March 18, 2008 Regular Council Meeting

BENICIA CITY COUNCIL MEETING

REGULAR AGENDA

City Council Chambers

March 18, 2008

7:00 P.M.

I. CALL TO ORDER:

Il. CLOSED SESSION:

TO BE HELD AT 6:15 P.M., DIRECTLY PRECEDING THE REGULAR MEETING

I1l. CONVENE OPEN SESSION:

A. ROLL CALL

B. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

C. REFERENCE TO FUNDAMENTAL RIGHTS OF THE PUBLIC

IV. ANNOUNCEMENTS/APPOINTMENTS/ PRESENTATIONS/PROCLAMATIONS:

A. ANNOUNCEMENTS:

1. Announcement of Closed Session, if any.

2. Openings on Boards and Commissions:

Sky Valley Open Space Committee:

One unexpired term to September 30, 2010

Human Services and Arts Board:

Two unexpired terms, one to June 30, 2008 and one to June 30, 2009

Solano Transportation Authority Pedestrian Advisory Committee:

Immediate opening — three-year term

Tri-City and County Cooperative Planning Group Citizen Advisory Committee:

Immediate opening - term to be determined

3. Mayor’s Office Hours:

Mayor Patterson will maintain an open office every Monday (except holidays) in the Mayor’s
Office of City Hall from 6:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. No appointment is necessary. Other meeting
times may be scheduled through the City Hall office at 746-4210 or by

email acardwell@ci.benicia.ca.us.

B. APPOINTMENTS:

C. PRESENTATIONS:

D. PROCLAMATIONS:

Recognizing Spring 2008 as the Benicia Historical Museum Membership Season

V. ADOPTION OF AGENDA:

VI. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT:

A. WRITTEN

B. PUBLIC COMMENT

VIl. CONSENT CALENDAR:

Items listed on the Consent Calendar are considered routine and will be enacted, approved or
adopted by one motion unless a request for removal or explanation is received from a Council
Member, staff or member of the public. tems removed from the Consent Calendar shall be
considered immediately following the adoption of the Consent Calendar.




A. Approval of Minutes of February 19, 2008, February 26, 2008 and March 4, 2008. (City
Clerk)

B. Denial of the claim against the City by California State Automobile Association (CSAA) and
referral to insurance carrier. (City Attorney)

Council denied a claim by Christine Shannon at the February 19, 2008 Council meeting. CSAA
is Ms. Shannon’s insurance company and they also filed a claim against the City as they
settled the claim with Ms. Shannon. The claim should be denied for the same reasons as the
claim by Ms. Shannon was denied. The claimant alleged that a tree on the corner of First
Street and West G Street was not sufficiently pruned, causing a branch to fall on her car.
Parks Department records show that the First Street City trees were trimmed in January 2007
and the parks supervisor visually inspected all City trees on a weekly basis. Parks department
staff feels the limb failure was caused by spontaneous summer limb drop. The amount of the
claim is $961.38.

Recommendation: Deny the claim against the City by CSAA and referral to insurance carrier.
C. Approval of a request for Proposition 1B Bond Funding for the State Park Road
Bike/Pedestrian Bridge and Trail Project. (Public Works Director)

In 2007, California voters approved the sale of almost $20 billion in bonds for local road and
street improvement, congestion relief and traffic safety projects (Proposition 1B). Staff
reviewed our transportation needs and recommends requesting from the State that the State
Park Road Bike/Pedestrian Bridge and Trail receive the initial $449,000 allocation.
Recommendation: Adopt a resolution requesting from the California Department of Finance
an allocation of Proposition 1B bond funding in the amount of $449,009.85 for the State Park
Road Bike/Pedestrian Bridge and Trail project and authorizing the Director of Public Works to
submit the application and all ancillary documents, including minor modifications and
revisions required by the State, on behalf of the City.

D. Approval of the engineering services agreement for the design of the State Park Road/Bike
Pedestrian Bridge Project. (Public Works Director)

Environmental and preliminary engineering work for the State Park Road Bike/Pedestrian
Bridge Project is nearing completion. Staff proposes that the City to continue to use the same
consultant, Pakpour Consulting Group, to complete the final design. Staff recommends that
$185,100 be appropriated from the Traffic Impact Fund Reserves to fully fund the consultant
fees for this work.

Recommendation: Adopt a resolution approving the engineering services agreement with
Pakpour Consulting Group for the State Park Road Bike/Pedestrian Bridge Project, approving
Task Order No. 1 in the amount of $496,334, appropriating $185,100 from the Traffic Impact
Fund Reserves, and authorizing the City Manager to execute the agreement on behalf of the
City.

E. Review Investment Report for the quarter ended December 2007. (Finance Director)

The investment portfolio is in compliance with the City's Investment Policy and California
Law. Additionally, the City has adequate investments to meet its expenditure needs for the
next six months. The Audit and Finance Committee has reviewed these reports and
recommends acceptance. There is no effect on the City’s budget.

Recommendation: Accept, by motion, the investment report for the quarter ended December
2007.




F. Approval to waive the reading of all ordinances introduced and adopted pursuant to this
agenda.

VIll. PUBLIC HEARINGS:

A. Design review for non-historic homes in the Downtown Historic Overlay District.
(Community Development Director)

As part of the 2007-09 budget update and strategic planning process, the Historic
Preservation Review Commission (HPRC) recommended that the City Council consider design
review for all single-family homes in the Downtown Historic Overlay District. The Downtown
Historic Conservation Plan (DHCP) currently exempts non-historic single-family residences
from design review.

Recommendation: Provide direction to staff regarding amending the Downtown Historic
Conservation Plan to require design review in the Downtown Historic Overlay District for
construction and remodeling of non-historic single-family homes.

B. Introduction and first reading of an ordinance amending Subsection B of Section 17.70.300
(Animals) of Chapter 17.70 (Site Regulation) of Title 17 (Zoning) of the Benicia Municipal
Code. (Community Development Director)

At a meeting on December 4, 2007, the City Council adopted an ordinance to amend the
animal control provisions of the Benicia Municipal Code. This new ordinance currently
conflicts with the existing Zoning Ordinance provisions for caring and keeping animals. The
proposed zoning text amendments will remove any conflicts between the two code
provisions.

Recommendation: Introduce the ordinance to approve zoning text amendments be
consistent with recently adopted changes to Title 6 (Animals) of the Benicia Municipal Code.
C. Approval of the updated Traffic Impact Fee Program. (Public Works Director)

Revisions to the Citywide Traffic Impact Fee Program update have been completed.
Responses to comments from the November 20, 2007 Council meeting are included in this
staff report. This update now calculates a new traffic impact base fee of $1,858 and is
necessary to sufficiently fund future roadway improvements to accommodate projected
development in the City.

Recommendation: Adopt a resolution approving an update to the Citywide Traffic Impact Fee
Program and authorizing associated fee adjustments.

IX. ACTION ITEMS:

A. Confirmation of the accuracy of the resolution certifying the Benicia Business Park EIR.
(City Attorney)

This item is on the agenda only to verify the resolution accurately reflects the City Council’s
action. It is not agendized to change or modify the decision made on February 19, 2008. At
the February meeting, the City Council, by a 4-1 vote, adopted a resolution certifying the
Benicia Business Park Environmental Impact Report. The City Council added additional
direction on other impacts to be evaluated. There is a dispute as to whether LEED or LEED-ND
was included as part of the motion.

Recommendation: Confirm that the resolution certifying the Benicia Business Park
Environmental Impact Report should include LEED and not LEED-ND.

X. INFORMATIONAL ITEMS:

A. Reports from City Manager




B. Council Member Committee Reports:

(Council Members serve on various internal and external committees on behalf of the City.
Current agendas, minutes and meeting schedules, as available, from these various
committees are included in the agenda packet. Oral reports by Council Members are made
only by exception.)

1. Mayor’s Committee Meeting. (Mayor Patterson)

Next Meeting Date: April 16, 2008

2. Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG). (Mayor Patterson & Vice Mayor Campbell)
Next Meeting Date: April 24, 2008 — Spring General Assembly

3. Audit & Finance Committee. (Vice Mayor Campbell & Council Member Schwartzman)
Next Meeting Date: April 4, 2008

4. League of California Cities. (Mayor Patterson & Council Member Schwartzman)

Next Meeting Date: April 16-17, 2008 — Legislative Action Days

5. School Liaison Committee. (Council Members loakimedes & Hughes)

Next Meeting Date: June 12, 2008

6. Sky Valley Open Space Committee. (Vice Mayor Campbell & Council Member lokimedes)
Next Meeting Date: April 2, 2008

7. Solano EDC Board of Directors (Mayor Patterson & Council Member loakimedes)

Next Meeting Date: March 27, 2008

8. Solano Transportation Authority (STA) (Mayor Patterson & Council Member Schwartzman)
Next Meeting Date: April 9, 2008

9. Solano Water Authority/Solano County Water Agency (Mayor Patterson & Vice Mayor
Campbell)

Next Meeting Date: April 10, 2008

10. Traffic, Pedestrian and Bicycle Safety Committee (Vice Mayor Campbell & Council
Member Hughes)

Next Meeting Date: April 17, 2008

11. Tri-City and County Cooperative Planning Group (Vice Mayor Campbell & Council Member
Hughes)

Next Meeting Date: March 24, 2008

12. Valero Community Advisory Panel (CAP) (Council Member Hughes)

Next Meeting Date: April 24, 2008

13. Youth Action Task Force (Council Members loakimedes & Schwartzman)

Next Meeting Date: March 26, 2008

14. ABAG/CAL FED Task Force/Bay Area Water Forum (Mayor Patterson)

Next Meeting Date: March 24, 2008

Xl. COUNCIL MEMBER REPORTS:

A. Request to agendize discussion of a Benicia Industrial Park Needs Assessment. (Council
Member loakimedes)

Council Member loakimedes has requested that the City Council consider placing an item on a
future agenda regarding consideration of a Benicia Industrial Park Needs Assessment.
Recommendation: Consider agendizing for a future City Council meeting.

XIl. ADJOURNMENT:




Public Participation

The Benicia City Council welcomes public participation.

Pursuant to the Brown Act, each public agency must provide the public with an opportunity
to speak on any matter within the subject matter jurisdiction of the agency and which is not
on the agency's agenda for that meeting. The City Council allows speakers to speak on non-
agendized matters under public comment, and on agendized items at the time the agenda
item is addressed at the meeting. Comments are limited to no more than five minutes per
speaker. By law, no action may be taken on any item raised during the public comment
period although informational answers to questions may be given and matters may be
referred to staff for placement on a future agenda of the City Council.

Should you have material you wish to enter into the record, please submit it to the City
Manager.

Disabled Access

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), if you need special assistance
to participate in this meeting, please contact Dan Pincetich, the ADA Coordinator, at (707)
746-4211. Notification 48 hours prior to the meeting will enable the City to make reasonable
arrangements to ensure accessibility to this meeting.

Meeting Procedures

All items listed on this agenda are for Council discussion and/or action. In accordance with
the Brown Act, each item is listed and includes, where appropriate, further description of the
item and/or a recommended action. The posting of a recommended action does not limit, or
necessarily indicate, what action may be taken by the City Council.

Pursuant to Government Code Section 65009, if you challenge a decision of the City Council 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. You may also be limited by the ninety (90) day
statute of limitations in which to challenge in court certain administrative decisions and
orders (Code of Civil Procedure 1094.6) to file and serve a petition for administrative writ of
mandate challenging any final City decisions regarding planning or zoning.

The decision of the City Council is final as of the date of its decision unless judicial review is
initiated pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedures Section 1094.5. Any such petition for
judicial review is subject to the provisions of California Code of Civil Procedure Section
1094.6.

Public Records

The agenda packet for this meeting is available at the City Manager's Office and the Benicia
Public Library during regular working hours. To the extent feasible, the packet is also
available on the City's web page at www.ci.benicia.ca.usunder the heading "Agendas and
Minutes." Public records related to an open session agenda item that are distributed after the
agenda packet is prepared are available before the meeting at the City Manager's Office
located at 250 East L Street, Benicia, or at the meeting held in the Council Chambers. If you




wish to submit written information on an agenda item, please submit to the City Clerk as
soon as possible so that it may be distributed to the City Council.
1v-p Proclamation.pdf
EVII-A MINUTES.pdf
ivi1-B claim.pdf
iVII-C STATE PARK.pdf
?vIl-D AGREEMENT.pdf
@]VII-E Investment report.pdf
PVIII-A DESIGN REVIEW.pdf
@EVII1-B ANIMALS.pdf
@VIII-C TRAFFIC IMPACT PROGRAM.pdf
H1x-A reso.pdf
committee reports.pdf
iFX1-A AGENDA REQUEST.pdf




NIy
et LG

PROCLAMATION

Recognizing Spring 2008 as the
Benicia Historical Museum Membership Season

WHEREAS, Benicia is the cradle of California heritage and culture, having firsts in
religion, education, communication, transportation and commerce; and

WHEREAS, Benicia shares with Monterey the distinction of first incorporated cities
in California; and

WHEREAS, the Benicia Historic Museum collects, documents, preserves, interprets
and exhibits artifacts of Benicia and Arsenal history; and

WHEREAS, the museum is an attractive 21% century museum where families,
children, adults, and students are able to experience history in an interactive and engaging
manner; and

WHEREAS, in recognition of the museum’s 23 years of progress toward becoming
the “Best Little Museum” in California and beyond, as well as to celebrate the 80™ birthday of
the museum’s esteemed director, Ann Hansen, the Benicia Historical Museum is designating
Spring 2008 as the Benicia Historical Museum Membership Season and plans to double the
current membership of the museum.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT I, Elizabeth Patterson, Mayor of
the City of Benicia, congratulate the Benicia Historical Museum on its many accomplishments
and wish the museum much luck in reaching its membership goal.

Elizabeth Patterson, Mayor
March 18, 2008

IV-D-1



DRAFT

MINUTES OF THE
REGULAR MEETING — CITY COUNCIL
FEBRUARY 19, 2008

The regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Benicia was called to order by
Mayor Elizabeth Patterson at 7:03 p.m. on Tuesday, February 19, 2008, in the City
Council Chambers, City Hall, 250 East L Street, complete proceedings of which are
recorded on tape. '

ROLL CALL:

Present: Council Members Campbell, Hughes, Ioakimedes, Schwartzman, and Mayor
Patterson

Absent: None

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:
Mayor Patterson led the pledge to the flag.

FUNDAMENTAL RIGHTS:

A plaque stating the Fundamental Rights of each member of the public is posted at the
entrance to the Council Chambers per Section 4.04.030 of City of Benicia Ordinance No.
05-6 (Open Government Ordinance).

ANN OUNCEMENTS/APPOINTMENTS/PRESENTATIONS/PROCLAMATIONS:

ANNOUNCEMENTS: '

Mayor Patterson announced that Staff would be opening the Commission Room so that
the citizens could view the Council meeting on the television, as Council Chambers was
very crowded.

Qpenings on Boards and Commissions:
e Sky Valley Open Space Committee:
Two unexpired terms to September 30, 2010
e Historic Preservation Review Commission:
Two full terms to February 28, 2011

Mayor’s Office Hours;

Mayor Patterson will maintain an open office every Monday (except holidays) in the
Mayor’s Office of City Hall from 6:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. No appointment is necessary.
Other meeting times may be scheduled through the City Hall office at 746-4210 or by

email acardwell@ci.benicia.ca.us.

APPOINTMENTS.:

RESOLUTION 08-11 - A RESOLUTION CONFIRMING THE MAYOR’S
APPOINTMENT OF JOHN FURTADO TO THE SKY VALLEY OPEN SPACE
COMMITTEE TO AN UNEXPIRED TERM ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 2010

Minutes of the Regular City Council Meeting — Pebruary 19, 2008 VII"A" 1
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The above Resolution was adopted, on roll call by the following vote:

Ayes: Council Members Campbell, Hughes, Ioakimedes, Schwartzman, and Mayor
Patterson

Noes: None

PRESENTATIONS:
None .

PROCLAMATIONS:
None

ADOPTION OF AGENDA:

On motion of Council Member Schwartzman, seconded by Council Member Hughes, the

Agenda was adopted as presented, on roll call by the following vote:

Ayes: Council Members Campbell, Hughes, loakimedes, Schwartzman, and Mayor
Patterson | |

Noes: None

OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT:
WRITTEN:

PUBLIC COMMENT:

1. Lisa Reynolds — Ms. Reynolds discussed difficulties with communications between
the park users and the City regarding the dog park. She discussed concerns regarding
a drinking fountain for humans and the lack of a paved entrance.

Mr. Erickson confirmed that he would facilitate a discussion between Staff and the
dog park users regarding their concerns.

2. Carl Uebel - Mr. Uebel discussed the Grand Jury, its functions, duties, who could
serve as a Grand Juror, and he encouraged citizens to apply to serve on the Grand
Jury.

3. Don Basso — Mr. Basso encouraged citizens to apply to serve on the Grand Jury.

4. Jane Brady — Ms. Brady discussed the following concerns with the dog park: muddy .
access, lack of a paved access, lack of lighting, and water for the dogs.

5. Karen Burns — Ms. Burns asked what the actual distance was from the ramp to the
dog park. The current access is prohibitive to handicapped persons. She wants to see
handicap access, and lack of water. She asked the City to keep ifs promises.

6. Tom Hebson — Mr. Hebson discussed concerns regarding lack of access to the dog
park.

7. Cynthia Bognar — Ms. Bognar discussed concerns regarding lack of access to the dog
park and possibly having a notice regarding gate closure on the City’s website,

Council and Staff discussed the issue of access to the dog park. The issue of paving or
graveling the road to the dog park would be on the March 4, 2008 Council agenda.

8. David Lockwood — Mr. Lockwood discussed the zoning for the proposed Benicia
Business Park, land patents, and rezoning the property back to its current state.
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9. Bill Royal — Mr. Royal discussed his feelings toward Staff, how his Constitutional
rights were violated, the problems he encountered with the City while working on his
project, justice, and the City’s failure to communicate,

10. Megan Lewis — Ms. Lewis announced that the BHS SAGE Team would be hosting a
design workshop on the traffic signal by the BHS campus on February 26, 2008

11. Jane Malone — Ms. Malone discussed concerns regarding the lack of water for the
dogs at the dog park and the lack of handicap access to the dog park.

12. Gretchen Burgess — Ms. Burgess asked Council to continue item IX-B to a future
meeting, as it is scheduled to follow the Seeno Item and would not be heard until very
late in the evening. She thanked Staff and Council for agreeing to set up a meeting
between the dog park users and Staff to discuss their concerns, and her concerns
regarding lack of access to the dog park.

Mayor Patterson asked Ms. McLaughlin if Council could continue item IX-B toa
future meeting. Ms. McLaughlin confirmed it could be done. After Mayor Patterson
asked for a show of hands from the audience regarding support for continuing the
item, Council unanimously agreed to continue the item to the next Council agenda.

13. Jackie Hebson— Ms. Hebson discussed concerns regarding the lack of handicap access
to the dog park, and the poor attitude from Staff at the dog park.

14. John Furtado — Mr. Furtado discussed concerns regarding the A-frame signs along
First Street. He suggested such signs be included in the discussion regarding the
newspaper rack ordinance.

CONSENT CALENDAR:

On motion of Council Member Schwartzman, seconded by Council Member Hughes, the

Consent Calendar was adopted as presented, on roll call by the following vote:

Ayes: Council Members Campbell, Hughes, Ioakimedes, Schwartzman, and Mayor
Patterson

Noes: None

The minutes of February 5, 2008 were approved.

Council approved the denial of the claim against the City by Karen Edwards and referral
to insurance carrier.

Council approved the denial of the claim against the City by Benicia Marina
Homeowners Association and referral to insurance carrier.

Council approved the denial of the claim against the City by Christine Shannon and
referral to insurance carrier.

RESOLUTION 08-12 - A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE WATER
DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM IMPROVEMENT PROJECT AS COMPLETE,
INCLUDING CONTRACT CHANGE ORDFRS 1 THROUGH 5, AUTHORIZING
THE CITY MANAGER TO SIGN THE NOTICE OF COMPLETION. AND
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AUTHORIZING THE CITY CLERK TO FILE SAME WITH THE SOLANO COUNTY
RECORDER

Council approved the amendment to the lease between the City of Benicia and Benicia
Main Street:

ORDINANCE 08-01 - AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 5.32.120 (DRIVER'S
PERMIT — REQUIRED) OF TITLE 5 (TAXICABS) OF THE BENICIA MUNICIPAL
CODE

Approval to waive the reading of all ordinances introduced and adopted pursuant to this

agenda.
(END OF CONSENT CALENDAR)

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

Review of the Benicia Business Park Environmental Impact Report (EIR):

Jim Erickson, City Manager, introduced the item. He confirmed that it was Staff’s
opinion that option #1 would be the best course of action at this time.

Charlie Knox, Community Development Director, reviewed the staff report. He reviewed
the differences between the four options presented by Staff.

Council and Staff discussed the issue of bifurcating an EIR from a project, and current
time constraints relating to the EIR.

Applicant;
No comment,

Opponent:
Mr. Steve Goetz, Benicia First, reviewed a PowerPoint presentation (hard copy on file).

Mr. Knox informed Council that a representative of the applicant notified him (moments
before) that the applicant prefers to defer its time for an opportunity of the preparers of
the EIR (L.SA) to answer questions that may come up. The representatives of LSA and
the traffic consultants were on hand to answer any questions that Council might have.

Sal Evola, Discovery Builders — Mayor Patterson informed Mr. Evola that he missed his
15 minutes and asked if he now wished to take them. Mr. Evola indicated that no, he only
wanted to clarify what Mr. Knox said. Discovery Builders only paid for the EIR; it was
not their document. He was present to answer any questions. Tonight was only for the
EIR presentation. He expected LSA to be the group to make a presentation.

Public Hearing Opened
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Public Comment:
1. Elaine Estrada, Robert Semple PTG — Ms. Estrada spoke in opposition to the
certification of the EIR.
2. Don Dean — Mr. Dean spoke in opposition to the certification of the EIR.
3. Marilyn Bardet — Ms. Bardet spoke in opposition to the certification of the EIR.
4, Michael Steinmann, GLUMAC, — Mz, Steinmann reviewed a PowerPoint
presentation titled ‘Sustainable Development Concepts’ (hard copy on file). He
discussed how sustainable development could be incorporated into the project.
Jerome Page — Mr. Page spoke in opposition to the certification of the EIR.
David Lockwood — Mr. Lockwood spoke in opposition to the certification of the
EIR. He did not think it was right for the applicant to be allowed to wait and
speak after public comment. He recommended Council approve option #2.
Sue Johnson — Ms. Johnson spoke in opposition to the certification of the EIR.
Bob Craft — Mr. Craft spoke in opposition to the certification of the EIR. He
- recommended Council approve option #2.
9. Frank Saitz ~ Mr. Saitz spoke in favor of the certification of the EIR.
10. Rod Cameron ~ Mr. Cameron spoke in favor of the certification of the EIR. He
urged Council to approve option #1.
11. Dana Dean — Ms. Dean reviewed a letter she submitted to Council on behalf of
Citizens Considering the Consequences (hard copy on file). She spoke in
opposition to the certification of the EIR.

AN

Cale

Council discussed whether the information submitted by Ms. Dean could be
considered ‘substantial new information.” Council decided the information was not
substantial new information and it could proceed with the discussion on this agenda
item.

12. Brian Tulloch ~ Mr. Tulloch discussed the need for the City to make a decision on
this item so everyone could move on.
13. Joe Kearns — Mr. Kearns spoke in opposition to the certification of the EIR.

Mayor Patterson called for a 5-minute break at 9:34 p.m.
The meeting resumed at 9:40 p.m.

14. Jeanine Seeds — Ms. Seeds spoke in opposition to the certification of the EIR.

All Council Members confirmed that they did not have contact during the break with
members of the public regarding this issue.

Mayor Patterson disclosed that she had ex parte communications with various individuals
on this issue.

15. Jim Bird — Mr. Bird spoke in favor of the certification of the EIR.

16. Bob Berman — Mr. Berman suggested Council approve option #2.

17. IB Davis — Mr. Davis spoke in opposition to the certification of the EIR.
18. David Dias ~ Mr. Dias spoke in favor of the certification of the EIR.
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19. Keith Dias — Mr. Dias spoke in favor of certification of the EIR.

20. Ramon Castellblanc — Mr. Castellblanc spoke in opposition of certification of the
EIR.

21. Yessenia Martinez — Ms. Martinez spoke in opposition to the certification of the
EIR.

22. Sam Kershan — Mr. Kershan discussed how unions operate. He spoke in
opposition to the certification of the EIR.

23. Jon Van Landschoot — Mr. Van Landschoot spoke in opposition to the
certification of the EIR.

24, Jim Wallace - Mr. Wallace spoke in opposition to the certification of the EIR.

25. Susan Street — Ms. Street spoke in opposition to the certification of the EIR.

26. Jim Gilley — Mr. Gilley spoke in favor of the certification of the EIR.

Mayor Patterson notified Mr. Evola that she had clocked him approximately two hours
ago. He could not approach the podium again. Mr. Evola stated that he spoke earlier to
clarify why the applicant did not get up to speak initially. He was just looking to exercise
his five minutes of public comment time. The applicant tonight was LSA. Ms.
McLaughlin confirmed that it would be okay to give Mr. Evola his five minutes,
however, LSA was not the applicant, the developer (Discovery Builders) was the
applicant. Mayor Patterson notified Mr. Evola that he could have five minutes, however
the situation did not reflect well on the applicant.

27. Sal Evola, Discovery Builders — Mr. Evola stated that City Staff requested the
bifurcation of the EIR. If the EIR were approved, Discovery Builders would
submit a project within the framework of LSA’s EIR. It would be the start that
could send Discovery Builders back to the drawing board and make modifications
to fit within the framework of the EIR, and then bring it back for approval with
100% complete discretion of the Planning Commission and Council. He
confirmed that the project, as proposed,

Council and Mr. Evola discussed whom the planning director was who directed them to
bifurcate the EIR, and the chain of events that took place when the decision to bifurcate
the EIR was made. Mr. Evola confirmed that the current project as proposed was not
approvable, however, if the EIR was certified, Discovery Builders would take those
mitigation measures and modify the project to fit within the framework to bring before
the Planning Commission and Council. With regards to the Hillside Upland alternative,
Discovery Builders could look at that preferred alternative first; however, it could not tie
its hands.

Council Members Schwartzman and Campbell disclosed ex-parte communications with
various individuals regarding this issue.

Council and Mr. Evola discussed the process for certifying an EIR, how Councils change,
how the project evolved over the years, the City’s General Plan, the project’s failure to
meet requirements with the General Plan, grading, modifying the project to fit the City’s
needs, traffic impacts on East Second Street, and the Hillside Upland alternative.
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David Clore, LSA, discussed the adequacy of the document, LSA was unbiased in the
process, the EIR was an objective document, that the process was consistent, and the
possibility of adding additional traffic studies on East Second Street.

Bill Burton, Korve Engineering, discussed his belief that the EIR fully disclosed the
traffic impacts the project would have on East Second Street, the actual traffic impacts
that were documented in the EIR, safety and access to Robert Semple Elementary, how
future volumes for I-680 were developed, the East Second Street and Military
intersection, and the I-680 improvements were forecasted in the EIR.

Adam Weinstein, LSA, discussed the air quality surrounding Robert Semple Elementary,
and how the impact conclusion was reached in the EIR.

Mayor Patterson discussed air quality standards.
Public Hearing Closed

Council discussed Seeno’s reputation in the community, the need for Discovery Builders
to earn Council and the community’s trust, Staff and LSA’s indication that the EIR is
adequate, the need to move forward, Seeno’s tactic of divide and conquer, bifurcation of
the EIR and project, Mr. Evola’s stipulation that the current proposed project would not
be approved, getting to a project that would be approvable, adding that the Hillside
Upland be the preferred alternative, Council’s obligation to have certainty in the process,
concerns regarding air pollution, saying no to Seeno by certifying the EIR and asking for
a new project, saying no to Seeno by sending the EIR back to the Planning Commission,
urban decay, consistency with AB 32, effects the project would have on the Downtown,
and the need to have an EIR that has all the tools that future Councils need, as it is a 20-
year project.

Council and Staff discussed adding language to the resolution in the proposed option 1:
having the Hillside Upland alternative further evaluated, having it be lead certifiable,
adding in AB 32 consistency, and adding an alternative to the widening of I-780. Council
and Staff also discussed the review process the new project would go through, expanding
on what the mitigation monitoring program would address — the sustainability issues
would be addressed or mitigated by leads and traffic impacts could be addressed by a
different mitigation besides the widening of I-780, stating in the resolution that an initial
study would need to be done on the new project, the City would not be ‘stuck’ if the EIR
was approved, doing an initial study on the new project, coming up with new mitigation
measures for the new project that the applicant would agree to, and how the bifurcation of
the project and EIR came about.

On motion of Vice Mayor Campbell, seconded by Mayor Patterson, Council did not
approve the Resolution as proposed in Option #2, on roll call by the following vote:
Aye: Vice Mayor Campbell and Mayor Patterson

Noes: Council Members Hughes, Ioakimedes, and Schwartzman
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Council Member Schwartzman made a motion to add the following amendments to the
Resolution proposed as Option #1: directing the applicant and Staff to move forward on
an initial study for the Hillside Upland Preservation Alternative, directing the applicant
and Staff to incorporate Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) and
AB 32 into the review of the Hillside Upland Preservation Alternative, the need for a new
mitigation measure for the [-780 impacts, and lastly adding language regarding urban
decay and sustainability.

RESOLUTION 08-13 - A RESOLUTION CERTIFYING THE BENICIA BUSINESS
PARK ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (CONSISTING OF THE DECEMBER
2007 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT, JULY 2007 RESPONSE TO
COMMENTS, AND NOVEMBER 2007 SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO
COMMENTS). AND FURTHER RESOLVING THAT THE PROPOSED PROJECT
CONSIDERED BY THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT CANNOT BE
APPROVED WITHOUT SIGNIFICANT MODIFICATION DUE TO NUMEROUS
CONFLICTS WITH GENERAL PLAN POLICIES

On motion of Council Member Schwartzman, seconded by Council Member Hughes, the
above Resolution was adopted as amended, on roll call by the following vote:

Ayes: Council Members Hughes, Joakimedes, Schwartzman, and Mayor Patterson

Noes: Vice Mayor Campbell

ACTION ITEMS:

Presentation of the Comprehensive Annual Financial Report for the Fiscal Year Ending
June 30, 2007 and recognition of Certificate of Achievement for Excellence in Financial
Reporting for the June 30, 2006 Report:

Continued

Introduction and first reading of an ordinance for establishing permitting and regulatory

requirements for massage therapists:
Continued

INFORMATIONAL ITEMS:
Reports from the City Manager:

Council Member Committee Reports:
1. Mayor’s Committee Meeting (Mayor Patterson) - Next Meeting Date: February 20,

2008 _

2. Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG) (Mayor Patterson & Vice
Mayor Campbell} - Next Meeting Date: April 24, 2008 - Spring General
Assembly

3. Audit & Finance Committee {Vice Mayor Campbell & Council Member
Schwartzman) - Next Meeting Date: March 7, 2008

4. League of California Cities (Mayor Patterson & Council Member Schwartzman)
- Next Meeting Date: April 16-17, 2008 — Legislative Action Days
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5. School Liaison Committee (Council Members Ioakimedes & Hughes) - Next Meeting
Date: March 13, 2008

6. Sky Valley Open Space Committee (Vice Mayor Campbell & Council Member
Toakimedes) - Next Meeting Date: March 5, 2008

7. Solano EDC Board of Directors (Mayor Patterson & Council Member Ioakimedes) -
Next Meeting Date: March 27, 2009

8. Solano Transportation Authority (STA) (Mayor Patterson & Council Member
Schwartzman) - Next Meeting Date: March 12, 2008

9. Solano Water Authority/Solano County Water Agency (Mayor Patterson &
Vice Mayor Campbell) - Next Meeting Date: March 13, 2008

10. Traffic, Pedestrian and Bicycle Safety Committee (Vice Mayor Campbell & Council
Member Hughes) - Next Meeting Date: April 17, 2008

11. Tri-City and County Regional Parks and Open Space (Vice Mayor Campbell &
Council Member Hughes) - Next Meeting Date: February 20, 2008 - Citizen’s
Advisory Committee ‘

12. Valero Community Advisory Panel (CAP) (Council Member Hughes) - Next Meeting
Date: April 24, 2008

13. Youth Action Task Force (Council Members loakimedes & Schwartzman) - Next
Meeting Date: February 27, 2008

14. ABAG/CAL FED Task Force/Bay Area Water Forum (Mayor Patterson) - Next
Meeting Date: March 10, 2008

COMMENTS FROM COUNCIL MEMBERS:
None

ADJOURNMENT:
Mayor Patterson adjourned the meeting at 11:48 p.m.

Lisa Wolfe, City Clerk
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MINUTES OF THE
SPECIAL MEETING - CITY COUNCIL
FEBRUARY 26, 2008

The special meeting of the City Council of the City of Benicia was called o order by
Mayor Elizabeth Patterson at 6:00 p.m. on Tuesday, February 26, 2008, in the Dona
Benicia Room, Benicia Public Library, 150 East L Street, complete proceedings of which
are recorded on tape.

ROLL CALL:
Present: Council Members Campbell, Hughes, Ioakimedes, Schwartzman, and Mayor

Patterson
Absent: None

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:
Council Member Toakimedes led the pledge to the flag.

FUNDAMENTAL RIGHTS:

A plaque stating the Fundamental Rights of each member of the public is posted at the
entrance to the Council Chambers per Section 4.04.030 of City of Benicia Ordinance No.
05-6 (Open Government Ordinance).

ACTION ITEM:
Rating of 2007-09 Priorities and Policy Issues:

The Mayor went over, briefly, the goals of the meeting and then asked the City Manager
to give an overview of what will be covered. The City Manager covered a handout,
entitled Meeting Plan. He explained that the goal for the meeting was for the Council to
confirm the Top Ten Priorities and Top Ten Policy Issues. He briefly covered some of
the resources included in the packet to assist the Council with accomplishing that.

The City Manager also referenced the public hearing advertised for this meeting. He
explained what the public hearing is, which is regarding design review as it relates to
properties in the downtown historic district. He noted that staff recommends that this
particular issue be prioritized similar to the other policy issues, and the scheduled for
action. He went over the advantages of taking this approach, including the ability to
better notice, etc.

