
From: Eiken, Chad
To: Lumbantobing, Sharon
Cc: Orjiako, Oliver; Hermen, Matt; Towne, Sandra
Subject: RE: ACTION REQUIRED: Capital Facilities Plan
Date: Tuesday, March 29, 2016 12:51:48 PM

Thanks so much Sharon, we are on it! Best, Chad

_____________________________________________
From: Lumbantobing, Sharon
Sent: Tuesday, March 29, 2016 10:42 AM
To: Eiken, Chad
Cc: Orjiako, Oliver; Hermen, Matt; Towne, Sandra
Subject: FW: ACTION REQUIRED: Capital Facilities Plan

Good Morning Chad,

I heard from Oliver this morning that you had inquired as to whether we had contacted the
City of Vancouver Fire Chief. We have been contacting all of the Fire Districts to request
their updates to the CFP. Below is my email to Chief Eldred and Ron Gibson offering them
an extension of the deadline to submit their CFP.

Best,

Sharon

Sharon Lumbantobing

Planner II

Clark County

Department of Community Planning

360.397.2280 x4909

_____________________________________________
From: Lumbantobing, Sharon
Sent: Tuesday, March 29, 2016 9:13 AM
To: Gibson, Ron
Cc: Hermen, Matt; Eldred, Steve; Orjiako, Oliver; Towne, Sandra
Subject: RE: ACTION REQUIRED: Capital Facilities Plan

Hi Chief Eldred,

I received a call from Sandra Town (City of Vancouver Planning Department) requesting
more time for the City of Vancouver Fire Department to submit its update/edits to the 
Capital Facilities Plan using Track Changes.  We can extend the deadline to April 6. Will that
be sufficient?
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We understand that the City of Vancouver Fire Department also covers District 5.

Please let me know if you have any questions. Thank you for your support.

Best,

Sharon

Sharon Lumbantobing

Planner II

Clark County

Department of Community Planning

360.397.2280 x4909

_____________________________________________
From: Gibson, Ron
Sent: Wednesday, March 23, 2016 3:18 PM
To: Lumbantobing, Sharon
Cc: Hermen, Matt; Eldred, Steve
Subject: RE: ACTION REQUIRED: Capital Facilities Plan

Thank you Sharon, my deputy chief has this project assigned to Chief Steve Eldred.

I’ve cc’d him here so he has your contact email.

Thanks,

Ron Gibson | Financial Analyst

 << OLE Object: Picture (Device Independent Bitmap) >>

CITY OF VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON

Vancouver Fire Department

P: (360) 487-7213 | F: (360) 487-7227

www.cityofvancouver.us | www.cityofvancouver.us/socialmedia 

 << OLE Object: Picture (Device Independent Bitmap) >>

_____________________________________________
From: Lumbantobing, Sharon
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Sent: Wednesday, March 23, 2016 11:56 AM
To: Gibson, Ron
Cc: Hermen, Matt
Subject: ACTION REQUIRED: Capital Facilities Plan

Good Morning Ron, << File: Fire_ExistingCFP_2016_02_29.docx >> ,

We just spoke on the phone regarding the city of Vancouver and District 5’s Capital
Improvement Plan.

On Tuesday, February 23, the Board of County Councilors selected their preferred
alternative for the Comprehensive Plan Update.  Compared to the existing Comprehensive
Plan, the most meaningful change is the potential 1,000 lots added to the rural area,
implementing Alternative 2.  This preferred alternative plans for less population in 2035
(577,431) than the county did for the 2004-2024 Plan (584,310).

The next step for our update process is to review and revise the Capital Facilities Plan (CFP)
for the period 2015-2035.  The CFP demonstrates how and when services will be provided
to support future growth as envisioned by the 20-Year Plan, and how they will be paid for.
The attachment documents how your Fire District’s services were planned for in the existing
CFP. 

Please review the attachment and make revisions using Track Changes to be consistent
with your Fire District’s current plans or additions necessary to support the BOCC’s preferred
alternative.

The state requires us to have an adopted plan by June 30, 2016.  Because of this extremely
tight deadline, we are asking for your expedited review and revisions by Monday, March
28th. 

Please let me know if you have any questions. Many thanks for your support.

