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City of Anderson
1887 Howard Street
Anderson, CA 96007

RE: LAFCO #13-04 Deschutes Road Reorganization

Thank you for submitting this project for review before the Shasta Local Agency Formation Commission on
December 18, 2013. Applicants are normally encouraged to meet with our staff early during the development of
a project and its application process. We regret our recent transition period made this difficult to arrange during
your early review process as Lead Agency. The level of detail in this letter

An executive officer is required to not only review applications and identify areas requiring further data or
explanation when incomplete, but also to respond to the applicant “specifying those parts of the application
which are incomplete and the manner in which they can be made complete.”

| have reviewed the materials submitted for this project and have determined that additional information will
need to be provided before the project can be considered complete. A meeting has been set for Tuesday,

January 21 to go over the application and my recommendations.

APPLICATION STANDARDS & DOCUMENT REQUIREMENTS

Part 1 — Summary Listing Of Application Components

It is unclear who the “applicant” is for this project

1. |If the city is the applicant, then a resolution initiating proceedings needs to be approved.

Ordinance 782 does not request LAFCO to initiate proceedings. It only acknowledges the territory is
within the SOI of the City. The City still needs to adopt a Resolution of Application, addressing all the
matters found within Item 1 (see page 2) notice and hold a public hearing, and adopt it. Be sure to
include conditions of annexation and discussed later in the application form itself.

2516 Goodwater Avenue, Suite A
Redding, CA 96002
Office: 530.242.1112 ~ Fax: 530.242.1113
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2. If the petitioner is the applicant, then it appears at this point that a number of processes of applying by
petition has yet to be completed.

The petitioner needs to collect sufficient signatures to qualify for a petition directly to LAFCO and these
petitions need to be verified by the County Elections Clerk before being determined as sufficient to
initiate proceedings.

If support signatures are given to the city, then the city accepts them and attaches them to the
resolution requesting initiation of proceedings. Sufficiency of signatures review by the Elections Clerk
does not need to occur.

3. Type of Voter: Landowner voter? Registered voter?

4. Protest Issues. At this point, only 5% of the parcel owners (Roseburg) have requested this action.
Generally, 25+% protest will require an election, while 51+% protest will terminate a proceeding. On the
other hand, 80+% consent is almost as good as having 100% consent since this also avoids the expense
of an election, although acknowledging some protest exists. To be successful in bringing a petition to a
public hearing, petitioners should endeavor to gain as many consent signatures...at least 25% of the
registered voters.

5. Signature requirements. Either a city representative or a chief petitioner signs the application. At this
time, Shasta LAFCO policies do not permit a consultant to sign on their behalf for submitting an
application.

6. CEQA: Please provide,
a. A copy of the list {(w/addresses) to whom the Initial Study was circulated.

b. A copy of the Notice of Intent to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration for our files and the list
(w/addresses) of all agencies and interested persons this Notice was circulated to.

7. City Hearings: please provide,

a. A copy of all hearing notices, resolutions, and minutes regarding the annexation proposal

8. Property Tax Exchange:

Whether an agency or a chief petitioner submits an application, ultimately before the matter comes
before the commission property tax exchange negotiations must take place between Shasta County and
the agency or agencies involved, even if the agreement is for a zero exchange. If services are
transferring from one agency to another (i.e., fire, water, sewer, etc.) the negotiations are very
important to address in the financing discussion in the application.

9. Resolution Of Application needs to:

a. Include city services being provided to the annexation area, and new estimated costs to
landowners that will as a result from the annexation, and show as an Exhibit ___

b. Referto CEQA mitigations as conditions, and show as an Exhibit____
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c. A statement requesting Shasta LAFCO to Initiate Proceedings for a boundary change pursuant to
the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local Government Reorganization Act of 2000 (Section 56000 et
seq.).

d. List all actions involved in this proposal: Annexation, detachment, reduction of sphere of
influence.

e. Include letters, comments, or agency resolutions that support or oppose of the proposed
annexation.