The City Manager explained that Council had been asked to complete rating forms on
both the priorities and policy issues, to help guide them in confirming the Top Ten
priorities and policy issues. He referenced the nine Strategic Goals and the process that
the Council went through during the Strategic Plan Update to determine the City’s
priorities. He also referenced the Citizen Survey completed in August of 2006, the
results of which were also utilized in the Strategic Plan Update, and referenced the
summary of results posted on the wall. He reiterated the importance of revisiting this
information as the Council looks at the priorities and policy issues.
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Next the City Manager noted that he and the other Department Heads could report, by
exception, on each of the top ten priorities and policy issues. He commented that there
are a few priorities and policy issues overlap, in that they are on both forms. The first
one he touched on was the Police Station, in that the priority focuses on the actual
remodel, while the policy issue focuses more so on the needs assessment for new or
increased space. Council Member Schwartzman and Chief Spagnoli also commented
briefly on this, agreeing and confirming that it makes sense for this topic to be on both
lists,

Other ones that overlap both lists were noted, including:

Ferry Service — leave this on the project list, take off the policy list.

Arsenal — leave this on the project list, take off policy list.

Council Member Hughes asked about the Commandant’s, as it is also on both lists.

The City Manager noted it is on the policy issue as the Commandant’s Public/Private Use
Study, and then the current project is on the project list. Mike Alvarez, Parks &
Community Services Director, expanded on the current project and how it is two different
phases — the current stabilization project — and then the second phase, which is looking at
how it will be used.

Mayor Patterson noted there are two parts on the use study. The first part is what can it
be used for that is consistent with the State’s Secretary of Interior’s standards, and then
the second part is looking at what the City wants to do.

Council Member Hughes clarified what his question was, i.e., defining the project. Mr.
Alvarez noted that historic preservation will be part of the study; he explained a bit
further what the study will entail. '

Council Member Schwartzman hoped that some of the study and restoration can be done
simultaneously to facilitate getting the building occupied. Council Member loakimedes
cautioned against not including the Arsenal as a whole when talking about this project,
that this should guide the use of this building. Council Member Schwartzman noted that
when the Arsenal Plan comes forward in June, that this will help with looking at the
Commandant’s. Mayor Patterson asked Mr. Alvarez if that was his understanding as
well. He said that likely in September and October more information will be available on
how to move forward and will coordinate with the Arsenal Plan.

It was proposed that this just go on the project list and be represented in two phases.
The City Manager noted that he had hoped that most of these priorities and policy issues

could be discussed by exception. He noted a few of the additional resources that are
available in the packet, particularly on the cultural commission and sustainability task
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force. He commented that it is important to look at all options, when it comes to starting
new commissions, to see what resources will be required, what the goals will be, etc.

The Mayor suggested that we move to public comment now, noting that she expects that
the priorities will go more quickly, with perhaps more discussion about the policy issues.

Council Member Schwartzman requested clarification regarding some of information in
the packet on the Climate Action Plan. He asked if whether it should say city, not
county, when it references who will do reporting. Ms. Lorentz confirmed it should say
city. He also asked Chief Hanley a question regarding the Fire/Rescue Boat Summary
and a potential location to berth the boat.

The Mayor asked if there were any additional council comments on the priorities, and
there were none. The Mayor invited public comment on the priority list.

Susan Street, on behalf of Brent Street, passed out an addendum to Mr. Street’s previous
submission on the Fire Rescue Boat. She relayed his comments as described in the
handout, noting that the benefits of the boat are zero.

Mr. Surrat spoke re: the fireboat. He noted this was on the list last year and he has
discussed this with many in the community. He commented that he has asked previously
whether a cost/benefit analysis has been done, but it hasn’t, so where does this come
from. In the absence of a true cost/benefit assessment, this should be dropped.

The City Manager spoke to where these priorities come from, in this case it was a
suggestion, based on community input, of a council member. He noted that does not
necessarily mean that staff believes this is the most cost effective way to deal with the
need. Generally, he noted that most of the priorities come from public input gathered
through the Strategic Planning process. He also referenced the information in the packet
that speaks to some of the cost/benefit issues.

Constance Beutel spoke in support of the police building priority and the need for a new
facility.

Marilyn Bardet asked for an update on the Arsenal Specific Plan. She also commented
on the Energy Conservation priority and how it relates to the information she presented to
the Council on February 19", and that should be tied into forming a Sustainability Task
Force.

Damon Golubics, Principal Planner, provided an update on the Arsenal Specific Plan. He
referenced page [1I-A-43 in the packet.

Mayor Patterson asked if the Environmental Iﬁlpact Report (EIR) will tell us the potential

costs for the mitigation measures. Mr. Golubics noted that he doesn’t think they have
gotten that far, that LSA still needs to get involved to sort out the costs.
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Mayor Patterson noted that her fear is that the protocol in the mitigation may cause the
project to come to a halt. The City Attorney spoke to the phases of the project and the
plan for dealing with the mitigation measure.

Bonnie Silveria, representing the Main Street Program, spoke in support of the Tourism
Plan and the First St. Pedestrian Friendly Improvements, as well as some beautification
needed downtown and at the gateways.

Mayor Patterson asked if Ms. Lorentz would like to comment on the beautification part
of the Tourism Plan. Ms. Lorentz noted that there is a small budget line item for
$10,0000 for beautification that can be done soon, but this work would not include any
major projects or signage construction.

A citizen spoke in support of the recommendations of the Economic Development Board
in this area. She would love to see the City incorporate ways to make wind energy, etc.
possible. This should not be just City operations, but community-wide.

Council Member Schwartzman commented it would be nice to have incentives to do
things like the wind energy, etc., but he wondered if looking at things bigger than what
we are currently addressing, such as incentives, etc., if perhaps that should be a project or
more of a policy issue. Ms. Lorentz clarified that yes, the project speaks to the current
things that are underway, such as climate action plan, green building program,
incremental improvements at City Hall, etc. If the Council wants to go further, it should
probably be added to the Policy Issue list.

Mayor Patterson noted that she thinks a report should come forward that notes
opportunities and what we could be doing, and not necessarily another policy discussion.

Ms. Lorentz and the City Manager further clarified what the current project is and how
we could handle additional opportunities and recommendations that will result from the
inventory.

1.B Davis commented on the Benicia Business Park Development, he noted he is happy
to see that it is on the list. He hopes that whatever project does get completed out there
will be consistent with the Economic Development Plan. Regarding the Tourism Plan
and the First St. Pedestrian Improvements, it should really be one project. It is kind of
hard to do one without the other. He commented that he is also happy to see the Ferry
Service on the list, and that this project also goes hand in hand with the Tourism Plan and
First St. improvements.

Marilyn Bardet noted that there is a person assigned at the Bay Area Air Quality
Management District to help with a workshop on the air monitoring equipment, etc.

Council Member Schwartzman voiced dissatisfaction with the process. He commented
that we are all over the map as to how we do this. There has to be a better way to rank
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the priorities. He commented there are a number of ties with the current ranking and that
he doesn’t feel comfortable with this method.

Council Member Hughes noted he agrees to a certain extent, he commented that there has
been a different scoring each of the three times the Council has done this, which isn’t
good. But, in looking at the ratings, it is clear there is some agreement on some projects
(both in terms of high and low ratings), but that there are some that are on the bubble —
and those are likely the ones we should focus on. He described a more refined process
for evaluating the priorities that he talked about with the City Manager, which perhaps
they could complete, if needed.

Mayor Patterson commented that based on the current rankings, if we combine the
Tourism priority and the First St. Pedestrian priority, then we would have 10 priorities.
Council Members Hughes and Schwartzman both commented that they aren’t
comfortable combining those priorities.

Council Member Schwartzman went on to talk about concern with the ties, for example,
with the 4.4 ones, how to determine which goes first. Vice Mayor Campbell noted that
you do the one you can afford to do first, this is only part of making the decision. Part of
it is also about the financial resources available.

Council Member Ioakimedes noted that the very expensive ones keep waiting to get
done, because they keep getting put off due to the cost. He referenced the linking of the
projects and how it is difficult to connect the dots when you get them one at a time and
don’t get the big picture. Suggested looking at broad headings, such as historic
preservation, and then allocate dollars as appropriate to projects under those headings ~
but take into account other projects under that same heading. Looking at what we can do
with dollars avaijlable to get something done on each project.

Mayor Patterson thanked Council for their comments, and asked the City Manager to
speak to the ranking process and the top ten, what does it mean and how does it fit into
the Strategic Plan. She agrees with Council Member Ioakimedes that this process is
frustrating and asked if the City Manager would bring this back to how this fits into the
Strategic Plan.

City Manager referenced the nine strategic goals and that the individual projects relate
back to those overarching goals. The Strategic Plan Update process was based on quite a
bit of public input, and from that, the goals were developed along with an extensive list of
priorities that were narrowed down to the current list. This is an opportunity to confirm
these priorities, not go through the whole process again.

Council Member Hughes agreed and said yes, he is now reminded that they did go

through that extensive process and that this is a confirmation of those priorities, given the
new council, etc.
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Mayor Patterson talked about revising the current list, specifically removing the Fire Boat
and adding the BHS Traffic Signal and the First St. Pedestrian Friendly Improvements, as
well as determining whether there are other projects that need to come off the list.

The City Manager said yes, we are asking the council to confirm the top 10 to really
focus on and pursue as priorities. Not to say that other projects won’t be continued to be
worked on — but will help staff to focus on those top 10 projects that are truly top
priorities. He went on to describe an alternative way to prioritize the projects by
selecting the “Top Five” and then the “Next Five” approach.

Vice Mayor Campbell said, sure, he would be willing to try that, to try to cross of the list
those that are basically done, or ready to be done. Council Member Schwartzman
commented that perhaps this is not the way to go, as then maybe the progress on the
project will not continue if its not a priority. They discussed the impact of something
coming of the priority list and the progress of the project.

Mayor Patterson brought up the Ferry Service, noting that there are a lot of unknowns
and pointed out the need for staff to stay in touch with what Vallejo and Antioch are
doing. So she sees this as sort of a low-level staff demand project. She also mentioned
the State Park Rd. project - that it is so close — and we would lose a lot of funding if that
does not get done. She suggested that we just move forward with the list, less the Fire
Boat.

Marilyn Bardet noted that on the Strategic Goals that projects such as the Energy
Conservation/Air Quality, etc. isn’t really reflected in the goals statement and does it fail
under community health. Council Member Hughes said yes, that is where he feels it
goes.

Council member Schwartzman agreed on taking the fire boat off of the list, and also
expressed surprise that the State Park Rd. is so low on the list. Talked a bit about the
Ferry Service item and First St. Pedestrian Friendly projects, and integrating various
aspects of the projects. For example, with the First St. project, focusing on the relatively
inexpensive things that could be done to make progress.

Mayor Patterson noted that the budget discussion will be key in figuring what can be
allocated where, but would like to live with this list and go forward.

Vice Mayor Campbell would like staff to look more intensely at a few, narrow down to
three or four, and then the rest are sort of on autopilot.

They agreed to take five minutes to go through and note on the large poster listing the
priorities what their top priorities are. The Council took a short break and did this.

Mayor Patterson informed the public in attendance that the individual submissions from

members of the public submitted to the City Manager’s Office did not get scored, just the
council ratings are reflected in the final average scores on the poster.
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After checking off their top priorities, the top six priorities were as follows:

Community Center

Benicia Business Park Development

Police Building Remodeling

First Street Pedestrian Friendly Improvements
Commandant’s Residence

State Park Road Bike/Pedestrian Bridge Project

oguwsoo

Sue Johnson expressed frustration regarding the rating forms forwarded by Mayor
Patterson. If the City didn’t compile the public’s input, what is the point of attending the
meeting?

Council Member Hughes noted that we went the strategic planning process and took
public input, this is just confirming the list of priorities.

Mayor Patterson clarified that we are taking a mid-course review — based on the previous
more involved process, we are guided by that — just checking in to confirm priorities.
The next step, on the policy issues, will likely provide more of an opportunity to benefit
from public input. Nothing is dropping of the list, except the fire boat, because the
Council has agreement.

The City Manager gave an overview of the policy issues on the list, and suggested that
goal be to select 10 for the remainder of the 2007-09 fiscal period. Last year the Council
got through about eight, so if they select more than 10, they will unlikely to be getting
through all of them.

The Mayor noted her concerns with a number of the items on the policy list, for example,
why is the Tree Ordinance on the list when it is ready to come to the Council. She also
wondered about why the Sky Valley Open Space committee and Ahwahnee Principles
are on the list as well, as they are basically straightforward.

The City Manager responded to her question by providing a brief overview of why each
issues is included on the list.

Council Member Schwartzman asked if the Council is in agreement — is the Arsenal Plan
a project. He also asked about Lighting & Landscaping (L&1) Districts policy issue,
isn’t it a project. He also wondered why YATF and Sky Valley is separated out from the
board & commission review policy issue, and also the YATF strategic planning process —
staff has been directed to do this — so couldn’t that one come off.

Council Member Joakimedes requested that another item be added to the list — Industrial

Parks Needs Assessment — thinks Economic Development should meet with Benicia
Industrial Park Association and pursue this.
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Mayor Patterson started with the Residential Design Review Authority issue, which
based on the Historic Preservation Review Commission’s recommendation, should get
put on a March meeting.

The City Manager noted that the goal was to try and prioritize these items, including
recommendations from commissions, and have that dictate on how the policy calendar is
set up.

Mayor Patterson asked if this item could be on an agenda in March, The City Manager
said its fine to schedule this in March, but noted that the Council may want to first
prioritize the list.

They discussed the process a bit further. The Mayor asked if the Council could at least
agree it will be on a future agenda for action. There was agreement on that.

On L&L, the Mayor suggested that this come back to Council after staff meets with the
property owners, so they can hear the feedback, and then it will come back to Council.

They discussed whether some of the items on the list are really policy issues. Council
Member Hughes noted that some are already clear what needs to happen, they will just
come back as action items. He also noted that some are reconsiderations, because some
of have been addressed in the last year.

The City Manager noted that with that some of these, it is a timing issue — in terms of
prioritizing the scheduling of the items.

Council Member Schwartzman commented it is not clear how long it takes for staff to
gather the information and come back on some of these, and perhaps that is part of the
question, assessing the time and resources involved to move forward. So thereisa
scheduling side, even if some of these are not really policy issues. Also, yes, why are
some of these on here if they’ ve already been considered.

Mayor Patterson noted those that are easy to schedule:

Tree Ordinance

Design Review

L&L

YATF Strategic Planning Process
Sky Valley Open Space Committee
Adult Entertainment Ordinance
Ahwahnee Principles

Newsrack

cCooooocaoe

She noted that yes, the last four items would be reconsiderations. She commented, that
just leaves the Cultural Arts Commission, Sustainability Task Force and the Police
Facility Modernization and Space Needs.
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Bob Mutch asked when it would be appropriate to ask about the process. There is not a
clear coherent tie in with the goals, projects and policies.

Mayor Patterson thanked him for his comments, and suggested that the City Manager
reiterate how the list was developed and as we refine the process going forward, she
welcomes his ideas.

The City Manager covered why each of the items are on the policy issue list. He listed
his thoughts on each of the policy issue items. He noted that with the final four, staff has
direction, but there has been a request to revisit each of those.

Council Member Joakimedes commented that on some of these there is an inherent
timeline tied to the item, such as the campaign items, should occur at least 15 months
before the next election. He suggested that the Council think about what should be done
within the next 90 days.

Vice Mayor Campbell mentioned that he had already submitted a request to reconsider
the Campaign Contribution Ordinance for the March 4™ meeting.

Susan Street noted that the elephant in the room is Seeno. Aren’t there things on the list
that need to be considered very quickly in the context of Seeno’s project coming.

City Attorney noted that any action the Council would take would on Formula Based
Rusiness Regulations and Big Box would have very little impact on Seeno.

Marilyn Bardet asked about the Sustainability Task Force and noted that the EDB
recommended this to the Council. Ms. Lorentz gave an update on the information
provided in the packet and noted that the Sustainability Task Force is on the list of policy
issues to be prioritized.

The Mayor asked for clarification on next steps, should a resolution come to the Council
forming such a task force. Ms. Lorentz noted that the first step is to prioritize as part of
the policy issue discussion, that staff is not ready to give a full-fledged recommendation
regarding resources necessary, etc.

Mr. Surratt commented on the cultural arts commission. He noted that the Human
Services Arts Board (HSAB) was asked to take on the arts as part of this body. It would
be nice to utilize the subcommittee work from the HSAB in looking at this committee.

Sue Johnson spoke to the cultural arts commission being a fabulous idea and talked about
the importance of adding this body. She mentioned the importance for fourism, etc.

Another citizen noted she would like to echo what Marilyn Bardet and Susan Street said

on sustainability. She noted that she thinks the sustainability should be separate from the
Planning Commission.
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Bob Mutch commented that it seems we are straying from the process of strategic
planning. Thinks there needs to be one common understanding of what strategic
planning is.

Dan Clark talked about the cultural arts commission and the need for one. Referenced
the study done by the Mayors Committee in 1984 that Bonnie Weidell provided for this
meeting. Feels that much of the work done back then is still valid and important — just a
little more overdue. He talked about the HSAB and how the human services model
didn’t adapt very well to the arts community. He noted that this appears to be something
that continues to be put off and ignored.

The City Manager noted that we are nearing 9 pm, and that is a cut off time, as the
Library closes at that time.

Gretchen Burgess spoke on the dog park and asked when the meeting with the City
manager will happen.

The Mayor asked if this meeting would be scheduled and Mr. Alvarez noted they had
attempted to schedule it, but were informed at this point, it was not necessary - but if
there is still a desire to meet, that is fine. The Mayor asked if this could be resolved
outside of this meeting and Ms. Burgess agreed.

Leann Taagepera spoke about the design review item and gave some background on this
issue. She referenced her letter to the Council, which is on file. She wondered why we
need to ask if we need to comply with what the State already requires. She talked about
what the City of Vallejo does in terms of lower fees, etc. She encouraged council to get
going on this in March.

JB Davis expressed frustration with the process. He also spoke about sustainability — it is
a policy that has already been adopted — so it should move forward. He also talked about
the arts and the Main St. Feasibility Study — how this is old stuff that we’ve been talking
about for a long time. If it takes a cultural arts commission to get this stuff done, lets do
it.

Donnell Rubay talked about the importance of addressing the design review issue, the
City needs to understand where historic property owners are coming from. She also
asked that staff look at how other cities are handling and consider whether people will
want to be historic propetty owners.

Mr. Ernst spoke about a lecture he attended last week and reducing use of oil. He
provided a report to council on this. He commented that a Sustainability Task Force
would be great.

The Mayor suggested organizing the policy issue list as follows:

@ Police Building — Beyond 90 days
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Commandants Public/Private Use Study — Beyond 90 days
Design Review — Schedule for action within 30 days

L& L — Beyond 90 days

ITS - Not sure on timing

YATF - Already underway, will need more than 90 days
Sky Valley Open Space Committee — Beyond 90 days
Voluntary Campaign —~ Go through the two step process
Adult Entertainment Ordinance — Schedule for 2009
Ahwahnee Principles — Within 90 days

Newsrack — Short term report within 90 days, ordinance after 90 days
Tree Ordinance — Within 90 days

Campaign Contributions — Two step process

Boards & Commissions — Staff recommendation ok

Big Box and Formula Based Business — Two step process

[ e 2 I O o N o A 0 A R A

On the Cultural Arts Commission, the Mayor suggested that staff get started now on the
process of looking at this and then come back to Council, probably outside 90 days. On
the Sustainability Task Force, she suggested continuing to research this and then come
back with a report.

Council Member Schwartzman expressed frustration with the items that went on the list
that have already been addressed within the last year. Council Member Hughes agreed
that these are not policy issues until they get three votes to be reconsidered. He noted
that he agrees with the Mayor’s recommendation, in general, but needs clarification on
the Cultural Arts Commission and Sustainability Task Force, as he likes the idea of
moving the latter to the Planning Commission. He also noted that he likes the idea of
Industrial Park needs assessment, but doesn’t think we have the time now.

The City Manager suggested coming back at a future meeting to confirm the list of
priorities and policy issues, on either March 4™ or 18™. On the design review issue, it
will be scheduled within 30 days. The Mayor suggested noticing this again to make sure
the public is aware of the meeting date.

ADJOURNMENT:

Mayor Patterson adjourned the meeting at approximately 9:05 p.m.
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MINUTES OF THE
SPECIAL MEETING — CITY COUNCIL
MARCH 4, 2008

The special meeting of the City Council of the City of Benicia was called to order by
Mayor Elizabeth Patterson at 6:31 p.m. on Tuesday, March 4, 2008, in the City Council
Chambers, City Hall, 250 East L Street, complete proceedings of which are recorded on
tape.

ROLL CALL:

Present: Council Members Campbell, Hughes, loakimedes, Schwartzman, and Mayor
Patterson :

Absent: None

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:
Mayor Patterson led the pledge to the flag.

FUNDAMENTAL RIGHTS:

A plaque stating the Fundamental Rights of each member of the public is posted at the
entrance to the Council Chambers per Section 4.04.030 of City of Benicia Ordinance No.
05-6 (Open Government Ordinance).

OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT:
None

ANNOUNCEMENT OF CLOSED SESSION:
Lisa Wolfe, City Clerk, read the announcement of Closed Session

CLOSED SESSION:

A. CONFERENCE WITH REAL PROPERTY NEGOTIATOR (Government
Code Section §54956.8)
Approval of the land exchange preposal from the property owner at 1356
West K Street

Negotiating parties: City Manager, City Attorney, Public Works Director

ADJOURNMENT:
Mayor Patterson adjourned the meeting at 6:33 p.m.
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MINUTES OF THE
REGULAR MEETING - CITY COUNCIL
MARCH 4, 2008

The regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Benicia was called to order by

Mayor Elizabeth Patterson at 7:00 p.m. on Tuesday, March 4, 2008, in the City Council
Chambers, City Hall, 250 East L Street, complete proceedings of which are recorded on
tape. -

ROLL CALL:

Present: Council Members Campbell, Hughes, loakimedes, Schwartzman, and Mayor
Patterson

Absent: None

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:
Lisa Wolfe, City Clerk led the pledge to the flag.

FUNDAMENTAL RIGHTS:

A plaque stating the Fundamental Rights of each member of the public is posted at the
entrance to the Council Chambers per Section 4.04.030 of City of Benicia Ordinance No.
05-6 (Open Government Ordinance).

ANNOUNCEMENTS/APPOINTMENTS/PRESENTATIONS/PROCLAMATIONS:
ANNOUNCEMENTS:

Action taken at Closed Session:

Ms. McLaughlin stated that Council met in Closed Session to discuss the land exchange
proposal from the property owner at 1356 West K Street. Council gave direction to Staff
to proceed ahead. The matter will go through the usual process and be brought back to
Council at a future time.

Openings on Boards and Commissions:
e Historic Preservation Review Commission:
Two full terms to February 28, 2012
One unexpired term to February 28, 2009
e Sky Valley Open Space Committee:
One unexpired term to September 30, 2010
¢ Human Services and Arts Board:
One unexpired term to June 30, 2009

City’s Commission Appointment Process — Ad Hoc Subcommittee:
Mayor Patterson and Council Member Schwartzman were appointed to the Appointment

Process Ad Hoc Subcommittee.

Mayor Patterson reviewed the reasons for the subcommittee being formed and its
purpose.
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Council and Staff discussed the past practices for making appointments, previous Council
discussion on the appointment process, possibly delaying the scheduled appointments to
the HPRC so that the subcommittee could look into the process and make suggestions,
engaging the public in the appointment process, not delaying the scheduled appointments,
time spent interviewing and choosing the proposed appointees,

Public Comment:

1. Jon Van Landschoot - Mr. Van Landschoot discussed ex-post-facto law, HPRC’s
meeting schedule, the appointment process, the time it would take to get new
commissioners up to speed, and his support of moving forward with the proposed
HPRC appointments. :

2. Gretchen Burgess — Ms. Burgess discussed the appointment process and her
support of moving forward with the proposed HPRC appointments.

Mayor’s Office Hours:

Mayor Patterson will maintain an open office every Monday (except holidays) in the
Mayor’s Office of City Hall from 6:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. No appointment is necessary.
Other meeting times may be scheduled through the City Hall office at 746-4210 or by

email acardwell@ci.benicia.ca.us.

APPOINTMENTS:

RESOLUTION 08-14 - A RESOLUTION CONFIRMING THE MAYOR’S
APPOINTMENT OF DAVID CROMPTON TO THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION
REVIEW COMMISSION TO A FULL TERM ENDING FEBRUARY 28, 2012

The above Resolution was adopted, on roll call by the following vote:
Ayes: Council Members Campbell, Hughes, and Mayor Patterson
Noes: Council Members Ioakimedes and Schwartzman

RESOLUTION 08-15 - A RESOLUTION CONFIRMING THE MAYOR’S
APPOINTMENT OF LEANN TAAGEPERA TO THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION
REVIEW COMMISSION TO A FULL TERM ENDING FEBRUARY 28. 2012

The above Resolution was adopted, on roll call by the following vote:
Ayes: Council Members Campbell, loakimedes and Mayor Patterson
Noes: Council Members Hughes and Schwartzman

RESOLUTION 08-16 - A RESOLUTION CONFIRMING THE MAYOR'’S
APPOINTMENT OF STEVE MCKEE TO THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION
REVIEW COMMISSION TO AN UNEXPIRED TERM ENDING FEBRUARY 28,
2009

The above Resolution was adopted, on roll call by the following vote:
Ayes: Council Members Campbell, Hughes, and Mayor Patterson
Noes: Council Members Ioakimedes and Schwartzman
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PRESENTATIONS:
None

PROCLAMATIONS:
None

ADOPTION OF AGENDA:

On motion of Council Member Schwartzman, seconded by Council Member Hughes, the

Agenda was adopted as presented, on roll call by the following vote:

Ayes: Council Members Campbell, Hughes, Ioakimedes, Schwartzman, and Mayor
Patterson

Noes: None

OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT:
WRITTEN:

PUBLIC COMMENT:

1. Ann Hansen — Ms. Hansen discussed the work that is being done on the Benicia
Historical Museum garden, the work Jamie Delahaye did to the entrances to
building #7, and the museum’ s efforts to get the inside of building #7 ready. Ms.
Hansen invited everyone to attend her 80™ birthday celebration at the Museum on
4/8/08.

2. Marilyn Bardet — Ms. Bardet discussed the issue of the microphone system being
hard to hear in the front portion of Council chambers, the presentation she gave at
the 2/19/08 Council meeting, Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design —
Neighborhood Development (LEED-ND), Mr. Steinmann’s presentation, her
understanding of what Council approved at the 2/19/08 Council meeting (LEED
certification and Low Impact Development (LID)), sustainability, and having
LEED spelled out in the 2/19/08 Council meeting minutes, and having the
sustainability task force as a Council agenda item.

CONSENT CALENDAR:
Council pulled items VII-A and VII-B.

On motion of Council Member Hughes, seconded by Council Member Schwartzman, the
Consent Calendar was adopted as amended, on roll call by the following vote:

Ayes: Council Members Campbell, Hughes, Ioakimedes, Schwartzman, and Mayor
Patterson

Noes: None

Approval to waive the reading of all ordinances introduced and adopted pursuant to this
agenda.

(END OF CONSENT CALENDAR)
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Council took the following actions:

Approval of the Minutes of January 29, 2008, February 15, 2008, and February 19, 2008.
Mayor Patterson stated that there were concerns regarding the content of the minutes of
February 19, 2008. She would like those pulled and continued.

On motion of Council Member Schwartzman, seconded by Council Member Campbell,

the Minutes of January 29, 2008 and February 15, 2008 were approved, on roll call by the

following vote:

Ayes: Council Members Campbell, Hughes, Ioakimedes, Schwartzman, and Mayor
Patterson

Noes: None

Approval of the Minutes of February 19, 2008:

Council Member Schwartzman stated that he understood the minutes needed to be
reworked, however as the maker of the motion for the resolution, LEED was in there, but
Low Impact Development (LID) was not.

Public Comment:

1. Marilyn Bardet ~ Ms. Bardet discussed her understanding that Council Member
Schwartzman did not reject LID as a consideration, LID being embraced in the
LEED-ND condition, and Council Member Schwartzman’s reference to Mr.
Steinmann’s presentation.

Council Member Schwartzman discussed his recollection that he specifically
stated when the LID was suggested that he was not inclined to add it to the
motion.

Council Member Ioakimedes requested copies of the written transcripts from the
portion of the meeting when the motion was made to adopt the resolution
certifying the Seeno EIR.

This item was continued to the next Council meeting.

Adoption of a resolution amending the Rules of Procedure:
Heather McLaughlin, City Attorney, reviewed the staff report.

Council and Staff discussed the appointment process, consent calendar, time limit for
public comment, time limit for public hearings, and public comment on appointments.

RESOLUTION 08-17 - A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE RULES OF PROCEDURE
FOR THE CONDUCT OF CITY COUNCIL MEETINGS

On motion of Council Member Schwartzman, seconded by Council Member Hughes, the

above Resolution was adopted, on roll call by the following vote:

Ayes: Council Members Campbell, Hughes, Ioakimedes, Schwartzman, and Mayor
Patterson
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Noes: None

PUBLIC HBEARINGS:
None

ACTION ITEMS:
Introduction and first reading of an ordinance for establishing permitting and regulatory

requirements for massage therapists - Continued from February 19, 2008 City Council
Meeting:

Sandra Spagnoli, Police Chief, reviewed the staff report. Chief Spagnoli suggested
waiving City fees to current licensed massage businesses for compliance. Staff received
an email from Terry Vacek listing three concemns: 1) fees, 2) the State law coming in to
effect — she suggested the City wait to see what happens with the bill before it acts on the
proposed ordinance, and 3) grandfather existing businesses or put the ordinance out 9-12
months, which would allow them to see what happens with the current legislation. Staff’s
recommendation was for the City to continue to move forward so there would be some
enforcement means and mechanisms to ensure there is no more unlawful activity in town
as it relates to prostitution. Chief Spagnoli recommended adding language regarding
male/female consenting adult massage, deleting the language requiring doors only being
able to be opened inward, and clarifying the language on page IX-A-17 — third paragraph
- the 90 days would be for new businesses coming into town. Existing businesses would
be grandfathered in.

Council and Staff discussed the written and practical exam referenced in the proposed
ordinance, 60 day timeframe to complete application and background check, background
checks, transition and grand fathering clause, satisfactory proof of identification, number
of therapists in the City who have a State license, massage therapist certification process,
waiving the fees for existing businesses, issue of property/lease documentation, proof of
malpractice/liability insurance, existing business permits, required physical/practical
exam, annual permit renewal fee, outcalls and ADA compliance, in-home businesses and
ADA compliance, and what was considered ‘minimal traffic.’

Public Comment:

1. Jeanine Seeds — Ms. Seeds asked whether City would lump the massage
profession with card rooms or physicians.

2. Barbara Patrick, Lily of Gold — Ms. Patrick discussed the State certification
process, physical and practical exam, permitee requirements, fees, State
regulations, striking the medical exam requirement from the ordinance, the need
for more time to review the ordinance information, medical exam, and the issue
serving alcohol.

3. Shawna Miller — Ms. Miller discussed concerns regarding fees, establishment
fees, proposed testing process, proposed doctor exam, door locks, and the issue of
serving alcohol in an establishment.

4. Susan Street — Ms. Street inquired about the genesis for the proposed ordinance,
prostitution, concern regarding massage therapists being lumped together with
card rooms and bars, and the need for more discussion on this issue.

Minutes of the City Council Meeting — Marcl 4, 2008 VII" A"Z 6



DRAFT

5. Bradley Duet — Mr. Duet discussed the certification process, singling out one
particular profession, and the State licensing process.

6. Gretchen Burgess ~ Ms. Burgess discussed her work on Benicia’s animal
ordinances, her experience with massages, the need to rework the proposed
ordinance, prostitution and madams, license requirements, sterilization
procedures, double permit process, owner-operator license, 60-watt light bulbs,
and classifying massage therapists as medical professionals.

7. Casey Blackmore — Ms. Blackmore discussed concerns regarding semantics
(parlor, studio, spa, clinic, masseur, technician), timing of the proposed ordinance,
and the need for more discussion on this.

8. Linda Tobey —Ms. Tobey discussed concerns regarding the medical testing and
the certification process.

9. Tony Shannon — Mr. Shannon discussed concerns regarding practical exams, 60-
watt light bulbs, florescent lights, classifying massage therapists, background
checks, and prostitution.

10. Kimberly Snyder — Ms. Snyder discussed other industries where prostitution is
possible, TB testing, concerns with the proposed physical exam and fees.

Mayor Patterson stated that there needed to be a meeting where everyone could sit down
and discuss the concerns raised.

Council and Staff discussed industry regulations, medical testing, fees, protecting the
community, protecting the reputable businesses, sending this item back for modifications
to the dialogue, nexus between massage therapists and chiropractors, and chiropractic
laws.

Mayor Patterson stated that an ordinance was needed, there is a need for additional
dialogues, the process needed to be expedited, the light bulb issue needed to be taken
seriously, and the medical direction and guidance should be looked into - it is needed to
protect the therapists and public.

Mayor Patterson called for a 5-minute break.

Presentation of the Comprehensive Annual Financial Report for the Fiscal Year Ending
June 30, 2007 and recognition of Certificate of Achievement for Excellence in Financial

Renorting for the June 30. 2006 Report - Continued from February 19, 2008 City Council

Meeting:
Rob Sousa, Finance Director, reviewed the staff report.

Council and Staff discussed the fact that the City did not own municipal bonds, property
taxes, Gasby’s Rule 34, Marina seawall, storm water, expenditure related to the Valero
property tax reimbursement, property tax agreement negotiated between the County and
Valero, General Fund Reserve, and the Utility Users Tax.

On motion of Council Member Schwartzman, seconded by Council Member Ioakimedes,
Council accepted the Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR) for the Fiscal
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Year Ending June 30, 2007, and authorized Staff to distribute the document to recipient

agencies, on roll call by the following vote:

Ayes: Council Members Campbell, Hughes, loakimedes, Schwartzman, and Mayor
Patterson

Noes: None

INFORMATIONAL ITEMS:
Review of Mid-Year Budget Update for Fiscal Years 2007-09:
Rob Sousa, Finance Director, reviewed the staff report.

Council and Staff discussed adopted protocol for economic uncertainty, Intermodal Fund,
the State’s current economic decline, certificate of participation, Mills Community
Center, the City of Vallejo’s current financial troubles as they relate to public safety, the
Mayor’s recent meeting with the State Director of Parks and Recreation, energy costs,
budget shortfall for the next three fiscal years — just short of $1 million, and using a
phased approach to upcoming projects.

