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MEMORANDUM
COUNTY EXECUTIVE OFFICE
OFFICE OF EMERGENCY SERVICES
County of Placer

TO:

Honorable Board of Supervisors

DATE : January 29, 2019

FROM:

Todd Leopold, County Executive Officer
By: Holly Powers, Assistant Director of Emergency Services

SUBJECT:

North Tahoe Fire Protection District Capital Facilities and Mitigation Fee
Expenditure Annual Update

ACTION REQUESTED
Adopt a resolution approving the North Tahoe Fire Protectipn District Capital Facilities and
Mitigation Fee Expenditure Plan Annual Update that takes effect after March 30, 2019.
BACKGROUND
Legal Authority
Government Code 66000 et seq (CGC 66000) allows local agencies to collect fees from new
development to offset the impacts of that development on local services. On August 28, 1990,
the Placer County Board of Supervisors created the legal framework for fire districts to collect,
but not to levy, development fees and codified it in Placer County Code (Chapter 15.36.01 0).

As noted above, fire districts do not have the legal authority to levy fees, which is a legal authority
retained by the Placer County Board of Supervisors. Therefore, in order to collect mitigation fees ,
and as a requirement of CGC 66000, a fire protection district must complete a Capital Facilities
Plan (or Capital Improvement Plan) which is subject to Board of Supervisors approval.
Capital Facilities Plans
The law requires a Capital Facilities Plan to address: anticipated development impacts, proposed
usage of fees, establishment of a reasonable relationship between fees and type of development,
accounting for funds separately, holding properly noticed public hearings, and conducting an
annual program review and update. The North Tahoe Fire Protection District (District) plan
addresses these legal requirements and incorporates them as a part of the required annual plan
update.
North Tahoe Fire Protection District
The North Tahoe Fire Protection District comprises 31 square miles of eastern Placer County in
the Lake Tahoe Basin along the northern and western shores of Lake Tahoe. Steady growth in
the Basin has increased both the population and fire inventory. The area has been experiencing
a trend toward expanding small mountain cabins to expansive resort homes that accommodate
higher occupancy. Many of these homes are vacation rentals, which carry increased risks with
transient guests unfamiliar with the unusual fire and safety risks of forested and heavy snow
areas. This has resulted in an increase in call volume for both fire and Emergency Medical
Services.
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District Capital Facilities Plan Annual Update 2018/19
The District's current mitigation fee structure is based on "type structures." This type of schedule
helps to best meet future capital needs of the District. In the District's original plan, approved by
your Board in July 2007, the District indicated that it would adjust fees each year based on the
percent change in construction costs as defined in the Construction Cost Index (CCI) published
by the Engineering News-Record. The District's last mitigation fee structure increase occurred in
2015. Because this year's plan reflects the five-year update of the fire district fee study, we have
not applied an inflationary index adjustment but instead have based the rates included in the Plan
on those indicated in the updated fee study. In an effort to mitigate the impact of the fee increase,
NTFPD is proposing to spread the fee increase over two years . The table below illustrates existing
and proposed rates:
Existing and Proposed Rates ($/Ft2 )

Residential

$1.09

NTFPD
Board
Approved
2019 Proposed
$1 .17

Nonresidential
Commercial
Office
Industrial

$0.74
$0.94
$0.62

$0.79
$1.00
$0.67

2018 Existing

2020 Proposed
$1.24

$0.84
$1.06
$0.72

The District Board of Directors held a properly noticed meeting on December 5, 2018 and
reviewed the Capital Facilities and Mitigation Fee Expenditure Plan Annual Update for FY 201819 and the Update of the Fire Facilities Impact Fee Study dated November 30, 2018. The District
Board unanimously adopted the plan by Resolution 12-2018 (Attached).
The District expects to collect $110,000 in mitigation fees and $1 ,210 interest in FY 2018-19 and
had a fund balance of $26,616 at the beginning of the year. It plans expenditures of $110,000 for
expenditures on its new fire station.
FISCAL IMPACT
There is no impact to the General Fund as a result of this action.
Attachments
Attachment 1 - Placer County Board of Supervisors Resolution
Attachment 2 - North Tahoe Fire Protection District Resolution 12-2018
Attachment 3- North Tahoe Fire Protection District 2018/19 Capital Facilities and Mitigation Fee
Expenditure Plan Annual Update, December 2018
Attachment 4 - North Tahoe Fire Protection District (NTFPD) Update of the Fire Facilities Impact
Fee Study, November 30, 2018
Attachment 5- North Tahoe Fire Protection District 2017/18 Capital Facilities and Mitigation Fee
Expenditure Plan Annual Update, September 2017
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Attachment 6 - Proof and Statement of Publications
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Before the Board of Supervisors
County of Placer, State of California
In the matter of: A RESOLUTION APPROVING
THE NORTH TAHOE FIRE PROTECTION
DISTRICT
CAPITAL
FACILITIES
AND Resolution No.: - - -- MITIGATION
FEE
EXPENDITURE
PLAN
ANNUAL UPDATE.

The following Resolution was duly passed by the Board of Supervisors of the County of
Placer at a regular meeting held JANUARY 29, 2019, by the following vote on roll call:

Ayes:
Noes:
Absent:
Signed and approved by me after its passage.
Chair, Board of Supervisors

Attest:

Clerk of said Board

WHEREAS, Government Code 66000 et seq allows local agencies to collect fees from
new development to offset the impacts of that development on local services, the Placer
County Board of Supervisors, on August 28, 1990, created the legal framework for fire
protection districts to collect fees to mitigate development impacts on services. That
legal framework is codified in the Placer County Code Chapter 15.36.01 0; and
WHEREAS, the legal authority to levy fees stems from the police power of the County
and rests with the Board of Supervisors, the fire protection districts in and of themselves
Page 1 of 2
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do not have direct legal authority to levy fees . Therefore, in order to collect mitigation
fees on new construction, a district must prepare and submit for approval to the Board
of Supervisors a Capital Facilities (or Capital Improvement) Plan that delineates a
proposed fee schedule; and
WHEREAS, the Board of Directors of the North Tahoe Fire Protection District held a
special meeting to review its plan on December 5, 2018 and unanimously adopted it by
passing Resolution 12-2018. Because this yea r's plan reflects the five-year update of
the fire district fee study, the North Tahoe Fire Protection District has not applied an
inflationary index adjustment but instead have based the rates included in the Plan on
those indicated in the updated fee study. In an effort to mitigate the impact of the fee
increase, NTFPD is proposing to spread the fee increase over two years; and
WHEREAS, the District plans capital expenditures in Fiscal Year 2018/19 of $110,000
for Fire Station 51 , 222 Fairway Blvd. , Tahoe City, California, and mitigation plan update
fees .
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of County of
Placer approves the North Tahoe Fire Protection District 2018/19 Capital Facilities and
Mitigation Fees Expenditure Plan Annual Update to take effect after March 30, 2019.
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RESOLUTION 12-2018
OF THE
NORTH TAHOE FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT
A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE CAPITAL FACILITIES AND MITIGATION FEE
EXPENDITURE PLAN FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 2018/2019
WHEREAS, at the special meeting held at 4:30p.m. on December 5, 2018 at 222
Fairway Drive, Tahoe City, California, the Board of Directors of the North Tahoe Fire Protection
District of Placer County reviewed the Capital Facilities and Mitigation Expenditure Plan for the
Fiscal Year 20 18/20 19 regarding historical data about staffing and inventory to develop
estimations of adequate staffing levels and capital inventory. This information has been used to
develop a fair and equitable mitigation fund equation for utilization of these funds.
WHEREAS, the Board of Directors and staff carefully reviewed and approved the
update ofthe Capital Facilities and Mitigation Fee Expenditure Plan for the Fiscal Year
2018/2019.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of Directors requests that
staff distribute the Capital Facilities and Mitigation Fee Expenditure Plan for the Fiscal Year
2018/2019 to the Placer County Board of Supervisors for their review.

PASSED AND ADOPTED at a special meeting of the Board of Directors of the North
Tahoe Fire Protection District held on December 5, 2018, by the following Roll Call Vote:

{) , r~ ~:.--\-rs Be,. {tt.M 1 L<> ·~~-, P~ tb, to..~o.n
AYES:
D trec-h>r Lov~rJ~
NOES:
ABSENT: f'J Cl\~
ABSTAIN: NO~"~<!.
Attest:

~Jntkl~~~

c ~~Q&

Russ Potts, President of the Board
NORTH TAHOE FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT

Kelly McElravey
Clerk of the Board
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Annual Update
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Placer County ·
Summary of the Mitigation Process
In light of the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA) 2012 Regional Plan update and
the improving state of the economy, growth is expected to continue in the Lake Tahoe basin.
The increase in protection inventory and service po pulation has served to spread existing assets
of public agencies over a s ubstantiall y larger service base. The North Tahoe F ire Protection
District has experienced an increase in the amount of building inventory to protect. Th is
development has contributed to an increase in fire protection invento ry, requiring a
commensurate increase in firefighting infrastructure.
North Tahoe Fire Protection District is faced with growing capital improvement needs
that exceed property tax increments. With the advent of Proposition 218, special tax or
assessments are no longe r valid revenue sources to keep pace with growth, new service and
infrastructure demands. T he North Tahoe F ire Protection District is utilizing a proactive
approach to continue an existing level of serv ice and to meet the future needs of the District.
Historica l data about staffing and inventory has been gathered to deve lop estimates of
adequate staffing levels and capital inventory. This information has been used to develop a fair
and equitab le mitigation fund equation. The total impact is analyzed by correlation between
community growth and the increased need for fire prevention and protection services. The
ultimate purpose of the mitigation fees is to prov ide a continuing level of service rather than a
remedy for past development and to hopefully arrest the degradation of service levels.
In 1986 Assembly Member Cortese recognized the need for concise legislation
concerning mitigation. AB 1600 is the res ult of hearings. Through delay, the effective date of
AB 1600 was January I, 1989. AB 1600 e nacted Government Code Sections 66000-66003. T his
in effect requires local agencies imposing mitigation fees to specify the public improvement,
segregate the monies collected in special accounts, re-exam ine the necessity for the expanded
balance after 5 years, and refund the balance with accrued interest. In addition, local agencies
imposing the fee for defined facility a nd improvements would be authorized to adopt and
annua ll y review a specified capita l facilities plan.
AB 1600 required the North Tahoe Fire Protection District to go through an established
process to enact a reasonable relationship between a development fee and the spec ified
improvement that it will be used for. In simple terms, the North Tahoe Fire Protection District
cannot a rbitrarily charge a mitigation fee without first showing the relationship between impact
of development and the fee being charged. A thorough analysis of this process was comp leted in
2007 and 2013. In 2015 another thorough a nalysi s was conducted that established and
confi rmed the relationship between the impact of development and the fee being charged.
The final hurdle was the actual levy of fees. The California Attorney General issued the
opi nion that Special Districts cannot levy mitigation fees. However, the California Constitution
allows Counties and Cities to levy mitigation fees. Through thi s process and by Reso lution,
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Placer County has allowed the North Tahoe Fire Protecti on District to rea lize mitigation
revenues. The content of this report wi ll outline the spending plan for those fees coll ected up to
and including the fiscal year 2017/2 018, an invento ry of the fees collected to this point and a
proposal for a mitigation fee adjustment based on a generally accepted inflationary adjustment.

