AUGUST 12, 2019 - City] Council Regular Meeting - 7:00 p.m.

Iﬁea&___

City Council Chamber
390 Towne Centre Drive
Lathrop, California
(209) 941-7200
www.ci.lathrop.ca.us .

City Council
Sonny Dhaliwal, Mayor
Martha Salcedo, Vice Mayor
Paul Akinjo
Diane Lazard

Jennifer Tbrres—O’CaIIaghan

City Staff
Stephen Salvatore, City Manager
Salvador Navarrete, City Attorney)
Teresa Vargas, City Clerk
Glenn.Gebhardt, City Engineer

Cari James, Finance & Administrative
Services Director

Mark Meissner, Community
Development Director

Zachary Jones, Parks & Recreation
Director

Ryan Biedermann, Lieutenant /
Acting Chief of Police

Michael King, Assistant Public Works
Director

General Order of Business
1. Preliminary
e Call to Order
e (Closed Session
e Roll Call
e Invocation
e Pledge of Allegiance
e Announcements by Mayor/City Mgr.
e Informational Items
e Declaration of Conflict of Interest
P

2. Presentations

. 3. Citizen’s Forum
4,
5. Scheduled Items

Public Hearings
Appeals _
Referrals and Reports from
Commissions and Committees
¢ All Other Staff Reports and/or Action
Items ‘
e Study Sessions
6. Council Communications
7. Adjournment

C
Consent Calendar
S
®
®

Order of Discussion

Generally, the order of discussion after introduction
of an item by the Mayor will include comments and
information by staff folliowed by City Council
guestions and inquiries. The applicant, or their
authorized representative, or interested residents,
may then speak on the item; each speaker may
only speak once to each item. At the close of public
discussion, the item will be considered by the City
Council and action taken.

Consent Calendar

Items on the Consent Calendar are considered to be
routine by the City Council and will be enacted by one
motion and one vote. There will be no separate
discussion of these items unless a Councilmember or
interested resident so requests, in which case the
item will be removed from the Consent Calendar and

considered separately.
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Addressing the Council

Any person may speak once on any item under discussion by the City Council after receiving
recognition by the Mayor. Purple speaker cards will be available prior to and during the meeting.
To address City Council, a card must be submitted to the City Clerk indicating name, address and
number of the item upon which a person wishes to speak. When addressing the City Council,
please walk to the lectern located in front of the City Council. State your name and address. In
order to ensure all persons have the opportunity to speak, a time limit will be set by the Mayor
for each speaker (see instructions on speaker form). In the interest of time, each speaker may
only speak once on each individual agenda item; please limit your comments to new material;
do not repeat what a prior speaker has said. If you challenge the nature of a proposed action in
court, you may be limited to raising only those issues you or someone else raised at the public
hearing described in this notice, or in written correspondence delivered to the City Council at, or
prior to, the public hearing.

Citizen’'s Forum

Any person desiring to speak on a matter which is not scheduled on this agenda may do so under
the Citizen’s Forum section. Please submit your purple speaker card to the City Clerk prior to the
commencement of Citizen’s Forum. Only those who have submitted speaker cards, or have
expressed an interest to speak, prior to the conclusion of Citizen’s Forum will be called
upon to speak. Please be aware the California Government Code prohibits the City Council from
taking any immediate action on an item which does not appear on the agenda, unless the item
meets stringent statutory requirements. The Mayor will limit the length of your presentation (see
instructions on speaker form) and each speaker may only speak once on this agenda item.

To leave a voice message for the Mayor and all Councilmembers simultaneously, dial
(209) 941-7220. To send an e-mail for the Mayor and all Councilmembers

simultaneously, citycouncil@ci.lathrop.ca.us

This City Council Agenda may be accessed by computer at the following Worldwide Web
Address: www.ci.lathrop.ca.us LIVE STREAMING Now avallable, please VISIt the Clty
Council Page or use the URL https: .

stream

Information

Copies of the Agenda are available in the lobby at the Lathrop City Hall, 390 Towne Centre Drive,
Lathrop, on Thursday preceding a regularly scheduled City Council meeting. Supplemental
documents relating to specific agenda items are available for review in the City Clerk’s Office.
This agenda was posted at the following locations: City Hall, Community Center, Generations
Center, Senior Center, and "J" Street and River Islands Fire Department Offices. The meetings of
the Lathrop City Council are broadcast on Lathrop Comcast Cable Television Channel 97.

Assistance will be provided to those requiring accommodations for disabilities in compliance with
the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990. Notification 48 hours prior to the meeting will enable
the City to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility and/or accommodations to this
meeting. [28 CFR 35.102-35.104 ADA Title II] Interested persons must request the
accommodation at least 2 working days in advance of the meeting by contacting the City Clerk
at (209) 941-7230.

Information about the City or items scheduled on the Agenda may be referred to:

Address: City of Lathrop City Clerk
390 Towne Centre Drive, Lathrop, CA 95330
Telephone: (209) 941-7230

Your interest in the conduct of your City’s business is appreciated.



CITY OF LATHROP
CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING
MONDAY, AUGUST 12, 2019,
7:00 P.M.
COUNCIL CHAMBER, CITY HALL
390 Towne Centre Drive
Lathrop, CA 95330

AGENDA

PLEASE NOTE: There will be a Closed Session commencing at 6:00 p.m. The Regular
Meeting will reconvene at 7:00 p.m., or immediately following the Closed Session,

whichever is later.

1. PRELIMINARY
1.1 CALL TO ORDER
1.2 CLOSED SESSION
1.2.1 CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL: Anticipated Litigation -
Significant Exposure to Litigation Pursuant to Government Code
Section 54956.9(b)
e 3 Potential Case(s)
1.2.2 PUBLIC EMPLOYEE PERFORMANCE EVALUATION Pursuant to
Government Code Section 54957
o Title(s): City Manager, City Attorney
RECONVENE
1.2.3 REPORT FROM CLOSED SESSION
1.3 ROLL CALL
1.4 INVOCATION
1.5 PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
1.6 ANNOUNCEMENT(S) BY MAYOR / CITY MANAGER
1.7 INFORMATIONAL ITEM(S) - None
1.8 DECLARATION OF CONFLICT(S) OF INTEREST
2. PRESENTATIONS
2.1 ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT UPDATE

2.2 MAYOR'’S COMMITTEE REPORT(S)
Parks & Recreation Update on Committee Events and Programs
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3. CITIZEN’S FORUM

Any person desiring to speak on a matter which is not scheduled on this agenda
may do so under Citizen’s Forum. Please submit a purple speaker card to the City
Clerk prior to the commencement of Citizen’s Forum. Only those who have
submitted speaker cards, or have expressed an interest to speak, prior to the
conclusion of Citizen’s Forum will be called upon to speak. Please be aware the
California Government Code prohibits the City Council from taking any immediate
action on an item which does not appear on the agenda, unless the item meets
stringent statutory requirements. The City Council can, however, allow its
members or staff to briefly (no more than five (5) minutes) respond to statements
made, to ask questions for clarification, make a brief announcement or report on
his or her own activities. (See California Government Code Section 54954.2(a)).
Uniess directed otherwise by a majority of the City Council, all questions asked
-and not answered at the meeting will be responded to in writing within 10 business
days. ALL PUBLIC COMMENTS MUST BE MADE IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE
LATHROP CITY COUNCIL HANDBOOK OF RULES AND PROCEDURES!!

4. CONSENT CALENDAR

Items on the Consent Calendar are considered to be routine by the City Council
and will be enacted by one motion and one vote. There will be no separate
discussion of these items unless the Mayor, Councilmember, or citizen so
requests, in which event the item will be removed from the Consent Calendar and
considered separately.

4.1 WAIVING OF READING OF ORDINANCES AND RESOLUTIONS
Waive the Reading of Ordinances and Resolutions on Agenda Unless
Otherwise Requested by the Mayor or a Councilmember

4.2 APPROVAL OF MINUTES
Approve Minutes for the Regular Council Meeting of July 8, 2019

4.3 UNCQLLECTIBLE UTILITY AND MISCELLANEOUS CUSTOMER ACCOUNTS
Approve Write-Off of Uncollectible Utility and Miscellaneous Accounts for
Fiscal Year (FY) 2018/19

4.4 CREATION OF A JOB DESCRIPTION FOR AN ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT
IIT GRADE 47
Adopt a Resolution to Approve the Creation of.a Job Description for
Administrative Assistant III Position Grade 47

4.5 APPROVE POLICY TO GUIDE STAFF INTERPRETATION OF DEVELOPMENT
IMPACT FEES AND THE MUNICIPAL CODE AS THEY RELATE TO ACCESSORY
DWELLING UNITS TO CONFORM TO STATE LAW
Adopt Resolution Approving a Policy to Guide Staff Interpretation of
Development Impact Fees and the Municipal Code as They Relate to
Accessory Dwelling Units to Conform to State Law

AuQust 12,2019 Lathrop City Council Regular Meeting Agenda Page 2
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4.6

4.7

4.8

4.9

RATIFY PURCHASE OF A TELESCOPIC HANDLER

Adopt Resolution Ratifying City Manager’s Action to Purchase a Telescoplc
Handler for the Operations and Maintenance Division of the Public Works
Department, and Approve Related Budget Amendment

APPROVE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENTS FOR RIGHT-OF-WAY

CONSULTING SERVICES WITH DOKKEN ENGINEERING AND ASSOCIATED
ENGINEERING GROUP

Adopt Resolution Approving a Professional Services Agreement with Dokken
Engineering for Right-of-Way Consulting Services and Amendment No. 1
for Associated Engineering Group Related to the Louise Avenue and
McKinley Avenue Intersection Capital Improvement Project PS 15-02 and
Authorizing Related Budget Amendment

REINSTATE A MASTER CONSULTING AGREEMENT AND APPROVE TASK
ORDER NO. 7 WITH INTERWEST CONSULTING GROUP FOR PROFESSIONAL
SERVICES IN THE BUILDING DIVISION '

Adopt Resolution Reinstating the Master Professional Consulting Agreement
and Approve Task Order No. 7 with Interwest Consulting Group to Provide
Continued Professional Services in the Building Division

ACCEPTANCE OF PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY AND PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENT
DEDICATIONS ASSOCIATED WITH BUILDING PERMIT 19-0218 LOCATED
AT 14226 AVON AVENUE

Adopt Resolution Accepting Dedication of Public Right-of-Way and a Public
Utility Easement for Avon Avenue Associated with Building Permlt 19-0218
Located at 14226 Avon Avenue

RIVER ISLANDS CONSENT ITEM(S)

4.10

APPROVE TASK ORDER NO. 3 TO THE MASTER CONSULTANT AGREEMENT
WITH VALI COOPER & ASSOCIATES, INC., TO PROVIDE CONSTRUCTION
INSPECTION SERVICES FOR RIVER ISLANDS DEVELOPMENT STAGE 2A
AND PHASE 1B IMPROVEMENTS

Adopt Resolution Approving Task Order No. 3 to the Master Consultant
Agreement dated, July 9, 2018, with Vali Cooper & Associates, Inc., to
Provide Construction Management and Inspection Services for River Islands

“Development Stage 2A and Phase 1B Improvements

5. SCHEDULED ITEMS

5.1

August 12, 2019

PUBLIC HEARING (PUBLISHED NOTICE) TO CONSIDER AN AMENDMENT TO
TITLE 2, CHAPTER 2.36 PURCHASING SYSTEM AND TITLE 3, CHAPTER 3.30
INFORMAL BIDDING OF THE LATHROP MUNICIPAL CODE TO UPDATE THE
CHAPTERS IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE CALIFORNIA UNIFORM PUBLIC
CONSTRUCTION COST ACCOUNTING ACT

Lathrop City Council Regular Meeting Agenda : Page 3
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5.2

5.3

5.4

5.5

Council to Consider the Following:
1. Hold a Public Hearing; and
2. Introduction and First Reading of an Ordmance Amendment to
Title 2, Chapter 2.36 Purchasing System and Title 3, Chapter
3.30 Informal Bidding of the Lathrop Municipal Code to Update
the Chapters in Accordance with the California Uniform Public
Construction Cost Accounting Act

PUBLIC HEARING (PUBLISHED NOTICE) TO CONSIDER AN AMENDMENT TO
TITLE 3, CHAPTER 3.32 COUNTY FACILITY FEE, SECTION 3.32.150 SUNSET
CLAUSE
Council to Consider the Following:
1. Hold a Public Hearing; and
2. Introduction and First Reading of an Ordinance Amendment to
Title 3, Chapter 3.32 County Capital Facility Fees, Section
3.32.150 Sunset Clause of the Lathrop Municipal Code to
Remove the Sunset Clause of the County Facilities Fee
Program

PUBLIC HEARING (PUBLISHED NOTICE) TO CONSIDER ADOPTION OF THE
LATHROP-MANTECA FIRE DISTRICT FIRE FACILITIES FEE STUDY AND THE
FEES RECOMMENDED THEREIN
Council to Consider the Following:
1. Hold a Public Hearing; and
2. Adopt A Resolution Adopting the Lathrop-Manteca Fire District
Fire Facilities Fee Study and the Fees Recommended Therein

PUBLIC HEARING (PUBLISHED NOTICE) TO CONSIDER MUNICIPAL CODE
TEXT AMENDMENT NO. TA-19-78
City Council to Consider the Following: |
1. Hold a Public Hearing; and
2. Introduction and First Reading of an Ordinance Amendment to
Title 17 of the Lathrop Municipal Code (LMC) by Adding
Chapter 17.13 to Allow the Creat|on of Easements by
Covenant.

APPOINTMENT OF VOTING DELEGATE FOR 2019 LEAGUE OF CALIFORNIA
CITIES ANNUAL CONFERENCE

Appoint City’s Voting Delegate for the 2019 League of California Cities
Annual Conference, October 16-18, Long Beach

2. COUNCIL COMMUNICATIONS

6.1

August 12, 2019

COUNCIL REFERRALS

6.1.1 MAYOR DHALIWAL REFERRAL: Appointment of Three (3) Members to
the Youth Advisory Commission with Term Expiring May 31, 2020.
e Three (3) Applications Received; Four (4) Vacancies Available
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6.2

6.3

MAYOR & COUNCILMEMBER COMMITTEE REPORT(S)

Central Valley Executive Committee/LOCC (Akinjo/Salcedo)

Council of Governments (Dhaliwal/Lazard) . :
Integrated Waste Management Solid Waste Division (Akinjo/Torres-
O’Callaghan)

Reclamation District 17 Joint Powers Authority (Salvatore)

San Joaquin Partnership Board of Directors (Salvatore)

San Joaquin County Commission on Aging (Zavala)

San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (Akinjo/Dhaliwal)

. Water Advisory Board (Torres-O’Callaghan/Lazard)
- Tri Valley-San Joaquin Valley Regional Rail Authority (Akinjo)

San Joaquin Area Flood Control Agency (Akinjo & Lazard)

MAYOR & COUNCILMEMBER COMMENT(S)

7. ADJOURNMENT

August 12, 2019

ésa Vargas, CMC | V

City Clerk

Lathrop City Council Regular Meeting Agenda Page 5
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| CITY OF LATHROP L
'CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING
MONDAY, JULY 8, 2019
7:00 P.M.
COUNCIL CHAMBER, CITY HALL
390 Towne Centre Drive
La‘throp, CA 95330

MINUTES

reconvened at 7:05 p.m.

F
|
PLEASE NOTE: There was a Closed Ses. !s ion which commenced at 6:35 p.m. The Reqular Meeting
E
1.  PRELIMINARY |

,

1.1 CALL TO ORDER - Mayor Dhaliwal called the meetlng to order at 6:35
p.m. |
i
1.2 CLOSED SESSION |
i
1.2.1 CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL: Anticipated Litigation -
Significant Exposure to Litigation Pursuant to Government Code
Section 54956.9(b)
e 3 Potential Case(s)

RECONVENE - Mayor‘ Dhaliwal reconvened the meeting at 7:05 p.m.
1.2.2 REPORT FROM (%LOSED SESSION

City Attorney Salvador Navarrete reported that direction was
provided in regards to Item 1.2; no other reportable action was
taken. | \ _,'

i
1.3 ROLL CALL Pretsent: Mayor Dhaliwal; Councilmembers: Akinjo,
: Lazard and Torres-O’Callaghan

Absent: Vice Mayor Salcedo

1.4 INVOCATION - Assomallte Pastor Ryan Strong, Grace Community Church,
provided the mvocatlon

1.5 PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE Associate Pastor Ryan Strong led the pledge of
allegiance.

1.6 ANNOUNCEMENT(S) BY MAYOR / CITY MANAGER
l
City Manager Stephen Salvatore provided various announcements,
including an overview jof the City’s 30* Anniversary event and the debut
of the City’s new webSIte both on July 1, 2019; announced closed
captioning features to/be made available in the near future for televised
public meetings; and a brief overview of the information related to the .

July 8, 2019 Lathrop City Council Regular Meeting Minutes Page 1
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1.7

1.8

|

|
city’s emergency preparedness plan to be provided during Item 2.4.
Mayor Dhaliwal recognized and welcomed Sheriff Pat Withrow.

INFORMATIONAL ITEMi(S) - None

DECLARATION OF COI\iIFLICT(S) OF INTEREST
Councilmember Lazard declared a conflict of interest on Items 4.15, 4.16

and 4.17, due to her employment with Dell'Osso Family Farms.
I

l
2. PRESENTATIONS |

2.1

2.2

2.3

24

July 8, 2019

| :
CERTIFICATE OF RECOGNITION TO THE LATHROP LITTLE LEAGUE MINOR
PHILLIES FOR THE 2019 MINOR LEAGUE CALIFORNIA DISTRICT 67
TOURNAMENT OF CHAMPIONS VICTORY

Mayor Dhaliwal introduced the item and welcomed the Lathrop Little
League Minor Phillies.. Coach Logan Orndoff provided an overview of the
2019 Lathrop Little League season and thanked all the coaches, parents,
volunteers and players involved during the season. Parks and Recreation
Director Zach Jones, accompanied by the City Council, presented
Certificates of Recognition to the members of the Lathrop Little League
Minor Phillies for the 2019 Minor League California District 67 Tournament

of Champions victory.
PROCLAMATION DECLARING JULY AS PARKS MAKE LIFE BETTER MONTH

Councilmember Akinjc|> presented a proclamation declaring July 2019 as
Parks Makes Life Better Month to Parks and Recreation Director Zach

Jones.
INTRODUCTION OF NEW EMPLOYEE:

Parks and Recreation| Director Zach Jones introduced Breann Loughran,
Recreation Coordinatoir. N
PRESENTATION PRO\'/IDED BY PG&E ON. PUBLIC SAFETY DURING
PLANNED POWER OUTAGES

City Manager Stephen Salvatore introduced the item and explained that
city staff would be providing an introductory presentation related to
emergency preparedness prior to the PG&E presentation. Deputy Finance
Director Vanessa Portillo and Lathrop-Manteca Fire District (LMFD) Chief
Gene Neely provided jan overview of the City’s emergency preparedness
plan, development of the city’s incident response team and command
system, partnership with local agencies to provide essential services, and
provided mformatlon!related to frequently asked questions during an
extended power outag{e.
|

Lathrop City Council Regular Meeting Minutes Page 2
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|
|

| |
A question and answer period ensued throughout the staff presentation.

City Manager Stephen Salvatore provided additional information. During
the question and answer period, the City Council reached consensus
directing the City Manager to brlng back an actionable item for Council
ratification of a purcihase of a generator for the Lathrop Community
Center, the purchase would be in preparation for the anticipated extended
power outages. The |question and answer period continued. Fire Chief
Neely encouraged Lathrop residents that require power for medical
devices to register W|th the LMFD for assistance during an extended
outage. The questlon and answer period continued. Councilmembers
expressed interest in hearing from the Manteca and Banta School Districts
on their emergency plans for students and directed staff to contact each
District.

Public Affairs Representative Dylan George, Pacific Gas and Electric,
provided a presentation on public safety during planned outages, which
included information on PG&E’s community wildfire safety program, real-
time monitoring and lntelllgence efforts, public safety power shutoffs and
notification process, the process involved with restoring power, and
efforts put in place to prepare PG&E customers. A question and answer
period ensued throughout this presentation. Various members of the
public (Jack Varella, Michelle Maddon, Bennie Gatto, Tina Moran, Brandy
Perkins and other speakers (purple, cards or names not provided for the
record)) commented on the matter and expressed various concerns with
the extended planned ‘power outages.
|

Mayor Dhaliwal recessed the meetir:19 at 9:27 p.m. and reconvened at 9:35 p.m.

3.

CITIZEN’'S FORUM 5

San Joaquin County SheriffEPat Withrow commented on his continued support
and assistance to the City, including providing a temporary office location for the
Police Services Department| during the construction of the new facility, brief
overview of current staffing levels and ongoing labor negotiations with San
Joaquin County and the Sheriff's Office. -

i

CONSENT CALENDAR

On a motion by Mayor Dhaliwal, seconded by Councilmember Lazard, the City
Council approved the Consent Calendar, except ***Items, 4.15, 4.16 and 4.17,
by the following roll call voter, unless otherwise indicated:

" Ayes: - Akinjo, Lazard, Torres-O’Callaghan, and Dhaliwal
Noes: None '
Absent: Salcedo
Abstain: None

July 8, 2019 . Lathrop City Council Regular Meeting Minutes Page 3
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4.1

4.2

4.3

4.4

4.5

Juty 8, 2019

* Prior to the reading)I of the consent calendar, City Clerk Teresa Vargas
announced that a public comment letter was received, dated July 8, 2019,
addressing Items 4.5,/4.9, 4.10, 4.11. 4.12, 4.13, 4.14, 4.15, 4.16, and
4.17 of the Consent Calendar, and Item 5.1 of Scheduled Items,
submitted by Martin Harris with Terra Land Group, LLC; the letter was
distributed to the Clty Council via their tablets (same process as the
agenda) and copies were made available for the publ/c at the beginning of
the meeting. :
**City Clerk Teresa Vargas amended Items 4.2 and 4.3, to clarify method

of distribution for lnformatlon or documents received for the City Council
(related to items on the agenda) after the agenda is published.

*** Jtems 4.15, 4.1& and 4.17 - The City Council voted on the items
separately, following the vote of the Consent Calendar.

|
WAIVING OF READING OF ORDINANCES AND RESOLUTIONS

u

|
Waived the reading of ordinances and resolutions on agenda unless
otherwise requested by the Mayor or a Councilmember.

| ¢

|
**APPROVAL OF MINUh'ES

Approved Minutes for:the Regular Council Meeting of June 10, 2019, as
amended by the City Clerk to clarify method of distribution for information
or documents recelved for the City Council (related to items on the
agenda) after the agerpda is published.

N

** APPROVAL OF MINUTES

|
o

Approved Minutes for|the Special Council Meeting of June 12, 2019, as

amended by the City Clerk to clarify method of distribution for information

or documents received for the City Council (related to items on the

agenda) after the agenda is published.

GRANT APPLICATIONI TO PURCHASE TWO ALTERNATIVE FUEL CITY
VEHICLES |

Adopted Resolutlon 19-4593 authorizing the submittal of a grant
application to San Joaqum Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJVSPCD)
and authorized the purchase of two alternative fuel vehicles.

*APPLICATION FOR SQTATEWIDE PARK DEVELOPMENT AND COMMUNITY
REVITALIZATION PROGRAM

Adopted Resolution: 19-4594 approving the application for the
Statewide Park Development and Community Revitalization Program for
the Lathrop Community Sports Park.

I
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4.6

4.7

4.8

4.9

4.10

4.11

4.12

July 8, 2019

RATIFY CITY MANAGER’'S ACTION TO EXTEND JANITORIAL SERVICES
CONTRACT WITH KOREAN PROFESSIONAL BUILDING MAINTENANCE

|
Adopted Resolution 19 4595 to ratify City Manager’s action to extend
the contract with Korean Professional Building Maintenance for janitorial
services.
TPX COMMUNICATIONl SERVICES AGREEMENT
Adopted Resolution 19-4596 authorizing a service agreement with TPX
Communications for dailta, fax, and telephone services at city facilities.

|
CREATE CIP PS 20-13 CITYWIDE PAVEMENT MARKINGS AND STRIPING
PROGRAM AND APPROVE A CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT
Adopted Resolution }9-4597 creating CIP PS 20-13 Citywide Pavement
Markings and Striping Program and approved a construction contract with
Chrisp Company, and approved related budget amendment.

|

*APPROVE CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT FOR CIP PK 19-03 MOSSDALE
SOUTH NEIGHBORHOOD PARK '

Adopted Resolution |119-4598 approving a construction contract with
WABO Landscape and [Construction, Inc., for construction of CIP PK 19-03
Mossdale South Nelghborhood Park, and approved related budget
amendment. !

*APPROVE AGREEMEI\:ITS WITH EKI AND WOODARD & CURRAN TO ADD
MOSSDALE URBAN USE AREAS FOR CIP RW 19-16 RECYCLED WATER
PROGRAM EXPANSION AND RELATED BUDGET AMENDMENT

|

Adopted Resolutionj 19-4599 approving Task Order No. 2 to the
respective Master Agreements with EKI and Woodard and Curran to add
Mossdale urban use areas for the CIP RW 19-16 Recycled Water Program
expansion, and approve related budget amendment.

*APPROVE A CONSTRUCTION ‘CONTRACT FOR PAVEMENT MAINTENANCE
AND REPAIRS, PURSUANT TO CIP PS 18-01 CITYWIDE ROAD
MAINTENANCE AND |REPAIR PROGRAM (PHASE 1II), AND RELATED
BUDGET AM ENDMENT| '

Adopted Resolution 19 4600 approving Construction Contract with VSS
International, Inc., for pavement maintenance and repairs, pursuant to
CIP PS 18-01 CltYWIde Road Maintenance and Repair Program (Phase II),
and approved related budget amendment.

*ACCEPT THE CLSP RECYCLED WATER IMPROVEMENTS, RECORD
ASSOCIATED GRANT DEEDS AND IRREVOCABLE OFFERS OF
DEDICATIONS AND AUTHORIZE THE RELEASE OF BONDS ASSOCIATED
WITH ENCROACHMENT PERMIT NO. 2017-46

{
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4.13

4.14

|
i
;
x

Adopted Resolution 19-4601 accepting the Central Lathrop Specific Plan
recycled water pond,f pump station, sprayfield, and offsite conveyance
system improvements; authorized recording of Grant Deeds and
Irrevocable Offer of Dedications of Easements from Saybrook CLSP, LLC
for the Central Lathrop Specific Plan development project; and authorized
the release of bonds assoaated with Encroachment Permit No. 2017-46.

*ACCEPTANCE OF GRAVITY SEWER MAIN AND SANITARY SEWER PUMP
STATION, APPROVE AN OFFER OF DEDICATION FOR PORTIONS OF APN:
196-03-03, APPROVE A REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT WITH PILOT
TRAVEL CENTERS LL!C AND AUTHORIZE THE RELEASE OF BONDS
ASSOCIATED WITH ENCROACHMENT PERMIT NO. 2017-26

Adopted Resolution 119 -4602 accepting the gravity sewer main and
sanitary sewer pump statlon constructed by Mark III Construction, Inc.,
Roth Road and Harlan Road and Offer of Dedication for portions of APN
196-03-03; and approved reimbursement agreement with Pilot Travel
Centers LLC, and authorized the release of bonds associated with
Encroachment Permit No 2017-26

l
*VALIDATE THE JUNE; 20, 2016 FINDING OF ADEQUATE PROGRESS IN
THE MOSSDALE TRAC"I' AREA

Adopted Resolution 19-4603 Acting as the Land Use Agency Validating
the June 20, 2016, Urban Level of Flood Protection (ULOP) Finding of
Adequate Progress |n the Mossdale Tract Area (Formally referred as
Reclamation District 17 Basin)

i
RIVER ISLANDS CONSENT ITEMS '

Councilmember Lazard recused herself following the vote of the consent calendar
(Items 4.1 to 4.14), and left the chamber at 9:47 p.m., prior to the vote of Items 4.15
through 4.17, due to declared conflict of interest as noted in Item 1.8.

|

On a motion by Councilmember Torres O’Callaghan, seconded by Mayor
Dhaliwal, the City Council approved Items, 4.15 through 4.17, by the following

roll call vote, unless otherwise indicated:

4.15

July 8, 2019

Ayes: Akinjo, Torres-O‘Callaghan, and Dhaliwal
Noes:- None

Absent: Salcedo

Abstain: Lazard

i
*[***APPROVAL OF A JOINT COMMUNITY FACILITIES AGREEMENT WITH
RIVER ISLANDS PUBLIC FINANCING AUTHORITY FOR RIVER ISLANDS
PHASE 2 COMMUNITY FACILITIES DISTRICT 2019-1

Adopted Resolution 19-4604 approving a Joint Community Facilities
Agreement between City of Lathrop and River Islands Public Financing
Authority (RIPFA) Community Facilities District No. 2019-1 (phase 2
public improvements).
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4.16

4.17

|
*/*x%* ACCEPTANCE OF PREVIOUSLY REJECTED ROADWAY AND EASEMENT
DEDICATIONS FOR RIVER ISLANDS STAGES 1A, 1B AND 2A

Pulled by Councilmember Akinjo for additional clarification on the item in
regards to previouslyirejected roadway and easement dedications. City
Engineer Glenn Gebhardt provided the information.

Adopted Resolution 11'9'4605 accepting previously rejected roadway and
easement dedications for eight final maps in Stages 1A, 1B and 2A for the
River Islands development area. '

*/*x* ADOPT THE ADEQUATE PROGRESS FINDINGS TOWARD PROVISION
OF 200-YEAR URBAN LEVEL OF FLOOD PROTECTION FOR RECLAMATION
DISTRICT 2062 (RIVER ISLANDS)

Adopted Resolution 19-4606, acting as the Land Use Agency, adopting
adequate progress findings toward providing a 200-Year Urban Level of
Flood Protection in Phase 1 (Stage 1, 2A and 2B) area levees of
Reclamation District 2062 by the Year 2025.

5. SCHEDULED ITEMS

Councilmember Lazard returned to the dais at 9:51 p.m., for the remainder of the

meeting.

5.1

5.2

July 8, 2019

*PUBLIC HEARING (I?UBLISHED NOTICE) TO CONSIDER ADOPTION OF
THE CENTRAL LATHRpP SPECIFIC PLAN CAPITAL FACILITIES FEES AND
CITY FEES STUDY AND THE FEES RECOMMENDED THEREIN

Assistant Public Works Director Michael King introduced Principal Engineer
Jay Davidson. Mr. Davidson provided the presentation. A question and
answer period followed the presentation. Mayor Dhaliwal opened the
public hearing. There!were no speakers. Mayor Dhaliwal closed the public
hearing. ;

On a motion by Councilmember Akinjo, seconded by Councilmember
Torres O’Callaghan, the City Council considered the following:
1. Held a Public Hearing; and
2. Adopted Resolution 19-4607 adopting the Central Lathrop
Specific Plan capital facilities fees, city fees study, and the
fees recommended therein.

Ayes: Akinjo, Lazard, Torres-O’Callaghan, and Dhaliwal
Noes: None

Absent: Salcedo

Abstain: None

~

LIGHTED CROSSWALK ON SPARTAN WAY AND RELATED BUDGET
AMENDMENT

Assistant Public Works Director Michael King provided the presentation. A
question and answer period followed.

Lathrop City Council Regular Meeting Minutes ‘ Page 7
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Michelle Maddon (Lathrop, CA) expressed support for the project,
installation of a pushbutton and overhead warning lights. The question
and answer period continued. City Engineer Glenn Gebhardt prowded
additional information.,

On a motion by Mayor Dhaliwal, seconded by Councilmember Torres-

O’Callaghan, the City; Council adopted Resolution 19-4608 approving
Option 1, as amended to include the installation of a lighted crosswalk,
signage, manual pedestrian pushbutton, and overhead signage on
existing street light pole on Spartan Way, and approved related budget
amendment of $40, 000 associated with traffic calming measures CIP PS

18-02.

Ayes: Akinjo, Lejzard, Torres-O’CalIaghén, and Dhaliwal
Noes: None !

Absent: Salcedo

Abstain: None

6. COUNCIL COMMUNICATIONS

6.1

6.2

MAYOR & COUNCILMEMBER COMMITTEE REPORT(S)

o Water Advisory Board (Torres-O’Callaghan/Lazard)
Councilmember Torres-O’Callaghan reported on a potential water tax to
be considered at the next regular Water Advisory Board meeting.

MAYOR & COUNCILMEMBER COMMENT(S)

Councilmember Akinjo expressed appreciation to the Lathrop Police
Services staff for proactive policing and Parks & Recreation staff for
organizing recent community events. Councilmember Lazard, Torres-
O’Callaghan and Mayor Dhaliwal all expressed similar sentiments,
including appreciation. to staff for the information presented related to
emergency preparedness, encouraged the public to stay informed and
prepared for potential extended power outages.

7. ADJOURNMENT - There being no further business, Mayor Dhaliwal adjourned
the meeting at 10:25 p.m.

July 8, 2019

ter Zias

Tgeresa Vargas, CMC
ity Clerk

- Lathrop City Council Regular Meeting Minutes Page 8
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CITY MANAGER’S REPORT
AUGUST 12, 2019 CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING

ITEM o | UNCOLLECTIBLE UTILITY AND MISCELLANEOUS
CUSTOMER ACCOUNTS

RECOMMENDATION Approve Write-Off of Uncollectibie Utlhty and
. -Miscellaneous Accounts for Fiscal Year (FY) 2018/19

| -SUMMARY:

Generally -Accepted Accounting Principles -(GAAP) and Governmental Accounting .
Standards Board (GASB) require municipalities to evaluate and write-off delinquent

accounts that are deemed uncollectible. As part of the annual audit process and in

_compliance with both GAAP and GASB requirements, the Finance Department has

reviewed unpaid delinquent accounts assigned to collections. After a thorough review,

. staff has determined $42,595 to be uncollectible for FY 2018/19 as detailed in Table

1 below:.

| Table 1. o

$35,172 $41,832 18.94% . 162
8,939 7
. $44,111 | . 169

The recommended utility write-offs represent 0.27% of the annual water and sewer
charges billed to customers. Collecting a security deposit, requiring occupants to
provide rental agreement or purchasing agreement before establishing service has
proven to be effective means in maintaining low levels of uncollectibie accounts. The
increase of 18.94% is primarily due to increased water and sewer rates. Although,
the utility write-off amount in FY 2018/19 has increased by almost $7 thousand or
18.94%, it is significantly lower than prior year’s change in write-offs of 66.89%.

The recommended miscellaneous customers’ write-offs have significantly decreased
by approximately $8 thousand or 90.67% due to a change in the accounting
methodology for miscellaneous charges.

Even though these accounts will reflect as “written off” in the City’s financial system,
.~ there are further collection measures in place to seek repayment. For instance, the
collection agency will continue to pursue repayment efforts on these accounts and -
forward any recovered payments to the City. Additionally, the Finance Department
‘conducts a review of all new customers prior to establishing service to ensure there
are no outstanding balances

Tomght staff is requesting Council’s approval to write-off $42 595 of uncollectlble
charges. : ,

|
|
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. CITY MANAGER'S REPORT

AUGUST 12, 2019 CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING

PAGE‘Z

UNCOLLECTIBLE UTILITY AND MISCELLANEOUS CUSTOMER ACCOUNTS

BACKGROUND'

On May 19, 1998, the City Council of the C|ty of Lathrop adopted Resolution 98- 664 |
regarding the approval and implementation of a revenue collection policy. ©On
October 18, 2010, Council authorized the execut|on of an agreement with Golden

State Collections, LLC

The coIlectlon policy was put in pIace to heIp decrease the number of dellnquent
accounts (60-90 days). After unsuccessful collection attempts by City staff, the
collection procedures allow City staff to refer customers’ accounts that remain unpaid
. for 60-90 days to the collection agency for collection proceedlngs The collection
agency works on a commlsslon -based structure. -Their fee |s 30% of the total amount

collected.

Currently, there are two types of customer accounts referred to the coIlectlon agency.
They are utility and miscellaneous customer accounts. The utility customer accounts
include charges for water and wastewater. Miscellaneous customer accounts include

charges rendered by: Finance;, Animal Control,
Parks & Recreation, and Public Works.

returned for |nsuff|c1ent funds

Utility Customer Accounts

Community Development, Police,

Charges include animal impound, unpaid
business license fees, court ordered restitution, materlals/equ1pment and checks

~In FY 2018/19, the City referred 172 dellnquent ut|I|ty customer accounts totallng
$44,557 to Golden State Collections, LLC for further collection processes. During the
fiscal year, customers paid $1,142 in outstandlng charges directly to the City while
Golden State Collections recovered. $1,583 from 15 accounts on current and prior
-year claims representing a 3.56% recovery rate (see Table 2). Also included in Table
. 2, are -accounts with balances less than $5, which are not sent to the collections
agency. Durlng FY 2018/19, there were no accounts with balances less than $5.

lable

~ .321,076
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Total Utility Customers 6,229 6,53 6,973
Accounts Sent to Collection Agency 128 179" 172
Amount Assigned to Collection Agency $22,020 $35,172 $44,557
‘Amount Recovered by Collection Agency ‘$354  $286 $1,583
Recovery Rate ' 1.6% '0.8% 3.56%
Account 0




CITY MANAGER'S REPORT | _ ‘PAGE 3
AUGUST 12, 2019 CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING
UNCOLLECTIBLE UTILITY AND MISCELLANEOUS CUSTOMER ACCOUNTS

Although, the utility write-Off amount in FY 2018/19 has increased by $6,660 or .
18.94%, the number of accounts sent to collection has decreased by 10% from FY
17/18. The increase of 18.94% in uncollectable charges were primarily due to
increased water and sewer rates. As development continues to advance, our utility
customer base also increases producing a larger risk of accounts referred to the
collections process. However, re-enforcing current programs that offers payment
assistance, such as extending payment due date or granting payment arrangements,
to utility customers carrying past due balances contrlbutes to malntalnlng a low level
of accounts referred to collections. .

_ Miscellaneous Customer Accounts

Miscellaneous customers’ accounts referred to collections for FY 2018/19 totaled
$763 from 7 accounts related to Animal Services billings, as summarize in Table 3.
Animal Services billings included emergency call costs, veterinary costs,
impoundment, and shelter fees. ' ‘

Table 3.

s & S
Accounts Sent to Collection Agency
Amount Assigned to Collection Agency
Amount Recovered by.Collection Agency

Accounts < $5.00 '

REASON FOR RECOMMENDATION:

The Finance 'Departrhent has conducted a thorough review of the utility and
miscellaneous customer accounts and recommends $42 595 to be considered
uncollectlble : : . » ‘ ;

FISCAL IMPACT: ’ - _ : : '

Decrease customers’ outstanding balances due to uncollectible debt as follows:

Utility customer accounts: ' $41,832
Miscellaneous customer accounts: , v . 763
Total amount of uncollectible accounts: $42,595
ATTACHMENTS:

None.
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CITY MANAGER’S REPORT - | - PAGE 4
- AUGUST 12, 2019 CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING‘ ‘
UNCOLLECTIBLE UTILITY AND MISCELLANEOUS CUSTOMER ACCOUNTS

- APPROVALS: o ., .
@MH. B N
Chia Lor ) R _ o - Date

Management Analyst

Vamessn £ P 01-29°19
Vanessa Portillo S | ' ~ Date
- Deputy Finance Director I ‘ N o
. Lo ' S | .
W D kg
Cari Ja o - o Date
. Financ &Admlnlstratlve Servnces e
Director L R ; =
&Z{; S X b
Salvador Navarrete o ‘ Date

City Attorney

%W%%* 828
en J. Salvatore S ) Date

City Manager
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ITEM 4.4

CITY MANAGER'S REPORT B
AUGUST 12, 2019 CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING

ITEM: . CREATION OF A JOB DESCRIPTION FOR AN
ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT III POSITION

RECOMMENDATION: Adopt a Resolution to ApproVe the Creation of a Job
) Description for an Adm|n|strat|ve Assistant III
Position Grade 47

SUMMARY:

There are currently three levels to the Administrative Class Series: Administrative
Assistant I, Administrative Assistant II and Senior Administrative Assistant. The
Administrative Assistant I/II position provides office, clerical and administrative
support to management staff in the department they are assigned. The Senior
Administrative Assistant performs a variety of supervisory duties, overseeing clerical
support staff and performing confidential and complex administrative duties. There
is a need for a higher level of administrative support within the departments that is
below the level of a Senior Administrative Assistant.

Staff is proposing the creation of an Administrative Assistant III position that will give
departments a higher level of support and allow additional growth opportunities for
current staff. : :

BACKGROUND:

Due to the fast pace of work within the City, it is necessary to have qualified staff to
support and keep up with the daily needs within departments. As development
throughout the City increases, so does the amount of work coming into the City
Departments. There is a need for a higher level of administrative support that is
below the level of a Senlor Administrative Assistant, but more than an Administrative
Assistant II.

The job description for the Administrative Assistant III has been sent to Service
Employees International Union (SEIU) 1021 for review and acceptance to their list of
represented positions. The position is FLSA Non-Exempt and will be added to the
Grade-Step Table at Grade 47.

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends Council approve the creation of a job description for an
Administrative Assistant III position to assist with higher-level administrative support
within all City departments. It is important to have staff in place with the Skl||S_
necessary to keep up with demanding workload of the City.
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CITY MANAGER’'S REPORT . - PAGE 2
AUGUST 12, 2019 CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING
FUNDING FOR AN ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT II1I

FISCAL IMPACT:

. The Administrative Assistant III position will be placed at Grade 47 of the grade step
table. ~ =

ATTACHMENTS:

A. Resolution Approving the Creation and Funding for an iAdministrative Assistant
111 o
B. . Job Description for Administrative Assistant III

© 22



CITY MANAGER’S REPORT - ' PAGE 3
AUGUST 12, 2019 CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING '
FUNDING FOR AN ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT III

APPROVALS: ;.

il

. Date
Director/of Finance and
Adminigtrative Services
777
Salvador Navarrete ' Date
City Attorney :
7719

Date
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' “i Attachment A ;

RESOLUTION NO. 19-

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LATHROP
APPROVING CREATION OF A JOB DESCRIPTION FOR AN ADMINISTRATIVE
-ASSISTANT III POSITION

WHEREAS, the Administrative Class Series is currently comprised of an
Administrative Assistant I, Administrative Assistant II and Senior Administrative
Assistant; and

WHEREAS, there is a need for a higher level of administrative support within
the departments that is below the level of a Senior Administrative Assistant; and

WHEREAS, due to the fast pace of work within the City, it is necessary to have
qualified staff to support and to keep up with the da|ly needs within the City
Departments; and

WHEREAS, it is important to have staff in pl‘ace with the skills necessary to
keep up with demanding work load wh|ch will also provide additional growth
opportun|t|es and ‘

WHEREAS, the City has recommended adopting a new cIassnﬁcatlon of
Administrative Assistant-III; and

WHEREAS, this position will be represented by Service Employees
International Union (SEIU) 1021, is FLSA Non-Exempt and will be added to the Grade-
Step Table at Grade 47;

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of

Lathrop, does hereby approve the new job cIassmcatlon of Administrative Assistant
III. : ‘

Resolution No. 19-

24



PASSED AND ADOPTED this 12" day of August 2019, by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:

- ABSTAIN:

ATTEST:

Teresa Vargas, City Clerk

Resolution ‘No. 19-

25

SONNY DHALIWAL, MAYOR

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

7

Salvador Navarrete, City Attorney



i Attachment B
|
|

CITY OF LATHROP
ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT III

Class specifications are only intended to present a descriptive summary of the range of duties and responsibilities associated
with specified positions. Therefore, specifications may not include all duties performed by individuals within a classification. In
addition, specifications are intended. to outline the minimum qualifications necessary for entry into the class and do not
necessarily convey the qualifications of incumbents within the position.

DEFINITION:

Under general supervision, performs routine and complex tasks and duties assigned to classes within the
Administrative Assistant series by providing office, clerical and administrative support to management
staff, and other staff, in one or more departments as needed; interprets and applies policies, procedures
and work methods associated with assigned duties; performs other related duties as required.

DISTINGUISHING CHARACTERISTICS:

The Administrative Assistant III is an advanced level class in the Administrative Assistant series in
which incumbents are expected to independently perform the full scope of assigned duties conforming to
policy and requirements. Incumbents perform a full range of office and administrative support duties,
preparation of reports, and preparing responses to public inquiries with a high level of administrative
detail. This classification is distinguished from the next higher classification of Senior Administrative
Assistant in that the latter supervises, assigns, oversees and reviews work of lower level staff.