Review of the updated top priorities and policy issues for 2007-09:
Mayor Patterson praised Staff’s effort with the staff report.

Jim Erickson, City Manager, reviewed the staff report.

Council and Staff discussed the issue of each Council Member completing the form to
rank the list of priorities.

Reports from Citv Manager:
None

COMMENTS FROM COUNCIL MEMBERS:
None

ADJOURNMENT:
Mayor Patterson adjourned the meeting at 10:37 p.m.
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AGENDA ITEM
CITY COUNCIL MEETING: MARCH 18, 2008

CONSENT CALENDAR
DATE : February 27, 2008
TO : City Council
FROM : City Attorney
SUBJECT : DENIAL OF THE CLAIM AGAINST THE CITY BY CALIFORNIA
STATE AUTOMOBILE ASSOCIATION (CSAA) AND REFERRAL
TO INSURANCE CARRIER

RECOMMENDATION:

Deny the claim against the City by CSAA and referral to insurance carrier.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

Council denied a claim by Christine Shannon at the February 19, 2008 Council meeting. CSAA
is Ms. Shannon's insurance company and they also filed a claim against the City as they settled
the claim with Ms. Shannon. This claim should be denied for the same reasons as the claim by
Ms. Shannon was denied. The claimant alleged that a tree on the corner of First Street and West
G Street was not sufficiently pruned causing a branch to fall on her car. Parks department
records show that the First Street City trees were trimmed in January 2007 and the Parks
Supervisor visually inspected all City trees on a weekly basis. Parks department staff feels that
the limb failure was caused by spontaneous summer limb drop.

BUDGET INFORMATION:
The amount of the claim is $961.38.

BACKGROUND:

Upon rejection of the claim, the City Clerk should issue a rej ection notice using ABAG’s Form
Letter No. 3 of the ABAG Plan Claims Procedures Manual and process with the proof of service
by mail form (located in the forms directory). A copy of the rejection notice and proof of service
by mail form should be sent to Jim Nagal (ABAG Claims Examiner) and the City Attorney.

Attachment:
g Copy of Claim Filed Against
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Complete the foliowing, adding additionsl shoets as NBGBSSATY.

1. CLAIMANT'S NAME (Print): w NL %hﬂ ot

5. CLAIMANT'S ADDRESS: _© 24, A ol ﬂé’%
{Strest or P % Number, City, State, Zip Cods ’
HOME PHONE: ‘ . WORK PHONE: %2&@ .
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1f amaunt clsimed i more than $10,000, indicate where jurisdiction rests:

Limited Civii Case
Unlimited Civil Case  __
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(Enﬂ-m%e\ai Mo  Mini CImEOZ-4W13 3

; 20 Suisun Uity CA A4E5- (.
(Steet or PO, Box Number, Gity, State, Zip Gode)

5. DATE OF INCIDENT: %!2%)07‘ I — L), oY)
LOCATION OF INCIDENT: LUPQ%G:’/Z’ ¢ of First S'h’\ée:f: near” WE.%

8. Describe the Incident or accident including your raason for believing that the City is llabl l
your damages: %PDH réeiuen o E@Y"Kf TC?(-C- e ﬁ?fs 5‘"?‘ %i‘;&;
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8, Names of public employes(s) causing"the damages you are clalming:

nloc, “Police Report Filec] [ PRA= - OF-002005
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Any person who, with intent to defraud, pregents & falsa o e N
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Note: YOU must file a claim in compllance with Government Coda Section 811.2
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AGENDA ITEM
CITY COUNCIL MEETING: MARCH 18, 2008

CONSENT CALENDAR
DATE : February 26, 2008
TO : City Manager
FROM : Director of Public Works

SUBJECT : APPROVAL OF A REQUEST FOR PROPOSITION 1B BOND
FUNDING FOR STATE PARK ROAD BIKE/PEDESTRIAN

BRIDGE AND TRAIL PROJECT

RECOMMENDATION:

Adopt a resolution requesting from the California Department of Finance an allocation of
Proposition 1B bond funding in the amount of $449,009.85 for the State Park Road
Bike/Pedestrian Bridge and Trail project and authorizing the Director of Public Works to submit
the application and all ancillary documents, including minor modifications and revisions required
by the State, on behalf of the City.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

In 2007, California voters approved the sale of almost $20 billion in bonds for local road and
street improvement, congestion relief and traffic safety projects (Proposition 1B). Staff reviewed
our transportation needs and recommends requesting from the State that the State Park Road
Bike/Pedestrian Bridge and Trail receive the initial $449,000 allocation.

BUDGET INFORMATION:

The adopted FY2007-2009 municipal budget for the State Park Road Bike/Pedestrian Bridge and
Trail project includes $571,000 in funding for 35-percent engineering and environmental work.

Estimated Expenditures

Engineering and Environmental.. ..o s $756,000
Construction BOZINEEIING ..ot sesses st s sees 265,000
Construction Contmgency265,000
COTISETHC I OTE 1 eneeererresssvensrarsasssessessnsrsssrsaroassssnssbsneransarsssessrassossatiasrsssseasaatstorsrssstassasneses 2,651,000
Total Estimated BXPenditUres .vovccreererrirmesreisioninssss s ssssess s escsnses $3,937,000

Revenues (Approved, Programmed and Pending)
Approved Funding FY 2005-2007

Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 3.............. ererrans e s e eaes $210,000
Local Match from Traffic Mitigation Fund ..., 361,000



Programmed Funding FY 2008/09

TIDA ATTICIE 3 ooveeiereeereeeiesseeesirressasenbesassassenebesiassssatasssnerae brsaebbsaanssaessesssisanesbarsssss $271,000
Congestion Management and Air Quality grant (federal-aid).......ooivcviiconennesinnenne 671,000
Solano Transp. Authority Transp. For Liveable Communities......coccoeveinniniennnees 1,000,000
Pending Funding Requests FY2007-2009
SF Bay Ridge Trail TANE ...c.cveccrircriremesssissssssesssessesesssissessssan s sab s srsssnacs $500,000
Local Match
Supplemental Funding from Traffic Mitigation Fund ......cocenirecnenees $492,000
Proposition 1B (This Request).......... reesersntisssssns ceeerene3349,000
Total Anticipated REVEIUES ... v currecresiressaeissssssisssss et sss st snscnsisns $3,954,000
BACKGROUND:

In 2007, California voters approved the sale of $19.925 billion in bonds for local road and street
improvement, congestion relief and traffic safety projects (Proposition 1B). The California
Department of Finance (DOF) oversees the bond program and the State Controller’s Office
(SCO) makes the actual allocation. Almost $1 billion in funding is planned to be allocated this
fiscal year and according to the SCO, Benicia is expected to receive $449,009.85 this year with
an estimated $450,000 in future years. The remaining Proposition 1B funds are required to be
distributed by 2010 but the timing is not clear at this time.

To receive the funds, the City is required to identify projects that meet certain selection criteria.
Many different types of transportation projects and activities are eligible, such as improving
traffic flows, increasing traffic safety, rehabilitating and reconstructing streets, reducing traffic
congestion, installing
traffic control devices,
acquiring right-of-way,
and performing
engineering and
environmental reviews.
The funds may also be
used as a local match to
obtain state or federal
transportation grants.

¥

Staff, after reviewing
the transportation

projects included in the s £ X ‘
FY2007-2009 budg.et Conceptual View of Bridge Path Crossing Highway 780
and our 20-year capital

improvement program, has determined that the State Park Road Bike/Pedestrian Bridge and Trail
project, a top-priority project for the City, meets the bond funding eligibility requirements. This
funding, combined with a pending grant request to the SF Bay Ridge Trail organization and
supplemental funds from the Traffic Mitigation Fund (to be requested in July 2008), effectively

VII-C -2



eliminates any reverue shortfall and can keep the project on schedule for its May 2009
groundbreaking.

Tt is therefore recommended that the FY2007/08 Proposition 1B funding allocation be assigned to
the State Park Road Bike/Pedestrian Bridge and Trail project and that the Director of Public
Works submits an application to the California Department of Finance.

Attachments:

m Proposed Resolution
o Proposition 1B Allocation Application

DS/MT:KT

cc: City Attorney
City Engineer
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RESOLUTION NO. 08-

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BENICIA REQUESTING
FROM THE CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE AN ALLOCATION OF
PROPOSITION 1B BOND FUNDING FOR THE STATE PARK ROAD BIKE/
PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE AND TRAIL PROJECT AND AUTHORIZING THE DIRECTOR
OF PUBLIC WORKS TO SUBMIT THE APPLICATION ON BEHALF OF THE CITY

WHEREAS, in January 2008 the California Department of Finance announced the
availability of Proposition 1B bond funding for eligible transportation projects; and

WHEREAS, after review and consideration of the transportation needs of the City of
Benicia, the City Council has determined that the State Park Road Bike/Pedestrian Bridge and
Trail project meets the eligibility requirements and as a top-priority transportation project should
receive the first allocation of Proposition 1B bond funds.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City Council of the City of
Benicia requests from the California Department of Finance an allocation of Proposition 1B bond
funding in the amount of $449,009.85 (or as amended by the State Controller’s Office) for the
State Park Road Bike/Pedestrian Bridge and Trail project and authorizes the Director of Public
Works to submit the application and all ancillary documents, including minor modifications and
revisions required by the State, on behalf of the City.

LI O

On motion of Council Member , seconded by Council Member
. the above Resolution was introduced and passed by the City Council
of the City of Benicia at a regular meeting of said Council held on the 18" day of March, 2008,
and adopted by the following vote:

Ayes:
Noes:

Absent:

Elizabeth Patterson, Mayor

Attest:

Lisa Wolf, City Clerk
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Proposed 1B Allocation Application
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AGENDA ITEM
CITY COUNCIL MEETING: MARCH 18, 2008

CONSENT CALENDAR
DATE : March 11, 2008
TO : City Manager
FROM : Director of Public Works
SUBJECT : APPROVAL OF THE ENGINEERING SERVICES AGREEMENT

FOR THE DESIGN OF THE STATE PARK ROAD BIK¥/
PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE PROJECT

RECOMMENDATION:

Adopt a resolution approving the engineering services agreement with Pakpour Consulting
Group for the State Park Road Bike/Pedestrian Bridge Project, approving Task Order No. 1 in the
amount of $496,334, appropriating $185,100 from the Traffic Impact Fund Reserves, and
authorizing the City Manager to execute the agreement on behalf of the City.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

Environmental and preliminary engineering work for the State Park Road Bike/Pedestrian Bridge
Project is nearing completion. Staff proposes that the City to continue to use the same consultant,
Pakpour Consulting Group, to complete the final design. Staff recommends that $185,100 be
appropriated from the Traffic Impact Fund Reserves to fully fund the consultant fees for this

work.
BUDGET INFORMATION:

The proposed State Park Road Bike/Pedestrian Bridge Project design budget is outlined below:

Project Design Budget
FY 2005/07 Adopted Budget:

Special Fund Street Projects (TDA Article 3 Grant) $210,000
FY 2007/09 Adopted Budget:

Special Fund Street Projects (Transfer from Traffic Impact Fee Fund) $361,000

Traffic Impact Fee Fund Reserves Appropriation (This Request) ' $185.100
Total Design Budget $756,100
Project Design Expenditures
Conceptual Plan and Advance Planning Study $85,000
Environmental and Preliminary Engineering $174,800
Final Design Engineering (This Request) $496.300
Total Design Expenditures $756,100
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The total design cost of $756,100 is 19% of the total estimated $3.94 million cost to deliver the
project, which is typical for projects of this size that are required to use CALTRANS and Federal
Highway Administration procedures and that are subject to their review and approval. A detailed
breakdown of project expenditures and revenues are included in the Proposition 1B bond funding
staff report. Please note that the $185,100 requested from the Traffic Impact Fund (TTF) reserves
for this contract is included in the $492,000 of local match (supplemental TIF funds) identified in
the project budget (page 2) of the Proposition 1B bond funding report.

BACKGROUND:

The State Park Road Bike/Pedestrian Bridge Project is a top priority project for the City of
Benicia and is identified as one of the top four recommended improvements in the Solano
Countywide Bicycle Plan. Constructing this project will provide a critical bicycle/pedestrian
connector over I-780, linking the Southampton residential neighborhood to the north with the
high use recreation area to the south, connecting the Bay Trail with the Ridge Trail, and Benicia
with Vallgjo.

The Pakpour Consulting Group is nearing completion on the Environmental and Preliminary
Engineering phase of the design. Prior to that, this design team successfully completed the
Conceptual Plan and Advanced Planning Study. Based upon their performance, familiarity with
the project at a detailed engineering level, and extensive experience on similar projects, the
Pakpour Consulting Group is the best candidate for the final design phase.

Task Order No. 1 in the amount of $496,334 has been negotiated with Pakpour for this final
design phase. The scope of work includes completing final project plans, specifications, and a
detailed cost estimate using Caltrans procedures and subject to Caltrans review and approval.
The work involves geotechnical, structural, electrical, right-of-way, and environmental
engineering; landscape architecture; and project management including extensive coordination
between Caltrans, California State Parks, the City, utility owners, subconsultants, and other
stakeholders. Approving the requested task order will ensure that the design is completed by the
December 2008 funding deadlines.

Tt is therefore recommended that the City enter into a consultant agreement with Pakpour
Consulting Group for engineering services for the State Park Road Bike/Pedestrian Bridge
Project, authorize Task Order No. 1 in the amount of $496,334 to complete the final design, and
appropriate $185,100 from the Traffic Impact Fund Reserves to fully fund the design of the -
project.

Attachments:
o Proposed Resolution
g Consultant Agreement and Task Order No.1
o State Park Road Bike/Pedestrian Bridge Project Artistic Rendering
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Proposed Resolution
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RESOLUTION NO. 08-

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BENICIA APPROVING
A CONSULTANT AGREEMENT WITH PAKPOUR CONSULTING GROUP FOR
ENGINEERING SERVICES FOR THE STATE PARK ROAD BIKE/PEDESTRIAN
BRIDGE PROJECT, APPROVING TASK ORDER NO. 1IN THE AMOUNT OF
$496,334, APPROPRIATING $185,100 FROM THE TRAFFIC IMPACT FEE FUND
RESERVES, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO SIGN THE
AGREEMENT AND TASK ORDER ON BEHALF OF THE CITY

WHEREAS, the State Park Road Bike/Pedestrian Bridge is a top priority capital
improvement project for the City of Benicia; and

WHEREAS, design for the project must be completed by December, 2008 to retain $1.7
million in federal grants earmarked for the construction of the project; and

WHEREAS, Pakpour Consulting Group of Pleasanton satisfactorily completed the
conceptual design, advanced planning study, and environmental and preliminary engineering
work for this project and based on their intimate knowledge and experience with the project, they
are the most suitable consultant to perform the required engineering services; and

WHEREAS, to fully fund the design of the project an additional $185,100 is required
which is available in the Traffic Impact Fund reserves.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City Council of the City of
Benicia approves a consultant agreement with Pakpour Consulting Group for engineering
services for the State Park Road Bike/Pedestrian Project (Attachment A), approves Task Order
No.1 in the amount of $496,334, appropriates $185,100 from the Traffic Impact Fee Fund
reserves, and authorizes the City Manager to execute the agreement and Task Order No.1 on
behalf of the City, with minor changes subject to approval by the City Attorney.

kekkokk

On motion of , seconded by , the above Resolution was
introduced and passed by the City Council of the City of Benicia at a regular meeting of said
Council held on the 18" day of March, 2008, and adopted by the following vote:

Ayes:

Noes:

Absent:

Flizabeth Patterson, Mayor

Attest:

Lisa Wolfe, City Clerk VII-D -4



Consultant Agreement and
Task Order No. 1
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ATTACHMENT A

CONSULTANT AGREEMENT

‘ . 200?
This agreement ("Agreement”) entered into > , is between
. the City of Benicia, a municipal corporation (bereinafter "CITY"), and Pakpour Consulting
Group, a California corporation with its primary office located at 5776 Stoneridge Mall Road,
Quite 320, Pleasanton, CA 94588 (hereinafter "CONSULTANT") (collectively, "the Parties").

RECITALS

WHEREAS, CITY has determined it is necessary and desirable to secure certain
professional services for the design of the State Park Road Bike/Pedestrian Bridge Project,’
Project No.97-4. The scope of work for said service (hereinafier "Project") is attached hereto as
Exhibit "A" and is hereby incorporated by reference; and

WHEREAS, CONSULTANT is specially trained, experienced and competent to perform
the services required by this agreement; and

WHEREAS, CONSULTANT represents it is qualified and willing to provide such
services pursuant to the terms and conditions of this Agreement,

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS AGREED by and between CITY and CONSULTANT as
follows: '

AGREEMENT

1. INCORPORATION OF RECITALS. The recitals set forth above, and all defined terms
set forth in such recitals and in the introductory paragraph preceding the recitals, are hereby
incorporated into this Agreement as if set forth herein in full.

2. SCOPE OF SERVICE.

(a)  Servicestobe Furnished. Subject to such policy direction and approvals as CITY
through its staff may determine from time to time, CON SULTANT shall perform the services set
forth in the Task Order labeled Exhibit A, which is attached hereto and incorporated herein by
reference.

(b)  Schedule for Performance. CONSULTANT shall perform the services identified
in Exhibit A according to the completion schedule included in Exhibit A and as expeditiously as -
is consistent with generally accepted standards of professional skill and care, and the orderly
progress of work. :
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(i) CONSULTANT and CITY agree that the completion schedule in Exhibit A
represents the best estimate of the schedule. CONSULTANT shall comply with
completion dates noted in Exhibit A unless a written waiver is granted by the CITY s
project manager. In the event that CONSULTANT fails to complete a work product
in accordance with the completion date noted in Exhibit A, CONSULTANT agrees
to pay the CITY liquidated damages in the amount of $100.00 per day for each work
product that is delayed when such delay is caused by CONSULTANT.
CONSULTANT and CITY acknowledge that the actual value of delay is extremely
difficult to determine, but the daily penalty specified above represents their best
astimate of the daily cost of delay to CITY and shall be the exclusive penalty for delay
caused by CONSULTANT.

(i) CONSULTANT shall not be responsible for performance delays caused by
others, or delays beyond CONSULTANT’S control, and such delays shall extend the
times for performance of the work by CONSULTANT.

(¢) Standard of Quality. All work performed by CONSULTANT under this Agreement shall
be in accordance with all applicable legal requirements and shall meet the standard of quality
ordinarily fo be expected of compeftent professionals in CONSULTANT'S field of expertise.
CONSULTANT shall function as a technical advisor to CITY, and all of CONSULTANT’S
activities under this Agreement shall be performed to the full satisfaction and approval of the

City Engineer.

(d) Compliance With Laws. CONSULTANT shall comply with all applicable federal, state,
and local laws, codes, ordinances, regulations, orders; and decrees. CONSULTANT represents
and warranis to CITY that CONSULTANT shall, at its own cost and expense, keep in effect or
obtain at all times during the term of this Agreement any licenses, permits, insurance and
approvals which are legally required for CONSULTANT to practice its profession or are
necessary and incident to the due and lawful prosecution of the services it performs under this
Agreement. CONSULTANT shall maintein a City of Benicia business license. CONSULTANT
shall at all times during the term of this Agreement, and for one year thereafter, provide written
proof of such licenses, permits, insurance, and approvals upon request by CITY. CITY isnot
responsible or liable for CONSULTANT’S failure to comply with any or a1l of the requirements
contained in this paragraph.

3. COMPENSATION.

(a) Schedule of Payment. The compensation to be paid by CITY to CONSULTANT for the
services rendered hereunder shall be ona time and materials basis based upon the rate schedule
in Exhibit B attached hereto and heteby incorporated by reference. The rate schedule in Exhibit
B iternizes those standard and expected expenses for which CONSULTANT shall receive
compensation.- If CONSULTANT obtains CITY’S prior written approval from the City
Engineer, CONSULTANT may be reimbursed for extraordinary costs incurred on the Project.

.2
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(b) Additional Services. CITY shall make no payment {0 CONSULTANT for any additional
services unless such services and payment have been mutually agreed to and this Agreement has
been formally amended in accordance with Section 7. '

(i) Only the City Council can act on behalf of CITY to authorize
CONSULTANT to perform additional services.

(ii) CONSULTANT shall not commence any wotk or services exceeding the
Scope of Services in Section 2 without priot written authorization from CITYin
accordance with Section 7. CONSULTANT *Q failure to obtain a formal amendment
to this Agreement authorizing ad itional services shall constitute a waiver of any and
all right to compensation for such work or services.

(i)  IfCONSULTANT believes that any work CITY has directed
CONSULTANT to perform is beyond the scope of this Agreement and constitutes
additional services, CONSULTANT shall promptly notify CITY of this fact before
commencing the work. CITY shall make a determination as to whether such work is
beyond the scope of this Agreement and constitutes additional services. If CITY
finds that such work does constitute additional services, CITY and CONSULTANT
shall execute a formal amendment to this Agreement, in accordance with Section 7,
authorizing the additional services and stating the amount of any additional
compensation to be paid.

() Invoicing and Payment. CONSULTANT shall submit monthly invoices for the services

~ performed under this Agreement during the preceding period. Invoices or billings must be

submitted in duplicate and must indicate the hours actually worked by each classification and
employee name, as well as all other directly related costs by Jine item in accordance with Exhibit
B. CITY shall approve or disapprove said invoice or billing within thirty (30) days following
receipt thereof and shall pay all approved invoices and billings within thirty (30) days. Interest at
the rate of one and one-half (1.5) percent per month will be charged on all past due amounts
starting thirty (30) days after the invoice date, unless not permitted by law, in which case interest
will be charged at the highest amount permitted by law. Payments will be credited first to
interest, and then to principal. :

4. PRODUCT REVIEW AND COMMENT. CONSULTANT shall provide CITY with at least
two (2) copies of each product described in Exhibit A. Upon the completion of each product,
CONSULTANT shall be available to meet with CITY. If additional review and/or revision is
required by CITY, CITY shall conduct reviews in a timely manner.

5. TERM OF AGREEMENT. This Agreement shall be effective immediately upon the
signatures of both Parties and shall remain in effect until completed, amended pursuant to
Section 7, or terminated pursuant to Section 6.

-3.

VII-D -8



6. TERMINATION:

(a) CITY shall have the right to terminate this Agreement for any reason whatsoever at any
time by serving upon CONSULTANT written notice of termination. The Agreement shall
terminate three (3) business days after notice of termination is given. The notice shall be deemed
given on the date it is deposited in the U.S. mail, certified, postage prepaid, addressed to

CONSULTANT at the addrgss indicated in Section 11.

(b) IECITY issues a notice of termination,

(i) CONSULTANT shall immediately cease rendering services pursuant to this
Agreement; ‘

(if) CONSULTANT shall deliver to CITY copies of all writings, whether or not
completed, which were prepared by CONSULTANT, its employees, o its
subcontractors, if any, pursuant 1o this Agreement. For purposes of this Agreement,
the term "writings" shall include, but not be limited to, handwriting, typewriting,
computer files and records, drawings, blueprints, printing, photostatting,
photographs, and every other means of recording upon any tangible thing, any form
of cormmunication or representation, including letters, words, pictures, sounds,
symbols, or combinations thereof;

(i)  CITY shall pay CONSULTANT for work actually performed up to the
effective date of the notice of termination, subject to the limitations prescribed by
Section 3 of this Agreement, less any compensation to CITY for damages suffered as
a result of CONSULTANT’S failure to cornply with the terms of this Agreement.
Such payment shall be in accordance with Exhibit B. However, if this Agreement is
terminated for fault of CONSULTANT, CITY shall be obligated to compensate
CONSULTANT only for that portion of CONSULTANT’S services which are of
benefit to CITY. '

7 AMENDMENTS. Modifications or amendments to the tetms of this Agreement shall be in
writing and execuied by both Parties. ‘

8. NONDISCLOSURE OF CONFIDENTIAL ﬁ\?FORMATION. CONSULTANT shall not,
either during or after the term of this Agreement, disclose to any third party any confidential
information relative to the work of CITY without the prior written consent of CITY.

9. INSPECTION. CITY representatives shall, with reasonable notice, have access to the work
and work records, including time records, for purposes of inspecting same and determining that
the work is being performed in accordance with the terms of this Agreement. Inspections by
CITY do not in any way relieve or minimize the responsibility of CONSULTANT to comply
with this Agreement and all applicable laws.

4.
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10. INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR. In the performance of the services in this Agreement,
CONSULTANT is an independent contractor and is not an agent or employee of CITY.
CONSULTANT, its officers, employees, agents, and subcontractors, if any, shall have no power
to bind or commit CITY to any decision or course of action, and shall not represent to any person
or business that they have such power. CONSULTANT has and shall retain the right to exercise
full control of the supervision of the services and over the employment, direction, compensation,
and discharge of all persons assisting CONSULTANT in the performance of said service
hereunder, CONSULTANT shall be solely responsible for all matters relating to the payment of
its employees, including compliance with social security and income tax withholding, workers’
compensation insurance, and all other regulations governing such matiers.

11. NOTICE. Any notices or other communications to be given to either party pursuant fo this
Agreement shall be in writing and delivered personally or by certified U.S. mail, postage prepaid,
addressed to the party at the address set forth below. Either party may change its address for
notices by complying with the notice procedures in this Qection. Notice so mailed shall be '
deemed delivered three (3) business days after deposit in the U.S. mail. Nothing shall preclude
the giving of notice by facsimile machine provided, however, that notice by facsimile machine
shall be followed by notice deposited in the U.S. mail as discussed above.

Ifto CITY: Dan Schiada, Director of Public Works
City of Benicia
250 East “L” Street
Benicia, CA 94510

I to CONSULTANT: Joubin Pakpour, President
Pakpour Consulting Group
5776 Stoneridge Mall Road
Suite 320, Pleasanton
CA 945838

12. OWNERSHIP OF MATERIALS. CITY is the owner of all records anid information created,
produced, or generated as part of the services performed under this Agreement. Atany time
during the term of this Agreement, at the request of CITY, CONSULTANT shall deliver to CITY
all writings, records, and information created or maintained pursuant to this Agreement. In
addition, CONSULTANT shall not use any of the writing, records, or information generated for

the Project under this Agreement for any other work without CITY s consent.

13. EMPLOYEES: ASSIGNMENT; SUBCONTRACTING.

(a) Employees. CONSULTANT shall provide properly skilled professional and technical
personnel to perform all services required by this Agreement. CONSULTANT shall not engage
the services of any person(s) BOwW employed by CITY without CITY’s prior express written

consent.

-5.
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(b) Assignment. CONSULTANT shall not assign, delegate, or transfer its duties,
responsibilities, or interests in this Agreement without the prior express written consent of CITY.
Any attempted assignment without such approval shall be void and, at CITY’s option, shall
terminate this Agreement and any license or privilege granted herein.

(¢) Subcontracting. CON SULTANT shall not subcontract any portion of the work to be

+ performed under this Agreement without the prior express writien consent of CITY. HCITY
consents o CONSULTANT’S hiring of subcontractors, CONSULTANT shall provide to CITY
copies of each and every subcontract prior to its execution. All subcontractors are deemed to be
employees of CONSULTANT, and CONSULTANT agrees to be responsible for their
performance. CONSULTANT shall give its personal attention fo the fulfillment of the
provisions of this Agreement by all of its employees and subcontractors, if any, and shail keep
the work under its control. '

14. BINDING AGREEMENT. This Agreement shall bind the successors in interest, legal

AL N N A L=

representatives, and permitted assigns of CITY and CONSULTANT in the same manner as if
they were expressly named herein.

15, WAIVER.

(2) Effect of Waiver. Waiver by either party of any default, breach, or condition precedent
shall not be construed as a waiver of any other default, breach, or condition precedent or any
other right under this Agreement.

(b) No Implied Waivers. The failure of either party at any time to require performance by the
other party of any provision hereof shall not affect in any way the right to require such
performance at a later time. '

16. NONDISCRIMINATION.

(8) Consultant shall not discriminate in the conduct of the work under this Agreement against
any employee, applicant for employment, ot vohunteer on the basis of race, religious creed, color,
national origin, ancestry, physical or mental disability, marital status, pregnarncy, sex, age, sexual
orientation or other prohibited basis will not be tolerated.

()  Consistent with City’s policy that harassment and discrimination are unacceptable
employet/employee conduct, CONSULTANT agrees that harassment or discrimination directed
toward a job applicant, a City employes, or a citizen by CONSULTANT or CONSULTAN T8
employee or subcontractor on the basis of race, religious creed, color, national origin, ancestry,
physical or mental disability, marital status, pregnancy, sex, age, sexual orientation or other
prohibited basis will not be tolerated. CONSULTANT agrees that any and all violation of this
provision shall constitute a material breach of the Agreement.

- 6-
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17. INDEMNITY. CONSULTANT specifically agrees to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless
 CITY, its officers, agents, and employees from and against any and all actions, ¢laims, demands,
losses, expenses including attorneys’ fees, damages, and liabilities resulting from injury or death
of a person. or injury to property, arising out of or in any way connected with the performance of
this Agreement, however caused, regardless of any negligence of the CITY, whether active or
passive, excepting only such injury or death as may be caused by the sole negligence or willful
misconduct of the CITY. The CONSULTAN T shall pay all costs that may be incurred by CITY
in enforcing this indemnity, including reasonable attorneys® fees.

18. INSURANCE.

(a) Required Coverage. _CONSULTANT, at its sole cost and expense, shall obtain and
maintain in full force and effect throughout the entire term of this Agreement the following
described insurance coverage, This coverage shall insure not only CONSULTANT, but also,

with the exception of workers® compensation and employer’s liability insurance, shall name as -
additional insureds CITY, its officers, agents, employees,

Policy
iy  Workers’ Compensation

(i) Comprebensive Automobile
Insurance Services Office,
form #CA 0001 (Ed 1/87
covering auto liability code 1
(any auto)

(iii) General Liability Insurance
Services Office Commercial
General Liability coverage
on an occurrence basis
(occurrence form CG 0001)

(iv) Errors end Omissions/
Professionals’ Liability, errors
and omissions liability

_ insurance appropriate to the
CONSULTANT’S profession.

Minimum Limits of Coverage
Statutory

Bodily Injury/Property Damage
$1,000,000 each accident

$1,000,000 per occurrence. If
Commetcial General Liability
Insurance or other form with a
general aggregate limit shall
apply separately to this Project/

‘location, the general aggregate

limit shall be twice the required
occurrence limit

Generally $1,000,000 per
oceurrence
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(b) Deductibles and Self-Insured Retentions. Any deductibles or self-insured retentions must
be declared to and approved by CITY.

{c) Required Provisions. The general lisbility and automobile liability policies are to
contain, or be endorsed to contain, the following provisions:

(i) For any claims related to this Project, the CONSULTANT’S insurance
coverage shall be primary insurance as respects CITY, its officers, officials,
employees, and volunteers. Any insurance or self-insurance maintained by CITY, its
officers, officials, employees, or volunteers shall be in excess of the
CONSULTANT'S insurance and shell not contribute with it;

(i) Any failure to comply with reporting or other provisions of the policies
including breaches of warranties shall not affect coverage provided to CITY, its
officers, officials, employees, or volunteers;

(iify The CONSULTANT'S insurance shall apply separately to each insured
against whom claim is made or suit is brought, except with respect to the limits of
the insurer’s liability; ‘

(iv)Each insurance policy required by this Section shall be endorsed to state that
coverage shall not be suspended, voided, canceled by either party, reduced in
coverage or in limits except after giving CITY 30 days® priot written notice by
certified mail, return receipt requested.

(d) Acceptability of Insurers. CONSULTANT shall place insurance with insurers with a
current A.M. Best’s rating of no less than [A:VII} unless CONSULTANT requests and obtains
CITY’S express written consent fo the contrary.

(e) Verification of Coverage. CONSULTANT must provide complete, certified copies of all
required insurance policies, including original endorsements affecting the coverage required by
these specifications. The endorsements are fo be signed by a person authorized by
CONSULTANT"S insurer to bind coverage on its behalf. All endorsements are to be received
and approved by CITY before work COmunences.

19. WORKERS? COMPENSATION.

(a) Covenant to Provide. CONSULTANT warrants that it is aware of the provisions of the
California Labor Code which require every employer to be insured against Hability for workers’
compensation or to undertake self-insurance in accordance with the provisions of that code.
CONSULTANT further agrees that it will comply with such provisions before commencing the
performance of the work under this Agreement. : o

-8
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(b) Waiver of Subrogation. CONSULTANT and CONSULTANT'S insurance company
agree to waive all rights of subrogation against CITY, its elected or appointed officials, agents,
and employees for losses paid under CONSULTANT’S workers” compensation insurance policy
which arise from the work performed by CONSULTANT for CITY.

20: FINANCIAL RECORDS. CONSULTANT shall retain all financial records, including but
not limited to documents, reports, books, and accounting records which pertain to any work or
transaction performed pursuant 0 this Agreement for four (4) years after the expiration of this

Agreement. CITY or any of its duly authorized representatives shall, with reasonable notice,
have access to and the right to examine, audit, and copy such records.

21. CONFLICT OF INTEREST. CONSULTANT shall exercise reasonable care and diligence to
prevent any actions or conditions which could result in a conlict with CITY’S interest. During
the term of this Agreement, CON SULTANT shall not accept any employment or engage in any
consulting work which creates a conflict of interest with CITY or in any way compromises the
services to be performed under this Agreement. CONSULTANT shall immediately notify CITY
of any and all violations of this Section upon becoming aware of such viclation.

29. TIME OF THE ESSENCE. CONSULTANT understands and agrees that time is of the
essence in the completion of the work and services described in Section 2.

3. SEVERABILITY. If any court of competent jurisdiction or subsequent preemptive
legislation holds ot renders any of the provisions of this Agreement unenforceable or invalid, the
validity and enforceability of the remaining provisions, or portions thereof, shall notbe affected.

24. GOVERNING LAW AND CHOICE OF FORUM. This Agreement shall be administered
and interpreted under California law as if written by both parties. Any litigation arising from this
Agreement shall be brought in the Superior Court of Solano County.

25, COSTS AND ATTORNEYS® FEES. If either party comumences any legal action against the
other party arising out of this Agreement or the performance thereof, the prevailing party in such
action may recover its reasonable litigation expenses, including court costs, expert witness fees,
discovery expenses, and attorneys® fees. In any action seeking recovery of monetary damages,
the plaintiff shall not be considered to be the prevailing party unless it recovers at least 66% of
the dollar amount requested in the complaint’s prayer for relief.

