 80.62

27 1.00FSQAHT.3072 M23 E26 DNA1
30"x72" Rectangular WS TOP ONLY, for MY-HITE base in
Freestanding Application
M23 = TOP: Bark
E26 = EDGE: Bark
DNA1 = Does Not Apply
-- TAG/LOCATION: Chief's Office

$ 144.13 $ 144.13

28 1.00FD-BF-2416-MOB M23 M23 M23 SLANT PULL-BU
24D, Mobile PEDESTAL, Box/File
M23 = Bark M23
M23 = Bark M23
M23 = Bark M23
SLANT PULL-BU = Slant Pull, Black Umber
-- TAG/LOCATION: Chief's Office

$ 419.05 $ 419.05

29 1.00FD-LF-2-42-B M23 M23 M23 SLANT PULL-BU
LATERAL FILE, Base, 2 drawer, 42Wx29H
M23 = Bark M23
M23 = Bark M23
M23 = Bark M23
SLANT PULL-BU = Slant Pull, Black Umber
-- TAG/LOCATION: Chief's Office

$ 666.13 $ 666.13

30 2.0095054-WA (M8) 8HM BK G2 (3) FV-CHFOG FA AS
Zip, Mesh Back, Side, with Arms
(M8) = M8 Mesh
8HM = Horizontal
BK = Black

$ 216.00 $ 432.00
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Seats and Stations
1430 Blue Oaks Blvd
Suite 150
Roseville, CA 95747
PH: 916 786 8005
FX: 916 783 8006

QUOTATION & CONTRACT

DATE QUOTE # PURCHASE ORDER

03/09/22 SAS220457A

50% Dep. / Bal. Due Upon Receipt

SALES REPRESENTATIVETERMS

Dennie Moreno

DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICEITEM # EXT. PRICEQTY

G2 = Grade 2
(3) = J. ENNIS: Challenger
FV-CHFOG = Fog
FA = Fully Assembled in Carton
AS = Allseating Standard
-- TAG/LOCATION: 33721,Chief's Office

$ 3,913.25 Subtotal:

31 Conference Room

32 6.0095054-WA (M8) 8HM BK G2 (3) FV-CHFOG FA AS
Zip, Mesh Back, Side, with Arms
(M8) = M8 Mesh
8HM = Horizontal
BK = Black
G2 = Grade 2
(3) = J. ENNIS: Challenger
FV-CHFOG = Fog
FA = Fully Assembled in Carton
AS = Allseating Standard
-- TAG/LOCATION: 33721,Conference Room

$ 216.00 $ 1,296.00

$ 1,296.00 Subtotal:

33 Front Office

34 1.0025914 D 37A 243S 25F 35TB 0013B 100mm ~
Executive High Back Advanced synchro tilt control w/ built-in seat
slider, tilt lock and ratchet backTeknit 001 Black (Main)Airknit (Pillow
Boxing)
D = Canter Onyx CE-39(Pillow & Upper Back)
37A = 4-way, multifunction, vertical and horizontal adjustment w/ pad.
pads cannot be changed
243S = STANDARD - Medium 20 w x 19 d
25F = RFoaM (Memory Foam)
35TB = Tailbone Cutout
0013B =
100mm =
~ = No Selection
-- TAG/LOCATION: Front Office

$ 773.16 $ 773.16

35 1.003152.WM03
J Chan Without Power
-- TAG/LOCATION: Front Office

$ 58.00 $ 58.00

36 1.00FCNAHBT-24-3 BU
3 Stage Height Adjustable Table Base, 24"D T-Leg, Corner
BU = FIN: Black Umber

$ 702.09 $ 702.09
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Seats and Stations
1430 Blue Oaks Blvd
Suite 150
Roseville, CA 95747
PH: 916 786 8005
FX: 916 783 8006

QUOTATION & CONTRACT

DATE QUOTE # PURCHASE ORDER

03/09/22 SAS220457A

50% Dep. / Bal. Due Upon Receipt

SALES REPRESENTATIVETERMS

Dennie Moreno

DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICEITEM # EXT. PRICEQTY

-- TAG/LOCATION: Front Office

37 1.00FCH3-DSK BLK
Desktop Power Module w/ 1 AC power and 2 USB outlets (mounts
on top or under desk)
BLK = Black
-- TAG/LOCATION: Front Office

$ 54.27 $ 54.27

38 1.00EDGE2 BLK
Edge Series Dual Monitor Arm w/ desk clamp & grommet mount
(weight capacity 6.5 - 17.6 lbs per arm)
BLK = Black
-- TAG/LOCATION: Front Office

$ 253.72 $ 253.72

39 1.00EDGE BLK
Edge Series Single Monitor Arm w/ desk clamp & grommet mount
(weight capacity 6.5 - 17.6 lbs)
BLK = Black
-- TAG/LOCATION: Front Office

$ 134.66 $ 134.66

40 1.00LTH-EDGE SLV
Laptop Holder for EDGE & EVOLVE Monitor Arms
SLV = Silver
-- TAG/LOCATION: Front Office

$ 70.21 $ 70.21

41 1.00FAHLMOD.1666 M23 BU
16"H x 58"W LAMINATE Modesty Panels
M23 = LAM: Bark
BU = FIN: Black Umber
-- TAG/LOCATION: Front Office

$ 122.09 $ 122.09

42 1.00FSQAHT.2448 M23 E26 DNA1
24"x48" Rectangular WS TOP ONLY, for MY-HITE base in
Freestanding Application
M23 = TOP: Bark
E26 = EDGE: Bark
DNA1 = Does Not Apply
-- TAG/LOCATION: Front Office

$ 80.62 $ 80.62

43 1.00FSQAHT.3066 M23 E26 DNA1
30"x66" Rectangular WS TOP ONLY, for MY-HITE base in
Freestanding Application
M23 = TOP: Bark
E26 = EDGE: Bark
DNA1 = Does Not Apply
-- TAG/LOCATION: Front Office

$ 140.94 $ 140.94

44 1.00FD-BF-2416-MOB M23 M23 M23 SLANT PULL-BU
24D, Mobile PEDESTAL, Box/File
M23 = Bark M23
M23 = Bark M23
M23 = Bark M23
SLANT PULL-BU = Slant Pull, Black Umber
-- TAG/LOCATION: Front Office

$ 419.05 $ 419.05
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Seats and Stations
1430 Blue Oaks Blvd
Suite 150
Roseville, CA 95747
PH: 916 786 8005
FX: 916 783 8006

QUOTATION & CONTRACT

DATE QUOTE # PURCHASE ORDER

03/09/22 SAS220457A

50% Dep. / Bal. Due Upon Receipt

SALES REPRESENTATIVETERMS

Dennie Moreno

DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICEITEM # EXT. PRICEQTY

45 1.00FD-LF-2-42-B M23 M23 M23 SLANT PULL-BU
LATERAL FILE, Base, 2 drawer, 42Wx29H
M23 = Bark M23
M23 = Bark M23
M23 = Bark M23
SLANT PULL-BU = Slant Pull, Black Umber
-- TAG/LOCATION: Front Office

$ 666.13 $ 666.13

46 2.0095054-WA (M8) 8HM BK G2 (3) FV-CHFOG FA AS
Zip, Mesh Back, Side, with Arms
(M8) = M8 Mesh
8HM = Horizontal
BK = Black
G2 = Grade 2
(3) = J. ENNIS: Challenger
FV-CHFOG = Fog
FA = Fully Assembled in Carton
AS = Allseating Standard
-- TAG/LOCATION: 33721,Front Office

$ 216.00 $ 432.00

$ 3,906.94 Subtotal:

47 Gloria's Office

48 1.0025914 D 37A 243S 25F 35TB 0013B 100mm ~
Executive High Back Advanced synchro tilt control w/ built-in seat
slider, tilt lock and ratchet backTeknit 001 Black (Main)Airknit (Pillow
Boxing)
D = Canter Onyx CE-39(Pillow & Upper Back)
37A = 4-way, multifunction, vertical and horizontal adjustment w/ pad.
pads cannot be changed
243S = STANDARD - Medium 20 w x 19 d
25F = RFoaM (Memory Foam)
35TB = Tailbone Cutout
0013B =
100mm =
~ = No Selection
-- TAG/LOCATION: Gloria's Office

$ 678.67 $ 678.67

49 1.003152.WM03
J Chan Without Power
-- TAG/LOCATION: Gloria's Office

$ 58.00 $ 58.00

50 1.00FCNAHBT-24-3 BU
3 Stage Height Adjustable Table Base, 24"D T-Leg, Corner
BU = FIN: Black Umber
-- TAG/LOCATION: Gloria's Office

$ 702.09 $ 702.09

51 1.00FCH3-DSK BLK
Desktop Power Module w/ 1 AC power and 2 USB outlets (mounts
on top or under desk)

$ 54.27 $ 54.27

 12Page 7 of
[initial|req|signer1]

gfong
Highlight

gfong
Highlight

gfong
Oval



Seats and Stations
1430 Blue Oaks Blvd
Suite 150
Roseville, CA 95747
PH: 916 786 8005
FX: 916 783 8006

QUOTATION & CONTRACT

DATE QUOTE # PURCHASE ORDER

03/09/22 SAS220457A

50% Dep. / Bal. Due Upon Receipt

SALES REPRESENTATIVETERMS

Dennie Moreno

DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICEITEM # EXT. PRICEQTY

BLK = Black
-- TAG/LOCATION: Gloria's Office

52 1.00EDGE2 BLK
Edge Series Dual Monitor Arm w/ desk clamp & grommet mount
(weight capacity 6.5 - 17.6 lbs per arm)
BLK = Black
-- TAG/LOCATION: Gloria's Office

$ 253.72 $ 253.72

53 1.00EDGE BLK
Edge Series Single Monitor Arm w/ desk clamp & grommet mount
(weight capacity 6.5 - 17.6 lbs)
BLK = Black
-- TAG/LOCATION: Gloria's Office

$ 134.66 $ 134.66

54 1.00LTH-EDGE SLV
Laptop Holder for EDGE & EVOLVE Monitor Arms
SLV = Silver
-- TAG/LOCATION: Gloria's Office

$ 70.21 $ 70.21

55 1.00FAHLMOD.1672 M23 BU
16"H x 64"W LAMINATE Modesty Panels
M23 = LAM: Bark
BU = FIN: Black Umber
-- TAG/LOCATION: Gloria's Office

$ 124.12 $ 124.12

56 1.00FSQAHT.2448 M23 E26 DNA1
24"x48" Rectangular WS TOP ONLY, for MY-HITE base in
Freestanding Application
M23 = TOP: Bark
E26 = EDGE: Bark
DNA1 = Does Not Apply
-- TAG/LOCATION: Gloria's Office

$ 80.62 $ 80.62

57 1.00FSQAHT.3072 M23 E26 DNA1
30"x72" Rectangular WS TOP ONLY, for MY-HITE base in
Freestanding Application
M23 = TOP: Bark
E26 = EDGE: Bark
DNA1 = Does Not Apply
-- TAG/LOCATION: Gloria's Office

$ 144.13 $ 144.13

58 1.00FD-BF-2416-MOB M23 M23 M23 SLANT PULL-BU
24D, Mobile PEDESTAL, Box/File
M23 = Bark M23
M23 = Bark M23
M23 = Bark M23
SLANT PULL-BU = Slant Pull, Black Umber
-- TAG/LOCATION: Gloria's Office

$ 419.05 $ 419.05

59 1.00FD-LF-2-42-B M23 M23 M23 SLANT PULL-BU
LATERAL FILE, Base, 2 drawer, 42Wx29H
M23 = Bark M23
M23 = Bark M23

$ 666.13 $ 666.13
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Seats and Stations
1430 Blue Oaks Blvd
Suite 150
Roseville, CA 95747
PH: 916 786 8005
FX: 916 783 8006

QUOTATION & CONTRACT

DATE QUOTE # PURCHASE ORDER

03/09/22 SAS220457A

50% Dep. / Bal. Due Upon Receipt

SALES REPRESENTATIVETERMS

Dennie Moreno

DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICEITEM # EXT. PRICEQTY

M23 = Bark M23
SLANT PULL-BU = Slant Pull, Black Umber
-- TAG/LOCATION: Gloria's Office

60 2.0095054-WA (M8) 8HM BK G2 (3) FV-CHFOG FA AS
Zip, Mesh Back, Side, with Arms
(M8) = M8 Mesh
8HM = Horizontal
BK = Black
G2 = Grade 2
(3) = J. ENNIS: Challenger
FV-CHFOG = Fog
FA = Fully Assembled in Carton
AS = Allseating Standard
-- TAG/LOCATION: 33721,Gloria's Office

$ 216.00 $ 432.00

$ 3,817.67 Subtotal:

61 Shared Office

62 3.0025914 D 37A 243S 25F 35TB 0013B 100mm ~
Executive High Back Advanced synchro tilt control w/ built-in seat
slider, tilt lock and ratchet backTeknit 001 Black (Main)Airknit (Pillow
Boxing)
D = Canter Onyx CE-39(Pillow & Upper Back)
37A = 4-way, multifunction, vertical and horizontal adjustment w/ pad.
pads cannot be changed
243S = STANDARD - Medium 20 w x 19 d
25F = RFoaM (Memory Foam)
35TB = Tailbone Cutout
0013B =
100mm =
~ = No Selection
-- TAG/LOCATION: Shared Office

$ 678.67 $ 2,036.01

63 2.003152.WM03
J Chan Without Power
-- TAG/LOCATION: Shared Office

$ 58.00 $ 116.00

64 3.00FCH3-DSK BLK
Desktop Power Module w/ 1 AC power and 2 USB outlets (mounts
on top or under desk)
BLK = Black
-- TAG/LOCATION: Shared Office

$ 54.27 $ 162.81

65 2.00EDGE2 BLK
Edge Series Dual Monitor Arm w/ desk clamp & grommet mount
(weight capacity 6.5 - 17.6 lbs per arm)
BLK = Black
-- TAG/LOCATION: Shared Office

$ 253.72 $ 507.44

 12Page 9 of
[initial|req|signer1]

gfong
Highlight

gfong
Highlight

gfong
Oval



Seats and Stations
1430 Blue Oaks Blvd
Suite 150
Roseville, CA 95747
PH: 916 786 8005
FX: 916 783 8006

QUOTATION & CONTRACT

DATE QUOTE # PURCHASE ORDER

03/09/22 SAS220457A

50% Dep. / Bal. Due Upon Receipt

SALES REPRESENTATIVETERMS

Dennie Moreno

DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICEITEM # EXT. PRICEQTY

66 2.00EDGE BLK
Edge Series Single Monitor Arm w/ desk clamp & grommet mount
(weight capacity 6.5 - 17.6 lbs)
BLK = Black
-- TAG/LOCATION: Shared Office

$ 134.66 $ 269.32

67 2.00LTH-EDGE SLV
Laptop Holder for EDGE & EVOLVE Monitor Arms
SLV = Silver
-- TAG/LOCATION: Shared Office

$ 70.21 $ 140.42

68 3.00FSQAHBT-30-3 BU
3 Stage Height Adjustable Table Base, 30"D T-Leg, Straight
BU = FIN: Black Umber
-- TAG/LOCATION: Shared Office

