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FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING 

Tom Lando and Chris Norden 
Thursday, August 22, 2024 – 3:30 P.M. 

If you need an accommodation to participate in this meeting, please call (530) 895-4711 
Agenda posted prior to 4:00 PM Monday, August 19, 2024 

                
A G E N D A 

A. Call to Order 
 

B. Public Comments 
Members of the public may address the Committee at this time on any matter not already listed on the Agenda, 
with comments being limited to three minutes. The Committee cannot take any action at this meeting on 
requests made under this section of the agenda.  

C. Monthly Financial Report for July 2024 (Staff Report FI-24-032)  
The Committee will review and recommend to the Board of Directors approval of the 
Monthly Financial Reports. 

 
D. Community Center Refurbishment Project Award (Staff Report FI-24-033) 

The Committee will review and recommend to the Board of Directors approval of the award 
of the Community Center dry rot repair, roof repair, and painting project. 
 

E. County Development Impact Fees (Staff Report FI-24-034) 
District staff will provide an update on the assessment of Park Facilities Fees in 
unincorporated areas of Butte County. 
 

F. Adjournment 
Adjourn to the next scheduled Finance Committee Meeting. 



Staff Report FI-24-032 
Finance Agenda Item C 

Regular Agenda Item 3.2 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
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Finance Committee 

STAFF REPORT 
DATE: August 22, 2024 
TO: Board of Directors 
FROM:  Angie Carpenter 
SUBJECT: July Monthly Financials 

ANALYSIS 
July represents 8% of the budget for the year. 

The financial statements for July are uneventful as the new fiscal year gets underway. 
• General Fund Cash is down to capital outlays in July and is anticipated to be restored 

once property tax installments are received.

• Capital Assets are high because it includes the purchase of new trucks.

• Revenue is 4.68% of the budget for the year.
o Program income in for Camps, Classes, Aquatics, and the Nature Center 

encompasses summer activities from July and on through August, causing a higher 
trend than pace.

o Community Park impact fees are expected to be lower than projected due to 
measurement dates (Jan 1 & Jun 30), and subsequent disbursement dates (Feb 1 & 
July 31).

• Expense is 11.95% of budget.
o Annual expenses paid in full and planned purchases of equipment are inflating the 

YTD percentage.
o Worker’s Comp Insurance is paid in full for the fiscal year.
o Operating expenses (OE) are trending high as some services and supplies for District 

repairs and maintenance (R&M) are rolled up in OE based on the account code. 
Please note the budget balance in the R&M line.

o The Employee Benefit expense is trending high due to the required AUL payment at
$100K.



Monthly Financial 
Reports July 2024 

KEY TERMS 

Original: Board adopted budget amount   

Current: Subsequent Board approved budget changes 

Period Activity: Financial transactions occurring in the month being reported  

Fiscal Activity: Year-to-date information  

Variance: Fiscal Activity less the Current Budget 

Percent Used: Percentage of Fiscal Activity from the Current Budget.  

Figures: Surplus is a positive and Deficit is shown as a negative (-) number 

REPORT SECTIONS 

1. General Fund Budget to Actuals
2. Program Revenue & Expense
3. Assessment District Revenue & Expense
4. Impact Fee Activity
5. Balance Sheet
6. Cash Accounts Current to Prior Year
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Budget to Actuals
Chico Area Recreation and Park District Group Summary

For Fiscal: FY 2025 Period Ending: 07/31/2024

Fiscal
AcƟvity

Variance
Favorable

(Unfavorable)
Period

AcƟvityClass
Current 

Total Budget
Original 

Total Budget
Percent

Used

Fund: 90 - General Fund
Revenue

50 - Taxes 0.000.006,950,000.00 6,950,000.00 -6,950,000.00 0.00%
53 - Operating Income 636,574.04636,574.046,882,350.00 6,882,350.00 -6,245,775.96 9.25%
55 - Other Income 11,062.4211,062.4211,000.00 11,000.00 62.42 100.57%

647,636.46647,636.4613,843,350.00 13,843,350.00 -13,195,713.54Revenue Total: 4.68%

Expense
60 - Salaries & Wages 541,065.71541,065.717,760,316.41 7,760,316.41 7,219,250.70 6.97%
61 - Employee Benefits 259,856.24259,856.241,636,918.59 1,636,918.59 1,377,062.35 15.87%
62 - Supplies & Services 635,905.04635,905.042,564,939.00 2,564,939.00 1,929,033.96 24.79%
63 - Repairs & Maintenance 52,052.8652,052.86425,000.00 425,000.00 372,947.14 12.25%
64 - Utilities 78,864.0978,864.09698,379.00 698,379.00 619,514.91 11.29%
69 - Other Expenses 0.000.0035,000.00 35,000.00 35,000.00 0.00%

1,567,743.941,567,743.9413,120,553.00 13,120,553.00 11,552,809.06Expense Total: 11.95%

-920,107.48-920,107.48722,797.00 722,797.00 -1,642,904.48Fund: 90 - General Fund Surplus (Deficit): -127.30%

Report Surplus (Deficit): -920,107.48 -920,107.48722,797.00 722,797.00 -1,642,904.48 -127.30%
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Fund Summary

Fiscal
AcƟvity

Variance
Favorable

(Unfavorable)Fund
Period

AcƟvity
Current 

Total Budget
Original 

Total Budget

90 - General Fund -920,107.48-920,107.48722,797.00 722,797.00 -1,642,904.48
Report Surplus (Deficit): -920,107.48 -920,107.48722,797.00 722,797.00 -1,642,904.48
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Program Report
Chico Area Recreation and Park District Group Summary

For Fiscal: FY 2025 Period Ending: 07/31/2024

Fiscal
AcƟvity

Variance
Favorable

(Unfavorable)
Period

AcƟvityAccount Type
Current 

Total Budget
Original 

Total Budget
Percent

Used

Program: 11000 - District Wide
Revenue 74,461.0974,461.097,253,500.00 7,253,500.00 -7,179,038.91 1.03%
Expense 803,461.19803,461.193,566,860.27 3,566,860.27 2,763,399.08 22.53%

-729,000.10-729,000.103,686,639.73 3,686,639.73 -4,415,639.83Program: 11000 - District Wide Surplus (Deficit): -19.77%

Program: 11610 - Facility Rentals
Revenue 18,932.0018,932.00360,000.00 360,000.00 -341,068.00 5.26%
Expense 22,130.7122,130.71265,266.94 265,266.94 243,136.23 8.34%

-3,198.71-3,198.7194,733.06 94,733.06 -97,931.77Program: 11610 - Facility Rentals Surplus (Deficit): -3.38%

Program: 11611 - Picnic Rentals
Revenue 2,472.002,472.0025,000.00 25,000.00 -22,528.00 9.89%

2,472.002,472.0025,000.00 25,000.00 -22,528.00Program: 11611 - Picnic Rentals Total: 9.89%

Program: 11612 - Field Rentals
Revenue 42.0042.0085,000.00 85,000.00 -84,958.00 0.05%
Expense 5,966.185,966.1846,510.43 46,510.43 40,544.25 12.83%

-5,924.18-5,924.1838,489.57 38,489.57 -44,413.75Program: 11612 - Field Rentals Surplus (Deficit): -15.39%

Program: 11710 - Special Events
Revenue 710.00710.00140,000.00 140,000.00 -139,290.00 0.51%
Expense 8,076.748,076.7480,688.00 80,688.00 72,611.26 10.01%

-7,366.74-7,366.7459,312.00 59,312.00 -66,678.74Program: 11710 - Special Events Surplus (Deficit): -12.42%

Program: 22100 - Ice Rink Recreation
Revenue 0.000.00365,000.00 365,000.00 -365,000.00 0.00%
Expense 0.000.00102,713.00 102,713.00 102,713.00 0.00%

0.000.00262,287.00 262,287.00 -262,287.00Program: 22100 - Ice Rink Recreation Surplus (Deficit): 0.00%

Program: 22200 - Contracted Camp
Revenue 62,689.9562,689.95210,000.00 210,000.00 -147,310.05 29.85%
Expense 0.000.00151,755.00 151,755.00 151,755.00 0.00%

62,689.9562,689.9558,245.00 58,245.00 4,444.95Program: 22200 - Contracted Camp Surplus (Deficit): 107.63%

Program: 22210 - Camp Chi-Da-CA
Revenue 78,190.0078,190.00290,600.00 290,600.00 -212,410.00 26.91%
Expense 46,371.2646,371.26197,804.42 197,804.42 151,433.16 23.44%

31,818.7431,818.7492,795.58 92,795.58 -60,976.84Program: 22210 - Camp Chi-Da-CA Surplus (Deficit): 34.29%

Program: 22220 - Summertime Delight
Revenue 71,212.4071,212.40193,520.00 193,520.00 -122,307.60 36.80%
Expense 29,661.5829,661.58157,425.31 157,425.31 127,763.73 18.84%

41,550.8241,550.8236,094.69 36,094.69 5,456.13Program: 22220 - Summertime Delight Surplus (Deficit): 115.12%

Program: 22230 - School Year Camps
Revenue 0.000.0020,880.00 20,880.00 -20,880.00 0.00%
Expense 1,007.481,007.4817,591.91 17,591.91 16,584.43 5.73%

-1,007.48-1,007.483,288.09 3,288.09 -4,295.57Program: 22230 - School Year Camps Surplus (Deficit): -30.64%

Program: 22240 - Camp Chico Creek
Revenue 93,685.8093,685.80230,000.00 230,000.00 -136,314.20 40.73%
Expense 30,455.7930,455.79117,985.93 117,985.93 87,530.14 25.81%

63,230.0163,230.01112,014.07 112,014.07 -48,784.06Program: 22240 - Camp Chico Creek Surplus (Deficit): 56.45%

