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IMPORTANT NOTICE REGARDING PUBLIC PARTICIPATION
Based on guidance from the California Department of Public Health and the California Governor's
Stay at Home Executive Order N-33-20 issued on March 19, 2020 to protect the health and wellbeing of all Californian's and to establish consistency across the state in order to slow the spread of
COVID-19, the Planning Commission meetings may be held remotely only.
We have established alternative methods of participation in the City of Solvang Planning Commission
meetings, pursuant to the California Governor's Executive Order N-29-20, which states:
Providing an opportunity to "observe and address" telephonically or otherwise electronically,
alone, meets the requirement; and
Removing the former requirement from Executive Order N-25-20 of having "at least one publicly
accessible" location from which the public may observe and offer comment. Executive Order N-29-20
now states expressly, "Such a body need not make available any physical location from which
members of the public may observe the meeting and offer public comment."
For August 2 2021, Planning Commission Meeting, the City will provide both remote and
in-person participation options.
We will adhere to COVID-19 social distancing guidelines and the health orders, a limited number of
public will be allowed to enter at one time to provide public comment. Virtual participation will also still
be available via Zoom or phone.
You may observe the live stream of the Planning Commission meetings on
www.CityofSolvang.com/YouTube.
Distribution to the Planning Commission - Submit your comment via email prior to 5 p.m. on the
Monday prior to the Commission meeting. Please submit your comment to the City Clerk at:
Council@CityofSolvang.com. Your comment will be placed into the record and distributed
appropriately.
The following methods of participation are available to the public:
If you wish to make a general public comment or to comment on a specific agenda item, the following
methods are available:
In-person speakers will be invited to make public comments first. Zoom speakers and those wishing
to make a public comment by phone, will be invited to do so once all in-person public comment is
received.
1. In-person. Due to COVID-19 social distancing guidelines, only limited number of attendees
will be allowed in the Chamber at a time.
By phone- If you would like to make a comment by phone, please call into conference line
888 788 0099 (Meeting ID: 306 652 9195). The phone line will be open starting at 6 p.m. if
you would like to notify the City ahead of time that you would like to speak on an item or
during open public comment. We appreciate your advance notice to
CityHalll@CityofSolvang.com ahead of time by noon on the day of the meeting if you plan on
calling-in to speak.
3. Join Zoom Meeting – you may also participate by joining Zoom meeting at
https://zoom.us/j/3066529195 (Meeting ID: 306 652 9195). If you wish to speak, please use
the “raised hand” symbol.
2.

CITY OF SOLVANG
PLANNING COMMISSION

2

MEETING AGENDA
Monday August 2, 2021 – 6:00 P.M.
Council Chambers – Solvang Municipal Center – 1644 Oak Street
Members:

Scott Gold, Joannie Jamieson, Aaron Petersen, Justin Rodriguez, Jack
Williams

Staff:

Laurie Tamura, Planning Consultant
Xenia Bradford, City Manager
Chelsea O’Sullivan, City Attorney
Matt van der Linden, Public Works Director/City Engineer

ROLLCALL
PLEDGE TO THE FLAG
1.

PRELIMINARY MATTERS:
A.
B.
C.
D.

2.

Public Comment: Requests from the public to speak to the Commission on
matters not on the agenda
Requests for Continuance, Withdrawals, or Addition of Ex-Agenda items
Conflicts and/or Ex-Parte Communications
Approval of Minutes from June 7, 2021 Meeting

PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS
A. No Projects scheduled for this meeting.

3.

DISCUSSION ITEMS
A. Old Lumberyard Property (Ed St George) – Alternative Hotel Project Proposal ........6

4.

PLANNING COMMISSIONER’S COMMENTS

5.

PLANNING STAFF COMMENTS

6.

ADJOURNMENT

(Oral reports only/no written materials provided in packet)
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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF
THE SOLVANG
PLANNING COMMISSION

June 7, 2021
Monday
6:00 p.m.

Council Chambers
1644 Oak Street
Solvang, CA 93463

CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order at 6:00 p.m.