Sharon Lumbantobing

Planner II

Clark County

Department of Community Planning

360.397.2280 x4909
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Fire Protection/Suppression

Fire protection in Clark County is provided by a combination of sources.  Urban area service has been historically provided by city fire departments, while various fire protection districts serve the unincorporated areas.  The Washington Department of Natural Resources (DNR) provides protection for all state trust lands located in the forested portions of in the eastern and northern ends of the county.  The USDA Forest Service provides protection for the small portion of the Gifford Pinchot National Forest located in the far eastern area of the county. 

In addition to providing fire protection, all most districts provide emergency medical services (EMS) and basic life support and/or advanced life support.  The City of Vancouver also operates the only hazardous materials response team in the county and is the primary service provider for technical rescue services in conjunction with Fire District 6.  EMS calls have constituted an increasing portion of the fire districts agency' activities and responsibilities, at increasing cost. Emergency response ambulance transport is provided by three providers within Clark County: North Country EMS providing service to Fire Districts 10, 13 and part of District 3; Camas/Washougal providing service to the cities of Camas and Washougal and East County Fire and Rescue; the City of Vancouver providing service to the City of Vancouver, Fire District 5 and EMS District 2. EMS District 2 makes up the bulk of the remaining portions of the unincorporated County and small cities.	Comment by Eldred, Steve: I don’t think Fire District 13 provides EMS

Clark County has grown rapidly since 1980, much of it in previously unurbanized areas.  Most of this growth has occurred outside of the city boundaries in what were once the more rural sections of the county.  Virtually every fire district has experienced some urban type growth. without adequate increases in funding to compensate for increasing customer demands.  Annexation by cities can provide a higher level of service to these areas to meet the increased urban growth, while reducing the service impacts to districts. further erodes Fire District revenues.  This affects the districts’ ability to deliver basic services.  Fire districts within or adjacent to urban areas desire to provide an Urban Service have changed their service delivery to reflect the need to protect a growth  growing community. whose residents desire urban levels of service. The impacts of service levels because of annexation by cities is statutorily mitigated by RCW 35.13 and RCW 35.103.050.

There has been a trend towards increased coordination and cooperation among the various fire and emergency service providers in recent years, and greater integration will be needed in the future.  This will involve the joint use of stations or other facilities, or even merging Fire Districts in certain cases.  There will likely be increased consistency of standards and levels of services provided among the various districts, with the Clark County Fire Marshal likely playing a larger coordinative and oversight role.  Fire protection and suppression services are in the process of becoming more proactive and preventative, rather than strictly reactive as has often been the case in the past.  There will likely be increased incentives or regulatory measures to decrease the likelihood of fires occurring, such as fire restrictive materials in all areas, or land use restrictions in fire-prone areas, as well as on-site sprinklers to suppress those fires that do occur.  Estimated capital facility six-year needs are listed in Table 6.7.

[bookmark: _Toc314469133][bookmark: _Toc317919078][bookmark: _Toc357492075]
Table 6.7 Fire Protection Estimated Six-year Capital Expenditures by Fire District 

		FIRE DISTRICT

		PROJECTS

		COST

		PROJECTED FINANCING SOURCES



		F #1   (WASHOUGAL AREA)

		1 new facility; 5 new vehicles; purchase land

		$2,840,000

		Fire impact fees



		FD #2  (WOODLAND AREA)

		5 new vehicles; 3 equipment

		$1,640,000

		Same as above



		F #3  (BRUSH PRAIRIE AREA)

		2 new facilities; 1 addition; 1 expansion; 1 new vehicle

		$1,950,000

		Existing reserve fund, bond sale



		FD#5 AND VANCOUVER FD (VANCOUVER AREA)

		 10 20 fire station maintenance; 2 new facilities; 3 2 remodels; purchase land

		$5,988,25718,800,000

		General fund, property tax revenue



		F #6   (HAZEL DELL AREA)

		1 new facility; 1 addition; 1 expansion; 1 new vehicle

		$1,525,000

		Property tax revenue



		F #9   (EAST COUNTY AREA)

		5 new facilities; 7 new vehicles

		$19,700,000

		Dedicated tax revenue, Bonds or levy



		CAMAS FD

		1 new facility; 2 new vehicles

		$2,400,000

		Bonds, REET, general fund, emergency rescue fund



		F #10   (AMBOY AREA)

		Add 1 living space; 1 new living

		TBD

		TBD



		FD #11 AND BATTLE GROUND FD (BATTLE GROUND AREA)

		2 new facilities; 3 additions/remodels; 5 new vehicles; purchase land 

		$6,760,000

		Fire impact fee, general obligation and revenue bonds, reserve fund



		FD #12*  (RIDGEFIELD AND         LA CENTER AREA)

