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2006-2007 Trinity County Grand Jury
Special Districts & Programs Committee

Final Report Regarding Complaint # 2

Background:

The Grand Jury assigned Complaint # 2 to this committee for investigation. Complaint # 2

relates to annexation of Jands for Hayfork Fire Protection District. According to the written complaint,
improper notificarion to a property owner is alieged as it perains 1o LAFCO Resoiution No. 06-0Z.
At the time the complaint was made to the Grand Jury (May 21, 2006), the annexation was not yet
complcted.

Methiod of }nvesﬁgaﬁon:

The Special Districts & Programs Committee sent a letter to the Executive Officer of Trinity LAFCO on
October 2, 2006 posing questions about notifications made during the proposed annexation and
parcel assessment,

On December 13, 2006, the Commitiee received a package of materials from Trinity Local Agency
Formation Commission (LAFCO). The issues highlighted in the documents reviewed, answered
most of the questions which had been asked.

In a short telephone interview on January 22, 2007, a specific question which sought the exact
sections of the California Government Code applicable to the outstanding notification issue
was requested from a representative for an agency member of CALAFCO.

Findings:

. The Affidavit of Publication of Public Notice by LAFCO (File #LAF-05-01) was published in
The Trinity Journal on December 28, 2005, January 4 and 11, 2006 for a public hearing in Weaverville
on January 24, 2006 at 4 p.m. Proposed amendment of the Sphere of Influence (SOI) to more clearly
define the district's service area and proposed annexation of lands to the existing area (nearly all of
Hayfork Valley). Anyone desiring to make a statement could do so, either in writing or in person.

The mailing address and phone number of Trinity LAFCO was contained in the published notice.

. The Affidavit of Publication of Public Notice by Executive Officer of LAFCO
(Resolution # 06-02) was published in The Trinity Journal on February 1, 2006 for a Conducting Authority
Protest Hearing in Hayfork on February 28, 2006 at 4 p.m. Proposed annexation of lands
in the Hayfork Valley to enable the district to maintain and improve fire and rescue service to the
annexed areas. Written protests against this annexation may be filed by owners of land within the
area or by registered voters residing within the area. Protests could either be mailed to Trinity LAFCO
or delivered to the Executive Officer at the protest hearing. Each written protest could be filed no later than
the conclusion of the hearing to be considered valid. The effect of protests received will be determined
within 30 days following the hearing in accordance with Goveriiment Code Section 57075. Minutes from
the February 28, 2006 meeting indicate that the Agenda was posted at the courthouse
as required by law and at the Hayfork fire hall. Members of the fire district board of directors were
present at the hearing and answered questions mainly as to how funding would be used and
whether the new fire hall would be constructed if the measure was unsuccessful. With no protests
received, the Executive Officer (Conducting Authority) stated the election would be held
June 6, 2006 on the funding condition for the annexation proposal. If approved, the annexation
would proceed.
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. The minutes of the January 24, 2006 meeting contained in the Executive Officer's report
contain the following entries on page six: Project Evaluation item (M) - any information or comments from
iandowners; this annexation proposai nas been extensiveiy advertised and covered by the two
local newspapers: the Trinity Journal and the Trinity Tribune. Ads were placed in the Journal,
supivs of the notices were prominently displayed on laminated lime-green paper and posted at the
following locations in Hayfork: the library, Dairy Store, Drug Store, Irene's, Emie's, Post Office,
Wiley's, Frontier Fuel, Fire Hall and Discount Groceries. In addition, the fire district conducted a
public informational meeting on January 10, 2005. (sic). Approximately 50 people attended. While
those in attendance asked questions, there was no direct opposition voiced. No public comments
have been received by LAFCO staff. The Service Plan (in the next paragraph) is to continue the
district's existing service which currently includes the area to be annexed, If the annexation is

not approved and/or if the vote for assessment is not successful, then the district will only be
capable of providing service within its existing districts boundaries. The anticipated expenses of
the district are included in the district's resolution and were reviewed in detail during the public
meeting conducted by the district on January 10, 2006.

. Resolution No. 2005-10-11 adopted by the Hayfork Fire Protection District on
October 11, 2005 included the following: "the District desires that the proposed annexation be
subject to the following term and condition: 1. Voters must vote on and approve a benefit
assessment to fund current and future services".

) This project is listed as exempt from CEQA per CCR, Sections 15061(B)(3) and 15320.
Agreement with CDF relative to wildland fire protection (no change) and expanded Fire Safe
Ordinance code enforcement responsibilities was communicated during the process.

. Results of the June 6, 2006 election (Measure F): Yes 506 70.77%

No 209 29.23%
Two-thirds of those casting ballots was necessary, and achieved, since measure created a new tax.
Imposes an annual $100.00 benefit assessment per parcel.

. Executive Officer of Trinity LAFCO filed and recorded the required Certificate of
Completion (certified copy of the resolution) in the official records of the County Clerk-Recorder
on June 29, 2006. This was the effective date and completion of the district formation.

. California Government Code Section 56157 (d) and (f) addresses mailed notice requirements
to landowners (assessed parcels) and registered voters (within the atfected territory). Generally, all
would need to be noticed at least twenty-one days prior to the hearing. Published noticc under
Section 56153 in a newspaper of general circulation would also be required. Importantly, Section
56157 (g) contains the following: if the total number of notices required to be mailed in accordance
with subdivisions (d) and (f) exceeds 1,000, then notice may instead be provided pursuant to
subdivision (a) of California Government Code Section 65091, An agency (district) providing
essential services (fire and rescue) may, in lieu of mailed or delivered notice, provide notice by
placing a display advertisement of at least one-eighth page in at least one newspaper of

general circulation within the local agency in which the proceeding is conducted at least 10 days
prior to the hearing. Assessed parcels in the proposed annexation and assessment area did total
over 1,000.
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Recommendations:

1. Special Districts which provide essential services should be advised of the mailing notice
requirements contained in the California Government Code. It was the intent of the
Legislature to have all landowners notified by mail when an annexation and assessment
hearing was to be held. Absentee landowners, especially in rural areas, could easily be
away from their vacant parcel during a portion of a given year which included October
through February as was the time period identified during this annexation process.

2. Trinity LAFCO is reminded that AB 2838 (2000) requires an update to the
spheres of influence (SOI) for all special districts every five years. The new boundaries -
and service area must be consistent with adopted spheres of influence.