ROLL CALL
PRESENT:

Commission Members: Scott Gold, Joannie Jamieson, Jack Williams

ABSENT:

Commissioner Members: Aaron Petersen, Justin Rodriguez

STAFF:

Laurie Tamura, Planning Consultant
Xenia Bradford, City Manager/Planning Director
Chelsea O’Sullivan, Assistant City Attorney
Matt van der Linden, Public Works Director/City Engineer

PLEDGE TO THE FLAG

Commissioner Gold led in the Salute to the Flag.
1. PRELIMINARY MATTERS:
A. Public Comment: Requests from the public to speak to the Commission on matters
not on the agenda
There were no public comments on items not on the agenda.
B. Requests for Continuance, Withdrawals, or Addition of Ex-Agenda items - None
C. Conflicts and/or Ex-Parte Communications
Chair Williams reported speaking with Ed St. George regarding Item No. 3.B.
D. Approval of Minutes from April 5, 2021, Meeting
Motion by Commissioner Jamieson, to approve the Planning Commission meeting minutes of April 5, 2021, as
presented, seconded by Chair Williams, and carried, unanimously, 3-0, with Commissioners Petersen and
Rodriguez, absent.
2. PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS
A. Capital Improvement Program Fiscal Year 2021-2022 through 2030-2031
a. Recommendation to adopt Planning Commission Resolution 21-03 to City Council
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Planning Consultant Laurie Tamura presented the staff report and stated the action at this time is for the Planning
Commission to determine that the projects presented under the Capital Improvement Program (CIP) are consistent
with the City's General Plan.
Public Works Director/City Engineer Matt van der Linden presented highlights of the proposed CIP; noted the
goal is to compare the CIP with the current General Plan; reported once the General Plan is updated, the Public
Works Department will evaluate the CIP and any inconsistent projects will be flagged to present to City Council
and the Planning Commission to delete those projects or obtain additional direction.
Discussion followed regarding locations of electric vehicle charging facilities, projects to be started the next fiscal
year, the need to cooperate with Caltrans on specific projects including bicycle and pedestrian improvements; the
Solvang Bicycle Master Plan and deferred maintenance projects.
There were no public comments on this item.
Motion by Commissioner Gold, to recommend that City Council adopt Planning Commission Resolution 21-03 to
City Council, as presented, seconded by Commissioner Jamieson, and carried, unanimously, 3-0, with
Commissioners Petersen and Rodriguez, absent.
3. DISCUSSION ITEMS
A. Review memo on how to create a Homeowner’s Association at Skytt Mesa
Assistant City Attorney Chelsea O’Sullivan presented details of a memo regarding the creation of a Homeowner's
Association at Skytt Mesa.
Discussion followed regarding gauging interest from residents in forming an HOA, next steps, and enforcement of
CC&Rs.
There were no public comments on this item.
B. Status report on Ed St. George proposed Hotel – Informational Item Only
City Manager/Planning Director Xenia Bradford reported this is an informational item only and no action is
required; addressed City Council consideration; noted discussions with the developer and commented on a future
development agreement.
Discussion followed regarding the timeline for the General Plan Update and the environmental review process.
There were no public comments on this item.
C. Project Status Report
Planning Consultant Tamura presented the staff report including actions taken by the DRC; reported the Solvang
Festival Theater is at the end of their plan check process; discussed the Water Wheel project and commented on
future projects and outstanding projects from last year.
There were no public comments on this item.
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4. PLANNING COMMISSIONER’S COMMENTS
Commissioner Jamieson asked about removing signs that do not comply with the City's sign ordinance and about
the closure of Copenhagen.
City Manager/Planning Director Bradford reported the items will be on City Council's June 28, 2021, meeting
agenda.
5. PLANNING STAFF COMMENTS
Planning Consultant Tamura reported staff is recommending cancelling the July Planning Commission meeting
and addressed projects that will be presented to the Commission in August and provided an update on the City's
digitizing of documents.
6. ADJOURNMENT
The meeting was adjourned at 7:28 p.m.
Minutes Prepared by:

____________________________
XENIA BRADFORD
City Manager/Planning Director
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Agenda Item

Solvang Planning Commission

STAFF REPORT

PREPARED BY:

Laurie Tamura, Planning Consultant
Planning Department

MEETING DATE:

August 2, 2021

SUBJECT:

PRELIMINARY REVIEW OF MISSION DRIVE HOTEL AND
APARTMENTS

RECOMMENDATION:
That the Planning Commission review and provide comments on the Mission Drive Hotel and
Apartment project located at the old Solvang Lumberyard at 1783 and 1793 Mission Drive (139150-017,-027).
EXISTING SETTING:
This project is located at the old Solvang Lumber yard at 1783 and 1793 Mission Drive. The
2.19 acre property is zoned Design Residential-20 (DR-20) which allows for 20 dwelling units
per acre. A hotel is not a permitted or conditional use for properties zoned Design Residential.
The surrounding uses include:
East: TRC and 7-R-12 with existing homes and apartments
West: I-Institutional with county offices, senior center, Veteran’s Hall
South: AG-Agricultural with the Santa Ynez Mission
North: DR-20 with the Maple Apartments
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The application Mr. Ed St. George has submitted a conceptual plan
for a 92-room hotel and 43 apartment units on the site. Along with the new project, the
applicant proposed to amend the term sheet (Dated May 10, 2021). These changes are
outlined in the attached letter.
The project consists of four buildings.
Building 1 is fronting Mission Drive and consists of 26 hotel rooms, Restaurant, Wellness Center
and Hotel Pool. This building is designed to a two story element along Mission Drive and then a
third story penthouse and terrace in the back of the building. The overall style of the
architecture is Spanish similar to the Vet’s Hall and the Santa Ynez Mission.
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Building 2 will consist of 42 hotel units and 10 condominium units.
Building 3 will consist of 24 hotel units.
Building 4 will consist of 33 Studio Apartment units.
Total Amenities
Total Hotel
Units/Keys
Building 1
Hotel Restaurant
26
(Facing
Wellness Center
Mission)
Hotel Pool
Building 2
Outdoor Plaza
42
Building 3
Outdoor Plaza
24
Building 4
Outdoor Plaza
Total
92

Total MF Workforce
Studio Apartments

Total MF
Condominium

10
33
33
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Building 2, 3, and 4 located interior of the site will each be four stories high averaging between
48 and 50 feet in height. Building 4 will be built into the slope and will still be four story but will
have a height of 40 feet along the frontage of Maple Street.
APPLICATIONS:
The project would require a legislative amendment General Plan/Rezone to the Tourist Retail
Commercial (TRC) Zone to allow for the hotel use, which is not currently allowed in the DR-20
zone either as a permitted or conditional use. The TRC Zone also allows for residential uses
provided the residential use is a “secondary use” as defined in Municipal Code Section 11-3-1.
In order to be a secondary use, there can be up to two residential bedrooms per 1000 square
feet of total gross floor area of commercial use and the total residential development cannot
exceed the total gross floor area of the commercial use. Furthermore, the residential
development would need to be below specified density limits. If pursued, the planning
department would need to ensure that the residential portion of the project met the secondary
use requirements.
In addition, the planning department would need to ensure that any legislative change met the
requirements of the No Net Loss Law, Gov’t Code Section 65863, and maintain the required
residential density or identify additional residential inventory pursuant to that authority.
The project would require a Development Plan.
The Planning Commission is empowered to approve Development Plan Modifications to
building heights, setbacks, landscaping and parking. The need for or extent of such
modifications would depend on any legislative amendment to allow for the hotel use.
If revised applications are submitted, the project will go through a concurrent planning process
including environmental review and public hearings. All applications could be processed at the
same time. The planning review would determine whether all applicable requirements are met.
PROJECT HISTORY:
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Over the last year there a have been several project designs submitted to the city and several
public workshops on this property.
June 27, 2020

Community Workshop on the proposed project

July 28, 2020

Application filed for 59-unit apartment project under SB 330.

August 6, 2020

Additional information was filed. This was the official application submittal
date.

August 16, 2020

Planning Commission Workshop meeting on the submitted project.

Sept. 4, 2020

Planning Department letter accepting the SB 330 application with
requests for additional information.

Dec. 10, 2020

Applicant submitted a term sheet for a possible hotel development

Feb. 1, 2021

Resubmittal package filed with the City for the 59-unit apartment project
(per State Law the project information had to be filed 6 months after the
SB 330 letter)

Feb. 22, 2021

City Council reviewed term sheet and possible hotel project. CC gave
staff direction on the term sheet.

March 2, 2021

Planning Department sent out a complete letter for the submitted
application for the 59 units. This started the technical and environmental
review of the application.

May 10, 2021

Applicant submitted an additional term sheet for processing a hotel
project on this site.

May 24, 2021

City Council Meeting to discuss the option for a hotel development on this
site. CC directed staff to work with the applicant to consider an
alternative plan for this property with a combination of hotel and housing.

