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AGENDA 
 

SPECIAL MEETING LOCATION AND TIME: 
Wednesday, April 27, 2022 at 1:00 P.M. 

 
The Local Agency Formation Commission of Kings County Special Meeting will be held in the 
Hanford Civic Auditorium, 400 N. Douty Street, Hanford, CA  93230, California.   
 
Members of the public who wish to comment may submit written comments on any matter 
within LAFCO’s subject matter jurisdiction, regardless of whether it is on the agenda for 
Commission consideration or action, and those comments will be entered into the 
administrative record of the meeting.  To submit written comments by U.S. Mail or email for 
inclusion in the meeting record, they must be received by the Secretary of LAFCO no later 
than 8:00 a.m. on the morning of the noticed meeting. To submit written comments by email, 
please forward them to Terri.Yarbrough@co.kings.ca.us. To submit such comments by U.S. 
Mail, please forward them to: Kings LAFCO, 1400 W. Lacey Blvd. Building #6, Hanford, CA 
93230. 
 

I. CALL MEETING TO ORDER – Chairman 
 

A. Unscheduled Appearances: 
Any person may address the Commission on any subject matter within the jurisdiction 
or responsibility of the Commission at the beginning of the meeting; or may elect to 
address the Commission on any agenda item at the time the item is called by the Chair, 
but before the matter is acted upon by the Commission.  Unscheduled comments will be 
limited to five minutes. 

 
B. Approval of March 30, 2022 Minutes (Voice Vote) 

 

II. OLD BUSINESS 
A. LAFCO Case No. 21-03, Hanford Reorganization No. 160 (Island Area No. 7) 

1) Executive Officer’s Report 
2) Consideration of LAFCO Resolution No. 22-03. 

 

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to participate in this meeting, 

please contact the Community Development Agency at (559) 852- 2680 by 4:00 p.m. on the Monday prior to this 

meeting. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

this meeting will be available for public review at the Kings County Planning Agency, 1400 W. Lacey Blvd., 

Hanford, CA 93230. 

 

mailto:Terri.Yarbrough@co.kings.ca.us


III. NEW BUSINESS 
 

A. LAFCO Budget FY 2022-2023 
1) Executive Officer’s Report 
2) Public Hearing 
3) Continue Hearing to May 25, 2022. 

 

IV. LEGISLATION 
None 

 
V. MISCELLANEOUS 
 

A. Correspondence –  
B. Items from the Commission - 
C. Staff Comments –  

 

VII. ADJOURNMENT 
 

A. Next Scheduled Meeting – Special Meeting Date May 25, 2022 at 1:00 p.m. 
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   Local Agency Formation Commission 

OF KINGS COUNTY 
MAILING ADDRESS: 

1400 W. LACEY BLVD. BLDG 6, HANFORD, CA 93230 

 (559) 852-2670,  FAX: (559) 584-8989 

 

 

STAFF REPORT 
April 27, 2022 

 
 
EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S REPORT LAFCO CASE NO. 21-03 

HANFORD REORGANIZATION 
No. 160 

 
I. BRIEF OVERVIEW OF PROPOSAL: 
 

On March 30, 2022 the Kings LAFCO Commission held a public hearing to consider 
LAFCO Case No. 21-03 (Hanford Reorganization No. 160) which proposed to annex 
seven separate County Islands into the City of Hanford and detach the same from the 
Kings River Conservation District, and the Excelsior-Kings River Conservation District.  
After the Kings LAFCO Commission concluded the public hearing, the Commission 
approved six of the islands and directed staff to bring the final island back for 
consideration after staff had time to determine whom would provide road maintenance for 
the area and to also provide clarification on zoning.  
 
Following the March 30, 2022, meeting, the City of Hanford confirmed that maintenance 
of the roadway on Furlong Drive once annexed will be maintained by the City of Hanford.  
In regards to the zoning on the property, it is currently zoned Rural Residential (RR) 
which requires a 1 acre minimum and the proposed zoning upon annexation to the City of 
Hanford will be Low-Density Residential (R-L-12) which requires a minimum of 12,000 
square feet per parcel.  In both the current and propose zone districts the existing parcels 
exceed the minimum parcel size for each of the specified zone districts and will continue 
to be allowed uses consistent with a residential zone district.   

 
II. EXECUTIVE OFFICERS RECOMMENDATION 
 

Government Code section 56375, subdivision (a)(4) describes three situations in which, 
upon making specified findings, the Commission may not deny an application to annex 
territory into a city.  One of those situations is where the requirements of Government 
Code section 56375.3 are met.  
 