$ 511.27 $ 1,533.81

69 3.00FSQAHT.3072 M23 E26 DNA1
30"x72" Rectangular WS TOP ONLY, for MY-HITE base in
Freestanding Application
M23 = TOP: Bark
E26 = EDGE: Bark
DNA1 = Does Not Apply
-- TAG/LOCATION: Shared Office

$ 144.13 $ 432.39

70 2.00FD-BF-2416-MOB M23 M23 M23 SLANT PULL-BU
24D, Mobile PEDESTAL, Box/File
M23 = Bark M23
M23 = Bark M23
M23 = Bark M23
SLANT PULL-BU = Slant Pull, Black Umber
-- TAG/LOCATION: Shared Office

$ 419.05 $ 838.10

$ 6,036.30 Subtotal:

71 Waiting Room

72 1.00CAMT.TT9 TM3 TL14 BF04 P3
CAMEO RECTANGULAR COFFEE TABLE
TM3 = Laminate Top
TL14 = Uptown Walnut
BF04 = Charcoal
P3 = Final Assembly Required
-- TAG/LOCATION: Waiting Room

$ 795.20 $ 795.20

73 1.00CAMT.TTL1 TM3 TL14 BF04 P3
CAMEO INLINE TABLE
TM3 = Laminate Top
TL14 = Uptown Walnut
BF04 = Charcoal
P3 = Final Assembly Required
-- TAG/LOCATION: Waiting Room

$ 319.60 $ 319.60
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Seats and Stations
1430 Blue Oaks Blvd
Suite 150
Roseville, CA 95747
PH: 916 786 8005
FX: 916 783 8006

QUOTATION & CONTRACT

DATE QUOTE # PURCHASE ORDER

03/09/22 SAS220457A

50% Dep. / Bal. Due Upon Receipt

SALES REPRESENTATIVETERMS

Dennie Moreno

DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICEITEM # EXT. PRICEQTY

74 1.00CAM.SN1.FS10 BF04 ~ ~ USU FG2 ELEMENT PERIDOT P3
CAMEO SINGLE SEAT WITH RIGHT ARM
BF04 = Charcoal
~ = No Moisture Barrier
~ = No CAL 133
USU = Single Upholstered
FG2 = Fabric/Vinyl Grade 2
ELEMENT = Element Standard Color Selection
PERIDOT = Element Peridot
P3 = Final Assembly Required
-- TAG/LOCATION: Waiting Room

$ 791.60 $ 791.60

75 1.00CAM.SN1.FS12 BF04 ~ ~ USU FG2 ELEMENT PERIDOT P3
CAMEO SINGLE SEAT WITH LEFT ARM
BF04 = Charcoal
~ = No Moisture Barrier
~ = No CAL 133
USU = Single Upholstered
FG2 = Fabric/Vinyl Grade 2
ELEMENT = Element Standard Color Selection
PERIDOT = Element Peridot
P3 = Final Assembly Required
-- TAG/LOCATION: Waiting Room

$ 791.60 $ 791.60

76 3.00CAM.SN1.FS8 BF04 ~ ~ UMU (AA) FG3 AFFINITY STONE (MB)
FG3 AFFINITY STONE (MS) FG2 ELEMENT PERIDOT P3
CAMEO SINGLE SEAT WITH DUAL ARMS
BF04 = Charcoal
~ = No Moisture Barrier
~ = No CAL 133
UMU = Multiple Upholstered
(AA) = Dual Arm Multiple Upholstered
FG3 = Fabric/Vinyl Grade 3
AFFINITY = Affinity Standard Color Selection
STONE = Affinity Stone
(MB) = Back Multiple Upholstered
FG3 = Fabric/Vinyl Grade 3
AFFINITY = Affinity Standard Color Selection
STONE = Affinity Stone
(MS) = Seat Multiple Upholstered
FG2 = Fabric/Vinyl Grade 2
ELEMENT = Element Standard Color Selection
PERIDOT = Element Peridot
P3 = Final Assembly Required
-- TAG/LOCATION: Waiting Room

$ 898.80 $ 2,696.40

$ 5,394.40 Subtotal:

77 1.00Assemble
Receive, Deliver and Assemble during normal business hours with
non-union installers. Area to be free and clear. Customer to

$ 11,000.00 $ 11,000.00
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Seats and Stations
1430 Blue Oaks Blvd
Suite 150
Roseville, CA 95747
PH: 916 786 8005
FX: 916 783 8006

QUOTATION & CONTRACT

DATE QUOTE # PURCHASE ORDER

03/09/22 SAS220457A

50% Dep. / Bal. Due Upon Receipt

SALES REPRESENTATIVETERMS

Dennie Moreno

DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICEITEM # EXT. PRICEQTY

coordinate electrical and data subcontractors. Any additional
requirements during installation not previously discussed will result in
additional costs associated with parts and labor.
*Taxable*

78 1.00Service
Labor to Pull Product From Inventory
SAS
*Non Taxble*

$ 30.00 $ 30.00

79 1.00Int. Design AC
Design Services Technical Installation Drawings, Product
Specification and Finish Selection.
*Taxable

$ 1,636.25 $ 1,636.25

80 1.00PM Services
Project Management
*Taxable

$ 1,200.00 $ 1,200.00

NOTES: Any questions please contact Dennie Moreno or Emily McCleary 916.786.8005. Thanks so much.

ORDERS MAY BE SUBJECT TO A TARIFF, CHARGES WILL BE ADDED TO FINAL INVOICE IF APPLICABLE

SUB TOTAL $47,044.10

Title

SEATS AND STATIONS IS PLEASED TO QUOTE THE FOLLOWING ITEMS FOR YOUR APPROVAL. BASED ON ANY CURRENT FEDERALLY MANDATED TARIFFS, ALL IMPORT TAXES WILL BE PASSED
ON. THE MERCHANDISE WILL BE ORDERED UPON RECEIPT OF THIS SIGNED CONTRACT AND DEPOSIT. THIS OFFER WILL EXPIRE 30 DAYS FROM THE QUOTATION DATE. THIS QUOTATION, WHEN

ACCEPTED IS A CONTRACT BINDING ON BOTH PARTIES AND IS NOT SUBJECT TO CHANGE OR CANCELLATION EXCEPT BY WRITTEN CONSENT BY BOTH PARTIES

Page 12 of 12

SEATS AND STATIONS

Dennie Moreno
x 03/09/2022Date

x Date

South Lake County Fire Protection

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$3,408.52

LABOR ASSEMBLY

SALES TAX (7.25%)

LABOR INSTALLATION

SERVICE

FREIGHT

TOTAL $50,452.62

DEPOSIT REQUESTED
(NON-REFUNDABLE)

($25,226.31)

BALANCE $25,226.31
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 South Lake County Fire Protection District 
                                            in cooperation with            

California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection 
 

P.O. Box 1360 Middletown, CA  95461 - (707) 987-3089  
     

 
 

DATE: July 13, 2021 

TO: Board of Directors 

 

FROM: Gloria Fong 
 Staff Services Analyst 

 
SUBJECT:  Updating Office Furniture for Middletown Station 60 Front Offices 
 
 
For the Board’s consideration is the purchase of office furniture.  This will be for the front offices 
at the Middletown station. This purchase is for furniture from the same collection. Over the past 
10 plus years, pieces of furniture, various size file cabinets and tables, chairs, and desks have 
been added, most of which are not ergonomically suitable for office personnel.   
 
The National Business Furniture participates in the California Multiple award schedule contracts, 
providing discounts for government orders. Their contract #4-20-71-0097D is attached for 
reference.  South Lake County Fire Protection District’s (SLCFPD) purchase policy recognizes 
purchase opportunities utilizing State contracts satisfy the need to obtain competitive bids.  
 
SLCFPD has reserves designated for Medical Services and Supplies in the amount of $762,783 
that can only be used for health care services, including but not limited to salaries, supplies and 
equipment.  The last cost report prepared for fiscal year 2017-2018 for the Ground Emergency 
Medical Transportation Services Supplemental Reimbursement Program determined that 
medical transport personnel made up 50% of the District’s contracted salaries. Administrative 
costs are necessary to house and maintain the emergency medical services personnel that provide 
the medical services for Partnership Health patients. Funding for the attached quote of 
$13,179.89 will be made up of 50% from Medical Services and Supplies and 50% from 
Assistance by Hire.  The quote includes tax, shipping, installation and debris removal.  
 
Attachments. 
 



 M e r c h a n d i s e $11,876.00
 Total Discount 2 , 7 0 7 . 4 4 
 Merchandise Subtotal 9 , 1 6 8 . 5 6 
 Shipping & Handling 9 4 8 . 1 0 
 Additional Services 2 , 3 9 8 . 5 1 
 S u b t o t a l 1 2 , 5 1 5 . 1 7 
 Total Tax 6 6 4 . 7 2 
 Order Total $13,179.89Customer PO#:  Quoted By:  ELIZABETH ANTONINI     E x t :      O n :  05/25/21 Page 1

Quote  # QL276143  ( v 2 ) 

National Business Furniture, LLC
770 South 70th Street    Milwaukee, WI 53214
phone (800) 558-1010 x fax: (800) 329-9349

Ship-To Address mike.wink@fire.ca.gov Bill-To Address mike.wink@fire.ca.gov
MIKE WINK
BATTALION CHIEF
SOUTH LAKE COUNTY FIRE PROTECTION
21095 HWY 175  STE 1360
MIDDLETOWN, CA 95461
(707) 987-3089 ext. 3

Source:  OS0007
Cat:  86-C  
Cust#:  AY6327

  S A M E

Item # Qty  D e s c r i p t i o n  O p t i o n s L e a d Catalog Discount T o t a l 
T i m e P r i c e P r i c e M e r c h 

16093  1 Mark this item for Gloria's Office
Corner Desk Adj Ht 72x72

Gray Top & Edge/Brushed Nickel
Frame/Electric Motor

 4-5 Wks $1,359.00 $1,036.00 $1,036.00

30626  2 Two Drawer Lateral File Gray Laminate/Brushed Nickel
Handles

 4-5 Wks $549.00 $423.20 $846.40

36749  2 Storage Cabinet w/Glass Doors Gray Laminate/Brushed Nickel
Accents/Glass Doors

 4-5 Wks $379.00 $287.20 $574.40

46282  1 48x24 Table Gray Laminate/Brushed Nickel
Painted Steel Frame

 4-5 Wks $269.00 $199.20 $199.20

75387  2 Vinyl Guest/Reception Chair Charcoal Vinyl/Black Base Ships Today $139.00 $127.88 $255.76
16093  1 Mark this item for Karin's Office

Corner Desk Adj Ht 72x72
Gray Top & Edge/Brushed Nickel
Frame/Electric Motor

 4-5 Wks $1,359.00 $1,036.00 $1,036.00

221542  1 Dual Monitor Arm Black  1-2 Wks $199.00 $159.20 $159.20

Continued on next page...
Quotations & Drawings property of National Business Furniture - LA. Copyright 2021.



 M e r c h a n d i s e $11,876.00
 Total Discount 2 , 7 0 7 . 4 4 
 Merchandise Subtotal 9 , 1 6 8 . 5 6 
 Shipping & Handling 9 4 8 . 1 0 
 Additional Services 2 , 3 9 8 . 5 1 
 S u b t o t a l 1 2 , 5 1 5 . 1 7 
 Total Tax 6 6 4 . 7 2 
 Order Total $13,179.89Customer PO#:  Quoted By:  ELIZABETH ANTONINI     E x t :      O n :  05/25/21 Page 2

Quote  # QL276143  ( v 2 ) 

National Business Furniture, LLC
770 South 70th Street    Milwaukee, WI 53214
phone (800) 558-1010 x fax: (800) 329-9349

Ship-To Address mike.wink@fire.ca.gov Bill-To Address mike.wink@fire.ca.gov
MIKE WINK
BATTALION CHIEF
SOUTH LAKE COUNTY FIRE PROTECTION
21095 HWY 175  STE 1360
MIDDLETOWN, CA 95461
(707) 987-3089 ext. 3

Source:  OS0007
Cat:  86-C  
Cust#:  AY6327

  S A M E

Item # Qty  D e s c r i p t i o n  O p t i o n s L e a d Catalog Discount T o t a l 
T i m e P r i c e P r i c e M e r c h 

30626  3 Two Drawer Lateral File Gray Laminate/Brushed Nickel
Handles

 4-5 Wks $549.00 $423.20 $1,269.60

34561  1 Box/Box/File Pedestal Gray Laminate/Brushed Nickel
Handles

 4-5 Wks $309.00 $231.20 $231.20

34965  1 File/File Pedestal Gray Laminate  4-5 Wks $298.00 $215.20 $215.20
91016  1 Articulating Keyboard Tray Black  1-2 Wks $121.00 $96.80 $96.80
92553  2 Round Power Unit 1 Grounded Socket, 2 USB Ports,

Power output not exceeding 50W
 4-5 Wks $39.00 $23.20 $46.40

14425  1 Mark this item for Shared Office
60x30 Standing Height Desk

Gray Laminate/Brushed Nickel
Painted Steel Frame

 4-5 Wks $609.00 $471.20 $471.20

Continued on next page...
Quotations & Drawings property of National Business Furniture - LA. Copyright 2021.



 M e r c h a n d i s e $11,876.00
 Total Discount 2 , 7 0 7 . 4 4 
 Merchandise Subtotal 9 , 1 6 8 . 5 6 
 Shipping & Handling 9 4 8 . 1 0 
 Additional Services 2 , 3 9 8 . 5 1 
 S u b t o t a l 1 2 , 5 1 5 . 1 7 
 Total Tax 6 6 4 . 7 2 
 Order Total $13,179.89Customer PO#:  Quoted By:  ELIZABETH ANTONINI     E x t :      O n :  05/25/21 Page 3

Quote  # QL276143  ( v 2 ) 

National Business Furniture, LLC
770 South 70th Street    Milwaukee, WI 53214
phone (800) 558-1010 x fax: (800) 329-9349

Ship-To Address mike.wink@fire.ca.gov Bill-To Address mike.wink@fire.ca.gov
MIKE WINK
BATTALION CHIEF
SOUTH LAKE COUNTY FIRE PROTECTION
21095 HWY 175  STE 1360
MIDDLETOWN, CA 95461
(707) 987-3089 ext. 3

Source:  OS0007
Cat:  86-C  
Cust#:  AY6327

  S A M E

Item # Qty  D e s c r i p t i o n  O p t i o n s L e a d Catalog Discount T o t a l 
T i m e P r i c e P r i c e M e r c h 

30626  4 Two Drawer Lateral File Gray Laminate/Brushed Nickel
Handles

 4-5 Wks $549.00 $423.20 $1,692.80

42109  2 60x30 Adjustable Ht Table Artisan Gray Top/Silver Base  1-2 Wks $649.00 $519.20 $1,038.40
1 LIFETIME GUARANTEE FREE

Important  Information:
DELIVERY LEVEL - INSIDE DELIVERY, INSTALLATION AND DEBRIS REMOVAL

Customer: Your local sales associate is Elizabeth Antonini

Price reflects quoted discount, valid for 90 days from 5/25/2021, with the exception of dated sales and promos.