July 15, 2021

Applicant forwarded to the city a revised project design with a hotel and
apartment units.

August 2, 2021

Planning Commission workshop to review new concept plans.

ATTACHMENTS:
A.
B.
C.
D.
E.

Site Plan 7-15-2021
Elevations 7-15-2021
Applicant Letter 7-14-2021
PC workshop Staff Report 8-16-2020
City Council Meeting Report 5-24-2021
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Solvang Planning Commission

STAFF REPORT

PREPARED BY:

Laurie Tamura, Planning Consultant
Planning Department

MEETING DATE:

August 17, 2020

SUBJECT:

PRELIMINARY REIVEW OF MISSION DRIVE APARTMENT PROJECT (5B330
APPLICATION)

RECOMMENDATION:
That the Planning Commission review and provide comments on the Mission Drive Apartment project
located at the old Solvang Lumberyard at 1783 and 1793 Mission Drive (139-150-017,-027).
EXISTING SETTING:

This project is located at the old Solvang Lumberyard at 1783 and 1793 Mission Drive (139-150-017,-027).
The 2.19 acre property is zoned Design Residential-20 units per acre (DR-20] with a base buildout of 44
units. The surrounding uses include
East:
West:
South:
North:

TRC and 7-R-1 with existing homes and c1partments
1-1 nstitutional with county offices, senior center, Veterans Hall
AG-Agricultur.il with the Santa Ynez Mission
DR-20 with the Maple Apartments

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

This request is from Mr. Edward St. George of S81D, LLC for review of the pre-application of the Mission
Drive /\partment Project. The proposed project is a new 59 unit residential project (including one existing
single family home). The development will consist of six buildings:
Building #1
Building #2
Building #3
Building#4
Building#S
Building#6

Four story with 18 two bedroom units
Four Story with 20 two bedroom units
Four Story with 18 two bedroom units
8,000sf storage building
Three story with 2 two bedroom units
One single story existing home to remain
1
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18

19

20

21

22

23

24
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Solvang City Council

STAFF REPORT

PREPARED BY:

Xenia Bradford, City Manager
Dave Fleishman, City Attorney
Laurie Tamura, Planning Consultant

MEETING DATE:

May 24, 2021

SUBJECT:

1783 MISSION DRIVE- DISCUSSION OF DEVELOPER PROPOSED
ALTERNATIVE HOTEL PROJECT LOCATED AT THE OLD LUMBERYARD
PROPERTY

RECOMMENDATION:
1. Review the developer1 s conceptual proposal for an alternative hotel project at the Old
Lumberyard property at 1783 Mission Drive as an alternative to previously submitted
housing development application submitted under SB 330 Housing Crisis Act and provide
staff with policy direction.
DISCUSSION:
On December 10, 2020, the owner of 1783 Mission Drive also known as the Old Lumber Yard,
submitted a "Term-Sheet1' that sets forth the basic terms as a basis to negotiate a Development
Agreement (the "DA") between Edward St. George, the owner, and the City. The ''Term-Sheet"
proposed a number of detailed elements to which the City is not prepared to commit; however,
staff seeks general direction from the City Council whether the City should enter into negotiations
with the developer for a hotel project at this location.
On February 22, the Council reviewed the Term-Sheet. At the time, the developer had withdrawn
his request to pursue a hotel project. The developer has now resubmitted the Term-Sheet and is
requesting the City's consideration to re-zone the property (currently zoned high density
residential DR-20) to commercial and to pursue a hotel development.
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The "Term-Sheet" proposes an alternative project proposal to previously submitted housing
development application under SB 330 Housing Crisis Act. SB 330 sets forth expedited project
review and approval process required by the law. The City is required to follow the process and
cannot reject the project except for narrow health and safety considerations as defined by law.
The City will continue with processing of the housing project unless the applicant withdraws the
application.
City Council could consider directing staff to enter into negotiations with the developer for a
Development Agreement for the alternative hotel project. Such alternative hotel project, without
SB 330 regulations, could provide the City with more flexibility to negotiate favorable terms for
the City. A hotel project would also increase total hotel rooms inventory and transient occupancy
tax.