As amended effective January 1, 2014, section 56375.3 states that where the following 
findings can be made, a local area formation commission “shall approve, after notice and 
hearing, the change of organization or reorganization of a city, and waive protest 
proceedings”:  (1) the change in organization or reorganization is proposed by resolution 



Case 21-03   Page 2 

adopted by the affected city; (2) the area to be annexed comprises not more than 150 
acres, and constitutes the entire island; (3) the territory constitutes an entire 
unincorporated island located within the limits of a city, or constitutes a reorganization 
containing a number of individual unincorporated islands; (4) the territory is substantially 
surrounded by the city to which annexation is proposed;1 (5) the subject area is 
substantially developed or is developing, taking into account the availability of public 
utility services, the presence of public improvements, and the presence of physical 
improvements on parcels within the area; (6) no prime agricultural land is proposed to be 
annexed; and (7) the subject island will benefit from annexation or is already receiving 
services from the annexing city.   
 
 Since the foregoing findings can be made as outlined below, the Executive Officer 
recommends that Island Area No. 7 of LAFCO Case No. 21-03 “Hanford Reorganization 
No. 160” be approved. 
 

III. ANALYSIS OF PROPOSAL: 
 

1. Island Area No. 7 
 

  A. Discussion of Proposal 
 

The purpose of the action is to annex Island Area No. 7 (approximately 19.60 
acres) into the City of Hanford.  The City is requesting to annex the subject 
territory under State Law (Government Code Section 56375.3) that allows Cities to 
annex unincorporated islands and substantially surrounded areas less than 150 
acres while waiving all protest proceedings.  Island Area No. 7 is a substantially 
surrounded unincorporated island and is located generally east of the intersection 
of 11th Avenue and Furlong Drive. 
 
Annexation of this area will result in the City adding these unincorporated fringe 
area properties, and ensure that future development connect to City services and 
occurs in accordance with City standards. The City has pre-zoned all the proposed 
annexation territory which is consistent with the Hanford General Plan.  See 
Exhibit “A” for copies of the City’s Resolution of application and pre-zoning. 
 

B. Findings required by Government Code Section 56375.3: 
The following findings must be made by the Commission for a proposal to qualify 
under Section 56375.3 and waive all protest procedures. 

 
1. The change of organization or reorganization is initiated on or after 

January 1, 2000. 
 

The City of Hanford submitted a complete application to LAFCO on December 22, 
2021. 

 
1  In Resolution No. 05-02, approved February 23, 2005, your Commission defined “substantially surrounded” to mean 

contiguous on at least three sides to the city to which annexation is proposed, including at least 60-percent of the island’s total 

perimeter.   
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2. The change of organization or reorganization is proposed by 

resolution adopted by the affected city. 
 

The City of Hanford submitted as their resolution of application a signed copy of 
City of Hanford Resolution No. 21-48-R, adopted November 2, 2021. 
 
3. The Commission finds that the territory contained in the change of 

organization or reorganization proposal meets all of the requirements 
set forth in 56375.3.(b). 

 
a) The area does not exceed 150 acres in size, and that area 

constitutes the entire island. 
 
The area is less than 150 acres in area size.  The island area is 19.60 
acres. 
 

b) The territory constitutes an entire unincorporated island located 
within the limits of a city, or constitutes a reorganization 
containing a number of individual unincorporated islands. 

 
The City’s proposal contains seven individual unincorporated islands and 
Island Area No. 7 is substantially surrounded within the limits of the City. 
 

c) The territory is surrounded or substantially surrounded by the 
City to which annexation is proposed. 

 
Island Area No. 7 which is proposed for annexation is substantially 
surrounded by the City of Hanford. 
 

d) The territory is substantially developed or developing. 
 
Island Area No. 7 which is proposed for annexation is considered 
developed or developing.  The Island Area contains 8 existing residential 
units, municipal services are available for the properties within this area and 
is therefore considered either developed or developing territory. 
 

e) The territory is not prime agricultural land. 
 
Island Area No. 7 is considered urban fringe of the City and has been 
established for urban type uses.  Properties within this area are not 
considered Prime Agricultural Land as defined in Government Code 
Section 56064.  
 
 

f) The territory will benefit from the annexation or is receiving 
benefits from the annexing City. 
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Territory within this Hanford fringe area will benefit by being allowed to 
receive municipal services from the City of Hanford, and proceed with 
development proposals which were not allowed under the County’s current 
General Plan Policies that require annexation.   

 

C. Factors required by Government Code Section 56668: 
 
1. Area as proposed for annexation & detachment 
 
Island Area 
Population Estimate: 16  
Population Density: 1.23 per acre 
Land Area: 19.60 acres 
Land Use: Single Family Residences. 
Assessed Value of Annexation Area: $4,751,754 
Per Capita Assessed Valuation: $296,984 
Topography: Flat land 
Natural Boundaries: None 
Drainage Basins: None 
Proximity to other populated areas: Substantially surrounded by the City 
Likelihood of growth in area: Currently there is no proposed 

growth. 
Detachment: Kings River Conservation District, 

and Excelsior-Kings River 
Conservation District. 

