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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
Presentation to the Collier County Board of County Commissioners (BCC) of the 2005 Annual 
Update and Inventory Report (AUIR) on Public Facilities as provided for in Chapter 6.02.02 of 
the Collier County Land Development Code. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
OBJECTIVE:  Request that the BCC review the 2005 Annual Update and Inventory Report (AUIR) 
on public facilities and consider recommendation from the Collier County Planning Commission 
(CCPC) on projects and associated funding sources for inclusion in the Schedule of Capital 
Improvements of the Capital Improvement Element during the FY06 annual update and amendment, 
and the FY07 proposed Annual Budget.  The BCC’s action will require formal adoption of the AUIR. 
This AUIR, unlike previous AUIR projects, identifies capital needs for both new facilities to serve 
projected population growth, as well as for replacements of public facilities that will no longer be 
adequate in the 5-year AUIR time period as the useful life of those public facilities will be exceeded.   
 
BACKGROUND:  Chapter 163, Part II, Florida Statutes requires the County to adopt certain Land 
Development Regulations (LDR’s) to implement its Growth Management Plan adopted on January 10, 
1989.  Section 6.02.00 of the LDC requires the County to, “Provide that public facilities and services 
meet or exceed the standards established in the CIE required by Section 163.3177 and are available 
when needed for the development…”  This Section of Chapter 163, Part II, Florida Statutes is 
commonly known as the concurrency requirement.  Accordingly, on March 21, 1990, the Board 
adopted the Collier County Adequate Public Facilities Ordinance No. 90-24.  This Ordinance was 
subsequently codified in Division 3.15 (new Chapter 6.02.02) of the Land Development Code (LDC). 
 
Chapter 6.02.02 of the LDC established a management and monitoring program for public facilities, 
which provides for an annual determination of Level of Service Standard (LOSS) concurrency for 
Category “A” facilities and identification of additional facilities needs.  Category “A” facilities are 
roads, solid waste, drainage canals and structures, parks and recreation, potable water, and sewer 
collection and treatment. The AUIR also provides analysis and recommendations on Category “B” 
facilities for which the County has adopted LOSS and collects impact fees. This year’s AUIR contains 
additional Category “B” facilities for Law Enforcement as impact fees were adopted for Law 
Enforcement in the last calendar year. Chapter 6.02.02 of the Land Development Code requires the 
preparation of an AUIR on Public Facilities for presentation to the Board of County Commissioners.   
 
The findings of the AUIR form the basis for the preparation of the Annual Update and Amendment to 
the Capital Improvement Element and Schedule of Capital Improvements, proposed projects to be 
included in the next annual budget, the determination of any Area of Significant Influence (ASI) and 
the review of the issuance of development orders (excluding roads) during the next year.  It should be 
noted that there is no statutory requirement for Category “B” facilities to be included in the CIE. The 
AUIR provides an update to the ledger baseline for the real-time Transportation Concurrency 
Management System database. 
 
Under the provisions of Chapter 6.02.02 of the LDC, the BCC’s options in response to the needs 
identified in the AUIR include, but are not limited to, the following: 
 

1. Establishment of Areas of Significant Influence (ASI) surrounding deficient road segments 
which are not in a TCMA or TCEA. 

 
2. Public Facility project additions to the financially feasible Schedule of Capital 

Improvements in the Capital Improvements Element.  Road projects must be in the first or 
second year of the next adopted Schedule of Capital Improvements in order to be factored 



  

as available capacity in the real-time Transportation Concurrency Management System 
database. 

 
3. Deferral of development order issuance for development not vested by statute in areas 

affected by deficient Category “A” public facilities pending. 
 

a. Modification of Level of Service Standards (LOSS) via Growth Management Plan 
Amendments. 

 
b. Subsequent direction to Staff to include the necessary Public Facility projects in a future 

Annual CIE Update and Amendment to be adopted by the Board. 
 

c. Future approval of new or increased revenue sources for needed Public Facility 
projects, by the Board of County Commissioners, the State Legislature or the County 
voters. 

 
d. Developer constructed improvements guaranteed by an enforceable development 

agreement. 
 
GROWTH MANAGEMENT IMPACT:  The preparation and presentation of the AUIR to the Board 
and CCPC meets the requirements of Chapter 6.02.02 of the Land Development Code for an annual 
determination of the status of public facilities.  Board direction to include the projects identified in the 
AUIR in a financially feasible FY06 Annual CIE Update and Amendment will establish and maintain 
concurrency for Category “A” public facilities, except roads, for the next twelve (12) months.  Road 
projects needed to remedy LOS deficiencies must be in the first or second year of the Schedule of 
Capital Improvements. 
 
IMPACT OF SB 360 UPON FUTURE GROWTH MANAGEMENT: The following are some of 
the key highlights of SB 360 which provides and mandates a better link between land use planning, the 
capital improvements element (CIE) and local government budgeting with respect to: 
 
CIE/Financial Feasibility  

• CIE amendments adopted after July 1, 2005, must demonstrate financial feasibility, which 
means committed revenues (ad valorem taxes, bonds, state and federal funds, tax revenues, 
impact fees, and developer contributions) for the years 1-3 of the CIE and planned revenues 
(future grants, planned new sources of revenues such as taxes approved through referendum) 
for years 4 and beyond.  Additionally, on December 1, 2007, Collier County will have to 
provide a financially feasible CIE to the Department of Community Affairs.  Any subsequent 
changes to the CIE each following December will have to be justified with a substantive 
rationale. Thus, the AUIR will have to be a financially feasible document as well.   

• CIE amendments which delay a scheduled project beyond years 1-3 can only be done after a 
public hearing is held.  An ordinance to accomplish this without a public hearing is not 
permitted.  

 
Land Use Planning 

• Schools  
1. Requires local governments to adopt a school concurrency by December 1, 2008, to comply 

with Section 163.3177 (12), F.S. The local government can adopt the school’s required 5-
year plan by referencing it and stating that the CIE is consistent with the school’s CIE;  

2. Requires land us map changes that increase residential densities to assess impacts on 
schools; and  



  

3. All local governments must amend their intergovernmental coordination element consistent 
with Sections 163.3177 (6) (h) 1 and 2, F.S. 

• Water  
1. Requires 20-year planning period for region; and 
2. Identification of traditional and alternative water supply development projects (i.e. saltwater 

and brackish water, surface water capture during wet weather, and new storage, reclaimed 
water, storm water for consumptive use, etc.); and  

3. Conservation element, including a 10-year assessment of needs and sources.  
• Transportation 

1. Must include MPO improvements if relied upon to ensure concurrency and financial 
feasibility; and 

2. Transportation facilities must be in place or under construction within 3 years after issuance 
of building permit and element must be adopted no later than December 1, 2007; and 

3. Must be evaluated in the Evaluation and Appraisal Report (EAR); and 
4. Must  consult and coordinate with FDOT to mitigate impacts to the Stategic Intermodal 

System; and 
5. Must meet new requirements by July 1, 2006 or at EAR plan update, whichever is later; and 
6. Proportionate share mitigation, based upon failing concurrency, may be used in certain 

instances, as provided by law, but shall be applied as a credit against impact fees where 
used to address some improvement (DOT to develop model ordinance by December 1, 
2005 and local governments must adopt ordinance and include in transportation 
concurrency management system by December 1, 2006. 

 
FISCAL IMPACT:  The following public facilities are projected not to have impact fees or other 
identified revenue sources sufficient to maintain statutorily mandated financial feasibility of the CIE 
and thus these public facilities will require supplemental revenue sources: 

 
• County Recreation Facilities and Parks 
• County Jail 
• Library 
• Emergency Medical Services 
• Government Buildings 

 
Revenues are required to fund the “Category A” CIE projects proposed in the 2005 AUIR for the 
FY06-10 planning period to maintain statutorily mandated financial feasibility of the CIE and must be 
made available by the Board of County Commissioners or fall within the Board’s statutory General 
Fund taxing authority.  Current and Proposed revenues needed to fund public facility 
construction/expansion for the FY06-10 CIE planning period are set forth in each respective capital 
facilities section of the 2005 AUIR. Project expenditures in excess of estimated impact fee, gas tax, 
and user fee revenues receipts and funded bonds, are reflected as being augmented by General Fund 
Revenues in the body of this document or with no identified source of revenue. “General Fund 
Revenues” is defined as existing sales tax revenues and other state shared revenues, or ad valorem 
allocations at the discretion of the BCC.  Where funding sources are not identified, the BCC will make 
a policy decision to either dedicate a funding source or in the alternative reduce the existing level of 
service.  Either alternative will result in a financially feasible AUIR and CIE.  An explanation of the 
current Collier County policy on impact fee updates and indexing is attached which explains the fiscal 
viability of Collier County impact fees related to capital improvements attributed to new growth. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  That the Collier County Board of County Commissioners take the 
following action: 
 



  

 
 

1. Find upon analysis, review, actions taken and directions given, based on the 2005 AUIR 
that adequate Roads, Drainage Canals and Structures, Potable Water, Sewer Treatment and 
Collection, Solid Waste, and Parks and Recreation facilities will be available, as defined by 
the Collier County Concurrency Management System, as implemented by Chapter 6.02.02 
of the LDC, to support development order issuance until presentation of the 2006 AUIR. 