City Council sets policy direction in the interest of the city at large including the public policy
interests of the City such as land useJ financial cost and benefit, and economic development
strategy. All these considerations are applicable to the proposed hotel development project.
The proposal presents a few public policy elements for consideration:

1. Is it in the City's benefit to pursue a hotel development for revenue generation vs. a high
density development responding to housing needs? (Consideration: the parcel is highly
visible entry point into the City of Solvang.)
2. If the City desires to pursue a hotel development, is it the City's desire to pursue a high
end hotel and consider TOT-abatement or is the City open to any type of hotel
development?
3. If City Council directs staff to pursue negotiations for a hotel, there is financial benefit and
public policy benefit to overall project to be aligned with the General Plan Update. The
General Plan Update will be completed within one year. The Development Agreement,
EIR and re-zone could be completed in context of the overall City's vision and strategy
through the General Plan Update.

The property is currently zoned DR-20. Under Section 11-6B-1 of the municipal code:
The purpose of the DR design residential district is to provide standards for traditional
multiple residences as well as allowing flexibility and encouraging innovation and diversity
in the design of residential developments by allowing a wide range of densities and
housing types while requiring the provisions of open space within new residential
developments.
There are specified permitted uses for the DR zone under the municipal code, but hotels are not
among those uses. As such, in order for a hotel project to move forward on this property, the
property would have to be rezoned to a zone that permits hotel uses, such as the Tourist
Commercial District under Chapter 11-7A of the municipal code.
Under SB 330, though, since the property is currently zoned for residential uses, the City would
be prohibited from reducing the housing intensity on the property through a rezone without
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concurrently making up that housing on another parcel(s} within the City. In other words, SB 330
mandates that there be no net loss of residential capacity. Therefore, to the extent the Council
directs staff to enter into negotiations with the developer for a hotel project, Council should also
direct staff to ensure that the developer will be providing residential housing capacity on another
property or properties within the City in some manner.
If the City Council directs staff to consider such alternative development, staff wil I work with the
Planning Commission to develop recommendations.
FISCAL IMPACT:
There is no immediate fiscal impact associated with this action. If the City Council directs staff to
enter into negotiations for a Development Agreement for such alternative project, staff will
ascertain fiscal impact as part of the negotiation and the terms of the proposed agreement.
ATTACHMENTS:
A. Transient Occupancy Tax Abatement Developer Analysis
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Attachment A
1783 Mission Drive - Transient Occupancy Tax (TOT) Analysis

Four-Star Hotel with 25% TOT Abatement up to $5 Million Cap or for 15 Years (Whichever Comes Fi.rst)
Vear

Av11 rage! Ro om Rata

Gross Revenue!

Gross TOT @ 12%

25% TOT Abatement

Cumalt1tive TOT Abatement

···------,,,--

Net lOT to City

cutnulatrve "J'Ol to City

J

$400

$13,870,000

$1,G64,a00

1$416,100)

($416,100)

$1,248,300

$1,248,300

2

$400

$13,870,000

$1,664,400

{$416,100)

[$832,200)

$1,248i3UU

$1,49{,, 600

3

$400

$13,870,000

$1,664,400

($416,100)

($1,248,300)

$1.).48,3fln

$3,744,�00

4

$400

$13,81U,000

$1,064,400

($416,100)

($1,664.4001

$1,248,300

$4,993,200

,,

$400

$13,R70,000.

$1,f.64,400

$1,248,300

$6,241,500

$400

$13,870,000

$1,664,400

($416,100)
($416,1001

( $2,080,SOOI

6

{$2,496,600)

$1,248,300

$'l,41!9,80U
$8,738,100

7

$400

$B,870,□00

$1,664,400

($416,100)

($2,912,700)

$1,248,300

8

$400

$13,870,000

$1,664,400

1$416,100)

($3,328,800)

$1,248,300

$9,GS6,400

9

$400

$13,870,000

$1,664,400

1$416,100)

($3,744,900)

$1,148,,00

$11,'.l34,700

10

$400

$13,870,000

$1,664,400

1$416,100)

($4,161,000)

$U48,,no

$12A8l,OOO

11

$400

$B,8'l0,0UO

$1,664,400

($416,100)

($4,577.1001

$1,248,300

$13,731,300

V

$4()()

$1.1,870,000

$1,664,400

($416,100)

1$4,993,200)

$1,248,300

$14,979,600

13

$400

$13,870,000

$1,664,400

1$6,8001

1$5,000,000)