 
2. Need for organized community services; the present cost and adequacy of 
governmental services and controls in the area; probable future needs for 
those services and controls; probable effect of the proposed incorporation, 
formation, annexation, or exclusion and of alternative courses of action on 
the cost and adequacy of services and controls in the area and adjacent 
areas. 
 
The City of Hanford’s General Plan designates these areas primarily for Low 
Density Residential.  As the land develops, the most efficient and logical provider 
of municipal services would be the City of Hanford.  Costs of any service 
extensions or connections would be borne by the development.   
 
Educational services for these areas are provided by the Hanford Unified School 
District.  No immediate increase in enrollment will result from this annexation 
proposal since students from the developed area already attend school within the 
district.  However, possible future residential development could potentially 
increase school enrollment within the district. 
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3.  The effect of the proposed action and of alternative actions, on adjacent 
areas, on mutual social and economic interests, and on the local 
governmental structure of the county. 

 
The proposal will have little impact on County government.  The property taxes for 
the proposed annexation areas are $47,518, based only on the assessed 
valuation of the privately owned property.  Of this amount, the County would loose 
$5,235 in tax revenue to the City, but would no longer be primarily responsible for 
sheriff and fire protection.  The subject properties are adjacent to the City, and City 
services can be provided to new developments in the area.  City water service is 
already provided to existing residences within the subject territory. 

 
4.  The conformity of both the proposal and its anticipated effects with both 
the adopted commission policies on providing planned, orderly, efficient 
patterns of urban development, and the policies and priorities set forth in 
Section 56377. 
 
The proposed annexation area is a planned and orderly extension of the City of 
Hanford, and annexation of this area is in keeping with the Hanford General Plan.  
Therefore, the impact of this proposal upon patterns of urban development will 
occur as outlined in the City’s General Plan, and will result in the City adding 
territory that already receives City services.  Any future residential development on 
the properties will need City services, and since the City already maintains water, 
sewer and storm drainage lines near the proposed annexation area, connection to 
these services can be efficiently added.  Annexation of this area will result in more 
uniform expansion of the City’s boundary by adding the unincorporated island 
area. 

 
5.  The effect of the proposal on maintaining the physical and economic 
integrity of agricultural lands, as defined by Section 56016. 
 
The City of Hanford is primarily surrounded by prime farmland and farmland of 
statewide importance according to the Department of Conservation’s Important 
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program.  However, the annexation area is 
identified as “Urban and Built”, and no farmland is identified in the 2016 Important 
Farmland Map.  Since the subject territory is already considered part of the urban 
landscape for the City of Hanford, the urban/agricultural boundary and interface is 
not likely to change as a result of this proposal. 

 
6.  The definiteness and certainty of the boundaries of the territory, the 
nonconformance of proposed boundaries with lines of assessment or 
ownership, the creation of islands or corridors of unincorporated territory, 
and other similar matters affecting the proposed boundaries. 
 
The boundaries are definite and certain (See Exhibit “A” of the Resolution).  The 
resulting annexation will improve the boundary line between incorporated and 
unincorporated territory by removing the unincorporated island Area No. 7.   
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7.  A regional transportation plan adopted pursuant to Section 65080, and its 
consistency with city or county general and specific plans. 
 
The 2018 Kings County Regional Transportation Plan was adopted on August 22, 
2018 pursuant to Section 65080 of the California Government Code.  The 
annexation is consistent with the City of Hanford’s General Plan 
 
Current Zoning: RR (Rural Residential) 
 
City Prezoning: R-L-12 (Low-Density Residential)  
 
County General Plan Designation: Very Low Density Residential. 
 
City General Plan Designation: Low-Density Residential. 
 
8.  The sphere of influence of any local agency which may be applicable to 
the proposal being reviewed. 
 
This annexation is within the Primary Sphere of Influence of the City of Hanford as 
adopted by the Commission on October 24, 2007.  It is also within the boundaries 
of the Kings River Conservation District, and the Excelsior-Kings River 
Conservation District.  These districts’ policies are to detach areas proposed for 
annexation to a city. 
 
9. The comments of any affected local agency or other public agency. 
 
No written comments have been received by the Executive Officer as of March 25, 
2022. 
 
10.  The ability of the newly formed or receiving entity to provide the 
services which are the subject of the application to the area, including the 
sufficiency of revenues for those services following the proposed boundary 
change. 
 
The City indicates that services such as water, sewer, storm drainage, fire and 
police can all be provided to the annexation territory.  Sufficient capacity is 
available with the City to provide adequate service to these areas. The City’s Plan 
for Service is attached as Exhibit “B”. 