26. INTEGRATION. This Agreement represents the entire understanding of CITY and
CONSULTANT as to those maiters contained herein and supersedes all prior pegotiations,
representations, or agreements, both written and oral. This Agreement may not be modified or
altered except in accordance with Section 7. '
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Executed by CITY and CONSULTANT on the date shown next to their respective signatures.
The effective date of this Agreement shall be the date of execution by the CITY as shown below.

PAXPOUR CONSULTING GROUP CITY OF BENICIA
BY: BY:
DATED 2.V 20/28 DATED:

RECOMMENDED FOR APPROVAL

Director of Public Works

APPROVED AS TO FORM

City Attorney

06/30/03
-10-
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1.\3

EXHIBIT A

STATE PARK ROAD BIKE / PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE PROJECT
TASK ORDER NO. 1
PAKPOUR CONSULTING GROUP

PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING SERVICES

Purpose: ‘
The purpose of this TASK ORDER is to authorize and direct the CONSULTANT to proceed

with the work specified in Item 2 of this TASK. ORDER, in accordance with the provisions
of Paragraph 2 of that AGREEMENT between the parties hereto dated, .

Scope of Work: i
The work authorized by this TASK ORDER is outlined in the “Scope of Work™ attached

hereto.

Time of Performance:
The work authorized by this TASK ORDER shall commence upon execution by both parties
and shall be prosecuted diligently to completion.

Compensation and Payment:
Compensation shall be on a time and materials basis as provided in Section 3 of the

AGREEMENT dated between the parties hereto. The total cost for this Task
Order shall not exceed $496,334. Payment shall be in accordance with Section 3 of the
aforementioned AGREEMENT.

Effective Date:
This TASK ORDER shall become effective immediately upon its execution by both parties.

Tterns and Conditions:
‘All items and conditions contained in the AGREEMENT for consultant services dated

___, between the City of Benicia and Pakpour Consulting Group are incorporated
herein by reference. ' :

Executed this day of L, 2008.

CITY OF BENICIA PAKPOUR CONSULTING GROUP
James R. Erickson Joubin Palffour

City Manager President

'APPROVED AS TO FORM

Heather McLaughlin

City Attomney
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Scope of Work — February 8, 2008
State Park Road Pedestrian Bridge Project — Final Design
City of Benicia, CA

The State Park Road Bike/Pedestrian Bridge Project is identified as one of the top four
recommended improvements in the Solano Countywide Bicycle Plan. Constructing this project
will provide a critical bicycle/pedestrian connector over 1780, linking the Southampton residential
neighborhood to the north with the high use recreation area to the south, connecting the Bay Trail
with the Ridge Trail, and Benicia with Vallejo. Currently there is only a 22-inch wide walkway on
the existing bridge immediately adjacent to high-speed vehicular traffic getting on and off the
freeway. It is vital to separate the bicyclists and pedestrians from the vehicles.

The City of Benicia (City) went through an RFP process in 2000 and selected Berryman &
Henigar/Pakpour Consulting Group, and later Pakpour Consulting Group (PCG) exclusively as the
lead design team for this project.

This scope of work and budget covers project design from the PSR/PR process and 35% submittal
stage through Final PS&E approval. As the project will most likely be constructed with State and
Federal grant monies, work will be performed using Caltrans and FHWA procedures and is subject
to their review and approval.

PCG will serve as lead consultant for the State Park Road Pedestrian Bridge Project. The design
team will include the following subconsultants:

Quincy Engineering, Inc. (QE!) — Bridge Structural Engineers

Caltander Associates (CA) — Landscape Architect

Cullen-Sherry & Associates (CSA) - Surveying ‘

Baseline Environmental Consulting (BEC) — Hazardous Waste Sampling
Hultgren — Tillis (HT) — Geotechnical Engineers

YE! Engineers (YED) — Electrical Engineers

Associated Right of Way Services, Inc (ARWS) — Right-of-Way Engineering

The tasks in this scope of work are based on our meetings with the City and previous projects
completed by PCG. We have included the various items of work to be performed, any
assumptions made, a detailed list of deliverables for each of the tasks, and any optional services
that PCG is prepared to provide. The tasks shown below correlate directly to the tasks shown on
the budget spreadsheet for the project, and together form the basis for final contract negotiations
and components of project management as outlined above.

Task 1.0 35% Design - Additional Services #1

Task 1.1 - Pakpour Consulting Group

Due to the City’s budget constraints, PCG has set a budget deferral of £75,000 which was
anticipated fo be incurred during the 35% design phase. This amount is itemized as 35% Design -
Additional Services #1 in the approved Budget Increase Request for Additional Environmental and
Survey Work letter dated September 12, 2007 and includes project management, coordination
with Caltrans and sub-consultants, and PDT meeting attendance and preparation of meeting
minutes.

The $15,000 budget was an estimate at the time the budget increase request letter was prepared
on September 12, 2007. However, based on the increased level of effort in order to keep the
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Scope of Work — February 8, 2008
State Park Road Pedestrian Bridge Project - Final Design
City of Benicia, CA

project on schedule, PCG has incurred costs above $15,000 over the last 5 months. The budget
summary shows the actual cost of the deferred 35% Design - Additional Services #1 through
December 31, 2007,

Task 1.2 - Quincy Engineering, Inc.
No work under this task.

Task 1.3 - Callander Associates
No work under this task.

Task 1.4 - Cullen-Sherry & Associates
No work under this task.

Task 1.5 — Baseline Environmental Consulting
No work under this task.

Task 1.6 - Hultgren-Tillis Engineers
No work under this task.

Task 1.7 - YEI Engineers, Inc.
No work under this task.

Task 1.8 - Associated Right of Way Services, Inc
No work under this task.

Task 2.0 Project Development Team (PDT) Meetings/Project Management

Eor a successful project, it is very important for key personnel from the City, Caltrans, and the
design team to periodically meet to thoroughly discuss the project.

Task 2.1 - Pakpour Consulting Group

PCG's Project Manager will continue 0 coordinate and facilitate work between ali subconsultants,
the City, Caltrans and other stakeholders. PCG’s Project Manager will conduct, at a minimum,
Project Development Team (PDT) meetings every six (6) weeks between the City, design team, and
other stakeholders, such as the public and Caltrans. These PDT meetings will ensure that the
project is proceeding in a manner that will lead to satisfactory completion of the work. Progress
reporis will be given on schedule, performance of sub consultants, and any other concerns that
may arise during the design phase of the projects. PCG will be available for up to four (4) PDT
meetings.

PCG’s Project Manager will coordinate the project between the City, Caltrans, State Parks, Utility
Agencies and the sub-consultants. PCG will take the lead on the project to ensure that the project
schedule and milestones are achieved. PCG has budgeted approximately 8 to 10 hours per week
for project management and coordination.
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Scope of Work — February 8, 2008
State Park Road Pedestrian Bridge Project - Final Design
City of Benicia, CA

Task 2.2 - Quincy Engineering, inc.

The QE! Bridge Project Engineer will attend up to four {4) PDT Meetings in the Caltrans District 04
offices. In addition, QEI staff will be available to support the Design team with Caltrans Structures
coordination (assumed level of effort up to 40 hours). QEI assumes that PCG will coordinate with
Caltrans District 04.

QEI proposes to provide three (3) photo-realistic bridge renderings that will be produced to assist
the City in showing members of the general public in visualizing what the finished facility will
look like or to show the various stages during construction. One view will be from the east bound
direction of 1-780 with a view of the bridge. A second view will be from the off-ramp of
southbound 1-780 heading north towards Columbus Parkway. The third view will be heading
south from Columbus Parkway towards the State Park before the bridge. These visual displays are
valuable tools used to effectively communicate relatively technical issues t0 non-technical people.
Each rendering will be available for review by the City for view selection prior to final CAD work.
OFl assumes that the City will provide a general direction on the theme of the bridge, decorative
fencing and lighting. PCG will provide QEl with high resolution digital images as a base for the
photo rendering

As an option, QEl's Project Engineer can attend public hearings as part of the final design process.
QEl will prepare technical information and plans for the Design team’s use and present the
technical aspects of the bridge portion of the project and/or provide technical support 10 the
design team as needed. This optional scope item has not been-included in our cost proposal, but
can be negotiated as needed.

Deliverables: Attend up to four (4) PDT Meetings/provide up to 40 hours of coordination support
Three (3) Photo-realistic Bridge Renderings
Attend Public Hearings (Optional)

Task 2.3 - Callander Associates

CA will attend up to four (4) PDT meetings in the Caltrans District 04 offices with stakeholders
including the City, Caltrans, design team and State parks staff to review project parameters,
environmental process, budget and reference documents, The meeting will be convened by PCG.
The initial PDT meeting will serve as an opportunity to become familiar with design team
members, project objectives, schedule and constraints.

Task 2.4 - Cullen-Sherry & Associates

CSA will attend up to four (4) PDT meetings in the Caltrans District 04 offices with stakeholders
including the City, Caltrans, design team and State parks staff to review right-of-way information,
survey control, topographic issues, title concerns, and record title documents. CSA will coordinate
with PCG, Caltrans and Associated Right of Way Services, Inc. 10 resolve right of way and property
line issues.

Task 2.5 — Baseline Environmental Consulting
No work under this task.
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Scope of Work — February 8, 2008
State Park Road Pedestrian Bridge Project — Final Design
City of Benicia, CA

it should be noted that Coordination and meeting sttendance by Jones & Stokes was included in
the approved Budget Increase Request for Additional Environmental and Survey Work letter dated
September 12, 2007

Task 2.6 - Hultgren-Tillis Engineers

HT will coordinate with other disciplines including, Civil, Structural and Landscaping. HT
assurned that this coordination will take place by telephone or email, without attending meetings.
HT will prepare for and attend one joint meeting with Caltrans and the City. HT will provide on-
call consultation regarding geotechnical issues that may arise during design. HT has assumed 20
hours of labor for this task.

Task 2.7 - YEI Engineers, Inc. :
YEI will coordinate with other disciplines in the design team. vEl will attend up to four (4) PDT
meetings and respond to or incorporate comments of other disciplines. YEI will coordinate with
PG&E, Caltrans and the City and attend coordination meetings and respond to or incorporate
comments from the above mentioned agencies.

Task 2.8 - Associated Right of Way Services, Inc
No work under this task.

Task 3.0 Combined PSR/PR

135K 3.0 COMNTILL. S Lnd= 2

Task 3.1 - Pakpour Consulting Group
No work under this task.

Task 3.2 - Quincy Engineering, Inc.
No work under this task.

Task 3.3 - Callander Associates

Task 3.3.1 — 15t Submittal ‘ :

CA will conduct site reconnaissance to become familiar with the site and photo document visually
apparent features. : : :

Task 3.3.2 - 2nd Submittal

CA will present the landscape design plan, estimate and design statement at a second PDT
meeting. Provide clarification and respond to questions as warranted. Meeting to be convened by
PCG and is assumed to be held at beginning of second review period.

Using electronic base information provided by PCG, CA will prepare the following documents for
incorporation in the PSR/PR:

o Draft conceptual landscape design plan at a scale of 17=100'. Plan to address stakeholder
comments, site constraints, proposed improvements, and applicable design standards
(Caltrans standards, corridor specific guidelines, etc.) Plan to be hand drawn and color
rendered.
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Scope of Work — February 8, 2008
State Park Road Pedestrian Bridge Project — Final Design
City of Benicia, CA :

o Fstimate of probable construction costs for all landscape improvements. Cost estimate 0
include itemization by type and quantity

« landscape design statement describing areas 10 be planted, purpose of planting, proposed
irrigation, water usage and costs, and maintenance considerations.

Deliverables: Draft conceptual landscape design plan
Estimate of probable construction costs
Landscape design statemert
Provide one (1) electronic copy of each item noted above on CI for clients use and
incorporation into PSR/FR.

Task 3.3.3 - 3rd/Final Submittal . o

CA will provide responses to questions regarding conceptual landscape design plan, design
statement and estimate of probable construction costs. Meeting to be convened by PCG and is
assumed to be held at the beginning or end of third review period.-

In accordance with comments received at the conclusion of the second review period and as
warranted for inclusion in PSR/PR, CA will prepare a conceptual landscape design plan. CA will
revise and update the estimate of probable construction costs and landscape design statement as
warranted in response to comments received at the conclusion of the second review. CA will
prepare written responses 1o Caltrans comments for inclusion by client into overall response
statement furnished by PCG to Caltrans.

CA will provide one (1} electronic copy of each item noted above on CD for clients use and
incorporation into PSR/PR.

Deliverables: Draft conceptual landscape design plan
Fstimate of probable construction costs
Provide one (1) electronic copy of each item noted above on CD for clients use and
incorporation into FSR/PR.

Task 3.4 - Cullen-Sherry & Associates
No work under this task.

Task 3.5 - Baseline Environmental Consulting
No work under this task.

Task 3.6 - Hultgren-Tillis Engineers
No work under this task.

Task 3.7 - YE! Engineers, Inc.
No work under this task.

Task 3.8 - Associated Right of Way Services, Inc
No work under this task.
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Scope of Work — February 8, 2008

State Park Road Pedestrian Bridge Project— Final Design
City of Benicia, CA

Task 4.0 35% Draft PS&E Submittal

Task 4.0 Sajo PR Y D0 RRL-08

Task 4.1 - Pakpour Consulting Group
PCG will prepare 35% PS&L's addressing comments from stakeholders on PSR/PR related to the
roadway improvements. 35% roadway plans to include ata minimum:

Title Sheet

Ceneral Notes

Construction Details

Plan and Profile of Bike Path
Horizontal Control Plan
Demolition Plan

" s 0 5 9 @

PCG will coordinate the submittals from all consultants and make the submittal to the City and
Caltrans.

Deliverables: 35% Roadway Flans, Technical Specification Index & Estimate of Probable
Construction Costs

Task 4.2 - Quincy Engineering, Inc.
No work under this task.

Task 4.3 - Callander Associates

CA will prepare 35% PS&E's based on the Combined PSR/PR landscape plans and addressing
comments from stakeholders on PSR/PR related to landscape improvements. Drawings to be
prepared in Caltrans format in AutoCAD (not Microstation) at a scale of 17=40". 35% landscape
plans to include:

o plantlist, T sheet, w/ plant species, size, and spacing indicated planting plan, 3 sheets

« planting details, 2 sheefs, utilizing Caltrans standard details for tree staking, shrub
planting, MVP (if warranted)

e irrigation plan, 3 sheets
irrigation legend, 1 sheet, with sprinkler schedule

e irrigation details, 2 sheets, utilizing Caltrans standard details for valve boxes, risers,
swing joints '

CA will provide a Caltrans technical specification index of sections to be edited for project. CA
will update the conceptual level estimate of probable construction costs per plan changes and
other input such as recent bid results or other information.

CA has an allowance for one meeting with PDT to review 35% submittal.

The following are not a part of this scope and may be provided as an additional service as

requested: Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan, irrigation booster pump system design and
electrical engineering for irrigation controller (if needed).
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Scope of Work — February 8, 2008
State Park Road Pedestrian Bridge Project — Final Design
City of Benicia, CA

Deliverables: 35% Landscape Plans, Technical Specification Index & Estimate of Probable

Construction Costs
One (1) electronic copy of each item noted above on CD for clients use and

incorporation into 35% PS&E submittal.

Task 4.4 - Cullen-Sherry & Associates, Inc.
CSA will provide up to 8 hours of on-call survey support for the design engineers. This service will

include:

e Locating any specified topographic measurements that are deemed necessary for the
bridge / path design.

+ Drafting services to add additional topography fo the base map.

o Setting temporary markers in the field for design or agency reference and review.

Task 4.5 - Baseline Environmental Consulting
No work under this task.

Task 4.6 - Hultgren-Tillis Engineers
HT will perform a submittal review including written comments for the 35% design.

Task 4.7 - YEI Engineers, Inc.

YEI will visit the site and review ‘as built’ drawings available from PG&E, Caltrans and City. YEI
will prepare 35% electrical plan that shows the relocation of an overhead PG&E line. The
electrical plan shall be drawn on civil backgrounds of the project which will be provided by PCG.
The design shall meet PG&E, Caltrans and City standard requirements. YEI will prepare electrical
details for converting the existing overhead line to an underground line on the ground or on the
proposed bicycle/pedestrian bridge. The design shall meet PG&E, Caltrans and City standard
requirements. YEI will attend the 35% design review meeting and respond to review comments.

Deliverables: 35% FElectrical Flans, Technical Specification Index & Fstimate of Probable
Construction Costs

Task 4.8 - Associated Right of Way Services, Inc
No work under this task.

Task 5.0 Structura! Bridge Design

Task 5.1 - Pakpour Consulting Group
No work under this task.

Task 5.2 - Quincy Engineering, Inc. :

QE! will develop and utilize an efficient bridge design approach that expedites the design process.
Tasks are defined in this discussion in accordance with the scope of work typical of a bridge
project. This scope assumes that Advanced Planning Study Alternative 3B presented during the
preliminary phase of this project will be selected by the City and approved by Caltrans.
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Scope of Work — February 8, 2008
State Park Road Pedestrian Bridge Project — Final Design
City of Benicia, CA

The QEI bridge design process is carried out under procedures that closely parallel those of local
agencies and Caltrans. QEVs Management Plan outlines areas of responsibility for key people
during the design process and describes Quality Assurance/Quality Control procedures for
independent design checks and reviews, as well as the administrative guidelines dealing with
signatures, approvals, and records.

TASK 5.2.1 — Bridge Design

Based on the Type Selected Bridge Alternative developed under an earlier phase of work, Bridge
Design by QEl: Final bridge design will be performed in sccordance with Caltrans Bridge Design
Specifications and other Caltrans Design Manuals, Desigo will be based on the “Load Factor
Resistance Design” method. Seismic design will be performed in accordance with the Bridge

Design Specifications and Caltrans Seismic Design Criteria. QEI does not anticipate having to
retrofit the existing bridge as this was previously done by Caltrans.

Utility Relocation: Utility relocation will be coordinated by PCG and designed by YE! Engineers.
Utility lines to be carried on the bridge must be coordinated early so that adequate space is made
available for accommodation. QE! typically provides tor future utility openings. it will be the

responsibility of each utility owner to provide a design of their facility in the bridge.

Project Lighting: If bridge lighting is required, QE! bridge plans will refer to lighting plans provided
by PCG and YEL

Existing bridge railing modifications and seismic retrofit are not anticipated as part of this design.
If required by Caltrans, this can be provided as an option 0 the City. If approach guard railing is
required, QE! bridge plans will refer to roadway plans provided by PCG.

It is anticipated that bridge aesthetic treatment will consist only of form liners on the railings and
abutment/pier concrete faces. Decorative railing and other additional aesthetic components can
be developed as an option to the City.

Task 5.2.2 - Bridge Detailing
The bridge plan sheets will be prepared in CADD according to the Caltrans’ drafting standards.
Bridge plans will be prepared in English units and will be consistent with Caltrans’ Standard Plans.
All bridge plans will be signed by the civil engineer (registered in the state of California) in
responsible charge of the design, in accordance with the Local Programs Manual. The bridge
plans, special provisions, and estimate (PS&F) will contain the following plan sheets for Alternative
3B:

Bridge General Plan

Foundation Plans (Topography provided by PCG)

Deck Contours

Abutment Detatls (2 sheets)

Bent Details (2 sheets)

Typical Section

Girder Layouts

Chain Link Railing (Modified)

Miscellaneous Details (2 sheets)
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Scope of Work — February 8, 2008
State Park Road Pedestrian Bridge Project - Final Design
City of Benicia, CA

Bridee Railing and Seismic Retrofit Details (Optional)
Log of Test Borings Sheets (by Hultgren-Tillis)

Task 5.3 - Callander Associates
No work under this task.

Task 5.4 - Cullen-Sherry & Associates
No work under this task.

Task 5.5 — Baseline Environmental Consulting
No work under this task.

Task 5.6 - Hultgren-Tillis Engineers
No work under this task.

Task 5.7 - YE!I Engineers, Inc.
No work under this task.

Task 5.8 - Associated Right of Way Services, Inc
No work under this task.

Task 6.0 Environmental Engineering

Task 6.1 - Pakpour Consulting Group
No work under this task.

Task 6.2 - Quincy Engineering, Inc.
No work under this task.

Task 6.3 - Callander Associates
No work under this task.

Task 6.4 - Cullen-Sherry & Associates
No work under this task.

Task 6.5 — Baseline Environmental Consulting

Baseline Environmental Consulting (BEC) will be the lead environmenta! consultant for hazardous
material sampling. The purpose of the sampling in the areas associated with the construction will
be for construction worker heaith and safety and in excavation areas for the purpose of
characterizing materials for disposal. In addition, hazardous waste sampling is required by

Caltrans during the initial design phase to determine the levels of hazardous waste. The following
activities are proposed:
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Scope of Work — February 8, 2008
State Park Road Pedestrian Bridge Project - Final Design
City of Benicia, CA

Task 6.5.1 - Preparation of Workplan

BEC will prepare a workplan delineating the proposed sampling program. The workplan will be
submitted to Caltrans for review and comment. BEC will finalize the workplan upon receipt of
comments.

Deliverables: Sampling Frogram Workplan

Task 6.5.2 — Soil Investigation & Analytical Laboratory

BEC will collect soil samples in the field following access coordination with PCG and utility
notification to Underground Service Alert. Field work will be conducted in accordance with a
site-specific health and safety plan. The following sampling approach is proposed.

path; Collection of soil samples from four locations on the south and north side of the proposed
path. Two samples will be collected from each location; one sample will be from the surface
{removing any vegetation, if present), and a second sample will be from a depth of two feet. There
will be a total 16 samples. All shallow samples will be analyzed for total lead (EPA Method
6010B). On the north side of the proposed trail, where footings for a retaining wall will extend to a
depth of about two feet, the deeper samples from the four sampling locations will be analyzed for
total metals (EPA Method 6010B); semi-volatile organic compounds (EPA Method 82700C); volatile
organic compounds (EPA Method 8260B); and petroleum hydrocarbons as gasoline, diesel, and
motor oil (EPA Method 8015 with silica gel cleanup). The deeper samples on the south side of the
proposed trail will be analyzed for total lead, depending on the results of the shallow samples.

Staging Area: Four surface samples will be collected from the on-ramp area. These soil samples
will be analyzed for total lead (EPA Method 6010B).

Bridge Footings: Samples will be collected from the bridge footing areas in three locations (access
permitting and any Caltrans permitting coordinated with PCG). A drilt rig will extend borings to a
total depth of ten feet below ground surface and three samples will be collected from each
borehole. The samples will be from the surface and may be from depths of five and ten feet,
depending on field observations. A total of nine samples will be collected. The six deeper
samples will be analyzed for total metals (EPA Method 6010B); semi-volatile organic compounds
(EPA Method 8270C) volatile organic compounds (EPA Method 8260B); and petroleum
hydrocarbons as gasoline, diesel, and motor oil (EPA Method 8015). The three surface samples
will be analyzed for total lead (EPA Method 6010B). Depending on the analytical results, soluble
metals analyses may be required for classification purposes (i.e., to determine whether the cuttings
from the bridge excavations may constitute a hazardous waste). For cost estimating purposes, BEC
has assumed that nine soluble metals analyses will be required (using Waste Extraction Test and/or
Toxicity Characteristic Leaching Procedure).

Task 6.5.3 - Documentation

BEC will prepare a report documenting the results of the field investigation. The report will
identify potential health and safety issues for construction workers by screening the analytical
results from the samples collected for health and safety purposes against environmental screening
jevels developed by the San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board. We will also
determine whether the soil to be excavated will constitute a California or federal hazardous waste
for disposal purposes.
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Scope of Work — February 8, 2008
State Park Road Pedestrian Bridge Project - Final Design
City of Benicia, CA

The report will also include recommended language to include in the specifications for the
proposed project regarding management of waste streams generated during excavation and health

and safety issues.

Deliverables: Documentation Report
Project specifications related to waste management

Task 6.5.4 Environmental Certification (Jones & Stokes)

We have budgeted for 8 hours of time for Jones & Stokes to coordinate the environmental
certification process with Caltrans which will require filling out a form provided by Caltrans and
verifying whether the environmental concems have been addressed prior to project acceptance.
Jones & Stokes has agreed to perform this work under the approved Budget Increase Request for
Additional Environmental and Survey Work letter dated September 12, 2007.

Task 6.6 ~ Hultgren-Tillis Engineers
No work under this task.

Task 6.7 - YEI Engineers, Inc.
No work under this task.

Task 6.8 - Associated Right of Way Services, Inc
No work under this task.

Task 7.0 Right-of—Wax Engineering, Appraisa| and Acquisition

Task 7.1 - Pakpour Consulting Group
No work under this fask.

Task 7.2 - Quincy Engineering, Inc.
No work under this task.

Task 7.3 - Callander Associates
No work under this task.

Task 7.4 - Cullen-Sherry & Associates
Task 7.4.1 — Right-of-Way Engineering
For the purposes of this proposal, we assumed that parcel acquisition will be required and
completed by a Right-of-Way specialist and the following items will be completed:
« Right of way surveys checklist
¢ Land Net Data
« Preliminary Title Report (Title Search)
« Final Title Report.
o Cost for Title Insurance can not be estimated at this time due fo insufficient
information on property and future improvements values. This item will be
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negotiated with North American Title Company once the Right-of-Way and

improvements estimates have been completed.

« Right-of-Way Hard Copy (base map depicting topography with respect to record Right-of

Way lines.)
e Right-of-Way Appraisal Map.
» Right-of-Way Legal Descriptions, Plats, and Deeds Packages.

o legals, plats, and closure calculations for two transfer parcels (one at each end of

bridge}

o Deeds for two transfer parcels prepared by real estate attorney.

o Legals, plats and closure calculations for three pathway easements between bridge

and Benicia State Park.

o Deeds for the three pathway easements between bridge and Benicia State Park

prepared by real estate attorney.
Right-of-Way Certification
Project and Right-of-Way Monumentation.

o It is assumed that there will be two transfer parcels (One at each end of the bridge)

o Four rebar monuments will be set for each transfer parcel.
e Right-of-Way Record and Monumentation Maps.

o A Record of Survey, depicting right-of-way lines and monuments found or set in the

field, will be prepared and recorded with Solano County
« Electronic Copy of plans and right-of-way plans documents

Deliverables: Right of way surveys checklist
Land Net Data
Preliminary and Final Title Reports
Right-of-Way Hard Copy (base map)
Right-of-Way Appraisal Map
Right-of-Way Legal Descriptions and Deeds Packages
Right-of-Way Certification
Project and Right-of-Way Monumentation
Right-of-Way Record and Monumentation Maps

Electronic Copy of plans and right-of-way plans documents

Task 7.5 - Baseline Environmental Consulting
No work under this task.

Task 7.6 - Hultgren-Tillis Engineers
No work under this task.

Task 7.7 - YEI Engineers, Inc.
No work under this task.
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Task 7.8 — Associated Right of Way Services, Inc
7 8.1 R/W Data Sheet/Cost Estimating
ARWS will provide Acquisition, Relocation Assistance, and Title and Escrow estimates as related

to preparation of the RAW Data Sheet. PCG will be responsible for providing Utility Relocation,
Clearance/Demolition and Construction Contract Work costs.

Deliverables: Right-of-Way Cost Estimates

7.8.2 General Consulting

ARWS will provide consulting cervices related to the preparation of 2 Right of Way Data Sheet and
Caltrans Right of Way process. These services include general consultation, project planning
related to Right of Way issues, attendance at meetings, liaison between City, project engineer,
surveyor and Caltrans Right of Way staff.

Deliverables: Right-of-Way Certification

Task 8.0 65% Draft PS&E Submittal/ Submittal of 65% Bridge Plans {Unchecked Details)

Task 8.1 - Pakpour Consulting Group
The 65% Draft PS&E submittal will consist of 65% roadway plans, technical specifications and

construction cost estimates for the project.

Progress plans and preliminary technical specifications will be prepared per City and Caltrans
Standards. The design drawings will be prepared in AutoCAD 2008, The specifications will be in
MS Word 2003 format and will be incorporated into the City’s “hoilerplate” to produce final bid
documents.

The 65% Plans, Specifications, and Cost Estimates will be submitted for review to the City and
Caltrans. PCG will participate fully in this review process.

PCG will prepare draft Traffic detour plans and traffic handling plans and develop project signing.

PCG and Jones and Stokes will prepare draft agreements and permits for SHPO, Army Corp, and
Fish and Wildlife

PCG will coordinate the submittals from all consultants and make the submittal fo the City and
Caltrans.

Deliverables: 65% Roadway PS&E
Written responses to 35% comments
Draft Traffic Detour Plans / Traffic Handling Plans
Electronic copy of draft permits and draft agreements

Task 8.2 - Quincy Engineering, Inc.
The bridge plans will be submitted to PCG at the 65% completion stage for PCG use in preparing
and submitting the project 65% cubmittal to the City and Caltrans. Open communication between
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the design team and the QEl design staff will allow all parties the opportunity for input during the
plan preparation stage. This will ensure that both pathway and bridge design parameters are
adequately addressed. QEl proposes that a meeting be held upon completion of the 65%
unchecked bridge plans to discuss both the bridge and the pathway plans. This should save
considerable time in the City’s review of the 90% PS&E because most of the major issues will have
been previously discussed and addressed.

Deliverables: 65% Bridge Plans to PCG

Task 8.3 - Callander Associates
CA will prepare 65% PS&E's addressing comments from stakeholders on 35% submittal. CA will
prepare written responses to each comment noting how comment has been addressed.

Deliverables: 65% Landscape PS&E to PCG
Wiitten responses to 35% comments
One (1) electronic copy of each item noted above on CD for clients use and
incorporation into 65% PS&E submittal.

Task 8.4 - Cullen-Sherry & Associates
No work under this task.

Task 8.5 - Baseline Environmental Consulting
No work under this task.

Task 8.6 - Hultgren-Tillis Engineers
HT will perform a submittal review including written comments for the 65% design.

Task 8.7 - YEI Engineers, Inc.

YEI will prepare 65% electrical plans and details for provision of lights on the proposed
bicycle/pedestrian bridge. The design shall meet Caltrans and City requirements. YEI will prepare
cable sizing calculations and voltage calculations. YEI will prepare 65% specifications for the
electrical work. The specifications shall meet PG&E, Caltrans and City standard requirements. YEI
will attend the 65% design review meeting and respond to review comments.

Deliverables: 65% Electrical Plans, Specifications and Estimate of Probable Construction Costs
Task 8.8 ~ Associated Right of Way Services, Inc

No work under this task.

Task 9.0 90% Draft PS&E Submittal

Task 9.1 - Pakpour Consulting Group

The 65% Design Documents will be carried to 90% completion by adding details, additional
notes, and addressing City, Caltrans and other agency comments. PCG will prepare written
responses to each comment noting how comment has been addressed.
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Bid quantities will be estimated for each item of work and a cost estimate prepared based on unit
prices for each item. Unit prices will be determined based on recent bid tabulations from similar
projects, job cost media such as Means, and discussions with local contractors.

PCG will coordinate the submittals from all consultants and make the submittal to the City and
Caltrans.

Deliverables: 90% Roadway Plans, Specifications and Estimate of Probable Construction Costs
Wiritten responses to 65% comments

Task 9.2 - Quincy Engineering, Inc.

Task 9.2.1 - Independent Bridge Design Check

Upon receipt of bridge plan comments from the City, Caltrans, and PCG, an independent check of
the bridge design will be performed. This involves a completely independent analysis of the
project using the 65% unchecked bridge detailed plans and 65% pathway plans by an engineer
that has not been intimately involved in the design. This is a big part of QE's QA/QC Plan and is
identical to the Caltrans/Local Agency process. Based upon the independent check and agreement
to revisions by the checker and designe, the bridge plans will be revised.

Task 9.2.2 — Bridge Special Provisions

Structure Special Provisions based on Caltrans Standard Special Provisions (SSP) will be
developed. 1t is QEl's understanding that the pathway special provisions and the City boilerplate
specifications will be developed by PCG. PCG will combine all the technical special provisions
with the City's boilerplate. QEl will provide a hard copy and disc copy of the bridge technical
special provisions for PCG's use.

Task 9.2.3 — Bridge Construction Quantities, Estimate, and Schedule

Bridge construction quantities, estimate of construction COsts (Q and B), and a working day
schedule will be developed. Quantities will be calculated in accordance with Caltrans’ practice
and segregated into pay items. The estimate will show quantities and costs. PCG will combine

the bridge estimate into the total project estimate.

Task 9.2.4 — Bridge Quality Contro! and Constructability Review
As an integral part of the Quincy QA/QC Program, a seniof level engineer will review the entire
draft bridge PS&E (90% bridge PS&E) package for uniformity, compatibility and constructability.

The review will include comparing bridge plans with PCG's pathway plans for conflicts or
inconsistencies, and to ensure that the final bridge design is in accordance with all environmental
documents, permit requirements, and foundation recommendations. The bridge technical
specifications and estimate will be reviewed for consistency with the bridge plans, and to ensure

that each bridge construction item has been covered.

Task 9.2.5 — 90% Draft Bridge PS&E Submittal

The bridge plans, bridge special provisions, and bridge estimate, along with design, check, and
quantity calculations, will be submitted to PCG for their use in submitting the 90% PS&E to the
City and Caltrans.
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Deliverables: QA/QC Bridge Checklist to PCG
90% Bridge Plans to PCG
Bridge Technical Special Provisions to PCG
Bridge Quantities to PCG
Bridge Construction Cost Estimate and Bridge Working Day Schedule to PCG

Task 9.3 - Callander Associates
Prepare 90% complete PS&E’s addressing comments from stakeholders on 65% submittal. Prepare
written responses to each comment noting how comment has been addressed. In addition to the

iterns noted previously, provide:
o lrrigation quantities, 1 sheet, w/quantities of all irrigation materials noted

Technical specification sections for landscape planting and irrigation improvements to be prepared
in Caltrans format to include:

o Highway Planting and Irrigation Systems sections including highway planting, preparing
planting areas, cultivate, planting, plant establishment work, irrigation systems, valve
boxes, gate valves, irrigation system functional test, pipe, valve assembly unit and final
irrigation system check.

e Fstimate of Probable Construction Costs for all of the items of work, shown in bid format to
include the following items: 200121, cultivate (soil amendment); 202011, mulch; 203561,
jute mesh; 204001, plant (group A); 204008, plant (group H); 204021, plant (group U}
204099, plant establishment work and 208000, irrigation system.

Deliverables: 90% Landscape PS&E to PCG
Written responses to 65% comments
One (1) electronic copy of each item noted above on CD for clients use and
incorporation into 90% PS&E submittal.

Task 9.4 - Cullen-Sherry & Associates
No work under this task.