10. Territory Being Annexed Data:

a. List names, addresses, APNs, and acreage for each parcel within the proposed territory for
notification purposes

b. Provide list of names, addresses, and APNs for all parcels within 300 feet of the outer boundary
of the proposed annexation.

Shasta LAFCO Application Data:

1. Nature of Proposal: Item 1, Page 1

e Type of application will be by (a) resolution or (b) petition. Petition will be by either (a)
landowner or (b) registered voter.
e The annexation request involves more than one action and needs to be identified as a
“Reorganization” involving annexation and detachments. Agencies involved are the City, CSA
#1, and Anderson FPD.
e List all actions involved at the conclusion of the proposal:
o Annexation of territory into the City of Anderson
o Annexation of territory into the Anderson Fire Protection District
o Detachment of territory and reduction of the SOI for County Service #1 Shasta County
Fire
o Affirm Cottonwood Fire Protection District are to retain lands currently within their
existing boundary upon approval of this annexation.
o Are there any other actions?

2. Sphere of Influence: Item 2, Page 1

e This needs to say yes.

e SOl change is involved for one agency. Please request removal of the territory from CSA #1
Shasta County Fire's SOl concurrent with detachment.

3. Public Agencies in Proposal Area: Item 4, Page 1

e Need to list all agencies that may be affected by the proposal, including CSA #1 Shasta County
Fire

e School districts and individual school superintendents need to be notified. Please provide
names and address for LAFCO notification. (More recent law change.)
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4. Pre-Zoning: Item 11, Page 3
c. 8.5"x11” and 11” x 17” black and white reproducible map of the territory which show:
i. Current county general plan and zoning designations (color doesn’t show up in copies)

ii. Approved general plan and pre-zoning designations (again, color doesn’t copy well
enough to read)

5. Chief Reason for Proposal: Item_12, Page 3

e “An agency resolution of application to LAFCO must include a summary recital of the chief
reasons for the proposal.”

e Need a more specific description of the services that will be provided, what alternatives are
available, and why the alternatives are not as feasible as this proposal.

e Applicant landowner represents 18% of the total parcels in the territory, and may not be a
registered voter living within the area.

6. Terms and Conditions; Item 13, Page 3

e Terms and conditions are applicable in this annexation request and will bind the parcels into the
future:
o Detachment from CSA #1; fee transfers to AFPD
o Annex to Anderson FPD
= receive CSA #1 fire fee assessment
= other service conditions and fees to be applied
o Conditions and fees regarding current and future services from the city
=  Financing commitments (indebtedness, assessments, etc.)
= Zones to be applied to territory
o Mitigation measures from the CEQA Mitigated Negative Declaration

7. Boundary Modifications: Item 14, Pages 4, 5

° Need a little more description of the logic behind this choice of boundary that says more,
perhaps from the CEQA review? (i.e., historic industrial/commercial area, expected future
growth, or some such).

° Here is a good place to add who approves of this proposal. Right now you have one
landowner signed on out of 17 registered voters. This is a registered voter proposal and if it
is protested, may go to an election and need to be approved by the registered voters within
the territory.

8. Plan for Providing Services (GC 56653) Item 15, Pages 4-7
° Table(C, D, E, F):
o Fire Protection needs to show
= Anderson FPD Yes; state what fire fee will be, service available upon
annexation
= Cottonwood FPD as No effect
= CSA#1 Yes; as $20; detach (under D)
o Streets/Traffic show
= Shasta County; currently financed ?; Yes to transfer, financed?; available
upon annexation
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e Fire Protection discussion:
o Expand to add Anderson FPD
®  Proximity to AFPD stations
= Special fire/emergency services needs for industrial and commercial lands.
= How services will be financed
o Explain Cottonwood FPD retaining existing lands
o Explain detachment from CSA #1
o Explain automatic and mutual aid agreements in existence
e Water discussion:
o Have multiple zones been established for this service or is it one city-wide zone that
is expanded concurrent or subsequently to annexation?
e Sewer discussion:
o Have multiple zones been established for this service or is it one city-wide zone that
is expanded concurrent or subsequently to annexation?