 

 
 
 
 



  

 
 
 

 
Memorandum 

               
 
 

 
To:  Randall Cohen, AICP, Interim Director  

Comprehensive Planning Department  
   

From:   Amy Patterson, Impact Fee/Economic Development Manager 
 
Date:  December 1, 2005 
 
Subject:   Collier County Impact Fees 
 
 
 
Pursuant to your request, the purpose of the memorandum is to outline the current Collier 
County policy on impact fee updates and indexing. 
 
Each of Collier County’s impact fees is on a schedule to be reviewed and updated at least 
every three years.  During the formal update of the fee each component of the calculation is 
reviewed to ensure accuracy, validity and consistency with applicable case law(s).  Such a 
review also includes the review and update of all relevant data that is incorporated to develop 
the study methodology.   
 
In the mid-years between the formal updates several of the impact fees are “indexed” based 
on an adopted formula using a combination of national data sets (i.e. the Engineering News, 
Record, the Consumer Price Index, etc.) and when appropriate, local information is also used 
related to land costs.  The indexing of the impact fee provides for impact fee rates to remain 
more consistent with the demands of growth in the years between the required three year 
formal update studies and will help to avoid large impact fee increases related to the three-
year cycle.  Indexing formulas are in place for Water and Sewer, Government Buildings, Law 
Enforcement, Parks, Roads, Correctional Facilities, and Library Impact Fees and are being 
developed for EMS, Fire and School Impact Fees. While the indexing formulas provide a 
conservative rate by which the fee can be increased on an annual basis, it in no way is 
designed to replace the formal study process which captures all aspects of the changes that 
have occurred over the three-year period.   
 
 
When impact Fees rates are developed there is a maximum legal limit established for the fee, 
which represents the largest amount that can be charged within the confines of the law. 
Outside legal counsel and consultants, with expertise in the development of legally defensible 
impact fees, have been relied upon in the establishment of the maximum legal limits. In the 

 



  

past, in some instances, Collier County has adopted impact fees at less than the maximum 
legal limit, which then required a portion of the infrastructure costs related to growth to be 
funded by other revenue sources.  Current Board of County Commissioner’s policy is for new 
impact fees rates to be adopted and implemented at 100%.  However, it must be emphasized 
that an impact fee study takes a retrospective view on cost, meaning that all actual costs may 
be incorporated into a study while anticipated costs, increases, etc, are not.  Therefore, upon 
adoption of an impact fee study all increases in costs subsequent to the adoption will be 
captured in part by the indexing the following year and in whole in the next formal update.  In 
areas of extremely high growth and escalating prices, it is likely that impact fee cost 
components (e.g. land, construction costs, etc.) can become outdated very quickly, thereby 
possibly requiring a full update of the fee sooner than three years. 
 
In conclusion, Collier County has been very proactive in regard to keeping its impact fee 
program current, but acknowledges that escalating costs may generate the need for more 
frequent updates as well as temporary offsets of supplemental revenue. 
 
If you have any questions or require any additional information related to this matter, please 
let me know. 
 
Thank you. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



  

 
MEMORANDUM 

 
TO:  Collier County Board of County Commissioners 
 
FROM: Randy Cohen, AICP, Comprehensive Planning Department Director 
 
SUBJ:  Planning Commission Recommended Changes to the 2005 AUIR  
 
DATE: January 20, 2006 
 
The Collier County Planning Commission (CCPC) conducted a special meeting on January 13, 2005 
pertaining to the 2005 AUIR.  The meeting was continued to January 19, 2005 to consider items that 
warranted further explanation and to address sections of the AUIR which were not considered during 
the January 13th meeting.  During  both meetings the CCPC provided section by section 
recommendations for BCC consideration.  What follows is a synopsis of these recommendations.  
Please note that the staff has not changed its substantive recommendations pertaining to the necessity 
of identified capital  improvements/infrastructure in FY06-10 and the associated expenditure of funds 
for the capital improvements/infrastructure.  Thus, there is a conflict  with the CCPC recommendations 
in many areas of the AUIR.  In addition, where applicable, the CCPC recommendations have been 
noted explicitly in the corresponding sections of the AUIR. 
 
   CATEGORY “A” FACILITIES 
 
1.  COUNTY ROADS 
 
The Planning Commission recommended approval of the County Roads section with the following 
changes and recommendations: 

• Page 5 – Add a footnote that bonds and carry forward revenue ($102,439,000 and 
$195,576,600) are combined on page 12 and shown as “Carry Forward” 

 
• Page 5 – Add a footnote next to “general fund revenue” that an estimated $26,114,315 of this 

number is derived from interest accrued on funds in revenue accounts available for 
transportation purposes. 

 
• Page 9 - Revise construction completion years to reflect a more conservative completion date. 

 
In addition, although not part of the 2005 AUIR, the CCPC recommended that the 2006 AUIR use 
morning peak traffic counts in determining deficiencies in transportation. 
 
2.  DRAINAGE CANALS AND STRUCTURES 
The Planning Commission recommended approval of the Drainage and Canals section with the 
following changes and recommendations: 

• Page 19 - Add a footnote noting the estimated interest on funds in the revenue account that is 
used to pay for project costs. 

 
• Page 19 - Change the amount of “Existing Ad Valorem Revenue” Sources for FY 06 and 

FY07-10 to reflect actual anticipated Ad Valorem revenue.   
 



  

• Page 20 - Add footnotes at the bottom of the page differentiating between “soft” and “hard” 
costs. 

 
Although not part of the 2005 AUIR, the CCPC recommended that the BCC approach the City of 
Naples for cost sharing on storm water drainage projects which benefit Naples, such as the Gordon 
River Water Quality Park. 
 
3.  POTABLE WATER 
The Planning Commission recommended approval this element of the AUIR without any changes with 
an advisory to the BCC as follows:   
 
Although not a recommendation for the 2005 AUIR, staff will determine the economic feasibility of 
constructing the proposed 18.75 mgd 2009 Northeast Regional Water Treatment Plant expansion in 
two phases rather than in one phase as proposed in the AUIR.  This feasibility study will be conducted 
as a part of the upcoming Master Plan process. 
 
4.  SEWER TREATMENT AND COLLECTION  
The Planning Commission recommended approval of this section of the 2005 AUIR without any 
changes.  
 
5.  SOLID WASTE 
The Planning Commission recommended approval of this section of the AUIR without any changes 
with the proviso that the BCC consider the following items:  
 

• The landfill is projected to be completed full in 2028; and 
• The time required to find an acceptable alternative location or methods for disposal of solid 

waste for Collier County may well require approximately 10 years of lead time (or by 
approximately 2016) given the present BCC policy of allowing no additional landfills in Collier 
County once the present landfill is full. 

• Verify the accuracy of the 0.82 tons/capita disposal rate used in the AUIR. 
 

RECREATION FACILITIES AND PARKS 
The Planning Commission tabled action on this element of the AUIR on January 13 pending additional 
information from the Parks and Recreation staff.   On January 19, 2006 the Planning Commission 
made the following recommendations: 
 

1. Recreation Facilities - The Planning Commission recommended approval of this recreation 
component of the 2005 AUIR without any changes.  

2. Community Park Land – The Planning Commission made the following recommendations: 
a. That the proposed CIE for FY06-10 land acquisition be reduced from 187.0 acres to 

82.4 acres with an accompanying reduction in the acquisition cost from $37,400,000 to 
$16,480,000; 

b. That the 5-year surplus be changed to 0 acres at no cost. 
c. That the accuracy or the $200,000/acre estimated land cost be validated as part of the 

upcoming BCC impact fee adoption public hearing which will take place in Spring 
2006. 

 
3. Regional Park Land - The Planning Commission made the following         recommendations: 

a.  That the accuracy or the $200,000/acre estimated land cost be validated as part of the 
upcoming BCC impact fee adoption public hearing which will take place in Spring 2006. 

 



  

        CATEGORY “B” FACILITIES 
 
JAILS AND LAW ENFORCEMENT 
On January 19, 2006 the Planning Commission made the following recommendations: 
 

1. Remove revenues needed to maintain the existing level of service standard ($2,543,361); 
2. Adjust the footnote (**) to show there is no deficit in FY06-10; and 
3. Note that the revenues needed to maintain the existing level of service are contingent on the 

long range development plan for new jail facilities. 
 
LAW ENFORCEMENT 
On January 19, 2006 the Planning Commission made the following recommendation: 

 
1.  The Planning Commission recommended approval of this section of the 2005 AUIR without 
any changes.  
 

LIBRARIES 
The Planning Commission recommended approval of this section with weighted population and a 1.8 
books per capital level of service only if the impact fees cover the increased costs and with minor 
clarifications made to pages 81 and 87 to clarify the fiscal years in which construction of new library 
facilities will be completed.  
 
EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES 
Planning Commission tabled action on January 13, 2006 and instructed staff to revise page 90 to show 
“blended” unit costs to be calculated and to be depicted in the “Available Inventory”. On January 19, 
2006 the Planning Commission made the following recommendations: 
 

1.  That the $19,062,826 additional revenues required do not result in an increase   in Ad 
Valorem Taxes;  
2. Use weighted population with a 0.000068 units/capita level of service;  
3. Consider including the revenue generated by EMS be shown in the AUIR;  
4. Consider raising impact fees and user fees to offset increased costs; 
5. Consider putting the helicopter operation in the 2006 AUIR and adopting a level of service 
for EMS helicopters..   

 
GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS 
Planning Commission tabled action and Facilities Management to provide responses to Planning 
Commission inquiries dealing with pages 103 and 109. On January 19, 2006 the Planning Commission 
made the following recommendations:   
 

1.  Approval of the level of service of 1.7. sq.ft. per capita using weighted population and 
removal of the 100,433 sq. ft. of proposed building space from the FY 06-10 CIE so that the 5-
year surplus is 56,851 sq. ft. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



  

2005 ANNUAL UPDATE AND INVENTORY REPORT (AUIR) 
ERRATA AND REPLACEMENT PAGES  

FOLLOWING COLLIER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS SPECIAL 
MEETING OF JANUARY 25/FEBRUARY 6, 2006 

 
 
Attached are revised pages which contain directed updates and changes following the February 6, 
2006, completion of the Collier County Board of County Commissioners AUIR Special Meeting.  
 
 
Page References    Action Required 
Page 5 of Executive Summary  Replace old page 5 with new page 5 
 
Page 2 (main report)    Replace old page 2 with new page 2 
 
Page 2a      Remove page 2a…no replacement 
 
Page 5      Replace old page 5 with new page 5 
 
Page 8      Replace old page 8 with new page 8 
 
Page 9      Replace old page 9 with new page 9 
 
Pages 11 through 17 Replace old pages 11-17 with new pages 11-17 
 
Pages 47 through 49 Replace old pages 47-49 with new pages 47-49  
  
Page 54 Replace old page 54 with new page 54 
 
Page 64 Replace old page 64 with new page 64 
 
Page 81 Replace old page 81 with new page 81 
 
Pages 83 through 86 Replace old pages 83-86 with new pages 83-86 
 
Pages 93 and 94 Replace old pages 93-94 with new pages 93-94 
 
Pages 103 through 109 Replace old pages 103-109 with new pages 103-109 
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2005 AUIR 
 
 
 
TOTAL ADDITIONAL REVENUE REQUIRED OR LEVEL OF SERVICE STANDARD 
REDUCTION 
 

ADDITIONAL 
FACILITY TYPE       REVENUE REQUIRED 

 
Parks and Recreation                                2,391,969 
County Jail                                                                                             2,543,461 
Libraries                                                                                                 1,154,025* 
Emergency Medical Services                                                               19,061,826 
Government Buildings                     3,577,206 
       TOTAL           $28,728,487 
 
 
*This need is based upon a Board of County Commissioners direction given in 2005 to raise the 
impact fee for libraries by an amount in early 2006 sufficient to raise an additional $6,918,552 in 
revenues.  If the fees are not raised, then the additional revenue required will be raised by a like 
amount. 
 
“Additional Revenue Required” could be greatly offset by increase in impact fees in the Spring and 
each summer if the BCC provides that policy direction in conjunction with new impact fee studies 
currently in progress.  Furthermore, additional revenue generated by increases in assessed property 
values county wide could be used to provide some of the funding for each facility type.  It is also 
possible that the Board may provide policy direction which would move a capital project or 
expenditure outside of the 5-year CIE.  As a last resort, the Board could provide policy directives to 
reduce levels of service for specific Category A or Category B type facilities.  Assuming that none of 
these other options would be pursued by the Board, which would appear unlikely, an analysis of what 
the “Additional Revenue Required” ($28,728.487) in terms of millage was undertaken by staff. If Ad 
Valorem taxes alone were used to cover the above capital shortfall, which again is highly unlikely, this 
would be the equivalent of 0.1005 mills for the next 5 years or $10.05 per $100,000 of taxable value 
per home to each Collier County taxpayer. 
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CCPC Recommendation 
 
The CCPC recommended that the additional revenues required for Parks and Recreation, Jails and 
Government Buildings be reduced to no additional revenue required as these items would be zeroed 
out.  Assuming that these recommendations were adopted by the Board, the “Additional Revenue 
Required” would be reduced to $19, 970,076.  If Ad Valorem taxes alone were used to cover the above 
this capital shortfall, which again is highly unlikely, this would be the equivalent of  ????? mills for the 
next 5 years or $??.?? Per $100,000 of taxable value per home to each Collier County taxpayer. 
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2005 AUIR FACILITY SUMMARY FORM 
 

Facility Type:  County Arterial and Collector Roads (Category A) 
Level of Service Standard: Variable - “D” or “E” 
Unit Cost: Variable (Average = $3,569,220/lane mile average) 
 
         Capital Roads 
         
Recommended Work Program 9/30/10     $775,072,047   
Recommended Revenues FY06-10     $775,072,047    
5-year Surplus or (Deficit)       0                            

1. Existing Revenue Sources: 
 

A. Current Revenues CIE FY 06-10    
   Impact Fees including Ave Maria   $207,396,800 
   Gas Taxes      $107,483,747 
   General Fund      $134,790,900  
   Grants/Reimbursements         $  22,285,000        
   Toll Revenue Trust Fund    $    5,100,000 
   Carry Forward including Bonds   $298,015,600 ** 

                                                                                              TOTAL  $775,072,047                     
                     

2. Supplemental Revenue Sources: 
 

A. Alternative I 
None Required 

  
B. Alternative II 

None Required 
 
Recommended Action:    
That the BCC direct staff to include County road projects appearing on “Proposed Transportation 5 Year Work 
Program”, (Attachment C), as detailed in the “Collier County Transportation Planning Data Base” (Attachment 
E), in the next Annual CIE Update and Amendment with the application of revenues outlined on the Road 
Financing Plan (Attachment D) to establish statutorily required financial feasibility of the CIE.  
 
**Carry forward includes project funding encumbered in prior fiscal years to be paid out over the 
    following schedule for phases (average time for payout): 
 

1. Design – 25 months 
2. Right-of-Way – 4 years 
3. Construction – 30-36 months  
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CURRENT REVENUES - CIE FY 06-10   
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Attachment B 
 

TRANSPORTATION EXISTING CONDITIONS REPORT – 2005 
 
Objective 
To provide the board of County Commissioners with an “existing conditions” analysis of the 
transportation system in Collier County. 
 
Purpose 
This analysis is provided to assist in the preparation of the Annual Update and Inventory Report 
(AUIR), and more specifically to assist in the determination of adequate (transportation) public 
facilities. 
 
Considerations 
The following considerations apply to this analysis: 
 

 The traffic counts are based on factoring the four quarterly traffic counts to average annual daily traffic 
and taking an average of those counts.  These factors include an axle factor of .9524 and a peak season 
weekday factor that varies depending on the week that the traffic count was conducted. 

 
 The level of service (LOS) threshold volumes are calculated using Synchro software and is 

based on the 100th highest hour after omitting February and March data consistent with the 
Growth Management and Land Development Code provisions. 

 
Attachments 
Attached is the 2005 Collier County Transportation Planning Database table, which incorporates the 
proposed FY 06 to FY 10 Capital Improvement Program. 
 
Observations 
Of the 201 traffic count stations collected in the year 2004 traffic count program, the increase in traffic volume 
was 2.02%.  Seventy-two percent of the traffic counts experienced an increase over the previous year.  Listed 
below are the number and percentage of stations, including their corresponding change over the previous year: 
 

 23% (46 stations) show an increase greater than 10% over 2004. 
 23% (46 stations) show an increase of 5-10% over 2004, and 
 26% (52 stations) show an increase of up to 5% over 2004 
 12% (24 stations) show an decrease of 5% or less over 2004 
 8% (17 stations) show a decrease of 5-10% over 2004, and 
 8% (16 stations) show a decrease of greater than 10% over 2004 

 
Existing Conditions Report – 2005 
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2005 AUIR FACILITY SUMMARY FORM 
 

Facility Type:  Drainage Canals & Structures (Category A) 
Level of Service Standard: 
 Future Development (subsequent to January 1989) – 25 year, 3-day storm 
 Existing Development (prior to January 1989) – current service level 
 
Summary of Drainage Inventory 
       FY 05             FY 10 (Proposed) 
 
Type Of:  Canal (Miles) Structures  Canal (Miles) Structures 
Primary          163                   40           185                   50 
Secondary         148       24           162                   35 
County Wide Total:               311                   64                                     347                   85 
 
Drainage Canal Cost Components & Average Costs (FY-05) 
 
Cost Component: Primary Canal Secondary Canal Primary Str. Secondary Str. 
   $1,638,000 $1,764,000  $ 1,039,500 $ 530,250 
 
      Canal Miles    Structures       Value/Cost 
Available Inventory 10/11/05                           311                  64          $  582,372,000 
Proposed Inventory FY10 347                  85 $  659,331,750 
Proposed CIE FY06-10 36                  21 $  76,959,750 
 
 Existing and Projected Revenue Sources 
 
 Ad Valorem (FY06) $   7,548,700 
 SFWMD (FY06) $   4,322,100 
 Carry Forward/Misc. (FY05) $   6,137,592  
 Sub-Total FY 06: $ 18,008,392 
            
             Ad Valorem (FY07-10 from S.W. Utility1 @ 0.15 Mills per year – est.)       $ 41,585,023 

*SFWMD/BCB and other Grants (FY 07-10)    $ 12,000,000  
 *MSTU’s (FY 07-10)                                                                                    $   5,366,335            
 Sub-Total FY 07-10: $   58,951,358 
 TOTAL: $   76,959,750 
Recommended Action: 
That the BCC direct Staff to include “Proposed CIE FY06-10” projects and studies with existing and 
recommended revenues in the next Annual CIE Update and Amendment. 
 