Task 9.5 - Baseline Environmental Consulting
No work under this task.

Task 9.6 - Hultgren-Tillis Engineers
HT will perform a submittal review including written comments for the 90% design.

Task 9.7 - YEI Engineers, Inc.

The electrical plans, specifications, and estimate, along with design, check, and quantity
calculations, will be submitted to PCG at the 90% completion stage. YEI will attend the 90%
design review meeting and respond to review comments.

Deliverables: 90% Electrical PS&F
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Task 9.8 — Associated Right of Way Services, Inc
No work under this task.

Task 10.0 100% Draft PS&E Submittal

Task 10.1 - Pakpour Consulting Group

Upon receiving review comments from the City and Caltrans, each comment will be reviewed,
discussed, and addressed in wiiting. Appropriate modifications will be made to the plans,
technical specifications, and cost estimates. The plans and specifications will be finalized for the
project including all notes/details and incorporating all comments received.

Deliverables: 100% Roadway PS&E
Written responses to 90% cornments

Task 10.2 - Quincy Engineering, Inc
Upon receiving review comments from the City and Caltrans, the bridge plans, special provisions,
and estimate, along with design, check, and guantity calculations, will be submitted to PCG at the

100% completion stage.

Deliverables:  100% Bridge PS&E to PCG
Wiitien responses to 90% conmments

Task 10.3 - Callander Associates

Upon receiving review comments from the City and Caltrans, CA will prepare 100% complete
PS&E’s addressing comments from stakeholders on 90% submittal. CA will prepare written
responses to each comment noting how the comment has been addressed. CA has an allowance
for one meeting with PDT to review 100% submittal.

Deliverables: 100% Landscape PS&E to FCG
Written responses o 90% cormments
One (1) electronic copy of each item noted above on CD for clients use and
incorporation into 100% PS&E submittal. ' .

Task 10.4 - Cullen-Shetry & Associates
No work under this task.

Task 10.5 - Baseline Environmental Consulting
No work under this task.

Task 10.6 - Hultgren-Tillis Engineers
HT will perform a submittal review including written comments for the 100% design.

Task 10.7 - YEI Engineers, Inc.

The electrical plans, specifications, and estimate, along with design, check, and quantity
caleulations, will be submitted to PCG at the 100% completion stage. YEI will attend the 100%
design review meeting and respond to review comments.
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Deliverables: 100% Electrical PS&F to PCG

Task 10.8 — Associated Right of Way Services, Inc
No work under this task.

Task 11.0 - Final PS&E Submittal

Task 11.1 - Pakpour Consulting Group

Task 11.1.1 - Final PS&E Submittal

Upon receiving the final review comments from the City/Caltrans, PCG will furnish a final
roadway PS&E package in full-sized and half-sized plans as well as hard copy and computer files
(MS Word 2003 format) of roadway special provisions to be included in the final bidding
documents. :

PCG will compile and duplicate the actual bid documents for advertisiné.

Deliverables: One (1) stamped wet signed set of vellums of all civil sheets.
One (1) original, camera ready set of technical specifications for landscape
improvements in 8-12 X 11 format
One (1) estimate of probable construction costs in bid format.
Complete plans, specifications 2nd estimate on CD in AutoCAD and MS Word
2003 formats.

Task 11.1.2 - Obtain Encroachment Permit
Prior to final approval of the construction documents, PCG will prepare the required documents in
order to obtain an encroachment permit within Caltrans right of way.

Deliverables: Caltrans Encroachment Permit

Task 11.2 - Quincy Engineering, Inc.

Upon receiving the final review comments from the City/Caltrans, QEl will furnish a final Bridge
PS&E package in full-sized and half-sized plans as well as hard copy and computer files (MS Word
2003 format) of bridge special provisions t0 PCG for their preparation of the final bidding
documents.

Deliverables: Final Bridge PS&F Package to PCG
Task 11.3 - Callander Associates
CA will prepare final PS&E's addressing comments from stakeholders on 100% submittal related to

landscape improvements. The final PS&E will be submitted to PCG for preparation of the final
bidding documents.

Deliverables: Final Landscape PS&E Package to PCG.
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Task 11.4 - Cullen-Sherry & Associates
No work under this task.

Task 11.5 - Baseline Environmental Consulting
No work under this task.

Task 11.6 - Hultgren-Tillis Engineers
HT will perform a submittal review including written comments for the final design.

Task 11.7 - YEI Engineers, Inc. :

Upon receiving review comments from the City/Caltrans, each comment will be reviewed,
discussed, and addressed in writing. All apparent conflicts will be resolved in person or via
telephone/fax as necessary. Appropriate modifications will be made to the bridge plans, special
provisions, and estimate. YEI will furnish a final electrical PS&E package in full-sized and half-
sized plans as well as hard copy and computer files (M5 Word 2003 format) of structure special

provisions for bidding purposes.
Deliverables: Final Electrical PS&E Package to PCG

Task 11.8 — Associated Right of Way Services, Inc
No work under this task.

Additional Services

(Optional) Advertise/Award Period by Pakpour Consulting Group

PCG will provide technical assistance 10 City staff during the advertising period for each task that
will include written responses 10 bidder's inquires {up to ten responses total), preparation of
contract addenda, and attendance at a pre-bid conference and site visit.

The individuals that were directly involved in the roadway design will be available during the bid
period to interpret the plans and special provisions, attend the pre-bid conference and site visit,
assist in the preparation of addenda if needed, and provide general consultation to the team to
obtain bids.

Deliverables: Bidding Assistance (Roadway Portion) - Optional
Bid Review (Roadway Portion) - Optional

(Optional) Bidding Assistance - Quincy Engineering, Inc.

The individuals that were directly involved in the bridge design will be available during the bid
period to interpret the bridge plans and special provisions, attend the pre-bid conference and site
visit, assist in the preparation of addenda if needed, and provide general consultation to the team
to obtain bids. When the construction bids are opened, QEl will be available to provide bridge
analysis and recommendations before award of the contract.

Deliverables: Bidding Assistance (Bridge Portion) - Optional
Bid Review (Bridge Portion) ~ Optional
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(Optional) Construction Engineering Assistance - Quincy Engineering, Inc.

After award of the construction contract, QEl will be available to continue providing services such
as reviewing contractor submittals, reviewing shop plans, reviewing falsework plans and
calculations, preparing and/or reviewing change orders, and making other field observations, at
the Design team and City's request. All activities include appropriate recommendations and
documentation of our activities.

QEI can also provide construction management services as required by the City. These services
include quality control, materials inspection, and construction documentation, as well as general
oversight for contract compliance and conformity to State requirements.

Because of the nature of this type of service and the unknowns associated with the contractor’s
expertise and experience, this task is not included in our design scope.

Deliverables: Review of Material Submittals, Shop Dra wings, and Response to RFis
Record Drawing Plans

{Optional) Construction Staking — Cullen-Sherry & Associates, Inc.
CSA will provide an estimate for construction staking of the bridge abutments and path once the
100% design has been completed. Construction staking will include:

Attending one preconstruction meeting.

Setting horizontal and vertical control in the field.
Set offset staking for project improvements.

Prepare & provide cut sheets of points set in the field.

*
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Budget - February 8, 2008
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City of Benicia, CA
State Park Road Bicycle & Pedestrian Bridge Project
Budget for 35% to 100% PS&E-Final PS&E
Consultant Budget
Pakpour Consulting Group (Civil) $157,010
Quincy Engineers (Structural) $193,410
Callander Associates (Landscape) $37,333
Cullen-Sherry Assocates (Survey) $24,340
Baseline Environmental Consulting (Env.) $34,891
Hultgren-Tillis {Geotechnical) $15,460
YE! Engineers (Electrical) $23,360
ARWS (Right-of-Way) $10,530
Total Project Cost $496,334
Notes:

1. Due to the budget constraints by the City for this project, PCG will not include
the typical 15% markup for the subconsultants.
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Budget - February 8, 2008

State Park Road Pedestrian Bridge

Project - Final Design

City of Benicia, CA
State Park Road Bicycle & Pedestrian Bridge Project
Budget for 35% to 100% PS&E - Final PS&E
TASK DESCRIPTION 1 cost 1 [7ASK ] DESCRIPTION TOBT 1

1.0 FS‘% Design ~ Add'| Services#
11 |Pakponr Consulting Group (Civi $24,980

[Total Task 2.0 25,580
30 [PDT Mesings/Project Management BO . |65% Submittal
2.3 iPakpaur Consylting Group [Civil} $62,800 81 jPakpour Consulting Group {£avih $17,620
2.2 |Quincy Engineers Structural) $41,000 B2 |Quincy Enginpers (Structtiral) $2,600
2.3 |Calander Associates (Landscape) $635 B3 |Callander Associates {Landscape) 5,606
T4 Cullen-Shemy Assocates (Survey) $2,160 B4 |Colien-Gherry Assbcates {Survey)
35  IBaseline Environmental Consulting (Env.) 85 iBaseline Envi tal Consulting Env.)
2.6 |Hultgren-Tiiis (Geotechnical) 48,460 B.6 | Hultgren-Tillis (Geotechnical) $1,310
57 |VEl Engineers Electrical} $6,816 8.7 |YEl Engineers (Electrical) $£3.216
2.8 IARWS (Right-of-Way) 88 |ARWS [Right-of-Way}

Total Task 2.0 $121,871 Total Task 8.0 $30,552
3.0 |Combined PSRPR 9,0 |90% Submitial
54 [Pakpour Consulting Group (Civil 5 iPakpour Consulting Group (Civil) $10,500
33 |Quincy Englneers (Structural) 42  |Quincy Engi (Structural) $64,200
3.3 |Callander Associates {Landscape) £10,173 B3 |Catlander Associntes (Landscape) 5, 492
34 [Cullen-Shemy Assocates (Survey) 94 |Cullen-Sheny Assocates (Survey}
3.5 |Baseline Envirt tal Consulting (Env.) 95  !Baseline Eovi tal Consulting {Env.)
76 jHulgren-Tilis {Geotechnical) 5%  |Hultgren-Tillis (Geotechnical) $1,310
37  |VE! Engineers (Electrical) 97 |VEl Engineers [Electrical $2,660
3.5 |ARWS (Rj&ht—of—Way) 98 |ARWS (Rigg—uf—Way)

Turtal Task 3.0 $10,173 Total Task 8.9 $B4,162
40 [35% Draft PS&E 10,0  [100% Submittal
41 |Pakpour Consulting Group (Civil $8,110 101 |Pakpour Consulting Group (Civil) $8,220
47 |Quiney Engineers (Structural) 102 IQuinty Engineers (Structural) $12,600
13 |Callandar Associates (Landscape) $6,645 103 jCallander Associates {Landscape) $4,378
2.4 iCulien-Sherry Asspcates (Survey) $2,630 104 [CullenSherry Assocates (Survey})
45 |Baseline Environmenta] Consulting (Env. 105 |Baseline Envir tal Consulting (Env))
46  |Hubmren-Tilis (Geotechnical) $1,880 0.6 |Hultgren-Tillis (Geotechnical) $1,025
4.5 |VEl Engineers {Elecwricall $5,148 107 iYEl Engineers (Electrical) $2,660
18 |ARWS [Right-of-Way} 10,8 |ARWS (Right-oi-Way}

Total Task 4.0 $24,413 Total Task 10.0 526,663
5.0 |Stuctural Bridge Design 11,0 [Final PS&E -
51 |Pakpour Consulting Group (Civil 131 |Pakpour Consuiting Group (Civil) $9,310
52  Cuincy Enginears (Structurad) $61,900 1.2 [Quingy Engineess Structural) £1,900
T4 [Callander Associates (Landscape} 113 [Callander Associates (Landscaps} 52,624
5.4 |Cullen-Sherty Assocates (Survey) 114 |Culien-Shemy Assocates (Survey)
5.5 |Baseline Envi tal Consulting (Env.) 115 [Baseline Environmental Consulting (Eav.)
56 | Hultgren-Tiilis (Geotechnical) 146 |Fultgren-Tillis Geotechnical) £1,025
%7 IYEl Engineers (Electrical) 1.7 |VEl Engineers {Electrical) 2,660
5.8 |ARWS (Right-nf-Way) 118 |ARWS (Right-of-Way}

Totad Task 5.0 $61,900 Total Task 11.0 $17,519
6.0 |[Envionmental Engineering 120 |[Direct Costs
6.1 iPakpour Consulting Group Civil) 121 |Pakpour Consulting Group (Civil) £10,270
52 iQuincy Englneers (Syuctural) 122 |Quincy Engingers (Structural) $9,210
€3 |Callander Associatet {Landscape) 123 iCallander Associates (Landscape} $1,780
5.4 |Cullen.Sherry Assocates (Survey) 12.4  |Cullen-Sherry Assocales {Survey} $710
£5  |Basehne Environmental Consulting (Errv.) $34,891 12.5  |Baseline Environmental Consulting (Env.}
6.6 |Hulgren-Tillis {Geotechnical} 126 |Hultgren-Tiilis {Geotechnical) $450
6.7 1Yol Engi (Electrical) 12.7 | YEl Engineers {Electrical) $200
58 | ARWS (Rightof-Way) 15.6 JARWS (Right-oF-Way)

Total Tisk 6.0 $34,891 Total Task 12.0 $22,620
70 |Right of Way Eng., Appraisal & Act. [TOTAL PROJECT COST $496,334 |
7. |Pakpour Considting Group (Civil)
%2 iQuincy Engineers (Structuraly
73 |Caliander Associates {Landscape}
74 |Cullen-Sherry Assocates (Survey} $18,840
76 |Baseline Environmental Consulting {Env.)
%6  |Hultgren-Tillis (Geotechnical)
7.7 ivEl Enginsers (Electrical)
7.5 ARWS (Right-of-Way) $10,530

Total Task 7.0 323,370
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Budget - February B, 2008
State Park Road Pedestrian Bridge Project - Final Desigh

City of Bentcia, CA
Pakpour Consulting Group
State Park Road Bicycle & Pedestrian Bridge Project
Budget for 35% o 100% PS&E - Final PS&E
TASK DESCRIPTION Frimepal Eegr_| oeniny Engimeer | _Enginest 11 £, Tech TOTALS
MR Coor | IRs. Oy | ks  COst {HRS CDST HRS COST
Hourly Rate: $130 120 119 $B0
11 [35% Desipn - Add] ServiesF)
714 Ot 2007 - invoice €570 72 $2,64D 22 §2,640
112 iNov 2007 - Invoiee F562 43 $5,360 : 43 $5,160
11,3 [Dec 2007 - ivaice #5985 HE 59,960 7 Sse0| 9B 16,520
T.i4 |l 2000 - iInvoice $603 3 $oe0| 35 54200 37 §4,460
V3.5 |Feb 20BB « Invales £614 Bl $7,200 60 % 7,200
Tota] Tack 1.1 2 $260 | 243 §$23,36D 7 $560 252 %25,880
2% |PDT Meetingv/Project Manaps
T0.1_ jPDT Meetings 40 54,600 5 $4.560
712 |Cverll PM 4D 85,200 | 44D §52,B00 485 $55,000
rotal Task 2.1 40 $5200] ¢80 $57,600 520 62,800
31 |[Combined PERTR
311 |PSRIPR
‘otal Tk 5.1
4.3 [35% Droft PSEE
£1.1  iplans T DN S 7T S T 1 W I L 37 3,850
412 |Spess ] $330 4 $abl B 3880 8 $640 21 213D
313 |Estimote i JEL T saE0] B geeb] B 640} I 2,130
Totad Task 4.1 3 s:m0] 20 saaop| 28 $poe0| 25 82240 79 $8,110
51 |Struchua! Bridpe Desiph
53.1_|boage Design
Total Task 5.1
63 |Envi rital Engineert
3.0 teny, Engineering
Total Task 6.3
7 Right of Way Engineering
734 |Right of Way Enginbesing
Foa! Task 7.5
83 |65% Subenittal
83.1 {Plams 2 s260] 16 SL9o01 60 4400 16 1,280 74 $7,860
512 |Specs 7 szeo] 16 sugzp] 16 suyeo] 16 $1380 50 £5,220
81,3 [Eximai 4 f760] 12 siasof 15 srenl 16 51200 46 $4,740
|Total Task 8.1 o erpe] 44 gsagbo] 7z greanl ab  §3.8405 (7D $17,520
30 19D% Submitl
9.1.1  |Plans 2 §260 B 5960 12 §$1.520 12 $860 34 §3,500
812 [Spes z 5260 8 sog0| 12 sn320) 12§90 34 $3,500
2,13 |Estimale 2 $260 ] $9ED 12 3828 12 §560 34 $3,50D
Total Terk 9.1 6 780} 24  s2Bo0| 36  gee0| 36 $2800 102 $10,500
101 |300% Submitiad
10,11 {Plams 2 $260 8 $960 5 $880 8 §pan| 26 §2,760
12 [Spec 2 3260 8 $950 8 $880 2 5640 6 $2,740
10,13 [Edimae P 8 $560 8 $8BD B 8690 26 §2,748
[Tonal Tk 101 s $780| 24 s2880} 24 S2640] 24 1,020 78 $8,220
111 |Findl PSAE
1113 [Plant 2 5260 B 5960 3 880 B §64D] 26 $2,740
11.1.2 {Specs 2 260 8 $0E0 [ B §es0l 26 $2,740
11,13 jEstimate 2z 760 [ $860 B $880 8 sean] 26 $2,740
1794 [Chiam Encropchment Perteit [ 136 & §550 g §1,050
[Foka) Task 133 S SHe] 32 §5,840} 24 §2680] 24  $1520 [ $9310
lTDTAL LABOR 70§30 867 §104040] 184 $20240| 167 §13380 1288 sus,no_l
. 7% of Direct Labor covers Mileage, Reproduction Exhibits, Prints, e4c. (Accounts
DIRECT COSTS: foor 30 sets of plans for Caltrans review per submitts}) $19270
FeGaL PROJECT COST $157,010 |
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Budget - February 8, 2008
State Park Road Pedestrian Bridge Project - Final Design

City of Benicta, CA
Quincy Engineering
Swate Park Road Bicycle & Pedestrian Bridge Project
Budget for 35% to 100% PSAE ~ Final PS&E
TASK DESCRIPTION { Pringd Enj Senior Enginesr | Assotiate Engin AstistaatCADD TOTALS
WRS CDST | MRS COST | HRS COST WRS  CO5T | HRS COsT
tHourly Rate: $250 5200 $180 3100
7" Ti5% Deign.- Adell Servicesd1_
121 iCamy Over from 35%
Total Task 1.2
S |PDT Mestingw/Project Management
221 |PDT Mestings 20 $5000 30 $4500] 20  $2,000 70 $11,500
202  jOverall PM ACaltrans Coordination 20 §5,000 110 316,500 130 $21,500
323 | Photo-Realistic Rendetings $4,000
Total Task 2.2 40 $10,000 140 $7T000) 20 §L,0007 200 $41,000
32  Combined PSRPR
32,1 {Combined PSR/PR
Total Task 3.2
42 |35% Draft PS&E
42.% |35%PSE
Tota] Thsk 4.2
B2 |Stuctyral Bridge Design
52.1 (Bridge Design 4 stooo| 20 s4ooc| 86 $12,900 230 $22000F 230 $38,900
522 |Bridge Detailing 220 $22,000] 220 $22,000
Tatal Task 5.2 % s1000] 20  $4000) b6 $12,900 44D $44,000] 550 461,900
55 [Envirnmenial Engineering
521 |Env, Engineering
Total Task 6.2
7.2 |Right of Way Engineeting
7.2 i%ight of Way Engineering
[Total Task 7.2
82 [|65% Submital
321 |Bridge Plan Submittal 2 5300 5 saoo| 12 $1,200 20 52,600
Tota) Task B2 2 §500 6 gapp| 12 S$,2004 20 42,600
82  [90% Submittal
9.2.1 |independent Check 120 $24,000 “30 sao00| 150 $27,000
5.2.2 |Bridge Special Provisions 40 $6,000 40 46,000
533 |Bridge 0, E, and WD Schedule s $1,600 732 $7,200 80 $8,800
324 jridgeQCandCR 40 $10,000 40 $10,008
5.2.5 |90% Bridge PSXE Submiltal 4 $1,000 a6 $5,400 60 $6000] 100 $12,400
Total Task 9.2 44 $11,000] 128 S25,600] 76 §11.400 162 $16200] #10 $64,200
102 [100% Subsmittal .
02,1 [100% Bridae PSEE Submittal 4 $1,000 o4 §3.600| B0 80001 0B $12,600
Total Task 10.2 4 $1,000 74  §3,600] B0 $8,0004 108 $12,600
112  |Fined PS&E
1151 |Final Bridge PSKE Submitial 3 §500 4 $600 8 $800 14 $1,300
Tot! Task 11.2 3 $500 4 $600 8 $800 14 1,500
TOTAL LABOR 56 §24000] 148 §20600| 336 $50400( 722 $72,200| 1302 $184,200
[piwecy cosis: T 5% of Direct Labor covers Mileage Reproduction, Exhibits, Prcts, ele. 18.210]
l?om. PROJECT COST $193,410 |
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Budget - February 8, 2008
State Park Road Pedestrian Bridge Project - Final Design

City of Benicia, CA

Callander Associates

State Park Road Bicycle & Pedestian Bridge Project
Budget for 35% fo 100% PS&E - Final PS&E

TASK DESCRIPTION Principal Engr Proj Mgr (3} Assistant (2) Word Processor TOTALS
WS COST | RS COST § HRS COST HRE  COST | HRS COST
Hourly Rater $155 £120 £108 $50
13 |35% Design - Acc'l Services#?
131 |Cany Over from 35%
Total Task 13
33 IPDT Meetings/Project Manap: i
231 |PDT Meelings 1§15 4 £480 5 $635
2332 [Owerall PM
Total Task 2.3 1 $155 4 $480 5 $635
33  |Combined PSRPR
33.1 |[Fist Review 4 $e20] 12 §1.440 8 5864 24 §2,524
332 |2nd Submital s  sczo| 18 $u160] 16 s1yeey 05 $45 3% $4,553
333 i3rdfFinal Submittal 1 ¢155] 16 $12000 12 §1,286 L3 545 24 $2,696
Total Task 3.3 5 $1,395| 40 §4B0DF 36 3660 1 $90 86 $10,173
43 135% Draft PS&E
43.% |Plans 1 $155 4 $4807 32 353456 37 $4,053
432 [Specs 1§35 6 $720 1 380 8 £965
433 |Etimate i $158 4 $480 8 $864 1 550 14 $1,58%
Totnl Task 4.3 3 ga65) 14 $nesn] 40 $4320 2 $180 58 $6,645
B3 |Structural Bridge Pesign
53,1 |Bridpe Desigh
Total Tesk 5.3
63 {Envi al Engli g
€.3.4 [Env. Engineering
Total Task 63
73 |Ripht of Way Engineering
73,1 iRight of Way Engineering
[Tetal Task 7.3
53  i65% Submital
83,1 [65% PSE 4 se20] 1z s1eq0p 32 63,456 1 $30 49 $5,606
Tota! Task 8.3 se20] 12 SL44p| 32 §3,456 1 $90 43 5,606
9.3  |90% Submital
9.3.1 |90% PSE s seeo} 16 sveael 26 $0,592 4 $360 48 $5,492
[Tota Tesk 83 4 sex0l 16 sLo70) 24 $2.582 4 $360 48 $5,492
103 [100% Submital
1031 |100% Plans | 2 smol 10 s1200) 14 $RE2 25 $3.022
10,32 [Spets 4 $450 1 $90 5 $578
1033 [Estimate 4 $480 z $216 1 $50 7 $786
Total Task 103 3  ssw| 18 $2160| 16 $1,728 2 $150 38 $4,378
113  iFinal PSSE
11313 |Plans 2§10 2 $240 4 §432 8 §982
1132 [Specs 1§15 3 $360 1 $90 5 . $605
1133 jEstimate 1 5155 3 $360 4 $432 1 $90 9 $1,037
Total Task 11.3 4 $620 8 $950 B $B64 2 (BES 22 52,624
Fo-mmaox l 27 sa,1ssl 112 $13,4401 156 S16B4B} 12 s1,oau1 307 sss,sssJ
IRECT COSTS: | 5o of Direct Labor covers Mileage, Repreduction, Exhibits, Prints, et ! $l.7BDJ
frova pRojECT cosT $37,33%
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Butiget - February B, 2008

State Park Road Ped

Gity of Benicla, CA

estrian Bridge Project - Final Design

Cullen-Sherry Associates

State Patk Road Bicycle & Pedestrian Bridge Project
Budget for 35% to 100% PS&E - Final PS&E

TASK

DESCRIPTHON

Principal Engr

Ergr. Tegh

Survey Crew TOTALS

Senior Engl Engineer |

HRS _ COST

HRS  COST | HRS  COST HRS  COST

HRS

COosT HRS CcosT

$135

$120 £110 $95

$200

Houly Rate:

14

S5 Desin - Al Servicest

1.4.1

Carry Over from 35%

Total Task 1.4

24

FOT Mestinga/project Wanagemesit

2.4.1

FOT Memings/Project Management

16 $2,160

6 $2,150

Total Task 2.4

15 $2,160

16 $2,160

2.4

Combined PSR/PR

3.4.1

First Review

3.42

21 Submitial

3.43

3rd/Final Submittal

Tolal Task 3.4

44

135% Draft PS&E

44.1

Isuwzy Support

$270 8 $760

8 $1,600 18 82,630

[Tota! Task 4.4

$270 & $760

B 51,600 18 $2,630

5.4

Structial Bridge Design

54.1

Bridge Deslga

Total Task 5.4

6.4

|Environmental Enginesring

6.4.1

jEnv. Englineering

[Fotal Task 6.4

7.4

IRight of Way Engineering

74.1

ROW Survey Check List

B $1,080

B §1,080

742

Land MNet Data

&

$1,080

8 $1,080

7.4.3

Prafim Tile Report (0

$3,500

3,500

744
A5

ROW Appraisal Map

12

$1,620

12 $1,620

ROW legals & plats

24

§3,240

24 $3,240

7:4.6

Deads by attorasy

$2,000

$2,000

747

Record of Survey

10

$1.350

i6 33,200 26 $4,550

7.4.8

County Fees for RS

$1,500

$1,500

748

Elect. Trane of info

2

5270

2 £270

{Total Task 7.4

&4 515,640

16 $3,200 80 $18,840

84

£5% Submittal

8.4.1

65% PSE

Total Task B4

84

[0t Submittal

9.4.1

|oo2s PSE

[Total Task 8.4

104

100% Submittat

1041

100% PSAE

Total Task 10.4

114

Final P5&E

1143

Final PSE

Totad Task 11.4

FOTAL LABOR

‘ 82 s1s,ozfol

24 $4,800 | 114 $23,63I)]

joiect costs:

2%, of Direct Labor covers Mileage, Reproduttion, Exhibits, Prints, ¢tz l

s710}

FroTaL PRojeCT coST

s24,340 |
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Budget - February B, 2008
State Park Road Pedestrian Bridge Project - Final Design
Gity of Benicia, CA

Baseline Environmental Consultants
State Park Road Bicycle & Pedestrian Bridge Project
Budget for 35% o 100% PS&E - Final PS&E

TASK DESCRIFTION Frincipal Engr_| Senior Engineer Engineer} Engr. Tech

TOTALS

Hks COST ] HRS  COST MRS COST | HRS ~ COST
Hourly Rate: $125 $115 $95 $75

HRS

COsT

T T35% Desipn - Add] Servicest]

151 |Carty Over from 35%

Totaf Task 1.5

5 PDT MechnpsFioject Management

2351 |PDT Meetings

252 (Ovemall PM

Totel Task 2.5

3% |Combined PSRPR

351 [Mone

Totd! Task 3.5

45  |35% Draft PSEE

45.F |35% PSE

Total Task 4.5

T5  |Stnictural Brdge Desigh

55,1 {Bridge Design

Total Task 5.5

6.5  |Envimonmental Ensineening

651 iPrep of 8 Workpian

$5,315

555 |Soil investigation & Analytic Laboralory

$19,806

653 |Report Preparatitn

$9,770

554 |Jones & Stokes

Total Task 6.5

$34,891

7.5 |Ripht of Way Enpineering

7.5.1 IRight of Way Engineering

Toml Task 7.5

85 |65% Submittal

85.1 |65%PSE

Total Task 8.5

45  lo0% Submital

951 |90% PS5E

Total Task 9.5

10.5  {100% Submima!

10.5.1 (100% PS&E

Total Task 10.5

115  |Final PS&E

11.5.7 [Final PSKE
- [Yotal Task 11,3

TOTAL LABOR

$34,891

[orecT costs:

froTaw projECT COST

$34,691 |
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Budgst - February 8, 2008
State Park Road Pedestrian Bridge Project - Final pesign

Gity of Benicia, CA
Hultgren-Tillis Engineers
State Pask Road Bicydle & Pedestrian Bridge Project
Budget for 35% to 100% PS&E - Final PS&E
TASK DESCRIPTION Senior Pancipal | Principal Engineer Engineer | Engr. Tech TOTALS
B3RS COST | HRS  COST HRS COsT HR$ COST HRS COSY
Hourly Rate: $200 $185 $115 $95
1.6 |35% Design ~ Add'l Services?1
1.61 |Carry Over from 35%
Total Task 1.6
5.6 |PDIT Meetings/Project Management
.61 |Coordination wiother discipilines 4 5800 12 $2,220 16 43,020
2.6.2 iOne mesting 1 $200 8 $1.480 g $1,680
2.6.3 (On-call consultations 4 $800 16 $2,960 20 $3,760
Total Task 2.6 g9 §1,800 36 $6,660 45 $8,460
3.6 Combined PSRAPR
3.6.1 [None
Total Task 3.6
4.6  |35% Draft PS&E
461 135% Review 2 $400 8 $1,480 10 41,880
Total Task 4.6 2 4400 8 51,480 10 $1,880
56 |Stuctural Bridge Design
5.6.5 |Bridge Design
Total Task 5.6
o6 Envinnment] Engineering
6.6 iEnv, Englaeering
Total Task 6.6
7.6 |Right of Way Engineering
7.6.1 |Right of Way Engineering
Yotal Task 7.6
8.6 165% Submittal
.61 [65% Review © 1 500 6 $L10 7 $1,310
‘tota] Task 8.6 1 $200 ] 1,110 7 $1,310
9.6  |90% Submittal
9.6.1 |90% Review 1 5200 6 %1110 7 §1,310
Total Task 9.6 1 $200 6 $1,110 7 %1310
10.6  1100% Submittal
10.6.1 [100% Review 05  §100 5 $928 ) $1,023
Total Task 10.6 0.5 $100 5 §925 5.5 $1,025
11.6  |Final PS&E
11.6.1 |Final Review 0.5 $100 5 §925 6 $1,025
Total Task 11.6 0.5 $100 5 $925 5.5 $1,025
TOTAL LABOR 14 $2,800 66 $12,210 80 $15,010
[DIRECT COSTS: 3% of Direct Labor covers Mileage, Reproduction, Exhibits, Prints, etc- ‘ gso_l
[roTat project cost $15,460

\



Budget - February 8, 2008
State Park Road Pedestrian Bridge Project - Final Design

CHty of Benicia, CA
YEt Engineers, Inc.
State Park Road Bicycle & Pedestrian Bridge Project
Budget for 35% to 100% PS&E ~ Final PS&E
TASK DESCRIPTION Principal Engr | _Electrical Engr Engineer | AutoCAD TOTALS
H#S  COST | HRS  COST | HRS  COST | HRS  COST | HRS COst
Hourly Rate: $164 $139 §45 $E3
75359, Desipn A Servirest
1.7.1  |Camy Over from 35%
Total Task 1.7
3.7 IPDT Meclings/Praject Manag:
27,3 Pmject Management 4 $656 4 $656
2.7.2 |Cosvdination with PG&E 4  $655 4 $556 8 $1,212
243 [Coprdimation with City F $656 4 $556 8 $1,212
2.7.4 |Coordination with Caltrans 4 8655 4 $556 8 §1.212
5.7 ICoordinate wiother Disciphines 4 3656 4 $556 B §1,212
2.7.6 |Meeting B $1312 8 $1,312
Total Task 2.7 28 $4592) 16 52,224 44 $6816
37 |Combined PSR/FR
3.7.1 iNone
Tota! Task 3.7
A7 {35% Draft PS&E
4.7.1  [Site Vishs 2 $328 2 5278 4 $505
473 iReview As-buth Drawings T 3164 2 $278 3 §442
%7.3 |Provide Electrical Calculations 2 $328 4 556 & $884
274 |Develop 35% Flecirical Design 2 $328) 16 §2,224 8 3664 265 £3,216
Total Task 4.7 7 §L148| 24 $3,336 B $664 39 $5,148
57 |Stuctural Bridge Desipn
5.7.%  |Bridge Design
Tot] Task 5.7
6.7 |Emvi tal Engineering
6.7.1 |Env. Engineering
Total Task 6.7
7.7  iRight of Way Engineering
7.7.1[Right of Way Engineering
[Total Tack 7.7
87 |65% Submital
271 |Develop 65% Electrical Design 7 $328| 16 $2,224 8 $664 26 533,216
Tota} Task 8.7 2 $saE) 16 $2,224 B $564 26 $2,216
97 190% Submital
8.7 |Devetop 90% Electrical Design 2 a8 | 312 $1.668 B $664 22 $2,660
Total Task 8.7 2 sm28) 1x  $1,668 8 $664 22 $2,660
107  |100% Submitial
10.7.7 | Develop 90% Electrical Design 2 §328 | 12 §1,668 8 $664 22 $2,660
Total Task 10.7 2 $328F 12 $1,658 [ $E64 22 42,660
117 [Final PSAE
11.7.1 {Final Submittal 2 $3a8] 12 31668 8 $654 22 $7,660
Totat Task 11.7 2z %378 12 §$1,668 5 $664 22 $2,660
TOTAL LABOR 43 $70521 B2 $i2,788 40 $3,320f 175 $23,160
[orect costs: Divect Labor eovers Mileage, Reproduction, Exkibits, Prints, efc. [ 5200 |
frotal erojecT cost $22,360




Budget - February 8, 2008
State Park Road Pedestrian Bridge Project - Final Design
City of Benicia, CA

Associated Right of Way Services, Inc.
State Park Road Bicycle & Pedestrian Bridge Project
Budget for 35% to 100% PS&E - Final PS&E

TASK

DESCRIPTION

Hourly Rate:

Hanaging Consulia

Consuitant |

Admin

Engr. Tech

TOTALS

HRS  COST

HRS  COST

MRS COST

HRS  COST

$150

115

§55

HRS

1.8

T5% Design - Add'l Services?]