		5 new vehicles and related equipment

		$390,000

		Equipment replacement fund, bond



		FD #13  (YACOLT AREA)

		2 remodels

		$400,000

		Bond, excess levy





Source: Clark County Fire District 3, 6, 9, 10, 11, 12, and 13, 2006 Capital Facility Plan; Washougal Fire & Rescue, Amended Capital Facilities Plan & Fire Impact Fees, December 2005; Woodland Urban Area Capital Facilities Plan Update, 2005; City of Vancouver Fire DepartmentRecommended 2007-08 Biennial Budget; City of Battle Ground, Fire Capital Facilities Plan, Revised April 2005.
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		SERVICE

		URBAN

		URBAN RESERVE

		RURAL

		RURAL CENTERS



		WATER

		Public water for domestic and fire flow.

		Coordinate water systems to match future plans, discourage potable wells for individual dwelling units or use of satellite systems.

		Private wells

		Public water



		SEWER

		Public sewer

		Septic systems with mandatory maintenance and hook-up when sewer is available.

		Septic systems

		Community septic systems



		STORM DRAINAGE

		Gutters, pipes, and regional runoff treatment and control facilities.

		Plan for future gutters, pipes, and regional stormwater treatment and control facilities.

		Open conveyance system.  On-site treatment and control of runoff.

		Regional runoff treatment and control.  May have curbs and gutters/ditches.



		SCHOOLS

		Full range of school facilities.

		Plan for full range of future schools.

		Limited

		Schools should locate in rural centers.



		POLICE

		Police protection and facilities.

		Sheriff services

		Sheriff services

		Sheriff services with potential for neighborhood headquarters.



		FIRE

		Fire protection rating of 3 or better; urban fire flow of 1,000 gpm or better.

		Fire protection rating of 3 or better; urban fire flow of 1,000 gpm or better.

		Fire protection rating of 6 or less; rural fire flow of 500 gpm.

		Fire protection rating of 6 or better.



		ELECTRICITY

		Electricity

		Electricity

		Electricity

		Electricity



		PARKS

		Neighborhood, community, and regional.

		Plan for neighborhood, community, and regional.

		Regional parks

		Rural centers may have neighborhood parks.



		LIBRARY SERVICES

		Libraries

		Bookmobile

		Bookmobile

		Bookmobile



		GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS

		Facilities

		Plan for future facilities.

		No facilities

		Limited facilities



		TELECOMMUNICATION

		Phone and fiber optic services fully available 

		Phone available, plan for fiber optic services

		Phone available

		Phone available, plan for fiber optic services



		NATURAL GAS

		Available throughout

		Available throughout

		Available throughout

		Available throughout



		SOLID WASTE

		Weekly collection from customers, mandatory recycling

		Centralized collection, mandatory recycling

		Centralized collection, voluntary recycling

		Centralized collection, mandatory recycling





gpm = gallons per minute

Source:  Clark County Department of Community Development.

STRATEGIES 

· Implement water conservation techniques at existing county facilities and design new facilities to optimize water conservation.

· Require new large commercial and industrial developments and high water users, such as schools, parks and golf courses, to implement water reuse and reclamation techniques.

· Revise zoning and subdivision ordinances to encourage design of new development that is consistent with and capable of accommodating the long-term construction of gravity flow sewer systems.

· Maintain a project listing of priority watersheds for basin planning and priority capital improvement projects.

· Endorse and encourage community policing and associated decentralization of police operations to move services closer to areas where services are demanded.

· Encourage and invest in programs and services which provide for partnerships with the community or other entities which help to solve local problems in a cross-disciplinary manner.

· Encourage use of a diversity of resources such as volunteers and civilians where appropriate to improve cost effectiveness of public safety operations.

· Conduct resource allocations based on achievement of outcomes rather than simply workload or output measures.

· Encourage the use of installed fire protection or increased fire resistive construction materials or design and increased use of sprinklers and alarm systems by providing incentives or non-penalties for their use.	Comment by Eldred, Steve: Don’t know what this yellow high light is for.

· Encourage the development of community oriented police, fire and emergency services programs designed to meet community identified needs.

· Provide increased enforcement and control of illegal dumping.

· Continue consideration of an east county transfer station for solid wastes.

· Protect transmission corridors for energy resources from conflicting development.

