CITY OF GRANITE FALLS

ORDINANCE NO. 709-05

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF GRANITE FALLS AMENDING SECTION 3
OF ORDINANCE NO. 639 SETTING THE COSTS FOR IMPACT FEES ON
RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT FOR COMMON SCHOOL FACILITIES, AND
ADOPTING THE GRANITE FALLS SCHOOL DISTRICT CAPITAL FACILITIES
PLAN FOR THE PERIOD OF 2004 — 2009. '

THE CITY COUNCIL OF GRANITE FALLS DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1.
The impact mitigation fee is based on the Capital Facilities Plan developed and
approved by the Granite Falls School District for the period of 2004 — 2009 is

hereby adopted by the City of Granite Falls.

Section 2.
Assessment of Impact Fees shall be determined as follows:

1)

2.

No building permit shall be issued for a development in the City unless the
impact fee is calculated and imposed pursuant to this ordinance.

The City shall impose and the School District shall collect impact fees,
based on the schedule in Appendix A, as determined from Appendix B
and C, from any applicant seeking a land use permit or approval and/or a
building permit for the city for any residential development activity within
the city, provided that the city shall reevaluate the fees at the time school
impact fees are considered by Snchomish County for the remainder of the
distract.

Impact fees shall be paid at the time of building permit issuance, based on
the fee schedule in place at the time of permit application. The city staff
shall verify that all required school impact fees and/or credits have been
collected prior to permit issuance.

The fee will be collected by the School District as per interlocal agreement
on collection procedures adopted by the City and the School District on
July 25, 1998, as a part of Ordinance no. 588.

The impact mitigation fee shall be based on a capital facilities plan
approved by the District, and adopted by the City.
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This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect five days from and after its
passage and publication as required by law.

Passed by the City Council of the City of Granite Falls, Washington, at its regular
meeting thereof and approved by the Mayor this G day of February, 2005.

Q/f%/ /Cg}/m%u

(/ y "MAYOR

ATTEST:

MY
City Clgrk

APPRQVED AS TO FORM:
CWM%{/ ‘

DATE OF READING: Feb q ;‘«9‘0?55
DATE OF PUBLICATION:  Februa® 13,4 08
EFFECTIVE DATE: Fe.bruga C]L 18,
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APPENDIX A

The school impact fee shall be calculated in accordance with the formula
established in the Capital Facilities Plan. Such school impact fees shall be as

follows:

Appendix B
SINGLE FAMILY UNIT $1879.75
Appendix C
MULTI FAMILY UNIT $2252.32

2 Bedroom or more



Single Family Unit

Sita Acquisition Cost

APPENDIX B

Page 4

Acres .
Eiem 0.0 x costiacre 55,000.00 /capacily of students 600 00 x student facter 0.397 0:00
MS .06 55.000.00 600.000 0.211 0.00
HS& 0.00 55,000.00 840 opa 0,222 0.00
: D.00
School Construction Cost
Eslimated Cos! .
Elem : 0.00 1 capacity of students 600.000 x student factor 0.387 0,00
MS ’ 0.00 / capacity of students 600.000 X student factor 0.241 0.00
HS 32,000,000.00 ! capacity of students 800,000 x student factor 0.222 8,880.00
. ' : 8,860.00
x Permanent 8g. FL. 228,625.000 /Toial Sq.FL 237,625.000 8,581.04
Relocatable Facilities Cost ]
Elem . 0.0 Hacility size - xstedent factor ©0.397 0.00
MS 0.00 Hacility size - xstudent factor 0.211 0.00
HS 300,G600.00 Hacility.size 88.000 x siudentfaclor 0.222 756.82
: 756.82
' x Portable Sq. Ft. 8,000.000 fTolel Sg. Ft. 237,625.000 25.48
CREDITS: ’ )
State Match Credit
BOECKH Index , : : . i
Elem*- 129.81 *SqFtAlw 80.00 * Stafe Match % 0.671 xstudent factor 0.387 0.50
Ms 128,81 * SgFtAllw 100.06 * Staie Malch % 0 671 xstudent factor 0.211 - 0.00
HS ’ 129.81 * SqFi{Alw 120.00 *State Match % 0.671 xstudent factor 0,222 2,320.07
* There is no permanent contruction planned. 2.320.07
Tax Payment Credit
514% R= Interest Rate - . i :
7.00 Y= Years to pay off bond H];;'TE%]\% x district prop tax rate 0.00191 xavgassdvalue  172,856.00 2,526.96
Elective Adjustment :
Elem 0.00
Ms 0.00
HS Q.00
0.00
Calculation of Total Impact Fee
Total Site Acquisition Cost Element ) .
Total Scheol Construction Cost Element 8,581.04
Total Relocatable Facilities Cost Eiement 25,48
{Less: Total Stale Match Gredil) ' (2,320.07)
{Less: Total Tex Payment Credit} (2,526.96}
{Less: Elective Adjustment by District .
3,758.50
TOTAL IMPACT MITIGATION FEE § 3,769.50
1/2 of Total Mitigation Fee & 1,879.75
[IMPACT MITIGATION FEE $ 1,879.75 |
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Muttl-Farnily Unit (2 bedroom+)

Site Acquisition Cost’
0.523 = 0.00

- Acres

Etemn 0.00 x cosl/acre 55,000.00 [ capacity of students 600.00 x siudent faclor 7
MS 0,00 ° . 55,000.00 . 600.00 0.279 0.00
HS ) 0.00 ' 55,000.00 800.00 -. 0.293 ! 0.00
: s 0.00

School Conslruction Cost
Esfimaled Cost

Elem ‘ 0.00 { capacily of students 600.000 x student factor 0,523 . 0.0G
MS - . 0.00 . [ capacity of students 800.000 x sludent factar’ 0.279 0.00
~ HS 32,000,000.00 . I capacity of students 800.000 x student factor 0.283 11,720.00
‘ ] : 11,720,00
x Permanent 8q. Ft. 220,625.00 /Total Sg. Ft. 237,625.00 . 11,325.43

-Relocafable Facliities Cost

Eiem D.bD ffacility size ' 0.00 xsiudentfactor 0.523 .00
MS 0.00 Hacllity size 0.00 x student factor 0.279 : ' 0.00
HS 300,000.00 facility size BB.00 x sfudent factor £.293 998 .86
o : - 998.86
’ . x Portable Sq. Ft. ) 8,000.00 /Total Sg. Ft. 237,625.00 33.63
CREDITS: -
State Match Credit
- BOECKH Index - ’ . - .
Elem* ) 126.81 * Sg Ft Allw BO.00 * Sfate Maich % . 0.671 xstudent factor 0.523 0.00
MSs 129.81 * 5qFt Allw 100.00 * State Match % - 0.671 "x student factor 0.279° 2,428.80
MS - 129.81 * Sg Ft Allw 120.00 * State Match % ~ 0.671 xstudent factor 0.293 3,062.07
* There is no permanent contruction planned. 5,491.87
Tax Paym ent Credit ,
‘ 5.14% R= Inferest Rate . , .
. 7.00 Y =Years to pay off bond ] [;()ﬁ]‘-\zl)j x district prop tex rate 0.00191 xavg assd value  93,259.00 1,362.55
‘Elective Adjustment A S ‘
Elem : T . _ : o 0.00
MS S ' . - 0.00
HS o . - . 0.00
Calctiation of Total Impact Fee
Tetal Site Acquisition Cost Element - -
_ Total Schoo! Construction Cost Element 11,325.43
Tatal Relocatable Facilities Cost Element 33.63
(Less: Tota! State Match Credit) - (5,491.87)
{Less: Total Tax Payment Credit) (1,362,55)
{Less: Elective Adjustment by District c -
' 4,504.64
TOTAL IMPAGT MITIGATION FEE $ 4,504.64
1/2 of Totel Mitigation Fee 3 2,252,32
|IMPACT MITIGATION FEE % 2,252,32 j .




Sent By: GFSD;

Table 30.66C.100(1)
__SCHOOL IMPACT MITIGATION FEES

3806814459;

Jan-13-05 12:02PM;
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Aington | (($2810) 50000 (S2460)80.00 | (545398 $1,476.00
No. 18 _

((Paringion (($460)) ($307) {($446))

| No-—330)) . —
Edmonds $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 0.00
No. 15 .
Everett (($3070))$2,124.00 $0.00(  (($632))3801.00 $601.00
No. 2 , ' R
Granite | (($2324.26))81.879.75 $0.00 | (($2529-40))$2.252.32 $2.252.32
Falis

No. 332 N .

Lake (($2674))83715.00 $0.00 | {(3+464))$1423.00 $1423.00
Stevens

No. 4 B

| 'akewood (($4448))$522.00 $0.00| (($4752))$1.198.00 1.198.00
No. 306

Marysvile |  (($4474))$5.975.00 $0.00| (($3402))$4.392.00 $4.392.00
No. 25 ‘

Monroe No. | (($3262))$3.800.00 | (($272))£18.00 | (($4404))$3,494.00 $3,404.00
103 ' |
Mukiitso (($3563))$3 59500 $0.00 | (($4468))$1.265.00 $1,265,00
No. & . o

Northshore $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
No. 417

Snchomish |  (($3506))$5.798.00 $0.00 |~ ((69308))$2.017.00 $2.017.00
No. 203 ~
Stanwood | ((§0:00))$2,242.00 $0.00 (§000))31.042.00 | «$1240.00%)
No, 401 $1,042.00
Sultan No. (($1003))$2,166.00 $0.00 (($4048))$1,735.00 $1,735.00
FA X '

AMENDED ORDINANCE NO. 04-118

ADOPTING 2004-2009 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLANS FOR THE
ARLINGTON, EDMONBS, EVERETT, GRANITE FALLS, LAKE STEVENS, LAKEWOOD,
MARYSVILLE, MONROE, MUKILTED, NORTHSHORE, SNOHOMISH, STANWOODICAMAND
ISLAND AND SULTAN BCHOOL DISTRICTS A5 FART OF THE GMA COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
PLRSUANT TO SCC 30.66C.020; AMENDING AMENDED QRDINANCE 94-125; AMENDING
THE SCHOOL IMPACT FEE SCHEDULE Y 5CC 30.66C.100

Page 8 of 9




Prepared for Sn_ohom'ish County
Planning Department

August 18, 2004




CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN
GRANITE FALLS
SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 332

BOARD OF DIRECTORS

Rick Short
Ross Londerville
Becky Brown
Siobhan Sullivan
Bob Quarterman

SUPERINTENDENT
Joel Thaut

Plan adopted by Board of Directors on August 18, 2004 |

For information regarding the Granite Falls School District Capital Facilities
plan, contact the District at (360} 691-7717.
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Section 1 -- Introduction

‘Purpose of fhe Capital
Facilities Plan

This Capital Facilities Plan (CFP) is
intended to provide the Granite Falls
School District, Snohomish County, and
other jurisdictions with a description of
facilities needed to accommodate
projected student enrollment at acceptable
levels of service over the next 20 years,
and a more detailed schedule and
financing program for capital
improvement over the next six years
(2004 — 2009). In accordance with the
Growth Management Act (WAC 365-195-
315), this CFP contains the following
required elements:

e An inventory of existing capital
facilities owned by the District,
showing the locations and capacities of
the facilities.

e A forecast of the future needs for
“capital facilities owned and operated
by the District.

e The proposed locations and capacities
of expanded or new capital facilities.

e A six-year plan for financing capital
facilities within projected funding
capacities, which clearly identifies
sources of public money for such
purposes.

The Growth Management Act also
requires reassessment of the land use
element if probabie funding falls short of

. meeting existing needs and to ensure that
the land use element, capital facilities plan
element and financing plan within the
capital facilities plan element are

coordinated and consistent. This Capital
Facilities Plan is intended to provide local
jurisdictions with information on the
School District's ability to accommodate
projected population and enrollment
demands anticipated through
implementation of various comprehensive
plan land use alternatives.

In addition to the elements required by the
Growth Management Act, this CFP
provides supporting documentation for the
variables used to calculate development
impact fees, The role of impact fees in
funding school construction is addressed
in Section 8 of this report.

Overview of the Granite Falls

School District

The City of Granite Falls is located 14
miles east of Everett in Snohomish

. County, Washington. The Granite Falls

School District, consisting of
approximately 600 square miles, is
bordered by Arlington and Darrington
School Districts to the north, Lake Stevens
and Marysville School Districts to the
west, and Snohomish and Sultan School
Districts to the south. The District
currently serves a student population of
2,380 as of October 1, 2003, headcount)
with two elementary schools, one middle
school, and one high school., Elementary
schools provide educational programs for
students in kindergarten through grade
five. Middle school serves grades six
through eight, and the high school serves
grades nine through twelve.