Program: 22310 - Youth Sports
Revenue 66,791.2466,791.24435,000.00 435,000.00 -368,208.76 15.35%
Expense 41,951.1641,951.16420,546.10 420,546.10 378,594.94 9.98%

24,840.0824,840.0814,453.90 14,453.90 10,386.18Program: 22310 - Youth Sports Surplus (Deficit): 171.86%
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Fiscal
AcƟvity

Variance
Favorable

(Unfavorable)
Period

AcƟvityAccount Type
Current 

Total Budget
Original 

Total Budget
Percent

Used

Program: 22320 - Adult Sports
Revenue 33,472.5433,472.54425,000.00 425,000.00 -391,527.46 7.88%
Expense 27,267.4927,267.49655,025.11 655,025.11 627,757.62 4.16%

6,205.056,205.05-230,025.11 -230,025.11 236,230.16Program: 22320 - Adult Sports Surplus (Deficit): -2.70%

Program: 22330 - DFJ Admin
Revenue 9,660.009,660.0040,000.00 40,000.00 -30,340.00 24.15%
Expense 8,490.258,490.25124,220.00 124,220.00 115,729.75 6.83%

1,169.751,169.75-84,220.00 -84,220.00 85,389.75Program: 22330 - DFJ Admin Surplus (Deficit): -1.39%

Program: 22400 - Contract Programs
Revenue 22,895.2522,895.25190,000.00 190,000.00 -167,104.75 12.05%
Expense 53,143.9553,143.95191,486.49 191,486.49 138,342.54 27.75%

-30,248.70-30,248.70-1,486.49 -1,486.49 -28,762.21Program: 22400 - Contract Programs Surplus (Deficit): 2,034.91%

Program: 22510 - Afterschool Program - CARD
Revenue 5,008.425,008.422,662,550.00 2,662,550.00 -2,657,541.58 0.19%
Expense 27,754.5927,754.591,828,276.59 1,828,276.59 1,800,522.00 1.52%

-22,746.17-22,746.17834,273.41 834,273.41 -857,019.58Program: 22510 - Afterschool Program - CARD Surplus (Deficit): -2.73%

Program: 22600 - NC Admin
Revenue 15,903.4915,903.49164,000.00 164,000.00 -148,096.51 9.70%
Expense 14,631.1714,631.17366,043.85 366,043.85 351,412.68 4.00%

1,272.321,272.32-202,043.85 -202,043.85 203,316.17Program: 22600 - NC Admin Surplus (Deficit): -0.63%

Program: 22630 - Nature ABC
Revenue 0.000.006,000.00 6,000.00 -6,000.00 0.00%
Expense 64.4664.466,027.17 6,027.17 5,962.71 1.07%

-64.46-64.46-27.17 -27.17 -37.29Program: 22630 - Nature ABC Surplus (Deficit): 237.25%

Program: 22650 - Observatory
Revenue 0.000.0090,000.00 90,000.00 -90,000.00 0.00%

0.000.0090,000.00 90,000.00 -90,000.00Program: 22650 - Observatory Total: 0.00%

Program: 22800 - Recreation Swim
Revenue 79,989.5579,989.55200,000.00 200,000.00 -120,010.45 39.99%
Expense 79,213.8079,213.80107,448.68 107,448.68 28,234.88 73.72%

775.75775.7592,551.32 92,551.32 -91,775.57Program: 22800 - Recreation Swim Surplus (Deficit): 0.84%

Program: 22810 - Sycamore Pool Rec
Expense 9.199.193,400.00 3,400.00 3,390.81 0.27%

9.199.193,400.00 3,400.00 3,390.81Program: 22810 - Sycamore Pool Rec Total: 0.27%

Program: 22900 - Youth Leader
Expense 331.71331.716,142.21 6,142.21 5,810.50 5.40%

331.71331.716,142.21 6,142.21 5,810.50Program: 22900 - Youth Leader Total: 5.40%

Program: 22910 - Inclusion
Revenue 11,520.7311,520.73120,000.00 120,000.00 -108,479.27 9.60%
Expense 6,252.906,252.90128,347.20 128,347.20 122,094.30 4.87%

5,267.835,267.83-8,347.20 -8,347.20 13,615.03Program: 22910 - Inclusion Surplus (Deficit): -63.11%

Report Surplus (Deficit): -558,605.14 -558,605.144,964,485.39 4,964,485.39 -5,523,090.53 -11.25%
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Fund Summary

Fiscal
AcƟvity

Variance
Favorable

(Unfavorable)Fund
Period

AcƟvity
Current 

Total Budget
Original 

Total Budget

90 - General Fund -558,605.14-558,605.144,964,485.39 4,964,485.39 -5,523,090.53
Report Surplus (Deficit): -558,605.14 -558,605.144,964,485.39 4,964,485.39 -5,523,090.53
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Chico Area Recreation and Park District

Assessments 
Group Summary

For Fiscal: FY 2025 Period Ending: 07/31/2024

Fiscal
Activity

Variance
Favorable

(Unfavorable)
Period

ActivityAccount Typ…

Current
Total Budget

Original
Total Budget

Percent
Remaining

Fund: 60 - Baroni Park

Revenue 0.000.00162,300.00 162,300.00 -162,300.00 100.00%

Expense 7,245.997,245.99178,447.00 178,447.00 171,201.01 95.94%

-7,245.99-7,245.99-16,147.00 -16,147.00 8,901.01Fund: 60 - Baroni Park Surplus (Deficit): 55.12%

Fund: 63 - Indigo Park

Revenue 0.000.0085,773.00 85,773.00 -85,773.00 100.00%

Expense 5,641.975,641.9785,773.00 85,773.00 80,131.03 93.42%

-5,641.97-5,641.970.00 0.00 -5,641.97Fund: 63 - Indigo Park Surplus (Deficit): 0.00%

Fund: 65 - Oak Way Park

Revenue 0.000.00162,258.00 162,258.00 -162,258.00 100.00%

Expense 9,255.789,255.78162,258.00 162,258.00 153,002.22 94.30%

-9,255.78-9,255.780.00 0.00 -9,255.78Fund: 65 - Oak Way Park Surplus (Deficit): 0.00%

Fund: 67 - Peterson Park (Amber Grove)

Revenue 0.000.00143,563.00 143,563.00 -143,563.00 100.00%

Expense 7,932.587,932.58143,563.00 143,563.00 135,630.42 94.47%

-7,932.58-7,932.580.00 0.00 -7,932.58Fund: 67 - Peterson Park (Amber Grove) Surplus (Deficit): 0.00%

Report Surplus (Deficit): -30,076.32 -30,076.32-16,147.00 -16,147.00 -13,929.32 -86.27%
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Fund Summary

Fiscal
Activity

Variance
Favorable

(Unfavorable)Fund
Period

Activity
Current

Total Budget
Original

Total Budget

60 - Baroni Park -7,245.99-7,245.99-16,147.00 -16,147.00 8,901.01

63 - Indigo Park -5,641.97-5,641.970.00 0.00 -5,641.97

65 - Oak Way Park -9,255.78-9,255.780.00 0.00 -9,255.78

67 - Peterson Park (Amber Grove) -7,932.58-7,932.580.00 0.00 -7,932.58

Report Surplus (Deficit): -30,076.32 -30,076.32-16,147.00 -16,147.00 -13,929.32
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Chico Area Recreation and Park District

Impact Fees 
Group Summary

For Fiscal: FY 2025 Period Ending: 07/31/2024

Fiscal
Activity

Variance
Favorable

(Unfavorable)
Period

ActivityAccount Typ…

Current
Total Budget

Original
Total Budget

Percent
Used

Fund: 70 - City Impact Fees (Community Park)

Revenue 59,536.4159,536.411,000,000.00 1,000,000.00 -940,463.59 5.95%

59,536.4159,536.411,000,000.00 1,000,000.00 -940,463.59Fund: 70 - City Impact Fees (Community Park) Total: 5.95%

Fund: 80 - County Impact Fees

Revenue 4,750.004,750.0060,000.00 60,000.00 -55,250.00 7.92%

4,750.004,750.0060,000.00 60,000.00 -55,250.00Fund: 80 - County Impact Fees Total: 7.92%

Report Total: 64,286.41 64,286.411,060,000.00 1,060,000.00 -995,713.59 6.06%
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Fund Summary

Fiscal
Activity

Variance
Favorable

(Unfavorable)Fund
Period

Activity
Current

Total Budget
Original

Total Budget
Percent

Used

70 - City Impact Fees (Community Park) 59,536.4159,536.411,000,000.00 1,000,000.00 -940,463.59 5.95%

80 - County Impact Fees 4,750.004,750.0060,000.00 60,000.00 -55,250.00 7.92%

Report Total: 64,286.41 64,286.411,060,000.00 1,060,000.00 -995,713.59 6.06%
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Balance Sheet
Chico Area Recreation and Park District Account Summary

As Of 07/31/2024

Account Name Balance
Fund: 90 - General Fund
Assets

90-1016 Petty Cash 800.00
90-1021 Claim On Cash - General 12,859,388.76
90-1210 Land 11,634,790.52
90-1212 Land Improvements 30,517,777.66
90-1215 Leasehold Improvements 2,011,183.52
90-1220 Buildings and Components 123,423.67
90-1225 Building Improvements & Renovations 39,671.05
90-1230 Construction in Progress 5,051,755.84
90-1235 Equipment 1,217,528.13
90-1240 Vehicles 738,522.43
90-1250 Technology Hardware 296,192.00
90-1270 Accumulated Depreciation -18,528,635.98
90-1310 Accounts Receivable 1,007,015.10
90-1320 Due From Other Funds 4,858,396.91
90-1340 Suspense -3,446.69
90-1350 Allocation to Other Funds -448,993.65
90-1360 Deferred Outflows of Resources 2,446,222.00

