
CITY OF AGENDA ITEM 
ANDERSO IJanuary 17, 2012 City Council and AM Meetin~ 

Approved for Submittal By: 

To:	 Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council and Anderson 
Redevelopment Agency Board of Directors 

From:	 John Blacklock Interim City Manager/Agency Executive Director 
Telephone 378-6646 

Date:	 January 17, 2012 

ISUBJECT 

Consideration of Resolutions of the City Council of the City of Anderson, California, electing 
to serve as the successor agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City of Anderson, and 
electing to retain the Redevelopment Agency's Housing Assets and Functions, pursuant to 
Part 1.85 of Division 24 of the California Health and Safety Code and Consideration of a 
resolution of the Redevelopment Agency of the City of Anderson Amending Its Enforceable 
Obligation Payment Schedule pursuant to AB lX 26. 

IRECOMMENDATION
 

The City Manager recommends that the Council: 

1.	 Adopt a Resolution electing to become the Successor Agency to the Anderson 
Redevelopment Agency pursuant to Part 1.85 of Division 24 of the California 
Health and Safety Code. 

2.	 Consider whether to adopt a Resolution electing to retain the Housing Assets 
and Functions previously performed by the Anderson Redevelopment Agency. 
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The Executive Director recommends that the Agency Board: 

1.	 Consider whether to adopt a Resolution of the Anderson Redevelopment 
Agency amending its Enforceable Obligation Payment Schedule in compliance 
withAB lX 26. 

IFISCAL IMPACT
 

The following Discussion and Background points out areas of fiscal concern and risk 
associated with decisions facing the City of Anderson Redevelopment Agency as well as 
other redevelopment agencies across the state. Staff is continuing to evaluate fiscal 
implications of the recommended actions and will present further information at the 
Council meeting. 

I DISCUSSION and BACKGROUND 

The Redevelopment Agency of the City of Anderson ("Agency/l) was created by the City 
Council for the purposes of implementing redevelopment activities in the City. The Agency 
has been acting to carry out the Redevelopment Plan for the Southwest Redevelopment 
Project in accordance with the Community Redevelopment Law (Health and Safety Code § 
33000 et seq.) (flCRL/I). The Redevelopment Project Area was found to have a significant 
number of physical and economic blighting conditions that necessitated adoption of the 
Redevelopment Plan. The Redevelopment Plan authorizes the Agency to receive tax 
increment revenue to pay for programs and projects that address these conditions 
consistent with the CRL. 

In January, 2011, the Governor announced his intent to eliminate redevelopment agencies 
as a way to help balance the State budget. The Legislature then enacted and the Governor 
signed Assembly Bill lX 26 (flAB lX 26/1) and Assembly Bill lX 27 ("AB lX 27"). These bills 
took effect on June 29,2011. 

AB lX 26 immediately suspended all new redevelopment activities and incurrence of 
indebtedness, and dissolved redevelopment agencies effective October 1, 2011. AB lX 27 
allowed a city or county that had a redevelopment agency to avoid dissolution by adopting 
an ordinance agreeing to make specified payments to reduce the State budget deficit. 

A Petition for Writ of Mandate was filed in the Supreme Court of the State of California on 
July 18,2011 (California Redevelopment Association, et al. v. Ana Matosantos, et al., Case No. 
S194861), challenging the constitutionality of AB lX26 and AB1X27 on behalf of cities, 
counties and redevelopment agencies and requesting a stay of enforcement. On August 11, 
2011, and August 17, 2011, the Supreme Court stayed portions of AB lX 26, and stayed AB 
lX 27 in its entirety during the pendency of the matter. 

On December 29, 2011, the Supreme Court issued its final decision in the aforesaid 
litigation, upholding AB lX 26, invalidating AB lX 27, and extending all statutory deadlines 
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under AB lX 26, essentially dissolving all redevelopment agencies throughout the State 
effective February 1, 2012. 
The Supreme Court decision has left cities and counties across the state with immediate 
decisions regarding whether or not to become the "successor agency" and whether or not 
to retain the housing obligations and assets of the former redevelopment agencies. The 
City's legal counsel has been working diligently providing advice and information to assist 
the Council in these decisions. 