Conclusion:

Although the annexation process and benefit assessment detailed herein contained a fairly
routine set of facts for a LAFCO hearing on a special district providing only essential services
of one type (fire protection, fire prevention and emergency medical response) the Grand Jury
thanks the complainant for bnngmg to the attention of all communities in our county, how
this important function which is little understood, actually involves a strong commitment to
civic involvement.

Responses Required:

Entity Finding/Recommendation Respond in
Hayfork Fire Protection District 1 60 days
Executive Officer, Trinity LAFCO 2 60 days
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TRINITY LAFCO

60 Glen Road

P.O. BOX 2819

WEAVERVILLE, CA 96093

(530) 623-1351 ext. 1-4 FAX (530) 623-1353
email: jjelicich@uinitycounty.org

L
".HEV:. ‘?g!;y”?-"*'r

TO: The Honorable James P. Woodward, AUG ’ Sl
Presiding Judge of the Superior Court 3 2007
SURNTY oo,
. . . - o ERIOR Ty
FROM.: John Jelicich, Executive Officer, Trinity LAFCO& é/ Counr

SUBJECT: Response to Recommendations of 2006-2007
Grand Jury, Special Districts Committee — Final Report
Citizen Complaint re: Annexation of land for
Hayfork Fire Protection District

DATE: July 25, 2007

The Grand Jury Special Districts Committee has requested a written response to their final report
regarding their investigation of a citizen complaint pertaining to an annexation of land to the Hayfork
Fire Protection District. In my capacity as Executive Officer, my response to Findings (not numbered)
and Recommendation #2, as requested by the Committee is as follows:

Findings: A series of findings are made based on the Committee’s review of various records.
Response: I agree.

Recommendation #2:
This recommendation is in the process of being implemented. The issue has been discussed during
LAFCO meetings. It is anticipated that the Sphere of Influence review and update for affected districts

will be completed as necessary.
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TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

DATE:

TRINITY LAFCO

60 Glen Road
- P.O. BOX 2819
WEAVERVILLE, CA 96093
(530) 623-1351 ext. 1-4 FAX (530) 623-1353
email: jjelicich@trinitycounty.org

The Honorable James P. WoodWard, 5[’,
Presiding Judge of the Superior Court 4(/6- ! ED
g GZQ’M J 2007
John Jelicich, Executive Officer, Trinity LAFCO & SRS,
U

Response to Recommendations of 2006-2007

Grand Jury, Special Districts Committee — Final Report
Citizen Complaint re: Annexation of land for

Hayfork Fire Protection District

July 25, 2007

The Grand Jury Special Districts Committee has requested a written response to their final report
regarding their investigation of a citizen complaint pertaining to an annexation of land to the Hayfork
Fire Protection District. In my capacity as Executive Officer, my response to Findings (not numbered)
and Recommendation #2, as requested by the Committee is as follows:

Findings: A series of findings are made based on the Committee’s review of various records.

Response: I agree.

Recommendation #2:
This recommendation is in the process of being implemented. The issue has been discussed during
LAFCO meetings. It is anticipated that the Sphere of Influence review and update for affected districts
will be completed as necessary.
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P.O.BOX 668, HAYFORK, CALIFORNIA 96041

August 30, 2007

Honorable James P. Woodward
Presiding Judge of Trinity Superior Court

RE: Response to memorandum of June 28, 2007 regarding “Citizen Complaint RE:
Annexation of Land for hayfork Fire Protection District”

Honorable James P. Woodward:

In response to “Recommendation 17 of the above memorandum, the Hayfork Fire
Protection District (HFPD) concurs with the recommendation and believes the district
did, in conjunction with Trinity LAFCO, meet the intent of the California Government
Code regarding hearings notification to landowners. In lieu of mailing per CGC Section
56157 (g), the notification was made by LAFCO posting notices in the local newspaper
of general circulation.

It would be unreasonable for small special purpose districts with strained resources, both
human and revenue, to provide individual mailings to landowners of more than 1000
parcels. It is our opinion the California Legislature recognized this as evidenced be the
option of publishing notice(s) in a local newspaper of general circulation.

In addition to required hearings, the HFPD made every reasonable effort to notify the
public of the intent of the district to place an annexation measure on the ballot for the
public to decide the issue. This is evidenced by the HFPD conducting public meetings
and participating in posting of notices of the LAFCO hearings at prominent locations
throughout Hayfork.

On January 10, 2006, the HFPD conducted a public meeting in conjunction with the
Hayfork Chamber of Commerce dedicated entirely for the purpose of informing the
public of the proposed annexation/parce] assessment measure and to solicit citizen input.
This meeting was announced in a Trinity Journal article of January 4, 2006.

On February 18, 2006, a public hearing for receiving protests was held in Hayfork by
LAFCO; none received or filed.

In May, 2006, the HFPD, with assistance and support of a special purpose citizens’
committee, (Measure F), mailed informational letters to all parcel owners on a mailing

list received from the Trinity County Assessors Office. Also, the citizens’ committee
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assisted with the development and distribution of informational flyer, posters, and
buttons.

In conclusion, the HFPD Board of Commissioners believes the district complied with the
intent of the applicable CGC and conducted every reasonable good-faith effort to notify
property owners of the proposed annexation/assessment ballot measure.

We thank the Court and the Trinity Grand Jury for their diligence in oversight of the
conduct of public agencies and notification for improvements and compliance with
applicable regulations.

1

Gonzales, Chairman
ork Fire Protection District

Attachments: 1-14
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(see Hayfbrkfore Hall, page 6)

Atrachment)
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HayTorK kire Hall
" (cont’d from Front Pagae)
of the town of Hayfork.
The all-volunteer force of firefighters serves
about 80 square miles in its sphére of influence

. and was the second busiestin‘the county last year,

coming in just behind Weavervﬂle in 'che number
of calls for help they':recewedé T

space o Y
For all of these- reasons the D1stnct a.nd its
all-volunteer force are seekmg to ralse the cash
to'build :a'new fire station: :

‘Mr. Loeffler says, “We talked: to our: Board
of Directors :and came up- with a plan.” Letters
were sent to about.a score of community leaders
asking for their help in forming 4 citizens’ -advi-
sory committee, The first meeting was-held in
mid January; the group has met tbree tlmes ﬂllS
month.

“They ask a lot-of pomted questxons “says
Loeffler. Th;:'commlttee studies, find-answers:and
moves:on to the next part of the work. “They get
it-done,” he says with satlsfacuon, “I'm over-
whelmed by the level of community support.”