53,821,591.27Total Assets: 53,821,591.27

Liability
90-2004 Deferred Inflows of Resources 82,007.00
90-2006 Accounts Payable 8,970.00
90-2008 Accrued Expenses -10,000.00
90-2010 Vouchers Payable 138,646.93
90-2014 Accrued Wages and Salaries Payable 115,789.38
90-2016 Compensated Absences Payable 225,688.24
90-2018 457 Employee Contribution 4,168.60
90-2020 457 ROTH Employee Contribution 2,325.00
90-2022 CALPERS - Employee 45,336.48
90-2024 CALPERS - Employer 23,435.00
90-2026 Federal Withholding 96,463.90
90-2030 Garnishments 2,797.35
90-2031 HSA -14,400.58
90-2032 Medical Insurance - Employee 4,934.02
90-2036 Medicare and Social Security - Employee 111,877.15
90-2038 Medicare and Social Security - Employer 27,924.09
90-2040 State Withholding 73,046.78
90-2042 SDI 9,507.64
90-2044 Union Dues - Parks Staff -537.56
90-2046 Union Dues - Supervisor 494.81
90-2048 Voluntary Life/AD&D - Employee 2,643.59
90-2052 Deferred Revenue 395,390.06
90-2054 Due To Other Funds 4,858,396.01
90-2056 Other Liability - Class Clearing Acct -18,567.95
90-2058 Net Pension Liability 3,016,897.00
90-2060 Time Expired Holding Acct 8,298.11
90-2062 Prepaid Facilities Transfer -1,091.00
90-2066 Security Deposits 64,443.97
90-2099 Due To- General 888,936.31

10,163,820.33Total Liability:

Equity
90-3010 Fund Balance - NonSpendable 21,454,241.07
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Account Name Balance
90-3050 Fund Balance - Unassigned 23,177,199.60

44,631,440.67Total Beginning Equity:
647,636.46Total Revenue

1,621,306.19Total Expense
-973,669.73Revenues Over/Under Expenses

Total Liabilities, Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit): 53,821,591.27

43,657,770.94Total Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit):
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Account Name Balance
Fund: 99 - POOLED CASH
Assets

99-1010 Cash In Bank-US Bank Treasurer 3,972,722.56
99-1011 Cash In Bank-Golden Valley Bank 6,285,630.80
99-1012 Cash In Bank-California Class 2,651,709.52
99-1014 Cash In Bank - GVB Money Market 7,329,783.73
99-1018 Cash In Bank - Tri Counties Bank - MM 911,410.08
99-1382 Due From Other Funds-Indigo Park 771.08
99-1384 Due From Other Funds-General 888,936.31
99-1385 Due From Other Funds-Oak Way Park 1,318.58
99-1386 Due From Other Funds-Peterson Park 2,313.77
99-1387 Due From Other Funds-Baroni Park 2,420.58

22,047,017.01Total Assets: 22,047,017.01

Liability
99-2006 Accounts Payable (Pooled Cash) 895,760.32
99-2054 Due To Other Funds (Pooled Cash) 21,151,256.69

22,047,017.01Total Liability:

Total Liabilities, Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit): 22,047,017.01

0.00Total Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit):



Current Year Balance Prior Year Balance
As of 07/31/2024 As of 07/31/2023

Petty Cash 800.00 Petty Cash 800.00 
US Bank - County Treasurer 3,972,722.56       US Bank - County Treasurer 6,167,783.79       
Golden Valley Bank - Operations 6,285,630.80       Golden Valley Bank - Operations 4,737,098.16       
California CLASS - MM 2,651,709.52       California CLASS - MM 2,522,383.12       
Golden Valley Bank - MM 7,329,783.73       Golden Valley Bank - MM - 
Tri Counties Bank - MM 911,410.08           Tri Counties Bank - MM - 

TOTAL 21,152,056.69     TOTAL 13,428,065.07     

Cash Accounts
Current to Prior Year
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 Finance Committee 

STAFF REPORT 
DATE: August 22, 2024 
TO: Board of Directors 
FROM:  Scott Schumann  
SUBJECT: Community Center Refurbishment Project Award 

BACKGROUND 
As part of the 2023-24 capital project budget, the Board approved the dry rot repair, exterior 
paint, and composite roof replacement of the CARD Community Center with a project allocation 
of $200,000. Sequioa Engineering was retained to develop the scope of work to include the trellis, 
siding, trusses, sections of exterior needing replacement, roof replacement, and exterior paint. A 
request for proposals was published on July 1, 2024. A mandatory bid walk was attended by eight 
potential bidders on July 9th. 

DISCUSSION 
Proposals were due on July 26, 2024.  Four bids were received and are presented for review. 

Company Bid Amount 
Ben Franklin Construction, Inc. $177,228.00 
CMA Painting $220,344.00 
Synergy Builders $361,365.78 
Billson Construction $456,282.23 

Interviews were conducted with the three lowest bidders to gauge their understanding of the 
project, their approach, clarify their proposals, and ensure they fully grasp the scope and 
complexity of the work. Following the interviews, references were contacted for Ben Franklin 
Construction.  References reported positive work experience and confirmed Ben Franklin 
Construction’s solid reputation.  

FINANCIAL IMPACT 
After the cost of engineering, the remaining project allocation is $187,000. Although the cost of 
the current scope of work is under the remaining project budget, that amount does not include 
the 10% contingency required by District policy. Due to the nature of the damage, staff 
anticipate uncovering additional dry rot behind existing materials and believe a 15% 
contingency factor is prudent.  

Estimated Cost: 177,230 
Contingency 15%:  26,500 
Total:  203,730 
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Staff request an increase of $16,730 to the project budget as contingency funds. Unassigned 
General Fund Reserves are available to cover this cost. 
 
RECOMMENDATION  
The Board of Directors award the CARD Community Center project to Ben Franklin Construction 
and increase the project budget by $16,730 for a total project cost of $203,730. 
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 Finance Committee  

STAFF REPORT 
 
DATE:  August 22, 2024  
TO:  Board of Directors  
FROM:  Annabel Grimm  
SUBJECT:  County Development Impact Fees 
 

BACKGROUND 
The Park Facility Fee for unincorporated areas of Butte County was established in May 1989 and 
increased to $2,375 in December 2005. The District participated in the City of Chico’s 2016 nexus 
study that set the Community Park, Neighborhood Park, and Bidwell Park Impact Fees at a 
combined $3,960 with an annual CPI adjustment. 
 
DISCUSSION 
The City of Chico has consistently adjusted its fees to align with inflation, while the County's fees 
have remained unchanged for nearly 20 years. District staff are actively engaging with County 
Planning officials to gain a deeper understanding of the County’s planning process and explore 
ways the District can proactively collaborate on developments, regardless of their size, before 
subdivision approvals are granted. 
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This memorandum is a part of an overall effort by the City of Chico to update and adopt a 2016 
Nexus Study that updates the currently adopted Development Impact Fees based on the 2030 
General Plan. This memorandum focuses on the impact methodology and analysis to update 
the current neighborhood park impact fee (NPIF), community park impact fee (CPIF), and 
Bidwell Park impact fee (BPIF) rates. 

This memorandum contains a variety of sections documenting current fund balances and Level 
of Service (LOS) standards for parks, quantifying the scale of new parks needed to 
accommodate residential growth, and calculating potential updated park impact fee rates. In 
addition to figures included within this memorandum, Appendix A contains a map of existing 
park fund districts, while Appendix B contains additional documentation of key assumptions and 
supporting calculations for the park impact fees update, and Appendix C provides 
documentation of the City's existing Quimby Act level of service standard for neighborhood and 
community parks. 

Background and Purpose 

The general purpose of the park impact fees is to collect and distribute funding for the 
acquisition of parkland and construction of park facilities improvements to meet the continued 
growing community need within the City through 2040. Technical Memorandum #1: Population 
and Housing Forecasts, prepared and submitted under separate cover, documents the City's 
growth estimate and its methodology. 

The 2030 General Plan includes the following policies that address needed funding to create 
parks and establish impact fees for park land acquisition and facility construction to support 
continued development through 2040 consistent with the General Plan: 

• Goal PPFS-1: Continue cooperative efforts with the Chico Area Recreation and
Park District [CARD] and the Chico Unified School District to provide a broad
range of high quality parks and recreation facilities and services for all residents.

o Policy PPFS-1.1 {Park and Recreation Facilities) - Partner with CARD and
local providers to provide parks and recreation facilities that offer recreation
opportunities for the community.
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■ Action PPFS-1.1.2 (Park Development Fees) - Adopt park
development fees that support the goals of the CARD Parks and
Recreation Master Plan to fund the acquisition and development of
neighborhood and community parks, and community use facilities, such
as an aquatic park, needed as a result of new development.

■ Action PPFS-1.1.4 (Park Maintenance Funding) - Aid in the formation
of maintenance districts or other funding mechanisms to pay for the cost
of ongoing maintenance and operation of parks.

■ Action PPFS-1.1.8 (Funding to Develop Recreation Facilities) -
Pursue local, state, federal, and other funds for the development of parks
and recreation facilities.

■ Action PPFS-1.1.9 (Bidwell Park Master Management Plan) - Utilize
the Bidwell Park Master Management Plan and consider the intent of
Annie Bidwell's Deed to direct management and guide decision-making
for Bidwell Park.

The focus of this update to park impact fees is to calculate the fee rate needed to fund potential 
acquisition of remaining needed parklands and construct new park facilities to achieve the City's 
base LOS standard. 

