Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS 15-16A) - Summary
Filed for the July 1, 2015 through December 31, 2015 Period

Name of Successor Agency: Pismo Beach
Name of County: San Luis Obispo

Current Period Requested Funding for Outstanding Debt or Obligation

Six-Month Total

Enforceable Obligations Funded with Non-Redevelopment Property Tax Trust Fund (RPTTF) Funding

A Sources (B+C+D): $ 18,413
B Bond Proceeds Funding (ROPS Detail) =
(o4 Reserve Balance Funding (ROPS Detail) -
D Other Funding (ROPS Detail) 18,413
E Enforceable Obligations Funded with RPTTF Funding (F+G): $ 44,087
F Non-Administrative Costs (ROPS Detail) 36,087
G Administrative Costs (ROPS Detail) 8,000
H Current Period Enforceable Obligations (A+E): $ 62,500
Successor Agency Self-Reported Prior Period Adjustment to Current Period RPTTF Requested Funding
| Enforceable Obligations funded with RPTTF (E): 44,087
J Less Prior Period Adjustment (Report of Prior Period Adjustments Column S) (18,482)
K  Adjusted Current Period RPTTF Requested Funding (I-J) $ 25,605
County Auditor Controller Reported Prior Period Adjustment to Current Period RPTTF Requested Funding
L  Enforceable Obligations funded with RPTTF (E): 44,087
M  Less Prior Period Adjustment (Report of Prior Period Adjustments Column AA) -
N  Adjusted Current Period RPTTF Requested Funding (L.-M) 44,087
Certification of Oversight Board Chairman: Dan Buckshi Chairperson
Pursuant to Section 34177 (m) of the Health and Safety code, |
hereby certify that the above is a true and accurate Recognized Name A Title
Obligation Payment Schedule for the above named agency. s/ Do'u/ / & ;44 ZJ’-‘O l ,(
Signature I Date



Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS 15-16A) - ROPS Detail

July 1, 2015 through December 31, 2015

(Report Amounts in Whole Dollars)

M

Iltem #

Project Name / Debt Obligation

Obligation Type

Contract/Agreement
Execution Date

Contract/Agreement
Termination Date

Payee

Description/Project Scope

Project Area

Total Outstanding
Debt or Obligation

Retired

Funding Source

Non-Redevelopment Property Tax Trust Fund

(Non-RPTTF)

RPTTF

Bond Proceeds

Reserve Balance

Other Funds

Non-Admin

Admin

Six-Month Total

$ 131,250

$

$ o

$

18,413

$

36,087 | $

8,000

$

62,500

o

Pismo Beach Designated Local

=]

Admin Costs

9/29/2014

9/29/2015

Alliant Insurance Services

DLA Board Member Insurance

Five Cities Project

5,000

5,000

$

5,000

Pismo Beach Designated Local
Authority

Admin Costs

2/28/2013

6/30/2016

City of Pismo Beach/Carmel

& Naccasha

Oversight Board Administrative
Support and legal counsel

Five Cities Project
Area

13,000

N
N

5,000

8,000

$

13,000

Pismo Beach Designated Local
Authority

Admin Costs

1/1/2014

12/31/2014

Kosmont Companies or
such other parties to be

determined

Financial/Administrative Staff Support
for DLA

Five Cities Project
Area

Pismo Beach Designated Local
Authority

Legal

1/1/2015

12/31/2015

Leibold McClendon & Mann

Counsel to the DLA

Five Cities Project
Area

32,000

18,413

13,587

32,000

Pismo Beach Designated Local
Authority - HASLO

Housing Entity
Admin Cost

10/1/2014

12/31/2018

Housing Authority of San

Luis Obispo County

Housing Authority Administrative Cost
Allowance

Five Cities Project
Area

81,250

z

12,500

@

12,500

z|1Zz|Zz|Zz|Zz|Z|Z|Z|Zz|Z|Z|Z|Z|Z|Z2|Z|Z2|Z|Z2|Z|Z2|Z|Z2|Z|Z2|1Z|Z2|1Z|Z2|Z|Z2|1Z|Z2|Z|Z2|Z2|Z2|Z2| 2|2
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Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS 15-16A) - Report of Cash Balances
(Report Amounts in Whole Dollars)

Pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 34177 (l), Redevelopment Property Tax Trust Fund (RPTTF) may be listed as a source of payment on the ROPS, but only to the extent no other funding source is available or
when payment from property tax revenues is required by an enforceable obligation. For tips on how to complete the Report of Cash Balances Form, see https://rad.dof.ca.gov/rad-
sa/pdf/Cash Balance Agency Tips Sheet.pdf.