Rough plans call for a structure 160 feet long



—

Lt -
/ Trinity m\\

February 18, 2004

ters and storage space.

the main- bay there will be spaces for Trinity

 County Life Support (TCLS) and the VFD, with -

a training and meeting rO()m, a k:ltchen rew quar-

AN E e plannmg fcn future needs, says Mr
Loeffler.

One of the first tasks will be to agree on the
size of the famhty and prepare initial drawings.
The Committee is agreed that the facility must be
sufficient to meet fire fighting and medical emer-

gency needs for a quarter of a century with the
goal of providing 24-hour per day, 365-day per.

year coverage while at the same tnne keepmg the
cost down.

The committee is lookmg at recently com-
pleted fire stations and plans of existing facili-

- ties, including the fire hall in Weaverville. A team

from Hawthorne, which recently built a new sta-
tion, came to Hayfork on Friday, Feb. 11 to re-
view their building work.

Several building sites are possible. 'Mountain
Valley Elder care has offered a one acre site a

little distance down the Hyampom Road, adja-

cent to its new senior housing. The Hayfork posse
has said that its one acre p1ece could be used in
case another offered parcel is found to be unsuit-

“able.
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; 1 g ‘ommii Box
§ Hayfork CA 96041 0668
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—

Whllethe populatxon_"n th high dens1ty area  services, such-as medical responses, will be cut

( : - back. ‘Our current status as an “all-risk” depart-

the fire department has. mcreased @ amatlcally ment would terminate; the department would-only

Altheugh our- DISU‘ Ict encompasses a small ‘be able to respond to fire emergencies and only

« : , those within:the current DlStl'lCt 's boundaries.

By expandmg the area wenow cover, through

; annexation -and through receiving a benefit

1 .assessment; ‘the Hayfork Flre Protecnon Dlstrlct
would be_abliﬂo

a0 ‘A 1ow you t0‘p0351b1y beneﬁt from lower

' ""alntam state mandated training qual-,: .

- annexatlon f " ﬂ
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Haytork’s volunteer Public
Safety Building Committee
has been meeting bi-weekly
for the past six months to
move forward with plans to
construct a new public safety
facility. The building will
house both the Hayfork Vol-
unteer Fire Department
(HVFD) and Trinity County
Life Support (TCLS), in order
to coordinate emergency ser-
vices and to take advantage
of a larger range of funding

-opportunities for the project.

The current HVEFD build-
ing does not meet State and
Federal regulations, and is
non-compliant with: CAL
OSHA (equipment exhaust

venting system, crew quar-

ters, and hazardous material
and compressed gas storage),
Americans with Disabilities

Act comphance traffie safei:y
(exltfentry oﬂ"'and onto State

safety. standards and with

the new Romero Bill’ (un-_

funded training rerrulatlons
requiring expansmn) In ad-
dition, the Hayfork Fire Pro-

tection District (HFPD)owns °

the current building, but they
do not own the land, which
disallows expansion at the
current site. Due to the space
limitations, three of the

department’s emergency ve-
hicles cannot be housed on

gite, thus creatmg the urgent
need for the new facility.
The Trinity County Board

‘of Supervisors recently se-

lected the HFED’s planning
proposal for the submission of
a $35,000 CDBG grant for the

planmng phase of t}ns pI‘OJ ect

Rendermg of the porposed publlc sftey buuldmg 3

Pﬁans move f@fW@r;ora Hayfork publi c saft

CDBG;furids are feder ally
igh the Housing

and Urban -Development

(HUD) program, and are ad-

- ministered by the state. The
- committee is also working to-

ward locating additional
grant funding to complete the
planning phase of the project.
In addition, Mountain Valley
Elder Care has generously

donated_ a l-acre parcel of

land on Hyampom Road for
the: development of the new

,ver community sup-
port is vital to the success of
the buﬂdmg project, and the
i of fire service in
Hayfork e current fire dis-
trict encompasses a B-square-
mile area, although the
HVFD responds to fires and

mechcal c-mergn,nc,u 5

thr nubhout the entire Hay-
fork Valley, and only receives
a small amount of annual

Afunding from property tax

reyenues from those proper-
ties within the current dis-
trict. The Public Safety Build-
ing Committee, in collabora-
tion with the HFPD, has re-
alized the need to formally
annex the lands immediately
adjacent to the current fire
district, which are now only

‘ protected as resources allow.

A formal annexation would
allow the HVFD to provide
service to this area 24 hours
a day, seven days a weelk, 365
days a year, and potentlaily
reduce fire insurance premi-
ums for the entire area.

A future benefit assess-
meint is also being proposed
to cover the higher costs as-

ey building

sociated with providing con-
tinuing fire service to the
Hayfork community from the
required new facility. Without
the community’s support of
the fire district annexation,
and the benefit assessment,
the HVFD will inevitably be
forced to scale back the fire
equipment (water tenders,
utility vehicles, ete.), and to
only provide fire protection
within the current district.
An informational brochure
has been developed, and will be
available-at the Hayfork Inde-
pendence Day Celebration on

July 1-at the Trinity County .

Fairgrounds in Hayfork. Com-
mittee members will be avail-
able to answer questions, and
to provide additional informa-
tion as necessary.

— AL Michele Endicott
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June 28, 2005

Hayfork’s volunteer Public

¥ move forward with plans to

# vonstruct a new public safety
“facility. The building will
ouse both the Hayfork Vol-
inftecr Fire Department
PV andd Trinity Countly
e Support CRCLS), inoeder

] Safetv Building Committee
g { has been meeting bi-weekly
& for the past six months to

-Act compliance, trafﬁc safety
(exit/entry off and onto State

Highway 3), earthquake
safety standards, and with
the new Romero Bill (un-

- funded training regulations
requiring expansion). In ad--

dition, the Hayfork Fire Pro-
{ection District (HFPD) owns

‘the curr Lnthuﬂ{lmg,lmi they
“do not own the Tand, which

In a

CDB(} funds are federally

funded through the Housing
~and Urban Development

(HUD) program, and are ad-
ministered by the state. The
committee is also working to-

ward locating additional
~grant funding to complete the

planning phase of the project.
dition, Mountm n Valley
1 |d(‘l Care ]1|1F RN

' ﬂnoughout the entire Hay-

fork Valley, and orﬂy receives
a small amount of annual
funding ifrom property tax
revenues from those proper-
ties within the current dis-
trict. The Public Safety Build-
ing Committee, in collabora-
tion with the HIPD, has ve-
Jluc‘d the need to Im nmliy

VI s L....I...,.

sociated with prowding con-
tinuing fire service to the
Hayfork community from the
required new facility. Without
the community’s support of
the fire district annexation,
and the benefit assessment,
the HVEFD will inevitably be
foreed to scale back the fire
cquipment (waker tenders,

-130-



Aﬂac(ammjf f

'Tne and Hayfork ve, -
; othe* prizes: The raffle ralsed
Vlan: $2.250 toward the $120,000
orls - goal-of phase 1. Judy ‘Stewart
- ‘;of Hayfork wasthe gland prize
‘winner;

R .':(chk) Muna\ chau

“man -of the Hayfork Public
“'Safety Building Comimittee,
*_has announced that informie:

- tion: packages abo:.xbthc.:newfa
N theLHavfor Vol

‘ : “‘kvallevmtothe*ﬁre :

. -district were ‘mailed ‘Sept;*30.