Granite Falls School District — Capital Facilities Plan
Section I/ntroduction
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Significant Issues Related to
Facility Planning in the
-Granite Falls School District

The most significant issue facing the
Granite Falls School District (in terms of
providing classroom capacity to-
accommodate existing and projected
demands) is the growth of the middle and
high school enrollment. A new high
school is planned by the year 2007, but
additional classroom space will be
required prior fo that time.

Facilities are inadequate in the following
areas: '

. Elementary ciaésrooms;
e Middle School classrooms; and

e High School classrooms.

May 2004
Page 2
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Section 2 -- Definitions

‘Throughout this Capital Facilities Plan a
number of terms are used which are
defined as follows:

Appendix F: Appendix F of the
Snohomish County Growth Management
Act (GMA) Comprehensive Plan also
referred to as the General Policy Plan.

Average Assessed Value: Means the
average assessed value by dwelling unit
type of all residential units constructed
within the district.

Boeckh Index: WAC 180-27-060
establishes guidelines for determining the
per square-foot area cost allowance for
new school construction. Washington
State uses what is called a "Boeckh
Index." The Boeckh Index is the average
of a seven-city building cost index for
commercial and factory buildings in ,
Washington State, as reported by the E.H.
Boeckh Company. The index is adjusted
every two months from a base index of
$74.87, which was established in 1984."
The current construction trade index of
construction costs for each school type.

Capital Facilities: School facilities
identified in a school district's capital
facilities plan and are "system
improvements" as defined by the GMA as
opposed to localized "project
improvements."

[Paying For Growth's Impacts - A Guide To
Impact Fees, State of Washington Department of
Community Development Growth Management
Division, January 1992,

CFP: Capital Facilities Plan - refers to
this document. A district's facilities plan
adopted by its school board consisting of
those elements required by Chapter
30.66C.21 SCC and meeting the
requirements of the GMA,

Council: The Snohomish County
Couneil. '

Developer: The proponent of a
development activity, such as any person
or entity who owns or holds purchase
options or other development control over
property for which development activity is
proposed.

Development: All subdivisions, short
subdivisions, conditional or special use
permits, binding site plan approvals,
rezones accompanied by an official site
plan, or building permits (including
building permits for multi-family and
duplex residential structures, and all
similar uses) and other applications
requiring land use permits or approval by
Snohomish County. '

Granite Falls School District — Capital Facilities Plan
Section 2/Definitions
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Development Activity: Any residential
construction or expansion of a building, .
structure or use of land, or any other
change in use of a building, structure, or
land that creates additional demand and
need for school facilities, but excluding
building permits for attached or detached
accessory apartments, and remodeling or
renovation permits which do not result in
additional dwelling units. Also excluded
from this definition is "Housing for Older
Persons” as defined by 46 U.S.C. § 3607,
when guaranteed by a restrictive covenant,
and new single-family detached units
constructed on legal lots created prior to
May 1, 1991.

Development Approval: Any written -
authorization from the county which
authorized the commencement of a
development activity.

Director: The Director of Snohomish
County Department of Planning and
Development Services, or the directors’” -

designee.

District: A school district whose
geographic boundaries include areas
within Snohomish County. In this
document it meéans the Granite Falls
School District #332,

District Property Tax Levy Rate: The
district's current capital property tax rate
per thousand dollars of assessed value.

Dwelling Unit Type: (1) Single-family
residences, (2) multi-family one-bedroom
apartment or condominium units, and (3)
multi-family multiple-bedroom apartment
or condominium units.

DCD: Washington State Department of
Community Development

Encumbered: School impact fees
identified by the disirict to be committed
as part of the funding for capital facilities
for which the publicly funded share has
been assured, development approvals have -
been sought, or construction contracts =
have been let.,

Estimated Facility Construction Cost:
The planned costs of new schools or the -
actual construction costs of schools of the
same grade span recently constructed by
the district, including on site and off-site
improvement costs. If the district does not
have this cost information available,
construction costs of school facilities of -
the same or similar grade span with
another district are acceptable.

Facility Design Capacity: The number of
students each school type is designed to
accommodate based on the district’s
standard of service as determined by the

district.

FTE (Full Time Equivalent): Thisis a
means of measuring student enrollment
based on the number of hours pér day i in
attendance at schools. A student is ,
considered an FTE if he/she is enrolled for
the equivalent of a full schedule each
school day. Kindergarten students, for
example, attend half-day programs and
therefore are counted as 0.5 FTE.

GFA (per student): Gross floor arca per
student. '

Grade Span: A category into which a
district groups its grades of students (e.g.
elementary, middle, ]unlor high and high.
school).

Granite Falls School District — Capital Facilities Plan
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GMA: Washington State Growth

Management Act. The Growth

Management Act, Chapter 17, Laws of the

State of Washington of 1990, 1% Ex. Sess.,

as now in existence or as hereafier
“amended.

Interest Rate: The current inerest rate as
stated in the Bond Buyer Twenty Bond
General Obligation Bond Index.

Land Cost per Acre: The estimated
average land acquisition cost per acre (in
current dollars) based on recent site
acquisition costs, comparisons of
comparable site acquisition costs in other
districts, or the average assessed value per
acre of properties comparable to school
sites located within the district.

Multi-Family Unit: Any residential
dwelling unit that is not a single-family
unit as defined by this ordinance.

OFM: Washington State Office of
Financial Management.

OSPI: Washington State Office of the
Superintendent of Public Instruction.

Permanent Facilities: School facilities of
the district with a fixed foundation.

Relocatable Facilities: Factory-built
structures, transportable in one or more .
sections, that are designed to be used as
education spaces and are needed to
prevent the overbuilding of school
facilities, to meet the needs of service
areas within a district, or to cover the gap
between the time that families move into
new residential developments and the date
that construction is completed on
permanent school facilities.

Relocatable Facilities Cost: The total
cost, based on actual costs incurred by the
district, for purchasing and installing
portable classrooms.

Relocatable Facilities Student Capacity:
The rated capacity for a typical portable
classroom used for a specified grade span,

SEPA: Washington State Environmental
Policy Act. _

School Impact Fee: A payment of money
imposed upon development as a condition
of development approval to pay for school
facilities needed to serve new growth and
development. The school impact fee does
not include a reasonable permit fee, an
application fee, the administrative fee for
collecting and handling impact fees or the
cost of reviewing independent fee
calculations. :

Single-Family Dwelling Unit: Any
detached residential dwelling unit
designed for occupancy by a single family
or household.

Standard of Service: The standard
adopted by each district which identifies
the program year, the class size by grade
span and taking into account the
requirements of students with special
needs, the number of classrooms, the types
of facilities the district believes will best
serve its student population and other
factors as identified in the district's capital
facilities plan. The district's standard of
service shall not be adjusted for any
portion of the classrooms housed in
relocatable facilities which are used as
transitional facilities or from any
specialized facilities housed in relocatable
facilities.

Granite Falls School Distriet — Capital Facilities Plan
Section 2/Definitions
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State Match Percentage: The proportion
of funds that are provided to the district
for specific capital projects from the state's
. Common School Construction Fund.
These funds are disbursed based on a
formula which calculates district assessed
valuation per pupil relative to the whole
state assessed valuation per pupil to
establish the maximum percentage of the
total project eligibleto be paid by the
state. |

Student Factor or Student Generation
Rate (SGR): The numbers of students of
cach grade span (elementary, middle/jr.
high, high school) that a district
determines are typically generated by
different dwelling unit types within the
-district. Each school district will use a
survey or statistically valid methodology
~ to derive the specific student generation
rate, provided that the survey or.
methodology is approved by the =~
Snohomish County Council as part of the
adopted capital facilities plan for each
school district. '

Teaching Station: A facility space

- (classroom) specifically dedicated to

implementing the District's educational
program. In addition to traditional
classrooms, these spaces can include
computer labs, auditoriums, gymnasiums,.
music rooms and other special education
and resource rooms. '

Unhoused Students: District enrolled
students who are housed in portable or
temporary classroom space, or in
permanent classrooms in which the
maximum class size is exceeded.

WAC: Washington Administrative Code.

May 2004
Page 6
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- Section 3 -~ Student Enroliment Trends and

Projections

Historic Trends

Student envollment records dating back to
1973 were available from Snohomish
County. Student enrollment in the Granite
Falls School District has increased
significantly since 1973. The District has
encountered variable growth rates, with
some years being negative (such as -3.11%
in 1980 and ~7.03% in 1985) and other
years with high levels of growth (such as
13.5% in 1986 and 10.84% in 1992).

Current enrollment (headcount as of
October 1, 2003) is 2,380 students. Actual
enrollment by year is shown in Figare 1
below. Figure 2, on the following page,
provides a comparison of student
enrollment trends over the past 30 years
within the Granite Falls School District
and Snohomish County. Since 1973
average enrollment growth within the
District has exceeded the countywide
enrollment growth rate by about 143.2%. -
Historical student enrollment data is
provided in Appendix A.

Figure 1
Historical Enroliment
Granite Falls School District
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Figure 2
Annual Change in Student Enrollment
.Granite Falls School District vs. Snohomish County
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Recent Trends - FTE Student -
Enr_pllment

Facility needs are determined in part by
evaluating recent trends in Full Time
Equivalent (FTE) student enrollment.
Entrollment in elementary grades K-5
increased by 112 FTE students between

. 1998 and 2003, an increase of 12.1%. The
middle school level (grades 6-8),

. enrollment grew by a total of 113 FTE
students, an increase of 23.5%.
Enrollment at the High school level
(grades 9-12) grew by 127 students, an
increase of 23.3% over the six-year period.
Between 1998 and 2003, total District
enrollment grew by 352 FTE students, an
increase of 18%. Recent enrollment trends
at the elementary, middle and high school
grade spans are shown on Figure 3 on the

following page.

Projected Student Enroliment

" 2004-2009

Enrollment projections are most accurate
for the initial years of the forecast period.
Moving further into the future, more
assumptions about economic conditions
and demographic trends in the area affect
the projection, In the event that
enrollment growth slows, plans for new
facilities can be delayed. It is much more
difficult, however, to initiate new projects
or speed projects up in the event
enrollment growth exceeds projections.

Two enrollment projections were used to
evaluate facility needs as part of the
Capital Facilities Plan. The Granite Falls
School District currently uses student
enrollment projections generated by OSPI
for facility planning. Enrollment
projections are generated by OSPI using a

May 2004
Page 8
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Figure 3

Granite Falls School District
Actual Changes in FTE Student Enroilment 1999-2003
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6-year forecast period. OSPI uses the
cohort survival methodology to project
student enrollment for grades 1-12.
Kindergarten enrollment is projected using
a linear regression analysis of actual
kindergarten enrollment over the previous
6-years. This methodology assumes that
the enrollment trends which have occurred
over the previous six years will likely
continue through the next six years. OSPI
updates these projections annually. Based
on the OSPI enrollment projection, a total
of 159 FTE students are expected to be
added to the District by 2009, an increase
of 7% over existing enrollment levels.
The OSPI student enrollment projections
by grade level for the 6-year forecast
period (2004-2009) are provided in
Appendix A,

Section 11 of ESHB 2929 (The Growth
Management Act) requires that planning

Elementary

Middle School
High School -
~ District

2002 2003

for public facilities be based on the 20-
year population projections developed by
the Office of Financial Management
(OFM). The Washington State
Department of Community Development
(DCD) has interpreted this element of the
Act to mean the OFM population forecasts
are minimums, which must be
accommodated,

OFM population based enrollment
projections have been estimated for the
Granite Falls School District using the -
Snohomish County Initial 2025 GMA
Population Forecast by School District
prepared by the Snohomish County
Planning Department (dated April 6,
2004). Based on this data and actual
student enrollment figures (for 2003),
20.21% of the total District population is
made up of FTE students enrolled in the
Granite Falls School District. This figure

Granite Falls School District — Capital Facilities Plan
Section 3/Student Enrollment Trends and Projections
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was applied to the District population

~ forecast to derive total FTE student
enrollment for the years 2004 - 2009,
Using this methodology, a total of 546
ETE students are expected to be added to
the District by 2009, an increase of 23.7%
over existing enrollment levels. The
population forecast by school district and
the population based enrollment
projections are provided in Appendix A%

Provided in Table 1 is a comparison of the
total FTE enrollment projections derived
using the two forecast methodologies
discussed. Table 2 provides a comparison
of the two enrollment projections relative
to the FTE student enrollment trend over
the previous six years..