9. Water Service: Item 16, Page 7
e Requirement for agency water services analysis (G.C. 56668[k]):
e This area requires discussion of current “timely availability of water supplies” and also wants a
discussion of future maximum build-out estimates of water use of the area being annexed and

how that water will be provided based on the description within the application text.

10. Evaluation of Landowner Consent: Item 18, Page 9

e Regardless of whether a petition or agency resolution, we need to have all this information in
order to notice county departments to confirm the affected parties’ data (assessor, auditor,
elections, etc.)

e There are two protests about this project in the pre-zoning documents which need to be
identified.

11. Certification, Indemnification, Signature: Item 21, Page 10

e As noted earlier, the application has to be either
o Signed by a representative of the agency when by resolution
o Signed by the chief petitioner when by petition

12. Additional Aspects:

The only other item that does not appear on the application forms but became law in 2012, is the
identification of all Disadvantaged Unincorporated Communities (DUCs). A copy of the Technical
Advisory from OPR has been provided to both the city and its engineers. In this instance, we simply
need to identify where they are

e Within the city boundaries,
e Within the sphere of influence areas, and
e  Within the territory proposed for annexation.

In future actions, the city will need to address specific issues identified for consideration as a result of
the adoption of SB 244. Shasta County Planning is currently working on identifying these areas for the
unincorporated portions of the county, and Shasta County cities will also need to do the same.
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Most of the above information will not be difficult to provide. The application process is rather detailed, but it
does cover the current requirements of law.

As you work on collection of the requested information, we will initiate notification of this application to the
appropriate County departments and affected agencies. This is our second step toward issuance of a Certificate
of Filing and the setting of a hearing date.

During this period, Anderson FPD will work to complete a property tax exchange agreement with Shasta County.
Any support or guidance the city can provide with setting up a preliminary agreement will help the proposal
move closer to a hearing. After the Certificate of Filing is issued, both Anderson FPD and the city can complete
adoption of those agreements with the Board of Supervisors.

I look forward to working with you and assisting wherever possible on this project.

Cordially,

Cc: Anderson FPD
Arne Hultgren, Roseburg Forest Products
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CHANGE OF ORGANIZATION OR REORGANIZATION

This application must be completed in full and submitted with any petition or resolution of applic
LAFCO for a change of organization or reorganization made pursuant to Government Codg/Section
56000 et seq.

1. Nature of Proposal: Check one of the following. Insert city or district namef’ If the proposal
involves more than one concurrent change (i.e., annexation to one agencyf detachment from
another), check the appropriate “reorganization” box.

X Annexation only to a city or special district.
Affected city or district: City of Anderson
Detachment only from a city or special district.
Affected city or district:
Reorganization by concurrent annexation to city, (%chment from district(s).
Affected city and district(s):

Reorganization by concurrent annexatio
Affected districts:
Formation of special district.

Type of district (i.e. CSD, CSA, FPD) :
Dissolution of special district.
Name of district:

ct, detachment from district.

2, Sphere of Influence: If the proposal 1
within the sphere of influence of the affg
“No”, there must be a concurrent spherg
form is to be completed. '

: ed city or district? X Yes ___ No. If response is
of influence amendment action and Page 5 of this

3. Tax Exchange Agreement: Is the ppbposal subject to a tax exchange agreement? X Yes
_ No. If response is “Yes”, sgé Shasta LAFCO’s “Application Standards & Document

Requirements for compliance information.

4, Public Agencies in Proposal Area: List all public agencies - including school districts -
whose current jurisdictiondl boundary or sphere of influence boundary falls within the
proposal area. Also note phe effect on the proposal on each agency.