1.8.1

Carry Over from 35%

Total Task 2.8

2.8

PDT Meetings/Project Management

281

PDT Mestings

2.8.2

Owverall PM

Total Task 2.8

3.8

Combined PSR/PR

3.81

Nong

Tota! Task 3.8

4.8

35% Draft PS&E

4.8.1

35% PSE

 Total Task 4.5

5.8

Struckural Bridge Design

5.5.1

Bridge Design

Tota Task 5.8

6.8

Ervironmental Engineering

6.8.1

Env. Engineering

Total Task 6.8

7.8

Right of Way Engineeting

7.81

RAW Drata Sheet/Cost Estirmate

4 $600

38 %3450

] 3440

a2

$4,490

/.82

Cieneral Consulting

16 $2.400

24 $2,760

16 $880

56

$6,040

Total Task 7.5

20 $3,000

54 %6210

24 31,320

EL]

$10,530

88

65% Stibmittal

B.8.1

65% PSE

Total Task 8.8

9.8

90% Submittal

9.8.1

90% PSE

Total Task 9.8

108

100% Submittal

10.8.1

100% PS&E

‘Total Task 10.8

i18

Final PS&E

11.8.1

Final PS&E

Total Task 11.8

TOTAL LABOR

26 $3,000

54 $6,210

24 1,320

98

$10,530

fowect costs:

[roraw projecT CosT

$10,530 |
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State Park Road Bicycle/Pedestrian
Bridge Project —
Artistic Rendering
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Conceptual View of Bridge Path Crossing Highway 780
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AGENDA ITEM
CITY COUNCIL MEETING: MARCH 18, 2008

CONSENT CALENDAR
DATE : March 11, 2008
TO : City Manager
FROM : Finance Director
SUBJECT REVIEW INVESTMENT REPORT FOR THE QUARTER ENDED
DECEMBER 2007
RECOMMENDATION:

Accept, by motion, the investment report for the quarter ended December 2007.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

The investment portfolio is in compliance with the City's Investment Policy and California Law.
Additionally, the City has adequate investments to meet its expenditure needs for the next six
months. The Audit and Finance Committee has reviewed these reports and recommends
acceptance.

BUDGET INFORMATION:
There is no effect on the City’s budget.

BACKGROUND:

The City’s investment portfolio consists of cash balances in checking accounts (less outstanding
checks), Local Agency Investment Fund, treasury bills, federal agency notes and trustee accounts
which manage the installment payments and reserves for bonds issued by the City.

The City has adequate investments to meet its expenditure requirements for the next six months.
In addition, the City’s investment portfolio is in compliance with Government Code Sections
53600 et seq. and the City's Investment Policy. The Audit and Finance Committee has reviewed
these reports and recommends acceptance.

The attached schedules identify the City’s investments by maturity date, investment type,
custodian of investment and cost. The market value information is provided by Union Bank and
California State Controller’s Office for the LAIF investments.

Attachment:
o Investment Report for December 2007.
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INVESTMENT REPORT FOR
THE QUARTER ENDED DECEMBER 2007

VII-E-2



10 92(1spspodey) uswsaal] 80°200T

0F'925'506'6 $£900'269'6 00°000'08L'6 {Bjolang
00GLY'PLS G2 18.'006 00°000°008 %005 ¢ B80-AON-GL S0-AON-OE fAnseary gn uoneBigo sn
00'0gl'cen’t 00°0rL'e00°) 00°000°000°1 %L06RY 60-teg-ie 90003 go44  uonebyao sn
DO'0E]'ELS P65 0LE 106 00°000'005 %0F LY g0-Bny-gl op-Bny-g2 Lnseasy gy uoneBuao sn
05'118'045 08'695°195 00°000°085 %0pi8 60-unp-gi L0-unp-0Z VAN uonebian sn
OF"LLZ000' og°L66'L86 007000'086 %0Fig 60-ReN-12 90-Bny-6 OIHA  woneBiao sn
00°085° 120" 00'086'510') 00°000'000'L %092 s50-Aei-glL ag-08(-8 gH4  uoneBiao sn
00'005'210') 00'2s6'166 00'000'000° %069 B0-10y-pZ A0-Ung-g OWHL  uoneBlao sn
0005L'E6L GLLEE'OVL 00°000'05.L %082V 60~1BN-G 20-1dy-24 viN=  uonefiao sn
007006 LGL 5Z'6g8'ov. 00°000°054 %004 80~42N-G L0mady-L1 oA uoheBiao sn
oo'slz'esy't 00°'685'9EY' L 00°000'00S"L %OLZe 80-424-51 gp-uer-Le YIING  uoneBiao en
05" IEF'8PE'L 00°626'212'L 00°000'052°1L %%088C BQ-uep-ZL o0~eiN-67 ANIHL  vonebyao sn
SIea, 7 O} B0 1

0n'sra'gLo'y GTYT6'POB'E 00000'000'y jejoang
00°0.2'210') GZ'906'Ce8 00°000'000"L %0151 BO-AON-0OE Lp-uep-Le finsesl) “g'n uoneBIGO &N
00°885'70S'E 00°8L¥'067'L 00°000°005°L %06v'Yy 8070061 SO-uBf-Le WINNS  uoneBiao sn
00°0£9'000°L 00°0¥Z'e86 00°000'000't %08 Y 802001 a0-4e4-12 g044  uonebiao sn
00°08Z°1L0S 00'008" L6 00°000'005 2019 go-dag-zt 90-ga3-¢ 144 uonebrao sn
Jea) | 0} SYJUol 9

00'0S8'PEV'D 00°888°GPY'0 00°000°008°9 eang
00°082' 86V 00°'chl'coY 00°000'005 %068°E 80-unp-gl 20-unp-0Z DWHS  uoneBlac sn
00°048'266 00°029'436 £0'000'000°} %0LO'Y 80-fep-gl g0-uep-i1 g1H4  uwoneBigo sn
00'029°566'L 00'607'G56'L 00°000'000°2 %0L0Y g0-RE-G1 80-ReiN-6 g1Hd  uoneBlao sn
00°095'100't 00°€21'066 00°000°000°1 %0ZL'S 80~dy-gL o0-Reiy-01 DWIMS  uenebiao sn
00°0LE'000'L 00°00.°166 00°000'000'} %0SLY 80~tei-v1 90-Aep-z g1H4  uopeBiqo sn
00°08Z°100°1 on'eys’zen'l 00000000+ %ObL'G |o-0ed-51 [0-uef-gl YIANS  uoneByao sn
STHUGHN'S 63 diy

g1'Ev0'R10'SE 99°89Z'P00'52 99°89ZP00°5C [eyogng
9812’ 1eg 0g°lee' e o8'Lee'Leo %098°¢ sueg uoluny  1edel Asuoly
6Z'E65'681'E 8Z°C6S'SEL'E BC'EBS'SEL'E %098°¢ yueg uolun eIy AsUo
oY'6¥6'2 OV 6Y6'C OF'BY8'Z %0810 YuBg BOLBUIVISOM,  JdpelN Asuop
08'L12'GP6 05'1IZ'6v8 0571 .2'5v6 %00G°L BOLIDLUY JO Yueg Bupoeyd
28 eEV'eE LgpiPee £oPIy'ee %056"Y ATV AT
08°296'692'0¢ ¢ gl/ov'esz'oz ¢ gili08'es2'0c & %0096'F Y 31
puewaq up
anfep JusUNSaAU] onjeA pIaiA ayeq ajed J2nss| JLBUSBALY
JoNIe 1031509 Jed p UL 1By Kunyen aseyaInd 10 aeN Joadi]

RUIETE) ;%)

1002 ‘1€ 1aquiada(] jJo sy
Hodoy JuauysaAuy

eioluag jo Aio

VII-E-3



10 Daqex-spodey juBuUnSSAY] 90°L00T

ateq

aoueul JO JOIDSBHCT 'BSNOS HBqOoY

gooz/eie

‘gjUsUNSaAU §EDilag Jo AilD BU} o uoneluasaldal
ajeinooe st ‘sBpapwotn) Aw Jo jseq ay) o} ‘Hodal SiU ), "SYIUOW XIS JXaU aU Joj sjuswalnbay ainipuadxa 1aaw o} AgE aul sey A0 il BiuojifeD
1O YUEBS UM STanjEA 1a3ew Jo amnos syl fojjod jusuasenty sAt0 auy pue -bas 18 0ODCS SUCIDDS BpOY) JUBWUISACS) LI sojjduwios epiusg Jo A0 Byt

slesp p5'1 OO 1304 INFWISTAN! FHL 40 ALRNLVIN 3OVHIAY G1IHOEM
$9°600'60LYS  § LO'OVB'EPLVS OIMOALH0d INSWLSIAN! TVI0L
95°LEV' 19T 99°LE¥' 192 sjunooay Wsby [eosty

80'Z.L1'8br ¥S 15°20G'892'cS 99'gaz'ye0'vs ¢ (siuncooe uabe [easy alojeq) [e10L

00'0ovi'oba's GLYEY' 2GS 00°000'008'S feeang
00°epe' 125 05'€Z6'604 00°000'005 %086 Z\-Bny-) lodag-62 8044 uogeSio sn
00°'G6Z'6LL 00°08L'984 00°800'08L %0608y Zi-fen-gl LOASO-Y YiNNd  uoneBiao sn
00586506 00'oZe's6y £0'000'00S %061'G ZL-tdy-¢ L0-Rel-11 OWH4  uoneBiao sn
00°005'280%1 00°068'€00"1 00°000'000°1 %009'Y Zi~BeW-g L0-deg-L1 OWTHA  uenefigo sn
00°629'015 o0'soL'Gey 00°000'008 %0ESY L1080 L0-dy-g 8044 uonebyao sn
00°0£0'Z)S G1'81 7’667 00°000'005 %06Y'S Li-Aen-gL o0-ine-52 YIAINA  uonebilao SN
00'005'LiS 00°08.'86% £0°000'00% %Ore Y Li~dy-52 L0-RenriL gad4  uoneBao sn
00'sHS'09.L 04122251 00000'06. %0L0°Y Li-ded-v2 20000-L1 owH4  uonebiigo sn
00612008, 00°065'96Y Q0°000'005 %001 }-uep-gi 90-4ed-¢ YN uoneBigo sn
SiEo) G 0] SIBIL ¢

0G°18L'v02'E 05'086'892'¢ 00°000'0SZ'E |elogng
00°551°51S 00°C.E'66Y £0'000°00S %019% QL-0eQ-g S0-AON-CE OWTH4  uonebio sn
00°0F9'G1LS 00061 ' L6y 00°000'008 %0EL Y 01-0ny-04 Lo-uep-gl OWH4  uoneBigo sn
05'299'162') 00°gLo'202't 00'000'082't %090°G gi-unp-i4 L0-Bny-6Z g1H4  uoneByao sn
00°'G90'61S 00°065°205 00°000'005 %090'S oL-unp-LL ag-Bny-cz gH4  uoneBido sn
00°69Z'L15 05°218'209 00°000'008 %065y 0i-ged-Gl 20-1dy-g Anseaig 'g'n  uoneByao SN
Si68 T O] siEa) ¢
angeaA JUBLLISBALY anfea DI9tA s1eq eyeq 19nssj JuBWSBAL]
1931 101509 ied uaung Aunyein aseyaing J0 awmeN jo edi}]

Jjuemny
100Z ‘1€ Jaquiada( Jo sY
uoday Jusuiysasuy

wiotuag Jjo A1

VII-E-4



' AGENDA ITEM
CITY COUNCIL MEETING: MARCH 18, 2008

PUBLIC HEARING
DATE - :  March3,2008
TO : City Manager
FROM : Community Development Director
SUBJECT : DESIGN REVIEW FOR NON-HISTORIC HOMES IN THE -

DOWNTOWN HISTORIC OVERLAY DISTRICT

RECOMMENDATION:

Provide direction to staff regarding amending the Downtown Historic Conservation Plan to
require design review in the Downtown Historic Overlay District for construction and
remodeling of non-historic single-family homes.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

As part of the 2007-09 budget update and strategic planning process, the Historic Preservation
Review Commission (HPRC) recommended that the City Council consider design review for all
single-family homes in the Downtown Historic Overlay District. The Downtown Historic
Conservation Plan (DHCP) currently exempts non-historic single-family residences from design
review,

BUDGET INFORMATION:

The proposed action would increase staff and HPRC workload by an unknown amount.

BACKGROUND:

At its January 25, 2007 meeting, HPRC discussed items to be considered by the City Council
during the 2007-09 budget update. Based on commission discussion and public input, HPRC
recommended Council consideration of design review for all single-family homes in the
Downtown Historic Overlay District.

SUMMARY:

The DHCP currently exempts non-historic single-family residences from design review (pages
25 and 28). HPRC is working on updating the DHCP, but that process may extend several or
more months before scheduling on a Council agenda is possible.

Staff seeks Council direction regarding design review for both construction and remodeling of

non-historic homes in the downtown. Council may wish to regulate any remodel activity that
increases height or floor area, or may desire instead to set a percentage threshold for floor area
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increase. Significant exterior alteration may also be appropriate for design review, either by staff
or HPRC.

Currently the Master Fee Schedule establishes a three-tier approach for design review: $1750 for
most HPRC reviews, $1025 for most staff-level reviews, and $350 for minor design review
proposals, such as window replacement and awnings. The $350 minor fee and staff review could
also be applied to certain non-historic remodel activities, such as alterations that do not increase
height and do not increase floor area beyond a specified amount.

Attachments:

o February 26, 2008 letter from Leann Taagepera
a February 29, 2008 letter from Donnell Rubay
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February 26, 2008

City Council
City of Benicia

SUBJECT: Removal of exemption for new SFR and alterations to non-historic
buildings from Historic Plan -

Dear Council,

As you may know, our Downtown Historic Conservation Plan was prepared to include
design review of new construction in our historic district and alterations to non-historic
buildings within our District. The Secretary of the Interior Standards provide for design
standards for such new in-fill construction. Apparently, the City Council at that time, in
1990, decided to exempt such construction from the design standards, which was contrary .
to the Historic Plan itself as well as how historic districts are typically regulated within
California and over the country. As a result, our historic district is filled with buildings
which have been constructed, and non-historic buildings which have been altered, in a
way which is not compliant with the Secretary of the Interior Standards. This has led to
an erosion of the integrity of our District and a lowering of property values by historic
property owners. Studies have shown that a protected historic district (design
requirements for all development within a District) enjoys increased property value over
non-historic areas, but this effect is diminished when incompatible development is
allowed to occur adjacent to historic buildings.

On September 25, 2006, Lucinda Woodward provided comments to the City on its CLG
application. She provided recommendations for many aspects of Benicia's historic
preservation program. She stated that the City in its application was “to make a
commitment to a work plan to update its historic preservation program, although the
actual revisions and amendments may occur after certification.” So, the State Office of
Historic Preservation approved the City’s CLG status and the city was allowed to make
the revisions and amendments to its historic preservation program after certification.
What progress has the City made in complying with the recommendations in her letter
which were allowed to be complied with after being granted the CLG status? One of these
items was to remove the exemption for new Single Family Residential construction and
for alterations to non-historic buildings, from the Historic Plan. The HPRC voted to
approve this change to the Historic Plan in January of 2007 — what is the hold-up in
complying with the recommendations from the HPRC and the State OHP?

Lucinda Woodward writes in her letter, “Currently it appears that there is little or no
design review for non-contributing properties within a historic district. I agree that this is
a reasonable approach for minor rehabilitation of such properties, including painting,
roofing, windows, siding, etc. However, major rehabilitation, such as expanding the
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footprint or adding height, could have an jmpact on the district as a whole. I recommend
that such work on non-contributing properties within a historic district be subject fo
design review. I also recommend that the HPRC review the design of new construction
within ‘a historic district; the nature and character of infill construction can affect the
historic district.” Note that her letter indicates that gnything that expands the foolprint
could impact the District. This would mean the City's plan to offer an exemption to design
review if the square footage added was less than 25% of the building would not comply
with the State OHP's comments that the City is supposed to comply with to maintain CLG
Why does the City have to prioritize whether it will comply with the recommendations of
the State Office of Historic Preservation? Why doesn’t Benicia simply work toward
complying with all of the State’s comments? When Iasked Lucinda Woodward about this
issue at the training session provided by her last month, she was confused, because she
told me that she had been told by Charlie Knox that either removing this exemption had
‘already been accomplished or was to be accomplished very shortly. Itold her, in fact, that
ﬂui_shadnott_akenplace;‘l T R T T AR
1 called all of the cities within Solano County and spoke to planners about their historic
pfeservatidi:a programs. “Benicia, Vallejo, and Vacaville are the only cities in the County to
have established historic districts. 1 spoke with Tyra Hayes of Vacaville’s Planning
Department today. - She said that they .do have an ordinance that regulates -his_toi‘ic
preservai:ibn and that the city does regulate the design of new construction within their
istoric district. Their website is not working well right now and she is going to put
information about their program in the mail to me. B R PETER S S
I spoke at length yesterday with Bill Tuikka, Secretary to the Architectural Landmarks
Commission, City of Vallejo. Vallejo’s two historic districts are. National Register Historic
Districts. The City has gained CLG status and it also offers the Mills Act tax benefit to
owners of historic properties. Mr. Tuikka stated that in order to comply with the City’s
CLG status, and because it is simply how preservation planning in districts is done, all
new construction and alterations to buildings within the two Districts, including non-
historic buildings, must comply with the Secretary -of the Interior Standards. Many
changes to historic or non-historic buildings are approved over the counter where a
“certificate of appropriateness” is issued. If there would be no increase in square footage
and is not a complicated project, the proposed project is approved over the counter and no
fee is charged at all. If a project is reviewed by the City’s Architectural Landmarks
Commission, the fee is $450.00 — a contrast to the City of Benicia fee of $1750.00. He
explained that when a project was to be approved over the counter, the members of the
Commission are “bec’ed” on an e-mail and have the opportunity to review the proposed
project. The Commission members are allowed to bring the project up for review on a
meeting agenda, if they so desire, within a cerfain time frame.
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He told me that the City of Vallejo works to encourage people to come forth for permits
and design review by having staff knowledgeable in the Secretary of the Inferior
Standards who can process approvals over the counter without charging a fee. This
encourages restoration and preservation, he indicated. The City charges a Commission
design review fee of $650.00 if a new building is proposed to be constructed with a
Historic District. He stressed that if fees are too high and if too many proposed projects
are heard by a Commission instead of by knowledgeable, trained staff, then people will
not want to receive any oversight by the City on their projects affecting historic buildings
and the District. He explained what I already knew ~ incompatible new development and
inappropriate alterations to non-historic buildings result in negative effects on the District
as a whole. :

The City of Napa- also requires that all infill development proposed in Napa's historic
districts be subject to review for consistency with the City’s “Design Guidelines for
Historic Districts”, while in the City of Healdsburg, Historic Committee review is requii'ed
for any alteration of a building within the District involving more than 25% of existing
floor area (over a 24-month period of ime) or construction of accessory buildings over 400
square feet in floor area. The following is taken from the City of San Jose's Historic
District Design Guidelines, “Infill construction that will affect historic properties typically
is subject to review per The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of
Historic Properties, and specifically, Rehabilitation Standard 9.: “New additions, exterior
* alterations, or related new construction will not destroy historic materials, features, and
spatial relationships that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated
from the old and will be compatible with the historic materials, features, size, scale and
proportion, and massing to protect the integrity of the property and its environment,” San
Jose’s Guidelines then list goals for the design of development in the historic district. The
City of Orange, in Orange County, has specific Design Guidelines for their historic district
and all infill development which meets certain criteria must obtain design approval
These are just a few examples from other cities in California.

1 am sure that most jurisdictions with historic districts require some sort of design review
for all buildings within the district - that is really the definition of a district. Without this,
we simply have a grouping of individually-listed buildings. Let’s move forward and
comply with the comments of the State Office of Historic Preservation, do what other

jurisdictions already do, and require design review for all buildings within our downtown
and Arsenal historic districts. Benicia’s history and local historic property owners deserve
this — they deserved this back in 1990 when the Downtown Historic Conservation Plan
was first adopted. : :

Sincerely,

Leann S. Taagepera
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. FEBRUARY 29,2008 LETTER
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February 29, 2008
Damon,

As we discussed on February 26, I am sending some suggestions for City-handling of the
Single Family exemption Removal.

Concerning a description of how other areas handle design review in historic areas, I
refer you to Leann Taagepera’s memo to the City Council dated February 26, 2008.

I believe that the overall goal of any city proposal to eliminate the single family non-

historic exemption must keep the following objectives in mind:

a. To protect the integrity of Benicia’s downtown historic district itself as required by
the mitigation measure in the DMUMP (IS/MND p. 18} and by the State Office of
Historic Preservation as part of Benicia’s CLG status (see Woodward letter of
9/25/06;) and

b. That people not be scared away from purchasing historic properties. That is, that the
rules for design review treat all property owners fairly so that people are encouraged
to take on the extra work involved in owning, restoring and maintaining an historic
home.

1. Reason to Eliminate the Single Family Non-Historic Exemption '

a. So the City may comply with CEQA which equates “a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a historical resource” with a significant effect on
the environment (section 21084.) If there is no design review of single family
non-historic homes within the historic district, there is no way for the City to

* prevent possible “substantial adverse change in the significance” of the Historic
District itself, which is an historical resource.

b. So that the City can comply with the requirement of the DMUMP Mitigated
Negative Declaration that alterations to any historic resource (inciuding the
historic district itself) shall comply with the Secretary of the Interior’s
Standards.

¢. To avoid the ability of property owners in the new NG-O zones from
avoiding design review and harming the District by saying they will build an
exempt single family residence which they can use, on Day One, as an office
or store. Since the implementation of the DMUMP, underlying zoning in the
Downtown Historic District has changed. Prior to the DMUMP, under the
Historic Plan, all underlying zoning was residential. Therefore the single-family
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exemption applied only to single family residences. Now under the DMUMP, in
the NG-O zone, underlying zoning allows the development of multi-use -
buildings—residential is allowed but also commercial and office. Thus by
retaining the single family exemption while changing underlying zonjng-——the
City has created a situation where any non-historic property owner in the NG-O
zone may avoid design review. All these property owners need do is simply say
they will build a single-family building; yet on Day One they may use ihe
bmldlng for commerc:al or ofﬁce purposes :

. So that the City can comply with the Downtown Historic Conservatmn Plan’s
promise that historic property owners will be protected from insensitive or
mcompatlble construetmn (DHCP p 2. ) :

In order reduce the mtensny of concern as to whether or not a house will lose
its historic status as the Historic Survey is updated. (Also this will avoid
situations like we recently had with Pat Donaghue attempting to delist his historic
building so that he could tear it down and .build.with more freedom.)

Protect property vaIues in the hIStOl'lc area. It is well estabhshed that owners of
properties that are ‘restricted may be reluctant to invest in their properties if -
neighboring properties are not restricted. Such a situation often leads to
disinvestment in an area (see “Cultural Resources Partnership Notes: Zoning and
Histonc Preservanon” by the Natlonal Park Servme Department of the Interxor )

A resistance to hIStOI'iC propemes (wluch will cause selhng prlces to drop) may
already be begmnmg A prospective historic home buyer from out of town, who -
has spoken to me several times over the past year, recently told me that his realtor
was advising him against buying an historic house—because of the city rules
involved. Further, many people heard prominent local downtown realtor Kathleen
Olsen profusely thank the HPRC last Fall for recommendlng removal of a cl1ent $
home from the hmtonc list. :

. The recent Branding Consultants, hired by the Economic Development
Department, emphasized that the City must protect its Downtown Historic
District to use as a Tourism Asset. As the consultapts stated: people don t like
to come to an mstonc dlstnct and see out of place buildings.

In addition, the recent “Strate gic Tourism Marketing Plan” presented to the
Economic Development Board on February 27, 2008 states that the degradation of
historic buildings is a threat to Benicia tourism w]:uch needs to be defended As _
the Plan states: :

“Degradatlon of Historic Buildings: “This is a threat to increasing the history-
related tourists and overall appeal of Benicia. This will need to be addressed in
the [Tourism] strategic plan.”
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h. The State Office of Historic Preservation expects the City to implement
removal of the single family exemption. According to her September 25, 2006
letter to the City, Lucinda Woodward of the SOHP writes:

“Currently it appears that there is little or no design review for non-
contributing properties within a historic district, I agree that this is a
reasonable approach for minor rehabilitation of such properties, including
painting, roofing, windows, siding, etc. However, major rehabilitation
such as expanding the footprint or adding height, could have an impact
“on the district as a whole. I recommend that such work on non-
contributing properties within a historic district be subject to design
review. I also recommend that the HPRC review the design of new
construction within a historic district; the nature and character of infill
construction can affect the historic district ”(emphasis added.)

IL. Problems With The 25 % Free Pass

The City’s suggestion that the exemption be removed only if a non-historic ﬁroperty
owner is to add more than 25% of gross floor area has some problems. These include:

a. Visible alterations—even if less than 25% of gross floor area—will impact the
District. This means the City will continue to not be in compliance with the
mitigation measure in the DMUMP discussed above. In addition, the City will be
hampered in its ability to comply with the Historic Plan’s promise that historic
property owners will be “protected from insensitive or incompatible construction.”
Further, the City will have no power to ensure that individual property owners will
not reduce the value of the District as a tourism asset.

Also, such a proposal will be in conflict with Lucinda Woodward’s direction to the
City in her September 25, 2006 letter: “major rehabilitation, such as expanding the
footprint or adding height, could have an impact on the district as a whole. I
recommend that such work on non-contributing properties within a hlstonc distinct be
subject to design review.”

b. Some non-historic homes in the area are quite large. (For example the home the
HPRC commissioner says he plans to build is 4700 square feet. A 25% addition to
this home would be more than 1,000 square feet. Many historic homes in the area are
small—some close to 1000 square feet in size.) '

There is another wrinkle here. This proposed 4700 square foot building was recently
the subject of an appeal, which involved a negotiated settlement involving an outside
design consultant creating a design that protected the integrity of the District. With
the 25% free pass, however, once the project is built, the developer could simply add
more than 1000 square feet, ignoring the negotiated design and the integrity of the
District.
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c. Nelghbormg Cities with s;gmﬁcant historic districts—such as Napa and Vaﬂejomdo :
not have a “25% free pass.”

d. The Historic Preservation Design Standards for Old Towne (Orange, CA) does appear
to have a “20% free pass” meaning a 20% alteration within a 60 month period is -
“generaily exempt” from CEQA review. However: 1. Note that only a 20% alteration
is involved and it is over a 60 month period; 2. The rules specify that the addition
does not exceed a height of 1 ¥ stories; the project involves the removal of no more
than 25% of existing floor area, and it can be shown that the changes will not have
an adverse 1mpact on the ex1stmg structure, the surroundmg area or the Hlstorlc
sttrlct : : o : _ . :

The hlghhghted words are pamcularly important. If Benicia w1shes to follow the lead
of the City of Orange, it must ensure that changes up to 25% “will not have an
adverse impact on the existing structure, the surrounding area or the H:storlc
D:stnct” Wthh m Bemma has been the job of Dcsxgn Revww

L AProposal

Currently, historic property owners are charged a fee of $1750 for design review, if they
wish to make changes to their property. It is unclear exactly what benefit property owners
are receiving for this fee. Since several historic homes that have gone through Design
Review were later deemed non-historic—due to clty~approved alteratlons———tlus fee is not
buying any “spemaI expertlse from the Clty : : :

Understandably, non-historic property OWNers may resmt removal of the HIStOI’lC Plan
exemption if they are to be required to pay this substantial (and apparently benefit-less)
fee, While feeling sympathy for these property owners, it must be remembered that
historic property owners—who are of the same flesh and blood as non-historic owners—
are currently paying this fee. That is, if this fee is so horrible it must not be imposed on
non-historic property owners, then it should be removed from historic property owners.

Also, when people begin to understand the reality of the situation they may be disinclined
to purchase, or maintain, historic properties. Consider the following thinking: A. IfI
have an historic property and want to maintain it, I have to pay a $1750 fee—but if I let
the building fall into disrepair and “demolish by neglect” I can remodel and even add to
it, without any fee; and B. Should I buy an historic property when that means if I want to
make a minor change I have to pay $1750, yet my non-historic neighbor gets to add
hundreds of square feet—that may impact my sunlight and view—for free and with no
opportunity for me to comment?
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Keeping in mind desires to: a. protect the integrity of the District; b. create a situation that
does not discourage people from purchasing and maintaining historic properties; and c.
not suddenly impose a $1750 fee on non-historic property owners for minor changes, 1
propose the following:

A. Following the practice in Vallejo, home to two National Register Historic Districts,
all alterations NOT involving additional square footage or an increase in height—to
both historic and non-historic homes—need not, automatically, go through formal
design review. Instead, for a small fee (e.g. $100?) the project would be handled as
follows: 1. Staff would review the project for consistency with the Secretary’s
Standards. Until Staff becomes more versed in this area, s/he may consult with HPRC .
commissioners or even an oufside consultant (paid for with that $100—Vallgjo
charges nothing for this level of review.) 2. A brief report of Staff’s determination
will then be sent to the HPRC and affirmed on the Consent Calendar. This step gives
any commissioner the opportunity to view the property, consxder the decision and pull
the item for discussion if he/she wishes.

B. For any addition of square footage or height—for mstonc or non—historzc homesw—the
fee will be $850. This sum is about half of the current $1750 that is now charged only
to historic property owners. Yes, the fee is reduced (though it is more than any design
review fee Vallgjo charges)—but the number of people paying is increased. To me
this is a far more equitable situation than having only the historic property owners

‘paying the bulk of the fees when both historic and non-historic property owners
would be impacting the district via alterations.

C. For completely new construction—the City can charge the full $1750.

D. Finally, if the City does not wish to implement the new fee structure yet——it can still
create the new two-tier process—where only additions to square footage are subject
to design review (for both historic and non-historic) buildings. This way the fee will
kick in only if someone—historic or non-historic—increases the footprint or adds
height, actions that—as noted by Lucinda Woodward—should be subject to formal
design review.

Yours,

Donnell Rubay
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AGENDA ITEM
CITY COUNCIL MEETING: MARCH 18, 2008

PUBLIC HEARING
DATE : February 25, 2008
TO : City Council
FROM : Community Development Director
SUBJECT : INTRODUCTION AND FIRST READING OF AN ORDINANCE

AMENDING SUBSECTION B OF SECTION 17.70.300 (ANIMALS)

OF CHAPTER 17.70 (SITE REGUEATION) OF TITLE 17
(ZONING) OF THE BENICIA MUNICIPAL CODE

RECOMMENDATION:

Introduce the ordinance to approve zoning text amendments be consistent with recently adopted
changes to Title 6 (Animals) of the Benicia Municipal Code.

. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

At a meeting on December 4, 2007, the City Council adopted an ordinance to amend the animal
control provisions of the Benicia Municipal Code. This new ordinance currently conflicts with
the existing Zoning Ordinance provisions for caring and keeping animals. The proposed Zoning
text amendments will remove any conflicts between the two code provisions.

BUDGET INFORMATION:

There are no fiscal impacts that would arise as a result of the proposed text amendments.

ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS:

The proposed zoning amendments are Categorically Exempt under Section California
Environmental Quality Act Guidelines Section 15321 (Enforcement Actions by Regulatory
Agencies) because they do not result in changes in land use.

SUMMARY:

The last comprehensive review of the City’s animal control regulations occurred in 1987. For
the last several years, a subcommittee has worked on revising these regulations by researching
current law and reviewing regulations from other agencies. The result of this work, was the City
Attorney drafting an ordinance Title 6 (Animals) that was introduced at the November 20, 2007
City Council meeting and adopted by the City Council on December 4, 2007. The changes to
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Title 6 (Animals) update the City’s regulations to reflect changes in State law and animal control
practices. The dangerous dog/vicious dog provisions, in particular, now comply with State law.

The changes to the zoning code Section 17.70.300 (Animals) that the City Council is being asked
for approval are very minor and delete outdated rules for care and keeping of animals in the City.
These changes eliminate any inconsistency in the number of allowed animals by referencing the
numbers in only one part of the Municipal Code. The number of allowed animals is set forth on
the attached portions of Title 6.

Attachments:
o Proposed Ordinance Redline Version

0 Proposed Ordinance
o Selected Portions of Title 6 re: Number of Animals
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REDLINE VERSION
PROPOSED ORDINANCE
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CITY OF BENICIA
ORDINANGCE NO. 08-___ REDLINE VERSION

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BENICIA AMENDING
SUBSECTION B OF SECTION 17.70.300 (ANIMALS) OF CHAPTER 17.70 (SITE
REGULATION) OF TITLE 17 (ZONING) OF THE BENICIA MUNICIPAL CODE TO BE

CONSISTENT WITH TITLE 6 (ANIMALS)

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BENICIA DOES ORDAIN
as follows:

Section 1. Subsection B of Section 17.70.300 {Animals) of Chapter 17.70 (Site
Regulations) of Title 17 (Zoning) of the Benicia Municipal Code is added to read as
follows:

B. Domestic and Exotic Animals. Inan R district, or in conjunction
with any residential uses in any other district, not-more-than-six-domestic-or-three-exetie

domestic and exotic animals, as defined by this
title, are subject to the following requirements in addition to the regulations of Title 6.
1. Such animals, except cats, shall not be permitted to run at

large, but shall be, at all times, confined within a suitable enclosure or otherwise be

under the control of the owner of the property; and
2. Any enciosure shall be located in an interior side or rear yard

and set back at least five feet from the property line; and

ien-The number of allowed animals, as defined by this title, may not exceed the
limits set forth in Title 6 unless the property owner has obtained an animal keepers
permit and a staff level use permit.

Section 2.

Severability. If any section, subsection, phrase or clause of this ordinance is for
any reason held to be unconstitutional, such decision shall not affect the validity of the
remaining portions of this ordinance.