" Citizens are urﬂed to answer
the ‘questions on the postage
paid ca¥d and return it as soon
as possible. :
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Pdiachiment 'Y

REGULAR MEETING MINUTES OF
THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS
TUESDAY September 13, 2005 @ 6:00 PM
HAYFORK FIRE PROTECTICON DISTRICT

Directors Present: David Carrothers
Stan Stetson
Homer Yates
Jim Gonzalez

Absent:
Hayfork Vol. Fire Dept: Bob Young, Chief
Dave Loeffler, Assist. Chief
Al Saxton, Funding Coordinator
Jim and Angenette Taft
Guests: Danny Ray Riggs
~ Larry McCord

CALL TO ORDER: 6:10pm

ADDITIONS/CHANGES TO AGENDA
Re-imbursement check from the county for the Water Tank Grant. The
clerk will send the check to the county for the deposit.

CLOSED PERSONNEL SESSION

CONSENT CALENDAR
a. August 9, 2005 meeting Minutes for approval. The minutes were
approved as submitted. MSC (Yates/Carrothers)

CORRESPONDENCE

REPORTS
Warren Clark was sworn into office
Merger with Barker Valley. We were wondering if the merger was still
going to happen and if the interest is still there. We have a medical
exam and Larry asked if the members would be grandfathered in.
Misc. discussion on what we would do for the district medical exam.
Gonzalez says he thought we would take the Barker Valley department
as is. Accepting the volunteers as they are now. Larry and Danny are
wanting a commitment to maintain the equipment out there. Possibly
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creating a second battalion chief out in the barker valley department.
The law states you only have to have CPR and first aid. Misc.
discussion on what coverage the barker valley people would get if we
annexed. Danny Ray asked if we write a letter about the expected
time frame and what the board of director's intensions are. The
building committee is drafting a letter that will get sent out to the people
that will explain what our intent is. What kind of time frame are we
looking at? This is going to happen for the vote in about a year. If the
annexation is going to happen then the merger would happen with
Barker Valley. Some of the concerns will be that we won't want to
maintain the equipment they have out in Barker Valley. Misc.
discussions on what the letter says from the committee to the people.
Gonzalez would be happy to write down what we are talking about
tonight. Danny wants a letter that says HFPD wants to absorb Barker
Valley company. Gonzalez will try to write a letter up and will ask the
other commissioners to approve it. The intent of the Barker Valley is to
merge with the HFPD.

Bob Young: The fee schedule needs to be sent into the state. We are
currently getting the OES fee schedule. Bob got $400.00 from Drew
for the fireworks at the stomp and paid all the volunteers that worked.
We should be receiving a bill for the battery and for the alternator. No
new members and we haven'’t dropped any. Bob would like to pay the
guys what our fee schedule is and the department would take a small
cut because we didn’t submit all the correct paperwork to the state.

Al contacted Pat Mortensen about some funding. The Chiefs
association is considering putting in some money to fix the radio’s
system. We need self contained breathing apparatuses. Gonzalez
wonders if we need to submit right now for title 3 and when should we
start working on the grant proposal for the 2006 dollars.

Bob and Dave L. will be getting some of the water tank grant money
spent. It expires 10/30/05. Use the grant to get the equipment and
worry about the labor later.

Building fund report. We need to start the LAFCO process. Find out
our Schedule of events are prior to the June 06 election. 1500
Postcard .25 each for 1500 envelopes $205.00 per 500 envelopes.
MSC approval to $1055.00 for the envolopes, postcards and mailing
labels (Carrothers/Yates) The clerk will write a check for $990.00 to the
US Postal Service and give it to Al so he can purchase the postcards
and envelopes.

501c should have not been on the agenda anymore.
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Lighting district is not something that needs to be done at this time.

Dave looked at the draft map that Mike Wines is doing and everything
looks good so far.

APPROVAL OF MONTHLY WARRANTS/FINANCIAL REPORTS
MSC (Yates/ Clark) to approve warrants in the amount of $3,916.92

ADJOURNMENT MSC (Carrothers/ Clark) 8:07pm
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Attachment‘;

Jan. 4, 2006
Hayfork Fire District needs income

By AMY GITTELSOHN
Commissioners of the Hayfork Fire Protection District are seeking to increase the income of the

district which already serves a large area but receives tax dollars based on a small geographic
area.

The plan to raise money to support a new fire hall, vehicle replacements and department
operations will be presented in a public meeting of the Hayfork Chamber of Commerce on Tuesday,
Jan. 10, at 7 p.m. at the Hayfork High School library.

“What we hope to do is have a lot of answers for them at this first meeting,” said Hayfork Fire
Chief Bob Young.

There are many problems with the current fire hall, Young said, including small size with no area
for expansion and the fact that “by the time the engine gets out of the hall, it's already on the
state highway.”

New state mandates have also added to the department’s costs.

One step in the plan is for the district to expand its official territory to include the area it actually
covers. The district has applied to the Trinity County Local Agency Formation Commission to annex
approximately 25,200 acres, which would expand its area sevenfold from 3,960 acres to 29,200
acres.

Essentially, the district would go from a very small area to encompassing almost the entire Hayfork
Valley, an area “we always covered,” Young noted. "We've been covering the whole valley floor all
these years.”

That annexation could be approved by the Trinity Local Agency Formation Commission at its Jan.
24 meeting, with the contingency that voters in the proposed district boundaries approve a benefit
assessment on property owners. The district had attempted before to expand, but this is the first
time a complete application has been submitted, said LAFCO Executive Director John Jelicich.
“From my perspective as a staff officer it looks like it's a go,” Jelicich said.

The benefit assessment would be new for property owners within the existing district as well as the
annexed lands. Currently, the district receives support from a small fraction of the overall property
taxes paid within the county. This year that percentage is expected to add up to $27,350.