 
11.  Timely availability of water supplies adequate for projected needs as 
specified in Section 65352.5. 
 
Any future development occurring in the subject territory would require connection 
to the City’s main water and sewer lines.  The development would be required to 
develop according to City Standards.  The City indicates that sufficient water 
supplies are available to serve future residential development of the subject 
territory.   
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12.  The extent to which the proposal will affect a city or cities and the 
county in achieving their respective fair shares of the regional housing 
needs as determined by the appropriate council of governments consistent 
with Article 10.6 (commencing with Section 65580) of Chapter 3 of Division 1 
of Title 7. 
 
There currently are not any development plans proposed for the annexation area 
of Island Area No. 7.  However, construction of future residential uses may assist 
the City of Hanford in meeting their regional housing needs as described in the 
2015 Kings County Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan and in the 2016 
Housing Element update. 

 
13.  Any information or comments from the landowner or owners. 
 
The City of Hanford provided notices and held public hearings to inform existing 
residents and land owners in the annexation areas.  In addition, LAFCO provided 
published and mailed notice to all land owners and registered voters within the 
subject territory and within 300 feet of the project area.  Five letters have been 
received by property owners or residents in regards to this proposal and are 
attached as Exhibit “C”. 
 
14.  Any information relating to existing land use designations. 
 
No other information is applicable. 
 
15.  The extent to which the proposal will promote environmental justice.  As 
used in this subdivision, “environmental justice” means the fair treatment of 
people of all races, cultures, and incomes with respect to the location of 
public facilities and the provision of public services. 
 
The proposed annexation proposes to take an entire unincorporated island into 
the City of Hanford which will be inclusive of all races, cultures, and income 
groups. 

 
IV. ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT: 
 

On November 16, 2021, the City of Hanford found that the project (Hanford 
Reorganization No. 160) is Categorically Exempt from the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA), per Categorical Exemption Class 19 (annexation of areas containing 
existing public or private structures developed to the density allowed by the current 
prezoning) and because it can be seen with certainty that there is no possibility that the 
activity in question may have a significant effect on the environment per CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15061(b)(3).  LAFCO, as a Responsible Agency, may rely upon the 
City of Hanford’s determination that the project is Categorically Exempt from CEQA, per 
Categorical Exemption Class 19 for this action.   
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V. RECOMMENDATIONS: 
 

The Executive Officer recommends: 
 
1. That the Commission make the following determinations: 
 

a) It is a Responsible Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act 
Guidelines, Section 15096. 

 
b) The annexation is being taken pursuant to the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg 

Local Government Reorganization Act of 2000. 
 
c) The distinctive short form designation of the annexation is "Hanford 

Reorganization No. 160”. 
 
d) The City requested annexation of seven unincorporated islands to proceed 

under Government Code Section 56375.3, with waiver of all protest 
proceedings. 

 
e) All required findings, pursuant to Government Code Section 56375.3, can 

be made as outlined in the staff report above for annexation of the 
“unincorporated islands” which are each less than 150 acres in size. 

 
f) The proposed annexation conforms to the adopted sphere of the influence 

for the City of Hanford. 
 
g) The subject territory is inhabited. 
 
h) All property owners and registered voters within the subject territory and 

within a 300 foot radius were duly noticed of the public hearing. 
 
I) All of the factors required by Government Code Section 56668 have been 

considered by the Commission before rendering a decision. 
 
J) The regular county assessment roll will be utilized for this annexation. 

 
K) The affected territory will not be taxed for existing general bonded 

indebtedness. 
 

2. Find that the Commission has reviewed the Categorical Exemption Class 19 as 
described above and utilized by the City of Hanford for this project and has relied 
on the determination therein that this project is Categorically Exempt from CEQA. 

 
3. That the Commission approve Island Area No. 7 of LAFCO Case No. 21-03, 

Hanford Reorganization No. 160 by adopting Resolution No. 22-03 and order the 
annexation to the City of Hanford and detachment from the Kings River 
Conservation District, and Excelsior-Kings River Conservation District subject to 
the following conditions: 
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a) The Kings County Local Agency Formation Commission be designated as the 
conducting authority for the “Hanford Reorganization No. 160” and be 
authorized to proceed with legal steps necessary to complete the annexation 
without notice, hearing or election. 

 
b) The City prepare a final map for recordation with an accompanying legal 

description that meets Board of Equalization Standards. 
 
VI. APPROVED LEGAL DESCRIPTION 
 

A legal description of the annexation territory is attached to the resolution. 
 