$1,657,600

$16,637,200

14

$400

$13,870,000

$1,664,400

NA

($5,000,000)

$1,(,f,4,400

$1S,301,600

15

$400

$13,8.,0,000

$J ,GG4,400

j$S,000,0001

$1,G64,400

$19,966,000

Ji,

$400

$13,870,000

$1,664,400

NA
NA

($5,000,0001

$1,664,400

$21,630,400

17

$400

$13,870,000

$1,664,400

NA

($5,000,000)

$1,664.400

$B)94,800

18

$400

$13,870,000

$1,664,400

NA

($5,000,000)

$.1,664,4nO

$24,959,200

19

$400

$13,870,000

$1,664,400

($5,000,000)

$ 1,r,r,4.4no

$26,623,600

20

$400

$13,8'l0,000

$\,Gf,4,400

NA
NA

($5,000,000)

$1,664,400

$28,288,000

,J

$400

$13,870,000

$1,664,400

NA

($5,000,000)

$1,664,400

$29,%2,400

22

$400

$13,870,000

$1,664,400

NA

($5,000,000)

$1,664,400

$31,G!C.,800

23

$400

$13,870,000

$1,664,400

NA

($5,000, 000)

$1,G64,400

$33,281,200

7.4

$400

$13,870,000

$1,664,400

NA

(SS,000,000)

$1,664,400

$34,945,600

$13,870,000

$1,664,400

NA

1$5,000,0001

$1,664,400

$36,610,000

25

s,oo

!Total TOT to City for 25-Vear Pe�iod:

$36,61Q,000

Two-Star Hotel with No TOT Abatement
Ye"r

Ave r�ge Ro om Rate

Gro$$ Revenue

Gross TOT @ 12:.

2�%TOT Abatement

Cumul.ativ�
TOT Abatement
.. �- -�·�-

Net TOT to City

Cumul,ative TOT to City

1

$inn

$(,,935,000

$832,200

NA

NA

$832,200

$832,200

2

$200

$6,935,000

$832,200

NA

NA

$832,200

$1,f.64,400

NA

$832,200

$2,496,600

$832,200

$3,328,800

NA

$832,200

$4,161,0IJU

$832,200

$41993,7.00

3

$200

$6,935,000

$83-.,200

NA

4

$200

$6,93;.,ooo

$832,200

NA

5

$7.00

$6,93C,,000

$832,200

NA

NA

(,

$200

$6,935,000

$832,200

NA

NA

7

$200

$6,935,000

$832,200

NA

NA

$/t\2,200

$'>,82',,400

8

$200

$61 935,000

$83,,100

NA

NA

$832,200

$6,657,600

9

$1.00

$6,93!;,000

$832,200

NA

NA

$832,200

$7,489,800

10

$200

$6,935,000

$832,200

NA

NA

$832,200

$8,322,UUO

$832,200

NA

NA

$832,200

$9,lC.4,200

NA

NA

$8J2,200

$9,986,400

SR�2,200

$10,818,600

11

$200

$6,935,000

12

S200

$6,935,00U

ssn.100

13

$200

$6,935,000

$832,Z00

NA

NA

14

$200

$6,935,000

$�32,200

NA

NA

15

$200

$6,935,000

$832,200

NA

16

$200

$G,93';,000

$832,200

NA

17

$200

$6,935,000

$832,200

NA

NA

18

$200

$6,935,000

$83,,,oo

NA

NA

$832,200

$1�,979,600

19

$200

$6,93'>,000

$832,200

NA

NA

$832,200

$15,811,800

NA

NA

$832,200

$11,650,800

$832,200

$12,483,000

$832,200

$13,315,200

$Rn,wo

$14,14·1.400

10

$200

$G,935,000

$832,200

NA

NA

$832,2UO

$16,644,UUO

21

$200

$6,935,000

$832,200

NA

$832,200

$17.47(,,200

22

$200

$6,935,0UU

$83).,W0

NA

NA

23

$1()0

$6,93!;,oon

$832,200

NA

$6,93'>,000

$832,200

NA

$6,935,000

$832,200

NA

24

s,oo

2.li

$200

NA
NA
NA

NA

ITotalTOT to City for 25-Vear Period:

$832,200

$18,308,400

$832,200

$19,140,600

$832,200

$19,972,800

$lm,7.0U

$20,8US,000

$20,805,000