Due to changes made under Proposition 13, expansion of the fire district by itself will not increase
its share of property tax dollars, said Trinity County Deputy Auditor David Nelson.

The dollar amount of the benefit assessment to be proposed had not been determined by the
Journal’s press time, but the information will be ready by Tuesday’s meeting, Young said.
Two-thirds approval by voters within the proposed district boundaries will be required to pass the
benefit assessment. District commissioners hope to put the measure on the June ballot.
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PHiachment §

SPECIAL BOARD MEETING MINUTES

PUBLIC MEETING
Held at Hayfork High School Library

January 10, 2006 7:00 pm

Called to order: 7:00 pm
A. Welcome and Introduction: Stan opened with an introduction and explanation of
what the fire hall is planning on doing with the Public Safety Facility.

1. Chief and Department members: Bob Young introduced his crew.

2. Chairman of the board and members for the HFPD and TCLS: Jim
introduced the board and the clerk.

3. Public Safety Facility Committee Members: Bob Mountjoy introduced
the committee members.

B. Summary
1. Consequences
Jim talked about the consequences. See attachment 1.
2. Issues - PowerPoint
The PowerPoint was presented by Dave Loeffler.
3. Solutions Dave Carrothers went over the solutions. See attachment 2.

Bob Mountjoy presented what the committee meeting does and what they
have been planning. Since last February they have had 2 meeting’s a month
to provide the assistance and support of the district. In those meetings they
have talked about how to support the HFPD. Dick Murray is really good of
listing out what tasks they have completed. A few of the activities are: Site
selection, The site was donated and they proceed with boundary surveys,
multiple grants, raffle of the go-cart, CDBG was applied and we will receive it
by next month. It is a planning grant. We are seeking additional funding.

The funds we receive will not pay for the total amount of the planning
documents so we are looking for additional funds for the planning as well as
funding for the actual building. They have had a lot of continuing support and
communications with the TCLS to reduce the size by 1/3 of the building.

Bob stated this has been an educational effort. They have realized that the
volunteers really put in a lot of hours and time to take care of the community.
The assessment is for the maintenance and operation of the department not to
build the building. 2/3™ vote for a tax measure.

C. Questions and Concerns
What is the ISO rating. Insurance services organizations. A 1 rating would be the
most perfect fire department. Hayfork is rated at a 4. The public pay a cheaper
insurance rate. If the Hayfork fire department goes away the insurance would
probably go up and you may not get insurance with a new house you buy.
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Life support will be a tenant. Are they helping the fund the building? Landlord
Tenant relationship. Are they anticipating a paid fire chief or other staff. That is
in a long term goal. Record keeping and such. Al is working on a recruitment
grant to try to recruit new members. Bob and Dave have helped us out and have
really been big for the department. We need to be able to have someone come in
to devote time and inspections as a fire Marshall and at this time we are looking at
for a long term goal.
If the benefit assessment does not pass what will happen? We will start to chip
away of what we can afford. We will trim down and we will only be able to
service the area. Is the 1008 per parcel... is it developed parcels? No on all
parcels.
Statement: More and more retired people are coming to Hayfork. Older people
need more medical services.... Bob Flint has needed all the services in Hayfork
and he has nothing but good to say about the services. Has anyone thought of
selling the Ambulance facility to put toward the new building.
Michelle Endicott Statement.... We have an exceptional TCLS and HVFD. WE
are all busy and the volunteers come out to help us and our loved ones. She said
she is willing to pay that amount because it is for our safety. It is really important
to talk to our neighbors and explain why it is important. Becky Stetson: when we
have a meeting like this most people will not show up. It is important to be the
ambassadors to talk to all and really try to clear up the confusions.
Has the board looked into some sort of senior discount? We have not looked into
that. There may be a grant to help this. How come a land that is not developed
will be taxed? It would be a accounting nightmare. It can be wildland
prevention. How do you see this affecting the hospital vote? We are hoping that
the hospital vote will not affect us. The board has decided it was important to do
this. It is now or never. If there is additional funding is approved will we still get
the 30k from the county. Maybe we can use that to help support the elderly.
When the assessment passes when will start getting that money. If that does not
pass what will we do with the money? We will still use it for the department.
The money is not for the building so we will be able to better maintain the
equipment. What is the cost of the new smaller building? Bob Mountjoy said we
do not have a cost estimate as of yet. On the operating cost page

D. Approval of warrants.
MSC approval of warrants approved as submitted (Carrothers/ Yates)

E. Adjournment: MSC (yates/ Carrothers) 8:47 pm

For further information please feel free to contact the board directly at
PO Box 668, Hayfork, CA 96041. Your written requests will be discussed and responded
to if need be. Thank you for your support.
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AHachment 10

SPECIAL MEETING MINUTES OF
- THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS
MONDAY January 30, 2005 @ 6:00 PM
HAYFORK FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT

Present:

Jim Gonzalez
Dave Carrothers
Stan Stetson
Homer Yates
Dave Loeffler
Bob Young
Angonette Taft
Jim Taft

Al Saxton

Dick Murray
Absent:
Warren Clark

1.

2.

CALL TO ORDER 6:01 PM

ADDITIONS/CHANGES TO AGENDA
Add item b. Extension of Missey Dunatez for another 3 months.
CLOSED PERSONNEL SESSION

AGENDA ITEMS

a. Benefit Assessment

There has been some arguments on how much we decided for the
benefit assessment. Jim asked if the building committee could come
up with some alternatives of the assessment. 1,051 individual
owners, 1,573 different parcels. Murray showed us a use code on what
every parcel in Hayfork. He suggests taking the sorted excel file and
attach the right assessment value for each kind of parcel. Homer
suggests we asses 100 per parcel that it caps out at 5 parcels. Stan
says if we charge $100 per house and no more than $300 more with
their other parcels. Misc. discussion on the assessment value. The
more complicated the process of trying to assess their property the
more people are not going to understand and then just vote out. There
are two options on the table now. $100 per parcel with $500 cap. MSC
to adopting the revision of the multiple parcels (Stetson/ Yates)
structure. Which reads as follows.... Measure ..... (copy it to this
minuets.

b. Extension of Missey Dunatez contract.
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She has 49 inquiries and some applications and appointments. Jim
suggested that we extend for 3 months and at the end of 2 months so
we can have a full report. MSC to extend her contract for 3 months
and at the end of 2 months we would need a full report. (Carrothers/
Stetson)

c. New pubic meeting time will be February 18", 2006. Next regular
scheduled meeting will be on Monday 13™, 2006 at 6:00 pm.

