MEMORANDUM

Date: August 20, 2019

To: The Honorable Chairman and Members From: C.H. Huckelberry,

Pima County Board of Supervisors County AdminiW

Re: Neighborhood Road Repair and Financial Participation

As you know, there has been some discussion in the City of Tucson regarding formation of
Improvement Districts to accelerate neighborhood road repair.

| asked our staff to review and develop an appropriate potential procedure if the County were
to implement a similar program in the unincorporated area of the County. The attached report
from Assistant County Administrator for Public Works Yves Khawam outlines a possible policy
regarding accelerated neighborhood road repair and a structured sliding scale financial
participation by neighborhood residents.

| am not prepared to recommend a program similar to the City at this time; however, | do
believe you should have the information from the analysis.

CHH/anc
Attachment
c: Tom Burke, Deputy County Administrator for Administration

Carmine DeBonis, Jr., Deputy County Administrator for Public Works
Yves Khawam, Assistant County Administrator for Public Works
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. MEMORANDUM

PIMA COUNTY Public Works Administration

PUBLIC WORKS

DATE: August 13, 2019

TO: C.H. Huckelberry FROM: Yves Khawam,%ﬁ—’
County Administrator Assistant County Administrator for
Public Works

RE: Policy for Financial Participation by the County and Neighborhood Road Repair Rehabilitation
or Reconstruction

Per your request, please find herein an outline for a potential road repair improvement district program
with a County subsidy range between 30 and 70 percent based on subdivision median assessed improved
value. The draft program limits eligibility to unincorporated Pima County public paved roads with failed
pavement conditions, so as not to divert limited public funds to bettering local roads that are already in
good and fair condition. A subdivision density measure is also included to direct distribution of limited
funding to more densely populated subdivisions. The draft program has not been vetted with the Pima
County Transportation Advisory Committee.

The draft program specifically relies on the following draft criteria:

Districts to be formed in accordance with Pima County Administrative Procedure 22-71.

County to allocate up to 50 percent of annual local road repair budget to this program.

Program to include only failed roads that require a mill and overlay treatment.

County contribution to range from 30 percent to 70 percent contingent on subdivision median lot

assessed value.

5. Ifthe program receives more annual applicants than budget allocation, selection will be based on
date of submittal of complete application. In the event of multiple applications with the same
submittal date, subdivisions with higher densities will be selected.

6. Home Owners Associations may combine multiple subdivisions to form a district.

7. Program to be endorsed by Transportation Advisory Committee and approved by Board of
Supervisors.

8. Minimum 50 lots per County Administrative Procedure 22-71.

9. No private streets to be included.

10. No gravel roads to be included.

11. Minimum 0.5 miles per subdivision to justify mobilization costs.

12. Density equity of maximum 75 feet of road per lot (equates to approximately 150 feet of frontage
per lot with parcels on both side of road).

13. Average subdivision pavement needs to be in failed condition that requires mill and overlay

treatment.

.

Attached is a list of unincorporated County subdivisions. The 297 highlighted rows meet these draft
eligibility criteria with the exception of criteria 13 which would need to be assessed annually, since annual
pavement deterioration and County repair work results in subdivisions falling into or out of failed
condition.



C.H. Huckelberry, County Administrator

Policy for Financial Participation by the County and Neighborhood Road Repair
Rehabilitation or Reconstruction

August 13, 2019

Page 2

Each subdivision includes $15,000 issuance costs for Treasurer invested bonds and a very roughly
estimated $20,000 fee to cover County district management costs. Total average unsubsidized cost per
property owner would be approximately $4,751 over district life, and lowered to $1,340 with the subsidy
allocation evenly distributed across all subdivisions ranging from 30 percent to 70 percent as mentioned
above. If the district debt repayment period were to be 10 years, this would equate to an average
subsidized annual levy of $134 per property.

This amount seems very low and affordable, but is predicated on the County contributing $63 million to
the program over the same period, and may require additional Transportation Department personnel
resources to manage each district as a separate project.

As the topic of using improvement districts for cost sharing has come up previously, there has been
concerns about the social equity of such an approach. This issue still may not be adequately addressed
with the draft program since it would likely be more difficult for lower valuation subdivision property
owners to afford 70 percent publicly subsidized road repair than for high valuation subdivision property
owners to afford road repair with only a 30 percent subsidy. This disparity may result in a disproportional
amount of program funds deployed to more affluent areas.

As such, careful consideration should be given to the outlined issues prior to proceeding with a subsidized
improvement district program rather than applying available road repair funding with more equity across
all public local roadways. Additionally, an improvement district-based program, or other similar program,
with high overhead may no longer need to be pursued since preliminary estimates indicate that the
combination of future Transportation Department road repair funding and the preliminary concept for
administering a County PAYGO program could be sufficient to repair all County roadways over the next
ten years.