Notes: 

- On June 22nd 2004 the Collier County Board of County Commissioners established a Stormwater Utility1 

funded via 0.15 mills Ad Valorem securing funding beginning in FY05 for the next 20 years. 
 
- Cost share ratios: 

 
 
Capital Projects   Tertiary Systems     Tidal Areas 
 
1/3 County   ½ County     ½ County 
1/3 Grants   ½ Grants (BCB)     ½ Grants (BCB) 
 
1/3 MSTU’s         With Maintenance and Operation 
          by MSTU’s 
1Stormwater Utility: Annual appropriation commitment 
 
*Although the 20 year plan assumes additional grant funding and MSTU funding for a grand total of $ 104,993,415 over the 5 years, the 
AUIR is based on a conservative level until such time that the additional grant funds and MSTU funds are received.  Individual project 
funding will be expanded based on receipt of additional grant or MSTU funding, conversely, reductions will be made should projected 
funding not materialize. 
 
Accured interest on Stormwater funds (appx. $ 827,948.00 in fiscal year 2005) go to General Funds and offset the General Funds transfer to 
Stormwater. 
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COUNTY POTABLE  
WATER          

 
 
CONTENTS 

• POTABLE WATER SYSTEM-TREATMENT FACILITIES LEVEL 
OF SERVICE STANDARDS (LOSS) ASSESSMENT FOR SERVICE 
AREA 

• POTABLE WATER SYSTEM LOSS CHART 
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   COUNTY SEWER   
TREATMENT  

AND COLLECTION 
SYSTEM         

 
CONTENTS 

• LOSS ASSESSMENT FOR THE NORTH COUNTY WATER 
RECLAMATION FACILITY (NCWRF) SERVICE AREA 

• CHART FOR THE NCWRF LOSS: 145 GPC/PD  
• LOSS ASSESSMENT FOR THE SOUTH COUNTY WATER 

RECLAMATION WATER RECLAMATION FACILITY (SCWRF) 
SERVICE AREA 

• CHART FOR THE SCWRF LOSS: 120 GPC/PD 
• LOSS ASSESSMENT FOR PROPOSED SOUTHEAST WATER 

RECLAMATION FACILITY (SEWRF) SERVICE AREA 
• CHART FOR THE PROPOSED SEWRF LOSS: 100 AND 120 

GPC/PD 
• LOSS ASSESSMENT FOR PROPOSED NORTHEAST WATER 

RECLAMATION FACILITY (NEWRF) SERVICE AREA 
• CHART FOR THE PROPOSED NEWRF LOSS: 145 AND 120 

GPC/PD 
• LOSS ASSESSMENT FOR THE PROPOSED EAST CENTRAL 

WATER RECLAMATION FACILITY (ECWRF) SERVICE AREA 
• CHART FOR THE PROPOSED ECWRF WITH A LOSS: 120 

GPC/PD 
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COUNTY SOLID WASTE       
 
CONTENTS 
 

• LEVEL OF SERVICE STANDARD: 2 YEARS OF LINED CELL 
CAPACITY REFLECTING THE ISWM STRATEGY; PROPOSED 
METHODOLOGY OF AVERAGE TONS PER CAPITA DISPOSAL 
RATE OF THE PREVIOUS 3 YEARS 

 
• LANDFILL 2 YEAR LINED CELL CAPACITY (CHART); LOSS=2 

YEARS CONSTRUCTED LINED CELL CAPACITY AT AVERAGE 
PREVIOUS 3 YEARS TONS PER CAPITA DISPOSAL RATE 

 
• LEVEL OF SERVICE STANDARD: 10 YEARS OF PERMISSIBLE 

LANDFILL REFLECTING ISWM STRATEGY; PROPOSED 
METHODOLOGY OF AVERAGE TONS PER CAPITA DISPOSAL 
RATE OF THE PREVIOUS 3 YEARS 

 
• LANDFILL 10 YEAR PERMITTABLE DISPOSAL CAPACITY 

(CHART); LOSS=10 YEARS OF PERMITTABLE CAPACITY AT 
AVERAGE PREVIOUS 3 YEARS TONS PER CAPITA DISPOSAL 
RATE 
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         COUNTY RECREATION 
   FACILITES AND 

  PARKS   
CONTENTS 
SUMMARY FORM…...RECREATION FACILITIES 

 
• PARKS CAPITAL FACIITLIES WITH LOSS OF $270/CAPITA USING 

WEIGHTED POPULATION PROJECTIONS 
 
• PARK FACILITIES LOSS:$270/CAPITA (CHART) 

 
SUMMARY FORM…..COMMUNITY PARK LAND 

 
• COMMUNITY PARK ACRES WITH LOSS OF 1.2882 ACRES OF PARK 

LAND/1000 POPULATION USING WEIGHTED POPULATIN 
PROJECTIONS 

 
• COMMUNITY PARK ACRES WITH LOSS OF 1.2882 ACRES OF PARK 

LAND/1000 POPULATION (CHART) 
 
SUMMARY FORM……REGIONAL PARK LAND 
  

• REGIONAL PARK LAND WITH LOSS OF 2.9412 ACRES/1000 
POPULATION USING WEIGHTED POPULATION PROJECTIONS 

 
• REGIONAL PARK ACRES WITH LOSS OF 2.9412 ACRES/1000 

POPULATION (CHART) 
 
FIVE YEAR CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN 
 
FIVE YEAR PROPOSED PARKS LAND ACQUISITION SUMMARY 
 
INVENTORY OF EXISTING PARK FACILITIES  
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2005 AUIR FACILITY SUMMARY FORM 
 

         
Facility Type:  Recreation Facilities (Category A) 
Level of Service Standard (LOSS):  $270/capita inventory( Weighted Population Calculations) 
 
Unit Cost: Variable 
            Capital Facilities 
Available Inventory 9/30/05:              $93,701,900 
 
Weighted Population Calculations                   
Required Inventory 9/30/10:          $121,676,850* 
Proposed CIE FY06-10:             $25,150,000 **      
5-year Surplus or (Deficit):            ($2,824,950)   
 
Using the weighted population method, the following is set forth: 
 
Expenditures 
Proposed CIE FY06-10 expenditure dollar amount…………………………...$25,150,000 
Debt Service Payment (Vanderbilt Garage)            $5,617,500 
Debt Service Payments (existing bonds and loans)…………………………...$15,229,700 
Total Expenditures…………………………………………………………….$45,997,200 
 
Revenues 
Impact Fees for existing debt service (bonds and loans)……………………...$15,229,700*** 
Tourist Development Funds (Vanderbilt Garage)            $5,617,500 
Impact Fees anticipated for CIE..……………………………………………..$21,750,000 
AdValorem (refurbishments)…………………………………………………...$3,400,000 
Total Revenues………………………………………………………………...$45,997,200 
 
Additional Revenues Required or Level of Service Standard Reduction……..none required for this 
element of the Parks and Recreation proposed CIE. 
 
Recommended Action 
That the BCC direct staff to include the “Proposed CIE 06-10” projects listed on page 53 in the next 
Annual CIE Update and Amendment and that the BCC accept the weighted population calculations as the 
means of determining concurrency with the LOSS of $270/capita for capital improvements for 
recreational facilities. 
 