Relationship between Growth and
Capital- Facilities Plan
North Tahoe Fire Protection District continues to experie nce growth in fire inventory, as
well as population, thi s trend is expected to continue for years to come. Th is developme nt has
contributed to an increase in call s for service and increased fire potential.
The recent trend of expand ing small mountain cabins to ex pansive resort homes is
creating larger homes with la rger population potenti al. Many of these homes are vacation
re ntals, which carry increased ri sks with transie nt guests unfamiliar with the unusual fire and
safety risks of forested and heavy snow areas. As the demand for fire and Eme rgency Medical
Services capability increases through infill construction and "teardown" remodels, the ability to
transport perso nnel and apparatus will degrade proportionally. The major arterial routes are
critically congested and the projected increase in residents and visitors will only worsen the
problem. The only plausible mitigation strategy is to maintain, upgrade or relocate staffed fire
stations where response is timely, and to maintain enough redundancy in apparatus and
equipment to act autonomo usly until assistance can arrive.
T he cont inued growth wi ll impact the District' s ability to maintain the same level of
service. The impact of this growth affects three aspects of the organization: ( I) Personnel
required (2) Fire Stations (3) Apparatus.
Capital Mitigation
fees may be used for specific items
.
.
as clearly stated in AB 1600. Personnel cannot be funded with these fees . Development of fire
stations and purchase of apparatus is allowed. North Tahoe Fire Protection Di strict uses a
systems approach to deliver services across the District. Each Station supports one another and
apparatus are trul y a system wide resource and all apparatus are available to all portions of the
Di strict. Thus it is appropriate that mitigation fees co llected from o ne particular project or
geographic area be used to support apparatus or faci lities in a nother.
Personnel
Personnel cannot be funded w ith these fees.
F ire Stations
The Facilities P lan indicates the proposed expenditures for all ex isting facilities and those
projected. Mitigation fee s can on ly be used for Faci lity improvements directl y related to growth.
Funds shall not be used fo r replacement.
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Discussion of issues raised through public comment
During the introduction ofthe Five Year Update to the District's AB1600 Mitigation plan in
2013, concerns were brought forward by community stakeho lders. Concerns expressed included
the population growth rate utilized by the District's AB 1600 consultants (Goodwin Consulting
Group) and the inclusion offacilities and equipment into the plan as they relate to new
construction paying its fai r share.
Goodwin Consulting Group used a 1.5% growth rate over 22 years (equaling 4,330 new residents
and 540 new employees) which rece ived considerable attention because the 20 I 0 census
numbers and some other indicators show a population decline coinc iding with the recession
starting in 2008. The 1.5% g rowth rate represents an average that is applied over a 22 year
period. T he g rowth rate for some years may be higher, whi le othe rs may be lower. It is a lso
important to note that the increase is appl ied to 20 10 estimates, which reflect near-bottom
economic conditions. The 11 , 172 resident populations represent the estimated residential
population for 20 13, wh ich is based on the 2010 estimate prov ided by the County plus the
average annual growth rate of 1.5% for the 3-year period from 20 I 0 to 20 13, the same formula
as used in origina l mitigation plan study.
Another concern expresses was that 100% of certain projected new equipment and facilitie s were
included into the plan rather than a reduced share being apportioned to new deve lopment. The
question was a lso raised in di scussion as to what standards and benchmarks the District uses to
make plan updates and adjustments.
Wages and benefits make up greater than 70% of the cost to provide fire services, neither of
which can be paid through collectio n of AB 1600 mitigation fees. In essence, only 30% of the
actual cost associated with prov idi ng additional fire protection services to future development are
allocated unde r the Plan. In accordance with AB 1600, the District placed s pecific facilities and
eq uipment into the AB1600 mitigation plan in order to off-set anticipated increased demands on
ex isting services by future development. Historica lly, the District collects $60,000 to $70,000 per
year in mitigation fees a nd has never fu lly funded any single facility or apparatus.
Placement of essential fire apparatus and fixed facilities for com munity fire protection is a
complex operational function that takes into account parameters outside the scope of AB 1600,
such as response times and staffing leve ls. National consensus standards are used for
benchmarking and in future planning. The Insurance Serv ices Office ' s Fire Suppression Rating
Schedule and National Fire Protection Association, NFPA 17 10 Standard/or the Organization

and Deployment of Fire Suppression Operations, Emergency Medical Operations, and Special
Operations to the Public by Career Fire Departments, are two important national standards that
ass ist in determining future needs.
The North Tahoe Fire Protection District wi ll report annua lly the total number of AB1600
qualifying projects, including data for square footage for residential, commercial and industrial
properties and the associated fees collected.
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Applicable California State Codes and
National Fire Protection Association Standards
Fire District Station Facilities
The F ire Distri ct builds and mainta ins stations and facilities in accordance w ith the current
California State Bui lding Code, Electrical Code, Plumbing Code and Mechanical Code and Fire
Code. Station and Facility construction must a ll meet requirements of the N ation Fire Protection
Association (NFPA) for construction and ma intenance . The fo llowing standards are examples of
NFPA standa rds that apply to new facility project within the North Tahoe Fire Protection
Distri ct.
•

Standard I 0 I - Life Safety Code

•

Ch 1.1.2 - T he code addresses the construction, protection a nd occupancy features
necessary to minimize da nger to li fe from the effect of fire, includi ng smoke, heat and
toxic gasses created during a fi re. Ch 1.1.3- T he Code established minimum criteria for
the design and egress fac ilities so as to a llow prompt esca pe of occupants from buildings
or, where, desirable, into safe a reas within buildings.

•

Sta nda rd 1500 - Fire De partment Occ upationa l Safety and Hea lth Program

•

Ch 9. 1.1 Fac ility Safety- A ll Fire Department facilities sha ll comply with a ll legally
applicable health, safety, building, and fire code requireme nt.

•

A.9.1.1 where health, safety, building, and fire codes are not legally applicable to fire
department faciliti es; steps sho uld be taken to ensure that equi valent standards are applied
and e nforced. In absence of local require ments, the provisions ofNFPA I ; Fire Code
NFPA 70; NFPA 101 , Life Safety Code; NFPA 5000, Building Construction and Safety
Code should be applied.

•

In addition, the workplace sa fety sta ndards s pecified in 92CFR 19 10, Occupation Safety
a nd Health Standards, o r an equivale nt standard should be a pplied. Applicable
requirements of the Americans w ith Disabilities Act (ADA) should be met.

Fire Department Apparatus
The North Tahoe Fire Protection Di strict operates several types of fire apparatus. Structura l fire
fi ghting eng ines are built in accorda nce w ith NFPA 1901 ; water tenders are built in accordance
w ith NFPA 1903 Standard for mobile water supply fire apparatus; w ildland fire apparatus are
built in accordance w ith NFPA 1906; the District's aerial fire apparatus will be built in
accordance w ith NFPA 1904.
N FPA Standard I 500- Fire Depa rtment Occupationa l Safety and Health Program; Ch6 Fire
Apparatus, Equipment, and Driver/Operators section 6. I . I states fire departments sha ll consider
safety and hea lth as primary concerns in the speci fication, design, construction, acquisition,
o peration, ma intenance, and inspectio n a nd repa ir of a ll fire department apparatus. The District
w ill continue to meet this standard .
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Fire Department Staffing
While staffing and personnel cannot be funded w ith M itigation fees; the NFPA standard related
to staffing is noted that staffing is an integral portion of fire attack and mitigation.
NFPA Standard 1710- Organization and Deployment of Fire Suppress ion Operations,
Emergency Medical Operations, and Special Operations to the Publ ic by Career Fire
Departments; Ch 4.3 Staffing and deployment states staffing in the fire department shall identify
minimum staffing requirements to ensure that a sufficient number of members are available to
operate safely and effectively. It is th e District' s intention to meet this standard.
The following table from Ch 4.3.2 indicates minimum staffing and response times required by
NFPA:

Demand Zone
Urban Area
Suburban area

Demographics
> 1,000 people
I sq mi
500- 1000
people I sq mi
< 500 people I

Minimum Staff
to Respond

Response Time
(minutes)

Meets
Objective

15

9

90%

10

10

80%

14
Directly
dependent on
travel distance

80%

Rural area

sq m1

6

Remote area

Travel distance
> 8mi

4

90%
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North Tahoe Fire Protection District
Physical Facilities- Expenditure Plan
North Tahoe Fire Protection District perso nnel and equipme nt are qua rtered in five separate
fac i I iti es. The stations are geogra phically distributed to prov id e coverage o f the entire
Di stri ct. With the exceptio n the new Publi c Safe ty Center St atio n 5 1, Di strict statio ns are
exceeding the ir d es igned capab ility; the a ppa ra tu s rooms are fill e d to capac ity; a nd n o
space is avai labl e fo r additio na l activ ities, equipm ent, or pe rsonnel, whic h will be required by
growth. T he fac ilities are as fo llows:

Station 51-222 Fairway Dr., Tahoe City
Station 5 1 is the headquarters station of the District, construction was completed in 201 2. Thi s
building achieve a LEED "Gold" certification. T he stati on is 20 ,027 sq. ft. , si ng le story w ith
a fu ll sub-floor or basement level; wood frame construction w ith steel co lumns and support
beams o n a concrete foundatio n. Chief Officers, Fire Marsha l, Forest Fuels a nd administrative
staff have o ffi ces on the first floor of the building alo ng w ith 5 double deep, pull thro ugh
apparatus bays (approximate ly 7,000 sq. ft.). Staff quarte rs a nd a n e mergency operati o ns
cente r a re located o n the lower fl oo r. T hi s stat ion was co nstruc ted to meet the
admini stra ti ve need s of the Di stri c t fo r the next 50 years but has a lready reached capac ity
in many ways.

Future Funding Needs and allocations for Station 51:
5 year- M inor Capita l Improvements
15 year - Minor Capita l Improvements

50,000
1.00,000
150,000

Station 52- 288 North Shore Blvd., Kings Beach
Station 52 is located in Kings Beach, at the North end of the District. This station serves a
la rge and d ense popul ation, much of whi ch is a n aging wood fra me structures whic h have
been converted to re nta l units. Addi tionall y several la rge low income ho using units have
rece ntly been added . M uc h of Kings Beach a nd Brockway is residenti al w ith narrow streets
which can be barely passable w ith w inter snows.
Built in 1956, Stati on 52 is a two story concrete block a nd wood structure. The build ing
houses active e ng ine com panies, as we ll as so me a dmini strati ve offices. The sta tio n has
three sin g le bays and o ne do ubl e dri ve thro ugh bay. T he sin g le bays have 10' high d oors,
thus limiting the height of assigned apparatus. T he drive-through bay has 12' doors and 14' sideto-side clearance.
The pa rce l o f land that thi s stati on is located on has severa l restri ct ions that limit the
District's ability to expand o r retrofit this stat ion. However in li ght of recent commerc ia l
developm ent within the v ic inity of thi s statio n, a sign ifica nt remode l/upgrade must be
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conside red. N ew deve lopme nt w ithin the vicinity of thi s station has resulted in larger mo re
dense occupanc ies requiring larger a pparatus and more staffi ng. T he cost fo r thi s
re model/upgrade would be signi ficant.
Station 52 does not meet c urre nt Sta te of Ca lifo rni a essenti a l serv ice building
require ments . The costs of retro fitting the build ing to meet current standards would be
significant.

Future Funding Needs and allocations for Station 52:
5 year - M inor Capital Improvements
I 0 year- Upgrade/expansion/replacement
15 year- Minor Capita l Improvements

150,000
4,906,500
150,000
5,206,500

Station 53- 5425 West Lake Blvd., Homewood
Stati on 53 se rves the southe rnmost p ortions of the Di stri c t. T he a rea thi s sta ti on se rves is
much mo re remote tha n other a reas of the Di stri ct. Fro m Station 53, the Di stri ct prov ides
contract EMS and a uto ma ti c a ide for fire respo nse to a reas o f E lD o rad o Co unt y. Sta ti o n
53 was built in 1962, constructed ofconcrete brick a nd wood construction.
Sta ti on 53 is a three sing le bay statio n w ith 12' hi g h doors. Th e appa ratus ass igned to
Statio n 53 bare ly fits in the a pparatus bays; 3 1' a pparatu s is packed into 34' bays . Due to
the area se rved; thi s station houses th e water tender, one of the largest pieces of apparatus the
District operates.
Station 53's quarters were built fo r I pe rson res ide nt staffin g an d are unsui tabl e fo r mo re
th an one pe rson. Staffi ng increases due to growth have created a necessity to increase the size of
quarters by adding a second bedroom and bathroom and remodel/expansion of the existing
kitchen and living room.
Ho mewood Mountain Resort is currently in the process of expanding/upgrading their fac ilities.
Their proj ect would include add itio na l commerc ia l and residentia l build ings. This deve lopment
will impact the District a bility to provide serv ice with current staffing levels. Serious
consideration will have to be g iven to an upgrade/expansion of Station 53 to enable the District
to prov ide adequate serv ice by staffing thi s station w ith additi onal personne l. The cost for thi s
upgrade/expansion would be significant.
Statio n 53 d oes not meet curre nt State of Ca liforni a essenti a l serv ice building
requireme nts. The costs of retrofitting the building to meet current standards would be
significant

Future Funding Needs and allocations for Station 53:
5 year - Minor Capita l Improveme nts
7 year- Upgrade/expa nsio n/replacement
15 year- Minor Capita l Improvements

75 ,000
3,582,500
150,000
3,807,500
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Station 54- 159 Observation Drive, Tahoe City
Statio n 54 is located in the Dollar Hill area of the District. The station serves both as a
working mechanics shop of the District and storage for respo nse a pparatus . Stati on
54 is o n a res ide ntia l lot in a res identia l ne ig hbo rhood . The Statio n built in 1962
w ith wood fra me constructi o n and res ide nti a l station des ig n. T hi s stat io n is
ma rg in a ll y ad e qua te fo r its prese nt use; h owe ver incompatible with reside ntia l
zo ning. A lo ng term plan should move the mechanics shop into larger more industrial
facility. Thi s fire station would need significant additions to house full time staffing.
Sta ti o n 54 does not meet curre nt Sta te of Ca lifo rni a essenti a l serv ice building
require me nts. T he costs of retrofitting the build ing to meet current standards would be
significant.