Successor Agency. 

AB lX 26 designates the City as the successor agency, unless the City elects not to serve as 
successor agency. The election not to serve as the successor agency would have to have 
been made by City Council resolution and filed with the County Auditor-Controller by 
January 13, 2012 (within 15 days of the Supreme Court's decision). Although a City may 
adopt a resolution electing to be the successor agency, the City will automatically become 
the successor agency by operation of law, unless the City affirmatively elects not to serve as 
the successor agency by City Council resolution. 

If the City had elected not to serve as the successor agency, another local agency (such as 
the County or School District) would have the ability to serve as the successor agency and 
control the wind down of the Agency's affairs. The wind down process is likely to be time 
consuming and complex. There is risk that there will be disputes over the proper 
implementation of the wind down process. However, if the City had chosen not to serve as 
the successor agency, it would have had little or no control over the manner in which the 
existing obligations and agreements of the Agency are handled during the wind-down 
process. With the above in mind, and being aware that two Councilmembers were out of 
town and unavailable for a special meeting by January 13, it was decided through 
consultation with the Vice Mayor not to schedule a special meeting to consider electing not 
to serve as the successor agency. There was, and still remains, a lack of information or 
good reason to suggest the City should not be the successor agency. 

The activities of the City, as successor agency, will be overseen by an oversight board, 
comprised primarily of representatives of other affected taxing agencies, until such time as 
the debts of the Agency are paid off, all Agency assets liquidated and all property taxes are 
redirected to local taxing agencies. 

The Council should be aware of certain potential risks involved in electing to be the 
successor agency, including the potential for not receiving reimbursement for 
administrative costs that exceed the City's budget, not receiving reimbursement if there are 
insufficient tax increment funds to cover higher priority costs, and defending lawsuits 
brought against the City, as successor agency, at its own cost. However, the Council should 
also know that pursuant to AB lX 26, each of these potential risks is subject to the statutory 
limitation on successor agency liability to the amount of property tax received by the 
successor agency and the value of assets transferred to the successor agency. 

Although by default the City will be the successor agency by virtue of not having acted by 
January 13 to elect not to serve as the successor agency, it is nonetheless recommended 
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that the City adopt a resolution electing to become the successor agency so that there is a 
clear record ofthe City's decision on this matter. 

Housing Functions and Assets. 

In addition, AB lX 26 provides that the City, as the entity that created the Agency, may elect 
to retain the housing assets and obligations of the former redevelopment agency. If the 
City elects to retain the responsibility for performing housing functions previously 
performed by the Agency, all rights, powers, duties, and obligations of the former 
redevelopment agency shall be transferred to the City. By retaining this responsibility, the 
City could benefit through control over the affordable housing assets of the dissolved 
redevelopment agency. However, there is no identified continuing funding source for 
affordable housing which makes this benefit of limited value to the City. 

Further, the City may retain funds in the Agency's Low and Moderate-Income Housing 
Fund, that are encumbered, but any unencumbered funds in the Housing Fund would not 
be transferred. Unless the costs associated with these housing obligations are set forth in 
an approved Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule, the City will be assuming all of 
these costs, potentially without any additional funding source, and the costs would be the 
sole responsibility of the general fund. 

Legal counsel advises that the new law is vague with respect to the extent of housing 
obligations being assumed, and that responsibilities could arguably include any affordable 
housing function and obligations whether or not specifically addressed in an approved 
Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule. The law states that the entity assuming the 
housing responsibilities will take on all "rights, powers, duties and obligations" of the 
dissolved redevelopment agency without clearly defining what these are. The ambiguity of 
the new law in this area causes concern about the programs and activities that the City 
might assume if it elects to retain the housing assets and functions previously performed by 
the Anderson Redevelopment Agency. 