A B C D E F G H |
Fund Sources
Bond Proceeds Reserve Balance Other RPTTF
Prior ROPS Prior ROPS
period balances RPTTF
Bonds Issued Bonds Issued |and DDR RPTTF| distributed as Rent, Non-Admin
on or before on or after balances reserve for future Grants, and
Cash Balance Information by ROPS Period 12/31/10 01/01/11 retained period(s) Interest, Etc. Admin Comments
ROPS 14-15A Actuals (07/01/14 - 12/31/14)
1 |Beginning Available Cash Balance (Actual 07/01/14)
69 16,958
2 [Revenue/lncome (Actual 12/31/14)
RPTTF amounts should tie to the ROPS 14-15A distribution from the
County Auditor-Controller during June 2014
49 43,000
3 |Expenditures for ROPS 14-15A Enforceable Obligations (Actual
12/31/14)
RPTTF amounts, H3 plus H4 should equal total reported actual
expenditures in the Report of PPA, Columns L and Q 24,518
4 |Retention of Available Cash Balance (Actual 12/31/14)
RPTTF amount retained should only include the amounts distributed as
reserve for future period(s)
17,027

5 |ROPS 14-15A RPTTF Prior Period Adjustment
RPTTF amount should tie to the self-reported ROPS 14-15A PPA in the

No entry required
Report of PPA, Column S

6 [ Ending Actual Available Cash Balance
CtoG=(1+2-3-4H=(1+2-3-4-5) 8 s s s s usls  1sms

ROPS 14-15B Estimate (01/01/15 - 06/30/15)

7 |Beginning Available Cash Balance (Actual 01/01/15)
(C,D,E,G=4+6,F=H4+F4+F6,and H=5 + 6)

$ -1 $ -1 $ -1$ 17,027 | $ 118 | $ 18,413
8 |Revenue/lncome (Estimate 06/30/15)
RPTTF amounts should tie to the ROPS 14-15B distribution from the
County Auditor-Controller during January 2015 33,473
9 |Expenditures for ROPS 14-15B Enforceable Obligations (Estimate
06/30/15) 17,027 118 33,473

10 |Retention of Available Cash Balance (Estimate 06/30/15)
RPTTF amount retained should only include the amounts distributed as
reserve for future period(s) 18,413

11 |Ending Estimated Available Cash Balance (7 + 8 - 9 -10)



http://rad-dof.dof.finance:8080/rad-sa/pdf/Cash_Balance_Agency_Tips_Sheet.pdf
http://rad-dof.dof.finance:8080/rad-sa/pdf/Cash_Balance_Agency_Tips_Sheet.pdf
http://rad-dof.dof.finance:8080/rad-sa/pdf/Cash_Balance_Agency_Tips_Sheet.pdf
http://rad-dof.dof.finance:8080/rad-sa/pdf/Cash_Balance_Agency_Tips_Sheet.pdf

Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS 15-16A) - Report of Prior Period Adjustments
Reported for the ROPS 14-15A (July 1, 2014 through December 31, 2014) Period Pursuant to Health and Safety Code (HSC) section 34186 (a)
(Report Amounts in Whole Dollars)

ROPS 14-15A Successor Agency (SA) Self-reported Prior Period Adjustments (PPA): Pursuant to HSC Section 34186 (a), SAs are required to report the differences between their actual available funding and their actual expenditures for the ROPS 14-15A (July through December 2014) period. The amount of
Redevelopment Property Tax Trust Fund (RPTTF) approved for the ROPS 15-16A (July through December 2015) period will be offset by the SA’s self-reported ROPS 14-15A prior period adjustment. HSC Section 34186 (a) also specifies that the prior period adjustments self-reported by SAs are subject to audit by

the county auditor-controller (CAC) and the State Controller.

