RESOLUTION 2012 - 024

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL
OF THE CITY OF LINCOLN
AMENDING RESOLUTION 2006-183 WHICH SET
PUBLIC FACILITY FEES FOR ALL NEW DEVELOPMENT
WITHIN THE CITY OF LINCOLN

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Lincoln has adopted ‘Ordinance No.
517B, imposing and charging Public Facility Fees; and,

WHEREAS, the City Council adopted Resolution 1989-22 establishing a Public
Facilities Fee for new development and section 5 called for the annual review of the fee
structure relative to improvements needed to serve new development and related costs;
and, ‘

WHEREAS, the City Council adopted Resolution No 98-61 establishing Public
Facility Fees based upon the Lincoln Public Facilities Plan which set forth the impacts of
future development on public facilities and the need for new or expanded services and
their costs; and,

WHEREAS, the City Council adopted Resolution 2000-40 amending Resolution
98-61; and, g

WHEREAS, the City Council adopted Resolution 2001-157 amending Resolution
2000-40; and,

WHEREAS, the City Council adopted Resolution 2002-201 amending Resolution
2001-157; and,

WHEREAS, the City Council adopted Resolution 2006-183 amending Resolution
2002-201; and,

WHEREAS, a study entitled City of Lincoin Public Facilites Element Fee
Program Nexus Study Update was commissioned in March 2010 with the intent of
producing a comprehensive update of the Public Facility Element Fees last updated in
2006; and, _

WHEREAS, the proposed fees do not exceed the estimated costs required to
construct projects to serve new development within our community; and,

WHEREAS, a public workshop was held on November 15, 2011 on the Public
Facilities Element Fee Program Nexus Study Update; and,

WHEREAS, the City has published notice of the February 28, 2012 public
hearing in the Lincoln News Messenger; and,

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Lincoln finds as follows:



a) The purpose of this fee I1s to finance public facilities to reduce the impacts of the
anticipated population growth caused by new development within Lincoln.

b) The public facility fees collected pursuant to this resolution shall be used to finance
only the public facilities described or identified in the Public Facilities Element Master
Improvement List, Appendix B, and incorporated by reference.

c) After considering the study, staff reports and testimony received at the public hearing,
the Council approves the Public Facility Fees and further finds that new development in
Lincoln will generate additional population growth and will be benefited by the identified
public facilities.

d) There is a need in this impact area for public facilities which need to be expanded or
have not been constructed and which existing facilities will not be able to support.
Therefore, new development must contribute its fair share towards these facility costs
and said public facilities are consistent with the City's General Plan.

e) The Public Facilities Fees are consistent with the City's General Plan and, pursuant
to Government Code Section 65913.2, the City has considered the effects of the fees
with respect to the City's housing needs as established in the Housing Element of the
General Plan. ’

f) The facts and evidence presented establish that: (1) there is a need for the described
public facilities and the types of development for which the corresponding fee is
charged; (2) there is a reasonable relationship between the fees’ use and the type of
development for which the fee is charged; and (3) there is a reasonable relationship
between the amount of the fee and the cost or portion of the costs of the public facility
attributed to the type of development. These reasonable relationships or nexus are
described in more detail in the Public Facilities Element Fee Program Nexus Study
Update, incorporated by this reference.

g) The cost estimates set forth in the Public Facilities Element Fee Program Nexus
Study Update are reasonable cost estimates for constructing the facilities set forth in the
Public Facilities Element Master Improvements List, and Appendix A of the fees
expected to be generated by new development will not exceed the total of these costs.

NOW, THEREFORE, it is hereby resolved by the City Council of the City of
Lincoln that the Public Facility Element (PFE) fees for sewer, drainage, water,
transportation and community services set out in Resolution 2006-183 are hereby
amended and shall be approved as follows:

Section 1. — Residential Fees

a) A single family low density unit is assigned an EDU factor of 1.0 and each of the
other land use categories is determined based on the anticipated demand expected
for each land use category relative to the demand for a single family unit.

b) The Public Facility Fee for basic sewer connections for residential type discharges
shall be six thousand one hundred and thirty-four dollars ($6,134) per EDU.



c)

d)

The Public Facility Fee for drainage north of the Auburn Ravine for residential shall
be one thousand seven hundred and nine dollars ($1,709) per EDU; the Public
Facilities Fee for drainage south of the Auburn Ravine for residential shall be one
thousand and nine dollars ($1,009) per EDU.

The Public Facility Fee for water connections for residential shall be five thousand
five hundred and fifty-eight dollars ($5,558) per EDU.

The Public Facility Fee for transportation for residential shall be three thousand four
hundred and sixty-one dollars ($3,461) per EDU.

The Public Facility Fee for community services for residential shall be seven
thousand two hundred and forty-two dollars ($7,242) per EDU

Section 2. — Non-Residential Fees

For each one thousand (1,000) square feet of constructed buildings, the minimum
Public Facility Fee for basic sewer connections with residential type discharges from
Commercial and Business/Professional uses shall be three thousand two hundred
and eighty-five dollars ($3,285) and from Industrial uses, shall be three thousand
nine hundred and forty-two dollars ($3,942). All sewer connections are subject to the
fee calculation specified in Municipal Code Section 13.12.050 — Factors for Types of
Service.

For each one thousand (1,000) square feet of constructed buildings, the minimum
Public Facility Fee for drainage north of the Auburn Ravine from Commercial and
Business/Professional uses shall be eight hundred and thirty-seven dollars ($837)
and from Industrial uses, shall be one thousand and four dollars ($1,004); the
minimum Public Facilites Fee for drainage south of the Auburn Ravine from
Commercial and Business/Professional uses shall be four hundred and ninety-four
dollars ($494) and from Industrial uses shall be five hundred and ninety-three dollars
($593)

For each one thousand (1,000) square feet of constructed buildings, the minimum
Public Facility Fee for City water connections from Commercial and
Business/Professional uses shall be two thousand two hundred and sixteen dollars
($2,216) and from Industrial uses shall be two thousand six hundred and fifty-nine
dollars ($2,659). All water connections are subject to Municipal Code Section
13.04.150 and the fee calculation based on number of EDU’s for the required water
meter size, whereas one EDU is equal to one thousand one hundred and fifty
(1,150) gallons per day.

For each one thousand (1,000) square feet of constructed buildings, the minimum
Public Faclility Fee for transportation from Commercial uses shall be fifteen thousand
four hundred and forty-seven dollars ($15,447), from Business/Professional uses
shall be six thousand seven hundred and sixty-nine dollars ($6,769) and from
Industrial uses shall be two thousand cne hundred and twenty dollars ($2,120). All
transportation fees, also known as traffic iImpact mitigation fees, shall be calculated
in accordance with Municipal Code Section 18.91.080 — Traffic Impact Mitigation
Fee Calculation.



e)

d)

For each one thousand (1,000) square feet of constructed buildings, the minimum
Public Facilty Fee for community services from Commercial and
Business/Professional uses shall be two thousand two hundred and sixty-eight
dollars ($2,268) and from Industrial uses shall be two thousand eight hundred and
ninety-five dollars ($2,895).

Section 3. — Effective Dates

The amendment to the public facility fees established by this resolution shall become
effective on May 1, 2012.

The amendment to the basic sewer connection fee in Section 2a) and the water
connection fee in section 2c) shall become effective on May 1, 2012 with the
adoption of Ordinance No. 862B amending said fees.

The amendment to the traffic impact mitigation fee calculation in Section 2d) shall
become effective on May 1, 2012 with the adoption of Ordinance No. 863B.

All fees set forth herein shall be subject to an annual adjustment up to the change in
the San Francisco Construction Cost Index (CCl) as reported by the Engineering
News Record (ENR) for the twelve month period beginning March 1 as determined
by resolution of the City Council. Any annual adjustments shall be effective each
May 1, beginning in the year 2013.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 28th day of February, 2012, by the following roll

call vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Joiner, Cosgrove, Nader, Short
NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

ABSTAINING: Councilmembers: Hydrick

ATTEST: / ngﬂ?ﬁ/cef thn, Mayor

Patricia Avila, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM-

Jonathan Hobbs, City Attorney
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

PURPOSE OF STUDY
As new development occurs within the City of Lincoln (City), new backbone infrastructure and

capital facilities will be required to meet the demands from future development. Backbone
infrastructure and capital facilities will be funded through the City’s Public Facilities Element Fee
Program (PFE Fee Program), which will contain separate fee categories for each type of
infrastructure and capital facility. The PFE Fee Program will apply to all future growth within the
City’s 1988 General Plan boundary as well as the proposed Village 7 and Lincoln 270
developments, except where otherwise noted in this report. Furthermore, the fire fee component of
the PFE Fee Program will also apply to firture growth within the proposed Village 1 development.
The infrastructure and capital facility impact fees categories incorporated in this report include:

=  Wastewater Fee;

¢ Drainage Fee;

e Water Fee;

¢ Transportation Fee;

o Parks and Recreation Fee;

o City Administration Facility Fee;
» Fire Fece;

s Police Fee;

s  Solid Waste Fee

The City retained Goodwin Consulting Group to assist it with the update of the PFE Fee Program,
which will be established by the Lincoln City Council through the adoption of this PFE Fee Program
Nexus Study Update (Nexus Study). The PFE Fee Program is compliant with the requirements set
forth in the Mitigation Fee Act, also known as AB 1600, and ensures that a rational nexus exists
between future development in the City and (i) the use and need of the proposed infrastructure and
capital facilities, and (ii) the cost or portion of the cost of the infrastructure and capital facilities
attributable to future development. This Nexus Study demonstrates that a reasonable relationship
exists between the updated PFE fees and the cost of the facilities attributable to each land use type.

City of Lincoln
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FACILITIES AND COSTS INCLUDED IN THE PFE FEE PROGRAM
Various types of infrastructure and capital facilities will be required to serve future development in

the City. The City and its consultant have identified the necessary infrastructure and their costs and
these are presented in detail in Appendix B of this report. Table ES-1 below summarizes the total
cost for each infrastructure and facility category that will be funded through the PFE Fee Program.

Table ES-1
Facilities Cost Summary
PFE Fee Acct PFE Fee
Balances & Other Program
Facility Type Total Cost Funding Sources Cost
Wastewater $20,576,000 ($1,928,000) $18,648,000
Drainage $16,553,000 ($2,775,000) $13,778,000
Water $66,240,000 ($8,884,000) $57,356,000
Transportation $71,486,000 ($1,646,000) $69,840,000
Parks and Recreation $43,704,000 ($12,156,000) $31,548,000
Administration Facilities 2 $9,470,000 n/a $9,470,000
Fire * $9,624,000 n/a $9,624.000
Police * $14,103,000 n/a $14,103,000
Solid Waste $5,960,000 n/a $5,960,000
Total $257,716,000 ($27,389,000) $230,327,000

1 Includes wastewater collection and reclzimed water costs.
2 Excludes existing development’s share of any existing outstanding debt for these facilities. The City will need to find alternative

funding sources to pay for existing development’s share of the outstanding debt.

SUMMARY OF THE UPDATED PFE FEE SCHEDULE
The following Tables ES-2 and ES-3 summarize the fees for each component in the PFE Fee

Program. Each fee includes a 2.5% charge to fund the City’s administrative costs associated with
fee collection, administration, accounting, and to fund future updates of the PFE Fee Program.
Based on the City’s past experience with administering the PFE Fee Program, the 2.5% charge

should adequately fund these maintenance expenses.

City of Lincoln
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Table ES-2
PFE Fee Summary for Residential Land Uses

[ VeryLow | Medium High
Density . Low Density f Density Density
Fee Component {per Unit) ‘ {per Unit) { {per Unit) (per Unit)
Wastewater ? ' $2,192 $1,726 $1,726 $1,380
Wastewater — Treatment * $5,598 $4,408 $4,408 $3.526
Drainage — North of Ravine * $2,222 $1,709 ‘ $1,196 $410
Drainage ~ South of Ravine * $1,312 $1,009 i $706 $242
Water — Transmission $6,054 $2,554 $2,554 $1,379 1
Water — Storage $7,119 $3,004 $3,004 $1,622°1
Transportation $3,461 $3,461 $2,492 $2,492
Parks and Recreation * $3,981 $3,981 $3,981 $2,866
Parks and Recreation — Village 7 $896 $896 5896 $645
Administration Facilitics B $924 so04 | $924 $665
Fire $530 $530 $530 $382
Police : $1,044 $1,044 $1,044 $752
Solid Waste $763 $763 5 $763 $549
Total — North of Ravine $33,886 $24,102 E $22,621 $16,024
Total — South of Ravine ° $32,976 $23,403 » $22,131 $15,856
Total — Twelve Bridges $32,976 $23,403 $22,131 $16,023
Total - Village 7 ; $29,891 $20,318 ! $19,046 $13,635

1 High density uses within the Twelve Bridges development are subject to a water transmission fee of $1,456 and a water
storage fee of $1,712 per uait and not those shown in the table above.

2 This fee amount combines the separate fee components for wastewater collection and reclaimed water facilities.

Ravine fee while development located south of the Auburn Ravine will be subject to the Drainage — South of Ravine fee.

3 This fee will be applied to all development except that within Village 7, which will construct its own parks and trails,

6 Applies to all development south of the Auburn Ravine except that within Village 7 and Twelve Bridges.

The wastewater treatment fee shown in this table is an existing City fee and has not been updated as part of this Nexus Study.
It is included in this table only to show the totat overall fee burden.

Includes the existing citywide drainage fee to fund land acquisition costs related to the storm drainage retention facility, The
fee equals $101 per EDU. Development located north of the Auburn Ravine will be subject to the Drainage — North of

City of Linceln
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Table ES-3
PFE Fee Summary for Non-Residential Land Uses

Business &
Commercial Professional Industrial
Fee Component (per 1,000 SF) | (per 1,000 SF)  (per 1,000 SF)
Wastewater ' ; $924 §924 $1,109
Wastewater — Treatment > 4 $2,361 32,361 $2,833
Drainage — North of Ravine i $837 $837 . $1,004
Drainage — South of Ravine * $494 | $494 | $593
‘Water — Transmission $1,018 : $1,018 $1,222
Water — Storage $1,198 $1,198 | $1,437
Transportation J $15,447 $6769 | $2,120
Parks and Recreation © $047 $947 ,, 31,448
Parks and Recreation — Village 7 o 5;2 13 $213 ‘ 3306
Administration Facilities T $220 $220 %336
Fire | 5353 $353 $353
“Police - $696 $696 | $696
SR m e o e T o
Total —North of Ravine $24,054 | $15375 | $12,621
Total — South of Ravine ! $23,711 $15033 $12,210
Total — Twelve Bridges : $23,711 $15,033 | $12,210
Total - Village 7 $22,977 . $14299  $11,088

1 This fee amount combines the separate fee componen‘ts for wastewater collection and reclaimedl water facilities.

2 The treatment component of the wastewater fee is an existing fee and therefore is not included as part of this Nexus
Study. It is identified for purposes of showing the total overall fee burden.

3 Includes the existing citywide drainage fee to fund land acquisition costs related to the storm drainage retention
facility. The fee equals $101 per EDU. Development located norti of the Auburn Ravine will be subject to the
Drainage — North of Ravine fee while development iocated south of the Aubumn Ravine will be subject to the
Drainage — South of Ravine fee.

4 Fee will be applied to all development except that within Viilage 7, which will construct ifs own parks and trails.

5 Applies to all development south of the Auburn Ravine except that within Village 7 and Twelve Bridges.

City of Lincoln
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FEE ADJUSTMENTS
The fees may be adjusted in future years to reflect revised facility standards, receipt of funding from

alternative sources (i.e., state or federal grants), revised facilities or costs, or changes in
demographics or the land use plan. In addition to such adjustments, the fees will be inflated each
year by the change in the San Francisco Construction Cost Index (CCI) as reported in the

Engineering News Record.

City of Lincoln
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I INTRODUCTION

The City of Lincoln (City) is located approximately 25 miles north of Sacramento and is [ocated in
Placer County. Incorporated in 1890, the City has grown to a current population of more than
43,000. Corresponding to this population growth, it is estimated that there are approximately 16,000

private jobs in the City.

Increased population and employment in the City will lead to increased demand on public
infrastructure and services and will ultimately impact infrastructure and the facilities required to
provide such services. Where backbone infrastructure and capital facilities are inadequate,
permitting development is contrary to the responsibility of local government to protect the public’s
health, safety, and welfare. Consequently, the City has planned for the construction of backbone
infrastructure and capital facilities that will adequately serve its current as well as its future

development.

Funding for these facilities will come from several sources, including the City’s Public Facilities
Element Fee Program (PFE Fee Program), federal and state programs, existing revenues in the
impact fee funds, and other funding sources. The Public Facilities Element Fees (PFE Fees)
discussed in this report will apply to all future growth within the development areas included in the
City’s 1988 General Plan boundary as well as the proposed Village 7 and Lincoln 270
developments, except where otherwise noted in this report. Although the City has recently updated
it General Plan, this update to the PFE Fee Program incorporates the facilities that have been
designed based on the 1988 General Plan boundaries and land use plan. When then the City updates
its capital improvement plan based on the new General Plan, the City will then update the PFE Fee

Program.

PURPOSE OF STUDY
As new development occurs within the City, new backbone infrastructure and capital facilities will

be required to meet the demands of future development. The City identified these improvements in
its Amended Public Facilities Element that was approved by City Council on October 27, 1998, and
has updated that list of improvements for purposes of this PFE Fee Program update. Infrastructure
and improvements include wastewater connection and reclaimed water, drainage, water,
transportation, park and recreation, administration buildings, fire, police, and solid waste facilities.
These facilities will be funded through the PFE Fee Program, which will contain separate fee
categories for each type of backbone infrastructure and capital facility.

City of Lincoln
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Goodwin Consulting Group, Inc. has prepared this PFE Fee Program Nexus Study Update (Nexus
Study) to update the City’s current PFE Fee Program, which was last updated in August 2006 (2006
Nexus Study). The PFE Fee Program is compliant with the regulations set forth in the Mitigation
Fee Act (also commonly referred to as AB 1600) and ensures that a rational nexus exists between
future development in the City and (i) the use and need of the proposed infrastructure and capital
facilities and (ii) the amount of the PFE Fee assigned to future development. This Nexus Study
demonsirates that a reasonable relationship exists between the PFE Fee to be levied on each type of

land use and the cost of the facilities attributable to that land use.

CHANGES FROM THE 2006 NEXUS STUDY
This Nexus Study updates all fee components included the City’s 2006 Nexus Study, except for the

treatment component of the wastewater fee and the library fee. The wastewater treatment facilities
and costs have not been updated at this time and therefore the City’s existing fee for these facilities
will continue to be charged to new development. The library facility that was included in the 2006
Nexus Study has been fully constructed and funded through a state grant; therefore, this fee has been
eliminated from the PFE Fee Program at this time. Appendix C includes brief descriptions of

changes incorporated in this Nexus Study.

This Nexus Study updates all facilities and costs related to wastewater collection and reclaimed
water, drainage, water, transportation, park and recreation, administration, fire, police, and solid
waste facilities. In updating the facilities and costs, the City and its engineering consultant, Harris
and Associates, reviewed all the facilities from the 2006 Nexus Study and eliminated those facilities
that have been constructed or were no longer required. New facilities that the City determined are
now needed are incorporated into this updated PFE Fee Program. In addition, the following changes

are also incorporated in this updated Nexus Study:

= Land use tables include future development within the Village 7 and Lincoln 270
arcas. The City selected these areas for inclusion in the PFE Fee Program due to
their proximity to development included the City’s 1988 General Plan and because
these arcas will benefit from the facilities included in the PFE Fee Program. The
City anticipates that these areas will develop concurrently with the other areas
included in the PFE Fee Program.

s Includes future development within the Village | project in the calculation of the fire
fee component of the PFE Fee Program. Based on a review of the service area
refated to the fire facilities, the City has determined that future development within
Village I will benefit from these facilities and therefore, should fund its fair share of

the fire facilities costs.

City of Lincoln
PFE Fee Program Nexus Study Update 2



IMPACT FEE NEXUS REQUIREMENTS (AB 1600)
Assembly Bill (AB) 1600, which was enacted by the State of California in 1987, created Mitigation

Fee Act - Section 66000 et seq. of the Government Code. The Mitigation Fee Act requires that all
public agencies satisfy the following requirements when establishing, increasing, or imposing a fee

as a condition of approval of a development project:

I. Identify the purpose of the fee.

2. Identify the use to which the fee is to be put.
3. Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between:
A. The fee’s use and the type of development project on which the fee is
imposed.
B. The need for the public facility and the type of development project on which

the fee is imposed.

C. The amount of the fee and the cost of the public facility or portion of the
public facility attributable to the development on which the fee is imposed.

As stated above, the purpose of this Nexus Study is to demonstrate that all fee components of the
updated PFE Fee Program comply with the Mitigation Fee Act. The assumptions, methodologies,
facility standards, costs, and cost allocation factors that were used to establish the nexus between the
fees and the development on which the fees will be levied are summarized in subsequent sections of

this report.

ORGANIZATION OF REPORT
The remainder of this report has been organized into the following sections:

Provides a detailed explanation of the fee methodologies used to calculate the

Section II
various individual fee components of the PFE Fee Program

Section IIT Defines the demographic and land use assumptions used in the detailed
calculations and in the application of the PFE Fee Program

Section IV Summarizes backbone infrastructure and capital facilities costs included in
the PFE Fee Program

City of Lincoln
2
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Sections V-XIIT  Provides the detailed calculations for wastewater, drainage, water,
transportation, park and recreation, administration, fire, police, and solid

waste fees

Section XIV Provides a summary of the individual fee components calculated in this

Nexus Study

Section XV Addresses future fee adjustments, fee implementation, annual administrative
duties, fee credits or reimbursements, and other relevant items

City of Lincoln
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. FEE METHODOLOGY

When impact fees are calculated, an analysis must be presented in enough detail to demonstrate that
a logical, thorough consideration was applied in the process of determining how the fees relate to the
impacts from new development. Findings must be made to ensure that there is a reasonable
relationship between the fee and the development on which the impact fee will be ievied. There are
several generally accepted methods of determining impact fees for future development. Following is
a discussion of the two methods used in this report to calculate the individual fees in the PFE Fee

Program.

PLAN-BASED FEE METHODOLOGY
The plan-based fee methodology is used for infrastructure and capital facilities that must be designed

based on future demand projections and/or the geographic location of anticipated growth. For
exarnple, the need for transportation improvements depends specifically on the future area that will
be served. An analysis of existing facilities, geographic constraints, and current levels of service
must be completed in order to identify future facility needs. This information is analyzed in
conjunction with a projection of the amount and location of future development in order to
determine the adequacy of existing facilities and the demand for new improvements that will be
required. The steps to calculate a PFE Fee component under the plan-based fee methodology

include the following:

Step 1 Determine the future development, by land use category, anticipated within
the City’s 1988 General Plan boundary, Village 7 area, and the Lincoln 270
project.

Step 2 Determine facilities needed to serve the anticipated growth and determined

the cost of these facilities.

Step 3 Subtract expected revenues that will be available from aiternative funding
sources, if any, to determine the net facilities cost that will be allocated to

future development.

Step 4 Select the applicable equivalent dwelling unit (EDU) factor that will be used
to allocate facilities costs based on a reasonable relationship basis; apply
EDU factors to each of the land uses based on their expected level of service

demand.

City of Lincoln
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Step 5

Step 6

Step 7

Step 8

Calculate the total EDUs that will be generated from future development for
all land use categories by multiplying each land use type by its EDU factor
and taking the sum of the EDUs.

Divide the total EDUs for each land use category by the total EDUs for all
future land uses to determine each land use’s percentage share of the total

EDUs.

Multiply each land use’s percentage share of the total EDUs by the
applicable infrastructure or facilities cost to determine the cost attributable to

each land use category.

Divide the cost attributable to each land use category by the quantity (i.e.,
units or building square feet) of each land use type to determine the fee for

cach residential or non-residential land use category.

The plan-based fee methodology was used to calculate the full cost allocation, or a portion of the
cost allocation for the wastewater, drainage, water, transportation, parks and recreation, and fire fee

components of the PFE Fee Program.

STANDARD-BASED FEE METHODOLOGY
The standard-based fee methodology is used when a consistent level of service standard is to be

applied to new development regardless of future demand projections or the geographic location of
anticipated growth, The level of service standard used in calculating the impact fee under this
method may be based on an existing service standard or a higher preferred standard identified in the
General Plan or other City planning document. The steps to calculate a fee under the standard-based

fee methodology include the following:

Step 1

Step 2

Define the required level of service standard (e.g., park acres per 1,000
residents, building square feet per employee, etc.) expressed in terms of
residents, employees, or other standard appropriate for the type of facility for

which the fee is being calculated.

Estimate the future growth and the additional facilities required by
multiplying the applicable facility service standard by the future growth

projection.

City of Lincoln
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Step 3

Step 4

Step §

Step 6

Step 7

Step 8

Determine a facility cost based on current costs; reduce the facility cost by
subtracting existing fee fund revenue or alternative funding sources, if
applicable. Calculate the net cost of the required additional facilities.

Select the applicable EDU factor that will be used to allocate facility costs on
areasonably related basis; apply EDU factors to each land use based on their

expected service demand.

Calculate the total EDUSs that will be generated from future development for
all land use categories by multiplying each land use type by its EDU factor
and taking the sum of the EDUs.

Divide the total EDUs for each land use category by the total EDUs for all
future land uses to determine each land use’s percentage share of the total

EDUs.

Multiply each land use’s percentage share of the total EDUs by the
applicable infrastructure or facilities cost to determine the cost attributable to

each land use category.

Divide the cost attributable to each land use category by the quantity (i.c.,
units or building square feet) of each land use type to determine the
applicable fee for each residential and non-residential land use category.

The standard-based fee methodology was used to calculate the full cost allocation, or a portion of the
cost allocation for parks and recreation, administration facilities, police, and solid waste fee
components of the PFE Fee Program. Additional details of the calculation of each fee component in

the PFE Fee Program are included in Sections V through XIII.
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III. PoOPULATION AND LAND USES

POPULATION
Over the past decade, the City has experienced significant growth. In 2000, the City’s population

was estimated at approximately 11,200. Between 2000 and 2011, the City’s population nearly
quadrupled, bringing the total number ol residents to approximately 43,200. At buildout of the 1988
General Plan, and including the Village 7 and Lincoln 270 developments, the City will grow to over
60,800 residents (see Table A-1 of Appendix A). This represents a 40% increase over the City’s

current population.