Future Funding Needs and allocations for Station 54:
5 year - Minor Capita l Improvements
Upgrade of Mechanic Sho p
15 year- Upgrade/expa nsion/repl acement

75,000
300,000
3,500,000
3,875,000

Station 55- 240 Carnelian Bay Rd., Carnelian Bay
Stati o n 55 is located in th e community of C arn e li an Bay, a bout mid way between
the North boundary o f th e Distri ct a nd the main station, stati on 51. T his stati on was
b uilt in 1962 as reside ntia l fire station. T he building is two story and of poured conc rete
and block construction.
Both qua rte rs a nd appa ra tu s bays a re adequ ate fo r th e a ppa ratu s ass igned ,
a lth o u gh some mo dificati o ns of door he ight must be co nsidered. The station is
presently be ing utili zed a pparatus and equipm ent sto rage . Additi ona ll y it is used
during the summe r mo nths as a staffed stati o n by CaiFire.
Stati on 55 d oes not meet c urre nt State o f Califo rnia essent ial serv ice building
requi re me nts. The costs o f retrofitting the building to meet c urrent sta nda rds would be
signifi cant.

Future Funding Needs and allocations for Station 55:
5 year- Mino r Capita l Improvements
15 year- Mino r Capita l Improvements

75,000
150,000
225,000
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Future Fire Station Property- 2155 West Lake Blvd., Pineland (Kilner Park)
This undeveloped property is strategica ll y located along the We st shore of the
Fire Di strict between 2 existing fire Stations (Sta. 51 and 53). Many years ago the
Fire District was granted the right to develop a fire station on the South East corner of
this property. Tahoe C ity PUD currently maintains the property as a park. A staffed
fire station at thi s location would significantl y reduce critica l res ponse times to local
communities. Budget constraints a nd fi scal priorities have prevented development of
this site.

Future Regional Training Center -10049 Donner Pass Rd. Truckee, CA 96160
5 (Five) Regional Fire Districts are par1icipating in a central tire and rescue training
facility at the Truckee Tahoe Airport.

Future Funding Needs and allocation for Regional
Training Center:
Future Capital Improvements

$350,000
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Ongoing Inflation Adjustment
M itigation fees are adjusted annually to accommodate the impact of development (growth) on
fire protection services w ithin the Di strict. The District adj usts mitigation fees based on the
percent change in construction costs as defined in the Construction Cost Index (CCI) published
by the Engineering News-Record. The need for the Di strict to adjust mitigation fees annuall y
was approved by the Placer County Board of Supervisors, and recommended in the F ire
Facilities Mitigation Fee Study.

Proposed 2019 and 2020 Mitigation Fee Rate adjustment based
on the Updated Impact Fee Study
Fixed rate pricing structures are una ble to keep pace with increasing costs of fac ilities, vehicles,
and general fire protection infrastructure requirements. Th us consistent with the spirit of the
enabling legi slation, the District has adjusted its mitigation fee schedu le for 20 18/2019. District' s
last mitigation fee structure increase occurred in 20 18 and was based on the Construction Cost
Index (CCI) publi shed by the Engineering News-Record. T his year's P lan reflects the five-year
update of our fee study, fo r this reason we have not applied a n infl ationary index adjustment but
instead have based the rates inc luded in the Plan on those indicated in the updated fee study. In
an effort to mitigate the impact of the fee increase, NTFPD is proposing to spread the fee
increase over two years.

The chart below outli nes the existing and proposed rate structure for the mitigation fee schedu le.

FEE SCHEDULE
CONSTRUCTION
TYPE
Residential per Sq. Ft.

2018
EXISTING
$1.09

Non-Residential
Commercial per Sq. Ft.

$0.74

Office per Sq. Ft.

$0.94

Industrial Sq. Ft.

$0.62

2019
PROPOSED
$1.17

2020
PROPOSED
$1.24

New fee will apply to all
construction types: residential
commercial, office, and industrial
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FY 12-13

FY 13-14

FY 14-15

FY 15-16

FY 16-17

FY 17-18

FY 18-19

$53 694

$19 156

$9 592

$16 654

$17 050

$14 908

$26 616

Projected annual mitiqation fees revenue
Projected account interest at 1.1% APR

$110 000
$1 210

$110 000
$1 210

$110 000
$1 210

$

110 000
$1 210

$110 000
$1 210

$100 000
$1 210

$110 000
$1 210

Actual annual mitioation fees revenue
Actual account interest

$63 141
$1 501

$73 783
$803

$106 236
$826

$

124 461
$935

$76 874
$984

$120 262
$1445

$110 000

Total Revenues

$118 336

$93 742

$116 654

$142 050

$94 908

$136 616

$137 826

Proj ected New Fire Station 51
Projected Equipment
Proiected Mitioation Plan Update

$110 000

$110 000

$110 000

$110 000

$110 000

$110 000

$110 000

Actual New Fire Station 51
Actual Equipment
Actual Mit igation Plan Update

$85 000
$14 180

Total Expenditures
Mitigation Fund Ending Balance

$99 180
$19 156

Mitigation Fund Beginning Balance
Revenue Category

$1 210

Expenditure Category

$15 000
$80 000

$100 000

$125 000

$80 000

-

$110 000

$4,150

$84 150
$9 592

$100 000
$16 654

$125 000
$17 050

$80 000
$14 908

$110 000
$26 616

$110 000
$27 826
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FY 19-20

Mitigation Fund Beginning Ba lance

FY 20-21

FY 21-22

FY 22-23

FY 23-24

$27 826

$39 146

$50 466

$61 786

$56 606

$120 000
$1 320

$120 000
$1 320

$120 000
$1 320

$120 000
$1 320

$120 000
$1 320

-

-

-

Revenue Category
Projected annual mitigation fees revenue
Projected account interest at 1.1% APR
Actual annual mitigation fees revenue
Actual account interest

Total Revenues

-

-

$149 146

$160 466

$171 786

$183 106

$177 926

$110 000

$110 000

$110 000

$110 000

$110 000

Expenditure Category
Proj ected New Fire Station 51
Projected Equipment
Projected Mitioation Plan Update
Actual New Fire Station 51
Actual Equipment
Actual Mit ioation Plan Update

Total Expe nditures
Mitigation Fund Ending Balance

$16 500

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

$110 000
$39 146

$110 000
$50 466

$110 000
$61 786

$126 500
$56 606

-

$110 000
$67 926
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North Tahoe Fire Protection District
FY 2017-2018 Mitigation Fees Collected
#
Project Address
620 Goldfield
1592 Pine Ave

Placer
Pem1it
Type
APN#
094-223-008 TRP
083-06 1-04 3 TRP

Placer
Permit #
17-90055
16-902 16

Rate
$1.05
$1.05

SOFT
1289
623

Fee
$ 1,353.45
$654. 15

Pmt
Rec'd
GW
BG

Date Paid
7/5/20 17
7/5/20 17

3856
5070
60 15
4 155
5500
26 1
77
6245
4007
589

092-084-0 I I
097- 122-025
098-023-00 I
092-03 1-002
097-1 82-00 I
083-480-024
090-282-030
098-043-003
083-4 10-025
094-080-003

TRP
TRP
TRP
TRP
BLD
TRP
BLD
TRP
TRP
TRP

16-90233
16-90235
16-90239
17-9004 1
16-05969
17-90077
15-03546
17-90079
16-9024 1
17-90039

$ 1.05
$ 1.05
$ 1.05
$ 1.05
$ 1.05
$ 1.05
$ 1.03
$ 1.05
$ 1.05
$ 1.05

4080
707 1
1548
1226
930
150 1
1282
2743
3982
576

$4,284.00
$7,424.55
$ 1,625.40
$ 1,287.30
$976.50
$ 1,576.05
$ 1,320.46
$2,880. 15
$4, 181.1 0
$604.80

BG
BG
BG
BG
BG
BG
KM
BG
KM
BG

7117/20 17
7/19/20 17
7/19/20 17
7/24/20 17
8/3/20 17
8/3/20 17
8/7/20 17
8/21 /20 17
8/22/20 17
8/24/20 17

092- 190-060
090-1 60-034
092-090-043
083-360-029
116-050-027
092-072-012
092-072-012
090-102-036
I 12-090-0 16
092-200-026
092-160-008
092- 190-052
083 -084-002

TRP
TRP
BLD
TRP
TRP
TRP
TRP
TRP
TRP
TRP
TRP
TRP
TRP

17-90 I 02
17-9006 1
16-05904
16-90234
17-90121
17-90037
17-901 15
17-90149
17-90 107
17-90 147
17-90160
17-90 177
17-90 11 2

$ 1.05
$ 1.05
$ 1.05
$1.05
$1.05
$1.05
$1.05
$1.05
$ 1.05
$1.05
$ 1.05
$1.05
$ 1.05

1583
3697
613
582
2647
535
615
742
1395
1234
1258
2259
2 102

$ 1,662. 15
$3,88 1.85
$643.65
$61 1.10
$2,779.35
$56 1.75
$645.75
$779. 10
$1,464.75
$1,295.70
$1,320.90
$2,37 1.95
$2,207. 10

BG
BG
BG
BG
BG
BG
BG
BG
BG

8/29/20 17
8/3 1/20 17
9/112017
91712017
9/1212017
9/1212017
9/25/2017
912612017
9/26/2017
9/28/2017
10/5/2017
10/6/20 17
10110/20 17

7/ 17/20 17
7119/20 17
7/19/20 17
7/24/20 17
7/3 1/20 17
8/3/20 17
8/7120 17
8/21120 17
8/22/20 17
8/24/20 17

Applicant Last
Name
Feik
Fischer
TLC
Development
Glembocki
West
Monroe
Chesnut
Staub
Shishido
Snyder
Voss
Motsenbocker

8/29/20 17
8/3 1/20 17
9/112017
917120 17
9/ 12120 17
9/ 1212017
9/25/2017
9/26/20 17
9/26/20 17
9128/20 17
10/5/20 17
10/6/20 17
10/10/20 17

Harrison/Ni no
Schaitbergen
Erickson
TI10mpson
Alioto's
1-lay
Sheets
Brimm
Dominguez!Wetsel
McCarthy
Smith
Many Moons
Bastek

4263
575
424
285
5886
3985
915
8567
6677
4170
555
4250
14 12

Date
7/5/2017
7/5/20 17

Dinah Rd
WLB
McKinney
Nighti ngale
WLB
Shoreview Dr
Speedboat
McKinney
Courcheval Rd
NLB
Old Mountain
Rd
Beaver St
Nightingale
Tahoe Woods Dr
Victoria Rd
Summit Dr
Skyline Dr
Loch Levon Ave
Wildwood Rd
Ferguson
Tunnington
NLB
WLB

It

KM

BG
BG
BG
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10/ 12/2017 Tahoe Cedars
11 /8/20 17 Sayles
11 /8/20 17 Smith
11 / 13/20 17 Machado
11 /27/2017 Moraros
11 /30/20 17 Maher
12/1 /20 17 Davis
12/8/20 17 Warren
12/12/2017 Mil ler
12/ 18/2017 Grozza
1/2/20 18
Drake
1/30/20 18 Blake
2/28/20 18 Hay
6/20/20 16 Mix
4/12/20 18 Olin
4/ 18/20 18 Santana
4/23/20 18 Hahn
4/ 19/20 18 Jordan
4/23/20 18 Santana
4/26/20 18 Wilderotter
4/27/20 18 Klein
5/ 1/20 18
MaCauley
Murray
5/2/20 18
5/3/2018
Burch
5/l 0/20 18 Wroobel
5/1 4/2018 Lathrop

5/15/20 18
5/ 17/20 18
5/18/20 18
5/1120 18
5/J 8/20 18
5/25/20 18
5/25/20 18

Woodvista
Pascali-Varma
Smith
Smith
Stoike
Dietz
Tahoe Cedars #4

6980
5020
1186
400
295
400
3985
20
529
147
1655
639
3985
6245
5059
635
4230
1465
635
3307
6 10
540
5879
4990
790
590

WLB
Sacramento Ave
Regency
Chinquapin
Eastview Rd
Pineland Dr
Forest
Meadowbrook
Beaver St
Speedboat Ave
Willow Ave
Pretoria Rd
Summit Rd
Chamberland Dr
Cali fornia St
Ward Ave
NLB
Washoe Way
Ward Ave
Dardenelles
Tal lac St
Grand Ave
Dodowah R
NLB
Cascade Cir
Redwood PI

098-219-03 1
097- 11 2-003
11 2-270-054
084- 102-004
083 -3 10-009
084-09 1-008
092-073 -017
093-27 1-004
090-1 72 -026
090-27 1-000
083 -063 -02 1
11 6-090-035
092-072-0 12
098-060-0 18
11 5-040-039
084-060-002
092-200-006
083-085-014
084-060-002
093-092-0 19
115-049-075
085- 142-0 17
116-050-034
11 5-050-030
098-23 1-0 I 0
112-080-029