Unlike the election to be the successor agency, the City must affirmatively elect to retain 
the housing functions and assets of the former redevelopment agency. If the City does not 
elect to retain those housing responsibilities, AB lX 26 provides that all rights, powers, 
assets, liabilities, duties and obligations associated with the housing activities of the former 
redevelopment agency will be transferred to the local housing authority, or if there is no 
local housing authority, to the California Department of Housing and Community 
Development. 

A resolution electing to retain the housing assets and functions previously performed by 
the Anderson Redevelopment Agency is provided for Council consideration. 

Enforceable Obligation Payment Schedule [EOPS) 

AB lX 26 suspended all new redevelopment activities and incurrence of indebtedness by 
terminating virtually all otherwise legal functions of the Agency and mandating a 
liquidation of any assets for the benefit of local taxing agencies. Some debts are allowed to 
be repaid, but any such remittances are to be managed by the successor agency that would 
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function primarily as a debt repayment administrator. The successor agency cannot 
continue or initiate any new redevelopment projects or programs. 

Under Health and Safety Code Section 34169, the EOPS must list all of the "enforceable 
obligations" of the Agency, and is subject to approval by the State Department of Finance. 
"Enforceable obligations" include: bonds; loans legally required to be repaid pursuant to a 
payment schedule with mandatory repayment terms; payments required by the federal 
government, preexisting obligations to the state or obligations imposed by state law; 
judgments, settlements or binding arbitration decisions that bind the agency; legally 
binding and enforceable agreements or contracts; and contracts or agreements necessary 
for the continued administration or operation of the agency, including agreements to 
purchase or rent office space, equipment and supplies. 

Section 34169 allows that the EOPS may be amended at any public meeting of the Agency. 
The Agency adopted an EOPS in accordance with AB1X26 and now should consider 
amending the EOPS to include all of the current enforceable obligations of the Agency. A 
resolution of the Anderson Redevelopment Agency amending its enforceable obligation 
payment schedule pursuant to AB1X26 is offered for Council consideration. 

I ATTACHMENTS
 

1.	 Resolution electing the City of Anderson as the Successor Agency to the Anderson 
Redevelopment Agency. 

2.	 Resolution electing to retain the Housing Assets and Functions previously performed by 
the Anderson Redevelopment Agency. 

3.	 Anderson Redevelopment Agency resolution amending its Enforceable Obligation 
Payment Schedule. 
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ATTACHMENT 1 

RESOLUTION NO. 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ANDERSON, CALIFORNIA,
 
ELECTING TO BECOME THE SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE ANDERSON
 

REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY PURSUANT TO PART 1.85 OF DIVISION 24 OF THE
 
CALIFORNIA HEALTH AND SAFETY CODE
 

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City ofAnderson ("City") approved and adopted the 
Redevelopment Plan for the Southwest Redevelopment Project Area ("Redevelopment Plan"), 
covering certain properties within the City (the "Project Area"); and 

WHEREAS, the Anderson Redevelopment Agency ("Agency") has been engaged in 
activities to execute and implement the Redevelopment Plan pursuantto the provisions of the 
California Community Redevelopment Law (Health and Safety Code § 33000, et~.) ("CRL"); 
and 

WHEREAS, since adoption of the Redevelopment Plan, the Agency has undertaken 
redevelopment projects in the Project Area to eliminate blight, to improve public facilities and 
infrastructure, to renovate and construct affordable housing, and to enter into partnerships 
with private industries to create jobs and expand the local economy; and 

WHEREAS, as part of the 2011-12 State budget bill, the California Legislature enacted, 
and the Governor signed, companion bills AB lX 26 and AB lX 27, requiring that each 
redevelopment agency be dissolved unless the community that created it enacts an ordinance 
committing it to making certain payments; and 