· Develop and, if necessary, revise policies consistent with current scientific research regarding electrical magnetic field impacts from high voltage electrical lines, or other utility transmission or substation facilities with health potential impacts.  Such policies should at a minimum provide for notice of potential impacts to prospective residents adjacent or near such facilities.

· Incentive policies may be developed to allow adjustments of impact fees where such adjustments are necessary to provide or encourage the provision of a demonstrable public benefit, provided that public share budgetary implications of such adjustments have been addressed.

· Encourage the development of a North county or county-wide sewer Regional System.



APPENDIX  E

              Capital facILITY PLANS REVIEW AND ANALYSIS



Fire Protection



Fire protection is provided throughout the county in both urban and rural areas by a variety of cities and districts. The large number of providers has made summarizing the capital facilities plans challenging, as many districts have not submitted plans for review containing a 20-year list of capital needs. Most of the city fire departments have completed fully compliant capital facilities plans that demonstrate the ability to provide fire protection services to their service areas at their response time standard.  20-year capital facilities plans are not typically produced by small, rural fire districts.  Though this does constitute a shortcoming of this analysis, it is not as critical a matter as others addressed for this capital facilities summary.   
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[image: fire]Figure 34	Fire Departments & Districts



Fire protection is provided through both city fire departments and fire districts that cover both urban and rural unincorporated areas. For some urban areas, there is not a city fire department within the incorporated area and fire protection is provided by a fire district. Figure 34 illustrates the boundaries of the fire protection providers in Clark County.

Fire protection service for Fire District 5 is provided by the Vancouver Fire Department.

It should be noted that some districts are entirely rural, even under the proposed expansions to the urban areas. As such, the capital facilities plans for those districts and the ability to maintain response times do not directly affect the urban growth boundary decision.
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The following analysis reviews the required components under RCW 36.70A.070(3).  The county completed a comprehensive review of the resource documents submitted by the service providers which are incorporated by reference in the Resource Document section of this Appendix.



1. Does the CFP contain an inventory of existing publicly owned facilities, with location and capacities?



A complete review of fire provider’s CFPs contains a detailed inventory of publicly-owned facilities, including location and capacities.  A summary of current facilities and their associated capacity are listed below.


Table E.30 Fire Protection Providers

		

District

		Population Served 2005

		Current Facilities

		Area

(sq. mi.)

		No. Stations

		Avg. Response Time, 2005 (minutes)

		WSRB Rating



		Municipal

		

		

		

		

		

		



		Battle Ground

		14,960

		1

		4.2

		1

		5

		5



		Camas

		15,460

		2

		12

		2

		6

		4



		Vancouver*	Comment by Eldred, Steve: Remove asterisk. Vancouver does not share a facility with FD6 and 12 

		232,169 

170,400

		10

		93 

50.7

		9

 10

		6:51 fire 

0:05:33 Priority 1&2 Calls

0:05:50 Priority 3&4 Calls

0:07:08 Priority 5 Non-Medical



4:48 

		4



		Washougal

		11,350

		1

		6

		1

		3 – 4

		5



		Fire Districts

		

		

		

		

		

		



		CCFD No. 1

		3,149

		2

		20

		2

		6:14

		8



		CCFD No. 2

		2,063

		3

		35

		1

		8.5

		8



		CCFD No. 3

		20,000+

		4

		83

		4

		6

		5



		CCFD No. 5**

		77,369  

89,140

		

		  44 

39.2

		Combined with City of Vancouver



		CCFD No. 6*

		60,000

		4

		37

		3 + 1 joint

		3:41

		3



		CCFD No. 9

		6,604

		5

		38

		3

		6:04

		8



		CCFD No. 10

		6,725

		6

		68

		6

		6.3

		8



		CCFD No. 11

		30,000

		5*

		54

		3 + 1 joint

		5.5 fire

4.5 EMS

		(6 District 11, 5 City of B.G.)



		CCFD No. 12*

		14,000

		5

		70

		4 + 1 joint

		5 fire

5 EMS

		 4

(5 Ridgefield; 
4 La Center)



		CCFD No. 13

		5,380

		2

		36

		2

		6.3

		8 (6 Yacolt)





Note: *shares one facility with CCFD’s #6 and 12. **CCFD #5 contracts with the City of Vancouver to provide service.



2. A forecast of future needs is provided that is consistent with the land use plan that the Board identified on October 24, 2006.