*The required inventory, expressed in current dollars, does not attempt to predict future possible increases 
in land, building and equipment costs. 
** This figure includes $25,150,000 in new facilities, but excludes $3,400,000 in replacement costs as 
outlined in the following FY06-10 Capital Improvement Plan. 
***Impact fees planned to be increased in 2006. 
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2005 AUIR FACILITY SUMMARY FORM 
 

           
 

 
Facility Type:  Community Park Land (Category A) 
Level of Service Standard:  1.2882 acres per 1000 population in the unincorporated area 

Unit Cost: $200,000/acre* 
 
 
      Acres   Value/Cost 
Available Inventory 9/30/05    453.1   $90,620,000 
 
Weighted Population Calculations  
Required Inventory 9/30/10:   535.6             $107,120,000 
Proposed CIE FY06-10:      83.0   $16,600,000 
5-year Surplus or (Deficit)       0.5        $100,000 
 
Using the weighted population method, the following is set forth: 
 
Expenditures 
Proposed CIE FY 06-10 expenditure dollar amount………………………$16,600,000 
Debt service (accounted for in “Park Facilities Section)……………………….$0 
Total Expenditures…………………………………………………………$16,600,000 
 
Revenues 
Impact Fees anticipated for CIE……………………………………………$12,808,031** 
Airport Park dedication (7 acres of county owned land)……………………$1,400,000 
Other Revenues………………………………………………………………….$0 
Total Revenues……………………………………………………………..$14,208,031 
 
Additional Revenues Required or Level of Service Standard Reduction…..  $2,391,969** 
       TOTAL………...$16,600,000 
* Updated to $200,000/acre based upon the park impact study recently completed ($87,000/acre used the 
past few years). 
**Impact fees, if adopted by the BCC in 2006, will provide significant additional revenues to fund park 
land acquisition 
 
Recommended Action: 
That the BCC direct staff to include “Proposed CIE FY06-10” projects listed on page 54 in the next 
Annual CIE Update and Amendment to eliminate the pending deficit in FY08-09. 
   
The Planning Commission recommendation: (1) That the proposed CIE for FY 2006-2010 land 
acquisition be reduced from 187.0 acres to 82.4 acres and reduce the estimated acquisition cost from 
$37,400,000 to $16,480,000; (2) That the 5-year surplus be changed to 0 acres at no cost and; (3) That the 
accuracy of the $200,000/acre estimated land cost be validated as part of the upcoming BCC impact fee 
adoption public hearing which will take place in Spring, 2006.  
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2005 AUIR FACILITY SUMMARY FORM 
 

          
 

 
Facility Type:  Regional Park land (Category A) 
Level of Service Standard:  2.9412 acres per 1000 population 
Unit Cost:  $200,000/Acre* 
 
       Acres   Value/Cost   
Available Inventory 9/30/05:     993.9           $198,780,000 
 
Weighted Population Calculations 
Required Inventory 9/30/10:    1,325.5            $265,100,000 
Proposed CIE FY06-10:      837.75                        $167,560,000 
5-year Surplus or (Deficit):     457.1              $91,420,000 
 
* Updated to $200,000/acre based upon impact study recently completed ($87,000/acre used in the past 
few years). 
  
Using the weighted population method, the following is set forth: 
 
Expenditures 
Proposed CIE FY 06-10 expenditure dollar amount…………………………….$167,560,000 
Debt Service (accounted for in Park Facilities and Community Park sections)………$0 
Total Expenditures……………………………………………………………….$167,560,000 
 
Revenues 
Impact Fees anticipated for the CIE……………………………………………….$2,560,000 
Ad VaLorem Taxes….129-acre Carribean Zoo………………………………….$25,800,000 
County-owed 54-acre Fairgrounds……………………………………………….$10,800,000 
Dedication by SFWMD of 640-acres…………………………………………...$128,000,000 
TDC Funds for 1.25-acre Wiggins Pass…………………………………………….$400,000  
                  TOTAL                     $167,560,000 
 
Additional Revenue Required or Level of Service Standard Reduction………….00000 
       TOTAL…………    $167,560,000 
Recommended Action: 
That the BCC direct staff to include “Proposed CIE FY06-10” projects on page 54 in the next 
CIE Update and Amendment. 
 
The Planning Commission recommendation:  That the accuracy of the $200,000/acre estimated land cost 
be validated as part of the upcoming BCC impact fee adoption public hearing proposed for Spring, 2006.  
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FY 02-11 PROPOSED 
PARKS LAND ACQUISITION SUMMARY 

     
COMMUNITY PARK LAND                                             REGIONAL PARK LAND            
                    
Starting acres 459.6 (9/30/02)                                              Starting acres 1,045.1 (9/30/02) 
 
02-03        02-03 
9.5 Acres – Sable Palm Elementary    0 
  
03-04        03-04 
(9) Randall to Transportation storm water   (142 Acres) – Jane’s Scenic Drive 
removed 
(7) Golden Gate Pathway to GGHS (turtle habitat) 
 
04-05        04-05 
0        .8 Acres – Bayview (9 lots) 
        90 Acres Paul PUD Lake 
        
05-06                                                                                      05-06 
7 Acres Airport Park Immokalee*    .25 Acre – Vanderbilt Gulfshore Drive 
        3 Acres – Margood Property  
        129 Acres – Caribbean Zoo 
                                                                     
06-07        06-07 
20 acres TBD       1.5 Acres – Bayview 

9 Acres Rookery bay at 951/Isle of Capri 
        54 Fairgrounds* 
                                                                                                 640 Acres SFWMD *** 
07-08        07-08 
20 acres TBD       1   Acre – Wiggins Pass** 
         
08-09         08-09 
36 acres TBD       0 
 
09-10       
0        09-10     
        0 
10-11        10-11 
0        350 Acres TBD   
 
11-12        11-12 
        0 
*Currently owned by the County and to be turned over to Parks and Recreation for park land 
**To be funded with TDC funds 
***To be provided to the county without charge. Currently unresolved environmental issues remain with   
      the transfer. 
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2005 PARKS AND PARK FACILITIES…..EXISTING INVENTORY 
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ANNUAL UPDATE AND INVENTORY REPORT 
ON PUBLIC FACILITIES 

 
 

2005 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CATEGORY “B” FACILITIES 
(Non-Concurrency Regulated) 

 
 
 

7. County Jail  
 

2.    Law Enforcement 
 
3.  Library  

 
4. Emergency Medical Services 

 
5. Government Buildings 

 
 
 
 

 
 
  
 
 

December 2005 
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COUNTY JAIL SYSTEM 
 
CONTENTS 
SUMMARY FORM…...COUNTY JAIL SYSTEM 
 

 
• COUNTY JAIL SYSTEM WITH LOSS OF 3.2 BEDS/1000 

POPULATION USING WEIGHTED POPULATION 
PROJECTIONS 

 
• JAIL FACILITIES; LOSS: 3.2 BEDS/1000 POPULATION 

(CHART) 
 

• COLLIER COUNTY JAIL BEDS SUMMARY FORM 
 

• JAIL POPULATION TRENDS, FY 1999-2005 
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2005 AUIR SUMMARY FORM 

 
Facility Type:  County Jail (Category B) 
Level of Service Standard (LOSS): 3.2 Beds/1000 population* 
Unit Cost: $62,421 
The LOSS was changed in the 2005 AUIR to 3.2 beds/1000 population from the 2004 AUIR which used 
2.4 beds/1000 weighted population. The 3.2 beds/1000 population reflects the actual jail population rates 
experienced in the jail system. 
 
Using the Weighted Population method, the following is presented: 
 
3.2 Beds/1000 Population* 
Available Inventory 9/30/05      1366  $85,267,086 
Required Inventory 9/30/10      1442               $90,011,082 
Proposed CIE FY 06-10                      0                              0 
5-year Surplus or (Deficit)        (76)    ($4,750,238) 
* Closer to the actual jail population rates at the existing jail. 
 
Expenditures 
Proposed CIE FY06-10 expenditure dollar amount…………………………………….$0 
Debt Service Payments (existing bonds and loans)…………………………………$9,770,534 
Total Expenditures…………………………………………………………………..$9,770,534 
 
Revenues 
Impact Fees anticipated…………………………………………………………….$11,971,169 
Other Revenues…………………………………………………………………………$0 
Total Revenues……………………………………………………………………..$11,971,169 
      
Revenues needed to maintain existing Level of Service Standard…………………  $2,543,361** 
     
** These funds are equal to the difference between the $4,750,238 deficit in capital improvements and the 
$2,200,535 in revenues unencumbered.  It would not be feasible to build just a 76 bed addition during the 
FY06-10 period.   
 
Recommended Action: 
Staff recommends that the Board direct staff  to include “Proposed CIE FY06-10 projects and studies in 
the next Annual CIE Update and Amendment and use the 3.2 beds/1000 population methodology in the 
FY06-10 Capital Improvements Element of the Growth Management Plan.  There will be a shortage of 
beds starting in FY 08-09 and additional revenues will need to be identified and constructed during and 
shortly thereafter the FY09-10 CIE period in order to maintain the current LOSS of 3.2 beds/1000 
population.  
   
Planning Commission Recommendations: (1) Remove revenues needed to maintain the existing level of 
service standard ($2,543,361); (2) Adjust the footnote (**) to show there’s no deficit in FY 06-10; and (3) 
Note that revenues needed to maintain the existing level of service are contingent on the development 
plan for new jail facilities.    
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   Collier County Jail Beds Summary 
                    November, 2005 
 
 
Naples Jail Addition first floor second floor third floor totals 
Dorm style beds  0  240  192  432 
Beds in individual cells* 0  0  84  84 
Medical beds (1)  10  0  0  10* 
Holding cell beds (1)  16  0  0  16* 
Total cell beds  26  240  276  542 
(1) These beds are not counted towards their state rating capacity…………(26) 
*Number of beds per cell is 2                     Rated Beds            516 
 
Existing Jail (Naples) 
Beds in dual occupancy cells 582 
Holding cell beds  0 
Total cell beds  582      582 
 
 
Immokalee Jail 
Beds in dual occupancy cells 192 
Tents (2) 38 per tent**  76 
Total cell beds  268      268 
 
Grand total rated cell beds (with 3rd floor addition)  1366  
 
** Chief Greg Smith stated that the tents are planned for long term use. They are warranted for 
20 years although they most likely won’t use them that long.  They are rated for 110 MPH winds 
and are used for weekenders and or low crime type criminals. 
 