 

ADDENDUM 
 
A. Proponent: 
 
 City of Hanford 
 
B. Affected Districts Whose Boundaries Will Change: 
 
 City of Hanford 
 Kings River Conservation District 
 Excelsior-Kings River Conservation District  
 
C. Affected Districts Who’s Boundaries Will Not Change: 
 
 County of Kings 
 Hanford Cemetery District 
 Hanford Joint Union High School District 
 Hanford Elementary School District 
 Kings Mosquito Abatement District 

College of the Sequoias 
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Carl and Denise Domingos      Re: Furlong Annexation Proposal 
10775 Furlong Drive  
Hanford, California 93230 
 
 
To Members of LAFCO and the Kings County Board of Supervisors: 
 
 We have lived on Furlong Drive for nearly 20 years. We purchased our property in 2002. We chose this 
property because we were looking for a home on enough land to provide a country feel to raise our children and 
provide them with space to have animals and learn about growing trees and other small crops. We wanted them to 
be able to raise animals and crops for 4-H and FFA projects like we did when we were children.  It wasn’t just for 
them, we also wanted to have space to have our own animals and garden and farm a little bit of land. Before we 
purchased the property we made sure that we would be able to have all of those things. If we weren’t able to have 
the animals we didn’t want to purchase the property.  
 
 When we moved in, in 2002, the home and land needed much work. We have worked in the evenings, and 
on the weekends around our children’s school and extra-curricular activities, as well as around our own work 
schedules. It was a labor of love in which our children “worked” a long side of us.  We have spent most of our free 
time improving our home and our property. Our children have wonderful memories of this and talk about having their 
children raise animals here for their 4H and FFA projects. Now, all of this is threatened by this annexation proposal. 
We can’t even begin to tell you how this makes us feel as we were basically told we have no say in the matter. How it 
felt to find out that other people were making decisions about the property we purchased and have spent the last 20 
years of our life working on. It doesn’t even seem real that someone else can take away our rights to do what we 
want on our own property-to change our way of life. 
 
  
 We are being told that we can currently keep our well, and the animals we currently have. There isn’t any 
certainty in the future of how we can use our own property if this annexation takes place. As time goes by, and new 
people take on your roles, and have no idea of what we were told or how we felt about becoming a part of the city 
that we didn’t want to do. To say we are unhappy, emotionally drained, frustrated, and in disbelief just doesn’t cover 
it. We have set down numerous times to write this letter and have walked away as it became so difficult to think about 
and put into words. To think we are in a position to ask other people to please let us do what we want to do with our 
own property. Please put yourselves in our shoes and think how you would feel if you were told you could no longer 
do what you want with your property and that you had to become a part of the city. Please reconsider the annexation 
of Furlong Drive. 
 
Thanks for taking the time to read this letter, 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Carl and Denise Domingos 
  
 
 



To:        March 29, 2021 
Chuck Kinney 

Executive Director 
LAFCO of Kings County 
Chuck.Kinney@co.kings.ca.us 

From: 
Sean McGinn &Tamara Ravalin 

10900 Furlong Drive 
Hanford, Ca 93230 
 

RE: Public Hearing Comments LAFCO Case No. 21-03- City of Hanford 
Reorganization No. 160. 

 
The Purpose of this letter is to protest and stop the annexation of our property at 

the address noted above from the County to the City.  As we are all aware, before 
the Government code noted below was enacted, Citizens like us, were allowed to 

protest and stop proposed annexations. 
 
However, section 56375 of the Government code removed our right to protest.  

 

56375 

In addition to those powers enumerated in Section 56375, a commission shall 
approve, after notice and hearing, the change of organization or reorganization of a 

city, and waive protest proceedings pursuant to Part 4 (commencing with Section 
57000) entirely……. 
 

It is my understanding that the purpose for the annexation is to localize and 
therefore improve the efficiency of public services, such as, Fire and Police. Your 

asking us to give up our property rights and our right to protest the annexation 
when there are already existing mutual aid agreements in force between the 
agencies. 

 
Furthermore, the City Council of Hanford has not addressed by the following issues 

in policy and by vote; the financial loss or property right loss associated with the 
following issues: 
 

 THE Change in:   (A) Residential Zoning Districts Land Use Regulations 
   (B) Water Utility 

   (C)     Sewage utilities 
    
We oppose the annexation LAFCO case No. 21-03 City of Hanford Reorganization 

No. 160. 
 

Sincerely, 
 
Sean McGinn 

Tamara Ravalin 
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BEFORE THE LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION 

COUNTY OF KINGS, STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
 

* * * * * 
 

IN THE MATTER OF APPROVING ) Resolution No. 22-03 

HANFORD REORGANIZATION NO. ) 

160 )  Re: LAFCO Case No. 21-03 

 

 WHEREAS, on December 22, 2021, a complete application was accepted for filing by the 

City of Hanford with the Executive Officer, to annex certain territory to the City of Hanford and 

detach the same territory from the Kings River Conservation District and Excelsior-Kings River 

Conservation District; and 

 

WHEREAS, the City is requesting annexation proceedings of seven separate 

unincorporated islands without protest proceedings under Government Code Section 56375.3; and 

 

 WHEREAS, on March 30, 2022, this Commission held a duly noticed public hearing and 

considered the proposed reorganization and continued Island Area No. 7 to a future meeting when 

staff could confirm who would maintain the road; and 

 