Sales Tax will be included only for shipments into locations where we are registered to collect sales tax. Customer may be liable for self
-assessment if shipment is into a location where we are not registered to collect tax.  If you feel any taxes are charged in error, please
make sure we have received the proper exemption documentation.    All documentation will be reviewed to ensure it meets state & local
requirements prior to removing any taxes.

Need a copy of our W-9? Please visit our website at:
https://www.nbf.com/Customer-Services/FAQs/Duns-and-Federal-Tax-Identification-Numbers

Quotations & Drawings property of National Business Furniture - LA. Copyright 2021.



AT WORK
COLLECTION

AT WORK COLLECTION



COVER SHOT:

At Work Bowfront Desk in Warm Ash (item #16413); At Work 48"Adjustable-Height Desk in Warm Ash (item #16089); 
At Work 72" Credenza in Warm Ash (item #16412); At Work 72" Hutch w/ Glass Doors in Warm Ash (item # 16079); 
Hadley Faux Leather Mid-Back Chair in Stratus (item #51789)

PICTURED ABOVE: 

At Work 72" Desk w/ Modesty in Espresso (item #46290); At Work 48" Desk w/ Modesty in Espresso (item #46373) 
At Work Lateral File in Espresso (item #30626); Air Grid Mesh Nesting Chair (2 per carton, item #51326) 

Designed to suit 
any space
You can have it all with the At Work collection. 
Comprehensive, cohesive, and complete,  
At Work is designed to fit seamlessly into office,  
conference, collaborative, and reception areas. 
Its endless configurations are wonderfully 
scalable, creating a perfect fit for any space. 



Warm Ash Espresso  Gray
  (shown)

Expansive options 
and rich subtleties
Merging clean, uncluttered style with unique design elements, 
At Work embraces current trends alongside timeless sensibilities. 
The delight is in the details — perforated modesty panels, 
lightly floating tabletops, and modern laminate finishes 
provide an updated appeal that won't fall out of favor.

PICTURED LEFT: 

At Work 60" W Flip-Top Table in Gray (item #46927);  
Nex Nesting Chairs w/o arms in Blue Chip/Silver (item #51657

(Note: Flip-Top Table also available in 48" and 72" widths)



PICTURED RIGHT: 

At Work 8' Conference Table in Warm Ash (item # 45077);  
At Work Buffet Credenza in Warm Ash (item #36806); Harper 
Faux Leather Chair in Stratus (item #56622)

(Note: Conference Table also available in 6' length)

There isn't a more 
perfect fit
From the moment you step through the door,  
into the confines of a conference room, through 
an open-office workspace, and all the way to  
the privacy of an executive suite, the At Work  
collection is a complete line of furniture that can 
outfit an entire office. Versatile and robust, this 
assortment of benching, reception, casegoods, 
storage, and conference furniture is the answer  
to a cohesive and well-coordinated workplace.  



Table Desk w/ Modesty
72"Wx24"Dx30"H
#46290

Table Desk w/ Modesty
48"Wx24"Dx30"H
#46373

Table Desk w/ Modesty
72"Wx30"Dx30"H
#46289

L-Desk - Reversible Return
60"Wx60"Dx30"H
#14522

L-Desk - Reversible Return
72"Wx60"Dx30"H
#16060

Corner L-Desk 
w/ User Curve
72"Wx72"Dx29"H
#14663

Corner L-Desk 
w/ User Curve & Modesty
72"Wx72"Dx29"H
#14873

DESKING

Three Shelf Bookcase
36"Wx119"Dx43"H
#32161

Mobile Storage Pedestal
16"Wx21"Dx27"H
#34562

Mobile File Pedestal
16"Wx21"Dx27"H
#34561

Two Drawer File Pedestal
16"Wx21"Dx27"H
#34965

Wardrobe w/ Left Door
24"Wx24"Dx48"H
#36858

Wardrobe w/ Right Door
24"Wx24"Dx48"H
#36859

Shared Storage Unit
481/2"Wx16"Dx291/2"H
#16408

Shared Storage Unit
61"Wx16"Dx291/2"H
#16409

Buffet Credenza
72"Wx24"Dx36"H
#36806

Desktop Hutch
60"Wx10"Dx12"H
#36751 

Desktop Hutch
72"Wx10"Dx12"H
#36752 

Hutch w/ Glass Doors
60"Wx15"Dx37"H
#16078

Hutch w/ Glass Doors
72"Wx15"Dx37"H
#16079

STORAGE

ADJUSTABLE-HEIGHT DESKING

Adjustable Height Desk

48"Wx24"Dx26-51"H
#16089

60"Wx24"Dx26-51"H
#16090

72"Wx24"Dx26-51"H
#16092

Adjustable Height Desk

w/ Modesty

48"Wx24"Dx26-51"H
#16097

60"Wx24"Dx26-51"H
#16098

72"Wx24"Dx26-51"H
#16100

Adjustable Height L-Desk

60"Wx60"Dx26-51"H
#16091

72"Wx72"Dx26-51"H
#16093

Adjustable Height L-Desk

w/ Modesty

60"Wx60"Dx26-51"H
#16099

72"Wx72"Dx26-51"H
#16101

Bowfront Desk
71"Wx36"Dx30"H
#16413

Bowfront L-Desk
71"Wx77"Dx30"H
#16314

60" Credenza
60"Wx24"Dx30"H
#16410

72" Credenza
72"Wx24"Dx30"H
#16412

Reception Desk
74"Wx29"Dx42"H
#14965

Reception L-Desk
74"Wx65"Dx42"H
#46445

Reception Desk w/out Hutch
48"Wx30"Dx38"H
#220288

Two-Drawer Lateral File
36"Wx19"Dx29"H
#30626

Storage Cabinet 
36"Wx19"Dx43"H
#36750

Storage Cabinet
36"Wx18"Dx60"H
#36753

Storage Cabinet w/ Glass
36"Wx19"Dx43"H
#36749

Storage Cabinet
36"Wx18"Dx72"H
#36754 

ORDERS: 800-558-1010  |  www.NBF.com   

L-Desk Reversible Return
72"Wx72"Dx30"H
#14520
72"Wx78"Dx30"H
#14521

Standing-Height 
Reception Desk w/ Hutch
48"Wx30"Dx50"H
#221399
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TABLES

48" Wide Frosted 
Glass Privacy Panel
48"Wx5"Dx12"H
#91523

60" Wide Frosted 
Glass Privacy Panel
60"Wx5"Dx12"H
#91522

72" Wide Frosted 
Glass Privacy Panel
72"Wx5"Dx12"H
#91521

Power Unit
21/2"Wx31/2"Dia.
#92553

49"x53" Room Divider
49"Wx2"Dx53"H
#21420

49"x53" Room Divider
49"Wx2"Dx53"H
#21425

61"x53" Room Divider
61"Wx2"Dx53"H
# 21421

61"x53" Room Divider
61Wx2"Dx53"H
#21426

73"x53" Room Divider
73"Wx2"Dx53"H
#21422

73"x52" Room Divider
73"Wx2"Dx53"H
#21427

73"x78" Room Divider
73"Wx2"Dx78"H
#21423

73"x76" Room Divider
73"Wx2"Dx78"H
#21428

96"x78" Room Divider
96"Wx2"Dx78"H
#21424

96"x78" Room Divider
96"Wx2"Dx78"H
#21429

Flip Top Training Table
48"Wx24"Dx30"H
#46926

Flip Top Training Table
60"Wx24"Dx30"H
#46927

Flip Top Training Table
72"Wx24"Dx30"H
#46928

Standard Tables
48"Wx24"Dx30"H
#46282 

60"Wx24"Dx30"H
#46283

Standing-Height Tables
48"Wx24"Dx42"H
#14424 

60"Wx30"Dx42"H
#14425 

72"Wx24"Dx30"H
#46284

72"Wx30"Dx30"H
#4628D

72"Wx20"Dx30"H
#46286

Round Table
42"Dia.x30"H
#45075

Conference Table
72"Wx36"Dx29"H
#45076

96"Wx42"Dx29"H
#45077

Expandable
Conference Table 8'
95"Wx48"Dx30"H
#45094

Expandable
Conference Table 11'
130"Wx48"Dx30"H
#45095

Expandable
Conference Table 12'
142"Wx48"Dx30"H
#45096

Expandable
Conference Table 14'
166"Wx48"Dx30"H
#45097 

Expandable
Conference Table 15'
178"Wx48"Dx30"H
#45098

Expandable
Conference Table 16'
189"Wx48"Dx30"H
#45099

Expandable
Conference Table 17'
201"Wx48"Dx30"H
#45100

Expandable
Conference Table 18'
213"Wx48"Dx30"H
#45101 

Expandable
Conference Table 19'
225"Wx48"Dx30"H
#45102

Expandable
Conference Table 20'
237"Wx48"Dx30"H
#45103

Expandable
Conference Table 21'
248"Wx48"Dx30"H
#45104

Expandable
Conference Table 22'
260"Wx48"Dx30"H
#45105

Expandable
Conference Table 23'
272"Wx48"Dx30"H
#45106 

Expandable
Conference Table 24'
284"Wx48"Dx30"H
#45107

DIVIDERS

MOBILE TRAINING TABLES

CONFERENCE TABLES

WORKSTATION

Corner Desk with Panels Set
72"Wx72"Dx63"H
#16487

PRIVACY PANELS PORT

ORDERS: 800-558-1010  |  www.NBF.com   
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National Business Furniture, LLC

770 South 70th Street 
Milwaukee, WI 53214

PICTURED BELOW:

At Work Corner Desk with Panels Set in Gray - 2 shown (item #16487);  
At Work Shared Storage Unit in Gray (item #16408); Sleek Mesh-Back Chair (item # 57506)

ORDERS:  800-558-1010 or NBF.com
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South Lake County Fire Protection District 
                                            in cooperation with            

California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection 
 

P.O. Box 1360 Middletown, CA  95461 - (707) 987-3089 
 

 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS REGULAR MEETING MINUTES 

 
Tuesday, February 15, 2022, at 7:00 p.m. 

Located at the Middletown Fire Station Board Room, 
21095 Highway 175, Middletown, CA 95461 

This regular meeting is for the purpose of discussing and consider the following 
items: 

1. President Hoberg called meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. 

2. Chief Duncan led pledge of allegiance. 

3. Roll Call: Directors Stephanie Cline, Madelyn Martinelli, and Jim Comisky, Vice 
President Rob Bostock, President Devin Hoberg. Also present: Chief Paul Duncan, 
Battalion Chief Mike Wink, Office Technician Karin Collett, and Board Clerk Gloria 
Fong. 

4. CLINE/MARTINELLI MOTION to approve agenda. AYES: Bostock, Comisky, Cline, 
Martinelli, Hoberg. NOES: None. MOTION CARRIED. 

5. Consideration of approval of videoconference option under AB 361.  Board will 
consider approval of findings that there remains a State proclaimed COVID 19 health 
emergency and local officials continue to impose or recommend measures to promote 
social distancing.  

COMISKY/BOSTOCK MOTION to approve item. AYES: Cline, Bostock, Martinelli, 
Comisky, Hoberg. NOES: None. MOTION CARRIED. 

6. Citizens' Input: Any person may speak for three (3) minutes about any subject of 
concern provided it is within the jurisdiction of the Board of Directors and is not already 
on the today’s agenda. Total period is not to exceed fifteen (15) minutes, unless 
extended at the discretion of the Board.  

None. 

7. Communications: 

7.a. Fire Sirens 

On behalf of the Fire Sirens, Battalion Chief Wink reports there was a breakdown 
in communication between whom was to lock door that caused some non-
significant items to come up missing.  The front door continues to be an issue. An 
off brand commercial door that looked adequate was bought from Home Depot 
completely failed and to get it repaired is not practical. Their group approved 
$12000-15000 in funding for additional 1st responder accessories.  They continue 
to need help and get a few new members here and there. 

7.b. Fire Safe Council  
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On behalf of the Fire Safe Council, Chief Duncan responded to Director 
Martinelli’s question about the CAL OES grant, which is $40,000 per home 
hardening. Chief Duncan explains this amount is not just clearing around structure 
to create a defensible space but also includes hardening the structure such as 
changing siding covering, windows and painting if it makes structure harder.  They 
will start with 500 homes in one area of the County. There will be an application 
process to apply. Their intent is to utilize some state and federal funds and roll 
this out statewide.  When all homes in one community are hardened, it makes it 
safer, rather than just one home in a community.  

Chief Duncan states that the air curtain burner has been delivered, see chief notes 
for more information.  

7.c. Volunteer Association 

On behalf of Association President Todd Fenk, Battalion Chief Wink reports an 
email from him was received stating he’s unable to attend and has nothing to 
report. 

7.d. Chief’s Report 

As reported the air curtain burner has been delivered to Hidden Valley.  There is 
a meeting on Thursday to get some of the logistics of how to start and the 
responsibility of the Hidden Valley Lake Association.  Once it’s done in Hidden 
Valley, it will be moved up to Cobb.  Three sites have been identified for it to 
possibly be placed.  Members of the community have offered their land. Moving 
the burner is a challenge because it’s a big box with no wheels.  It’s going to cost 
approximately $3,000 to load it and $3,000 to unload it every time it’s moved. A 
set of wheels is an option they are looking into.  Air quality will allow a 365-day 
permit since it doesn’t make smoke once it’s running. It burns 11 tons an hour 
when at peak burning and takes approximately 8 hours to be a peak burning.   

Chief Duncan responded to Director Martinelli’s question about how the 
community will get their debris to the burner. A vendor will pick up and bring the 
debris to the burner. There will be resident drop off days. The fire safe council and 
the Cobb area council will run the program, South Lake County Fire (SLCF) is 
facilitating some the moving of the burner.  

Chief Duncan responded to President Hoberg, touching on the Brown Act 
mentioned in his notes.  Chief Duncan stated that no one is in trouble. It’s a 
reminder that emails to more than two board members without using BCC 
becomes a Brown Act violation. In addition, this brings up the Public Records Act. 
When using a personal email to send out district information, your personal 
account is now discoverable for a public request.  Same with having files on hand 
with district information. Wherever that information is stored, that area is now 
discoverable.   

Chief Duncan informed the Board that Engine 6011 is having a motor issue. 
Options to its fixability are being researched. The amount to fix it might be more 
than what the vehicle is worth.    



2022-02-15.rgmins.docx  Page 3 of 6 
 

Chief Duncan responded to Director Martinelli’s question of what the new type 6 
vehicle does, which is more of an off-road rated fire engine. It’s out having some 
items put on it. Its purpose is to go where a fire engine can’t and its main purpose 
is more for mop up and patrol. Director Comisky adds that the whole purpose of 
a vehicle like this is because a commercial license is not required to drive it.   

Battalion Chief Wink responded to Director Martinelli’s question about the snow 
cat. It was not purchased. It is here on federal excess. It’s 15 years newer.  The 
amount of about $20,000 is what we have into it that is not covered under the 
maintenance agreement. The older snowcat will have to be addressed in the 
future.  It’s a 1964 and might go into some sort of antique status because the 
community purchased it.   It will no longer be in first responder status after we get 
the new one running.  