Related Information on Jail Capacity/Usage 

• During FY 2005 the average jail population was 1,138 per attached FY 1999-2005 “Jail 
Population Trends” spreadsheet. 

• A 1997 study by V Group of Florida, Inc. (“Update of the Integrative Corrections Strategic 
Development Plan”) showed that the jail had a forced 10% average vacancy (management factor) 
because adult males are required to be separated from juvenile males, adult females separated 
from juvenile females, etc, and that the jail system experienced a 13% “peaking factor” (greater 
usage on weekends due to judge sentencing to weekend incarceration only due to employment 
requirements and increased criminal behavior and bookings on weekends as opposed to during 
weekdays. Thus, the average jail population is not a true and complete picture of the extent of jail 
usage.  

 
Information verified by Chief Greg Smith, November 10, 2005 
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COUNTY LAW 
ENFORCEMENT  
 
CONTENTS 
SUMMARY FORM…...COUNTY LAW ENFORCEMENT 
 

• COUNTY LAW ENFORCEMENT  LEVEL OF SERVICE 
(LOSS) OF 1.96 OFFICERS/1000 POPULATION USING 
WEIGHTED POPULATION PROJECTIONS 

 
• LAW ENFORCEMENT LOSS: 0.00196 OFFICERS/1000 

POPULATION WITH UNIT COST OF $140,258 PER OFFICER 
(CHART) 

 
• ATTACHMENT A…INVENTORY OF CAPITAL 

IMPROVEMENTS AND FACILITIES FROM REPOPT 
ENTITLED, “LAW ENFORCEMENT IMPACT FEE” 
PREPARED BY TINDALE-OLIVER & ASSOCIATES, INC. 
DATED MAY 25, 2005, WITH AN EFFECTIVE DATE OF 
AUGUST 1, 2005 

 
• ATTACHMENT B….LAW ENFORCEMENT FACILITIES 

MASTER PLAN CAPITAL EXPANSION PROJECTS 
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2005 AUIR SUMMARY FORM 
 
Facility Type:  Law Enforcement  (Category B) 
Level of Service Standard: 1.96 Police Officers/1000 population 
Unit Cost: $140,258 Capital Cost/Police Officer 
 
The Law Enforcement Impact Fee, which was approved by the Collier County Board of County 
Commissioners on June 14, 2005, became effective on August 1, 2005, and is based upon the impact fee 
study prepared by Tindale-Oliver & Associates dated May 25, 2005.   
 
Attachment A includes excerpts from the “Collier County Law Enforcement Impact Fee Study” as 
prepared by Tindale-Oliver. This study determines that the Law Enforcement level of service (LOS) 
standard for the Capital Improvements Element of the Growth Management Plan is 1.96 police officers 
per 1,000 weighted residents.   
 
Attachment B is the Law Enforcement Facilities Master Plan Capital Expansion Projects included in the 
Tindale-Oliver & Associates study dated May 25, 2005. Projects planned in FY06-10 include: Fleet 
Facility, Sheriff’s Airport Operations, Sheriff’s Administration, Orangetree Substation, Emergency 
Services Center, and Sheriff’s Airport Operations and Emergency Center.   
 
Weighted Population Calculations             
        Officers Value/Cost 
Available Inventory 9/30/05     616.5 ……...$  86,469,057 
Required Inventory 9/30/10     883.0                $123,847,814** 
Proposed CIE FY 06-10           N/A                 $  44,967,533 
5-year Surplus or (Deficit)      N/A          0 
 
**The required capital cost or inventory does not attempt to predict future possible increases in land, 
building and equipment costs.   
 
Using the weighted population method, the following is set forth: 
 
Expenditures 
Proposed CIE FY 06-10 expenditure dollar amount………………………………..$44,967,533 
Debt Service Payments (existing bonds and loans)…………………………………$  4,959,165 
Total Expenditures…………………………………………………………………..$49,926,698 
 
Revenues: 
Impact Fees for existing debt service (bonds and loans)……………………………..$  4,959,165 
Impact Fees anticipated for the CIE…………………………………………..............$15,582,764 
Bond Proceeds for Fleet Management and EOC buildings (2005 bond)……………..$19,309,453 
Sheriff funding of the special operations building……………………………………$14,500,000 
Total Revenues………………………………………………………………………..$54,351,382  
            
Additional Revenues Required or Level of Service Standard Reduction……………..$0 
 
 
 
          SURPLUS………………$4,424,684 
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Recommended Action: 
That the Board direct staff to include “Proposed CIE FY 06-10” projects listed in Attachment B in the 
next Annual CIE Update and Amendment.  Additionally, the impact fee will likely be recalculated in 
2008 and indexed annually during the interim 2006 and 2007 fiscal years.  All indications are that the 
impact fee will need to be adjusted substantially in 2008 to allow for the continuation of the current LOSS 
with respect to capital improvements. Further, the Board is requested to provide policy direction relative 
to future additional law enforcement officers as a possible modification to the absolute number of officers 
that might be required. 
 
Planning Commission Recommendation: Approval of this element as presented. 
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   COUNTY LIBRARIES 
 
CONTENTS 
SUMMARY FORM…...LIBRARY BUILDINGS 
 

• COUNTY LIBRARY BUILDINGS LEVEL OF SERVICE 
(LOSS) OF 0.33 SQUARE FEET/CAPITA USING WEIGHTED 
POPULATION PROJECTIONS 

 
• LIBRARY BUILDING LOSS: 0.33 SQ. FT./CAPITA 

 
SUMMARY FORM…...LIBRARY BOOK STOCK 
 

• COUNTY LIBRARY BOOK STOCK LOSS OF 1.8 
BOOKS/CAPITA USING WEIGHTED POPULATION 
PROJECTIONS 

 
SUMMARY OF LIBRARY BOOK COLLECTION INVENTORY 
 
SUMMARY OF LIBRARY BUILDING INVENTORY 
 
LIBRARY BUILDINGS COST COMPONENTS AND AVERAGE COSTS 
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   2005 AUIR FACILITY SUMMARY FORM 
 
 
Facility Type:  Library Buildings (Category B) 
Level of Service Standard (LOSS):  0.33 sq. ft. per capita 
Unit Cost: $316.67/Sq. Ft. 

     Square Feet  Value/Cost 
Available Inventory 9/30/05       130,082              $41,193,067* 
* Replacement costs of library buildings, expressed in current dollars, including land and equipment 
 
Weighted Population Calculations 
Required Inventory 9/30/10       148,716                         46,093,896**  
Proposed CIE FY 06-10                      51,000                         16,150,170  
5-year Surplus or (Deficit)                     32,366                         10,249,276*** 
 
** The required inventory is determined by multiplying the building floor area replacement cost times the 
LOSS of 0.33 square feet of building space per capita. 
***As population continues to increase this surplus will be reduced and then become a deficit if 
additional facilities are not constructed under the current LOSS 
 
Using the weighted population method, the following is set forth: 
 
Expenditures 
Proposed CIE FY06-10 expenditure dollar amount………………………………..$16,150,170 
Debt Service Payments (existing bonds and loans)………………………………....$2,365,787 
Total Expenditures…………………………………………………………………$18,515,957  
 
Revenues   
Impact Fees anticipated…………………………………………………………….$10,597,405*** 
Additional anticipated impact fee increased revenue beginning in early 2006 
Per prior BCC policy directive pertaining to the Golden Gate Library Project…….$6,918,552 
Other Revenues…(donation toward library expansion ..……………………………$1,000,000  
Total Revenues……………………………………………………………………..$18,515,957 
 
***Updated New Library Impact Fee Study to be complete in early 2006 
Additional Revenues Required or Level of Service Standard Reduction…………...$     0  
       
Recommended Action: 
That the BCC direct staff to include “Proposed CIE FY06-10” weighted  population projects in the next 
Annual CIE Update and Amendment. 
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2005 AUIR FACILITY SUMMARY FORM 
Facility Type:  Library Book Stock (Category B) 
Level of Service Standard:  1.75 Books per capita 
Unit Cost: $25.00 per volume (print) 
Unit Cost:  $50.00 per volume (audio)* 
Even though the cost of an audio book is double the cost of printed books, the percentage of 
audio books compared to printed books is minor and does not affect the average cost per book.  
        Books  Value/Cost 
Available Inventory 9/30/05     556,737           $ 13,918,425 
 
Weighted Population Calculations 
Required Inventory 9/30/10      788,819  19,716,150 
Proposed CIE FY 06-10      231,909    5,797,725 
5-Year Surplus or (Deficit)          0                          0 
 
Using the weighted population method, the following is set forth: 
 