Please let us know if further information is needed.

c: Carmine DeBonis, Jr., Deputy County Administrator for Public Works
Tom Burke, Deputy County Administrator for Administration
Michelle Campagne, Finance Department Director
Ana Olivares, Transportation Department Director



MEMORANDUM

Date: June 17, 2019

To: Carmine DeBonis, Jr. From: C.H. Huckelberry,
Deputy County Administrator County Admini@/‘
for Public Works

Re: Policy for Financial Participation by the County and Neighborhood Road Repair
Rehabilitation or Reconstruction

As you know, the City is proposing some type of municipal improvement district to cost
share with neighborhoods willing to pay a portion of road repair or reconstruction. We will
the do the same; | would however like to have staff research the applicability of varying
public or county participation in accordance within the community’s ability to pay. | believe
there should be no less than a 30 percent contribution by neighborhood and no more than
70 percent with the percentages varying by 10-percentage point based on average home
values and or assessed values in the neighborhood or improvement area. For example,
homeowners with a very low assessed value could receive a 70 percent County subsidy or
as owners with the high-assessed value would receive no more than a 30 percent County
subsidy.

Please select 10 to 20 subdivisions and or neighborhoods throughout the County to apply
and develop an appropriate County funding reimbursement model for road repair,
rehabilitation and road construction based on community-assessed value

CHH/mp

c: Tom Burke, Deputy County Administrator for Administration
Ana Olivares, Director, Transportation Department
Dan Hunt, Chief Information Officer, Information Technology Department
Jack Lon‘d, Relationship Manager, Information Technology Department



Pima County Subdivision Improvement District Match Funding Program

Program Criteria:

1. Districts to be formed in accordance with Pima County Administrative Procedure 22-71

2. County to allocate up to 50% of annual local road repair budget to this program

3. Program to include only failed roads to receive mill and overlay

4. County contribution will range from 30% to 70% contingent on subdivision median lot assessed value

6. HOAs may combine multiple subdivisions to form a district
7. Program to be endorsed by Transportation Advisory Committee and approved by Board of Supervisors

5. If more annual applicants than budget allocation, selection will be based on application date and lottery process

Eligilibility predicated on:

1. Minimum 50 lots per County Admininstrative Procedure 22-71

2. No private streets

3. No gravel roads

4. Minimum 0.5 miles/subdivision to justify mobilization costs

5. Density equity of maximum 75ft of road per lot (equates to approximatly 150 ft of frontage per lot with parcels on both side of road)
6. Average subdivision pavement needs to be in failed condition

*Potentially eligible subdivisions highlighted in yellow below ** Includes $15,000 Treasurer invested issuance cost plus $20,000 County management costs
Subdivision® Median L:t Subd:visio: Tot:l Number :f Min 50 lots Private Miles PC | o fQu:!ifies for Road fQu:l.ifies for ; ) County subdivision County District District I;ond Subsidized Unsubsidized
ubdivision Ai’saelsus: Tota C:s I\:;Tmesr ImE:::e per 17\: 22- Streets | Maintenance Gravel Roads? l:)n5 I:'g“i:;l;r Feet/Lot unftl;ili:; 75 | Percentile | Bracket Contribution | Mill/Fill Cost | Contribution | Contribution Issuz:(s:te Mgt | Cost per Prop | Cost per Prop
;GUA CALIENTE ESTATES (1-82) 82 32 Y N 0.57 N Y 36.84 Y 296% 9 34% $155,53 $53,602 $101,991
AJO HEIGHTS SECOND ADDITION $6,805 $1,383,415 50 18 Y N 0.61 N Y 64.56 Y 45% $57,184 $1,844 $11,18Cf
2]0 HEIGHTS, THIRD ADDITION 4,800 $5,432,695 120 88 Y N 1.41 N Y . Y 32% 1 % 268,671 $14,871 1,249 , $4,756
AJO TOWNSITE $4,675 $9,232,297 275 159 Y N 3.26 N Y . Y 31% 1 70% $887,01 $621,351 $265,660 $1,093 $5,799
AJO TOWNSITE FIRST ADDITION $4,054 $3,680,737 105 80 Y N 1.04 N Y . Y 27% 1 70% $282,581 $197,948 $84,633 $35,000 $1,139 $3,970
;.IO TOWNSITE SECOND ADDITION .85 N Y . 26% 1 70% $231,937 $35,000 $1,208 4,522
- 47 N 62.60 Y ' '

2%

7 4727 247 15 7 755 57245 360



Median Lot bdivisi Total [N f | Mi lot: lifies f lifies f District B idi idi
edian Lot | Subdivision ota umber o in 50 lots Private Miles PC Qualifies for Qualifies for County subdivision County District istrict Bond Subsidized Unsubsidized

Subdivision* Ai’selssed To\tIaIICash Nl;Tbter Imtrtzved per 17\: 22- Streets | Maintenance Gravel Roads? fl:)n:ing.l(o;/:r Feet/Lot fun(fiti;ilg :)< 75 | Percentile | Bracket Contribution | Mill/Fill Cost | Contribution | Contribution Issuzncte ngt Cos(t)per Prop Costoper Prop
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BRIARGATE RESUB. (1-126) $13,520  $17,732,761 89% 4 57% $289,388 $164,083 $125,305 $35,000 $1,233 $2,575
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Median Lot | Subdivision Total | Numberof [ Min50lots | _ . " Qualifies for Qualifies for L L District Bond Subsidized Unsubsidized