In addition to the significant increase in the City’s population, employment within the City is
projected to nearly triple from its current estimate of 15,700 private industry jobs to approximately
44,100 jobs at buildout. The City’s land use plan includes approximately 870 acres of land zoned
for commerecial, office, and industrial development on which it is projected that nearly 10 million

square feet of building space will be constructed.

LAND USE CATEGORIES
The Mitigation Fee Act requires that a reasonable relationship exist between the need for public

facilities and the type of development on which an impact fee is imposed. The need for public
facilities is related to the level of service demanded, which varies in proportion to the number of
residents or employees generated by a particular land use type. Therefore, land use categories have
been defined in order to distinguish between relative impacts on infrastructure and capital facilities.
All fees in the PFE Fee Program have been calculated on a per dwelling unit basis for residential
land use categories and per 1,000 square feet of building space for non-residential land use

categories.
The following land use categories are identified for purposes of the PFE Fee Program:

Very Low Density: includes single family detached homes on very large lots with
a density range of 0.1 to 2 units per acre.

includes single family detached homes with a density range of

Low Density:
2 to 5 dwelling units per acre.
Medium Density: includes higher density single family uses, such as duplexes,
triplexes, and condominiums at specified densities; and lower
City of Lincoln
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density multi-family development. Density ranges from 6 to

12 dwelling units per acre.

High Density: includes intense multi-family residential land uses, such as
apartment complexes. Density ranges from 13 to 20 dwelling

units per acre.

includes retail and service businesses at neighborhood and

Commercial:
community commercial centers,

Business & Professional: includes areas designated for office-type commercial
development projects as opposed to retail, service, and
wholesale type commercial activities.

Industrial: includes areas appropriate for manufacturing, general

industrial, and warehousing uses.

The City will make the final determination as to which land use category a particular development
will be assigned. If the City determines that no land use category adequately corresponds to the
development in question, it may then determine applicable ad hoc impact fees.

LAND USE ADJUSTMENTS
Table A-2 in Appendix A identifies the City’s estimated remaining future residential units and non-

residential acreage for each development area included in the PFE Fee Program. However, the City
has entered into development agreements with certain development areas that have already or will
contribute or construct specific infrastructure or capital facilities. As a resuit, these development
areas have received fee credits against their PFE Fee obligation. The outstanding credits for each
fee component of the PFE Fee Program are presented in Table A-3 of Appendix A. The
corresponding units that are allotted the fee credits are excluded from the calculation of the PFE
Fees. In addition, the cost of the facilities associated with these fee credits is also excluded from the

fee calculations.

EQUIVALENT DWELLING Unit (EDU) FACTORS
Future development within the City will create demand for additional backbone infrastructure and

capital facilities. For purposes of the PFE Fee, demand is measured by a set of existing Equivalent
Dwelling Unit (EDU) factors. An Equivalent Dwelling Unit (EDU) is a factor that quantifies
different land use types in terms of their equivalence to a single family unit. A single family unit is

City of Lincoln
PFE Fee Program Nexus Stndy Update g



assigned an EDU factor of 1.0 and the EDU factor for each of the other land use categories is
determined based on the anticipated demand expected for each land use category relative to the
demand for a single family unit. Table A-5 in Appendix A presents the City’s existing EDU factors
incorporated in the calculation of each PFE Fee. These EDU factors are derived from service
demand factors presented in the Lincoln Public Facilities Plan prepared in 1988, the Lincoln General
Plan Public Facilities Element Volume Il prepared in 1990, and are also based on input and

adjustments from City’s engineers and engineering consultant.

City of Lincoln
PFE Fee Program Nexus Study Update 10






IV. FAciLities CoST SUMMARY

Various types of infrastructure and capital facilities will be required to serve the future development
included in the PFE Fee Program. Facilities cost estimates have been prepared by the City and its
engineering consultant and these facilities are detailed in Appendix B of this report. Table I'V-1
below summarizes the costs included in the PFE Fee Program by facility type.

Table IV-1
PFE Fee Program Cost Summary
Total
North of South of Cost in

Auburn Ravine  Auburn Ravine Citywide PFE Fee
Facility Type Cost Cost Cost Program
prastowater Collection & wa wa $18,648,000 $18,648,000
Drainage $4,472,000 $946,000 58,360,000 $13,778,000
Water n/a n/a $57,356,000 357,356,000
Transportation n/a n/a $69,840,000 $69,840,000
Parks and Recreation n/a n/a - 831,548,000 $31,548,000
Adrministration Facilities n/a n/a $9,470,000 $9.470,000
Fire nfa n/a $9,624,000 $9,624,000
Police n/a n/a $14,103,000 $314,103,000
Solid Waste n/a n/a $5,960,000 $5,960,000
Total $4,472,000 $946,000 $224,909,000 §$230,327.660

The PFE Fee Program is anticipated to fund approximately $230 million in backbone infrastructure
and capital facilities costs. Details of how these costs are allocated amongst future development are

presented in Sections V through XIII of this report.
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V. WASTEWATER CONNECTION AND RECLAIMED WATER FEE

This section of the report addresses the nexus requirements as they relate to the calculation of the
wastewater fee. It also summarizes the required wastewater and reclaimed water facilities, estimated
costs, and updated fees. This Nexus Study does not include an update of the City’s fee for
wastewater treatment facilities and therefore, the current wastewater treatment fee will continue to

be charged to new development.

NEXUS TEST

Identify the purpose of the fee. The purpose of the wastewater fee is to fund wastewater connection
and reclaimed water facilities that are attributable to the impact from new development.

Identify the use of the fee. The wastewater connection and reclaimed water fee will be used to fund
the fair share portion of the cost of construction of wastewater connection and reclaimed water
facilities that have been identified by the City as necessary to serve new development. These
facilities are identified in Table A-6 of Appendix A and detailed in Tables B-1 and B-2 of

Appendix B.

Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the fee’s use and the type of
development project on which the fee is imposed. The use of the fee to construct the wastewater
connection and reclaimed water facilities that have been identified by the City as necessary to serve
new development will ensure that such facilities will be available and have the capacity to serve new

residential and non-residential development within the City.

Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the need for the public facility and the

type of development project on which the fee is imposed. New wastewater connection and
reclaimed water facilities will be needed as new residential and non-residential development wil}
generate additional residents and employees and increase the demand placed on existing facilities.
The City has identified the facilities incorporated in Appendix B as those that are necessary to serve

future development.

City of Lincoln
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Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the amount of the fee and the cost of
the public facility or portion of the public facility attributable to the development on which the fee
is imposed. The wastewater connection and reclaimed water facilities identified by the City and
presented in this report are necessary to serve future development in the City. Facilities costs are
allocated to future development based on EDUs that were developed in prior City planning
documents. The allocated costs translate into fees that are calculated on a fair-share basis to
residential and nonresidential development. Future fee revenue will be sufficient to fully fund the

construction of these facilities.

REQUIRED FACILITIES AND ESTIMATED COSTS
Table A-6 in Appendix A identifies the wastewater collection and reclaimed water facilities that will

be required to serve future development included in the Nexus Study. As shown in this table, the net
cost of these facilities is approximately $18.6. Wastewater collection facilities have a cost of $12.0
million and include various size pipelines for the north and south collection systems. Costs also
include reimbursements for facilities that have been oversized. The City also expects to receive an
estimated $1.9 million from the sale of the decommissioned wastewater treatment plant; the revenue
from this future sale is applied to reduce the total cost of the wastewater facilities. Reclaimed water
facilities cost totals approximately $8.5 million and include a retention site, pipelines, and pump

stations.

WASTEWATER CONNECTION AND RECLAIMED WATER FEE COMPONENT

Table A-7 in Appendix A shows the calculation of the wastewater connection and reclaimed water
fee component of the PFE Fee Program. The $18.6 million cost is applied to future development,
less development that has fee outstanding fee credits, in the PFE Fee Program based on the
applicable EDU factor for each land use category. The resulting wastewater collection and
reclaimed water fees, not including the City’s 2.5% administration charge, are as follows:

o $2,138 per unit of VLD Unit

» 31,684 per unit of LD Unit

o $1,684 per unit of MD Unit

= $1,347 per unit of HD Unit

s $902 per 1,000 square feet for Commercial

s $902 per 1,000 square fect for Business and Professional
= $1,082 per 1,000 square feet for Industrial

City of Lincoln
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VI. DRAINAGE FEFE

This section of the report addresses the nexus requirements related to the calculation of the drainage
fee. It also summarizes the required drainage facilities, estimated costs, and updated fees.

NEXUS TEST

Identify the purpose of the fee. The purpose of the drainage fee is to fund drainage facilities that are

aftributable to the impact from new development

Identify the use of the fee. 'The drainage fee will be used to fund the construction of drainage
facilities identified by the City as necessary to serve new development. These facilities are
identified in Table A-8 of Appendix A and detailed in Table B-3 of Appendix B.

Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the fee’s use and the type of
development project on which the fee is imposed. The use of the fee to construct the drainage
facilities that have been identified by the City as necessary to serve new development will ensure
that such facilities will be available and have the capacity to serve new residential and

non-residential development within the City.

Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the need for the public facility and the
type of development project on which the fee is imposed. New drainage facilities will be needed as
new residential and non-residential development will generate additional storm runoff. The City has
identified the drainage facilities shown in Table B-3 in Appendix B as necessary to serve future

development.

Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the amount of the fee and the cost of
the public facility or portion of the public facility attributable to the development on which the fee
is imposed. The drainage facilities identified by the City and presented in this report are necessary
to serve future development in the City. Facilities costs are allocated to future development based
on EDUs that were developed in prior City planning documents. The allocated costs translate into
fees that are calculated on a fair-share basis to residential and nonresidential development.

City of Linceln
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REQUIRED FACILITIES AND ESTIMATED COSTS
Table A-8 in Appendix A identifies the drainage facilities required to serve future development in

the City. The total cost of these facilities is approximately $13.8 million., Drainage facilities are
segregated info three categories: (i) facilities that will serve future development north of the Auburn
Ravine, (i) facilities that will serve future development south of the Auburn Ravine, and (iii)
drainage facilities that will serve all future development included in PFE Fee Program boundary.

The total cost of drainage facilities that will serve future development north of the Auburn Ravine is
approximately $4.5 million and includes costs for drainage improvements along the Markham
Ravine, Gladding Parkway, O Street, and 7" Street. Facilities required to serve future development
south of the Auburn Ravine total approximately $0.9 million and include bridge crossings along the
Ingram Slough. Finally, citywide drainage facilities, totaling approximately $8.4 million, include a
variety of drainage improvements that will serve all new development in the City.

DRAINAGE FEE COMPONENT
Table A-9 shows the calculation of the drainage fee component of the PFE Fee Program. The

$4.4 million cost for facilities located north of the Auburn Ravine is allocated to future development
planned for north of the Auburn Ravine. Similarly, the $0.9 million for facilities located south of the
Auburn Ravine is allocated to remaining development south of the Auburn Ravine. Finally,
citywide drainage facilities totaling $8.4 million will benefit all future development in the City so
this cost is allocated to all remaining development within the PFE Program boundary. The resulting
drainage fees, not including the City’s 2.5% administration charge, are as follows:

South of the Aubura Ravine

North of the Auburn Ravine

$2,036 per VLD unit $1,149 per VLD unit
$1,566 per LD unit $884 per LD unit
$1,096 per MD unit $619 per MD unit
$376 per HD unit $212 per HD unit
$767 per 1,000 square feet for Commercial $433 per 1,000 square feet for Comm,
$767 per 1,000 square feet for Bus. and Prof. $433 per 1,000 sq. feet for Bus. and Prof
$920 per 1,000 square feet for Industrial $519 per 1,000 square feet for Industrial
City of Lincoln
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VII. WATERFEE

This section of the report addresses the nexus requirements related to the calculation of the water fee
and also summarizes the required water facilities, estimated costs, and updated fees.

NEXUS TEST

Identify the purpose of the fee. The purpose of the water fee is to fund water facilities that are

attributable to the impact from new development

Identify the use of the fee. The water fee will be used to fund construction of water facilities that
have been identified by the City as necessary to serve new development. These facilities are
summarized in Table 10 of Appendix A and shown in detail in Table B-4 of Appendix B.

Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the fee’s use and the type of
development project on which the fee is imposed. The use of fee revenue to fund construction of
water facilities that the City has identified as necessary to serve new development ensures that these
facilities will have the capacity to serve new residential and non-residential development within the

City.

Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the need for the public facility and the
type of development profect on which the fee is imposed. New water facilities will be needed as
new residential and non-residential development will generate additional residents and employees
who will increase the demand on the existing water facilities. The City has identified the facilities
included in Appendix B as necessary to increase the capacity of the water system to serve future

development.

Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the amount of the fee and the cost of
the public facility or portion of the public facility ativibutable to the development on which the fee
is imposed. The water facilities identified by the City and presented in this report are necessary to
serve future development in the City. Facilities costs are allocated to future development based on
EDUs that were developed in prior City planning documents and adjusted by City engineers. The
allocated costs translate into fees that are calculated on a fair-share basis to residential and

nonresidential development.
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REQUIRED FACILITIES AND ESTIMATED COSTS
Table B-4 in Appendix B identifies the water facilities, which include wells, transmission pipelines,

metering stations, and water storage tank facilities. In all, approximately $57.4 million is required to
construct water facilities to serve future development. Transmission and well facilities costs total
approximately $31.8 million; however, 50% of the balance in the water fee fund, or approximately

$2.2 million, will be applied to reduce the net cost to $29.6 million.

The storage facilities costs total approximately $34.4 million and include construction of three 10
Mg storage tanks. This total cost is reduced by application of approximately $2.2 million in
anticipated funding that will come from the water fee fund and also $4.4 million from community

facilities districts and assessment districts.

WATER FEE COMPONENT
Table A-11 in Appendix A shows the calculation of the water fee component of the PFE Fee

Program. The $29.6 million cost for transmission and well facilities is allocated to all future
development included in the PFE Fee Program, less any development that has outstanding fee
credits, based on the water EDU factors. Similarly, the $27.8 million cost for water storage facilities
is allocated to future development, less any development that has fee outstanding fee credits.

Note that the water EDU factor for high density development in Twelve Bridges has been adjusted
slightly by City engineers. The EDU factor for high density development in Twelve Bridges is 0.57,
compared to (.54 for other high density development in the City. The resulting water fees for the
transmission and storage fee components are combined, but not including the 2.5% administration

charge, and are as follows:

»  $12,851 per VLD unit

= $5,423 per LD unit

s $5,423 per MD unit

= $3,091 per HD unit in Twelve Bridges

o $2,928 per HD unit outside of Twelve Bridges

o $2,162 per 1,000 square feet for Commercial

« 52,162 per 1,000 square feet for Business and Professional
o $2,594 per 1,000 square feet for Industrial

City of Lincoln
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VIII. TRANSPORTATION FEE

This section of the report addresses the nexus requirements related to the calculation of the
transportation fee and also summarizes the required transportation facilities, estimated costs, and

updated fees.

NEXUS TEST

Identify the purpose of the fee. The purpose of the transportation fee is to fund transportation
facilities costs attributable to the impact from new development

Identify the use of the fee. The transportation fee will be used to fund the construction of
transportation-related facilities identified by the City as necessary to serve new development. These
facilities are summarized in Table A-12 of Appendix A and shown in detail in Table B-5 of

Appendix B.

Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the fee’s use and the ype of
development project on which the fee is imposed. The use of the fee revenue to fund construction
of transportation-related facilities ensures that the transportation system will have sufficient capacity
to serve new residential and non-residential development within the City.

Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the need for the public fucility and the
type of development project on which the fee is imposed. New transportation facilities will be
needed as new residential and non-residential development will generate residents and employees
who will generate additional trips on the transportation network and increase the demand placed on
existing facilities. The City has identified the facilities that are necessary to serve future

development and keep the transportation system at an acceptable level of service.

Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the amount of the fee and the cost of
the public facility or portion of the public facility atiributable to the development on which the fee
is imposed. The transportation facilities identified by the City and presented in this report are
necessary to serve future development in the City. Facilities costs are allocated to future
development based on EDUs that were developed in prior City planning documents. The allocated
costs translate into fees that are calculated on a fair-share basis to residential and nonresidential

development.
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REQUIRED FACILITIES AND ESTIMATED COSTS
Transportation facilities are estimated to cost approximately $71.5 million, as shown in Table A-12

of Appendix A. However, after application of the $1.6 million balance in the transportation fee
fund, the net cost allocated to future development is reduced to $69.8 million. The facilities and
costs shown in Table B-5 include roadway improvements, traffic signals and street reconstruction,

interchange improvements, and transit facilities.

TRANSPORTATION FEE COMPONENT
Table A-13 in Appendix A shows the calculation of the transportation fee component of the PFE

Fee. The $69.8 million cost for transportation facilities is allocated to all remaining development
included in the PFE Fee Program, except those that have fee credits, based on the applicable EDU
factor for each land use category. The resulting transportation fees, not including the 2.5%

administration charge, are as follows:

s $3,376 per VLD unit

e $3,376 per LD unit

o $2,431 per MD unit

e $2,431 per HD unit

»  $15,070 per 1,000 square feet for Commercial

s $6,604 per 1,000 square feet for Business and Professional
= $2,068 per 1,000 square feet for Industrial
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IX. PARK AND RECREATION FEE

This section of the report addresses the nexus requirements related to the calculation of the parks and
recreation fee and also summarizes the required facilities, estimated costs, and updated fees.

NEXUS TEST

Identify the purpose of the fee. The purpose of the parks and recreation fee is to fund park and
recreation facilities attributable to the impact from new development

Identify the use of the fee. The parks and recreation fee will be used to fund the construction of
park and recreation facilities that have been identified by the City to serve new development. These
park and recreation facilities are identified in Tables A-14 and A-16 of Appendix A.

Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the fee’s use and the type of
development project on which the fee is imposed. The use of the fee to construct the park and
recreation facilities ensures that theses facilities will be available to serve new residential and

non-residential development within the City.

Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the need for the public facility and the
type of development project on which the fee is imposed. New park and recreation facilities will be
needed as new residential and non-residential development will generate additional residents and
employees and increase the demand placed on existing park and recreation facilities. The City has
identified the facilities shown in Tables A-14 and A-16 of Appendix A as necessary to serve future

development and maintain the City’s required level of service.

Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the amount of the fee and the cost of
the public facility or portion of the public facility atiributable to the development on which the fee
is imposed. The park and recreation facilities identified by the City and presented in this report are
necessary to serve future development in the City. Facilities costs are allocated to future
development based on EDUs that were developed in prior City planning documents. The allocated
costs translate into fees that are calculated on a fair-share basis to residential and nonresidential

development.
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REQUIRED FACILITIES AND ESTIMATED COSTS
Park, trail, and recreation facilities costs included in the PFE Fee Program are estimated to total

approximately $31.6 million, as shown in Tables A-14 and A-16 of Appendix A. The cost of park
and trail facilities totals approximately $22.5 miliion and is calculated using facilities standards of
5.0 park acres per 1,000 residents and 1.50 trail miles per 2,500 residents, At buildout, new
development will require an additional 50 acres of parks and 6 miles of trails. Future development
in Village 7 is excluded from the park and trails fee calculation since this development will construct
its own parks and trails. Additionally, future development with park fee credits is also excluded

from this fee calculation,

Table A-16 identifies the recreational facilities required to serve future development; these include
community centers totaling 60,000 square feet of building space and a future aquatic center. The
60,000 square feet of total community center space includes the City’s existing 19,000 square foot
building and 41,000 square feet of future community center space. Approximately $9.1 million, or
35% of the total $26 million estimated cost for theses facilities is allocated to future development.
The costallocation is based on the distribution between existing and future residents and employees
in the City, as shown in Table 16. Future development within the Village 7 area is included in the
calculation of the recreation fee component of the park and recreation fee since the development

agreement applies to park and trail facilities only, and not recreation facilities.

PARKS AND RECREATION FEE COMPONENT
Tables A-15 and A-17 in Appendix A show the calculations of the park and trail fee component and

other park facilities fee component, respectively. The park and recreation facilities costs are
allocated to net future development included in the PFE Fee Program based on the applicable EDU
factor for each land use category. The resulting park and recreation fees for remaining development
outside of the Village 7 area, not including the City’s 2.5% administration charge, are as follows:

= $3,884 per VLD unit

s $3,884 per LD unit

« $3,884 per MD unit

¢ $2,796 per HD unit

»  $924 per 1,000 square feet for Commercial

e $924 per 1,000 square feet for Business and Professional
= $1,412 per 1,000 square feet for Industrial
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Park and recreation fees for future development within the Village 7 area, not including the City’s

2.5% administration charge, are as follows:

s $874 per VLD unit

s $874 per LD unit

s $874 per MD unit

o  $629 per HD unit

> $208 per 1,000 square feet for Commercial

s $208 per 1,000 square feet for Business and Professional
¢ $318 per 1,000 square feet for Industrial
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X. ADMINISTRATION FACILITIES FEE

This section of the report addresses the nexus requircments related to the calculation of the
administration facilities fee and also summarizes the required facilities, estimated costs, and updated

fees.

NEXUS TEST

Identify the purpose of the fee. The purpose of the administration facilities fee is to fund
administration facilities costs attributable to the impact from new development

Identify the use of the fee. The administration facilities fee will be used to fund the construction of
administration facilities that have been identified by the City to serve new development. These

facilities are shown in Table A-18 of Appendix A.

Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the fee’s use and the type of
development project on which the fee is imposed. The use of the fee to construct the administration
facilities to serve new development ensures that such facilities will be available and have enough

capacity to serve new residential and non-residential development within the City.

Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the need for the public facility and the
type of development project on which the fee is imposed. New administration facilities will be
needed as new residential and non-residential development will generate additional residents and
employees and increase the demand placed on existing facilities. The City has identified the
facilities shown in Table A-18 of Appendix A as necessary to serve future development.

Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the amount of the fee and the cost of
the public facility or portion of the public facility attributable to the development on which the fee
is imposed. The administration facilities identified by the City and presented in this report are
necessary to serve future development in the City. Facilities costs are allocated to future
development based on EDUs that were developed in prior City planning documents, The allocated
costs translate into fees that are calculated on a fair-share basis to residential and nonresidential

development.
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REQUIRED FACILITIES AND ESTIMATED COSTS
Prior City planning documents identified that 59,677 square feet of administration building facilities

would be needed to serve existing and future development by buildout. The total building square
footage includes 45,000 square feet of the City’s existing city hall and another 1,500 square feet of
office space at the corporation yard building. Another 12,672 square feet of space are planned for

future construction at the corporation yard.

Based on an estimated building cost of $350 per square foot, the total cost for administration
facilities totals approximately $20.9 million. Allocating the total cost between existing and future
development using the number of persons served results in approximately $13.5 million allocated to
existing development and $7.4 million to future development. Including an additional $2.1 million
for financing costs results in approximately $9.5 million allocated to future development.

ADMINISTRATION FACILITIES FEE COMPONENT
Table A-19 in Appendix A shows the calculation of the administration fee component of the PFE

Fee Program. The $9.5 million cost is allocated to future development included in the PFE Fee
Program based on the applicable EDU factor for each land use category. The resulting
administration facilities fees, not including the City’s 2.5% administration charge, are as follows:

e $902 per VLD unit

s $902 per LD unit

= $902 per MD unit

o $649 per HD unit

» $215 per 1,000 square feet for Commercial

e 3215 per 1,000 square feet for Business and Professional
s $328 per 1,000 square feet for Industrial
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XI. FIRreIMPACT FEE

This section of the report addresses the nexus requirements related to the calculation of the fire fee

and also summarizes the required facilities, estimated costs, and updated fees.

NEXUS TEST

Identify the purpose of the fee. The purpose of the fire fee is to fund fire facilities costs attributable

to the impact of new development.

Identify the use of the fee. The fire fee will be used to fund the fair share portion of fire stations,
fire vehicles and equipment. These facilities are identified in Table A-20 of Appendix A.

Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the fee’s use and the type of
development project on which the fee is imposed. The use of the fee to purchase or construct the
fire facilities identified by the City to serve new development ensures that such facilities will be

available as new development occurs in the City.

Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the need for the public facility and the
type of development project on which the fee is imposed. Fire facilities will be needed as new
residential and non-residential development will generate additional residents and employees and
increase the demand placed on existing facilities. The City has identified the facilities shown in

Table A-20 of Appendix A as necessary to serve future development.

Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the amount of the fee and the cost of
the public facility or portion of the public facility attributable to the development on which the fee
is imposed. The fire facilities and vehicles identified by the City and presented in this report are
necessary to serve future development in the City. Facilities costs are allocated to future
development based on EDUs that were developed in prior City planning documents. The allocated
costs translate into fees that are calculated on a fair-share basis to residential and nonresidential

development.
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REQUIRED FACILITIES AND ESTIMATED COSTS
Table A-20 in Appendix A shows the City’s existing three fire stations and vehicles and equipment

that will meet the demands of existing and future development within the City’s 1988 General Plan
and future development within the Village 7, Lincoln 270, and Village 1 areas. The total cost of
these facilities is approximately $19.3 million and this cost is allocated between existing and future
development using the number of persons served. Based on a persons served allocation, 43% of the
cost, or approximately $8.3 million, is allocated to future development. Including financing costs
associated with the $8.3 million results in an additional $1.3 million cost which increases the total

cost allocated to future development to $9.6 million.

FmRE FEE COMPONENT
Table A-21 in Appendix A shows the calculation of the fire fee component of the PFE Fee Program.

The $9.6 million cost is allocated to future development included in the PFE Fee Program based on
the applicable EDU factor for each land use category. The resulting fire fees, not including the
City’s 2.5% administration charge, for future development within the City, including the Village 1

area, arg as follows:

» $517 per VLD unit

» 3517 per LD unit

» $517 per MD unit

s $372 per HD unit

o $345 per 1,000 square feet for Commercial

s $345 per 1,000 square feet for Business and Professional
»  $345 per 1,000 square feet for Industrial

City of Lincoln
PFE Fee Program Nexus Study Update 26



XIl. PoLice FEE

This section of the report addresses the nexus requirements related to the calculation of the police
fee and also summarizes the required facilities, estimated costs, and updated fees.