ROPS 14-15A CAC PPA: To be completed by the CAC upon submittal of the ROPS 15-16A by the SA to Finance and
the CAC. Note that CACs will need to enter their own formulas at the line item level pursuant to the manner in which they
calculate the PPA. Also note that the Admin amounts do not need to be listed at the line item level and may be entered

as a lump sum.
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A B C D E | J K L N T u v w X Y Z AA AB
Non-RPTTF Expenditures RPTTF Expenditures RPTTF Expenditures
Net CAC Non-
Net SA Non-Admin Admin and Admin
and Admin PPA
(Amount Used to (Amount Used to
Offset ROPS 15-16A Offset ROPS 15-16A
Bond Proceeds Reserve Balance Other Funds Non-Admin Admin Requested RPTTF) Non-Admin CAC Admin CAC Requested RPTTF)
Available Available Difference
RPTTF RPTTF (If total actual
(ROPS 14-15A Difference (ROPS 14-15A exceeds total
distributed + all other Net Lesser of (If Kis less than L, distributed + all other Net Lesser of authorized, the Net Lesser of Net Lesser of
Project Name / available as of Authorized / the difference is available as of Authorized / total difference is Net Difference Authorized / Authorized /
Item # Debt Obligation Authorized Actual Authorized Actual Authorized Actual Authorized 07/1/14) Available Actual zero) Authorized 07/1/14) Available Actual zero) (M+R) SA Comments Available Actual Difference Available Actual Difference Net Difference CAC Comments

- -1$ $ i 1 -1$ 43,000 | $ 60,027 ° e $ 24518 | $ 18482 | $ 18,482 $ -
6 | Pismo Beach - 1 1 5,000 3,310 $ -
7 | Pismo Beach - 8,000 3,584 $ -
11 | Pismo Beach - 18,000 5,734 $ -

Designated Local
Authority

12 | Pismo Beach - $ 12,000 11,891 $ -

Designated Local
Authority




Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS 15-16A) - Notes
July 1, 2015 through December 30, 2015

ltem # Notes/Comments
13 |Housing Entity Administrative Cost Allocwance per AB471 provides for a housing entity administrative cost allowance to be paid to a housing authority that
becomes a housing successor as a result of a City electing to not become the housing successor. The $12,500
requested will fund legal, audit, and staffing costs and is less than the amount permitted by statute because the
housing assets consist of a development agreement and a deferred payment promissory note secured by deed of trust. The payee and housing
successor is the Housing Authority of San Luis Obispo (HASLO), a local housing authority assuming the housing functions of
the former redevelopment agency pursuant to paragraph (2) of subdivision (b) of HSC Section 34176. The DLA has agreed to provide total housing entity administrative
cost allowance to HASLO of $93,750. Because the DLA received $12,500 of such allowance on ROPS 14-15B, the remaining allowance due is $81,250. The DLA
anticipates requesting and paying such amounts through 2018, as permitted by HSC Section 34171(p).
The Lucia Mar Unified School District sued the DLA in 2013 and received a Default Judgment against the DLA in February 2014. The Department requested that the
judgment be vacated, and the Court agreed. Lucia Mar has since appealed the reversal of the default judgment. That appeal is pending. The reversal of the default
judgment stated thatr proper venue and jurisdiction for the original lawsuit was Sacramento.Though the timing of any re-filing of the case in Sacramento is uncertain, it
is possible that the Lucia Mar lawsuit would be re-filed in Sacramento prior to December 31, 2015. Accordingly, the DLA is requesting attorneys' fees from non-admin
7 and 12 RPTTF in column N of the ROPS detail to respond to any complaint which may be filed by Lucia Mar in Sacramento during the ROPS 15-16A period.
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