TRP
TRP
T RP
T RP
TRP
BLD
BLD
TRP
TRP
TRP
T RP
TRP
T RP
T RP
T RP
TRP
TRP
TRP
TRP
TRP
TRP
TRP
TRP
TRP
TRP
TRP

265
1348
8858
8850
39 10
790
6980

Beach St
Kings Way_
Speckled
Speckled
Summit Rd
Observation Dr
WLB

117-150-040
112-230-008
090- 152-060
090-152-059
092 -073-002
093- 120-0 11
098-2 10-03 1

BLD
TRP
TRP
TRP
TRP
TRP
TRP

17-90 106
16-90244
17-90 154
17-90 103
17-90230
15-0 176 1
16-0 11 59
17-902 13
15-90 198
17-90 150
17-90188
17-90268
17-90037
16-90033
17-90 198
18-90038
17-90267
18-90033
18-90038
18-90032
18-90045
16-90224
18-90051
16-90 158
18-90036
18-900 13
17-03 85, 56,
57, 58, 59,
60
16-90223
18-90049
18-90048
18-90057
17-90042
18-90099

$ 1.05
$ 1.05
$ 1.05
$ 1.05
$ 1.05
$ 1.05
$ 1.05
$ 1.05
$ 1.05
$ 1.05
$ 1.05
$1.09
$ 1.09
$ 1.03
$1.09
$ 1.09
$1.09
$ 1.09
$1.09
$ 1.09
$1.09
$1.09
$ 1.09
$1.09
$ 1.09
$ 1.09

5062
987
3 139
2688
1435
725
599
528
528
1283
958
676
114
9 16
2537
936
392 1
1028
763
507
1124
3224
924
568
826
920

$5,3 15. 10
$ 1,036.35
$3,295.95
$2,822.40
$1 ,506.75
$76 1.25
$628.95
$554.40
$554.40
$ 1,347. 15
$ 1,005.90
$736.84
$ 124.26
$943.48
$2,765.33
$ 1,020.24
$4,273.89
$ 1, 120.52
$831.67
$552 .63
$ 1,225. 16
$3,5 14. 16
$ 1,007. 16
$6 19. 12
$900.34
$ 1,002.80

BG
BG
KM
BG
BG
BG
BG
BG
BG
GW
BG
CR
BG
BG
BG
BG
BG
BG
BG
KM
BG
BG
BG
BG
BG
BG

10/ 12/20 17
11/8/2017
I 1/8/20 17
11/ 13/2017
11/27/20 17
11/30/2017
12/ 1/20 17
12/8/20 17
12/ 12/2017
12/ 18/2017
1/2/20 18
1/30/20 18
2/28/20 18
4/2/2018
4/ 12/20 18
4/18/20 18
4/23/20 18
4/ 19/20 18
4/23/20 18
4/26/20 18
4/27/20 18
5/ 1/20 18
5/2/20 18
513120 18
5/ 10/20 18
5/ 14/20 18

$ 1.09
$1.09
$ 1.09
$ 1.09
$ 1.09
$ 1.05
$ 1.09

4426
5036
2 182
21 82
772
510
3980

$4,824.34
$5,489.24
$2,378.38
$2,378.38
$841.48
$535.50
$4,338.20

BG
BG
BG
BG
BG
BG
BG

5/ 15/20 18
5/ 17/20 18
5/18/201 8
5/18/20 18
5/ 18/20 18
5125120 18
5/25/2018
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5/30/2018

Klein

6/ 1/20 18
6/18/20 18
6/2 1/20 18
6/26/20 18

Arcidiacono
Rung
Soul is
Meadville

6 10
6443
8680
4735
141 2

Tallac St
McKinney Creek
Rd
Steelhead Ave
Sacramento Ave
Cheshire Ct

11 5-040-075

T RP

18-9004 5

$ 1.09

524

$57 1.1 6

BG

5/30/20 18

098-291-006
090-1 15-056
097-07 1-008
11 2-220-026

TRP
TRP
T RP
T RP

18-90067
18-90025
18-90065
17-90052

$ 1.09
$ 1.09
$ 1.09
$1.09

520
2327
37 13
792
Total

$566.80
$2,536.43
$4,047. 17
$863.28
$ 11 7,229.57

BG
BG
BG
BG

6/ 1/20 18
6/ 18/20 18
6/2 1/20 18
6126/20 18
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North Tahoe Fire Protection District
Use Statement
AB I 600 states that a District must have a statement of use to which mitigation fees are to be assigned. For the
fi scal year 20 I 8/20 I 9, the fire mitigatio n fees coll ected within the North Tahoe Fire Protection District w ill be
uti lized towards the fol lowing programs:
l . New fire station (Station 51): The Distri ct has repl aced its headquarters fire station with the construction
of Station 5 1/Public Safety Center, compl eted in 20 12. This building achieved a LEED "Gold"
certification. The stati on is 20,027 sq. ft., w ith Chief Officers, Fire Marsha l, Forest Fuels and
ad ministrative staff offices on the first fl oor of the building alo ng w ith 5 double deep, pull thro ug h
apparatus bays (approximately 7,000 sq. ft.). Staff quarte rs a nd a n e me rgency operatio ns cente r a re
locate d o n th e lower floor.
2. Eq uipment: The District has recognized the need to add additional equipment to our eng ine companies.
Many of our eng ines have a full comple ment of eq uipment required by NF PA I 90 I, however some do not.
T he Di strict endeavors to comply w ith NF PA I 90 1 by adding this new equipment to our eng ine companies.
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NOTICE TO PLACER COUNTY BUILDERS
WITHIN THE
NORTH TAHOE FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT
Because this year's plan reflects the five-year update of the fire district fee study, we have not applied an
inflationary index adjustment but instead have based the rates included in the Plan o n those indicated in the updated
fee study. In an effort to mitigate the im pact of the fee increase, NTFPD is proposing to spread the fee increase over
two years.
The Fire District w ill need a set of yo ur plans and a copy of your building permit app lication in order to establ ish
your s pec ific fee. T he fees must be paid to the North Tahoe Fire Protecti on District prior to issuance of your
building permit.

North Tahoe Fire Protection District
P.O. Box 5879
222 Fairway Dr.
Tahoe City, CA 96145
(530) 583-6913 FAX (530) 583-6909
During the Special Board meeting of December 5, 2018, the board approved the fo llowing fee schedule. This
schedu le d iffers from the proposed fee schedule. The revised fee schedule for 2019 w ill be applicab le to a ll permit
applications processed by the Di strict on or after March 30, 2019. The revenue generated by these fees is
designed specifically for capita l improvements.

FEE SCHEDULE for 2019

FEE SCHEDULE for 2020

Fee per square foot

Fee per square foot

Residential

$1.1 7

Residential

$1.24

Non-Residential
Commercial

$0.79

Non-Residential
Commercial

$0.84

Office

$1.00

Office

$1.06

Industria l

$0.67

Industrial

$0.72

•

194

NORTH TAHOE FIRE
PROTECTION DISTRICT (NTFPD)
UPDATE OF THE FIRE FACILITIES
IMPACT FEE STUDY

NOVEMBER 30,

2018

333 U NIVERSITY AVE, SUI T E 160 • SACRAMENTO, CA 95825
195
PHONE : (9 1 6) 56 1 -0890 • FAX : (9 16) 56 1 -089 1
WWW .GOO DWINCONSULTINGGROUP. NET

NORTH TAHOE FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT (NTFPD)
UPDATE OF THE FIRE FACILITIES IMPACT FEE STUDY
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EXECUTIVE S UMMARY

B ACKGROUND

As development occurs w ithin the North Tahoe F ire Protecti on District (''NTFPD" or "District"),
additional fire p rotection facilities will be needed to meet the service demands of future residents
a nd employees . The NTFPD has recently updated the fire protection fac ilities and costs that a re
needed to serve development in the Di strict. A fair sha re portion of the cost of these fac ilities
w ill be funded by future growth in the NTFPD. Conseque ntly, the proposed fi re faciliti es impact
fee ("NTFPD Fire Fee") included in this North Tahoe Fire Protection District Update of the Fire

Facilities Impact Fee Study ("Fee Study" ) w ill appl y to all future deve lopment within the
NTFPD boundary. The NTFPD F ire Fee complies with Mitigation Fee Act nex us requirements
because the fees are set at the amount needed to mitigate the specific impacts resulting from new
deve lopment in the District.
T he Distri ct' s current fire fees are based on the Update of the Fire FacWties Impact Fee Study,
prepared in 201 3 ("20 13 Fee Study"); these fees have been increased w ith subseque nt annua l
inflatio n adj ustments since 20 13. The NT FPD Fire Fees proposed in this Fee Study have been
revised from the 2 01 3 Fee Study to be based o n the amo unt of improved property in the Distri ct.
lt is reasonable to assume that as more buildings and structures are constructed in the District,
the level of respons ibility of the District to service the new deve lopment grows. As such, a fee
that is proportiona l to the size of the building represents are reasonable relat ionship between the
de velopment and the cost of the facilities required to serve the development. The fee calculation
methodology applied in thi s Nexus Study utilizes a standard approach.

This approac h

determines the total value of all existing fac ilities and div ides the total value by the total existing
building square footage to arrive at a per-square foot fee.
Unlike the Di strict's current fire fees, the proposed Fi re Fee in this Nexus Study does not
consider the di stinction between commercial p roperty and res identia l property; each type of
deve lopme nt would be subj ect to the same fee based on the buildings square footage.
FIRE PROTECTION FAC ILITIES AND COSTS

The Fee Study ide ntifies fire protection fac ilities needed to serve new deve lopment in the
Di strict. T he required fire facilities a nd costs were determined by the NTFPD based o n its long
range needs. Facility costs included in the Fee Study ha ve been updated to reflect current and
anticipated facility needs, construction costs, and other assumptions.

North Tahoe Fire Protection District
Update of th e Fire Facilities Impact Fee Study
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A summary of the existing facilities and cost estimates, which total approxi mately $25.9 million,
is shown in Table A below. Detailed fire facilities and cost estimates incorporated in the Fee
Study are described in Section Ill .
T ABLE A
FACILITIES COST SUMMARY

Estimated
Description

Cost

Existing Faci lities

$25 ,942,808

Total

$25,942,808

NTFPD FIRE FEES

A summary of the proposed NTFPD Fire Fee is presented bel ow in Table B; the NTFPD Fire
Fee includes a 2.0% administration fee mark-up that will be used to fund costs associated w ith
administering the NTFPD Fire Fee program. This fee will fund fee study updates, accounting,
and annual reporting required by the Mitigati on Fee Act. T he proposed fees are approx imately a
15% increase over the District' s current residential fire fees.
TABLEB
NTFPD FIRE FEE SUMMARY

l'roposl'd

\dministration

Total

Land l ·sc

Fcc per SF

Fcc (2'Y.•)

Fcc per SF

Residential

$ 1.22

$0.02

$1.24

Nonresidential
Commercial
Office
Industrial

$ 1.22
$ 1.22
$1.22

$0.02
$0.02
$0.02

$ 1.24
$ 1.24
$1.24

North Tahoe Fire Protection District
Update of the Fire Facilities Impact Fee Study
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PROPOSED INCREMENTAL FlRE FEE INCREASES

In an effort to mitigate the impact of the fee increase, the NTFPD has proposed to spread the fee
increase over two years. Table C shows the proposed fee increases over the next two years. The
new fee increases wou ld become effective in January of2019 and 2020.

TABLEC

NTFPD FIRE FEE INCREMENTAL INCREASES
21111)

211211

Land l sc

Fcc per SF

Fcc per SF

R esidential

$1.17

$ 1.24

$0.99
$ 1.09
$0.93

$1.24
$ 1.24
$ 1.24

Nonresidential
Commercial
Office
Industria l

North Tahoe Fire Protection District
Update oftlze Fire Facilities Impact Fee Study
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I. INTRODUCTION

The North Tahoe Fire Protection Di strict is an independent specia l di strict that provides fire,
rescue, and pre-hospital emergency medical services to res idents and employees within an
approximate 30-square mile a rea on the north and west shores of Lake Tahoe in the County of
Placer. A map identifying the Di strict 's boundaries is shown on the fol lowing page.
The NTFPD currently operates five fire stations within its bo undary. These stations are located
in Tahoe City, Kings Beach, Homewood, Do llar Point, a nd Carnel ian Bay and currently serve
and estimated 9,900 residents.
T he NTFPD also provides fire protection and re lated serv ices to residents and employees within
the A lpine Springs County Water District ("Water Di strict") through a sixth station located in
Alpine Meadows. Costs assoc iated with fire protection facilities and equipment required to serve
residents and employees within the Wate r Di strict are included in the Alpine Springs County

Water District Fire Facilities Impact Fee Study Update, which is currently being updated. The
A lpine Meadows stati on and the corresponding service ·population withi n the Water Di strict are
not included in this Fee Study.
PURPOSE OF STUDY

As development occurs w ithin the NTFPD, new or expanded fire faci lities will be required to
meet the service demands of future development. If adopted, the NTFPD Fire Fee presented in
this report wi ll apply to all future development within the Di strict boundary. The NTFPD Fire
Fee complies with the Mitigation Fee Act nexus re quirements because the NTFPD Fire Fee is
calculated to mitigate only the specific impacts that wi ll result from new development in the
Di strict.
The NTFPD reta ined Goodwin Consu lting Group, Inc. ("Goodwin") to prepare this North Tahoe

Fire Protection District Update of the Fire Facilities Impact Fee Study. The NTFPD Fire Fee
wi ll be impl emented by the NTFPD Board of Directors and Placer County Board of Supervisors
through the adoption of a resolution or ordinance. In doing so, the NTFPD Fire Fee wi ll replace
the District's current fire fee that is based on the 20 13 Fee Study.