NEXus TEST

Identify the purpose of the fee. The purpose of the police fee is to fund the fair share portion of
police facilities, vehicles, and equipment costs attributable to the impact of new development

Identify the use of the fee. The police fee will be used to fund the purchase or construction of police
facilities, vehicles, and equipment identified by the City to serve new development. These facilities

are identified in Table A-22 of Appendix A.

Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the fee’s use and the type of
development project on which the fee is imposed. The use of the fee to purchase or construct the
police facilities identified by the City to serve new development ensures that these facilities will be

available as development occurs within the City.

Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the need for the public facility and the
type of development project on which the fee is imposed. New police facilities will be needed as
new residential and non-residential development generate additional residents and employees and
increase the demand placed on existing facilities. The City has identified the facilities shown in

Table A-22 of Appendix A to serve future development.

Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the amount of the fee and the cost of
the public facility or portion of the public facility attributable to the development on which the fee
is imposed. The police station, vehicles, and equipment identified by the City and presented in this
report are necessary to serve future development in the City. Facilities costs are allocated to future
development based on EDUs that were developed in prior City planning documents. The allocated
costs translate into fees that are calculated on a fair-share basis to residential and nonresidential

development.
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REQUIRED FACILITIES AND ESTIMATED COSTS

Table A-22 in Appendix A shows the police facilities, vehicles, and equipment required to meet the
demands of future development within the City. Based on the facility standards in the 2006 Nexus
Study, a 65,526 square foot police station will be needed to serve the City by buildout. This station
will be located at the existing facility on Flightline Drive at the airport. The existing building is
71,948 square feet, and since this is more than is required, the cost of 6,422 square feet will not be
allocated to the PFE Fee Program. The cost of the extra building square footage will be allocated to
development that occurs beyond the scope of this current fee update. The cost of the portion of the
building, and including a financing cost, that is allocated to future development totals to
approximately $10.8 million. Vehicle and equipment costs total $1.4 million and the animal shelter
is approximately $1.9 million. The fair share total cost for the police station, vehicles and
equipment, and the animal shelter facility that is allocated to new development is approximately

$14.1 million.

POLICE FEE COMPONENT
Table A-23 in Appendix A shows the calcuiation of the police fee component of the PFE Fee

Program. The $14.1 million cost is allocated to future development based on the applicable EDU
factor for each land use category. The resulting police fees, not including the City’s 2.5%

administration charge, are as follows:

e $1,019 per VLD unit

> $1,019 per LD unit

s $1,019 per MD unit

> §$733 per HD unit

o  $679 per 1,000 square feet for Commercial

s $679 per 1,000 square feet for Business and Professional
o 3679 per 1,000 square feet for Industrial
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XI1I. SOLID WASTE FEE

This section of the report addresses the nexus requirements related to the calculation of the solid
waste fee and also summarizes the required vehicles, estimated costs, and updated fees.

NEXUS TEST

Identify the purpose of the fee. The purpose of the solid waste fee is to fund solid waste facilities
costs attributable to the impact from new development

Identify the use of the fee. The solid waste fee will be used to fund the purchase of solid waste
vehicles identified by the City to serve new development. These vehicles are identified in Table A-

24 of Appendix A.

Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the fee’s use and the type of
development project on which the fee is imposed. The use of the fee to purchase the solid waste
vehicles to serve new development ensures that such vehicles will be available when development

occurs in the City.

Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the need for the public facility and the

type of development project on which the fee is imposed. New solid waste vehicles will be needed
as new residential and non-residential development will generate additional residents and employees

and increase the demand placed on existing vehicles. The City has identified the vehicles shown in

Table A-24 of Appendix A as necessary to serve future development.

Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the amount of the fee and the cost of
the public facility or portion of the public facility attributable to the development on which the fee
is imposed. The solid waste vehicles identified by the City and presented in this report are necessary
to serve future development in the City. Costs are allocated to future development based on EDUs
that were developed in prior City planning documents. The allocated costs translate into fees that

are calculated on a fair-share basis to residential and nonresidential development.
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REQUIRED FACILITIES AND ESTIMATED COSTS
Table A-24 in Appendix A shows the solid waste vehicles required to meet the demands from future

development within the City. The level of service standards are those used in the 2006 Nexus Study.
Solid waste vehicles and 90-gallon garbage containers totaling approximately $6.0 million will be
needed to serve future development in the City. Maintenance vehicles include side loader trucks,

front-end/read loaders, roll-off trucks, leaf trucks, street sweepers.

SOLID WASTE FEE COMPONENT
Table A-25 in Appendix A shows the calculation of the solid waste fee component of the PFE Fee

Program. The $6.0 million cost is allocated to future development included in the PFE Fee Program
based on the applicable EDU factor for each land use category. The resulting solid waste fees, not
including the City’s 2.5% administration charge, are as follows:

s $744 per VLD unit

»  $744 per LD unit

o $744 per MD unit

o  $536 per HD unit

» 551 per 1,000 square feet for Commercial;

»  $51 per 1,000 square feet for Business and Professional
»  $61 per 1,000 square feet for Industrial
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XIV. FEE COMPONENT SUMMARY

Table X1V-1 and XIV-2 below summarize the fees for each component in the PFE Fee Program.
Each fee includes a 2.5% charge to fund the City’s administrative costs associated with fee
collection, administration, accounting, and to fund future updates of the PFE Fee Program. Based on
the City’s past experience with administering the PFE Fee Program, the 2.5% charge should

adequately fund these maintenance expenses.

Table XIV-1
PFE Fee Summary for Residential Land Uses
? Very Low | Medium ‘ High
: Density Low Density Density ! Density

Fee Component (per Unit) | {per Unit} | {per Unit) (per Unit)

Wastewater * $2,192 | $1,726 $1,726 $1,380
e $5,593 , $4’4 o §44(_)3 ___________ $3526

Dramage—NorthofRavme" ——— 32’222 , _$1’709 156 oot

Drainage ~ South of Ravine * $1312 $1,009 $706 $242

Water - Transmission ' ', $6,054 $2,554 $2,554 $1,379 1
Water - Storage 110 . Y - o001 $1,52‘n2miv
Transporiaion” i $3,,4,6,1, o $3451 ,,,..$2,492 52490 .
e $3931 - $3931 - 2901 $2366

Parks and Recreation — Village 7 896 $396 3896 $645

T o o i . - coie

| ©ss0 | ssa0 5530 | 5382

- $“}44 $1044 I Lo ] ros

‘Solid Waste o s 3763 $M'v'f’63 $763 $549

Total — North of Ravine ‘ $33,886 $24,102 $22,621 $16,024

Towl-SouhofRavine*  gpor | smaos | sl | 81585

Total — Twelve Bridges 532,976 | $23,403 $22,131 $16,023

Total — Village 7 520891 | $20,318 $19,046 | $13,635

i High density uses within the Twelve Bridges development are subject fo a water transmission fee 0f $1,456 and a water
storage fee of $1,712 per unit and not those shown in the table above.

2 This fee amount combines the separate fee components for wastewater collection and reclaimed water facilities.

3 The wastewater treatment fee shown in this table is an existing City fee and has not been updated as part of this Nexus Study.
[t is included in this table only to show the total overall fee burden.

4 Includes the existing citywide drainage fee to fund land acquisition costs related to the storm drainage retention facility. The
fee equals $101 per EDU. Development located north of the Auburn Ravine will be subject to the Drainage ~ North of
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Ravine fee while development located south of the Auburn Ravine will be subject to the Drainage — South of Ravine fee.

5 This fee will be applied to all development except that within Village 7, which will consfruct its own parks and trails.

6  Applies to all development south of the Auburn Ravine except that within Village 7 and Twelve Bridges.

Table XTV-2
PFE Fee Summary for Non-Residential Land Uses
| Business &

i Commercial Professional Industrial
Fee Component ' {per 1,000 SF) (per 1,000 SF) . (per 1,000 SF)
Wastewater | $924 | $924 $1,109
Wastewater - Treatment 2 ; $5,36I $2,361 $2.833
Dminag;mNorﬂt)h . . B e | By
Drainage - South of Ravine * §494 | $494 $593
T B Sarrce Caiets o
e - e g e o
Transportation o osisa47 . $6760 | $2120
Parks and Recreation * $947 5947 $1,448
Parks and Recreation — Village 7 PSP w2 | evme
Administration Facilities | gpg 20 $336
R ) S e Tan
el ; ) - - e e
Solid Waste ! $52 §52 462
Total —North of Ravine 824,054 | §15375  $12,621
Total — South of Ravine * $23,711 $15,033 12,210
Total - Twelve Bridges $23,711 1 $15,033 | $12,210
Total - Village 7  soom o s14299 1 $11,088

1 This fee amounat combines the separate fee components for wastewater collection and reclaimed water facilities.

2 The treatment compenent of the wastewater fee i3 an existing fee and therefore is not included as part of this Nexus
Study. It is identified for purposes of showing the total overall fee burden.

3 Includes the existing citywide drainage fee to fund land acquisition costs related to the storm drainage retention
facility. The fee equals $101 per EDU. Development located north of the Auburn Ravine will be subject to the
Drainage - North of Ravine fee while development located south of the Auburn Ravine will be subject to the

Drainage — South of Ravine fee,

4 Fee will be applied to all development except that withir: Village 7, which will construct its own parks and trails.

5 Applies o ali development south of the Aubum Ravine except that within Village 7 and Twelve Bridges.
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XV. ONGOING ADMINISTRATION OF THE PFE FEE PROGRAM

FEE STUDY UPDATES AND FEE ADJUSTMENTS

The PFE Fee may be adjusted in future years to reflect revised facility standards, receipt of funding
from alternative sources (i.e., state or federal grants), revised costs, or changes in demographics or
the land use plan. It is recommended that the City consider updating the fee study if circumstances
have materially been affected by events such as those listed above. If it is determined that a fee
study update is not necessary, then the fees will be inflated each year by the change in the San
Francisco Construction Cost Index (CCI) as reported in the Engineering News Record.

The fee categories summarized in the prior section may not be applicable to specialized development
projects in the City. For example, development of a cemetery, golf course, or stadium would not fall
under any of the fee categories in this study. For specialized development projects, the City will

review the impacts and decide on an applicable ad hoc fee.

FEE IMPLEMENTATION

According to the California Government Code, prior to levying a new fee or increasing an existing
fee, an agency must hold at least one open and public meeting. At least ten days prior to this
meeting, the agency must make data on infrastructure costs and funding sources available to the
public. Notice of the time and place of the meeting and a general explanation of the matter are to be
published in accordance with Section 6062a of the Government Code, which states that publication
of notice shall occur for ten days in a newspaper regularly published once a week or more. The City

may then adopt the new fees at the second reading.

INFLATION ADJUSTMENTS

All fees calculated in this report are reflected in year 2012 dollars. In addition to the periodic
adjustments mentioned earlier, the fees should be inflated each year by the change in the San
Francisco Construction Cost Index (CCI) as reported in the Engineering News Record.
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FEE PROGRAM ADMINISTRATIVE REQUIREMENTS

The Government Code requires the City to report every year and every fifth year certain financial
information regarding the fees. The City must make available within 180 days after the last day of
each fiscal year the following information from the prior fiscal year:

1. A brief deseription of the type of fee in the account or fund

2. The amount of the fee

3. The beginning and ending balance in the account or fund

4, The amount of the fee collected and the interest earned

5. An identification of each public improvement for which fees were expended and the

amount of expenditures

6. An identification of an approximate date by which time construction on the improvement
will commence if it is determined that sufficient funds exist to complete the project

7. A description of each interfund transfer or loan made from the account and when it will
be repaid
8. Identification of any refunds made once it is determined that sufficient monies have been

collected to fund all fee-related projects

The City must make this information available for public review and must also present it at the next
regularly scheduled public meeting not less than 15 days after this information is made available to

the public.

For the fifth fiscal year following the first deposit into the account or fund, and every five years
thereafter, the City must make the following findings with respect to any remaining funds in the fee
account, regardless of whether those funds are committed or uncommitted:

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

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

3. Identify all sources and amounts of funding anticipated to complete financing any

incomplete improvements

City of Lincoln
PFE Fee Program Nexus Study Update 34



4. Designate the approximate dates on which funding in item (3) above is expected to be

deposited into the fee account

As with the annual disclosure, the five-year report must be made public within 180 days after the
end of the City’s fiscal year and must be reviewed at the next regularly scheduled public meeting.
The City must make these findings; otherwise, the law requires that the City refund the money ona
prorated basis to the then current record owners of the development project.

FEE CREDITS OR REIMBURSEMENTS
The City may provide fee credits or possibly reimbursements to developers who dedicate land or

construct facilities. Fee credits or reimbursements may be provided up to the cost of the
improvement, as shown in an applicable improvement plan, subject to periodic inflation adjustments,
or the actual cost paid by the developer, whichever is lower. For construction cost overruns, only
that amount shown in the applicable improvement plan, subject to periodic inflation adjustments,
should be credited or reimbursed. The City will evaluate the appropriate fee credit or reimbursement
based on the value of the dedication or improvement. Credits or reimbursements may be repaid
based on the priority of the capital improvements, as determined by the City. Fee credits and
reimbursements will be determined by the City on a case-by-case basis and through a development

agreement.
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Table A-1
Land Use Summary

EXISTING DEVELOPMENT (2011)

Estimated Number of Residents in the City

43,248
Estimated Number of Jobs in the City 15,653
| ESTIMATED FUTURE DEVELOPMENT ' |
Net Average Total Persons Total
Acres Density Units per Household Population
Residential
Very Low Density 0.00 nia 0 2.37 0
Low Density 1,119.43 3.5 3,888 2.37 9,215
Medium Density 260,95 §.1 2,103 237 4,984
High Density 127.80 15.2 1,848 1.71 3,324
Subtotal 1,508.18 7,938 17,523
Net Average Total Bidg SF Total
Acres F.AR. Bldg SF per Job Jobs
Non-Residential
Commercial 149.91 C.30 1,859,024 500 3918
Business & Professional 55.00 0.30 718,740 300 2.396
Industrial 684.60 0,25 7,237,494 327 22,133
Subtotal 869.51 9,815,258 28,447
TOTAL EXISTING & FUTURE DEVELOPMENT
Fstimated Number of Residents in the City 60,771
Estimated Number of Jobs in the City 44,100

1

Sources: City of Lincoln; Dept. of Finance; SACQOG; Goodwin Consulting Group, inc.

Includes development from the prior General Plan plus the Village ¥ and Linceln 270 davelopments.
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Table A-2
Detaited Land Uses

Resjdential Non-Residential Pubiic/Other
Very Low Low Fedium High Business & Public Open
Densify Density Density Deasity Contmercial  Professional Industrizl Parks Schools Facilities Space
:m — Units |1 Acres Pl Acres o

North of Auburn Ravine

Former WWTP Re-Use Plan 343 1.08 713

Joiner Ranch 35 157 4.60 33,30

Lincoln Gateway 37

Lincoln Highlands 188 3.00

Cypress Meatows 84

Lakeside & 218 7 1.70

Croekside 23

HDR-%. 0 51 40

Clover Meadows 29

Whispering Oaks 15

Riverwalk Villas 80

Meadowlands 193 100

Siarra View 19

Lintcoln AirCenter 4.60 378,20

Lincoin Alrgort 179,10

Foskett Ranch 11.90

Sierma Padific 8.60

Subtotal o 0 1,220 228 287 T 5.68 4,50 BOB.’ID_ 12.43 090 0.6 9.60
South of Auburn Ravine

Twelve Bridges (PHI) 1108 361 975 58.43 55.50 4027 67.40

Lincoin Crossing 30 128 29.10 27.40

Ajlken Ranch 409 118

Village 7 1,121 1,385 570 9.20 58.80 12,00 2.50

Sterling Pointe 8.40

Rodeo Grounds 10.00

Lincoln 276 58,20 50,40

Subtotal [+] 2,668 1,874 1,661 144.23 50,40 55.50 128.17 166,80 2.50 c.00
Total Remaining Dev't ] 3,688 2,103 1,948 149.81 §5.00 664.60 140.60 106,80 2.50 0.00

Sourcg. Ciy of Lincoin
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Table A-3

Fee Credits '

Drainage
North of South of Yater Parks
Waste- Aubum Aubtim Trans- Trans- Parks & Admin- Salid
water Ravine Ravine mission Storage portation Trails Others istration Fire Police Waste
North of Auburn Ravine
Lincoln Highlands (LDR Units) 30 33 33
Cypress Meadows (LDR Units) 14 15 15
Lakeside &
LDR (Units} 17 17
MDR {Units) 77 77
Scguth of Auburn Ravine
Twelve Bridges {PHI)
LDR (Units) 1,108 163 208 1,108 437 Q9 958 231
MDR (Units) 361 35 361 a9 341
HEGR (Units) 875 875
Commercial (Acres) 58.43 58.43
Industriai {Acres) 5550 55.50
Lincoln Crossing
LDR (Units} 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30
MDR {Units) 128 128 128 128 128 128 128 128 128 128 128
Village 7
L.CR (Units} 624
MDR (Units) 1,074
HDR (Units) 570
Sterfing Pointe (Commercial Acres) 840
Lincoln 270 (Commercial Acres) 18.13 18.13
I__ Fee Credits for All Other Development Projects (Excludes Village 7) 2
Residential
Very Low Density - - - - - - - - - - - -
Low Density 1,182 17 1893 283 1,186 484 129 129 30 261 30 30
Medium Density 4839 77 128 163 489 304 128 128 128 469 128 128
High Density - - - - - - - - - - - -
tHigh Density - PHI 975 - - - 975 - - - - - - -
Subtotal 2,648 S84 321 447 2,650 787 257 257 158 730 158 158
Non-Residential
Commercial 66.83 - - 18.13 76.56 - “ - - . - -
Business & Professional - - - - - - - - - - - -
Industrial 55.50 - - - 55,50 - - - - - - -
Subtotal 122.33 - - 18.13 132.06 - -

Cash credils have been converied into EDUs based on the proposed fee rates.

Assumes credits for the park and irail component will be applied to all future development within the Village 7 project because of existing development agreements with the City thal require Village 7 fo provide park improvements.

Source; City of Lincoln
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Table A-4

Facilities Cost Summary

North of

South of Total
FPFE Auburn Auburn Estimated
Total Other Account Ravine Ravine Citywide Costin

Facility Type Cost Funding Balance Cost Cost Cost Fee Program '
Wastewater ? 20,576,000 (1,928,000) n/a nia nfa 18,648,000 18,648,000
Drainage 16,553,000 {2,775,238) n/a 4,472,000 946,000 8,360,000 13,778,000
Water §6,240,000 {4,400,000) (4,484,324)§ nl/a nfa 57,356,000 57,356,000
Transportation 71,486,000 nfa (1,645,961) nfa nfa 69,840,000 69,840,000
Park & Trail Improvements 22,454,000 n/a nfa n/a nfa 22,454,000 22,454,000
Other Park Facilities 21,250,000 {12,156,428) n/a n/a n/a 9,094,000 9,094,000
Administration * 9,470,000 nfa nia n/a fa 9,470,000 9,470,000
Fire ® 9,624,000 n/a nfa nfa nfa 9,624,000 9,624,000
Police * 14,103,000 n/a nl/a nfa nfa 14,103,000 14,103,000
Solid Waste 5,860,000 n/a nfa n/a nia 5,960,000 5,960,000
Total 257,716,000 (21,259,666)  (6,130,286)] 4,472,000 946,000 224,909,000 230,327,000

Includes costs associated with project contingency, design/environmental, construction management, and project management.
Includes wastewater collection and reclaimed water facilities costs.

Exciudes existing development's share of any existing outstanding debt for these facilities. The City will need o find alternate funding scurces
to pay for existing development's share of outstanding debt.

Sources: City of Lincoln, Harris & Associates; Goodwin Consulting Group, Inc.
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Table A-5

Equivalent Dwelling Units - Based on City's Current EDU Factors

YWaste- Trans- Parks & Admin- Solid
Land Use Category: water Drainage Water portation Recreation istration Fire Police Waste
Residential | PER UNIT ]
Very Low Density 1.27 1.30 2.37 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Low Density 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Medium Density 1.00 070 1.00 0.72 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
High Density 0.80 0.24 0.54 0.72 072 0.72 0.72 0.72 0.72
High Density - PHi 0.57
Non-Residential PER 1,000 BLDG SF
Commercial 05:1__“ 0.48 0.40 4.48 0.24 0.24 0.87 0.67 0.07
Business & Professional 0.54 0.49 0.40 1.96 0.24 0.24 .67 0.67 0.07
Industrial 0,684 0.59 0.48 0.61 036 0.36 087 067 0.08
Non-Residential if “““““ ~ _ PER ACRE » Mw[!
Commercial 7.00 6.40 521 58,33 3.11 3.1 8.71 8.71 0.89
Business & Professional 7.00 6.40 521 2556 311 3.1 8.71 8.71 0.88
Industrial 7.00 6.40 5.21 68.687 3.06 3.96 7.26 7.28 0.89
Public/Other PER ACRE a _J
Schools 7.00 4.00 L 7.50 0.00 0.00 0.0C 0.00 G.00 0.00 o

Source: City of Lincoln
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Table A-6

Wastewater Cost Esfimates

Wastewater Collection Facilities Costs '
South Collection System
North Collection System
Existing Obligations
Sale of Decommissionad WWTP
Total Cost

Reclaimed Water Facilities Costs
Stage 1
Stage 2
Stage 3
Stage 4
Stage &
Stage 6
Stage 7
Total Cost

Total Cost Allocated to Future Development {Rounded)

$750,G600
$9,837,199
$1.500,000

(51,928,000}

$10.159,199

$3,000,000
$2,189,315
30

30
$271,440
$2,104,704
$923,360

$8,488,819

$18,648,000

i

does not update the City's wastewater treatment fee.

Sources: City of Lincoln; Harris & Associates

Excludes costs associated with reatment facilities. Lincoln's wastewater treatment fee is currently $4,300 per EDU; this Nexus Study
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Table A-7

Wastewater Fee Calculation

Units/ Net Units/
Units/ Bldg SF/ Bldg SF/ Cost per
Bidg SF/ Acres Acres in EDU Total Percent Total Unit/
Land Use Acres w/ Credits  Fee Program Factor EDUs Allocation Costs 1,000 Bidg SF
Cost $18,648,000

Residential Units Units Units per Unit per Unit
Very Low Densily 0 0 i 1.27 0 G.00% 30 $2,138
Low Density 3,888 (1,182) 2,706 1.00 2,706 24.43% 54,556,437 $1,684
Medium Density 2,103 (489) 1,614 1.00 1,614 14.57% $2,717.,213 $1,684
High Density 1,948 (975) 973 0.80 778 7.03% $1,310,458 $1,347
Subtotal 7,939 (2,648) 5293 5,099 48.03% $8,584,108

Non-Residential Bldg SF Bidg SF Bldg SF per 1,000 SF per 1.000 SF
Commercial 1,859,024 {873,334) 1,085,689 0.54 582 5.25% $979,072 $902
Business & Professicnal 718,740 0 718,740 0.54 385 3.48% $648,158 $902
Industrial 7,237,494 (604,395) 6,633,099 0.64 4,264 38.49% 37,178,056 $1,082
Subtotal 5915258 (1,477,729) 8,437 528 5,230 47 .22% $8.805,287

Public/Other Acres Acres Acres per Acre per Acre
Schools 108.80 0.00 106.80 7.00 748 B.75% $1,258,605 $11.785
Total 11,077 100.00% $18,648,000

Source; Goodwin Consulting Group, Inc.




Table A-8
Drainage Cost Estimates

Drainage Facilities Costs Facilities Costs
North Drainage Improvements
South Drainage Improvements
Citywide Drainage Improvements
Total Cost

Total Cost Allocated to Future Development North of Auburn Ravine (Rounded)
Total Cost Allocated to Future Development South of Auburn Ravine (Rounded)

Total Cost Allocated to Future Development Citywide (Rounded)

$4,471,740
$946,297

$8,359,879

$13.777.916

54,472,000

$9486,000

$8,360,000

Sources: City of Lincoln; Harris & Associates

FPage A-8




Table A-8
Drainage Fee Calculation

Units/ HNet Units/
Bidg SF/ Bldg §F/ Cost per
Units/ Acres Acres in EDU Total Percent Total Unit/

Land Use Bidg 5F wi Credits  Fee Program Factor EDUs Allocation Costs 1,000 Bidg SF

Cost $4,472,000 Remaining Development North of Auburn Ravine
Residenfial Units Units Units per Unil per tnit
Very Low Density 0 o 0 1.30 0 0.00% 30 $1,088
Low Density 1.220 {7y 1,203 1.00 1,263 22.52% $1,007,02C $837
Medium Densily 229 {77) 152 .70 106 1.98% $89,066 5506
High Density 287 a 287 0.24 69 1.25% 357,659 $201
Subtotal 4,736 (94) 1,642 1378 25.80% $1,153,745
Non-Residenfial Bidg SE Bidg 5F Bldg SF 0o per 1000 SF
Commercial 74,226 4 74,226 0.49 36 0.68% $30,430 5410
Business & Professional 60,112 0 50,113 0.49 29 0.55% 524,644 $410
Industrial £,633,099 0 6,833,098 0.58 3,888 72.97% $3,263,181 $4582
Subtotal 6,767 438 I 8,767 438 3,984 74.20% $3,318,255
Total 5,342 100.00% $4,472,000

Cost $946,000 } R ining Development South of Aubum Ravine J
Residential Lnits Linifs Units per Lnit per Uit
Very Low Density [t} 0 a 1.30 o 0.00% 3G $201
Low Density 2,888 {193) 2475 1.0G 2,475 40.42% $382,332 5154
Medium Density 1,874 (128) 1,746 G, 70 1,222 19.86% $188,802 $108
High Density 1,661 a 1,661 0.24 399 5.51% 361,581 $37
Subtotai 6,203 (321) 5,882 4,096 66.88% $5632,715
Non-Residential Bidg SF Bidg 5F Blido SF  per 1,000 SF par 1,000 SF
Commerciat 1,884,788 o 1,884,798 0.49 923 15.07% $142,594 376
Business & Professicnal 658,627 Q 658,627 0.49 323 5.27% $49,828 $76
industrial 604,395 0 504,385 0.59 355 5.80% 554,870 391
Sublotal 3,147,820 o 3,147,820 1,601 26,14% $247.292
Public/Other Acres Acres Acres per Acre per Acre
Schoois 106.80 0.00 106.80 4.0 427 8,98% $65,993 1618
Total 6,124 100.00% $946,000

Cost  $8,360,0G60 Remaining Development Citywide
Residential Lnis Linits Units ey Linit per Unit
Very Low Density 0 o] 0 1.30 o 0.00% 30 048
Low Density 3,888 {210) 3,678 1.00 3678 32,08% $2,681,601 $729
Medium Density 2,103 {2058) 1,898 0.70 1,329 11.59% 5968,683 3510
High Density 1,948 0 1,948 0.24 468 4.08% $340,868 3175
Subtotal 7,939 (415) 7,524 5,474 47 74% $3,891,183
Non-Residential Bida SF Bidg 5F Bldg SF  per 1.000 SF per L.0¢o SE
Commercial 1,858,024 0 1,959,024 0.4¢ 859 8.37% $699.518 §357
Business & Professional 748,740 0] 718,740 0.49 352 3.07% $256,642 $357
indusisial 7,237 494 0 7,237,494 0.59 4,253 37.10% $3,101,185 $428
Subtotal §,915,258 0 9,815,258 5,565 48.53% $4,057,345
Public/Other Acres Acres Acres par Acre per Acre
Schools 106.80 0.0¢ 106.80 4.00 427 3.73% $311,472 $2,916
Total 1,466 H0.40% 38,360,000

Source: Geodwin Cansuiting Group, Inc.
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Table A-10
Water Cost Estimates

Transmission and Well Facilities Costs
Transmission and Weli Facilities
Fee Fund Balance !
Total Cost

Total Transmission Facilities Cost Allocated to Future Development {(Rounded)

Storage Facilities Costs
Storage Tanks

Fee Fund Balance '
Available CFD and AD Funding

Total Cost

Total Storage Facilities Cost Allocated to Future Development {Rounded)

Total Cost Allocated to Future Development (Rounded)

$31,803,622

_(:2.242,162)

$29,561,460

$29,561,000

$34,437,500
($2,242,162)

($4,400,000)

$27,795,338
$27,795,000

$57,356,000

1 Assumes 50% of current water fee fund balance is applied to reduce transmission facilities costs
and the remaining 50% is used fo reduce storage facilities costs.