Table 1
Comparison of FTE Enrollment Pro;ectlons
Granite Falls School District 2003-2009

- |OSPI

2,302 12,332

Actual Peréent
Change Change

2,392|2,439|2,456|2,466(2,461| 159 7%

County/OFM

2,302 2,441

2 523 |2,604|2,685|2,766(2,848| 546 24%

Source: O8SPI

Notes: *Actual FTE student enrollment (October I 2003)

Table 2
Comparison of FTE Student Enroliment Projections
Granite Falls School District 1998-2009

Actual FTE Enroliment |1,951

2,088

2,161|2,190

2,283|2,302

OSPI

2.302[2,332(2,392]2,439|2,456|2,466(2,461

County/OFM Forecast

2,302|2,441|2,523|2,604(2,685|2,766(2,848

Source: OSP1

>This model has been developed by Shockey/Brent,
Inc. for use in the Snohomish County School
Districts Capital Facilities Planning Project.

May 2004
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The OSPI enrollment projection will
be used in evaluating future facility
needs as part of this Capital Facilities
Plan. Based on the OSPI model, FTE
‘student enrollment is expected to
decrease by 40 students (4%) at the
elementary school level, increase by
52 students (9%) at the middle school
level and 147 students (22%) at the
high school level by 2009. Projected

Table 4 _
Granite Falls School District Year 2025
Projected Enrollment by Grade Span

FTE student enrollment by grade span
based on the OSPI model is provided

Elementary (K-5) 1,822
Middle School (6-8) 1,102
High School {(9-12) 1,278

District Total (K-12) 4,202

in Table 3.

Long-Term Student |
Enrollment Projection

Although long-term student enrollment
projections are highly speculative, they are
useful for developing long-range
comprehensive land use plans. These
long-range enrollment projections may
also be used by the District in determining
future site acquisition needs, '

Student enrollment projections for the year
2025 are based on OSPI’s data for 2009
and a projected 3.4% annual increase in
the student population, 4,202 FTE students
are projected for 2025. (3.4% is the
average increase in the student FTE
enrollment from 1998 fo 2003).

The total enrollment estimate was then

" broken down by grade span to evaluate
long-term site acquisition needs for
elementary, middle and high school
facilities. Enrollment by grade span was
determined based on recent and projected
enrollment trends at the elementary,
middle and high school levels. Projected

" enroliment by grade span for the year 2025

is provided in Table 4.

The enrollment projections summarized in
this section will be used to evaluate future
school capacity needs. Analysis of future
facility and capacity needs is provided in
Section 6 of this Capital Facilities Plan.

Table 3
Projected FTE Student Enrollment by Grade Span
Granite Falls School District 2003-2009

.. Grade Span: 2003% © 2004°":12005. = 2006 2007 12008 ©* 2009
Elementary 1,036 1,017 1,037 1,032 1,021 1,004 996
Middle School 594 628 615 631 619 650 646
High School 672 687 740 776 816 812 819
Total 2,302 2,332 2,392 2439 2,456 2466 2461
Source: OSPI
* Actual FTE Student Enrollment (Octaber 1, 2003).
Granite Falls School District — Capifa] Facilities Plan May 2004
Section 3/Student Enrollment Trends and Projections Page 11



Section 4 -- District Educational Programs

School facility and student capacity needs
are dictated by the types and amounts of
space required to accommodate the
District's adopted educational program.
The educational program standards, which
typically drive facility space needs,
include grade configuration, optimum
facility size, class size, educational
program offerings, classroom utilization
and scheduling requirements, and use of

relocatable classroom facilities (portables).

In addition to factors, which affect the

- amount of space required, government
mandates and community expectations
may affect how classroom space is used.
Traditional educational programs offered
by Districts are often supplemented by
nontraditional or special programs such as
special education, expanded bilingual
education, remediation, migrant education,
alcohol and drug education, AIDS
education, preschoo! and daycare
programs, computer labs, music programs,
etc. These special or nontraditional -
educational programs can have a
significant impact on the available student
capacity of school facilities.

Special programs offered by the Granite
Falls School District at specific school
sites include:

s - Family Grouping

e Multi-Age

o Early Learning Center

e Intervention/Drop Out and
Drug and Alcohol education

s Before and After School Programs
e Sixth Grade Outdoor School

e Traffic Safety Education
e Vocational Education
e Talented and Gifted Education

Variations in student capacity between

schools are often a result of what special,
or nontraditional programs are offered at
specific schools. These special programs

' require classroom space, which can reduce

the permanent capacity of some of the
buildings housing these programs. Some .
students, for example, leave their régular

-classroom for a short period of time to

receive instruction in these special
programs. Newer schools within the -
District have been designed to '
accommodate most of these programs.
However, older schools often require
space modifications to accommodate

. special programs, and in some

circumstances, these modifications may
reduce the overall classroom capacities of -
the buildings.

District educational program standards
will undoubtedly change in the future as a
result of changes in the program year,
special programs, class sizes, grade span
configurations and use of new technology,
as well as other physical aspects of the
school facilities. The school capacity
inventory will be reviewed periodically
and adjusted for any changes fo the
educational program standards. These
changes will also be reflected in future
updates of this Capital Facilities Plan.

May 2004
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The District educational program
standards, which directly affect school
capacity, are outlined below for the
elementary, middle and high school grade
levels. '

Educational Program
Standards for Elementary
Schools

e (Class size for grades K-4 should not
exceed 22 students and 5™ grade
should not exceed 27 students per
union contract, this is therefore our
minimum level of service.

e Special Services for students may .be
provided in a self-contained classroom
(including speech and physical
therapy).

e All students will be provided music
instruction in a separate classroom.

e All students will have scheduled time
in a computer lab,

o  Optimum design capacity for new
elementary schools is 600 students.
However, actual capacity of individual
schools may vary depending on the
educational programs offered,

Educational Program
Standards for Middle and
High Schools

e Class size for middle and high school
grades should not exceed 27 students
per union contract, this is therefore our
minimum level of service,

e As aresult of scheduling conflicts for
student programs (the need for
specialized rooms for certain
programs, and the need for teachers to
have a work space during planning

periods) it is not possible to achieve
100% utilization of all regular teaching
stations throughout the day.

Therefore, classroom capacity should
be adjusted using a utilization factor of
80% fo reflect the use of one-period
per day for teacher planning.

Special Services for students may be
provided in a self-contained classroom.

Identified students will also be
provided other nontraditional
educational opportunities in
classrooms designated as follows:

* Resource Rooms (i.e. computer
labs, study rooms) -
% Special Services Classrooms
* Program Specific Classrooms (i.e.
music, drama, art, home-economics,
and physical education).
Optimum design capacity for new
middle schools is 600 students.
However, actual capacity of individual
schools may vary depending on the
educational programs-offered.
Optimum design capacity fornew high
schools is 800 students.- However,
actual capacity of individual schools
may vary depending on the educational
programs offered.

Granite Falls School District — Capital Facilities Plan
Section 4/Distriet Educational Programs
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Section 5 - Capital Facilities Inventory

Under the Growth Management Act,
public entities are required to inventory
capital facilities used to serve existing -
development. Capital facilities are defined
as any structure, improvement and piece of
equipment or othér major asset, including
land that has a useful life of at least ten
years.” The purpose of the facilities
inventory is to establish a baseline for
determining what facilities will be
required to accommodate future demand
(student enrollmerit) at acceptable or
established levels of service. This section
provides an inventory of capital facilities
owned and operated by the Granite Falls
School District including schools,
relocatable classrooms (portables),
developed school sites, undeveloped land -
and support facilities. School facility
capacity was inventoried based on the
space required to accommodate the
District's adopted educational program
standards (see Section 4). A map showing
locations of District facilities is provided -
as Figure 4 on the following page.

Schools

The Granite Falls School District
expanded its middle school in the 2001~
2002 school year and now houses grades
6-8, however sixth grade is housed in a
separate part of the building. The
District’s grade configurations remain as
K-3 for primary, grades 4 and 5 for
intermediate, and grades 6, 7 and 8 for
middle school. The high school grade

*Making Your Comprehensive Plan A Reality -

A Capital Facilities Plan Preparation Guide,
State of Washington Department of Community
Development Growth Management Division,

configuration remained the same with
grades 9 through 12. For the purposes of
this CFP, only the grade configurations
elementary (K-5), middle school (6-8) and
high school (9-12) will be used for
capacity and enrollment comparisons.

The State (OSPI) calculates school
capacity by dividing gross square footage
of a building by a standard square footage
per student (i.e. 80 square feet per
elementary student, 110 square feet per
middle school student, 120 square feet per
high school student, and 140 square feet
per handicapped student). This method is
used by the State as a simple and uniform
approach to determining school capacity

- for purposes of allocating available State”

match funds to school districts for new
school construction. However, this
method is not necessarily considered to be -
an accurate reflection of the actual-
capacity required to accommodatethe
adopted educational program of each
individual district.

For this reason, school capacity was .
determined based on the number of
teaching stations within each building and
the space requirements of the District's
adopted educational program. Itis this
capacity calculation which is used to
establish the District's baseline capacity,
and determine future capacity needs based
on projected student enrollment. The
school facility inventory is summanzed in

Table 5 on page 18.

June 1993, pg. 86.
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Figure 4
Granite Falls School District
Location Map of Facilities
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Figure 4b
Granite Falls School District
Location Map of Facilities
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Table §
Granite Falls Schooi District
School Capacity Inventory

Mountain Way -

Elementary 10.0 50,738 23 508 1989 no

Monte Cristo : :

Elementary 40,0 49,995 (22 484 1995 yes

Granite Falls ‘ '

Middle School 18.0 56,581 27 594 2001 no

Granite Falls

High School 18.0 72,310 26 572 2001 no
Total 2,156

Source: OSPI, Granite Falls School District

Notes:

Mountain Way Elementary has four portables with 22 students each = 88 students

Middle School and High School share the same campus.
High School has six portables with 22 students each = 132 students

A detailed school capacity analysis is
provided in Appendix B, Relocatable
classrooms (Portables) are not viewed by
the District as a solution for housing
students on a permanent basis. Therefore,
these facilities were not included in the
school capacity calculations provided in
Table 5. Use of portables is discussed in
more detail in the following section.

Relocatable Classroom
Facilities (Portables)

Relocatable classroom facilities
(portables) are used as interim classroom
space to house students until finding can
be secured to construct permanent
classroom facilities. The Granite Falls
School District currently uses ten portables
at the high school, 2 portables at the
Middle School and five portables at
Mountain Way Elementary to provide
additional interim capacity for
approximately 330 students total.

Support Facilities

In addition to schools, the Granite Falis
School District owns and operates
additional facilities, which provide

" operational support functions to the

schools. The District operates the
administration building (4,890 square feet)
and the multi-purpose facility (3,400),
both located on the 18-acre middle/high
school campus.

Land Inventory

Undeveloped Sites

The Granite Falls School District currently
owns one undeveloped acre along Menzel
Lake Road - this site is not large enough
for school facility construction.

Developed Sites

No_ne.

Granite Falls School District — Capital Facilities Plan
Section 5/Capital Facilities Inventory
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Section 6 -- Projected Facility Need

Near-Term Facility Needs

(through 2009)

Projected available student capa01ty was

derived by subtracting projected FTE

student enrollment from existing school
capacity for each of the six years in the
forecast period. Since this procedure is

intended to establish facility needs,
planned construction projects are not

therefore interim capacity provided by
portables is not included (Information on
portables and interim capacity can be
found in the previous section).

By the end of the six-year forecast period
(2009) additional classroom capacity will
be required at grade levels 6 -'12. The
greatest need will occur at the high school
Jevel where there would be a projected 247

“unhoused students by 2009. Unhoused

included at this point. Existing student
capacity by grade span is shown in Table
6. It is not the District's policy to include
portable classroom units when
- determining future capital facility needs;

Table 6

students are defined as students expected
to be housed in portable classrooms or
classrooms where class size exceeds State

standards or contractually negotiated

agreements within the local school district.
The projected additional housing needs by
grade span for each year in the six-year
forecast period are provided in Table 7.