SUPERVISION RECEiVED/EXERCISED:

Receives general supervision from a department head and/or manag_emént staff. May provide technical
and functional supervision to lower level administrative positions.

ESSENTIAL FUNCTIONS: (include but are not limited to the following)

e Performs a wide variety administrative duties for the Department Head, management staff, and other
staff, in one or more departments. ‘

* Organizes own work, sets priorities, meets deadlines. ,

' May assist or be responsible for organizing and coordinating the work of an office or function.
Answers phone and greets customers at the front counter; responds to questions and concerns from

+ the general public; provides information as is appropriate and responds to complaints.

e Composes independently or from oral instructions, notes or rough draft, a variety of materials
including inter-office’ communications, letters, forms, memoranda, bulletins, legal documents,
notices and other materials; proofreads and verifies accuracy of documents; transcribes dictation
from a mechanical source. ,

o Prepares a wide variety of reports and forms requiring independent assembly of information,
judgment and interpretation; prepares routine agenda reports,. ordinances and resolutions for City .
Council and/or various Commissions. ‘

e Coordinates, schedules and attends a variety of public and private :meetings as assigned; assures
proceedings comply with established requirements; prepares and sends out notices of meetings;
maintains appointment and activity calendar; reserves facilities; collects and compiles information
for meetings; prepares agendas, supplemental materials and other documents takes and transcribes
minutes as directed.

e Researches and assembles information from a variety of sources for the completion of claims,
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ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT III
Page2 of 3

reports, and respohses to record requests.

e Reviews reports for possible action on accidents involving City property or employees; obtains
reports and information from other City departments; prepares reports and reviews for accuracy and
errors and makes recommendations for action.

e Confers with claimants, departments, vendors, and other members. of the pubhc on matters
specifically assigned. :

‘& Assures timely communications between assigned office and City employees initiate and receive
phone calls to receive and transmit information; resolve issues as appropriate.

e Coordinate travel arrangements and hotel reservations as necessary; prepare and assure proper
completion of reimbursement forms. :

e Reviews applications, permits, records and files to determme accuracy and completeness; receives
and processes fees, fines or other money; prepares receipts and balances money received; performs

' accounts payable and receivable for assigned department; assists with the development,
administration and monitoring of a department’s budget.

e Tracks and monitors outside contracts; applies and monltors comphance for various grants for
assigned programs.

e Acts as a liaison with City employees and management on a vanety of issues.

o Establishes positive working relationships with representatives of community organizations,
state/local agencies and associations, City management and staff, and the public.

PHYSICAL, MENTAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL WORKING CONDITIONS:

Position requires prolonged sitting, standing, walking, reaching, twisting, turning, kneeling, bending,
squatting, and stooping in the performance of daily activities. The position also requires grasping,
repetitive hand movement and fine coordination in preparing statistical reports and data using a computer
keyboard. Additionally, the position requires near vision in reading correspondence, statistical data and
~ using a computer. Acute hearing is required when providing phone and personal service. The need to
lift, drag and push files, paper and documents weighing up to 25 pounds also is required.

Some of these requirements may be accommodated for otherwise qualified individuals requiring and
requesting such accommodations.

QUALIFICATIONS: (The fovllowing are minimal qualifications neceSsar;v for entry into the
classification.) . ‘

- Education and/or Experience:

Any combination of education and experience that has provided the knowledge, skills and
abilities necessary for an Administrative Assistant ITII. A typical way of obtaining the required
qualiﬁcations is to possess the equivalent of four years of signiﬁcant directly related and
progressive clerical experience related to municipal government; or a related field, and a high -

school diploma or equivalent. i
i

License/Certificate:
Possession of, or ability to obtain, a valid class C California dnver s license may be requlred for
some positions. _ i
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ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT III
Page 3 of 3

KNOWLEDGE/ABILITIES/SKILLS:  (The following are a representative sample of the KAS's
necessary to perform essential duties of the position. The level and scope of the knowledge and abilities
listed below vary between the I and I levels.)

Knowledge of:

Standard office and administrative policies and procedures; City codes and ordinances; depending
on assignment, knowledge of accounting, clerical, construction and computer terminology may be
required; basic principles of mathematics; applicable federal, state and local laws, codes and
regulations; methods and techniques of scheduling work assignments; standard office procedures,
practices and equipment; modern office practices, methods and equipment, including a computer
and applicable software; methods and techniques for record keeping and report preparation and
writing; proper English, spelling and grammar; occupational hazards and standard safety
practices.

Ability to:

Provide general clerical support to one or more departments; read, understand, and review
documents for accuracy and relevant information; use applicable office terminology, forms,
documents, and procedures in the course of the work; read, understand and explain plans, maps,
aerial photos, drawings, reports, applications, construction documents, and specifications; learn the
policies, procedures, and guidelines of the Department to which assigned in a timely manner;
maintain a high level of confidentiality; maintain accurate office files; compose correspondence or
documents; meet critical deadlines; deal successfully with the public, in person and over the
telephone; courteously respond to community issues, concerns and needs; perform mathematical
calculations quickly and accurately; interpret, explain and apply applicable laws, codes and
regulations; read, interpret and record data accurately; organize, prioritize and follow-up on work
assignments; work independently and as part of a team; make sound decisions within established
guidelines; analyze a complex issue, and develop and implement an appropriate response; follow
written and oral directions; observe safety principles and work in a safe manner; communicate
clearly and concisely, both orally and in writing; establish and maintain effective working
relationships.

Skill to:
Operate standard office equipment, including a computer and variety of word processing and
software applications.

Historical Data

Adopted: August 12,2019
Resolution: 19-

Unit: SEIU

Pay Grade: Grade 47
FLSA Status: Non-Exempt
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ITEM 4.5

CITY MANAGER'S REPORT
AUGUST 12, 2019, CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING

ITEM: APPROVE POLICY TO GUIDE STAFF
INTERPRETATION OF DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEES
AND THE MUNICIPAL CODE AS THEY RELATE TO
ACCESSORY DWELLING UNITS TO CONFORM TO
STATE LAW

RECOMMENDATION: Adopt Resolution Approving a Policy to Guide Staff
Interpretation of Development Impact Fees and the
Municipal Code as They Relate to Accessory Dwelling
Units to Conform to State Law'

SUMMARY:

Accessory Dwelling Units (ADUs) are defined as attached or detached secondary
dwelling units with complete independent living facilities for one or more persons.
The California Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) has
established laws through the state legislature to reduce the burden on ADU
development. The subsequent state laws require some interpretation and
standardization by the local agency to ensure consistency among projects.

Pursuant to the California Government Code Division 1 Chapter 5, Chapter 7 and
Section 65852.2, ADUs that conform to the definition and requirements set forth by
the Government Code shall not be considered by a local agency to be a new
residential use for purposes of calculating connection fees or capacity charges for
utilities, including water and sewer service, unless the ADU was constructed with a
new single-family home. :

It is the interpretation by City staff of this Government Code that Capital Facility Fees
(CFFs) related to sewer and water connections shall not apply to ADUs. Further, the
requirements for right-of-way and public utility easement dedication, frontage
improvements, and utility connection requirements set forth by the City of Lathrop
Municipal Code Sections 12.12.070, 12.12.040, and 13.16.040 are not applicable to
ADUs.

All CFFs not related to sewer and water connections are applicable to ADUs as long
as such fees are allowed to be applied by State Law. In an effort to be consistent
_with neighboring Cities, all applicable CFFs will be applied at the Multi-Family dwelling
rate. The Multi-Family dwelling rate provides a discount as compared to the Single
Family dwelling rate to promote development of ADUs within Lathrop.

Staff recommends that City Council approve this policy to guide staff interpretation

of development impact fees and the Municipal Code as they relate to accessory
dwelling units to conform to state law.

29
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CITY MANAGER’S REPORT ‘ PAGE 2
AUGUST 12, 2019, CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING

APPROVE POLICY TO GUIDE STAFF INTERPRETATION OF DEVELOPMENT
IMPACT FEES AND THE MUNICIPAL CODE AS THEY RELATE TO ACCESSORY
DWELLING UNITS TO CONFORM TO STATE LAW

BACKGROUND:

Accessory Dwelling Units (ADUs) are defined as attached or detached secondary
dwelling units with complete independent living facilities for .one or more person.
ADUs address the needs of individuals or small families seeking living quarters in high
opportunity areas with limited space. The California Department of Housing and
Community Development (HCD) has established laws through the state legislature to
promote development of ADUs in an effort to supplement the shortage of available
housing.

Pursuant to the California Government Code Division 1 Chapter 5, Chapter 7 and
Section 65852.2, dwelling units that meet the HCD definition of an ADU, shall not be
considered by a local agency to be a new residential use for purposes of calculating
connection fees or capacity charges for utilities, including water and sewer service,
unless the ADU was construction with a new single-family home.
N\

The foregoing statements are interpretations and clarifications by City Staff of the
applicability of CFFs and Lathrop Municipal Code to ADUs that meet the definition and
requirements set forth by the California Government Code. The foregoing statements
are not applicable to ADUs constructed at the same time as the primary dwelling unit:

1. Water Connection Fees

Connection to the City water system independent of the existing dwelling unit on
the parcel is not required. The ADU shall be connected to the water service for
the existing dwelling unit. If independent connection to the City water system is
requested, CFFs and capacity fees related to additional use are not applicable.
Connections to the City system will be approved through a City Encroachment
Permit and the applicant will be responsible for all cost including but not limited
to engineering, construction and permitting.

2. Sewer Connection Fees

Connection to the City sewer system independent of the existing dwelling unit on
the parcel is not required. The ADU shall be connected to the sewer service for
the existing dwelling unit. If connection to the City sewer system is requested,
CFFs and capacity fees related to additional use are not applicable. Connections
to the City system will be approved through a City Encroachment Permit and the
applicant will be responsible for all cost including but not limited to engineering,
construction and permitting.

Use or expansion of an existing septic system shall be approved by the San

Joaquin County Health Department. The City will allow use or expansion of an
existing septic system if it is approved by the County.
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APPROVE POLICY TO GUIDE STAFF INTERPRETATION OF DEVELOPMENT
IMPACT FEES AND THE MUNICIPAL CODE AS THEY RELATE TO ACCESSORY
DWELLING UNITS TO CONFORM TO STATE LAW

3. Other Development Impact Fees and Requirements

CFFs not related to sewer and water connection or capacity including but not
limited to Culture and Leisure, Municipal Services, transportation, levee impact
and reimbursements apply to ADUs at the Multi-Family Dwelling rate.

Requirements for right-of-way and public utility easement dedications, street
frontage improvements, and utility connection requirements set forth by the City
of Lathrop Municipal Code Sections 12.12.070, 12.12.040, and 13.16.040 are not
applicable to ADUs.

These interpretations and clarifications shall be in effect as long as required by
California law.

REASON FOR RECOMMENDATION:

Council is requested to approve this policy to guide staff interpretation of
development impact fees and the Municipal Code as they relate to accessory dwelling
units to conform to state l[aw. A policy is needed at this time due to the ambiguity of
the state law related to ADUs and the growing number of applications for ADUs in the
City of Lathrop.

FISCAL IMPACT:

None.

ATTACHMENTS:

A. Resolution Approving a Policy to Guide Staff Interpretation of Development

Impact Fees and the Municipal Code as They Relate to ‘Accessory Dwelling Units
to Conform to State Law
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AUGUST 12, 2019, CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING

APPROVE POLICY TO GUIDE STAFF INTERPRETATION OF DEVELOPMENT
IMPACT FEES AND THE MUNICIPAL CODE AS THEY RELATE TO ACCESSORY
DWELLING UNITS TO CONFORM TO STATE LAW :

APPROVALS:

“
Brad Telor Date '

Associate Engineer

| e — 8-1-\9
Michael King Date
Assistant Director of Public Works

Hinlidod el

Glenn Gebhardt Date
City Engineer

@éﬁ%@ il
Cari James| Date

Finance Administrative

Services Director

Zﬁ s 7?17

Salvador Navarrete - Date
City Attorney

‘ 8:8-19
St en J. Salvatore Date

City Manager

32



RESOLUTION NO. 19 -

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LATHROP
APPROVING A POLICY TO GUIDE STAFF INTERPRETATION OF DEVELOPMENT
IMPACT FEES AND THE MUNICIPAL CODE AS THEY RELATE TO ACCESSORY
DWELLING UNITS TO CONFORM TO STATE LAW

WHEREAS, Accessory Dwelling Units (ADUs) are defined as attached or
detached secondary dwelling units Wlth complete independent living facilities for one
or more persons; and ‘ \

WHEREAS, the California Department of Housing and Community
Development (HCD) has established laws through the state legislature to reduce the
burden on ADU development; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to California Government Code Division 1 Chapter 5,
Chapter 7 and Section 65852.2, ADUs meeting the definition and requirements set
forth by the Government Code shall not be considered by: a local agency to b\e a new
residential use for purposes of calculating connection fees or capacity charges for
utilities, including water and sewer service, unless the ADU was constructlon with a
new single-family home; and

WHEREAS, City staff wishes to provide clarification on the state laws to
maintain consistency between projects and the foregoing clarifications shall be in
effect as long as allowed by California law. The foregoing statements are not
applicable to ADUs constructed at the same time as the primary dwelling unit:

1. Water Connection Fees

Connection to the City water system independent of the existing dwelling unit on
the parcel is not required. The ADU shall be connected to the water service for
the existing dwelling unit. If independent connection to the City water system is
requested, CFFs and capacity fees related to additional use are not applicable.
Connections to the City system will be approved through a City Encroachment
Permit and the applicant will be responsible for all cost including but not limited
to engineering, construction and permitting.

2. Sewer Connection Fees

Connection to the City sewer system independent of the existing dwelling unit on
the parcel is not required. The ADU shall be connected to the sewer service for
the existing dwelling unit. If connection to the City sewer system is requested,
CFFs and capacity fees related to additional use are not applicable. Connections
to the City system will be approved through a City Encroachment Permit and the
applicant will be responsible for all cost including but not limited to englneerlng,
construction and permitting.

Use or expansion of an existing septic system shall be approved by the San

Joaquin County Health Department. The City will allow use or expansion of an
existing septic system if it is approved by the County.
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3. Other Development Impact Fees and Requirements

CFFs not related to sewer and water connection or capacity including but not
limited to Culture and Leisure, Municipal Services, transportation, levee impact
and reimbursements apply to ADUs at the Multi-Family Dwellmg rate.

Requirements for right-of-way and public utility easement dedications, street
frontage improvements, and utility connection requirements set forth by the City
of Lathrop Municipal Code Sectlons 12.12.070, 12.12.040, and 13.16.040 are not
applicable to ADUs.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the City Council of the City of Lathrop

does hereby approve the application of Capital Facility Fees and Municipal Code to
accessory dwelling units as described herein as long as required by California law.
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The foregoing resolution was passed and adopted this 12th day of August
2019, by the following vote of the City Council, to wit:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:
Sonny Dhaliwal, Mayor
ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

/
C_ A

'Teresa Vargas, City Clerk Salvador Navarrete, City Attorney
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CITY MANAGER'S REPORT .
AUGUST 12, 2019, CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING

ITEM: RATIFY PURCHASE OF A TELESCOPIC HANDLER

RECOMMENDATION: Adopt Resolution Ratifying City Manager’s Action to
Purchase a Telescopic Handler for the Operations
and Maintenance Division of the Public Works
Department, and Approve Related Budget
Amendment

SUMMARY:

The Operations and Maintenance Division of the Public Works Department relies upon
a boom truck, a crane attached to a large flatbed truck, to maintain essential utility
infrastructure. The City’s boom truck has exceeded its useful life and can no longer
meet industry safety standards. The City cannot properly maintain essential utility
infrastructure without the ability to lift heavy material and equipment. Utilizing
section 2.36.080 “Emergency Procedures” of the Lathrop Municipal Code (LMC), the
City Manager approved the immediate purchase of a telescopic handler to preserve
public health and safety. The total cost of the telescopic handler was $109,717 and
sufficient funds were not allocated in thke approved fiscal year.2019/20 budget.

Staff requests City Council ratify the City Manager’s action to purchase a telescopic
handler for the Operations and Maintenance Division of the Public Works Department
and approve related budget amendment.

BACKGROUND:

The Operations and Maintenance Division of the Public Works Department relies upon
a boom truck, a crane attached to a large flatbed truck, to maintain utility
infrastructure. The boom truck is a 1991 Kodiak flatbed and has been used by City
staff since 1991. On June 12, 2019 City staff had the boom truck inspected and it
no longer met industry safety standards. The cost to address the deficiencies was
estimated to be much greater than the value of the truck. In addition to the initial
repair costs, the boom truck will require extensive ongoing maintenance due to its
age.

A telescopic handler (telehandler) is a versatile machine widely used in the
construction industry. Telehandlers are utility lifting machines, usually mounted on a
four-wheel drive chassis and equipped with a telescopic boom that can provide lift
heights to 50 feet or more. On the end of the boom the operator can fit one of
several attachments, such as a bucket, pallet forks, or winch. .
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CITY MANAGER’S REPORT . PAGE 2
AUGUST 12, 2019, CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING;
RATIFY PURCHASE OF A TELESCOPIC HANDLER i

REASON FOR RECOMMENDATION:

The City’s boom truck has exceeded its useful life and can no longer meet industry
safety standards. The City cannot properly maintain essential utility infrastructure
without the ability to lift heavy material and equipment. A telescopic handler is a
versatile machine widely used in the construction industry and will meet the needs
of the Operations and Maintenance Division of the Public Works Department.

FISCAL IMPACT:

The total cost of the telescopic handler was $109,717. The approved fiscal year
2019/20 budget did not include the purchase of the telescopic handler, therefore, a
budget amendment in the amount of $109,717 will be required. A total of $44,467
will be carried over from fiscal year 2018/19 into fiscal year 2019/20 to cover forty
percent of the cost. The remaining sixty percent in the amount of $62,250 is proposed
to be funded with the available capital replacement reserves balance in the Storm
Drain Fund 2510, Stonebridge Drainage and Lighting Fund 2560, Mossdale CFD Fund
2570/2590, Mossdale Landscape and Lighting Fund 2580/2610, Water Fund 5620,
Sewer Fund 6010, and the Sewer West I5 Fund 6080. City staff is requesting Council
approve the following budget amendment:

Decrease Appropriations

2500-5021-450-3800 $6,584
2510-5020-420-5800 $3,141
2510-5020-430-2600 $3,049
2550-5060-430-2600 $549
6080-5034-420-5800 ' $9,200
2510-243-0000 $2,039
2560-243-0000 $4,389
5620-243-0000 | $30,721
6010-243-0000 $12,069
6080-243-0000 ’ $8,355

Increase Transfer Out
Mossdale CFD Capital Replacement

2590 -9900-990-9010 $6,583
Mossdale Landscape & Lighting Capital Replacement
2610-9900-990-9010 $1,098
Increase Transfer In

2570 -9900-393-0000 $6,583

2580-9900~393-0000 $1,098

38



CITY MANAGER’S REPORT 'PAGE 3
AUGUST 12, 2019, CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING
RATIFY PURCHASE OF A TELESCOPIC HANDLER

Increase Appropriation

2500-5021-450-2000 $6,584
2510-5020-450-2000 ~ ) $8,229
2550-5060-450-2000 $549
2560-5061-450-2000 $4,389
2570-5063-450-2000 ' $6,583
2580-5064-450-2000 $1,098
5620-5050-450-2000 $30,721
6010-5030-450-2000 $12,069
6080-5034-450-2000 $17,555
ATTACHMENTS:
A. Resolution Ratifying City Manager’s Action to Purchase a Telescopic Handler

for the Operations and Maintenance Division of the Public Works
Department, and Approve Related Budget Amendment
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CITY MANAGER’S REPORT
AUGUST 12, 2019, CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING
RATIFY PURCHASE OF A TELESCOPIC HANDLER

APPROVALS:

= | &-6-19

Michael King — : Date

Assistant Director of Public Works

gldi7

Cari Ja _ Date
Finance R{Administrative
ServicesPirector

E-71-19
Salvador Navarrete ' Date
City Attorney
8879

W J. Salvatore | Date

City Manager
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RESOLUTION NO. 19- |
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LATHROP RATIFYING CITY
MANAGER'S ACTION TO PURCHASE A TELESCOPIC HANDLER FOR THE
OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE DIVISION OF THE PUBLIC WORKS
DEPARTMENT, AND APPROVE RELATED BUDGET AMENDMENT

WHEREAS, the Operations and Maintenance Division of the Public Works
Department relies upon a boom truck, a crane attached to a large flatbed truck, to
maintain utility infrastructure; and

WHEREAS, the City’s boom truck has exceeded its useful life and can no
longer meet industry safety standards; and

WHEREAS, the City cannot properly maintain utility infrastructure without the
ability to lift heavy material and equipment; and

WHEREAS, a telescopic handler is a versatile machine widely -used in the
construction industry and will meet the needs of the Operations and Maintenance
Division of the Public Works Department; and

WHEREAS, the total cost of the telescdpic handler was $109,717; and
3
WHEREAS, section 2.36.080 "“Emergency Procedures” of the Lathrop
Municipal Code (LMC) allows for the elimination of the purchasing procedures in an
effort to efficiently and timely maintain essential. public services; and

WHEREAS, the City Manager approved the immediate purchase of a telescoplc
handler to preserve public health and safety; and

WHEREAS, the approved fiscal year 2019/20 budget did not include the
purchase of the telescopic handler, therefore, a budget amendment in the amount of
$109,717 will be required.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of
Lathrop hereby ratifies the City Manager’s action to purchase a telescopic handler for
the Operations and Maintenance Division of the Public Works Department and
approves the following Budget Amendment:

Decrease Appropriations

2500-5021-450-3800 $6,584
2510-5020-420-5800 ) $3,141
2510-5020-430-2600 $3,049
2550-5060-430-2600 | $549

6080-5034-420-5800 : ' $9,200

|
2510-243-0000 $2,039
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2560-243-0000 $4,389

5620-243-0000 $30,721
6010-243-0000 . $12,069
6080-243-0000 , $8,355

Increase Transfer Out
Mossdale CFD Capital Replacement

2590 -9900-990-9010 $6,583
Mossdale Landscape & Lighting éapital Replacement
2610-9900-990-9010 $1,098
Increase Transfer In .

2570 -9900-393-0000 $6,583
2580-9900-393-0000 : $1,098
Increase Appropriation

2500-5021-450-2000 $6,584
2510-5020-450-2000 $8,229
2550-5060-450-2000 ’ $549
2560-5061-450-2000 $4,389
2570-5063-450-2000 $6,583
2580-5064-450-2000 $1,098
5620-5050-450-2000 $30,721
6010-5030-450-2000 : $12,069

6080-5034-450-2000 $17,555
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The foregoing resolution was passed and adopted this 12 day of August 2019, by
the following vote of the City Council, to wit:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:
Sonny Dhaliwal, Mayor
ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Teresa Vargas, City Clerk Salvador Navarrete, City Attorney
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ITEM 4.7

CITY MANAGER’S REPORT
AUGUST 12, 2019, CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING

ITEM: APPROVE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
AGREEMENTS FOR RIGHT-OF-WAY
CONSULTING SERVICES WITH DOKKEN
ENGINEERING AND ASSOCIATE ENGINEERING
GROUP

RECOMMENDATION: Adopt Resolution Approving a Professional
Services Agreement with Dokken Engineering
for Right-of-Way Consulting Services and
Amendment No. 1 for Associated Engineering
Group Related to the Louise Avenue and
McKinley Avenue Intersection Capital
Improvement Project PS 15-02 and
Authorizing Related Budget Amendment

SUMMARY

City Council approved the creation of Capital Improvement Project (CIP) Public
Streets (PS) 15-02 for the intersection improvements of Louise Avenue and McKinley
Avenue. A professional services agreement with Associated Engineering Group for
the design engineering of PS 15-02 was approved during the March 11, 2019 City
Council regular meeting. According to the McKinley Avenue Precise Plan Line,
additional right-of-way is needed to complete the intersection improvements.

In June of 2019, staff requested proposals for right-of-way consulting services from
four (4) firms. After reviewing and evaluating the proposals, Dokken Engineering
was selected based on previous work history, qualifications, positive references, and
their overall understanding of the project requirements.

The professional services proposal from Associated Engineering Group included add
alternatives related to environmental consulting services. With the acquisition of
right-of-way, the add alternatives are necessary to increase the scope of the
environmental consulting services to satisfy Caltrans requirements associated with
the federal funding for the project.

Staff requests that City Council authorize the following:

e A Professional Services Agreement with Dokken Engineering in the amount of
$22,024 plus a 15% contingency for a total cost of $25,327.

e Amendment No. 1 to the Professional Services Agreement with Associated
Engineering Group in the amount of $40,000 plus a 15% contingency for a
total cost of $46,000.

e Related budget amendment for CIP 15-02 in the amount of $71,327 from the
Local Transportation fund.
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CITY MANAGER’S REPORT ’ PAGE 2
AUGUST 12, 2019, CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING :

APPROVE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT FOR RIGHT-OF-WAY
CONSULTING SERVICES AND AMENDMENT NO. 1 FOR ASSOCIATED
- ENGINEERING GROUP RELATED TO THE LOUISE AVENUE AND MCKINLEY
AVENUE PROJECT CIP PS 15-02 AND A BUDGET AMENDMENT

BACKGROUND

The City’s Traffic Monitoring Plan (TMP) calls for upgrades to the Louise Avenue and
McKinley Avenue intersection. Louise Avenue is a key east and west route for trucks
and vehicles traveling between Lathrop, Manteca and unincorporated San Joaquin
County. In 2015, City Council approved the creation of CIP;PS 15-02 Louise Avenue
and McKinley Avenue Intersection Improvement Project to widen Louise Avenue,
modify lane configurations and upgrade the traffic signal equipment at the
intersection. Staff applied for and received federal Congestion Mitigation and Air
Quality (CMAQ) funding from the San Joaquin Council of Governments (SJCOG) in
the amount of $400,000 to construct the improvements.

The project will provide protected left-turns for both eastbouhd and westbound Louise
Avenue. The intersection will be widened to provide exclusive left-turn lanes for all
directions and will satisfy the Federal Highway Administration (FHA) Surface
Transportation Assistance Act (STAA) truck route requirements for truck access to
local businesses.

According to the McKinley Avenue Precise Plan Line, additional right-of-way is needed
to complete the intersection improvements. In June of 2019, staff requested
proposals for right-of-way consulting services from four (4) firms. After reviewing
and evaluating the proposals, Dokken Engineering was selected based on previous
work history, qualifications, positive references, and their overall understanding of
the project requirements.

The professional services proposal from Associated Engineering Group included add
alternatives related to environmental consulting services. With the acquisition of
right-of-way, the add alternatives are necessary to increase the scope of the
environmental consulting services to satisfy Caltrans requ1rements associated with
the CMAQ funding. ;

Staff requests that City Council authorize the following:

e A Professional Services Agreement with Dokken Engineering in the amount of
$22,024 plus a 15% contingency for a total cost of $25,327.

e Amendment No. 1 to the Professional Services Agreement with Associated
Engineering Group in the amount of $40,000 plus a 15% contingency for a
total cost of $46,000.

» Related budget amendment for CIP 15-02 in the amount of $71,327 from the
Local Transportation fund.
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CITY MANAGER’S REPORT PAGE 3
AUGUST 12, 2019, CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING

APPROVE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT FOR RIGHT-OF-WAY
CONSULTING SERVICES AND AMENDMENT NO. 1 FOR ASSOCIATED
ENGINEERING GROUP RELATED TO THE LOUISE AVENUE AND MCKINLEY
AVENUE PROJECT CIP PS 15-02 AND A BUDGET AMENDMENT

REASON FOR RECOMMENDATION

Right-of-way acquisition is required to advance the Louise Avenue and McKinley
Avenue Intersection Improvement Project PS 15-02. Staff recommends City Council
approve a Professional Services Agreement with Dokken Engineering, Amendment
No. 1 with Associated Engineering, and the related budget amendment for CIP 15-05
in the amount of $71,327 necessary to advance the project.

FISCAL IMPACT:
Staff requests that City Council authorize the following:

e A Professional Services Agreement with Dokken Engineering in the amount of
$22,024 plus a 15% contingency for a total cost of $25,327.

e Amendment No. 1 to the Professional Services Agreement with Associated
Engineering Group in the amount of $40,000 plus a 15% contingency for a
total cost of $46,000.

e Related budget amendment for CIP 15-02 in the amount of $71,327 from the
Local Transportation fund.

CIP PS 15-02 currently holds a budget of $109,330.50 for engineering services. The
CMAQ funding can only be used for construction, therefore, staff requests a budget
amendment in the amount of $71,327 from the Local Transportation CFF Fund (2250)
to acquire the necessary right-of-way for advancement of the Louise Avenue and
McKinley Avenue Intersection Project, PS 15-02.

Transfer Out
2250-99-00-990-90-10 $71,327

Transfer In , :
3310-9900-393-0000 PS 15-02 $71,327 ’

Increase Expense
3310-8000-420-8400 PS 15-02 $71,327
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CITY MANAGER'’S REPORT PAGE 4 -
AUGUST 12, 2019, CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING

APPROVE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT FOR RIGHT-OF-WAY
CONSULTING SERVICES AND AMENDMENT NO. 1 FOR ASSOCIATED
ENGINEERING GROUP RELATED TO THE LOUISE AVENUE AND MCKINLEY
AVENUE PROJECT CIP PS 15-02 AND A BUDGET AMENDMENT

ATTACHMENTS:

A. Resolution Approving a Professional Services Agreement with Dokken
Engineering for Right-of-Way Consulting Services and Amendment No. 1 for
Associated Engineering Group Related to the Louise Avenue and McKinley
Avenue Intersection Capital Improvement Project PS 15-02 and Authorizing
Related Budget Amendment

B. Agreement for Professional Services Wlth Dokken Engineering for Right-of-
Way Consulting Services

C. Amendment No. 1 to the Professional Services Agreement with Associated

Engineering Group

{
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CITY MANAGER’S REPORT PAGE 5
AUGUST 12, 2019, CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING

APPROVE: PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT FOR RIGHT-OF-WAY
CONSULTING SERVICES AND AMENDMENT NO. 1 FOR ASSOCIATED
ENGINEERING GROUP RELATED TO THE LOUISE AVENUE AND MCKINLEY
AVENUE PROJECT CIP PS 15-02 AND A BUDGET AMENDMENT

N

APPROVALS

o g/¢/1%

Brad #aylor Date
Associate Engineer

 e——— 8-2-19

Michael King ~ Date

Assistant Director of Public Works
)
oJg)ig

Date

= o~
Cari Jam

Finance &/Afiministrative
Services Digector

== $2-g-/7
Salvador Navarrete Date '
City Attorney

&89
St n J. Salvatore \ Date
City Manager
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RESOLUTION NO. 19-

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LATHROP
APPROVING A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH DOKKEN
ENGINEERING FOR RIGHT-OF-WAY CONSULTING SERVICES AND
AMENDMENT NO. 1 FOR ASSOCIATED ENGINEERING GROUP RELATED TO
THE LOUISE AVENUE AND MCKINLEY AVENUE INTERSECTION CAPITAL
IMPROVEMENT PROJECT PS 15-02 AND AUTHORIZE RELATED BUDGET
AMENDMENT

WHEREAS, the Louise Avenue and McKinley Avenue Intersection
Improvement Project PS 15-02 was included in the approved FY 2019/20 budget;
and :

WHEREAS, the project consists of the installation Qf new traffic signals and
widening the intersection of Louise Avenue and McKinley Avenue; and

WHEREAS the intersection improvements will help reduce delays, excessive
traffic back up and provide Surface Transportation ASSIstance Act (STAA) truck route
compliance; and

WHEREAS, staff applied for and received federal Congestion Mitigation and
Air Quality (CMAQ) funding from San Joaquin Council of Governments (SJCOG) in the
amount of $400,000 to construct the improvements; and

WHEREAS, a Professional Services Agreement with Associated Engineering
Group was approved for the design engineering of PS 15-02 during the March 11,
2019 City Council meeting; and

WHEREAS, right-of-way consulting services and acquisition are needed to
advance the Louise Avenue and McKinley Avenue Intersection Improvement Project
PS 15-02; and ,

WHEREAS, staff requested proposals for right-of-way consulting services from
four (4) firms and received proposals from four (4) firms and Dokken Engineering
was selected based on previous work history, qualifications, positive references, and
their overall understanding of the project requirements; and

WHEREAS, the professional services proposal from Associated Engineering
Group included add alternatives related to environmental consulting services. With
the acquisition of right-of-way, the add alternatives are necessary to increase the
scope of the environmental consulting services to satlsfy Caltrans requirements
associated with the CMAQ funding; and

WHEREAS, staff is requesting City Council to authorize the following
necessary to advance the Louise Avenue and McKinley Avenue Intersection
Improvement Project PS 15-02: :

e A Professional Services Agreement with Dokken Engineering | in the
amount of $22,024 plus a 15% contingency for a total cost of $25,327.
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Amendment No. 1 to the Professional Services Agreement with
Associated Engineering Group in the amount!of $40,000 plus a 15%
contingency for a total cost of $46,000.

Related budget amendment for CIP 15-02 in the amount of $71,327
from the Local Transportation CFF Fund (2250).

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the City Council of the City of Lathrop
does hereby approve the following necessary to advance the Louise Avenue and
McKinley Avenue Intersection Improvement Project PS 15-02

A Professional Services Agreement with Dokken Engineering in the
amount of $22,024 plus a 15% contingency for a total cost of $25,327.
Amendment No. 1 to the Professional Services Agreement with
Associated Engineering Group in the amount of $40,000 plus a 15%
contingency for a total cost of $46,000. :

Related budget amendment for CIP 15-02 in the amount of $71,327
from the Local Transportation CFF Fund (2250)

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Council of
the City of Lathrop does hereby authorize the following budget amendment to the
following accounts:

Transfer Out

")

2250-99-00-990-90-10 " $71,327

Transfer In
3310-9900-393-0000 PS 15-02 $71,327

Increase Expense
3310-8000-420-8400 PS 15-02 $71,327
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The foregoing resolution was passed and adopted this 12th day of August
2019, by the following vote of the City Council, to wit:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:
Sonny Dhaliwal, Mayor
ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

A

Teresa Vargas, City Clerk Salvador Navarrete, City Attorney
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L . Attachment B

CITY OF LATHROP AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING
CONSULTING SERVICES WITH DOKKEN ENGINEERING

FOR THE LOUISE AVENUE AND MCKINLEY AVENUE INTERSECTION
, CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT PS 15-02
THIS AGREEMENT, dated for convenience this 12th day of August 2019, is by and
between Dokken Engineering (“CONSULTANT”) and the CITY OF LATHROP, a California
municipal corporation (“CITY"); :

RECITALS:

WHEREAS, CONSULTANT is specially trained, experienced, and competent to perform
Professional Engineering Consulting Services, which are required by this agreement; and

WHEREAS, CITY selected the CONSULTANT pursuant to said qualifications; and

, WHEREAS, CONSULTANT is willing to render such Professional Engineering Consulting
Services, as hereinafter defined, on the following terms and cond;tions;

« NOW, THEREFORE, CONSULTANT and the CITY agree as folIoWs:
AGREEMENT

1) Scope of Service.

CONSULTANT agrees to perform Professional Engineering Consulting Services in
accordance with the scope of work and fee proposal provided by CONSULTANT, attached

hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by reference. CONSULTANT agrees to

diligently perform these services in accordance with the upmost standards of its profession
and to CITY’S satisfaction.

(2) Compensation.

CITY hereby agrees to pay CONSULTANT a sum not to exceed $22,024, for the
Professional Engineering Consulting Services set forth in Exhibit “A”. CONSULTANT shall
be paid any uncontested sum due and payable within thirty (30) days of receipt of billings
containing all information pursuant to Paragraph 5 below. Compensation for any task must
be equal to or less than the percentage of task complete. In no event shall CONSULTANT
be entitled to compensation for work not included in Exhibit “A”, unless a written change
order or authorization describing the extra work and payment terms has been executed by
CITY’s authorized representative prior to the commencement of the work. Payment is made
based on a time and materials basis.

(3) Effective Date and Term.

The effective date of this Agreement is August 12, 2019, and it shall terminate no later
than June 30, 2020. 1

|
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CITY OF LATHROP — CONSULTING SERVICES AGREEMENT
DOKKEN ENGINEERING PS 15-02

(4) Independent Contractor Status

It is expressly understood and agreed by both parties that CONSULTANT, while engaged in
carrying out and complying with any of the -terms and conditions of this Agreement, is an
independent contractor and not an employee of the CITY. As an independent contractor,
CONSULTANT is responsible for controlling the means and methods to complete the scope
of work described in Exhibit “A” to City’s satisfaction. CONSULTANT expressly warrants not
to represent, at any time or in any manner, that CONSULTANT is an employee of the CITY.

(5)  Billings

CONSULTANT’S bills shall include a list of all tasks, a total amount due, the amounts
previously billed, and the net amount due on the invoice. Except as specifically authorized
by CITY, CONSULTANT shall not bill CITY for duplicate services performed by more than
one person. In no event shall CONSULTANT submit any billing for an amount in excess of
the rates or the maximum amount of compensation provided i in section (2) for either task or
for the entire Agreement, unless modified by a properly executed change order.

(6) Advice and Status Reporting

CONSULTANT shall provide the CITY with timely reports, orally or in writing, of all significant
developments arising during performance of its services hereunder, and shall furnish to
CITY such information as is necessary to enable CITY to monitor the performance of this
Agreement.

(7) Assignment of Personnel

CONSULTANT shall assign only competent personnel to perform services pursuant to this
Agreement. If CITY asks CONSULTANT to remove a person assigned to the work called for
under this Agreement, CONSULTANT agrees to do so immediately, without requiring the
City to process a reason or explanation for its request.

The services shall be performed by, or under the direct supervision, of CONSULTANT's
Authorized Representative: Jamie Formico, CONSULTANT shall not replace its Authorized
Representative without the prior written approval by the CITY.

(8) Assignment and Subcontracting .

It is recognized by the parties hereto that a substantial inducement to CITY for entering into
this Agreement was, and is, the professional reputation and competence of CONSULTANT.
Neither this Agreement nor any interest therein may be assigned by CONSULTANT without
the prior written approval of CITY’S authorized representative. CONSULTANT shall not
subcontract any portion of the performance contemplated and provided for herein, other than
the subcontractors noted in the proposal, without prior written approval of the CITY’S
authorized representative.

Page 2 of 10
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CITY OF LATHROP — CONSULTING SERVICES AGREEMENT
DOKKEN ENGINEERING PS 15-02

(9) Insurance

On or before beginning any of the services or work called for by any term of this Agreement,
CONSULTANT, at its own cost and expense, shall carry, maintain for the duration of the
Agreement, and provide proof thereof that is acceptable to the CITY the insurance specified
in subsections (a) through (c) below with insurers and under forms of insurance satisfactory
in all respects to the CITY. CONSULTANT shall not allow any subcontractor to commence
work on any subcontract until all insurance required of the CONSULTANT has also been
obtained for the subcontractor. Verificafion of this insurance shall be submitted and made
part of this Agreement prior to execution.

(a)

Workers’ Compensation. CONSULTANT shall, at CONSULTANT'S sole
cost and expense, maintain Statutory Workers' Compensation Insurance and
Employer's Liability Insurance for any and all persons employed directly or
indirectly by CONSULTANT. Said Statutory Workers' Compensation _
Insurance and Employer’s Liability Insurance shall be provided with limits of
not less than one million dollars. In the alternative, CONSULTANT may rely
on a self-insurance program to meet these requirements provided that the
program of self-insurance complies fully with the provisions of the California
Labor Code. The insurer, if insurance is provided, or the CONSULTANT, ifa
program of self-insurance is provided, shall waive all rights of subrogation
against the CITY for loss arising from work performed under this Agreement.

Commercial General and Automobile Liability Insurance. CONSULTANT, at
CONSULTANT’S own cost and expense, shall maintain commercial general
and automobile liability insurance for the period covered by this Agreement in
an amount not less than one million dollars per occurrence, combined single
limit coverage for risks associated with the work contemplated by this
Agreement. If Commercial General Liability Insurance or an Automobile
Liability form or other form with a general aggregate limit is used, either the
general aggregate limit shall apply separately to the work to be performed
under this Agreement or the general aggregate limit shall be at least twice
the required occurrence limit. Such coverage shall include but shall not be
limited to, protection against claims arising from bodily and personal injury,
including death resulting therefrom, and damage to property resulting from
activities contemplated under this Agreement, including the use of owned
and non-owned automobiles.

Coverage shall be at least as broad as Insurance Services Office
Commercial General Liability occurrence form CG 0001 (ed. 11/88) and
Insurance Services Office Automobile Liability form CA 0001 (ed. 12/90)
Code 1 (any auto).

Page 3 of 10
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CITY OF LATHROP — CONSULTING SERVICES AGREEMENT
DOKKEN ENGINEERING PS 15-02

Each of the following shall be included in the insurance coverage or added
as an endorsement to the policy: |

(i)

(vi)

]
CITY, its officers, employees, agents and volunteers are to be
covered as insured with respect to each of the following: liability

- arising out of activities performed by or on behalf of CONSULTANT,

including the insider's general supervision of CONSULTANT,;
products and completed operations of CONSULTANT; premises
owned, occupied or used by CONSULTANT. The coverage shall
contain no special limitations on the scope of protection afforded to
CITY, its officers, employees, agents, or volunteers.

The insurance shall cover on an occurrence or an accident basis,
and not on a claim made basis.

An endorsement must state that coverage is primary insurance and
that no other insurance affected by the CITY will be called upon to
contribute to a loss under the coverage.

Any failure of CONSULTANT to comply with reporting provisions of
the policy shall not affect coverage provided to CITY and its officers,
employees, agents, and volunteers.

Insurance is to be placed with California-admitted insurers with a
Best's rating of no less than A: VII.

Notice of cancellation or non-renewal must be received by CITY at
least thirty days prior to such change.

Professional Liability. CONSULTANT, at CONSULTANT’S own cost and

expense, shall maintain for the period covered by this Agreement
professional liability insurance for licensed professionals performing work
pursuant to this Agreement in an amount not less than One Million Dollars
($1,000,000) per claim made and per policy aggregate covering the licensed
professionals’ errors and omissions, as follows:

(i

(ii)

(i)

Any deductible or self-insured retention shall not exceed $150,000
per claim.

Notice of cancellation, material change, or non-renewal must be
received by the CITY at least thirty days prior to such change shall be
included in the coverage or added as an endorsement to the policy.

The policy must contain a cross liability or severability of interest
clause.
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(f)

!

(iv) The following provisions shall applyé if the professional liability
coverages are written on a claims made form:

1. The retroactive date of the policy must be shown and must be
before the date of the Agreement.

2. Insurance must be maintained and evidence of insurance
must be provided for at least five years after completion of the
Agreement or the work, so Iong as commercially available at
reasonable rates. |

3. If coverage is canceled or not renewed and it is not replaced
with another claims made policy form with a retroactive date
that precedes the date of this Agreement, CONSULTANT
must provide extended reporting coverage for a minimum of
five years after completion of the Agreement or the work.
The CITY shall have the right to exercise at the
CONSULTANT’S cost, any extended reporting provisions of
the policy should the CONSULTANT cancel or not renew the
coverage.

4, A copy of the claim reporting requirements must be submitted
to the CITY prior to the commencement of any work under
this Agreement.

Deductibles and Self-Insured Retentions. CONSULTANT shall disclose the
self-insured retentions and deductibles before beginning any of the services
or work called for by any term of this Agreement. During the period covered
by this Agreement, upon express written authorization of the CITY’s
authorized representative, CONSULTANT may increase such deductibles or
self-insured retentions with respect to CITY, its officers, employees, agents,
and volunteers. The CITY’s authorized representative may condition
approval of an increase in deductible or self-insured retention levels upon a
requirement that CONSULTANT procure a bond guaranteeing payment of
losses and related investigations, claim administration, and defense
expenses that is satisfactory in all respects to each of them.

Notice of Reduction in Coverage. In the event:that any coverage required

under subsections (a), (b), or (c) of this section of the Agreement is reduced,
limited, or materially affected in any other manner, CONSULTANT shall
provide written notice to CITY at CONSULTANT’S earliest possible
opportunity and in no case later than five days after CONSULTANT is
notified of the change in coverage. |

In addition to any other remedies CITY may hal/e if CONSULTANT fails to
provide or maintain any insurance policies or policy endorsements to the
extent and within the time herein required, CITY may, at its sole option:

(i) Obtain such insurance and deduct and retain theamount of the
premiums for such insurance from any sums due under the
Agreement;

\
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(i) Order CONSULTANT to stop work under this Agreement or withhold
any payment which becomes due to CONSULTANT hereunder, or
both stop work and withhold any payment, unti CONSULTANT
demonstrates compliance with the requirements hereof,

(iii) Terminate this Agreement.