New Books 
Expenditures 
Proposed CIE FY06-10 expenditure dollar amount……………………………….$5,797,725 
Debt Service……………………………………………………………………………$0 
Total Expenditures…………………………………………………………………$5,797,725 
 
Revenues 
Impact Fees Anticipated……………………………………………………………$3,818,700 
AdValorem Funds for new books………………………………………………….$1,979,025 
Total Revenues……………………………………………………………………  $5,797,725 
 
Replacement Books 
Expenditures 
Proposed FY06-10 expenditure dollar amount to replace lost or worn books ….….$3,550,000 
Total Expenditures……………………………………………………………..……$3,550,000 
 
Revenues 
AdValorem Funds for replacement books……………………………….. ………...$1,570,975 
State Aid to Library Funds  (replace lost or worn books)…………………………… $825,000 
Total Revenues……………………………………………………………………...$2,395,975 
 
Additional Revenues Required to replace books…………………………..………. $1,154,025  
                                          TOTAL………................$9,347,725 
Recommended Action: 
That the BCC direct staff to include “Proposed CIE FY06-10” weighted population-based book collection 
additions in the next Annual CIE Update and Amendment. 
Planning Commission Recommendation: Approval of this element using weighted population 
and a 1.8 books per capita level of service only if the impact fees cover the increased costs, and 
with minor clarifications to pages 81 and 87 to clarify the fiscal years in which construction of 
new library facilities will be completed.  
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COUNTY EMERGENCY 
MEDICAL SERVICES  
 
CONTENTS 
SUMMARY FORM…...EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES 
 

• 2005 AUIR NARRATIVE-EMS 
 

• EMS LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOSS) OF 1 STATION/15,000 
POPULATION USING WEIGHTED POPULATION 
PROJECTIONS (TABLE) 

 
• EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES LOSS: 1 

STATION/15,000 POPULATION USING WEIGHTED 
POPULATION PROJECTIONS (CHART) 

 
• EMS ESTIMATED CAPITAL COST PER STATION 

 
• EMS 5-YEAR REPLACEMENT COST FOR VEHICLES 

 
• EMS 5-YEAR REPLACEMENT COSTS FOR EQUIPMENT 

 
• EXISTING EMS OWNED STATIONS AND FORECASTED 

LEASED AND OWNED STATIONS WITH CO-LOCATION 
 

• INVENTORY OF EXISTING EMS VEHICLES 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Page 89 
 
 



 

2005 AUIR FACILITY SUMMARY FORM 
 
Facility Type:  Emergency Medical Services (Category B) 
Level of Service Standard:  (Approx. 1 unit/15,000 population or 0.000068/capita)* 
Unit Cost: $2,791,508 per new unit and $1,840,642 per co-located unit ** 
      Units   Value/Cost 
Available Inventory 9/30/05     21.5***             $35,295,095***** 
 
Weighted Population Calculations 
Required Inventory 9/30/10    30.6              $57,566,069 
Proposed CIE  FY 06-10      9              $22,270,091**** 
5-Year Surplus or (Deficit)     (0.1)            ($279,151)   
 
Using the Weighted Population method, the following is set forth: 
 
Expenditures 
Proposed CIE FY 06-10 expenditure dollar amount…………………….. $22,270,091** 
Debt Service Payments (existing bonds and loans)……………………….   $2,259,014 
Total Expenditures……………………………………………………….. $24,529,988 
 
Revenues 
Impact Fees anticipated…………………………………………………..   $5,468,162 
Other revenues……………………………………………………………         0 
Total Revenues……………………………………………………………  $5,468,162 
 
Additional Revenues Required or Level of Service Standard Reduction…$19,061,826 
                    TOTAL….$24,529,988 
Recommended Action: 
That the BCC direct staff to include “Proposed CIE FY06-10” weighted population-based projects in the 
next Annual CIE Update and Amendment.  
 
Planning Commission Recommendations: (1) That the $19,062,826 additional revenues required do not 
result in an increase in AdValorem Taxes; (2) Use weighted population with a 0.000068 units/capita level 
of service; (3) Consider including the revenue created by EMS be shown in the AUIR; (4) Consider 
raising impact fees and user fees to offset increased costs; and (5) Consider putting the helicopter 
operation in the 2006 AUIR and adopting a level of service for EMS helicopters.    
 
Notes:  
*The Countywide ALS response time goal is 8 minutes travel time  90% of the time. The FY 05 response 
time data reflected that this goal was accomplished 78% of the time with longer response times in such 
areas as the Estates and other rural areas, increasing the overall average response time.  The countywide 
urban response time goal was met 80.215% of the time while the countywide rural response time goal 
was met 60.269% of the time.  
 
The LOSS of 1 unit/15,000 population is in the 2004 AUIR and in the Capital Improvement Element of the 
Growth Management Plan and has been employed during the past several years. Additionally, the 
following population methodologies have been employed during recent AUIRs:  

• 2001…weighted population 
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• 2002…permanent population 
• 2003…permanent population 
• 2004…permanent population 

 
A LOSS of .000050 EMS units per capita is the current level of service based upon the total of the owned 
and leased stations 
 
A LOSS of .000029 units per capita is the Impact Fee Study level of service and the basis for the 
collection of impact fees, which is based on only the EMS units owned by the County.  
 
 
**Emergency Medical Services Department Unit Values In “Proposed CIE 05-10”  
(1.0) Unit = 24 hour advance life support emergency ground transport unit with station/building. 
(0.5) Unit = 12 hour advanced life support emergency ground transport unit using existing apparatus, 
staffed with overtime personnel. Additionally, the new unit cost has been adjusted from $1,459,000 used 
in the 2004 AUIR to $2,791,508 this year for owned units and $1,840,652 for co-located units.   
 
*** The current deficit of (3.3) stations or units is due to moving from the use of weighted 
population in the 2002 AUIR to permanent population.  
  
****Includes $5,095,374 in vehicle and equipment replacement costs. 
 
***** Calculated by adding up the replacement costs of 6 owned stations ($16,749,048), 5 co-located 
stations ($9,203,210), and equipment and vehicles at 10.5 leased stations ($9,342,837) 
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2005 AUIR NARRATIVE – EMS 
 

• Permanent vs. Weighted 
 

o In 2002 it was determined that permanent population figures would be 
utilized for AUIR purposes.  

   
o Seasonal units would be brought into service during peak season to 

accommodate greater call loads.  Such units use existing apparatus and 
these units are staffed with overtime personnel and deployed strategically 
based on system need.   

 
• ALS Engines Program 

 
o Collier EMS currently has 21.5 ALS/Transports vehicles positioned to 

respond to 911 emergency calls 24/7. Each unit is staffed with a minimum 
of one Medical Director certified licensed paramedic and a state certified 
EMT. CCEMS is the sole licensed pre-hospital ALS transport agency in 
Collier County.  

 
o The 911 ALS pre-hospital, Non Transport ALS augments medical 

response licensed Fire apparatus. Currently there are 19 state licensed 
units. The license for these units is held and managed by Collier County 
EMS. 

 
o Five licensed fire apparatus are staffed by Collier County employed, 

cross-trained Paramedic/Firefighters. The fire departments provide an 
EMT/Firefighter in return to staff an ALS transport unit, creating a one for 
one FTE exchange. These units are staffed 24/7.  

 
o The remaining ALS licensed fire apparatus are staffed with state licensed 

paramedics acknowledged by the medical director to work in an ALS 
capacity, although not at the same medical protocol level as the 
aforementioned staffing. 

 
o The 19 ALS non-transport apparatus supplement the initial 911 response 

and in areas where stationed have the ability to put an ALS response on 
scene to initiate patient assessment and treatment prior to ALS transport 
arrival. 
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Existing EMS Owned Stations 
 
 
Station  Location      Square Footage 
 
 
Station 3  766 Vanderbilt Beach Road, Naples 34108   3,700 
Station 5  4741 Golden Gate Parkway, Naples 34116   5,800 
Station 6/7  112 South 1st Street, Immokalee 34142   3,500 
Station 9  11121 E. Tamiami Trail, Naples 34113   3,500 
Station 10  7010 Immokalee Road, Naples, 34119   2,500 
Station 12  14756 Immokalee Road, Naples 34120   3,700 
Station 17  95 13th Street SW, Naples, 34104    3,700 
Station 21  2795 Airport Road, Naples 34105    3,200 
Station 2  2375 Tower Drive, Naples 34104    4,962 
Station 22  4375 Bayshore Drive, Naples 34112    3,579 
Station 19  Sanda Barbara Blvd., Naples     4,986 
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EMS Equipment 
Portable Radios   7 61 $2,778  $169,458 
Laptops    3 23 $7,200  $165,600 
Mobile Radios   7 83 $8,483  $704,064 
UHF Radio Ambulance  7 32 $2,723  $87,136 
Pager with accessories  7 50 $1,136  $56,800 
Total Equipment Cost     $1,183,058 
 