Sources: City of Lincoln; Harris & Associates
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Table A-11
Water Fee Calculation

Units/ Net Units/
Bidg SF/ Bidg SF/ Cost per
Unitsf Acres Acres in EDL Total Percent Total Unitf
Land Use Bldg SF wl Credits  Fee Program Factor EDUs Allocation Costs 1,060 Blidg SF
Cost $29,561,000 l Water Transmission & Welk Facilities

Residential Lnils Units Units per Unit perinit
Very l.ow Densily 0 0 0 237 0 0.00% 30 35,908
Low Density 3,888 (283) 3,605 1.00 3,805 30.39% $8,982,850 $2,492
Mediurn Density 2,103 (183) 1,940 1.00 1,449 16.35% $4.833,827 $2,492
High Density 973 0 873 0.54 525 4.43% $1,309,368 $1,346
High Density - PH} 975 0 975 0.57 556 4.69% 51,384,949 $1.420
Subtolal 7,939 {447} 7,492 5,626 55.85% $16,6510,902
Non-Residenfial Bidg 5F Bida SF Bida SF  per 1,000 SF per 1,000 SF
Commercial 1,958,024 (236,533} 1,722,080 0.40 687 5.79% $1,710,956 $994
Business & Professional 718,740 0 718,740 0.40 287 2.42% §714,093 $504
Industria 7,237,494 1} 7,237,494 0,48 3,463 20.19% %8,528.839 51,182
Subfotai 9,815 258 {236,933) 9,678,324 4,436 37.35% $11,053,888

Public/Cther Agres per Acre per Agre
Schools 106.50 0,00 106.80 7.50 a1 6.75% $1,996,121 $18,680
Total 11,862 100.00% $29,561,000

Cost $27,795000 | Water Storage Facilities j

Residential Unitg dnits Uinits per Linit per Unif
Very Low Density 0 [i] 0 237 ¢ 0.00% 30 $6.945
Low Density 3,888 (1,186) 2,702 1.00 2,702 28.46% $7,918,683 $2,931
Medium Bensity 2,103 {469) 1,814 1.00 1,614 17.02% 54,729,854 32,531
High Density 473 g 973 0.54 525 5.54% $1,535,752 $1,582
High Density - PHI 975 (975) 0 .57 ] 0.00% 50 $1,670
Subtotal 7,939 {2,650} 5,289 4,842 51.05% 514,188,288
Non-Residential Bidg SF Bidg SF Bida 8F  per 1,000 SF per 1000 SF
Commercial 1,958,024 (1,000,497} 958,527 0.40 382 4.03% $1,119,895 51,168
Business & Professicnal 718,740 0 718,740 0.4C 287 3.02% $839,740 $1,168
fndustrial 7,237,404 (604,395) 8,633,699 0.48 A173 33.46% $9,298,733 51,4902
Subtotal 9,615,258 (1,604,892) 8,316,368 3,842 40,51% 311,255,368

Public/Other Acres Acras Acres per Avre per Acre
Schools 106.80 0,00 106.80 7.50 801 8.45% $2,347,344 $21,879

Total 9,485 100.00% $27,795,000

Source: Geodwin Consulling Group, Inc.
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Table A-12

Transportation Cost Estimates

Transportation Facilities Costs
Roadwzys
Traffic Signals & Street Reconstruction
Interchanges
Transi
Twelve Bridges
Bridges
Total Cost

Fee Fund Balance

Total Cost Allocated to Future Development (Rounded)

$45,043,858
$11,885,500
$9.872,855
$3.254,271
$1,450,000
30

$71.486,484

(31,645,961)

$69,840,000

Sources: City of Lincoln; Harris & Associales
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Table A-13

Transportation Fee Calculation

Units/ Adj. Units/ Cost per
tnits/ Bldg SF Bldg SF in EDU Total Percent Total Unit/
Land Use Bldg SF w/ Credits  Fee Program Factor EDUs Allocation Costs 1,000 Bidg SF
Cost $69,840,000

Residential Urits Units Units per Unit per Unit
Very Low Density 0 0 0 1.00 it 0.00% $0 33,376
Low Density 3,888 (484) 3,404 1.00 3,404 16.46% $11.,483,860 $3,378
Medium Density 2,103 {304) 1,799 0.72 1,296 6.26% $4,374,264 32,431
High Density 1,948 4] 1,948 0.72 1,403 6.78% 54,735,468 $2,431
Subtotal 7,539 (787} 7,152 6,102 28.50% $20,603,592

Non-Residential Bidg SF Bldg SF Bldg SF per 1,000 SF per1.000 SE
Commercial 1,959,024 0 1,859,024 448 8,744 42.27% 329,523,244 $15,070
Business & Professional 718,740 0 718,740 1.86 1,406 6.80% $4,746,408 $6,604
Industrial 7,237.454 0 7.237 484 0.81 4433 21.43% $14,966,756 $2,068
Subtotal 9,915,258 0 9,915,258 14,583 70.50% $49,236,408

Total 20,685 100.00% $69,840,000

Source: Goodwin Consulting Group, ine.
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Tabile A-14

Park & Trail Improvements Cost Estimates

Future Residents

Future Residents Excluded from Park & Trail Improvement Component ’
Net Future Residents Included in Park & Trail Improvement Companent

17,623
7,521
10,002

Park Improvements
| evei of Service Standard
Total New Park Acres to Serve Future Development
Development Cost per Park Acre
Total Facility Cost to Serve Future Development

TraillOpen Space Improvemenis
Level of Service Standard

Total New Miles of Trail/lOpen Space to Serve Future Development
Development Cost per Mile

Total Facility Cost to Serve Future Development

Total Cost Required to Serve Future Development {(Rounded)

5.00 Acres per 1,000 population

50.01
$425,000
$21,254,128

1.50

8.00
$200,000
$1,200,233

Miles per 2,500 population

$22,454,000

Excludes future residents with fee credits and all development within the Village 7 development.

Future residents within the Village 7 development are excluded from the park and trail improvement component of the
fee program because of existing development agreements with the City that require these projects {o provide park improvements.

Source: City of Lincoln
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Table A-15

Park & Trail Improvements Fee Calculation

Units/ Net Units/ Cost per
Units/ Bldg SF Bldg SF in EDU Total Percent Total Unit/
i.and Use Bidg SF'  wi Credits  Fee Program Factor EDUs Allocation Costs 1.000 Bldg SF
Cost $22,454,000
Residential Units Units Units per {nit per Unit
Very Low Density 0 0 0 1.00 0 0.00% 30 33,010
Low Density 2,767 {129) 2,638 1.60 2,638 35.36% $7,929,627 $3,010
Medium Density 718 (128) 590 1.00 590 7.91% $1,775,685 $3,010
High Density 1,378 0 1,378 0.72 992 13.30% $2,886,040 $2,1687
Subtotal 4,863 (257} 4,606 4,220 56.57% $12,701,353
Non-Residential Bidg SF Bldg SF Bldg SF  per 1,000 SF per 1,000 SF
Commercial 1,838,798 0 1,838,798 0.24 438 5.87% $1,317,041 3716
Business & Professional 718,740 0 718,740 0.24 171 2.29% 3514,798 3716
Industrial 7,237,494 0 7,237 494 0.36 2,632 35.28% $7,920,808 $1,094
Subtotal 9,795,032 0 9,795,032 3,240 43.43% $9,752,647
Total 7,461 100.00% $22,454,000

1

Source: Goodwin Consulting Group, Inc.

Excludes future developmentin Village 7.
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Table A-16

Other Park Facilities Cost Estimates

Existing Total Existing
Development Assumptions {2011)’ Future & Future
Resident Population 43,857 16,914 60,771
Employee Resident-Equivalent Population 5218 0,482 14,700
Total Persons Served 49,075 26,396 75,471
% of Total 65% 35% 100%
Community Facilities
Total Sq. Ft. of Community Facilities at Buildout ° 60,000
Cost per 5q. FL 3250
Total Cost $15,000,000
% Atiributable o Existing Development 65%
Cost Attributable fo Existing Development $9,753,708
% Attributable to Future Development 35%
Cost Attributable to Fuiure Developrent $5,246,292
Aguatic Center
Estimated Cost $11,000,000
% Adtributable to Existing Development 65%
Cost Attributable to Existing Development $7.152,719
% Attributable to Future Development 35%
Cost Attributabie to Future Development $3,847.,281
Total Cost Required to Serve Future Development (Rounded) $9,094,000

' Includes properties that have fee credits.

?  Excludes properties that have fee credits

3

Sourees: City of Lincofn; Goodwin Consulting Group, Inc.

Includes the City's existing 18,000 sguare foot community facility.
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Table A-17

Other Park Facilities Fee Calculation

Units/ Net Units/ Cost per
Units/ Bldg SF Bidg SF in EDU Total Percent Total Unit/
Land Use Bidg SF t w/ Credits Fee Program Factor EDUs Allocation Costs 1,000 Bldg SF
Cost  $9,094,000

Residential Units Units Units per Unit per Unit
Very Low Density 0 0 0 1.00 0 0.00% $0 3874
Low Density 3,888 {129) 3,759 1.00 3,759 36.13% $3,285,211 5874
Medium Density 2,103 (128} 1,975 1.00 1,975 18.98% $1.726,037 $874
High Density 1,948 0 1,948 0.72 1,403 13.48% $1,225,757 $629
Subitotal 7,939 (257) 7,682 7.137 68.58% $6,237,008

Non-Residential Bidg SF Bldg SF Bldg SF per 1,600 SF per 1,000 SF
Commercial 1,859,024 o 1,859,024 .24 466 4.48% 3407 450 $208
Business & Professional 718,740 0 718,740 0.24 171 1.64% $149,488 %208
Industrial 7.237.4%4 0 7,237,494 0.36 2,632 25.29% $2,300,057 3318
Subtotal 9,915,258 0 9,915,258 3,269 31.42% $2,856,994

Total 10,406 100.00% $9,094,000

1

Source; Geodwin Consulting Group, Inc.

includes future development in Village 7.




91-v afed

Table A-18

Administration Cost fstimates

Existing Total Existing
Development Assumptions (2011)’ Future * & Future
Resident Population 43,622 17,148 680,771
- Employee Resident-Equivalent Population 5218 9,482 14,700
Total Persons Served 48,840 26,631 75,471
% of Total 65% 35% 100%
Administration Facilities
City's Portion of Existing City Hall 45,505
Existing Sq. Ft. of Administration Facilities at Corporation Yard 1,500
Additional Sq. Ft. of Administration Facilities at Cerporation Yard to be Constructed 12,672
Total Sq. Ft, of Administration Facilities to Serve Existing and Future Development 59,677
Cost per Sq. Ft. (inci. direct and indirect costs) $350
Total Cost for Administration Facilities to Serve Existing and Future Development 320,886,850
% Atiributable to Existing Development 65%
Cost Atiributable to Existing Development $13,516,791
% Attributable to Future Development 35%
Cost Attributabie to Future Development $7,370,159
Estimated Financing Cost Attributable to Future Development $2,100,000
Total Cost Allocated to Future Development (Rounded) $9,470,000

' Includes properties that have fee credits.

7 Excludes properties that have fee credits

Sources: City of Lincoln;, Goodwin Consulfing Group, Inc.




Table A-18

Administration Fee Calculation

61-v abed

Units/ Net Units/ Cost per
Units/ Bldg SF Bldg SF in EDU Total Percent Total Unit/
Land Use Bidg SF w/ Credits  Fee Program Factor EDUs Allocation Costs 1,000 Bidg SF
Cost  $9,470,000

Residential Units Units Units per Unit per Unit
Very Low Density 0 0 o 1.00 0] 0.00% 0 $902
Low Density 3,888 (30) 3,858 1.00 3,858 36.73% 33,478,010 $902
Medium Density 2,103 {128} 1,975 1.00 1,975 18.80% $1,780,474 $902
High Density 1,848 0 1,948 0.72 1,403 13.35% $1,264 416 3649
Subtotal 7,939 {158) 7.781 7,236 68.88% $6,522,900

Non-Residential Bldg SF Bida SF Bldg SF per 1,000 SF per 1.000 SF
Commercial 1,859,024 o 1,659,024 0.24 4866 4,44%, $420,300 3215
Business & Professionai 718,740 b 718,740 0.24 171 1,63% $154,203 $215
Industrial 7.237.494 0 7,237,494 0.36 2632 25.05% $2.372 588 5328
Subtotal 9,915,258 0 9,015,258 3,269 31.12% 32,8947 100

Total 10,505 100.00% $9,470,000

Source: Goodwin Consulting Group,

inc.




Table A-20
Fire Cost Estimates

Total Cost Allocated to Future Development {Rounded)

Existing Total Existing
Development Assumptions (2011)" Future & Future
Resident Population 44,977 28,435 73,412
Employes Resident-Equivalent Population 5218 8,482 14,700
Total Persons Served 50,195 37,917 88,112
% of Total 57% 43% 100%
Station Cost per Estimated
Fire Station Costs Sq. Ft. Sg. Ft. Cost
Station #33 12,285 460 $5,645,252
Station #34 13,730 $451 $6,193,411
Station #35 5,483 $189 $1,033,725
Subtotal 512,872,388
Total Cost per Estimated
Vehicles and Equipment Costs Units Unit Cost
Engines & Pumpers 14.5 $200,093 $2,901,349
Ladder Truck 29 $879,776 $2,551,350
Equipment for Engines, Pumpers & Ladder Trucks $804,124
Tanker with Pump $128,577
Vehicles for Chief and Battalion Chiefs 867,779
Zodiac Rescue Boat 516,811
Subtotal $6,470,990
Total Estimated Cost $19,343,378
% Aftributable to Future Development 43%
Cost Attributable to Future Development $8,324,043
Estimated Interfund Borrowing Cost Attributable to Future Development $1,300,000
$9,624,000

' Includes properfies that have fee credits.

2 Excludes properfies that have fee credils, but includes future deveicpment in Village 1 {751 very low density unils,
2,883 low density units, 910 medium densily units, and 1,097 high density and mixed use units).

Sources: Cify of Lincoln; Goodwin Consulting Group, Ine,
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Table A-21
Fire Fee Calculation

Units/ Net Units/ Cost per
Units/ Bidg SF Bldg SF in EDU Total Percent Total Unit/
Land Use Bidg SF ' w/ Credits  Fee Program Factor EDUs Allocation Costs 1,000 Bidg SF
Cost $9,624,000

Residential Uinits Units Units per Upit per Unit
Very Low Density 751 0 751 1.00 751 4.04% $388,423 $517
Low Density 6,771 (261) 6,510 1.00 5,510 34.99% $3,367,264 3517
Medium Density 3.013 {469) 2,544 1.00 2,544 13.67% $1,315,772 $517
High Density 3,045 G 3,045 0.72 2,192 11.78% $1,133,825 3372
Subtotal 13,580 (730) 12,850 11,998 64.48% $6,205,384

Non-Residential Bidg SF Bldg SF Bldg SF per 1,000 SF per 1.000 SF
Commercial 1,959,024 0 1,959,024 0.67 1,308 7.02% $675,326 $345
Business & Professional 718,740 0 718,740 0.67 479 2.57% $247,768 $345
industrial 7,237,494 0 T.237.494 0.67 4 825 25.93% $2,495 522 $345
Subtotat 9,915,258 0 9,915,258 6,610 35.52% $3,418,616

Total 18,608 100.00% $9,624,000

1

Source; Goodwin Consuiting Group, Inc.

Includes future development in Village 1.




Table A-22
Police Cost Estimates

Existing Total Existing
Development Assumptions o1y’ Future 2 & Future
Resident Population 43,622 17,148 80,771
% of Toltal Residents 72% 28% 100%
Personnel/ Existing Future Total
Palice Personnal Standard 1,600 pop. Personnel Personne! Personnel
Sworn Personnel 1.87 81,57 32.07 113.64
Non-Sworn Personnel 0.40 17.45 6.86 24.31
Totai Personnel 2.27 99.02 38.93 137.85
Facility Costs
Sg. Ft. per Personnel 475
Total Required Sq. Ft. to Serve Existing and Future Davelopment 65,526
Estimated Sqg. Ft. of New Police Facility 71,848
Excess 5q. Fi. to Serve Future Dev't Beyond the Scope of this Fee Program 6,422
Total Required Sq. Ft to Serve Future Develepment in Fee Program 18,450
Cost per Sg. Ft. {incl. direct and indirect costs) $456
Total Facility Cost to Serve Future Development $8,431,459
izstimated Financing Cost Attributable to Future Development $2,400,0C0
Total Facility Cost to Attributabie to Future Development $10,831,49%
Vehicle Costs Future Vehicles/ Cost/ Total
’ Personnel Personnel Vehicle Cosf
Sworn Personnai 32.07 1.0 $39,600 $1,269,864
Totaf Cost to Serve Future Development $1,269,864
Equipment Cost Future Equipment/ Cost/ Total
Personnel Personnel Unit Cost
Sworn Personnel 32.07 1.0 $3,000 $96,202
Non-Sworn Personnel 6.86 1.0 $3,000 $20,578
Total Cost to Serve Future Development $116,780
Animal Shelter Cost*® $1,885,324
Total Cost Allocated to Future Development (Rounded) $14,103,000

" Includes properties that have fee credits.
?  Excludes properties that have fee credits
*  Ekscalated to 2011§ using ENR Construction Cost Index for San Francisco.

Sources: City of Lincoln; Harris & Associates; Goodwin Consulting Group, Inc.
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Table A-23
Police Fee Calculation

Units/ Net Units/ Cost per
Units/ Bldg SF Bldg SF in EDU Total Percent Total Unit/
Land Use Bidg SF w/ Credits  Fee Program Factor EDUs Allocation Costs 1,000 Bldg SF
Cost $14,103,000

Residential Units Units Units per {nit per Unit
Very Low Density 0 0 0 1.00 0] 0.00% 30 $1,019
Low Density 3,888 (30) 3,858 1.00 3,858 27.87% $3,929,802 $1,019
Medium Density 2,103 (128) 1,975 1.00 1,975 14.26% $2,011,757 $1,019
High Density 1,948 0 1,948 0.72 1,403 10.13% $1,428,663 $733
Subtctal 7,939 {158} 7,781 7,236 52.26% 37,370,222

Non-Residential Bldg SF Bldg SF Bldg SF  per 1.000 SF per 1.000 SF
Commercial 1,859,024 0 1,959,024 0.67 1,306 9.43% $1,330,017 $679
Business & Professional 718,740 0 718,740 067 479 3.46% $487,966 3679
Industrial 7,237,494 0 7,237,494 0.67 4,825 34.85% $4,914,795 679
Subtotal 9,915,258 0 9,915,258 6,610 47 74% 36,732,778

Total 13,845 100.00% $14,103,000

Source: Goodwin Consulting Group, Inc.
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Tabie A-24
Solid Waste Cost Estimates

Future Residents (Excludes those with Fee Credits)

17,148
Future Housebolds (Excludes those with Fee Credits) 7,781
Req'd Units

for Future Cost/ Total

Solid Waste Facilities LOS Standard Development Unit Cost
Side Loader Truck 3 per 4,500 population 11.4 $255,000 $2,915,207
Front-End/Rear Loader 1 per 4,500 population 3.8 $255,000 3871,736
Roi-Off Truck 1 per 10,000 population 1.7 $200,000 $342,966
Leaf Truck 1 per 10,000 population 1.7 $140,000 $240,076
Street Sweeper 1 per 7,500 population 2.3 3170,000 $388,694
Large Bins for Roll-Off Truck 1 per 2,400 households 32 $5,000 316,210
90-Gal Container 3 per 2.37 population (PPH) 21,707 $50 $1,085,334
Total Cost $5,860,223
Total Cost Allocated to Future Development {Rounded) $5,960,000

Source: City of Lincofn
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Table A-25
Solid Waste Fee Calculation

Units! et Units/ Cost per
Units/ Bldg SF Bldg SF in EDU Total Percent Total Unit/
Land Use Bidg SF w/ Credits  Fee Program Factor EDUs Alocation Costs 1,000 Bldg SF
Cost $5,960,000

Residential Units Units Units per Uit per Unit
Very L.ow Density it 0 0 1.00 0 0.00% 30 $744
Low Density 3,888 (30) 3,858 1.00 3,858 48.17% $2,870,828 3744
Medium Density 2,103 (128) 1,975 1,00 1,975 24 66% $1,469,644 $744
High Density 1,948 0 1,948 0.72 1,403 17.51% $1.043678 $536
Subtetal 7,939 {158) 7,781 7,236 90.34% $5,384,150

Non-Residential Bldg SF Bidg SF Bldg SF per 1,000 8F per 1.000 SF
Commercial 1,850,024 ¢ 1,959,024 007 133 1.67% $89,281 $51
Business & Professional 718,740 G 718,740 0.07 49 0.61% 336,425 $51
Industrial 7,237,494 0 7,237,494 0.08 591 7.38% $440,145 $61
Subtotal 8,915,258 0 9,915,258 774 9.66% $575,850

Total B,009 100.00% $5.,960,000

Source: Goodwin Cansuiting Group, Inc.
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Table B-1