Exercise of any of the above remedies, however, is an alternative to other
remedies CITY may have and is not the exclusive remedy for
CONSULTANT'S breach.

(10) Indemnification - CONSULTANT’S Responsibility

As to the CONSULTANT'S work hereunder, it is understood and agreed that (a)
CONSULTANT has the professional skills necessary to perform the work, (b) CITY relies
upon the professional skills of CONSULTANT to perform the work in a skillful and
professional manner, and (c) CONSULTANT thus agrees to so perform.

Acceptance by CITY of the work performed under this Agreement does not operate as a
release of said CONSULTANT from such professional responsibility for the work performed.

[tis further understood and agreed that CONSULTANT is apprised of the scope of the work
to be performed under this Agreement and CONSULTANT agrees that said work can and
shall be performed in a fully competent manner in accordance with the standard of care
applicable to CONSULTANT’S profession.

CONSULTANT shall indemnify, defend, and hold CITY, its officers, employees, agents, and
volunteers harmless from and against any and all liability, claims, suits, actions, damages,
and causes of action arising out of any personal injury, bodily injury, loss of life, or damage
to property, or any violation of any federal, state, or municipal law or ordinance, to the extent
caused by the willful misconduct or negligent acts or omissions of CONSULTANT, its
employees, subcontractors, or agents, or on account of the performance or character of this
work, except for any such claim arising out of the negligence or willful misconduct of the
CITY, its officers, employees, agents, or volunteers. It is understood that the duty of
CONSULTANT to indemnify and hold harmless includes the duty to defend as set forth in
Section 2778 of the California Civil Code. Acceptance of insurance certificates and
endorsements required under this Agreement does not relieve CONSULTANT from liability
under this indemnification and hold harmless clause. This indemnification and hold
harmless clause shall apply whether or not such insurance policies shall have been
determined to be applicable to any of such damages or claims for damages.

(11) Licenses

If a license of any kind, which term is intended to include evidence of registration, is required
of CONSULTANT, its employees, agents, or subcontractors by federal or state law,
CONSULTANT warrants that such license has been obtained, is valid and in good standing,
and CONSULTANT shall keep it in effect at all times during the term of this Agreement, and
that any applicable bond has been posted in accordance with all applicable laws and
regulations. '
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(12) Business Licenses ' i

CONSULTANT shall obtain and maintain a CITY of Lathroyp Business License until all
Agreement services are rendered and accepted by the CITY.

(13) Termination |

Either CITY or CONSULTANT may cancel this Agreement upon 30 days written notification
to the other party. In the event of termination, the CONSULTANT shall be entitled to
compensation for services performed to the effective date of termination; provided, however,
that the CITY may condition payment of such compensation upon CONSULTANT’S delivery
to the CITY of any or all documents, photographs, computer software, video and audio
tapes, and other materials provided to CONSULTANT or prepared by or for CONSULTANT
or the CITY in connection with this Agreement.

(14) Funding

CONSULTANT agrees and understands that renewal of this agreement in subsequent years
is contingent upon action by the City Council consistent with the appropriations limits of
Article XIlI (B) of the California Constitution and that the Council may determine not to fund
this agreement in subsequent years.

(15) Notices

All contracts, appointments, approvals, authorizations, claims, demands, Change Orders,
consents, designations, notices, offers, requests and statements given by either party to
the other shall be in writing and shall be sufficiently given and served upon the other
party if (1) personally served, (2) sent by the United States mail, postage prepaid, (3)
sent by private express delivery service, or (4) in the case of a facsimile transmission, if
sent to the telephone FAX number set forth below during regular business hours of the
receiving party and followed with two (2) Days by delivery of a hard copy of the material
sent by facsimile transmission. Personal service shall include, without limitation, service
by delivery and service by facsimile transmission.

To City: City of Lathrop
City Clerk
390 Towne Centre |
Lathrop, CA 95330

Copy to: City of Lathrop
Department of Public Works
390 Towne Centre
Lathrop, CA 95330

MAIN: (209) 941-7430
FAX: (209) 941-7449

To Consultant: Dokken Engineering |
110 Blue Ravine Road, Suite 200
Folsom, CA 95630 ;
Phone: (916) 858-0642
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(16)

Miscellaneous

|

(@)

()

Consent. Whenever in this Agreement the approvél or consent of a party is
required, such approval or consent shall be in writing and shall be executed
by a person having the express authority to grant such approval or consent.

Controlling Law. The parties agree that this Agreement shall be governed
and construed by and in accordance with the Laws of the State of California.

Definitions. The definitions and terms are as defined in these specifications.

Force Majeure. Neither party shall be deemed to be in default on account of
any delay or failure to perform its obligations under this Agreement, which
directly results from an Act of God or an act of a superior governmental
authority.

Headings. The paragraph headings are not a part of this Agreement and
shall have no effect upon the construction or interpretation of any part of this
Agreement.

Incorporation of Documents. All documents constituting the Agreement
documents described in Section 1 hereof and all documents which may, from
time to time, be referred to in any duly executed amendment hereto are by
such reference incorporated in the Agreement and shall be deemed to be
part of this Agreement.

Integration. This Agreement and any amendments hereto between the
parties constitute the entire Agreement between the parties concerning the
Project and Work, and there are no other prior oral or written agreements
between the parties that are not incorporated in this Agreement.

Modification of Agreement. This Agreement shall not be modified or be
binding upon the parties unless such modification is agreed to in writing and
signed by the parties.

Provision. Any agreement, covenant, condition, clause, qualification,
restriction, reservation, term or other stipulation in the Agreement shall define
or otherwise control, establish or limit the performance required or permitted
or to be required of or permitted by either party. All provisions, whether
covenants or conditions, shall be deemed to be both covenants and
conditions.

Severability. If a court of competent jurisdiction finds or rules that any
provision of this Agreement is void or unenforceable, the provisions of this
Agreement not so affected shall remain in full force and effect.

Status of CONSULTANT. In the exercise of righits and obligations under this
Agreement, CONSULTANT acts as an independent contractor and not as an

agent or employee of CITY. CONSULTANT shall not be entitled to any rights

and benefits accorded or accruing to the City CounCIl members, officers or
employees of CITY, and CONSULTANT expressly waives any and all claims
to such right and benefits.
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(I) Successors and Assigns. The provisions of thlS Agreement shall inure to the
benefit of, and shall apply to and bind, the successors and assigns of the

1

parties. ‘

(m) Time of the Essence. Time is of the essence of this Agreement and each of
its provisions. In the calculation of time hereunder, the time in which an act
is to be performed shall be computed by excluding the first Day and including
the last. If the time in which an act is to be performed falls on a Saturday,
Sunday or any Day observed as a legal holiday by CITY, the time for
performance shall be extended to the following Business Day.

(n) Venue. Inthe event that suit is brought by either party hereunder, the parties
agree that trial of such action shall be vested exclusively in the state courts of
California in the County of San Joaquin orin the United States District Court
for the Eastern District of California.

(0) Recovery of Costs. The prevailing party in any action brought to enforce the
terms of this Agreement or arising out of this' Agreement may recover its
reasonable costs, including reasonable attorney’s fees, incurred or expended
in connection with such action against the non-prevailing party.

(17) Notice to Proceed

Prior to commencing work under this agreement, CONSULTANT shall receive a written
“Notice to Proceed” from CITY. A Notice to Proceed shall not be issued until all necessary
bonds and insurances have been received. City shall not be obligated to pay CONSULTANT
for any services prior to issuance of the Notice to Proceed.

(18) Signatures

The individuals executing this Agreement represent and warrant that they have the right,
power, legal capacity, and authority to enter into and to execute this Agreement on behalf of
the respective legal entities of the CONSULTANT and the CITY. This agreement shall inure
to the benefit of and be binding upon the parties hereto and their respective successors and
assigns. "
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[
|
Approved as to Form: ’

City of Lathrop i
City Attorney |

2 /519

Salvador Navarrete ; ' Date

Recommended for Approval: City of Lathrop
Assistant Public Works Dlrecto

e ey ———

Michael King Date

Accepted By: City of Lathrop
390 Towne Centre Drive
Lathrop, CA 95330

Stephen J. Salvatore Date
City Manager
Consultant: Dokken Engineering |
- 110 Blue Ravine Road, Suite 200

Folsom, CA 95630

Fed ID # _68-0099664
Business License # 20485

| Ll WP <
Wﬁ%\a@ 7 1 3T

Signature Date

Richard A. Dokken, CEQ
(Print Name and Title)
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Exhibit A

APPRAISAL AND ACQUISITION SERVICES FOR
CITY OF LATHROP - LOUISE AVENUE & MCKINLEY AVENUE INTERSECTION

PROJECT UNDERSTANDING

The City of Lathrop is proposmg the appraisal and acquisition of right of way from parcels 198-100-09 &
198-100-10 for the mtersectnon improvement project located at Louise Avenue and McKinley Avenue. The
project involves the full acquisition of parcel 198-100-03. Parcel 198-100-10 requires a partial acquisition.

SCOPE OF SERVICES

Provided below is summary of the scope of services and deliverables Dokken Engineering will provide, as
required to the City of Lathrop:

RIGHT OF WAY PROJECT MANAGEMENT AND COORDINATION SERVICES—To eliminate any unforeseen
issues, Dokken Engineering’s team works closely with Caltrans or applicable funding sources ta ensure all
changes regarding certification, documentation, and procedures are implemented. By coordinating our
efforts with Caltrans, Dokken Engineering ensures that all the current documentation and procedures are
used for all right of way efforts for local public agency projects.

Bokken Engineering will do the following once a task is assigned:
= Review title reports and implement solutions for items that may affect title or cause a delay in
escrow;

Provide all gathered information to the appraiser and attain a detailed timeline to complete the
assigned task;
Monitor progress and provide any additional information to the designated appraiser;
" Review all reports supplied by the appraiser for quality assurance;
Provide draft reports to the review appraiser for final review and recommendations;
Prepare draft acquisition documentation for Client review and approval;
Provide final appraisal report, appraisal review, and acquisition documentation to the Client for
final review;
B Prepare staff reports for approval of just compensation;
= Make offers in person to each property owner;
Attain executed acquisition documentation from each affected property owner;
Provide possession documentation in lieu of purchase contracts;
Supply condemnation support, if required;
Deliver fully executed documentation to escrow/title officers to close escrow and provide title
insurance,
Coordinate the close of escrow and provide original copies af acquisition files to the Client;
Provide the Client with original acquisition files.

Dokken Engineering will be available to attend meetings as the Client determines is necessary. Project
meetings to discuss the project schedule and to address challenges as they arise will be recommended.

Dokken Engineering will provide a project tracking table with milestone dates to the Client on a regular
schedule. :

Dokken Engineering is available to attend Project Delivery Meetings {PDT) with the City. Additionally, when
needed, Dokken Engineering can meet with the Board of Supervisors to provide clarification or information
on right of way acquisition matters. Dokken is also available, at the request of the City, to attend any Public
Community Meetings regarding the project.

DOKKEN | T LiEage
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CITY OF LATHROP ~ LOUISE AVENUE & MCKINLEY AVENUE INTERSECTION

Dokken's right of way agents will meet in person with property owners or the owner’s representative at
the location of their choosing, whether it be the subject property, the owner’s home, or a neutral location.
Dokken's right of way agents will work with property owners’ schedules and are available to meet outside
of normal business hours and on weekends, when required. Dokken will continue to meet with owners
throughout the negotiations process until the acquisition process has been finalized. Lastly, during the
escrow coordination process, Dokken will be available to the property owners to provide any necessary
notary services required for the escrow documentation.

Dokken Engineering’s project management philosophy is to treat every client as if they are our only client.
We are immediately available in person, by phone, and by e-mail. For us, project management means
contract compliance, accurate file systems, budgets, schedules, and assembling the appropriate team to
do the job right. It means monitoring sub-consultant work, progress reporting, and assisting our clients
with the hundreds of details involved with project delivery. Dokken Engineering uses a consistent project
management approach on all projects: )

“No Surprises” Communication with our Clients ~ Dokken Engineering maintains constant
communication with our clients. Emerging issues are brought to our client’s attention, along with
proposed solutions. Additionally, Dokken maintains communication with our subconsultants in
order to keep everyone up to date and on schedule.

Clear, Concise, and Complete Reporting — Dokken Engineering can provide both weekly and monthiy
progress reports that include accomplished tasks, upcoming tasks, pending issues, and scheduled
completion target dates. We coordinate and facilitate regular progress and team meetings and
prepare all exhibits and handouts.

Project Schedule Monitoring — Each of Dokken Engineering's projects is guided by a project baseline
schedule, clear milestones, major activities, and deliverables at a level of detail appropriate to the
project. The schedule drives the project, not the reverse.

Budget Control - The key to preserving budgets is to start on time, get it right, and meet submittal
deadlines. Dokken Engineering utilizes the same staff from beginning to end. This eliminates
inefficient orientation time and repeated site visits for new team members.

PROJECT TRACKING TABLE — Jamie Formico will maintain the project tracking table and ensure that it is
sent to the Client on the regularly requested schedule. As a component of effective project management
and in an effort to keep the project on schedule and the Client current with acquisition data, a project
tracking table will be created. This table will outline milestones and supply completion dates, comments
and any additional information the Client may request.

= Deliverables: Project Tracking Table

ORDER TITLE REPORTS/TITLE RESEARCH ~ Dokken will order preliminary title reports for parcels 198-100-09
& 198-100-10. Upon receipt of preliminary title reports, Dokken Engineering right of way team will
perform all necessary research for each parcel being acquired. Agents may resolve or oversee resolution of
problems relating to unusual circumstances with regard to title or ownership and uncover any flaws,
noting any exceptions pertaining to property such as mortgage liens, restrictions, easements and rights of
way.

= Deliverables: Resolution of title issues

PEDOKKEN
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APPRAISAL PROCESS — Appraisals will be completed for parcels 198-100-09 811 198-100-10. 198-100-09 will
be appraised as a full acquisition. For parcel 198-100-10, the appraiser will value the project requirements
and complete a separate valuation within the same report for the ultimate nght of way needed per the City’s
specific plan for McKinley Avenue. The appraisals will be completed by lscensed General Real Estate
Appraisers. Notice of intent to appraise letters along with acquisition policy biochures will be provnded to all
impacted property owners. Appraisals will be arranged so that the property owner may accompany the

appraiser during the inspection of the property. This allows the property owner the opportunity to provide
additional information to the appraiser. ;

All appraisals will be prepared by an appraiser licensed with the State of California and will comply with all
laws applicable to the specific appraisal and the Uniform Standards of Professnonal Appraisal Practice 49 CFR
24.2(a)(3). Appraisals will include a summary and a complete analysis for all valuation conclusions.
Documentation obtained during the inspection, such as pictures, will be included in each report. Title

information pertaining to ownership, drawings, and information relative to the parcel will be revnewed by
the appraiser.

= Deliverables: Appraisals Reports

OBTAIN APPRAISAL REVIEW REPORTS — Appraisal Reviews will be completed by a Certified General Real
Estate Appraiser. Upon acceptance and approval of the property appraisals, an independent appraisal
review will be completed by Dokken Engineering’s subconsultant. The review includes inspecting sales to
determine comparability, reviewing appraisal for conformance to Uniform Standards of Professional
Appraisal Practice, reviewing “highest and best use” conclusions, examining valuation methods, analyzing
exhibits, checking mathematical calculations, and preparing a narrative report that describes the review
process and sets forth the reasoning behind the review. An appraisal review is recommended to ensure that
the appraisal is based on sound appraisal theory, contains appropriate documentation to support the
appraisers’ conclusions and complies with regulatory codes. A recommendation of just compensation is then
made based on the reviewed, collected, assembled, correlated, and analyzed data.
= Deliverables: Appraisal Review Reports

I
SUMMARY STATEMENT ~ Dokken Engineering will complete a Summary Statement Relating to the
Purchase of Real Property or an Interest Therein (Caltrans Exhibit 8-EX-16) for each property. This
document will be delivered to property owners with the offer package during the initial mesting.
= Deliverables: Summary Statement Relating to the Purchase of Real Property or an Interest Therein
(Caltrans Exhibit 8-EX-16)

NEGOTIATE FOR RIGHT OF WAY — Acquisitions will be required from two parcels. Parcel 198-100-09 will
require a full acquisition. Parcel 198-100-010 will involve offering to purchase the right of way needed for
the current project and include an offer to purchase the ultimate right of way needed per the City's
specific plan for the area in the future. '

All “Good Faith Negotiations” will be completed by Dokken Engineering’s Right of Way Team. After
completion of the appraisal process and just compensation determination, Dokken Engineering will
prepare the offer package and meet with all owners in person to present and explain the offer package
details. The offer package will include the offer letter, written summary of just compensation with
supporting appralsal mformatlon property owner exhibit showing property map with right of way take
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locations, Title VI information, “Your Property ~ Your Transportation Project” booklet. Dokken Engineering
will negotiate with the property owner to arrive at a mutually agreeable settlement and prepare necessary
purchase agreements such as Grant Deeds, Easement Deeds, and Temparary, Construction Easement
Deeds. Dokken Engineering will obtain receipt of delivery of offer and/or present and secure tenant
information statements, as applicable, during the initial meeting. !

Dokken Engineering will work closely with the Client to aid in the recommendation of the appropriate
course of action with regard to the various acquisitions with property owners requesting additional
compensation and/or services beyond the initia! offer package. Recommended settlement packages with
justifications and impasse fetters will be provided to the Client for review. Worklng with the property
owners to agreeable terms will be Dokken Engineering's focus. There may be situations where
condemnation is unavoidable, such as clouds in the title. In the event the Client will need to attain
property through the condemnation process, Dokken Engineering will assist in the preparation of all
necessary condemnation reports, letters, and packages.

Additionally, Dokken Engineering will attend, at the request of the Client, any Public Community Meetings
regarding the project.

Dokken Engineering’s Right of Way Agents hold California Real Estate Salesperson’s Licenses and are
working under the direct supervision of a California Real Estate Licensed Broker.

= Deliverables: Right of Way Agreements, Grant and Easements Deeds, Administrative Settlements,
Diaries, Written Summary of Acquisitions, Impasse Letters

ESCROW COORDINATION — Upon reaching an agreement on the terms and conditions of the acquisition
with the property owner, Dokken will be available to assist the Client in opening escrow. Dokken will
supply fully executed agreements along with other supporting information to escrow in order to close
each transaction. Dokken will work closely with the Client to assist in the timely closing of all transactions.
For the convenience of the property owner, our right of way team has a California Notary who will be
available to notarize any documentation that is required. Fully executed deeds and easements will be
delivered to the Client for acceptance prior to recording. In the event escrow services are not required,
Dokken is available to perform these services and record the required documentation.

= Deliverables: Escrow Documents and Closing Statements

CALTRANS RIGHT OF WAY CERTIFICATION~ Dokken wilt coordinate with the Client and supply all required

. documentation for the right of way certification. Dokken Engineering will review all acquisition documents

for proper and complete execution, including formal acceptance.
= Deliverables: Right of Way Certification Documentation

PROJECT CLOSE-OUT —The ariginal acquisition file for each affected parcel will be provided to the Client
upon completion of the project. Each acquisition file will contain property information, diary report,
written correspondence, just compensation documentation, appraisal(s), offer package, negotiations, title
documentation, copies of recorded documents, construction contract work documentation and all
applicable documentation,

= Deliverables: Original Acquisition Files, Construction Contract Work Dacumentation
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RELATED EXPERIENCE |
Dokken Engineering understands that successful and timely delivery of a project from inception to ribbon
cutting requires attention to many details. Our experience working on both Ifarge and small projects resuits

in superior and efficient project delivery for our clients. On the following pages is a sampling of some of
our project delivery experience. 1

GAS POINT ROAD WIDENING PROJECT - SHASTA COUNTY, California

o : e o PROJECT OVERVIEW | Shasta County Department of Public
Works is preparing to widen Ga% Point Road. The widening will
be between Charles Street and Stonegate Orive and will consist

of constructing a center turn lane with 4-foot paved shoulders
with 4-foot gravel shoulders.

RIGHT OF WAY SCOPE | Dokke‘ln was responsible for right of
way appraisal and appraisal review, preparation of just

DURATION

. compensation documentation, property rights negotiation and
2017-2018 right of way certification coordination. The project involved the
CLIENT CONTACT acquisition of right of way from 10 parcels.

Brandon Magby, SR/WA IR ; B , 3
County Right of Way Agent
Shasta County DPW
1855 Placer Street
Redding, CA 96001
(530) 225-5472
KEY STAFF INVOLVEMENT
Jamie Formico, SR/WA
Jason Andrews, SR/WA
Vanessa Cothran, SR/WA \ L et " TR, .
Randall Blaesi, Review .
Apprai'ser GAS POINT ROAD AT NO NAME DITCH CULVERT
REPLACEMENT PROJECT
SERVICES PERFORMED . PROJECT OVERVIEW | Shasta County Department of Public
e Pro ject Management Works is preparing to replace an existing box culvert at no name
o Appraisals creek at Gas Point Road and Charles Street.
* Document Preparation RIGHT OF WAY SCOPE | Dokken was responsible for right of way
s Acquisition ' appraisal, appraisal review, waiver valuation, preparation of just
' compensation documentation, property rights negotiation and
right of way certification coordination. The project involved the
acquisition of right of way from three properties. ,
DOKKEN
IENGINEERING
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GREEN TREE EXTENSION PROJECT CITY OF VICTORVI LLE, California
, - : o — PROJECT OVERVIEW | The Green Tree Boulevard Extension is a roadway

%ﬁ s - gap closure project that would connect Yucca Loma Road in the Town of
) Apple Valley at the east end of the pr'oject with Hesperia Road and Green
| Tree Blvd in the City of Victorville at the west end of the project. It
24 provides approximately 1.5 miles of new roadway and a 600 feet long

&% bridge over the BNSF Railroad, where no crossing currently exists. This
?‘“ segment is the last link in a new east-west transportation corridor [Yucca

. Loma Road Bridge/Yates Road/ Green Tree Boulevard Transportation

D S eSS (mprovement Project] providing a new route across the Mojave River
DURATION developed by the Town of Apple Valley, City of Victorville and County of
2017-Current San Bernardino over the last several years. Projects under construction
CLIENT CONTACT currently include the widening of Yucca Loma Road, a new bridge over the

City of Victorville

Brian Gengler, City Engineer
City of Victorville

14343 Civic Drive
Victorville, CA 92393

(760} 955-5000

Mojave River to connect Yucca Loma Road to Yates Road, and widening of
a portion of Yates Road. This segment of the project is located mostly

within the City of Victorville with portions in unincorporated County of
San Bernardino. j

RIGHT OF WAY SCOPE | Dokken was responsible for right of way

KEY STAFF INVOLVEMENT engineering, ordering and reviewing preliminary title reports, surveying
Jamie Formico, SR/WA and mapping, determining right of way requirements, producing plat
Jason Andrews, SR/WA maps and legal descriptions, preparing property owner exhibits, appraisal
Vanessa Cothran, SR/WA and appraisal review, preparation of just compensation documentation,

SERVICES PERFORMED ‘ praperty rights negotiation, and escrow coordination. The project

. involved the acquisition of right of way from 19 parcels.

*  Project Management

* Right of Way Engineering

«  Preliminary Title Reports

*  Surveying & Mapping

* Determining Right of Way
Requirements

* Plat Maps & Legal
Descriptions

* Property Owner £xhibits

* Appraisals

* Document Preparation

* Acquisition

* Escrow Coordination

=  Coordination with BNSF

ENQINERERING
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CITY OF LATHROP LOUISE AVENUE & MCKINLEY AVENUE INTERSECT ION

APPRAISAL AND ACQUISITION SERVICES FOR

"~ DURATION
2008 to 2017

CLIENT CONTACT

City of Victorville

Brian Gengler, City Englneer

City of Victorville

14343 Civic Drive

Victorville, CA 92393

(760) 955-5000

KEY STAFF INVOLVEMENT
Jamie Farmico, SR/WA
Vanessa Cothran, SR/WA
Jason Andrews, SR/WA

SERVICES PERFORMED

= Project Management

=  Preliminary Title Reports
* Right of Way Engineering
& Survey & Mapping

= Determining Right of Way
Requirements

* Plats Maps & Legal
Descriptions

a  Property Owner Exhibits
s Acquisition

=  Appraisals

®  Document Preparation

= Railroad Coordination

= Escrow Cocordination

= Document Recording

= Caltrans Right of Way
Certification Coordination

.DOKKEN

ENGINERERINGOG

) CITY OF VICTORVILLE, California
PROJECT OVERVIEW | Dokken Engineering provided preliminary
engineering, alternatives analysis, and funding support services for
this HBP project over the BNSF Railroad. The existing overcrossing
structure is functionally obsolete and lacks shoulders and a median.
Dokken Engineering studied six alternatives to improve the
structure. Each alternative evaluated the key issues and constraints
including, roadway geometrics, General Plan, HB8P and BNSF
requirements, construction staging, and right of way impacts to
adjacent properties. Of the six alternatives studied, Dokken
Engineering determined two to be feasible.

Due to the flat terrain and railroad clearance requirements, the
bridge requires long, filled roadway approaches beyond the 200
feet typically funded through HBP. Dokken Engineering assisted the
City in securing additional HBP funds for these long approach
roadway improvements, showing Caltrans that the improvements
are necessary to meet current design standards.

Dokken Engineering is currently completing final design and an
application under General Order 88-8 for a Modified Existing Rail
Crossing. As part of that application, close design coordination is
occurring with BNSF Railroad to gain structure and construction
staging buy~in early in the design process, resulting in a project
concurrence letter at 95% design. BNSF concurrence is a critical part
of the CPUC modified crossing application.

RIGHT OF WAY SERVICES | Dokken Engineering’s Right of Way
Team will provide acquisition services for eight parcels, including
BNSF railroad. Dokken has an established relationship with BNSF

and holds monthly meetings to discuss on-going projects and crucial
deadlines.

T T S e Ly -
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“'DURATION
2016- 2017

CLENT CONTACT

André Catellier, PE ~ President
RNR Construction

8589 Thys Court

Sacramento, CA 95828

(916) 379-0957

KEY STAFF INVOLVEMENT
Jamie Formico, SR/WA
Jason Andrews, SR/WA
Vanessa Cothran, SR/WA
Randall Blaesi, Review

SERVICES PERFORMED

Project Management
Right of Way Engineering
Preliminary Title Reports
Surveying & Mapping
Determining Right of Way
Requirements

Plat Maps & Legal Descriptions
Property Owner Exhibits
Appraisals
DocumentPreparation
Acquisition

Escrow Coordination

CITY OF I.ATHROP LOUISE AVENUE & MCKINLEY AVENUE INTERSECTION

APPRAISAL AND ACQUISITION SERVICES FOR

1
1
|

CENTRAL FEDERAL LANDS HIGHWAY DIVISION

i Trinity County, California

PROJECT OVERVIEW | Dokken Engineering teamed with RNR
Construction to design and construct five bridge replacements in
Trinity County, California. in addition to the bridge replacement, the
project also included; approach roadway improvements, safety

improvements and erosion control n?easures

" The project was awarded through an innovative design-build contract

format that included all right of way acqmsutlon environmental
compliance, design, construction, and quality management to be
completed in a 10-month project schedule. The project is being
administered by Central Federal Lands Highway Division, a division of
the Federal Highway Administration.

RIGHT OF WAY SCOPE | Dokken was responsible for right of way
engineering, ordering and reviewing preliminary title reports, surveying
and mapping, determining right of way requirements, producing plat
maps and legal descriptions, preparing property owner exhibits,
appraisal and appraisal review, preparation of just compensation
documentation, property rights negotiation, escrow coordination and
FHWA right of way certification coordination. Right of Way acquisition
was closed in 6 weeks to meet the aggressive schedute, and all
acquisitions were completed in Aprit of 2017. Construction was
completed in October 2017.

-

BEDOKKEN

ENGINEERRING

70
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l

APPRA!SAL AND ACQUISITION SERVICES FOR

GOLD HILL ROAD AT AUBURN RAVINE
BRIDGE REPLACEMENT PROJECT

2017-2018

CLIENT CONTACT

John P. Weber, SR/WA

Placer County Dept. of Public Works
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 220
Auburn, CA 95603-2614
(530)745-7564

KEY STAFF INVOLVEMENT
Jamie Formico, SR/WA
Jason Andrews, SR/WA
Venessa Cothran, SR/WA
Dwight Pattison, Appraiser
Mike Pattison, Appraiser

SERVICES PERFORMED

= Project Management
s Appraisals

®» Document Preparation
»  Acquisition

= Escrow Coordination

‘PLACER COUNTY, California

|
PR61ECT OVERVIEW | Placer Cou‘nty is proposing the replace the
existing bridge on Goid Hilt Road over Auburn Ravine. The existing
bridge is 86 years old and classtfled as structurally deficient.

The existing Auburn Ravine Bridge i |5 a 65 feet long and 23 feet wide
single span-reinforced-concrete arch bridge (built in 1930) located
approximately 0.65 miles north of SR-193. The proposed
improvements include the replacement of the existing bridge with a
cast-in-place post-tensioned concrete box girder bridge. The
proposed bridge will be approximate 92 feet long and will be
supported on seat type abutments, supported by cast-in-drilied-hole
piles, if necessary. The abutments will be located behind the existing
abutments and will be placed outside the limits of the Ordinary High
Water Mark. Excavation depth at the abutments will be up to 20
feet, measured from the existing roadway surface. The Gold Hill
Road bridge profile will be raised to provide hydraulic clearance
required for the design hydrologic event. The top of the new bridge
will be between one and three feet higher than the top of the
existing bridge. : J

The roadway alignment will remain:at relatively the same location as
the existing roadway alignment. The roadway approaches would be
widened from 20 feet to 32 feet wide and raised by a maximum of
approximately eight feet to conform to the replacement structure.
The new approaches would consist of two twelve-foot Ianes with
four-foot shoulders and will extend approximately 460 feet south of
the bridge and 860 feet north of the bridge, providing a smooth
transition from the new bride to the existing roadway

The project is being completed under the Federal Highway Bridge
Program (HBP).

RIGHT OF WAY SCOPE | Dokken was responsible for right of way
appraisal and appralsal review, preparation of just compensation
documentation, property rights negotlatlon and right of way
certification coordination. The prolect involved the acquisition of
rlght of way from nine parcels. i

T e T T T
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CITY OF LATHROP LOUISE AVENUE & MGKINLEY AVENUE INTERSEGTION

APPRAISAL AND ACQUISITION SERVICES FOR
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US—SO/WEST ERN PLACERVILLE INTERCHANGES CITY OF PLACERVILI.E California

'DURATION
Phase 1= 2008
Phase2 = 2017

CLIENT CONTACT

Rebecca Neves ~ City Engineer
City of Placerville

3101 Center Street Placerville, CA
95667

(530) 642-5250

KEY STAFF INVOLVEMENT
Jomie Formico, SR/WA
Jason Andrews, SR/WA
Vanessa Cothran, SR/WA
Dwight Pattison, Appraiser
Mike Pattison, Appraiser

SERVICES PERFORMED

*  Project Management

= Right of Way Engineering

» Preliminary Title Reports

® Surveying & Mapping

= Determining Right of Way
Requirements

*  Plat Maps & Legal
Descriptions

» - Property Owner Exhibits

* Appraisals

“*  Document Preparation

8 Acquisition

* Escrow Coordination

= Caltrans Right of wWay
Certification

PROJECT OVERVIEW | The project lmproved local and regional
traffic operations and to accommodate the projected 20-year
increases in traffic volumes within the project area. The design of
the project will be developed in four phases. Dokken completed
PS&E of Phase 1 (built in 2013) and has recently finalized PS&E on
the subsequent phases and preformed the following for all phases
right of way engineering, ordering and reviewing preliminary title
reports, surveying and mapping, determining right of way
requirements, producing plat maps and legal descriptions,
preparing property owner exhibits, appraisal and appraisal review,
waiver valuations in lieu of appraisals, preparation of just
compensation documentation, property rights negotiation, escrow
coordination and Caltrans right of way certification Coordination.

RIGHT OF WAY SCOPE | Dokken was responsible for right of way
engineering, ordering and reviewing preliminary title reports,
surveying and mapping, determining right of way requirements,
producing ptat maps and legal descriptions, preparing property
owner exhibits, appraisal and appraisal review, preparation of just
compensation documentation, property rights negotiation, and
escrow coordination. The project involved the acquisition of right
of way from four parcels. The interchange is located on Highway 50
a Caltrans owned roadway. Caltrans reviewed and commented on
the appraisals, appraisal reviews, acquisition documentation and
the coordination of property owned by the County of £l Dorado
transferred to the City of Placerville.

N R T T
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APPRAISAL AND ACQUISTION SERVICES FOR
CITY OF LATHROP LOUISE A\IENUE & MCKINLEY AVENUE 1NTERSECT|0N

'RESPONSIBLE PERSONNEL

Dokken's right of way team will be led by Jamie Formico. She will be supported by developed staff and
independent appraisers who have worked together on many right of way projects. Her resume, as well as
those of our key staff and appraisers, can be reviewed in the Appendix.

JAMIE FORMICO, SR/WA, R/W-NAC, R/W-RAC | Project Manager
Jamie Formico has 17 years of right of way project management, real property acquisition and relocation
experience. She is an active member of the international Right of Way Association and past president for
Chapter 27, as well as past Vice Chair of the International Transportation Committee. Most recently, she
was awarded Project Manager of the Year by the Sacramento chapter of the American Public Works
Association. She specializes in right of way project management, utility relocation, and railroad
coordination. Her specific right of way experience will provide this project with the necessary leadership
expertise, and she will also have the support of the designated subconsultants and Dokken Engineering’s
skillful staff. Ms. Formico has successfully managed several right of way pro;ects including:

® (535 Point Road Widening, Shasta County, CA

®  Trinity County HBP Bridges, Trinity County, CA

®  US-50 Western Placerville Interchange, Placerville, CA

= Eastside Road at Olney Creek Bridge Replacement, Redding, CA

= Las Plumas Ave/Lincoln Blvd Safe Routes to Schoof, Butte County, CA
Indian Canyon Bridge Widening and Bridge Replacement at UPRR, Palm Springs, CA
® East Palm Canyon Over Palm Canyon Wash Bridge Rehabilitation, Palm Springs, CA
= South Palm Canyon Drive Low Water Crossing, Palm Springs, CA
= Bogert Trail Bridge Rehahilitation Project, Palm Springs, CA
= Randall Avenue Widening Project, Rialto, CA
®  Alder Avenue Widening Project, Riatto, CA
= Bear Valley Widening over BNSF, Victorviile, CA
= Green Tree Boulevard Extension, Victorville, CA
®  Yucca Loma Road and Bridge Widening, Apple Valley, CA
® High Speed Rail, Fresno to Bakersfield, Bakersfield to Paimdale, HSR Authority, CA
West Capitol Avenue Streetscape & Infrastructure improvements, West Sacramento, CA
= Utility and Railroad Coordination, UPRR and BNSF, Various Locations, CA

VANESSA COTHRAN, SR/WA | Senior Right of Way Agent
Since 2004, Ms. Cothran has worked in the right of way industry on a variety of public projects. She has
proven skills in delivering tasks working independently and as part of a team. Vanessa has demonstrated
expertise in providing acquisition, relocation assistance services, waiver valuations, right of way cost
estimates, and escrow coordination services in a timely and cost-effective manner and is knowledgeable
regarding the requirements of the Uniform Act and Caltrans policies and procedures.
Project experience includes:

= Eastside Road at Olney Creek Bridge Replacement, Redding, CA

®  Las Plumas Ave/Lincoln Blvd Safe Routes to School, Butte County, CA

@ Gold Hill Over Auburn Ravine, Placer County, CA

= (33s Point Road at No Name Ditch Culvert Replacement Shasta County CA

_ ﬁDOKKEN TR ' 11j{Page

ENGINEERING
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APPRAISAL AND ACQUISITION SERVICES FOR
e _ CITY OF LATHROP - LOUISE AVENUE & MCKINLEY AVENUE INTERSECTION

»  Trinity County HBP Brldges, Trinity County, CA

= [ndian Canyon Bridge Widening and Bridge Replacement at UPRR, Palm Springs, CA
= Fast Palm Canyon Over Palm Canyon Wash Bridge Rehabilitation, Palm Springs, CA
= Bear Valley Widening over BNSF, Victorville, CA :

s Randall Avenue Widening, Rialto, CA |

Linden Avenue Widening, Rialto, CA

Alder Avenue Widening Project, Rialto, CA |

Green Tree Extension, Victorville, CA

Yucca Loma Road and Bridge Widening, Apple Valley, CA
Avenue 416/l Monte Way, Dinuba, CA

{ ~
i
|

JASON ANDREWS, SR/WA | Senior Right of Way Agent

Over the past 10 years, Mr. Andrews has provided acquisition, relocation assistance, right of way,
estimates, and waiver valuations for multiple City, County, and State projects. Mr. Andrews has provided
these services for projects that include rural, agricultural, commercial, industrial, multi-family and single
family residential properties. He is past President of Chapter 27 of the International Right of Way
Association and received the Chapter’s Professional of the Year Award.

Project experience includes:
= Eastside Road at Olney Creek Bridge Replacement, Redding, CA
»  Gas Point Road Widening, Shasta County, CA
= Gas Point Road at No Name Ditch Culvert Replacement, Shasta County,
= Trinity County HBP Bridges, Trinity County, CA
= US- 50 Western Placerville Interchange, Placerville, CA
= Gold Hill Over Auburn Ravine, Placer County, CA
= Green Tree Extension Project, Victorville, CA
»  Bear Valley Widening over BNSF, Victorville, CA
®  Yucca Loma Road and Bridge Widening, Apple Valley, CA
= Randall Ave Widening, Rialto, CA
= Road 80 Widening, County of Tulare, Tulare, CA
= Avenue 416/El Monte Way, Dinuba, CA !

APPRAISER QUALIFICATIONS

MICHAEL PATTISON (Pattison & Associates) | Appraisal

Michael Pattison is a graduate of the University of California, Santa Barbara with a degree in Business
Economics. He started his appraisal experience working as an assistant in 1984. Since then he has
experience working in appraisals of single-family residences, commercial and other types of properties
plus both easements and fee acquisition appraisals for rights of way and other public projects. He is a
senior member of the Sacramento Chapter of the International Right of Way Association and is a Past
President. He received his SR/WA designation in November 1997 and was voted “Member of the Year” in
1998 and “Professional of the Year” in 2002 and 2003. He also received the Frank C. Balfour “Professional
of the Year” Award from the IR/WA in 2004. He is also an Associate Member of the Sacramento Sierra
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APPRAISAL AND ACQUISITION SERVICES FOR
CITY OF LATHROP LOUISE AVENUE & MCKINLEY AVENUE INTERSECTION

1
Chapter of the Appraisal Institute. Michael received his appraisal certlflcatlon from the State of California,
Office of Real Estate Appraisers, as a Certified General Appraiser.

DWIGHT PATTISON (Pattison & Associates) | Appraisal

Dwight Pattison began his appraisal career in 1966 with the California Division of Highways, now Caltrans
{District 3 office} and worked for the Real Estate.division of the State Department of General Services.
Dwight is a 1966 graduate of Chico State University with a bachelor's degree in Business Administration.
He obtained a certificate in real estate from UCLA in 1971. He left the State i m 1984 to open his own
appraisal firm, then joined Duncan, Duncan & Associates, Inc., as a partner in 1987 and remained through
1991. Dwight is a senior member of the International Right of Way Association and past president of the
Sacramento Chapter. He has been a member of the International Executive Committee, serving as
International President from 1999 to 2000. He has been chosen "Professional of the Year" four times, in
1980, 1990, 1991 and 2000. Dwight has been published in Right of Way Magazine on "The Valuation of
Easements”. He is also a designated senior member of the National Association of Independent Fee
Appraisers (NAIFA). Dwight received his appraisal certification from the State-of California, Office of Real
Estate Appraisers, as a Certified General Appraiser. He is a qualified expert witness in San loaguin,
Sacramento, Yolo, Mendocino, Santa Cruz, El Dorado, Placer and Contra Costa Counties.

RANDALL BLAESI, ASA, MRICS {Curtis Rosenthal) | Appraisal Review

Mr. Blaesi is a qualified appraisal reviewer with Curtis Rosenthal, Inc. He was formerly Commercial Division
Manager for the Los Angeles Office of The Property Sciences Group, Inc. Prior to that position, he was a
Vice President and Senior Appraiser associated with Grubb & Ellis Landauer, LLC. Mr. Blaesi was previously
a Senior Appraiser with Integra Realty Resources, Los Angeles and a Senior Appraiser in the Pasadena
office of First American Commercial Real Estate Services. As an independent fee appraiser with offices in
Sacramento and San Diego, California from 19912006, he specialized in appraisal and valuation consulting
services regarding various types of real property including commercial, industrial, residential, agricultural,
rrecreational, special purpose, easements, eminent domain, partial and full acquisition, environmental
mitigation land, construction defect, fire, flood and earthquake damaged propertues His experience with
expert witness testimony includes: civil litigation, bankruptcy and tax court proceedings. He has previously

warked with Dokken on the Shasta County Gas Point Road Widening and Trinity County HBP Bridges
Projectin _Trinity County, California.

ENGINEERING
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COST PROPOSAL FOR APPRAISAL AND ACQUISITION SERVICES

LOUISE AVE & MCKINLEY AVE INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT
CITY OF LATHROP
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© Task Description. . -

Right ofWay: |, -

Ma"agef SR

Vanessa Cottiran |+

Senior Right of Way |
- Adent. -

Jason Andrews
-Senior Right

1'$134.85

| s12800 § -

!

- $1sooo 0of.

1985014

| I

PrOJect‘ManagementhoordmatioanrOJect Trackmg Table

1Ordér; TltleaReportsfl'iﬂe Research

__$1:538:40

Appraisals=2iRepoits, =~ -’

i

~1$5:000.00]

1$5:340105
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. 1$2240:05
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"Right’of. WéyéNég’atiaﬂ
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“TOTAL COST | 51’

$1 887 89]:

B10705840 . . %

0.00] . $22,02397}
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; ‘ Attachment C

AMENDMENT NO. 1

CITY OF LATHROP AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING
CONSULTING SERVICES WITH ASSOCIATED ENGINEERING GROUP
FOR THE LOUISE AVENUE AND MCKINLEY AVENUE INTERSECTION

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT PS 15-02

THIS AGREEMENT, dated for convenience this 12" day of August 2019, is by and
between Associated Engineering Group (“CONSULTANT") andthe CITY OF LATHROP, a
California municipal corporation (“CITY”);

RECITALS:

WHEREAS, CONSULTANT is specially trained, experienced and'competent to
assist the City to provide engineering consulting services required by this agreement; and

WHEREAS, on March 11", 2019, City Council approved AGREEMENT for
CONSULTANT for the Louise Avenue and McKinley Avenue Intersection Capital
Improvement Project PS 15-02 for a sum not to exceed $95,070 to CONSULTANT; and

AGREEMENT
(1) Scope of Service.

CONSULTANT agrees to perform services in conformance with the scope of work
submitted by the CONSULTANT, hereafter referred to as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference. CONSULTANT agrees to diligently perform these
services in accordance with the standards of its profession, as stated in Article 11,
and CITY’S satisfaction.

(2) Compensation.

CITY hereby agrees to pay CONSULTANT on a time and materials basis in
accordance with Exhibit “A” up to a sum not to exceed $40,000 Consulting Services
as set forth in Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by reference, notwithstanding any
contrary indications which may be contained in CONSULTANT'S proposal.
CONSULTANT shall be paid within thirty (30) days of receipt of billings containing
all information pursuant to Paragraph 5 below.

Compensation for any task must be equal or less than the percentage complete. In
no event shall CONSULTANT be entitled to compensation for work not included in
Exhibit “A”, Scope of Work, unless a written change order or authorization
describing the extra work and payment terms has been executed by CITY’s
authorized representative prior to the commencement of the work.

Payment is made based on a time and material basis.

1
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CITY OF LATHROP — CONSULTING SERVICES AGREEMENT AMENDMENT NO.1
ASSOCIATED ENGINEERING GROUP PS 15-02 |

i

(3) Effective Date and Term.

The effective date of this Agreement is August 12, 2019, and it shall terminate no
later than June 30, 2020.

(4) Independent Contractor Status.