7.e. Finance Report 

There are no additions to the finance report.  

Director Martinelli noted the station numbers were missing from incident reports.  

7.f. Directors’ activities report 

Director Bobstock has no activity to report. 

Director Comisky has no activity to report. 

Director Cline has registered to attend the conference and is extremely excited.  

Director Martinelli reports she ran into past Chief Jim Wright. They were talking 
about the picnic bench at station 64 that had some broken pieces, which she 
showed him, and he surprisingly fixed.  

Director Hoberg has no activity to report. 

7.g. Totes for Teens thank you letter 

The group reached out and invited all the paid call firefighters (PCFs) and on duty 
crews, who helped unload and assemble supplies.  They make bags for all 
different aged kids who are going into foster care.  

8. Regular Items:   

8.a. Consideration for purchase of a utility terrain vehicle (UTV) module [UTV, 
compressed air foam (CAF), and Trailer] as per Grant Agreement 5GG20109 for 
the Middletown and Cobb Community Evacuation Routes Project awarded 
12/15/2021. Placed on the agenda by Battalion Chief Mike Wink. 

Follow up item for the Cal Fire grant that the district received for an excavator 
masticator and a trailer. This UTV will support that operation. The UTV is the next 
piece of items, all of which were lined out in the grant. The district finds the vendor 
then submits for a reimbursement. The air foam is to help extinguish a burn pile if 
needed or if there are sparks from using it.  

Staff Services Analyst Fong responded to Director Cline’s question about why the 
district must approve this again when the grant was already approved.  The item 
being purchased was not in the original budget. It is a purchase that will be 
reimbursed from the grant. However, we must follow the district purchase policy.  
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Battalion Chief Wink responded to Director Martinelli’s question about the area 
covered of 100 feet from the middle of the yellow line. Some places may be more, 
and some may be less, but that’s the goal. This depends on area and property 
owners’ permission. If we don’t receive permission, it will not be done in that area.  

CLINE/MARTINELLI MOTION to approve purchase of UTV module. AYES: 
Comisky, Bostock, Martinelli, Cline, Hoberg. NOES: None. MOTION CARRIED. 

8.b. Consideration for the purchase request to repair/refurbish commercial 
laundry/cleaning room for Middletown Station 60. Placed on the agenda by 
Battalion chief Wink 

Battalion Chief Wink explains the laundry room at the station here is 30 years old 
and it’s one of the rooms that gets a lot of use.  It needs to be repaired and isn’t 
in great condition. Two companies have come out to take measurements and give 
bids and the third declined the work.  Battalion Chief Wink recommends Roger 
Anthony because the scope include items that the other bid did not include, which 
would make up change orders for the other bidder.  

COMISKY/BOSTOCK MOTION to approve item as submitted. AYES: Martinelli, 
Cline, Bostock, Comisky, Hoberg. NOES: None. MOTION CARRIED. 

8.c. Consideration for approval of the final costs of Engine 6061 and of Resolution No 
2021-21-17, A Resolution Transferring and Appropriating Contingencies for Final 
Costs of the Type 6 Engine 6061. Placed on the agenda by Chief Paul Duncan. 

Chief Duncan explains everything was approved up to the final cost for the 
modifications of the bed structure. They had to place a different bed under current 
one, a lot of modifications had to be made to the plumbing, cabinets, and boxes 
on the engine.  Also, opted to modify the tires and the suspension. So, with those 
changes incurred another $10,400.  The price is still under the quote for a knew 
custom engine at $250,000.  

Battalion Chief Wink stated there is a great need for the vehicle and brings a lot 
of enthusiasm from the PCFs because like stated before a commercial license 
isn’t needed to drive it.  The engine fits up to 4 firefighters comfortably.  

CLINE/MARTINELLI MOTION to approve 8c as submitted. AYES: Bostock, 
Comisky, Martinelli, Cline, Hoberg. NOES: None. MOTION CARRIED. 

8.d. Consideration for purchase request for 31 doors to be replaced and or repaired at 
the Middletown Station 60. Placed on the agenda by Battalion Chief Mike Wink. 

Battalion Chief Wink explains this has been in the works for a couple years.  The 
doors need repairs and adjustments.  Finding a company that does commercial 
doors to come to Lake County has been a challenge. Only one bid was received, 
and that vendor has been out twice. Labor cost and raw materials have gone up 
since last year’s quote. What has been learned is more on the maintenance of 
these things are better. One door needs to be replaced, and it’s a solid wood core 
door on the exterior and weathered.  

Director Martinelli remembers the latches in the girl’s bathroom downstairs being 
an issue.   

Director Comisky’s observation is there have been two facility issues for Station 
60 at one meeting, and an approach district wide may be to look at what is being 
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spent from the facilities fund because check book only has so much in the account 
and start to add up.  Battalion Chief Wink agrees and thinks what’s been learned 
from the past is not having a maintenance plan.  

Battalion Chief Wink affirmed Director Martinelli’s question on the bid for the 
doors, which is $17,525.  

CLINE/BOSTOCK MOTION to approve purchase request to replace and or repair 
31 doors. AYES: Comisky, Cline, Martinelli, Bostock, President Hoberg. NOES: 
None. MOTION CARRIED. 

8.e. Consideration for Resolution No. 2021-22-18, A Resolution to Accept and Enter 
into Proprietary Software License Agreement with AllPaid Inc. to be able to have 
Sofmen Inc. integrate the electronic burn permit program. Placed on the agenda 
by Staff Services Analyst Gloria Fong. 

This is for the development of the electronic burn permit program.  It’s their 
software program to integrate into the electronic burn permit program.   

Staff Services Analyst Fong responded to Director Comisky’s question about the 
burn permits currently. SLCF is hosting it for the County and when applicant pays, 
it is to SLCF. At the end of the fiscal year, the other agencies are paid the funds 
collected..    

CLINE/COMISKY MOTION to approve 8e as written. AYES: Bostock, Martinelli, 
Cline, Comisky, Hoberg. NOES: None. MOTION CARRIED. 

8.f. Consideration for Stryker ProCare four-year service agreement to service LifePak 
Heart Monitor (4) and Lucas defibrillator (2). Placed on the agenda by Staff 
Services Analyst Gloria Fong. 

The prior 4-year agreement has ended. This is a new 4-year agreement. The 
service agreement states it can be cancelled at any time and will be prorated for 
the time we did have it in use. There is price increase, as provided in the 
attachment. 

BOSTOCK/CLINE MOTION to approve accept 8f as written. AYES: Martinelli, 
Comisky, Cline, Bostock, Hoberg. NOES: None. MOTION CARRIED. 

8.g. Appointment of Committee Members by Board President for Calendar Year 2022. 
Placed on the agenda in accordance with Committees of the Board of Directors 
policy no. 4060. 

President Hoberg appointed to the: 

Ad Hoc Policy and Review Committee Directors Bostock as chair and Martinelli 

Ad Hoc Equipment and Facilities Committee Directors Comisky as chair and 
Hoberg, Battalion Chief Wink, Chief Duncan and Association President Todd Fenk  

8.h. Board President to task the Equipment and Facilities Committee with review and 
recommendation back to the Board 1) replacement of Engines 6221 and 6321; 2) 
architect to design plans for the Hidden Valley station remodel. Placed on the 
agenda at the request of Battalion Chief Mike Wink. 
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President Hoberg tasks the Equipment and Facilities Committee with review of 
replacements for Engines 6221 and 6321 with report back to the board on their 
recommendation and with the design plans for the Hidden Valley Station remodel 
with recommendation back to the Board.  

Chief Duncan states that when we plan for a new station we always think of the 
future for extra space.  The new station will be right next to the original station.  
Hidden Valley Homeowners’ Association are moving the mailboxes and it’s been 
a very friendly relationship. It’s been in the making for over a year in a half. This 
discussion goes to the Board after the committee recommends an architect.  

9. Consent Calendar Items: 

9.a. January 18, 2022, Regular Meeting Minutes 

9.b. Warrants 

9.b.1. February 

9.b.2. January – corrected 

9.c. Budget Transfers 

BOSTOCK/CLINE MOTION to approve consent calendar, including corrected 
January warrants. AYES: Martinelli, Comisky, Cline, Bostock, Hoberg. NOES: None. 
MOTION CARRIED. 

10. COMISKY/CLINE MOTION to adjourn meeting at 8:20 p.m. All in attendance are in favor 
of motion. 

 

Respectfully submitted by Karin Collett, Office Technician: 
 
 
 
READ AND APPROVED BY  
DEVIN HOBERG, President – Board of Directors: 
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Voucher No Vendor Name Invoice Description Line Item Description Exp Sub Amt Req No / Descr 2

ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS APR 2022 ATKINS 03‐30 G 8.32

ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS APR 2022 CHASE 03‐30 G 8.32

ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS APR 2022 COLLETT 03‐30 G 8.32

ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS APR 2022 COLLINS 03‐30 G 8.32

ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS APR 2022 COSTA 03‐30 G 8.32

ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS APR 2022 DANIELS 03‐30 G 8.32

ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS APR 2022 DELONG 03‐30 G 8.32

ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS APR 2022 DUNCAN 03‐30 G 8.32

ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS APR 2022 EMERSON 03‐30 G 8.32

ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS APR 2022 FANUCCHI 03‐30 G 8.32

ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS APR 2022 FENK 03‐30 G 8.32

ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS APR 2022 FRAYER 03‐30 G 8.32

ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS APR 2022 HESS 03‐30 G 8.32

ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS APR 2022 HILDEBRAND 03‐30 G 8.32

ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS APR 2022 LANNING 03‐30 G 8.32

ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS APR 2022 LEUZINGER 03‐30 G 8.32

ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS APR 2022 LOPEZ 03‐30 G 8.32

ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS APR 2022 MIINCH 03‐30 G 8.32

ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS APR 2022 MYERS 03‐30 G 8.32

ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS APR 2022 NEWSOM 03‐30 G 8.32

ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS APR 2022 SMITH,C 03‐30 G 8.32

ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS APR 2022 SMITH,N 03‐30 G 8.32

AT&T TELEPHONE CHGS STA 62 ME 02/12/22 30‐00 T2 0.21

AT&T TELEPHONE CHGS STA 63 ME 02/12/22 30‐00 T3 0.48

AT&T TELEPHONE CHGS STA 60 ME 02/12/22 30‐00 T0 180.05

AT&T TELEPHONE CHGS FS ME 02/12/22 30‐00 TF 23.43

CAL FIRE 17500 Q2 (SCH A) PERSONAL SERVICES 23‐80 CF 423,626.78

CAL FIRE 17500 Q2 (SCH A) WORKERS COMP SAFETY 23‐80 CF 574.50

CAL FIRE 17500 Q2 (SCH A) UNEMPLOYMENT 23‐80 CF 0.00

CAL FIRE 17500 Q2 (SCH A) OPERATING EXPENSE 23‐80 CF 42,476.79

CAL FIRE 17500 Q2 (SCH A) ADMINISTRATION 23‐80 CF 46,289.91

CAL FIRE 17500 Q2 (SCH A) WORKERS COMP‐MISC 23‐80 CF 1,278.59

CAL FIRE 17500 Q2 (SCH A) RETIREMENT 23‐80 CF 104,626.83

CAL FIRE 17500 Q2 (SCH A) BENEFITS 23‐80 CF 72,391.58

CAL FIRE 17500 Q2 (SCH A) WC‐POF 23‐80 CF 14,425.37

CAL FIRE 17500 Q2 (SCH A) STATEWIDE PRO RATA 23‐80 CF 32,904.11

CAL FIRE 17510 Q2 (AMADOR) PERSONAL SERVICES 23‐80 CF 278.02

CAL FIRE 17510 Q2 (AMADOR) WORKERS COMP SAFETY 23‐80 CF 0.00

CAL FIRE 17510 Q2 (AMADOR) UNEMPLOYMENT 23‐80 CF 0.00

CAL FIRE 17510 Q2 (AMADOR) OPERaTING EXPENSE 23‐80 CF 0.00

CAL FIRE 17510 Q2 (AMADOR) ADMINISTRATION 23‐80 CF 19.80

CAL FIRE 17510 Q2 (AMADOR) WOrKERS COMP‐MISC 23‐80 CF 0.00

CAL FIRE 17510 Q2 (AMADOR) RETIREMENT 23‐80 CF 0.00

CAL FIRE 17510 Q2 (AMADOR) BENEFITS 23‐80 CF 4.03

CAL FIRE 17510 Q2 (AMADOR) WC‐POF 23‐80 CF 0.00

CAL FIRE 17510 Q2 (AMADOR) STATEWIDE PRO RATA 23‐80 CF 14.07

CALLAYOMI CO WATER D WATER STA 60 ME 02/28/22 (6640) 30‐00 W0 440.01

CALLAYOMI CO WATER D WATER FS ME 02/28/22 (1569) 30‐00 WF 41.96

COBB AREA CO WATER D WATER STA 62 ME 02/17/22 30‐00 W2 120.76

RICH CORSETTI PREP & PAINT EXTERIOR AREAS STA 60 02/28/22‐03/08/22 (18 HR) 18‐00 60 540.00

RICH CORSETTI PREP & PAINT EXTERIOR AREAS STA60 03/09/22‐03/10/22 (12 HR) 18‐00 60 360.00

KATHY JEFFERSON REFUND DUP PMT ORP21‐0845 34006794 29.00

LAKE COUNTY SPECIAL SEWER STA 60 ME 04/15/22 30‐00 S0 32.60

LAKE COUNTY SPECIAL SEWER FS ME 04/15/22 30‐00 SF 32.60



Voucher No Vendor Name Invoice Description Line Item Description Exp Sub Amt Req No / Descr 2