Current Fees and Fund Balance 

The existing NPIF and CPIF reflect the 2004 Chico General Plan LOS standard: 

• 0.68 acres of neighborhood parks; and,
• 1.16 acres of community parks per 1,000 persons; which,
• equates to an initial total of 1.84 acres per 1,000 residents 1. 

The City's existing NPIF and CPIF rates are based on a nexus study last updated in 2009. The 
2009 Nexus Study applied a series of assumptions underlying the previous 2003 Nexus Study 
that jointly covered the City/CARD area; however, the 2009 Nexus Study applied these 
assumptions to the City's projected growth increment. 

Table 1 shows the current 2016/17 NPIF and CPIF rates. These rates reflect the result of 
periodic increases since 2009, when the City Council adopted park impact fees based on a 
2009 City Nexus Study. 2 Appendix B contains historical NPIF and CPIF rates.

Table 1 also the existing BPIF rate per residential unit. This rate also reflects the result of period 
increases since 2009, when the City Council adopted park impact fees based on a 2009 City 
Nexus Study. The BPIF reflects the cost of acquiring and developing 1,554.86 acres of 
additional parklands to ensure that the City would meet the 2004 General Plan standard of 29.5 
acres per 1,000 population. The fee was set based on the need to repay a loan to acquire 1,380 
acres and fund the balance of future acquisitions to meet the 2004 General Plan LOS. 

1 The City also has an existing Greenways Fee based on a LOS of 3.16 acres per 1,000 residents. The

Greenways Fee is addressed in a separate memo. 

2 The rates set in 2009 vary slightly from the recommended rates contained in the 2009 Nexus Study.
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TABLE 1 
EXISTING PARK IMPACT FEE RATES (FY2016/17) 

Item Single-Family Multifamily 

Existing Neighborhood Park Fee $837 $837 

Existing Community Park Fee $1,824 $1,543 

Existing Bidwell Park Fee $211 $118 

Fund Balances 

The City has multiple neighborhood park funds, one community park fund, and one Bidwell Park 
fund. 

Since at least 2009, neighborhood park fee revenues have been collected into ten 
neighborhood park zone funds. Appendix A contains a map showing the geographic boundaries 
of neighborhood park zones. Developed Parks are green, while undeveloped parks are red. As 
of June 30, 2015, most of the City's neighborhood park funds and community park fund had a 
positive fund balance. Table 2 shows the individual and total park fund balances for 
neighborhood park funds. 

Table 2 also shows the available balance for the Community Park Fund. 

Finally, Table 2 shows the available balance for the Bidwell Park Fund. The negative balance 
reflects the outstanding loan owed to the Community Park Fund. City staff is proposing that the 
BPIF be updated to ensure that the Community Park fund is repaid by 2040, as discussed in a 
subsequent section of this memo. 
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TABLE 2 

CHICO PARK FUNDS BALANCE (FY 2014/15) 

Item 

Neighborhood Park Funds 

Fund 341 

Fund 342 

Fund 343 

Fund 344 

Fund 345 

Fund 347 

Fund 348 

Subtotal Neighborhood Park Funds [1] 

Community Park Funds 

Fund 330 

Subtotal Community Park Funds 

Bidwell Park Fund 

Fund 332 

Subtotal Bidwell Park Funds 

Zone 

Zone A 

Zone 8 

Zone C 

Zone D/E 

Zone F/G 

Zone I 

Zone J 

N/A 

N/A 

Gross 

Available 

Balance 

(06/30/2015) 

$198,552 

$284,896 

$152,110 

$196,954 

$403,302 

$805,155 

($166,438) 

$1,874,531 

$1,889,571 

$1,889,571 

($1,398,420) 

($1,398,420) 

Notes: [1] No development triggering park fees has occurred in Zone H since 

Neighborhood Park zones 111ere established, so the City does not show any 

balance or tracking for Zone H. 

Parks LOS Standards: 2030 General Plan 

This analysis evaluates ways in which the City can update the NPIF and CPIF to reflect the 
higher LOS standards for neighborhood and community parks included in the City's current 
General Plan (2030 General Plan adopted in 2010) based on the City's anticipated 2040 
population and inventory of local parks. 

The 2030 General Plan includes these LOS Standards for neighborhood and community parks: 

• 1.50 acres of Neighborhood Parks per 1,000 residents
• 2.50 acres of Community Parks per 1,000 residents3 

This analysis combines these standards to form a total neighborhood and community parks 
LOS standard of 4.0 acres per 1,000 persons4

. City and CARD staff reviewed the current 
inventory of neighborhood and community parks to verify whether the City as a whole currently 

3 2030 General Plan, page 9-12.

4 The 2030 General Plan also includes an LOS standard of 2.5 acres per 1,000 persons for Greenways. An

updated Greenways Impact Fee analysis has been prepared and submitted by New Economics under separate 
cover. 
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meets the 2030 General Plan LOS standard. The 2030 General Plan does not contain any LOS 
standard for future land acquisition or development for Bidwell Park. 

Quimby Act LOS Requirements 

The NPIF and CPIF fee update is consistent with California's Quimby Act (California 
Government Code Title 7, Planning and Land Use, Division 2, Chapter 4, 66473-66498), which 
allows local jurisdictions to require dedication of at least 3.0 acres and up to 5.0 acres of 
neighborhood and community parkland per 1,000 residents for new development. Appendix C 
contains the City's entire inventory of neighborhood and community parks for purposes of 
calculating the existing LOS standard. This analysis shows that the City's 2010 population met 
the City's 2030 General Plan combined LOS standard for neighborhood and community parks, 
per the requirements of the Quimby Act. 

Population and Land Use Growth Forecast 

The updated PIF calculation relies upon a 2016-2040 population and land-use growth 
increment. Technical Memorandum #1, submitted under separate cover, documents this growth 
increment and the basis upon which the park LOS calculations are made. For purposes of this 
fee update effort, the City expects to grow by 39,382 persons to reach a 2040 population of 
129,016. 

New Neighborhood Park Acreage Requirements 

Appendix Table D-1 identifies existing neighborhood parks within the City for purposes of 
calculating an updated NPIF. It also identifies the entity that owns andor maintains each park. 

Appendix Table D-2 summarizes the total amount of existing neighborhood parks by 
neighborhood park zone, compared to the 2030 General Plan standard of 1.5 acres per 1,000 
persons. This table shows that the City had a deficit of neighborhood parks in 2016. Available 
park funds, also shown in Appendix Table D-1, could be used to acquire and develop 
neighborhood parks throughout the City. 
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Neighborhood Park Impact Fee 

Table 3 calculates the gross number of neighborhood park acres required by the City's current 
LOS standards for the forecasted 2016-2040 population growth increment. 

TABLE 3 

SUMMARY OF NEIGHBORHOOD PARKS REQUIRED ACREAGE 

Category/Name 

City Population 

Neighborhood Parks 

2030 General Plan LOS per 1,000 residents 

Required Acres 

Provided Park Acres [1] 

Surplus/Deficit 

New Neighborhood Park Acres Funded by 

Neighborhood Park Impact Fee 

NEIGHBORHOOD 

PARKS 

2016-2040 

39,382 

1.50 

59.07 

0.00 

(59.07) 

59.07 

Notes: [1] See Appendix Table D-1 for Parks Inventory included within 

this classification.

[2] Includes developed (including designated natural areas) and

undeveloped areas within parks located within the City of Chico. 

[3] Includes developed and designated natural areas within 

existing parks. Excludes undeveloped areas. 

Table 4 calculates the resulting NPIF rate for the acquisition and development of new 
neighborhood parks. As shown in Table 4, this calculation assumes land acquisition costs of 
$90,000 per acre, a figure which relies upon market-based land values, based upon a review of 
current vacant land listings in Chico (documented in Appendix B) and consideration for the 
typical size of neighborhood and community parks described in the 2007 CARD Master Plan. It 
also presumes that development will occur at a cost of $350,000 per acre, a development cost 
rate that includes basic site preparation as well as multiple park amenities (e.g. sports fields, 
picnic areas, and/or playgrounds) and was determined to reflect an average cost to develop 
neighborhood and community parks found in other communities in the Sacramento Region. 
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Item 

Neighborhood Parks 

Land Acquisition 

Park Development 

Net Neighborhood Parks 

% of 2016/17 NPIF Rate 

Net 

Acres 

TABLE 4 

NEIGHBORHOOD PARK IMPACT FEE 

Cost 
Total Cost 

Service 

Required 
per Acre Population 

59.07 $90,000 $5.316.300 39,382 

59.07 $350,000 [1 l $20,674,500 39,382 

$25,990,800 39,382 

Cost Per 
Persons 

PIFCost 

Person 
per 

Per Unit 
Unit 

$135 2.4 $324 

$525 2.4 $1.260 

$660 2.4 $1,584 

189% 

Notes: [1] Provided by Omni-Means. Includes site preparation (grading, drainage, storm water permit, sidewalks, selM3r, landscaping and 

irrigation) and multiple basic park amenities (e.g. sports field, playground, and picnic area). 

The existing positive balances in Neighborhood Park funds, identified in a prior section of this 
memo, were not applied to buy down the NPIF. Instead, it is expected that these funds will be 
utilized to fund improvements to existing undeveloped parks and/or acquire and develop other 
neighborhood parks to help bring the City's existing inventory of neighborhood parks into 
alignment with the 2030 GP LOS, which is greater than the 2004 GP LOS. Appendix D identifies 
the existing LOS for neighborhoods parks overall and by neighborhood park zone. 

New Community Park Acreage Requirements 

New development will also trigger a need for additional community parks. Appendix Table D-3 
provides the current inventory of Community'Parks in the City for purposes of calculating an 
updated CPIF. This table shows that the City had an existing surplus of community parkland 
and developed community parks as of 2016. 