It is expressly understood and agreed by both parties that CONSULTANT, while
engaged in carrying out and complying with any of the terms and conditions of this
Agreement, is an independent contractor and not an employee of the CITY.
CONSULTANT is responsible for controlling the means and methods to complete
the scope of work described in Exhibit “A” to City’s satisfaction. CONSULTANT
expressly warrants not to represent, at any time or in any. manner, that
CONSULTANT is an employee of the CITY.

(5) Billings.

CONSULTANT'S bills shall include a list of all tasks, a total amount due, the
amounts previously billed, and the net amount due on the invoice. Except as
specifically authorized by CITY, CONSULTANT shall not bill CITY for duplicate
services performed by more than one person. In no event shall CONSULTANT
submit any billing for an amount in excess of the rates or the maximum amount of
compensation provided in section (2) for the entire Agreement, unless modified by a
properly executed change order.

(6) Advice and Status Reporting.

CONSULTANT shall provide the CITY with timely reports, orally or in writing, of all
significant developments arising during performance of its services hereunder, and
shall furnish to CITY such information as is necessary to enable CITY to monitor the
performance of this Agreement.

(7) Assignment of Personnel.

CONSULTANT shall assign only competent personnel to perform services pursuant
to this Agreement. If CITY asks CONSULTANT to remove a person assigned to the
work called for under this Agreement, CONSULTANT agrees to do so immediately,
regardless of the reason, or the lack of a reason, according to the CITY’S request.

- The_services shall be performed by, or under the direct supervision,
CONSULTANT's Authorized Representative: Jim Freitas, CONSULTANT shall not
replace its Authorlzed Representatives without the prior written approval by the
CITY.

Page 2 of 12
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CITY OF LATHROP — CONSULTING SERVICES AGREEMENT AMENDMENT NO.1
ASSOCIATED ENGINEERING GROUP PS 15-02 ;

(8) Assignment and Subcontracting.

It is recognized by the parties hereto that a substantial inducement to CITY for
entering into this Agreement was, and is, the professional reputation and
competence of CONSULTANT. Neither this Agreement nor any interest therein may
be assigned by CONSULTANT without the prior written approval of CITY’S Public
Works Director. CONSULTANT shall not subcontract any portion of the
performance contemplated and provided for herein, other than the subcontractors
noted in the proposal, without prior written approval of the CITY’S Public Works
Director.

(9) Insurance.

On or before beginning any of the services or work called for by any term of this
Agreement, CONSULTANT, at its own cost and expense, shall carry, maintain for
the duration of the Agreement, and provide proof thereof that is acceptable to the
CITY the insurance specified in subsections (a) through (c) below with insurers and
under forms of insurance satisfactory in all respects to the CITY. CONSULTANT
shall not allow any subcontractor to commence work on any subcontract until all
insurance required of the CONSULTANT has also been -obtained for the
subcontractor, unless otherwise authorized by City. Verification of this insurance
shall be submitted and made part of this Agreement prior to execution.

(a)  Workers’ Compensation. CONSULTANT shall, at CONSULTANT’S
sole cost and expense, maintain Statutory Workers' Compensation
Insurance and Employer's Liability Insurance for any and all persons
employed directly or indirectly by CONSULTANT. Workers
Compensation Insurance shall be provided as required by law, and
Employer’s Liability Insurance shall be provided with limits of not less
than one million dollars.

In the alternative, CONSULTANT may rely on a self-insurance
program to meet these requirements provided that the program of
self-insurance complies fully with the provisions of the California
Labor Code. The insurer, if insurance is provided, or the
CONSULTANT, if a program of self-insurance is provided, shall waive
all rights of subrogation against the CITY for loss- arising from work
performed under this Agreement.

(b) Commercial General and Automobile _Liability Insurance.
CONSULTANT, at CONSULTANT’S own cost and expense, shall
maintain commercial general and automobile liability insurance for the
period covered by this Agreement in an amount not less than one
million dollars per occurrence, combined single limit coverage for risks
associated with the work contemplated by this Agreement.

|

|
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CITY OF LATHROP — CONSULTING SERVICES AGREEMENT AMENDMENT NO.1
ASSOCIATED ENGINEERING GROUP PS 15-02 |

If a Commercial General Liability Insurance or an Automobile Liability
form or other form with a general aggregate limit is used, either the
general aggregate limit shall apply separately to the work to be
performed under this Agreement or the general aggregate limit shall
be at least twice the required occurrence limit. Such coverage shall
include but shall not be limited to, protection against claims arising
from bodily and personal injury, including death resulting therefrom,
and damage to property resuiting from activities contemplated under
this Agreement, including the use of. owned and non-owned
automobiles. :

Coverage shall be at least as broad as Insurance Services Office
Commercial General Liability occurrence form CG 0001 (ed. 11/88)
and Insurance Services Office Automobile Liability form CA 0001 (ed.
12/90) Code 1 (any auto).

Each of the following shall be included in the insurance coverage or
added as an endorsement to the policy:

(i) CITY, its officers, employees, agents, and volunteers are to be
additional insured with respect to each of the following: liability
arising out of activities performed by or on behalf of
CONSULTANT, including general supervision of
CONSULTANT; products and completed operations of
CONSULTANT; premises owned, occupied or used by
CONSULTANT. The coverage shall contain no special
limitations on the scope of protection afforded to CITY, its
officers, employees, agents, or volunteers.

- (ii) The insurance shall cover on an occurrence or an accident
basis, and not on a claim made basis.

(i)  Anendorsement must state that coverage is primary insurance
and that no other insurance affected by the CITY will be called
upon to contribute to a loss under the coverage.

(iv)  Any failure of CONSULTANT to comply with reporting
provisions of the policy shall not affect coverage provided to
CITY and its officers, employees, agents, and volunteers.

(v)  Insurance is to be placed with California-admitted insurers with
a Best’s rating of no less than A:VII.

(vij  Notice of cancellation or non-renewal must be received by
CITY at least thirty days prior to sucj:h change.

Page 4 of 12
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CITY OF LATHROP — CONSULTING SERVICES AGREEMENT AMENDMENT NO.1
ASSOCIATED ENGINEERING GROUP PS 15-02

(c)

Professional Liability. CONSULTANT, at CONSULTANT’S own cost

and expense, shall maintain for the period covered by this Agreement
professional liability insurance for licensed professionals performing
work pursuant to this Agreement in an amount not less than One
Million Dollars ($1,000,000) per claim made and per policy aggregate
covering the licensed professionals’ errors and omissions, as follows:

Any deductible or self-insured retent|on shall not exceed
$150,000 per claim.

|
Notice of cancellation, material change, or non-renewal must
be received by the CITY at least thirty days prior to such
change shall be included in the coverage or added as an
endorsement to the policy.
The policy must contain a cross liability or severability of
interest clause.

The following provisions shall apply if the professional liability
coverages are written on a claims made form:

1. The retroactive date of the policy must be shown and
must be before the date of the Agreement.

2. Insurance must be maintained and evidence of
insurance must be provided for at least five years after
completion of the Agreement or the work, so long as
commercially available at reasonable rates.

3. If coverage is canceled or not renewed and it is not
replaced with another claims made policy form with a
retroactive date that precedes the date of this
Agreement, CONSULTANT must provide extended
reporting coverage for a minimum of five years after
completion of the Agreement or the work. The CITY
shall have the right to exercise at the CONSULTANT’S
cost, any extended reporting provisions of the policy
should the CONSULTANT cancel -or not renew the
coverage, so long as commerC|alIy available at.
reasonable rates.

4. A copy of the claim reporting requirements must be
submitted to the CITY prior to the commencement of
any work under this Agreemerilt.

. |
‘ |

1
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(d)

(e)

Deductibles and Self-Insured Retentions. CONSULTANT’s policies

“may, at its sole option:

shall have self-insured retentions not exceeding $100,000 except with
concurrence of the CITY.

Notice of Reduction in Coverage. In the event that any coverage
required under subsections (a), (b), or (c) of this section of the
Agreement is reduced, limited, or materially affected in any other
manner, CONSULTANT shall provide written notice to CITY at
CONSULTANT'’S earliest possible opportunity and in no case later
than five days after CONSULTANT is notified of the change in
coverage. .

In addition to any other remedies CITY méy have if CONSULTANT
fails to provide or maintain any insurance policies or policy
endorsements to the extent and within the tlme herein required, CITY

(i) Obtain such insurance and deduct and retain the amount of
the premiums for such insurance from any sums due under the
Agreement, so long as commercially available at reasonable
rates.

(i) Order CONSULTANT to stop work under this Agreement or
withhold any payment which becomes due to CONSULTANT
hereunder, or both stop work and withhold any payment, until
CONSULTANT demonstrates compliance with the
requirements hereof; I

(i)  Terminate this Agreement.

|
Exercise of any of the above remedies, however, is an alternative to
other remedies CITY may have and is not the exclusive remedy for
CONSULTANT'’S breach.

(10) Indemnification - CONSULTANT’S Responsibility.

As to the CONSULTANT’S work hereunder, it is understood and agreed that (a)
CONSULTANT has the professional skills necessary to perform the work, that (b)
CITY relies upon the professional skills of CONSULTANT to perform the work in a
skillful and professional manner, and (¢) CONSULTANT thus agrees to so perform
in accordance with the Standard of Care in Article 11.

Acceptance by CITY of the work performed under this Agreement does not operate
as a release of said CONSULTANT from such professmnal responsibility for the

work performed.

|
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It is further understood and agreed that CONSULTANT is apprised of the scope of
the work to be performed under this Agreement and CONSULTANT agrees that
said work can and shall be performed in a fully competent manner in accordance
with the standard of care applicable to CONSULTANT’S profession in accordance
with Article 11.

CONSULTANT shall indemnify, defend, and hold CITY, it officers, employees,
agents, and volunteers harmless from and against any and all liability, claims, suits,
actions, damages, and causes of action arising out of any personal injury, bodily
injury, loss of life, or damage to property, or any violation of any federal, state, or
municipal law or ordinance, to the extent caused by‘lthe willful misconduct or
negligent acts or omissions of CONSULTANT, its employees, subcontractors, or
agents, or on account of the performance or character of this work, except for any
such claim arising out of the negligence or willful misconduct of the CITY, its
officers, employees, agents, or volunteers. It is understood that the duty of
CONSULTANT to indemnify and hold harmless includes the duty to defend as set
forth in Section 2778 of the California Civil Code. Acceptance of insurance
certificates and endorsements required under this Agreement does not relieve
CONSULTANT from liability under this indemnification and hold harmless clause.
This indemnification and hold harmless clause shall apply whether or not such
insurance policies shall have been determined to be appllcable to any of such
damages or claims for damages.

(11) Standard of Care.

CONSULTANT agrees that, in connection with its services to be performed under
this Agreement, such services are performed with the care and skill ordinarily
exercised by members of the profession practicing under similar conditions at the
same time and in the same or a similar locality. CITY recognizes that the state of
practice, particularly with respect to hazardous waste conditions, is changing and
evolving.

While CONSULTANT will perform in reasonable accordance with standards in effect
at the time its services are performed, it is recognized that such standards may
subsequently change because of improvements in the state of practice. When the
findings and recommendations of CONSULTANT are based on information supplied
by CITY and others, CONSULTANT shall have the right to rely on the accuracy and
completeness of such information. No warranty or guarantee, express or implied, is
made or intended by providing of consulting services or by furnishing oral or written
reports of the findings made.
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|
|

(12) Licenses. ‘
If a license of any kind, which term is intended to include evidence of registration, is
required of CONSULTANT, its employees, agents, or subcontractors by federal or
state law, by signing this agreement CONSULTANT states that such license has
been obtained,is valid and in good standing, and CONSULTANT shall keep it in
effect at all times during the term of this Agreement, and that any applicable bond

has been posted in accordance with all applicable laws and regulations.

(13) Business Licenses.

i
CONSULTANT shall obtain and maintain a CITY of Lathfop Business License until
all Agreement services are rendered and accepted by the CITY.

(14) Termination. . T

Either CITY or CONSULTANT may cancel this Agreement at any time for
convenience upon thirty (30) days written notification to other party. In the event of
termination, the CONSULTANT shall be entitled to compensation for services
‘performed to the effective date of termination; provided, however, that the CITY
may condition payment of such compensation upon CONSULTANT’S delivery to the
CITY of any or all documents, photographs, computer software, video and audio
tapes, and other materials provided to CONSULTANT or prepared by or for
CONSULTANT or the CITY in connection with this Agreement.

(15) Funding.

CONSULTANT agrees and understands that renewal of this agreement in
subsequent years is contingent upon action by the City Council consistent with the
appropriations limits of Article XllIl (B) of the California Constitution and that the
Council may determine not to fund this agreement in subsequent years.
CONSULTANT shall not be required to provide services beyond available funding.

(16) Notices.

All contracts, appointments, approvals, authorizations, claims, demands, Change
Orders, consents, designations, notices, offers, requests and statements given by
either party to the other shall be in writing and shall be sufficiently given and served
upon the other party if (1) personally served, (2) sent by the United States mail,
postage prepaid, (3) sent by private express delivery service, or (4) in the case of a
facsimile transmission, if sent to the telephone FAX number set forth below during
regular business hours of the receiving party and followed with two (2) Days by
delivery of a hard copy of the material sent by faCS|m|Ie transmission. Personal
service shall include, without limitation, service by dellvery and service by facsimile
transmission.
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(17)

7 |
To City: City of Lathrop
City Clerk
390 Towne Centre Drive
- Lathrop, CA 95330

Copy to: City of Lathrop
: Department of Public Works
390 Towne Centre Drive
Lathrop, CA 95330

MAIN (209) 941-7430
FAX: (209) 941-7449

To Consultant: Associated Engineering Group
4206 Technology Dr., Ste. 4
Modesto, CA 95356
Phone: (209) 545-3390
ATTN:  Jim Freitas

Miscellaneous.

()

Consent. Whenever in this Agreement the approval or consent of a
party is required, such approval or consent shall be in writing and
shall be executed by a person having the express authority to grant
such approval or consent.

Controlling Law. The parties agree that this Agreement shall be
governed and construed by and in accordance with the Laws of the
State of California.

Definitions. The deflnltlons and terms are as defined in these
specifications.

Force Majeure. Neither party shall be deemed to be in default on
account of any delay or failure to perform its obligations under this
Agreement, which directly results from an Act of God or an act of a
superior governmental authority.

Headings. The paragraph headings are not a part of this Agreement
and shall have no effect upon the constructlon or interpretation of any
part of this Agreement.

Incorporation of Documents. All documents constituting the
Agreement documents described in Section 1 hereof and all
documents which may, from time to time, be referred to in any duly
executed amendment hereto are by such reference incorporated in
the Agreement and shail be deemed to be part of this Agreement.
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(9)

(m)

Integration. This Agreement and any amendments hereto between
the parties constitute the entire Agreement between the parties
concerning the Project and Work, there iare no other prior oral or
written agreements between the parties that are not incorporated in
this Agreement.

Modification of Agreement. This Agreement shall not be modified or
be binding upon the parties unless such modification is agreed to in
writing and signed by the parties.

Provision. Any agreement, covenant, condition, clause, gualification,
restriction, reservation, term or other stipulation in the Agreement
shall.define or otherwise control, establish or limit the performance
required or permitted or to be required of or permitted by either party.
All provisions, whether covenants or conditions, shall be deemed to
be both covenants and conditions.

Severability. If a court of competent jurisdiction finds or rules that any
provision of this Agreement is void or unenforceable, the provisions of
this Agreement not so affected shall remain in full force and effect.

Status of CONSULTANT. In the exercise of rights and obligations
under this Agreement, CONSULTANT acts as an independent
contractor and not as an agent or employee of CITY. CONSULTANT
shall not be entitled to any rights and benefits accorded or accruing to
the City Council members, officers or employees of CITY, and
CONSULTANT expressly waives any and all claims to such right and
benefits.

Successors and Assigns. The provisions of this Agreement shall
inure to the benefit of, and shall apply to and bind, the successors
and assigns of the parties.

Time of the Essence. Time is of the essence of this Agreement and
each of its provisions. In the calculation of time hereunder, the time in
which an act is to be performed shall be computed by excluding the
first Day and including the last.

If the time in which an act is to be performed falls on a Saturday,
Sunday or any Day observed as a legal holiday by CITY, the time for
performance shall be extended to the following Business Day.

Venue. Inthe event that suit is brought by either party hereunder, the
parties agree that trial of such action shall be vested exclusively in the
state courts of California in the County of Sap Joaquin orin the United
States District Court for the Eastern District%of California.

!
t
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(0) Recovery of Costs. The prevailing party in any action brought to
enforce the terms of this Agreement or arising out of this Agreement
may recover its reasonable costs, including reasonable attorney’s
fees, incurred or expended in connection with such action against the
non-prevailing party.

(18) General Contractdr Responsibilities.

Neither the professional activities of CONSULTANT, nor the presence of
CONSULTANT or CONSULTANT'S sub-consultants shall relieve the any General
Contractor retained by the CITY of its obligations, duties and responsibilities.

CITY agrees that the CITY, CONSULTANT and its sub-consultants shall be
indemnified by the General Contractor and shall be made additional insured under
the General Contractor' general liability insurance policy and that a Waiver of
Subrogation in favor of CONSULTANT will be provided under the General
Contractor's Workers Compensation policy. CITY will require General Contractor to
provide evidence of such insurance to CITY and CONSULTANT prior to General
Contractor beginning work on the project.

(19) Notice to Proceed.

Prior to commencing work under this agreement, CONSULTANT shall receive a
written “Notice to Proceed” from CITY. A Notice to Proceed shall not be issued until
all necessary insurances have been received. City shall not be obligated to pay
CONSULTANT for any services prior to issuance of the Notice to Proceed.

(20) Signatures.

The individuals executing this Agreement represent and warrant that they have the -
right, power, legal capacity, and authority to enter into and to execute this
Agreement on behalf of the respective legal entities of the CONSULTANT and the
CITY. This agreement shall inure to the benefit of and be binding upon the parties
hereto and their respective successors and assigns.
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Approved as to Form:

City of Lathrop

!
CITY OF LATHROP — CONSULTING SERVICES AGREEMENT AMENDM;ENT NO.1
i

Recommended for Approval:

Approved By:

CONSULTANT:

City Attorney

Salvador Navarrete

City of Lathrop i
Assistant Public Works Director

Date

Michael King

City of Lathrop
City Manager

Date

Stephen J. Salvatore

Associated Engineering Group
4206 Technology Dr., Ste. 4
Modesto, CA 95356

Fed ID #
Lathrop Business License #

Date

Signature

Date

(Print Name and Title)
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i , Exhibit A

Scope of Work

After reviewing the Request for Proposal, dated January 17, 2019, it is our un;derstanding that the project
will include but not be limited to the outlined scope identified in the RFP. See below for a summary of the
scope of work to be performed:

" TASK ;’?iRECONNAISSANCEA‘ND FIELD:E:SURVEYYS'T

Topographic Survey

Associated Engineering Group, Inc. will perform the required services for the preparation and coordination
of a topographic survey as required for design purposes. We will perform the field data collection to
include horizontal locations of planimetric features along with surface and subsurface utilities. The
preparation of the base mapping and topographic plans will be prepared in AutoCAD format and provided
to design team as needed to perform task items 3 & 4. :

e Obtain and review project related documents.

e Perform field survey.

e Prepare topographic plan and base mapping.

e Coordinate with property owners, utility agencies and city staff as needed during field survey.

e Maintain coordination with utility agencies throughout the pl’OjeCt

e Potholing requirements will be determined during preliminary engineering and will be addresses
on the construction document specification and contractors’ requirements.

Site Visit and As-Built Plan Review

Fehr & Peers will perform a site visit to observe traffic patterns including pedestrian, bicycle, and truck
activity. We will field check existing traffic signal equipment to evaluate its condition and verify as-built
traffic signal plans provided by the City. Visible utilities and drainage facilities will be noted for use in the
design to reduce potential of conflict with proposed traffic signal equipment.

Traffic Counts

We will perform weekday AM and PM peak hour traffic counts at the intersection to determine the existing
volumes and turning movements for cars, trucks, pedestrians, and bicyclists.

TASK‘Z'"'ENVIRON’MENTA’L'”:'E 2 '?j".f -"'i_' f Total for Add AIternatwes 4 5,6, and 7: $40 000

The proposed project is subject to both the Natlonal Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). This proposal is based on the assumption that that the project will
qualify for a Categorical Exclusion under NEPA and a Categorical Exemption under CEQA.

BaseCamp Environmental will perform the necessary work for the environmental task to mclude the
following: '

NEPA Compliance Tasks

The project is eligible for a Categorical Exclusion under NEPA. BaseCamp will prepare a Caltrans Preliminary
Environmental Study form on the assumption that the NEPA CE clearance can be accomplished without
technical studies. If technical studies are required by Caltrans, the necessary studies will be prepared on an
extra services basis. The potentially-required technical studies are listed below.

Subtask A: Prepare PES Form and Facilitate NEPA Determination

BaseCamp will prepare a preliminary version of the Caltrans PES form in consultatlon with Associated and
submit an Administrative Draft to the City for review and comment. The PES form will be revised in
response to City comments, and, on City approval, submit the PES form to Caltrans. If reqmred BaseCamp
will attend a field meeting with Caltrans to discuss the PES, anticipated NEPA determination, required
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TASK 2 — ENVIRONMENTAL (continued)
technical studies and Area of Potential Effect. It is anticipated Caltrans will cci>mplete and sign the PES form
as submitted, subject to Caltrans staff modifications; if requested by Caltrans, BaseCamp will revise the PES
as requested. , ;

|

On behalf of the City, BaseCamp will coordinate with Caltrans staff and provi;de assistance, information and
documentation as required to support completion of Categorical Exclusion documentation without
technical studies, or minimizing technical study requirements, as feasible. ,

CEQA Compliance Tasks

Improvements to the existing facilities are relatively minor and will not add capacity to the subject
intersection. As a result, the project is assumed to qualify for a Categorical Exemption under CEQA, which
_ will require minimal services.

|

i
Subtask B: Evaluate Applicability of Potential CEQA Exemptions, Prepare and File Notice of Exemption

BaseCamp Environmental, Inc. (BaseCamp) would visit the project site and evaluate the project’s potential
exemption qualifications. Provided that the project qualifies for a CEQA exemption, BaseCamp would
prepare a written exemption analysis for the project file and prepare and file a Notice of Exemption with
the County Clerk upon approval of the project. Upon filing of the NOE, the CEQA process for the
intersection project would be complete. ;

Environmental Technical Studies (Add Alternative items if required)
Add Alternative 1: Air Quality Conformity

The project appears to be exempt from regional conformity per 40 CFR 93.127 and should not be
considered a Project of Air Quality Concern (POAQC) or require quantitative modeling. BaseCamp will
prepare the necessary confirmation documents for City submittal to the Interagency Consultation process.

Add Alternative 2: Area of Potential Effect (APE) Map

BaseCamp Environmental will work with Associated to prepare a draft APE map for review and approval by
the City. The APE will be plotted on a project base map clearly depicting existing and proposed right-of-way
and intersection geometrics, proposed improvement geometrics and the proposed archaeological, and if
necessary historical, APE boundaries. Signature lines will be provided for the City Project Engineer, the
Caltrans PQS and the Local Assistance Engineer. On City approval, the APE map will be submitted for
Caltrans review and comment and revised as required until approved by Caltrans.

Add Alternative 3: Archaeological Survey Report (ASR) and Historic Properties Survey Report (HPSR)

If required, an ASR and accompanying HPSR will be prepared under the direction of BaseCamp
Environmental by subcontractor Solano Archaeology in accordance with Caltrans SER, Section 106 of the
NHPA and CEQA requirements as well as any applicable programmatic agreements. The technical basis for
the document will include a search of the CSU Stanislaus database, contextual research, consultation with
Native American representatives, a field survey of the project site, analysis of potential cultural resource
effects and identification of avoidance, minimization and mitigation measures needed to assure compliance
with applicable federal statutes and executive orders. The ASR/HPSR will be submitted to the City for
review and approval, revised as required and submitted to Caltrans for review and comment; the ASR/HPSR
will be revised as required until approved by Caltrans.

Add Alternative 4: Initial Site Assessment (ISA) COST $ 6,000

If required, BaseCamp will prepare an Initial Site Assessment (ISA) of potential hazardous waste and
hazardous material concerns on and near the project site in accordance with the requirements of the
Caltrans SER and ASTM 1527 guidance for the preparation of Phase | Environmental Site Assessments. The
technical basis for the document will include a search of the applicable government databases, review of
aerial photographs and maps, a field survey of the project site, analysis of potential hazardous waste and
material issues.
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TASK 2 — ENVIRONMENTAL (continued)

Add Alternative 5: Natural Environment Study — Minimal Impact (NES-MI) COST $7,500

Significant biological concerns are not anticipated, and no documentation may be required of the City. If
required, an NES-MI will be the appropriate biological resource document. The NES-MI will be prepared
under the direction of BaseCamp Environmental by subcontractor Moore B|olog|ca| Consultants in
accordance with Caltrans SER requirements. The technical basis for the document will include a search of
the CNDDB, US Fish and Wildlife and other applicable databases, a field survey of the project site, analysis
- of potential biological effects and identification of avoidance, minimization and mitigation measures
needed to assure compliance with applicable federal statutes and executive orders.

|
|
{

' COST $1,500

The project is not a Type 1 project requiring a Noise Study Report and does not appear to involve sensitive
receptors or residences in the project vicinity. Nonetheless, Caltrans may require preparation of a Noise
technical memorandum addressing potential construction noise impacts. BaseCamp will prepare and
submit a draft Noise technical memorandum for City review and approval. The memo will be revised as
required and submitted to Caltrans for review and comment, and then revised as required to obtain
Caltrans approval. .

Add Alternative 6: Noise Technical Memorandum

\

Add Alternative 7: CEQA Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration COST 525,000

If the project does not qualify for a Categorical Exemption, CEQA will likely require preparation of an Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration. In that case, the following tasks define the work required for CEQA
document preparation and processing.

Subtask A: Prepare Administrative Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Déclarétion.

B
BaseCamp Environmental will prepare an Administrative Draft Initial Study based on Appendix G of the
most recent CEQA Guidelines that describes the environmental setting of the project and the project’s
potential environmental effects in each of the areas of concern listed in the'Initial Study Checklist. The
Initial Study will include:

A Project Description will describe the major elements of the project using text and graphics.

The Initial Study will include a narrative presenting background information and impact analysis in
each of the areas of concern identified in the CEQA checklist. The analysis will include a significance
determination; where potentially significant environmental effects are identified, the Initial Study
will present feasible mitigation measures that could avoid, minimize or mitigate the significant
effects.

The analyses will rely on technical information included in NEPA technical studies where
appropriate and otherwise on available technical publications including the Lathrop City General
Plan, previous BaseCamp CEQA studies for projects in the project vicinity, California Air Resources
Board air monitoring data, NRCS soils surveys, State Important Farmland Maps, State geologic, fault
and seismicity maps, Geotracker and Envirostor databases, FEMA FIRMs and State demographic
data, among others.

The administrative Draft IS/MND will be submitted to the City for review and comment. BaseCamp will
incorporate City comments into the IS/MND.

Subtask B: Public Review Draft IS/MND

The revised IS/MND will be resubmitted to the City for final (screencheck) review together with a draft
Notice of intent, Notice of Completion and IS/MND Summary. Upon City comment and approval,
BaseCamp will transmit the NOC and 15 IS/MND summaries to the State Clearinghouse, the Notice of Intent
and 5 copies of the IS/MND to the City, and the electronic version of the entire document for uploading to
the City web site, reproduction and distribution to local agencies as requured
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TASK 2 — ENVIRONMENTAL (continued) !

. |
BaseCamp will provide technical support City staff in publishing the Notice of Intent, in making the required
Notice of Intent and IS/MND filing with the San Joaquin County Clerk/Recorder, and in identifying local
parties that should receive a Notice of Intent. |

!
Subtask C: Prepare City Council Adoption Materials

BaseCamp and Associated will review comments received during the public review period and prepare
responses to comments, where warranted, in memo format rather than a standalone Final IS/MND. It is
assumed that comments do not raise major new issues or objections to the project that require lengthy
responses, or that might trigger recirculation of the IS/MND. BaseCamp will also prepare a Mitigation
Monitoring/Reporting Plan (MMRP) for review and comment by the City. Both the response to comment
memo and the MMRP will be revised to reflect City comments and then resubmitted for incorporation in
the City Council approval materials.

Subtask D: Notice of Determination

BaseCamp will prepare a Notice of Determination (NOD) for the project immediately following approval and
submit it to City staff for review. BaseCamp will file the NOD with the San Joaquin County Clerk. Filing fees
will be the responsibility of the City.

“TASK.3 = PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING & FINAL DESIGN

Roadway Design and Civil Improvements

Associated Engineering Group, Inc. will prepare documents, studies, drawings and technical specifications
for the intersection improvement project. We will evaluate existing wheel chair ramps, intersection,
corridor signage, striping, road widening, and pavement rehabilitation. Truck turning movement
simulations will be prepared per STAA truck route compliance for geometric design. Prepare preliminary
design recommendations for City review and comments. We will address comments and prepare final
design for City approval.

Forecasting and Traffic Study

Fehr & Peers will complete a traffic analysis for the intersection of Louise Avenue and McKinley Avenue to
determine the required intersection configurations to provide acceptable level of service conditions for
build-out of the City’s General Plan.

Using a combination of Existing AM and PM peak hour traffic counts and the San Joaquin Council of
Governments (SICOG) / City of Lathrop Travel Demand Forecasting (TDF) Model, Fehr & Peers will develop
Cumulative AM and PM peak hour volumes for the intersection. Fehr & Peers will analyze the intersection
using Synchro and SimTraffic to determine intersection geometrics, pocket lengths, phasing plan, and
resulting delays, levels of service and queue lengths.

Documentation and Meetings

The results of the traffic analysis and recommendations including traffic index, lane geometry, turn pocket
lengths, and traffic signal phasing will be documented in a draft Technical N/Iemorandum for one round of
review and comment by the City of Lathrop. Our team will meet with the City to discuss any questions or

comments and incorporate feedback into a Final Traffic Operations Technical Memorandum.

Schedule

Associated Engineering Group, Inc. will prepare and maintain a detail schedule for the project and submit
regular updates to the City and design team.
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TASK 4- CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS  :::..c  iic o1t ) G e
Associated Engineering Group, Inc. with the support services of Fehr & Peers will prepare plans,

specifications, and estimates (PS&E) for the intersection improvement project at Louise Avenue and
McKinley Avenue. |

The traffic signal modification design will accommodate the widening of Louise Avenue and include
modification of vehicle, bicycle; and pedestrian detection, vehicle and pedestr}ian signals, and intersection
safety lighting. Our design will include upgrading the existing pedestrian detection to Accessible Pedestrian
Signals with equipment located per the latest ADA and CA MUTCD guidance. We expect that the existing
controller and service cabinets will be able to remain in place. Plans will include updated conductor and
equipment schedules.

Our team will prepare PS&E at 60%, 90%, and 100% levels for City review. We will address comments at
each submittal level and prepare written responses to the comments. We will be available to meet with the
City following each review to discuss any comments. We have budgeted for one in person meeting and two
teleconferences during this task. Final plans will be submitted electronically in both .pdf and .dwg format as
well as hard copy mylar. Final specifications will be submitted electronically in Microsoft Word format. The
cost estimate will be provided as a lump sum item.

PS&E will comply with the latest City of Lathrop Design Standards, Standard Plans, Standard Specifications,
Caltrans Standard Plans (2018), Caltrans Standard Specifications (2018) and the California Manual on

Uniform Traffic Control Devices (CA MUTCD) (2014). PS&E will be prepared under the responsible charge of -
Ryan Carrel P.E., C61619 and Kristin Calia, P.E., C62461.

Traffic Signal Timing Sheet

Fehr & Peers will generate updated traffic signal timing parameters based upon the Task 3 Traffic Study
recommendations. We will provide the City with an updated traffic signal timing sheet in Microsoft Excel
format.

Our team will be available for support during the pre-bid and pre-construction periods. We will attend up to
two in-person meetings (pre-bid and pre-construction). We will be available to respond to contractor
questions and provide clarification on the Intersection Project PS&E. If necessary, we will provide revised
PS&E incorporating addenda resulting from the bidding process.
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Task 1 - Reconnaissance and Field Survey

Topographic Survey

Traffic Counts

Task 2 - Environmental

April May

2019

July

August September

October

November

NEPA Compliance

PES Form

CEQA Compliance Task

Evaluate Applicability of Potential Exemption

Notice of Exemption

lask 3 - Preliminary Engineering

Roadway Design and Civil Improvements

Forecasting and Traffic Study

Design Review and Approval

Task 4 - Construction Documents

Construction Documents

Plan Check Review and Approval

e
e

Task 5 - Bid Period Services

Bidding and Support Services

I

4

Note: Task item 2 - Environmental; may require additional technical studies which will require additional time to perform.
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ITEM 4.8

CITY MANAGER’S REPORT —ee e
AUGUST 12, 2019 CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING

ITEM: REINSTATE MASTER AGREEMENT AND APPROVE TASK
ORDER NO. 7 WITH INTERWEST CONSULTING GROUP
FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES IN THE BUILDING
DIVISION

RECOMMENDATION: Adopt Resolution Reinstating the Master Professional
Consulting Services Agreement and Approve Task
;- Order No. 7 with Interwest. Consulting Group to
Provide Continued Professional Services in the

Building Division

SUMMARY:

On July 18, 2016 City Council approved a Master Agreement with Interwest
Consulting Group (Interwest) to provide professional services. A series of Task
Orders have been approved to provide various professional services within the
Building Division. ‘

The Master Agreement and the most recent Task Order had a termination date of
June 30, 2019. In order to keep up with current Land Development projects,
residential, commercial and industrial; staff is requesting that Council reinstate the
Master Agreement and approve Task Order No. 7 to provide professional services
within the Building Division. '

Task Order No. 7 is for services on a time and material basis with a not to exceed
amount of $400,000. Task Order No. 7 will be fully funded by plan check fees
collected from development and will only be paid when revenue has been received.
Sufficient funds have been included in fiscal year 2019-20 approved budget and will
be paid from funds allocated in the Building Division professional services.

BACKGROUND:

While Interwest provides a variety of services, to date they have primarily performed
plan check services. Under the Master Agreement, Interwest would be paid 65% of
the plan check fees collected by the City for projects they review. Previously
Interwest has handled plan check review for River Islands development, complex
structural plan check for major commercial and industrial developments as well as
residential projects city-wide. Developers have been satisfied with the services
rendered. Below is a summary table of previously approved task orders to date: |,

__Task Order No.' .| - Date Approved |- .= ‘. ‘Work Scope Description: " *
- 1 07/18/16 Code Enforcement
2 07/18/16 - Plan Check Services
3 04/17/17 Plan Check Services
4 01/18/19 ‘ Plan Check Services
5 02/12/19 “Plan Check Services
) 6 04/08/19 Plan Check Services
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REINSTATE A MASTER CONSULTANT AGREEMENT AND APPROVE TASK
ORDER NO. 7 WITH INTERWEST CONSULTING GROUP FOR PROFESSIONAL
SERVICES IN THE BUILDING DIVISION

REASON FOR RECOMMENDATION:

Professional services are needed in the Building Division to keep up with current Land
Development projects, residential, commercial and industrial. The ability to use the
services of outside consultants makes it possible to keep minimal permanent staff
without having to resort to layoffs if construction slows down.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Proposed Task Order No. 7 is for additional plan check services by Interwest for an
amount not to exceed $400,000, will be fully funded by plan check fees collected
from development and will only be paid when revenue has been received. Sufficient
funds have been included in fiscal year 2019-20 approved budget and will be paid
from funds allocated in the Building Division professional services.

ATTACHMENTS:
A. Adopt Resolution to Reinstate Master Agreement and Approve Task Order No.
7 with Interwest Consulting Group to Provide Professmnal Services in the
Building Division
B. Reinstate Master Agreement between the City of Lathrop and Interwest
Consuiting Group to provide Plan Review, Building Inspection and Permit
Technician Services.

C. Task Order No. 7 with Interwest Consulting -Group to Provide to prowde Plan
Review, Building Inspection and Permit Technician Services
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APPROVALS: ¥
= 8.8 (9

Michael King ~— Date
Assistant Public Works Director

%MﬁQ! ¢Jz)I

a——— T

Cari James Date
Finance §&/Administrative
Services Director
| /
)MX g - g ~/ ?
Salvador Navarrete Date

City Attorney

£ 517
- St J. Salvatore Date

City Manager
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'RESOLUTION NO. 19-

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LATHROP TO
REINSTATE MASTER AGREEMENT AND APPROVE TASK ORDER NO. 7 WITH
INTERWEST CONSULTING GROUP TO PROVIDE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES IN
THE BUILDING DIVISION

WHEREAS, on July 18, 2016, Interwest Consulting Group '(Interwest) entered
into a Master Agreement and Task Order No. 1 and No. 2 with the City; and

WHEREAS, on April 17, 2017, City Council approved Task Order No. 3 to
provide additional Building Division Professional Plgn Check Services; and

WHEREAS, on January 18, 2018, the City issued Task Order No. 4 for Plan
Check Services to the Public Works Department; and

WHEREAS, on February 12, 2018, the City issued Task Order No. 5 for Plan
Check Services to the Public Works Department; and '

WHEREAS, on April 8, 2019, the City issued Task Order No. 6 for Plan Check
Services in the Building Division; and

WHEREAS, additional professional services are needed in the Building Division
to keep up with current Land Development projects, residential, commercial and
industrial; and

WHEREAS, staff is requesting that Council reinstate the Master Agreement
and approve Task Order No. 7 to provide professional services within the Building
Division; and ,

WHEREAS, Task Order No: 7 will be fully funded by plan check fees collected
from development and will only be paid when revenue has been received; and

WHEREAS, sufficient funds have been included in fiscal year 2019-20
approved budget and will be paid from funds allocated in the Building Division
professional services.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of
Lathrop does hereby approve to reinstate a Master Agreement and approve Task
Order No. 7 with Interwest Consulting Group, to provide Professional Services in the
Building Division.
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The foregoing resolution was passed and adopted this 12t day of August,
2019, by the following vote of the City Council, to wit:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:
Sonny Dhaliwal, Mayor
ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Teresa Vargas, City Clerk Salvador Navarrete, City Attorney
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| Attachment B

REINSTATE MASTER CONSULTANT AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE
CITY OF LATHROP AND INTERWEST CONSULTING GROUP

TO PROVIDE PLAN REVIEW, BUILDING INSPECTION AND PERMIT
TECHNICIAN SERVICES

THIS AGREEMENT, date-d for convenience this 12t day of August 2019, is by
and between Interwest Consulting Group. (“CONSULTANT”) and the CITY OF
LATHROP, a California municipal corporation (“CITY");

RECITALS:

WHEREAS, Council approved a Master Agreement with Interwest Consulting
Group on July 18, 2018 that expired on June 30, 2019; and

_ WHEREAS, CITY selected the CONSULTANT pursuant to said qualifications; and

WHEREAS, CITY and CONSULTANT agree to reinstate the Master Consulting
Agreement and extend termination date to June 30, 2022 (*Agreement”); and

NOW, THEREFORE, CONSULTANT and the CITY agree as follows:
AGREEMENT

(1) Scope of Service

CONSULTANT agrees to perform Plan Review, Building Inspection and Permit
Technician Services in conformance with an approved Scope of Work submitted
by the CONSULTANT. CONSULTANT agrees to diligently perform these services
in accordance with the upmost standards of its profession and CITY’S satisfaction.

(2) Compensation

CITY hereby agrees to pay CONSULTANT the amount indicated in each approved
Task Order, for the Plan Review, Building Inspection and Permit Technician
Services. City agrees to pay CONSULTANT within thirty (30) days of receipt of
billings containing all information required per Paragraph 5 below. Compensation
for any task must be equal to or less than the percentage of task complete.

In no event shall CONSULTANT be entitled to compensation for work not included
in an approved Task Order Scope of Work unless CITY’s authorized representative
executes a written change order or authorization describing the extra work and
payment terms prior to the commencement of the work.

Page 1 of 11
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CITY OF LATHROP — REINSTATE MASTER CONSULTING! AGREEMENT WITH
INTERWEST CONSULTING GROUP TO PROVIDE ENGINEERING PLAN CHECK
CONSULTING SERVICES

(3) Effective Date and Term

The effective date of this Agreement is August 12, 2019, and it shall terminate no
later than June 30, 2022.

(4) Independent Contractor Status

It is expressly understood and agreed by both parties that CONSULTANT, while
engaged in carrying out and complying with any of the terms and conditions of this
Agreement, is an independent contractor and not an employee of the CITY. As
an independent contractor, CONSULTANT is responsible for controlling the means
and methods to complete the scope of work describe in each approved Task Order
to the City’s satisfaction. CONSULTANT expressly warrants not to represent, at
any time or in any manner, that CONSULTANT is an employee of the CITY.

(5) Billings

CONSULTANT’S bills shall include a list of all tasks, a total amount due, the
amounts previously billed, and the net amount due on the invoice. Except as
specifically authorized by CITY, CONSULTANT shall not bill CITY for duplicate
services performed by more than one person. In no event shall CONSULTANT
submit any billing for an amount in excess of the rates or the maximum amount of
compensation provided in section (2) for either task or for the entire Agreement,
unless modified by a properly executed change order.

(6) Advice and Status Reporting

CONSULTANT shall provide the CITY with timely reports, orally or in writing, of all
significant developments arising during performance of its services hereunder, and
shall furnish to CITY such information as is necessary to enable CITY to monitor
the performance of this Agreement.

(7) Assignment of Personnel

CONSULTANT shall assign only competent personnel to perform services
pursuant to this Agreement. If CITY asks CONSULTANT to remove a person
assigned to the work called for under this Agreement, CONSULTANT agrees to
do so immediately, without requiring the City to process a reason or explanation
for its request.

The services shall be performed by, or under the direct supervision, of
CONSULTANT's Authorized Representative: Ron' Beehler, SE, CBO,
CONSULTANT shall not replace its Authorized Representatlve without the prior
written approval by the CITY.
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(8) Assignment and Subcontracting

It is recognized by the parties hereto that a substantial inducement to CITY for
entering into this Agreement was, and is, the profeSSIOnal reputation and
competence of CONSULTANT. Neither this Agreement nor any interest therein
may be assigned by CONSULTANT without the prior written approval of CITY’S
authorized representative. CONSULTANT shall not subcontract any portion of the
performance contemplated and provided for herein, other than the subcontractors
noted in the proposal, without prior written approval of the CITY’S authorized
representative.

(9) Insurance

On or before beginning any of the services or work called for by any term of this
Agreement, CONSULTANT, at its own cost and expense, shall carry, maintain for
the duration of the Agreement, and provide proof thereof that is acceptable to the
CITY the insurance specified in subsections (a) through (c) below with insurers
and under forms of insurance satisfactory in all respects to the CITY.
CONSULTANT shall not allow any subcontractor to commence work on any
subcontract until all insurance required of the CONSULTANT has also been
obtained for the subcontractor. Verification of this insurance shall be submitted
and made part of this Agreement prior to execution.

(a) Workers’ Compensation. CONSULTANT shall, at CONSULTANT’S
sole cost and expense, maintain Statutory Workers' Compensation
Insurance and Employer's Liability Insurance for any and all persons
employed directly or indirectly by CONSULTANT. Said Statutory
Workers' Compensation Insurance and Employer's Liability
Insurance shall be provided with limits of not less than one million
dollars. In the alternative, CONSULTANT may rely on a self-
insurance program to meet these requirements provided that the
program of self-insurance complies fully with the provisions of the
California Labor Code. The insurer, if insurance is provided, or the
CONSULTANT, if a program of self-insurance is provided, shall
waive all rights of subrogation against the CITY for loss arising from
work performed under this Agreement.
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(b)

Commercial General and Automobile Liability _Insurance.
CONSULTANT, at CONSULTANT’'S own cost and expense, shall
maintain commercial general and automobile liability insurance for
the period covered by this Agreement in an amount not less than one
million dollars per occurrence, combined single limit coverage for
risks associated with the work contemplated by this Agreement. If
Commercial General Liability Insurance or an Automobile Liability
form or other form with a general aggregate limit is used, either the
general aggregate limit shall apply separately to the work to be
performed under this Agreement or the general aggregate limit shall
be at least twice the required occurrence limit. Such coverage shall
include but shall not be limited to, protection against claims arising
from bodily and personal injury, including death resulting therefrom, -
and damage to property resulting from activities contemplated under
this Agreement, including the use of owned and non-owned
automobiles.