Detailed Wastewater Costs
20% 15% 8% 5%
Design/ Construction 11'012I
2012 i ota
Projact Funded Unit | Project cnr::;tugl;cy Britermentat | Management | PAtMark Up Project
No. Praoject Description Sizre Gty | Uit} Cost Cost Mark Up Mark Up Cost
South Collection System
21" Lincoln Paroway, Dei Webb Se. Te Orchand Creek 21" Pipe LEI$ -1% - 3 hd h
24" Lineoln Parkway, Orchard Creek to Stering Parkway 24" Pipe EF 1S -1% - $ - s
30" Lincoln Parkway, Realign/SRES - Okl SRE5 30" Pipe a LF - - ¥ - -
36" Bore/Jack Under Ok SRES 36" B&J ] LF - - : e
36" Crossing Under R.R. Tracks 36" Pipa G LF - - - I
5 Lincoin Parkway, R.R. Tracks lo Westiake Bivd, 35" Pipe [ LF -i % - - -
5 1t ipts Bhet ——
27 Lineoln Parkway, Westlako Blud. 1o 1sl Streetdift Stalion 12" Pips 100 LF - - - e
Inferceptor, 48" Regional Exension Lincaln Parkway to SRS 48* Pipe 1 LF - - -
Interceptor, Lincols Parkway to WANTRF (DA Reinb} vafies LF - 756,000 - 750.000
30" Ferrari Ranch Rd, SRES fo ingram Parkway 30" Plpa 1420 ; LF HE - hd -
24" Ferzar Rench Rd, Ingram Parkway fowards SR183 24* Pipe 000§ LF - > - =
30" SRES, Ferrari Ranch R, to Lincoln Parkway 30" Pipe 2920 | LF - - hd '
Gravity-rewar—H-BRdges-pampsistiondeindustdial.Bhwd, 5885 | H | $om | 8
1 Gravity-6owaRtndusiHal Bivd—o-Casiig 2288 | LA | $omee 1 §
j Gravity-Eowar-Casint-lo-WOATRE 17025| LF [ §&— | §$&——
Subtotal 750,000 - 750,000
North Collection System
Sn-1a 127 & 15" Through Foskelt Parcel 2" Pips [1] LF " - - -
Sn-1b 18" Joiner Parkway, Nic Rd. Lo 5th 81 & Pipe [}] LF o - = -
Sn-2 18" In Nicolaus Rd, Pump Sfation to Sn-18 &" Pipe ] LF - - hd -
5 WATR Ealey R a
Sn-4 36" In Avial.iun Bivd. - furding for 18" Pips (see Nots 3 18" Pipe 5295 ¢ LF [ 52155 1,188,425 5227685 § 170,784 8 5SB,521 1 § 56921 5% 1,650,716
D P WAl A M
Sn-8 24 between Av:mmn & Nic Ad Pump St 24" Pipp 1755 | iF ¢35 200 351,000 $70.200{ § 52850 § 17.550 17,530 508,950
Sn-74 Fump Stalion Kfe Rd. with (2} 10° FM Pump Station 1] LF 1% - - - h
E-S 18" Deep Sewaer in 15t Si. Joiner Piwy WWTP 18" Pipe 0 LF |8 -15 - hd hd
Sn-$ 24" Deop Sewer in $lh 5L Joiner Phwy WWTP 24" Pipe a LF - - - -
[Se-10 |Nicotaus PS Upgrade - 4.0 miad PS5 Upgrade 1 - - ol s -ig - N -
Sn-11 18" foree main, VWP east to City 18" Fipe [ LF - A 5 _ .
Sn-12a 130" Chambers Drive extansion nodh lo 24‘ sawer, dnd BY. fo Sth 51, 30" Pipo 54l LF 240 129 800 525,92__Q1 5 15,540 | § B A0S 5,480 187920
iSn-12b 130" Chambers & Douglas Dr_sewer benealh AR {b Moore Rd. 3" Pipe 0 iF . - s i -
Sn-12c_ [36” In Mopre Road, Aubum Ravine 10 Sorente Development 38" Pipe 0 iF - - - b
Sn-t2d 136" in Moora Road, Somento Development Lo Village 7 35" Pipe 700 | LF 280 166.000 $30,200( 5 29,4001 § 9,800 9.800 284,200
Sne12e 8~ through Village 7. Moore R¢ 1o interceplor in Ferraf Rsmch Bd (see Note 1)1 38" Pips 2253 | LF 225 502,425 $300,4651 § 75354 1 § 25,121 25121 720,510
“sg_u 3~ force-mgin.-M Rd. Aubum Ravine to WAATRE-a i LNSY] ) R | 5496 |
Sn-14 8" force main, Moom Rti Aubuin Ravine o WWTRE 187 FM ] LF - - - =
Sn-15a_ |36" In Nicolaus Road, Aviation Bivd, to Alrport Rd - Funding for $2° {see Note 3) 12" Pipo 4740 | LF 195 | § 024,300 $184,860) 138,845 48,215 46,215 1,340,235
Sn-156  [187 In Airporl Rd, Nicolaus Rd o Alrpan access - Funding for 12" (see Nofe 3y 12" Pipe 2435 | LF 195 474,825 £94.565 71,224 . 23,741 23,741 686.496
Sn-16 24" Nicglaus Road soulh 0 WWTP 24" Pipa 4350 | LF - - 50t 3 - - - hd
1Sa-17 Pumps#aﬁon-m-wmﬂ Pump-Statlea 31 [ el i ——
Sn-18 icalaus Road, Joiner Parkway to "0" Stieet 18" Pipe 2825 | LF 180 508,500 510,700 & 78275 § 25,425 25425 737,325
Sn-18a 27' D St. & 9th Streetto £ §1. & 7th Street 27" Pips a LF - - - -
Sn-19b 30" E Sireet, 7th Street {o {5t Street 30" Pipe 1] LF - - - hd
Sn-18c Q" 15t Slreet 1o Feman Ranch Road 30" Pipp ] LF ) - 4 hd
Sn-20a 8" 5RE5 to eastem boundary of Gladding Road {funding for 127) (see Note 1) 2" Pipn 1040 | LF 130 135,200 S27.040] & 20,200 | § 6,760 6,760 196,040¢
En-2ﬂb 2" SR 65 lo pipefine &t Nicalaus Rd and O Streel {funding for 12%) 2" Pipe 1885 | LF 160 301,800 360,320 § 40,2401 § 13,080 5 15.080 437.326
Sin-21a |24 Oth Street, E Siresl tn East Avanue 24" Pips 4 LF - - $ - -
1Sn-210 124" East Avenuo, Bth Street to 12th Street 2" Pipe a LF - - 3 -5 >
@«215 24" 12th Street, East Avenus fo McCourtney Rd. 18" Pipe ] LF 1§ + - ) -3 bl
Sn-2id | 24° MeCourtney R, {funding for 12 12* Fipe 650 LF 1$160:% 104,000 3$20.800{ 3 156001 % 52001 % 52001 % 150,800
Sn-22 54" From Nicolaus Road to WWTRF - Funding for 18" {see Nole 1} 18" Pipe $3920( LF |5 145]|8 2,018,400 5403680 & 3g2.780] % 16092615 100820 % 2,026 6880
!“ Subtotal) $ 5784.2751% 1356855 % $017,647 1% 19,2141 § 335,214 | § 9,837,599
Treatment Component
[F-to 02 mgd WANTRE inchuding Roclamaiy WAATRE ER A ) [ — 3 3
WWIERFE Expansion-Financing Coste 0 0-235 mutliplior 0235 [l | — ¥ ¥
{Subtatal 3 - H -1 3 -
Existing Ohligations
JExisting Intemal Financing 3 -
Exisling Fund Balance Defict -
WWTRF Qversizing (DA Reimbumsament) 5 1,500,000 1,500,000
Subtotal $ 1,500,000 1,500,000
Lang Acquisiion {Included in Troatmend Plant Costs) s
OM-Selling Revenues - Sale of Existing Sewer Troatment Plant and Other Sources $ (1.928,000)] 3 {1,828 008
Wastewater Projects Tolal § 7T408275{% 1I56B55)% 1017651 % 33921413 J38214 1 % 40,159,199

Noles;
1} Projects aro assumed 1o be bult it new raad at time of road construclion.

2} 2006 cosls do nol mealion & mark-up for sofl costs,
3) Unit cost Incroased lo account for 15" deep pipe.
4) WWTP fee In 2012 lo be calculaled separately, costs nol included.
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Table B-2

Detailed Reclaimed Water Costs
20% 15% 4% 5%
2012 . Design/ Construction
Project Unit Project CQI\I:II:::(QS;GY Environmenial | Management ; PM Mark Up 2812 Total

Nao. Project Description Funded Sizej Qty | Unlt| Gost Cost Mark Up Mark Up Project Cost
Stage 1 Irrigation Improvements to Provide Reclaimed Water fo Lustutka Site
RW-1 Reclamalion Boostar PS with 3 Pumps to Serva Lustulka 1} ea - 30 30 ) 30 30
RW-2 24" Fiddyment Rd, WWITRF to MRF/Landfil LF |- 30;
RW-3 Recdamation Storage from Fermer Refentian Site {506 AF) 5001 AF |- $2,068,966 $413,783] $310,345 $103.448 $103.445 $3,000,000
Stage 2: Sierra Pacific industries, Foskett Ranch, Lincoin High School Pipeline Improvements
RW-4 18" RBPS to Existing 187 18" Pipe] 3,600 LF $144 £$518,400] $103.680; §77.760 325,920 $25,920 $751,660
RW-5 18" Moora Rd to future Hwy 65 bypass 18" Pipe| 7,780 LF |- 516,000/ $ - 1% -3 o - $10.000
RW-6 12" Maore Rd, future Hwy B5 bypass to Joiner Pkwy 12" Pipa; 2,006) LF $95 $192 576 $38,515 328,886 $9.629 59,629 $278,235
RW.7 12" Joiner Pkwy, Moore Rd 1o Nicolaus Rd 12" Pipal 3,000 LF 396/ $288,000] 357,600 $43.200 $14,400 £14, 400 $417,600
RW-8 12" Jainer Parkway, Nicolaus Rd Te Regionat Park 12" Pipel 5600] LF |- 30
RW-9 8" Nicolaus Rd, Joiner Pkwy (o Lincain High School 8" Pipef 47501 LF $64 $304,000 $60.800 £45,600 £15,200 315200 $440,800
RW.10 _ Add 2 pumps to the RBFS RBPS Pump 2] EA 1$100,000 $200,000] Sﬁb,OOQI $30,000 $10,000 S‘I0.00E_}i £280,000;
Stage 3: Lincoln Crossings Pipeline Improvements
RW-ATA_[18%Futurs Fomad-Ranch-Rd-Moore-Rd-ta-Lincoln Grossing£ 18pipa| 6:884] LE 5144 $0 39 50 30 301
R348 |18 Ferad-Ranch-Rok-L/C-Boundary to Mighway 65 Bypass g $0
RW-12 12" Ferrari Ranch Rd,, Existing Cannect lo RW-11 and RW-18 12" Pipe] 461 LF 396 50 36 30 30 $0;
RW-13 12" East Lincoin Pkwy, Moore Rd to Ferrari Ranch Rd 12" Pipel 5,500 LF 96 30 50 30 30 30;
R4 [R-Fesar-Ranch-Rd RARS-Rump: 3 BA | $360.000, 30 20 30, 30 50
Stage 4: Placer County Site {Lastufkaj, MRF, Livingston Concrete, Rio Bravo RO Plani, Formica Company
RW-IS {12 Athers-AveMRRto-Livingston-Gonceate 24nfigal 6604 LE $16a] $0 50 36 30 $0
RS [t Athens-dve-tivingston-Contrete-lo-industial-Ave. 242 Rigy| 5388 LE $4924 36 36 40 36 30;
RWAE (40 Adustdaldva—Abens-Ave o Rio-Brava Plart 10 Pipe o L& 36 $0 50 30 30 30 $0
RwW-18  4a™indutlrialAwveyRie-Brave-Pisnt-ta-Farmica Go- AB-Ripa; o] &k $0 30 3 30 $0 20 30
Stage 5: Turkey Creek Golf Course Pipeline Imgrovements
RW-10s |42 ndusiral Ave, Athens Ave 1o Twelve-Dridges-Driva [ 1pepipel a2t8] LF 586 50 $6 36 30] $0 $0
RW-20  [12" Twelve Bridges Dr., Industiiat Ave to Highway 65 ! 12" Pipe; 1,850} LF 396 $187.200 $37,440 328,080 $9,360 $9,360 $271,440;
Stage 6: Lincoln Hills Golf Course Pipeline Improvements
RW-21 |12 Twelve Brides Or., Highway 65 to East Lincoln Parkway 12" Pipe| 4.820[ LF $965 $462,720; $92 544 $69.408 $23,136 $23,126) $670,944]
RW-22 12" Linceln Parkway, existing conned to RW.23¢ 12 Pipe; 10,300 L¥ 306 3568,800 $197,760 $148,320 $45.440 848,440 $1,433,766)
RW-23 _ |12" Lincoln Paroway, RW 23A connect to Del Webb Bivd 12" Pipe; 1,350 LF §0 50
RW-24 135" Fastlincoln-Padway-Ferrai-Ransh-Rd-lo-Deliabb-fivd, 24LRige 0] kR 38 $0 $6 $0
Stage 7: Highway 65 Bypass Pipeline Improvements
RW-254 |62 Highway 55--southlo-Tweive-Bridgas Dive 6-Rigs| 4.338] LE 348 30 B 50 50 s 30
FRIALER 4t kighway-Bb—south-toTwolva-Bridgas Dava A Rips; 4438 LF 32 9 30 30 35 30 5
RULZ6A 1B Hi 3 i j i o §Pipsl 7600 LF 548 30 0 30 50 30 30
RW-268 |4=Highway-65-Tweive-Bridges-Ditve-le-Feran-Ranch-Rd. 4LRipe| %800 LF $32 0 0 36 30 36 50
RW.a7A (64 Highway 85 Femrar-Ranch-fd-to-Mooro-Rd. 6bips| G5 R $48 50 36 s $0 30 30
RN-278 |4 Highway-B5-Femar-Ranch-Ré-{o-Moore-Rd ] 5678 LE £33 0 9 3 20 $0 3G
RW-28_ Nicelaus Road, Joiner Paroway to Waverly 12" Pipe; 4400; LF $56 $422,400 S84 480 $683,360 §21,120 321.120 $612,480
RW-28  Nicolaus Read, Wavery to Aviation Blvd. 8"FPipe| 3.350] LF 384 5214400, $42 880 $32. 160 $10,720 310,720 $310.880
Reclalmed Water Total: 45,857,462 $1,163,492 4877, 118 $2582,373 $292,373 58,488,815
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Tabie B-3

Detailed Drainage Costs
20% 15% 5% 5%
P ¢ 2012 \ Design/ Construction ?DQ;
rr:jec Projact Description Qty i Unit Unit Project Contingency Environmental | Management | PM Mark Up o.la
o. Cost Mark Up Project
Cost Mark Up Mark Up o
ast
Citywide Drainage improvements
Or-1 Flood Waming System TIEA 3 82,363 | $ 29950 | % 22463 | 3 FA4BB | 3 7488 | 149,750
Dr-2a Stormwater Managerrient Plan - Phase | GIEA $ - 3 -1 -
Dr-2b Stormwater Management Pian - Phase il 1|EA 3 165000 3 60,000 | 3 450001 % 15000 1 % 15000 | § 300,000
Dr-3 Auburn Ravine Improvement Frogram
Dr-3a Auburn Ravine Floodwali O|EA $ 211,952 | % 77,073 | % 57,8053 19,268 | § 19,268 [ § 385,367
Dr-3b SR 65 Aubum Ravine Bridge 1;EA 3 429376 1 $ 186,137 { & 117,102 | § 35,004 [ 5 39,04 | & 780,683
Dr-3c New Culverts South of Moore Rd @ Lincoin Parkway D|EA $ - 3 -1 % -
-3 SR 193 Aubum Ravine Bridge 1|[EA $ 494,557 | $ 179.83¢ [ § 134879 | § 44960 |$ 449601} % 899,184
Dr-3e Overflow Weir for Channeling to Ingram Slough 0iEA 3 88,4471 % 321631 8% 24,4221 8% 8041 1% 8041 |5 160,813
Dr-3f Ingram Siough - Orchard Creek Returss Channel O|EA 3 - 5 -1% -
Dr-4 Retantion Basin Regional Componant
Dr-4a Auahurm Ravine, Phase 1 A7 IAF 3 885,121 ; % 321,862 % 241,397 1 § 80,466 | $ BO466 | § 1,609,310
Cr-4b Auburm Ravine, Phase 2 163[AF H - 3 -5 -
Dr-4c Auburm Ravine, Phase 3 200{AF $ - 3 -1 & -
Dr-4d Lakeview Farms, Phase 1A BEDIAF 3 23375001 % 850000 | $ 637,500 | $ 21250013 2125004 % 4,250,000
Dr-4e Credi for Reclamation: Storage 1|EA $  {2,775,238) § (2,775238)
Dr-4f { akeview Farms, Phase 1B 166|AF 3 - $ -8 -
Dr-4g NLMP, Detention Phase 1-100 acre Feel 10G|AF $ 5500007 200,000 | % 150,000 § 50600{ % 50,000{3 1,000,000
Dr-5 SR 65 Drainage - E Street Project 0|EA $ - 3 -1 3 -
iDr-6 SLMP-AI0 CLOMRILOMR olea 3 - 3 -13% -
Br-7 Stream Restoration Projects
Or-ta Aubu Ravine {Analysis & Repairs) 1|EA $ 440,000 | 5 160,000 | § 120,600 [ $ 4000015 46400(3 800,000
Or-7b Markham Ravine (Analysis Only) 1EA $ 440,000 1 3% 160,000 | § 120,000 % 40,000{% 40,000 § 800,000
Subtotal 3,343,076 | § 2,227,023 [ $ 1,670,268 | $ 556,756 | $ 556756 | $ 8,355,879
North Drainage Improvements
Dn-1 Markham Ravine RR/Hwy Crossing 1iEA § 258687 | § 84,088 | § 70,551 | § 235617 |§ 23517 8§ 470,340
Dn-2 "Q" Street Drainage Improvements i[EA 3 312.088 | 113,490 § 85,118 [ § 283733 28373]% 567450
Dn-3 7th Street Drai Improvements iEA $ 588,803 § 2141101 § 160,583 | 3 53528 | % 53,5281 % 1070550
Dn-4 Narth Lincoln Master Flan (NLMP)
Dn-4a Gladding Parkway 1|1EA $ 1,184,040 1 8 430,560 | $ 322,920 | § 107640 15 10764015 2,152,800
Dn-4b Markham Ravine - FEMA Update 1iEA $ 115830 § 42120} 3 31580} % 10,5301 § 105301 3 210,600
Subtotal $ 2,459,457 | § 854,348 | § 670,761 | § 223,587 223,587 | § 4471740
South Drainage improvements
Ds-1 SPRR Bridge Ingram Slough 1{EA $ 257845 3 93,689 | $ 70,267 { § 234228 23422 |8 488445
Ds-2 5R 65 Structure Ingram Siough 1EA $ 262819 3% 95570 [ § 71678 | 8 23B93!3 23,8931 % 477,852
Ds-3 Westlake Blvd. Structure N. ingram Siough 11EA 3 - 3 -1 % -
Ds-4 Lin Pkwy Structure 8. Ingram Slough 1{EA 3 - $ -3 -
iDs-5 Lin Plwy Structure N. Ingram Slough 1{EA 5 - 3 -13 -
IDs-8 Ciean Hwy 193 Bridge f[EA 3 - ] -8 -
le-? Clean Hwy 65 Bridge & RR Bridge 11EA 3 - 3 -3 -
Ds-8 Clean Aubum Ravine Jolner Pkwy/SR 193 1|EA 3 - $ -3 -
Ds-9 Crchard Creek Detention Culvert Structures JEA $ - 3 13 -
Ds-10 Sterline Parkway Drainage 1:EA 3 - § -13 -
Ds-11 Moore Ruad Brdge 1|EA 3 - 3 -1 3 -
i Subtotal $ 520,463 | § 189,259 | § 141,945 | § 473151%  47,315[3% 945,297
k”a“‘ag“ Projects Total: $ 6az8997|s 331083103 24829073|3  sargEsa}s 827,658 § 13777916
Notes;

1. Updated project costs prepared by the City.
2. 2008 costs included a 30% mark up,
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Table B4

Detailed Water Costs
20% 15% 5% 8%
2012 2042
Prsﬁ:ﬂl Praject Description Qty Unit Unit Cost Project Cantingency Envli)r:iﬁ:fntsl CM::ZL":;'E:’: Ph Mark Up PI;}‘:.'l:t
Funded Cost Mark Up Mark Up Mark Up Cost
Site
W-1a SCADA Sysiem SCADA 1] EA $244,700] $244,700 $48,940) 536,703 $12,238 $12.235 $354,815
W1 Tank Improvernentsfes. No. 2 3| EA 30
W-2 24° Tweiva Bridges Dr., Sloneridge Sivd. - Vitago 18 Tie In 24" Pipe 085] LF $0
-3 24" Staneridge Bivd., Twalve ridnes Biwl, - Det Webb Bivd, 24" Pipa S800) LF 30
W4 24 Twelve Bridgas-De—Reservalr-Noe-3 o LB $9
VLS 24* Del Webb Bivd. Stoneridge Bivd - Lincoln Parkway 24" Pipe | 6210] LF 50
WG 247 Lincoin Parkway, Dedl Webb Bivd. - Hwy 85 24" Pipe 2176] LF 50
H\a’-?a 18" Twelve Bridges Dr., Res No. 8 Lina - Lincaln Parkway 18" Pipa | 10518 LF L)
W-Th 24" Twelve Bridgos Dr., Stonetidye Bhd, - Res, No, 8 Line 24" Pipn 5152 LF 30
W 30" Twelve Bridges Dr. - Reservolr No. 8 30" Pipa 7538] LF b
W-9a 18" Twelve ridges Dr., Lincoln Phwy - interchange 18" Pipa 56008 LF 50
Oversira
V-G 18" Twelva Bridge Sr., Interchange - Ind. {aversizing} 18" Pipe 1000] LF 315 $15,000 3,600 $2.250; $150] $750 521‘75§
=103 167 Hwy B5, Lincoln Pkwy.-Auburn Raving {100%) 18" Pips 4150} LF £
V=105 16" Hwy 85, Aubum Raving - 15t Streel (100%) 16“ Pipa 12004 LF $135 30| 10 50 30| 30 SDJ]
W-10c 14* 151 Slreel, Hwy 85 - I Strest 14" Pipe 1000 LF gd
Wad 16" Fervari Ranch Road, Hwy 65 - Joiner Pxwy 16" Pipe 2680; LF 50
AL 12 Walls with conveyanive lines, grovndwaler & waler distribufion analysic
W-i1a Weil #6 « Wastwood well (Def Webb #1} Vel 1| EA it
W1tk WeH #7 - Moore Read well (Bel Webb #2) Well 1] EA 50
iV-11c Walt #8 - Fiddyment "A" {CSY #1) Wel 1] EA 30
AL11d Wetl #9 - Moose/Nelson (CSY 82} Well 1; EA b
W-11g Well #10 (PHi #1) Welt i EA $1,600.000 51,800,600 $380,000) $270,000; $00,080 580,600 $2.610.00
w114 Weil #11 (FHI 82} Wel 1] EA $1.800.600; $1.800,000 $360,000] $270,000 $80,C00; $80,000 52‘8‘%]‘@
A~11g Well #12 (PHI #3) Well 1] EA 51,800,000 $1,800,000 $350,000] $270,000 $30 009; $560.004 32,610,000
W-11h Well #13 (Chy) Wl H BA $1,800,000) 51,800,000, $2360.000 $27C,000; 390,000 £90,800] $2 610,084
e Well #14 {City) Well 1] EA $1,800,600] $1,800,000] SSSO‘DGBE $270,000 £40,000; 350,000 $2,610,000
W11 Well #15 (CHy) well 1} EA 51,600,000 $1,800,000) SSBQ@] 5270‘0503 £60,000 £8¢.000! $2.610.000
W1tk Vyeil #18 {CHy) Wel 0 EA 3 £0 50 50, $0] 30 50
WLi Wl #17 (City) Wall of EA 30 [ o} 50 30, $0 50
W-11m___ |Groundwaler Analysis 1 EA 50
W10 Valer Distribution Atialysis 1 _EA 0
Well
W11 Well #2 (Cily) - oversizing for additional capacity Qversize i EA £500.000] 1500 .000] $100,000; $75.000 25,900 £25,000] $725,06060
[W-i2a 24" Joiner Pkwy, Hwy 85 - Ferrari Ranch Rd, 24* Pipo 2551 LF 50
\AL120 24" Joings Pwy. Fuarran Ranch Rd. - 151 §f 24" Fipe 3840 LF S0
W-12c  [24° Bore & Jack @ Hwy 85 & RR Bore & Jack] 1] _EA 30
WW-13a 24" SR 102 - Oaktras Lang 24 Fipa 000} LF 30
hALEBL 130°SRA0I—Oakirea-tane-L10046) B00Epn | 4000 LE 5404 $0 36 59 sa] 9
V=136 24" South down Qaktrea Lane 24" Pipe 1500] LF $170 S0} §§j_ $0; 38 k3
W13 38" South down QOakires Lane - Funding for 30 {sea Nofe 2} 30" Pipe 1800} iF $152] $228,000 345 604 $34.200 §$11.400 511,400 $330.800
W-138 42" South Down Cakirep Lane (106%) 42" Pipe 3200{ LF 5245 $784,000 5156,800 $117.600 $39,200 £39.200 $1,138.800
WW-13f 24" Connecting W-13E 1o W-13C along Qaklree Lane (100%) 24" Pipe 200 LF 5170 $34.0001 £8.800) $5,100, 31,700 31,700 $42.300y
W-14 24" SR 183 West le Leavell lane 24" Pipe 11T LE 5
153 24“ SR 193, LeavellLn. - Res. No. 2 Site 24" Pipe 15681 LF 56
W-15b 247 Res. No. 2 Sita SR 193 @ East Ave, 24" Pipn £00] LF 30
W18 30" Connection to Tank 5/Res. No. 1 Site (100%) a0 Pipe 794} LF 50
ama:d ~Exis nerth-ie-SR-303 1566 LR 30
35" SR 182 10 Aubum Ravine (funding far oversizing to 24%) Ouersize
WE17h {see Nole 2) 24" Pips | 3800; LF $39 $114,000 §22.800 $17,100 $5,700) £5.700 $185.300
36" Auburn Ravine nofth o Virgindatown R, (funding for oversizing fo Cversiza
Ve 18 247 {sea Note 2} 24" Fips 1200) LF 330 438,800/ 37, Zﬂi 35,400 $1.800 $1.800] $52 200
W-18a1  $247 East Avenue o Buckboard 24" Pipe 1000] LF $170, $0 50 50 50 &0
W-18a2 24" Buckboard to Liberty Lane 24 Pipe 1800l LF $179 30 50 $0; 50| 30,
W-18a3 115" Linerty Lane across Lincoin Highfands frontape 18" Pipa 1328; LF $150 $4i $0] £ 50 50
Oversize
Weidad 118" East of Lincoln i {oversizing) 18" Pige S00] LF 315 $7.500 $1.500 $1.125] 5375 $375) $10,87.
Ovarsize
W10kt 24" East Avenue 1o Gladding &4, {oversizing) (ses Note 2} 24" Pipe 1200{ iLF 301 $38,000 $7.2004 35,480 $1.800 $1,800; $52.200
'WW-13b2  124” Ensi Avenue to Cladding Rd. (sea Nota 2} 24" Pipe 2800 LF 5140 $382,000: 578,400 55B,800 316,600 519,800 5585 4001
W20 $8-HNarh-ga-Leavellta 38~ ¢ps 62 LF 30
WA-21 18" SR 183, Hwy 85-Auburn Raving 18" Fipa 2300| LE 30
W22 24" Hwy 85 from Gladding Rd. north (100%) (sea Note 2) 24" Pipe 2000) LF 3140 $2480,000; $568.000 £42,000; $14 000 $14,008 $408,000
PA-S3 a4 Crossing-Hw b6 34:Rigs | 400 &R 84
WAL24. - i s oulheido-RA£005%) 48Pipa m LE 3
W25 8" North of Gladding Rd., west to Nic, Rd, (100%) 158" Pipe 4500 LF 3158 3675, 000; $135,000; $101,230 $33.750 33, 750) 597875
AL2E 18" Frem-RR ‘ ¥ 38 FHing 4500 LF
W-27a1 24" Joiner Pkwy. 1st o Sth {100%) 24" Pips 20001 LF $179] $240.000, $58.060 551,000 317 000 517,000 £483,000
FAV-2782 124" Jolnar PRy, 5th fo Nie, Rd. {(100%) 18" Pipe 2040} LF $150] $306,004 $60.000 $45,000; $15.000 £15,000; $435.000
W-27b 18" Joiner Pkwy, Nic. Rd. norh 24" Pipe 4550 LF 0
W-27¢ 18" dainar Pwy, south from Ventume § Laxeside Dr. 18" Pipe 27500 LF $150 54 %0 &0 £0 50
W28 18" Venture, McClain to Aviation Bivd. {100%} 18" Pipa aranl LE $150] 3555 D00, $111,000] §82,250 $27.750 $27. 750 SE[M,?%{
fuw26 12" "E* S1.Mst o 8th 51 - Interdie expansion (100%} 12" Pipe 3500 LF $
a0 18 from 5th & Jainor Plwy - Nicalaus . 18" Pipe | 4500 LF =0