Each service provider reviewed the forecast of future need that is consistent with the October 24, 2006 preferred alternative map.  Table E.31 illustrates each provider has a 6-year CFP forecast consistent with the preferred map.  Rural fire districts 3 through 11 did not foresee any difficulty providing service in the 20-year timeframe because the preferred alternative focused on new growth allocated to the urban growth areas.  

		Service Provider

		6-Year forecast

		20-year forecast



		Battle Ground

		Yes

		Yes



		Camas

		Yes

		Yes



		Vancouver*	Comment by Eldred, Steve: Remove asterisk. Vancouver does not share a facility with FD6 and 12 


		Yes

		No



		Washougal

		Yes

		Yes



		CCFD No. 2

		Yes

		Yes



		CCFD No. 3

		Yes

		No



		CCFD No. 5**

		Yes

		No



		CCFD No. 6*

		Yes

		No



		CCFD No. 9

		Yes

		No



		CCFD No. 10

		Yes

		No



		CCFD No. 11

		Yes

		No



		CCFD No. 12*

		Yes

		Yes



		CCFD No. 13

		Yes

		Yes











Table E.31 

Future Fire Needs



















Note: *shares one facility with CCFD’s #6 and 12.**CCFD #5 contracts with the City of Vancouver to provide service.

3. A listing is provided of proposed expansions to capital facilities or new capital facilities that are capable of providing for the needs identified in the forecast. This should be a "20-year listing" since the land use plan covers a 20-year period.



City of Battle Ground’s CFP has an estimated 20-year expenditure totaling $3,620,630.  It includes remodeling and expanding station 11-3; purchasing fire trucks and equipment; building a fire training tower, and acquiring land for a training facility.  The city contracts for fire services from Fire District #11.

City of Camas’s CFP indicates that for the proposed expansion area in the October 24, 2006 map will cost an additional $3.5 million over the next 20 years to provide fire service and require an additional fire station and fire and EMS apparatus.  The total 20-year cost is $5.8 million.  

City of Washougal’s CFP shows a 20-year list of fire service priorities. It lists capital facility needs into two priorities; the construction of an East Side Station and the construction of a West Side Station. The cost for priority one is $2,756,000 and priority two is $2,550,000.   The grand total equals $5,306,000.

Fire District #2’s CFP lists 20-years of capital facility needs to provide fire services. The district covers a portion of northwest rural Clark County and the City of Woodland in Cowlitz County. Their total capital facility need is $8.6 million that will include new vehicles, equipment, and constructing a new fire station.  

Fire District #12’s CFP identifies 20-year capital facility needs. The 5-year needs include three command vehicles, three life packs, one rescue vehicle, and one rescue pumper. Total 5-year costs equal $386,000.  The rescue pumper would be fully paid by the Cowlitz Casino. Five to ten year needs include three command vehicles, one fire engine and one water tender; total cost: $610,000. The CFP’s 10- to 20-year needs include three command vehicles, two fire engines, air packs, three life packs, one brush rig, one ladder truck, one rescue vehicle, and constructing a fire station; total cost: $5.5 million. 

Fire District #13’s CFP has a list for its 20-year capital facility needs. The CFP includes remodeling and expanding stations 13-1 and 13-2; two new fire engines, squads/brush unit, and water tenders; and four new staff unit vehicles. Total 20-year cost required for capital improvements is approximately $1.5 million.

Fire Districts 3, 6, 9, 10, 11 did not foresee any difficulty providing service in the 20-year timeframe and did not prepare an updated 20-year forecast at this time since the preferred growth map focused growth in the urban areas.  

The City of Vancouver and Fire District 5 have not prepared a 20-year CFP and forecast their expansion  CFP based on calls type, location and response time within the population served rather than only on population. Expansion, station location and additional resources are based on data sets and service level for emergency response received rather than by population served. 



4. A 6-year financial plan is developed for funding those expansions or new capital facilities that are expected to be needed within the first 6-years of the plan.  That financial plan must be fully balanced.  The identified needs must have known funding sources (even if those funding sources may require voter approval).

City of Battle Ground’s 6-year capital facility plan identifies the capital improvements that need to be made to assure their demands standard is satisfied based upon existing and projected development. 