Table 5 calculates the amount of new community parks that new development would 
necessitate based on the 2030 General Plan standard of 2.50 acres per 1,000 population. 

TABLE 5 

SUMMARY OF COMMUNITY PARK REQUIRED ACREAGE 

Category/Name 

City Population 

Community Parks 

2030 General Plan LOS per 1,000 residents 

Required Acres 

Provided Park Acres [1] 

Surplus/Deficit 

New Community Park Acres Funded by 

Community Park Impact Fee 

COMMUNITY 

PARKS 

2015-2040 

39,382 

2.50 

98.45 

0.00 

(98.45) 

98.45 

Notes: [1] See Appendix Table D-3 for Parks Inventory

included within this classification. 
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Community Park Impact Fee Scenarios 

This Analysis considers two PIF scenarios that apply market-based cost assumptions pertaining 
to park facility development and conform to the 2030 General Plan neighborhood and 
community parkland standards. This exercise evaluates the following PIF scenarios: 

• Scenario 1: Community Park Facilities. The first scenario applies a market-based per­
acre cost estimate for an average level of facility improvements consistent with surveys of
other local jurisdictions currently planning/building neighborhood and community parks
generally found in other communities. This facilities cost would cover the cost of site
preparation and some park amenities (e.g. sports fields, playgrounds, picnic area, etc.). This
scenario presumes that community parkland would be existing, dedicated, or provided to the
City at no cost.

• Scenario 2: Facilities and Special Facilities. The second scenario includes land, park
facilities, and two Special Facilities-- community centers and swimming pools/aquatic
centers-- which are specifically identified in the 2007 CARD Master Plan and included in
CARD's 2010 Park Impact Fee (PIF) Nexus Study (not adopted by the City). This scenario
also presumes that community parkland would be be existing, dedicated, or provided to the
City at no cost.

Scenario 1: Community Park Facilities 

The Scenario 1 CPIF is based on the 2030 Chico General Plan LOS standards: 2.50 acres of 
community parks per 1,000 persons. This scenario applies $350,000 per acre for park facilities; 
this cost rate includes basic site preparation as well as multiple park amenities (e.g. sports 
fields, picnic areas, and/or playgrounds) and was determined to reflect an average cost to 
develop neighborhood and community parks found in other communities in the Sacramento 
Region. 

Table 6 calculates the CPIF rate for Scenario 1. The resulting CPIF rate is approximately $2,100 
per unit, which is 115 percent of the City's existing CPIF rate. 

TABLE 6 

ESTIMATED CPIF: SCENARIO 1 

Item 
Net 

Cost Service Cost Per 
Persons 

PIFCost 
kres 

perkre 
Total Cost 

Population Person 
per 

Per Unit 
Required Unit 

Community Parks 

Land kquisition 98.45 $0 [1) $0 39,382 $0 2.4 $0 

Park Development 98.45 $350,000 [2) $34,457,500 39,382 $875 2.4 $2,100 

Net Community Parks $34,457,500 39,382 $874.96 2.4 $2,100 

% of 2016/17 Single-Family CPIF Rate 115% 

Notes: [1] This scenario presumes that community parkland would be dedicated to the City at no cost. 
[2] Provided by Omni-Means. Includes site preparation (grading, drainage, storm water permit, sidewalks, seW8r, landscaping and 
irrigation) and multiple basic park amenities (e.g. spor1s field, playground, and picnic area). 

The existing positive balance in the Community Park fund, identified in a prior section of this 
memo, was not applied to buy down the CPIF. Instead, it is expected that these funds will be 
utilized to fund improvements to existing undeveloped parks and/or acquire and develop other 
community parks to help bring the City's existing inventory of community parks into alignment 
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with the 2030 GP LOS, which is greater than the 2004 GP LOS. Appendix D identifies the 
existing LOS for community parks. 

Scenario 2: Facilities and Special Facilities 

The Scenario 2 CPIF is based on 2.50 acres of community parks per 1,000 persons. This 
scenario also includes improvement costs for two Special Facilities: swimming pools/aquatic 
centers and community centers. These Special Facilities were included in the 2008 CARD 
Master Plan and 2010 CARD PIF Nexus Study (not adopted by the City), and to a certain extent 
in the City's 2030 General Plan. For this scenario, the LOS standards were calculated based on 
the scale of total community centers and/or swimming pools expected to exist by the time the 
City reaches Buildout (as identified at that time). 

Table 7 and Table 8 identify current estimated costs for community centers and swimming 
pools/ aquatic centers. Per-acre facility costs are then translated into a per-person and a per­
unit cost (Table 9). The resulting fee, $3,904 per residential unit, is 214 percent of the existing 
2016/17 CPIF for neighborhood and community parks. 

TABLE 7 
SPECIAL RECREATION OF FACILITY COST ESTIMATE ASSUMPTIONS (2016$) 

Item 
Cost per Sq. Ft. per Cost per 
Center Center Sq. Ft. 

Special Recreation Facilities [1]: 

Community Facilities/Rec. Ctrs. $19,000,000 [2] 56,000 $339 

Swimming Pool/ Aquatics Center $17,000,000 N/A N/A 

Notes: [1] Cost estimates and facility sizing from 2010 Park Impact Fee Nexus Study, 

prepared for CARD by SCI Consulting Group. Figure 6 (page 11). 

[2] Inflated from 2010$ based on CCI construction cost index (annual average) 20-

city average.
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TABLE 8 

LOS STANDARDS FOR SPECIAL FACILITIES 

Item J\rnount 

Special Facilities [1] CARD LOS Standard 

Comm unity Centers [2] 943 sq. ft. per 1,000 persons 

Swimming Pools/Aquatic Centers [3] 1 center per 39,369 persons 

Gross Special Facility Requirements 

Projected Growth Increment: 2016-2040 39,382 persons 

Required Comm unity Centers 37,137 sq. ft. 

Required Swimming Pools/Aquatic Centers 1.00 center 

Notes: 

Item 

Community Parks 

Land kquisiUon 

Park Development 

Net Community Parks 

Special Facilities 

Community Centers 

Swimming Pools//lquaUc Centers 

Net Special Facilities Costs 

Total Cost 

% of 2016/17 Single-Family CPIF Rate 

[1] The 2008 CARD Master Plan and 2010 CARD Nexus Study contain LOS

standards for a variety of special facilities, including multi-use fields, 

softball/baseball fields, courts, swimming pools, and recreation centrs. This 

analysis focuses on swimming pools and community centers only. The costs per 

acre for Neighborhood and Community Parks presume inclusion of some sports 

[2] LOS Standard included in the 2010 CARD Nexus Study, page 11. Since this

nexus study was not adopted by the City, a standard would need to be officially

developed should the City decide to pursue this PIF Scenario.

[3] The 2010 CARD Nexus Study, page 12, envisions 4 total aquatics centers at

Buildout, which equated to a LOS standard of 39,369 persons per facility. Since

this nexus study was not adopted by the City, a standard would need to be

officially developed should the City decide to pursue this PIF Scenario. 

TABLE 9 

ESTIMATED CPIF: SCENARIO 2 

Netkres/ Total Cost 
Ser'\1ce Cost Per Persons per 

Facilities Cost Metric Attributable to 
Required Fee Pro ram 

Population Person Unit 

Net Acres Cost per Acre 

98.45 $0 [1] $0 39,382 $0 2.4 

98.45 $350,000 [2] $34,457,500 39,382 $875 2.4 

$34,457,500 39,382 $875 2.4 

Net Sq. Ft. Cost per Sq. Ft. 

37,137 $339 $12,600,002 

Net Facilities Cost per Facility 

1.00 $17,000,000 $17,005,441 

$29,605,443 39,382 $752 2.4 

$64,062,943 2.4 

Notes: [1] This scenario presumes that community parkland wuld be ded!cated to the City at no cost 

May 15, 2017 

PIF Per Unit 

$0 

$2,100 

$2,100 

$1,804 

$3,904 

214% 

[2} Provided by Omni-Means. Includes site preparation (grading, drainage, storm water permit, side-walks, se�r. landscaping and Irrigation) and multiple basic 

park amenities (e.g. sports field, playground, and picnic area). 
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The existing positive balance in the Community Park fund, identified in a prior section of this 
memo, was not applied to buy down the CPIF. Instead, it is expected that these funds will be 
utilized to fund improvements to existing undeveloped parks and/or acquire and develop other 
community parks to help bring the City's existing inventory of community parks into alignment 
with the 2030 GP LOS, which is greater than the 2004 GP LOS. Appendix D identifies the 
existing LOS for community parks, aquatics centers, and community centers. 

Bidwell Park Impact Fee 

The City previously borrowed monies to pay for the acquisition of 1,455 acres of additional 
Bidwell Park land. As of the end of FY 2014/15, the remaining outstanding loan balance for this 
acquisition was $1,398,420. While the 2030 General Plan (Policy OS-2.1) calls for continued 
"acquisition, management, and maintenance of open space," the General Plan does not specify 
where or how much additional open space is needed. It also states that funding for Open Space 
should be provided by outside sources and is silent regarding the Bidwell Park impact fee. 
Table 10, below, calculates an updated BPIF that would repay the outstanding loan balance 
over the balance of the 2016-2040 growth increment. 