ADJOURNMENT MSC (Carrothers/ Yates) 8:00 pm
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A New Fire House
The Haytork Fire Protection District must build a
new fire and emergency medical facility to better
mecet public safety needs. The current fire house
was built in 1950 by community volunteers and
no longer meets state and federal regulations.
Duc to the strict requirements, community
support is vital to prevent the loss of emergency
services. The current building does not comply
1) CAL OSHA (venting
exhaust, crew quarters, and hazardous material

with — equipment

and compressed gas  storage). 2) American

Disabilities Act compliance. 3) Trallic salety. 4)
Earthquake standards, 3) Romero Bill requires
space  for new and un-funded

morce many

lirclighter training sessions

The present fire house is packed with equipment

and six vehicles, and there is no room for
expansion at the current site. A joint facility is
planned to take advantage of a larger range ol

lunding opportunities for the project.

Mountain Valley Elder Care has generously
donated a one acre site for the construction of the
The donated land is located on the
Hyampom Road. adjacent to the recently built
Elder Care Apartments.  With
support. the new public satety facilicy will fulfill
the current & future needs of both departments.

building.

community

Current Facilities:
Hayfork Volunteer Fire Deportment (Left)
Trinity County Life Support (Right)

Improved Fire Service

Along with the new facility, the District
proposes expanding to include the entire
Hayfork Valley.  The current boundaries
include only six square miles. but the units
respond to emergencies outside of the
present District when it has volunteers and
cquipment available. The Districe will also
The
annexation would allow for the district to
365 day-a

service to this arca. and potentially

suggest a future benelit assessment.
provide 24 hour 7 day a week
vear
reduce tire insurance premiums.

s g HELoff

Public Sofety Facility Planning Sketch

Statistics

Currently  the Hayvfork Volunteer Fire
Department Trinity  County Life

Support respond to approximately 400 calls

and

per year for emergency assistance.
medical
calls are

these responsces dre [or

emergencies, and 23% of these

outside of the current district.

Committee Organization
A Public Safety Building Committee has
been working to accomplish the tasks of
planning and constructing the new facility.
Currently the group is actively pursuing
developing both

[undraising and marketing campaigns to

grant funding and i<

reach the goal

73% of

Hayfork ISO Rating
Insurance Service Organization (ISO) rates
are based upon a 1 to 10 rating system.
Individual ratings determine the premiums
paid for fire insurance costs for each fire
district across the country. The Hayfork
Fire Protection District currently holds an
emergency response rating (ISO) of four
(4). Two of the largest Fire Departments
in the United States (New York and San
Francisco) currently hold an ISO rating of
two (2).

To support and provide the continuance
of your local fire service, please support
the passage of the proposed district
annexation, the benefit assessment, as
well as the new construction project!

Help to insure that THIS does not
become a regular event in our
communities!!

=
LT
P
“ o

1ot}

Hayfork Fire Protection District
P.O. Box 668
Hayfork, CA 96041
For more information contact:
Pam Swanson
(530) 628-5610



echiment 1

Hayfork approves Measure F

Seventy-one percent of Hayfork voters on Tuesday decided they wanted to ensure the survival of
the Hayfork Volunteer Fire Department. They voted yes for Measure F, which will impose an annual
$100 benefit assessment per parcel and expand the Hayfork Fire Protection District.

Because the measure creates a new tax, it required approval by two-thirds of the voters casting
ballots.

Those voting no amounted to 29 percent.

Yes votes totaled 506 and no votes totaled 209.

In introducing the measure last January, Fire Commissioner Dave Carrothers had commented, “If
we can’t annex and we're not successful in getting a benefit assessment, then we're going to have
to cut what we do.”

That could have meant responding only to calls in the downtown area included in the district's
current boundaries.

Carrothers also noted that the department’s engines range in age from 28 to 43 years.

The expansion of the district’s territory will be from just the downtown area to include the entire
Hayfork Valley. However, the Fire Department already responds to calls in that larger area.
Estimated revenue from the benefit assessment will be $160,000, and the plan is to use that for
department operations. The largest chunk would go toward vehicle repair, service and
‘replacement, Carrothers said.
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HHachment 14
LAFCO

TRINITY LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION
-~ 60 GLEN ROAD
< P.O.BOX 2819

WEAVERVILLE, CA 96093
(530) 623-1351 FAX (530} 6231353

August 25, 2006

Board of Directors CERTIFIED MAIL
Hayfork Fire Protection District RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
P.O. Box 668

Hayfork, CA 96041

Dear Board Members:

Enclosed please find Certificate of Completion for the Hayfork Fire Protection District
community annex. All necessary paperwork has been forwarded to the State Board of
Equalization with the fees you submitted. Copies were also sent to the Trinity County

Assessor and Auditor.

This application with LAFCO is completed. If you have any questions, please do not
hesitate to contact this office.

Sincerely,

Aot fwotre

Ruth Hanover
LAFCO Clerk

Enclosure
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When Recorded Return To:

Trinity LAFCo
P.O. Box 2819
Weaverville, CA 96093

BE:@1P

(Al

hate: &/22 /260
Filed ty: COUMTY
Filed & Recorded in Official Records
of TRINITY COURTY. Ui

FORSLUND
ECORDER

D-..R

CERTIFICATE OF COMPLETION

Pursuant to Government Code Section 57200, this Certificate of Completion is hereby issued by
the Executive Officer of Trinity Local Agency Formation Commission located in the County of

Trinity, State of California.

The short-form designation, as determined by LAFCo, is: LAFCo File #LAF-06-02,
Hayfork Fire District SOI and Annexation.

The name of each district involved in this formation and the type of formation ordered
for said district is as follows:

District Type of Change of Organization

Hayfork Fire Protection District SOI Amendment and Annexation

The above listed district is located within the following courity: Trinity

A description of the boundaries of the above cited change of organization is shown on
the attached map and legal description included in Resolution No. LAFCO-06-02,
marked Exhibit “A” and by reference incorporated herein.

Terms and conditions of the reorganization of the reorganization are included in
Resolution No. LAFCO-06-02, attached as Exhibit “A”, and by reference

incorporated herein.

The territory involved in this formation is inhabited.

A certified copy of the resolution approving this proposal by the Trinity County Local Agency
Formation Commission is attached hereto as Exhibit “A”.
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Certificate of Completion
HFPD - SOI & Annex.