" Granite Falls School District 2003 - 2009
Available Student Capacity

Capacity Surplus or (Deficiency)

Elementary (K-5) 48) | @7 | @n | @2 | @) | 14 | ®
Middle School (6-8) | 0 (34) | @) | (37) | (25 | (56) | (52)
High School (9-12) | (100)- | (115) | (168) | (204) | (244) (240) | (247)

Table 7

Granite Falls School District 2003 - 2009
Projected Additional Housing Needs

Capamty Surplus or (Deflmency)

o 2005 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2008
E!ementary (K 5) 48 27 42 31 14 | 6
Middle School (8-8) | © 34 21 37 25 56 52
High School (9-12) 100 115 168 204 244 240 247

May 2004
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In order to house the projected number of
students by 2009, the District would have
to construct additional capacity at the high
school grade levels. Based on the
District's educational standards three
middle school classrooms and 12 high
school classrooms would be needed.

Long-Range Facility Needs
(Years 2009 - 2025)

Between the Years 2009-2025, the Granite
Falls School District is expected to have
unhoused students at all grade levels. A
long-range projection of unhoused
students is shown in Table 8 below.

In order to house all of the projected
students, the District would have to
construct an additional 11 elementary
classrooms, 25 middle school classrooms
and 22 high school classrooms by 2025. A
detailed discussion of planned

construction and improvements prior to
the Year 2009 can be found in the
following section of this Capital Facilities
Plan.

Table 8
Long-Range Projection of Unhoused Students
For Year 2025

Elementary - 1,822 1584 238
Middle School 1,102 572 530
High School 1,278 800 478
Granite Falls School District — Capital Facilities Plan May 2004
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Section 7 -- Planned Improvements

New School Construction and
Modernization ‘
-Construction is pIanned for a new high

school to be built on an existing site
located adjacent to Monte Cristo

Elementary by the year 2007. The current

high school is to become a middle school
by the year 2007. The middle school will
{then become an elementary school.

‘Tn 2006 the District would not have
enough capacity to house all of the
projected students at the high school level.
Table 9 shows the projected capacity

~ surplus or deficiency, taking into

consideration the additional capacity -

added by planned school construction. It
is probable that the 6™ grade in the Middle

School may have to move back to the

elementary grades since space will be

available there and a deficiency will exist -

at the Middle School starting in 2007
when the new High School is completed.

In order to house all of the projected
students, the District would have to
construct an equivalent of four middle -
school classrooms, and four high school
classrooms by 2007.

Relocatable Cla.ssroom'

Facilities (Portables)

A total of 15 portables are currently in use
at school sites thronghout the District.
The District intends to purchase two
additional portables to provide interim-
capacity during 2005-2006. =

School Sites

The Granite Falls School District should
pursue Jand acquisitions for firture
construction needs at the elementary
school level. ' '

May 2004
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Table 9
Projected Capacity Surplus or Deflmency
{With Added Capacity from New High School, Movement Middie School to Current High School and
' Movement of Current Elementary Schools to Current Middie School in 2005)

Capacity Surplus or (Deficiency) -
-1 Elementary K-5 _
- Enroliment - 1,036 | 1,017 | 1,037 | 1,032 1,021 1,004 996 1,822
- Capacity 990 990 .| 1,584 | 1,584 1,584 1,584 1,584 1,584
-Above/Below - (46) (27) 547 552 563 580 588 (238)
(-) Capacity
Middle School
8-8
- Enroliment. 594 628 615 631 619 | 650 646 1,102
- Capacity 594 | 594 .| 572 | 572 572 | 572 | 572 572
-Above/Below 0 (34) (43} (59) 47y | (78) (74) (530}
(-) Capacity .
High School 9-
12 - . .

- Enrollment 672 687 740 776 816 812 819 1,278
- Capacity 572 572 800 800 800 800 800 800
-Above/Below (100} | (115) 80 24 (16) (12) (19) {478)

(-} Capacity

May 2004

Granite Falls School District — Capital Facilities Plan
Page 21

Section 8/Capital Facilities Financing Plan



Section 8 -- Capital Facilities Financing Plan

" Funding of school facilities is typically
secured from a number of sources
including voter approved bonds, state
matching funds and development impact
fees. Each of these funding sources is
discussed in greater detail below.

General Obligation Bonds

Bonds are typically used to fund
construction of new schools and other
capital improvement projects. A 60%
voter approval is required to pass a bond.
Bonds are then retired through collection
of property taxes.

Limited General
Obligation Bonds

Limited General Obligation Bonds are
typically used to fund small sized capital
improvement projects. There is no voter
approval for this type of bond and it is
limited to 3/8 of 1% of the total debt
capacity. Repayment must be specified
from other sources of income.

| State Match Funds

State Match Funds come from the State’s
Common School Construction Fund.

‘Bonds are sold on behalf of the fund then

retired from revenues accruing
predominantly from the sale of renewable
resources (i.e. timber) from state school
lands set aside by the Enabling Act of
1889, If these sources are insufficient to
meet needs, the Legislature can
appropriate funds or the State Board of
Education can establish a moratorium on
certain projects.

School districts may qualify for state
matching funds for specific capital
projects based on a prioritization system.
This system prioritizes allocation of
available funding resources to school
districts statewide based on seven
prioritization categories. Funds are then
disbursed to the districts based on a
formula which calculates district assessed
valuation per pupil relative to the whole
State’s assessed valuation per pupil to
establish the ratio of the total project cost
to be paid by the State. The State
contribution can range from less than half
to more than seventy percent of the
project's cost.” : o

State match funds can only be applied to
school construction projecis. Site
acquisition and improvements are not
eligible to receive matching funds from

- the state. Because availability of state

match funds has not been able to keep
pace with the rapid enrollment growth
occurring in many of Washington's school
districts, matching funds from the state
may not be received by a school district
until two to three years after a school has
been constructed. In such cases, the
District must "front fund" a project. That
is, the District must finance the complete
project with local funds (the future State's
share coming from funds allocated to
future District projects). When the State
share is finally disbursed (without
accounting for escalation) the future
District project is (partially) reimbursed.

*Paying for Growth's Impacts - A Guide To
Impact Fees, State of Washington Department

of Community Development Growth Management
Division, January 1992, Pg. 30,

May 2004
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Impact Fees

Development impact fees have recently

- been adopted by a number of jurisdictions
-as a means of supplementing traditional
funding sources for construction of public
facilities needed to accommodate new
development. School impact fees are
generally collected by the permitting
agency at the time building permits or
certificates of occupancy are issued. A
detailed discussion on Impact fees is
provided in Section 9.

The proposed Six-Year Finance Plan,
shown on Table 10, demonstrates how the
Granite Falls School District intends to
fund new construction and improvements
to schoo! facilities for the years 2004
through 2009.

Table

The financing compenents include secured
funding through voter approved bonds,
State Match Funds, development impact
fees collected under the State Growth
Management Act, and voluntary '
mitigation fees paid pursuant to the State
Environmental Policy Act (SEPA).

The new high school project is addressing
future growth. The District will utilize
portables at the High School and Mountain
Way Elementary to help manage growth.

10

Granite Falls School District
Six-Year Finance Plan 2002-2007 -

PROJECT
2004

EsTiMATED PROJECT COST BY YEAR - IN SMILLIONS

" STATE - UNSECURED
LocaL

Bonp
Money MATCH

ToTAL
Cost

2005 | 2006

2007

2008 | 2009

$15.0 | $15.0

$300 | 300 |'$100| $200

High School Addition/Mod

Middle School Addition/Mod

High Schoal
Elementary
Yearly Totals $15.01 $15.0| $0.0 | $0.0 | $0.0 | $30.0 $20.0

Granite Falls School District — Capital Facilities Plan
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Section 9 -- Impact Fees

'School Impact Fees in
Snohomish County

The State Enviromhental Policy Act

(SEPA) authorizes jurisdictions to require

mitigation for impacts directly related to a
proposed development. Impacts to
schools resulting from new residential
development have been mitigated through
voluntary agreements negotiated on a
case-by-case basis and most recently,
under Snohomish County's school
mitigation ordinance, Title 30.66C.

" Title 26C became effective May 1, 1991,
‘was revised in November 1997 and
authorizes collection of impact fees from
newly constructed residential

- developments in unincorporated
Snohomish County it is now known as
Title 30.66C. Title 30.66C stipulated that
school impact mitigation fees must be
related to a school district's expansion
costs which are a local obligation and are

reasonably related to a proposed
residential subdivision or development,
and must be used to reduce local
obligation costs. School districts may use
impact fees for improvements to district-
wide student housing and transportation
conditions (30.66C.07.100). Section
30.66C.05.020 also required annual
certification of a school district's impact
fees by the Snohomish County Planning

‘Department, Impact fees certified under
_Title 30.66C for the Granite Falls School

District are summarized in Table 11.

The Role of Impact Fees under
the Washington State Growth
Management Act ‘

The Growth Management Act authorizes
jurisdictions to collect impact fees to
supplement funding of additional public

" facilities needed to accommodate new

development.

Table 11
Granite Falls School District
Impact Fees Authorized Under Snohomish County's Title 30.66C 1994-2003

Single-Family Datached $1090 | §4.507 | $1,507 | $1,507 | $1.507 | $1.844 | 52201 | $2201 | $2321 | $2.321
One-Bedroom Apariment $850 $222 $222 $222 50 $0 30 $0 0 $0
Two + Bedroom Apartment 5850 | $1.087 | $1,087 | 1,087 | $1,087 | $1500 | $3,394 | $3304 ) $2528 | 92,528

Granite Falls School District — Capita) Facilities Plan

May 2004
Section 8/Capital Facilities Financing Plan
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Impact fees cannot be used for the

operation, maintenance, repair, alteration,

or replacement of existing capital facilities
- used to meet existing service demands.” -

Methodology and Variables Used to
Calculate School Impact Fees

Impact fees have been calculated based on
the District's cost per dwelling unit to
purchase land for school sites, make site

improvements, and construct schools, and -

purchase/install temporary facilities
(portables). As required under GMA,
credits have also been applied for State
Match Funds to be reimbursed to the
District, property taxes and capital project
funds to be proposed for future bond
measures. Credit may also be given for
construction projects that will be built to
accommodate current unhoused students
{unhoused as of October 2003) as well as a
credit for land acquisition costs if the -
District owns adequate undeveloped sites.
The District uses the formula in Table 1 of
the revised Title 30.66C adopted by the
council in November 1997 to calculate
mitigation fees.

Table 12

The formula worksheets used to calculate
impact fees for residential development
proposed within the Granite Falls School
District are provided in Appendix C. The
variables used to calculate the impact fees
are described below. Supporting
documentation for the variables used
(including calculation of credit for current
unhoused students) is provided in
AppendixD.

Population Variables

Survey

In order to determine population growth,
Granite Falls School District conducted a
door-to-door survey. The survey involved
five major housing developments (single
family units) and one apartment complex
(multi-family unit - 2+ bedrooms) built
within district boundaries during the last
five to seven years. An additional 77
single family units and 3 multi-family
units were surveyed and added to the total
to date in the survey results below." Staff
surveyed residents of each house or
apartment, asking how many school age
children reside in the house or apartment.

Granite Falls School District
Population Survey Results

Single Family Units 304 249 207 831
Multi-Family Units (2br+) 34 21 23 1,095
*Paying For Growth's Impacts - A Guide To
Impact Fees, State of Washington Department
of Community Development Growth Management
Division, January 1992,
Granite Falls School District — Capital Facilities Plan May 2004
Page 25
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For the survey, school age was defined as -

children attending K-12 grades. Staff
recorded all addresses surveyed, whether
or not they answered the survey question,
and recorded the number of school age
children residing in each dwelling. Table
12 on the previous page shows the results
of the survey.

The dwellings that did not participate
either refused to be surveyed or did not
answer the door. The survey was done
between 6 and 8 p.m. on weeknights. In-
single-family units the number of school
age children per dwelling ranged from
none to five. The multi-family units the
number of school age children per ‘
dwelling ranged from none to four.

Student Factor

The student factor (or student generation
rate) is the average number of students”
generated by each housing type - in this -
case, single-family detached dwellings and
multiple-family (apartment) dwellings. -
An actual survey of single family and
multi-family dwellings with two-plus
bedrooms built within the last five years
was used to determine the number of
school age children (ages 6 -17) by
dwelling unit type (single family detached
and multi-family). Based on the survey
data, single-family detached dwelling units
can be expected to generate an average of
.831 students per dwelling unit and two-
plus bedroom multi-family dwelling units
can be expected to generate 1.095 students
per dwelling unit. Because of the lack of
one bedroom multi-family dwelling units,
the 1990 census data was used for this
type of unit. The 1990 census data for
one-bedroom multi-family dwelling units

. can be expected to generate .08 students
per dwelling unit. These student factors

were then proportioned between the
elementary, middle and high school grade
spans based on the current ratio of grade
span enrollment to total enrollment. The
survey figures represent average student
generation rates or the Gramte Falls -

community.