TABLE 10 
ESTIMATED BIDWELL PARK IMPACT FEE (BPIF) 

Item Total Cost 

Bidwell Park 

Outstanding Loan Balance (June 2015) $1,398,420 

Net Bidwell Park $1,398,420 

% of 2016/17 Single-Family Fee Rate 

NPIF and CPIF Comparison 

Service Cost Per 

Population Person 

39,382 $35.51 

39,382 $36 

Persons 
PIFCost 

per 
Per Unit 

Unit 

2.4 $85 

2.4 $85 

40% 

Table 11 contains a comparison of NPIF and CPIF rates. This information is provided simply as 
an informational point of reference. Unless otherwise noted, the rates reflect FY 2014/15; also, 
comparison jurisdiction figures reflect single-family rates, while the Chico rate reflects a blended 
residential rate. Table 11 also compares the existing City NPIF and CPIF rates to the scenarios 
studied in this analysis. 
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TABLE 11 

COMPARISON OF NPIF+CPIF RATES 

Potential Chico PIF Rates 

Residential, Per-Unit Rates for Neighborhood and Community Parks 

$3,904 

$2,100 

$1,584 

Chico Existing NPIF Potential Chico NPIF Chico Existing CPIF Potential Chico CPIF Potential Chico CPIF Chico Existing Bidwell Potential Chico 
(2015/16) [l] Rate (2016$) (2015/16) [l] Rate Rate Park Fee (2015/16) Bidwell Park Fee 

Scenario 1 (2016$) Scenario 2 (2016$) [l) (2016$) 

[1] Each comparable city includes a different combination of parkland, park facilities, and/or special park facilities.
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Findings 

Table 12 summarizes the LOS standards, per-acre land acquisition cost assumptions, per-acre 
facility cost assumptions, and resulting potential NPIF, CPIF, and BPIF rates per residential unit. 

• Finding 1: Most of the neighborhood park zone funds and the Community Park had
positive balances as of June 30, 2015, but the Bidwell Park fund had a negative
balance. The Bidwell Park Fund owes approximately $1,398,420 for a prior Bidwell Park
land acquisition.

• Finding 2: Between 2016 and 2040, the City expects to add 39,382 new persons. This
forecast is tied to residential unit projections developed by the Butte County Association of
Governments (BCAG) and reflects residential growth within the City's General Plan
boundary.

• Finding 3: The Existing NPIF, CPIF, and BPIF rates reflect periodic increases since
rates were last reset in 2009 but are not compliant with existing 2030 GP LOS
standards. The 2016/17 rates reflect the parks LOS standards included in the 2004 General
Plan (0.68 acres of neighborhood parks, 1.16 acres of community parks, and 29.5 acres of
Bidwell Park per 1,000 persons).

• Finding 4: The City's 2030 Current General Plan LOS Standards are 1.50 acres of
neighborhood parks per 1,000 residents and 2.50 acres of community parks per 1,000
residents. The 2030 General Plan does not have a LOS Standard for Bidwell Park.

• Finding 5: The updated NPIF is $1,584 per residential unit. The updated rate is 189% of
the existing NPIF rate.

• Finding 6: The updated CPIF considers two scenarios, both of which presume that
any future community parkland will be dedicated, transferred, or otherwise provided
to the City or CARD at no cost. Scenario 1, which includes facility improvements
similar to those found in other communities, produces a fee of $2,100 per unit, which
is 115 percent of the existing PIF rate. This rate would allow the City to construct an
average level of community park facilities consistently found in other communities.

• Finding 7: Scenario 2, an updated CPIF that includes park facilities, as well as
community centers and swimming pools/aquatic centers, produces a fee of $3,904
per unit, which is 214 percent of the existing CPIF rate. This calculation is based on a
LOS "target" included in the 2010 CARD Nexus Study, which was not adopted by the City.

• Finding 8: The updated BPIF rate is $85 per residential unit, which is 40% of the
existing rate. This rate was recalculated to repay the outstanding loan to the Community
Park fund by the time the City reaches the 2040 growth projections.

• Finding 9: Current NPIF and CPIF rates within other Sacramento Region jurisdictions
are generally higher than the existing and potential NPIF and CPIF rates evaluated in
this analysis.
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Summary of Nexus Requirements 

California Government Code Section 66000 et. seq. sets forth the procedural requirements for 
establishing and collecting development impact fees. There are specific conditions which must 
be met in order for the fee to be set in place, which demonstrate a reasonable relationship, or 
"nexus" between the fee and its purpose. The key requirements of Government Code Section 
66000 are listed below, along with a corresponding discussion that relates to park fees. 

Identify the purpose of the fee. 

• Neighborhood Parks Fee: The fee will fund the acquisition and development of
Neighborhood Parks at the General Plan LOS (1.5 acres per 1,000 population).

• Community Parks Fee: The fee will fund acquisition and development of Community
Parks/ Community Parks and Special Facilities at the General Plan LOS (2.5 acres per
1,000 population).

• Bidwell Park Fee: The fee will fund the acquisition of additional Bidwell Park land.

Identify how the fee is to be used. 

• Neighborhood Parks Fee: The fee will be used to fund the acquisition and development
of Neighborhood Parks facilities.

• Community Parks Fee: The fee will be used to fund the development of Community
Parks/Community Parks and Special Facilities.

• Bidwell Park Fee: The fee will be used to repay a loan for acquisition of additional
Bidwell Park land.

Determine how a reasonable relationship exists between the fee's use and the type of 
development project on which the fee is imposed. 

• Neighborhood Parks Fee: New residential development will generate the need for
additional neighborhood parks facilities for the use of City residents. Fee revenue will be
used to provide new Neighborhood Parks.

• Community Parks Fee: New residential development will generate the need for
additional Community Parks/ Community Parks and Special Facilities for the use of City
residents. Fee revenue will be used to provide new Community Parks/Community Parks
and Special Facilities.

• Bidwell Park Fee: Fee revenue will be used to fund the acquisition and development of
Bidwell Park. 

Determine how a reasonable relationship exists between the need for the public facility 
and the type of development project on which the fee is imposed. 

• Neighborhood Parks Fee: New residential development will generate the need for
additional parks and open space facilities for the use of City residents.

• Community Parks Fee: New residential development will generate the need for
additional parks and open space facilities for the use of City residents.

• Bidwell Park: New residential development will generate the need for the expansion of
Bidwell Park. 

14 
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Demonstrate a reasonable relationship between the amount of the fee and the cost of 
public facility or portion of public facility attributable to development on which the fee is 
imposed. 

• Neighborhood Parks Fee: Neighborhood Parks acquisition and development costs were
apportioned solely to residential development, as the General Plan LOS applies to
residential population only.

• Community Parks Fee: Community Parks acquisition and development costs were
apportioned solely to residential development, as the General Plan LOS applies to
residential population only.

• Bidwell Park Fee: Bidwell Park acquisition and development costs were apportioned
solely to residential development.
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TABLE12 

SUMMARY OF NPIF, CPIF, AND BPIF RATES 

Item 

Existing Nei ghborhood Park 
Impact Fee 

Proposed Neighborhood Park 
hnpact Fee 

Description 

2016/17 rates, 2004 GP LOS 

2030 GP LOS 
Mnimum Standard 

::st1"9 Community Park Impact 
2016/17 rates. 2004 GP LOS 

Proposed Community Park 
Impact Fee: Scenario 1 

Proposed Community Park 
Impact Fee: Scenario 2 

Existing BidweU Park Fee 

Proposed Bidwell Park Fee 

2030GPLOS 
Mnimum Standard 

2030 GP LOS 
Facilities and Special Facilities 

2004 General Plal'I LOS 

RepayO . .rlstanding Loan Balance 

Sources. City of Chico. CARD, Onni-Means. and Nww Economics & Advisory. 

Parkland 

LOS Standard 
(Acres per 1,000 population) Cost Assumption 

0.68 acres of neighborhood [1) Not estimated. 

1.5 acres of neighborhood (2] $90,000 per neighborhood acre 

2.5 acres ofcommunity[2] Not estimated. 

2.5 acres of community [2) H.sumed dedication. 

2.5 acres ofcommunity[2] Assumed dedication. 

29.5 acres of additional parklands Not estimated. 

NIA $100.000 

Notes: [1] The eKisting PIF is based on the 2004 General Plan. For purposes of this analysis, linear parks and greenways is accounted for separately. 

[2] Consistent vith the �030 General Pfan and CARD Master Plan (2007). 

[3} Includes site prep (i.e. grading, utilities, irrigation, planting and pathways) and multiple park amenities (e.g. picnic benches, sports fields, playgrounds, etc.). 

Cost Per 
Unit 

NIA 

$324 

NIA 

so 

$0 

NIA 

NIA 

Park Facilities 

Cost Assumption 

Not estimated. 

$350,000 per community park acre [3] 

Not estimated. 

$350.000 per community park acre (31 

$350,000 per community park acre (3) 
plus $29,605,443 special facilites cost. 

Not estimated. 

$100,000 

Cost Per 
Unit 

NIA 

$1,260 

NIA 

$2,100 

$3,904 

NIA 

NIA 

May 15, 2017 

To�I PIFPer 
;���117 Umt 
Rate 

$B37 100% 

$1,584 189% 

$1,824 100% 

$2,100 115% 

$3,904 214% 

$211 100% 

$85 40% 
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#._ City :>ark Zone &iundaries {A-I) 
- ct>.RD Boundary
• Com-nunity Pork
• Neig7oorhood Par�
• Undeveloped Park
Undeveloped Parks 

1 Baroni Park (portion) 
2 Pl/ Rec Center and ?col 
3 Alamo1Henshaw Aw nues 
4 Ceres �ver ue 
5 Humboldt Road 
6 DeGarno Park (porton) 

) Prep,,,.; by Cit\' <If Ch bl. J utr 2016 

Existing Neighborhood and Community Parks and Park Zones 

City of Chico Development Impact Fee Update 

omni-means 
ENGIN EUIHG SOLUTIONS 

December 5, 2016 
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TABLE B-1 
CHICO NEIGHBORHOOD AND COMMUNITY PARK IMPACT FEES (HISTORICAL RATES) 

Single-Family Unit Multifamily Unit 

Year 
Blended Rate 

Neighborhood Community Neighborhood Community N&C [1] 
Fee Fee Fee Fee Total 

2009/10 Adopted Rate $932 $1,719 $789 $1,454 $2,243 $2,447 
2010/11 $932 $1,719 $789 $1,454 $2,243 $2,447 

2011/12 $932 $1,719 $789 $1,454 $2,243 $2,447 
2012/13 $932 $1,719 $789 $1,454 $2,243 $2,447 

2013/14 $932 $1,719 $789 $1,454 $2,243 $2,447 
2014/15 $932 $1,719 $789 $1,454 $2,243 $2,447 

2015/16 $956 $1,762 $809 $1,492 $2,300 $2,509 

2016/17 $837 $1,824 $837 $1,543 $2,381 
$2,456 

��=ange since 2003 Adopted 
90% 106% 106% 106% 106% 100¾ 

Notes: {1j In consultation with City staff, for purposes of this analysis New Economics has provided a blended residential rate. The single­
family rate 11.as divded by the City's single-family persons per household estimate in the 2009 Nexus Study (2.60 pph) and then 
multiplied by the 2015 citywide persons per household estimate (2.40 pph) to derive the blended rate per residential unit. 