Coverage shall be at least as broad as Insurance Services Office
Commercial General Liability occurrence form CG 0001 (ed. 11/88)
and Insurance Services Office Automobile Liability form CA 0001
(ed. 12/90) Code 1 (any auto).

Each of the following shall be included in the insurance coverage or
added as an endorsement to the policy:

(i) CITY, its officers, employees, agents, and volunteers are to
be covered as insured with respect to each of the following:
liability arising out of activities performed by or on behalf of
CONSULTANT, including the insider's general supervision of
CONSULTANT; products and completed operations of
CONSULTANT; premises owned, occupied or used by
CONSULTANT. The coverage shall contain no special
limitations on the scope of protection afforded to CITY, its
officers, employees, agents, or volunteers.

(ii) The insurance shall cover on an occurrence or an accident
basis, and not on a claim made basis.

(i) An endorsement must state that coverage is primary
insurance and that no other insurance affected by the CITY
will be called upon to contribute to a loss under the coverage.

(iv)  Any failure of CONSULTANT to comply with reporting
provisions of the policy shall not affect coverage provided to
CITY and its officers, employees, agents, and volunteers.
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CONSULTING SERVICES

(v)

(vi)

1

Insurance is to be placed with California-admitted insurers
with a Best’s rating of no less than A: VIL.

Notice of cancellation or non-renewal must be received by
CITY at least thirty days prior to such change.

Professional Liability. CONSULTANT, at CONSULTANT’S own cost

and expense, shall maintain for the period covered by this
Agreement professional liability insurance for licensed professionals
performing work pursuant to this Agreement in an amount not less
than One Million Dollars ($1,000,000) per claim made and per policy
aggregate covering the licensed professionals’ errors and omissions,
as follows: |

(i)

(ii)

(i)

)

Any deductible or self-insured retention shall not exceed
$150,000 per claim. '

Notice of cancellation, material change, or non-renewal must
be received by the CITY at least thirty days prior to such
change shall be included in the coverage or added as an
endorsement to the policy.

" The policy must contain a cross liability or severability of

interest clause.

The following provisions shall apply if the professional liability
coverages are written on a claims made form:

1. The retroactive date of the policy must be shown and
must be before the date of the Agreement.

2. Insurance must be maintained and evidence of
insurance must be provided for at least five years after
completion of the Agreement or the work, so long as
commercially available at reasonable rates.

3. If coverage is canceled or not renewed and it is not
replaced with another claims made policy form with a
retroactive date that precedes the date of this
Agreement, CONSULTANT must provide extended
reporting coverage for a minimum of five years after
completion of the Agreement or the work. The CITY
shall have the right to exercise at the CONSULTANT’S
cost, any extended reporting provisions of the policy
should the CONSULTANT cancel or not renew the
coverage.

4, A copy of the claim reporting requirements must be
submitted to the CITY prior to the commencement of
any work under this Agreement.
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(d)

(e)

(f)

Deductibles _and Self-Insured Retentions. CONSULTANT shall
disclose the self-insured retentions and deductibles before beginning
any of the services or work called for by any term of this Agreement.
During the period covered by this Agreement, upon express written
authorization of the CITY’s authorized representative,
CONSULTANT may increase such deductibles or self-insured
retentions with respect to CITY, its officers, employees, agents, and
volunteers. The CITY’s authorized representative may condition
approval of an increase in deductible or self-insured retention levels
upon a requirement that CONSULTANT procure a bond
guaranteeing payment of losses and related investigations, claim
administration, and defense expenses that is satisfactory in all
respects to each of them.

Notice of Reduction in Coverage. In the event that any coverage
required under subsections (a), (b), or (c) of this section of the
Agreement is reduced, limited, or materially affected in any other
manner, CONSULTANT shall provide written notice to CITY at
CONSULTANT'S earliest possible opportunity and in no case later
than five days after CONSULTANT is notified of the change in
coverage.

In addition to any other remedies CITY may have if CONSULTANT
fails to provide or maintain any insurance policies or policy
endorsements to the extent and within the time herein required, CITY
may, at its sole option:

(i) Obtain such insurance and deduct and retain the amount of
the premiums for such insurance from any sums due under
the Agreement;

(ii) Order CONSULTANT to stop work under this Agreement or
withhold any payment which becomes due to CONSULTANT
hereunder, or both stop work and withhold any payment, until
CONSULTANT demonstrates 'compliance with the
requirements hereof; :

(il ~ Terminate this Agreement.
Exercise of any of the above remedies, however, is an alternative to

other remedies CITY may have and is not the exclusive remedy for
CONSULTANT’S breach.

(10) Indemnification - CONSULTANT’S Responsibility

As to the CONSULTANT'’S work hereunder; it is understood and agreed that (a)
CONSULTANT has the professional skills necessary to perform the work, (b) CITY
relies upon the professional skills of CONSULTANT to perform the work in a skillful
and professional manner, and (c) CONSULTANT thus agrees to so perform.
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Acceptance by CITY of the work performed under this Agreement does not operate
as a release of said CONSULTANT from such professional responsibility for the
work performed. It is further understood and agreed that CONSULTANT is
apprised of the scope of the work to be performed under this Agreement and
CONSULTANT agrees that said work can and shaII be performed in a fully
competent manner in accordance with the standard of care applicable to
CONSULTANT’S profession. |

CONSULTANT shall indemnify, defend, and hold CITY, its officers, employees,
agents, and volunteers harmless from and against any and all liability, claims,
suits, actions, damages, and causes of action arising out of any personal injury,
bodily injury, loss of life, or damage to property, or any violation of any federal,
state, or municipal law or ordinance, t0 the extent caused by the willful misconduct
or negligent acts or omissions of CONSULTANT, its employees, subcontractors,
or agents, or on account of the performance or character of this work, except for
any such claim arising out of the negligence or willful mlsconduct of the CITY, its
officers, employees, agents, or volunteers. It is understood that the duty of
CONSULTANT to indemnify and hold harmless includes the duty to defend as set
forth in Section 2778 of the California Civil Code. Acceptance of insurance
certificates and endorsements required under this Agreement does not relieve
CONSULTANT from liability under this indemnification and hold harmless clause.
This indemnification and hold harmless clause shall apply whether or not such
insurance policies shall have been determined to be applicable to any of such
damages or claims for damages.

(11) Licenses

If a license of any klnd which term is intended to include evidence of registration,
is required of CONSULTANT, its employees, agents, or subcontractors by federal
or state law, CONSULTANT warrants that such license has been obtained, is valid
and in good standing, and CONSULTANT shall keep it in effect at all times during
the term of this Agreement, and that any applicable bond has been posted in
accordance with all applicable laws and regulations.

(12) Business Licenses

CONSULTANT shall obtain and maintain a CITY of Lathrop Business License until
all Agreement services are rendered and accepted by the CITY.

(13) Termination

Either CITY or CONSULTANT may cancel this Agreement upon 30 days written
notification to the other party. In the event of termination, the CONSULTANT shall
be entitled to compensation for services performed to the effective date of
termination; provided, however, that the CITY may condition payment of such
compensation upon CONSULTANT’S delivery to the CITY of any or all documents,
photographs, computer software, video and audio tapes, and other materials
provided to CONSULTANT or prepared by or for CONSULTANT or the CITY in
connection with this Agreement.

Page 7 of 11

108



CITY OF LATHROP — REINSTATE MASTER CONSULTING AGREEMENT WITH
INTERWEST CONSULTING GROUP TO PROVIDE ENGINEERING PLAN CHECK
CONSULTING SERVICES

'(14) Funding

CONSULTANT agrees and understands that renewal of this agreement in
subsequent years is contingent upon action by the City Council consistent with the
appropriations limits of Article XllI (B) of the California Constitution and that the
Council may determine not to fund this agreement in subsequent years. -

(15) Notices

All contracts, appointments, approvals, authorizations, claims, demands, Change
Orders, consents, designations, notices, offers, requests and statements given
by either party to the other shall be in writing and shall be sufficiently given and
served upon the other panty if (1) personally served, (2) sent by the United States
mail, postage prepaid, (3) sent by private express delivery service, or (4) in the
case of a facsimile transmission, if sent to the telephone FAX number set forth
below during regular business hours of the receiving party and followed with two
(2) Days by delivery of a hard copy of the material sent by facsimile transmission.
Personal service shall include, without limitation, service by delivery and service
by facsimile transmission.

To City: City of Lathrop
City Clerk
390 Towne Centre
Lathrop, CA 95330

Copy to: City of Lathrop .
Public Works Department
390 Towne Centre
Lathrop, CA 95330
MAIN: (209) 941-7430

CONSULTANT: Interwest Consulting Group
Ron Beehler, SE, Regional Manager
1613 Santa Clara Drive, Suite 100
Roseville, CA 95661

. FedID #
Bus License #

(16) Miscellaneous

(a) Consent. Whenever in this Agreement the approval or consent of a
party is required, such approval or consent shall be in writing and
shall be executed by a person having the express authorlty to grant
such approval or consent. .
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(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(i)

Controlling Law. The parties agree that. this Agreement shall be
governed and construed by and in accordance with the Laws of the
State of California. -

Definitions. The definitions and terms are as defined in these
specifications.

Force Majeure. Neither party shall be deemed to be in default on
account of any delay or failure to perform its obligations under this
Agreement, which directly results from an Act of God or an act of a
superior governmental authority..

Headings. The paragraph headings are nct a part of this Agreement
and shall have no effect upon the construction or interpretation of
any part of this Agreement.

Incorporation of Documents. All documents constituting the
Agreement documents described in Section 1 hereof and all
documents which may, from time to time, be referred to in any duly
executed amendment hereto are by such reference incorporated in
the Agreement and shall be deemed to be part of this Agreement.

Integration. - This Agreement and any amendments hereto between
the parties constitute the entire Agreement between the parties
concerning the Project and Work, and there are no other prior oral or
written agreements between the parties that are not incorporated in
this Agreement.

Modification of Agreement. This Agreement shall not be modified or
be binding upon the parties unless such modification is agreed to in
writing and signed by the parties.

Provision. Any agreement, covenant, condition, clause, qualification,
restriction, reservation, term or other stipulation in the Agreement
shall define or otherwise control, establish or limit the performance
required or permitted or to be required of or permitted by either party.
All provisions, whether covenants or conditions, shall be deemed to
be both covenants and conditions.

Severability. [f a court of competent jurisdiction finds or rules that
any provision of this Agreement is void or unenforceable, the
provisions of this Agreement not so affected shall remain in full force
and effect.
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(k) Status of CONSULTANT. In the exercise of rights and obligations
under this Agreement, CONSULTANT acts as an independent
contractor and not as an agent or employee of CITY.

CONSULTANT shall not be entitled to any rights and benefits
accorded or accruing to the City Council members, officers or
employees of CITY, and CONSULTANT expressly waives any and
all claims to such right and benefits.

()] Successors and Assigns. The provisions of this Agreement shall
inure to the benefit of, and shall apply to and bind, the successors
and assigns of the patrties.

(m) Time of the Essence. Time is of the essence of this Agreement and
each of its provisions. In the calculation of time hereunder, the time
in which an act is to be performed shall be computed by excluding
the first Day and including the last. If the time in which an act is to
be performed falls on a Saturday, Sunday or any Day observed as a
legal holiday by CITY, the time for performance shall be extended to
the following Business Day.

(n)  Venue. In the event that suit is brought by either party hereunder,
the parties agree that trial of such action shall be vested exclusively
in the state courts of California in the County of San Joaquin or in the
United States District Court for the Eastern District of California.

(o) Recovery of Costs. The prevailing party in any action brought to
enforce the terms of this Agreement or arising out of this Agreement
may recover its reasonable costs, including reasonable attorney’s
fees, incurred or expended in connection with such action against
the non-prevailing party. !

(17) Notice to Proceed

Prior to commencing work under this agreement, CONSULTANT shall receive a
written “Notice to Proceed” from CITY. A Notice to Proceed shall not be issued
until all necessary insurances have been received. City shall not be obligated to
pay CONSULTANT for any services prior to issuance of the Notice to Proceed.

(18) Signatures

The individuals executing this Agreement represent and warrant that they have the
right, power, legal capacity, and authority to enter into and to execute this
Agreement on behalf of the respective legal entities of the CONSULTANT and the
CITY. This agreement shall inure to the benefit of and be binding upon the parties
hereto and their respective successors and assigns.
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Approved as to Form:

Recommended for Approval:

Approved by:
Resolution No.

CONSULTANT:

City of Lathrop
City Attorney

=

§-7=/?

Salvador Navarrete

City of Lathrop
Assistant Public Work Director

Date

Michael King

City of Lathrop
390 Towne Centre Drive
Lathrop, CA 95330

Date

Stephen J. Salvatore
City Manager

Interwest Consulting Group

Ron Beehler, SE, Regional Manager
1613 Santa Clara Drive, Suite 100
Roseville, CA 95661

Fed ID #
Bus License #

Date

Signature

Date

(Print Name and Title)
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i Attachment C

CITYOFLATHROP
TASK ORDER NO. 7

PURSUANT TO REINSTATED MASTER CONSULTING AGREEMENT -

DATED AUGUST 12, 2019 WITH INTERWEST CONSULTING GROUP

TO PROVIDE PLAN REVIEW, BUILDING INSPECTION AND PERMIT
TECHNICIAN SERVICES

THIS TASK ORDER NO.7, dated for convenience this 121" day of August 2019 is
by and made and entered into by and between INTERWEST CONSULTING GROUP
(‘CONSULTANT”) and the CITY OF LATHROP, a California municipal corporation
(“CITY™); ,

RECITALS:

WHEREAS, on July 18, 2016, CONSULTANT entered into a Master Agreement
and Task Order No. 1 and No. 2 (“AGREEMENT”) with the CITY, by which the
CONSULTANT has agreed to provide plan review, building inspection and permit
tecthIan services; and

WHEREAS, on April 17,2017, City Council approved Task Order No. 3 to provnde
additional Building Division Professional Plan Check Services; and

WHEREAS, on January 18, 2018, the City issued Task Order No. 4 for Plan Check
Services to the Public Works Department; and

WHEREAS, on February 12, 2018, the City issued Task Order No. 5 for Plan
Check Services to the Public Works Department; and

WHEREAS, on April 8, 2019, the City issued Task Order No. 6 for Plan Check
Services in the Building Division; and

WHEREAS, on August 12, 2019, City Council approved to reinstate a Master
Agreement and extend termination date to June 30, 2022; and

WHEREAS, CONSULTANT submitted a scope of work as shown in Exhibit “A”;
and

WHEREAS, CONSULTANT is specially trained, experienced, and competent to
perform Building Division Professional Plan Check Services, which are required by this
agreement; and

WHEREAS, CITY selected the CONSULTANT pursuant to said qualifications; and
WHEREAS, CONSULTANT is willing to render such plan review, building

inspection and permit technician services, as hereinafter defined, on the following terms
and conditions;
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NOW, THEREFORE, CONSULTANT and the CITY agree as follows:

(1)

(2)

(3)

4)

(5)

AGREEMENT

Incorporation of Master Agreement

This Task Order No. 7 hereby incorporates by reference all terms and
conditions set forth in the Reinstated Master Consulting Agreement for plan
review, building inspection and permit technician services, unless
specifically modified by this Task Order.

Scope of Service

CONSULTANT agrees to perform plan review, building inspection and
permit technician services in accordance with the scope of work and fee
proposal attached hereto as Exhibit “A” to this Task Order.

‘CONSULTANT agrees to diligently perform these services in accordance
with the upmost standards of its profession and to the CITY’S satisfaction.

Effective Date and Term.

| _
The effective date of this Task Order No. 7 is August 12, 2019, and it shall
terminate no later than June 30, 2022.

Compensation

CITY hereby agrees to pay CONSULTANT hourly rates and other charges
not to exceed $400,000 for the Plan Review, Building Inspection and
Permit Technician Services, at the detailed rates detailed in Exhibit A.
CONSULTANT shall be paid any uncontested sum due and payable within
thirty (30) days of receipt of billings containing all information pursuant to
Paragraph 5 below. Compensation for any task must be equal to or less
than the percentage of task complete. In no event shall CONSULTANT be
entitled to compensation for work not included in Exhibit “A”; unless a
written change order or authorization describing the extra work and
payment terms has been executed by CITY’s authorized representative
prior to the commencement of the work.

Notice to Proceed

Prior to commencing work under this agreement, CONSULTANT shall
receive a written “Notice to Proceed” from CITY. A Notice to Proceed shall
not be issued until all necessary bonds and insurance have been received.
City shall not be obligated to pay CONSULTANT for any services prior to
issuance of the Notice to Proceed.

Page 2 of 3
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CITY OF LATHROP — TASK ORDER NO. 7 WITH INTERWEST-CONSULTING GROUP
PROFESSIONAL PLAN CHECK SERVICES IN THE BUILDING; DIVISION

(6) Signatures

The individuals executing this Agreement represent and warrant that they
have the right, power, legal capacity, and authority to enter into and to
execute this Agreement on behalf of the respective legal entities of the
CONSULTANT and the CITY. This agreement shall inure to the benefit of
and be binding upon the parties hereto and their respective successors and

assigns. ;
: .'
Approved as to Form: City of Lathrop /
— £.7-)9
Salvador Navarrete Date
Recommended for Approval: City of Lathrop A

Assistant Public Works Director

Michael King , Date

Accepted by: ,
Resolution No: City of Lathrop'
390 Towne Centre Drive
Lathrop, CA 95330

Stephen J. Salvatore Date
City Manager

CONSULTANT: Interwest Consulting Group
' Ron Beehler, SE, Regional Manager
1613 Santa Clara Drive, Suite 100
Roseville, CA 95661

Fed ID #
Bus License #

Signature Date

(Print Name and title)

Page 3 of 3
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Exhibit A

IN'IERWES'IICONSUITING GROUP
'

July 26, 2019

Mr. Michael King

Assistant Public Works Director
Lathrop City Hall

390 Towne Centre Drive
Lathrop, CA 95330

RE: Proposal to Provide Plan Review, Building Inspection and Permit Techmclan Services
Dear Mr. King,

Interwest Consulting Group Company, is pleased to submit our proposal to provide Building Inspection, Permit
Technician and Plan Review Services to the City of Lathrop, as needed, to comply with State laws. We understand
with the improving economy and recent changes in State Law, the City of Lathrop is seeking the services of building
and safety consulting firms to address accessibility, peak work load demands and to maintain timely services. We -
understand the City is seeking consulting firms to provide professional services for the plan review of commercial and
residential structures to verify compliance with the most current adopted versions of the California Building Standards
Code, Lathrop City Ordinances, and relevant State and Federal Laws. We further understand that services may
include coordination between City agencies, designers, and builders in the community

All proposed services will be directed from our local Roseville office. The team members will be carefully screened
and selected specifically for their unique experience, licenses, certifications and proposed significant contribution to
the City. Of special note is the high degree of work experience and familiarity with building department policies and
procedures gained thru experience providing services similar to those being requested.

We view the key elements to serving the City of Lathrop as follows:

v' Providing qualified and experienced staff to perform professional building permit processing,
inspection and plan check services.

v Providing qualified and experienced staff to provide plan reviews partlcularly Certified AcceSS|b1I|ty
Specialists and Licensed Structural Engineers.

v’ Providing a high level of customer service for internal and external customers.

v Balancing the needs of the community by providing as needed services to address peak workload
demands, in order to maintain reasonable response times for department services.

Interwest Consulting Group provides building plan review, building permit processing and inspection services to
many communities throughout California and presently provides these services to the City of Clovis, City of Modesto,
City of Manteca, City of Tracy, City of Turlock, City of Sonora, Fresno County and many more central and northern
California communities.
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I will serve as the main point of contact for all services. Please call me at 916. 204 3178 if you have any
questions related to this proposal or would like to discuss any of the services provided by Interwest
Consulting Group.

Sincerely,

e
}‘;i.;(;(,m

S
Y

e
!

Ron Beehler, SE, CBO

Director of Building Safety Services
Interwest Consulting Group
rbeehler@interwestarp.com
916.204.3178

interwest Consuiting Group | 1613 Santa Clara Drive | Suite 100 | Roseville, CA 95661
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INTRODUCTION |
Interwest Consulting Group has been in business just over 14 years and currently employs over 400 employees
spanning a multitude of disciplines, roles and job placements to municipalities within code enforcement building
safety and public works departments throughout California. We work hard to provide professional buﬂdlng safety
services with a customer service focus in the manner expected by our clients. !

- We specialize in tailoring staffing and services to fit client needs. When work levels are high, we increase staffing to
meet the demand. When work slows down, we can fade into the background without compromising service. Our
services can quickly grow to provide an entire team of experts on a project or satisfy a client need with a single
individual. We can also draw upon our many other professionals located within offices throughout California if
required.

We offer top personnel with extensive experience. All are seasoned jurisdictional staffs who understand the
procedures, policies and deadlines necessary to keep governments running smoothly. We work strictly for city and
county municipalities thus avoiding any conflict of interest. Since we work so closely with our clients, we know
successful customer service is best delivered by people who shine in their professions. All of our staff offers
exceptional experience and long-standing relationships within the industry.

SCOPE OF SERVICES

We understand the City is looking for a consultant who can provide an experienced team to provide as needed pian
review, permit technician and building inspection services. Our personnel will seamlessly integrate and coordinate
with the City departments and provide uninterrupted, efficient, and cost-effective building department services to the
public.

Interwest Consulting Group has a proven track record providing these same services to jurisdictions and has the
resources to remain flexible w1th experienced staff that is available to provide the services immediately to the City of
Lathrop. :

The proposed team is comprised of highly experienced, customer-service oriented professionals who have
successfully served many client jurisdictions. We view our role and mission is to provide the following:

v’ A team of professionals with high-level experience and skills in successful
management of building department services, staff with a customer service focus and
thorough knowledge of building department policies and procedures, and promoting
cooperation and partnership with other City departments and outside agencies.

v’ Licensed Plan Review Engineers and/or ICC certified Plans Examihers for thorough i
and timely plan reviews to ensure compliance to all Building Codes and City and State
laws and requirements. .

¢

v’ Licensed Structural Engineers who have extensive experience with large and complex
projects.

v’ CASp Certified Staff who are intimately familiar with the regulatory requirements related
to ensuring buildings comply with the latest accessibility guidelines and requirements.

v'  Certified Inspector(s) with broad experience in jurisdictional procedures and the highest
commitment to customer service.

v Services in a cost-effective manner that remains within budget constraints.
|

Interwest Consulting Group | 1613 Santa Clara Drive | Suite 100 | Roseville, CA 95661
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v’ Provide pick up and delivery of all plans to and from the City at no cost to the City.

COMPENSATION

For complete plan review services for projects reviewed in our offices, we propose a fee equal to 65% of the plan
review fees based on your adopted fee schedule. Plan review services will include an initial first review and two back
check reviews of the plans. Any additional plan review services required beyond the third review will be billed at our
hourly rates listed within the Schedule of Hourly Billing Rates shown below.

For in-house services, we propose utilizing the hourly rates listed within the Schedule of Hourly Billing Rates for the
specific classification utilized for services. We are willing to negotiate a mutually acceptable fee for large projects and
special projects on a case-by-case basis.

For structural only and other partial reviews such as foundation only, preliminary reviews or others, we propose to
negotiate a mutually agreeable fixed fee based on the specific services requested or provide services on an hourly
basis using the rates listed in our Schedule of Hourly Billing Rates shown below.

SCHEDULE OF HOURLY BILLING RATES -

CLASSIFICATION HOURLY BILLING RATE
Licensed Engineer Plans EXaMINET.........coocvriiriiiiini i s s $125
ICC Certifedd Plans EXAMINET .......oirieervreievieeiirr e e e see e sin e en st s as e avbrs s $ 9%
0N S PP PPP PRSP PP $ 90
BUIIING INSPECIOT. .. cvevvevites et e e st sbe et ab bbb abe e $ 88
PerMIit TECRNICIAN. .. ... vvvr et ettt it e e et e ettt e e et e s cer e e e bt e ree e e ar e srs b e sra e $ 62
Code Enforcement OffiCeT.....ccoviviii i et e e s e $ 90
Expedited Plan Review .............occ v 140% of the the Plan Review Fee for the specific project. Expedite
services utilize turn-around times of one half the agreed upon times for non-expedite projects. :
Inspection/Permit Technician Overtime...........coocviiiiiininiii e 140% of Above Listed Hourly Rate

Miscellaneous charges will include:
Mileage within the City for InSpections............ccocvvii i Current IRS Vehicle Mileage
Rate

Interwest Consulting Group | 1613 Santa Clara Drive | Suite 100 | Roseville, CA 95661
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ITEM 4.9

CITY MANAGER’S REPORT
AUGUST 12, 2019, CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING

ITEM: ACCEPTANCE OF PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY AND
PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENT DEDICATIONS
ASSOCIATED WITH BUILDING PERMIT 19-0218
LOCATED AT 14226 AVON AVENUE

RECOMMENDATION: Adopt Resolution Accepting Dedication of Public
Right-of-Way and Public Utility Easement for Avon
Avenue Associated with Building Permit 19-0218
Located at 14226 Avon Avenue

SUMMARY:

German Sainez, legal landowner of 14226 Avon Avenue, has submitted a building
permit application to demolish an existing structure and construct a new
manufactured home on the 1-acre lot. Pursuant to City of Lathrop Municipal Code
Section 12.12.070 and Map Act Article 3, Section 66475, developers are required to
grant to the City all required easements and rights-of-way necessary for the
installation of streets, utilities and public service facilities.

Mr. Sainez has offered a Dedication of Grant Deed for right-of-way and public utility
easement for 14226 Avon Avenue. Staff is requesting that City Council formally
accept the dedication of public right-of-way and public utility easement for Avon
Avenue associated with Building Permit 19-0218 located at 14226 Avon Avenue.

BACKGROUND:

German Sainez, legal landowner of 14226 Avon Avenue, has submitted a building
permit application to demolish an existing structure and construct a new
manufactured home on the 1l-acre lot. Pursuant to City of Lathrop Municipal Code
Section 12.12.070 and Map Act Article 3, Section 66475, developers are required to
grant to the City all required easements and rights-of-way necessary for the
installation of streets, utilities and public service facilities.

Pursuant to City of Lathrop Municipal Code Section 12.12.040, Mr. Sainez will enter
into Deferred Frontage Improvement Agreement 19-04 (DFIA 19-04) with the City of
Lathrop to ensure his contribution to the ultimate design and construction of Avon
Avenue. The ultimate construction of Avon Avenue including but not limited to curb,
gutter, sidewalk, pavement, and utility improvements will be deferred until it is
determined that drainage facilities are adequate to support the area and the
improvements can be made as an area project rather than on an individual basis. Mr.
Sainez has offered dedication of 5 feet of public right-of-way and 10 feet of public
utility easement to the City which provides adequate street width for the ultimate
improvements. '
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CITY MANAGER'’S REPORT PAGE 2
AUGUST 12, 2019, CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING

ACCEPTANCE OF PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY AND PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENT
DEDICATIONS ASSOCIATED WITH BUILDING PERMIT 19-0218 LOCATED AT
14226 AVON AVENUE

Staff is requesting that City Council formally accept the dedication of public right-of-
way and public utility easement for Avon Avenue associated with Building Permit 19-
“\0218 located at 14226 Avon Avenue.

REASON FOR RECOMMENDATION:

The dedications of public right-of-way and public utility easementiare required for
development pursuant to the City of Lathrop Municipal Code and must be accepted
prior to the issuance of final occupancy.

FISCAL IMPACT:

None.

ATTACHMENTS:

A. Resolution Accepting Dedication of Public Right-of-Way and Public Utility

Easement for Avon Avenue Associated with Building Permit 19-0218 Located
at 14226 Avon Avenue

B. Offer of Dedication of Grant Deed for 14226 Avon Avenue between the City of
Lathrop and Germain Sainez
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CITY MANAGER'’S REPORT PAGE 3
AUGUST 12, 2019, CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING

ACCEPTANCE OF PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY AND PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENT
DEDICATIONS ASSOCIATED WITH BUILDING PERMIT 19-0218 LOCATED AT
14226 AVON AVENUE

APPROVALS:
M/ 2/29/19
Brad Ta¥for Date

Associate Engineer

\/moxmb/— 1lral, 9

Mi@ing i Date
Assistant Director of Public Works

Cari 3] Date
Finance dministrative
Services Director

—_— /
} *'V\><( D17
Salvador Navarrete Date

City Attorney

e 8419
Stepken J. Salvatore Date

City Manager
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RESOLUTION NO. 19-

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LATHROP ACCEPTING
DEDICATION OF PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY AND PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENT FOR
AVON AVENUE ASSOCIATED WITH BUILDING PERMIT 19-0218 LOCATED AT
14226 AVON AVENUE

WHEREAS, German Sainez, legal landowner of 14226 - Avon Avenue, has
submitted a building permit application to demolish an existing structure and
construct a new manufactured home on the 1-acre lot; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to City of Lathrop Municipal Code Section 12.12.070 and
Map Act Article 3, Section 66475, developers are required to grant to the City all
required easements and rights-of-way necessary for the installation of streets,
utilities and public service facilities; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to City of Lathrop Municipal Code Section 12.12.040, Mr.
Sainez will enter into Deferred Frontage Improvement Agreement 19-04 (DFIA 19-
04) with the City of Lathrop to ensure contribution to the ultimate design and
construction of Avon Avenue; and :

WHEREAS, Mr. Sainez has offered dedication of 5 feet of public right-of-way
and 10 feet of public utility easement to the City which provides adequate street
width for the ultimate improvements; and

WHEREAS, Staff is requesting that City Council formally accept the dedication
of public right-of-way and public utility easement for Avon Avenue associated with
Building Permit 19-0218 located at 14226 Avon Avenue.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the City Council of the City of Lathrop
does hereby accept the dedication of public right-of-way and public utility easement
for Avon Avenue associated with Building Permit 19-0218 located at 14226 Avon
Avenue.
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The foregoing resolution was passed and adopted this 12" day of August 2019,
by the following vote of the City Council, to wit:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:
Sonny Dhaliwal, Mayor
ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

%

Teresa Vargas, City Clerk Salvador Navarrete, City Attorney
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Attachment B

PY

RECORDING REQUESTED BY:
City of Lathrop, CA

WHEN RECORDED, PLEASE MAIL TO: ) (’1.
City of Lathrop

City Clerk

390 Towne Centre Drive
Lathrop, California 95330

SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE IS FOR RECORDER'S USE

Offer of Dedication of Grant Deed

(14226 Avon Avenue)
THIS INTRUMENT BENEFITS THE CITY ONLY. NO FEE REQUIRED.

THE UNDERSIGNED GRANTOR(S) DECLARE(S): DOCUMENTARY TRANSFER TAX IS $.0.00 R&TC Transfer to Government Agency
( ) computed on full value of property conveyed, or
{ ) computed on full value less liens and encumbrances remaining at time of sale.
( )} Unincorporated area { X ) City of Lathrop

For a valuable consideration, receipt of which is hereby acknowledged,
German Sainez, legal landowner,

hereby grants to
CITY OF LATHRORP, a California municipal corporation,
that property in City of Lathrop, San Joaquin County, State of California, described as:

***See attached Exhibit “A” and Exhibit “B” attached hereto and made a part hereof**
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CALIFORNIA ACKNOWLEDGMENT CIVIL CODE § 1189

Anotary public or other officer completing this certificate verifies only the identity of the individual who signed the document
to which this certificate is attached, and not the truthfulness, accuracy, or validity of that document.

State of California }
County of _%W 724¢M/A
/ 23/]@ before me, Qd“// }Z/ar/# Ao /“0”’*/ cubli’c

Date Here Insert Name and T/tle/ of fl‘;e Officer

personally appeared é?él/‘ﬂ/)ﬂ n S/// ez
Name(s) of Signer(s)

who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed
to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in his/her/their
authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the person(s), or the entity
upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument.

I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the
laws of the State of California that the foregoing
paragraph is true and correct.

RAVI HARIT

Notary Public - California . -
San Joaquin County WITNESS my hand and official seal.

Commission # 2287850

502" My Comm. Expires May 9, 2023 ﬂ W
: Signature dl M

Place Notary Seal and/or Stamp Above S/gnature of Notary Public
OPTIONAL

Completing this information can deter alteration of the document or
fraudulent reattachment of this form to an unintended document.

Description of Attached Document
Title or Type of Document:
Document Date: Number of Pages:
Signer(s) Other Than Named Above:

Capacity(ies) Claimed by Signer(s)

Signer’s Name: Signer’s Name:

O Corporate Officer — Title(s): O Corporate Officer — Title(s):

O Partner — O Limited O General 0O Partner — O Limited O General

O Individual O Attorney in Fact O Individual O Attorney in Fact

O Trustee _ O Guardian or Conservator O Trustee O Guardian or Conservator
O Other: O Other:

Signer is Representing: Signer is Representing:

©2018 National Notary Association
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Wong Engineers, Inc. |

4578 Feather River Drive. Suite A Zachary C. Wong P.E., P.L.S.
Stockton, California 95219 ' :

Phone (209) 476-0011

JUNE 20, 2019

EXHIBIT “A”
LEGAL DESCRIPTION FOR RIGHT-OF-WAY DEDICATION
& 10-FOOT-WIDE PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENT

RIGHT-OF-WAY DEDICATION: _
THE REAL PROPERTY DESCRIBED BELOW IS DEDICATED AS AN EASEMENT
FOR PUBLIC PURPOSES:

BEING A PORTION OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 23, TOWNSHIP
1 SOUTH, RANGE 6 EAST, MOUNT DIABLO BASE AND MERIDIAN, CITY OF
LATHROP, COUNTY OF SAN JOAQUIN, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

THE WEST 5 FEET OF LOT 68 OF TRACT NO. 142, LATHROP ACRES,
ACCORDING TO THE OFFICIAL MAP OR PLAT THEREOF FILED FOR RECORD
APRIL 11, 1947 IN VOLUME 11 AT PAGE 136, SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY RECORDS.

CONTAINING 750 SQUARE FEET, MORE OR LESS.

10-FOOT-WIDE PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENT:

BEING A PORTION OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 23, TOWNSHIP
1 SOUTH, RANGE 6 EAST, MOUNT DIABLO BASE AND MERIDIAN, CITY OF
LATHROP, COUNTY OF SAN JOAQUIN, STATE OF CALIFORNIA MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

THE EAST 10 FEET OF THE WEST 15 FEET OF LOT 68 OF TRACT NO. 142,
LATHROP ACRES, ACCORDING TO THE OFFICIAL MAP OR PLAT THEREOF
FILED FOR RECORD APRIL 11, 1947 IN VOLUME 11 AT PAGE 136, SAN JOAQUIN
COUNTY RECORDS.

CONTAINING 1,500 SQUARE FEET, MORE OR LESS.
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ATTACHED HERETO IS A PLAT ENTITLED EXHIBIT “B” WHICH BY THIS
REFERENCE IS MADE A PART HEREOF.

PREPARED BY:
A, C Wey

ZAGHARIY C. WONG, L.S. 7600
DAI'E: JUNE 20, 2019
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10'—WIDE PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENT
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ITEM 4.10

CITY MANAGER’S REPORT
AUGUST 12, 2019, CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING

ITEM: : APPROVE TASK ORDER NO. 3 TO THE MASTER
CONSULTANT AGREEMENT WITH VALI COOPER
& ASSOCIATES, INC., TO PROVIDE
CONSTRUCTION INSPECTION SERVICES FOR
RIVER ISLANDS DEVELOPMENT STAGE 2A AND
PHASE 1B IMPROVEMENTS \

RECOMMENDATION: Adopt Resolution Approving Task Order No. 3
to the Master Consultant Agreement dated,
July 9, 2018, with Vali Cooper & Associates,
Inc., to Provide Construction Management and
Inspection Services for River Islands
Development Stage 2A and Phase 1B
Improvements

SUMMARY:

Construction inspection services are needed to oversee construction of public
improvements within the River Islands Development Stage 2A and Phase 1B areas.
Staff requests City Council adopt a resolution approving Task Order No. 3 with Vali
Cooper & Associates, Inc. (VCA). The scope of services for Task Order No. 3 is within
the authorized Master Agreement for Construction Management and Inspection
Services dated July 9, 2018. Task Order No. 3 includes inspections for Golden Valley
Parkway utility improvements, J-7 Street improvements, and the installation of a
pedestrian bridge in the River Islands Development Stage 2B area. The cost of Task
Order No. 3 is $69,993 and is fully funded by inspection fees collected from the
developer. Staff is requesting City Council adopt a resolution approving Task Orders
No. 3 with VCA to provide construction inspection services for the River Islands
Development Stage 2A and Phase 1B Improvements The cost of the inspection
services required are as follows:

Construction Inspection Services for Task Order 3 | Costs
1B — Golden Valley Parkway Utility Improvements $43,218
1B — J-7 Street Improvements $17,535
2A — Pedestrian Bridge $9,240
Total $69,993
BACKGROUND:

On July 9, 2018, City Council approved a Master Agreement with VCA for Construction
Management and Inspection Services and Task Order No. 1 for the River Islands
Development Project. Task Order No. 1 included oversight for 1,182 homes that were
built within Stage 2B area. Task Order No. 2 included the construction management
and inspection of improvements to Street A, backbone infrastructure, and River
Islands Parkway.
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CITY MANAGER’S REPORT PAGE 2
AUGUST 12, 2019, CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING

APPROVE TASK ORDER NO. 3 WITH VALI COOPER & ASSOCIATES, INC., TO
PROVIDE CONSTRUCTION INSPECTION SERVICES FOR RIVER ISLANDS
STAGE 2A AND PHASE 1B IMPROVEMENTS

Currently, construction inspection services are needed to oversee utility
improvements in Golden Valley Parkway, improvements to J-7 Street, and the
installation of a pedestrian bridge in Stage 2B of River Islands. Staff is requesting
City Council adopt a resolution approving Task Order No. 3 with VCA for $69,993 to
provide construction inspection services for the River Islands Development Stage 2A
and Phase 1B Improvements.

Below is a summary table of previously approved task orders to date:

Task Order Date Approved Amount Task Description
1 7/9/18 $1,141,402 Constru;tlon_ Inspection
ervices
Construction Inspection
2 4/8/19 $330,200 Services
1B — Golden Valley
Parkway Utility
Pending Approval Improvements
3 with Item $69,993 1B — J-7 Street
Improvements
2A — Pedestrian Bridge

Total for Task Orders 1-3 = $1,541,595
REASON FOR RECOMMENDATION:

In order to keep up with the fast pace of construction in the River Islands
Development, the City needs additional support for construction inspection services.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Construction inspection services for River Islands Development Stage 2A
Improvements and Phase 1B Improvements will be funded from inspection fees paid
by River Islands Development. The cost of VCA’s Task Order No. 3 in the amount of
$69,993 will be paid from funds allocated in fiscal year 2019-20 Construction
Management Division professional services account. Below is a summary of the costs
for inspection services required:

Improvements Costs
1B — Golden Valley Parkway Utility Improvements $43,218
1B — J-7 Street Improvements $17,535
2A — Pedestrian Bridge $9,240
Total for Task Order 3 $69,993
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CITY MANAGER’S REPORT PAGE 3
AUGUST 12, 2019, CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING

APPROVE TASK ORDER NO. 3 WITH VALI COOPER & ASSOCIATES, INC., TO
PROVIDE CONSTRUCTION INSPECTION SERVICES FOR RIVER ISLANDS
STAGE 2A AND PHASE 1B IMPROVEMENTS

ATTACHMENTS:

A. Resolution Approving Task Order No. 3 to the Master Consultant Agreement
dated, July 9, 2018, with Vali Cooper & Associates, Inc., to. Provide Construction
Management and Inspection Services for River Islands Development Stage 2A
and Phase 1B Improvements ‘

B. Task Order No. 3 to the Master Agreement dated, July 9, 2018, between the City
of Lathrop and Vali Cooper & Associates, Inc.
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CITY MANAGER’S REPORT \ IPAGE 4/
AUGUST 12, 2019, CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING

APPROVE TASK ORDER NO. 3 WITH VALI COOPER & ASSOCIATES, INC., TO
PROVIDE CONSTRUCTION INSPECTION SERVICES FOR RIVER ISLANDS
STAGE 2A AND PHASE 1B IMPROVEMENTS

APPROV
< ' S /, ///(
n Medm# Date ©~ /
Assistant Engineer
 ——— _ B--1q
Michael King [ Date

Assistant Public Works Director

Cari James C, Date
Finance & Administrative

Services Director _,/ .
=y §-677

Salvador Navarrete Date :

City Attorney

| 8749
= Steph ~Salvatore Date |

City Manager
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RESOLUTION NO. 19-

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LATHROP
APPROVING TASK ORDER NO. 3 TO THE MASTER CONSULTANT AGREEMENT
DATED, JULY 9, 2018, WITH VALI COOPER & ASSOCIATES, INC., TO PROVIDE
CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT AND INSPECTION SERVICES FOR RIVER
ISLANDS DEVELOPMENT STAGE 2A AND PHASE 1B IMPROVEMENTS

WHEREAS, the River Islands Development has been moving forward and
plans for River Islands Development Stage 2A and Phase 1B improvements are
approved; and

WHEREAS, in order to keep up with the fast pace of construction in the River
Islands Development, the City needs additional support for construction inspection
services; and \

WHEREAS, City Council approved a Master Consultant Agreement with Vali
Cooper and Associates, Inc., to provide construction and |nspect|on services for the
River Islands Development on July 9, 2018; and

WHEREAS, staff requests that the City Council approve Task Order No. 3 for
construction inspection services for the River Islands Development Stage 2A and
Phase 1B which includes utility improvements for Golden Valley Parkway,
improvements to J-7 Street, and the mstallatlon of a pedestrlan bridge for a total not
to exceed amount of $69,993; and ‘

WHEREAS, the cost for Task Order No. 3 is fully funded by the developer of
the River Islands Development Stage 2A and Phase 1B improvements.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of
Lathrop hereby approves Task Order No. 3 with Vali Cooper and Associates, Inc., to
provide Construction Inspection Services for the River Islands Development stage 2A
and Phase 1B improvements in the amount of $69,993.
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The foregoing resolution was passed and adopted this 12 day of August, 2019, by
the following vote of the City Council, to wit:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:
Sonny Dhaliwal, Mayor
ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

[

Teresa Vargas, City Clerk Salvador Navarrete, City Attorney
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CITY OF LATHROP
TASK ORDER NO. 3

PURSUANT TO MASTER CONSULTING AGREEMENT DATED
JULY 9, 2018 WITH VALI COOPER & ASSOCIATES, INC., TO
PROVIDE CONSTRUCTION INSPECTIONS SERVICES AT RIVER

ISLANDS DEVELOPMENT AREA |

THIS TASK ORDER NO. 3, dated for convenience this 12t day of August, 2019,
is by and made and entered into by and between Vali Cooper & Associates, Inc.
(“CONSULTANT”), formally Vali Cooper and Associates, Inc., and the CITY OF
LATHROP, a California municipal corporation (“CITY”); ’

RECITALS:

WHEREAS, on July 9, 2018, CONSULTANT entered into a Master Agreement and
Task Order No. 1 (“AGREEMENT") with the CITY, by which the CONSULTANT has
agreed to provide Construction Inspection Services at the River Islands
Development area; and

WHEREAS, on April 8, 2019, City Council approved Task Order No. 2 to provide
Construction Inspection Services at the River Islands Development area; and

WHEREAS, CONSULTANT is specially trained, experienced, and competent to
perform Construction Inspection Services, which are required by this agreement; and

WHEREAS,'CITY selected the CONSULTANT pursuant to said qualifications; and

WHEREAS, CONSULTANT is wi‘IIing to render such CONSTRUCTION
INSPECTION SERVICES, as hereinafter defined, on the following terms and conditions;

NOW, THEREFORE, CONSULTANT and the CITY agree as follows:

AGREEMENT

(1) Incorporation of Master Agreement

This Task Order No. 3 hereby incorporates by reference all terms and
conditions set forth in the Master Agreement for Construction Inspection
Services for the River Islands Development project, unless specifically
modified by this Task Order.

Page 1 of 3
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CITY OF LATHROP — TASK ORDER NO. 3 WITH VALI COOPER & ASSOCIATES, INC.
FOR CONSTRUCTION INSPECTIONS SERVICES AT RIVER ISLANDS
DEVELOPMENT AREA

(2 Scope of Service

CONSULTANT agrees to perform Construction Inspection Services in accordance
with the scope of work and fee proposal provided by CONSULTANT, attached
hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by reference. CONSULTANT agrees
to diligently perform these services in accordance with the upmost standards of its

profession and to CITY’S satisfaction.

(3) Effective Date and Term.

