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CARMICHAEL RECREATION AND PARK DISTRICT 
MINUTES: ADVISORY BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

FEBRUARY 6, 2014  SPECIAL MEETING 
 

Directors: Arredondo-Carroll, Borman, Dax-Conroy, Rockenstein, and Younger 
CALL TO ORDER: The special meeting of the Carmichael Recreation and Park District 

Advisory Board of Directors was called to order at 6:00 p.m. by 
Chairman Rockenstein.   

 
ROLL CALL:   
Directors Present: Arredondo-Carroll, Borman, Dax-Conroy, Rockenstein and Younger  
Directors Absent: None   
Staff Present:  Smith, Kerth, Maddison and Penney  
Staff Absent:    None 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE –   not held.  No flag in the room.   
 
By mutual consent, Action item one and two were held in reverse order. 
 
PUBLIC OPPORTUNITY TO DISCUSS MATTERS OF PUBLIC INTEREST WITHIN 
DISTRICT JURISDICTION ON ITEM(S) SCHEDULED ON THE AGENDA –   none 
 
ACTION ITEMS:   
2. BENEFIT ASSESSMENT ESCALATOR AND ASSESSMENT TERM  (Smith) 

Administrator Smith:  At the January 16 Advisory Board meeting the Board was asked to 
decide the length of term and an escalator for the proposed benefit assessment.   With 
more time to study and gather new information it has been requested that these issues be 
revisited before a final decision is made on what to include in the final engineer’s report. 
Staff conducted a survey on both issues of the surrounding park districts which have 
benefit assessments in place.  It was clear that a common and accepted method used to 
approach this issue includes no sunset clause and a not to exceed three percent escalator. 
The method chosen for sunset and escalation is important to this process and to the 
agency.  The addition of a sunset clause would limit the number and scope of projects 
which the District could accomplish with this assessment.  The Security Patrols and 
increased maintenance which would be funded by this assessment could not continue 
beyond the sunset of the assessment.  Similarly, the District would not have sufficient funds 
to complete all the projects on the project list approved at the last Board meeting if the 
assessment ended prematurely. 
Although one could argue that the approved projects could be completed and any related 
bonds paid off after 20 years, by the time the bonds are paid off, many of the improvements 
will be 20 years old and will likely need to be renovated or replaced.  Without a continuing 
assessment, the District will not have the funds to continue to maintain, renovate, and 
replace old improvements. 
Without an inflation factor, the available operating costs and improvement cost dollars will 
fall farther behind as the years go by.   
Staff recommends that the Advisory Board approve and direct to be included in the 
Engineer’s report the option for the Advisory Board to continue the assessment from year 
to year with no sunset clause, and an annual escalator based on the Northern California 
(San Francisco-Oakland-San Jose) CPI Index – all Urban Consumers not to exceed three 
percent. 
Director Conroy questioned the “not to exceed three percent” part of the escalator. 
Administrator Smith said it is the CPI (Consumer Price Index) not to exceed three percent.  
Every year, the Advisory Board could adopt the escalator, anything from zero to three 
percent, tied to the CPI. 
Director Carroll – Questioned if it could be less than 2.75 percent and whether it was usual 
and customary to tie to the CPI. 
Chairman Rockenstein – Restated that every year the Advisory Board could set a plan and 
pick any number, but no higher than the CPI and not to exceed three percent.  He said that 
having the ability to revisit this every year is a good idea.  He also recommended 
maintaining the “no sunset” clause. 
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Motion 1 
M:  Younger S: Borman – The Advisory Board voted to:  approve and direct to be 
included in the Engineer’s Report the option for the Advisory Board to continue the 
assessment from year to year with no sunset clause, and an annual escalator based 
on the Northern California (San Francisco-Oakland-San Jose) Consumer Price Index 
– All Urban Consumers (the “CPI”), with a maximum annual adjustment not to 
exceed three percent. 
Unanimous vote         
 
 
1. RESOLUTION CP02062014-01 (Smith) 
 Administrator Smith:  Presented background and the process for the formation of an 

assessment district.  At the January 22 Board of Supervisors meeting the Board authorized 
the District to proceed with a Benefit Assessment and delegated authority to the Advisory 
Board to conduct proceedings for the formation of an assessment district and impose such 
assessments subject to a favorable vote of the majority of property owners as provided 
under Proposition 218.   