North Tahoe Fire Protection District
Update of the Fire Facilities Impact Fee Study
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NTFPD BOUNDARY M AP

Legend

D

North Tahoe Fire Protection District

2000 Population (US Census)
2010 Population (US Census)
2018 Population (Environics)

North Tahoe Fire Protection District
Update of the Fire Facilities Impact Fee S tudy

12,304
10,684
9,875
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IMPACT F EE N EXUS REQUIREMENTS

Assembly B ill ("AB") 1600, which was e nacted by the State of California in 1987, created
Section 66000 et seq. of the Government Code. A B 1600, which created the M itigation Fee Act,
req uires that all publi c agencies satisfy the fo ll owing requ irements when esta blishing, increasing,
or impos ing a fee as a conditi on of approval for a de ve lopment project:
I.

Ide ntify the purpose of the fee

2.

Ide ntify the use to which the fee will be put

3.

Determine how there is a reasonab le relationship between:
A.

The fee's use a nd the type of development project on which the fee rs
imposed

B.

The need for the pub Iic fac iI ity a nd the type of development project on
wh ich the fee is imposed.

C.

The a mount of the fee and the cost of the p ublic fac ility or portion of the
p ublic fac ili ty attributable to the development on which the fee is imposed .

T he assumpti ons a nd cost a ll ocation methodo logy that were used to establ ish the nexus between
the NTFPD Fire Fee and the deve lopment on which it w ill be levied are s ummarized in the
subseque nt sections of this report.
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JL EXISTING DEVELOPMENT IN THE DISTRICT
The Mitigation Fee Act requ ires that a reasonable relationship exist between the need for public
fac ilities and the development on which a fee is imposed. The need for publ ic facilities is related
to the level of serv ice demanded, which varies in proportion to the amount of development. For
thi s Nexus Study, deve lopment is measure by the amount of constructed buildings and measured
in terms of building square footage. A rev iew of Placer County ' s assessor ro ll reveals that as of
2018, there were 11 ,572 buildings and structures totaling approx imately 2 I .2 mill ion square feet
of building space in the District. Table 1 summarizes the existing building square footage by
land use category.

TABLE 1
EXISTING D EVELOPMENT - B UILDING SQUARE FOOTAGE

Single Family
Multi- Fam ily
Com mercial
Office
Industrial
Warehouse
Institutional

Totals

10,693
13 1
386
74
21
194

18,69 1,155
414,294
I ,439,802
250,475
92,11 3
224,970

44

9 1,952

11 ,572

2 1,204,76 1

Sources: Parcel Quest
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III.

FIRE PROTECTION F ACILITIES AND COST ESTIMATES

T he NT FPD Fire Fee program will prov ide funding for fire protection fac ilities, inc luding fire
stations, vehi c les, a nd equipment. A summary of ex isting and planned faciliti es required to serve
deve lopme nt in the District is prov ided below.
EXISTING FIRE FACILITIES

Ex isting fire protection faciliti es w ithin the District inc lude five fire stations, as fo llows:
•

Tahoe City Station 5 1 - Headquarters station of the Di strict located in Tahoe C ity . This
station is a 20,227 square foot station that is a LEED " Gold" certification. The station
was constructed in 2 01 2 to meet the administrative needs of the Distric t for the next 50
years; however, it is al ready reaching capacity.

•

Kings Beach Station 52 - Serves the large and dense popul ation at the north end of the
Di strict. Built in

1956, Station 52 houses engine companies as well as some

administrati ve offices. The Station has numero us restrictio ns that will limit the Di strict' s
ability to renovate or expand it. Recent comme rcial deve lo pments withi n the area have
placed a greater need to upgrade and re model the station.
•

Homewood Station 53 - Serves the remote southernmost porti on of the District. Built in
1962, this station also prov ides contract EMS and automatic aide for fire respo nse to
areas of El Dorado County. This station does not currently meet State of California
essential serv ice building require ment; in order to comply w ith standards, the retrofit
costs would be significa nt. With recent and future development in the Homewood
Mountain Resort, conside rabl e strains will be placed on the District.

•

Do llar Po int Station 54 - Serves both, as a working mecha nics shop for the Di strict and
storage for response a pparatus in the Do lla r Po int a rea. Built in 1962, Station 54 is
located on a residentia l lot w ithin a residentia l neighborhood. A long term plan inc ludes
moving the mechanics shop into larger more industrial facility.

•

Carne lian Bay Station 55 - Serves the a rea between Tahoe City and the Ki ngs Beach.
Built in 1962, this station is curre ntly adequate for the apparatus assigned. During the
s ummer, Cal Fire staffs this station.
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The total estimated cost of the Di strict's fire stations, land, veh icles, and eq uipment, based on
current val ues and esti mated costs, equals approximately $25.9 million , as shown below in Table
2.
TABLE2
SUMMARY OF EXISTrNG FAClLITIES COSTS

Description

Estimated
Cost

Stations
Vehicles & Equ ipment
Special Equ ipment

$19,916,859
$5,445 ,949
$580,000

Total

$25,942,808

Source: North Tahoe Fire Protection District

The estimated cost of the Tahoe City station, wh ich was completed in 20 12, is based on actua l
construction costs, including financing costs. Estimated values of the remaining existing fire
stations are based on values provided in the Di strict's insurance documents. The estimated total
value of a ll five stations, including buildings and land, totals approximately $19.9 million and is
summarized in Table 3 on the fo ll owing page. An estimated land value of $ 1.3 million per acre
was provided by the NTFPD and is the land va lue assumed in this Fee Study for fire station sites.
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TABLE3
EXISTrNG LAND & B UILDING FACILITIES

Station 51 - Tahoe Citv

Land

1

Bui lding
Subtotal

0.99
2

20,279

3

3

Station 54 - Dollar Point
Land

Building

$ 10,514,000

0.29
7,410

acres
SF

$377,000
$3,606,262
$3,983,262

Station 53- Homewood
Land

Building
Subtotal

SF

$ 10,514,000

Station 52 - Kings Beach
Land

Building
Subtotal

acres

3

0.35
2,3 10

0.29
3,0 16

acres
SF

acres
SF

Subtotal

$455 ,000
$ 1' 124,2 19
$1 ,579,2 19

$377,000
$ 1,467,8 12
$1,844,812

Station 55- Carnelian Bav

Land
Building
Subtotal

0.09
3

Total Existing Stations Cost

3,860

acres
SF

$ 11 7,000
$ 1,878,566
$1 ,995,566

$19,916,859

' Land value is excluded because the land was donated.
Based on actual costs, including fi nancing costs
1
Based on insurance policy value.
2

Sources: North Tahoe Fire Protection District: Special District Risk Management Awhority
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TABLE4
EXISTING VEHICLES & EQU IPMENT INVENTORY & COST

\ rhirll'

I ~ (ll' &

\lal,r

I 'tim:tll·d
( '"'

Tvee I Engines
1990 Seagrave Pumper
2003 Spartan Pumper
20 16 KME Severe Service
20 16 KME Severe Service
20 17 KME Predator Severe Service
Subtotal

$280,000
$380,000
$46 1,4S2
$46 l ,S42
$48 1,600
$2,064,S94

TJ!.pe Ill Engines
1992 I ntemational Brush Vehicle
2007 I ntemational Brush Vehicle
Subtotal

Other
2013 PJ- Trai ler
2006 Ford F-4SO
1998 Ford F- ISO
2004 Arrow Trai ler
198S Cook Trai ler
20 I0 Snowmobi le Trailer
20 II Wells Cargo- Pio Trailer
20 II Well s Cargo- Pio Trailer
2007 Carson Dt 122
200 I Ford F-3SO
John Deere Loader
20 I I Skidoo Snowmobile
2012 Skidoo Snowmobile
2009 Snake Ri ver Trailer
M2SO American Signal
M2S l American Signal
2013 Po laris UTV
1999 Ford F-2SO
1998 Ford F- ISO
1998 Ford F- ISO

$ 1SO,OOO
$343,000
$493,000

$2,200
$4,SOO
$4,SOO
$4,700
$S,OOO
$7,349
$8,669
$8,669
$9,000
$ 10,000
$ 10,000
$ 12,000
$ 12,000
$ 13, 1SO
$ 1S,OOO
$ 1S,OOO
$ 16,283
$20,000
$20,000
$20,000

\ rhirlr

I~

pr

._1(

\la l,r

Other
2003 Chev (S06) Tahoe
200 I Ford Expedition
2018 Subaru lmpreza
2018 Subaru Jmpreza
2008 Ford F- ISO
2008 Ford F- ISO
M200 Chipper
2006 Caterpillar Generator
20 IS Ford Explorer
2008 Ford (S02) F-2SO
1922 Seagrave Antique Pumper
2008 Ford (B-S) Exped ition
200S Caterpillar Dca70
2009 Ford (SOO) Expedition
2016 Ford F-2SO
2016 Ford F-2SO
2008 Ford F-4SO
M21 3 Bandit Chipper
20 18 Ford Explorer
20 18 Ford F-2SO
2004 Ford F-3SO
20 14 Ford Braun
20 I 0 Ford F-3SO
20 II Ford F-3SO
2006 Bauer
2012 Ford Braun
20 13 Caterpillar Loader
2012 Ford (Mech Vehicle) F-SSO
20 14 Dodge orth Star
20 IS Dodge North Star
20 17 Dodge North Star
2004 Kenworth
20 19 Internationa l Wo rkstar
Subtotal

Total Ex isting Vehicles & Equipment Cost

I ' timatrd ( ust

$20,000
$20,000
$20,S24
$20,S24
$2S,SOO
$2S,SOO
$30,000
$30,000
$30,000
$30,000
$30,000
$3 1,000
$33,000
$33,000
$3S,OOO
$3S,782
$41 ,000
$4 1,SOO
$43,09 1
$63,179
$80,000
$94,623
$97,000
$98,SOO
$100,000
$10 I ,4S9
$ 102,209
$ 108,000
$ 1S0,2S I
$ 161 ,6 14
$ 168,76S
$3SS,OOO
$4 14,3 14
$2,888,3SS

$5,445,949

Source: North Tahoe Fire Protection District; Special District Risk Management Authority
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Existing fire protection fac ilities also include vehicl es and equ ipment. An inventory and
estimated va lues fo r existing vehicles and equipment are presented in Table 4. Based on
information prov ided by the NTFPD, the cost of existing vehic les and equipment is
approximately $5.4 million.
The cost of furniture fi xtures and equipment at existing fi re stations are shown below in Table 5
and are based on estimates from the Districts insurance documents. The total cost of these items
is approxi mately $580,000.

TA BLE 5
NTFPD FURN ITURE FIXTURES AND EQ UIPMENT

l>cscription

Estimated
Cost

Station 51 - Tahoe City

Building Contents
Subtotal

$200,000
$200,000

Station 52- Kings Beach

Building Contents
Subtotal

$ 100,000
$ 100,000

Station 53 -Homewood

Building Contents
Subtotal

$40,000
$40,000

Station 54 -Dollar Point

Buildi ng Contents
Subtotal

$200,000
$200,000

Station 55 - Carnelian Bay

Building Contents
Subtotal
Total Furniture, Fixtu res, and Equipment Cost

$40,000
$40,000

$580,000

Source: North Tahoe Fire Protection District

PLANNED FIRE F ACILITIES TO A CCOMMODAT E NEW GROWTH

NTFPD analyzed the future fi re faciliti es needed to serve development within the District.
Based on that analysis, NTFPD determined that the Ki ngs Beach, Homewood, and Dollar Point
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fire stations need to be upgraded and expanded to serve future growth anticipated in those areas.
At the time, the Carnelian Bay fire station and the recently reconstructed Tahoe City fire stati on
wi ll be able to adequately serve the future development expected in these areas.