The City Council hereby declares that it would have passed this and each
section, subsection, phrase or clause thereof irrespective of the fact that any one or
more sections, subsections, phrase or clauses be declared unconstitutional on their
face or as applied.

kkkdkk
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On the motion of Council Member , seconded by

Council Member , the foregoing ordinance was
introduced at a regular meeting of the City Council on the day of , 2008,
and adopted at a regular meeting of the Council heid on the day of , 2008,
by the following vote:
Ayes:
Noes:
Absent:

Elizabeth Patterson, Mayor
Attest:

Lisa Wolfe, City Clerk
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CITY OF BENICIA
ORDINANCE NO. 08-___

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BENICIA AMENDING
SUBSECTION B OF SECTION 17.70.300 (ANIMALS) OF CHAPTER 17.70 (SITE
REGULATION) OF TITLE 17 (ZONING) OF THE BENICIA MUNICIPAL CODE TO BE
CONSISTENT WITH TITLE 6 (ANIMALS)

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BENICIA DOES ORDAIN
as follows:

Section 1. Subsection B of Section 17.70.300 (Animals) of Chapter 17.70 (Site
Regulations) of Title 17 (Zoning) of the Benicia Municipal Code is added to read as

follows:

B. Domestic and Exotic Animals. In an R district, or in conjunction
with any residential uses in any other district, domestic and exotic animals, as defined
by this title, are subject to the following requirements in addition to the regulations of

Title 6.
1. Such animals, except cats, shall not be permitted fo run at

large, but shall be, at all times, confined within a suitable enclosure or otherwise be

under the control of the owner of the property; and
2. Any enclosure shall be located in an interior side or rear yard

and set back at least five feet from the property line; and
3.  The number of allowed animals, as defined by this title, may

not exceed the iimits set forth in Title 6 unless the property owner has obtained an
animal keepers permit and a staff level use permit.

Section 2.

Severability. If any section, subsection, phrase or clause of this ordinance is for
any reason held to be unconstitutional, such decision shall not affect the validity of the
remaining portions of this ordinance.

The City Council hereby declares that it would have passed this and each

section, subsection, phrase or clause thereof irrespective of the fact that any one or
more sections, subsections, phrase or clauses be declared unconstitutional on their

face or as applied.
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On the motion of Council Member , seconded by

Council Member , the foregoing ordinance was
introduced at a regular meeting of the City Council on the day of , 2008, -
and adopted at a regular meeting of the Council held on the day of , 2008,
by the following vote:
Ayes:
Noes:
Absent:

Elizabeth Patterson, Mayor
Attest:

Lisa Wolfe, City Clerk
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Number of Allowed Animals per Benicia Municipal Code Title 6

6.32.030 Keeping household animals.

A. For single-family detached residences in a residential district, a maximum of
three dogs, four cats and other similar household animals are permitted, where
the total number of such animals in one place of residence shall not exceed 10.
B. For multifamily residences, a maximum of one dog, two cats and other similar
household animals are permitted, where the total number of animals in one place
of residence shall not exceed five.

C. Household animals being fostered as a part of a nonprofit agency’s program
shall not be included for the purposes of determining the number of household
animals. The foster program shall be registered with the depariment and an
individual foster animal shall be fostered in a particular residence for a period of
no more than six months. (Ord. 07-72 § 4).

6.32.040 Keeping birds, fowl and rabbits.

A. It is unlawful to keep birds, fowl and rabbits in the city, except:

1. In single-family detached residences in a residential district, a maximum
combination of 20 birds or rabbits per legal lot are permitted, provided all of them
are kept at least 20 feet from any neighboring house built or used for human
habitation. In no case shall more than 10 chickens or other fowl be permitted.

2. For multifamily residences, a maximum total combination of six birds, fowl or
rabbits per legal lot is permitted; provided, that all of them are kept at least 20
feet from any neighboring house built or used for human habitation.

B. Roosters or other fowl which constitute a nuisance by their loud cries are not
allowed in any zone.

C. No person owning, having an interest in, harboring or having charge, control,
or custody of any rabbit, bird, and/or fowl shall permit, allow, or suffer any animal
to run or fly at large to go upon the premises of any person in the city.

D. Birds, fowl and rabbits being fostered as a part of a nonprofit agency’s
program shali not be included for the purposes of determining the number of
household animals. The foster program shall be registered with the department
and an individual foster animatl shall be fostered in a particular residence for a
period of no more than six months. (Ord. 07-72 § 4).
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AGENDA ITEM
CITY COUNCIL MEETING: MARCH 18, 2008

PUBLIC HEARING
DATE : February 28, 2008
TO : City Manager
FROM : Director of Public Works
SUBJECT : APPROVAL OF THE UPDATED TRAFFIC IMPACT FEE
PROGRAM
RECOMMENDATION:

Adopt a resolution approving an update to the Citywide Traffic Impact Fee Program and
authorizing associated fee adjustments.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

Revisions to the Citywide Traffic Impact Fee Program update have been completed. Responses
to comments from the November 20, 2007 Council meeting are included in this staff report. This
update now calculates a new traffic impact base fee of $1,858 and is necessary to sufficiently
fiund future roadway improvements to accommodate proj ected development in the City.

BUDGET INFORMATION:

Implementing the adjusted fee rates is anticipated to generate $31.6 million over a 20-year
period. The new base fee amount of $1,858 reflects the increase in project delivery costs over the
last five years and increased financial burden placed on the City to fund local freeway
interchange improvement projects.

BACKGROUND:

In 1992, the City of Benicia adopted a Citywide Traffic Fee (TIF) Program which established the
authority for imposing and charging a citywide fee to fund future roadway and intersection
improvements necessary {0 accommodate projected development in the City. Shortly thereafter,
the City established the original base fee of $1,040 per P.M. peak hour trip generated by
development.

In 2002 the City Council established a new reduced base fee amount of $1,019.
In June 2007, the City selected traffic engineering consuitant, Omni-Means, to prepare a new

update to the Citywide Traffic Impact Fee Program. The update was completed in October 2007
which calculated a new base fee amount of $1,223. The proposed fee increase was brought
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before City Council for review in November 2007 with staff directed to address comments raised
in the meeting and resubmit the revised update for Couneil review in early 2008.

The revised update was completed in February 2008 and calculates a new base fee amount of
$1,858. Traffic impact fee participation on the State Park Road Bike/Pedestrian Bridge and
Bayshore Road/Industrial Way Connector projects were increased in the revised update to
aceount for the increased financial burden placed on the City to fund local freeway interchange
improvement projects. Increased construction costs due to inflation, scarcity of basic building
materials, and labor expenses were previously accounted for in the October 2007 update, The
February 2008 update is attached for your information (Attachment A).

The new base fee amount of $1,858 is significantly higher than $1,029 fee established by Benicia
in 2002. A comparison of traffic fees for a single family residence (SFR) and for a typical
commercial use (within a shopping center) was conducted 11 cities surveyed in Solano and
Contra Costa County (Attachment B). Benicia’s SRF rate of $1,877 is well below the average of
the cities surveyed (which reflects the near residential build-out condition here); however,
Benicia’s shopping center commercial rate of $3,484 is within the average of these same cities.
The new traffic impact fees for Benicia are also compared with the existing fees for various land
uses in Table 1 of this staff report.

Response to West Coast Home Builders Comments

In correspondence dated November 20, 2007 (Attachment C), West Coast Home Builders, the
developer for the Benicia Business Park, raised three issues in the proposed TIF Program update.
The first concern is the projection of 100 new residential units at build-out, which was estimated
based upon vacant residential land. While another experienced, licensed traffic engineering firm
could project a slightly different number, the overall impact would be insignificant since the 78
PM trips generated by the projected 100 residential units constitutes only 0.40% of the total
19,701 trips generated by future development.

The second concern is the requirement for West Coast Home Builders to participate in the cost of
the new east-west connector road between East 2™ Street and Park Road (Road Improvement
*d). All new development will add to traffic volumes in the City and will therefore have to
participate in the cost of this improvement, which is identified in the circulation element of the
General Plan.

The third concern is regarding “pass-by” traffic, a provision that allows commercial land use a
percentage reduction in trip generation. This is to account for the fact that traffic already using an
adjacent roadway will enter the site as an intermediate stop on the way from another destination.
Omni-Means, in performing their own independent study, elected to use a 50% percent pass-by
for commercial zoning, which does result in lower fee rates for new commercial users.

1t is important to note that the Benicia Business Park will be subject to the 2002 fee rate, not the
new fees proposed in this TIF update. This is because the vesting tentative map for the Benicia
Business Park was previously deemed complete by the City, effectively locking in the fees at the
rate in effect at that time. The TIF Update includes provisions for charging the Benicia Business
Park the current rates.
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Response to General Comments received at the November 20, 2007 City Council Meeting:

1)

2)

3)

4)

3)

6)

New development will increase traffic volumes city-wide. To address traffic/pedestrian
safety and quality of life issues, $650,000 of funding has been provided in the TIF update for
traffic calming (Table 2, Roadway Segment ‘k’).

The proposed Bayshore Road/Industrial Road Connector (Road Improvement b) will greatly
enhance traffic circulation at the Bayshore/Industrial/680 interchange. With this
improvement, the Bayshore Road connection between Park Road and Industrial Way will no

longer be necessary.

Cost summaries for intersections and road segments {Table 1 and Table 2 of TIF update)
include a 10% contingency factor, which is the accepted practice for preliminary engineering
and usually carries through to construction.

The right-of-way estimates included in the cost summaries (Table 1 & 2 of the TIF update)
are very preliminary and can be refined once the design on the improvement begins. The
Industrial Way project (Road Improvement ‘f") does not include right-of-way costs because
the existing right-of-way will accommodate the widening improvements.

Bicycle and pedestrian projects are well represented in the update. $853,000 is included for
the State Park Road Bike/Pedestrian Bridge Project (Intersection 1) and $600,000 is included
for the Pedestrian/Bike Connection Across 1-780 (Road Improvement ‘h’). Care needs to be
exercised in determining bicycle/pedestrian allocations since new development mainly
triggers new vehicle traffic and a nexus needs to be maintained between appropriate costs
and fees imposed.

The General Plan, Benicia Business Park Draft Environmental Impact Report, and City staff
were consulted for the update. Regarding the Arsenal Specific Plan, infrastructure
improvements and costs are conceptual at this point and so were not included in the TIF
Program update. This can be addressed with conditions of approval on specific project
submittals and be included in future updates to the TIF when development in the Arsenal
moves forward.

DS:MR:kt

Cc:

City Attorney
City Engineer

Attachments:

o Proposed Resolution with Exhibit A
o Attachment A: Citywide Traffic Impact Fee Update, October 2007
0 Attachment B: Traffic Impact Fees of Various Cities within Solano and Contra Costa

Counties
a  Attachment C: Letter from West Coast Home Builders, Inc, dated November 20, 2007
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Proposed Resolution
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RESOLUTION NO. 08-

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BENICIA APPROVING
THE UPDATE TO THE TRAFFIC IMPACT FEE PROGRAM AND AUTHORIZING
ASSOCIATED FEE ADJUSTMENTS

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Benicia adopted Ordinance No. 92-6 N.S.
creating and establishing the authority for imposing and charging a Citywide Traffic Impact
Mitigation Fee, herein referred to as the "Fee"; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Benicia adopted Resolution No. 92-34 on
March 3, 1992, which established the Traffic Impact Mitigation Fee in accordance with the traffic
study prepared by Omni-Means, 1td., and dated January 1992 with modified Table 4 and Table 5;
and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Benicia adopted Resolution No. 02-65 on May
7, 2002, which established an Update to the Traffic Impact Mitigation Fee in accordance with the
traffic study prepared by Omni-Means, Ltd., and dated July 2001 with modified Table 4; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with the requirements contained in AB 1600, a review of the
Traffic Impact Fee Program was performed and is outlined in the Citywide Traffic Impact Fee
Program Update report prepared by Omni-Means, 1td. and dated February 2008; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with the requirements of AB 1600, this review is being
conducted at a public hearing to enable interested parties to review and comment on said review.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Benicia that
the City Council has reviewed the Citywide Traffic Impact Fee Programn Update and finds that the
project descriptions and cost estimates are a reasonable basis for calculating and imposing the traffic
impact fee.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the projects and methodology identified in the update
are consistent with the General Plan.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the update is categorically exempt from
environmental review pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines sections
15061(b)(3), 15262, and 15306 as the intent of the update and proposed fees is to provide a means
of mitigating potential environmental impacts.

: BE IT FUTHER RESOLVED that the review of the Traffic Impact Fee Program outlined

in the Citywide Traffic Impact Fee Program Update report, prepared by Omni-Means, Ltd. and
dated February 2008 is hereby approved and that the fees shall be increased to a traffic fee base rate
of $1,858 per PM trip for fiscal year 2008/09 commencing on May 17, 2008 or no sooner than sixty
(60) days subsequent to adoption of this Resolution incorporating Table 5 of the update attached
hereto as Exhibit A.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the automatic annual adjustment of the Traffic
Impact Mitigation Fee, authorized per Resolution No. 92-34 and revised per Resolution No. 94-116,
shall continue to occur on each successive July 1 with the adjustment based upon the Engineering
News Record Construction Cost Index (CCI) for the San Francisco Bay Area or its successor. The
Finance Director shall compute the percentage difference between the CCI on July 1 of each year
and the CCI for the previous July 1. The Finance Director shall then adjust by such percentage the
fee set forth in this Resolution. The adjustment amount shall be rounded to the nearest dollar and
these amounts shall constitute the fees authorized by Chapter 5.38 of the Benicia Municipal Code
and established by Resolution No. 92-34. Should the CCI be revised or discontinued, the Finance
Director shall use the revised index or a comparable index as approved by the City Council for
determining fluctuations in the cost of development. It is found and determined that the cost of
constructing and installing the facilities for which the subject is being assessed are likely to increase
over time. Therefore, it is reasonable to include in this fee resolution a provision to increase such
fees consistent with the proportionate increase in the cost of providing such facilities. In this
connection, it is found and determined that the CCI is an accurate and well-accepted standard by
which the industry measures increases in construction costs and the CCI is properly applied to the
increases in costs incurred in instatling, developing and constructing the transportation facilities to
be funded with the fee assessed hereunder.

* oF k% ok

On motion of Council Member , seconded by Council Member
, the above Resolution was introduced and passed by the City Council of the City of Beniciaata
regular meeting of said Council held on the 18th day of March, 2008, and adopted by the following
vote:

Ayes:
Noes:

Absent:

Elizabeth Patterson, Mayor

Attest:

Lisa Wolfe, City Clerk
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EXHIBIT A

TABLE 1

COMPARISON OF EXISTING AND PROPOSED
TRAFFIC FEES FOR VARIOUS LAND USES

FEE # LAND USE EXISTING FEE PROPOSED FEE
(2002) (2007)

201 Single Family Home $1,029/D.U. $1,877/D.U.

202 Townhouse/Condo $550/D.U. $1,449/D.U.

203 Apartment $591/D.U. $1,152/D.U.

205 Accessory Dwelling $275/D.U. $576/D.U.

234 Supermarket $5,864/1,000 sq. ft. ~ $9,708/1,000 sq. ft.

235 Convenience Store $17,613/1,000 sq. ft. $32,116/1,000 sq. ft.

236 Sit-Down Restaurant $3,816/1,000 sq. ft. $6,958/1,000 sq. ft.

237 Deli/Hi-Turnover Rest. $5,533/1,000 sg. ft. $10,145/1,000 sq. ft.

238 Fast-Food Restaurant $17,058/1,000 sq. ft.  $32,1 81/1,000 sq. ft.

239 Bank $16,890/1,000 sq. ft.  $42,492/1,000 sq. ft.

240 Drug Store/Pharmacy $5,299/1,000 sq. fi. $8,008/1,000 sq. fi.

241 Service Station with Mart ~ $6,817/pump $12,430/fueling position

242 Quick Lube Vehicle Shop $2,644/stall $4,822/service position

243 Hardware/Paint Store $2,252/1,000 sq. fi. $4,496/1,000 sq. ft.

244 Day Care Facility $438/student $762/student

245 Shopping Center $3,342/1,000 sq. ft.  $3,484/1,000sq. ft.

246 Motel Study Required Study Required

247 General Office $1,518/1,000 sq. ft. $2,768/1,000 sq. ft.

248 Medical Office $3,730/1,000 sq. ft. ~ $6,912/1,000 sq. ft.

249 Light Industrial $999/1,000 sq. ft. $1,821/1,000 sq. ft.

250 Warehouse $520/1,000 sq. ft. $873/1,000 sq. ft.

251 Self-Storage Units $31 per unit $56/unit
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Attachment A

Citywide Traffic Impact Fee
Program Update
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ATTACHMENT A

CITYWIDE

TRAFFIC IMPACT FEE
PROGRAM UPDATE

Prepared For The

City Of Benicia

February 2008

Omni-Means, Ltd.

Engineers and Planners

1901 Olympic Blvd., Suite 120
Walnut Creek, CA 94596
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1. INTRODUCTION

The City of Benicia performed a comprehensive update to the City Traffic Impact Fee (TIF) program and its
associated fees in January 1992.' Thereafier, the City has adopted amendments to the fees starting in
January 1993 on a yearly basis. These fee increases have been based on construction cost inflation indices.
Based on discussions with City FEngineering staff, the needed infrastructure, cost of circulation
improvements and remaining City development have not changed significantly since the last TIF update
(with the exception of traffic impacts and mitigation associated with the proposed Benicia Business Park).
As such, the City commissioned Omni-Means in May 2007 to perform a comprehensive update to the TIF.
The comprehensive update will ensure fair, adequate and timely funding for necessary improvements. The
calculated impact fees are consistent with the nexus requirements in Government Code 66000, et seq.

The traffic fees calculated in this report will fund the full cost of the ptanned fraffic facilities, less the costs
required for payment or dedication by property owners. Bond financing through a Community Finance
District (CFD) is not required because the traffic fee will fund the full cost of the planned facilities.

This report presents the assumptions, methodology and conclusions relative to the preparation of an updated
citywide traffic impact fee (TIF) program for the City of Benicia. Specifically, this effort bas considered the
need for traffic improvements generated by the City’s General Plan buildout development and the
construction cost of those improvements. The study also addresses the likely apportionment of those costs
that could be generated by traffic fees applied to citywide developments as well as the administrative costs
associated with the TIF program. The final chapter of this report presents an updated TIF program for the
specific types of development included in the existing program.

A continuing premise of the TIF program is that on a citywide basis, traffic improvements will be most
important on the major streets. While collector and local streets also serve important travel needs, the major
street network is critical in providing the basic transportation network for the City. Thus, this updated TIF
has again focused on the major streets and key intersections and interchanges along the major streets (see

Figure 1 for street network).

! Omni-Means Engineers and Planners, Citywide Traffic Impact Fee Program Update, City of Benicia, July, 2001,
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2. NEEDED TRAFFIC IMPROVEMENTS

A. Sources of Improvement Needs

Traffic circulation improvements have been identified on the basis of several sources. First, the City's
current General Plan outlines a circulation network which includes all of the existing and proposed major
streets, and identifies the need for specific street widening and intersection/interchange improvements
throughout Benicia.? In addition, a more recent traffic study for the Benicia Business Park identifies street
widening and intersection/interchange improvements required by that project.3 The various improvement
recommendations have been reviewed in the fFeld and refined as a part of this effort. Finally, discussions
were held with City staff in an effort to determine any further improvements which will likely be necessary."

The basic factor involved in the need for improvements is the expected growth in traffic volumes. In
Benicia, future growth primarily reflects employment and commercial developments expected to occur
throughout the City (a more complete discussion of future development is contained in Section 3.)
Together, these developments will generate new PM peak hour vehicle trips. While different types of
development land uses will be Jocated in specific areas of the City, development traffic will have citywide
effects. Thus, traffic improvements will be needed on a citywide basis to serve the overall traffic growth

~ from development.

B. Identified Traffic Improvements for Inclusion in the TIF

The various reviews of potential improvements have resulted in a listing of citywide roadway improvements
and a number of intersection improvements. Those improvements are listed in the following sections and

depicted on Figure 2.

Roadway Improvements

a. Widenfrestripe East 5th Street to three Janes (two through lanes and a center lane/median) between
the I-780 westbound ramps and Military East;

b. Construct a new north-south two-lane connector road east of 1-680 between Bayshore Road and
Industrial Way (includes traffic signals at the 1-680 ramp intersections with Bayshore and

Industrial);

c. Widen Park Road from two to four lanes between Sulphur Springs Creek and Industrial Way;
d. Construct a new two-lane east-west arterial street between East 2nd Street and Park Road;

e. Widen/realign Park Road (retain two-lane width) between Adams Street and the new east-west
connector street;

£  Widen Industrial Way from two to four lanes between East 2nd Street and the I-680 Northbound

2 City of Benicia, Benicia General Plan, Chapter 2, Community Development and Sustainability, C. Circulation,

Adopted June 15, 1999.
31 SA Associates, Inc., Benicia Business Park DEIR, January, 2007
4 Meeting with Mr. Mike Roberts (Senior Civil Engineer) and Mr. Dan Schiada (Public Works Director), City of

Benicia, May 31, 2007.
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On-Ramp;

g. Widen/restripe Military West to three lanes (two through lanes and a center lane/median) between
West 2nd Street and West 5th Street;

h. Construct a new pedestrian/bicycle bridge across 1780 between the Benicia Middle School off
Southampton Road and Benicia High School off Military West;

i Widen Columbus Parkway at Rose Drive to accommodate a second westbound through lane;

j.  Widen Columbus Parkway to four lanes from Rose Drive to the City limit (funded by the Bordoni
Development in the City of Vallejo); and

k. Implement traffic calming/circulation improvements/signalization at Benicia High School

The General Plan also includes the widening of West 7th Street (between 1-780 and Military West) to four
lanes and Military East to four lanes between East 2nd Street and East Sth Street. However, these
improvements are not included in the TIF Program. Further analyses will be required to address the project
feasibility and impacts to adjacent residents/properties. In lieu of these improvements, TIF improvements
are included for the intersections along these street sections.

Intersection Improvements

Restriping, widening and/or tratfic signal improvements will be required at 10 intersections on key streets in
the Benicia network. A summary listing of the intersection improvements is
as follows (see Figure 2 for intersection improverment locations):

1. Columbus/Rose: « widen/restripe northbound and eastbound approaches
and widen State Park Road bridge over I-780;

2. Southampton/Hastings: « install signal and widen/restripe southbound approach;

3. Southampton/Chelsea Hills: « widen/restripe northbound, southbound and westbound
approaches;

4. West 7th/I-780 Westbound Ramps: » widen/restripe all approaches;

5. West 7tl/I-780 Eastbound Ramps: « widen/restripe northbound and southbound approaches;

6. East2nd/Military East: « widen/restripe southbound, eastbound and westbound

approaches and coordinate with other signals between
Military Rast and 1780 westbound ramps;

7. East 5th/]-780 Westbound Ramps: « install signal and widen/restripe all approaches;

8. East 5th/I-780 Eastbound Ramps: « install signal and widen/restripe all approaches;

9. East sth/Military East: » widen/restripe all approaches;

10. West 7%/Military West: « improve signal controls or construct a roundabout
intersection;

G Improvements to be Implemented by the Benicia Business Park

In addition to citywide improvements included in the TIF program, a number of improvement projects were
identified as being directly related to the Benicia Business Park development in the recent DEIR prepared
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for the project.” These improvement projects are identified in Figure 3 and would be as follows:
Roadway Improvements:

-Widen Industrial Way to four lanes between East 2nd Street and the Business Park access;
_Construct 2 new two-lane Industrial Way connection between the Business Park access and Lake Herman

Road (Reservoir Road would be abandoned);
“Widen East 2™ Street to four Janes (with a median) between Industrial Way and Lake Herman Road;
Widen Lake Herman Road to four lanes between Renicia Business Park access (A Boulevard) and 1-680.

Intersection Improvements:

East 2"/Park/BBP Access: » install signal and widen/restripe all approaches;

-Bast 2*/Industrial Way: « widen/restripe southbound, eastbound and westbound
approaches;

-East 2"/Rose Drive: « widen/restripe southbound, northbound and easthound
approaches; ‘

-East 2"/1-780 WB Ramps: « widen/restripe northbound and southbound approaches;

-East 2"/1-780 EB Ramps: « widen/restripe westbound approach;

-Lake Herman/Industrial Way: « install signal;

‘Lake Herman/East 2™ :  install signal and widen/restripe northbound, eastbound,
and westbound approaches;

Lake Herman/I-680 SB Ramps: « install signal and widen/restripe westbound approach;

-Lake Herman/I-680 NB Ramps: « instal] signal and widen/restripe northbound, eastbound,
and westbound approaches;

-Park/Bayshore: » widen/restripe westbound and southbound approaches;

-Park/Industrial Way: = install signal.

These improvements will be the responsibility of the Benicia Business Park development and are not
included in the TIF program.

D. Freeway and Transit Related Improvements

Tt has been assumed that major construction of freeway interchanges, mainline widening, auxiliary lanes and
“park and ride” facilities will be accomplished through independent efforts coordinated between the City,
Solano Transportation Authority and Caltrans. Freeway interchange problems reflect current design
deficiencies, and it would be inappropriate for future development to pay for "corrections” in these designs.
Similarly, mainline improvements and “park and ride” facilities would respond to regional congestion
issues.  Thus, these freeway related improvements should be the funding responsibility of Caltrans. Itis
recognized however that due to funding limitations, Caltrans reconstruction of the interchanges could be
delayed for many years. With the likely delays, it would be appropriate for the City fee to address particular
operational needs at specific interchanges. Therefore, certain intersection modifications and signalization
have been recommended at the freeway ramp jocations listed above.

It is also noted that major transit related improvements including a potential intermodal station and ferry
service would respond to larger scale regional travel issues. Again, it would be inappropriate for future
local development to pay for these facilities through the TIF. Other funding sources should be used for

these facilities.

*LSA _Associates, Benicia Businesg Park DEIR, Transportation and Circulation, page 220, January 2007.
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E. Traffic Calming

As traffic volumes increase on major routes, issues involving traffic/pedestrian safety and traffic intrusion
into neighborhoods will also occur. In response, the TIF program will explore various traffic calming
measures on major roads and in neighborhoods to mitigate inpacts from increased traffic volumes.
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3. TRAFFIC IMPROVEMENT COSTS

A. Assumptions Regarding Costs

The costs of various traffic improvements were derived from a review of current cost data for other
comparable projects and Caltrans price index costs (adjusted to include 2001-2007 inflation).®

For the major streets and intersections, unit costs were derived from recent information received from City
Engineering staff on those portions of the costs that would be common to typical major street construction
in the City. The costs also include 2 25% contingency for engineering, environmental processing and
administration of the overall traffic fee program (see below). The unit costs are summarized in the

appendix.

Traffic signal costs were based on Omni-Means' recent experience in traffic signal design, Signal
installation costs will vary, dependent upon the complexity of the intersection and the need for signal
coordination. However, an average cost of $175,000 per signal would be appropriate for City-wide

conditions.

Approximate right-of-way costs were included in the overall cost estimates. It is possible that right-of-way
for some of the major street and intersection widening would be dedicated by adjacent properties. A final
determination of the need for right-of-way, its cost (and any cost sharing) would require more detailed
analyses of each intersection and street improvement.

As outlined in Tables 1 and 2, the recommended intersection and street impro?ements would cost a total of
about $33.6 million, detailed as follows:

¢ Intersection Costs: =% 7,403,750
Roadway Costs: =$26.211.250
Total Improvement Costs: =$33,615,000

B. Contingency. Environmental/Design and Administration Costs

As noted above, the total calculated improvement costs include a 25% cost factor to cover the following
environmental, design and administrative costs:

10%: Contingency factor;
10%: Environmental Documentation and Desiga;
5%:  City staff costs for administration of the program;

The 10% contingency factor provides some flexibility should the actual project construction bids exceed the
estimates in this TIF update.

The 10% factor for environmental documentation and design is a general guide for addressing various
environmental and design issues. Some projects will have virtually no environmental review costs and the
10% factor will be very ample. Other projects may have more extensive environmental reviews and/or more
complicated design issues. This 10% factor should be adequate to address the overall program needs.

% Caltrans, Engineering News Record (ENR), Price index construction costs, 2001-2007.
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TABLE 1

SUMMARY OF
INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT COSTS
Intersection Road Signal Right-of-Way Total Costs
Construction Costs® Costs
1. Columbus Pkwy/ $1,192,000" $50,000 $90,000 $1,332,000
Rose Dr. (State Park
- Bridge)
2. Southampton Rd/ $180,000 $175,000 -0- $355,000
Hastings Dr
3. Southampton Rd/ $18,000 -0- -0- $18,000
Chelsea Hills Dr
4, West 7™ St/ $455,000. $50,000 -0- $505,000
1-780 WB Ramps
5. West 7" St/ $18,000 $50,000 - -0- $68,000
1-780 EB Ramps
6. East 2™ St/ $655,000% $50,000 $90,000 $795,000
Military
7. Bast 5" St/ $180,000 $175,000 -0- $355,000
1-780 WB Ramps
8. East 5" St/ $180,000 $175,000 -0- $355,000
1-780 EB Ramps
9, East 5% gt/ $910,000 $50,000 $180,000 $1,140,000
Military
10. West 7/ $1,000,000% -0- -0~ $1,000,000
Military West
Total Costs $7,463,750
Plus 25%®
(1) Tt is assumed that this project wouid also include an $853,000 contribution toward widening of the State Park Road
bridge over I-780. :
3 At certain intersections existing traffic signals are expected to require modifications 10 accommodate the planned
widening, lane changes and changes in signal operation. A $50,000 cost has been assigned to these locations.
(3) This cost includes $200,000 for signal interconnection and minor widening on East 2" petween 1-780 and Military.
4 This cost reflects a “worst case™ assumption that a roundabout will need to be constructed.
(3} The cost estimates include an extra 25% to cover the following items: -

2007 Update - Benicia Citywide Traffic Impact Fee Program

»  10% contingency
»  10% environmental documentation and design
e 5% City staff costs for administration of the program
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TABLE 2

SUMMARY OF
ROADWAY SEGMENT IMPROVEMENT COSTS
Roadway Project Construction Right-of-Way Total Costs
Segment : Costs Costs
a Fast 50 Street | Widen/Restripe $250,000 -0- $250,000
from [-780 WB from 2 to 3 lanes
ramps to Military
b. Bayshore Road | Construct a new 2 $6,900,000¢" -0- $6,900,000
Industrial Way lane connector
Connector road east of I-680
c. Park Road from | Widen from 2 to 4 $910,000 $50,000 $960,000
Industrial to lanes
Sulphur Creek
d. Park Road-E 2™ |  Construct new $5,460,000 $400,000 $5,860,000
Street 2 lane road
Connector
e. Park Road Widen/Realign $1,274,000 . $1,274,000
From Adams to (retain 2 lape
Bayshore width)
f Industrial Way | Widen from2to $3,640,000 -0- $3,640,060
from I-680 NB on 4 lanes
to Bast 2
g. Military West Widen/Restripe $635,000 -0- $635,000
from W 2™ from 2 to 3 lanes
to W 5th
h. Pedestrian/Bike Construct $600,000% -0~ $600,000
Connection across | ped/bike bridge
1-780 between middle
and high schools
i. Columbus Pkwy Widen for $100,000 $100,060 $200,000
at Rose Drive 2nd westbound
through lane
j. Columbus Pkwy | Widen to 4 lanes NAY N.A.
From Rose to
City limit
k. Citywide Provide calming $650,000 -0- $650,000
traffic calming measures o1
' various streets
Total Costs $26,211,250
Plus 25%"

(1) This represents the total project cost with 100% TIF funding.
) This cost represents the City TIF share of this project (project funding to include grants, and School District

contribution).
(3) ‘The cost estimates include an extra 25% to cover the following items:
«  10% contingency
o 10% environmental documentation and design
s 5% City staff costs for administration of the program
{4) Cost to be funded by private development.

VIHI-C-2L..
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With regard to the 5% administrative cost factor (about $1.3 million over the life of the TIF program), the
administration of the TIF program requires resources beyond the existing Public Works Department staff.
This cost factor therefore allows the Department to retain a new staff person (or persons) to administer the
overall program and administer individual improvement projects (coordinating environrnental review,
securing design contracts and construction review).
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4. DISTRIBUTION OF TRAFFIC IMPROVEMENT COSTS

A. Future Development Traffic

As a part of this analysis, Omni-Means has identified citywide traffic growth due to new developments.
The need for citywide traffic improvements is linked with the traffic growth generated by these
developments. Further, traffic generation is most critical during the PM peak hour of street traffic (the
highest hour within the 4-6 PM period). Traffic operation during this peak hour is the basis by which traffic
improvement needs are identified. Each land use contributes differently to peak hour traffic. Employment
land uses generate a relatively high portion of their daily traffic (15-20%) during the PM peak hour.
Similarly, residential development generates 10% of its 24-hour volume during the PM peak hour. Retail
commercial land uses tend to have traffic spread throughout the day so that 8-9% of their daily traffic occurs
during the PM peak hour. Traffic generated by Benicia's retail uses is predominantly to/from residences in
the area. As such, about one-half of the retail traffic could be considered as generated by residential units.
Other studies have found that up to one-half of the trips generated by such retail uses are actually diverted
from traffic on the adjacent streets. For these reasons, it was determined that the effective traffic generation

of the basic retail land uses should be reduced by 50%.

Future development potential was inventoried by City staff from the City's General Plan and the Benicia
Business Park project proposal. Projected land uses were further refined through discussions with City
Engineering staff. The result of this process was a compilation of the PM peak hour traffic that will be
generated by all new development citywide. This calculation yields a total PM peak hour increase of about
19,701 vehicle trips, comprised of 13,752 trips generated by various new developments citywide and 5,949
trips generated by the Benicia Business Park (summarized in Table 3).

B. Improvement Costs Relative to Trip Generation

The Bemicia Business Park’s TIF contribution has already been approved utilizing the current TIF fee of
$1,019 per trip. Therefore, the Benicia Business Park’s dollar contribution will be $6,062,031 (5,949 frips x

$1,019 per trip).

Additionally, the City of Benicia has $2,000,000 i previously collected TIF monies that would be applied
to the overall improvement costs of $33,61 5,000,

Therefore, the updated Year 2007 TIF would be the result of caleulated improvement costs less the Benicia
Business Park’s confribution of $6,062,031 and the existing $2,000,000 in TIF funds, divided by the
remaining citywide PM peak hour trip total of 13,752 trips. As calculated in Table 4, this would yield a
basic fee of $1,858 per PM peak hour trip.

C. Development TIF Assessments

The basic TIF fee of $1,858 has been applied to various Jand uses that could be developed in the City of
Benicia. For each land use, a PM peak hour trip rate has been obtained from the Institute of Transportation
Engineers (ITE) document Trip Generation ~ 7 Edition. This listing of development TIF assessments is
provided in Table 5. This table represents a listing of most potential development in the City of Benicia.
For any development proposal not on this Hst, the ITE document should be used to establish the
development’s PM peak hour trip generation and resulting TIF assessment.