WHEREAS, on April 27, 2022, this Commission held a duly noticed public hearing and 

considered the proposed reorganization; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the Executive Officer's report, with recommendations, was forwarded to 

officers, persons, and public agencies as prescribed by law and was reviewed at said public hearing; 

and 

 

 WHEREAS, the Commission has duly considered the Executive Officer's Report, public 

testimony, and the proposal; and 

 

 WHEREAS, on November 16, 2021, the City of Hanford found that the project (Hanford 

Reorganization No. 160) is Categorically Exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act 

(CEQA), per Categorical Exemption Class 19, for the reorganization. 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION OF 

KINGS COUNTY RESOLVED AS FOLLOWS: 

 

1. The Commission finds that:  

 

a) It is a Responsible Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines, 

Section 15096. 

 

b) The reorganization is being taken pursuant to the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local 

Government Reorganization Act of 2000. 
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c) The distinctive short form designation of the reorganization is "Hanford Reorganization No. 

160”. 

 

d) The City requested annexation of seven unincorporated islands to proceed under 

Government Code Section 56375.3, with waiver of all protest proceedings. 

 

e) All required findings, pursuant to Government Code Section 56375.3, can be made as 

follows: 

1) The total annexation for each island area does not exceed 150 acres in size.  

2) The territory constitutes a reorganization containing seven separate unincorporated 

islands. 

3) The territory is surrounded by the City of Hanford. 

4) The territory is substantially developed or developing. 

5) The territory is not prime agricultural land. 

6) The territory will benefit by being allowed to receive municipal services from the City 

of Hanford. 

 

f) The proposed annexation conforms to the adopted sphere of influence for the City of 

Hanford. 

 

g) The subject territory is inhabited. 

 

h) All property owners and registered voters within the subject territory and within a 300 foot 

radius were duly noticed of the public hearing  

 

i) All of the factors required by Government Code Section 56668 have been considered by the 

Commission before rendering a decision. 

 

j) The regular county assessment roll will be utilized for this annexation. 

 

k) The affected territory will not be taxed for existing general bonded indebtedness. 

 

2. The Commission relies upon the determination by the City of Hanford that the project is 

Categorically Exempt from CEQA pursuant to the Categorical Exemption Class 19 for the 

project. 

 

3. That the Commission approve Island Area No. 7 of LAFCO Case No. 21-03, Hanford 

Reorganization No. 160 by adopting Resolution No. 22-03 and order the annexation to the City 

of Hanford and detachment from the Kings River Conservation District and the Excelsior-Kings 

River Conservation District, subject to the following conditions: 

 

a) The Kings County Local Agency Formation Commission be designated as the conducting 

authority for the “Hanford Reorganization No. 160” and be authorized to proceed with legal 

steps necessary to complete the annexation without notice, hearing or election. 

 

b) The City prepare a final map for recordation with an accompanying legal description that 

meets Board of Equalization Standards. 

 



Case 21-03 

4. The legal description of Island Area No. 7 for the reorganization to the City of Hanford is 

attached as Exhibit A, and the same area would be removed from the Kings River Conservation 

District and Excelsior-Kings River Conservation District.  
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The foregoing Resolution was adopted upon a motion by Commissioner ________ , seconded by 

Commissioner _________ , at a regular meeting held April 27, 2022, by the following vote: 

 

AYES:  

NOES:  

ABSENT:  

ABSTAIN:  

 

LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION 

COMMISSION OF KINGS COUNTY 

 

 

___________________________________ 

Joe Neves, Chairman 

 

 

 

WITNESS, my hand this _____ day of ________________, 2022. 

 

 

 

___________________________________ 

Chuck Kinney, Executive Officer 

 

 

 

 

cc: City of Hanford 

 Kings River Conservation District 

 Excelsior-Kings River Conservation District 
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Local Agency Formation Commission 

OF KINGS COUNTY 
CHUCK KINNEY, EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

MAILING ADDRESS:  1400 W. LACEY BLVD., HANFORD, CA 93230 

OFFICES AT:  ENGINEERING BUILDING, KINGS COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER, HANFORD 

(559) 852-2670      •      FAX: (559) 584-8989      •      WWW.KINGSLAFCO.COM 

 

 

 

TO:  LAFCO Commissioners 
FROM: Chuck Kinney, Executive Officer 
DATE: April 27, 2020 
SUBJECT: 2022-2023 Proposed Budget Review 
 
 
I. INTRODUCTION: 
 

Attached is the summary review of the proposed budget recommended by the Executive 
Officer for Fiscal Year 2022-2023.  This proposed Budget includes all the updated costs 
related to other County Departments.  The requested budget of $76,193 is an increase of 
$43 more than last year’s request, a 0.06% increase.  The requested amount covers 
LAFCO’s general activities as required by Assembly Bill 2838, the Cortese – Knox – 
Hertzberg Act, and continued involvement with CALAFCO to keep current on legislative 
and procedural changes.  The net result of all of the budget changes resulted in the 
budget with an increase of $266.  Revenues are projected at $40,096. This amount 
includes the estimated LAFCO Application Fees of $4,000 and City shares for half of the 
remaining LAFCO budget. The County covers the remaining half of the LAFCO Budget 
share of $36,096, which is an increase of $266 from last FY. The total budget estimate is 
$76,193. 