TABLE6
PLANNED NTFPD F ACILlTIES

New Fire Stations
Station 52 - Kings Beach
Station 53 - Homewood
Station 54 - Dollar Point
Subtotal

9,813 SF
7,165 SF
6,000 SF

$582
$582
$582 _

Future Capita/Improvements
Station 51 - Tahoe City
Station 52 - Kings Beach
Station 53 - Homewood
Station 54 - DoUar Point
Station 55 - Carnelian Bay
Station 54 - Dollar Point- Upgrade Mechanics Shop
Eastern Placer Chiefs JPA Regional Training Center
Subtotal
Total New Facilities and Improvements
1

$5,7 10,000
$4,169,000
___;:;_
$3:..z:,5:....:0;.:.:0,~00:..:0~

$13,379,000

$150,000
$300,000
$225,000
$75,000
$225,000
$300,000
$350,000
$1,625,000
$15,004,000

The per-square foot cost for fi re stations is based on t he ENR adjusted average construction cost,
excluding fmancing costs, for Station 5 1, wh ich was constructed in 20 12.

2

This is the NTFPD' s share oft he total cost associated with the train ing center.

Sources: Norlh Tahoe Fire Pro/ection D islrict; Goodwin Cons ulting Group, Inc.

Due to the type of construction of the Kings Beach, Homewood, and Dollar Point stations, the
District determined that a modular expansion for each station is impractical because the existing
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stations do not meet current seism ic requirements. Consequently, new stations are planned for
the existing Kings Beach and Homewood sites.

The Dollar Point station will need to be

upgraded to house a full-time staff. The long term plan includes relocating the Dollar Point
mechanics shop to a more industrial facility.
Table 6 shows a breakdown of costs for the three stations, which tota l approximate ly $13.4
million. Kings Beach and Homewood stations are anticipated to be constructed on their current
locations, whi le Dollar Point is a nticipated to move the mechanics shop into a larger more
industrial fac ility. Estimated constructio n costs for the new stations are based on the Tahoe City
station construction cost, inflated to current 2018 dollars using an ENR inflation index.
In addition, the District determined future capital improvements for each station that will be
needed to serve future growth. Table 6 shows the costs range from $150,000 for Station 5 1 to
$375,000 for Station 54. A central fire and rescue training fac ility located at the Truckee Tahoe
Airport is a lso inc luded. Th is training facility wi ll be shared by five regional fire districts, and
the listed $350,000 is the District' s assigned share of the total cost for this faci lity. The total
estimated cost for the future capital improvements is approximately $1.6 million.

Overall,

approximately $15.0 million in planned facilities will be needed to serve ex isting and future
growth in the District.
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/V. FIRE FEE CALCULATION M E THODOLOGY
When impact fees are calc ul ated, an ana lysis must be presented in enough deta il to demonstrate
that logica l a nd thorough consideration was applied in the process of determining how the fee
re lates to the impact created by new deve lopment. Various findings pursuant to the Mitigation
Fee Act must be made to ens ure that there is a reasonabl e relations hip between the amount of the
fee and the impact on the fac ilities from deve lopment o n which that fee w ill be levied . The
fo llowing section of the re port outlines the methodology used in this Fee Study to ca lc ulate the
NTF PD Fire Fee.
F EE M ETHODOLOGY

A standard-based approach was used in this Nexus Study to calculate the Fire Fee. W ith a
standard-based approach, the cost of a ll ex isting fac ilities is a llocated to a ll ex isting deve lopme nt
in the District. To ensure that all costs are re lative in today's dollars, ex isti ng fac ilities a re
valued a t replacement cost.

Div iding the total cost of all fac ilities by the tota l sum of a ll

deve lopme nt in the District produces a uniform fee that a llocates a fa ir share o f the facilities cost
amo ng a ll development in the Di strict.
In this Nexus Study, deve lopment is represe nted by improved property, and specifica lly
constructed bui lding space. It is reasonab le to assume that as more building space is constructed
througho ut the District, the leve l of responsibility of the District to service and protect the
buildings and its occupants grows. With this growth, there is a c lear need for the District to
construct, expand, a nd purc hase additiona l fire facilities and apparatus to serve the deve lo pment.
As such, a fee that is proportiona l to the size of the building represents are reasonable
re lationship between the development and the cost of the fac ilities required to serve the
deve lo pment.
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V. NEXUS FINDINGS AND NTFPD FIRE FEE
Future development in the NTFPD will create demand for fire protection facilities that w ill serve
future residents and employees. The NTFPD Fire Fee program w ill fund future development's
fair share of costs to construct three fire stations located in the Kings Beach , Homewood, and
Dollar Point areas of the District as well as other future capital improvements. The NTFPD Fire
Fee, as calcu lated in thi s Fee Study meets the Miti gation Fee Act nexus requireme nts, as outlined
below.

Purpose of Fee
The purpose of the NTFPD Fire Fee is to fund the fire facilities identified in this Fee Study that
are needed to mitigate the impacts from new development in the NTFPD.

Use of Fee
NTFPD Fire Fee revenue w ill be used to fund the fire facilitie s needed to prov ide fire protection
serv ice.

These facilities and their corresponding costs and values are presented in Tables 3

through 6 of thi s Fee Study.

Reasonable Relationship Between the Fee's Use and the Type of Development
As additional residential and no nresidential buildings are constructed in the District, the
additional demand for emergency services placed on the Di strict will require that add itional fire
faci lities, apparatus, and equipment are constructed or purchased. Fee revenue generated by the
Fire Fee will be used to purchase these facilities.

Development impact fee revenue is the

District's primary funding source of capital facilities.

Reasonable Relationship Between the Need for the Facility and the Type of Development
New res idential and nonresidential development in the NTFPD will generate buildings and
structures that will require fire protection services. New development will require additional and
upgraded fire facilities to ma inta in the existing level of service and to provide fire protection and
emergency services to the developing areas in the NTFPD. ln order to maintain the NTFPD's
current level of fire protection service, the NTFPD must upgrade and reconstruct three fire
stations in Kings Beach, Homewood, and Do llar Point, a s well as purchase future capital
improvements for each of the District's stations.
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Reasonable Relationship Between the Amount of the Fee and the Cost of the Facility
The relationship between the amount of the fee and the portion of the facility cost attributable to
the deve lopment type is based on building square footage. The larger the development, the more
building square footage it will contain. Also, more building square footage means more
residents and employees can be housed in the bui lding. The bigger the size of the development
most li kely means that more fire related serv ices will be needed than a small er bu ilding or
development. Therefore it is entirely reasonable to relate the amount of the Fire Fee to the size

or amount of building square footage, as is done in this Nexus Study. In applying the fee
calcu lation methodology used in this Nexus Study, the amount of the Fire Fee is reasonab ly
related to the portion of the facility (and its cost) that is attributable to the development
NTFPD FIRE FEE CALCULATI ON

Table 7 details the calculation of the NTFPD Fire Fee. Dividing the fire fac il ities cost of
approx imate ly $25.9 mi llion by the estimated 2 1.2 million square feet in the District equals a
cost of $ 1.22 per bui lding square foot.

TABLE

7

NTFPD F IRE FACI L ITI ES COST
P ER BU I LDING SQUARE FOOT

Fire Facilities Cost
Total Developed Sg uare Feet
Cost per Building Square Foot

$25,942,808
2 1,204,76 1
$1.22

NTFPD FmE FEES

A summary of the proposed NTFPD Fire Fee is presented below in Table 8; the NTFPD Fire Fee
includes a 2.0% administration fee mark-up that will be used to fund costs associated with
adm inistering the NTFPD Fire Fee program. This fee will fund fee study updates, accounting,
and annual reporting requ ired by the Mitigation Fee Act. The proposed fees are approximately a
15% increase over the District's current res idential fire fees.
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TABLE 8
NTFPD FtRE F EE SUMMARY

Propo,rd

\dmini,tration

·1 otal

Land l'sc

Fcc per SF

h·c (2'~.)

Fcc per SF

Residential

$ 1.22

$0.02

$ 1.24

Nonresidential
Commercial
Office
Indu strial

$ 1.22
$ 1.22
$ 1.22

$0.02
$0.02
$0.02

$ 1.24
$ 1.24
$1.24

PROPOSED INCREMENTAL FIRE FEE INCREASES

In an effort to mitigate the impact of the fee increase, the NTFPD has proposed to spread th e fee
increase over two years. Table 9 on the following page shows the proposed fee increases over
the next two years. The new fee increases would become effective in January of20 19 and 2020.

TABLE9
NTFPD FIRE FEE I NCREM ENTAL INC REASES

21119

211211

Land l sc

Fl·c per SF

Fcc per· SF

Residential

$ 1.1 7

$ 1.24

Nonresidential
Commercial
Office
Industrial

$0.99
$ 1.09
$0.93

$ 1.24
$ 1.24
$ 1.24
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VI. PROGRAM IMPLEMENTATION AND ADMINJS TRA TION

F EE IMPLEMENTATION

Accord ing to the California Government Code, prior to levy ing a new fee o r increasing an
existing fee, an agency must ho ld at least one open a nd publi c 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 a nd place of the meeting, a nd a genera l explanation of the matter,
a re to be published in accordance w ith Section 6062a of the Govern ment Code, which states that
publication shall occur tw ice, w ith at least fi ve days intervening, commencing at least te n days
before the hearing, in a newspaper regul arl y published once a week or more.
The NTFPD F ire Fee w i II need to be approved by the NTFPD Board of Directors and the Placer
County Board of Superv isors thro ugh a fee resolution or ordina nce to adopt the proposed
NTFPD F ire Fee. T he resolutio n o r ord inance a uthoriz ing and establishing the NTFPD F ire Fee
w ill then be adopted by the Placer County Board of Supervisors. O nce the last acti on associated
with adoptin g the NTF PD Fire Fee is comple ted , the NTFPD F ire Fee sha ll then become
effecti ve sixty days late r.
A NNUAL I NFLATION U PDATE

The NTFPD F ire Fees may be adjusted in fu ture years to reflect revised faci lity costs o r receipt
of funding from a lternati ve sources. In addition to s uc h adjustme nts, in Ja nua ry of each calenda r
year, or another date, as desig nated by the NTFPD, the cost estimates a nd the NTF PD Fire Fees
w ill also be adjusted by the average increase in the Constructi on Cost Index (" CCI") as reported
in the Engineering News Record magazi ne for the 12-month period e nding October of the
prev ious year. For example, the adjustment for Ja nuary 2020 will be dete rmined by calcul ating
the increase from October 201 8 to October 20 19 in the CCI. The resulting increase w ill be the
adjustme nt factor that will be applied to the NTFPD F ire Fees in January 2020. T he increased
fees may be adopted thro ug h a resolution or ord ina nce.
F EE STUDY UPDATES

T he Fee Study w ill be subj ect to periodic update based o n c hanges in developabl e land, land
uses, fac ilities and land costs, or economic conditions. The NTFPD should periodicall y review
the costs, fees, and account ba lances to determine if a n update to the N TFPD F ire Fee is
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warranted. During the periodic reviews, the NTFPD may analyze the fo llowing items that would
impact the NTFPD Fire Fee program:
•

Changes to the required fire facilities included in the NTFPD Fire Fee program

•

Changes in land costs

•

Changes in the cost to adm ini ster the NTFPD Fire Fee

ADMINISTRATION FEE COMPONENT OF THE

NTFPD FIRE FEE

The NTFPD Fire Fee includes an administration fee component equal to 2.0% of fac ilities costs.
Based o n its experience administering past fire fee programs, the 2.0% fee rate sho uld be
sufficient to cover its cost of administering the NTFPD Fire Fee program. The NTFPD should
monitor its administration costs in the fo llowing years and adjust the rate as necessary.
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VII. A NNUAL AND FIVE- YEAR REPORTIN G REQUIREMENTS
Government Code Sections 6600 I and 66006 require local agencies to submit a nnual and fiveyear reports detailing the status of development impact fees. Annual reports must be made
avai lable to the public no later than 180 days after the end of the fiscal year and must be
presented to the City Counc il at least fifteen days after it is made available to the public.
For the five year report, Government Code Section 6600 1 (d) states that for the fifth fiscal year
fo llowing the first deposit into the account(s) or fund(s) and every five years thereafter, the local
agency shall make certa in findings with respect to that portion of the account or fund that
remains unexpended. Thi s chapter of the report presents the annua l report for fisca l year 201718 as we ll as the fi ve-year repo rt.

Annual Report Pursuant to Government Code 66006
1) Brief Description of the Fees

Fire fees are levied on development in NTFPD to fund capita l improvements including
fire faciliti es, apparatus and equipment, as presented in this Fee Study.

2) The amount of the fee
Table 8 in this report shows the NTFPD 's fee schedule.
3) Beginning and ending balance in the fee account
Beginning and e nding fire fee fund balance for fi scal year 20 17-18 a re shown in the table
be low.

Fund Balance - FY 2017-18

Fund
Fire Fee Fund

North Tahoe Fire Protection District
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4) Amount of fees collected and interest earnings
Fees collected and interest earned for fi scal year 20 17-18 a re shown in the table below.