Vehicles 
ALS Ambulance(1)   8 30 $241,844 $7,255,320 
Expedition   4 6 $31,000 $186,000 
Crown Victoria  4 3 $24,000 $72,000 
Econo Van   4 1 $19,000 $19,000 
Hazmat Trailer   7 1 $29,534 $29,534 
Boat and Boat Trailer   5 1 $84,000 $84,000 
Chevrolet C4500  4 1 $63,500 $63,500 
Haulmark   7 1 $5,500  $5,500 
Total Vehicle Cost      $7,714,854 
Total Vehicle and Equipment Cost    $8,897,912 
Number of Stations      11 
Average Unit Replacement Cost per Station   $808,901 
     
(1) Cost includes the vehicle cost of $170,000 in addition to the equipment used ex. Stretchers, 
LP12, Auto Pulse etc. valued at $71,843 per ambulance.     
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Equip #  Cost Date Acq Year Make 
    
18 $88,348.25 05/19/1995 1995 FREIGHTLINER 
19 $95,776.00 09/06/1996 1996 FREIGHTLINER 
5 $95,276.00 09/18/1996 1996 FREIGHTLINER 
8 $95,276.00 09/26/1996 1996 FREIGHTLINER 
970068 
#22 $101,446.50 09/03/1997 1998 FREIGHTLINER 

21 $100,736.00 09/03/1997 1997 FREIGHTLINER 
6 $100,736.00 09/10/1997 1998 FREIGHTLINER 
16 $100,736.00 09/12/1997 1997 FREIGHTLINER 
11 $100,736.00 09/12/1997 1997 FREIGHTLINER 
12 $108,475.00 07/08/1998 1999 FREIGHTLINER 
2 $108,475.00 07/08/1998 1998 FREIGHTLINER 
23 $108,475.00 07/28/1998 1998 FREIGHTLINER 
3 $108,475.00 07/28/1998 1998 FREIGHTLINER 
980060 
#7 $108,475.00 07/28/1998 1998 FREIGHTLINER 

990029 $29,494.60 01/11/1999 1999 FORD 
990034 $29,494.60 01/22/1999 1999 FORD 
20000002 $29,949.36 11/29/1999 2000 FORD 
24 $114,948.75 04/18/2000 2000 FREIGHTLINER 
25 $114,948.75 04/18/2000 2000 FREIGHTLINER 
26 $114,948.75 04/21/2000 2000 FREIGHTLINER 
1 $114,948.75 04/21/2000 2000 FREIGHTLINER 
031172 $5,500.00 07/20/2001 2000 Haulmark 
010142 $27,751.00 07/26/2001 2001 FORD 
020015 $29,905.80 12/05/2001 2002 FORD 
020016 $29,905.80 12/05/2001 2002 FORD 
27 $137,013.00 02/14/2002 2001 FREIGHTLINER 
15 $132,910.00 10/16/2002 2003 Sterling 
28 $132,910.00 10/28/2002 2003 Sterling 
29 $133,451.00 10/28/2002 2003 Sterling 
030610 $18,558.91 12/23/2002 2003 FORD 
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http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=19&make=FREIGHTLINER&model=FL60 AMBUL&year=1996
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=5&make=FREIGHTLINER&model=FL60 AMBUL&year=1996
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=8&make=FREIGHTLINER&model=FL60 AMBUL&year=1996
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=970068#22&make=FREIGHTLINER&model=FL60 AMBUL&year=1998
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=970068#22&make=FREIGHTLINER&model=FL60 AMBUL&year=1998
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=21&make=FREIGHTLINER&model=FL60 AMBUL&year=1997
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=6&make=FREIGHTLINER&model=FL60 AMBUL&year=1998
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=16&make=FREIGHTLINER&model=FL60 AMBUL&year=1997
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=11&make=FREIGHTLINER&model=FL60 AMBUL&year=1997
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=12&make=FREIGHTLINER&model=FL60 AMBUL&year=1999
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=2&make=FREIGHTLINER&model=FL60 AMBUL&year=1998
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=23&make=FREIGHTLINER&model=FL60 AMBUL&year=1998
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=3&make=FREIGHTLINER&model=FL60 AMBUL&year=1998
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=980060#7&make=FREIGHTLINER&model=FL60 AMBUL&year=1998
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=980060#7&make=FREIGHTLINER&model=FL60 AMBUL&year=1998
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=990029&make=FORD&model=EXPEDITION&year=1999
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=990034&make=FORD&model=EXPEDITION&year=1999
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=20000002&make=FORD&model=EXPEDITION&year=2000
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=24&make=FREIGHTLINER&model=FL60 AMBUL&year=2000
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=25&make=FREIGHTLINER&model=FL60 AMBUL&year=2000
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=26&make=FREIGHTLINER&model=FL60 AMBUL&year=2000
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=1&make=FREIGHTLINER&model=FL60 AMBUL&year=2000
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=031172&make=Haulmark&model=0&year=2000
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=010142&make=FORD&model=EXPEDITION&year=2001
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=020015&make=FORD&model=EXPEDITION&year=2002
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=020016&make=FORD&model=EXPEDITION&year=2002
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=27&make=FREIGHTLINER&model=FL60 AMBUL&year=2001
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=15&make=Sterling&model=ACTERRA&year=2003
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=28&make=Sterling&model=ACTERRA&year=2003
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=29&make=Sterling&model=ACTERRA&year=2003
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=030610&make=FORD&model=E-250 VAN&year=2003


 

    
30 $132,910.00 01/16/2003 2003 Sterling 
31 $132,910.00 01/16/2003 2003 Sterling 
030615 $24,656.56 03/05/2003 2003 FORD 
17 $129,951.96 10/09/2003 2004 Sterling 
20 $129,958.74 10/09/2003 2004 Sterling 
4 $129,910.00 10/23/2003 2004 Sterling 
14 $129,910.00 10/23/2003 2004 Sterling 
10 $129,910.00 10/30/2003 2004 Sterling 
9 $129,910.00 11/02/2003 2004 Sterling 
040020 $23,322.95 12/05/2003 2004 FORD 
040021 $23,322.95 12/05/2003 2004 FORD 
042880 $7,722.00 03/23/2004 2000 PARKER 
042881 $824.00 03/23/2004 2000 FLOAT-ON 
050300 $29,534.07 12/12/2004 2005 WELLS CARGO 
050386 $63,500.00 03/02/2005 2005 CHEVROLET 
7 $139,035.74 05/27/2005 2003 INTERNATIONAL 
22 $129,089.29 05/27/2005 2005 INTERNATIONAL 
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http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=30&make=Sterling&model=ACTERRA&year=2003
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=31&make=Sterling&model=ACTERRA&year=2003
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=030615&make=FORD&model=CROWN VIC&year=2003
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=17&make=Sterling&model=ACTERRA&year=2004
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=20&make=Sterling&model=ACTERRA&year=2004
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=4&make=Sterling&model=ACTERRA&year=2004
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=14&make=Sterling&model=ACTERRA&year=2004
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=10&make=Sterling&model=ACTERRA&year=2004
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=9&make=Sterling&model=ACTERRA&year=2004
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=040020&make=FORD&model=CROWN VIC&year=2004
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=040021&make=FORD&model=CROWN VIC&year=2004
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=042880&make=PARKER&model=BOAT&year=2000
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=042881&make=FLOAT-ON&model=BOAT TRLR&year=2000
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=050300&make=WELLS CARGO&model=EW2025W&year=2005
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=050386&make=CHEVROLET&model=C4500&year=2005
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=7&make=INTERNATIONAL&model=4400&year=2003
http://cww2/Fleet/EqCostSummary.cfm?EQID=22&make=INTERNATIONAL&model=4300&year=2005


 

COUNTY GOVERNMENT 
BUILDINGS  
 
CONTENTS 
SUMMARY FORM…...GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS 

 
• GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOSS) 

OF 1.7 SQUARE FEET/CAPITA POPULATION USING 
WEIGHTED POPULATION PROJECTIONS 

 
• CHART WITH LOSS OF 1.7 SQUARE FEET/PER CAPITA 

 
• GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS CAPITAL IMROVEMENTS 

PLAN FOR FY 06-FY 10 
 

• GENERAL GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS IMPACT FEE 
STUDY….BASE INVENTORY 
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APPENDIX 
  
 
COLLIER COUNTY POPULATION ESTIMATES AND PROJECTIONS: 
 

• County Permanent Population Estimates and Projections (Oct. 1) 
• County Permanent Population Estimates and Projections (April 1) 
• County Peak Season and Weighted Average Population Estimates and 

Projections 
• County Dependent Fire Control Districts Population Estimates and 

Projections 
• County Water and Sewer Districts Population Estimates and Projections 

(includes Golden Gate Estates, Golden Gate City, and Pine Ridge 
Subdivision within the Water and North Sewer Districts) 

• County Water and Sewer Districts Population Estimates and Projections 
(excludes includes Golden Gate Estates, Golden Gate City, and Pine Ridge 
Subdivision within the Water and North Sewer Districts) 

• County Orangetree Service Area Population Estimates and Projections 
 
 
SOURCE:  COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING DEPARTMENT, OCTOBER 1, 
2005, ESTIMATES AND PROJECTIONS 
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