Public Agency Effect of Proposal (i.e. annex, detach, no change)

Shasta County no change
Cottonwood Fire Prot annex

Anderson Fire Prof. Dist. no change
LAFCo no change
Shasta Mosquito Control Dist. no change
Anderson-Cottonwood Irr. Dist. no change
Cottonwood Union School District no change
Cascade Union School District no change
Anderson Cemetery District no change



5. Affected Territory is Legally (Check One):

Developed
Undeveloped

_X_  Inhabited (more than 12 registered voters)
Uninhabited (fewer than 12 registered voters)

6. Characteristics of Affected Area: Insert totals and check datp source.
Total Assessor / Elections ield Other Source:
# Auditor Dept. urvey (Name)
Acres 385 Assessor
Parcels 38 Auditor

Inhabitants 17 X
Registered 17 X
Voters

Dwelling Units 9 Assessor
Commercial 13 Assessor

Units

Industrial Units | 3 Assessor
Assessed Value: | 5,146,733 Auditor

Land

Assessed Value: | 3,087,297.00 | Auditor
Improvements

Total 8,234,030.00 | Auditor »
AV. .

7. General Location of Proposal Afea: Sumrnary statement of general location in relation to
nearest major roads and 1nte
locational landmarks.

Road.

8. Present Land Use
development charac

Fharacteristics: Summary statement of current land use and
eristics, as well as prevalent topographic/geographic characteristics

023, 024,022). The proposed annexation area is relatively flat land with native and non-native vegetation
(oak trees, grasses,etc). The property located in the north portion which is the only undeveloped parcel in

Map 060§9C1935G. The Union Pacific Railroad line diagonally crosses the annexation area in a northwest
gast direction; Deschutes Road is the above grade overpass for the railroad tracks. The main canal
for Anderson Cottonwood Irrigation District (ACID) parallels the railroad tracks for most of the length of
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10.

11.

12.

14.

Proposed Development: Summary statement of proposed developmenjfin the area, if any,

General Plan Designation No./Acres Zoning ;:;’:. No./Acres
Industrial 164.65 General I r 144
Part-time Agriculture 35.35 Limited A J 32

Rural Residential 58 1 67

area be “pre-zoned”. Please list zoning desigpations that will be applied by the city after
annexation. Do not use abbreviations. Attac
a copy of the ordinance adopting the desigfatl

Zoning Designation No. of Acres
Heavy Industrial (M2) 258
Highway Commercial (C2) 59.47
Agricultural (AG) 26.35

Public Semi Public (PSP) 10

Chief Reasons for Proposal: An fdgency resolution of application to LAFCO must include a
summary recital of the chief re@lsons for the proposal (such as the desire by landowners
and/or developers to acquire agency services). In the space below, discuss the chief reasons
for the proposal. Identify altefhatives and explain why the alternatives are not as feasible as
the proposal. /

The applicant landownerfwould like to acquire all available services within the City of

Anderson.

nditfles For an application by a public agency, the resolution of application
may request termy and conditions on LAFCO’s approval. In the section below, list and

include oy exclude territory. In the section below, explain how the proposed boundary was

3



determined, the alternatives considered, and what the impacts would befif LAFCO were to
modify the boundary. Attach any maps that would support the prgposed boundary or
would visually depict the impacts of any boundary modification. (Thfs section is critical to
LAFCO'’s analysis; please provide a complete response.)

15.

resolution of application for a change of orgdn

shall submit a plan for providing services e affected territory. The applicant

agency must also complete the following table g ttuch a comprehensive narrative that

includes the following information: 7

=  An enumeration and description of the services to be extended to the affected territory.

* The level and range of those services. /

* An indication of when those services can feasibly be extended to the affected territory.

* An indication of any improvement ¢r upgrading of structures, roads, sewer or water
facilities, or other conditions the Jocal agency would impose or require within the
affected territory if the change of ofganization or reorganization is completed.

= Information with respect to how those services will be financed.