Fees Collected and Interest Earned - FY 2017-18

Fund
Fire Fee Fund

Fees

Interest

$ 120,262

$ 1,445

5) An identification of each public improvement on which fees were expended in FY
2017-18 and the amount of the expenditures on each improvement, including the
total percentage of the cost of the public improvement that was fund ed with fees.
$ 11 0,000 of fee revenue was spent on loan debt serv ice for Station 5 1.

6) An identification of an approximate date by which the construction of the public
improvement will commence if the local agency determines that sufficient funds
have been collected to complete the financing on an incomplete public improvement.
NTFPD ' has not identified any public improvements that have sufficient funds to
complete the financing on an incomplete public improvement in fiscal year 20 17-18.

7) A description of each interfund transfer or loan made from this account.
No interfund transfers or loans were made from the fire fee fu nd in FY 20 17-18

8) Refunds made in FY 2017-18 pursuant to subdivision (e) of Section 66001 and any
allocations pursuant to subdivision (e) of Section 66001.
None

Five-Year Report Pursuant to Government Code 66001
1) Identify the purpose to which the fee is to be put.
The purpose ofthe mitigation fee revenues, totaling approximately $26,6 15 as of June 30,
20 18, is to fund the various public fac iliti es identified in this Nexus Study.
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facilities have been identified by NTFPD staff as required to mitigate the impacts o n
facilities from new development. These facil ities inc lude improveme nts to fire statio ns,
apparatus, vehic les, and e quipment that will serve residentia l a nd no nresidentia l
development in the NTF PD. Descriptions of these fac ilities and their costs are presented
in this Nexus Study.

2) Demonstrate a reasonable relationship between the fee and the purpose for which it
is charged.
The Fee Study demonstrates that a reasonable relationship ex ists between the fee and the
purpose for w hich it is charged. New developme nt in the NTFPD w ill generate a need
for additional capita l fac ilities. The total $26,6 15 re maining in existing fee accounts as of
June 30, 20 J 8 wi ll be used to fund a fair- share portion of these capital facilities to serve
new residential and non-residenti al development in the Distri ct.

3) Identify all sources and amount of funding anticipated to complete financin g in
incomplete improvem ents identified in paragraph (2) of subdivision (a) of Section
66001.

Fund ing for fire facilities inc luded in the fire fee program will come primarily fro m fire
fee revenue.

4) Designate the approximate dates on which the funding is expected to be deposited
into the appropriate fund.
The fire stations, apparatus and equipment ide ntified in thi s Fee Study wi ll be purchased
when enough fire fee revenue is collected fro m developme nt in the District.
Unfortunate ly, growth in the District cannot be predicted with any certainty a nd as a
res ult, the Di strict does not know when a suffi cient amount of fire fee revenue w ill be
collected to purchase the fi re apparatus and equipment.
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Summary of the Mitigation Process
ln light of the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA) 20 12 Regional Plan update and the
improving state of the economy, growth is expected to continue in the Lake Tahoe basin. The increase
in protection inventory and service population has served to spread existing assets of public agencies
over a substantially larger service base. The North Tahoe Fire Protection District has experienced an
increase in the amount of building inventory to protect. This development has contributed to an
increase in fire protection inventory, requiring a commensurate increase in firefighting infrastructure.
North Tahoe Fire Protection District is faced with growing capital improvement needs that
exceed property tax increments. With the advent of Proposition 2 18, special tax or assessments are no
longer valid revenue sources to keep pace with growth, new service and infrastructure demands. The
North Tahoe Fire Protection Di strict is utilizing a proactive approach to continue an existing level of
service and to meet the future needs of the District.
Hi storical data about staffin g and inventory has been gathered to develop estimates of adequate
staffing leve ls and capital inventory. This information has been used to develop a fair and equitable
mitigation fund equation. The total impact is analyzed by correlation between community growth and
the increased need for fire prevention and protection services. The ultimate purpose ofthe mitigation
fees is to provide a continuing level of service rather than a remedy for past development and to
hopefully arrest the degradation of service levels.
In 1986 Assembly Member Cortese recognized the need for conci se legislation concerning
mitigation. AB 1600 is the resu lt of hearings. Through delay, the effective date of AB 1600 was
January L, 1989. AB 1600 enacted Government Code Sections 66000-66003. Th is in effect requires
local agencies imposing mitigation fees to specify the public improvement, segregate the monies
collected in special accounts, re-exam ine the necessity for the expanded balance after 5 years, and
refund the balance with accrued interest. In addition, local agencies im posing the fee for defined
fac ility and improvements would be authorized to adopt and annuall y rev iew a specified cap ital
faci lities plan.
AB 1600 required the North Tahoe Fire Protection District to go through an established process
to enact a reasonable relationship between a development fee and the specified improvement that it
will be used for. In simple term s, the North Tahoe Fi re Protection District cannot arbi trarily charge a
mitigation fee without first showing the relationship between impact of deve lopment and the fee being
charged. A thorough analys is of this process was completed in 2007 and 20 13. In 201 5 another
thorough analys is was conducted that establi shed and confirmed th e relationship between the impact of
development and the fee being charged.
The final hurdle was the actual levy of fees. The California Attorney General issued the
opinion that Special Districts cannot levy mitigation fees. However, the California Constitution allows
Counties and Cities to levy mitigation fees . Through thi s process and by Resolution, Placer County
has allowed the North Tahoe Fire Protection Di strict to realize mitigation revenues. The content of
thi s report will outline the spend ing plan for those fees co llected up to and including the fi scal year
2017/20 18, an inventory of the fees col lected to this point and a proposa l for a mitigation fee
adj ustment based on a generall y accepted inflationary adjustment.
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Relationship between Growth and
Capital- Facilities Plan
North Tahoe Fire Protection District continues to experience growth in fire inventory, as well
as population, thi s trend is expected to continue for years to come. Thi s development has contributed
to an increase in calls for service and increased fire potential.
The recent trend of expanding small mountain cabins to expansive resort homes is creating
larger homes with larger population potential. Many of these homes are vacation rentals, which carry
increased risks with transient guests unfam iliar with the unusual fire and safety risks of forested and
heavy snow areas: As the demand for fire and Emergency Med ical Serv ices capability increases
through infill construction and "teardown" remodels, the ability to transport personnel and apparatus
will degrade proportionally. The major arterial routes are critical ly congested and the projected
increase in residents and visitors will only worsen the problem. The on ly plausible miti gation strategy
is to maintain, upgrade or relocate staffed fire stations where response is timely, and to mainta in
enough redundancy in apparatus and equipment to act autonomously until assistance can arrive.
The continued growth will impact the District 's ability to maintain the same level of service.
The impact of this growth affects three aspects of the organization: (I) Personnel required (2) Fire
Stations (3) Apparatus. Capital Mitigati on fees may be used for specifi c items as clearl y stated in AB
I600. Personnel can·not be fund ed with these fees. Development of fire stati ons and purchase of
apparatus is a ll owed. North Tahoe Fire Protecti on District uses a systems approach to deliver services
across the District. Each Station supports one another and apparatus are truly a system wide resource
and all apparatus are avai lable to all portions of the Distri ct. Thus it is appropriate that mitigation fees
collected from one particular project or geographic area be used to support apparatus or facilities in
another.
Personnel
Personnel cannot be fu nded with these fees.
Fire Stations
The Facilities Plan indicates the proposed expenditures for all existing facilities and those
projected. Mitigation fees can only be used for Facility improvements directly related to growth.
Funds shall not be used for replacement.
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Discussion of issues raised through public comment
During the introduction of the Five Year Update to the District's AB1600 Mitigation plan in 20 15,
concerns were brought forward by community stakeho lders. Concerns expressed included the
population growth rate utilized by the District' s AB 1600 consultants (Goodwin Consulting Group) a nd
the inclusion of facilities and equipme nt into the plan as they relate to new construction pay ing its fair
sha re.
Goodwin Consulting Group used a 1.5% g rowth rate over 22 years (equaling 4,330 new residents and
540 new employees) which received considerable attention because the 20 I 0 census numbe rs and
some other ind icators show a population decl ine coinciding w ith the recession starting in 2008. The
1.5% growth rate represents an average that is applied over a 22 year period. The growth rate for some
years may be higher, w hil e others may be lower. Jt is a lso important to note that the increase is applied
to 2010 estimates, w hich reflect near-bottom economic conditions. T he II , 172 res ident populations
represent the estimated residentia l popu lation for 2 01 3, w hich is based o n the 2010 estimate provided
by the County plus the average annual growth rate of 1.5% for the 3 -year period from 20 10 to 20 13,
the same formula as used in orig ina l mitigation plan study.
A nother concern expresses was that I 00% of certain projected new equipment and facilities were
inc luded into the plan rather than a reduced share being apportioned to new deve lopment. The question
was a lso raised in discussion as to w hat standards and benchmarks the Di strict uses to make plan
updates and adjustments.
Wages a nd benefits make up greater than 70% of the cost to provide fire serv ices, ne ither of w hich can
be paid th ro ugh co llecti on of AB 1600 mitigation fee s. In essence, onl y 30% of the actual cost
associated with providing add itional fire protection services to future deve lopment are al located under
the Plan. Ln accordance w ith AB 1600, the District placed specific facilities and equipment into the
AB1600 mitigation plan in order to off-set antic ipated increased dema nds on ex isting services by
future development. Historicall y, the Di strict coll ects $60,000 to $70,000 per year in mitigation fees
and has never full y funded any sing le facil ity or apparatus.
Placement of essential fire apparatus and fixed faci lities for community fire protection is a complex
operationa l fun ction that takes into account parameters outside the scope of AB 1600, such as respo nse
times a nd staffin g levels. Nationa l consensus standards are used for benchmarking and in future
planning. The Insurance Services Office's Fire Suppression Rating Schedule and National Fire
Protection Association, NFPA 17 10 Standard for the Organization and Dep loyment ofFire

Suppression Operations, Emergency Medical Operations, and Special Operations to the Public by
Career Fire Departments, are two im portant natio nal standards that assist in determining future needs.
The North Tahoe Fire Protection Di strict will report annua lly the total number of AB1600 qua lify ing
projects, inc luding data for square footage for residentia l, commercial and industrial properties and the
associated fees collected.
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Applicable California State Codes and
National Fire Protection Association Standards
Fire District Station Facilities
The Fire Di strict builds and maintains stations and fac ilities in accordance with the current Califo rnia
State Building Code, Electrical Code, Plumbing Code and Mechanical Code and Fire Code. Station
and Fac ility construction must all meet requirements of the Nation Fire Protection Association (NFPA)
for constructi on and maintenance. The followin g standards are examples of NF PA standards that
apply to new facil ity proj ect within the North Tahoe Fire Protection Distri ct.

•

Standard I 0 I - Life Safety Code

•

Ch 1. 1.2 - The code addresses the construction, protection and occupancy features necessary to
minimize danger to life from the effect of fire, including smoke, heat and toxic gasses created
during a fire. Ch 1.1.3 - The Code established minimum criteria for the design and egress
fac ilities so as to a llow prompt escape of occupants from buildings or, where, desirable, into
safe areas within buildings.

•

Standard 1500 - Fire Department Occupational Safety and Health Program

•

Ch 9.1.1 Facility Safety - All Fire Department facilities shall compl y with all legally applicable
health, safety, building, and fire code requirement.

•

A.9. 1. 1 where health, safety, building, and fi re codes are not legally applicable to fire
department fac ilities; steps should be taken to ensure that equi valent standards are applied and
enforced. In absence of local requ irements, the provisions ofNFPA I ; Fire Code NFPA 70;
NF PA 10 1, Life Safety Code; NFPA 5000, Building Construction and Safety Code should be
applied.

•

In add ition, the workplace safety standards specified in 92CFR 19 10, Occupation Safety and
Health Standards, or an equiva lent standard should be applied. Applicable requirements of the
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) should be met.

Fire Department Apparatus
The North Tahoe Fire Protection District operates several types of fire apparatus. Structural fire
fighting engines are built in accordance with NFPA 190 I ; water tenders are built in accordance with
NFPA 1903 Standard for mobile water supply fire apparatus; wildl and fire apparatus are built in
accordance with NFPA 1906; the Di strict' s aerial fi re apparatus will be built in accordance with NFPA
1904.

NFPA Standard 1500 - Fire Department Occupati onal Safety and Health Program; Ch6 Fire
Apparatus, Equipment, and Dri ver/Operators section 6. 1.1 states fi re departments shall consider safety
and health as primary concerns in the specification, design, construction, acqui sition, operation,
maintenance, and inspection and repair of all fire department apparatus. The District will continue to
meet this standard.
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Fire Department Staffing
While sta ffing and personnel cannot be fu nded with Miti gation fees; the NFPA standard related to
staffing is noted that staffing is an integral portion of fire attack and mitigation.