— Private Miles PC X Road ) N County Subdivision County District

Subdivision* Assessed Total Cash | Number | Improved | per AP 22- X Gravel Roads? | funding (over funding (< 75 | Percentile | Bracket L I L L Issuance & Mgt | Cost per Prop | Cost per Prop
Streets [ Maintenance S Feet/Lot Contribution | Mill/Fill Cost | Contribution | Contribution

Value Value of Lots Lots 71 0.5 miles)? ft/lot) Costs** Owner Owner
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3
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ORONADO FOOTHILLS ESTATES (1 74 $3 g , :
;ORONADO FOOTHILLS ESTATES (250-370) 120 9) 34% $387,700 p
CORONET PARK SUBD. NO. 1 $8,412 $22,523,943 200 195 $480,334 $315,099 $165,235 $35,000 $1,001 $2,64?f

CORTARO CROSSING BLKS I-1l (1-119) $16,973  $22,832,641 120 119
CORTARO RIDGE (1-124) $12,650  $18,107,319 123 122
E (125-214)
cr A %)

$273,432 $142,868 $130,564 $35,000 $1,380 $2,592
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Median Lot | Subdivision Total | Number of | Min 50 lots Qualifies for Qualifies for District Bond Subsidized Unsubsidized

Private Miles PC Road Count Subdivision Count District
Subdivision* Assessed Total Cash | Number | Improved | per AP 22- X Gravel Roads? | funding (over funding (< 75 | Percentile | Bracket il y . I y L
Streets [ Maintenance S Feet/Lot Contribution | Mill/Fill Cost | Contribution | Contribution
of Lots Lots 0.5 miles)? ft/lot)
7 5555 %

-
7

10 207% 50 50 0 525 1000 57 000 51 /N
26% 1 70% $858,522 $601,395 $257,127 $35,000 $759 $2,724
5 52% $140,443 $73,381 $67,061 $35,000 $1,595 $2,830

$3,780

-

144% 6

. _ 7
LD PANISH TRAIL (1-115) 196% 8 39% $273,534 $106,405 $1,758 577,134(
ESTATES AT OLD SPANISH TRAIL RE-PLAT (1-56 $32,634 $8,123,808 60 22 Y N 0.69 N Y 60.54 Y 215% 8 39% $187,080 $72,774 $114,306 $35,000 $2,488 $10,095
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Qualifies for Qualifies for . - L, District Bond Subsidized Unsubsidized
Gravel Roads? | funding (over e [ Bracke: . I . .. .. | Issuance
ontribu i n | Contributio
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7

-
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535 00 %265 7/&?
$3,159

$35,000 $1,071 $2,246

} 3%
GATEWOOD RANCH(1-71,73-91) 1
GATEWOOD RANCH(92-293) $13,198  $31,357,263 0
7 6.6 6
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s4, $4,253, : % % sies, s118, $50, $35, 1, 52,485

CONGTENSON 207 g s omoomo NN o NN mm oy @1 Saw s mes w0 e sum
GREEN VALLEY COUNTRY CLUB ESTATES LTS 1-154, BLKS 1-14 259 Y N g $401,84 $1,112
fREEN VALLEY COUNTRY CLUB ESTATES LOTS 155-376, BLKS 15-19 13,560 $37,164,817 263 258 Y N . 57% $82,607 $87,038 A $,257
GREEN VALLEY COUNTRY CLUB VISTAS(1-229) $12,161 $29,109,154 229 216 Y N . 61% $704,480 $430,70 $273,691 $35,000 $1,348

GREEN VALLEY COUNTRY CLUB VISTAS(230-482) $12,440  $33,189,070 253 243 Y N 61% $748,106 $457,467 $290,639 $35,000 $1,287 $3,223

Y N b 61% $180,012 $110,077 $69,935 $473

51 750
7

' 5105 ”//(////%
5 ‘v ;sw/

e,

e

Y Y ,//// 4 / 50 50 0 535 000 2 M{u
Y N Y 59% 2 $538,727 $353,405 $185,322 $35,000 $1,113 $2,912

GREEN VALLEY DESERT MEADOWS NO.2(1-209)

Y 2.16 N Y 54.53 Y 61% 3 61% $586,902 $358,890 $228,011 $35,000 $1,258 $2,990
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Median Lot bdivisi Total [N f | Mi lot: lifies f lifies f District B idi idi
edian Lot | Subdivision ota umber o in 50 lots Private Miles PC Qualifies for Road Qualifies for County subdivision County District istrict Bond Subsidized Unsubsidized
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Median Lot | Subdivision Total | Number of | Min 50 lots Qualifies for Qualifies for District Bond Subsidized Unsubsidized
Subdivision* Assessed Total Cash | Number | Improved | per AP 22-

Privat Miles PC Road Count Subdivisi Count District
rivate res Gravel Roads? | funding (over Feect,jlot funding (< 75 | Percentile | Bracket By ubdivision By fstric Issuance & Mgt | Cost per Prop | Cost per Prop
*