(a) (B) ) (D) (E) (F)
Service Current Provider To be If Yes to If Yes to
(e.g. County, Special Provided (D), (D),
District, Private, by this Method to | Estimated
None) Service Proposal? | Finance? Date
(Use Key | (YesorNo) | (Use Key Service
f Below) Below) Available
Law Sheriff No
Enforcement /
Fire Anderson FPD No
Protection Cottonwood FFD
Streets/Traffic
Water
Sewer
Power
Solid Waste
Storm Drains

population of 9,946 (2010 US Census) persons in the incorporated area of the City. That is a ratio of one
officer per 663 persons which meets the General Plan policy 4 to maintain 1.7 sworn officers per 1000
persons. The project will not result in additional residences although future development could be possible.
The City is currently approximately 6.4 square miles with the proposed annexation this would increase by

4



approximately .5 square miles for a total of 6.8 square miles. The City of Anderson Pol' e Department has
reviewed this project and has not identified any significant impacts.

Fire Protection
The project is not located within high fire hazard severity zone. No 51gn1ﬁc
protection is necessary. 7

ft additional level of fire

The majority of the annexation/ pre-zoning area is in the Shasta County B3, Départment jurisdiction with
about 38 acres along the southern end within the Cottonwood Fire @fsigfict. It is expected that the
i @yson Fire District. The Anderson
and Cottonwood Fire Districts have mutual and automatic aid agrgé: There is a portion of the
annexation area that will fall within the Cottonwood Fire District, the! in withi

Cottonwood Fire District and be serviced appropriately.

properties. The Anderson Fire station is 1.4 miles distance. Thi# former Roseburg mill property has its own
fire system with fire hydrants. 4

Streets/Traffic
which is substantial in relation to the existing

road system Deschutes Road, Locust and
Barmey Road are currently County maintain roads. The County would relinquish their

project would not generate enough traffic "o significantly reduce the volume to capacity ratio of adjacent
roadways to a reduced level of service. Fhe project would allow for future development within the City

limits that would be subject to CEQA iew. This area has been studied significantly throughout the

Element maintains a policy SP-8 gvhich strives to maintain a LOS D as a minimum acceptable service
during peak periods. {f

The major intersection that coffld be impacted by development on the proposed annexation area is at
Deschutes Road/Locust RoadfFactory Qutlets Drive. The City will be completing a project at this
intersection, which will add # northbound off-ramp, and a roundabout intersection. Per the approved
Caltrans environmental docgfiment the intersection will operate at an acceptable level of service with
development of the propoged annexed area for the foreseeable future. As development occurs the

developer will be conditiongd to mitigate any safety hazards and traffic impacts to maintain and acceptable
level of service. ‘

ult in a change in air traffic patterns. At this time the project does not involve any
The pre-zone and annexation would allow future development that would be
The project would result in the division of non-residential land, which would not

The project would not res
development of the sitgl
subject to CEQA revieiw.
affect air traffic pattegns.

The project would got substantially increase hazards due to a design feature or incompatible uses because
the proposed exteffsion of Gateway Drive is consistent with the Circulation element of the City of
Anderson General/Plan and Engineering design standards as established by Public Works. An extension of
Gateway drive igfproposed in the Circulation Element of the City of Anderson General Plan however this
pre-zone and apgflexation would not require additional circulation at this time. The pre-zone and annexation
would allow fffure development that would be subject to CEQA review.

The project would not result in inadequate emergency access.



The following roadways provide emergency access to the project: Deschutes Road (4 terial Street)
provides east and west access to the properties. Locust (Arterial Street), Panorama Poipf; and Kimberly
&

Roads provide southerly access routes.

The project has been reviewed by the City of Anderson Fire Protection District whi determined that

there is adequate emergency access with the existing roadway in the annexation arga.

The project would not result in inadequate parking capacity, at this time. Futug€ development will require

The project would not conflict with adopted policies, plans or ppfgrams supporting alternative
transportation. £ o

separations for major thoroughfares or improvements to e tmg grade crossings due to increase pedestrian
or traffic volumes. ;

Water 4
Water service for the project is to be provided by the City of Anderson. Currently, wells serve the
properties within the annexation/pre-zone area. The extension of water lines into the area will depend on
the city’s ability to pay for such improvements 3"’- the property owners initiating the improvements. A
future development may require the extension gfjpublic water lines into the area and the developer would
pay the cost.