The effective date of this Task Order No. 3 is August 12, 2019, and it
shall terminate no later than June 30, 2020.

(4) Compensation

CITY hereby agrees to pay CONSULTANT hourly rates and other charges
not to exceed $69,993 for the CONSTRUCTION INSPECTION SERVICES
as described in Exhibit “A” of Task Order No. 3 pursuant to the Master
Agreement dated, July 9, 2018. CONSULTANT shall be paid any
uncontested sum due and payable within thirty (30) days of receipt of
bilings containing all information pursuant to Paragraph 5 below.
Compensation for any task must be equal to or less than the percentage
of task complete. In no event shall CONSULTANT be entitled to
compensation beyond what is expressed in this agreement and Exhibit “A”,
unless City has authorized representative has executed a written change
order or authorization describing the extra work and payment terms prior
to the commencement of the work. -

(5) Notice to Proceed

Prior to commencing work under this agreement, CONSULTANT shall
receive a written “Notice to Proceed” from CITY. A Notice to Proceed shall
not be issued until all necessary bonds and insurance have been received.
City shall not be obligated to pay CONSULTANT, for any services prior to
issuance of the Notice to Proceed. ‘

(6) .Signaturés

The individuals executing this Agreement represent and warrant that they
have the right, power, legal capacity, and authority to enter into and to
execute this Agreement on behalf of the respective legal entities of the
CONSULTANT and the CITY. This agreement shall inure to the benefit of
and be binding upon the parties hereto and their respective successors and
assigns.

Page 2 of 3
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CITY OF LATHROP — TASK ORDER NO. 3 WITH VALI COOPER & ASSOCIATES, INC.
FOR CONSTRUCTION INSPECTIONS SERVICES AT RIVER .[ISLANDS
DEVELOPMENT AREA :

Approved as to Form: City of Lathrop
City Attorney
o= A
Salvador Navarrete Date
Recommended for Approval: City of Lathrop

Assistant Public Works Director

Michael King Date

Accepted By:

Reso No. City of Lathrop
390 Towne Centre Drive
Lathrop, CA 95330

Stephen J. Salvatore Date
City Manager

CONSULTANT: Vali Cooper & Associates, Inc.
Lincoln Leaman
1760 Creekside Oaks Drive, Suite 290
Sacramento, CA 95833

Fed ID #

- Bus License #

Signature Date

(Print Name and title)

Page 3 of 3
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EXrHIBMITA |
City of Lathrop
River Islands, Stage 1B & 2A
Inspection Scope and Fee
Task Order #3

Date: July 24%. 2019

Scope of Services: Perform inspection for installation of utility improvements for Golden
Valley Parkway, improvements for J-7 Street and installation of the Pedestrian Bridge, as
directed by City of Lathrop and in accordance with Task Order #3 to Master Agreement
dated 07/09/18.

There is no overtime included for this project.
No Haz-mat training or equipment included in this proposal.

Hourly rates include all standard inspection and safety equipment, cell phones, computers, and
other small incidentals. -

This is a Prevailing Wage project and all field inspectors will be paid in accordance with the
prevailing wage rate established for the contract this work is performed under. Prevailing
Wage Rates are based on DIR Prevailing Wage Determination per existing contract RFP
date.

Overtime Rates: Overtime is paid per State requirements, which generally requires payment
of overtime (1.5 times hourly rate) to non-exempt employees for any hours in excess of eight
(8) hours per day or forty (40) hours per week, and double time for any hours in excess of
twelve (12) hours per day or work on Sunday or holidays.

All costs for field office space, field office equipment, and technical field equipment will be
billed and reimbursed at the actual lease/rental rates, with no mark- up. Cost for materials
such as prints, film, developing, extensive copying, (ie. items that will become property of the
client at the end of the project) and will be billed and reimbursed at the actual cost, with 5%
mark-up.

This proposal is an extension of our existing contract and proposal. All terms/conditions
therein are included herein by reference.

Breakdown of fee on following page, as provided by City of Lathrop.

1760 CREEKSIDE OAKS DRIVE, SUITE 290 < SACRAMENTO, CA 95833 «» {916) 925-0952 < FAX: {916} 925-0954
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VALI COOPER & ASSOCIATES, INC.

CONSTRUCTION & PROGRAM MANAGEMENT

City of Lathrop
River Islands, Stage 1B & 2A
Inspection Scope and Fee
Task Order #3

Improvements Costs
1B - Golden Valley Parkway Utility Improvements $ 43,218
1B - J-7 Street Improvements $ 17,535
2A - Pedestrian Bridge $ 9,240
Total for Task Order 3 $ 69,993

Lincoln Leaman, PE

. Digitally signed by Lincoln Leaman
DN: cn=Lincoln Leaman, 0=TRC, ou=CS

West, email=lleaman@trescolutions.com,

. —— T c=USt
Date: 2019.08.01 10:34:32 -07'00"

Vice President
Vali Cooper & Associates, a TRC Company

1760 CREEKSIDE OAKS DRIVE, SUITE 290 % SACRAMENTO, CA 95833 < {916) 925-0952 <= FAX: (916) 925-0954
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ITEM 5.1

CITY MANAGER'S REPORT
AUGUST 12, 2019, CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING

ITEM: PUBLIC HEARING (PUBLISHED NOTICE) TO
'CONSIDER AN AMENDMENT TO TITLE 2, CHAPTER
2.36 PURCHASING SYSTEM AND TITLE 3, CHAPTER
3.30 INFORMAL BIDDING OF THE LATHROP
MUNICIPAL CODE TO UPDATE THE CHAPTERS IN
ACCORDANCE WITH THE CALIFORNIA UNIFORM
PUBLIC CONSTRUCTION COST ACCOUNTING ACT

RECOMMENDATION: @ Council to Consider the Following:

1. Hold a Public Hearing; and

2., Introduction and First Reading of an
Ordinance Amendment to Title 2, Chapter
2,36 Purchasing System and Title 3, Chapter
3.30 Informal Bidding of the Lathrop
Municipal Code to Update the Chapters in
Accordance with the California Uniform Public
Construction Cost Accounting Act

SUMMARY:

Staff proposes amendments to Lathrop Municipal Code (LMC) 3.30 to reference
recent changes to the State of California’s Uniform Public Construction Cost
Accounting Procedures set forth in the Uniform Public Construction Cost Accounting
Act. Staff also proposes amendments to Chapter 2.36 Purchasing System to
reference LMC 3.30 procedures.

Staff recommends Council hold a public hearing and introduce an ordinance to
amend LMC 2.36 Purchasing System and LMC 3.30 Informal Bidding in accordance
with the California Uniform Public Construction Cost Accounting Act.

BACKGROUND:

On November 28, 2006, the City Council elected to become subject to the State of
California’s Uniform Public Construction Cost Accounting Procedures set forth in the
Uniform Public Construction Cost Accounting Act.

On December 5, 2006, the City Council adopted Ordinance 06-264 adding Chapter
3.30 Informal Bidding to the LMC. Chapter 3.30 allows City employees to perform
public project work under $30,000 without a formal bidding requirement. It also
established informal bidding procedures for contracting work between $30,000 and
$125,000 in accordance with the Uniform Public Construction Cost Accounting Act.
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CITY MANAGER’S REPORT PAGE 2
AUGUST 12, 2019 REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING

ORDINANCE AMENDING LMC 2.36 PURCHASING SYSTEM AND LMC 3.30
INFORMAL BIDDING

The state has since increased the limits allowing City employees to perform public
project work under $60,000 without a formal bidding requirement and allowing for
informal bidding procedures for public project work between $60,000 and
$200,000. Therefore, staff requests City Council consider amending LMC Chapter
3.30 Informal Bidding to update these thresholds in accordance with the current
State of California’s Uniform Public Construction Cost Accounting Procedures of
$60,000 and $200,000 to take advantage of the higher informal bidding thresholds.

Additionally, Chapter 2.36 Purchasing System of the LMC does not reference the
alternative Informal Bidding process of Chapter 3.30 and therefore staff
recommends amending Chapter 2.36 Purchasing System to reference Chapter 3.30.

REASON FOR RECOMMENDATION:

Amendments to LMC 3.30 Informal Bidding are necessary to update the limit to
which City employees can perform public project work and the thresholds for
informal bidding. By increasing these limits, more projects will be eligible for
informal bidding. Informal bidding helps expedite project delivery by reducing the
time, effort, and expense associated with bidding projects under $200,000 and
simplifies administration for those projects.

FISCAL IMPACT:

There is no direct fiscal impact associated with the adoption of the proposed
ordinance amending,LMC 2.36 Purchasing System and LMC 3.30 Informal Bidding.

ATTACHMENTS:
A. Ordinance Amending Title 2, Chapter 2.36 Purchasing System and Title 3,
Chapter 3.30 Informal Bidding of the Lathrop Municipal Code to Update the

Chapters in Accordance with the California Uniform Publlc Construction Cost
Accounting Act
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CITY MANAGER’S REPORT PAGE 3
AUGUST 12, 2019 REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING

ORDINANCE AMENDING LMC 2.36 PURCHASING SYSTEM AND LMC 3.30
INFORMAL BIDDING

APPROVALS:

\ Uy \G}’ -1/ 7
JQ;?son(/ " Date
PrinC Engineer

_ 8-t ~q
Michael King ——— Date
Assistant Dirblic Works
NS Je)
7y e e T
Cari Jame Date
Finance & /Administrative
Services Director /
S A 5-¢~p
Salvador Navarrete Date

City Attorney

. 8-7-19
tep . Salvatore Date

City Manager
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ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LATHROP AMENDING
TITLE 2, CHAPTER 2.36 PURCHASING SYSTEM AND TITLE 3, CHAPTER 3.30
INFORMAL BIDDING OF THE LATHROP MUNICIPAL CODE TO UPDATE THE
CHAPTERS IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE CALIFORNIA UNIFORM PUBLIC
CONSTRUCTION COST ACCOUNTING ACT

WHEREAS, on November 28, 2006, the City Council elected to become subject
to the State of California’s Uniform Public Construction Cost Accounting Procedures
set forth in the Uniform Public Construction Cost Accounting Act; and

WHEREAS, on December 5, 2006, the City Council adopted Ordinance 06-264
adding Chapter 3.30 Informal Bidding to the Lathrop Municipal Code (LMC); and

WHEREAS, Chapter 3.30 allows City employees to perform public project work
under $30,000 without a formal bidding requirement and established informal bidding
procedures for public project work between $30,000 and $125,000 in accordance
with the Uniform Public Construction Cost Accounting Act; and

WHEREAS, the state has since increased the limits allowing City employees
to perform public project work under $60,000 without formal bidding requirement
and allowing for informal bidding procedures for contracting public project work
between $60,000 and $200,000; and

WHEREAS, staff requests City Council consider amending LMC Chapter 3.30
Informal Bidding to update these limits in accordance with the current State of
California’s Uniform Public Construction Cost Accounting Procedures of $60,000 and
$200,000 to take advantage of the higher informal bidding thresholds; and

WHEREAS, Chapter 2.36 Purchasing System of the LMC does not reference
the alternative Informal Bidding process of Chapter 3.30 and therefore staff
recommends amending Chapter 2.36 Purchasing System to reference Chapter 3.30.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LATHROP DOES
HEREBY ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Note: additions are shown below in underllne font, deletions are shown in
strlkeout font.

'Chapter 2.36 PURCHASING SYSTEM
2.36.050 Purchase procedure limits.

A. General. Except as otherwise provided for “"Public Project” contracts defined
in Chapter 3.30, the following purchase procedure limits shall apply for the purchase
of any supplies, equipment and/or services, as the case may be, pursuant to the
procedure described in this chapter.
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AB. No Purchase Order Required Procedure. For the purchase of any covered
supplies, equipment, and/or services with a purchase price of two thousand four
hundred ninety-nine dollars and ninety-nine cents ($2,499.99) or less, exclusive of
sales tax, use tax, shipping, handling or delivery charges, department heads may
exercise discretion in selecting and purchasing such supplies, equipment and/or
services. Purchases falling within this subsection shall not be required to obtain a
purchase order, as described in section 2.36.070.

BC. Verbal Quotation Procedure. For the purchase of any covered supplies,
equipment, and/or services with a purchase price, exclusive of sales tax, use tax,
shipping, handling or delivery charges between two thousand five hundred dollars
($2,500.00) to four thousand nine hundred ninety-nine dollars and ninety-nine cents
($4,999.99), department heads shall obtain verbal (or written) quotations from three
vendors. The department head shall then review the quotations, make a selection,
and attach copies of any written quotations to the purchase order form, as described
in Section 2.36.070. '

€D.  Written Quotation Procedure. For the purchase of any covered supplies,
equipment, and/or services with a purchase price, exclusive of sales tax, use tax,
shipping, handling or delivery charges from five thousand ($5,000.00) to seventy-
five thousand dollars ($75,000.00). Department heads shall then review the
quotations, make a selection, and attach copies of the written quotations to the
purchase order form, as described in Section 2.36.070.

2.36.060 Formal bidding procc\edures. :

A. General. Except as otherwise provided by this chapter or in Section
2-36-090Chapter 3.30, purchases and contracts for supplies, services, equipment,
and sale of personal property of estimated value of seventy-five thousand
($75,000.00) dollars or more shall be by written contract with the lowest or highest
responsible bidder, as the case may be, pursuant to the procedure described in this
chapter.

Chapter 3.30 INFORMAL BIDDING
3.30.010 Application.
Contracts for work of eme two hLmdred twenty-five thousand dollars

($200,000.00$125;666-68) or less shall be governed by the Uniform Public
Construction Cost Accounting Act, Division 2, Part 3, Chapter 2, of the Public Contract

Code, Section 22000 et seq. and this chapter of the Lathrop Municipal Code.
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3.30.030 Work of $60,000.00 $45,868-00 or less.

Pursuant to Public Contract Code Sections 220033 and 22032, any work as
defined in this chapter, of ferty—five sixty thousand dollars' ($60,000.00$45,0668-68)
or less may be performed by the employees of the city by force account, by
negotiated contract, or by purchase order.

3.30.040 Informal bidding procedures.

Any work, as defined in this chapter, of ere two hundred twenty-five thousand

dollars ($200,000.004$125;668-88) or less may be contracted for by the informal
bidding procedures set forth in this chapter.

3.30.060 Notice inviting informal bids.

Where work subject to the provisions of this chapter is to be performed and the
work does not meet the criteria set forth in Section 3.30.030 of this chapter, or
informal bidding is desired, a notice inviting informal bids shall be mailed, faxed, or
emailed to all contractors for the category of work to be bid, shown on the
contractor’s list, andor to all appropriate construction trade journals as specified by
the commission_or both. Additional contractors and/or construction trade journals
may be notified at the city’s discretion. If there is no contractor’s list for the particular
category of work to be performed, the notice inviting bids shall be sent only to the
construction trade journals specified by the commission. If the product or service
required to be performed is, in the discretion of the city’s director of public works,
determined to be proprietary in nature such that it can be obtained only from a certain .
contractor or contractors, the notice inviting informal bids may be sent exclusively to
such contractor or contractors.

3.30.070 Mailing, Faxing, or Emailing of notices inviting informal bids and
project description.

The mailing, faxing, or emailing of notices to contractors and/or construction
trade journals pursuant to Section 3.30.060 of this chapter shall be completed not
less than ten (10) calendar days before bids are due. The notice inviting bids shall:
(1) describe the work in general terms; (2) explain how more detailed information
about the proposed work may be obtained; and (3) state the time, date, and location
for the submission of bids.

3.30.090 Bids received in excess of $200,000.005125;000-00.

If all bids received are in excess of eretwo hundred twenty—five thousand dollars

($200,000.004$+25;60806-60), the city council may, by passage of resolution by a four-
fifths vote, award the contract for enetwe hundred thirty-seventwelve thousand five

hundred dollars ($212,500.00$1+37;566-68), or less, to the lowest responsible bidder,
if the city council determines that the cost estimate was reasonable.
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The Mayor shall sign this Ordinance and the City Clerk shall cause the same to
be published within fifteen (15) days after its passage at least once in a newspaper
of general circulation published and circulated in the City.
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The foregoing Ordinance was introduced the 12t day of August and adopted
this _ th day of , 2019 by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:

ABSENT:

Sonny Dhaliwal, Mayor
ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

S

Teresa Vargas, City Clerk Salvador Navarrete, City Attorney
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CITY MANAGER’S REPORT , | ITEM5.2
AUGUST 12, 2019 CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING 7

ITEM: PUBLIC HEARING (PUBLISHED NOTICE) TO
CONSIDER AN AMENDMENT TO TITLE 3, CHAPTER
3.32 COUNTY CAPITAL FACILITY FEE, SECTION
3.32.150 SUNSET CLAUSE

RECOMMENDATION: Council to Consider the Following:
1. Hold a Public Hearing; and

2. Introduction and First Reading of an Ordinance
Amendment to Title 3, Chapter 3.32 County
Capital Facility Fee, Section 3.32.150 Sunset
Clause of the Lathrop Municipal Code to Remove
the Sunset Clause of the County Facilities Fee
Program

SUMMARY:

On February 2005, the County Facilities Fee Program was adopted by the City Council
to ensure new development demands are met by the County as growth occurs. The
City incorporated Chapter 3.32 to Title 3 of the Lathrop Municipal Code (LMC)
establishing the County Facilities Fee Program. The County Facilities Fee Program is
an ongoing program dependent on new development, meaning, the fee will exist as
long as new development continues. Therefore, the County Facilities Fee Program is
considered a continuing program without an expiration term.

Staff discovered that the City’s Municipal Code includes an end date (Sunset Clause
LMC § 3.32.150) for the County Facilities Fee Program. However, San Joaquin
County’s Chapter 9-1245 adopted the County Facilities Fee Program without a sunset
clause. Therefore, in order to establish consistency with the County’s Ordinance,
Staff requests Council adopt an ordinance to remove LMC § 3.32.150 Sunset Clause.

BACKGROUND:

On February 2005, the County Facilities Fee Program was adopted by the City Council
to ensure new development demands are met by the County as growth occurs. The
City incorporated Chapter 3.32 to Title 3 of the Lathrop Municipal Code (LMC)
establishing the County Facilities Fee Program. Chapter 3.32 incorporated a Sunset
Clause (LMC § 3.32.150) for the County Facilities Fee Program set to take effect on
July 1, 2013. ‘

On November 2012, the City’'s LMC § 3.32.150 was extended to July 1, 2019.
However, the County Facilities Fee Program is an ongoing program dependent on new
development, meaning, the fee will exist as long as new development continues.
Therefore, the County Facilities Fee Program is considered a continuing program
without an expiration term.

Currently, the LMC Chapter 3.32 includes a Sunset Clause (LMC § 3.32.150) for the
County Facilities Fee Program deemed inconsistent with the County’s fee adoption.
San Joaquin County’s Chapter 9-1245 adopts the County Facilities Fee Program
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CITY MANAGER'S REPORT PAGE 2
AUGUST 12, 2019 CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING
PUBLIC HEARING (PUBLISHED NOTICE) TO AMEND ORDINANCE 3.32.150
SUNSET CLAUSE
without a sunéet clause. Therefore, in order to establish consistency with the
County’s Ordinance, the LMC § 3.32.150 Sunset Clause should be removed.
REASON FOR RECOMMENDATION:
Maintain consistency with County’s bylaws for the County Facilities Fee Program.
FISCAL IMPACT:
There is no fiscal impact associated with the update of the LMC § 3.32.150.
ATTACHMENTS:

A. An Ordinance Amending Title 3, Chapter 3.32 County Capital Facility Fee,

Section 3.32.150 Sunset Clause of the Lathrop Municipal Code to Remove
the Sunset Clause of the County Facilities Fee Program

154



‘CITY MANAGER’S REPORT

AUGUST 12, 2019 CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING

I . PAGE3

PUBLIC HEARING (PUBLISHED NOTICE) TO AMEND ORDINANCE 3.32. 150

SUNSET CLAUSE

APPROVALS;

Nawssa R EA~
Vanessa Portillo
Deputy Finance Director

L)

Cari Jamed —
Finance /& Administrative Services

Directo N
Salvador Navarrete
- City Attorney

 Stepfen Salvatore . »

City Manager
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ORDINANCE NO. 19-

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LATHROP
AMENDING TITLE 3, CHAPTER 3.32 COUNTY CAPITAL FACILITY FEE,
SECTION 3.32.150 SUNSET CLAUSE OF THE LATHROP MUNICIPAL CODE TO
REMOVE THE SUNSET CLAUSE OF THE COUNTY FACILITIES FEE PROGRAM

WHEREAS, on November 5, 2012, City Council extended the sunset of the
County Facilities Fee Program through July 1, 2019; and

WHEREAS, the County Facilities Fee Program was adopted by resolution of
the County (Ord. 4252 § 1, 2005) without a sunset clause; and

WHEREAS, staff recommends removal of LMC § 3.32.150 Sunset Clause
provision to allow consistency with the County’s adopted ordinance for the County
Facilities Fee Program;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF LATHROP HEREBY ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Revisé CMC 3.32.150 as follows:

Section 2. Duty of Care. This Ordinance is not intended to and shall not be
construed or given effect in a manner that imposes upon the city or any officer or
employee thereof a mandatory duty of care toward persons and property within or
without the city so as to provide a basis of civil liability for damages, except as
otherwise imposed by law.

Section 3. Severability. If any provisions of this ordinance or application thereof to
any person or circumstances are held invalid, such invalidity shall not affect other
provisions or applications of the ordinance which can be given effect without the
invalid provision or application, and to this end the provisions of this ordinance are
severable. The city council hereby declares that it would have.adopted this ordinance
irrespective of the validity of any particular portions thereof. -

Section 4. Effective Date. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force thirty (30)
days from and after the date of its passage.

Section 5. Publication. The City Clerk shall certify to the adoption of this ordinance
and shall publish a summary thereof and post a certified copy.of the full ordinance in
the office of the City Clerk at least five days prior to the adoption of the proposed
ordinance; and within fifteen days after adoption, the City Clerk shall publish a
summary of the ordinance with the names of the members of the City of Lathrop City
Council voting for and against the same.

Ordinance No. 19 - . Page 1 of 2
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_ THIS-ORDINANCE was regUIa,rIy introduced at a regular meeting of the City
Council of the City of Lathrop on August 12, 2019, and was passed and adopted at

the regular meeting on the day of .

vote:
'AYES:.
NOES:
ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

. ATTEST:

' 2019, by the following

SONNY DHALIWAL, MAYOR

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
/

Teresa Vargas, City Clerk

Ordinance No. 19 -

157

Salvador Navarrete, City Attorney

Page 2 of 2



PAGE LEFT
INTENTIONALLY
BLANK



| ITEM 5 3

CITY MANAGER'’S REPORT - ' [
AUGUST 12, 2019, CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING .

ITEM:. PUBLIC HEARING (PUBLISHED NOTICE) To
CONSIDER ADOPTION- OF THE LATHROP-
MANTECA FIRE DISTRICT FIRE FACILITIES FEE
STUDY AND THE FEES RECOMMENDED
THEREIN ' : ‘

' RECOMMENDATION: " Council to Consider the Following:

1. Hold a Public Hearing; and |
2. Adopt A Resolution Adopting the Lathrop-

Manteca Fire District Fire Facilities Fee

Study and the Fees Recommended Therein .

~

SUMMARY:

Fire facilities fees are necessary to provide a source of revenue by which new

development within the City will contribute a fair and proportionate share of the cost

~of providing facilities, apparatus, vehicles and equipment (Facilities) needed by the -

Lathrop-Manteca Fire District to provide fire protection and other emergency services
within the City of Lathrop. The District retained NBS Government Finance Group
. (NBS) to prepare a fire facilities fee study for the portion of the District within the
City of Lathrop. NBS prepared the Lathrop-Manteca Fire District Fire Facilities Fee
Study (NBS Study) included as Attachment B, that identifies establishing updated fire
facilities fees for the portlon of the District wnthm the Clty of Lathrop.

Staff requests that City CounC|I hold a public hearlng, consider all information and

public testimony and, if determined to be appropriate, adopt a resolution approvmg _

the NBS Study and the fees recommended therein.

BACKGROUND:

The Lathrop-Manteca Fire District contracted with NBS to pref)‘are a study to calculate

updated fire facilities fees for the portion of the District within the City of Lathrop. -

The State of California Mitigation Fee Act (also known as “AB 1600,” Government

- Code sections 66000, et seq.), identifies. the required findings which must be made
- by the City in any action establishing, increasing, or imposing a fee charged as a -

condition of approval of a development project. The NBS Study calculates updated
fire facilities fees based on future development’s proportlon‘ate share of the cost of
Facilities needed by the District to provide fire protectlon and other emergency
services to the City of Lathrop.

The Lathrop-Manteca Fire District currently operates three fire stations within the City
of Lathrop and two fire stations in the uncorporated portion of the District. The latter
two fire stations and their associated apparatus and equipment were not considered
in the calculation of updated fire facilities fees for the City of Lathrop in the NBS
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ESTABLISH UPDATED FIRE FACILITIES FEES FOR THE PORTION OF THE
LATHROP-MANTECA FIRE DISTRICT WITHIN THE CITY OF LATHROP:

study. The District’s 2018 Master Plan calls for three additional fire stations to be
constructed in the future within the City of Lathrop. The master plan also anticpates
.construction of a new training facility at an undetermined location.

' The total cost of additional Facilities needed to serve the City of Lathrop t6 buildout
was estimated in the NBS Study to be $37,340,000 at current price| levels. The cost
_attributed in the NBS Study to future development in the City was $32,484,803,
which means that approximately $4,855,200 of the total estlmated cost must be
funded from sources other than the fire facilities fee. :

‘The NBS Study projects that the square feet of bU|Id|ng area in the uty will increase
. from around 39 million square feet in 2019 to approximately 104 million square feet

at buildout, an increase of 166%. The NBS Study calculated the fire facilities fees by .
allocating the depreciated value of existing District facilities in the City plus the
estimated. cost of future District facilities in the City to all existing and future
development in the City based on the estimated square feet of building area for both
existing and future development. :

The calculations described above result in a per-square- foot. fee of $0.52. An-
‘administrative charge of 2% ($0.01) was added to that amount to bring the total
proposed fire facilities fee to $0. 53 per square foot for aII types of development

- The DIStrICt currently charges a fire faC|I|t|es fee of $0.31 for reS|dent|a| development'
, and $0.43 for commercial and industrial development. The District fees were adopted.
~in 2001 by resolution 01-1165 and have not been increased since.

FEE ADJUSTMENTS

The fire facilities fees may be adJusted in future years to reflect revised facility
standards, revised costs, or changes in land uses, or development plans. In addition
to such adjustments, each year the fire facilities fees will be adjusted by the change
in the ENR 20-City Building Cost Index over the prior calendar year. The facilities

costs inflated in this Fee Study are based on the ENR 20- Clty BCI value for June 27
2019, which is 6131.42." ‘

REASON FOR RECOMMENDATION

The purpose of the fire facilities fees is to provide a source of revenue by which new
development within the City will contribute a fair and proportionate share of the cost.
of Facilities needed by the Lathrop-Manteca Fire District to provide fire protectlon and-
.other emergency services within the City. » :

The Fire Protection District Law of 1987 (Health and Safety Code Section 13916)
prohibits the Board of a Fire Protection District from’ charglng' a fee on new
construction or development for the construction of public improvements or facilities
~ or the acquisition of equipment.” Consequently, many cities and counties in California
impose such fees for fire protection districts that are responSIble for fire protection

- within their boundaries.
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FISCAL IMPACT:

None. The Fire Facilities Fee Study is being funded by the District. The fire facilities
fees are collected by the District and the District is responsible for implementation
and administration of those fees. City Staff ensures that fire facilities fees are paid
before building permits are issued, but updating these fees does not change that
process.

ATTACHMENTS:

A. Resolution Adoptlng the Lathrop-Manteca Fire District Fire Facilities Fee Study
and the Fees Recommended Therein

B. Lathrop-Manteca Fire District Fire FaCIlltles Fee Study by NBS dated JuIy 18,
2019
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, APPROVALS:

e - ol

Cari James

Date
Administrativ & Flnance Serv1ces Director : IR A
Q‘ﬁ/ng ' - 7._,’5&.'//?

Salvador Navarrete ‘ Date
City Attorney _ : : ‘

% | ez
_ St n J. Salvatore ' , : : : Date :

City .Manager
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RESOLUTION NO. 19-

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LATHROP
- ADOPTING LATHROP-MANTECA FIRE DISTRICT FIRE FACILITIES FEES FOR
THE CITY OF LATHROP -

WHEREAS, the fire facilities fees are necessary to provide- a source of
revenue by which new development within the City will contribute a fair and
proportionate share of the cost of providing facilities, apparatus, vehicles and
equipment (Facilities) needed by the Lathrop-Manteca Fire District (District) to
provide fire protection and other emergency services within the City of Lathrop; and

WHEREAS, as new development occurs throughout the City it is critical that
the fire facilities fees be regularly updated to ensure that they keep up with the
rising costs of Facilities; and

WHEREAS, District . retained NBS Government Finance Group (NBS) to
prepare a study to calculate updated fire facilities fees for the portion of the District
within the City of Lathrop; and

WHEREAS, NBS prepared the Lathrop-Manteca Fire District Fire Facilities Fee
Study (NBS Study) dated July 18, 2019, that calculates updated fire facilities fees
for the portion of the District within the City of Lathrop; and

WHEREAS, the NBS Study calculates updated fire facilities fees based on
future development’s proportionate share of the cost of Facilities needed by the
District to provide fire protection and other emergency services within the Clty of
Lathrop; and -

WHEREAS, the NBS Study is based upon the 2018 Lathrop-Manteca Fire
District Master Plan, and the analysis, input and active participation of District staff,
- City staff and NBS; and

WHEREAS, on July 18, 2019, the NBS Study was unanimb_usly approved and
adopted by the Board of the Lathrop-Manteca Fire District; and

WHEREAS, the State of California Mitigation Fee Act (also known as “AB
1600,” Government Code sections 66000, et seq.), identifies the required findings
which must be made by the City in any action establishing, increasing, or imposing
a fee as a condition of approval of a development project; and :

WHEREAS, notice of 'publie hearing of this Resolution was published as

required by the Mitigation Fee Act, Cal|forn|a Government Code sections 66000 et
seq.
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NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Clty CounC|I of the City of '
Lathrop does hereby adopt the NBS Study, dated July 18, 2019 attached as

- Attachment “B” to the City Manager’s Report of August 12, 2019 and incorporated

herein by this reference and Council hereby adopts the fees recommended in the '
NBS Study based on findings requ1red by the State of California Mitigation Fee Act -
(also known as “AB 1600,” Government Code sections 66000 et seq. ) SpeC|f|caIIy.

: CounC|I hereby makes all of the following findings:

1.

~ The purpose of the f|re facilities fees is to protect the Ilves and property of

residents .and businesses in Lathrop by . contr|but|ng to the cost of
Facilities ~ needed by District “to provide f|re protectlon and other
emergency services to the City of Lathrop. . | . '

{

. The use of the fire facilities fees is to provide; fund|ng for Facilities

identified in the. NBS Study dated July 18, 2019. Pursuant to the Lathrop
Municipal Code: Sectlon 3.20.040 collected fees may be used for no other

. purpose.

. The geographlc area in wh|ch the fees will be |mposed |s the entire City of
* Lathrop. : o S

Fire Facnllties Fees calculated in the ‘NBS study are based on new

development’s estimated fair and proportionate share of the cost of
District Facilities needed to provide fire protectlon and other emergency
- services within the City. ‘

. There is a reasonable reIat|onsh|p between the use of the. fees and the

type of development projects on which the fees are imposed. The

“Facilities funded by the fees are essential to meeting the increasing need

for fire protection and other emergency services |n the C|ty of Lathrop as
the City grows. o . ,

.. There is a reasonable reIat|onsh|p between the need for the FaC|I|t|es to

be funded by the fees and the type of development on which the fees are

imposed. All new development in the City creates. additional demand for
. fire ‘protection and other emergency services provided by the District.

Future Facilities to be funded by the fees are |dent|f|ed in the Lathrop-
Manteca Fire District 2018 Master Plan. :

. There is a reasonable relationship between the amount of the fee and the _

cost of facilities attributable to the development project on which the.fee
is imposed. The amount of the fee charged to any development project
represents that project’s proportionate share of the. cost of facilities
serving all development in the City, based on the prOJects square feet of

- building area as a share of the. estlmated totaI squa re feet of building area
-~ in the City at bwldout ‘ :
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"NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the C|ty Counc1| of the City of
Lathrop does hereby authorlze the adoption of the Lathrop Manteca Fire DIStrICt
Fire FaC|I|t|es Fees. | L :

!

The foregomg resolution was passed and adopted this 12t day of August
2019, by the following vote of the City Council, to wit: »

_ AYES:

i
1..
. ]
|
- NOES: |
o |
 ABSENT: |
ABSTAIN: = | | . E
: _ !
Sonny Dhaliwal,i Mayor
o . ,
ATTEST: ~ APPROVED AS!TO FORM:
Do L 4
Teresa Vargas,'City Clerk Salvador Navarrete C|ty Attorney
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1. Introduction

Purpose

The purpose of this study is to analyze the impacts of development on the need for fire
'protectlon facilities and other capital assets provided by the Lathrop- Manteca Fire District
(LMFD) within the City of Lathrop, and to update the fire facilities fees currently. |mposed by the
City for LMFD. The “fire facilities fees” addressed in this report can also be called “development
impact fees or just ”lmpact fees and in places this report uses those terms.

The methods used to calculate fire facilities fees in this report are |ntended to satisfy all legal
requirements governing such fees; including provisions of the U. S. Constitution, the California
Constitution and the California Mitigation Fee Act (Government Code Sections 66000-66025).

' Background

The Lathrop-Manteca Fire District serves all- of the City of Lathrop, as well as a portion of
unincorporated San Joaquin County. The District surrounds the City of Manteca but does nat
include- it. ‘The fire facilities fees calculated in this study are- mtended to apply onIy to
development within the City of Lathrop.

New development in the unlncorporated portion of the District is limited by a Iack of water and
sewer service. While some future development may occur in that area, the extent and location
of -such development, and the fire protection facilities that would ‘be needed to serve such
development, are unknown at this time. Any major development. in . what is now the
"unincorporated portion of the District might be annexed to the City of Manteca. Or, if it
remains in the County might be subject to a development agreement which would allow the
‘District to request mitigation of significant impacts. Failing that, the fire faC|I|t|es fees aIready in .
place in the County portion of the District would apply.. '

Legal Framework for Impact Fees

This brief 'summary of the legal framework for development fees is intended as a general
overview. It was not prepared by an attorney, and shouId not be treated as legal adwce

Fire Protection District Law of 1987. California Health and Safety Code Section 13916, which is
part of the Fire Protection District: Law of 1987, states: “A (fire protection) district board shall
not charge a fee on new construction or development for the construction of public
- . improvements or facilities or the acquisition of equipment.” However, although the District
itself may not charge such fees, it is quite common in California for cities and counties to
* impose impact fees for fire protection districts that provide services within their jurisdiction.
The fees calculated in this report update flre faC|I|t|es fees currently lmposed for the District by
the C|ty of Lathrop l
1

[
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U. S. Constitution. Like all land use regulations, development exaotions, including impact fees,
are subject to the 5th Amendment prohibition on taking of private property for public use
without just compensation. Both state and federal courts have recognized the imposition of
. impact fees on development as a Iegltimate form of land use regulatlon provided the fees
meet standards intended to protect against “regulatory takings.” A regulatory taking occurs
when regulations unreasonably deprive landowners of property rights protected by the
Constitution. ' , . i

In two landmark cases dealing w1th exactions, the u.s. Supreme Court has held that when a
government agency requires the dedication of land or an interest in land as a condition of
development approval, or imposes ad hoc exactions as a cond|t|on of -approval on a single
‘development project that do not apply to development generally, a hlgher standard ijUdICIa|

~ scrutiny applies. To meet that standard, the agency must demonstrate an "essential nexus"
between such exactions and the interest being protected (See Nollan v. California Coastal
Commission, 1987) and make an” individualized determination” that the exaction imposed is
"roughly proportlonal" to the burden created by development (See Dolan v. City of Tigard,
1994). _ S |

Until recently, it was widely accépted that legislatively-enacted impact fees that apply to all
development in a jurisdiction are not subject to the higher standard of judicial scrutiny flowing
from the Nollan and Dolan decisions. But after the U. S. Supreme Court decision in Koontz v. St.
Johns Water Management District (2013) state courts have reached conflictmg conclusions on
that issue. - :

~In light of that uncertainty, any agency enacting or imposing impact fees would be wise to
demonstrate a nexus and ensure proportionality in the caIcuIation of those fees.

Defining the “Nexus.” WhlIe courts have not been entirely consistent in defining the nexus
required to justify exactions and impact fees, that term can be thought of as having the three .
elements discussed below. We think proportionality is logically included as one element of that

- nexus, even though it was discussed separately in Dolan v. Tigard. The elements of the nexus’
discussed below- mirror the three “reasonable relationship” findings '-required by the Mitigation
Fee Act for establishment and imposition of impact fees. ‘ -

Need. Development must create a need for the facilities to be funded by impact fees. All new
development in a community creates additional demands on'some or all public facilities
provided by local government. If the capacity of facilities is not :increased to satisfy the
additional demand, the quality-or availability of public services for the entire community will
deteriorate. Impact fees may be used to recover the cost of development-related facilities, but
only to the extent that the need for facilities is related to the development project subject to
the fees. , |

"The Nollan decision reinforced the principle that development exactlons may be used onIy to
mitigate |mpacts created by the development projects upon which they are imposed. In this

study, the impact of development on facility needs is analyzed in terms of quantifiable

|
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reIatlonshlps between various types of development and the demand for publlc faC|||t|es based
* on applicable level-of-service standards. This report contains all of the information needed to _
demonstrate compliance with this element of the nexus. ‘

Benefit. Development must, benefit from facilities funded by impact fees. With respect to the
benefit relationship, the most basic requirement is that facilities funded by impact fees be
available to serve the development paying the fees. A sufficient .benefit relationship also
requires that impact fee revenues be segregated from other funds and expended in a timely

. manner on the facilities for which the fees were charged. Nothing in the U.S. Constitution or
California law requires that facilities paid for with impact fee revenues be avarlable chuswer.
to development projects paylng the fees. .

‘ Procedures for earmarking and expendlture of fee revenues are mandated by the Mltlgatlon
Fee Act, as.are procedures to ensure that the fees are either expended expeditiously or
refunded. Those requirements are intended to ensure that developments benefit from the
impact fees they are required to pay. Thus, over time, procedural issues as well as substantive
issues can come into play wrth respect to the beneflt element of the nexus. .

- Proportionality. Impact fees must . be proportlonal to the impact created by a part|cuIar-
development project. Proportionality in impact fees depends on properly identifying
development-related facility costs and calculating the fees in such a way that those costs are
allocated in proportion to the facility needs created by different types and amounts of -
development " The section on impact fee methodology, below, describes methods used to
allocate facility. costs and calg:ulate impact fees that meet the proportionality standard.

. California Constitution. The California Constitution * grants broad police power to local
" governments, including the authority to regulate land use and development. That police power
is the source of authority for local gover_nments in California to impose impact fees on
development. Some impact fees have béen challenged on grounds that they are special taxes
imposed without voter approval in violation of Article XIlIA. However, that objection is valid -
only if the fees charged to a project exceed the cost.of providing facilities needed to serve the
project. In that case, the fees would also run afoul of the U. S. Constltutlon and the Mitigation
Fee Act. :

Articles XIIIC and XIIID, added to the California Constltutlon by Proposrtron 218.in 1996, require
voter approval for some property -related fees but exempt “the imposition of fees or charges
asa condition of property development.” : ' : :

The Mitigation Fee Act. Callfornla S |mpact fee statute orlglnated in Assembly Bill 1600 durmg '
the 1987 session of the Legislature, and took effect in January, 1989. AB 1600 added several
.- sections-to the Government Code, beginning with_Section 66000. Sihce that time, the statute
has been amended from time to time, and in 1997 was officially titled'the “Mitigation Fee Act.” -
Unless .otherwise- noted code sect|ons referenced in this report are from the Govérnment
Code.

([
|
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The Mitigation Fee Act does not limit the types of capital improvements for which impact fees
may be charged. It defines public facilities very broadly to include "public improvements, public
" services and community amenities." Although the issue is not specifically addressed in the
Mitigation Fee Act, it is clear both in case law and statute (see Government Code Section
65913.8) that impact fees may not be used to pay for malntenance or operating costs. .
_ Consequently, the fees calculated in this report are based on the cost of capital assets only.

The Mitigation Fee Act does not use the term “mitigation fee” except in its official title. Nor
does'it use the more common term “impact fee.” The Act sivmply uses the word “fee,” which is
defined as “a monetary exaction, other than a tax or special assessment...that is charged by a
local agency to the applicant in connection with approval of a development project for the
purpose of defraying all or a portion of the cost of public facilities re!ated to the development
project ....”

To avoid confusion with.other types of fees, this report uses the wid_eléy-accepted terms ”impact )
fee” and “development impact fee” when discussing these fees generically, and the term “fire
facilities fee” for the specific fees calculated in this study. All of those terms should be
understood to mean ”fee" as defined in the Mltlgatlon Fee Act.

The Mitigation Fee. Act contains requirements for estabhshlng, mcreasmg and |mposmg such.

" They are summarized below. It also contains provisions that govern the collection and
expenditure of. fees and requires annual reports and periodic re-evaluation of impact fee
programs. Those admlnlstratlve reqmrements are discussed in the lmplementatlon chapter of
this report.

Required Fmdmgs Section 66001 requ1res that an agency establlshlng, increasing or |mposmg
|mpact fees must make findings to:

1. Identlfy the purpose of the fee;
2. l|dentify the use of the fee; and,
3. Determine that there is a reasonable relationship between:

a. The use of the'fee and the development type on which it is imﬂosed--’ |

; b.. The need for the faC|I|ty and the type of development on wh|ch the feeiis |mposed
and ;

c. The amount of the fee and the facility cost attributable to the dlevelopment'project.

(Apphes when fees are |mposed on a specific project.}: 4‘

Each of those requirements is dlscussed in more detall below. :

_Identlfvmg the Purpose of the Fees. The broad purpose of |mpact|fees is to protect public
health, safety and general welfare by providing for adequate publlc facilities. The specific -
_purpose of the fees calculated in this study is to fund certain capltal facilities, apparatus,
vehicles and eqmpment that will be needed to mitigate the |mpacts of planned new

| o | . |
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.development on City facilities, and to maintain an acceptable level offrfire protection and other
emergency services as the City grows. ;

~ This report reeomrnends that findings regarding the ourpose of impact fees should define the
purpose broadly, as prowdlng for the funding of adequate public facilities to serve additional
development. : :

Identlfvlng the Use of the Fees. According to Section 66001, if a fee is used to finance public-
facilities, those facilities must be identified. A capital improvement plan may be used for that
purpose but is hot mandatory if the facilities are identified in a General Plan, a Specific Plan or
in other public documents In this case, we recommend that the City: Council adopt this report
as the public document that identifies the facilities to be funded by the fees

-Reasonable ReIatlonshlp Requirement. - As discussed above, Sectlon| 66001 requlres that for
fees subject to its provisions, a "reasonable reIatlonshrp" must be demonstrated between:

1. the use of the fee and the type of development on which it is imposed'

2. 'the need for a public faC|I|ty and the type of development on wh|ch a feeis
imposed; and,

3. the amount of the fee and the facility cost attributable to the development on
which the fee is imposed.

These three reasonable relationship requlrements as defined in the statute m|rror the nexus
and proportionality requirements often cited in court decisions as the standard for defensuble
impact fees. The term “dual rational nexus” is often used to characterize the standard used by
_ courts in evaluating the legitimacy of f impact fees. The “duality” of the nexus refers to (1) an
mpact or need created by a development project subject to impact |fees and (2) a benefit to

' the project from the expenditure of the fees \ ‘

Although proportlonallty is reasonably implied in the dual rational nexus formulation, rt was
_ explicitly required by the Supreme Court in the Dolan case, and we prefer to I|st it as the third
element of a complete nexus. _ S !

Development Agreements and. Reimbursement Agreements. The requirements of the
Mitigation Fee Act do not apply to fees collected under development agreements (see Govt.
Code Section 66000) or réimbursement agreements (see Govt. Code Section 66003). The same

is true of fees in lieu of park land dedication imposed under the Quimby Act (see Govt. Code

Section 66477).