Site Acquisition Cost Variables

Facility Design Capacity {(students)

Facility design capacities reflect the
District's optimum number of students
each school type is designed to
accommodate. These figures aré based on
actual design studies of optimum floor .
area for new school facilities. The District

* designs new elementary schools to

accommodate 600 students, new m1ddle .
schools 600 students and new h1gh schools

800 students.

Site Size

The site size gives the optimum acreage
for each school type based on studies of
existing school sites and State School
Board standards. Actual school sites may -
vary in size depending on the size of
parcels available for sale-and other site
development constraints such as wetlands.
When planning for new school sites, the
District considers sites of 10 acres as
optimal for construction of new
elementary schools, 20 acres for new
middle schools and 40 acres for new high
schools.

Average Land Cost per Acre

Land acquisition costs for the Granite
Falls School District were based on the
assessed valuation of land currently owned
by the District. Assessed value is

May 2004
Page 26
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generally considered to-fall slightly below
actual market value, therefore the land
acquisition costs derived using this
methodology are conservative. The
.estimated average land cost for school
sites within the Granite Falls School
District is $55,000 per acre. The land
value chart from the Snohomish County
Assessor is contained in Appendix D. -

Average Off-Site Development
Cost per Acre

The average off-site development cost
gives the cost (per acre) for developing
school sites, which are not directly related
to construction of the school building
itself. Costs vary with each site and may
include such items as sewer line’
extensions, water lines, off-site road and
frontage improvements. Off-site ~
development costs are not covered by
State Match Funds. Off-site development
costs vary widely, and can represent 10%
or more of the total building construction
cost. Off-site development costs are
included in the total cost figures.

School Construction Cost
Variables

Estimated Facility
- Construction Cost

The estimated facility construction cost is
based on planned costs or on actual costs
of recently constructed schools. If the
District does not have this cost
information available, construction costs
of similar schools within another school
district will be substituted.

Credit for Existing Capacity
Deficiencies

Facility Cost

The facility cost is the total cost for
construction projects planned to
accommodate existing unhoused students.
Existing unhoused students are defined as
those students who are unhoused as of
October 2003. Facility costs may include
new construction or expansion projects. -

Added Capacity

The added capacity is the amount of
student capacity that will be added by
construction projects planned for
accommodating current unhoused
students.

Percentage Unhoused

This figure is calculated by dividing the
number of current unhoused students by
the added capacity. The percentage
represents what proportion of the
construction project is actually being built
to accommodate current unhoused
students, as opposed to new growth.

State Match Credit Variables

BOECKH index

This number is generated by the E.H.
Boeckh Company and is used by OSPI as
a guideline for determining the area cost
allowance for new school construction.
The index is an average of a seven-city
building cost index for commercial and
factory buildings in Washington State, and
is adjusted every two months for inflation.
The current BOECKH Index is $129.81
{July 2004). The BOECKH index will no

Granite Falls School District — Capital Faciljties Plan
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longer be used by the state to determine
the area cost allowance for new school
construction. Future area cost allowance
‘projections are not available at this time.
The State Board of Education will be
establishing an inflation factor to be used
for projecting future area cost allowances.

At this time, future State funding is being |

estimated using the area cost allowance of
$129.81 per square foot of eligible area

State Match Percentage

The State match percentage is the
proportion of funds that are provided to
the school districts, for specific capital
projects, from the State's Common School
_ Construction Fund. These funds are
disbursed based on a formula which
calculates district assessed valuation per
pupil relative to the whole State assessed
valuation per pupil to establish the .
percentage of the total project to be paid
by the State. For new construction and
additions, the Granite Falls School District
is currently eligible to receive _
reimbursement of a matching ratio of
67.09%. However the money eventually
received by the District may not actually
be 67.09% of the entire project cost -
historically, the District has received -

. approximately 54.78% of total project

costs.

Relocatable Facilities
(Portables) Cost Variables

New Purchase Cost

The new purchase cost is based on actual
dollars paid by the District for portable
classrooms in the past. The purchase and
site installation cost of a portable
classroom is estimated at $60,000.

Utilization Period (years)

The utilization period is the amount of
time that the portable classrooms are
needed, usually for a period prior to
construction and occupancy of a newly
constructed school facility. The utilization
period for portables in the Granite Falls
School District is 15 years. '

Amortization Period (years)

- The amortization period is the fixed

number of years over which the cost of the
portable is depreciated until it is written -
off. The Granite Falls School District uses
an amortization period of ten years for
portables.

Value as Percentage of
Purchase Cost

The value as a percentage of the purchase
cost is determined by dividing the

_ amortization period by the utilization

period.
Student Capacity

Portable classrooms can provide capacity
for up to 27 students. Although due to
smaller class sizes funded and encouraged
by the State the class sizes are kept at
approximately 22 students.

Tax Credit Variables

Interest Rate (20-year GO Bond)

This is the interest rate of return on a 20-
year General Obligation Bond and is
derived from the bond buyer index. The
interest rate as of 5/13/04 is 5.14%.

May 2004
Page 28
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Levy Rate

The levy rate is determined by dividing the
District's average capital property tax rate
by one thousand. Based on information
‘provided in the Snohomish County
Assessor's Annual Report For 2004 Taxes,
the Granite Falls School District is
collecting levy monies for existing bonds
at the rate of $1.90.

Average Assessed Value

This figure is based on the District's
average assessed value for each type of
dwelling unit (single-family and multiplec-
family). The current average assessed
value for single-family detached
residential dwellings is $172,956, the
average assessed value for a large
multi-family unit is $83,683 and the
average assessed value for a small
multi-family unit is $55,523.

Time Remaining on Bonds

This is the average amount of time

Other District Cre.dits

This figure represents the percentage of
capital project costs that the district plans
to fund with future bond revenues.

Proposed Granite Falls School
District Impact Fee Schedule

Using the variables and formula described,
impact fees proposed for the Granite Falls
School District are summarized in Table
13. See Appendix C for fee worksheets.

‘Table 13 ,
Granite Falls School District
Proposed Impact Fee Schedule

remaining on Capital . . .

Projects/(gBeneraIpObligation Bonds Single-Family Detached $1,879.75

issued by the Granite Falls School Multi-Eamily 1 bedroom $0

District, The average time g

remaining on bonds issued by the Multi-Family 2+ bedroom $2,252.32

Granite Falls School District is 7

years,

Granite Falls School District — Capital Facilities Plan ‘May 2004
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APPENDIX A: -
GRANITE FALLS SCHOOL DISTRICT
Population and Enrollment Data

May 2004 Granite Falls School District — Capital Facilities Plan
Bibliography



toflag . -

R

IR 3 T (0 SRR e 5 A 10 (MRS R 1]
4L | rw B Tl * g Tkl A UMy, ray
_ I T I R T T T T A T BIGS0L SLEUN  LEGE  9iovn  Secie VM L0058 TIBIE 9L BT verii L $EBL GBI TIGYL (WL OWEL | LIEVL BOWL PITSL  GRavr “oneg
25551 T i boldl  YHO'EI  CEFBI GLCEl BEEH] Wl TUCTCT  DEILL 99l WS meEl  WeR SOl ITHEL [T T A TR X S S T T OelTE 0T 00CLl oSG un {i T osnisquan]
LR TR ML R S (T - T+ B T LTI O N [ T N T T L A T ELL]] L T T LN A S T NI TGA
o T L LT U LT T T 4 T 53 E T L I T < TN £ Ty R AR T T} L0l Goote oy T T T VY 4 A T
1568 I (7% iy S Yy 7 [Ty WEN_ ovE__ogs oL T o AT [ T TF [T TEE__ GiC i WET T LY oeeT
E T R T T A i ol Y - N I N~ TR T TR WYE Lo EN EIF TS Gas T o i EETS I T (T %3
EINT PR ¥ T VN LOViT Wl LoFul ELu's s PG A Fred LM, SYLZ Y [ITY 1605 LY Ty ELV" [ [ [TERY 3L T ] [
S TR iy L S T I T ¥ FEL 96 [T LT N T VY A 7 (ST ST o Gt TET___§F T Ty L
. 0" iy (£33 5 BIT Wo's [T VBYY Cier  w0r W Tic w [T (7K IR Wre  or et
STE TBIE LD Gov's L T I 1 ST aFY__ i SKIF_ orgy [ 357 K [T z [ G LI 1o L19E
[T LT T 0y 9l T X5 § L0 568 BALT 9L S G AT P
; Tl 7 WL Oy TOML - et WS T SET TTE GEET_ vEl oy BT WL W0 G BBl
2Tt T AL BT OIPL 2 S Y g 7 TS E L Dl ST L S v TZE g L Tor P2L]
6 - [ R . I [£Y i i 1 13 8L £ T 1 [ [ 7 ] Tl ] £l
COEE [T [ X TF0T Ty U 5 W T [T 1M 50T B XK H [ ZUH
LS v = e [ 3 5 T 5 ] Tiv [ ol 5 tay Ll
[ ) il ot $oh1 TGGH TELT o Real 1661 (X i) LHGL GLGl LG 161 $Loh Shhl LG LR
. i . I
[IMpIA0) 1 8] (5K 1RE1] 3452 J0 50 JUSHH) 218 QU3NG4 (R th i)
AL AGAS SIS IS
A SUMUY UL JUDPILS SA0ju | ()
RIS
Wd #¥i5 + DORYOOTAD U1 LD

YORZMLS



. : Zobed

WELL | WG weCl  weLi  wmavir
L TN MEUL Yal ' G
WAVD | ke Ay EEUE_ WborLr
CLOr | -MEWI- i AL iy 4
Wt XY A ik hiL'ls
AN I T T
|"5Aaua A0l is WULE Are-
- S KT
T TR
. WGLT_| WL [T
WO | ASOF] IO WaTda Y
WIET WD) wels Wl Wl (o
WAUT | WIGIL A0S ARl ALY er P ]
TeFL - | EVEE  ACLY  T9U AGLR |
. . AELY | hereAL i T X Wi sy
: . WET 1= | Wil WG RIRh R Vordupag
. ' L ETT ) BB
] TOUE - T4 1 sy sl jowiest
: ] i+ whagy s
WEFQT  WOPD X SR WLEO LY WY WEEL O WIET  WETT e wiEr  WINT | WET  wedP | WGTE | WAL WIEL  RIFT wEl MDD T RIEE SRt ity wa v YT RhD WY Ay
TRER'G 2T RESD- Wlr el O B WRT,__ WalC sl T ALY REFY ) ALeL 'l WOGO | MAOFD  ROLDT  WGTL  WAGLT WP Tl S T [T
- wlle AL g WITNT warn WFLL  wa Ak HEYE SRIUET KL N3 TE R TY ) HFL' LD WELD  wisT WHS - har A0 LG Wi [
R Y 15 i WIS LS RITT el ALFT 00 9L THNE  woner ML MI0T W Wei wioe WL X CTEITeR
AlLs A0’ wiod oKL AEL T Wil Vbl Wlie” A T S T MAZN W) SHOCD w9l Ll | g
JarOG- L IED b el Wil Y TIE E 7 L T D EATAY ROy WAL'0) I
AT L it TN g ¥ CC Tk WOLH | ATLE NG BIGE sl T AT SRR
2 AT ) T Xy TSN wadp R Al Yab i) o]
LT =570 Har P WLy RETS DGV ASLG  waiE WA XN " Wt AU
WL HHEE ALG'E bl WAEO'S WL L WOCY L1 A- AL WG WG Manary i |
[T 0L A BT ASTE. 1 SOIT wlow  wd#L  WELY . WIS wEr [ R O Terl RO SECF__ ey Y
Hlr e AiET ) AT WLl X WUEE  RELF  WELG  ROBD wivo e doiS  ABLE O E2H rll ' AT it g
LG i LD 1) EART WY AIFY  WOVL  HLID ol HET AT At T RIT_ AR g L T TWOUTTL ooy
MLZCLr  MATKI-  RIBLl  WWOVE ThEOTE- WIUST  ALFTI- 099 wLo0ve- WL WsL - ALEuL 7 RETII- WGUTI 008 %y TlL ALY THELL ¥l WBTSs  SWALT- Waip  dWhor L]
) HEE =it OO SOLE  WW  WHDL MY MAd  ARIOL  RGEY A WIPY | BOLE Mol %NSl WL SR AL Wb d  AIOL STH _ ROFD | G| WEFE S n.__.eﬂ”
R i T O M VA L S A A N o T T T N e N S e i = T - [ ]
(o 661 i 0 T} I T S =TT} LS TN T (T i VY T ) = T
lutpy