LAKE COUNTY VECTOR C ASSESSMENTS FY 2021‐2022 014111120000 21095 STATE HWY 175 48‐00 60 46.08

LAKE COUNTY VECTOR C ASSESSMENTS FY 2021‐2022 024441180000 15446 GRAHAM ST 48‐00 60 2.76

LAKE COUNTY VECTOR C ASSESSMENTS FY 2021‐2022 050531360000 16470 SCHWARTZ RD 48‐00 62 2.76

LAKE COUNTY VECTOR C ASSESSMENTS FY 2021‐2022 024441010000 21121 STATE HWY 175 48‐00 FS 21.81

LAKE COUNTY VECTOR C ASSESSMENTS FY 2021‐2022 050021210000 10331 LOCH LOMOND RD 48‐00 64 2.76

LAKE COUNTY VECTOR C ASSESSMENTS FY 2021‐2022 141381020000 19287 HARTMANN RD 48‐00 63 23.04

LAKE COUNTY VECTOR C ASSESSMENTS FY 2021‐2022 024441170000 15476 GRAHAM ST 48‐00 60 2.76

LAKE COUNTY VECTOR C ASSESSMENTS FY 2021‐2022 050531320000 16547 STATE HWY 175 48‐00 62 30.72

LAKE COUNTY AIR QUAL AIR CURTAIN BURNER APP FEE PERMIT FOR AIR CURTAIN BURNER 28‐30 60 981.15

JOHANNA LEUZINGER REIMB MILEAGE PARAMEDIC TRNG 02/04 TO MENDO COLLEGE UKIAH&RETURN 29‐50 P 62.01

JOHANNA LEUZINGER REIMB MILEAGE PARAMEDIC TRNG 02/05 TO MENDO COLLEGE UKIAH&RETURN 29‐50 P 62.01

JOHANNA LEUZINGER REIMB MILEAGE PARAMEDIC TRNG 02/12 TO MENDO COLLEGE UKIAH&RETURN 29‐50 P 62.01

JOHANNA LEUZINGER REIMB MILEAGE PARAMEDIC TRNG 02/18 TO MENDO COLLEGE UKIAH&RETURN 29‐50 P 62.01

JOHANNA LEUZINGER REIMB MILEAGE PARAMEDIC TRNG 02/19 TO MENDO COLLEGE UKIAH&RETURN 29‐50 P 62.01

LIFE ASSIST INC EMS SUPPLIES ORD 52224786‐1 19‐40 MS 1,316.68

LOCH LOMOND MUTUAL W WATER STA 64 ME 03/20/22 30‐00 W4 125.00

PAUL DUNCAN REIMB DEVICE MGR SOFTWARE FEE M6211 JAMF SUBSCR 10/10/21‐11/09/21 28‐30 62 14.40

PAUL DUNCAN REIMB DEVICE MGR SOFTWARE FEE M6311 JAMF SUBSCR 10/10/21‐11/09/21 28‐30 63 14.40

PAUL DUNCAN REIMB DEVICE MGR SOFTWARE FEE E6031 JAMF SUBSCR 10/10/21‐11/09/21 28‐30 60 14.40

PAUL DUNCAN REIMB DEVICE MGR SOFTWARE FEE E6231 JAMF SUBSCR 10/10/21‐11/09/21 28‐30 62 14.40

PAUL DUNCAN REIMB DEVICE MGR SOFTWARE FEE M6012 JAMF SUBSCR 10/10/21‐11/09/21 28‐30 60 14.40

PAUL DUNCAN REIMB DEVICE MGR SOFTWARE FEE OFC STAFF(2) JAMF SUBSCR 10/10/21‐1 28‐30 60 25.60

PAUL DUNCAN REIMB DEVICE MGR SOFTWARE FEE DIRECTOR(5) JAMF SUBSCR 10/10/21‐11 28‐30 60 64.00

PAUL DUNCAN REIMB DEVICE MGR SOFTWARE FEE BC'S (2) JAMF SUBSCR 10/10/21‐11/09 28‐30 A 25.60

PAUL DUNCAN REIMB DEVICE MGR SOFTWARE FEE DC JAMF SUBSCR 10/10/21‐11/09/21 28‐30 A 12.80

PG&E ELECTRIC CHGS STA 60 ME 02/21/22 (3660.6408KWH) 30‐00 E0 1,042.20

PG&E ELECTRIC CHGS STA 62 ME 02/21/22 (3055.08590KWH) 30‐00 E2 826.68

PG&E ELECTRIC CHGS STA 63 ME 02/21/22 (2229.4970KWH) 30‐00 E3 607.84

PG&E ELECTRIC CHGS STA 64 ME 02/21/22 (512.2750KWH) 30‐00 E4 163.53

PG&E ELECTRIC CHGS FS ME 02/21/22 (679.2670KWH) 30‐00 EF 207.55

SKILES & ASSOCIATES, CONSULTATION HVL EXPANSION STA 63 (11 HRS) 23‐80 SP 880.00

STEPHANIE CLINE REIMB MILEAGE/LODGING ‐ FDAC COA 02/25/22 LODGING/FOOD/MILEAGE 29‐50 B 421.23

STEPHANIE CLINE REIMB MILEAGE/LODGING ‐ FDAC COA 02/26/22 LODGING/FOOD/MILEAGE 29‐50 B 297.33

STEPHANIE CLINE REIMB MILEAGE/LODGING ‐ FDAC COA 02/27/22 L FOOD/MILEAGE 29‐50 B 137.30

STRYKER HEART MONITOR,DEFIBRILLATOR ANN SVC M6211 LUCAS DEVICE 28‐48 62 1,276.70 1ST OF 4 YR AGMT

STRYKER HEART MONITOR,DEFIBRILLATOR ANN SVC M6311 LUCAS DEVICE 28‐48 63 1,276.70 1ST OF 4 YR AGMT

STRYKER HEART MONITOR,DEFIBRILLATOR ANN SVC M6011 LIFE PAK MONITOR 28‐48 60 1,637.10 1ST OF 4 YR AGMT

STRYKER HEART MONITOR,DEFIBRILLATOR ANN SVC M6012 LIFE PAK MONITOR 28‐48 60 1,637.10 1ST OF 4 YR AGMT

STRYKER HEART MONITOR,DEFIBRILLATOR ANN SVC M6211 LIFE PAK MONITOR 28‐48 62 1,637.10 1ST OF 4 YR AGMT

STRYKER HEART MONITOR,DEFIBRILLATOR ANN SVC M6311 LIFE PAK MONITOR 28‐48 63 1,637.10 1ST OF 4 YR AGMT

JAMES THOMPSON REFUND DUP PMT ORP21‐0854 34018355 29.00

TOM KNECHT REIMB‐UTV MODULE SAFETY ITEMS 8"DROP HITCH (TRACTOR SUPPLY) 27‐00 60 53.68

TOM KNECHT REIMB‐UTV MODULE SAFETY ITEMS 2"X1" BALL (TRACTOR SUPPLY) 27‐00 60 48.31

TOM KNECHT REIMB‐UTV MODULE SAFETY ITEMS V PIN & CLIP (TRACTOR SUPPLY) 27‐00 60 13.95

TRACEY CARSON REFUND PMT 34112634 NOT CALIF ADDRESS 29.00

U.S.BANK VARIOUS (SEE ATTACHED) VARIOUS (SEE ATTACHED) 18,857.41

WITTMAN ENTERPRISES AMBULANCE BILLING SVC NOV 2021 23‐80 AB 2,865.94

WITTMAN ENTERPRISES AMBULANCE BILLING SVC JAN 2022 23‐80 AB 1,444.88

TOTAL 780,987.72



Voucher No Merchant Vendor Name Invoice Description Line Item Description Exp Sub Amt Req No / Descr 2

SOUTH LAKE REFUSE REFUSE/ RECYCLE COLLECTION STA 62 ME 02/28/22 30‐00 G2 70.09

SOUTH LAKE REFUSE REFUSE/RECYCLE COLLECTION STA 60 ME 02/28/22 30‐00 G0 152.89

SOUTH LAKE REFUSE REFUSE/RECYCLE COLLECTION STA 63  ME 02/28/22 30‐00 G3 61.16

CALIFORNIA SPECIAL DISTRICTS ASSOPOLICY&PROCEDURE WRIT WKSHP FONG/COLLETT ‐ 3/2‐3 VIRTUAL WKSHP 28‐30 T 260.00

FERRELLGAS PROPANE STA 62 FILL (201.4) 30‐00 P2 555.30

SAFETYSIGN.COM RETURN STOP,SLOW SIGN W‐HANDLE 28‐30 60 ‐78.43

SAFETYSIGN.COM RETURN REF INV #ORDSS738879862 28‐30 60 0.00

ZOOM VIDEO COMMUNICATIONS IN BOARD MEETING REMOTE ACCESS ME 03/10/22 STANDARD PRO 23‐80 SP 14.99

SANTA ROSA UNIFORM & CAREER APUNIFORM SET N. SMITH ‐ NOMEX PANT 11‐00 U 210.85

QUILL LLC GENERALOFFICE SUPPLIES DRY ERASE 4PK 22‐70 60 5.29

QUILL LLC GENERALOFFICE SUPPLIES DOUBLE SIDE TAPE 22‐70 60 19.82

QUILL LLC GENERALOFFICE SUPPLIES ELECTRNCS DUSTER 4PK 22‐70 60 30.23

QUILL LLC GENERALOFFICE SUPPLIES 24PK KEURIG KCUP 14‐00 60 14.36

QUILL LLC GENERALOFFICE SUPPLIES 5X7 PHOTO PAPER 60CT 22‐70 60 28.92

QUILL LLC GENERALOFFICE SUPPLIES BROTHER TZE135 1/2 WHT ON CLR LABL 22‐70 60 19.84

MATHESON TRI‐GAS INC MEDICAL OXYGEN RENTAL ME 02/28/22 19‐40 O 36.32

STERICYCLE INC MEDICAL WASTE DISPOSAL ME 02/28/22 19‐40 MW 94.96

STERICYCLE INC MEDICAL WASTE DISPOSAL COLLECTED 01/31/22 19‐40 MW 0.54

MEDIACOM INTERNET SVC STA 63  ME 03/16/22 30‐00 I3 78.18

MEDIACOM INTERNET SVC STA 62 ME 03/26/22 30‐00 I2 78.18

MEDIACOM INTERNET SVC STA 62 OVERAGE ME 02/26/22 30‐00 I2 30.00

MEDIACOM INTERNET SVC STA 60 ME 03/26/22 30‐00 I0 67.99

A GUY AND HIS GRILL RETIREMENT LUNCHEON CHIEF JONES‐CATERER 28‐30 TB ‐2,693.75 CALFIRE TRAINING BUREAU

WALMART HOUSEHOLD SUPPLIES STA 63 FOOD BAG 14‐00 63 8.71

WALMART HOUSEHOLD SUPPLIES STA 63 COOKTOP CLN 14‐00 63 9.43

WALMART HOUSEHOLD SUPPLIES STA 63 FEBREZE AIR 14‐00 63 10.78

WALMART HOUSEHOLD SUPPLIES STA 63 CASC AP COM 14‐00 63 15.13

WALMART HOUSEHOLD SUPPLIES STA 63 CASCADE PACS 14‐00 63 20.36

WALMART HOUSEHOLD SUPPLIES STA 63 LYSOL 14‐00 63 4.29

US POSTAL SERVICE POSTAGE STA 60 STAMPS 22‐71 60 58.00

AMAZON OXYGEN CYLINDER TAGS CYLINDER TANK STATUS TAGS WITH META 17‐00 60 83.13

AMAZON OXYGEN CYLINDER TAGS CYLINDER TANK STATUS TAGS STEEL RIN 17‐00 60 79.17

JOHNSTON THOMAS LEGAL EXPENSE ME 02/20/22 23‐80 SP 189.00

HARDESTERS BLDG MAINT FS CARPORT FASTERNERS 18‐00 FS 7.40

HARDESTERS SCBA SUPPLIES CARABINER TO KEEP MASKS WITH SCBAS 17‐00 60 120.03

HARDESTERS CLEANING SUPPLIES ST A63 COMPACT CAN OPENER 14‐00 63 9.64

HARDESTERS CLEANING SUPPLIES STA 63 MOP & GLO SHIN 18‐00 FS 19.28

HARDESTERS CLEANING SUPPLIES STA 63 WD40 SMART STRAW 18‐00 FS 14.14

HARDESTERS INSULATION TO PROTECT EXT PIPES STA 60 FOAM TO WRAP PIPES 18‐00 60 21.21

HARDESTERS SUPPLIES TO PAINT EXTERIOR AREAS STA 60 PAINTING SUPPLIES 18‐00 60 161.90

HARDESTERS PAINT FOR EXTERIOR AREAS STA 60 PAINTING PROJECTS 18‐00 60 98.11

HARDESTERS PAINT FOR EXTERIOR AREAS FS BLD PAINTING PROJECTS 18‐00 FS 98.11

HARDESTERS HOUSEHOLD SUPPLY HOUSEHOLD SUPPLY 14‐00 63 31.77

HARDESTERS HOUSEHOLD SUPPLY STA 63 BASKET STRAINER 14‐00 63 ‐13.93

RESCUE NORTHWEST ROPE RESCUE ANCHOR STRAPS YATES NFPA 5 FT ANCHOR STRAP 28‐30 60 449.68 FIRE SIREN WISHLIST 2021 #8

LEETE GENERATORS GENERATOR BLOCK HEATER STA 62 BLOCK HEATER + $19 FREIGHT 18‐00 62 517.71

LEETE GENERATORS GENERATOR BLOCK HEATER STA 62 TRIP CHARGE 18‐00 62 239.00

LEETE GENERATORS GENERATOR BLOCK HEATER STA 63 LABOR 18‐00 62 150.00

LEETE GENERATORS GENERATORBLOCK HEATER STA 63 BLOCK HEATER + $19 FREIGHT 18‐00 63 517.71

LEETE GENERATORS GENERATORBLOCK HEATER STA 63 LABOR 18‐00 63 150.00

HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CSD WATER/SEWER STA 63 WATER (628) 30‐00 W3 74.72

HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CSD WATER/SEWER STA 63 SEWER 30‐00 W3 91.98

AMAZON BATTERIES‐SCBA REFUND STA 60 ENGERGIZER IND AAA  EN92 17‐00 60 ‐13.92

AMAZON BATTERIES‐SCBA REFUND STA 62 ENGERGIZER IND AAA  EN92 17‐00 62 ‐16.81

AMAZON BATTERIES‐SCBA REFUND STA 63 ENGERGIZER IND AAA  EN92 17‐00 63 ‐16.81

AMAZON BATTERIES‐SCBA REFUND STA 64 ENGERGIZER IND AAA  EN92 17‐00 64 ‐16.80



Voucher No Merchant Vendor Name Invoice Description Line Item Description Exp Sub Amt Req No / Descr 2

AMAZON BATTERIES‐SCBA REFUND STA 60 ENGERGIZER EN22 9 VOLT IND 17‐00 60 ‐26.27

AMAZON BATTERIES‐SCBA REFUND STA 60 ENGERGIZER IND AA EN91 1.5V 17‐00 60 ‐55.82

AMAZON BATTERIES‐SCBA REFUND STA 62 ENGERGIZER IND AA EN91 1.5V 17‐00 62 ‐55.82

AMAZON BATTERIES‐SCBA REFUND STA 63 ENGERGIZER IND AA EN91 1.5V 17‐00 63 ‐167.48

AMAZON BATTERIES‐SCBA REFUND STA 64 ENGERGIZER IND AA EN91 1.5V 17‐00 64 ‐55.83

ROTO‐ROOTER OF LAKE COUNTY MISC REPAIRS/MAINTENCE PLUMBING HRS (.5) 18‐00 60 170.00

ROTO‐ROOTER OF LAKE COUNTY MISC REPAIRS/MAINTENCE SNAKE LINE 18‐00 60 170.00

ROTO‐ROOTER OF LAKE COUNTY MISC REPAIRS/MAINTENCE ADMINISTRATION FEE 18‐00 60 20.00

RECORD BEE LEGAL PUBLICATION 03/15 SPECIAL TAX CPI, MITIGATION F 24‐00 00 143.82

ARMED FORCE PEST CONTROL PEST CONTROL STA 62 GENERAL PEST & RODENT BAITIN 18‐00 62 80.00

ARMED FORCE PEST CONTROL PEST CONTROL STA 63 GENERAL PEST 18‐00 63 90.00

ARMED FORCE PEST CONTROL PEST CONTROL STA 62 GENERAL PEST & RODENT BAITIN 18‐00 62 80.00

ARMED FORCE PEST CONTROL WEED SPRAYING STA 60 SEMI‐ANNUAL 18‐00 60 760.00

ICE WATER CO HYDRATION FOR STA STA 62 5 GALLON SPRING 13‐00 62 6.81

ICE WATER CO HYDRATION FOR STA STA 63 5 GALLON SPRING 13‐00 63 6.81

ICE WATER CO HYDRATION FOR STA STA 60 5 GALLON SPRING 13‐00 60 13.63

ICE WATER CO HYDRATION FOR STA STA 62 5 GALLON SPRING 13‐00 62 7.13

ICE WATER CO HYDRATION FOR STA STA 60 5 GALLON SPRING 13‐00 60 7.12

AMAZON HAND JACK FOR MOVING PALLETS STA 60 4400 LB CAP 38‐00 60 677.82

SHELL OIL BBQ PROPANE STA 63 BBQ PROPANE 17‐00 63 27.87

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC M6211 ME 02/26/22 BOOSTER EXTENDER 12‐00 62 38.01