Page B-4



Table B4

Detailed Water Costs
20% 15% 5% 5%
. 2012 :Q::l
Pr':jna.cl Project Descripticn {Hy Unit Uit Cost Pénjecl Contingency EnviDrfJ:rar::\tal ;{;’::gr:g;m PM Mark Up P:oujer.{
Fundad ot Mark Up Mark Up Mark Up Cost
Slze
Y¥-3ta 36" Twehve Bridges Dr., Viflagas 18 Tie In to Camine Verdera {100%) 36" Pips 1800; LF $245 $445,500 $93.¢00, 569,825 $23,27%5 523,275 567497
W-3th M) Twelve Sridges Or., Vilags 18 Tle In taexisting 14" (100%) 30" Pips 1325 LF 0
wW.ate 130" Replace 14” ling across Open Space to Vilage 19 (100%) 30" Pipe | 1000] LF 36
Wed1d 30" Replacs 14” line through Village 49 (100%) 30" Pipe 880} LF 50
W-ile 30" Repiace 14" line, Vilape 19 to Gity Tank Site {100%) 30" Pipe 1120] LF 30
(W-32 36" Twelve 8ridges Dr. (W-31a) lo Cily Pend Site {150%) 38" Pips 20250 LF 3245 $4468,125) $99.225 574,418 524 806 $24.808 £710,781
W33 MS&—N&M&MMNM@GSQ& 48%Pipa I LR $6:5)
VW34 Storage Tenks: See Below
W35 18" from 24" line @ Lincoln Plwy to Wostwood Well (#8) 18" Pipe 8429 LF $0
W-38 18" from Westwood Well (#8) ic Mpore Road Wedl (87} 16" Pipe | zapn| LF S0
37 18* Moore Rd., W-38 Watnrling fo Well #3 18"Pipe | 2700] LF £
Oversize
W38 18* Maare Rd. Well #8 lo Nelson Lane 18* Pipe 500 LF S‘E_gl $7.500 s&.ggﬂ 51,125 3375 3378 $10,875
QOversize
W-5% 18" Neison Lane, Moore Rd. - Nic. Rd. {overslzing) 18" Pipe | 10700| LF 515 $180 500; $32,100; 324,075 $8,025; 58,025 5232.7254
W40 18" Aviatior Blvd,, Nig fd. - Veniure Dr, 18" Pips 3300 LF 3150 $525,000 5105,000] $78,750 $26,250 $28250 $781 ,25d§
V41 18" Alrpont Rd., Nic Rd. to alrptnt crossing north 18* Plpe 4000] LF $150 $600,000, $120.000, $490.000 $3¢.060) $30,000 S&?D‘Uﬂdf
W42 187 Nic Rd., Aviation Bhd. - Alrport Rd. 18" Pipe 5200 LF 3150 $780,000 5156 000; 5117000 530,000 $38.000 51,34 @g
hasda 18m-Aubums-Ravias-trostinglo-O Sh 39 Pips | 1500 15 £
W44 24" East Avanue, SR 163 - 12th S1. 24" Pipe 4009] LF 0
avarsize 18"
W45 18" between Netson Lane and Moore Re, (oversizing) (see Note ) Pipe 5300 LF 515 579,500 $156.860 $11.825 53,575 £3.975 $115.274
W48 18" SR 65 Bypass crossing, wesl of Jolner Plwy. 187 Pipe 2000 LF 30
W-473 168" Moore Ad., soulh of W48 line 18" Pipa o0 EF 30
Oversize
W-47h 18" Moore Rd., south of W-47 fine {oversizing} 18" Pipe 800 LF $15 512,(102‘ $2.400] $1,800 3600 $800) $17.400
Oversize
W-T¢ 18" south of W-4 b iine {oversizing) {see Nole 2) 18" Pipe 2000 LF 515 $30,000: $6,000 54,500 51,500 31.§_QQI $43,500
Oversize-
bmicd 1 soihdrom- L " AAT RE Jina AR BD)-{ow 18~Ripa 30000 LR $0; $0) 0 39 56 $0 30
W-481 18" from Village 7 across open space to W-45b (100%) {see Note 4} 18" Fips 4000 LF ,5;,2,?“53} SS00 00D, S5180,000 5135,@‘ 345,000 $45 000 $1,305,004
W-49b 18" afong southemn border of Lincoln Crossing 18" Pipe 40000 LF 3
WedBo 18" from W-49B, under RR 1o Ind Bhvd, (100%) 18" Pipe 300 LF 3804 $240,000 48000 $368,000, 312,000 $12,00C $348 00!
Oversize
l"ﬂ’ 18" ind. Bhvd., RR Csossing south $o Twelve Bridges Or. {overstze} 18" Pips 2200] LF £15 $335.00 $6,600 $4.850 $1.850 $1.650 $47.8500
Qversize
W-51 187 ind. Bivd., Twelve Bridges DOr. to Alhens Rd. (oversize} 187 Pipe 4.’@1 LF 515 367,500 513,500 510,125 $3,375 33,375 $07 875
HALSZ PRS- ocatonrin el hlabb FERips o LR
W53 |PRS 18t lecationln Dl \iiebl 181 Rips o tE E)
W54 |PRS . 24" Staneridge Bivd, 57575 2 Pipe o sof
WW-54b PRS - 24" Sloneridge Bivd, 475/375 24" Pipe O] LF S[)ﬂ
W55 PRS - 30° Twelve Bridges Drive a0° Pipe ol LF 50}
V-5 PRES - 30" line to 10 My Tank, sie #1 (100%;} 30" Pipe 575 LF $189 $105.250; $21,859 $10.988 $5.463) 35463 5156413
W57 18" East Lincoln Parkway, soulh of Fire Stalion 18" Pipe 2485 LF sof
V-5BA 18" lrom W-8 pipelina throvgh opan space 1o Twetve Bridges Vilage 18 1100%) 18" Pipa 1700] LF $150 $235,000| $51.000 $38,250; $12,750] $12,750 5365,75@
Oversize
W-588 18" Twelve Bridges Village 10 (see Nole 2} 18" Pipe 30001 LF §15) 54,000, $1048_D~gl $8,100 $2,700; $2,700; 578,340
W-59 PRS - 18", Twelve Bridgos area {160%) 18" Pipe 1480| LF $150 30 30 34 30 38 50
W50 18" WWTRF from: W-36 18" Fipe { 750 LF $150 30 36.C 36;
W-6 1 18" McCourtney Rd., norih of Virginiatown Rd. (160%} 18* Plpe 1000] LF so
W62 482 Adhans Road, Inausiral Bivd-to-Riklyment . {300%) 48LRign | 13005 LE 154 30 50 50 30 34
b sd 18- Eidgyment Ra-r-Athens Rd-te-Moora-Rd—{150%} 15" fipa | 40000 &R $150 30 30 34 $5 30
W64 187 Ind. Blvd. RR Crossing rerih te Lincaly Parkway 18" Pipa B600| LF $150 $900,000 $180,000 $135.000 $45,000 $45.000; $1,305,000
Metenng
Slation City
VW5 Metaring Slation @ Ciy Pond sile Pond $| EA $584,872 $584.972 5118,994 $87 748 $29.249 $25,248 $848,209
W-88 Station @ Alhens Rd. Stalin 1 EA $292 485 $262.4806; $58,467) 543,872 514,824 $14,824/ £424, 104
Storage Tanks
W-34 Slerage Tanks (48Mg) @ 0.95 per galion (iacl, design, sonstruction & contingency)
W-14p 3 My Tank T Tank H MG 5
WW-34b 5 Mg Tank Tank 5 MG S
W-34e 10 Mg Tank Tank 19 MG $791,867] 37,916,867 $1,583,33y $!,1B?,fﬂi $395.833 $385,833] 511,479,167
W-3dd 18 Mg Tank Tank 10| MG $791.687 $7.916,667] $1.583. 339 £1.187.500; $395.833; $395,833 $11.479,18%
W-34e 10 Mg Tank Tank 10, MG §701.667 7,918,667 $1.583,333 $1,187,500) $395,832 $395,833] 311,479,167
VW-34F 10 Mg Tank Tank 10 MG $0i 30| 50 50 50, 50 i i
Water Projacts Yotal: §45,683,513 $9,136,707| £6.952,530 $2,284,177; 32,284,177 555.241.222%
]

NOTES:

1} Under 18" ara developer's responsibifity - PFE Policy 2-14. Qversizing Is differance in cost from 16™ pips ta size indicaled,
2} Projects are assumed {0 be build in the new road at the tima of road construction and as such have a reduced per LF cast.

3) A 0% mark

up was ysed in 2006,

43 Unit costs for wetland crossing are increasad by 50%,
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Table B-5
Detaited Transportation Costs

0% 15% 5% 5%
2012 Design! Constructian
Praject Project Contingency Enviroamental Management 20%2 Tatal
Na, Preject Deseription Lanes Oty Unit Cost Mark Up Mazk Up Mark Up P Mark Up Project Cost
Roadways
Joinet ParkwayiLincaln Parkway
R-1 Nicolaus Rd. - Markham Ravine Lanes 3&4 aiLF —
R-2A Nicolaus Rd - 1s1 Skreat Lanes 124 HLF 31,408.324 51,499,324
R-28 bicotausRd—3st-Sirsal Eanes 586 QLR - — = - w —
R-3A 151 Sireet - Moora Rd. Lanas 364 OjLF $1,673,184 31,673,194
R-38 e4-Stogt—-Moore-Rd— Lanes 5846 GikF - - — - - -
R-4A Moore &d. - Ferrari Ranch fd. Lanes 334 OiLF -
R-4B Mosra-Rd——Faerai-Ranch Re- Lanes-ba-6 BjLE - - - - o -
[R5A " |Foran Ranch Rd.- 65 Cvarcrossing Lanes 1&4 OlLF Z
R-3B Ferrari-Hanch-Rd —656-Overcrassing anes-&-6 BlLE - - = - - -
H-6A 65 O/C - Steding Parkoway G Lanes {82 BEA -
R-65 65 O/C - Steding Parkway Conneclor Lanes 384 olLr -
R-6C 65-0/C—Sleging Parkway Gonrnestor L-anas-6&-6- iLE - -~ - - - -
R-7 Stering Parkway Connaclar - Del Webb Bivd. Lanes 384 D{LF -
R-8 Del Webk: Blvd. No. - 12 Bridges Dirive Lanes 354 B57CILF $2,195 421 $439 088 $326.315 $108,772 $109,772 $3,183.375
-9 12 Bridges Drive - South City Limits Lanes 3&4 S000fLF $1,799,000 5359,800 $269,840 589,950 $89,950 32,608 550
Subtotal $7,166,949 $7498,886 $699,165 $199,722 $79%,722 38,964,442
Sterling Parkway Cennectar
R-10 SR 85 - Linceln Parkway Lanes 384 GiLF -
State Route (SR E35)
R-4+ Gladding-Reé—FEerad-Ranch-Ré: Lares-tEa GLR - - - - = -
ROiZA Aubum Ravine Bridge - Ind. Bive, Lanes 3&4 o|LF £815,744 5815744
R-428 __ |Aubur-Ravine-Brdge—Ind.Bivd: Lanas-544- 0iLF - - - - - -
R-13A tincoln Bypass Lozal Coptabution $137.500 £50,000 $37.500 312.500 512,500 $250,000
R-13B Bypass Sounchwally $414,091 5150 574 $112,934 $37 645 $37.645 §752,893
Subtotal 31,367,335 $200,579 $150,434 $50,145 $50,145 $1.813,637
Aviation Bivd,
R-144 1 mile north of Nicolaus Rd, Lanes 3384 0JLF -
iR-14B "R14A" to Wise Road 2 lanes B303iLF 32,362,450 5472,680 §354,518 5118173 5118173 $3.427.003
Subiotal $2,383,450 $472,690 $354,518 $113,173 $118,172 53,427,003
Nicolaus Rd.
f-18A _ |Airport Rd. - Avialion 2 lanes sga0|LF 32,318 783 $463, 757 $347,817 $115939 3115930 $3,362 235
R-158 Aviation - Lakeside L anas 384 OiLF -
R-16A Lakeside - Joiner Parkway Lanes 354 BLF -
[T Lakotidi—HiRar- Py jor Improvements [N . = — - ~ .
R-47 Jainer—10% Sirgal Laros-d&d Qe — - - - - -
Subtotal $2318,783 $463,757 $347,817 $115,939 $115.939 $3,362,235
Lakeside Dr,
iR-33A___[Nicolaus-Rd_—Vonture Dive Lanes a4 BiLE
R-188  VMenture-Drve-—SH-65 Hanas3&4 JLE
Sublotal = = = - — -
State Route {(SR] 193
R-18A  [Ferar Ranch Rd. - Oak Tres Lane Lanas 344 4130iLF 31,548,144 £309,629 $232 222 $77.407 577,407 2,244,809
R-193 Oak Tree Lane - Siema Coliege Bivd. Lanes 384 8B80|LF 3,257.475 8651485 $488.621 $162.874 $162,874 4,723,339
Sublotal 4,805,620 $961,124 §720,843 $240.281 $240,281 6,958,148
'Fen‘.ari Ranch Road
R-204  [Lincoln Crossing Boundary - SR 63 Bypass Lanes 384 QjLF -
R-208 Mopre Read to Lincoln Cressing Boundary Lanes 384 2645 LF $750,545 £150,109 $112 582 837,527 $37527 31,088,291
R-20C Ferart Ranch Rd, Bridge Struclura in Village 7 Lanes 384 1| EA 5$820,128 164,025 $123,018 $41,006 £41,008 31,189,151
R-Z1A SR 85 Bypass - Joiner Parioway Lanes 384 OjLF -
R-21B SR 65 Bypass - Joines Parkway Lanes 546 OjLF -
R-22 Joinar Padowvay - SR 65 (old) Lanes 384 CILF -
Sublolaj $1,570,670 $314,134 52356801 $78,534 573,534 $2,217,472
Ferrari Ranch Road
R-23A SR 65 - Ferrari Ranch Read Oridge Lanes 344 QjLF -
R-238 Ferrar Ranch Rd. 8ridge - SR 183 Lanes 284 4430[LF $1 588,365 $317,272 $237,955 $78.218 $79.318 52,300,230
R-23C Femad Ranch Rd. Bridge Slrutture Lanes 384 GIEA =
R-230 Secfion "B" - 1/2 of median landscaping $346,626 $69,325 851,904 $17,331 $17.30 $502 606
Subtotal $1.932,991 $386,598 $289,949 396,650 596,650 §2,802,837
indusinal Bivd,
R-24 SR 65 - Twelve Bridges Drive (270 DA Segment 8) 3 142 Lanes S710LF 52,373,138 5474627 3355,970 3118657 $116,657 $3,441,048
R-28A  |Tweive Biidges Drive - Athens Rd. {270 DA Segment C) 3 112 Lanes BADjLF $498.712 389,342 £74.507 $24,826 524,836 $720,232
H-258 {270 DA Segmeni O} L.anes 1-4 224311 51,810,483 $182 097 3286572 395,524 $55.524 $2.770,208
R-25C (270 DA Segment G) 3 1/2 Lanes 350, LF $555,148 $111,030 $83.272 327,757 §27.757 £B04 985
Subtotal $5,335,478 $1,067,096 $800,322 $266,174 $266,774 $7.736,443
Twelve Bridges Drive
R-268 SR-85 - Indusfrial Blvd. Lanes 344 825iLF $416,879 583,276 352,532 £20.844 320,844 3604,475
Subfotal 5416,873 383,376 §62,532 $20.844 $20,844 §604.475
Sierra College Blvd,
Ra? SR-$03-tnterelHa-80 Lanes3&d QiR
£ast Avenue
B8 SRS Lanos-344 OiEE — — - - — —
12th Street
R-294 East-Ang—HorAsoR-Ave: Eansed&4 EIES - e - — — -
[R-20B Last Ave - SR 85; “Gladding Parkway” 2 Lanes BIS0[LF §4,14% 800 3628.360 §621.270 207,090 £207,035 $6,005,610
R-28C SR 65 Dvercrossing to Nicolaus Rd. 7 Lanes TO0|LF $742 451 5148,490 5111,368 $£37,123 237,122 51,075,554
Subtolad 54,884,251 $G476,850 §732,628 3244,213 $244,213 $7,062,164
Hardson Ave
R-30 Fth-S-Neh-Gity-Limils-(MoSaudney-Read) Lases 384 [k - - - - - -
TOTAL ROADWAYS $32,1682,407 $5,725,089 $4,293, 817 31,431,272 51,431,272 45043858
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Table B-5

Delailed Transportation Costs
20% 15% 5% 5%
20t2 Desigaf Construction
Project Praject Corntingency Environmental Managasmant 2012 Tota!
o, Praject Description Lancs Qty tini Cosl Mark Up Mark Lip Mark Up PM Mark Up Project Cost
Traffic Signals & Street Reconstruction
Retonstruction for Additional Capagity/Traffic Signal; Reconstruction { R}, Traffic Signa! Improvemeni {15}
R-31 131, 5th, 6th, 7t Micolaus Rd. & Tralfic Signals
R-31A 1st 5t R G{EA -
R-31B__ [3h St R GIEA -
jR-31C__ Jeth st R TiEA §135.800 327,000 390,250 36,750 56,750 $155.750
R-31D 7lh 51 R OIEA hod
R-31E HNicolaus Rd. - 7th Street lo O Street R GIEA b
R-31F Nicalaus Rd. - © Slreef to Joiner Parkway R O|EA =
R-31G___|Nicolsus Rd. - Joiner Parkway fo L akasids R 0;EA -
R-31H Micalays Rd. - Lakeside {0 Aviafion Bivd. R G{EA b
RIH T [Hisshus-Rd—Aviation lo Apor-Ri—{Combinat wih 155} R 3[EA
R-314 Venlure Drive - McClain to Aviafion R 3200{LF $837 450 $231,800 $173.850 357 650 $57,950 1,158,000
Signals: Reconstruction { R} , Taffic Signal Improvement {T5)
R-31K SR 65 @ 18t St TS OjEA b
R-31L_ ISR B2 (@ 6t 51 TS D{EA -
R-31M SR 65 @ 61k St s 1]EA $135,000 327,000 $20,250 $6,750 $6,750 3195,750
R-31HN $R 85 @ 7th Bt 18 0/EA =
R-21C SR 65 @& Gladding Road 1s 1lEA 200,600 540,000 330,000 510,000 §$10,0600 $290,000
R-317 East Avenue @ 7tk 5t 18 11EA 135,000 27,000 $20,250 6,750 6,750 185,750
R-31Q Easl Avanue @ 121h St 15 1]EA 135,000 7,000 520,250 6,750 6.7 50 185,750
R-GIR 12 St @ McCourtney s 1EA 135,000 27,000 20,250 6,750 8,750 195,750
R-318 Nicolaus Rd. @ Alrport Rd. T8 HEA 200,000 0,600 30,000 510,000 310,002 250,000
R-31T Joiner Paskway north of Nicolaus Rd, is irleA 135,600 27,000 20,250 $6,750 6,750 195,750
R-31U SR 193 @ D Stree! TS 1:EA 135,080 $27,000 20,250 56,750 $6,750 185,756
R-31V Fiddyment Road Recansiruction R 1EA 547,250 199,000 $148,250 $45,750 349,750 $295 000
R-31W__[Moore Road - Village 7 1o Fiddyment Road R 5000 LF 781,000 284,000 $213,000 71,000 71,000 $1,420.000
kﬁ-sm Nelson Lane - [nlerchange fo Nicofaus Rd R 41004LF 800,250 281,000 5218250 72,750 72,150 $1,455,000
R-31Y  jNeison Lane - Bridgs [ fEA 275 006G $100,000 575,000 25,000 25,000 $500,000
Subtotal §4,385,950 $1,374 800 $1,031,100 $343,700 $343,700 37,478,250
Traffic Signals:
R-32 Aprit 1888 PFE (8 Signals)
R-3ZA Joiner Parkway @ 15! Sireef DIEA =
R-328 Jairer Parioway (@ 3rd Street GlEA -
R-32C  _ |Joiner Parkway @ 5th Sireat DIEA bt
R-320 Joiner Parkway (@ Nicolays Road BiEA =
R-32F Nicolaus Road @ Lakeside HEA $250,000 $506.000 337,500 512,500 312,500 5262 500
R-32E |Lakeske o Venlue 1[EA
R-320 Nicolaus Road @ Avialion Bivd. f|EA $200,006 $40,000 §$30,000 510,000 310,000 $250,000
R-32H Avialion Bivd. & Venture 1IEA 5135000 $27.000 320,250 36,750 $6,750 5185750
R-33 Joiner Paskway at Fermar Ranch Rd. QIEA -
Lincaln Parkway al Stering Parkway Cennectar OlEA -
Lincolp Parkway at Del Webb Bivd. Nodh 1{EA 3270 000 $54,000 $40.560 313,500 213,500 3381500
SR 193 at Femran Ranch Road 1]EA 3$270,000 554,000 $40,500 $13,500 £13,500 $3681,500
JRAT SR $52 at East Ave. O[EA s
R-3BA Sit 193 at Slera College Bivd, 1iEA 270,000 554,000 $40,500 $13,500 313,500 381,500
R-388 SR 193 at Oak Tree Lana 1EA 200,000 40,000 30,000 10,000 $10,000 290,000
R-39 Ferrari Ranch Rd. al Ingram Parkway 1{EA 200,000 40,000 39,600 10,000 $10.000 280,000
R-40 Lincoin Parkway at Del Webb Bivd. South tHEA 270,000 54,000 40,500 13,500 13,500 $381,500
HA41 Lincoln Parkway at Twelve Bridges Dr. 1iEA 280,000 56,000 542 040 514,000 14,000 3406000
R-42 Twalve Bridges Dr. at Sleet A HEA . ==
R-43 Twelve Bridges Or. af Induslrial Bivd. 1|EA 3280,000 556,000 $42,000 $14,000 514,000 5406 000
H-44A Femar Ranch Rd. @ 0.28 Mie sn. Of SR 65 Bypass Inlerchange OIEA - - - - - o
R-448 Ferrasd Ranch Rd. @ AA Straet 1EA bt
IRAIC Ferrari Ranch Rd @ Sarrento Parkway 11EA $200,08C $40.90G $30,000 510,000 §10,000 $.290,000
R-44D Ferrad Ranch Rd @ Cenlrai Boulevard 1iEA £200,000 $40,000 530,000 $10,000 316,000 $200,880
45 #en’aﬁ Ranch Rd. at SR 65 QiEA
Subtotal $3.025,600 $605,000 $453,750 $151,250 $151,250 54,386,250
Total Traffic Signals 37416950 31,879, BGO 31,404,850 $494,950 §49.4, 056 $71,865,500
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Table B-5

Detailed Transportation Costs
20% 18% 5% 5%
Mz Designé Construttion
Project Praject Contingency Environmental Management 2012 Yotal
No. Praject Description Lanes Qty Unit Cost Mark Up Mark Up Mark Up PM Mark Up Project Cost
Interchanges
SR 65 Bypass |nterchanges
R-46 Inlarchange at Nelson Lane TEA - - - - - -
R-47A  [Femar Ranch Rd. - Phase i GiEA $3,692 855 33,652,855
R-478 Ferrad fanch Rd - Phase i 1EA $1,650,000 £500,000 $450.000 £150,000 $150,000 $3,000.000
R47C___{Femar Ranch Rd - Landscapmg 1[EA $275.000 $100,000 $75.000 $25.000 $25,000 3500,000
R-48A Twelve Bridges Drive - Phage | OEA -
R-488 Twelve Bridges Drive - Phase i] Q Q £1,320,000 £480 00D $360,000 £120,000 $120.000 $2 400,000
R-48C Twelve Bridgas Drive - Landscaping 0 o $154.000 356 000 $42.000 $14.000 $14.000 $280,000
Total inferchangas 17,091,855 $1,236,060 $927,600 $309,000 $309,000 §$9,872 B55
Transit
R-49 Vehiclos 1EA 31.420,000 520,000 $3580,000 §130,000 $4230,000 $2,600,000
R-50 Bus Barn 1|EA §350 849 130,854 308 141 $32.714 532,714 $654.271
Total Transit $1.769,849 $650,554 $455,141 $162,714 $162,714 $3.254 271
Twelva Bridges
Twelve Bridges Or,
R-51A Interchangs - Colonnada Drive Lanes 2 8 4 OfLF -
R-51B Interchange - Colonnade Drive Llenes 548 G{LF -
R-52 Coloanada Drive - Lincoln Parkway Lanes 3 & 4 ClLF —
hﬁ'-ﬁa Lincoln Parkway - West 5,500 LF lanes 3 &4 OiLF -
Subtotal
Sella Breaze Dtiva
B84 Z000-LF anesd-5-4 ZO0GLE
Traffic Signals
R-SBA 12 Bridges Dr. @ Eastridge DCr. OlEA -
R-588 12 Bridges Brive @& South Creek Drive OIEA -
R-96C 2 Bridges Dr. @s idge Bive, 1|EA $200,000 $40,00C §30,000 $10.000 $10.000 280,000
R-56D _ |Stonerdge Slvd, & Del Webb Blvd. TIEA $200,000 $40,000 $30,000 $10,800 310,000 $290,000
[REBE__|C Drive () Befia Sreeze Drive OJEA - o - - -
R-S6F Lincoln Parkway @ Figldslons Drive 1lEA $200,000 §40,000 30,000 £10,000 $10.000 $2490 000
R-86G Lincoln Parkway @ Bella Breeze Drive 1EA $200,000 $40,0G0 $30.000 £10.000 $10,000 $280,000
R-86H SR 65 @ Sterdling Parkway O{EA — — . - g
R-561 Ferrad Ranch Rd. @ Sun City Blvd. 1[EA $200,000 £40,000 $30,000 $10,000 510,000 $280,000
Total Twolve Bridges 51,000,000 $200.000 $150,008 350,000 350,000 $1,450,000
Bridges
R5E SR-303 364 —
=53 o FE=-Sizaal EA —
A58 Extonsion-of 0" Sireet +EA -
6 &o Highway B5—Yideringto-A-Lanat. HIEA
TOTAL TRANSPORTATION $49,455,061 $9,791,744 §7,342,808 52,447,936 32,447,936 571,486,484

Page B-8



Supplemental Information

Prepared by the City






CITY OF LINCOLN

Public Facilities Element
Fee Program
Nexus Study Update

Supplemental Information related to the
Goodwin Consulting Group draft report
Dated Movember 7, 2011

Prepared by the City of Lincoln

Page C-1




Table of Contents

Description of Changes to 2006 Projects
Transportation
Wastewater
Reclaimed Water
Water

Drainage
Exhibit A — Traffic Volumes {(DKS Assoc.)