WHEREAS, a Petition for Writ of Mandate was filed in the Supreme Court of the State of 
California on July 18,2011 (California RedevelopmentAssociation, et al. v. Ana Matosantos, et 
al., Case No. S194861), challenging the constitutionality of AB lX 26 and AB lX 27 on behalf of 
cities, counties and redevelopment agencies and requesting a stay of enforcement; and 

WHEREAS, on August 11, 2011, and modified on August 17,2011, the Supreme Court 
stayed portions of AB lX 26, and AB lX 27 in its entirety during the pendency of the matter; 
and 

WHEREAS, on December 29,2011, the Supreme Court issued its final decision in the 
aforesaid litigation, upholding AB lX 26, invalidating AB lX 27, and extending all statutory 
deadlines under AB lX 26, essentially dissolving all redevelopment agencies throughout the 
State effective February 1, 2012; and 

WHEREAS, AB lX 26 further provides that, upon their dissolution, any property taxes 
that would have been allocated to redevelopment agencies will no longer be deemed tax 
increment, and will be allocated first to successor agencies to make payments on the existing 
indebtedness of the dissolved redevelopment agencies, with remaining balances allocated in 
accordance with applicable constitutional and statutory provisions; and 
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WHEREAS, AB lX 26 provides that successor agencies be designated as successor 
entities to the former redevelopment agencies, and provides that, with certain exceptions, all 
authority, rights, powers, duties and obligations previously vested with the former 
redevelopment agencies, under the CRL, are vested in the successor agencies; and 

WHEREAS, all other legal prerequisites to the adoption of this Resolution have 
occurred. 

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ANDERSON, CALIFORNIA, DOES HEREBY 
RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS: 

Section 1. Recitals. The Recitals set forth above are true and correct and 
incorporated herein by reference. 

Section 2. Election to be Successor Agency. In accordance with Health and Safety 
Code Section 34173, and based on the Recitals set forth above, the City Council hereby elects 
and determines that the City of Anderson shall become the "successor agency" to the former 
Redevelopment Agency of the City of Anderson. Upon dissolution of the Agency pursuant to 
Part 1.85 of Division 24 of the California Health and Safety Code, and except as provided under 
the CRL, all authority, rights, powers, duties and obligations previously vested with the former 
Agency, under the CRL, shall be vested in the City as the successor agency to the Agency. 

Section 3. Implementation. The City Council hereby authorizes and directs the City 
Manager to take any action and execute any documents necessary to carry out the purposes of 
this Resolution, including but not limited to notifying the Shasta County Auditor-Controller, the 
Controller of the State of California, and the California Department of Finance providing notice 
of the adoption of this Resolution and the City's election to be the successor agency to the 
Agency, in accordance with AB lX 26. 

Section 4. Severability. If any provision of this Resolution or the application 
thereof to any person or circumstance is held invalid, such invalidity shall not affect other 
provisions or applications of this Resolution which can be given effect without the invalid 
provision or application, and to this end the provisions of this Resolution are severable. The 
City Council hereby declares that it would have adopted this Resolution irrespective of the 
invalidity of any particular portion thereof. 

Section 5. Certification. The City Clerk shall certify to the adoption of this 
Resolution. 

Section 6. Effective Date. This Resolution shall become effective upon its adoption. 
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PASSED AND ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the City Council on the 17th day of 
January, 2012, by the following vote:
 

AYES:
 

NAYS:
 

ABSENT:
 

ABSTAIN:
 

James Yarbrough, Mayor 

ATTEST: 

Juanita Barnett, City Clerk 
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ATTACHMENT 2 

RESOLUTION NO. 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ANDERSON, CALIFORNIA, 
ELECTING TO RETAIN THE HOUSING ASSETS AND FUNCTIONS PREVIOUSLY 

PERFORMED BY THE ANDERSON REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY PURSUANT TO PART 
1.85 OF DIVISION 24 OF THE CALIFORNIA HEALTH AND SAFETY CODE 