. . . Nty s 30 L O SRS 15743, (AR

TV L
g biE

FO 4%ddd U oD rouzials



T ated

PN s B (e s W S R[S L] Pt ] (£

Lk ¢ 3y by I s R Ay s sy
L OLG'y ST Lroy [T JEL'E 166°C OG'F WOE IRIE TUk's - Ligw BT [y} cre
[ DET I [T Sir ArE T [ Boy o CH TOP T sLi 00
=] vir T or W WO I 708 Ef “LE¥ e g Hy ]
F{13 [3i [ [ [ or 253 Loy i FLy £i9- NE i
[ Ty Cil Lii DEg [[H 98 [ - ol
—T6Ey [ - 008 ] g - GET
B R 1ot FH
[ [ ) ™1
AL ot G £
T SEl [ 0L [
BLT v [TH it i
6 ] G - [
T [} &5 T 33
¥ - ] ) 1 [4
o [ VE Y iC [H
0- G of [ 3 T i
s T W T W I T T —_— ) ] UHGT

PO HIZG 2D U) KRS

Caauppagy o &

K 15A) 1) J 69 s ua)
KSR [

1% VIR Bir sy )
jinely s

MIRUAIGE ESPHI alans(]] Inle ) 1) SFURLS ity

£V oL

rigemns



Nd 554

.H 28eg

- Spuspms uswiopury 4of souapuayp Kop-fivy sewnssy (1)

1SAION
1dS0 :=01n0g
Z0ET £892°C 0617 917 880°7 IS6'1 | (1) ALA 7)-X $apvip
08¢C L9€°T 1.7t | 1T 91T 1$0°C  [JUnOSPERH 71-3 S2pEiD
TLY <79 L35 0¥9 609 S¥S  [unoopesy z1-6 sepein
091 Vel 001 1zl 9¢1 86 3
LE1 8¥1 (431 bl LT Al oo
€L1 391 181 €61 oot et 01
707 SL A €31 91 el 6 YSig I8
165 809 LSS L1S 6% I8y  [junoopeoy g-; sapein
g6l 11T L91 55T OLT 9¥1 8
S0z €61 60T 651 791 9L1 L
61 0T 181 £0T 091 651 9 YSIH “IL/RIPPIA
9£0°T 050°T 9501 vo0’r | 86 §z6 (1) HLd 9-X sopoany
P11 YELL LTTT ¥80°1 190°1 SI0T  [yunoopeay 9-3 sapeln
617 €61 861 891 $0T s51 3
PLI 51z 061 681 . | ss1 161 4
331 8L 612 6LT ZAS At €
&3 €81 691 £0T TLl TLl z
561 961 681 | 81 80z | Lt t
951 691 791 191 8p1 [81 A Sapyuone)y
€00z | zooc | Toor | o000z | 661 | se6l 19427 adiy,
B3I X [oOy2g IPpEID) (A0 LN

(1ea4 yaea Jo ‘1 190120 U0 JUIUI[[OLLA JUBPIYS |ENJIE UO paseq)
€007 - 8661 ‘urdg apery £g Juswijoiny Juopnis [EnIdY

PLNSYJ {00LDG s[| B AUBLD

PV SiqeL

SOYSY

yO0Z/81/%5



1288 g

* Ay

"SIUSPTHS WaHESIOPUDY 10 90USPUSYE ABP-J[BY| SSWNSSY (1)

1S30N
1450 =auinog
%bE %0871 2%6°0 %T'F %651 %5, %04 . 23uvy? 9z
0L zse 61 ST $6z §TL  §LED - aBuvyy jomioy
o 70§z $78EZ 06l S09I7 8802  §0S6I (1) 21 (01 por4siq
%I¢ %9°91 %S0 %Iy %€’ %LE  %6'S . aBueyD 9
89 65€ €1 36 0¢ 6L 44! ok SBuRYD) [eyoy
ok 08¢T . L9fT 1,72 IWZT 91T 1¥0T [B10 1, 19L4SIT
%S %EET  %SL %59 %E'8- %I'S  %L1I ok agueyD) 9
[ LTI Ly 8¢ €s- 143 9 - 3Zuey) [emoy
s TL9 79 L8S 0t 609 S¥S 100128 yBiyg
%t %S €T %E'T- %T'6 %L L %S %ET ok aguey) v,
£ €11 ¥1- IS or 4 I . 93uey) emoy
Rtk ¥65 809 LSS L1S 6% 1£34 YSTH “1(/3[PPIN
%ET R4 %E°I- %E°0 %I %LT %89 ok a8umy) 9
(44 ST SEI- Ex3 sz <97 §T9 wn a3uny) onpy
*k 9801 . S6%01 9101 SE00L /36 S¥T6 (1) 214 Lonowsrg
%6’ T %86 %81~ %9°0 %0t %TT %SV o eguey) 9
. 0T 66 0T- L 34 €z oF - IBueD) [eyoy
- PITE vl | zziv | wsor | 1901 101 Lreyusurorg
S [e10], €007 T00T | 100 | 0007 | 666t 8661 241,
AdBg A, ﬁcoﬁﬁum ﬂoos.om
(teak goea yo ‘1 saqoja() Jo se JUBWI[IIUS JUIPN]S [ENIIE UD pases)
SPUILY, JusLIjowy Iy
RLOSI [0S S[ie] ueisy
$-V 9lqe],
WA 5536 SOHASY

YO0T/81/S




RACEAN

[-93eg

181 J2Q0I0() UO SJUSLULOIUS [RIIDY
Stuapnys uanaapury 10f souspuayw Aop-fjoy sswmssy (7)
"£00Z ‘T 19q010 JO SE Juow{[oma Wapms [2njoy (1)

ISION
. 1480 2oinog
I9p°¢ 2957 05rT 65P°7 76E'E TEET zos'z (1) ZLd ¢1-y sappin
SEST 17T 785 $15C 69%°C 01t 08¢'C  |punoopeal 71-3 sepeln)
618 718 918 9LL 0vL L39 TL9  |punoopesy g1-¢ sapelD
L91 7Ll ¥91 091 43 A 0971 4
z1Z €81 631 081 6Ll Syl LEL 11
112 €57 817 §7T S1Z 60T ¢LI 01
67T v07 SHe 117 312 80T 70z 6 [1T:173 RN
9%9 059 619 1€9 c1y 979 ¥6S  [punoopesy g-9 sapein
817 51z 161 14 861 S0z 561 3
ZeT g1z SIT 161 0ET 861 507 L |
907 L1T €1z ) A L81 57T ¥61 9 YSIH "1f/3PPUA
266 00T 120°1 ZEGT LE0°T LI0°T 080t (1) 41§ sapwiny
0L0°7 6L0°1 L60°T 80T°1 w111 - S60°1 VIT'T  [puncopeapc-3y sapein
70T 002 112 LOT 0T 781 612 G
061 261 161 70T 861 61 vLI 12
081 €81 981 ¥81 ¥61 061 281 €
TLT €11 91 -TA LLT 981 z81. T
8L1 - 081 181 P91 931 c81 S61 I
Al OST 51 €51 S5t LST 951 | © Adpjuswely
6002 800z | Looz 9007 500 | ¥00T |- €007 19497 adA,
, pax [oonag : Ipelr) [ooydg

(IPPOJA] [EAIAIRG 15040D) - TISO)

.. 6007 - £007 1udwfoluy yuapms pagralory
PLYSI |00Y3E S{IE] 23IULIS)

9-V Qe ],

mmoﬁou.ﬁoqm “TenITjonus 10

¥00C/BL/S



181 J9q0I0() UO JISIR[OIUY I, [FWOY 4
1dSO 92:n0g

%z

&m w\ac . &Q. w\mm q\am &N gk Lu.mkﬁ .ﬂaow«_,mka_. thbﬂ m.m.ﬁd&b mwcuﬁm.uumna

65T (s) or 8r LE 09 o€ *% ADB[ SNOMARAG WO 2SUDYD) [ONgOY

ok 198'7 9957 96k a4 65T zsg'e Z0E'T (ALA 21 - ) 1o wrasiq
9%/ 240 o0 91 UT UT %1 ok T3 X SNOIARIJ TIOLY 9guey)) 9FeUa0Ing

SSI {9 6 LT oF 65 0€ - 13, SnOIAAI] WOL] AFURYD) [ER0Y

ok 6E6T S 29 [AYS4 5157 69t°Z 01¥C 08T : (Z1 - 31) 101WSIT (000G [e30L
o\cNN o\cﬁ .X.O AX.W c\em nx...w .wwN sk Ies xw. wﬁogu.ﬂm, EOH«H owﬁmﬂu ummucuopmm

Lyl L 2] 112 9¢ 39 S ok 189 SNOIAQLY WOIf 9FuRy) [eryoy

- 618 718 918 OLL ObL 189 7.9 [00Y28 Y31
nxvm o\on.. o\.‘um ﬁX._N.. ) gm o\.mNu . Qoo ek Hmo,w, mﬂom._wmum. Eok.m mmﬁmrﬁu ummuﬂmo.ﬂvn.ﬁ

(43 (r) ig (z1) o1 (€D 143 *x Ted 4 SU01AR1 WoL] SBuRYD) [emioy

o 99 059 619 . 1¢9 g19 . 879 765 00198 SIPPIA
w\.....Vn ,.c\c.? &Nn W\omn a\.eQ o\c.N &Nr ek LB@.\H m.:o.ﬂ_em.nm\ EQLHN mMzdnmU mMﬁ_.EMULmQ..

0F~ @ | @y (1o . . o (0z)- : ADaL SNOWALG WOA] 23UDYD) [oRIdY

- 966 »00'T 120t Z50°1 L50°] LI0°) 9E0°r 100458 Livpuawaly
,Kw._ul o\o I- fomx nXL.n oku I~ ‘KUN o\aNa . Hmouﬁ mﬂo.ﬁbunm C.MOHnH umgo 0mﬂﬂvu“on.m

v~ (6) (8D (10 (9) 61 {61) . 183 4 sn01A31g woLy s8uey)) [emoy

- 0L0't 6L0°1 L60°1 801°1 PIT°1 S60°T P11 [o0yog Arejuatualy

600Z-£00¢ 6007 8002 | L00T [ 900 | <00z | %00z | «£00z 4104912 JuauIfjousy
1e10% 183X (002G

Nd 8£°6

suonoalord yusurjorue J4

(IPPOIA! [EAIAING 110Y0D) TdSQ uo pasey)

600Z-£00 98ueyD Jusw|[oIuy [enuny payafoag

19LUSIQ (001§ S[[v AU
L~V 3lqeL

¥002/81/S



RACSS AN

1 93eg

1dSO @24n0g
%00} (2301

%GS°LE (2i1-6) 100428 UbiH

%Z0'9Z (8-9) 1004as B|PPIN

%EY Th {G-n) Aeyuawia|g

) uedg speio Ag

abejuasia abeisay

%00L %00} %00l  %00F %00}  %00L %00k %00+ %00l %00l  %00L %00 12}0L
%8LEE  %EBCE %ITEE %IBLE %YE0E %IV6Z %B)BZ %BELC %0892 %2962 %llL B2  %bE iz {Z1-6) loouos ybiy
HGCYT  %NYE'Y  %0TGZ %BB'GT WILST %VE'9Z %08'GZT %POOZ UEFST %EG'EZ %9S'EZ  %99PT (8-9) 10042S BiPPIN
YDlv 0y %LL0¥ %S LY %0EZY  %YEEr %09Cr %O00'SE %8E'SY %OL LY %SYOF %IZ iy %OFIb (G-3) Arjuawalg
6002 8002 5002 ¥002 5002 002 £002 2002 1002 0002 6661 8661 ueds spelg
‘ . A abejuaasey