		Capital Facility 

Project Type

		Number of Projects

		Cost 

		Funding



		Expand and Remodel Fire Station 11-3 

		1

		$870,000

		$870,000



		Ladder Truck

		1

		780,000

		780,000



		Class A Pumper Truck

		1

		430,000

		430,000



		Fire Training Tower

		1

		280,000

		280,000



		Offices/Meeting Room

		1

		480,000

		480,000



		Equipment Storage

		1

		60,000

		60,000



		Land

		1

		360,000

		360,000



		TOTAL

		7

		$3,260,000

		Fire Impact Fee, Revenue and General Obligation Bonds







Table E.32   

2005-2010 

Battle Ground       

6-Year CFP Fire

       Summary











[bookmark: _Toc78964787]City of Camas’s 6-year capital facility plan can accommodate the proposed growth in the October 24, 2006 map. 



		Capital Facility 

Project Type

		Number of Projects

		Cost 

		Funding



		Construct downtown fire station

		1

		$1,700,000

		$1,700,000



		Replace ambulance

		2

		300,000

		300,000



		Replace pumper truck and equipment

		1

		400,000

		400,000



		TOTAL

		4

		$2,400,000

		Bonds, REET, General Fund, Emergency Rescue Fund









Table E.33   

2004-2009 Camas       6-Year CFP Fire

Summary













City of Washougal’s CFP shows a 6-year capital facility need. The recommended fire impact fee for new single-family homes is $502 and all other dwellings are $.031 per square foot. 



		Capital Facility 

Project Type

		Number of Projects

		Cost 

		Funding



		Construct east station

		1

		$1,600,000

		$1,600,000



		New fire engine

		1

		400,000

		400,000



		New brush engine

		1

		130,000

		130,000



		Purchase land for west station

		1

		320,000

		320,000



		New staff vehicle

		1

		60,000

		60,000



		New utility vehicle

		1

		30,000

		30,000



		New rescue vehicle

		1

		300,000

		300,000



		TOTAL

		7

		$2,840,000

		Fire impact fees









Table E.34 

2005-2011

Washougal       

6-Year CFP Fire Summary















Fire District #2’s CFP 6-year capital facility needs are funded through fire impact fees. The option to use levy’s was not addressed as part of their CFP.



		Capital Facility 

Project Type

		Number of Projects

		Cost 

		Funding



		Structural pumper

		1

		$400,000

		$400,000



		Aid unit/tow vehicle

		1

		80,000

		80,000



		Duty officer/incident management vehicle

		1

		40,000

		40,000



		Hydraulic extrication equipment

		1

		30,000

		30,000



		Staff vehicle

		1

		40,000

		40,000



		Foam system for pumper

		1

		20,000

		20,000



		Ambulance

		1

		130,000

		130,000



		100’ aerial apparatus and equipment

		1

		900,000

		900,000



		TOTAL

		8

		$1,640,000

		Fire impact fees











Table E.35 

FD #2   

2005-2011     

6-Year CFP Fire Summary



ire District #3 has indicated that their 6-year CFP can provide services and mentions building fire station 3-5.  However, no plans are currently in place for this building.  



		Capital Facility 

Project Type

		Number of Projects

		Cost 

		Funding



		Construct training facility

		1

		$350,000

		$350,000



		Living quarters and apparatus bay addition to station 3-2

		1

		300,000

		300,000



		Interior remodel/living quarters expansion, station 3-3

		1

		300,000

		300,000



		New fire engine

		1

		300,000

		300,000



		New station

		1

		700,000

		700,000



		TOTAL

		5

		$1,950,000

		Existing reserve fund, bond sale











Table E.36

FD #3 

2006-2012        6-Year CFP Fire Summary







Vancouver and Fire District #5’s CFP contains a three-year capital facilities needs list based on call volume rather than population served.. 



		Capital Facility 

Project Type

		Number of Projects

		Cost

		Funding



		Fire station maintenance

		20 10

		$350,000 590,000

		$350,000 590,000



		Construct new fire station

		2

		5,000,000
15,000,000

		5,000,000  15,000,000



		Remodel

		2 3

		138,257 1,710,000

		138,257 1,710,000             



		Land Acquisition

		1 2

		500,000  1,500,000

		500,000 
1,500,000



		TOTAL

		25 17

		 =SUM(ABOVE) $5,988,257$18,800,000

		General fund, property tax revenue









Table E.37 

Vancouver and FD #5      

2006-2008      

3 6-Year CFP Fire Summary



Fire District #6’s CFP six-year needs do not indicate a need for remodeling existing or constructing new facilities. However, station 63 in the Salmon Creek area will need some type of remodel/expansion to accommodate future commercial growth. 