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Anderson ("City") approved and adopted 
the Redevelopment Plan for the Southwest Redevelopment Project ("Redevelopment Plan") 
covering certain properties within the City (the "Project Area"); and 

WHEREAS, the Anderson Redevelopment Agency ("Agency") has been engaged in 
activities to execute and implement the Redevelopment Plan pursuant to the provisions of 
the California Community Redevelopment Law (Health and Safety Code § 33000, et seq.) 
("CRL"); and 

WHEREAS, since adoption of the Redevelopment Plan, the Agency has undertaken 
redevelopment projects in the Project Area to eliminate blight, to improve public facilities 
and infrastructure, to renovate and construct affordable housing, and to enter into 
partnerships with private industries to create jobs and expand the local economy; and 

WHEREAS, as part of the 2011-12 State budget bill, the California Legislature 
enacted, and the Governor signed, companion bills AB lX 26 and AB lX 27, requiring that 
each redevelopment agency be dissolved unless the community that created it enacted an 
ordinance committing it to make certain payments; and 

WHEREAS, a Petition for Writ of Mandate was filed in the Supreme Court of the 
State of California on July 18, 2011 (California Redevelopment Association, et al. v. Ana 
Matosantos, et al., Case No. S194861), challenging the constitutionality of AB lX 26 and AB 
lX 27 on behalf of cities, counties and redevelopment agencies; and 

WHEREAS, on December 29,2011, the Supreme Court issued its final decision in the 
aforesaid litigation, upholding AB lX 26, invalidating AB lX 27 and extending all statutory 
deadlines under AB lX 26, essentially dissolving all redevelopment agencies throughout 
the State effective February 1, 2012; and 

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code Section 34176 provides that the city that 
authorized the creation of the redevelopment agency may elect to retain the housing assets 
and functions previously performed by the redevelopment agency; and 

WHEREAS, all other legal prerequisites to the adoption of this Resolution have 
occurred. 

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ANDERSON, CALIFORNIA, DOES HEREBY 
RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS: 
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Section 1. Recitals. The Recitals set forth above are true and correct and 
incorporated herein by reference. 

Section 2. Election to Retain Housing Assets and Functions. In accordance 
with Health and Safety Code Section 34176, and based on the Recitals set forth above, 
because the City Council authorized the creation of the Anderson Redevelopment Agency 
the City Council hereby elects to retain the housing assets and functions previously 
performed by the Anderson Redevelopment Agency. Upon dissolution of the Agency 
pursuant to Part 1.85 of Division 24 of the California Health and Safety Code, and except as 
provided under the CRL, all rights, powers, duties and obligations, excluding any 
unencumbered amounts on deposit in the Anderson Redevelopment Agency's Low and 
Moderate Income Housing Fund shall be transferred to the City of Anderson. 

Section 3. Implementation. The City Council hereby authorizes and directs the 
City Manager to take any action and execute any documents necessary to carry out the 
purposes of this Resolution, including but not limited to notifying the Shasta County 
Auditor-Controller, the Controller of the State of California, and the California Department 
of Finance of the adoption of this Resolution and the transfer of all housing assets and 
functions of the former Anderson Redevelopment Agency to the City of Anderson, all in 
accordance with AB IX 26. 

Section 4. Severability. If any provision of this Resolution or the application 
thereof to any person or circumstance is held invalid, such invalidity shall not affect other 
provisions or applications of this Resolution which can be given effect without the invalid 
provision or application, and to this end the provisions of this Resolution are severable. 
The City Council hereby declares that it would have adopted this Resolution irrespective of 
the invalidity of any particular portion thereof. 

Section 5. Certification. The City Clerk shall certify to the adoption of this 
Resolution. 

Section 6. Effective Date. This Resolution shall become effective upon its 
adoption. 