Sewer )
The proposed project is consistent i--‘"‘f the Master Sewer Plan for City of Anderson (March
2007). With the extension of sewgf lines and potential increase of sewer fees the proposal will

not exceed the capacity to treat sewage as described in the plan.

The Anderson Wastewater Treatmegt Plant has an existing average dry weather flow capacity (ADWF) of
2.0 million gallons per day (MG D:,' and a peak wet weather flow (PWWF) capacity of 8.0 MGD. The
current summer ADWF is approximately 1.36 MGD which equates to 68 percent of capacity. The PWWF
is estimated to be 5.9 MGD whicll is 74 percent of capacity. There is approximately 0.64 MGD capacity at
the waste water treatment plantffor dry weather flows and 2.1 MDG for wet weather flows. The plant has
the capacity to be expandegd to an ADWF of 2.5 MGD by modifying the existing treatment
processes. It can be expanded beyond this capacity with more in-depth modifications and additions.
When development is proposed in the annexation area the wastewater treatment plant capacity will
be reviewed for significagl environmental impacts to the system.

The area to be annexed does not currently have a wastewater collection system. The City of Anderson has
approved a project to ¢gnstruct the South Anderson Sewer Interceptor Project. The project will construct a
sewer trunk line extefiding along the existing southeast City limit from Pleasant Hills Drive to the City’s
wastewater treatmegf plant. The interceptor will provide sewage collection capabilities and capacity for the
area to be annexed? A Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared and adopted for the South Anderson
Interceptor Sewef’ Project in 2005. Preliminary plans have been prepared and a zone of benefit has been
established to gpllect funds for the project. The interceptor will range in size from 18- to 33-inches in

diameter.

volufife. Any future development will be address by the property owner and service provider at that time.
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Storm Drains
The project would not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern I the site or area in a manner, which
would result in substantial erosion or  gsliltation on- or off-site.
The drainage pattern will not be altered at this stage of the project because there is no development
proposed. The current network of ditches which convey stormghvater to Anderson Creek will remain for
existing developments; drainage will be disbursed to eithef’the unimproved areas or landscape areas
adjacent to buildings and parkmg areas. Th1s will preser he existing drainage pattern and not require

fluid water itself (entitlements) afid infrastructure (treatment capacity, storage capacity,
regional transmission, and local distribution systems). Adequacy of water also means the

4

exed lies within the City’s Southern Pressure Zone which is primarily
& 1.0 million gallon Anderson Height Reservoir. The pressure zone is
connected to the City’s ‘-' thern Pressure Zone. The Southern Pressure Zone total well capacity,
with the Northern Presglire Zone contribution is approximately 2.95 MGD. The effective well
capacity is approximately 1.7 MGD which is greater than the estimated maximum daily demand of
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17.5phere of Influence Amendment as a Separate or Concurrent Action:

A.

Compliance with §56425(b): For an application by a city for apgéndment of a city
sphere of influence, city and county representatives are requiregf to meet on matters
pertaining to the proposed sphere change. (See §56425(b)ffor specifics.) This
meeting is to be held at least 30 days prior to submitting an fipplication to LAFCO.
To verify compliance with the statute, complete the following:

Date(s) of City/County Meeting(s):

City Attendees (Name/Position):

County Attendees (Name/Position):

City/County Agreement: City and Coginty _ Did ___ Did not enter into an
agreement with respect to the propgsed sphere of influence boundaries, and
development standards and zoning reguirements within the proposed sphere. (If an
agreement was adopted, a copy is to be attached.)