I, John Jelicich, Executive Officer of Trinity Local Agency Formation Commission, do hereby
certify that I have examined the above cited resolution, the map, legal description, terms and
conditions of the LAFCO approval and find that the formation is complete. The effective date of

the formation is June 29, 2006.

o-29- 0l
Date John Alan Jelicich, Executive Officer
Trinity Local Agency Formation Commission

BYQMMMM_;
Jeédnne Bonomini, Asst. Executive Officer
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EXHIBIT "A"
TRINITY LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

24™ DAY OF January, 2006

RESOLUTION NO. LAFCO-06-02

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE
“ANNEXATION OF 2005 ANNEXATION
TO HAYFORK FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT
(LAF-05-01)

The following Resolution is now offered and read:

WHEREAS, a proposal for the annexation of certain territory to the Hayfork Fire Protection
District (HFPD) in the County of Trinity has been filed with the Executive Officer of this Commission
pursuant to Title 5, Division 3, commencing with Section 56000 of the Government Code; and

WHEREAS, the proposal is for the annexation of an area of approx1mate1y 25,200 acres, resulting
in nearly all of Hayfork Valley being included within the HFPD; and

WHEREAS, the Executive Officer has reviewed the proposal and prepared a report, including his
recommendation thereon, the proposal and report having been presented to and considered by this

" Commission; and

WHEREAS, this Commission called for and held a public hearing on the proposal on January 24,
2006 and at the hearing this Commission heard and received all oral and written protests, objections and
evidence which were made, presented or filed, and all persons present were given an opportunity to hear
and be heard with respect to this proposal and the report of the Executive Officer; and

WHEREAS, the area to be annexed lies within the Sphere of Influence of the HFPD.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AND ORDERED that the Trinity Local Agency
Formation Commission does hereby determine as follows:

1. The proposal is approved, subject to the following terms and conditions.

Voters must vote on and approve a benefit assessment to fund current and future services.
The amount of the assessment would need to generate approximately $160,000 per year.

2. The boundaries of the annexation are hereby approved as described in Exhibit A (legal
description) and Exhibit B (Map) attached hereto and by this reference incorporated herein.
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The territory to be annexed includes approximately 25,200 acres, is found to be inhabited, and
is assigned the following distinctive short-term designation: "Annexation of 2005”
Annexation to the Hayfork Fire Protection District.

The Executive Officer of the Trinity Local Agency Formation Commission is designated the
conducting authority, and is hereby authorized to conduct subsequent proceedings in
compliance with this resolution.

The effective date of the annexation shall be the date that the Certificate of Completion is
recorded with the Trinity County Recorder.

All subsequent proceedings in connection with this reorganization shall be conducted only in
compliance with the approved boundaries set forth in the attachments and any terms and
conditions specified in this resolution.

To the extent that there are disputes regarding the meaning or implementation of these terms
and conditions, Trinity LAFCO shall resolve such disputes.

The Executive Officer is hereby authorized and directed to mail certified coples of this
resolution as prov1ded in Section 56853 of the Government Code.

PASSED AND ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the Trinity Local Agency Formation
Commission held on the 24™ day of January, 2006 by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

Commissioners Roger Jaegel, Howard Freeman, Jeff Morris, Robert Winkler, Jerry
Hurlbert, and Gary Seppanen.

None

ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Commissioner Lyle Hymas
_Gary Seppansg, C airman of the
Trinity Local Agency Formation Commission,
County of Trinity, State of California
ATTEST:
John Alan Jelicich

Trinity LAFCO Executive Secretary,
County of Trinity, State of California

By: O ragnt Bonmmand
Mrinity LAFCO Clerk
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HAYFORK FIRE DISTRICT
PROPOSED BOUNDARY 1/5/2006

All that land lying within the County of Trinity, State of California being in Township 30 North, Ranges 11 and 12 West,
Township 31 North, Ranges 10, 11 and 12 West, and Township 32 North, Ranges 10, 11 and 12 West according to the
official plats thereof, described as follows:

Beginning at the Southwest corner of Section 8, T.31 N., R.12 W., M.D.M.; thence

North along section lines to the Northwest corner of Section 5, T.31 N., R.12 W., M.D.M.; thence

North along section lines to the Northwest corner of Section 5, T.31 N., R.12 W., M.D.M. common with the Southwest
corner of Section 32, T.32 N,, R.12 W., M. D. M.; thence

North along section lines to the Northwest corner of the SW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of said Section 32; thence

East along 1/16 section lines to the Northeast corner of the SE 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of said Section 32.; thence

South along section lines to the Southeast corner of said Section 32; thence

East along township lines to the North 1/4 corner of said Section 4; thence

South along mid section lines to the Northwest corner of the SW 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of said Section 4; thence

East along 1/16 section lines to the Northeast corner of the SW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Section 3, T.31N.,R.12W., M.D. M.;
thence

North along 1/16 section lines to the Northwest corner of the NE 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of said Section 3; thence

East along 1/16 section lines to the center of said Section 3; thence

North along mid section lines to the North 1/4 corner of said Section 3; thence

East along township lines to the Southwest corner of Section 35, T.32 N., R.12 W., M. D. M.; thence

North along section lines to the NW corner of the SW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Section 26, T.32N., R.12 W., M.
D. M.; thence

East along 1/64 section lines to the Northeast corner of the SE 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of said Section 26; thence
South along section lines to the Northwest corner of Section 36, T.32 N., R.12 W., M.D.M.; thence

East along section lines to the Southwest corner of the SE 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Section 30, T.32N., R.11 W, M.D.M.;
thence

North along 1/16 section lines to the Northwest corner of the NE 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of said Section 30; thence

East along section line to the Northeast corner of said Section 30; thence

South along section line to the Northwest corner of the SW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Section 29, T.32 N., R.11 W., M.D.M.;
thence

East along 1/16 section lines to the Northeast corner of the SE 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of said Section 29; thence

North along section lines to the Northwest corner of the SW 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Section 28, T.32N., R.11 W., M.D.M,;
thence _

East along 1/16 section lines to the Northeast corner of the SE 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of said Section 28; thence

South along section lines to the Northwest corner of the SW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Section 27, T.32N., R.11
W., M.D.M.; thence

East along 1/64 section lines to the Northeast corner of the SE 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of said Section 27; thence
South along mid section line to the center of said Section 27; thence

East along 1/16 section lines to the Northeast corner of the NW 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of said Section 27; thence

East along 1/16 section lines to the Northeast corner of the SW 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of Section 26, T.32N.,R.11W., M.D.M,;
thence