 
II. LAFCO 2022-2023 FISCAL YEAR OBJECTIVES 
 

The primary objectives for the 2022-2023 Fiscal Year Budget will center on continued 
training for LAFCO staff on operational procedures and processes, timely processing of 
reorganization and extension of service applications, processing of all spheres of 
influence amendments for the cities, communities, and special districts in Kings County, 
and preparing resources for the next required update.  Staff will also review and assist 
Cities and Districts with the preparation of detailed MSRs for any Sphere of Influence 
Amendment application submitted to LAFCO to ensure compliance with Government 
Code Section 56430.  As LAFCO staff is often relied upon by Cities to advise their 
prospective development applicants on annexation processes, staff needs to remain 
current on LAFCO processes, procedures, issues and implementation strategies. 
Continuing Legislative changes to LAFCO processes and procedures also necessitates 
staff’s need for continual update through CALAFCO legislative review activities.  LAFCO 
staff has remained actively involved with CALAFCO workshops and other training venues 
to fulfill that need.  The two annual CALAFCO training events are organized by LAFCO 
volunteers to keep all LAFCOs current on issues and implementation strategies.   



 
III. SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATION: 
 

The recommended draft budget for FY 2022-2023 will require a budget of approximately 
$76,193.  After applying the estimated $4,000 in fee revenue, the County’s share is 
$36,096.  The Cities share is also $36,096.  An estimated summary of individual City 
shares based on population (not including prison populations) is provided in the chart 
below.  The Executive Officer recommends that the Commission open the public hearing 
to receive public comment and testimony on the proposed LAFCO Budget and continue 
the public hearing to the May 25, 2022, Commission meeting. A copy of the detailed line 
item Budget for the proposed LAFCO Expenditures and Revenues is attached.  
 

 

 

 

2010 City/County Population Percentages for LAFCO Budget 

April 20, 2022 

     

County/City Population Percentage of City Share LAFCO 

  4/1/2010 Population Percentage Cost 

         

KINGS COUNTY POP.       152982       

AVENAL               9083 5.94% 9.06% $3,270.30 

CORCORAN             12697 8.30% 12.66% $4,569.75 

HANFORD              53967 35.28% 53.82% $19,426.87 

LEMOORE              24531 16.04% 24.46% $8,829.08 

CITY SUB TOTAL 100278 65.55% 100.00% $36,096 

Prison Population 18538 12.12%     

Federal Territories 7799 5.10%     

         

UNINCORPORATED 26367 17.24%   $36,096 

  100.00%  $72,192.00 

Prepared by: LAFCO of Kings County, April 20, 2022   

     

 

 
 

 
H:\LAFCO\ADMIN\BUDGET\22-23\22-23budget-EO April 27.doc 



LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION OF KINGS CO. UNIT NUMBER: 280000
UNIT TITLE: LAFCO
FUNCTION: Pub. Safety

Fiscal Year 2022-2023 ACTIVITY: Other Protect.

Department: Local Agency Formation Commission of Kings County (LAFCO) Run date:
ACCOUNT % of Bud. 3/31/22 DEPT. Change % Change

DESCRIPTION ACCT. Budget To Date Difference Expended Estimated REQ'T 21-22 to 22-23 21-22 to 22-23

NO. 21-22 3/31/22 3/31/22 to Date 21-22 2022-20223 20-21 20-21

SALARIES & BENEFITS:
   Regular Employees 91000 82-1010 -$              -$                -$             NA -$                        0$             -$                 N/A

   Extra Help 91001 82-1020 -$              -$                -$             NA -$                        0$             -$                 N/A

   Overtime 91002 82-1030 -$              -$                -$             NA -$                        0$             -$                 N/A

   O.A.S.D.I. 91005 82-1100 -$              -$                -$             NA -$                        0$             -$                 N/A

   Retirement 91007 82-1110 -$              -$                -$             NA -$                        0$             -$                 N/A

   Health Insurance 91008 82-1120 -$              -$                -$             NA -$                        0$             -$                 N/A

   Unemployment Insurance 91010 82-1122 -$              -$                -$             NA -$                        0$             -$                 N/A

   Insurance-Work Comp. 91011 82-1123 -$              -$                -$             NA -$                        0$             -$                 N/A