Existing Deficiencies. - In 2006, Section 66001(g) was added to the Mitigation Fee Act (by AB
2751) to clarify that impact fees “shall not include costs attributable to existing deficiencies in
public facilities,..” The legislature’s intent in adopting this amendment, as stated in the bill,
was to codify the holdings of Bixel v. City of Los Angeles (1989), Rohn v. City of Visalia (1989),
and Shapell Industries Inc v. Governing Board (1991)

|
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That amendment does not appear to be a substantive change. It is widely understood that
other provisions of law make it improper for impact fees to include costs for correcting existing

deficiencies. :

However, Section 66001(g)' also states that impact fees “may include the costs attributable to -
the increased demand for public facilities reasonably related to the development project in
order to (1) refurbish existing facilities to maintain the existing level of service or (2) achieve an
adopted level of service that is consistent with the general plan.” '(Emphasis added.)

Impact fees for Exlstmg Facilities. Impact fees may be used to recover costs for existing

~ facilities to the extent that those facilities are needed to serve addltlonal development and
have the capacity to do so. In other words, it must be possible to show that fees used to pay
for existing fac1I|t|es meet the need and benefit elements of the nexus

Impact Fee Calculatlon Methodology

- Any one of several legitimate methods may be used to calculate |mpact fees. The choice of a
‘particular method depends primarily on the service characteristics: of, and . planning
requirements for, the facility type being addressed. Each method has advantages and
disadvantages in a particular situation. To some extent they are interchangeable, because they
all allocate facility costs in proportlon to the needs created by development '

Allocating facility costs to various types and amounts of development is central to all methods

of impact fee calculation. Costs are - allocated by means of formulas that quantify the -
relationship between development and the need for facilities. In a cost allocation formula, the

impact of development is. measured by some attribute of development such as added

population or added vehicle trips that represent the |mpacts created by different types and

amounts of development. :

Plan-Based or lmprovements-Drlven Method. Plan-based impact fee calculatlons are based on .
the relationship between a specified set of improvements and a specified increment of
’development The: improvements are typically identified .in a fac1l|ty plan, while the
E development is |dent|f|ed in a land use plan that forecasts potential development by type and
quantity.

Using this method facility costs are allocated to various categorles of development in
proportion to the service demand created by each type of development To calculate plan-
based impact fees, it is necessary to- determine what facilities will be needed to serve a

particular increment of new development. 5 ’

With this method, the total cost of eligible facilities is divided by the total units of additional

demand to calculate a cost per unit of demand (e.g. a cost per capita for parks). Then, the cost-
* per unit of demand is multiplied by factors representing demand per unit of development (e.g.
population per unit) to arrive at a cost per unit of development. l '

Fire Impact Fee Sfudy
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This method is somewhat |anex1bIe |n that it is based on the reIatlolnshlp between a specific
facility plan and a specuflc Iand use plan. If either plan changes srgnlflcantly the fees will have to
be recalculated. :

Note: The plan-based method described above is used to calculate flre fac:lltles fees in this
report. Other methods discussed below are included for reference. i

Capacity-Based or. Consumptlon-Drlven Method. This method calcplates a cost per unit of
capacity based on the relationship between total cost and total capacity of a system. It can be
applied to any type of development, provided the capacity required to serve each increment of
development can be estimated and the facility has adequate capauty available to. serve the’
development.  Since the cost per unit of demand does not depend on the particular type or
quantity of deveIopment to be served, 'this method is flexible wrth respect to changing
deveIopment plans. ‘ '

In this method, the cost of unused capaC|ty is not allocated to development Capacrty based
fees.are most commonly used for water and wastewater systems, where the.cost of a system
component is divided by the capacrty of that component to der|ve a unit cost. However, a
similar analysis can be appI|ed to other types of facilities. To produce a schedule of impact fees
. based on standardized units of deveIopment (e.g. dwelling units ;or square feet of non-
residential building area), the cost per unit of capacity is multiplied by the amount of capaC|ty _
required to serve a typ|caI unit of deveIopment in each of several land use categories.

Standard- Based or Incremental Expansion Method. Standard-based fees are calculated using a
specified reIatlonshlp or standard that determines the number of service units to be provided

~ for each unit of development. The standard can be established as a matter of policy or it can be
based on the IeveI of service being provided to existing deveIopment in. the study area.

-Using the standard based ‘method, costs are defined on a generlc ‘unit-cost basrs and then
applied to development accordlng to a standard that sets the number of servrce units to be
provrded for each unit of development.. :

‘ _Parklln-lleu and impact fees are commeonly calculated this way. The level of service standard for
parks is typically stated in terms of acres of parks per thousand residents. A cost-per-acre for
park land or park improvements can osually be estimated without knowing the exact size or:
location of a particular park. The ratio of park acreage to population and the cost per acre for
parks is used to calculate a cost per capita. The cost per capita can then be converted into a
cost. per unit of development based on the average populatlon per IdweIIlng unit for various
types of resrdentlal development ' . ; '

~ Buy-In or Recoupment Fees. Buy-|n fees can be calculated using elther the plan- based method
or the capaC|ty -based method described above. The difference is rthat this type of fee is
intended to recover a portion of the cost of existing facilities rather than facilities to be built in.
the future. In some cases, an impact fee is based on costs for both- eX|st|ng and future assets, so. -
thata onIy a portion of the fee lnvoIves a buy -in. |

Fire Impact Fee Stuay -
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Chapter 2, which follows, contains data on existing and future development used in the fire
facilities fee analysis. Chapter 3 presents the fire facilities fee analysis and fee calculations.

Chapter 4 outlines recommendations for implementing the fire facilities fees calculated in this
report.

Q NBS Lathrop-Manteca Fire District - _ Page 1-8
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2.Development Data

Th|s chapter presents data on existing and future development in the City of Lathrop that will
be used to calculate fire facilities fees for the City in this report. The information in this chapter
is used to allocate the cost of capital facilities between existing and future development and
among various types of new development in the calculation of fire facilities fees.

Study Area

As discussed in Chapter 1, the fire facilities fees caIcuIeted in this report are intended to apply
only to the portion of the Lathrop-Manteca Fire District service area within the City of Lathrop :
" Therefore, the study area addressed in this chapter is the City of Lathrop. ‘

Time Frame

No time frame is assumed for the buildout of future development prOJected in this study. The

methods used to calculate fire facilities fees in this study do not requ1re assumptlons regardlng
the rate or tlmlng of development.

A Recent Growth
~The figure at right shows the o City of Lathrod Population
California Department of Finance A : ' 2010;2"019 '
official January 1 population 30,000
_ estimates for the City of Lathrop for 24,000
the years 2010 through 2019. 5
' 55 18,000
Over that period, Lathrop has been -S -
one of the fastest-growing cities in §_' 12,000 1
" California. Its population has . 6,000 -
increased an average of 3.25% per o 1N i '
year, compounded ' A 2o1o 2011 20122013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
The City’s estlmated January 1, - o ' Yea"‘ :

2019 population of 24,936 is an
increase of 6,241.or 35% from a popuIatlon of 18,695 at the time of the 2010 Census

In recent years, the City of Lathrop has also _attracted substantial commerC|a| and industrial
development, including a major new facility for the auto-manufacturer, Tesla.

I

@ NBS  Lathop-Manteca Fire Distrct - ., o Page 2-7
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Development Types . , S ' |
The development types defined in this study are intended to reflect actual land uses rather

than zoning or general plan land use de5|gnat|ons The foIIowmg breakdown of development
types is used throughout this study: A SR

» Residential — Low Density .- Commercial [

» Residential — Medium Density - = Office :
‘w Residential — High Density » |ndustrial - ‘
. = Residential - Mobile Home . Schools/Institutional

Demand Variable ’ S ; |
To calculate fire facilities fees the relationship between facility needs and deveIopment must
be quantified in cost allocation formulas. Some measurable attrlbute of development must be
used as a “demand variable” in those formulas. The demand varlable used to calculate fire
. facilities fees in this study is building area in square feet. Burldmg square footage reasonably

- represents the |mpact of development on the demand for services prowded by the Lathrop-

Manteca Fire District and the faC|I|t|es apparatus and equrpment needed to support those

serwces . ‘ o ) |

Estimates of existing residential development and forecasts of future% residential development
presented later in this chapter are shown in dwelling units for each of the four types of
residential development listed in the previous section. In order to convert dwelling units into
square feet of building area, this report uses estimates of average dwelling unit size in square
feet for each type of- resndentlal development Those estimates are shown in Table 2.1.

i
'
1
i
i

Table 2.1 Demand Factors
- ) i

-land Use Unit SqFt

. " Category ‘ " Typet per iJnit.2

. Residential - Low Density DU 2,750
Residential.- Medium Density DU ' 1,700
Residential - High Density ' DU - 11,200
Residential - Mobile Home : : DU 11,080
Commercial o : KSF ! 1,000
Office o KSF - 11,000
Industrial = - o KSF

institutional - KSF 11,000

|
‘py= dwelllng units; KSF =1, 000 square feet of gross bU|Id|ng area’

Average square feet per unit of residential development estlmated
by NBS based on data from the City Lathrop Communlty Develop-
"ment Department and other sources '

%ﬁ N B S Lafbrop-Manfeca Firre District ; Page 2-2
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Estimates of existing non-residential development and. forecasts of future non-residential
development are shown' in thousands of square feet, abbreV|ated| as “KSF.” Some of the
calculatlons shown in Chapter 3 requlre the conversion of KSF to square feet and vice versa.

Emstmg and Forecasted Development

- Summaries of existing and. forecasted development in ‘the City of Lathrop are presented in .
Tables 2.2 through 2.4 below. Lathrop has a great deal of development potential. The number .
of dwelling units in.the City could more than triple, and the square footage of non- re5|dent|al

| bqumg area could more than double by buildout of the current general plan.
’ i

. Table 2.2 shows estimated existing development in the Clty as of January 1 2019 in terms of
_ dwelling units (for residential development categories) and total squa!re feet of building area in

‘thousands of square feet (KSF). - B : l - '

Table 2.2 City of_ Lathrop__Existing Development as of 1/1/2019

Land Use - : Unit Dwelling  Bldg Area
- . Category - Type! Units> | (KSF)?

" Residential - Low Density - bu . 6,296 . ' 17,3140
~ Residential - Medium Density DU .- 150 l 255.0
Resldent|al H|gh Den5|ty , DU - 7N | 85.2
Residential - Mobile Home -~ bu _ - 378 i 4082
Commercial : " KSF | 1,524.8
Office . . * KSF ' ’ . 366.6
‘Industrial: - S .. KSF © 19,243.0
Schools/Institutional ' KSF L l 59.8

Totals - . ‘ 5 895 | 39,256.6 °

pu= dwell|ng units; KSF = 1,000 square feet of gross building, area
Exrstr_ng dwelling units based on the California Department of F|nance

2019 E-5report - 3
3 Existing residential building area in KSF = dwelling units X square;feet :
- per unit from Table 2.1/ 1,000; non-residential building area from
2018'San Joaquin County Assessor data o
Table 2.3 on the next page shows forecasted future development in the City through buildout.

! Non-residential development includes the commercial, offlce industrial and school ,/institutional categories.
g\ N Bs Lalbrop—Manteca Fire District Page 2-3
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Table 2.3 Future Development to Buildout of the Cltyr

Land Use Unit Dwelling - Bldg Area
" Category , Type'  Units? i (KSF) 3
Residential - Low Density " DU ) 9,156 ! 25,179.0
Residential - Medium Density DU 3565 | 6,060.5
Residential - High Density : DU | 4,005 4,806.0
Residential - Mobile Home : DU 0o " 0.0
Commercial ' -~ KSF o | 82764
" Office . - KSF , 11,9471
Industrial - : KSF _ : | 16,152.0
_ Schools/Institutional | ' KSF 12,7145
Totals . C 16,726 ' 65,135.5
C |

i
DU dwellmg units; KSF = 1,000 square feet of gross bunldlng area

, ? Added building area in square feet = buildout developrnent frorn

Table 2.4 less existing development from Table 2.2 ,
; =R o
L

Table 2.4 shows forecasted total development in the City at buildout. !

Table 2.4 Total Development at Buildout of the City i

Land Use . Unit ~ Dwelling  Bldg Area

Category : ' Typei Units . (KSF) 3 .
“Residential - Low Density o DU 15,452 ' 42,493.0
Residential - Medium Density . bu 3,715 : 63155

" Residential - High Density ' - DU 4,076 "4,801.2
. Residential - Mobile Home: : DU - 378 408.2
Commercial . KSF ‘ 9,801.2
Office KSF o 23137
Industrial KSF : | 35,395.0
Schools/Institutional KSF . ‘ 2,774.3

Totals - 23,621 ‘i104,392.1

: M |
! DU = dwelling units; KSF = 1,000 square feet of gross building area

? Buildout-dwelling units based on data from the City of Lathrop 2018
Integrated Water Master Plan and the proposed (as of June 2019)
increase-in dwelllng unit counts for the River Islands development
* Buildout residential building area = buildout dwelling units X square
feet per unit from Table 2.1 / 1,000; buildout non-residential buﬂdlng
area based on the City of Lathrop 2018 Integrated Water Master, Plan
The mformatlon in.these tables is used in the next chapter in the caIcuIatlon of flre facilities

fees for the City-of Lathrop portlon of the Lathrop-Manteca Flre District.
!

AINBS  Lattrop-Manteca Fire Distit - - Page 2-4
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3.Fire Facilities Fees -

This chapter calculates fire facilities fees for fire protection facilities; apparatus vehicles and -
equipment.serving the portion of the Lathrop- -Manteca Fire District within the City of Lathrop.
- _ The District currently operates five fire stations, three of them Iocated in the City of Lathrop.
The' District’s 2018 Master Plan calls for three addltlona| f|re stations to be constructed in the
City. ,

Methodology

The method used to calculate fire facilities fees in this chapter is. the pIan -based method
discussed in Chapter 1. That method' calculates fire facilities fees by allocating the cost of
: SpeCIfIC capital facilities to- the development served by those facilities. (When the term
“facilities” is used in this report, it is meant to include firefighting apparatus, vehicles ‘and
equipment associated with those facilities.) In this case, the cost of the District’s existing and
future facilities will be allocated to both existing and future development so that those costs

are allocated eqmtably to all development.

As noted in Chapter 1, while the boundaries of the Lathrop-Manteca Fire Dlstnct encompass
some unincorporated territory in San Joaquin County, the fire facilities fees calculated in this
report are intended to apply only to development within the City of Lathrop. Consequently, this.
analysis must recognize that the District’s existing facilities serve areas outside the City.

 The unincorporated part of the District is mostly agricultural. That area is not expected to
experience significant urban development in the future due to a lack of water and sewer
service. Two of the District’s existing fire stations are located in the unincorporated portion of
the District. And, although fire companies assigned to those stations do respond to calls within
the City, this analysis excludes the value of those two statlons and their assigned f|re engines
from the calculatlon of fire facilities fees for the City portlon of the D|str|ct

e

Level of Service -

The critical measure of-level of service for fire protection and emerlgeh(:y medical services is
emergency response time. The number of fire stations needed to seifve a particular area with
. acceptable response times is determined by specific conditions within! the area. In this case, the
District’s 2018 Master Plan has determined the number and general location of fire -stations
needed to provide an acceptable level of service within the City of Lathrop. Those future
stations and their associated apparatus, vehicles and equipment are shown in the Tables that
follow . . : |

Existing and Future Facilities |

" " Table 3.1 lists the District’s existing facilities and pIanned future :facilities with estimated
. bmldlng constructlon cost (for future buildings) or repIacement cost (for existing bmldmgs)

Q N BS Lathrop-Manteca F//ze D/slr(cf a o | - Page 3-1
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, depreCIated replacement - cost for existing bU|Id|ngs and estlmated land cost (for future
- facilities) or land value (for existing facilities). Estimated bwldmg cost or replacement cost

includes S|te development and furniture, flxtures and equment

As discussed on the previous page and shown in the table below, the value of eX|st|ng F|re
Stations 32 and 33 is excluded from the cost ba5|s used in the caIcuIatlon of fire facilities fees
. for the City of Lathrop portlon of the DIStrICt

Table 3.1: Existing a_nd Futui'e Fire Stations

Constr  Building New Useful Depr Building Site * Est land Facilities Fee

- Facility ‘Date! or Repl Cost L Life (Yrs) o Repl Cost 2 Acres® CostorValue®  Cost Basis *

" Fire Station31- 1972 $ 10,000,000 50 S 600,000 2.5 $ 500,000 $ 1,100,000
Fire Station 32 1976 $ 4,500,000. 50 S 630,000 1.0 $ - 200,000 S 0
Fire Station 33 1976 $ 4,500,000 50 $ 630,000 - 10 $° 200,000 '$ "0
Fire Station 34 2006 $ 6,000,000 50 S 4,440,000 25 $ 500,000 $ 4,940,000
Fire Station35 - 2019  $ . 7,500,000 50 $ 7,500,000 25 . $ 500,000 $ 8000000
Fire Station 36 Future ' $ 7,500,000 50 ~$ 7,500,000 2.0 $ 400,000 $ 7,900,000
Fire Station 37 - Future $ 5,500,000 - 50 S 5,500,000 2.0 "$° 400,000 S 5,900,000
Fire Station 38 Future S 5,500,000 50 - $ 5,500,000 2.0 $ 400,000 $ 5,900,000
Training Center Future $ 10,000,000 50 - $ 10,000,000 25 S 500,000 $ 10,500,000

Total ' R ' 13,600,000 $ 44,240,000

. , o
! Information provided by the Lathrop- Manteca Fire District; figures include furniture, fixtures and equipment
Depreuated building replacement cost using straight-line deprectatlon over the useful I|fe of the asset
3 Estimated land value based on $200,000 per acre. : o
* Facilities fee cost basis = depreciated building replacement-cost + estlmated Iand value, The value of fire stations -
32and33is attributed to the County portion of the District's service area and is not mcluded in the cost basis
for the |mpact fee calculations . . - S

Table 3.2 on the next page shows the replacement cost and depreciated replacement cost for~
the District’s existing firefighting apparatus and vehicles. As with fire Stations 32 and 33 in the
preVIous table, no cost is included in the faC|I|t|es fee cost basis for Englnes 32 and 33. Some
other units listed in Table 3.2 also show zero in the faC|I|t|es fee cost ba5|s cqumn because they
- are fulIy deprec1ated , S : . i

%\ N BS " Lathrop-Manteca Fire District - - Page 3-2
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Table 3.2: Exfsting'Fire' Apparatus and Vehiclés

Model . . ) Useful - Replacement Depr Repl _ Facilities Fee

. Year!. Description * : L|fe (Yrs) Cost! = . Cost? " Cost Basis *
2004  Engine 33 (Reserve) , 15 $ 850,000 $ ‘ 0 S 0
2008 Brush Engine 30 ' ‘15 S 450,000 °$ 120,000 $ 120,000

. 2014 ° Rescue 30 S ; © 15 S 650,000 S 433,333 S ‘ 433,333
2018  Truck30 _ .15 $ .882000 $ . 823,200 $ 823,200
2018 Truck 30 Equ1pment o 5 S 250,000 - S ‘ 200,000 $ 200,000
2004 Engine 31 - : 15 S 80,000 $ .0 $ 0
2010  Engine32 B 15 $ 850,000 $.' 340,000 $ 0
2010 | Engine33 - o 15 $ 850,000 $ ' 340,000 $ 0
2006  Engine 34 o 15 . $ 850,000 $ , 113,333 $ 113,333
2018 - Engine 35 ' 15 $ 850,000 $ @ 793,333 $ 793,333

' 2018 - Engine 35 Equ1pment .5 .S 250,000 $ 200,000 $ 200,000
2016, Chevy Tahoe (Fire Chief) 5 S 60,000 $ . 24,000 $ 24,000
2015  Chevy Tahoe (Battalion Chief). 5§ 60000 $ 12000 $ 12,000
2015  Chevy Tahoe (Battalion Chief) 5. $. 60000 S 12,000 $ 12,000
2014 Chevy Tahoe (Fire Prevention) 5 ©$ 60,000 S .0 S 0
2016 Rescue Boat 32 - 5 $- . 60,000  $ 24,000 $ 24,000
2018  Chevy Silverado 2500 5 $ 60,000 $ - 48000 $ 48,000
2019  Chevy Silverado 2500 5 $ 60,000 $ 60,000 $ 60,000
2018 All' Terrain Vehicle 5 ) 35,000 $ 28,000 $ 28,000
2018 All Terrain Vehicle 5 S 35000 $ 28,000 -$ 28,000
2018.  Command Trailer -5 $ 35000 $ ' 28000 '$ 28,000

Total ' $ 13,627,200 $ 2,947,200

! Information provided by the Lathrop-Manteca Fire District; no equipment cost is shown for
apparatus older than five years because that equipr_nent would be fully depreciated

? Depreciated replacement cost using straight-line depreciation over the useful life' of the asset
? In most cases, the facilities fee cost basis equals the depreciated replacement cost in this table ‘
However the depreciated replacement cost of Engines 32 and 33 is not included in the impact fee
cost basis (see discussion in text) . ' v

Table 3.3 on the next page shows the estimated cost of planned future fire apparatus and
vehicles that will be needed to serve the City of Lathrop as it grows. That estimated cost is used
as the facilities fee cost basis for those items."

" Page 3-3
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Table 3.3: Future Fire Apperatus and Vehicles

Estimated

Description o . Cost ! .
Truck 35 ° ' $ 1,500,000
Truck 35 Equipment $ 250,000 °
_ Engine 36 $ 850,000
Engine 36 Equipment S 250,000
Brush Engine 36 , S 450,000
Brush Engine 36 Equipment $ 175000 .
Engine 37 $ 850,000
Engine 37 Equipment $ 250,000
Brush Engine 37: S 450,000°
Brush Engine 37 Equipment ’ S 175,000
Engine 38 ’ S 850,000
~ Engine 38 Equipment S 250,000
" Brush Engine 38 ‘ $ 450,000
Brush Engine 38 Equipment $ 175,q00
Chevy Tahoe (2) S 120,000
Total $ 6,750,000

! Information provided by the Lathrop -Manteca Fire
District -

Table 3. 4 summarizes the fire facmtles fee cost ba5|s from the three previous tables and also
includes-the cost of personal protective eqmpment for additional flreflghters needed to staff
future f|re stations'and apparatus :

Table 34 Impact Fee Cost BaSIS Existing and Future Assets

Facmtles Fee -
‘ Comporient o N CostlBasns

Existing Fire Stations * ' $ 14,040,000
Future Fire Stations and Tra'inin.g Facility ! S 30,i200;000

- Existing - Fire Apparatus and Vehicles 2 S 2,947,200 -
" Future - Fire Apparatus and Vehicles ¥ . S 6,:750,000
PPE for additional firefighters ( 39) * s !390,000
Total Cost $ 54,327,200

2See Table3.2
3 see Table 3.3

* Estimated cost of personal protectlve eqmpment for addltlonal
flreflghters at $10, OOO each

!See Table3.1. ‘ : - |
i
|

]
|
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| Average Cost per Square Foot

As dlscussed in Chapter 2, building area in square feet is used as the demand variable for fire
facilities fee calculations in this report Table 3.5 calculates an average cost per square foot by
dividing the total facilities fee cost basis from Table 3.4 by the total existing and future square:
footage of bu1|d|ng area at buildout of the City, as shown i in Table 2. 4 |n Chapter 2.

Table 3.5 Fire Facilities Fee per Square Foot

Total Facilities:  : Total Building ~ FacilitiesFee: =~ Admin~ Total Facilities
Fee Cost Basis©  * Square Footage - pe-r SqFt? Charge {2%) % FeeperSq Ft®
'$54,327,200 . 104,392,140 . $80.52 ) $0.01 . $0.53
see Table 3.4 _
Pro;ected total existing and future building square footage at buildout of the City;
. seeTable 2.4

? Fire facilities fee per square foot of enclosed building area = total faC|I|t|es fee cost
basis / total building square footage
4 Administrative charge impact fee per square foot X 2% (see text) ! ‘
> Total fire faC|I|t|es fee per square foot = impact fee per square foot + administration
charge ) - !
' Administrative.Charge. Table. 3.5 also calculates a 2% administration charge that is.added to
the fire facilities fee. That charge is intended to cover the cost of accounting and reports and
other administrative act|V|t|es required by the Mitigation Fee Act, as welI as the cost of perlodlc

updates to the fee study

‘The fire facilities fee per square foot shown in Table 3.5 can be applied d|rectly to any future
development project in the City of Lathrop, based on the amount of enclosed buﬂdlng square
footage contained in that project. It is not necessary to convert the square foot fee to a fee per
unit of development for various types of development : " ~

Projected Revenue'

Table 3.6 on the next page projects the total potential revenue from the fire facilities. fees

calculated in this chapter. Potential revenue is projected by applying' ‘the fire facilities fee per

square foot to added building square footage (excluding schools and |nst|tut|onal development)

from Table 2.3. That projection assumes that the total square footage of future development in
~ the City of Lathrop is consistent with the forecast shown in Table 2.3 i In# Chapter 2. '

Fire Impact Fee Stuady
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Table 3.6 Projected Revenue

Impact Fee - " Future Building Projected
ber Sq Ftl Square Footage 2 Revenue *’

$0.52 -.62,421,000 - $32,484,803

! See Table 3.5 .
2 projected future building square footage in the Clty excludmg '
schools/institutional buildings; see Table 2.3 _ '

? Projected impact fee revenue through buildout excluding admin
charge = impéct fee per square foot X future building square footage

The total fire facflities fee revenue projected in Table 3.6 is about $'4 8 million less than the
estimated $37.34 mllllon cost of future facilities, apparatus and eqmpment shown in this
chapter. .

Updatlng the Fees ' : i

The fire facilities fees calculated in this chapter are based current cost estimates. Over t|me
both costs and development plans are likely to change, so we recommend that these fees be
reviewed periodically and adjusted if necessary to reflect actual costs and development plans.

o
'

NexusSummary - _—

As discussed in Chapter 1 of this report, Section 66001 of the Mltlgatlon Fee Act requires that
an agency establishing, increasing or |mposmg lmpact fees, must make flndmgs to:

‘Identify the purpose of the fee,
Identify the use of the fee; and,
Determine that there is a reasonable relationship between:
" a. The use of the fee and the development type on which it is lmposed

.b. The need for the facmty and the type of development on WhICh the fee is
imposed; and :

c. The amou,nt of the fee and the facility cost attributable to jithe‘development
project. . - 5

Satisfying those requirements also ensures that the fees meet the ratlonal nexus” and “rough
proportionality” standards enunciated in leading court decisions beanng on impact fees and
other exactions. (For-more detall see “Legal Framework for Impact Fees in Chapter 1) .

The foIIowmg paragraphs explaln how the flre facilities fees caIculated |n this chapter- satlsfy

!

those requirements. P

:
|
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Purpose of the Fee: The purpose of the fire facilities fees caIcuIated in this chapter is’ protect'

the public health safety and welfare by ensuring that the Lathrop- Manteca Fire District has the
_ facilities, apparatus, vehicles and eqmpment necessary to provide adequate fire protection and

emergency medical serwces to new development in the City of Lathrop '

Use of the Fee. Fire facmtles fees calculated in‘this chapter will be used to pay for future fire
protect|on facilities, apparatus, vehicles and equipment |dent|f|ed in th|s report.

Reasonable Relatlonshlp between the Use of the Fee and the Development Type on Which It_
- Is Imposed. The facilities, apparatus, vehicles and equipment to be funded by fire facilities fees
'calculated in th|s report will support fire protection and other emergency services provided by
the Lathrop-Manteca Fire D|str|ct to all-new development in the City of Lathrop.’

'Reasonable Relatlonshlp between the Need for the Facrlltles and the ;T ype of Development on
Which the Fee Is Imposed. The need for facilities, apparatus, vehicles and equipment funded by
fire facilities fees calculated in this report and needed to serve new dévelopment in the City of

Lathrop is identified in the Lathrop -Manteca Fire District 2018 Master PIan

' Reasonable Relatlonsh|p between the Amount of the Fee and the Facility Cost Attributable to
the Development Project. The amount of the fire facilities fees charged to a development
prOJect will depend on the amount. of bmldmg square footage added by that project. Thus, the

. fee charged toa development project reflects that prOJect’s proportionate share of the cost of
Lathrop-Manteca Fire District facmtles, apparatus, vehlcles and equipment serving future
development in the City of Lathrop:

Fire Impact Fee Study
July 18, 2079 -
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4.1mplementation -

This chapter of the report contains recommendations for adoptio!n and a(_:'lministra'tion of
impact fees, and for the interpretation and application of the development impact fees
calculated in this study. 1t was not prepared by an attorney and is not |ntended as legal advice.

Statutory requirements for the adoption and admlnlstratlon of fees |mposed as a condition of
development approval (impact fees) are found in the Mitigation Fe,e Act (Government Code
Sections 66000 et seq.). _ : , ' P ‘

Adoption

As discussed in Chapter 1, California Health and Safety Code Section 13916 which is part of the
Fire Protection District Law of 1987, does not allow the board of a fire protection.district to
charge a fee on new construction or development for the construction of public improvements -
or facilities or the acquisition of equipment. ' ! ' -

Consequently, the fire facilities fees calculated in this report which are mtended to apply only
to that portion of the District wh|ch lies W|th|n the Clty of Lathrop, must be adopted by the
Lathrop City Council. B

The form in which fire facilities fees are enacted should be determined by the City attorney. .
Procedures for adoption of fees subject to the Mitigation Fee Act, including notice and public
hearing requirements, are specified in Government Code Sections 66016 and 66018. It should
be noted that Section 66018 refers to Government Code Section 6062a, WhICh requires that the
public hearing notice be pubhshed at least twice during the 10- -day notice perlod Government
Code Section 66017 provides that fees subject to the Mitigation Fee Act do not become
effective until 60 days after final action by the governing body.

Actions establ:lshlng or increasi.ng fees subject to the Mitigation Act require certain findings,- as
set forth in Government Code Sectlon 66001 and dlscussed below and in Chapter 1 of this.
report. :

Establishment of Fees. Pursuant to the Mitigation Fee Act, Section 66001(a), when an agency
establishes fees to be imposed as a condition of development approval, it must make findings
" to: ‘ B ' : '

1. Identify the purpose of the fee; :

2. Identlfy the use of the fee; and !
3. Determine how thereisa reasonable relationship betwelen
' a.’ The use of the fee and the. type of deveIopment prOJect

" onwhich itis |mposed

"b. - The need for the faC|I|ty and the type of development
- project on which the fee is imposed

@ N BS Lathrop-Manteca Fire Distiict . - - | Page 4-1
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Examples of findings that could be used for fire facilities fees calculated in this study are shown
below. The specific language of such findings should be reviewed and approved by the-City

_Attorney. A more compIete discussion of the nexus for the fire facilities fees can be found in
Chapter 3 of th|s report. '

Sample Flndlng Purpose of the Fee. The City Counc1] finds that the: purpose of the fire
facilities fees hereby enacted is to protect the public health, safety and weIfare by
requiring new development to contribute to the cost of fire protectlon facilities needed
to mitigate the impacts of new development. !

Sample Finding: Use of the Fee. The City- Council finds that revenue from the fire
facilities fees hereby enacted will be used to provide public facilities needed to mitigate
the lmpacts of new déevelopment.in the City and identified in the 2019 Lathrop-Manteca
Fire Facilities Fee Study by NBS. 2 '

Samp'le Finding: Reasonable Relationship: Based on analysis presented in the 2019
Lathrop-Manteca Fire Facilities Fee Study by-NBS, the City Council finds that there is a
reasonable relationship between: '

- a. The use of the fees and the types of development projects on
* which they are imposed; and, :

b.  The need for faC|I|t|es and the types of development prOJects
on which the fees are imposed.

c. The amount of the fee and the facility cost attributable to the
- development project on which it is imposed. '

Admmlstratlon

The California Mltrgatlon Fee Act (Government Code Sectlons 66000 et seq) mandates :
procedures for administration of impact fee programs, including collection and accounting,
reporting, and refunds. References to code sections in the foIIowmg paragraphs pertain to the
California Government Code.

Imposition of Fees. Pursuant to the Mitigation Fee Act, Section 66001(3) when an agency
imposes an impact fee upon a speC|f|c development pro;ect it must make essentlally the same
findings adopted upon establishment of the fees to: :

1. Identify the purpose of the fee;
2. Identify the use of the fée; and o - !
3. .Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between:

i .

2 According to Gov’t Code Section 66001 (a) (2), the use of the fee may be specified in a capital improvement -
plan, the General Plan, or other public documents that identify the public facxhtles for which the fee is charged.
The fmdlngs recommended here identify this lmpact fee study as the source of that mformatron

I
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a. - Theuse of the fee and the type of development project
on which it is imposed;

b. The need for the facility and the type of development
. project on which the fee is imposed 1
Per Section 66001 (b), at the time when an impact fee is imposed ojn_a specific development
project, the City is also required to make a finding to determine how there is a reasonable
relationship between: ' ; , o |
V C. The amount of the fee and the facility cost attributable
to the development project on which it is imposed.

The sample findings proposed in the prevnous sectlon are- mtended to sat|sfy the requ1rements
of Sections 66001(a) and 66001 (b). '
|‘
~In addition, Sectlon 66006 (f) prowdes that a locaI agency, at the time it imposes a fee for public
improvements on a-specific development project, "... shall identify the public improvement that
the fee will be used to finance." The required notifiCation could refer to the improvements

identified in this study.

|

* Section 66020 (d) (1) requires that the agency, at the time it |mposes an impact fee, prowde the
appI|cant with a written statement of the amount of the fee and wrltten notice of a 90-day
period during which the imposition of the fee can be protested. Failure to protest imposition of
the fee during that period may deprive the fee payer of the right to subsequent legal challenge.
‘Section 66022 (a) provides a separate procedure for challenging the ectablishment of an impact'

'

fees. Such challenges must be filed within 120 days of enactment. !

Collection of Fees. Section 66007 (a), provides that a local agency shaII not require payment of
fees by developers of residential projects prior to the date of final inspection, or issuance of a
certificate of occupancy, whichever occurs first.

However, "utility service fees" (not defined) may be collected upfon application for utility

service: In a residential development project of more than one dwelling unit, Section 66007 (a)

allows the agency to choose to collect fees either for individual units or for phases upon final
" inspection, or for the entire project upon final inspection of the first dwelling unit completed.

Section 66007 (b) provides two exceptions when the local agency may require the payment of

fees from developers of residential projects at an earlier time: (1) when the local agency
- determines that the fees “will be collected for public improvements or facilities for which an

account has been established and funds appropriated and for wh|ch the local agency: has

adopted a proposed construction schedule or plan prior to final |nspect|on or issuance of the

certificate of occupancy” or (2) the fees are “to reimburse the IocaI agency for expenditures
. previously made.” A _ i

Statutory restrictions on the time at wh|ch fees may be coIIected do not apply to non-
re5|dent|al development, S I ‘ .

Q N BS Lathrop-Manteca Fire District - I | Page 4-3
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In cases where the fees are not collected upon issuance of building permits, Subsections 66007
(c) (1) and (2) provide that the City may require the property owner to execute a contract to
pay the fee, and to record that contract as a lien against the property until the fees are paid. '

. Earmarking and Expenditure of Fee Revenue. Section 66006 (a) mandates that fees be
deposited “with other fees for the improvement in a separate capltal facilities account or fund.
in a manner to avoid any commlngllng of the fees with other revenues and funds of the local
agency, except for temporary investments, and expend those fees solely for the purpose for
which the fee was collected.” Section 66006 (a) also requires that |nterest earned on the fee
‘revenues be- placed in the capltal account and used for the same purpose

- The language of the law is not clear as to whether depositing fees "with other fees for the
- improvement" refers to a specific capltal improvement or a class.of improvements (e.g., street
improvements).

We are not aware- of any municipality that has interpreted that lahguage to mean th'at funds
must be segregated by individual projects. And, as a practical matter, that approach would be
unworkable in any event because it would mean that no pay- asiy_ou-go project could be
constructed until all benefiting development had paid the fees. ; Common practice is to -
maintain separate ‘funds or accounts for impact fee revenues by facmty category (e.g., fire
protection or park improvements), but not for individual projects. =

Impact Fee Exemptlons, Reductions, and Waivers. In the event that a deveIopment project is
found to have no impact on facilities for which |mpact fees are charged such prOJect must be
exempted from the fees. ~

If a project has characterlstlcs that will make its impacts on a partlcular publlc faC|I|ty or
infrastructure system significantly and permanently smaller than the average impact used to

calculate impact fees in this study, the fees should be reduced accordingly. Per Section 66001

(b), there must be a reasonable relationship between the amount of the fee and the cost of the

public facility attributable to the development on which the fee is imposed. The fee reduction

is required if the fee is not proportional to the 1mpact of the deveIopment on relevant public
facilities. :

In some cases, the agency. may desire to voluntarily waive or reduce impact fees. that would
otherwise apply to a project as a way of promoting goals such as .affordable housing or
economic development. Such a waiver or reduction may not result in increased costs to other
development projects, so the effect us such policies is that the Iost revenue must be made up
from other fund sources.

Credit for Improvements Provided by Developers. If the City requires a developer, as a
condition of project approval to dedicate land or construct facilities or improvements for which
impact fees are charged, the City should ensure that the impact fees are adjusted so that the
overall contribution by the developer does not exceed the impact created by the deveIopment

In the event that a developer voluntarily offers to dedicate Iand, or construct fac|I|t|es or
improvements in lieu of paying impact fees, the City may accept or reject such offers, and may

@ N BS : Lq/brop-Man/eca Fire District
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negotiate the terms 'under which such an offer WOuId'be accepted. Excess contributions by a
developer may be offset by reimbursement agreements. - ' I

Credit for EX|st|ng Development If a project |nvolves replacement redevelopment or
intensification of previously existing development, |mpact fees should be applied only to the
portion of the project that represents a net increase in demand for relevant City facilities,
applying the demand factors used in this study to calculate that part|cular lmpact fee.

‘Annual Report Section 66006 (b} (1) requires that once each year, W|th|n 180 days of the close
of the fiscal year, the local agency must make-available to the public the following information
for each separate account established to receive impact fee revenues:. ‘

1. Abrief description of the type of fee in the account‘ or fund; -

. The amount of the fee;

3. The beglnnlng and ending balance of the account or fund;

2
3
4: The amount of the fees collected and mterest earned; a
5 'Identlflcatlon of each public |mprovement on which fees were expended and the _
amount of the expenditures on each improvement, including the percentage of the

cost of the publ|c |mprovement that was funded with fees;

6. Ident|f|cat|on of the approximate date by which the constructlon ofa public
improvement will commence, if the City determines sufficient funds have been
- collected to complete financing of an incomplete public lmprovement

7. A descrlptlon of each inter-fund transfer or loan made from. the| account or fund
.including interest rates, repayment dates, and a description of the improvement on
which the transfer or loan will be expended; S

8 The amount of any refunds or aIIocatlons made pursuant to Secltlon 66001, paragraphs
(e) and (f). , - :

The ‘annual report must be reviewed by the City Council at its next regularly scheduled publlc

meeting, but not Iess than 15 days after the statements are made publlc per Section 66006 (b)
Refunds under the Mitigation Fee Act. Prior to 1996, The Mitigation Fee Act réquired that a
local agency collecting impact fees was required to expend or commit impact fee revenue
within five years, or make findings to justify a continued need for the money. Otherwise, those
funds had to be refunded. SB 1693, adopted in 1996 as an amendment to the Mitigation Fee .
Act, changed that requwement in material ways. o |

Now Section 66001 (d) requires that, for the fifth fiscal year foIIowmg the first dep05|t of any
impact fee revenue into an account or fund as required by Section 66006 (b), and every five
years thereafter, the local agency shall make all of the following f|nd|ngs for any fee revenue
that remains unexpended, whether committed or uncommitted: . ‘

{

I
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1. ldentifyvthe purpose to which the fee will be put;

2. Demonstrate the reasonable relationship between the fee and the purpose for
which it is charged;

3. Identify all sources and amounts of funding ant|C|pated to complete fmancrng of
' incomplete |mprovements for which impact fees are to be used

4, De5|gnate the approximate dates on which the funding necessary to complete
financing of those |mprovements will be deposited into the appropriate account
or fund. '

Those findings are to be made in conjunction with the annual reports discussed above. If such -
- findings are not'made as required by Section 66001, the local agency couId be requrred to .
refund the moneys in the account or fund, per Section 66001 (d).. !

Once the agency determines that sufficient funds have been coIIected to complete financing on-
incomplete improvements for which impact fee revenue is to be used, it must, within 180 days.
of that determination, identify an approximate date by which construction of the public
improvement will be commenced (Section 66001 (e)). If theagehcy fails to comply with that
requirement, it must refund impact fee revenue in the account according to procedures
specified in Section 66001 (d). ' ‘

_Annual Update of the Capital Improvement Plan. Section 66002 (b) of the Mitigation' Fee Act .
provides'that if a local agency adopts a capital improvement plan to identify the use of impact
fees, that plan must be adopted and annually updated by a resolution of the governing body at -
a noticed public hearing. The alternative, per Section 66001 (a) (2) is to identify improvements
by applicable general or specific plans or in other public documents. :

In most cases, the CIP identifies projects for a limited number of years and may not include all
improvements needed to serve future development covered by the impact fee study. We
recommend that the City Council C|te this study as the public document ldentlfylng the use of
-the fees.

Indexing of Impact Fees. Where impact fees calculated in this rep‘o'rt are based on current
costs, those costs should, if possible, be adjusted periodically to account for changesin the cost
. of facilities or other capltal assets that will be funded by the impact fees. That adjustment is ‘
intended to account for escalation in costs for land, constructlon, vehicles and other relevant
capital assets. We, recommend the Engineering News Record Burldlng Cost Index as the primary
" basis for indexing construction costs. Costs for fire apparatus and vehicles should be adjusted
based on recent purchases. Land costs should be adjusted based on changes in local Iand pr|ces

Training and Public Informatlon ' o

!

!
Effective administration of an' impact fee program requrres conslderable preparatlon and

training. It is |mportant that those responsible for collecting the fees and for explalnmg them .
g\ N Bs Lathrop-Manteca Fire District . i . . Page4-6
. Fire Impact Fee Stuay i |
| July 18 2019 ' '

192



to the public, understand both the details of the fee program and its supportlng ratlonale as
.detailed in this report. . :

Before impact fees are implemented, a staff training workshop is highly desirable if more than a
- handful of employees will be involved in coIIectlng or accounting for fees e

vIt is also |mportant that handouts prowdmg information-about impact fees to the public explain
the purpose and use of particular impact fees and distinguish them from other types of. fees, :
" such as user fees for appllcatlon processing. . s

Finally, anyone responSIbIe for. accounting, - capltal budgetlng, or pro;ect management for
projects involving impact fee funding must be fully aware of the réstrictions placed on. the
expenditure of impact fee revenues. Fees must be expended for faC|I|t|es and other capltal
assets identified in this report. o , {

 Fire Impact Fee Study
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ITEM 5. 4

CITY MANAGER’S REPORT
AUGUST 12, 2019 CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING

| ITEM: PUBLIC HEARING (PUBLISHED NOTICE) TO
' CONSIDER MUNICIPAL CODE TEXT AMENDMENT NO.
TA-19-78 .

RECOMMENDATION: - Council to Consider the Following:
1. Hold a Public Hearing; and :
.2. First Reading and Introduction of an Ordinance to
Amend Title 17 of the Lathrop Municipal Code
(LMC) by Adding Chapter 17.13 to Allow the
Creation of Easements by Covenant.

SUMMARY:

The proposed text amendment is a staff-initiated proposal to add a new Chapter,
17.13 to the Lathrop Municipal Code (LMC) to allow the creation of easements by
covenants. Government Code sections 65870-65875 creates an exception that allows
creation of easements on properties held by a common owner, when necessary to
‘serve the limited purpose of parking, ingress, egress, emergency access, etc.
However, before the City can enter into or establish such an easement, the
Government Code requires the City to pass a.local enabling ordinance.

Staff recommends that the City Council consider all-information presented at the
public hearing, consider all public testimony, and if determined to be appropriate,
adopt an Ordinance to add a new Chapter 17.13 to the LMC to allow.the creation of
easements by covenants. _ ,

BACKGROUND:
|

In certain situations, such as sharing of parking or access, subdividing or merging of
parcels of land, or the vacation of streets where a parcel may be landlocked, an
easement is-necessary to maintain access. In these situations, an easement can
protect the rights of property owners. However, when the properties in question are
owned by the same person or entity, an easement cannot be created because any
restrictions placed by.the current owner on himself or herself are not binding against
any future owner of that property. Therefore, access to the property or other
enjoyment of -the property could be Inhlblted by a future owner of one of the
separated properties in question. :

Government Code sections 65870-65875 creates an exception to this general rule
and allow creation of easements on properties held by a common owner, when
necessary to-serve the limited purposes of parking, ingress, egress, emergency
access, landscaping, or open space purposes.
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EASEMENTS BY COVENANT

However, before the City can require such an easement, the Government Code
requires the City to pass a local enabling ordinance that allows creation of easements
for properties held in common ownership. The covenant of easement document would
describe the parcel to be subject to the easement and the parcel to be benefited.