2
 



PASSED AND ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the City Council on the 17th day of 
January, 2012, by the following vote:
 

AYES:
 

NAYS:
 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAIN: 

James Yarbrough, Mayor 

ATTEST: 

Juanita Barnett, City Clerk 
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ATTACHMENT 3 

AGENCY RESOLUTION NO. 

A RESOLUTION OF THE ANDERSON REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY AMENDING ITS
 
ENFORCEABLE OBLIGATION PAYMENT SCHEDULE PURSUANT TO AB lX 26
 

WHEREAS, in compliance with AB 1X 26, enacted by the California State Legislature 
and the Governor signed as part of the 2011-2012 State budget bill, the Anderson 
Redevelopment Agency adopted an Enforceable Obligation Payment Schedule ("EOPS") to 
allow the Agency to make payments on debts and obligations listed on the EOPS; and 

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code Section 34169, added as part of AB 1X 26, 
allows that the EOPS may be amended at any public meeting of the Agency; and 

WHEREAS, the Anderson Redevelopment Agency now desires to amend the EOPS 
to include all of the current enforceable obligations of the Agency; 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE ANDERSON REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY DOES HEREBY 
RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS: 

Section 1. Recitals. The Recitals set forth above are true and correct and 
incorporated herein by reference. 

Section 2. Amendment of EOPS. The Agency hereby amends the Enforceable 
Obligation Payment Schedule, as set forth in the Amended Enforceable Obligations 
Payment Schedule attached hereto as Exhibit A, as authorized by Health and Safety Code 
Section 34169. 

Section 3. Posting; Transmittal to Appropriate Agencies. The Executive 
Director is hereby authorized and directed to post a copy of the Amended EOPS on the 
City's website. The Executive Director is further authorized and directed to transmit, by 
mail or electronic means, to the Shasta County Auditor-Controller, the State Controller and 
the Department of Finance, notification providing the website location of the posted 
Amended EOPS and other information as required by AB 1X 26. 

Section 4. Effective Date. Pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 34169(i), 
the Agency's action to amend the EOPS as set forth herein shall not be effective for three 
(3) business days following adoption of this Resolution, pending a request for review of the 
Amended EOPS by the Department of Finance. 



PASSED AND ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the Anderson Redevelopment 
Agency on the 17th day ofJanuary, 2012, by the following vote:
 

AYES:
 

NOES:
 

ABSTAIN:
 

ABSENT:
 

James Yarbrough, Chair 

ATTEST: 

Juanita Barnett, Agency Secretary 
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EXHIBIT A
 

AMENDED ENFORCEABLE OBLIGATION PAYMENT SCHEDULE
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Name of Redevelopment Agency: 

Project Area(s) 

Anderson Redevelopment Agency 

Southwest Redevelopment Project Area 

Page 1 of __ Pages 

ENFORCEABLE OBLIGATION PAYMENT SCHEDULE 
Per AB 26 - Section 34167 and 34169 (*) 

Pavments bv month Total Outstanding Total Due During 
Proiect Name 1Debt Oblioation Pavee Description JanDebt or Oblioation Fiscal Year Feb Mar April Mav Jun Total 

1	 Reoavment Aoreement 2002 Citv of Anderson Loan for Southwest Pro'ect Start-uo Casts 1.059.933.00 43.482.00 43.4<12.00 $ 43.482.00 
2	 Renavment Aareement 2002 City of Anderson Loan for Southwest Proiect Start-uo Costs 216.520.00 27.065.00 27.065.00 $ 27.065.00 
3	 2005 Tax Allocation Bonds US Bank Bonds Issue 4.260.496.75 175.652.50 60.326.25 115.326.25 $ 175.652.50 
4	 2008 Tax Allocation Bonds US Bank Bonds Issue 9.661.602.13 294.242.50 129.621.25 164.621.25 $ 294.242.50 
5\ Enaaaement Letler BLX Advisors Arbitraoe Rebate Comoliance Services 105.000.00 3.275.00 3.275.00 $ 3.275.00 
6\ AoreemenVNote Tri-Counties Loan 319.172.82 32.555.88 2,712.99 2,712.99 2.712.99 2,712.99 2.712.99 2.712.99 $ 16.277.94 
7' Owner Particioation Aoreement Anderson Reoencv II Assoc Loan for Senior Housino Comolex 500.000.00 50.000.00 50.000.00 $ 50.000.00 
8	 Professional Services Aareement Urban Futures. Inc. Consultant Services for Imolement. Plan 14.000.00 14.000.00 $ 14.000.00 
9 Low/Mod Housino Fund Affordable Housino Proorams 4.952.432.00 180.000.00 180.000.00 $ 180.000.00 