Transportation Project List

Wastewater Project List
Reclaimed Water Project List

Water Project List
Drainage Project List

Description of Community Service Fees

Description of Credits Earned

Draft Facilities Maps
Transportation
Wastewater
Reclaimed Water
Water

Page 1
Page 3
Page 3
Page 4
Page 5
Page 6
Page 8
Page 12
Page 13
Page 14
Page 16

Page 17
Page 19
Page 20
Page 21

Page 22
Page 23




2011 PFE UPDATE
Description of Changes to 2006 Projects

The 2011 PFE Update included the review of all the projects included in the
Master PFE Improvement List. The review verified the project’s necessity to
adequately serve future development included in the study based on constructed
infrastructure to date. The descriptions below are for projects that were deleted,
deferred to future development or added. These descriptions do not include
projects that were modified to improve the current description. For example,
projects could be split info more detailed components, combined for simplification

or the proposed alignment may have changed.

TRANSPORTATION

DELETED PROJECTS:

R-2B
R-16B

R-17

R-18B
R-32F

R-28
R-29A
R-30

R-54

R-87

Lanes §& 6  Joiner Parkway — Nicolaus Road to 1% Street

Lanes 5 & 6  Nicolaus Road — Intersection Imp. at Joiner Parkway
The traffic study completed for the General Pian (Exhibit A} projected that
Joiner Parkway from Nicolaus Road to 1* Street and Nicolaus Road from
Joiner Parkway to Airport Road will only require 4 traffic lanes.

Lanes 3 &4  Nicolaus Road -~ Joiner Parkway to “0O” Street
The traffic study completed for the General Plan (Exhibit A} projected that
Nicolaus Road from Joiner Parkway to O Street will only require 2 traffic lanes.

Lanes 3 &4  Lakeside Drive — Venture Drive to Highway 65
Traffic Signal Lakeside Drive and Venture Drive

The extension of Lakeside Drive from Venture Drive to Highway 65 is not
economically feasible since this area is designated as Open Space. The

refated traffic signal is not necessary without the extension.

Lanes 3&4  East Avenue — SR 193 to 12" Street

Lanes 3&4 12" Street — East Avenue to Harrison Avenue

Lanes 3&4  Harrison Avenue ~ 12" Street to North City Limits
The traffic study completed for the General Plan (Exhibit A) projected that

these sireets will only require 2 traffic lanes.

lanes 3&4  Bella Breeze Drive
This street has been designed and approved as a 2 lane roadway.

Bridge SR 183

Alf costs associated with the replacement of this bridge are shown in the
Drainage PFE, project Dr-3d.
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R-58

Bridge Extension of E Street
The construction of this project is cost prohibitive. The current alternative is to
construct enhancements with the replacement of the Highway 85 bridge for

NV, bike and pedesirian traffic.

DEFERRED PROJECTS:

R-3B
R-4B
R-5B
R-6C

R-12B

R-46

Lanes 5& 6  Joiner Parkway — 1% Street to Moore Road
Lanes 8§ & 6  Joiner Parkway ~ Moore Road to Ferrari Ranch Road
Lanes 5& 6  Joiner Parkway — Ferrari Ranch Road to 65 Overcrossing

Lanes 5 & 6  .Joiner Parkway — 65 Overcrossing to Sterling Parkway
The traffic study completed for the General Plan (Exhibit A) projected that
Joiner Parkway from 1% Street to Sterling Parkway requires 4 traffic fanes for
development included in this PFE study and 6 lanes for build-out, The PFE
studies applicable ta future villages will include these improvements,

Lanes 8& 8  Highway 85 - Auburn Ravine Bridge to SR 65 Bypass

The traffic study completed for the General Plan (Exhihit A) projected three
different requirements for this roadway; (1) from the Auburn Ravine Bridge to
Ferrari Ranch Road requires 4 traffic lanes, (2) from Ferrari Ranch Road to
Sterling Parkway 4 lanes are required with this PFE study and 8 lanes for build-
out, and (3) from Sterling Parkway to the SR 65 Bypass 6 lanes are required
with this PFE study and build-cut. The PFE studies applicable to future villages

will include the deferred improvements.

Interchange SR 65 at Nelson Lane

The current PFE study includes improvements to Nelson Lane (R-31X and R-
31Y) to previde adequate transportation requirements. Construction of an
Interchange at Nelson Lane is related to future development beyoend thig siudy,

ADDED PROJECTS:

R-208
R-20C
R-44D

R-3TW
R-31X
R-31Y

R-44C

Lanes 3 & 4 Ferrari Ranch Road - Moore Road to Lincoln Crossing
Bridge 2 lanes of the Ferrari Ranch Road Bridge in Village 7

Traffic Signal Ferrari Ranch Road @ Central Blvd.
These projects were added based on the current infrastructure plans of Village
7 developments.

Reconstruction of Moore Rd - Village 7 to Fiddyment Rd
2 Lanes Recanstruction of Nelson Lane — Bypass to Nicolaus Rd

Bridge Nelson Lane Bridge Reconstruction
Based on the developments included in the PFE study and the realignment of
Highway 65, these improvements are necessary to provide an adequate and

safe traffic system.

Traffic Signal Ferrari Ranch Road @ Sorrento Parkway
The signal was included in the Sorrento Development Agreement.

2 Lanes
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WASTEWATER

The 2011 Update implements the Treatment Component costs on a per EDU basis.
A separate analysis was completed and calculated a $4,300 per EDU cost to
expand the existing WWTRF. The Wastewater PFE Fee will include this amount.

DELETED PROJECTS:

Ss-13A Gravity sewer 12 Bridges Pump Station to Lincoln Bivd.
Ss-13B Gravity sewer Lincoln Blvd. to Casino

Ss-13C Gravity sewer Casino to WWTRF
This project would require the participation and support of the Casino and

property owners along Athens Avenue, which currently does not exist. The
costs to construct a gravity sewer from the 12 Bridges Pump Station to Lincoln
Blvd. currently exceed the benefits of eliminating the pump station.

RECLAIMED WATER

DELETED PROJECTS:

RW-11A 18" Pipe Ferrari Ranch Rd. ~ Moore Road to L/C Boundary
The current construction plans for Lewis Communities (Village 7) includes a 12°
pipeling along this alignment. In addition to serving their development, this
pipeline will connect the existing 18" force main and the existing 8" pipeline in
Lincoln Crossing. There are no PFE credits applicable to the 12" pipeline.

RW-118B 18" Pipe Ferrari Ranch Rd. - L/C Boundary to SR 65 Bypass
SunCal has constructed an 8" pipeline along this alignment. Future connections
include the 12" pipeline to be constructed by Lewis Communities and an 8" -12”
pipeline to be constructed by the Sorrento project. The future pipeline
constructed by the Sorrentoe project will connect the existing 18" force main and
the existing 8” pipeline in Lincoln Crossing. There are no PFE credits

applicable to the future Sorrento pipeline.

RW-14  RBPS Pump Ferrari Ranch Road
The additional pump would have been installed at the WWTRF. With the

elimination of a portion of the original proposed system, this additional pump is
not required.

RW-15 24” Pipe Athens Avenue — MRF to Livingston Concrete

RW-16 24" Pipe Athens Avenue ~ Livingston Concrete to Lincoln Blvd,
RW-17 10” Pipe Lincoin Blvd. — Athens Avenue to Rio Bravo Plant
RW-18 10" Pipe Lincoin Blvd. - Rio Bravo Plant to Formica

RW-19a 127 Pipe Lincoln Blvd. ~ Athens to 12 Bridges Drive

This portion of the original proposed system was ta coordinate with the
proposed wastewater services for this area. With the elimination of the South
Lincoln Sewer Project (Ss-13 above), these improvements are no longer

required.
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RW-25A
RW-25B
RW-26A
RW-26B
RW-27A
RW-278

6" Pipe SR 65 — Twelve Bridges south to City Limit
4” Pipe SR 65 — Twelve Bridges south to City Limit
SR 65 - Twelve Bridges north to Ferrari Ranch Road

8” Pipe
4" Pipe SR 65 — Twelve Bridges north to Ferrari Ranch Road
§" Pipe SR 65 — Ferrari Ranch Road north to Moore Road

4” Pipe SR 65 — Ferrari Ranch Road north to Moore Road
This portion of the originaf proposed system was to provide services to the SR
65 median and frontage landscaping. The reclaimed water system was not
included in the design and planning for the SR 65 Bypass project. It would he

cost prohibitive fo construct this project.

WATER

DELETED PROJECTS:

W-23 24" Bipe Crossing Highway 65

W-24 18" Pipe Highway 65 Crossing (W-23) north along RR

W-26 18” Pipe From RR alignment (W-24) fo Joiner Parkway
The updated analysis of the water system and proposed use of reclaimed
water indicated that this pipeline alignment was no longer required. The
afignment inciuded the open space along the northern edge of the Foskett
Ranch Regicnal Park, which would be cost prohibitive.

W-43 18” Pipe Crossing Auburn Ravine - O Street to Lincoln Crossing
The updated analysis of the water system and proposed use of reclaimed
water indicated that this pipelfine alignment was no fonger required, The
alignment included the crossing of Auburn Ravine and some open space,
which would be cost prohibitive,

W-48 18" Pipe South from 18”7 WWTRF pipeline

The updated analysis included the locations of the Fiddyment Well and the
Moore/Nelson Well and their related connecting pipelines. Based on the wells
and the proposed water infrastructure by Lewis Communities in Village 7, this
project has been sized to a 16" pipeline. There are no PFE credits applicable to

the 18" pipeline.

DEFERRED PROJECTS:

W-11k
W-111

Well #16

Well #17
Based on the actual production of the four weils constructed and the additional

capacity projected from City Well #2, these 2 wells can be deferred. Tha wells
will be included in the analysis for future villages.
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W-34f Storage 10 MG Tank
Based on the updated analysis of the water system and the water conservation

requirements for new development, a portion of the water storage is deferred fo
future villages,

W-62 18" Bipe Athens Avenue — Lincoln Blvd. to Fiddyment Road

W-63 18" Pipe Fiddyment Road - Athens Avenue to Moore Road
Based on the updated analysis of the water system and the deferral of services
to the properties along Athens Avenue, these pipelines are not required with
the developments included in this PFE update. The pipelines will be included in

the analysis for future villages.

ADDED PROJECTS:

Well #2 oversizing for additional capacity
The City is currently repairing City Well #2 and analysis indicates that it is cost
effective to oversize the well facilities. This oversizing aiong with the other
existing wells production enabled the PFE program fo defer two new wells,

W-11o

DRAINAGE

The projects described beiow are not noted as deleted, deferred or added;
howsver, the City’'s actions in regards to funding the projects results in a

significant savings to the PFE program.

MODIFIED FUNDING SOURCES:

Dr-3b  Bridge Replacement of SR 65 Bridge at Auburn Ravine

Dr-3d  Bridge Replacement of SR 183 Bridge at Auburn Ravine
The City has applied for Federal HBRRP (Highway Bridge Replacement and
Rehabilitation Program) funds for the bridges at SR 65 and SR 193. The
Federal funding would be for 88.53% of the eligible project costs. The PFE
Update cost estimate reflects the City’'s 11.47% share.

Regional Retention — Lakeview Farms Phase 1A
The costs included in the update are for additional improvements to the iand in
developing the retention facility to serve the future development included in this
study. In December of 2008, the City acquired 323 acres to enable the
construction of a retention facility for build-out of the City per the adopted
General Plan. The PFE update reflects a cost of $107 per EDU for the

aquitable share of the acquisition costs.

Dr-4d
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SOLUTIONS
Table 8
Traffic V@iumes Under Vxliage Alternatwe Verses No Pro;ect A!ternatwa Within Lincoln Sphe; e ofInﬂucnce
G{ﬁaﬁways { L0 T Segment - F REFOYR % Daﬂewnce
: ¢‘ ’ - . Villa ; “¥olim - Pcrcem .
o -| Fiom™ _ LT, s . T Differenéd - Increase:
Old SR 65-G 5t Wise Road Gladding 11,700 16,200 4,500 38%
OISR 65-G &t Gladding 7th Strect 11,300 14,500 3,200 28%
R-14 Ol B8R 65-CG &t 7ih Street MeBean Park 16,300 17,600 1,300 8%
Old SR 65- G St MeBean Park Ist Street (2,400 16,100 3,700 30%
Mg SR 65 -G 5t I'st Street Ferrari Ranch 18,106 20,800 2,700 15%
R-12 Old SR 65- G &t Ferrari Ranch Sterling Prkwy 33,300 45,000 12,700 8%
Old SR 65-G St Sterling Prkwy Bypass fiecway 41,000 54,500 13,500 33%
R-24 Industrial Ave. Bypass freeway Twelve Bridges 27,200 41,500 \ 14,300 53%
o R-25 Industrial Ave. Twelve Bridges Suuset Blvd. 28,700 41,200 12,500 44%,
‘:‘% R-14 Aviation Bivd. Venture Drive Nicolus Read 24,200 35,800 L 11,600 48%
2 R-31X Nelson Lane Nicolaus Road Moore Road 27200 32,400 5,200 10%
R-31V Fiddyment Road Moore Road Catlett Road 23,500 40,800 % 2(.,300 994
Fiddyment Road Cailett Road Athens Ave, 22,100 57,300 35,200 159%
R-2 Joiner Parkway Nicolaus Road 5th Street 13,531 29,400 \ 15369 117%
R-3, R4 Lincoln Parkway 15t Street Ferrari Ranch 31700 18,400 6,700 21%
R-5, R-6 Lincoln Parkway Ferrari Ranch Sterling Pricwy 19,300 40,300 21,000 105%
R-7, R-8 Lincoln Parkway Sterding Prkwy Twelve Bridges 17,600 33,900 16,300 93%
R-15A Nicolaus Road Airport Rd Aviation Blvd. 8,600 22,900 X 14,300 1606%
R-158, R-16 Nicolaus Road Avialion Blvd. Joiner Parkway 13,100 26,400 13,300 102%
R-17 Nicolaus Road Joiner Patkway Gladdiog, Prkwy 12,300 15,600 3300 37%
R-20 || Fercari Road Moore Road Bypass freeway 16,262 38,900 i 22,638 139%
R-21 Ferrari Road Bypass frceway Linc¢oln Parkway 42,%00 53,5G0 11,600 20%
R-23 Ferrari Rozd Qid SR 65 - G 5t SR 183 26,300 42 100 15,800 60% .
8850 £al Center Diwe
Suile 346
Saccamento, CA 95828
(915) 382600
(916) 358-1020 bx
O~ e Ohsassoales com

DKS Associates

TRANSPORTATION
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City of Lincoln
Road Improvements

g e e S

Roadways
Jolaer Parkway {Lincoln Parkway)
R-2A Nicolaus Rd - 15! Street (Reimbursement} Lanes 384 |8 14589324 ({3 14089324
R-2B Nicolaus R4 - 1st Sireet Lanes 586 [ 5 -1 $  1613.884 X
R-3A 1st Streel - Moore Rd. {Reimbursement) Lanes3&4 1§ 1673194 |8 1.673.194
R-38 1s! Streel - Moore Rd. Lanes 586 | % -18 126,445 X
R-48 Moara Rd, - Ferrari Ranch Rd. Lanes 5&6 | § -1 % 308,578 X
R-58B Ferrari Ranch Rd. - 65 Qvercrossing Lanes 586 | § 5 412,560 X
R-BA 85 O/C - Sleriing Parkway Connaclor Lanes 182 | § 18 20198801 X
R-68 6§85 Q/C - Sterling Parkway Conneclor Lanes 3&4 1 8 -1§ 3141268 X
R-6C 65 O/C - Sterling Parkway Connaclor Lanes 5&6 | § - 15 2295617 X
R7 Sierling Parkway Conneclor - De! Webb Bivd. Lenes 384 | § -1 3 192867 [ X
R-8 Del Webh Blvd. No, - 12 Bridges Drive Lanes 384 {$ 3,183375({3% 1,104,200
R-g 12 Bridges Drive - Sauth Clty Limils Lanes 384 | & 28085505 639,170
Isubtotal $_B964443 |5 15025.998
State Route (SR 635)
R Gladding Rd. - Ferrar] Ranch Rd. Lanes 182 [ & -8 1135300 X
R-12A _ JAuburn Ravine Bridge - Lincoln Blvd. (Reimbursemeant) Lanes 384 |$% 815744 (5 5875348
R-i28 Auburn Ravine Bridpe - Lincoln Biud. Lanes 586 | § -8 1,784.774 X
[R.13A Lincoin Bypass Local Conlribuiion 3 2500008 250,000
R-138 Bypass Soundwalls 5 782H931% 500,000
Subtotal $ 1,818637{% 9515423
Avlation Bivd.
R-14A ]1 mile norih of Nicolaus Rd. Lanes 384 |8 L) 8250007 X
R-148 “R14A" lo Wise Road 2 lanes & 34270031)% 560,000
Suhtatal $ 3,427,003 '8 1485000
Nicolaus Rd,
R-15A Airpor! Rd. - Avialion 2 lanes $ 336223513 2250800
R-168 ,Lakes!de - Joiner Parkway Inlerseclion Improvements ] -8 843,975 X
R-17 lJainer Parkway - “0" Sires! Lanes 3&4 1§ =15 1,125300 X
[subtotar $ 3,362235]8 47219875
Lakeslde Dr.
R-18A  iNicolaus Rd. - Venfure Drive Lanes 384 |3 -18 466,791 1 X%
R-188  [Veniure Drive - SR -B5 Lanes 384 |8 -18 1932355 X
Subtota)l 3 - 52,393, 186.00
Slats Route (SR} 193
R-19A Ferran Ranch RA. - Qak Tree Lane Langs 384 | $ 2244809 |8 1,000,000
R-198  |Qak Trae Lane - Slafra Collegs Bivd, Lenes 384 [ 8 47231338 (§ 391,433
,Sub(otal 5 696814918 1,351,433 ,
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City of Lincoin
Road lmprovgments

2

Ferrari Ranch Road
R-20A _ [Lincoln Crossing Boundary - SR 65 Bypass Lanes 344 S -i8 385000 | X
R-20B Moose Road 1o Lincoin Crossing Boundary {Village 7} lLanes 384 |5 1,088291138 - X
R-20C _ |Ferrari Ranch Rd. Bridge Struciure in Vidage 7 tanes 3&4 |3 1,189.181 8 - X
Subtotal $ 22774721 % 385,000
Farear] Ranch Roacd
R-238 Ferrari Ranch Rd, Bridge - SR 183 Lanes 3&4 | 5 2300230 | & 1.301.787
R-23D  [Seclion "B" - 1/2 of median [andscaping 3 502608 % 200,000
Subtotal ’ $ 2,802,837]% 1,501,767
Lincoln Bivd, {Industrial Blvd )
R-24 SR 65 - Twelve Bridges Driva {270 DA Segment B) 31/2)anes [ 8§ 3,103245135 1,042,308
R-25A Twelve Bridges Drive - Althans Rd. {270 DA Segment C) 312Lanes 1§ 10731283 200,000
R-258 {270 DA Segment D) Lanes 1-4 | & 2,985002} % 433,847
R-25C {270 DA Segment (3) J1/2Lanes | § B6I0BEI|S 200,000
Subtotal S 8035334 |% 1,875,155
Twelve Bridges Drive
R-26 8R-B5 - Lincola Blvd. lLanes 384 |5 504475153 230,414
Subtolal § 6044758 % 230,414
East Avanue
R-Z8 SR 183 - 121h 5t Lanesd&4 | % K] 839,333 X
Suhtotal S -1 % 839,333
‘12th Street
R-20A  |Easi Ava - Hamison Ave. Lanes 384 15 -15 495,000 X
R-29B _ [Easl Ave - SR §5; "Gladding Parkway"” Lanes 3&4 | § 230781818 3.150.00C
R-28C __{SR 65 Gvercrossing lo Nicolaus Rd. lanes 384 [ 8 342121318 3.856.000
Subtotal 5 5,728,732 |5 7495000
Harrison Ave
R-30 12th S - North City Limils {McCourinay Road) Lanes 2&4 | 8 -18 394, 880 X
Subtolal § -8 384,085
TOTAL ROADWAYS $ 43,989,316 | § 46,760,584
Traffic Signals & Street Reconstruction s '
Reconstructlan for Addilional Capacity/Tratfic Signal: Reconsiructlon { R}, Trufflc Slgnal improvement (TS}
R-31 1st, 5th, Bl 71h, Micalaus Rd. & Traffic Signals
R-31C 6ih St R 3 195,750 | § 118,000
R-31H __ |Nicolaus Rd. - Lakeside g Avialion Blvd, R 3 -5 855,000 X
R-31) Nicolaus Rd. - Avialion to Airport Rd. (Combined with 15A) R 5 § 2,830,000 }
R-31J Venlure Drive - McClain lo Aviation l R S 11590004 5 590,000 f
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City of Lincoin
Road Impravements

1 N i

Signals: Reconstrizclion { R), Traffic Signal Improvement {TS)
R-31M ISR 65 @ 6th 5t TS § 25447518 188,650
R-310 ;SR 65 @ Gladding Road TS § 370001 % 231,000
R-31P IEas! Avenue @ 7ih St TS § 28000053 198,000
R-31Q  jEasi Avenus @ 12th Sl TS $ 20000083 188,000
R-31R 12 51 @ McCourinsy T8 $ 19575018 176,000
R-318 Nicotaus Rd. @ Airport Rd. 18 S 2800001 % 198,000
B-21T Joiner Parkway north of Nicelaus Rd. TS 3 1957501 % 178.000
R-31U SR 193 @ D Sireet 15 $ 290,000 1% 188,000
R-31v Fiddyment Road Reconstruciion R £ 995000 % 850.0600
R-31W__ |Moore Road - Village 7 {o Fiddymeni Road ] & 1.420,000 X
R-31X__ |Naeisen Lane - interchange lo Nicolaus Rd R $ 1,455,000 X
R-31Y  [Nelson Lane - Bridge R $ 500,000 X
Subtatal $ 7,807,726 1§ 7,222,660
Traffls Signals:
R-32 Agril 1988 PFE (8 Signals)
R-320  lJoiner Parkway @ Nicolaus Road $ Bk 188,000 ¢ X
R-32E Nicolaus Road {0 Lakeside 5 362500 % 208,000
R-32F Lakeside &2 Venlure 3 -1 5 176,000 X
R-32G__ {Nicolaus Road @ Aviallori Bivd, § 290000|% 198,000
R-32H Avizlion Bivd, & Vealure 3 1957501 3% 176,000
R-35 Joiner Parkway at Del Webb Blvd. Nordh S 350018 242 000
R-36 SR 193 al Ferrari Ranch Road § 3916005 -
R-38A SR 193 at Slerra Cojlege Bivd. $ 6380008 550,000
R-388 ISR 193 at Oak Tree Lane $ 551,000{% 473.600
R-39 Ferard Ranch Rd. al Ingram Parkway S 2000005 198.000
R-40 Joiner Parkway at Del Webb Blvd. South & 20000078 -
R-41 Jdainer Parkway al Twelve Bridges Dr. 5 4086003
R~43 Twelve Hridges Dr. at Lincoin Bivd. $ 406800015 473,000
R-44C Ferrari Ranch Rd @ Sorrento Parkway 5 400,600 X
R-44D  [Ferrard Ranch Rd @ Central Boulevard % 400,008 X
Suhbtotal $ 5012250 1% 2,833,000
Total Traffic Signals $12,919976 [ 10,115,660
Interchanges
SR 65 Bypass |nierchanges
R-46 Interchange at Nelson Lane 3 -1 % 9,500,000 X
R-47A Ferrari Ranch Rd. - Phage | § 3,482,855 (% 14,500,000
R-478 Ferrar Ranch Rd ~ Phase [ § 3.000,0001% 3,000,000
R~47C __ iFarrar Ranch Rd - Landscaping $ 5000003 500,000
R-488  |Twelve Bridges Drive - Phaze § 240000018 2400000
R-48C:  [Twelve Bridges Drive - Landscaping § 280G0C |3 280.000
Tetal Interchanges £ 9,872,855 % 3p,180,000
Transit B B
R-49 \ahicles 3 280000608 2.354,851
- 1RG0 Bus Bam $ 654271 |38 787,771
Total Trangit $ 325427113 3,152,822 ]

/0
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City of Lincoin
Road Im rovements

S

Beilz Breeze Drive
R-54 7.000 LF Lanes 384 i § 13 894,838 ] X
,Trafﬁc Signals ,
R-56C 12 Bridpes Dr, @ Sloneridge Bivd, $§ 29000G! % 232,000
R.560  [Stoneridge Bivd. @ Del Waebb Blvd. $  250000)% 232,000
R-88F  rJaoiner Parkwey @ Fieldstone Drive 5 2900008 232,000
R-560G }Jniner Parkway (@ Balla Breeze Drive 3 290000]s 232,000
R-561 lFerfarl Ranch R, @ Sun Cily Blvd. 290500 8% 232.000
Total Twelve Bridges 5 1,450,000 § 2,054,838
Bridges o
R-57 SR 193 5 -15  2.400,000
R-58 Exlension of "E” Strept 3 =18 7.200000 X
Tolaf Bridges 3 - | § 9,600,000
% 71,485,417 | $ 101,863,684

TOTAL TRANSPORTATION

//
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City of Lincoln
Wastewater

South Collection System
Ss-10h  |inlerceplor, Lincoln Parkway to WWTRE (DA Reimbursement) varies S 7500008 750,000
8s-13A  |Cravily sewer, 12 Bridges pump sfation {o Linceln Bivd, 3 -1 3 2250000
Ss-13B  [Grayily sewer, Lincoln Bivd. to Casino $ -{ 8 750.0400
S5-13C  [Gravily sewer, Casing to WWTRF b - | § 1,800,000
Subtotal § 750,000 /% 5,280,000
North Collection System
Sn-4 36" In Aviation Blvd. - funding for 18" Pipe {Nole 3} 18" Pipe $ 1650716 | $ 1,887,140
Sn-6 24" between Aviglion & Nic Rd Pump St. 24" Pipe S 508850183 273,465
Sn-8 18" Deep Sewer in tst St Joiner Phwy WWTP 18" Pipe $ -8 200,262 | X
Sn-9 24" Deep Sewer in 5th S4. Joiner Pkwy WWTP 24" Pipe $ -1 8 465,000
Sn-12a__ {30" Chambers Drive extension north te 24" sewer, 3rd St to 5th S1. 30" Pipe $ 187820 [ S -
Sn-12e  |36" In Moore Road, Auburn Ravine to Somranto Development 36" Pipe $ -13 750,000 | X
Sn-12d 138" In Moore Road, Scrrente Development to Village 7 38" Pipe $ 2842001 % 2,700,000
Sn-12e  |36" through Village 7, Moore Rd lo Ferrari Ranch Rd {Note 1) 36" Pipe 3 T72B5161 % -
Sn-14 18" force main, Moore Rd, Auburn Ravins to WWTRF 18" FM 3 - 1§ 1520858 X
Sn-15a  [36” In Nicolaus Road, Aviation Blvd. fo Airpord Rd {Nole 3) 12" Pipe § 1340235 ; § 233,604
Sn-15h  [18" In Adrporl Rd, Nicolaus Rd 1o Airport access (Nole 3) 12" Pipe 3 BBB4G9S | S 955,000
Sn-18 24 Nicolaus Road south to WWTE 24" Pipe 3 138 257,500 X
Sn-18 18" Nicolaus Road, Joiner Parkway ta "C” Street 18" Pipe § 73733513 -
Sn-20a 18 SRB5 to easlern boundary of Gladding Road (Nele 1) 12" Pipe S 19604C [ & 120,000
Sn-20b 18" SR 65 fo pipeling al Nicolaizs Rd and O Streed 12" Pipe § A437320:% 111,750
Sn-21a  [24" 8th Streel, E Strest lo East Avenue 24" Pipe 3 -1 % 513,434 ¢ X
Sn-21b 124" Eas! Avenue, 9th Streef to 12th Stree! 18" Pipe 3 -i 8 516,764 | X
Sn-21¢  [24" 12th Street, East Avenue to McCourinay Rd. 18" Pipe 3 -1 % 4519131 X
Sn-21¢ | 24" McCourtney Rd, 12" Pipe $ 1508001 % 213,210
Sn-22 54" From Nicclaus Road to WWTRF (Note 1) 18" Pipe § 2,926,680 | § 12,372,369
Subtotal $§ 9837169 ]% 23,372,300
Treatment Component o
3.3 to 9.2 mgd WWTRF. Inciuding Reclamation System WWTRF $ -13 70,108,600
WWTRF Expanslon Financing Costs @ 0.235 mullipar $ -8 16,473,500
Subtotal -1 % 86,573,500
Existing Obligations
Existing Infernal Financing $ - $ 1771800 X
WWTRF Cversizing (DA Reimbursement) $ 15000008 1,545.000
Subtotal $ 1,500,000 ;1 % 3,315,600
Off-Selting Revenues - Saie of Exisling Sewer Treatment Plart and Olher Sources | $ (1,928,000} § (10,800,000}

510,159,199

$ 107,712,400

TOTAL WASTEWATER

Notes:
1) Projects are assumed {o be built in new road at time of road conslrustion.