 The District was appointed the governing body by the Board of Supervisors; therefore, the 
District does not have to go back to the Board of Supervisors again on this matter.  A 
preliminary Engineer’s Report would be prepared containing the proposed improvements, 
the proposed boundaries of the District, and the assessment per parcel.   

 The proposed Landscape and Lighting District would be described as the “Park 
Maintenance and Recreation Improvement District”. The purpose of the Assessment 
District would be for the installation, maintenance and servicing of improvements.  The 
Engineer’s Report would be available for review at the District’s office. The proposed 
assessment rate is $44.87 per single family equivalent for fiscal year 2014-15 providing 
$666,200 for service and improvements.  The assessments are proposed to be levied 
annually.  

 Resolution CP02062014-01 would preliminarily accept the Engineer’s Report, order ballots 
to be mailed for the proposed assessment, and set April 17, 2014 as a Public Hearing date.  
The results of the tabulation are expected to be announced at the May 15, 2014 Advisory 
Board meeting. 

 Staff recommends approval of Resolution CP02062014-01, Declaring Intention to Levy 
Assessments, Preliminarily Approving the Engineer’s Report, Providing Notice to Public 
Hearing and the Mailing of Assessment Ballots. 

 Chairman Rockenstein pointed out that Susan Barnes from SCI was present to answer 
questions. 

 Barnes – They received requests from Staff for a few changes to the draft Engineer’s 
Report.  She went over the changes. 

 Director Younger asked if Staff agreed with all the changes.  Administrator Smith said yes, 
they did. 

 Barnes asked for clarification on which term they wanted to use for security – police or just 
security. 

 Maddison said the official designation is “police” because they are sworn peace officers. 
 Barnes said if they call it a security patrol it can be any kind of security. 
 The consensus was to refer to them simply as “security patrols.”  
 Director Younger asked specifically what they would be dealing with once each year. 
 Barnes said under the rules, three things need to be dealt with annually: 

• Assign an engineer for the report 
• Preliminarily approve the Engineer’s Report and set a public hearing date 
• At the public hearing decide whether to levy for the coming year, and if so, 

whether the same rate or change it.  The change can be anything from 
zero to the CPI, up to three percent.  They will set the rate based on what 
the budgetary needs are, then order the levy to be placed on the tax bills 
for the coming year. 

 
Joan Komaromi – Questioned whether a list of projects and amounts for each park is 
included in the Engineer’s Report?  Barnes said no, just an overall amount. 
Chairman Rockenstein said the Advisory Board decides which improvements are included 
annually.   
Director Younger said during each year’s budget deliberations, they will decide on projects 
based on Master Plan(s) and projects that can be funded. 
Chairman Rockenstein said the needs will be prioritized. 
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Barnes said the ballot will list every parcel each property owner has and an amount for 
each one.  If they have questions about the amount for a property, SCI will talk to them.  
The District can give the owner their phone number or pass along the owner’s contact 
information to SCI and they will call them. 
 

Motion 2 
M:  Younger S: Conroy – The Advisory Board voted to:  Approve Resolution 
CP02062014-01 Declaring Intention to Levy Assessments, Preliminarily Approving 
the Engineer’s Report, Providing Notice to Public Hearing and the Mailing of the 
Assessment Ballots, clarifying the language used for security as “security patrols” 
rather than “police patrols” and incorporating other staff changes as discussed in 
the oral presentation. 
Unanimous vote 
 
 
TIME AND PLACE OF NEXT MEETING: 
1. Regular Meeting  

Proposed: Thursday, February 20, 2014 at 6:00 pm, Community Clubhouse #2 at 
Carmichael Park 

 
 
ADJOURNMENT – The meeting was adjourned at 6:32 p.m. 

 
Respectfully submitted,  

 
      Betty Phillips 
      Administrative Secretary 
 
 
APPROVED BY:    ATTESTED BY: 
 
 
         
_______________________________ ______________________________  
MICHAEL ROCKENSTEIN   BETTY PHILLIPS   
CHAIRMAN OF THE BOARD  Administrative Secretary                                         
      Clerk of the Advisory Board of Directors 