   Management Benefits 91012 82-1140 -$              -$                -$             NA -$                        0$             0$                    N/A

TOTAL LABOR: -$              -$                -$             N/A -$                        0$             0$                    N/A

SERVICES & SUPPLIES:

      Communications 92006 82-212000 80$           50$            30$          63.04% 67$                   80$           -$           0.00%
      Office Expenses 92018 82-222000 250$         46$            204$        18.40% 62$                   250$         -$           0.00%
      Memberships 92027 82-220000 3,158$      3,158$       -$        100.00% 3,261$              3,313$      155$           4.91%
      Record Storage Charges 92032 82-222015 293$         293$          -$        100.00% 316$                 288$         (5)$             -1.71%
      Postage & Freight 92033 82-222030 95$           2$              93$          2.18% 400$                 11$           (84)$           -88.42%
      Offset Printing/Stores 92035 82-222040 -$        #DIV/0! -$                 -$          -$           #DIV/0!
      Legal Expenses 92038 82-223005 8,000$      454$          7,546$     5.68% 607$                 11,000$    3,000$        37.50%
      Publi. and Legal Notices 92056 82-224000 1,050$      216$          834$        20.61% 289$                 1,050$      -$           0.00%
Rents & Leases - Equipment 92057 82-225000 1,215$      830$          385$        68.31% 1,110$              1,215$      -$           0.00%
      Purchasing Charges 92068 82-228200 123$         82$            41$          66.54% 109$                 81$           (42)$           -34.15%
      Bd. & Comm. Mem. Expenses 92069 82-228205 3,064$      -$          3,064$     0.00% -$                 3,064$      -$           0.00%
      Travel & Expenses 92069 82-229010 6,700$      (720)$        7,420$     -10.75% (963)$               6,700$      -$           0.00%
      Motor Pool Serv. 92089 82-229000 -$        N/A -$                 -$          -$           N/A
      Utilities 92094 82-230000 600$         338$          262$        56.31% 452$                 600$         -$           0.00%
      CAP Charges 93038 82-314060 2,625$      1,969$       656$        75.00% 2,632$              850$         (1,775)$      -67.62%
      Information Tech Services 93048 82-314050 1,031$      -$          1,031$     0.00% -$                 1,031$      -$           0.00%
      Administrative Allocation 93057 82-314000 47,508$    5,175$       42,333$   10.89% 6,919$              46,287$    (1,221)$      -2.57%
     Utility Bond 98001 82-8100010 358$         256$          102$        71.37% 342$                 373$         15$             4.19%

      Consultant Expense 82-223060 -$        0.00% -$                 -$          -$           0.00%

TOTAL SERV/SUPP: 76,150$    12,149$     64,001$   15.95% 15,604$            76,193$    43$             0.06%

REVENUE: % of Bud. 3/31/22 DEPT. Change % Change

ACCT. Budget To Date Difference Expended Estimated REQ'T 21-22 to 22-23 21-22 to 22-23

NO. 21-22 3/31/22 3/31/22 to Date 21-22 2022-20223 20-21 20-21

INTERGOV'T REVENUE

      Cities-LAFCO Shares 80008 81-540012 35,820$         -$                (35,820)$      0.00% -$                        36,096$    276$                0.77%

CHARGES FOR SERVICES

      LAFCO Fees 87095 81607025 4,500$           5,000$            500$            111.11% 6,685$                    4,000$      (500)$               -11.11%

      LAFCO MSR/SOI Fees -$             0.00% -$                        -$                 0.00%

TOTAL REVENUE: 40,320$         5,000$            (35,320)$      12.40% 6,685$                    40,096$    (224)$               -0.6%

TOTALS % of Bud. 3/31/22 DEPT. Change % Change

ACCT. Budget To Date Difference Expended Estimated REQ'T 21-22 to 22-23 21-22 to 22-23

NO. 21-22 3/31/22 3/31/22 to Date 21-22 2022-20223 20-21 20-21

SALARIES & BENEFITS: -$              -$                -$             N/A -$                        0$             0$                    N/A

SERVICES & SUPPLIES: 76,150$         12,149$          64,001$       15.95% 15,604$                  76,193$    43$                  0.06%

FIXED ASSETS: 824500 -$              -$             0% -$                        -$          -$                 0.00%

GROSS EXPENDITURES: 76,150$         12,149$          64,001$       15.95% 15,604$                  76,193$    43$                  0.06%

REVENUE: 40,320$         5,000$            35,320$       12.40% 6,685$                    40,096$    (224)$               -0.55%

COST APPLIED: 98000 825380 -$              -$                -$             0% -$                        -$          -$                 0.00%

GEN. FUND CONTRIBUTION: (35,830)$       (7,149)$          (28,681)$      19.95% (8,919)$                   (36,096)$        (266)$               0.74%
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