Value of Lots Lots 0.5 miles)? ft/lot) Owner

;//// 9 12 N / 000 N N 000 Y f//{///f»’/ 0 ,/f//// ? 50 0 - {/2/://:// Zﬁ
/ & 7 s 000 N A 000 54 % /%%, ,,w/; ‘ 50 50 ‘ 0 ,, 5
24 5 N M 047 N A / i 1 43% 4 4
/ {’@ 20 A N 035 N 4 2 K 5 ,% /
o5 ) o N 0759 X N 7 7 ¢ 3 917

Streets [ Maintenance Contribution | Mill/Fill Cost | Contribution | Contribution

;/
ST 00
N5 G5

N

N\

N

>

\\
NS

N\

4 ¢ 6 {/{// 50 50 5
$6,004,576 J % 66% $280,859 $35,
$9,484,199 ! % 66% $249,084 $35,000
¢ 07 g g 1k i) r 27

07 7 3 N 011 348 Y 939, 4 7% £79 $195)
,{/, é N N 033 7 y - // /

2 5 2 2 7 an 13 Y / 00 M y 89% 4 0

LAS CAMPANAS BLK. D $18,459 6 o b % 0
LAS CAMPANAS BLK. F (1-93) $19,910  $19,784,323 85 : b % 52% $226,773 $118,489 $108,284 $35,000
LAS CAMPANAS BLK. G (1-95) $15,279  $14,973,767 95 : g % 57% $202,706 $114,935 $87,772 $35,000

$

/% oLk K (111 $14,522 55%(////////%///////%////////4;63/////////%///////////%///////4;28////////////;//////////////////957////4;////////////////////////577//////4.70,367/////////$961598///////$731765(////////////$351000//////// ;963//////////////51,93f

$20,212 S 68 67 N 5 $171,638 $89,681 S $35,000
77 57 5 Y A 047 M A 2305 Y 75 77 226 50

7 7 /% 29 Y A N 000 35 )
LAS PALOMAS . . % $35,000
LAS PALOMAS (1-284) . . % $35,000
1 64200 2 9% 9 Y 004 2 A 900 158 7 2 1%,



ian Lot | Subdivision Total | Numberof [ Min50lots | _ . " Qualifies for Qualifies for . L istrict Bon Subsidized Unsubsidized
e iles X Road ) N County Subdivision County District
Total Cash | Number | Improved er - K Gravel Roads? | funding (over funding (< 75 | Percentile | Bracket o o e o L Cost per Prop | Cost per Prop
ree S Contribution | Mill/Fill Cost | Contribution | Contribution
Value of Lots Lots 0.5 miles)? ft/lot) osts** Owner Owner
$70,419,583 563 443 Y N N Y 34.70 Y 97% 4 57%  $1,005,975 $570,388 $435,587 $836

Feet/Lot

’

$14,225,260 78 114% 5 52% $191,008
$17,063,252 102 b 101% 4 57% $214,025
/ v 10459

LOS RANCHITOS . d % 70% $604,874 $423,714 $181,160 $35,000 , $3,832
LOS RANCHITOS NUMBER 7 Y Y 9 70% $294,013 $205,956 $88,057 $35,000 , $3,697
;.OS RANCHITOS NUMBER 8 Y Y 19% 70% $35,000
328 550 25 549
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Median Lot | Subdivision Total | Number of | Min 50 lots Qualifies for Qualifies for District Bond Subsidized Unsubsidized

Privat Miles PC Count Subdivisi Count District
Subdivision* Assessed Total Cash | Number | Improved | per AP 22- rivate K res Gravel Roads? | funding (over funding (< 75 | Percentile | Bracket oEm y u |'\/|5|on oEm y |s' "c_ Issuance & Mgt | Cost per Prop | Cost per Prop
Streets [ Maintenance S Contribution | Mill/Fill Cost | Contribution | Contribution
of Lots Lots 0.5 miles)? ft/lot)

Feet/Lot

526915 50 5166/ 52697
METROPOLITAN ESTATES NO.1(1-59) $14,264 $9,926,150 59 $91,431 $35,000 $1,777 $3,505
METROPOLITAN NO.1(258-455) $32,921,203 197 $332,717 $35,000 $1,467 $3,189

'METROPOLITAN NO.1(60-257)

$35,000

9 3 4 5 Le7 000

:

1055

2

%,

5270998 517775
5124 750 565 703
0 54

OMES 11 39) $19 376 S320691 50 0 0 £297 51750
MISSION RIDGE (1-305) $9,358 $39,110,949 $880,108 $538,186 $341,922 $35,000 $1,236 $3,030
MISSION RIDGE (306-788) $8,567 $6,364,185 483 56% 2 66% $285,128 $187,044 $98,084 $35,000 $276 $6,277
MISSION TERRACE $9,390 $22,785,504 188 62% 3 61% $446,251 $272,883 $173,369 $35,000 $1,108 $2,719
MISSION TERRACE ND S0 655 00/

MISSION TERRA
Mision :

’”’/4/4 $8,121 $14,029,378 135 133 Y N 0.71 N Y 27.65 Y 53% 2 66% $192,256 $126,120 $66,136 $35,000 $749

(1-370) $10, $54,023, . . % % $988, $604, $384, $35, S1, $2,

, (1;92—2169,2171—3_16,3,19—3;12,3218—4_03,4,25—5)16) ,, , , 296 296 Y N 2:56 N Y 45:66 Y 72°/: 3 61°/: $96:028 $425:621 $70:407 , ,

_ / . _ A

; 1 4 Y N 0. N Y 29.86 Y 11% 5 $186,04
$11,479 $16,612,557 121 b g Y 75% 3 $87,146 $55,366 $747 51,49?