At their regular meeting of July 17, 2019, the Planning Commission voted
unanimously (4-0), one absent, to recommend the City Council adopt an Ordinance
regarding the proposed amendment to the Lathrop Municipal Code. Attached is the
Planning Commission Resolution No..19-8 for reference. (Attachment #3).

ANALYSIS:

Staff is recommending a new chapter (17.13) under Title 17 of the LMC that would
provide a solution to situations associated with creating easements over properties
held in common ownership. The new Chapter 17.13 would allow for the recordation
of covenants of easement. Although this situation is infrequent in the City, passage
of this ordinance will solve a significant City and developer problem of trying to satisfy
requirements to ensure that these easements are permanent. This ordinance will help
eliminate delay in development projects by simplifying the legal requirements for
property owners in this situation and enable the City and property owners to ensure
that necessary easements exist in perpetuity.

For example, the Planning Commission recently approved the Tru by Hilton Hotel
project on Louise Avenue. In order for the project to meet the minimum parking
requirement, it was required to share parking and access with the adjacent Hampton
Inn & Suites Hotel which had excess parking spaces. Since the owner for both
properties are the same, a covenant involving the City as the third party is necessary
to ensure that the easement is binding and in perpetuity in the event of future
ownership change. These covenants would act as easements while the properties are
held by a common owner and revert to easements when the properties become
owned by separate entities.

The fee for processing a Covenant of Easement document is $150, which is the
current fee established for easement review. The applicants would be required to
take the document for recordation and pay the associated fee at the San Joaquin
County Clerk/Recorder’s office.

Municipal Code Amendments

According to the Lathrop Municipal Code, amendments to the Zoning Ordinance must
be reviewed by the Planning Commission with a recommendation forwarded to the
City Council for approval. Before any recommendation to approve by the Planning
Commission, or final approval by the City Council, the following finding must be
made:

"That the proposed amendment will be consistent with applicable provisions of the
General Plan”,
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~ Staff has determined that the proposed code amendments conforms to the General
Plan. The attached resolution includes the above required finding.

Public Notice 4

A Notice of Public Hearing was advertised in the Manteca Bulletin on August 1, 2019
and the meeting agenda was posted at our designated posting locations in the City.
As of the writing of this report, no comments were received in favor or against the
proposed amendments.

CEQA REVIEW:

The proposed Municipal Code Text Amendment is exempt according to the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Article 5 §15061 (b) (3) by the “General Rule” that
CEQA applies only to projects that have a potential for causing a direct physical
change in the environment, or a reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in
the environment. The amendment does not change the zoning designation on any
individual property and does not affect existing land use or density. The purpose of
the amendment is primarily procedural in nature. It also does not propose or require
any specific development project, any specific development project undertaken in the
future pursuant to the amended zoning code would be required to comply with CEQA
at that time.

RECOMMENDATION:
The Planning Commission and staff recommend that the City Council consider all
information provided and submitted, take and consider all public testimony and, if

determined to be appropriate, take the following action:

Introduce an Ordinance to amend Title 17 of the Lathrop Municipal Code (LMC)
by adding Chapter 17.13 to allow the creation of easements by covenant.

FISCAL IMPACT:

There is no fiscal impact to the City of Lathrop, only staff time to prepare the report.
Applicants will be required to pay the Covenant of Easement processing fee of $150,
which is the current fee established for easement review.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Ordinance Approving Municipal Code Text Amendment TA-19-78

2. New Chapter 17.13 Covenants for Easements
3. Planning Commission Resolution No. 19-8
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APPROVALS:

M/W{W

Ric Cagwa
Prificipal Plafiner

A s, -

Mﬂ‘k M issnyf/r
Community Development Director

) 7
=X
Salvador Navarrete
City Attorney

- X

StepHen J. Salvatore

City Manager
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ORDINANCE NO. 19-

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LATHROP TO
AMEND TITLE 17 OF THE LATHROP MUNICIPAL CODE BY ADDING A NEW
CHAPTER 17.13 TO ALLOW THE CREATION OF EASEMENTS BY COVENANT

WHEREAS, the City of Lathrop Planning Commission held a duly noticed
public hearing at a regular meeting on July 17, 2019, at which they adopted PC
Resolution No. 19-8 recommending the City Council adopt Municipal Code Text
Amendment No. TA-19-78 pursuant to the Lathrop Municipal Code; and

WHEREAS, the City of Lathrop City Council held a duly noticed public
hearing at a regular meeting on August 12, 2019 to reV|ew and consider the
Municipal Code Amendment; and

WHEREAS, the proposed code' amendment is Citywide and affects all
applicable properties in the City; and

. WHEREAS, the City of Lathrop desires to protect the interest of future
property owners by requiring easements, when necessary to provide for access,
parking (ingress, egress, or emergency access), light and/or air access, signage,
landscaping, and/or open space purposes; and

WHEREAS, Government Code sections 65870-65875 allow for the creation
of easements on properties held by a common owner whenever the local agency
passes a local enabling ordinance that allows creation of easements for properties
held in common ownership by covenant; and

WHEREAS, Chapter 17.124 of the Lathrop Municipal Code mandates the
transmittal of a Planning Commission recommendation to the City Council by
resolution; and

WHEREAS, the proposed code amendment is exempt according to the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Article 5 §15061 by the “General Rule”
that CEQA applies only to projects that have a potential for causing a direct physical
change in the environment, or a reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in
the environment; and"

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that the proposed code amendment is
consistent with applicable provisions of the Lathrop General Plan and will implement
the City’s Economic Development goals by providing streamline procedures and
incorporate updated policies; and

WHEREAS, proper notice of this public hearing was given |n all respects as
required by law; -and

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed all written evidence and oral
testimony presented to date.

Ordinance No. 19-
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of
Lathrop based on substantial evidence in the administrative record of proceedings
and pursuant to its independent review and consideration, does hereby approve
Municipal Code Amendment as shown on Attachment “2”, incorporated by reference
herein.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LATHROP DOES
HEREBY ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. The Lathrop Municipal Code is hereby amended as shown in Attachment
“2", incorporated by reference herein.

Section 2. This ordinance is not intended to and shall not be construed or given
effect in a manner that imposes upon the city or any officer or employee thereof a
mandatory duty of care toward persons and property within or without the city so
as to provide a basis of civil liability for damages, except as otherwise imposed by
law.

Section 3. Severability. If any section, subsequent subdivision, paragraph,
sentence, clause or phrase of this Ordinance is for any reason held to be
unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, such a decision shall not affect the validity of
the remaining portions of this Ordinance. The City Council hereby declares that it
would have passed each section, subsection, subdivision, paragraph, sentence,
clause or phrase of this Ordinance irrespective of the unconstitutionality or
invalidity of any section, subsection, subdivision, paragraph, sentence, clause or
phrase.

Section 4. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall take legal effect 30 days from and
after the date of its passage.

Section 5. Publication. Within fifteen days of the adoption of this Ordinance, the
City Clerk shall cause a copy of this Ordinance to be published in full accordance
with Section 36933 of the Government Code.

Ordinance No. 19-
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THIS ORDINANCE was introduced at a regular meeting of the City Council of the
City of Lathrop on the 12 day of August 2019, and was PASSED AND ADOPTED at
a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Lathrop on 9% day of September
2019, by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:
SONNY DHALIWAL, MAYOR
ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:
ﬁ{
Teresa Vargas, City Clerk Salvador Navarrete, City Attorney

Ordinance No. 19-
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ATTACHMENT * 2

Chapter 17.13 - COVENANTS FOR EASEMENT

17.13.010 - Purpose.

This chapter provides procedures for the creation of easements through the execution and recordation of
covenants, pursuant to California Government Code Sections 65870 to 65875.

17.13.020 - Applicability.

A. This chapter shall apply to all development projects approved by the city, and acts independently from
any other authority or method for the city to require an easement.

B. The provisions of this chapter shall only apply when the covenant for easement is for:
1. Parking;
2. Ingress, egress;
3. Emergency access;
4. Light or air access;
5. Landscaping;
6. Open space purposes.

C. At the time of recording the covenant of easement, all the real property benefited or burdened by said
covenant shall be in common ownership.

17.13.030 — Preparation of covenant,
A. Whenever a covenant of easement is required, the covenant shall be either:

1. In a form and manner approved by the City Attorney based upon the advice of the City Engineer and
Community Development Director; or,

2. Whenever the City Attorney prepares a covenant of easement, the city shall be entitled to
reimbursement from the applicant for all associated costs.

17.13.040 - Content of covenant.
A covenant of easement required by this chapter shall contain, at a minimum, the following elements:

A. Identification of the owner or owners of the real property to be burdened, including a statement that
both the burdened and benefited parcels are under common ownership.

B. A consent to the covenant of easement and its recording by the record owner or owners to the
covenant.

C. Identification and legal description of the real property to be benefited and to be burdened by the
covenant.

D. A statement that said covenant shall act as an easement pursuant to Chapter 3 (commencing with
Section 801) of Title 2 of Part 2 of Division 2 of the California Civil Code, including an express
statement that the easement and covenant of easement shall not merge into any other interest in real
property pursuant to California Government Code Section 65871(b).

E. A statement that the covenant of easement shall run with the land, be binding upon all successors in
interest to the burdened real property, inure to all successors in interest to the real property benefited,
and be subject to California Civil Code Section 1104,

F. A statement of the purpose of the easement (i.e. for access, parking, etc.).
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G. Identification of the approval, permit, or designation granted which required the covenant.

H. A statement identifying the Lathrop Municipal Code section which sets forth the procedure for release
of the covenant.

17.13.050 — Reviewing authority.

A. The Community Development Director or the City Manager’s designee may accept an easement on
behalf of the City when such an easement is required as a condition of a land use approval, permit or
designation pursuant to this title.

17.13.060 - Release of covenant.

A. Pursuant to and in accordance with the provisions hereinafter set forth in this part, the Planning
Commission and the City Council, on appeal from a decision of the Planning Commission, may
approve and authorize recordation of a release of a covenant of easement.

17.13.070 - Petition of release.

A. Any person may request that the city make a determination as to whether the restriction imposed by
the covenant of easement is still necessary to achieve the city's land use goals. The determination of
the need for the covenant of easement shall be made by the Planning Commission. A person shall be
entitled to only one such determination in any twelve (12) month period.

B. The petition for release of a covenant of easement shall be filed in writing with the Community
Development Department. The application shall include a fee as set by City Council resolution.

17.13.080 — Hearing by the Planning Commission.

A. Upon receipt of a completed application, the Community Development Director shall set the matter
for public hearing before the Planning Commission, in a manner consistent with Chapter 17.124.040
(Notice of Public Hearing).

B. At the conclusion of the public hearing, the Planning Commission shall determine and make a finding,
based upon substantial evidence in the record, whether or not the restriction imposed by the covenant
of easement is still necessary to achieve the land use goals of the city. If the Planning Commission
determines that the covenant for easement is still required, the Planning Commission shall, by
resolution, determine that the need still exists.

C. If the Planning Commission finds that the covenant of easement is no longer necessary, the City shall
record a release of the covenant of easement in the office of the San Joaquin County Recorder’s
Office.

17.13.090 — Appeal to City Council.

A. The Planning Commission action on the continuing need for the covenant of easement is subject to
appeal to the City Council by following the procedure set forth in Chapter 17.125 (Appeals).

B. The City Council's determination shall be final and conclusive.
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ATTACHMENT * 3 "

CITY OF LATHROP
PLANNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION NO. 19-8

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF LATHROP
RECOMMENDING THE CITY COUNCIL AMEND TITLE 17 OF THE LATHROP
MUNICIPAL CODE BY ADDING CHAPTER 17.13 TO ALLOW THE CREATION OF
EASEMENTS BY COVENANT (TA-19-78)

WHEREAS, the City of Lathrop Planning Commission held a duly noticed public meeting
to consider the text amendment pursuant to the Lathrop Municipal Code; and

WHEREAS, the proposed text amendment is Citywide and affects all applicable properties
in the City; and

- WHEREAS, the City of Lathrop desires to protect the interest of future property owners by
requiring easements, when necessary to provide for access, parking (ingress, egress, or emergency
access), light and/or air access, signage, landscaping, and/or open space purposes; and

WHEREAS, Government Code sections 65870-65875 allow for the creation of easements
on properties held by a common owner whenever the local agency passes a local enabling ordinance
that allows creation of easements for properties held in common ownership by covenant; and

WHEREAS, chapter 17.124 of the Lathrop Municipal Code mandates the transmittal of a
recommendation to the City Council by resolution; and

WHEREAS, the proposed text amendment is exempt according to the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Article 5 §15061 by the “General Rule” that CEQA applies
only to projects that have a potential for causing a direct physical change in the environment, or a
reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission finds that the proposed text amendment is consistent
with applicable provisions of the Lathrop General Plan and will implement the City’s Economic
Development goals by providing streamline procedure and policies that aid development; and

WHEREAS, proper notice of this public hearing was given in all respects as required by
law; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has reviewed all written evidence and oral testimony
presented to date.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Planning Commission of the City of
Lathrop based on substantial evidence in the administrative record of proceedings and pursuant to its
independent review and consideration, does hereby recommend the City Council adopt Zoning Text
Amendment No. TA-19-78 as shown in Attachment 2 of the Staff Report, incorporated by reference
herein.

Planning Commission Resolution No. 19-8 Page 1 of 2
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Planning Commission of the City of Lathrop at a
regular meeting on the 17 day of July, 2019 by the following vote:

AYES: Gatto, Ralmilay, Ishihara, Rhodes
NOES: - None
ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Dresser

jg%/ P

Bennie Gatto, Chair

ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

S A

Salvador Navarrete, City Attorney

Planning Commission Resolution No. 19-8 Page 2 of 2
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CITY MANAGER’S REPORT ITEM 5.5

AUGUST 12, 2019 CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING

ITEM: APPOINTMENT OF VOTING DELEGATE FOR 2019
LEAGUE OF CALIFORNIA CITIES ANNUAL
CONFERENCE

RECOMMENDATION: Appoint City’s Voting Delegate for the 2019 League
of California Cities Annual Conference, October 16-
18, Long Beach

BACKGROUND: "

Each year, the League of California Cities holds an Annual Conference and business
meeting to decide League policy for the upcoming year. This year, the Conference
is being held at the Long Beach Convention Center, October 16 - 18, 2019. In order
for the City to participate as a voting member during the Annual Business Meeting,
the City Council must formally appoint one voting delegate and an alternate as the
City’s official representatives.

Tonight’s discussion item is intended for the City Council to discuss availability
amongst its members, consider formally appointing one voting delegate and
potentially an alternate as the City’s official representatives.

REASON FOR RECOMMENDATION:

The City would like to remain informed and participate in the policy decision-making
process for the League of California Cities.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Sufficient funds are available in the City Council Training & Travel account for FY
2019-20 for one to two Councilmembers to attend this event. The approximate cost
per person is estimated at $550 for conference registration, hotel expenses, and
airfare is approximately an additional $850. The total cost is expected not to exceed
$1,400 per person.

ATTACHMENTS:

A. 2019 Annual Conference Announcement and Tentative Schedule of Events
B. 2019 Annual Conference Voting Procedures and Delegate/Alternate Form
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CITY MANAGER’S REPORT PAGE 2
AUGUST 12, 2019 CITY COUNCIL MEETING
VOTING DELEGATE FOR 2019 LOCC ANNUAL CONFERENCE

APPROVALS:

G{%W//W 7By

eresa Vargas Date
City Clerk
3
Salvador Navarrete Date o

City Attorney

/M?% g._b o/ ?
S en J. Salvatore ) Date

City Manager
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ATTACHMENT _A_

ANNUAL
CONFERENCE
& EXPO | 2019

L[AGU[

k\ OF CALIFORNIA

CITIES

Strengthening
California Cities
Through Education
& Advocacy

OCTOBER 16-18, 2019

LONG BEACH CONVENTION CENTER

R seb00k cofyleagieolcacities Early Bird Registration Deadline: August 14, 2019
Housing Deadline: September 24, 2019
W @caities Pre-Registration Deadline: October 2, 2019
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INVITATION TO ATTEND

| am excited to invite you to attend the League of California Cities 2019 Annual
Conference & Expo in Long Beach this October 16-18.

The League’s Annual Conference & Expo is an opportunity for city officials to learn and
collaborate on solutions for the common challenges facing California cities. And an
opportunity to celebrate the accomplishments of California cities and the League.

When you are in Long Beach, you will want to be sure to visit the Expo, where you will
meet companies that provide products and solutions to help you enhance the services
you provide for your communities.

I look forward to seeing you in Long Beach this fall!

Jan Arbuckle
Council Member, Grass Valley
President, League of California Cities

League of California Cities 11 2019 Annual Conference & Expo
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PROGRAM AT A GLANCE:

Wednesday, October 16

8:00 2.m. = 6:00 P.M. coovvvvvvnenserririisirresnnns Registration Open e =

8:30:2.mM.~ 100 Dl cvvsissicnaismnismamasniinid City Clerks Workshop S
(additional registration required) g

Q00 = 00 M s Policy Committees; AB 1234 Ethics Training

12:00 @.M. = 12:00 Pl vevvevreeneeesesssesssssessins Department Business Meetings

11:30 .M. = L1215 Pl coosnsnsssensssssessnsssns Regional Division Lunches He

12:45 =115 Pl isisviiiuiviiosmsiots First Time Attendee Orientation

1:30 - 3:30 p.m. Opening General Session J

345 <5100 DU, mrcomineesepssasssrmmsssmssnssassrspinss Concurrent Sessions el

SO0=TO0PMsivmmvanimammmngina Grand Opening Expo Hall & Host City Reception : :
{exhibitor exclusive; no competing events) e~

7:00 = 10:00 Pl rooveeeeeevnnenne CitiPAC Leadership Reception ¥

Thursday, October 17

00 R =400 Pt asaa s Registration Open ll

8:15-9:30a.m Concurrent Sessions

9:00 .M = 4:00 P.M. covvrmricrsensssrepmmressesonssess Expo Open )

G5 = LIRS A, wesismunsinimisios b General Session :

11:30:8:m, = 100 PilT o vosesmeomimsmsibunion Attendee Lunch in Expo Hall

1:00-2:15 p.m. General Resolutions Committee

1:00-5:30 p.m. ...Concurrent Sessions

18 =205 DN, ocrsssomsrsomssnssnessigonsanssasnstrasoss Diversity Caucus Board Meetings 3

4:00 - 5:30 p.m.. Board of Directors Meeting

Evening............. Division and Caucus Events

Friday, October 18

T:30:am, = J2B0 Pl sainivannniiim Registration Open

7:30-9:15a.m Regional Division Breakfasts X

8:00 a.mM. = 12:15 P.M. corrrerenmrreessssensssaresnens Concurrent Sessions i

8:45-10:45a.m. AB 1661 Sexual Harassment Prevention Training. :

12:30 - 2:30 p.m. Closing Luncheon & General Assembly o)

NOTE: Conference Registration is required to attend all conference activities including
Department and Division meetings and the General Assembly.

League of California Cities 1| 2019 Annual Conference & Expo
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CONFERENCE OVERVIEW

GENERAL SESSIONS

During the Opening General Session on Wednesday, attendees
will hear from a dynamic keynote speaker and the League will
announce the winners of the Helen Putnam Award for Excellence.

On Thursday morning, attendees will hear from a variety of speakers about
“futuristic” tools that are available to city leaders of today and how technology will
continue to transform the landscape of our communities. Hear ideas on how you
can ensure your city will not only survive, but also adapt and thrive as our state
experiences major changes in demographics, mobility, and technology.

Friday's General Session is where the work gets done. Come celebrate the future of
the League as the 2019 — 20 Board of Directors are sworn into office. In addition,
any resolutions approved by the policy committees and/or General Resolutions
Committee will be considered.
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EDUCATIONAL SESSIONS

Panels, Facilitated Discussions, and Speed Sessions

Educational sessions at the Annual Conference are offered in a variety of formats and
include professional development focused on leadership skills and workable solutions.
Targeting a broad audience, sessions concentrate on innovative, evidence-based, and
discussion-provoking trends, tools and best practices. Connecting professional experience
and collective understanding, these sessions aim to provide attendees the opportunity to
gain practical skills and useful resources. Session titles and descriptions will be posted at
www.cacities.org/AC as they are confirmed.

State Mandated Training

Training to meet state requirements on specific ethics laws and principles and
workplace harassment prevention, discrimination and retaliation will be offered.
Understanding Public Service Ethics Laws and Principles (AB 1234 Training) will
be available as a pre-conference workshop on Wednesday morning, and Sexual
Harassment Prevention Training for City Officials (AB 1661/1825 Training) will be
available Friday morning during the concurrent sessions,

League of California Cities 4 2019 Annual Conference & Expo
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C LEAGUE PARTNER

Located in the League Partners Village on
the Expo floor, the Speaker Theater will
showcase presentations by League Partners.

(Wednesday, October 16)

The annual City Clerks Workshop is
scheduled on Wednesday morning at
8:30 a.m. The workshop begins with a
30-minute department business meeting
followed by a four-hour workshop.
Additional regjstration required; CMC/
MMC Advanced Education Point
accreditation will be available.

CITY ATTORNEYS TRACK

The League City Attorneys’
Department will present its
municipal law track at the Annual
Conference, providing Minimum
Continuing Legal Education
(MCLE) presentations for California
attorneys. Legal updates will be offered in municipal litigation subject areas:
General Municipal Law, Torts & Civil Rights, Labor & Employment, and Land Use
& CEQA. Additional timely municipal law topics will be covered. The department’s
track will also include one hour of MCLE specialty credit. All conference attendees
are welcome to attend City Attorneys’ Track presentations of interest.

League of California Cities 5 | 2019 Annual Conference & Expo
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ORGANIZATION
MEETINGS
AND SESSIONS

First Time Attendees

A special presentation to welcome
first-time attendees is scheduled for
Wednesday, October 16, at 12:45 p.m.
Join us to hear about our organization
and how to get the most out of your
conference experience.

Municipal Departments
Functioning as professional societies with educational and networking opportunities,
professional departments play an essential role in forming League policy and programs,
Discover what your colleagues are working on with the League by attending the
department business meetings at 11:00 a.m. on Wednesday.

Policy Committees

Close to 350 city officials serve on the League's
policy committees and add their collective
expertise, wisdom and opinions to the policy
debate that is the foundation of League policy.
Recommendations from the policy committees
are forwarded to the League Board of Directors or
General Assembly. Policy committees will meet on
Wednesday morning as needed to review Annual

Conference Resolutions and other pending issues. L

General Resolutions
Committee

The General Resolutions Committee (GRC),
which comprises representatives from each
division, department, policy committee
and individuals appointed by the League
President, will meet on Thursday afternoon
to consider resolutions. Resolutions
approved by the policy committees and/
or GRC are next considered by the General
Assembly on Friday. See page 9 for more
information.

League of Califernia Cities 6 2019 Annual Conference & Expo
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Diversity Groups

The Board of Directors has recognized five
diversity groups: African-American Caucus;
Asian-Pacific Islander Caucus; Lesbian, Gay,
Bisexual & Transgender, Queer Caucus; Latino
Caucus and Women's Caucus. Sign up to join
one or more of the League’s caucuses. Caucus
networking events at the Annual Conference are
open to all attendees.

Regional Divisions

Regional Divisions function as the League's
grassroots advocacy teams. Divisions are staffed
locally by regional public affairs managers to
support League goals. Contact your regional
manager (www.cacities.org/regionalmanagers)
for more information about division networking
events during the conference, Additional fees
may apply.

League of California Cities 7

217

ty of Long Beach welcomes

delegates to the League
of California Cities Annual
‘Conference & Expo. Please join

us at the opening night host city
reception and enjoy a selection
of delicious hors d'oeuvres. The
reception will take place from
5:00 - 7:00 p.m. on Wednesday,
October 16, at the Long Beach
Convention Center in the Expo
Hall. A registration badge is
required to access the event,

CitiPAC —

Leadership Reception

In conjunction with host Keenan &
Associates, CitiPAC will present its
Leadership Reception immediately
following the host city reception.
Join conference attendees for

this wonderful event in support of
CitiPAC, featuring food, beverages
and entertainment.

2019 Annual Conference & Expo



ANNUAL
CONFERENCE

RESOLUTIONS
PROCESS

Policy development is a key part of
the League’s legislative effectiveness.
The League’s Annual Conference
resolutions process is one way that
city officials can directly participate
in the development of League policy.
Any elected or appointed city official,
individual city, division, department,
policy committee, or the Board of
Directors may submit a resolution for
consideration at the conference, For
complete information on the process
and how to submit a resolution, visit

www.cacities.org/resolutions.

League of California Cities | 8 | 2019 Annual Conference & Expo
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2019 RESOLUTIONS CALENDAR
AND DEADLINES

Before the Conference
Friday, July 12: Deadline for submitting appointments to the General Resolutions
Committee.

Saturday, August 17, Midnight: Deadline for submitting resolutions to the League office
by regular mail, email or fax.

Friday, August 30: Resolutions distributed to city officials and posted on the League
website,

At the Conference

Wednesday, October 16, 9:00 — 11:00 a.m.: Policy committees meet to review
resolutions and make recommendations to the General Resolutions Committee on
resolutions assigned to each committee.

Thursday, October 17, 12:30 p.m.: Deadline to submit signatures to qualify a
petitioned resolution.

Thursday, October 17, 1:00 p.m.: General Resolutions Committee meets to consider
and make recommendations on resolutions.

Friday, October 18, 12:30 p.m.: Consideration of resolutions by cities in the General
Assembly at the Annual Business Meeting. (Voting Delegates must be registered for the
conference and must stay until conclusion of voting. They may register for Friday only.)

League of California Cities 9 | 2019 Annual Conference & Expo
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EXHIBITOR LISTING s of oy 10

Bold are League Partners

ADA Consultant Services

AED Total Solution

Alliance Resource Consulting

Allied Powers LLC

Ameresco

American Ramp Company

Amgen Tour of California

ANP lighting

Architerra Design Group

Asphalt Zipper, Inc.

Avenu Insights & Analytics (MuniServices)

Best Best & Krieger

Blais & Associates, Inc.

Blount International

Bob Murray & Associates

Burke, Williams & Sorensen

California Association of Code Enforcement
Officers

California Association of Public Information
Officials

California Association of Public Procurement
Officials

California Building Officials (CALBO)

California Consulting, Inc.

California Department of General Services

California High-Speed Rail Authority

California Housing Finance Agency (CalHFA)

California Joint Powers Insurance Authority

California State University San Bernardino

CentralSquare Technologies

Charles Abbott Associates, Inc. (CAA)

Citrus Pest and Disease Prevention Program

CleanStreet

Climatec LLC

CSG Consultants

Dapeer, Rosenblit & Litvak, LLP

Dave Bang Associates, Inc,

Davey Resource Group, Inc

David Taussig & Associates

League of California Cities

Department of Housing and Community
Development

Diehl Metering LLC

Diesel Technology Forum

DLR Group

DRC Emergency Services/SLS

Earth Systems

eCivis

ECS/Gold Crew

EdgeSoft, Inc.

ENGIE Services U.S.

Ennis-Flint

Enterprise Fleet Management

Fieldman, Rolapp & Associates, Inc.

First Capitol

ForeFront Power

George Hills

GHD

Gordian

GovHR USA

GovPayNet

Granicus

Graphic Solutions

Greenfields Outdoor Fitness

HAI, Hirsch & Associates Inc.

Hapco

HB Staffing

HdL Companies

Holman Capital Corporation

HR Green, Inc.

IES / SiteloglQ

In God We Trust, Inc.

INFRAMARK

Intelligent Traffic Equipment Marketing Ltd.

Interwest Consulting Group

J.M. Equipment Company

Johnson Controls

Jones & Mayer

JustServe

Kaiser Permanente

Keenan & Associates

Keyser Marston Associates, Inc.

KOMPAN Playgrounds

Kosmont Companies

Learn4Life

LECET Southwest

Library Systems & Services

Liebert Cassidy Whitmore

LINC Housing

Lincoln Financial Group

Mattress Recycling Council

Meyers Nave

MGO

2019 Annual Conference & Expo



Michelson Found Animals Registry
MNS Engineers

Municibid

Navio International

NLC Service Line Warranty Program

Northern California Carpenters Regional
Council

NV5

Omega Il Fence Systems
Optimum Seismic Inc.

Otto Environmental Systems North America, Inc.
PARS

PARSAC

PERC Water Corporation
PetData

PFM Financial Advisors LLC
Piper Jaffray & Co

PowerFlare (PF Distribution Center, Inc.)
Powersmiths International Corp.
Precision Concrete Cutting
Public Restroom Company
Radarsign, LLC

Ralph Andersen & Associates
Renne Public Law Group
Republic Services

Richards Watson Gershon
RICKMAR Products LLC

Ring

RJM Design Group, Inc

RKA Consulting Group

SA RECYCLING LLC

SAFEbuilt, LLC

SafetyStepTD

Schaefer Systems International
Schneider Electric

League of California Cities

ScholarShare 529

SDI Presence LLC

Security Lines US

SERVPRO

Siemens Energy

Silver & Wright LLP

Sloan Sakai Yeung & Wong LLP
Smart Cities Prevail

SmartWatt

SolarMax LED

Stalker Radar

State Water Resources Control Board
Study.com

Superior Tank Solutions
SwiftComply US OpCo Inc.
SyTech Solutions

TAPCO

TBWB Strategies

The Code Group, Inc., dba VCA Code
The Pun Group, LLP

The San Diego Foundation

TNT Fireworks

Toyota Motor North America
Trane Energy Solutions
Transtech Engineers, Inc.
Troy & Banks

Vanir Construction Management, Inc.
ViewPoint Cloud

Wagners CFT LLC

WEH Technologies Inc.

Wells Fargo Bank

West Coast Arborists, Inc.
Willdan

William Avery & Associates, Inc.
Ygrene

2019 Annual Conference & Expo



REGISTRATION INFORMATION

Pre-Registration Deadline: October 2,2019
After this date, please register onsite.

Conference Location

The 2019 Annual Conference & Expo will be held at the
Long Beach Convention Center, located downtown at
300 East Ocean Boulevard. All sessions will be held at
the convention center unless otherwise noted.

Full Registration Includes:
> Admission to Expo and education sessions (unless otherwise indicated)

> Wednesday host city reception; Thursday grab-and-go breakfast; Thursday lunch
with exhibitors; Friday closing luncheon

> Admission to CitiPAC and Diversity Caucus Receptions
> Electronic access to all program materials

Online Registration (credit card): Visit www.cacities.org/AC

Mail-in Registration (pay by check): Contact mdunn@cacities.org to request a
registration form,

NOTE: Conference Registration is required to attend all conference activities including
Department and Division meetings and the General Assembly. Sharing of registration
is prohibited.

Full Conference Registration Fees

Early Bird After August 14
Through August 14 and onsite

One-Day Registration Fees
Early Bird rates are not available for one-day registration

League of California Cities [E120 2019 Annual Conference & Expo
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Optional Registration Add-ons (non-refundable)
City Clerks Workshop (includes lunch) — 5150 member cities, $300 non-member cities

Guest Registration — 5125

The guest rate is restricted to those who are not city/public officials, are not related to any
Partner/Expo company, and would have no professional reason to attend for learning or
business. Rate includes admission to the Expo and receptions only. Session seats
are reserved for conference registrants. There is no refund for the cancellation of a guest
registration. It is not advisable to use city funds to register a guest.

é Questions or special needs? Contact our conference registrar at
mdunn@cacities.org before Tuesday, September 24,

Refund Policy

Advance registrants unable to attend will receive a refund of rate paid, minus a $75
processing charge, only when a written request is submitted to the League of California
Cities, Conference Registration, 1400 K Street, Sacramento, CA, 95814 or
mdunn@cacities.org and received on or before Tuesday, September 24. Refunds

will not be available after this date. If you are unable to attend, you may substitute 2
colleague for your entire registration.

HOTEL INFORMATION

A limited amount of hotel rooms
are available at reduced rates
for registered attendees and
exhibitors at the 2019 Annual
Conference & Expo. Reserve
your hotel nights while space
is available. The discounted
hotel rate cut-off is Tuesday,
September 24, Hotels are
subject to sell out prior to the
deadline — reserve early!

STEP ONE: (Register for the
Conference)

Registration can be completed
at www.cacities.org/AC.

STEP TWO: (Book hotel room)

After your registration for the conference is received and processed, a confirmation
email will be sent containing the links for housing reservations. Phone reservations will
not be accepted.

League of California Cities 13 2019 Annual Conference & Expo
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\\ LEAGUE
CITIES

1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
www.cacities.org/AC
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OF CALIFORNIA

CITIES

QL LEAGLE ~ ATTACHMENT B.

Annual Conference Voting Procedures

1. One City One Vote. Each member city has a right to cast one vote on matters pertaining to
League policy.

2. Designating a City Voting Representative. Prior to the Annual Conference, each city
council may designate a voting delegate and up to two alternates; these individuals are
identified on the Voting Delegate Form provided to the League Credentials Committee.

3.  Registering with the Credentials Committee. The voting delegate, or alternates, may
pick up the city's voting card at the Voting Delegate Desk in the conference registration
area. Voting delegates and alternates must sign in at the Voting Delegate Desk. Here they
will receive a special sticker on their name badge and thus be admitted to the voting area at
the Business Meeting.

4. Signing Initiated Resolution Petitions. Only those individuals who are voting delegates
(or alternates), and who have picked up their city’s voting card by providing a signature to
the Credentials Committee at the Voting Delegate Desk, may sign petitions to initiate a
resolution.

5. Voting. To cast the city's vote, a city official must have in his or her possession the city's
voting card and be registered with the Credentials Committee. The voting card may be
transferred freely between the voting delegate and alternates, but may not be transferred to
another city official who is neither a voting delegate or alternate.

6. Voting Area at Business Meeting. At the Business Meeting, individuals with a voting card
will sit in a designated area. Admission will be limited to those individuals with a special
sticker on their name badge identifying them as a voting delegate or alternate.

7. Resolving Disputes. In case of dispute, the Credentials Committee will determine the
~ validity of signatures on petitioned resolutions and the right of a city official to vote at the
Business Meeting.

1400 K Street, Suite 400, Sicramento, CA 95814-3916 | www.cacities.org | (916)658-8200




LEAGUE [
\\: OF A}f'rfpig”é | ' CITY:

2019 ANNUAL CONFERENCE A
VOTING DELEGATE/ALTERNATE FORM

Please complete this form and return it to the League office by Friday, October 4, 2019. Forms not
sent by this deadline may be submitted to the Voting Delegate Desk located in the Annual .
Conference Registration Area. Your cnty council may designate one votlng delegate and up to two
alternates. '

In order to vote at the Annual Business Meeting (General Assembly), voting delegates and alternates must be
designated by your city council. Please attach the council resolution as proof of designation. As an alternative,
the Mayor or City Clerk may sign this form, affirming that the designation reflects the action taken by the

" council.

Please note: Voting delegates and alternates will be seated in a separate area at the Annual Business Meeting.
Admission to this designated area will be limited to individuals (voting delegates and alternates) who are
identified with a special sticker on their conference badge. This sticker can be obtained only at the Voting
Delegate Desk.

1. VOTING DELEGATE

Name:

Title:
2. VOTING DELEGATE - ALTERNATE 3. VOTING DELEGATE - ALTERNATE
Name: Name:
Title: 3 Title:

PLEASE ATTACH COUNCIL RESOLUTION DESIGNATING VOTING DELEGATE AND ALTERNATES.
OR

ATTEST: 1 affirm that the information prowded reflects action by the city council to designate the
" voting delegate and alternate(s).

Name: Email
Mayor or City Clerk_ . - Date Phone
(circle one) (signature) ’

Please complete and return by Friday, October 4, 2019

League of California Cities : FAX: (916) 658-8240 '
ATTN: Darla Yacub ’ E-mail: dyacub@cacities.org
1400 K Street, 4* Floor ‘ (916) 658-8254

Sacramento, ‘CA 95814

1400 K Street, Suite 400, Sacramento, CA 95814-3916 | www.cacities.org | (916) 658-8200



| ) |

Item 6.1.1 '

CITY MANAGER’S REPORT
AUGUST 12, 2019 CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING

ITEM: MAYOR'’S REFERRAL

RECOMMENDATION: Appointment of " Three (3) Youth Advisory
Commission Members With Terms Expiring May 31,
2020

YOUTH ADVISORY COMMISSION - LMC CHAPTER 2.20
The commission currently has four (4) available vacancies; three (3) applications
were received. Staff will continue to recruit until all vacancies are filled.

- .. 'Former_ . | ' Dateof = | Reappointment - Term
. 'Commissioner(s); - | - Appointment | = . Date. .. .. Expiration
Junior Dhaliwal 6/11/18 n/a - 5/31/19
Micaela Estavillo 6/11/18 n/a 5/31/19
Andrea Solis 6/11/18 n/a 5/31/19
Angelica Gomez 8/13/18 n/a 5/31/19

APPLICANTS FOR CONSIDERATION:
1. Phil Tyalla

2. Navni Saini
3. Taurus Kohn
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COMMISSION/COMMITTEE APPLICATION

i 13 y : - *
Applying for: _ il ddus oiy (punmission
Special Requirements:

Youth Advisory Commission: Must be a Lathrop resident between 13 to 18 years of age to serve on this commission
Senior Advisory Commission: Must be 50 years of age or over and a registered voter 1o serve on this commission.
Planning and Parks & Recreation Commissions: Must be a Lathrop resident and a registered voter to serve on this commission.

RECEIVED
PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION:
MAR 14 2019

Name: {1y ol | CITY CLERK

Address: _ City: L endbrep Zip: __<dS3? 0
Telephone (home) ___ Telephone (work)

Telephone (cell) —__Telephone (other) :
Email: ‘ Resident of the City of Lathrop: b years
Do you have Transpo:rtation to attend the Commission meetings and Functions? Yesd Nod

Background Information:

Are you related to a current City Employee? Hi0

| If yes, give name and relationship

Employment/Volunteer Information:

Organization ] Date

Location Position(s)

Responsibilities/accomplishments:

Orgauization , Date

Location Position(s)

Responsibilities/accomplishments: '
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Community Activities that you have been involved with (feel free to attach additional pages)

URE Waevn b,
Name of Organization Position/Responsibilities Dates
Name of Organization Position/Responsibilities/Accomplishments Dates

. - A
KA

S S S

Special Awards or Recognitions you have received:

Educational Information:

14 . .
CHS “fr‘z?“ ------- selg ] [ ficgves ¢ 20
Educational Instittion Degree/Diploma Field Year
Educational Institution Degree/Diploma Field Year

Additional Information (Please provide any other information which you feel would be usefil to the City Council in
reviewing you application.)

Please sign and date you application and submit to the Office of the City Clerk at the address below..

%/{/ P I 14

Signature Date

7 147)/ 7/_J/f/,"2

Parent/Guardian Signature (Reguiired for Youth Advisory Candidates only)

City Clerk
City of Lathrop
390 Towne Centre Drive
Lathrop, CA 95330
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% COMMISSION/COMMITTEE APPLICATION
Applying for: Y puth ﬁ(i\ll,&(}lgj Comuigfign

Special Requirements:
Yauth Advisory Commission: Must be a Lathrop resident between 13 to 18 years of age to serve on this commission

Senior Advisory Commission: Must be 50 years of age or aver and a registered voler lo serve an this commission.
Plauning and Parks & Recreation Commissions; Must be a Lathrop resident and a registered voter to s:rhogﬁgivsgb

|

| PLEASE FRINT OR TYPE THE FOLLOWING lNFOI?.MATlONaUL 2 5 ng
Name: R CITY CLERK
Zip: q J 5 5 0

City: Ld ﬁ’l Fop

Telephone (home) _ Telephone (work) _
Telephone (cell) _Tclephone (other) _

e I o oy o aons [ e

Do you have Transportation to attend the Commission meetings and Functions? YesB No[l

Address:

Background Information:

Are you related to a current City Employee? N 0 ;

If yes, give name and relationship

Employment/Volunteer Information:

Mudhn fikh Tewgle (urent
Shckton, A N/A

Lacation Position(s)

Responsnb1ht|eslaccompl|shmems‘ \l“llAV\{’C'ch(J ln H/lt Vl]‘(,hﬁl’l thn"
elged prepare the faodl.

Lathyap leh Link Crew 2019- Present

Organi=ation’ Date

Lalirg, (H N/A

Location Position{s}

esponsibili neslaccomphshmcnts Hﬂnlna ]ﬂ LJW\IWJ ﬂ‘ahma"' J IMMquj
transihin mwm prddMe sl J o :gh schoil.




Community Activities that you have been involved with (feel free to altach additional pages)

LHS Link Crew N/A 2019 - Present

Name of Organi-ation FPosition/Responsibilities Dates
Jhockfon fivh Tewple  Coobing[itdnen (urvent
Name of Organization Position/Responsibilities/dccomplishments « Dates

Spec:alAwurdsorRecogmtlonsyou #‘ ve received: L H.S ‘jﬂaf hh ch H’\f Mon ‘f'h
dn Ockober 2018, Hespeet fhe (hicld - - Jpartan _Gugld (4.0 +)
all_demeclers af LHS Jchﬂar Athiete '(Basketball 2414 )

Educational Information:

Lathrop High Sohu] Junive 20a

 —

Educatianal InstitutionN Degree/Diploma Field Year
Usialc_Elementary 209~ 2017
Educationat lu.mnman Degree/Diploma Fleld Year

Additional Information (Plcase provide any other information which you feel would be useful to the City Council in
ru lei ing you apphcauon .)

ey than in Link (1w, (g luhs
Puh_FﬂJ (ulle 43(1 Bound _and h%{/vnld ﬂcha/anr hip
c cm Ty

o ork Mevy hard in JSthgol
9 0PA, whith | fake pride (n.
Jl! dn a&arma hurdc, T glfo plan n  winn'teering af
a_lueal [ f '

bt more.

Please sign and date you application and submit to the Office of the City Clerk at the address below..

Npuns Ar 07/10/19_

Signature Date
Mabyit Kaxl
Parent/Guardian Signature (Regudred for Youth Advisary Candidates only)
City Clerk
City of Lathrop
390 Towne Centre Drive

Lathrop, CA 95330

231



COMMISSION/COMMITTEE APPLICATION

Applying for: 6‘\‘()__)_3_9%% A’d)J‘SO\/}{

Special Requirements:

Youth Advisory Commission: Must be a Lathrop resident between I3 to 18 years of age to serve on this commission
- Senior Advisory Commission: Must be 50 years of age or over and a registered voter to serve on this commission.
Planning and Parks & Recreation Commissions: Must be a Lathrop resident and a registered voter to serve on this commission.

Name: —"Z\UPUS V\Ohﬂ JuL 29 2018

| ~ - CITY CLE}
saorss [ . Loxoo oo 2 Bogse
Telephone (home) _ Telephone (work)

Telephone (cell) _____ Telephone (other) L |
Email: — Resident of the City of Lathrop: _ years

Do you have Transportation to attend the Commission meetings and Functions? Yesm Noll

Background Information:

Are you related to a current City Employee? Mo

If yes, give name and relationship

Employment/Volunteer I.nformati('m:

wWells Faeqo Cowcond cA eof [ 2017
Organization Datie
Latheop | pa __Beavhgy] artn dav
Location Position(s) 1

Responsibilities/accomplishments: *~ ¢ lfan  +h-¢ San d 04 {ZU N Q\\)Q 2
4 _( Goeery Plare) Planted FRee's

Organization Date

Location : - " Position(s)

Responsibilities/faccomplishments:
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Community Activities that you have been involved with (feel free to attach additional pages)

Name of Organization Positior/Responsibilities Dates

Name of Organization Position/Responsibilities’Accomplishments Dates

Special Awards or Recognitions you have received:

Educational Information:

Educational Institution - Degree/Diploma Field Year

Educational Institution Degree/Diploma Field Year

Additional Information (Please provide any other information which you feel would be usefid 1o the City Council in
reviewing you application.)

Please sign and date you application and submit to the Office of the City Clerk at the address below..

Signature Date

el

Parent/Guardiafi Signature (Required for Youth Advisory Candidates only)

City Clerk
City of Lathrop
390 Towne Centre Drive
Lathrop, CA 95330
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