		Capital Facility 

Project Type

		Number of Projects

		Cost 

		Funding



		New engine and related equipment

		3

		$1,300,000

		$1,300,000



		TOTAL

		3

		$1,300,000

		Property tax revenue





Table E.38 FD #6 

2006-2012     6-Year CFP Summary







Fire District #9’s capital needs in their 6-year CFP shows costs of approximately $19.7 million.  Discussions with the fire district indicate that the general fund is very low, so future capital needs would have to rely on future property tax revenue and/or capital plan funds such as bonds and special levies.

 

		Capital Facility 

Project Type

		Number of Projects

		Cost 

		Funding



		Replace station 9-1

		1

		$4,000,000

		$4,000,000



		Living quarters at station 1-2

		1

		1,500,000

		1,500,000



		Construct new station 1-3

		1

		4,000,000

		4,000,000



		Living quarters at station 9-2

		1

		4,000,000

		4,000,000



		Construct new station 9-4

		1

		4,000,000

		4,000,000



		New engine

		2

		800,000

		800,000



		New tender

		3

		1,100,000

		1,100,000



		New squad

		2

		300,000

		300,000



		TOTAL

		12

		$19,700,000

		Bonds or levy

















Table E.39 

FD #9 

2006-2012  

6-Year CFP Fire Summary



Fire District #10’s 6-year CFP does not indicate a need for future buildings or apparatus’ to serve the area in October’s 24, 2006 map.



Fire District #11 shows 6-year capital facility needs in their CFP. Funds for operations are primarily through property tax revenues and a service contract with the City of Battle Ground. The City of Battle Ground’s long term plans for station 11-3 include a significant remodel and addition to the facility within 3 to 5 years. 

 

		Capital Facility 

Project Type

		Number of Projects

		Cost 

		Funding



		Addition/remodel station 11-2

		1

		$1,100,000

		$1,100,000



		New ambulance

		1

		100,000

		100,000



		New fire engine

		1

		300,000

		300,000



		Training facility

		1

		2,000,000

		2,000,000



		TOTAL

		4

		$3,500,000

		Reserve fund, bond sales







Table E.40 

FD #11   

2004-2010

 6-Year CFP Fire Summary







Fire District #12’s CFP shows capital facility needs totaling $386,000. However, the rescue vehicle is not funded, and the rescue pumper will be paid for by the Cowlitz Casino. 



		Capital Facility 

Project Type

		Number of Projects

		Cost 

		Funding



		Command vehicles

		3

		$110,000

		$110,000



		Life packs

		3

		60,000

		60,000



		Rescue vehicle

		1

		100,000

		100,000



		Rescue pumper

		1

		120,000

		120,000



		TOTAL

		8

		$390,000

		Equip. replacement fund, bond









Table E.41

FD #12     

2006-2012 6-Year CFP Fire Summary





Fire District #13’s CFP indicates that as of June 2006 the district will have no debt. The three agencies that share Station 13-1 are North Country Emergency Medical Service, Yacolt, and District 13. The plan indicates an expansion and remodel of station 13-1.  It is likely that all three agencies will contribute to the expenses. 



		Capital Facility 

Project Type

		Number of Projects

		Cost 

		Funding



		Remodel and expand station 13-1

		1

		$300,000

		$300,000



		Living quarters expansion and remodel, station 13-2

		1

		100,000

		100,000



		TOTAL

		2

		$400,000

		Bond, excess levy









Table E.42 

FD #13 

2006-2012 6-Year CFP Fire

Summary

 


EXECUTIVE SUMMARY



Most jurisdictions have met or appear to be able to meet (with additional information disclosure) the requirements of the Growth Management Act for capital facilities and transportation planning. Capital facility planning has been hindered by other informational deficiencies, which have been described in this report. Despite that lack of information, the following conclusions can be made:



1. FIRE

Nearly all fire districts and jurisdictions have shown an ability to serve the proposed growth for six years in the October 24, 2006 map. Almost half of the fire districts do not have an identified list of 20-year capital facilities needs to serve the proposed expansions. Most of the fire districts have identified funding sources for their 6-year capital needs such as property taxes and general funds. However, all fire district future capital facilities needs appear to be dependent on voter approved bonds and future tax property revenue. The total cost to provide capital facilities needs for fire services during the identified 6-year CFP is approximately $55.7 million.  



image1.jpeg