MOONDANCE PATIO HOMES(1-107) $10,215 $10,995,479 107 89 Y N b d Y 67% 3 61% $154,352 $94,386 $59,966 $888 $2,128
;VIOONDANCE VILLAGE(1-115) b ,207 119 114 Y N b 5 Y 75% 3 61% ‘ $778
MO A 4 35 037 43 1, 62% 3 //él 586,741 51,96




Median Lot | Subdivision Total | Number of | Min 50 lots Qualifies for Qualifies for District Bond Subsidized Unsubsidized

Privat Miles PC Road Count Subdivisi Count District
Subdivision* Assessed Total Cash | Number | Improved | per AP 22- rivate res Gravel Roads? | funding (over od funding (< 75 | Percentile | Bracket By ubdivision By fstric Issuance & Mgt | Cost per Prop | Cost per Prop

Streets [ Maintenance Feet/Lot Contribution | Mill/Fill Cost | Contribution | Contribution

Value Value of Lots Lots 71 0.5 miles)? ft/lot) Costs**
- $29, $12,986, : o % % $176, $68, $107, $35, $2, So
IBOIBO%%;H;S%//%//////%%//%/%/////%%//%;WWWW 36.73/////////%////////////////4337///%//////////////437//////{68;53//////{2671841////////{{120[69({///////////435,000///////4‘1 252////////////516,44f
,,,g/,%% $13:233 $6:3 117 116 Y N 0.90 N Y 40.76 Y 87% 4 57% $245:607 $139:259 $106:348 $35:000 $1:208 $2:419

91% 4
14

WO I IaE PV E
MOUNTAIN VILLAGE ESTATES NO.
32

;,//

o7

<6 60/

b $1 ,944, 2 153% 8 ) , b ,7 4 ' , 5,9
= $14, $16,384, L g % % $237, $134, $102, $35, S1, $2,
’ }’ M ;/ 1 $9 ;29/////512,879,734///////{%{//////////{%{/////////////%//////////%///////////1.72//////////////////%////////////////////%///////////////71'SWWGBVWWIVW%WW%%WW3;OOW;7OW;123
NEW TUCSON UNIT NO: ZZIF L—OTS )1—62 & BLOCK 1 $1?:,915 59,’902,,870 62 60 Y N 0:77 N Y 65:27 Y 91°/: 4 57°/: $208:412 $118:169 $90:242 $35:000 $2:020 54:057
e 1icson v /17/,% OF Bk /////////////////////////////////////////M 03659
NEW TUCSON UNIT NO. 22 LOTS 63-139 & BLKS 2-3 $17,405 $12,829,416 76 62 Y N $178,443 $93,236 $85,206
! . 23 (140-261) $16,238 $2 121 110 Y N . $377,192 $213,868 $163,324
) W ;%///”//’ $18557 // ", 7 000 0 <0 0 :
NEW TUCSON UNIT NO. 27 18,945 $22,130,931 113 97 Y N d 385,969 $1955
106 48 Y N b $101,317

$ $8,619,847 203 62 Y N N Y 3 61% $151,758 $96,416 $35,000 $647 $4,567
RTH POINTTER .9 : 17,17,438///901,6%5,00
NORTH POINT VILLAGE (1-127) $10,265  $14,871,191 135 127 Y N 0.75 N Y 29.27 Y 67% 3 61% $203,519 $124,452 $79,067 $35,000 $1,878
;\JORTH RANCH (1-187) 187 179 Y N 0.85 N Y 23.87 Y 96% 4 57% $229,98 $130,358 $99,550 35,000
-98) 18,498 0 101 98 Y N 0.78 N Y 40.78 Y 122% 5 52% 110,838 $01,292 A A
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Median Lot | Subdivision Total | Number of | Min 50 lots . " Qualifies for Qualifies for L L District Bond Subsidized Unsubsidized
— Private Miles PC X Road ) N County Subdivision County District
Subdivision* Assessed Total Cash | Number | Improved | per AP 22- K Gravel Roads? | funding (over funding (< 75 | Percentile | Bracket o o e o L Issuance & Mgt | Cost per Prop | Cost per Prop
Streets [ Maintenance S Feet/Lot Contribution | Mill/Fill Cost | Contribution | Contribution
Value Value of Lots Lots 71 0.5 miles)? ft/lot) Costs** Owner Owner

OLD TUCSON RANCH ESTATES #1 . X % % $199,580 $104,658
s% A7) g ey i

37 56625 57618 393 3/ N 093 N / 129 89 N 5254 )04 W///// 587 446
o’ v ; o : e :