TABLE B-2 

INIDICATION OF LAND ACQUISITION VALUES 

Item Location 
Lot Size 

List Price Price per kre 
Parcels 1-50 acres in 

(Acres) size [1] 

75 Lava Rock Drive Chico, CA 1.16 $84,900 $73,190 $73,190 

3458 Shallow Springs Ter Chico, CA 0.48 $134,000 $279,167 

160 Eagle Nest Dr Chico, CA 0.98 $212,000 $216,327 

Owens Rd Chico,CA 23.69 $260,590 $11,000 $11,000 

Rodeo Av Chico, CA 3.00 $340,000 $113,333 $113,333 

1260 E 9th St Chico, CA 0.28 $164,900 $588,929 

57 Rocky Bluff Dr Chico, CA 1.21 $79,900 $66,033 $66,033 

51 Lava Rock Dr Chico, CA 0.82 $94,500 $115,244 

13991 Persimmon Ln Chico, CA 2.00 $165,000 $82,500 $82,500 

13963 Pomegranate Ct Chico, CA 1.01 $165,000 $163,366 $163,366 

Indian Cliffs Dr Chico, CA 40.45 $325,000 $8,035 $8,035 

0 Highway 32 Chico, CA 2.38 $34,900 $14,664 $14,664 

200 Three Oaks Ct Chico,CA 11.52 $240,000 $20,833 $20,833 

4 SummerskyCmns Chico, CA 3.72 $460,000 $123,656 $123,656 

4289 Kiwi Ln Chico, CA 1.14 $165,000 $144,737 $144,737 

3292 Shadybrook Ln Chico, CA 1.00 $350,000 $350,000 $350,000 

0 Cohasset Rd Chico, CA 43.06 $500,000 $11,612 $11,612 

3155 Summit Ridge Ter Chico, CA 0.07 $198,000 $2,828,571 

2600 Cohasset Rd Chico, CA 1.44 $285,000 $197,917 $197,917 

4 SummerSkyCmns Chico, CA 3.72 $460,000 $123,656 $123,656 

1260-1262 East 9th St Chico, CA 0.28 $159,000 $567,857 

Eves Ln Chico.CA 33.77 $350,000 $10,364 $10,364 

3359 Grape Way Chico, CA 5.01 $350,000 $69,860 $69,860 

3571 Shallow Springs Ter Chico, CA 0.48 $155,000 $322,917 

3567 Shallow Springs Ter Chico, CA 0.50 $155,000 $310,000 

0 Morseman Ave Chico.CA 3.00 $450,000 $150,000 $150,000 

3560 Shallow Springs Tar Chico, CA 0.46 $175,000 $380,435 

1 Twin Creeks Subdivision Chico, CA 68.08 $1,500,000 $22,033 

Rich Bar Rd Chico, CA 25.00 $299,000 $11,960 $11,960 

3391 SummitRidgeTer Chico, CA 0.31 $149,950 $483,710 

13953 Pomegranate Ct Chico. CA 1.01 $165,000 $163,366 $163,366 

0 Sky Ct Chico.CA 6.00 $53,000 $8,833 $8,833 

500 W East Ave Chico, CA 0.30 $96,000 $320,000 

1250 East Ave Chico, CA 0.64 $236,000 $368,750 

3265 Siena Ridge Loop Chico, CA 0.48 $174,000 $362,500 

3166 Canyon Oaks Ter Chico, CA 0.50 $175,000 $350,000 

3261 Sienna Ridge Loop Chico, CA 0.47 $174,000 $370,213 

Average (Rounded) (2] $265,015 $90,000 

Source: www.zillow.com, accessed April 12, 2016. 

Notes: [1] A filter of 1-50 acres was selected to account for the fact that the 2007 CARD Master Plan (page 5) includes size 

ranges of 5-10 acres for neighborhood parks and 25-50 acres for community parks; however, the Quimby Act allows for 

expenditures to be made to enhance the capacity of existing park facilities, which could include smaller expansions in 

the ranqe of 1-5 acres. 
[2] provides an indication of current parkland acquisition values for purposes of this PIF Scenarios Analysis. These 

values reflect list price for actively marketing properties. A nexus study should ultimately be based on sales prices, 

which, are often are lower than list price. 



TABLE B-3 
SUMMARY OF SPECIAL FACILITIES LOS (2016,2040) 

Category/ Name 2015 2040 2015-2040 

City Population 89,634 129,016 39,382 

Special Facility: Community Center 

Community Centers LOS Standard (1) 943 sq. ft. per 1,000 persons 

Required Sq. Ft. 84,525 121,662 37,137 

Provided Sq. Ft. 

CARD Community Center 12,337 12,337 

Community Park Field House Gym 9,600 9,600 

Dorothy Johnson Center 8,661 8,661 

Pleasant Valley Recreation Center 5,970 5,970 

Subtotal Special Facilities 36,568 36,568 

Surplus/Deficit Community Center (47,957) (85,094) (37,137) (3) 

Swimming Pools/ Aquatic Centers 

Swimming Pool/Aquatic Center LOS Standard [1) 39,369 persons per facility 

Required Facilities 2.28 3.28 1.00 

Provided Facilities [2] 

Pleasant Valley Recreation Center and Pool 1.00 1.00 

Subtotal Provided Facilities 1.00 [3] 1.00 [3] 

Surplus/Deficit (1.28) (2.28) (1.00) [3] 

Notes: [1] LOS Standard identified in the 2010 CARD Nexus Study, which has not been adopted by the City. 

This LOS standard is based on an assumed total amount offacilities that would exist by the time the City 

reaches buildout (as envisioned at that time). Subject to refinement if the City chooses to include any

Special Facilities in the PIF.

[2] The 2010 PFA includes 3 existing facilities and 1 future planned facility, and cites the 2008 CARD 

Master Plan as the source of data. The 2008 CARD Master Plan inventory includes the pools listed in

this figure, but according to CARD the Shapiro and CSU pools are now non-operational. The outdoor 

swimming facilities located within 1-Mile Recreation Area and Lower Bidwell are owned by the City but

were not part of CAR D's LOS Standard calculation.

[3] This nexus study analyzes the portion of new facilities that is needed to accomodate new development

based on the established LOS standard. New development is not responsible for curing any existing

deficits; therefore, the nexus study is based only on the portion (and cost) offacilities demanded by

anticipated growth. Other funding sources would be needed to cure any existing deficits.
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Quimby LOS Analysis 

The updated inventory of neighborhood and community parkland, contained below in Table C-1, 

surpasses the LOS standard of 4.0 acres per 1,000 residents based on the City's 2010 
population. 

TABLE C-1 

QUIMBY INVENTORY 



Category/ Name 

Neighborhood and Community Parks (1] 

DorothyF. Johnson Center/Chapman Park 

OakwayPark 

Peterson Park 

Baroni Park 

Hancock Park 

Emerson Park 

Pleasant Valley Recreation Center & Pool (2) 

Rotary Park (Mini Park) 

i'Jamo/Henshaw Site (2) 

Nob Hill/Hussa Ranch Park 

City Plaza Park (2) 

Depot Park (2) 

Children's Park (2) 

Ceres Avenue [2) 

Humboldt Road Site [3) 

Caper Acres (Bidwell Park) (2) 

Community Park 

DeGarmo Community Park 

Wildwood Park 

Westside Little League Park 

Shapiro Pool 

Humboldt Skatepark/Lower Humboldt 

Wildwood BMX Track/Freesfyte Park 

Hooker Oak Park (Bidwell Park) (4) 

1-Mile Recreation />J"ea (Bidwell Park) (4) 

Community Center (Lower Bidwell Park) 

Chico Creek Nature Center (Bidwell Park) (5) 

5-Mile Dam Recreation />J"ea (Bidwell Park) [5) 

Peregrine Disc Golf Course (Bidwell Park) (5) 

Horse />J"ena (Bidwell Park) (5) 

Golf Course (Bidwell Park) (5) 

TOTAL DEVELOPED NBGHBORHOOD & COMMUNITY PARKS 

QUIMBY CALCULATION 

2030 General Plan LOS N+C 

2010 City Population 

Provided Park kres 

2010 LOS 

kres 

Dev/Natural 

3.00 

7.90 

4.10 

5.20 

3.80 

1.44 

0-00 

0.30 

0.00 

2.90 

1.50 

1.00 

3.70 

0.00 

0.00 

3.50 

40,00 

11.00 

30.30 

9.88 

0.44 

3.80 

3.00 

35.00 

23.00 

3 00 

3.60 

6.00 

20.09 

15.00 

122.00 

364.45 

4.00 

86,187 

364.45 

4.23 
Source: 

Notes: 

Sources: Chico 2030 General Plan Update Public Facilities Assessment and Fiscal Impact 

Analysis, July 30, 2010; City of Chico and Chico Area Recreation and Park District MOU, July 15, 

2009; City of Chico, City Council Agenda Report, March 16, 2010; Butte Local Agency Formation 

Commission, Municipal Service Review Update and Sphere of lnffuence Plan for CARD, adopted 

April 2, 2009; City of Chico, City Council Agenda Report, June 16, 2015, 2003 Chico Parks Nexus 

studv� California Deoartment of Finance: Maintenance information orovided bv Citv Staff and CARD 
{1] Unless othef'Mse noted, inventory is consistent 'Mth 2010 Public Facilities Assessment, pages A· 

10 and A·11. 