Lor'e 99'e 9S¥'E BEV'T Z6e'T ZeEe'c . T0E'T £82'¢ 06L'z L9L'T 880'2 156’} 12101,
518 zZle glg 92/ oL 189 z.19 GZ9 185 0p9 609 GHG (21-6) 100yog YBIH
9¥9 059 619 LE9 619 929 65 809 258 218 Z6¥ Keird {8-9) 100Y2S 3|PPIN
966 ¥00'1 120'1 Zen'L 2E0'L  710'L  Qg£0'lL 0S0°'L.  ay0'L #00'1 186 GZ6 (g-¥) Agjuaws|g
6002 9002 1002 90027 5002 002 Z002 Loz 0002 6661 8661 vedg apelg

.mco.ﬁomﬁﬁu [0S {D

€002

AQ Juswijolug

{IdSO ‘spuai) juawijoiuz JuapniS I L pajoaloid pue jenjoy uo paseq)
. ) ) uedg apeio Ag juswijoauy abejusnied sbeiany
24ns1q 1o0Yyog sfied sjuessy

8-y 3|qe],

#00T/81/S



1 98eg

%528 %648 = afigjuaniay
008'L ¥e0'z = JeNjoy

HELt: .| u:w_.:__o._cm m._ru .MOON m:m«mmxm J3A0 @m:mco Um.«um_.o..& czozZ Jdea N
20zt QEE'Y 12100,
8.2'L Gle'L %BE 0L (€1-6} tooyog ybiy
Z0L'L Gel'L %PT Oz (8-9) 100y2S 5|ppI
zz8'l 9/8'L %LEEY . {g-)) Augjusius)g

IdS0 - Aunon &30 uedg apeig
ucmE:E:m juaujjcaus JO e

J1d 314

ueds apelg) Aq pajewiST JUBLINCILT JUSPMIS T 14 GZ0Z JBOA

%leT = ebejuaniay
€] 4% o = [ENJOY
-600Z -g00¢ 3usw|jolug 31 5 ut sBueys Ieap-g

%2'0Z %leoc %CZ 0 %le0e - %lZoz %1202 %ee0Z-  %leoe %ll'6) = olley uoneindogiuepms 31 4

(8002 ‘1 48q0300) jusuwjoIUs uspnis 3 4 (enpy ,

gze'y SLL'e 88’z 99/'z G89'z #09'2 £e5'e LPY'E zoe'e WBlWolug Juspms I 4
20¥'Le Zit'gl 880'%1 989'¢t ¥8e'clL Z288'¢L LYl B810'2) LL9'LL uoje|ndog
520z FANIKA 500'2 8002 £00'2 200'¢ 500'2 $00'2 £00'2

(uonosloig uoneindayg W4 jo uonlnqusIq AUnog ysiwoyousg uo psseg)
§202 ‘ZL0Z PUB 600T - £00Z Jusw|joiug juspms 314 pajoslolg

BISIT [00YDS s]|Bd BlueRIg

6V Jlqel,

Wd S0°11 ‘ suoyssfold wsu[olus J10 P00T/81/S



APPENDIX B:
GRANITE FALLS SCHOOL DISTRICT

School Facility Capacity Analysis



SCH_CAP

Table B-1

| ! |

Granite Falls School District

School Capacity Inventory

Site Year Built Potential for
School Size | Bldg. Area| Teaching | Student or Last Bxpansion of
Name {acres) (8q. Ft) | Stations | Capacity | Remodel Perm, Facility
Mountain Way Elem 10.0 50,739 23 506 1589 . no
Monte Cristo Elem 40.0 49,995 22 484 1995 yes
GF Middle 18.0 56,581 27 594 2001 no
GF High 18.0 72,310 26 572 2001 no
Total| . 2,156
Source: OSP1, Granite Falls School District

Mountain Way Elementary has 5 portables with 22 students each = 110 students

Middle School and High School Share same campus, |

Middle School has 2 portables with 22 students each = 44 students

Page 1



APPENDIX C:
- GRANITE FALLS SCHOOL DISTRICT
‘School Impact Fee Calculations




Single Family Unit

Site Acquisition Cost
. - Acres . -
Elem 0.00 x costiacre 55,000.00 /cepacity of students 600 000. x sludent factor 0.397 = 0.00
MS 0.00 55.000.00 . 800.600 ‘ 0.211 0.00
HS G.00 55,000.00 800 000 T 0.222 0.00
: 0.00
—_—— O

School Construction Cost
Estimated Cost

Elem 0.00 { capacity of sfudenls 600.000 x student factor 0.397 0.00
Ms ’ 0.00 . { capacity of students 600.000 x student factor 0.241 ' 0.00
HS 32,000.000.00 { capacity of sludents 800.000 x sfudent factor 0.222 8,880.00
. 8,880.00
% Permanent Sg. Ft. 229,625.000 fTolal Sq. Ft. 237,525,000 8,581.04
Relocatable Facilities Cost : ————
Elem : 0.00 facllity size - Xstudent factor 0.397 © 0,00
MS 0.c0 ffacility size - xstudent factor 0.211 . 0.00
HS '300,000.00 Hacility size 58,000 x siudent faclor 0222 756,82
756.82
x Poriable Sq, Ft. 8,000,000 /Tolal Sq.¥t. 237,625.000 25.48
CREDITS:
State Match Credit
BOECKH Index )
Etem™ 129.87 * SqFtAliw 80.00 * State Maich % 0.671 xstudent factor 0,397 0.00
MS 128.81 * Sq Fi Allw 100,00 * State Match % 0871 xstudent factor 0.211 0.00
HS 128.8% *SqFtAlw 126.00 * State Match % 0.671 xstudent factor 0.222 - 2,320.07
* There is no permtanent contruction planned. 2,320.07
Tax Payment Credit
514% R= Interest Rate
7.00 Y = Years to pay off bond %R;%e x district prop tax rate 0.001%1 xavgassdvalue 172,956.00 2,526,896
Elective Adjusiment ) )
Elem 0.0G
MS ‘ . 0.00
HS 0.00
: 0.0o
Calculation of Tetal Impact Fes )
Total Site Acguisition Cost Flement -
Total School Construction Cost Element 8,581.04
Total Relocatable Facilities Cost Element 25.48
(Less: Total State Match Credit) {2,320.07}
(Less: Total Tax Payment Credit) (2,526,96)
{Less: Eleclive Adjustment by District -
3,759.50
TOTAL IMPACT MITIGATION FEE $ 3,759.50
112 of Total Mitigation Fee % 1,878.75
[WMBACT MITIGATION FEE 3 1,879.75 |




Multi-Family Unit {1 bedroom0

Site Acquisition Cost
Acres
Elem 0.00 xcostfacre 55,000.00 / capacity of studenis 600.00 x student factor 0.038 0.00
MS 0.00 55,000.00 600.00 0.020 0.00
HS 0.00 57,000.00 §00.00 0.021 0.00
' : - 0.00
Scheaf Construction Cost
Estimated Cost B .
Etem . 0.00 { capacity of studenis 600.000 x student factor 0.038 ~ 0.00
MS 0.00 / capacliy of studenis 800.000 x student factor 0.020 0.00
HS . 32,000,000.00 { capacity of students 800.000 x student factor 0.021 840,00
’ . - 840.00
% Permanent Sq. Ft. 229,625.00 fTotal Sq. Ft., - 237,625.00 811.72
Relocatable Facilities Cost
Elem " 0.00 Hacility size - xstudent factor 0.038 0.00
MS 0.00 facifity size - xstudent factor 0.020 0.00
HS 300,000.00 Hacility size- 88.000 x student factor 0.021 71.59
to 71.59
x Portable Sq. Fi. 8,000.00 /Total Sg. Ft. 237,625.00 2.41
CREDITS:
State Match Credit
BOECKH Index’ . ) ]
Elem* 129.81 *SqFtAlw B0.00 * State Match % 0.671 xstudent factor 0.038 0.00
MS -~ ' 129.81 *SqFiAlw 100.0¢ * State Match % 0.671 xstudent factor 0.020° 0.00
HS : 120.81 *SqFtAlw 120.00 * State Match % 0.671 xstudent factor 0.021 219.47°
_* There is no permanent contruction planned. 218,47
Tax Payment Credit
5.14% R= Interest Rate - ]
7.00 Y = Years fo pay off bond ) F:::Er:); x district prop tax rate 0.00181 x avg assd value 63,211.00 923.54
Elective Adjustment -
Elem 0.00
MS 0.00
HS 0.00
0.00
Calcuiation of Total Impact Fee
Tolal Site Acquisition Cost Element -
Taial School Construction Cost Efement 811.72
Total Relocatable Faciiities Cost Element 2.4
(Less: Total Sfate Match Credit) (219.47)
{Less: Total Tax Payment Credit) {923.54}
{Less: Elective Adjustment by Disirict -
{328.87)
TOTAL IMPACT MITIGATION FEE -
|IMPACT MITIGATION FEE 1




Multi-Famity Unit (2 bedroom+)

Site Acquisifion Cost
Acres -
Efem 0.00 xcost/acre 55,000.00 / capacily of students 600.09 x student factor 0.528 = 0.00
MS ) 0.00 . 56,000.00 . 500,06 0.279 0,00
HS ' .00 ' 55,000.00 800.00 0.293 . 000
. 0.00

Schaol Construction Cost
Estimated Cost

. Hs

Elem 0.00 { capacity of students -800.000 x student factor 0.523 - Q.00
MS - 0.00 - / capacily of studenis 600,000 x student factor 0.279 0.00
32,000,000.00 . capacily of studenis 800.000 x student factor 0.293 11,720.00
] 11,720.00
’ x Permanent $g. Ft. 229,826.00 /Tolal Sq. Ft. 237,625.00 11,325.43
-Relocatable Facilities Cost
Elem 0.00 Hacility size 0.00 x student factor 0.523 0.00
MS 0.00 ffacility size 0.00 xstudent factor 0.279 : *0.00
HS 300,000.00 Hacility size 88.00 x student factor 0,293 998.86
’ . 598.86
x Portable Sq. Fi. 8,000.00 /Total Sq. Ft. 237,625.00 33.63
CREDITS:
State Match Credit
BOECKH Index
Elem* 129.81 * 8qFt Allw 80.60 * State Match % 0.671 x student factor 0.523 0.08
MS 128.81 * Sq Ft Allw 100.00 * State Match % 0.671 xstudent factor 0.279 2,429.80
HS 129.81 *SqFtAlw - 120.00 * Stale Match % 0.671 x student factor 0.283 3,062.07
* There Is no permanent contruction planned. 5,491.87
Tax Payment Credit
5.14% R= Interesi Rate . .
7.00 Y = Years to pay off hond ] K[;?Tf%y x disfrict prop tax rate 0.00191 xavgassdvalue  93,259.00 1,362.55
Elective Adjustment
Elem 0.60
MS , : 0.00
HS ’ 0.00
Calculation of Tofal Impact Fea
Total Site Acquisition Cost Element -
Tola! School Construction Cost Efement 11,325.43
Total Relocatable Faciiities Cost Eternent 33.63
{Less: Total Stale Match Credify (5,491.87)
(Less: Total Tax Paymeni Credit) {1,362.55)
(Less: Elective Adjustment by District -
4,504.64

TOTAL IMPACT MITIGATION FEE $  4,504.64

112 of Tofal Mitigation Fee $ 2,252.32

IMPACT MIT[GATION FEE $ 2,252.32 |




APPENDIX D:
‘GRANITE FALLS SCHOOL DISTRICT
Supporting Documentation for Impact Fee Calculations




2004 AVERAGE ASSESSED VALUE BY SCHOOL DISTRICT:

SINGLE FAMILY DETACHED USE PARCELS (1 UNIT PER PARCEL),

MULTI FAMILY LARGE UNIT (2 OR MORE BEDROCOMS) &

MULTI FAMILY. SMALL UNIT (0 OR 1 BEDROOM)

JENTIRE DISTRICT (INCORPORATED AND UNINCORPORATED)

" AVERAGE ANV AVERAGE ANV AVERAGE AV

‘ PER SINGLE FAM.| PER MULTI-FAM.| PER MULTI-FAM.
SCHOOL DISTRICT DET. USE PARCEL| - LARGE UNIT SMALL UNIT

- 1002 EVERETT $263,142 $106,676 $72,305
1004 LAKE STEVENS - $196,904 $93,259 $63,211
006 MUKILTEO $302,564 $106,676 $72,305
016 ARLINGTON $205,251 $93,259 $63,211
025 MARYSVILLE $188,345 $93,259 $63,211
103 MONROE $217,583 $93,259 $63,211
1201 SNOHOMISH $257,389 $93,259! $63,211
306 LAKEWOOD $213,190 $93,259 $63,211
311 SULTAN $153,122 $93,259| $63,211
330 DARRINGTON $137,296 $93,259 $63,211
332 GRANITE FALLS $172,956 $93,259 $63,211
401 STANWOOD $221,892 $93,259 $63,211
417 NORTHSHORE $339,394 . $108,676 $72,305

SOURCES: Snohomish County Assessor's data extracts with Metroscan,

TransAmerica Information Management Services, April, 2004

Apartment Vacancy Report, Dupre and Scott, Fall 2003.