NFPA Standard 17 L0- Organization and Deployment of Fire Suppression Operations, Emergency
Med ical Operations, and Special Operations to the Public by Career Fire Departments; Ch 4.3 Staffing
and deployment states staffing in the fire department shall identify minimum staffing requirements to
ensure that a sufficient number of members are avai lab le to operate safely and effectively. It is the
District' s intention to meet this standard .
The fo llowing table from Ch 4.3.2 indicates minimum staffing and response times required by NFPA:

Demand Zone

Rural area

Demograph ics
> I ,000 people
I sq mi
500- 1000
people I sq mi
< 500 people I
sq mi

Remote area

Travel di stance
> 8 mi

Urban Area
Suburban area

Minimum Staff Response Time
(m inutes)
to Respond

Meets
Objective

15

9

90%

10

10

80%

6

14
Directly
dependent on
travel di stance

80%

4

90%
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North Tahoe Fire Protection District
Physical Facilities- Expenditure Plan
North Tahoe Fire Protection Di stri ct personnel and equipment are quartered in five
separate facilities. The stations are geographi call y di stributed to provide coverage of the entire
District. With the excepti on th e new Public Safety Center Station 51 , Di strict stations are
exceeding their designed ca pability; the apparatu s room s are filled to ca pacity; and no space
is available for additi onal activities, equipment, or personnel, which will be required by growth .
The faciliti es are as follows:

Station 51-222 Fairway Dr., Tahoe City
Station 5 1 is the headquarters station of the Distri ct, construction was completed in 201 2. This
building achieve a LEED "Gold" certification. The station is 20,027 sq. ft. , sing le story
with a full sub-floor or basement level; wood frame construction with steel columns and
support beams on a concrete foundation. Chief Officers, Fire Marshal, Forest Fuels and
adm inistrative staff have offices on the first floor of the building along with 5 double deep,
pull through apparatus bays (approx imately 7,000 sq. ft.). Staff quarters and an emerge ncy
operations center are located on th e lower fl oor. This stati on was constructed to meet
the admini strati ve needs of the District fo r the next 50 years but has already reached
capa city in many ways.

Future Funding Needs and allocations for Station 51:
5 year- Minor Capital Improvements
15 year- Minor Capital Improvements

50,000
100,000
150,000

Station 52- 288 North Shore Blvd., Kings Beach
Station 52 is located in Kings Beach, at the North end of the Di stri ct. This station serves a
large and dense popul ati on, much of which is an aging wood frame structures which have
been co nverted to rental units. Additionall y several large low income housing units have
recently bee n added. Much of Kings Beach and Brockway is residenti al with narrow streets
whi ch can be barel y passabl e with winter snows.
Built in 1956, Station 52 is a two story concrete block and wood stru cture. The building
houses active eng ine companies, as we ll as some admini strative offi ces. The station has
th ree sin gle bays and o ne double dri ve through bay. The single bays have 10' hi gh doors,
thus limiting the height of ass igned apparatus. The drive-through bay has 12' doors and 14'
side-to-side clearance.
The parcel of land th at thi s stati on is located on has several restri ctions that limit the
District' s ability to expand or retrofit this station. However in light of recent commercial
deve lopment within the vicinity of thi s stati on, a significant remodel/upgrade must be
considered. New development within the vic inity of th is station has resulted in larger more
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dense occupanc ies requiring larger apparatus and mo re staffin g. The cost for this
remodel/upgrade would be signifi cant.
Station 52 does not m eet c urrent State of Ca lifo rnia essential service building
require ments. The costs of re trofitting the building to meet current standards would be
significant.

Future Funding Needs and allocations for Station 52:
5 year- Minor Capita l Improvements
I 0 year- Upgrade/expansion/replacement
15 year - Minor Capita l Improvements

Station 53 -

150,000
4,906,500
150,000
5,206,500

5425 West Lake Blvd., Homewood

Statio n 53 serves the southernmost portio ns of the Di s trict. T he area thi s station serves
is muc h more remote than other areas of the District. From Station 53 , the District provides
contract EMS a nd automatic aide for fire res ponse to areas of E l Do rado Co unt y.
S tati on 53 was built in 1962, constructed of concrete brick and wood construction.
Statio n 53 is a three s ing le bay station w ith 12' hig h doors. T he apparatus ass igned to
Stat ion 53 bare ly fits in the apparatus bays; 3 1' apparatus is packed into 34' bays. Due to
the area served; thi s station ho uses the water tender, one of the largest pieces of apparatus the
Di strict operates.
Stati on 53's quarters were built fo r I perso n res ide nt staffi ng a nd are uns uitable for more
than one person. Staffing increases due to growth have created a necessity to increase the size
of quarters by adding a second bedroom and bathroom and remodel/expansion of the ex isting
kitchen and living room.
Homewood Mountain Resort is c urrently in the process of expand ing/upgrading their facilities.
Their proj ect would inc lude additional commerc ial and res identi al buildings. T his development
w ill impact the District abi lity to provide serv ice with curren t staffing levels. Serious
consideration w ill have to be given to an upgrade/expansion of Station 53 to enable the District
to provide adequate service by staffi ng thi s station with add itiona l personnel. The cost for thi s
upgrade/expansion wou ld be significant.
Statio n 53 does not meet c urre nt S tate of Ca li fo rni a esse nti a l service building
requirements. The costs of retrofitting the building to meet current standards would be
significant

Future Funding Needs and allocations for Station 53:
5 year- Minor Capital Improvements
7 year- Upgrade/expansion/replacement
J 5 year- Minor Capita l Improvements

75 ,000
3,582,500
150,000
3,807,500
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Station 54- 159 Observation Drive, Tahoe City
Station 54 is located in the Dollar Hill area of the District. The station serves both as a working
mechanics shop of the District and storage for response apparatus. Station 54 is on a
residential lot in a residential nei ghborhood. The Station built in 1962 with wood frame
construction a nd resident ia l stati on design. T his station is marginally ade qu a te for its
present use; however incompatible with residential zon ing. A long term plan should move
the mechan ics shop into larger more industrial faci lity. Thi s fire station wou ld need significant
additions to house fu ll time staffing.
Station 54 does not meet current State of Ca lifornia essenti al service bu il di ng
requirements. The costs of retrofitting the building to meet current standards wou ld be
significant.

Future Funding Needs and allocations for Station 54:
5 year- Minor Capita l Im provements
Upgrade ofMechanic Shop
15 year- Upgrade/expansion/replacement

75,000
300,000
3,500,000
3,875,000

Station 55- 240 Carnelian Bay Rd., Carnelian Bay
Station 55 is located in the commun ity of Carne li an Bay, about midway between the
North boundary of the District and the main station, station 5 1. Thi s station was built in
1962 as residential fire station. The building is two story and of poured concrete and block
construction.
Both quarters a nd apparatus bays a re adequate for the appa ratus assigned, a lth ough
so me modification s of door height must be co nsidered. The station is presently being
utilized apparatus and equipment storage. Additional ly it is used during the summer
months as a staffed stati on by CalFire.
Station 55 does not meet current State of Ca li fornia essenti al service building
requirements. The costs of retrofitting the buildin g to meet current standards would be
significant.

Future Funding Needs and allocations for Station 55:
5 year- Minor Capita l Improvements
15 year- Minor Capital Improvements

75,000
150,000
225 ,000
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Future Fire Station Property- 2155 West Lake Blvd., Pineland (Kilner Park)
I

This unde ve loped property is s trategically located along the Wes t shore of the F ire
Di strict between 2 ex isting fire Stations (Sta. 51 and 53). Many years ago the Fi re Di strict
was granted the right to deve lop a fire stati on on the South East corner of this property.
Tahoe C ity PUD currentl y maintains the property as a park. A s taffed fire station at thi s
locatio n would significantly reduce critical response times to local communities. Budget
constra ints and fi scal priorities have prevented development of thi s site.
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Ongoing Inflation Adjustment
Mitigation fees are adjusted annually to accommodate the impact of development (growth) on fire
protection services within the District. The District adjusts mitigation fees based on the percent change
in construction costs as defined in the Construction Cost Index (CCI) published by the Engineering
News-Record. The need for the District to adjust mitigation fees annually was approved by the Placer
County Board of Supervisors, and recommended in the Fire Faci lities Mitigation Fee Study.

Proposed 201712018 Mitigation Fee Rate adjustment based on the
Updated Impact Fee Study
Fixed rate pricing structures are unable to keep pace with increasing costs of facilities, vehicles, and
general fire protection infrastructure requirements. Thus consistent with the spirit of the enabling
legislation, the Di strict has adjusted its mitigation fee schedule for 201 7/20 18. District's last mitigation
fee structure increase occurred in 20 16 and was based on the Construction Cost Index (CCI) pub Iished
by the Engineering News-Record. The CC I change for the period November 20 15 through November
2016 was 3.6%.

The chart below outlines the existing and proposed rate structure for the mitigation fee schedule.
FEE SCHEDULE
CONSTRUCTION TYPE

2016 EXISTING

2017 PROPOSED

Resid ential

$ 1.05 per square foot

$1.09 per sq uare foot

Nonresidential
Commercial

$0.71 per square foot

$0.74 per square foot

Office

$0.91 per sq uare foot

$0.94 per square foot

Industrial

$0.60 per sq uare foot

$0.62 per square foot
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FY 12-13

FY 13- 14

FY 14- 15

FY 15- 16

FY 16- 17

FY 17- 18

FY 18-19

Actual

Actual

Actual

Actual

Projected

Projected

Projected

$53 694

$28 350

$27 945

$60 350

$87 180

$55 175

$41 385

Revenue Category
Projected annual mitiqation fees revenue

$63 141

$73 784

$106 236

$124,461

$77 146

$110 000

_illO 000

Projected revenue interest at 1.1% APR

$695

$812

$1 169

$1 369

$849

$1 210

$1 210

$117 530

$102 945

$135 350

$186 180

$165 175

$166 385

_$152 595

FY 12-13

FY 13- 14

FY 14- 15

FY 15- 16

FY 16- 17

FY 17- 18

FY 18- 19

Actual

Actual

Actual

Actual

Projected

Projected

Projected

New Fire Station 51
Equipment

$75 000

$75 000

$75 000

$99 000

$110 000

$110 000

$110 000

Mitigation Pla n Update

$14 180

Total Expenditures

$89 180
$28 350

Mitigation Fund Beginning Balance

Total Revenues

Expenditure Category

Mitigation Fund Ending Balance

$15 000

$75 000
$27 945

$75 000
$60 350

$99 000
$87 180

$110 000
$55 175

$125 000
$41 385

$110 000
$42 595
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North Tahoe Fire Protection District
Use Statement
AB 1600 states that a District must have a stateme nt of use to which mitigation fees are to be assigned .
For the fi scal year 2017/20 18, the fire mitigation fees collected w ithin the North Tahoe Fire Protection
Di strict will be uti lized towards the following programs:
I. New fire stat ion (Sta tion 51): T he Di strict has replaced its headquarters fire station with the
construction of Station 5 1/ Publ ic Safety Center, completed in 2 0 12. This bu ilding achieved a
LEED "Gold" certification. T he statio n is 2 0,027 sq . ft., w ith ChiefOffi cers, F ire Marshal,
Forest Fue ls and administrative staff o ffi ces on the first fl oor of the building a long with 5
do uble deep, pu ll thro ug h apparatus bays (approxim ate ly 7,000 sq. ft.). Staff quarters and a n
e me rgency ope ra ti o ns cente r a re loca te d on the lower fl oor.
2. E qu ipment: The District has recogn ized the need to add additional equipment to our eng ine
companies. Many o f our eng ines have a fu ll complement of equ ipment requ ired by N FPA
190 I, however some do not. T he District endeavors to comply with N FPA 190 1 by adding this
new equipment to o ur eng ine companies.
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NOTICE TO PLACER COUNTY BUILDERS
WITHIN THE
NORTH TAHOE FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT
The North Tahoe Fire Protectio n District implemented a development Mitigation Fee program in FY
20 14/2015. Thi s plan has an annual update based upon the Construction Cost Index (CCI) that was
approved and implemented September 20, 20 17. These fees w ill be applicable to a ll permit
app lications processed by the Di strict after January 1, 2018. The revenue generated by these fees is
designed s pecifically for capital improvements.
The Fire District will need a set of your plans and a copy of your building permit application in order
to establi sh your specific fee. The fees must be paid to the North Tahoe Fire Protection District prior
to issuance of your building permit.

North Tahoe Fire Protection District
P.O. Box 5879
222 Fairway Dr.
Tahoe City, CA 96145
(53 0) 583-6913 FAX (530) 583-6909

FEE SCHEDULE for FY 2017/2018
Fee per square foot
Residential

$ 1.09

Nonresidential
Commercial
Office
Industrial

$0.74
$0.94
$0.62
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