East along section lines to the Southwest corner of Section 25, T.32 N., R.11 W., M.D.M.; thence

North along section lines to the Northwest corner of the SW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of said Section 25; thence
East along 1/64 section lines to the Northeast corner of the SW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of said Section 25; thence
South along 1/64 section lines to the Southeast corner of the SW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of said Section 25;
thence

East along section lines to the Northeast corner of Section 32, T.32 N., R.10 W., M.D.M.; thence

South along section lines to the Southeast corner of said Section 32; thence

West along township lines to the Northeast corner of Section 6, T.31 N., R.10 W,, M.D.M.; thence

South along section lines to the Southeast corner of the NE 1/4 of said Section 6; thence

West along mid section line to the Southwest corner of the NW 1/4 of said Section 6; thence

South along township lines to the Southeast corner of Section 1, T.31 N., R.11 W_, M.D.M.; thence

West along section lines to the Southwest corner of the SE 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of Section 2, T.31 N, R.11 W., M.D.M,;
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thence
North along 1/16 section lines to the Southeast corner of the SW 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of said Section 2; thence

West along mid section lines to the Northeast corner of the NE 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Section 3, T.31 N., R.11W., M.D.M.;
thence

South along mid section line to the Southeast corner of the NE 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of said Section 3; thence

West along 1/16 section lines to the Southwest corner of the NE 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of said Section 3; thence

South along 1/16 section lines to the Northwest corner of the SE 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Section 10, T.31N., R.11W. M.D.M.;
thence

East along 1/16 section lines to the Northeast corner of the SE 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of said Section 10; thence

South along mid section line to the Southeast corner of the SE 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of said Section 10; thence

West along mid section lines to the Northeast corner of the NW 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of Section 8, T.31 N., R.11 W., M.D.M;
thence

West along 1/16 section lines to the Northeast corner of the SW 1/4.of the SW 1/4 of said Section 8; thence

South along 1/16 section lines to the Southeast corner of the SW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of said Section 8; thence

West along section lines to the Northeast corner of Section 18, T.31 N., R.11 W., M.D.M.; thence

South along section lines to the Southeast corner of the SE 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of said Section 18; thence

West along mid section lines to the Northeast corner of the NE 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Section 13, T.31 N., R.12W., M.D.M,;

thence
South along township lines to the Southeast corner of the SE 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Section 24, T.31 N., R.12W., M.D.M,;

thence

West along mid section lines to the Northeast corner of the NW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of said Section 24; thence

South along 1/16 section lines to the Northwest corner of the SE 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Section 25, T.31 N., R.11 W,,
M.D.M.; thence

East along 1/16 section lines to the Northeast corner of the SE 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of said Section 25; thence

South along mid section lines to the Northwest corner of the SW 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of Section 36, T.31 N,,R.11W.,M.D.M.;
thence

East along 1/16 section lines to the Northeast corner of the SE 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of said Section 36; thence

South along township lines to the Southeast corner of said Section 36; thence

East along township lines to the Northeast corner of the NW 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Section 1, T.30 N., R.12 W., M.D.M.;

thence
South along 1/16 section lines to the Northwest corner of the NE 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Section 12, T.30 N., R.12 W M.D.M;

thence

South along township lines to the Northwest corner of Section 18, T.30 N., R.11 W., M.D.M.; thence

. East along section lines to the Northeast corner of Section 16, T.30 N., R.11 W., M.D.M.; thence

South along section lines to the Southeast corner of said Section 16; thence

West along section lines to the Northeast corner of Section 20, T.30 N., R.11 W., M.D.M.; thence

South along section lines to the Southeast corner of the NE 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Section 29, T.30N,, R.11 W, M.D.M,;
thence '

West along 1/16 section lines to the Southwest corner of the NE 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of said Section 29; thence

North along 1/16 section lines to the Northwest corner of the NE 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of said Section 29; thence

West along section lines to the Southwest corner of Section 20, .T.30 N., R.11 W., M.D.M.; thence

North along section lines to the Southeast corner of the NE 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Section 19, T.30N., R.11 W., M.D.M;
thence

East along 1/16 section lines to the Southwest corner of the NE 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of said Section 19; thence

North along 1/16 section lines to the Northwest corner of the NE 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of said Section 19; thence

West along section lines to the Southwest corner of Section 18, T.30 N., R.11 W., M.D.M.; thence

North along township lines to the Southeast corner of the NE 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of Section 13, T.30N., R.12 W, M.D.M,;
thence

West along 1/16 section lines to the Southwest corner of the NE 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of said Section 13; thence

North along 1/16 section lines to the Southeast corner of the SW 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of said Section 13; thence

West along mid section lines to the Southwest corner of the SW 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of said Section 13; thence

North along mid section lines to the Southeast corner of the NE 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of said Section 13; thence

West along 1/16 section lines to the Southwest corner of the NE 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of said Section 13; thence

North along 1/16 section lines to the Southeast corner of the NW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Section 12, T.30 N., R.12 W,

M.D.M.; thence
West along 1/16 section lines to the Southwest corner of the NW 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of Section 11, T.30N., R.12W.,M.D.M,;
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thence
North along 1/16 section lines to the Northwest corner of the SW 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of said Section 11; thence

East along 1/16 section lines to the Southwest corner of the NW 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Section 12, T.30N., R.12W.,M.D.M,;
thence '

North along section lines to the Northwest corner of Section 1, T.30 N., R.12 W., M.D.M.; thence

West along township lines to the Southwest corner of Section 36, T.31 N., R.12 W., M.D.M.; thence

North along section lines to the Southeast corner of Section 26, T.31 N., R.12 W., M.D.M.; thence

West along section lines to the Southwest corner of said Section 26; thence

North along section lines to the Southeast corner of Section 22, T.31 N., R.12 W., M.D.M.; thence

West along section lines to the Southwest corner of the SE 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Section 21, T.30 N., R.12W., M.D.M,;
thence

North along 1/16 section lines to the Northwest corner of the SE 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of said Section 21; thence

East along 1/16 section lines to the Southwest corner of the NW 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of said Section 21; thence

North along 1/16 section lines to the Northwest corner of the NW 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of said Section 21; thence

West along section lines to the Southwest corner of Section 16, T.31 N., R.12 W., M.D.M.; thence

North along section lines to the Southeast corner of Section 8, T.31 N., R.12 W., M.D.M.; thence

West along section lines to the Southwest corner of said Section 8 and the Point of Beginning of this description.
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