NOTES: Parcel data exiracted by school district inciudes detached singie famiiy

parcels with one unit on parcel, built from 1994 through 2003. Assessed value includes

land and improvements. | | |

Multi-family use includes all parcels with 2 or more units per residential structure, including

attached units and attached residential condominiums. - |

Large unit multi-family is defined as having 2 or more bedrooms.

Small unit muiti-family is defined as having 1 or no bedrooms.

| |

Northshore School Districts includes Snohomish County area, only.

Snohomish County Planning and Development Services, Long Range Planning Division,

Demographics Section, 4/30/2004 | | |

AV 2004 SF MF
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School Facilities

e SRR Lo ~. Dy Te eson. , ,
Certification Programs Student Support/Operations Curriculum/Instruction Assessment School Business/Grants

School Facilities gCZIQQ{ fﬂ&f}’/’ﬁ’ﬁ?

: .Gen‘e_i*al Information
Emergency School
Repair Granfs :

Projects Released Area Cost Allowance

 Bid Summaries } _ '

W————J—*‘"IE:J zgtn;f?tRzrzfgwns Projects funded as part of the July 1, 2003 release of state
District Mat hD‘ Ratios construction grants were funded at an area cost aliowance of
'A—f’ﬁagfﬁgn; - $125.32 per square foot of eligible area.

Study and Survey . |

Grants Projects funded as part of the July 1, 2004 release of state
_gEe_—_ulations for School construction grants will be funded at an area cost allowance of
Facilities $129.81 per square foot of eligible area.

Resouices and Links
Regional Coordinators

Sustainable Schools

Future area cost allowance projections are not available at this-
time. The State Board of Education establishes an inflation factor
“to be used for projecting future area cost allowances.

Program
Forms
Claim & Retainage

D-Forms

Boards/Committees

GC/CM Project Review
Board

Schogl Facilities
Advisory Board

Non—Stru ctural
Earthguake Manual

Health and Safety Guide

) Schooi Facilities Manual

Publications

For more information about
School Facilities:

School Facilites
360.725.6265

httn/fwww k12.wa.us/SchFacilities/costallowance.aspx 5/18/72004



2004 State Matchihg Ratios

MATCHING
COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT RATIO
01 ADAMS
109 . |WASHTUCNA 55.68%
122 © |BENGE 24.03%
147 |OTHELLO 76.92%
158 |LIND 40.50%
160 IRITZVILLE 47.59%
02 ASOTIN .
250 [CLARKSTON 72.41%
420 |ASOTIN. 67.67%
03 BENTON -
017 - |KENNEWICK 72.24%
050 |PATERSON 20.00%
052 ~ |KIONA BENTON 78.55%
-053  {FINLEY 69.67%
116 |PROSSER 73.45%
400 jRICHLAND 63.76%
04 CHELAN
- 019 [MANSON 56.40%
069 |STEHEKIN 21.54%
127  |ENTIAT 64.52%
129  |LAKE CHELAN 40.97%
222 |CASHMERE 71.30%
228 |CASCADE 31.98%
246 |WENATCHEE 65.09%
05 CLALLAM
' 121 PORT ANGELES 60.74%
313 {CRESCENT 28.06%
323  |SEQUIM 33.11%
401 CAPE FLATTERY -67.91%
402 {QUILLAYUTE VALLEY 72.01%
06 CLARK
037 |VANCOUVER 81.37%
098 |HOCKINSON 70.21%
i01. |LA CENTER 62.31%
103 |GREEN MOUNTAIN 67.29%
112  {WASHOUGAL - 59.02%]|
114 |EVERGREEN 68.11%
117 JCAMAS 54.57%
119 |BATTLE GROUND 71.69%
122  |RIDGEFIELD 51.70%
07 COLUMBIA
002 |DAYTON 63.28%
035 |[STARBUCK 20.00%
08 COWLITZ
122 [LONGVIEW 54.97%
130 |TOUTLE LAKE 61.12%
401 CASTLE ROCK 69.78%
402  |[KALAMA 44.31%|




317 CONWAY 55.17%
320  |MT VERNON 63.43%
30 SKAMANIA :
002 ISKAMANIA 28.69%
028  |MOUNT PLEASANT 64.19%
031 MILL A 62.43%
303 |STEVENSON-CARSON 58.84%
31 SNOHOMISH
~ 002 JEVERETT 50.49%
004 [LAKE STEVENS 70.15%
006 |IMUKILTEO 46.41%
015 EDMONDS 40.91%
(016  JARLINGTON _ 61.29%
025 IMARYSVILLE 63.86%
063 INDEX 20.00%
103 MONROE 61.891%
201 SNOHOMISH 59.34%
3068 |LAKEWOOD 58.99% . -
311 SULTAN 65.65%
330 DARRINGTON 66.24%
332 |GRANITE FALLS 67.08%
401 STANWOOD 48.02%
32 SPOKANE :
081 SPOKANE 65.43%
123 ORCHARD PRAIRIE - 47.35%
312 GREAT NORTHERN 20.86%
325  [NINE MILE FALLS 72.16%
326 |MEDICAL LAKE 84.97%
354 MEAD 70.94%
356 CENTRAL VALLEY 55.99%
358 FREEMAN 68.78%
360 CHENEY 60.76%
361 EAST VALLEY 65.56%
362 LIBERTY 50.69%
363 |WEST VALLEY 57.88%
414 DEER PARK 78.892%
418 RIVERSIDE 75.14%
33 STEVENS
030 ONION CREEK 58.56%|
036 CHEWELAH 67.94%
049 JWELLPINIT 100.00%
070 [VALLEY 79.85%
115 COLVILLE 68.08%
183 LOON LAKE 33.62%
202 SUMMIT VALLEY 92.26%
205 EVERGREEN 42.51%
208 COLUMBIA 55.56%
207 MARY WALKER 78.46%
211 NORTHPORT 50.37%
212 KETTLE FALLS 60.44%
34 THURSTON
002 YELM 70.66%
003 NORTH THURSTON 80.57%
033 TUMWATER 61.72%
111 OLYMPIA 51.93%
307 RAINIER 69.33%
324 GRIFFIN 44.02%
404 ROCHESTER 70.90%
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FEDERAL RESERVE. STATISTICAL RELEASE

H.15 (519)

SELECTED INTEREST RATES
Yields in percent per annum

Instruments

Federal funds (effective) 1 2 3
Commercial paper 3 4 5
Nonfinancial
1-month
2-month
3-month .
Financial
1-month
2-month
3-month
Chs (secondary market) 3 6
1-month
3-mortth
6-month
Eurodollar deposits (London) 3 7
1-month
3-month
6-month
Bank prime loan 2 3 B
Discount window primary credit 2 9
U.S. government securities
Tyreasury bills {secondary market) 3 4
4-week '
3-month
g-month
Treasury constant maturities
Nominal 10 ‘
1-month
3-month
6-month
l-year
2-year

http/Awww. federalreserve.gov/R eleases/H15/Current/
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3-year 3.18 3.19 3.19 3.24
5-year 3.95 3.94 3.96 4.01
7-year 4.41 4.39 4.41 4.46
10-year 4.81 4,79 . 4.83 °  4.85
20-year 5.54 5.53  5.57 5.61
Inflation-indexed 11 o
5-year 1.53 1.49 1.42 1.43
7-year 1.95 1.91 1.86 1.86
10-year 2.25 2.21 2.17 2.18
Treasury long-term average ..
Neminal 12 13 - 5.54 5.53 5.57 5.61
Inflation-indexed 14 2.58 2.54 2.52 2.51
Interest rate swaps 15 )
l-year 2.07 2.058 2.06 2.09
Z-year 2.98 2.87 2.98 3.02
3-year 3,64 3.63 3.62 3.66
4-year 4,190 4.10 4.08 4.13
S-year 4.46 4.45 4.44 4,48
7-year 4,92 4.92 4.90 4,96
i0-year 5.33 5.32 5.31 5.37
30-year 5.87 5.87 5.87 5.92
Corporate bonds
Moody 's seasoned .
Baa 16 6.12 6.08 6.13 6.18
Baa .6.78 6.78 6.83 6.87
State & local bonds 17 5.14
Conventional mortgages -18
See overleaf for footnotes
n.a. -- not available
FOOTNOTES

—

kS

-]

httnJfaninag federalrecerve onviR eleacec/HT S/ erant/

The daily effective federal funds rate is a weighted average of rates o
Weekly figures are averages of 7 calendar days ending on Wednesday of t
monthly figures include each calendar day in the month.

annualized using a 360-day year or bank interest.

On a discount basis.
Interest rates interpolated from data on certain commercial paper trade

Trust Company. The trades represent sales of commercial paper by deale
investors (that is, the offer side). The 1-, 2-, and 3-month rates are
90-day dates reported on the Board's Commercial Paper Web page {www.Zfed
An average of dealer offering rates on nationally traded certificates o
Bid rates for Eurodollar deposits collected around 9:30 a.m. Eastern ti
Rate posted by a majority of top 25 (by assets in domestic offices) ins

SheMmnnag
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15,

banks. Prime is one of several base rates used by banks to price short

"9, The rate charged for discounts made and advances extended under the Fed

discount window program, which became effective January 9, 2003. This r
adjustment credit, which was discontinued after January 8, 2003. For £
www.federalreserve.gov/boarddocs/press/bcreg/2002/200210312/default.htm
The rate reported is that for the Federal Reserve Bank of New York, Hi
: adjustment credit is available at www . federalreserve.gov/releases/hl5/d
10. Yields on actively traded non-inflation-index issues adjusted to consta

Treasury. ‘
11. vYieids on Treasury inflation protected securities {(TIPS) adjusted to co

Treasury. Additional information on both nominal and inflation-indexed
www.treas.gov/offides/domestic-finance/debt—management/interest—raté/in
Based on the unweighted average of the bid yields for all non-inflation
cecurities with remaining terms to maturity of 25 years and over.
13. A factor for adjusting the daily long-term average in order to estimate
found at www.treas.gbv/offices/domesticﬁfinance/debtﬂmanagement/interes
14. Based on the unweighted average bid yields for all Inflation Protected
to maturity of more than 10 years. '
International Swaps and Derivatives Association (Ispa) mid-market par s
Rate Payer in return for receiving three month LIBOR, and are based on
Garban Intercapital plc and published on Reuters Page ISDAFIX1. Source
16. Moody's Raa rates through December 6, 2001 are averages of Aza utility
s of December 7, 2001, these rates are averages of Baa industrial bond
17. Bond Buyer Index, general obligation, 20 years to maturity, mixed quali
18. Contract interest rates on commitments  for fixed-rate first mortgages.

12,

Note: .Weekly and monthly figures on this release, as well as annual figures
H.15 web site (see below), are averages of business days unless otherw

current and historical H.1l5 data are available on the Federal Reserve
(wwiw. federalreserve.gov/). For information about individual copies .o
publications Services at the Federal Reserve Board (phone 202-452-324
For paid electronic access to current and historical data,'call STAT-

202-482-198%6. N

DESCRIPTION OF THE TREASURY NOMINAL AND INFLATION-INDEXED
CONSTANT MATURITY SERIES ' |

‘vields on Treasury nominal securities at "constant maturity" are intexrpolate
the daily vield curve for non-inflation-indexed Treasury securities. This cu
yield on a security to its time to maturity, is based on the closing market
Treasury securities in the over-the-counter market. These market yields are

ns obtained by the Federal Reserve Bank of New York. The constant

of gquotatioc A A
read from the yield curve at fixed maturities, currently 1, 3 and 6 months a

years. This method provides a yield for a 10-year maturity, for example, eve
has exactly 10 years remaining to maturity. similarly, vields on inflation-
"constant maturity"” are interpolated from the daily yield curve for Treasury
in the over-the-counter market. The inflation-indexed constant maturity yie

curve at fixed maturities, currently 5, 7, and 10 years.
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