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC M6211 ME 02/26/22 BOOSTER EXTENDER 12‐00 62 38.01

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC M6311 ME 02/26/22 BOOSTER EXTENDER 12‐00 63 38.01

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC M6011 ME 02/26/22 EXTENDER 12‐00 60 16.02

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC B1417 ME 02/26/22 TABLET 12‐00 A 16.02

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC B1418 ME 02/26/22 TABLET 12‐00 A 16.02

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC M6011 ME 02/26/22 TABLET 12‐00 60 16.02

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC E1487 ME 02/26/22 TABLET 12‐00 A 16.02

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC M6311 ME 02/26/22 TABLET 12‐00 63 0.47

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC M6012 ME 02/26/22 CELL PHONE 12‐00 60 0.47

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC OES359 ME 02/26/22 CELL PHONE 12‐00 60 0.47

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC SPARE ME 02/26/22 CELL PHONE 12‐00 60 0.47

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC M6011 ME 02/26/22 CELL PHONE 12‐00 60 0.47

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC M6211 ME 02/26/22 CELL PHONE 12‐00 62 0.47

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC M6311 ME 02/26/22 CELL PHONE 12‐00 63 38.01

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC M6211 ME 02/26/22 TABLET 12‐00 62 48.41

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC M6311 ME 02/26/22 TABLET 12‐00 63 48.41

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC E6031 ME 02/26/22 TABLET 12‐00 60 48.41

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC E6231 ME 02/26/22 TABLET 12‐00 62 48.41

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC M6012 SPARE ME 02/26/22 TABLET 12‐00 60 48.41

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC D1403 ME 02/26/22 TABLET 12‐00 A 38.01

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC B1418 ME 02/26/22 TABLET 12‐00 A 38.01

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC B1417 ME 02/26/22 TABLET 12‐00 A 38.01

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC DIRECTOR ME 02/26/22 TABLET 12‐00 60 38.01

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC DIRECTOR ME 02/26/22 TABLET 12‐00 60 38.01

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC DIRECTOR ME 02/26/22 TABLET 12‐00 60 38.01

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC DIRECTOR ME 02/26/22 TABLET 12‐00 60 38.01

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC DIRECTOR ME 02/26/22 TABLET 12‐00 60 38.01

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC OFFICE ME 02/26/22 TABLET 12‐00 60 38.01

VERIZON WIRELESS CELLULAR SVC OFFICE ME 02/26/22 TABLET 12‐00 60 38.01

CALIFORNIA SPECIAL DISTRICTS ASSOBUDGETING PREP WORKSHOP FONG‐VIRTUAL WORKSHOP 2/23‐24 28‐30 T 260.00

RECREATIONAL EQUIPMENT INC WATER RESCUE PRUSIK CORDS BEAL PRUSIK CORD 5.5MM 28‐30 60 160.34 FIRE SIREN WISHLIST 2021 #7

SMARTSIGN STOP SLOW SIGN STOP,SLOW SIGN W‐HANDLE 28‐30 60 4,137.87 FIRE SIREN WISHLIST 2021 #4

RIDE ON POWERSPORTS UTV SAFETY ITEM 1.5'' UTILITY RATCHET STRAP 27‐00 60 85.77

RIDE ON POWERSPORTS UTV SAFETY ITEM MASTER TRAILER COUPLER LOCK 27‐00 60 32.16

MUNICIPAL EMERGENCY SERVICES THERMAL IMAGING CAMERAS STA 31 THERMAL IMAGE CAMERA W/CARAB 28‐30 A 2,039.87 FIRE SIRENS WISHLIST 2021 #1

MUNICIPAL EMERGENCY SERVICES THERMAL IMAGING CAMERAS STA 34 THERMAL IMAGE CAMERA W/CARAB 28‐30 A 2,039.86 FIRE SIRENS WISHLIST 2021 #1

WITMER PUBLIC SAFETY GROUP SAFETY ITEMS HELMET STRAPS FOR PELICAN FLASHLIGH 28‐30 60 129.61 FIRE SIRENS WISHLIST 2021 #2,6

WITMER PUBLIC SAFETY GROUP SAFETY ITEMS PELICAN FLASHLIGHTS 28‐30 60 1,846.24 FIRE SIRENS WISHLIST 2021 #2,6

WITMER PUBLIC SAFETY GROUP SAFETY ITEMS RAPTOR SHEARS 28‐30 60 2,166.17 FIRE SIRENS WISHLIST 2021 #2,6

VORPAL TACTICS LLC INCIDENT SUPPORT ITEM WIRE PULL SMOKE GRENADE 28‐30 60 458.50 FIRE SIRENS WISHLIST 2021 #5

NORTHWEST RIVER SUPPLIES WATER RESCUE TOW TETHERS TOW TETHERS W/CARABINER 28‐30 60 514.27 FIRE SIREN WISHLIST 2021 #3

SUBTOTAL 18,857.41
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Voucher No Vendor Name Invoice Description Line Item Description Budget‐ExpBudgetLine Net Amt Req No / Descr 2

10553 A GUY AND HIS GRILL RETIREMENT LUNCHEON CHIEF JONES‐CATERER 28‐30 TB 2,693.75 CALFIRE TRAINING BUREAU

10524 AIR INSTRUMENTATION CO MONITOR SERVICE STA 62 MONITOR 2ND OF 3 YR LEASE 17‐00 62 1,399.62

10524 AIR INSTRUMENTATION CO MONITOR SERVICE STA 62 CALIBRATION 2ND OF 3 YR LEAS 17‐00 62 1,300.00

10524 AIR INSTRUMENTATION CO MONITOR SERVICE STA 63 MONITOR 2ND OF 3 YR LEASE 17‐00 63 1,399.61

10524 AIR INSTRUMENTATION CO MONITOR SERVICE STA 63 CALIBRATION 2ND OF 3 YR LEAS 17‐00 63 1,300.00

10525 ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS MAR 2022 ATKINS 03‐30 G 8.32

10525 ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS MAR 2022 CHASE 03‐30 G 8.32

10525 ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS MAR 2022 COLLETT 03‐30 G 8.32

10525 ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS MAR 2022 COLLINS 03‐30 G 8.32

10525 ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS MAR 2022 COSTA 03‐30 G 8.32

10525 ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS MAR 2022 DANIELS 03‐30 G 8.32

10525 ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS MAR 2022 DELONG 03‐30 G 8.32

10525 ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS MAR 2022 DUNCAN 03‐30 G 8.32

10525 ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS MAR 2022 EMERSN 03‐30 G 8.32

10525 ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS MAR 2022 FANUCCHI 03‐30 G 8.32

10525 ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS MAR 2022 FENK 03‐30 G 8.32

10525 ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS MAR 2022 FRAYER 03‐30 G 8.32

10525 ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS MAR 2022 HESS 03‐30 G 8.32

10525 ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS MAR 2022 HILDEBRAND 03‐30 G 8.32

10525 ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS MAR 2022 LANNING 03‐30 G 8.32

10525 ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS MAR 2022 LEUZINGER 03‐30 G 8.32

10525 ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS MAR 2022 LOPEZ 03‐30 G 8.32

10525 ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS MAR 2022 MIINCH 03‐30 G 8.32

10525 ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS MAR 2022 MYERS 03‐30 G 8.32

10525 ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS MAR 2022 NEWSOM 03‐30 G 8.32

10525 ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS MAR 2022 SMITH,C 03‐30 G 8.32

10525 ARBA GROUP LIFE FOR PCFS MAR 2022 SMITH,N 03‐30 G 8.32

10526 CALLAYOMI CO WATER D WATER STA 60 ME 01/28/22 (5530) 30‐00 W0 433.68

10526 CALLAYOMI CO WATER D WATER FS ME 01/28/22 (2109) 30‐00 WF 45.04

10552 CASCADE FIRE EQUIPME TYPE 6 BUILD E6061 62‐79 60 76,309.45

10549 CASCADE FIRE EQUIPME VOID 10549 VOID 10549 02/15/22 62‐79 60 0.00

10534 KARIN COLLETT REIMB MILEAGE‐GRANT INVOICE SEMINAR 01/27/22 TO,FROM STA 60 ‐ LNU HEADQ 29‐50 P 29.25

10527 COUNTY OF LAKE SOLID GARBAGE DISPOSAL STA 60 (790) 30‐00 G0 25.41

10527 COUNTY OF LAKE SOLID GARBAGE DISPOSAL FS (790) 30‐00 GF 25.40

10527 COUNTY OF LAKE SOLID GARBAGE DISPOSAL STA 64 (740) 30‐00 G4 23.80

10527 COUNTY OF LAKE SOLID GARBAGE DISPOSAL STA 31 (740) 30‐00 GA 23.80

10529 DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH GEMT QAF 2021 Q4 MEDI‐CAL FEE FOR SERVICE (3) 28‐48 GE 100.26

10529 DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH GEMT QAF 2021 Q4 MEDI‐CAL MANAGED CARE (14) 28‐48 GE 467.88

10529 DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH GEMT QAF 2021 Q4 MEDICARE (55) 28‐48 GE 1,838.10

10529 DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH GEMT QAF 2021 Q4 OTHER (35) 28‐48 GE 1,169.70

10529 DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH GEMT QAF 2021 Q4 DUAL MEDICARE/MEDI‐CAL (7) 28‐48 GE 233.94

10530 EMERGENCY CARE TRAIN CPR CERT REFERSHER 17 ((EQUP & CERT CARD) 28‐30 T 255.00

10531 FECHTER & COMPANY CP 2019 & 2020 AUDIT 90% COMPLETED 23‐80 SP 10,080.00

10531 FECHTER & COMPANY CP 2019 & 2020 AUDIT MILEAGE (214 MILES) 23‐80 SP 123.05

10531 FECHTER & COMPANY CP 2019 & 2020 AUDIT TYPING & ADMINSTRATIVE 23‐80 SP 97.00

10532 JERI‐CO GARAGE DOORS APP DOOR REPR, PREV MAINT STA 60 PREV MAINT ‐ SEMI ANNUAL 18‐00 60 180.00

10532 JERI‐CO GARAGE DOORS APP DOOR REPR, PREV MAINT STA 60 PREV MAINT (REPL 5 HINGES) 18‐00 60 50.00

10532 JERI‐CO GARAGE DOORS APP DOOR REPR, PREV MAINT STA 60 OPENER,CLUTCH,SENSOR 18‐00 60 1,900.00

10532 JERI‐CO GARAGE DOORS APP DOOR REPR, PREV MAINT STA 60 LABOR 18‐00 60 1,146.00



Voucher No Vendor Name Invoice Description Line Item Description Budget‐ExpBudgetLine Net Amt Req No / Descr 2