For all applications that request a pendment of a local agency sphere of influence,
either as a single proposal or as a cghcurrent amendment associated with a proposed
boundary change, the applicant ig to attach a comprehensive narrative description
and discussion of each of the follge

(1 The present and planned lahd uses in the area to be included in the sphere, including

(2) The present and probgble need for public facilities and services in the area.

/ of public facilities and adequacy of public services that
or is authorized to provide.

(3) The present capacit;
the agency provid

4) The existence of afy social or economic communities of interest in the area.

Maps and exhibits depictifg the proposed sphere amendment boundary, and the relationship
of the proposed sphere bofindary to other adjacent sphere boundaries are also to be submitted.

As well, it would be helgful to plot on the current sphere boundary map the annexations that
have occurred over the pgst ten years so as to demonstrate agency growth.

If there are any questjhns with respect to the sphere of influence amendment requirements,
applicants are encelfraged to contact LAFCO staff before preparing the required
documentation.



TUR N
in, # T

aluotion of Dandowner Consen's For applications submitted by a local agency, list each
Assessors Parcel includcd in the proposal, the number of acres per parcel, the current parcel owner(s),

the parcel address, mailing address (if different), whether or not there is a dwelling unit or units on the
parcel, number of resident registered voters, and check whether the landowngr and/or registered voter
has submitted a letter in support of the proposal, or opposed, or has not regponded. Attach copies of
all support or opposition letters. If necessary, continue the list on a geparate sheet and attach it
immediately following this page. (Example shown in italics.)

No.
Assessors No. Current Owner(s), D.U. s |ol|nNr
Parcel Acre Parcel Address, & egistered | * | * | *
No. s Mail Address &
VYoters
000-000-00 00 Smith, John and Mary 2 X
000 Smith Lane

P.O. Box (if applicable)
Ciry, CA 00000

* DU = Dwelli nits; S= Support; O=0pposed; NR=No Response

OO x : Do o Peblie Hiogeoes s Pursuant to §56663, proceedings
before LAFCO may be conducted without a pubhc hearmg, and Conduc:tmg Authority proceedings
may be waived, provided (a) the applying agency’s resolution of application requests a waiver, and
(b) provided the resolution is accompanied by proof that all of the owners of land within the affected
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s and/or letters represent 100%
is application. It is further
application.

Print Name:

Signature:

Executive Officer’s Report/Notice of Hearing: Prigt or type the name and addresses of three
officers or persons in addition to the chief petitioners gnd/or clerk of each affected agency who are

1. Duane Mivee Po Box 130
2. keisten Mize (887 Howsdh st Ampersen, (8 6007

 ANDETSon, CH Glrdd 7

Certification, Indemnification, Signatur

1. In signing this document, it is hereby certified, that the statements made in this application
and the attachments to this gpplication are to the best of my knowledge complete and
accurate.

2 The undersigned, as Appli¢ant (agency and/or property owner), agrees to indemnify, save
harmless, and reimbugfe LAFCO for all reasonable expenses and attormey fees in
connection with the defefise of LAFCO and for any damages, penalties, fines or other costs
imposed upon or incurrgd by LAFCO should LAFCO be named as a party in any litigation or
administrative proceeding in connection with the application, whether the application is
maintained or withdgdwn. Applicant further agrees that LAFCO shall have the right to
appoint its own cougsel to defend it and conduct its own defense in the matter it deems in its
best interest, and thidt LAFCO’s taking such actions shall not limit Applicant’s obligations to
indemnify and reirgburse defense costs or relieve Applicant of such obligations.

Signature: 'IE——'» 5 AL DT Phone: _ > .t ~ ST - 5 5

- 7

Print/Type Name: A@NE W (17 2 @iz Fax:
Title: (> A, KIS SLRCE AMANMAGE R e-mail: G0l &l £ E2a
i E 3 ) LI . o {
2 J o L . 5w R S e
Agenc}’: -t,‘ 0 vl E g (“f_ -\1- T? i ‘E_L__(q" \‘)Date: I"{‘\ el e S Y \." F ____,(:» 4 ;‘

Reviewed 9/11
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