5 77
_

0

11 : 510417

/ 50 0

50 // 0

259 5
301475

/47 0

A

ORD /3 575 079
ORANGEWOOD ESTATES(110-212) $12,478 $15,049,303 103 103 Y N 0.88 N Y 45.02 Y 82% 3 61% $238,802 $146,028 $92,775 $35,000 $1,241 $2,658
ORANGEWOOD ESTATES(1-109) $12,393 $16,036,309 109 108 Y N 1.18 N Y 57.13 Y 81% 3 61% $320,706 $196,112 $124,594 $35,000 $1,464 $3,294
ORANGEWOOD ESTATES(213-290) $13,059 $11,901,620 78 78 Y N 0.6 N Y 44.87 Y 86 4 57% $180,239 $102,195 $78,043 $3 0 $1,449 $2,759
ORANGENOOD E5TRTES 15 4

2 7 97,12 ,71

OGO WD) E VRS

ORANGEWOOD ESTATES(375-439) $12,946 $10,341,822 65 65 Y N 0. N Y 58.89 Y 85 3 61% S1 4 $120,541 $76,583 $3 0 $1,717

ORANGEWOOD NORTH (1-169) $13,845 $28,007,181 169 169 Y 91% 4 57% $391,011 $221,703 $169,308 $35,000 $1,209 $2,521
NORTH (170-287) $322,578 $182,902

PALM GROVE ESTATES $4 $8,263 553 (( 4//i 207 362 $45 2 1 35 000 $73051 350/

29.74 Y 23% 1 70% $148,585 $104,084 $35,000 $820 $1,995
495 5 79 $19 616

;ALM DALE NO. 2 (1-97) $3,535 $4,082,163 97 92 Y N 0.55

2

(1 50)






Median Lot | Subdivision Total | Number of | Min 50 lots Private Miles PC Qualifies for Road Qualifies for e subdivision e District District Bond Subsidized Unsubsidized
Subdivision* Assesse d Total Cash | Number | Improved | per AP 22- Gravel Roads? | funding (over funding (< 75 | Percentile | Bracket v P & Mgt | Cost per Prop | Cost per Prop
Value Value of Lots Lots 71 Owner Owner

ft/lot)
$2,677
& 2

Contribution | Mill/Fill Cost | Contribution | Contribution

o
000 /

20 /f//Z

1%, . NW/:f

Y Y 117% 5 52% $300,318 $156,916 $143,402 $35,000 $1,565 $3,163

1133) $18,957  $21,389,390 118 103 0.81 N Y 36.44 Y 125% 5 52% $221,430 $115,697 $105,73 $35,000 $1,193 $2,490

3
6

== EEL  SHTEE
e ——————

RANCHO DEL LAGO BLOCK D LOTS 1-182 $3,818 $4,257,530 184 60 b o % 70% $235,084 $164,677 $70,408 $35,000
RANCHO DEL LAGO BLOCKS 37 & 38 (1-181) ) ,918, . o % 52% $165,391 $35,000
/) 41075 4 57 o3 Y N 079 Y 1305 Y 7 215 706 151 10) 5 35 000

48% $
[»)

-103) $22,215

7 46

7

Y 73. 2% $324,544 $169,574 $154,9
2% 5137 175 569 0 90 53 270
8

75 55 25
$113,026 $35,000
3 65 N5 e85 ol

%144,

N Y 73.76 Y 6 6 48%

$2,597
iy g




Median Lot | Subdivision Total Number of | Min 50 lots ) ) Qualifies for Qualifies for

District Bond Subsidized Unsubsidized

Subdivision* Assesse as| ove :rlvate h{llles pc Gravel Roads? | funding (over d funding (< 75 | Percentile | Bracket Cotmty. - & Mgt | Cost per Prop | Cost per Prop
o 71 treets | Maintenance 0.5 miles)? Feet/Lot t/lot) Contribution i . Owner
Y N 2.79 N . Y
4 N Y 000 N 990, Y 2

. 0

795,

//?/}/}//////////////////////////////////////////////ﬂfy/// WW///Q%////W////%%///’EZW%%W%//%WEWW/ : mon ;

$3,193 $1,505,134
578 766 $9 750297

,90 3,
<4 790
43% $1,896,418 $822,097 $1,074,321 S3

/’, 5 5130 65
WD PROFE SO ””/// /‘( ) - . ﬂ/‘,,z,z?
43% $216,558 $93,878 )
Gl (1-122) BLK.1-4 52% $181,873 $95,029 3 $967

23

£
590

;%4&3’/’

77 ,,wﬂ/

S0 Y 3% 1 ;;,, g 3
RIVER TERRACE (1-76) 52% $185,937 $97,152 $35,000 $1,587 $2,907
43% $252,930 $109,645 $143,285 $35,000

5 7 3 ) 38 39 2%
b N Y d Y Y,
A7) S 5 0 7 13 N A 023 N 7 05 V%% 437
573 3 0 5] 45 N 07 A A 26 7% 231V % g 29%
%ﬂﬁ/& £ g 40 a0 A ’ 000 K 000 {//{//] ;%
) 521815 3 7 V7 A A 97 N 3
76 Y N . N Y . Y o
4 794 000 000 7 ’r/