10535 LAKE COUNTY EMPLOYEE OPEB APRIL 2022 HORST DUES 03‐30 R 31.64

10536 LAKE COUNTY FIRE CHI ANNUAL DUES FY 21/22 DUES 20‐00 L 1,500.00

10536 LAKE COUNTY FIRE CHI ANNUAL DUES NARCOTICS 19‐40 MS 500.00

10536 LAKE COUNTY FIRE CHI ANNUAL DUES NORTHSHORE SUPPORT TEAM 23‐80 SP 100.00

10536 LAKE COUNTY FIRE CHI ANNUAL DUES COUNTY OF LAKE ANNUAL FEE 23‐80 SP 3,720.00

10533 JOHANNA LEUZINGER REIMB MILEAGE PARAMEDIC TRNG 01/07 TO MENDO COLLEGE UKIAH&RETURN 29‐50 P 62.01

10533 JOHANNA LEUZINGER REIMB MILEAGE PARAMEDIC TRNG 01/08 TO MENDO COLLEGE UKIAH&RETURN 29‐50 P 62.01

10533 JOHANNA LEUZINGER REIMB MILEAGE PARAMEDIC TRNG 01/15 TO MENDO COLLEGE UKIAH&RETURN 29‐50 P 62.01

10533 JOHANNA LEUZINGER REIMB MILEAGE PARAMEDIC TRNG 01/21 TO MENDO COLLEGE UKIAH&RETURN 29‐50 P 62.01

10533 JOHANNA LEUZINGER REIMB MILEAGE PARAMEDIC TRNG 01/22 TO MENDO COLLEGE UKIAH&RETURN 29‐50 P 62.01

10533 JOHANNA LEUZINGER REIMB MILEAGE PARAMEDIC TRNG 01/29 TO MENDO COLLEGE UKIAH&RETURN 29‐50 P 62.01

10537 LIFE ASSIST INC EMS SUPPLIES ORD 51220662‐1 19‐40 MS 1,166.60

10537 LIFE ASSIST INC EMS SUPPLIES ORD 02220167‐1 19‐40 MS 312.10

10537 LIFE ASSIST INC EMS SUPPLIES ORD 62210319‐4 19‐40 MS 20.29

10537 LIFE ASSIST INC EMS SUPPLIES ORD 51220662‐2 19‐40 MS 97.11

10537 LIFE ASSIST INC EMS SUPPLIES ORD 51223822‐1 19‐40 MS 921.59

10537 LIFE ASSIST INC EMS SUPPLIES ORD 51223822‐2 19‐40 MS 396.83

10537 LIFE ASSIST INC EMS SUPPLIES ORD 51223822‐3 19‐40 MS 235.95

10537 LIFE ASSIST INC EMS SUPPLIES ORD 62211672‐2 19‐40 MS 897.90

10528 DENNIS MAHONEY LANDSCAPE MAINTENANCE STA 60 01/27/22 WEED CONTROL 18‐00 60 150.00

10528 DENNIS MAHONEY LANDSCAPE MAINTENANCE STA 60 02/03/22 DUMP RUN,WEED CONTR 18‐00 60 225.00

10538 MARC R SHAPIRO REFUND DUP PMT OAP21‐0198 33943220 29.00

10539 OCCU‐MED LTD PHYSICALS H. FENK 28‐30 P 109.05

10539 OCCU‐MED LTD PHYSICALS T. SCALFARO 28‐30 P 109.05

10539 OCCU‐MED LTD PHYSICALS R. SUMMERS 28‐30 P 109.05

10540 OPERATING ENGINEERS OPEB APRIL 2022 HORST HEALTH INS 03‐30 R 1,786.00

10541 PETERSON 10 TON MINI EXCAVATOR W/ACCESSORIES 50% EXCAVATOR W/MULCHER,THUMB,BUCKE 62‐74 60 91,684.62 RES 2021‐22‐16

10542 PG&E ELECTRIC CHGS STA 60 ME 01/20/22 (4044.480000KWH) 30‐00 E0 1,098.74

10542 PG&E ELECTRIC CHGS STA 62 ME 01/20/22 (3611.644300KWH) 30‐00 E2 943.50

10542 PG&E ELECTRIC CHGS STA 63 ME 01/20/22 (2150.213000KWH) 30‐00 E3 570.46

10542 PG&E ELECTRIC CHGS STA 64 ME 01/20/22 (897.763000KWH) 30‐00 E4 257.88

10542 PG&E ELECTRIC CHGS FS ME 01/20/22 (572.249500KWH) 30‐00 EF 173.91

10543 RESCUE SOLUTIONS RESCUE SYSTEM TRAINING FULL CLASS (REDINS, DELONG,BOBO) 28‐30 T 1,350.00

10543 RESCUE SOLUTIONS RESCUE SYSTEM TRAINING RE CERT (DANIELS,MAXWELL,JONES) 28‐30 T 900.00

10543 RESCUE SOLUTIONS RESCUE SYSTEM TRAINING FULL CLASS (SCALFARO,HESS,JOYNER) 28‐30 T 1,350.00

10550 RIDE ON POWERSPORTS UTV MODULE BOMBARDIER CAN‐AM 62‐74 60 27,720.72 RES 2021‐22‐16

10550 RIDE ON POWERSPORTS UTV MODULE KARAVAN TRLR 62‐74 60 3,379.80 RES 2021‐22‐16

10544 SOUTH LAKE COUNTY FI PAYROLL PPE 12/31/21 09‐00 00 22,456.33

10545 SOUTH LAKE COUNTY VO REIMB MEAL/LODING‐E6061 PICKUP‐OR LUNCH 01/23 (2@18.74EA) LOGANS 29‐50 P 37.48

10545 SOUTH LAKE COUNTY VO REIMB MEAL/LODING‐E6061 PICKUP‐OR DINNER 01/23 (2@27.075EA) APPLE BEE 29‐50 P 54.15

10545 SOUTH LAKE COUNTY VO REIMB MEAL/LODING‐E6061 PICKUP‐OR LUNCH 01/24 (2@9.405EA) JACK IN THE 29‐50 P 18.81

10545 SOUTH LAKE COUNTY VO REIMB MEAL/LODING‐E6061 PICKUP‐OR LODGING 01/23 (2@59.98EA) BEST WEST 29‐50 P 119.96

10545 SOUTH LAKE COUNTY VO REIMB MEAL/LODING‐E6061 PICKUP‐OR FUEL U6021 29‐50 P 150.00

10545 SOUTH LAKE COUNTY VO REIMB MEAL/LODING‐E6061 PICKUP‐OR FUEL E6061 29‐50 P 171.99

10545 SOUTH LAKE COUNTY VO REIMB MEAL/LODING‐E6061 PICKUP‐OR MOTOR OIL E6061 29‐50 P 31.32

10547 US BANK VARIOUS (SEE ATTACHED) VARIOUS (SEE ATTACHED) 5,678.31

10548 U.S.BANK VOID 10548 VOID 10548 02/15/22 62‐74 60 0.00

10551 U.S.BANK VARIOUS (SEE ATTACHED) VARIOUS (SEE ATTACHED) 35,808.49



Voucher No Vendor Name Invoice Description Line Item Description Budget‐ExpBudgetLine Net Amt Req No / Descr 2

10546 WITTMAN ENTERPRISES AMBULANCE BILLING SVC DEC 2021 23‐80 AB 2,745.99

TOTAL 312,324.46



Voucher No Merchant Vendor Name Invoice Description Line Item Description Budget‐ExpBudgetLine Net Amt Req No / Descr 2

10547 LAKESIDE APPLIANCE REPLACEMENT STOVE STA 63 MAYTAG RANGE 18‐00 63 924.36

10547 CASCADE FIRE EQUIPMENT COMPANSUCTION LINE ADAPTER OES359 ADAPTER 17‐00 60 230.57

10547 COSTOC WHOLESALE‐ ROSEVILLE REPLACEMENT TELEVISION STA 62 TV 38‐00 62 518.17

10547 COSTOC WHOLESALE‐ ROSEVILLE REPLACEMENT TELEVISION STA 62 TV MOUNT 38‐00 62 145.08

10547 FIRST RESPONDERS RESILIENCY, INC GUEST SPEAKER JAN24,26&28 LNU SAFETY MTG 28‐30 TB 2,250.00 CALFIRE TRAINING BUREAU

10547 OREILLY AUTO PARTS BATTERY CHARGER STA 64 BATTERY CHARGER 17‐00 64 215.49

10547 HOME DEPOT TOOLBOX/TOOLS STA 64 TOOL BOX 27‐00 64 431.83

10547 HOME DEPOT TOOLBOX/TOOLS STA 64 TOTES (5) 27‐00 64 135.52

10547 HOME DEPOT TOOLBOX/TOOLS STA 64 COMBO WRENCH SET (24 PC) 27‐00 64 65.07

10547 HOME DEPOT TOOLBOX/TOOLS STA 64 CRESCENT 27‐00 64 15.16

10547 HOME DEPOT TOOLBOX/TOOLS STA 64 MALLET 27‐00 64 14.07

10547 HOME DEPOT TOOLBOX/TOOLS STA 64 PLIER SET (4 PC) 27‐00 64 29.26

10547 HOME DEPOT TOOLBOX/TOOLS STA 64 SCREWDRIVER SET (15 PC) 27‐00 64 34.69

10547 HOME DEPOT TOOLBOX/TOOLS STA 64 PRY BAR SET (3 PC) 27‐00 64 27.09

10547 HOME DEPOT TOOLBOX/TOOLS STA 64 QUICK REL RETRACTABLE 27‐00 64 8.10

10547 HOME DEPOT TOOLBOX/TOOLS STA 64 SOCKET SET (50 PC) 27‐00 64 46.62

10547 HOME DEPOT TOOLBOX/TOOLS STA 64 RATCHET SET (125 PC) 27‐00 64 161.67

10547 AMAZON BATTERIES‐SCBA STA 60 ENGERGIZER IND AAA  EN92 17‐00 60 16.08

10547 AMAZON BATTERIES‐SCBA STA 62 ENGERGIZER IND AAA  EN92 17‐00 62 16.09

10547 AMAZON BATTERIES‐SCBA STA 63 ENGERGIZER IND AAA  EN92 17‐00 63 16.09

10547 AMAZON BATTERIES‐SCBA STA 64 ENGERGIZER IND AAA  EN92 17‐00 64 16.08

10547 AMAZON BATTERIES‐SCBA STA 60 ENGERGIZER EN22 9 VOLT IND 17‐00 60 26.27

10547 AMAZON BATTERIES‐SCBA STA 60 ENGERGIZER IND AA EN91 1.5V 17‐00 60 55.82

10547 AMAZON BATTERIES‐SCBA STA 62 ENGERGIZER IND AA EN91 1.5V 17‐00 62 55.82

10547 AMAZON BATTERIES‐SCBA STA 63 ENGERGIZER IND AA EN91 1.5V 17‐00 63 167.48

10547 AMAZON BATTERIES‐SCBA STA 64 ENGERGIZER IND AA EN91 1.5V 17‐00 64 55.83

SUBTOTAL 5,678.31

10551 SOUTH LAKE REFUSE REFUSE/ RECYCLE COLLECTION STA 62 ME 013122 30‐00 G2 70.09

10551 SOUTH LAKE REFUSE REFUSE/RECYCLE COLLECTION STA 60 ME 01/31/22 30‐00 G0 152.89

10551 SOUTH LAKE REFUSE REFUSE/RECYCLE COLLECTION STA 63  ME 01/31/22 30‐00 G3 61.16

10551 FERRELLGAS PROPANE STA 63 FILL (325.7GAL) 30‐00 P3 857.50

10551 FERRELLGAS PROPANE STA 64 FILL (168.5GAL) 30‐00 P4 452.03

10551 FERRELLGAS PROPANE STA 62 FILL (232.1GAL) 30‐00 P2 628.46

10551 FERRELLGAS PROPANE STA 60 FILL (293.5GAL) 30‐00 P0 794.38

10551 CASCADE FIRE EQUIPMENT COMPANWATER PUMP ADAPTERS WT6211 CAP 17‐00 62 81.34

10551 CASCADE FIRE EQUIPMENT COMPANWATER PUMP ADAPTERS WT6211 HOSE THREAD ADAPTERS 17‐00 62 214.66

10551 SANTA ROSA UNIFORM & CAREER APUNIFORM SET H. FENK ‐ SHIRT 11‐00 U 170.43

10551 SANTA ROSA UNIFORM & CAREER APUNIFORM SET H. FENK ‐ PANT 11‐00 U 210.85

10551 SANTA ROSA UNIFORM & CAREER APUNIFORM SET H. FENK ‐ BELT 11‐00 U 34.91

10551 FDAC REGISTRATION COVID SURGE VIRTUAL SESSION 02/01/2 29‐50 B 25.00

10551 FDAC REGISTRATION COVID SURGE VIRTUAL SESSION‐CANCELL 29‐50 B ‐25.00

10551 FDAC REGISTRATION CLINE‐FDAC CONF 4/6‐8,PRECONF 4/5 29‐50 B 450.00

10551 FDAC REGISTRATION FIRE DISTRICT LEADERSHIP 2/26‐27 29‐50 B 300.00

10551 FERRELLGAS PROPANE STA 60 FILL (283.9GAL) 30‐00 P0 738.67

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐JOINT ETANCH SEAL 17‐00 62 102.57

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐RONDELLE‐FREIN WASHER LOCK 17‐00 62 21.95

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐INNER TUBE 10" 17‐00 62 269.68

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐TIRE SOLID WHEEL 17‐00 62 1,452.23

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐BEARING TAPERED ROLL 17‐00 62 145.35

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐JOINT ETANCH SEAL‐CR 17‐00 62 155.75

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐BEARING TAPER CUP 17‐00 62 45.64

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐WASHER 17‐00 62 2.02

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐PIN COTTER 17‐00 62 0.36

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐NUT‐HEX 17‐00 62 5.62

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐SPACER 17‐00 62 416.35

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐SPACER 17‐00 62 65.42

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐HUB CAP 17‐00 62 489.94

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐FITTING GREASE 1/4"‐28 17‐00 62 1.94

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐ADJUST HYD TRACK 17‐00 62 1,663.35

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐NUT HEX FLAT, GR 5 BP 17‐00 62 7.43

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐WASHER 1. 12" I.D 17‐00 62 2.02

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐SCREW HEX CAP 17‐00 62 1.79

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐NUT, ELEASTIC 5/16‐24 ZINC 17‐00 62 0.86

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐LEVIER GA AVS 17‐00 62 328.80

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐LEVIER DR AVS 17‐00 62 316.83

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐BODY FLEXRIDE 17‐00 62 2,439.88

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐SCREW HEX CAP PARTIAL THREA 17‐00 62 15.33
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10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐SCREW HEX CAP 17‐00 62 47.92

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐WASHER LOCK HELICAL SPRING 17‐00 62 19.46

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐ARM‐RH &LH WELD 17‐00 62 1,507.27

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐SHELL FLEX 17‐00 62 1,734.33

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐SCREW HEX CAP PARTIAL THREA 17‐00 62 3.03

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐SCREW HEX CAP YIC 17‐00 62 14.17

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐WASHER LOCK MED 17‐00 62 0.70

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐NUT STOP 3/4 17‐00 62 8.47

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐SCREW HEX CAP YIC 17‐00 62 40.78

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐LOCK WASHER 17‐00 62 2.44

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐NUT‐HEX 15/16" X 9/16" ZINC 17‐00 62 10.78

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐CYLINDRE CYL.RHSTE1‐3/8 17‐00 62 1,983.75

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐CYLINDRE CYL.LH.STEERIN 17‐00 62 1,983.75

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐PIN 5/16 X1X1‐1/8" LONG 17‐00 62 9.10

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐GOUPILLE FENDUE 17‐00 62 3.66

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐SCREW HEX CAP 17‐00 62 1.05

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐WASHER‐LOCK MED 17‐00 62 0.21

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐HEXAGON NUT 17‐00 62 0.46

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐INSULA‐ENG300 17‐00 62 91.19

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐MOTOR CHAUFFER 17‐00 62 105.27

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐FAN DEFROST 12V 17‐00 62 187.04

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT‐JOINT ETANCHE GASKET DIFF‐C 17‐00 62 66.40