[2} Added since 2010 PFA. City staff is proposing that the City reclassify this area as 

Neighborhood/Community park area. 
[3} On July 15, 2003, City Council voted to maintain this 11.0 acre undeveloped site as passive 

Open Space, rather than Parks. Page A·1 of the 2003 Chico Parks Nexus study contains this 

[4} Previously re•classified as Neighborhood/Communty Park in 2003 City/CARD Nexus Study. 

This analysis presumes that the reclassification 'MIi continue, 1�Mile Recreation Area Ywas called 

SVr.RmnrP. RP.r.rP.Rfinn ArP.R Rnrl hRrl R .�i7P. nf ?R Fi Rr.rP..� 
[5] Previously classified as part of Bid""6/I Park. City staff is proposing to reclassify this portion of 

Bid!Af3II Park as Neighborhood/Community Park. 
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TABLE D-1 

NIEGHBORHOOD PARK AND RECREATION FACILITY INVENTORY 

Category/ Name 

Neighborhood Parks [11 

OakwayPark 

Peterson Park 

Baroni Park 

HancockPar1( 

Emerson Park 

Rotary Park (Mni Park) 

fiJamo/Henshaw Site [2] 

Nob Hill/Hussa Ranch Park 

Depot Park [2] 

Children's Park [2] 

Ceres Avenue [2] 

Humboldt Road Site [3] 

Subtotal Neighborhood Parks 

Neighborhood Parka Within Bidwell Park 

Caper Acres {Bidwell Park) [2) 

Subotal Neighborhood Parks Within Bldwell Park 

Total Neighborhood Parks 

Portion Owned/Ma;nra;ned by City 

Portion Owned/Maintained by CARD 

Owner 

CARD 

CAAD 

CAAD 

CAAD 

City 

CAAD 

CARD 

City 

City 

City 

CARD 

City 

City 

Acres 

Total 

7,90 

4.10 

7.30 

3-60 

1.44 

0.30 

5.50 

2.90 

1.00 

3.70 

5.00 

o.oo

42.94 

3.50 

3.50 

46.44 

12.54 

33.90 

Dev/Natural Undev 

7.90 

4.10 

5.20 2.10 

3.80 

1.44 

0.30 

0.00 5.50 

2.90 

1.00 

3.70 

0.00 5.00 

0.00 0.00 

30.34 12.60 

3.50 

3.50 0.00 

33.84 12.60 

12.54 0.00 

21.30 12.60 

Maintenance 

Entity 

CAAD 

CAAD 

CAAD 

CARD 

City 

CAAD 

CARD 

City 

City 

City 

CAAD 

City 

City 

12.54 

33.90 

Existing Funding 
tvlechanism 

LLD 

Assessment District 

LLD 001-05 

LMD 

u.o 

General Fund {CARD) 

General Fund (CARD) 

LLD 001-08 plus CMD 

General Fund (City) 

General Fund {City) 

General Fund (CARD) 

General Fund (City) 

General Fund {City) 

Source: Chico 2030 General Plan Update Public Facilities Assessment and Fiscal Impact AnalY51s, July 30, 2810: C{ty of Chico and Chico Area Recreation and Park District MOU, July 15, 
2009; City of Chico, City Council Agenda Report, March 16, 2010; Butte Loco/ Agency Formation Commission, Municipal Service Review Update and Sphere of Influence Plan for 
CARD, adopted April 2, 2009; City of Chico, City Council Agenda Report, June 16, 2015; 2003 Chico Parks Nexus Study; Maintenance information provided by City Staff and CARD 

Notes: [1] Unless othe!Wse noted, inventory is consistent Vi4th 2010 Public Facilities Assessment, pages A-10 and A-11 

[2] Added since 2010 PFA. City staff Is proposing that the City reclassify this area as Neighborhood/Community park area, 
[3] On July 15, 2003, City Council voted to maintain this 11.0 acre undeveloped site as passl\19 Open Space. rather than Parks. Page A-1 of the 2003 Chico Parks Nexus Study 
contains this citation, 



TABLE D-2 

NIEGHBORHOOD PARKS AND LOS BY PARK ZONE 

Neighborhood Park 2010 LOS [1] including Bidwell Park 

Zones Population Acres (NP) LOS 

A 14,491 1.30 0.09 

B 23,365 15.10 0.65 

C 5,693 5.50 0.97 

D/E 

D 3,661 4.10 1.12 

E 6,466 0.00 0.00 

Subtotal (D/E) [2] 10,127 4.10 1.12 

F/G 

F 4,874 0.00 0.00 

G 8,290 8.80 1.06 

Subtotal (F/G) [2] 13,164 8.80 0.67 

H 0 0.00 0.00 

11,899 11.64 0.98 

J 7,447 0.00 0.00 

Total 86,187 46.44 0.54 

Source: 2010 Census. 

Notes: [1] Based on 2010 Census population and 2016 Park 

Inventory. New Economics made downward adjustments 

to population counts in zones where Census Tract/Block 

Group/Block boundaries extended beyond the City limits. 

[2] Park Zones D & E and Zones F & G both share a 

neighborhood park fund. Fund 344 for D & E, Fund 345 

forF & G. 



TABLE D-3 

COMMUNITY PARK AND RECREATION FACILITY INVENTORY 

Category/ Name 

Community Parks [1] 

Community Park 

DeGarmo Community Park 

Wildwood Park 

Westside LiWe League Park 

Shapiro Pool 

Humboldt Skatepark/Lower Humboldt 

Dorothy F. Johnson Center/Chapman Park 

Pleasant Valley Recreation Center & Pool [3] 

Wildwood BMXTrack/Freestyte Park 

Subtotal Community Parks 

Community Parks Within Bidwell Park 

Hooker Oak Park (Bidwell Park) [4] 

1-Mile Recreation Alea (Bidwell Park) [4] 

Community Center (Lower Bidwell Park) [2] 

Chico Creek Nature Center (Bidwell Park) [5] 

Peregrine Disc Golf Course (Bidwell Park) [5] 

Subtotal Community Parks Within Bidwell Park 

Total Community Parks 

Portion Owned/Maintained by City 

Portion Owned/Maintained by CARD 

0.tmer 

CARD 

CARD 

City 

City 

CUSD 

CARD 

CARD 

CARD 

City 

City 

City 

City 

City 

City 

Acres 

Total 

40.00 

36.00 

30.30 

9.88 

0.44 

3.80 

3,00 

1.10 

3.00 

127.52 

35.00 

23 00 

3.00 

3.60 

20.09 

84.69 

212.21 

127.87 

83.90 

Dev/ Natural Undev 

40.00 

11.00 25.00 

30.30 

9.88 

0.44 

3,80 

3.00 

0.00 1.10 

3.00 

101.42 26.10 

35.00 

23.00 

3,00 

3.60 

20.09 

84.69 0.00 

186.11 26.10 

127.87 0.00 

57.80 26.10 

Maintenance 

Entity 

CARD 

CARD 

CARD 

Westside LL 

CARD 

CARD 

CARD 

CARD 

BMX 

CARD 

City 

CARD 

CARD 

City 

43,09 

156.24 

Portion Owned/Maintained by Other 0.44 0.44 0.00 12.88 

Existing Funding 

tv'Jechanism 

General Fund (CARD) 

General Fund (CARD) 

City and CARD [2] 

Westside LL 

General Fund (CARD) 

General Fund (CARD) 

General Fund (CARD) 

General Fund (CARD) 

BMX 

General Fund (CARD) 

General Fund (City) 

General Fund (CARD) 

Programming Revenue [6) 

General Fund (City) 

Source. Sources: Chico fo56 General Pian Update Public Facifrues Assessment and F1Stal Impact Analysis, JUiy 30, 2010; City of Ch,co and Ch,co Area Recreacfon and foirk District 
MOU, July 15, 2009; City of Chico, City Council Agenda Report, March 16, 2010; Butte Local Agency Formation Commission, Municipal Service Review Update and Sphere of 
Influence Plan for CARD. adopted April 2, 2009: Citv of Chico, Citv Council Aqenda Report. June 16, 2015; 2003 Chico Parks Nexus Studv: Maintenance information provided bv 

Notes.· [1] Unless otherntse noted, inventory is consistent 'Mth 2010 Public Facilities Assessment. pages A-10 and A-11. 
[2] Currently partial funding from City, although gradually decreasing. 
[3] Added since 2010 PFA. City staff is proposing that the City reclassify this area as Neighborhood/Community park area. 
[4] Previously re-classified as Neighborhood/Communty Park in 2003 City/CARD Nexus Study. This analysis presumes that the reclassification 'MIi continue. 1-Mile Recreation 
Area was called Sycamore Recreation Area and had a size of 26.5 acres. 
[5] Previously classified as part of Bidv,.el/ Park. City staff is proposing to reclassify this portion of Bidwell Park as Neighborhood/Community Park. 

[6] City now pays maintenance and materials for parking lots per agreements between City and Leasees. 
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