RIVERSIDE CROSSING - BLOCK 3 (1-87) $16,497 107 95 57% $151,731 $86,031 $65,699 $35,000
RIVERSIDE CROSSING (1-133) $13,634  $21,078,411 135 133 57% $229,739 $130,262 $99,477 $35,000 $996 $1,991
RIVERSIDE GARDENS $4,071 $4,069,561 97 b o % 70% $205,399 $143,882 $61,517 $35,000 $995 $2,671

$212,854

56907

B

4,539

B 5% 5

SABINO CANYON CLUSTERS (1-56) $32,992 $19,468,685 63 57 Y N 0.82 N Y 68.88 Y 217% 8 39% $223,465 $86,928 $136,537 $35,000 $2,723 $4,534
’SABl REEK (1-98) $29,673 $29,999,395 98 97 Y N 1.06 N Y 56.92 Y 195% 7 43% $287,250 $124,523 $162,727 $35,000 $2,018 $3,322
K SH 00 ‘7 i ¢r a6




District Bond Subsidized Unsubsidized

Qualifies for Qualifies for

County Subdivision County District
Contribution | Mill/Fill Cost | Contribution | Contribution

Median Lot | Subdivision Total | Number of | Min 50 lots .

9 ;
%%4/% 45 5] 5 26 4% N Y 000 N 00 3% 3
AND COUNTRY ESTATES (1-77) b d b %
55 S 07 5 . 55 53 2 023 N A 1Y 25 Y 39 % G 8%
W 5 /;/// g ; 33 33 N N 0 /m M Y Z//'/W K /!’/////’/ / ///
53 2 25 2} M 035 A N i ) 77; & 39 %
5 22 2% 30 Y A 157 N Y 1925 N 42 3

SN N LA O A A ) VAT e VX s 0 L
E LR RR OO E N PR PR n B pnk pne @8
Mminmhiiubhlli L HiMs N MMMaMTmaanan sy

i o

$4,291
$273,550 $118,584 $154,966 $35,000 $2,533 $4,114
$209,169 $99,983 $109,186 $35,000 $2,530 $5,426

5
$26,189 $8,316,278 5 30 $144,034 $81,595 $35,000

) 1 : : ?
A28 2’?7?7 /2 0732 60 727 %k 427 }77%// 2237076 Z//’%//@Z Z’/"//’éf’é
-79) : , 79 78 o N 5 % 48% 300,220 $56,715 35,000
) 93 o % % $351,512 $35,000

93

$29,239  $22,121,376 7

SABINO VISTA KNOLLS (61-135)
$24,712  $11,529,814 45

SABINO VISTA NO. 1 (1-57)

2

7
5

3% > 3 2 2 5
57 74,168 5571095 51354 57 505
- : l

3 5 & 3

48% 5,412
$195 663 58 7356

$2,

57 560

$2,578

6
0

SALIDA DEL SOL V (1-109)
/% o

//Z'; /:::;/////;I :’:/2'/;/2 35 - 0 ”; ‘
/w ) 00 ///,m;//r
s 57137 258 190
Y N

1A 0

MJ///Z’/%///% 7/

29135
$38,389



Median Lot | Subdivision Total | Number of | Min 50 lots Qualifies for Qualifies for . L District Bond Subsidized Unsubsidized
Roa County Subdivision County District
Issuance & Mgt | Cost per Prop | Cost per Prop

Privat Miles PC
Subdivision* Assessed Total Cash | Number | Improved | per AP 22- rivate X res Gravel Roads? | funding (over funding (< 75 | Percentile | Bracket o . L .
Streets [ Maintenance 0.5 miles)? Feet/Lot ft/lot) Contribution | Mill/Fill Cost | Contribution | Contribution Costs**

Value Value Lots
7 Z Z 772 27 WY 7% 27 77 77 % WY X% 27 7277 2R
, . ////
. / /
9 9 1 0.00 N i 0 7 5 57 0
0 0 Y 0 0

000 4 A 000 Y 22 % 5 52 %
b N Y 15.74 Y 113%
. N Y 61.67 Y 2 %
?}'é A A %/«f/fj& Y /;::}’:' % / 0% /
?{ 5 ; / : ) //}/{7 / . / /
_

307

31150187 : 7 37 3 N / 2/ / 9
0. 4 (1-180) $32,361  $59,576,838 180 176 N .50 N Y 73.46 Y 213% 39% $680,947
: /5 e

554,000 584 849 535 53 745 55609
$264,888 $416,059 $35,000 $2,506 $4,068
% 584 130 5% 20" 04 < 2 SE 005

$187,273

% 545 735 00 <
358 N 1.14 N Y 16.64 Y 100% 4 $175,431 $133,97 00 S4

2.38 N Y 39.72 Y 109% 4 57% $648,446 $367,669 $280,777 $35,000
$35,000

Z%}‘// BIAE P ) 57

SANTA RITA RANCH (1-359), (BLK 1
ﬂ//w%//w//,//w// 041
SANTA RITA RANCH I (1-301), (BLK ) ,612 $54,334,889 317

30% 1 70% $426,216

.57 N Y b

N Y 5

‘ 517 /4
.98 .
04 M 30 5 / 3377% 0 4% A7 -
0 ’ %///% i l////ﬁ‘ . 309/ ¢ ,’,"/.44",’?,'4
0.86 N o $91,0
$