10551 PRINOTH LTD SNOWCAT PARTS SNOWCAT GASKET 17‐00 62 26.02

10551 SANTA ROSA FIRE EQUIPMENT SERVIHYDRO SVC O2 BOTTLE DIVER AIR CYL HYDRO ALUMINUM (2) 19‐40 O 70.00

10551 SANTA ROSA FIRE EQUIPMENT SERVIHYDRO SVC O2 BOTTLE 20LB F/E SHOP SERVICE 19‐40 O 22.00

10551 SANTA ROSA FIRE EQUIPMENT SERVIHYDRO SVC O2 BOTTLE 5LB F/E SHOP SERVICE 19‐40 O 16.00

10551 SANTA ROSA FIRE EQUIPMENT SERVIHYDRO SVC O2 BOTTLE USED FIRE EXTINGUISHER MISC PAR 19‐40 O 5.48

10551 ALLSTAR FIRE EQUIPMENT INC SCBA  ANNUAL MAINT STA 60 SCBA  FLOW TEST 17‐00 60 287.50

10551 ALLSTAR FIRE EQUIPMENT INC SCBA  ANNUAL MAINT STA 62 SCBA  FLOW TEST 17‐00 62 287.50

10551 ALLSTAR FIRE EQUIPMENT INC SCBA  ANNUAL MAINT STA 63 SCBA  FLOW TEST 17‐00 63 287.50

10551 ALLSTAR FIRE EQUIPMENT INC SCBA  ANNUAL MAINT STA 64 SCBA  FLOW TEST 17‐00 64 287.50

10551 MATHESON TRI‐GAS INC MEDICAL OXYGEN RENTAL ME 01/31/22 19‐40 O 36.42

10551 ROSALES MARKET MEALS‐LNU ALL HANDS MEETING MEALS LUNCH (21 @17.37 EA) 13‐00 60 364.70

10551 STERICYCLE INC MEDICAL WASTE DISPOSAL ME 01/31/22 19‐40 MW 94.96

10551 MEDIACOM INTERNET SVC STA 63  ME 02/16/22 30‐00 I3 78.18

10551 MEDIACOM INTERNET SVC STA 62  ME 02/26/22 30‐00 I2 78.18

10551 MEDIACOM INTERNET SVC STA 62  OVERAGE ME 01/26/22 30‐00 I2 10.00

10551 MEDIACOM INTERNET SVC STA 60 ME 02/26/22 30‐00 I0 67.99

10551 A GUY AND HIS GRILL RETIREMENT LUNCHEON CHIEF JONES‐CATERER 28‐30 TB 2,693.75 CALFIRE TRAINING BUREAU

10551 LARS JOHNSON HANDYMAN SHED REPR‐FIRE SAFE COUNCIL FS BLDG SWAP DOOR LATCHES (2 HR) 18‐00 FS 150.00

10551 LARS JOHNSON HANDYMAN SHED REPR‐FIRE SAFE COUNCIL SHED PREP & PAINT (8 HR) 18‐00 60 600.00

10551 JOHNSTON THOMAS LEGAL EXPENSE ME 01/20/22 23‐80 SP 378.00

10551 LARS JOHNSON HANDYMAN STORAGE CONTAINER REPAIRS LABOR (21 HRS) 18‐00 60 1,575.00

10551 LARS JOHNSON HANDYMAN STORAGE CONTAINER REPAIRS MATERIALS (HOME DEPOT) 18‐00 60 542.00

10551 LARS JOHNSON HANDYMAN STORAGE CONTAINER REPAIRS MATERIALS (BILLS LOCK) 18‐00 60 40.00

10551 LARS JOHNSON HANDYMAN STORAGE CONTAINER REPAIRS MATERIALS 18‐00 60 19.00

10551 HARDESTERS CLEANING SUPPLIES STA 62 TERRO BAIT STAKE 14‐00 62 10.71

10551 HARDESTERS CLEANING SUPPLIES STA 62 LIQUID ANT BAIT 14‐00 62 8.57

10551 HARDESTERS TNG SUPPLIES SWIFT WTR RESC DRILL TOGGLE 28‐30 T 4.92

10551 HARDESTERS TNG SUPPLIES SWIFT WTR RESC ANCHOR 28‐30 T 9.64

10551 HARDESTERS TNG SUPPLIES SWIFT WTR RESC SCREWS (VARIOUS SIZE) 28‐30 T 40.72

10551 HARDESTERS CLEANING SUPPLIES STA 60 PUSHBROOM ‐BOARD ROOM 14‐00 60 42.88

10551 HARDESTERS HOUSEHOLD ITEM STA 60 STEP STOOL (1) 18‐00 60 69.70

10551 HARDESTERS HOUSEHOLD ITEM FS STEP STOOL (2) 18‐00 FS 139.41

10551 HARDESTERS KEYS EMS ROOM KEY 18‐00 60 14.96

10551 HARDESTERS DOOR REPAIR TRN TWR DOOR KEY 18‐00 T 5.99

10551 HARDESTERS DOOR REPAIR TRN TWR MEND BRACE 18‐00 T 6.41

10551 HARDESTERS DOOR REPAIR TRN TWR HOOK/LATCH 18‐00 T 12.42

10551 LEETE GENERATORS SIZING UP EXIST FUEL LINE STA 60 REGULATOR, PLUMB FITTING 18‐00 60 379.24

10551 LEETE GENERATORS SIZING UP EXIST FUEL LINE STA 60 LOAD BANK RENTAL 18‐00 60 125.00

10551 LEETE GENERATORS SIZING UP EXIST FUEL LINE STA 60 TRIP CHARGE 18‐00 60 212.00

10551 LEETE GENERATORS SIZING UP EXIST FUEL LINE STA 60 FREIGHT 18‐00 60 15.00

10551 LEETE GENERATORS SIZING UP EXIST FUEL LINE STA 60 LABOR 18‐00 60 1,155.00

10551 NORTHERN TOOL & EQUIPMENT PUMP, DECREASE FILL TIME WT6211 SUCTION HOSE 3"x15' 17‐00 62 140.38

10551 NORTHERN TOOL & EQUIPMENT PUMP, DECREASE FILL TIME WT6211 WATER,TRASH PUMP STRAINER 17‐00 62 40.94

10551 NORTHERN TOOL & EQUIPMENT PUMP, DECREASE FILL TIME REF ORDER #ORD93590906 17‐00 62 0.00

10551 HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CSD WATER/SEWER STA 63 WATER (424) 30‐00 W3 66.62

10551 HIDDEN VALLEY LAKE CSD WATER/SEWER STA 63 SEWER 30‐00 W3 91.98
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10551 ACTION SANITARY PORTABLE TOILET SERVICE STA 60 CUSTOMER OWNED 18‐00 60 50.00

10551 AMAZON BATTERIES‐ SCBA STA 60 ENGERGIZER IND AAA  EN92 17‐00 60 16.93

10551 AMAZON BATTERIES‐ SCBA STA 62 ENGERGIZER IND AAA  EN92 17‐00 62 16.93

10551 AMAZON BATTERIES‐ SCBA STA 63 ENGERGIZER IND AAA  EN92 17‐00 63 16.93

10551 AMAZON BATTERIES‐ SCBA STA 64 ENGERGIZER IND AAA  EN92 17‐00 64 16.93

10551 ICE WATER CO HYDRATION FOR STA STA 62 5 GALLON SPRING 13‐00 62 7.13

10551 ICE WATER CO HYDRATION FOR STA STA 63 5 GALLON SPRING 13‐00 63 7.12

10551 ICE WATER CO HYDRATION FOR STA STA 62 5 GALLON SPRING 13‐00 62 6.81

10551 ICE WATER CO HYDRATION FOR STA STA 63 5 GALLON SPRING 13‐00 63 6.81

10551 ICE WATER CO HYDRATION FOR STA STA 60 5 GALLON SPRING 13‐00 60 13.63

10551 HOME DEPOT DESK STA 64 DESK 38‐00 64 270.17

10551 BOBS VACUUM CLEANING SUPPLIES STA 63 TP ANGEL SOFT (1 CASE) 14‐00 63 84.62

10551 BOBS VACUUM CLEANING SUPPLIES STA 63 S‐FOLD (2 CASES) 14‐00 63 62.10

10551 BOBS VACUUM CLEANING SUPPLIES STA 63 EXPRESS LAUNDRY (2 GAL) 14‐00 63 27.88

10551 BOBS VACUUM CLEANING SUPPLIES STA 63 DIAL SOAP (1 GAL) 14‐00 63 15.01

10551 BOBS VACUUM CLEANING SUPPLIES STA 63 SIMPLE GREEN (1 GAL) 14‐00 63 15.01

10551 BOBS VACUUM CLEANING SUPPLIES STA 63 GAIN POT,PAN DETERGENT 14‐00 63 8.57

10551 BOBS VACUUM CLEANING SUPPLIES STA 60 LAUNDRY EXPRESS (2 GAL) 14‐00 60 27.88

10551 BOBS VACUUM CLEANING SUPPLIES STA 60 S‐FOLD (2 CASES) 14‐00 60 62.10

10551 BOBS VACUUM CLEANING SUPPLIES STA 60 ARM & HAMMER (2 CANS) 14‐00 60 7.49

10551 BOBS VACUUM CLEANING SUPPLIES STA 60 DRYER SHEETS (1 BX) 14‐00 60 6.38

10551 BOBS VACUUM CLEANING SUPPLIES STA 60 33X40 CLEAR BAGS (1 CS) 14‐00 60 48.26

10551 BOBS VACUUM CLEANING SUPPLIES STA 60 38X58 HD BLK (1 CASE) 14‐00 60 64.35

10551 WALMART PICTURE FRAMES STA 60 BOARD ROOM (6 SETS OF 6) 22‐70 60 96.46

10551 WITMER PUBLIC SAFETY GROUP MOUNTING TOOLS E6031 PAC TOOL  IRONSLOCK 17‐00 60 259.02

10551 WITMER PUBLIC SAFETY GROUP MOUNTING TOOLS E6031 PAC TOOL JUMBOLOK MOUNTING BR 17‐00 60 189.95

10551 HOME DEPOT EMS ROOM STORAGE STA 60 AZAR DISPLAY 8‐COMPARTMENT C 18‐00 60 26.62

10551 HOME DEPOT EMS ROOM STORAGE STA 60 CROWNWALL SLATWALL WIRE SHEL 18‐00 60 436.91

10551 HOME DEPOT EMS ROOM STORAGE STA 60 PROSLAT PROBIN SLATWALL DEEP 18‐00 60 70.68

10551 FERRELLGAS PROPANE TANK RENTAL STA 64 YB 01/01/22 30‐00 P4 50.00

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS R6031 PAGER & RADIO LABELS 17‐00 60 86.38

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS M6311 PAGER & RADIO LABELS 17‐00 63 86.38

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS M6211 PAGER & RADIO LABELS 17‐00 62 86.38

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS M6011 PAGER & RADIO LABELS 17‐00 60 86.38

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS SMALL 1" ROUND EQUIP LABELS 17‐00 60 34.52

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS STA 64 PAGER & RADIO EQUP LABELS 17‐00 64 86.38

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS STA 63 PAGER & RADIO EQUP LABELS 17‐00 63 86.38

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS STA 62 PAGER & RADIO EQUP LABELS 17‐00 62 86.38

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS STA 60 PAGER & RADIO EQUP LABELS 17‐00 60 86.38

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS OES 359  PAGER & RADIO EQUP LABELS 17‐00 60 86.38

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS MCI TRL  PAGER & RADIO EQUP LABELS 17‐00 60 86.38

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS E6421 PAGER & RADIO EQUP LABELS 17‐00 64 86.38

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS E6321 PAGER & RADIO EQUP LABELS 17‐00 63 86.38

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS E6221 PAGER & RADIO EQUP LABELS 17‐00 62 86.38

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS E6032 PAGER & RADIO EQUP LABELS 17‐00 60 86.38

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS E6031 PAGER & RADIO EQUP LABELS 17‐00 60 86.38

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS E6011 PAGER & RADIO EQUP LABELS 17‐00 60 86.38

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS E6061 PAGER & RADIO EQUP LABELS 17‐00 60 86.38

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS SC6211 PAGER & RADIO EQUP LABELS 17‐00 62 43.19

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS U6421 PAGER & RADIO EQUP LABELS 17‐00 64 43.19

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS U6321 PAGER & RADIO EQUP LABELS 17‐00 63 43.19

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS U6221 PAGER & RADIO EQUP LABELS 17‐00 62 43.19

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS U6022 PAGER & RADIO EQUP LABELS 17‐00 60 43.19

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS U6021 PAGER & RADIO EQUP LABELS 17‐00 60 43.19

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS U6011 PAGER & RADIO EQUP LABELS 17‐00 60 43.19

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS WT6211 PAGER & RADIO EQUP LABELS 17‐00 62 43.19

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS WT6011 PAGER & RADIO EQUP LABELS 17‐00 60 43.19

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS E1477 PAGER & RADIO EQUP LABELS 17‐00 A 86.38

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS E1487 PAGER & RADIO EQUP LABELS 17‐00 A 86.38

10551 THE BRAVEST DECALS EQUIPMENT LABELS SLCF PAGER & RADIO EQUIP LABELS 17‐00 60 155.48

SUBTOTAL 35,808.49
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COUNTY OF LAKE 
OFFICE OF THE AUDITOR-CONTROLLER 

COUNTY OF LAKE BUDGET TRANSFER Fiscal Year:  

Budget Title:                                                                             . Budget Transfer #B______________
(Auditor’s Office Completes this section)

TRANSFER FROM: TRANSFER TO:

From:  Fund   Dept     To: Fund Dept    
  (000)   (0000)            (000)      (0000) 

Account
(000.00-00)

Account Title Amount Account
(000.00-00) 

Account Title Amount 

  $                   .     $

$   $

$     $

$     $

$   $

$   $

$   $

Department’s justification & explanation of why transfer is necessary: 

Authorized Department Signature:  Date: 

APPROVED DENIED

CHAIRPERSON, DISTRICT DATE

Auditor-Controller Use Only 

Date   JE#   By: 

South Lake County Fire Protection District

357 9557 357 9557

Salaries & Wages - Temp795.01-12 795.23-80 Prof & Specialized Svc 54210

Cover unanticipated and under estimated expenses.

2021-22

54210
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COUNTY OF LAKE 
OFFICE OF THE AUDITOR-CONTROLLER 

COUNTY OF LAKE BUDGET TRANSFER Fiscal Year:  

Budget Title:                                                                             . Budget Transfer #B______________
(Auditor’s Office Completes this section)

TRANSFER FROM: TRANSFER TO:

From:  Fund   Dept     To: Fund Dept    
  (000)   (0000)            (000)      (0000) 

Account
(000.00-00)

Account Title Amount Account
(000.00-00) 

Account Title Amount 

  $                   .     $

$   $

$     $

$     $

$   $

$   $

$   $

Department’s justification & explanation of why transfer is necessary: 

Authorized Department Signature:  Date: 

APPROVED DENIED

CHAIRPERSON, DISTRICT DATE

Auditor-Controller Use Only 

Date   JE#   By: 

South Lake County Fire Protection District

357 9557 357 9557

Prof & Specialized Svc795.23-80 795.28-48 Ambulance Exp 10000

Cover under estimated expenses.

2021-22

10000


	AGENDA
	COMMUNICATIONS.7b(PG4)
	COMMUNICATIONS.7d(PG7)
	COMMUNICATIONS.7e(PG8)
	Budget Summary(PG10)
	Ambulance-Wittman report(PG12)

	COMMUNICATIONS.7f(PG13)
	COMMUNICATIONS.7g(PG14)
	REGULAR ITEM.8a(PG15)
	Resoluction No. 2021-22-19(PG16)
	CPI(PG17)
	2022-2023(PG18)
	2021-2022(PG19)
	2020-2021(PG20)
	2019-2020(PG21)
	Measure "L"

	REGULAR ITEM.8b(PG51)
	Resolution No 2021-22-20(PG53)
	ReAdopt/Update Capital Fire Facilities & Eqt Plan(PG54)
	Fire Mitgation Fee Report(PG73)
	Legal Notice Publication(PG74)
	Lake County Fire Mitigation Fee Ordinance(PG68)
	Govt Code §66002(PG76)

	REGULAR ITEM.8c(PG77)
	Resolution No. 2021-22-21(PG78)

	REGULAR ITEM.8d(PG80)
	County Treasurer-Tax Collector Notification(PG81)
	Object to the Tax Sale info(PG83)
	County Board of Supervisor Resolution Directing Tax Collector to set and sell at public auction tax defaulted properties(PG85)
	List of Tax Defaulted Properties(PG88)

	Fire District list(PG111)
	Understanding California's Property Taxes(PG114)

	REGULAR ITEM.8e(PG162)
	REGULAR ITEM.8f(PG181)
	Resolution No. 2021-22-22(PG182)
	Summary(PG183)
	Seats and Stations(PG184)
	National Business Furniture Quote(PG209)

	At Work Collection(PG212)
	2021-07-20.D3.Office Furniture.pdf(PG208)

	CONSENT CALENDAR.9a(PG219)
	CONSENT CALENDAR.9b1(PG225)
	CONSENT CALENDAR.9b2(PG229)
	CONSENT CALENDAR.9c(PG235)