10 Administration Citv of Anderson SalarieslOoeratino Exeenses 1.536.000.00 250.000.00 41.666.00 41.666.00 41.666.00 41.666.00 41.666.00 41.670.00 $ 250.000.00 
11 Professional Services Aareement Matson and Isom Auditina Services 192.000.00 6.000.00 6.000.00 $ 6.000.00 
12 Loan Aoreement 2004 CalHFA Helo Loan 416.000.00 $ 
13 Professional Services Anreement Urban Futures Inc. Preoare annual disclosure statement 112.000.00 3.500.00 3.500.00 $ 3.500.00 
14 County Admin Fees Shasta County Annual fees for arooertv tax admin 800.000.00 25.000.00 25.000.00 $ 25.000.00 
15 Tnustee Aoreement US Bank Trustee Fees 96.000.00 3.000.00 3.000.00 $ 3.000.00 
16 Prooertv Taxes Shasta County lorooertv taxes on Aoencv orooertv 16.000.00 500.00 500.00 $ SOO.OO 
17 Professional Services Anreement Best. Best & Krieaer leaal services for Aoencv 30.000.00 30.000.00 5.000.00 5.000.00 5.000.00 5.000.00 5.000.00 5.000.00 $ 30.000.00 
18 Professional Services Aoreement EDC of Shasta Countv contract for Econ. Develoo Services 20.000.00 20.000.00 1.945.00 1.945.00 1.945.00 1.945.00 1.945.00 1.945.00 $ 11.670.00 

19 $ 

20 $ 

21 $ 

22 $ 

23 $ 
$24' 

$25' 

$26 

OTHER OBLIGATIONS - PAYMENT SCHEDULE (PASS THROUGH OBLIGATIONS) $ 27' 

28\ Statutorv Pass-Throuah All Taxino Aoencies Per Section 33607 4,952.432.00 180,000.00 $ 
$ 29 

$30 
$ 

$ 51,323.99$ 1.144,272.88 $ 51.323.99 $ 247,271.49 $ 51,323.99 $ 231,823.99 $ 500.597.49 $ 1,133.664.94 

Totals - Page 2 

$ 24.307.156.70Totals - This Page 

$ $ $ $ $ $ $$ 

$  $  $ $ $ $  $ $Totals - Page 3 

$  $ $ $  $ $$ $ Totals· Page 4 
$ $ $ $  $ $ 

Grand total - All Paoes 1$ 29.259,588.70 II $ 1.324,272.88 II $ 51,323.9911 $ 247.271.49" $ 51,32399 " $ 51,323.9911 $ 231,823.99 " $ 500,597.491 $ 1,133,664.94 

$ 4,952.432.00 $ 180,000.00Totals - Other Obligations 

*	 This Enforceable Obligation Payment Schedule (EOPS) is to be adopted by the redevelopment agency no later than late August. 1\ is valid through 12131111. 1\ is the baSISlor thePreJimmaryDraTf
 
Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS), which must be prepared by the dissolving Agency by 9130/11. (The draft ROPS must be prepared by the Successor Agency by 11/30/11.)
 
If an agency adopts a continuation ordinance per ABX1 27, this EOPS will not be valid and there is no need to prepare a ROPS.
 

** Include only payments to be made after the adoption of the EOPS. 