Y 53.49 88

1 Y N 70% $224,195

141

Y N .
Y 5 o % % $234,899
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Subdivision* Assessed Total Cash | Number | Improved | per AP 22- X Gravel Roads? | funding (over funding (< 75 | Percentile | Bracket
eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee

000

102 0} N

24
2

0%

1 63,877,865 574 434 Y N 3.67 N Y 33.74 Y 80% 3 61% $997,346 $609,877 $387,469 $35,000
Y 56.60 Y 102% 4 57% $667,502 $378,474 $289,028 $35,000 $1,415 $3,108/
Y 43.63 Y 104% 4
78% 3

,967, 288 286 2.72 49.81 109% 4 57% 738,756 418,875 319,881 , o
$36,991,9 214 211 2.01 49.48 Y 104% 4 57% $545,317 $309,195 $236,122 35,0 $1,267
152 149 2.12 73.49 Y 103% 4 57% $575,313 $326,202 $249,111 3 $1,8

TR s 1 BB R BB BB B R R




Median Lot | Subdivision Total | Number of | Min 50 lots 3 Qualifies for Qualifies for District Bond Subsidized Unsubsidized

Subdivision* Assesse d Total Cash | Number | Improved | per AP 22- :::_‘;aett: M::lriltzs;\:ﬁce Gravel Roads? | funding (over FeRect,jfot funding (< 75 | Percentile | Bracket Co::::;::ion ASIITI?;‘;:IIII sé:::t Cor(\::::l::l:rion Cor?:::L‘;tion Issuance
Value Value of Lots Lots 71 0.5 miles)? ft/lot) Costs**
TG SES () % o T
HAVE , 62 550 177 Y N . N Y ’ Y % 2 $349,376 $456,566
; o 18,37,497 Y N 77 N Y J Y o $119,474 $91,238
. . . . / ' _ '
4(26- $3, $2,794, . : % % $206, $144, $61, $35, $1, $3,498
170) 512,,898 $26,0£114,485 170 165 Y N 1:47 N Y 45:70 Y 85%‘: 3 61°/: $400:077 $244:647 $155:430 $35:000 $1:120 $2:637

$13,278  $23, Y N N Y 9

% ¢ ol

57 34/ 7, 26 N M 00 N 38 4 52% 66%
- . .
g g1 59 58, Y W 0 W M 43 Y G35 437

7
7,

06
05)

1
5280

2405

T NS NI T A T A T S A N S A T N M I M T T A Y

50% 57% 58 316 54715 53 601 5577 5610
- . foote  cins , . '



Median Lot | Subdivision Total | Number of | Min 50 lots Qualifies for Qualifies for District Bond Subsidized Unsubsidized
Subdivision* Assessed Total Cash | Number | Improved | per AP 22-

Private Miles PC Road County Subdivision County District

| Roads? | fundi funding (<75 | P tile | Bracket
Streets [ Maintenance Gravel Roads Lndinetiovey Feet/Lot unftl;lli:) 5 | Percentile | Bracke Contribution | Mill/Fill Cost | Contribution | Contribution

Issuance & Mgt | Cost per Prop | Cost per Prop
Costs** Owner Owner

of Lots Lots 7

0.5 miles)?

4 o 27

3 11 93 Y 0.51 N Y 145% 6 48% $945 51,874/
S0 5 310 5] 2 34 5157 %59

113 910 2 175 S04 519414
Y N N . Y 120% 5 $1,429 $3,384
Y/ K M o000 S0 7 L8

4 3

A8% 517 7 577 010 57 7

19/

THE BLUFFS 11(1-114) $16,712  $19,690,654

THE BLUFFS 11(115-248) $17,795  $25,882,745 136 : b % 52% $253,513 $132,460 $121,052 ! $2,153

THE BLUFFS 11(249-319) $20,826  $15,735,281 73 : b % 48% $265,685 $126,998 $138,688 ! $4,235

;‘HE BLUFFS PHASE Il (489-598) $16,829  $19,462,964 : d % 57% $234,507 $132,966 $101,542 ! $2,473
SOR1 3 \ 00 y 9 50 50 0 5626

0 // 10 / 000 N 0 'm ‘ %//// / /
48% $35,000 ,
% 0 % I3 057

7
THE ESTATES AT CIENEGA CREEK PRESERVE (1-67) N b N Y 6
% 4
$147,329 $70,423 $35,000

THE FOOTHILLS CLUSTERS (214-372) Y 16.16 Y
(373-569) Y Y
(570 530) 50

25) 9

105
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Median Lot | Subdivision Total | Number of | Min 50 lots Qualifies for Qualifies for District Bond Subsidized Unsubsidized

Private Miles PC Road Count Subdivision Count District
Subdivision* Assessed Total Cash | Number | Improved | per AP 22- X Gravel Roads? | funding (over funding (< 75 | Percentile | Bracket . y I I y . Issuance & Mgt | Cost per Prop | Cost per Prop
Streets [ Maintenance S Feet/Lot Contribution | Mill/Fill Cost | Contribution | Contribution
of Lots Lots 71 0.5 miles)? ft/lot)

222 Y N : Y $225,031 $35,000 $1,156 $2,767

N
N