2) 2006 costs do nel medion a mark-up for soft cosls.
3) Unlf cost increased to account for 15 deep pipe.
4j WWTRF Fee in 2011 to be cafcufated separalely, costs not included.
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City of Lincoln
Reclalmed Water

Stage 1 Irrigaﬁon Improvem en!s to Provide Reclaimed Water to Lustutka Site

RwW-1 Reclamation Beoster PS with 3 Puraps 1o Serve Lusiufka [ s - § 476008 | X

Rw.2 24" Fiddymen! Rd, WWTRF to MRF/LandRll 3 - g 300,000 | X

RW-3 Reclamation Slerage frem Farmer Retenlion Site (500 AF) $ 3d.poscoools  3,80000C

Stage 2: Slerra Paclfic Industries, Foskett Ranch, Lincoin High Schoof Pipeline Improvemants

RW-4 18" RBPS o Fxisling 18" 18" Pipa 3 751,680 ] 5 10,000

RW.-5 18" Moore Rd to fulure Hwy B85 bypass (cleaning) 18" Pipe 3 10,006 { § 16,000

RW-6 12" Moore Rd, fulure Hywy 65 bypass te Joiner Parkway 12" Pipe § 27823535 280,000

RW.7 12" Joiner Prwy, Moore Rd to Nicofaug Rd 12" Pipe $ 417800 § 188,000

RW-38 12" Joiner Parkway, Nicolaus Rd To Regional Park 12" Pipe $ - $ 505001 X

RW-9 8" Nicolaus Rd, Joinar Parkway lo Lisrcoln High Schog} 8" Pipe § 44080018 460,000

RW-10 _|Add 2 pumps lo the RBPS RBPSPump |3 200000 (5  300.00D

Stage 3: Lincoin Craossings Pipeline Improvements o

RW-11A (18" Fulure Ferrarl Rench Rd, Muore Rd lo Lincoln Crossing Boundal 18" Fipe g - 3 740,000 X
RW-118 [18" Ferrard Ranch Rd.. LIC Boundary to Hiphway 65 Bypass 3 - 5 740.000 X
RW-12 112" Ferrari Ranch Rd., Exisling Conneci to RW-i1 and RW-15 12" Pipe 3 - 3 10,000 ] X
RW-13 112" Easl Lincalh Pkwy, Moore Rd to Feriari Ranch Ro 12" Pipe $ - $ 500,000 X
RW-14 12" Ferrari Ranch Rd RFBS Pump | 3 ] 10.000 X
Stage 4: Placer County Site (Lastulfka), MRF, Livingston Concrete, Rio Brave RO P!ant Formica Company
RW-15 [12" Athens Ave. MRF to Livingslon Concrele 24" Pipe 3 - 3 960,600 X
Rw-16 [12" Athens Ave, Livingston Concrele to industrial Ave. 24" Pipe 8 - 3 780.000 X
RW-17  110” indusirial Ave, Athens Ave. lo Rio Brava Plant 10" Pige ;8 - 3 490,00 X
RW-18 f 10" ingusirial Ave, Rio Bravo Plant lo Farmica Co. 10" Pips 3 - 3 480,000 X
Stage 5: Turkey Creek Golf Course Plpeline Inmprovements )
RW-18a 112" Indusiriai Ave, Athens Ave lo Twelva Bridges Drive 12" Pipe 3 - $ 510,000 X
RW-20 !}2" Twaive Bridges Dr., Indusirial Ave lo Highway 65 12" Pipe 3 2?1.440 5 340,000

Stage 6: Lincoln Hills Golf Caurse Pipeline Improvements :

RW-21 hz" Fwelve Brides Dy, Highway 65 to Eas! Lincoin Parkway i12Plpe  [§ 670844 {5 G00.000

RW-22 |12" Lincoln Parkway, exisling connec! to RW-23¢ 12" Pipe 5 1,433,760 | $ 10,000

RW-23 112" Lincoln Parkway, RW 23A connecl to Dal Wabb Blvd 12" Pipe | § - 15 710,000 | X
RwW.-24 |15" East Lincoln Parkway, Ferrari Ranch Rd. to Del! Webb Blvg, 24" Pige $ - 8 870,000

Stage 7: Highway 65 Bypass Pipsline improvements : :

RW-25A ’5“ Highway 65., south ko Twelve Bridges Drive 6" Pipe 3 - 5 570,000 X
RW-258 {4" Highway 68, soulh lo Twelve Bridges Drive 4" Pipa 5 - 3 380.00G A
RWL2EA 5" Highway B5, Twelve Bridges [rive {o Fesrard Ranch R4, &" Plpe 3 - 3 500,000 X
RW-268 {4" Highway 65, Twelve Bridges Drive o Ferrari Ranch Rd., 4" Pips b - § 330,000 X
RW-27A (6" Highway 65, Ferrari Ranch Rd. lo Moore Rd. 6" Pipe 3 - 3 430,000 X
RwW-27B 14" Highway 65, Ferrarl Ranch Rd. lo Mocre Rd, 4" Pipe 8 - 3 290,000 X
Rw-28 |Nicolaus Road, Jfoiner Farkway to Waverly 12" Pipe $ _§12.440 & 1.150,000

RwW-29 [Nicolaus Road, Waverly lo Avialion Bivd, 8"Pipe $ 310,880

TOTAL RECLAIMED WATER 5 B,488,81% | & 16,478,500
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City of Lincoln

Water

W-1a SCADA System SCADA 5 354816 (& 271,621
W-1b Tank Improvements/Res. No. 2 3 . § 130,080 | X
W-5h 18" Twelve Bridge Dr., interchange - Lincoin Bivd. (oversizing) Ovarsize 18" | § 21.750 { 8 20,800
W-10b 16" Hwy 65, Auburn Ravine - 1s1 Street {100%) 16" Pipe 3 - § 156,000 | X
W-1t Waells with conveyance lines; groundwater & water distribution analysis
W-11e  [Well 10 Well $ 2610000 |5 2580760
W-111 Weill #11 Well $ 261000018 2,580,760
W-11g  [weli #12 Well $ 2610000 | % 2580760
W-11h Well #13 Well 3 2610600135 2 580,760
W-11i Well #14 Weil § 2610000(% 2580760
W-11j Well #15 Welt § 2810000!% 2,580,760
W-11k  [Well#16 Waeil 3 - § 2,580,780
W-111 Well #17 Well 3 - $ 2,580,760
W-11m_ |Groundwater Analysis 3 - $ 1083000 X
W-11n_ fWatsr Distribution Analysis $ - 5 234,000 X
W-110  |Well #2 (City) - oversizing for additional capacity Well Oversize | $ 7250004 % -
W-13b 30" B8R 193 - Oakiree Lane (100%) 30" Pipe $ - % 247,000
W-13c_ (24" South down Oaklree Lane 24" Pipe $ - 3 225,862 X
W-13d 38" South down Oakiree Lane - Funding for 30" (see Note 2) 30" Pipe $ 330,600 (% 208,350
W-13e 42" South Down Oakiree Lana (100%:) 42" Pipe 3 1,436,800 % 686,400

aakl 24" Connecling W-13E to W-13C along Oaktree Lane (100%) 24" Plipg 3 49,300 | § 790,408

. W-17b  [35" SR 193 lo Auburn Ravine (see Note 2) Oversize 24" | § 165300 8 208,000
W-18 38" Auburn Ravine north to Virginiatown Rd. (see Nole 2) Oversize 24" | § 5220018 208.000
W-10s2 |24" Buckboard lo Liberty Lane 24" Pipa 3 - 3 144,000 X
W-18a4 [18" Easl of Lincoln Highlands {gversizing} Oversize 18" |1 § 10875 | § -
W-18b1 ;24" East Avenue 1o Gladding Rd. (oversizing) (see Nole 2} Overgize 24" | § 5220013 256,000
W-16b2 |24 East Avenue {o Gladding Rd. (see Noie 2) 24" Pipe 3 568,400 | 3 -
W-22 24" Hwy 85 from Gladding Rd. north (100%) (see Ncfe 2) 24" Pipe 8 406.000 | § 428,000
Wh23 24" Crossing Pwy 65 24" Pipe 3 - 3 85,800
W-24 18" Hwy 85 Crossing north/southside RR (100%) 18" Pipe ] - 3 548,000
W25 18" North of Gladding Rd., wes! lo Nic. Rd. {100%) 18" Pipe 3 978,750 1 § 702,000
W-25 18" frem RR 1o Joiner Parkway (100%) 18" Pipe ] - 3 234,000
W-27at 124" Joiner Parkway. 15! lo 5th (100%) 24" Pipe § 483,000 % 425000
W-27a2 124" Joiner Parkway, 5th o Nig, Rd. {100%) 18" Pipe ] 435,000 [ § -
W-27¢ 118" Joingr Parkway, south from Venture & Lakeside Dr. 18" Pipe § - g 2488001 X
W-28 18" Venture, McClain to Aviaticn Blvd. {100%) 18" Pipe 3 804,750 | § 104,000
W-31a 36" Twelve Bridoes Dr, Village 18 Tie In fo Camino Verdera {100%) 38" Pipe $ EB74975 % 574,310
W-21b 130" Twelve Bridges Dr., Village 18 Tle In foexisting 14™ {100%) 30" Pipe 3 - 3 425458 | X
wW-31ce 30" Replace 14" line acrass Open Space 1o Village 19 (100%) 38" Pipe b - $ 321,100 X
W-31d 30" Replace 14" fine through Village 19 (100%) 30" Pipe $ - 3 2825681 X
W-31e 30" Replace 14" line, Viliage 19 fo City Tank Site (100} 30" Pipe $ - $ 359632 | X
W-32 36" Twelve Bridges Dr. {W-31a) o City Pond Site (100%) 36" Pipe § 7153818 718,673
W.37 18* Maore Rd., W-36 Walerline to Well #9 18” Pipe 5 - 3 55,1860 b3
wW-38 18" Moore Rd, Weil #9 {o Nelson Lane QOversize 18" 1 3 10,8751 § §6,160
W-39 18" Nelson Lane, Moore Rd. - Nic. Rd. {oversizing) Quersize 18" | § 2327251 § 222 560
W-40 18" Aviaticn Bivd., Nic Rd. - Venture Dr. 18" Pipe S 7512501 % 72,800
W-41 18" Airpor Rd., Nic Rd. {o airport crossing north 18" Pipe 3 870,000 1 % 83,200
W-42 lw** Nic Rd., Aviation Bivd. - Airport Rd. 18" Pipe $ 113100008 108,160

/Y
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City of Lincoln
Water

G

31,200

1} Under 18" are developer's rasponsibifity - PFE Policy 2-14. Gversizing is difference in cost from 16" pipe fo size indicated,
2) Projecls arg assumed to be build in the new road at the time of road consiruction and as such have a reduced per LF cost,

3) A 30% mark up was used in 20086.
4} Unit costs for wetiand crossing are increased by 50%.
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W-43 18" Auburn Ravine crossing io O St 18" Pipe $ - 3
W-44 24" East Avenug, SR 183 - 12th SL 24" Pine 3 - § 332,800 [ X
W-45 18" betwaen Nelsan Lans and Moore Rd. {oversizing) {see Note 2) Cversize 18" 1§ 115275 ([ % 110,240
W-47a 18" Moare Rd.. south of W-46 line 18" Pipe 3 - 3 16,6407 X
W-47h 18" Moore Rd., south of W-47 line {oversizing) Cversize 18" | § 17,400 3 16,640
W-47¢c 18" south of W-47b line (oversizing) {see Nele 2) Oversize 168" | § 43,500 | § 41.600
W-48 18" south from 18" WWTRF line (W-60) {aversizing) Oversize 18" ; § - § 52,400
W-48a 18" from Viliage 7 across open space {o W-49b {100%) (see Note 4} 18" Pipe $ 1305000 |8 140,400
W-48¢ 18" from W-49B, under RR to Lincoln Blvd. (100%) t8" Pipe 3 348,000 § § 26,000
W-50 18" Lincoln Bivd., RR Crossing south o Twelve Bridges Dr. (oversizey Cversize 18 | § 47.85C | § 45,760
W-51 18" Lincoln Blvd,, Twelve Bridges Dr. fo Alhens Rd, {oversize) Qvergize 18" 1 § 978751 % 93,600
W56 PRS - 30" line to 10 Mg Tank, sile #1 (100%) 30" Pipe $ 158413 (% 455,000
W-58A 18" from W-8 pipeline fhrough vpan space to Viliage 16 (106%) 18" Pipe § 369,750 | % 702,000
W-58B 18" Tweive Bridges Village 10 {see Note 2) Cversize 18" 1 § 78300
W-59 PRS - 18", Twelva Bridges southern area {100%) 18" Pipe § - 8 2275001 X
W-60 18" WWTRF from W-36 18" Pipe ) - 5 2730001 X
W-61 18" McCouriney Rd., norh of Virginiatown Rd. {100%) 18" Pipe 5 - b 156.000 ] X
W-62 18" Athens Road, Lincoin Blvd, {o Fiddyment Rd. {100%) 18" Pipe 3 - $ 1872000
W-63 18" Fiddyment Rd., Athens Rd. lo Moore Rd. (100%) 18" Pipe 3 - 3 1,580,000
W-64 18" Lincoln Bhvd. RR Crossing north fo Joiner Parkway 18" Pipe 5 1,305000 % 124 8G0
W-65 Metering Station @ City Pond site 100% $ 848208 /5§ 660,000
W-66 Metering Station @ Alhens Rd. 100% 5§ 42410415 325,000
Storage Tanks
W-34c 10 Mg Tank Tank $ 11,479,167 | § 9,500,000
W-34d 10 Mg Tank Tank $ 11,479,167 | § 9,500,000
W-34e 10 Mg Tank Tank 3 11,478,167 | 3 9,500,600
W.34f 10 Mg Tank Tank 3 - $ 9,500,000
TOTAL WATER $ 66,241,122 |$ 76,998,633
NOTES:

/5




City of Lincoln

5 e e R
Reglonal Dralnage Improvements
D1 Flood Warning System 1 EA |3 148750 (3 128,014
Dr-Za Slomwaler Managementi Plan - Phase [ 4] EA |5 - & 186,032 b4
Cr-2b Stormwaler Managemant Plan - Phase il 1 EA 5 3000008 300.600
Pr-3a Auburn Ravine Flondwall {Reimbursement) G EA 1§ 385367[5 1.813.046
Dr-3b SR 65 Auburn Ravine Britdge 1 EA & 780683,8% 5188883
Dr-3c New Culverts Scuth of Moore Rd @ Lincain Parkway a EA |5 - $ 80,289 | X
Or-3d SR 1583 Auburn Ravine Sridoge 1 EA |5 805194 : 8 5.038.200
Dr-3e Overllow Weir for Channeling to Ingram Slough (Reimbursement) 0 EA {5 1608131% 187.308
Dr-3f Ingrem Stough - Orchard Creek Return Channet a EA 13 - & 1007674 X
Dr-4a Auburn Ravine, Phase 1 [Ralimbursament) 3587 AF 1S5 1609316 (8% 1,804,322
Dr-4d Lakeview Farms, Phase 1A 850 AF 18 4280000 & 21.000.000
Dr-4e Gredit for Reclamation Slorage {Due from Wastewaler PFE} 1 EA |3 (2,775,238){ & {4,523,672)
Dr-ag NLMP, Pelenlion Phase 1-160 acre Fes! 100 AF 15 1000000 | % 1.000,00C
Or-7a Auburn Ravine {Analysis & Repairs) 1 EA [§ 8000008 A00.008
Or-7h Markham Ravine {Analysis Only) 1 EA |5  BOGOCD | S 96,000
i Subtotal $ B,355,879 | § 33.890,697
Narth Drainage Improvements o
Dn-1 Markham Ravine RR/Mwy Crossing 1 EA | & 47034015 402,000
Dn-2 “0" Strast Oralnage mprovemsnts 1 EA |3 B67480] % 485.000
Dn-3 7th Sireg! Drainage Improvements 1 Ea |5 107055008 915,000
Dn-42 Glzdding Parkway 1 EA {$ 2152800(S 1,840,000
Dn-4b Markham Ravine - FEMA Update 1 EA 15 210600185 180.000
Sublotal $ 4471740 1% 3,822000
South Drainage Improvements o
s~ SPRR Bridge Ingram Siough {Reimbursement) 1 EA |3 4584451 % 638,207
Ds-2 SR 65 Struclure Ingram Slough {Relmburszment) 1 EA 1§ 477852]% 956,334
Ds.6 CGiean Hwy 193 Bridge 1 EA |3 - $ 76,829 X
Ds-7 Clean Hwy 65 Bridge & RR Bridge 1 EA [3 “ 3 76528 X
Ds-8 Clean Auburm Ravine Joiner Phwy/SR 183 1 EA 1§ - $ 62,311 X
Subtotat § 946,297 | $ 1,548,910
TOTAL DRAINAGE $13,777,916 | § 133,261,607
Noles:

1. Updaled projec! cosls prepared hy the Clty,
2. 2008 cosls included & 30% mark up.
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2011 PFE UPDATE
Description of Community Service Fees

The PFE studies completed in 1898, 2002 and 2008 were based on the previous
General Plan and included six Community Services Fees in the PFE program. Each fee
was based on assumptions described in the General Plan to meet specific service
levels. The current General Plan uses the same assumptions, which have been applied

in the 2011 update for consistency and compliance.

The 2011 PFE Update includes the former General Plan, plus the Lincoln 270 project
and Village 7 ("Additional Areas”). The total estimated population for these areas is
60,787. The Fire Fee includes Village 1 since the area will primarily be served by Fire

Station #33, located at McBean Park Drive.

Police
The permanent Police Headquarters currently planned to be located at 2000 Flightline

Drive has been designed, hut not constructed. The City acquired the 71,948 square foot
building in 2005 to serve as the Police and Fire department headquarters. The City sold

30 year bonds to purchase the building and adjacent land.

The 2011 PFE Update indicates that a total of 65,544 square feet is required to serve
the existing residents and future development included in the study. The capacity
beyond this area is excluded from this study and will be included in future fee programs.

With the construction of three new fire stations that included administration facilities, the
Fire department will no longer be located in the Flightline building.

Fire
The studies from 1598 through 20086 included the construction of fire stations totafing

33,929 square feet, 10 fire trucks, 2 ladder trucks and a training facility. The three fire
stations constructed since 2002 total 31,478 square feet in size and the training facility is
located at Station #35. Currently the City has 5 fire engines, 3 wildland engines and 1

ladder truck.

The 2011 PFE Update includes the remaining engines and trucks, as well those required
with the Additional Areas and Village 1. An equitable share of the existing fire stations is
also allocated to future development, based on the assumptions used in 2008.

Administration
The studies from 1998 and 2002 included the construction of facilities totaling 65,780

square feet, assuming 260 square feet per staff. The 1998 assumption of 4.6
administrative siaff per 1,000 residents was based on a comparison of cities that
included Roseville, Sacramento, Merced, Modesto and Stockton. The 2006 fee study
modified the square feet per staff from 260 to 350, increasing the facility construction to

86,708 square feet.

Page C-19
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The 2011 PFE Updates recognizes 59,677 square feet of administrative building space
based on the 45,505 square feet in the City Hall building, the exisfing 1,500 square feet
at the Corporation Yard and the future expansion of 12,672 at the Corporation Yard.

The 2011 PFE Update includes the reimbursement of approximately $5.2 million to this
PFE fee program for the improvements constructed at the Corporation Yard. The City
will complete rate studies in 2012 for the three utilities and will inciude the

implementation of the reimbursement.

Library

The studies from 1898 through 2006 included the construction of facilities totaling 37,699
square feet. The 2002 fee study added the stocking component ("coilections”) of
approximately $50 per square foot.

As of June 30, 2010 the City had constructed the 39,306 square foot Twelve Bridges
Library through a joint effort with the WPUSD and Sierra College; qualifying the project
for a $10 million state grant. The successful funding program by the City has eliminated
the required funding by future development in the 2011 Update as the avaiiable fund
balance and future repayment of loans will fund the remaining costs for collections and

minor additional improvements to the existing facilities.

Parks
The Park PFE includes five basic components, each with their own set of assumptions.

Of the five components, the 2011 PFE Update eliminated the funding for a pedestrian
bridge across the Auburn Ravine. The same assumptions were generally applied as

used in the 2006 Study for consistency and equity.

The 2011 PFE Update assumes that Village 7 will construct the parks and trails within
their project and will not pay the related fees. The proposed parks and trails by Lewis
Communities in Village 7 exceed the City standards used in the fee program's

assumptions.

For the swimming pool component, the City will use a line item for the Aquatics Center
that is currently planned at the Foskett Ranch Regional Park.

Solid Waste
The program wili continue with the same assumptions used in 2006 study and the

implementation of current costs.
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2011 PFE UPDATE
Description of Credits Earned

Table 4 of the 2011 PFE Update summarizes the PFE Credits earned by developers for
either the construction of PFE projects or the funding of PFE fees through Community
Facilities Districis (CFD's). Earned PFE credits can be a specific dollar amount or on an
EDU basis. For example, the developers that funded the Phase 1 construction of the
City's WWTRF earned a specific number of wastewater treatment connections.

Foliowing is a description for each specific development included in the schedule,

Lincoln Highlands & Cypress Meadows
WASTEWATER PROJECTS CONSTRUCTED:

Sn-2ta 24" Pipe 9" Street — E Street to East Avenue

Sn-21b 24" Pipe East Avenue — 9" Street to 12" Street

Sn-21c 24" Pipe 12" Street — East Avenue to McCourtney Road

WATER PROJECTS CONSTRUCTED:
W-19a2 24" Pipe 12" Street — Buckboard to Liberty Lane

W-44 24" Pipe East Avenue — SR 183 to 12" Street
W-61 18" Pipe McCourtney Road — North of 12" Street

| akeside 6

Balance of Transportation and Drainage Credits earned from funding PFE fees included
in CFD 2006-1.

Twelve Bridges
Piacer Holdings Inc. (PRI} participated in funding the censtruction of several PFE

projects in cooperation with Del Webb. The projects completed by PHI and Del Webb
were removed in the 2006 Study. Wastewater connections were earned for participation

in funding Phase | construction of the City’'s WWTRF.

Lincoln Crossing
Balance of Credits earned from funding PFE fees included in CFD 2003-1.

Village 7
Schedule reflects the current language in the draft Development Agreement with Lewis
Communities, whereas the property owner will construct all park related facilities within

their project,

Sterling Pointe

Wastewater connections were earned for participation in funding Phase | construction of
the City's WWTRF.

Lincoln 270

The property owner funded the construction of the 18" water pipeling in the Twelve
Bridges Drive interchange.
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