VIHI-C-23...5
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TABLE 3
CALCULATION OF PM PEAK HOUR TRIPS
GENERATED BY NEW DEVELOPMENT®

Vacant Industrial Land:

302.9 acres @ 70% FAR = 9,236,027 sq.ft. @ 0.98/1,000 = 9,051 PM trips

Vacant Industrial Land Assuming Partial Development:

o 289 acres @ 20% FAR® =2,517,768 sq.ft. @ 0.98/1,000 = 2,467 PM trips
Underutilized Industrial Land Assuming Infill Development:
e 2043 acres @ 20% FAR® = 1,779,862 sq.ft. @ 0.98/1,000 = 1,744 PM trips
Vacant Retail Commercial Land:
o 247 acres @ 50% FAR = 53,797 sq.t @ITE equation®” = 208 PM trips
Vacant Office Commercial Tand: |
e 63 acres @ 50%FAR=137,214sq.ft @ 1.49/1,000 = 204 PM trips
Assumed Downtown Residential Infill Development:
e 100 units @ 0.78/unit = 78 PM ftrips
Total Citywide Trip Generation Applied to New TIF = 13,752 PM trips
' Benicia Business Park Development:
e Trip generation from Benicia Business Park EIR®
B.B.P. Trip Generation Applied to Current TIF = 5,949 PM trips
TOTAL CITYWIDE TRIP GENERATION = 19,701 PM trips
(1) Except as noted, the FAR ratios reflect the maximum coverage factors allowed by the Geperal Plan.
) This parcel, located west of east 2" Street opposite the Valero refinery is assumed to have limited
development potential (20% FAR). .
3) Currently underutilized industrial lands are projected to have some limited infill development potential
(20% EAR).
4) The gross retail trip calculation was reduced by 50% to account for a typical retail “pass-by” trip factor.
(5) The gross trip calculation in the EIR was adjusted to account for a typical 50% retail “pass-by” trip factor

being applied to the project’s retail development component.
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TABLE 4

CALCULATION OF TRAFFIC IMPACT FEE

PER PMPEAK HOUR TRIP

CONSTRUCTION COST SUMMARY

e Intersection improvement costs

e Roadway improvement costs

e Less Existing TIF funds

o Less Benicia Business Park contribution

TOTAL NET TIF PROGRAM COST

TIF PROGRAM COST
PER PM PEAK HOUR TRIP = $25,552,969 / 13,752 trips

2007 Update - Benicia Citywide Traffic Impact Fee Program

i

$ 7,403,750
$ 26.211.250
$ 33,615,000

=$ 2.000.000

(5,949 trips)

x ($1.019 per trip)
-$% 6,062,031

$ 25,552,969

b 1,858
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TABLESS
TRIP RATES AND TRAFFIC FEES FOR VARIOUS LAND USES

@)

&)

)

LAND USE PM PEAK TRIP RATE® TRAFFIC FEE
Residential:

Single Family 1.01/D.U. $1,877/D.U.
Low-Rise Townhouse/Condo 0.78/D.1. $1,449/D.U.
Apartment 0.62/D.U $1,152/D.U.
Accessory Dwelling 031/D.UP $576/D.U.
Commercial:®

Shopping Center 3,75/1,000 sq.ft. $3,484/1,000 sq.ft.

" Supermarket 10.45/1,000 sq.ft. $9,708/1,000 sq.ft.
Convenience Store 34.57/1,000 sq.ft. $32,116/1,000 sq.ft.
Sit-Down Restaurant 7.49/1,000 sq.ft $6,958/1,000 sq.ft.
High-Turnover Sit-Down Rest./Deli 10.92/1,000 sq.ft. $10,145/1,000 sq.ft.
Fast-Food Restaurant 34.64/1,000 sq.ft. $32,181/1,000 sq.ft.
Bank (with drive-through) 45.74/1,000 sq.ft. $42,492/1,000 sq.ft.
Drug Store/Pharmacy 8.62/1,000 sq.ft. $8,008/1,000 sq.£.
Service Station/Mart 13.38/fueling position $12,430/fueling position
Quick-Lube Vehicle Shop 5.19/service position $4,822/service position
Hardware/Paint Store 4.84/1,000 sq.ft. $4,496/1,000 sq.fi.
Day Care Facility 0.82/student $762/student
Office:

General Office 1.49/1,000 sq.ft. $2,768/1,000 sq.ft.
Medical Office 3.72/1,000 sq.ft. $6,912/1,000 sq.ft.
Industrial:

Light Industrial 0.98/1,000 sq.it. $1,821/1,000 sq.ft.
Warehousing 0.47/1,000 5q.1t. $873/1,000 sq.1t.
Self-Storage Units 0.03/unit $56/unit

1) Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE), Trip Generation - 7% Edition, 2003. This table

represents a listing of most potential development in the City of Benicia. For any development
proposal not on this list, the ITE document should be used to establish the development’s PM
peak hour trip generation and resulting TIF assessment.

An accessory dwelling represents a small (less than 800 sq.ft.) apartment type unit aceessory to a
single family dwelling. It is assumed that this type of unit would generate traffic at one-half the

standard apartment rate.

The calculated fee for the commercial uses reflects a 50% reduction to account for the fact that
about one-half of commercial trips are either pass-by trips or trips to/from residential units.

The trip rate (and resulting TIF) reflect an average sized shopping center. For a specific
development proposal, the ITE trip equation for shopping centers should be used.
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Attachment B
Traffic Impact Fees of Various Cities

Within Solano and Contra Costa
Counties
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ATTACHMENT B

TRAFFIC IMPACT FEES OF VARIOUS CITIES
WITHIN SOLANO AND CONTRA COSTA COUNTIES
(In Effect As Of December, 2007)

Residential Shopping Center
(fee per single family (fee per 1,000)
dwelling unit) square feet)
Solano County
Fairfield $1,498-$3,273 $5,260 or $13,110®
Suisun City $4,802 $1.879 or $3,414%
Vacaviile $8,190 $4,428
Vallejo $4,571 $2,220
Contra Costa County
Concord $2,851 $8,150
Danville® $2,029 $1,360
Lafayette $4,040 $1,700
Martinez $2,028 $2,030
Moraga $1,070 $ 460
Pleasant Hill $2,109 $5,453
Walnut Creek® $1.578 $3.530
Overall Averages $3,161-53,322 $3,313-$4,166

(1) Fee ranges from minimum of $1,498 to maximum of $3,273 based on size of unit.

(2) $5,260 fee applies to shopping centers greater than 15,000 sq. ft. (“lower” volume retail);
$13,110 fee applies to shopping centers less than 15,000 sq. ft. (“higher” volume retail).

(3) $1,879 fee applies to “low” volume retail; $3,414 fee applies to “medium” volume retail.
(4) Fee for Tri-Valley Transportation Development Fee applied to all development within town
limits. Several additional fees (benefit districts, sub-regional, transportation improvement

program) applicable in various areas.

(5) Walnut Creek has tentatively established new fees to be adopted in early 2008. The new fees
will approximately double the existing rates.

Sources: Telephone surveys conducted in January 2008, with supplemental information provided

by the Contra Costa Transportation Authority. The listed fees were current at the time of this
report, however fees are frequently revised and therefore may change.

VIII-C-28



A

Attachment C

West Coast Home Builders, Inc. letter
dated November 20, 2007
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ATTACHMENT C

WEST COAST HOME BUILDERS; INC.
4021 Port Chicago Highway « P.O. Box 41 13+ Concord, Cafifornia 94520
Telephone (925) 671-7711 » Fax (925) 687-3366

November 20, 2007

1A EMAIL & FACSIMILE

VIA EMAIL & EALSIMILE

Mayor Steve Messina

and Mentbers of the City Council
City of Benicia

250 B, “L" Street

Benicia, CA 94510-3239

Re: City Council Hearing of Novenibet 20, 2007;
Agenda Item A _Traffic Impact Fée Prograni Update

Dear Mayor Messina and Membets of the Gity Couneil:

1 am writing on. behalf of West Coast Home Builders, Inc., the owner of the
property proposed for development as the Benicia Business Park.

We have reviewed the proposed update to the Citywide Traffic Tmpact Fee
Progratn (“Traffic Fe¢ Update®) and offer the: following comments for your
consideraticn:

1. Table3 which provides the caleulation of PM peak hour trips genefated by

sew development assumes 78 EM trips for residential developrent based ont
an assuined development of only 100 residential pnits left in the City. Wedte

concerned that this Table significantly underestimates the nuniber of

residential units left-for development within the City. Ttis our understanding

that the City’s General Plat anticipates miore residential growth thén tlie

estimate set forth in the Traffic Fes Update. We also guéstion whethex such

estintate also is consistent with ABAG's projections for the City. This
estimate should be carefully reviewed so that the residential growth

expectations are notunderestimated therehy resulting in other. users paying
inore than their equitable sliare of the improvement costs.

2. Figure 2 of the Traffic Fee Update {dentifies the streef netwark and

intersection improvements inchuded in the 2007 Fee Program. The proposed

fees will pay for these improvements and are allocated amongst the vatious
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types of development within the City based on their estimated traffic tiips:
This progtam assumes that the Benicia Business Park will share in the costs of
the improvenients identified on Fighte2 as well as bearing costs associated
with the improverents shown on Figiite 3. Tt is ot position that our praperty,
and pethaps othess, should not lave to participate in any of the costs
associated with the street improvement identified on Fipure 2 as “Road,
Tmprovement ‘@™ That improvement appears to be anew roadway
gonnecting E. 2™ Qtreet and Park Road. Itis our-position that the City cannot
dempnstrate any siexis between Rodd Toprovenient ‘d” identified on Figiire 2
and the Bericid Business Park and we therefore réquest that it be removed
from the traffic fee prograni. ‘

3. Table 3 of the Traffic Fee Update identifes the calculation of PM peak hour
trips generated by new development. Tn assigning 5,949 PM trips to the
Benjcia Business Park, footnote 5 provides that the gross trip caleulation in
(hie EIR was adjusted to account for a typical 50% retail “pass-by” trip factor
being applied to the project’s retail development component. What is
surprising about that assertion is that the BIR did nof take into account the
“pass-by’ trip factorin assessing fhe traffic impacts of the Benicia Business
Park project: I fact, ifi 1ésponse to a comiment 1o the EIR subthitted by our
traffic consultant, Abrams Associates, 1 which Mr. Abgams requested that the
EIR take info account 4 “pass-by™ trip factor for retail uses, the BIR preparer
refused to.do so stating: that “any assamptions regarding pass-by tip
rediictions in the Draft EIR would be gpeculative” and that “it would not have
Beeri pradent fo take pass-by ttip teductionis”. This response i§ comipletely at
odds with the footriote staterherit i Table 3 of the Traffic.Fee Update.

We request that you, consider thie above comments i1 your deliberations on this matter
this evening: We further request that you continue fhe maiter and direct staff to revise the
Traffic Feg Update in order to address our concermns.

Sincerely;

oi: Albert D, Seeno, I
Jay Totres-Muga
Sal Bvola
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AGENDA ITEM
CITY COUNCIL MEETING: MARCH 18, 2008

ACTION ITEMS
DATE : March 11, 2008
TO : City Council
FROM . City Attorney 4.

SUBJECT : CONFIRMATION OF THE ACCURACY OF THE RESOLUTION
CERTIFYING THE BENICIA BUSINESS PARK EIR

RECOMMENDATION:

Confirm that the resolution certifying the Benicia Business Park Environmenta} Impact Report
should include LEED and not LEED-ND.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

This item is on the agenda only to verify the resolution accurately reflects the City Council’s
action. It is not agendized to change or modify the decision made on February 19, 2008, Atthe
February meeting, the City Council, by a 4-1 vote, adopted a resolution certifying the Benicia
Business Park Environmental Impact Report. The City Council added additional direction on
other impacts to be evaluated. There is a dispute as to whether LEED or LEED-ND was included

as part of the motion.
BUDGET INFORMATION:
There is no budget impact.

BACKGROUND:

This item is presented to you to avoid any Brown Act issues with a serial meeting. On February
19, 2008 the City Council adopted a resolution entitled “Certifying the Benicia Business Park
Environmental Impact Report (consisting of the December 2007 Final Environmental Impact
Report, July 2007 Response o Comments, and November 2007 Supplemental Response to
Comments), and further resolving that the proposed project considered by the Environmental
Impact Report cannot be approved without significant modification due to numerous conflicts
with General Plan policies.” The City Council added an additional “Resolved” at the meeting.
There is a dispute whether Mayor Patterson’s amendments were accepted by Council Member
Schwartzman as the maker of the motion and by Council Member Hughes who seconded the
motion. Mayor Patterson contends that Council Member Schwartzman rejected the “Growth
Inducing” amendment but did not reject the “Low Impact Development” amendment. Mayor
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Patterson also contends that Council Member Qchwartzman referred to Michael Steinman’s
presentation regarding Leadership Energy and Environmental Design (“LEED”) and thereby
included Leadership Energy and Environmental Design Neighborhood Development (“LEED-
ND”), the document Mr. Steinman discussed. Council Member Schwartzman disagrees on
including LEED-ND.

A transcript of this portion of the meeting has been prepared and is attached for your
consideration. It does not appear that LEED-ND was included. Council Member Schwartzman
made a motion, following the Vice Mayor’s failed motion, to certify the EIR with some changes
to the resolution. See page 1 of the transcript at line 9. At line 16, Council Member
Schwartzman adds the “Resolved” in question. At lines 22 and 23, he adds “LEEDS” and “AB
327, At line 32, Council Member Schwartzman agrees t0 add in traffic impacts on 1-780.
Council Member Hughes seconds the motion at line 37. On page 5, lines 36 and 37, Council
Member Schwartzman agrees to add in urban decay and sustainability. On line 44, Council
Member Hughes accepts the additions.

M. Steinman’s presentation was referenced by Council Member Joakimedes on page 4, line 27.
Tt was also referenced by Mayor Patterson on page 6, line 10. In reviewing this part of the

meeting, I did not see or hear a reference by Council Member Schwartzman to Mr. Steinman’s
presentation or “ND”.

Attachments:
o Transcript of a Portion of the City Council Meeting
o Proposed Resolution
o Resolution Requested By Mayor Patterson
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TRANSCRIPT
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DRAFT

City Council meeting 2-19-08

4:47:31
Council Member Schwartzman: | would like to make a motion.
Mayor Patterson: Certainly.

Council Member Schwartzman: I would like to make a motion a motion,
that we, uh approve the resolution of the City Council of the City of
Benicia, certifying the Benicia business park Environmental Impact
Report consisting of the Dec. 2007 Final EIR, July 2007 Response to
Comments, and in Nov. 2007 Supplemental Response to Comments, and

. further resolving that the proposed project considered by the EIR can not

be approved without significant modifications due to numerous conflicts
with the general plan policies. 1 would like to add after the last, uh, be it
further resolved, uh, another be it resolved, that directs uh the applicant
and staff to uh move forward on an initial study, uh for the

Hillside /Upland, uh preservation alternative that’s outlined just
previously. I would also like to don’t know if this can be the same be it
resolved or another one, but add in there, so City Attorney please direct if
you can, uh to also direct that the applicant and staff incorporate LEEDS
‘n AB 32 uh into the review of the Hillside/Upland and, there’s more
probably but I'll stop there at that point to see if anybody else wants to
add anything.

Mayor Patterson: I believe we had a new mitigation, or going to give the
direction that we needed a new mitigation for the new 1-780 traffic
impacts.

Council Member Schwartzman: I am o.k., with, uh that although 1
think that is going to come out in the initial study. But I would be fine
with adding that in there.

Mayor Patterson: O.k.

Council Member Hughes: I'll second that motion

Mayor Patterson: Is there any discussion?

Vice Mayor Campbell: Something inaudible (not mic’d)

Council Member Schwartzman: Well the front part....

Vice Mayor Campbell: | mean the uh....
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Council Member Schwartzman: The additional stuff, o.k., so after the
last be it resolved, add another be it resolved that we direct uh whatever
the proper wording is, applicant and staff uh to perform an initial study
on the hillside/upland alternative uh and also direct staff whether it’'s a
separate be it resolved, uh City Attorney should it be separate or same

one?
City Attorney: Uh, we can make it the same one.
Council Member Schwartzman: O.k. uh and further direct staff and

applicant to incorporate LEEDS and AB 32 into uh, the Hillside/Upland
preservation alternative, and also uh, to what was the phrase that you

said, to uh, to um....
Mayor Patterson: It was the new mitigation for us.... .

Council Member Schwartzman: Find a new mitigation measure for uh
780, the impacts, uh traffic impacts for 780.

Mayor Patterson: O.k. I have a question, clarification. The Hillside, I'm a
little concerned in locking ourselves into the Hillside alternative, can,
does it make any difference if we call it the Environmentally Superior
Alternative, is that materially different or, or is that one in the same?
City Attorney: Well, I think it’s going to be one in the same cause we've
already got that in the resolved just above the one that we are adding. So
we say the Hillside/Upland preservation alternative is the
Environmentally Superior Alternative.

Mayor Patterson: So we'll be relying on the initial study to identify the
potential impacts, especially as they affect Lake Herman.

City Attorney: Yes.

Mayor Patterson: O.k.

City Attorney: And Il fix the wording on all those.
Mayor Patterson: What?

Council Member Ioakimedes: What was that?

City Attorney: I'll fix the wording on your additions.

Council Member Ioakimedes: O.k. and is there anything else we want
to have in there.
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Mayor Patterson: Council Member loakimedes.

Council Member Ioakimedes: You had some other language Mayor,
about triggering a review, and....

Mayor Patterson: The Initial,

Council Member Ioakimedes: The Initial Study.
Mayor Patterson: The Initial Study does it.
Council Member Ioakimedes: O.k.

City Attorney: Now, did you want to look at, I think, some of the things
that came up tonight, besides traffic were, um urban decay and
sustainability.

Mayor Patterson: Right.

Council Member Ioakimedes: Doesn’t AB 32 get at that?

Mayor Patterson: Um, AB....

Council Member Ioakimedes: The sustainability part.

Mayor Patterson: Um, I think we actually should have some specific
language in there, sustainability. AB 32 is a greenhouse um, emission

reduction, and it assumes sustainability will save the day. And what was
the other one, the urban decay? That would be excellent.

City Attorney: O.k.

Mayor Patterson: I think the last one, that I had a concern about the
council’s support on, this is, the, uh of the growth inducing impacts on
the Sky Valley and um, so if we could have the future initial study to

take a look at the potential growth inducing impacts, especially cause
that hillside, one, is so close to Lake Herman.

Council Member Schwartzman: I'm not sure if I want to add that part
in there, only because anything out there could be growth inducing, and
SO....

Mayor Patterson: That gets us to the,

Council Member Schwartzman: Yeah,
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Mayor Patterson: um, the inadequacies of the EIR.
Council Member Schwartzman: Could be, but um....
Mayor Patterson: So I'm trying to cover....

Council Member Schwartzman: But, for that matter, anything that goes
out there is going to have a traffic impact.

Mayor Patterson: Yeah.

Council Member Schwartzman: I mean, [ mean, we got to be reasonable
here, as far, at least [ do, um.

Audience Member: Don’t let them manipulate you.
Mayor Patterson: Um, Please, order in the Chambers.

Council Member Schwartzman: Um, anyway, I'm not so sure I want fo
add that, but is there anything else that people are looking at while we
are still in our discussion phase, or....

Mayor Patterson: Council Member loakimedes and Vice Mayor um,
Campbell.

Council Member Ioakimedes: Mr. Steinman listed some, um some
working definitions on sustainability, and [ um, can’t even read some of
my own handwriting, but maximize open space, storm water
management, water efficiency, rain water recycling, I mean these are, I
don’t know how detailed we would want to get, but these, I think, speak
more uh, and again I wanted to paint a picture as to what we want and
I'm not sure if,

Mayor Patterson: Well I think that’s really a good start, I think um,
some of the things he’s talking about is what’s called characteristically
low impact development that has very specific meaning, but, then what
you are also adding to sustainability is the nature of jobs, because of the
relationship with your uh demographics so I would do low impact
development and other sustainability goals and the general plan really
gets that, it doesn’t have the criteria for it but it talks about, um, the

vision.

City Manager: Can I ask a, maybe just a clarification question, so we all
know where we, what the expectations of these additions are. The
expectation, uh, if I understand, is that all of these things that you're
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mentioning, will be like, um significant checklist items, when we'’re
doing, when stafl’s doing the Initial Study, and you’d be asking for
special emphasis to make sure, um, that we've covered urban decay for
example, we know about that as opposed to automatically uh being
director, um, being determined by this council that we need some sort of
substantial body of additional work about urban decay.

Vice Mayor Campbell: Mr. Uh....
Mayor Patterson: Vice Mayor Campbell

Vice Mayor Campbell: And that’s sort of where I’'m going I want counsel
to tell me if any of this stuff is binding, binding on a future council for
example.

City Attorney: Well what this is going to do is tell staff or the consultant
that when preparing the initial study that they need to take a special
look at these areas and then given the context that we've got this in, a
special look at those areas because what we've got in the EIR may need a
little beefing up in terms of analyzing the Environmentally Superior
Alternative of the Hillside/Uplands.

Vice Mayor Campbell: So not to be too cynical but none of this is
binding, it just sorta makes us feel better about voting for option 1. Is
that pretty much in a nutshell?

Mayor Patterson: I think the cynicism is understood but not necessarily
accurate. Um, I believe that what we're saying in this resolution is that
when the Environmentally Superior redesign comes back, that this gives
us an opportunity to examine that project’s impacts, and so, and that
does circulate, and um, at least there’s a public review process and uh it
isn’t best, I agree, it, its not 100% where we, or where I'd like to be which
is why 1 voted for your motion but it does give us a good tool. We just

have to be forever vigilant and follow through with it.

Council Member Schwartzman: I'm o.k. by the way adding urban decay
and sustainability, as a maker of the motion, we had a second, right?

Mayor Patterson: We had a second, and

Council Member Schwartzman: Second stands as is without the
additions?

Council Member Hughes: Second stands with your additions.
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Council Member Schwartzman: So adding urban decay and
sustainability....

Mayor Patterson: And the low impact development.

Council Member Schwartzman: I’'m not sure about that one at all....
Mayor Patterson: Low Impact Development are, they are construction
techniques which is what Mr. Steinman was showing you, that is, that’s
the catch all phrase for using your vegetated drainages. Using your, the,

the more compact development, having your um, energy consumption,
um.. blah blah blah, anyway, its, that’s what its called. Low Impact

Development.

Council Member Ioakimedes: Have we included housing balance in
there or... do we need to, or...

Mayor Patterson: It’s a physical thing it’s not really that no,

Council Member Ioakimedes: | know, but I mean in addition when we
talk about sustainability do we need to articulate a housing balance?

Mayor Patterson: What do you mean by that?

Council Member Ioakimedes: Well, jobs for Benician’s in Benicia, so
that we get away from this commute.

Mayor Patterson: Right, Um...

City Manager: The staff reaction is that probably, there is no need for
you to do that.

Council Member Ioakimedes: No? O.k.

Council Member Schwartzman: I'm fine with what I have.

Mayor Patterson: Any further discussion? All right, call the roll please.
City Clerk: Council Members, Campbell

Vice Mayor Campbell: Well, since the only things that’s binding is
certifying the EIR, No.

City Clerk: Council Member Hughes
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Council Member Hughes: Yes

City Clerk: loakimedes

Council Member Ioakimedes: Yes
City Clerk: Schwartzman

Council Member Schwartzman: Yes
City Clerk: And Mayor Patterson

Mayor Patterson: Yes. All right, it’s a quarter to midnight. If we want to
continue we have to have a motion.

Audience Member: You sold out

Mayor Patterson: The meeting is adjourned.
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RESOLUTION NO. 08- Without ND

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BENICIA CERTIFYING
THE BENICIA BUSINESS PARK ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
(CONSISTING OF THE DECEMBER 2007 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT, JULY 2007 RESPONSE TO COMMENTS, AND NOVEMBER 2007
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO COMMENTS), AND FURTHER RESOLVING
THAT THE PROPOSED PROJECT CONSIDERED BY THE ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT CANNOT BE APPROVED WITHOUT SIGNIFICANT
MODIFICATION DUE TO NUMEROUS CONFLICTS WITH GENERAL PLAN
POLICIES

WHEREAS, applications have been filed with the City of Benicia for a large-scale
development project referred to as the Benicia Business Park Project (“the Proposed Project”).
These applications include applications for a General Plan amendment, rezoning, master plan,
and tentative subdivision maps; and

WHEREAS, the City of Benicia, as the Lead Agency, prepared a Draft Environmental
Impact Report (DEIR) to determine if the Benicia Business Park Project could have a significant
impact on the environment, in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) (Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq), the Guidelines for the Implementation of
the California Environmental Quality Act (14 CCR Section 15000 et seq) and the City of Benicia
Guidelines pursuant thereto; and

WHEREAS, a Notice of Completion of the DEIR was filed with the Office of Planning
and Research (OPR) on January 11, 2007, and a notice of the availability of the DEIR was
posted at City Hall and was mailed to property owners within three hundred feet of the location
of the Proposed Project; and

WHEREAS, copies of the DEIR were provided to the State Clearinghouse (State
Clearinghouse No. 2001022079) and to those public agencies that have jurisdiction by law with
respect to the Proposed Project, and to other interested persons and agencies; and

WHEREAS, the DEIR was circulated for public review and comment from January i1,
2007 to March 12, 2007; and _

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a hearing on February 8, 2007 to receive
comments on the DEIR; and

WHEREAS, the City has received verbal and written comments from residents, groups,
and State agencies; and

WHEREAS, the City Council opened a public hearing on May 1, 2007, and continued it
to and closed it on August 7, 2007, to review the DEIR, including responses to comments, with
additional comments to be accepted until August 20, 2007 and responded to in a supplemental
response to comments; and
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WHEREAS, the City Council held a public hearing on August 7, 2007 and detenniﬁed
that the DEIR for the Benicia Business Park Project conforms to the City’s CEQA Guidelines by
providing an adequate response to potential environmental issues; and

WHEREAS, the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) consists of the December
2007 FEIR, July 2007 Response to Comments, and November 2007 Supplemental Response to
Comments, which incorporate all written comments received, all oral comments made at the
May 1 and August 7, 2007 public hearings, the responses to those written and oral comments,
and the necessary corrections to the DEIR as incorporated into the December 2007 FEIR; and

WHEREAS, the FEIR has been presented to the City Council for certification.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City Council of the City of
Benicia hereby finds that:

1. The Benicia Business Park Environmental Impact Report (consisting of the December
2007 FEIR, July 2007 Response to Comments, and November 2007 Supplemental Response to
Comments) identified and adequately evaluated all potentially significant environmental impacts
and identified and recommended all appropriate mitigation measures to address identified
environmental impacts.

2. The FEIR adequately addressed all agency, organization and public comment
received regarding the Benicia Business Park DEIR.

3. The FEIR for the Benicia Business Park has been completed in compliance with the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq),
the Guidelines for the Implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act (14 CCR
Section 15000 et seq), and the City of Benicia Guidelines.

4. The FEIR reflects the independent judgment and analysis of the City of Benicia.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council approves and determines that the
FEIR for the Benicia Business Park is adequate for purposes of making a decision on the merits
of the Proposed Project and has been completed in compliance with CEQA.

BE I'T FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council certifies the FEIR for the Benicia
Business Park Project.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Proposed Project evaluated by the FEIR for the
Benicia Business Park cannot be approved by the City unless significant modifications are
made to the Proposed Project to resolve the numerous conflicts with the City of Benicia General

Plan.
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that City Council finds the Proposed Project

substantially conflicts with the City’s General Plan as set forth on Page 106 of the FEIR and
described in more detail on Table IV.A-1. While some of the conflicts may be reduced or
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eliminated with the implementation of appropriate mitigations measures, the total combined
effect of the conflicts is significant unless changes are made to the Proposed Project.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council finds that the fact that the
Proposed Project would substantially conflict with the policies in the General Plan adopted for
the purposes of environmental protection (LU-2) is a significant and unavoidable impact which,
despite implementation of all available and reasonable miti gations, cannot be mitigated to a level
of less than significant. CEQA (Guidelines Section 15093(a) and 15021(d)) requires the lead
agency to balance, as applicable, the economic, legal, social, technological, or other benefits of
the Proposed Project against its unavoidable environmental risks when determining whether to
approve the Proposed Project. In most circumstances, the lead agency may deem significant and
unavoidable adverse environmental effects “acceptable” if the specific economic, legal, social,
technological, or other benefits of the Proposed Project outweigh the unavoidable adverse
effects. However, state law prohibits a city from approving a project which is not consistent with
its General Plan. Therefore, the City cannot lawfully find “overriding considerations”™ for LU-2,
even if the Proposed Project was before the City Council for consideration.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council finds that the fact that long term
Proposed Project-related regional emissions would exceed the BAAQMD thresholds of
significance for ozone precursors (AIR-2) is a significant and unavoidable impact which, despite
implementation of all available and reasonable mitigations, cannot be mitigated to a level of less
than significant. CEQA (Guidelines Section 15093(a) and 15021(d)) requires the lead agency to
balance, as applicable, the economic, legal, social, technological, or other benefits of the
Proposed Project against its unavoidable environmental risks when determining whether to
approve the Proposed Project. The lead agency may deem significant and unavoidable adverse
environmental effects “acceptable” if the specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other
benefits of the Proposed Project outweigh the unavoidable adverse effects. Because the
Proposed Project is not before the City Council for consideration, the City Council cannot make
the findings required for a Statement of Overriding Considerations.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council finds that the fact that the
Proposed Project could adversely affect the visual character of the Proposed Project site, as
observed from public vantage points surrounding the site (VIS-2} is a significant and
unavoidable impact which, despite implementation of all available and reasonable mitigations,
cannot be mitigated to a level of less than significant. CEQA (Guidelines Section 15093(a) and
15021(d)) requires the lead agency to balance, as applicable, the economic, legal, social,
technological, or other benefits of the Proposed Project against its unavoidable environmental
risks when determining whether to approve the Proposed Project. The lead agency may deem
significant and unavoidable adverse environmental effects “acceptable” if the specific economic,
legal, social, technological, or other benefits of the Proposed Project outweigh the unavoidable
adverse effects. Because the Proposed Project is not before the City Council for consideration,
the City Council cannot make the findings required for a Statement of Overriding
Considerations.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council finds that potenﬁaliy significant
Proposed Project impacts listed in Table 1I-2 may be able to be mitigated to a less than
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significant level but that the City Council cannot make the required finding that changes or
alterations have been required in or incorporated into the Proposed Project, that reduce the
potentially significant environmental effect to a less than significant level as identified in the
FEIR because the Proposed Project is not before the City Council for approval.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council cannot approve and adopt a
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program until the Proposed Project itself is brought before
the City Council for approval.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council finds that the Hillside/Upland
Preservation alternative is the environmentally superior altemative and is environmentally
superior to the Proposed Project because (1) it is substantially more consistent with the City’s
General Plan policies especially those related to preservation of wetlands, creeks, associated
plant and animal communities, and hillsides; and (2) views from public vantage points would be
least affected by this alternative.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council directs that the Hillside/Upland
Preservation alternative be evaluated in an Initial Study that conforms to the law; analyzes, in
particular, the following issues: Leadership Energy and Environmental Design — (LEED), AB
32, 1-780 traffic, sustainability and urban decay; and considers appropriate mitigations for the
environmental impacts,

® ok ok k%

On motion of Council Member Schwartzman, seconded by Council Member Hughes,
the above Resolution was introduced and passed by the City Council of the City of Benicia at a
regular meeting of said Council held on the 19™ day of February, 2008 and adopted by the
following vote:

Ayes: Council Members Hughes, Ioakimedes, Schwartzman, and Mayor Patterson
Noes: Vice Mayor Campbell

Absent: None

Elizabeth Patterson, Mayor
ATTEST:

Lisa Wolfe, City Clerk
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RESOLUTION NO. 08- With ND

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BENICIA CERTIFYING
THE BENICIA BUSINESS PARK ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
(CONSISTING OF THE DECEMBER 2007 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT, JULY 2007 RESPONSE TO COMMENTS, AND NOVEMBER 2007
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO COMMENTS), AND FURTHER RESOLVING
THAT THE PROPOSED PROJECT CONSIDERED BY THE ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT CANNOT BE APPROVED WITHOUT SIGNIFICANT
MODIFICATION DUE TO NUMEROUS CONFLICTS WITH GENERAL PLAN

POLICIES

WHEREAS, applications have been filed with the City of Benicia for a large-scale
development project referred to as the Benicia Business Park Project (“the Proposed Project”).
These applications include applications for a General Plan amendment, rezoning, master plan,
and tentative subdivision maps; and

WHEREAS, the City of Benicia, as the Lead Agency, prepared a Draft Environmental
Impact Report (DEIR) to determine if the Benicia Business Park Project could have a significant
impact on the environment, in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) (Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq), the Guidelines for the Implementation of
the California Environmental Quality Act (14 CCR Section 15000 et seq) and the City of Benicia
Guidelines pursuant thereto; and

WHEREAS, a Notice of Completion of the DEIR was filed with the Office of Planning
and Research (OPR) on January 11, 2007, and a notice of the availability of the DEIR was
posted at City Hall and was mailed to property owners within three hundred feet of the location

of the Proposed Project; and

WHEREAS, copies of the DEIR were provided to the State Clearinghouse (State
Clearinghouse No. 2001022079) and to those public agencies that have jurisdiction by law with
respect to the Proposed Project, and to other interested persons and agencies; and

WHEREAS, the DEIR was circulated for public review and comment from January 11,
2007 to March 12, 2007; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a hearing on February 8, 2007 to receive
comments on the DEIR; and

WHEREAS, the City has received verbal and written comments from residents, groups,
and State agencies; and

WHEREAS, the City Council opened a public hearing on May 1, 2007, and continued it
to and closed it on August 7, 2007, to review the DEIR, including responses to comments, with
additional comments to be accepted until August 20, 2007 and responded to in a supplemental
response to comments; and
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WHEREAS, the City Council held a public hearing on August 7, 2007 and determined
that the DEIR for the Benicia Business Park Project conforms to the City’s CEQA Guidelines by
providing an adequate response to potential environmental issues; and

WHEREAS, the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) consists of the December
2007 FEIR, July 2007 Response to Comments, and November 2007 Supplemental Response to
Comments, which incorporate all written comments received, all oral comments made at the
May 1 and August 7, 2007 public hearings, the responses to those written and oral comments,
and the necessary corrections to the DEIR as incorporated into the December 2007 FEIR; and

WHEREAS, the FEIR has been presented to the City Council for certification.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City Council of the City of
Benicia hereby finds that:

1. The Benicia Business Park Environmental Impact Report (consisting of the December
2007 FEIR, July 2007 Response to Comments, and November 2007 Supplemental Response to
Comments) identified and adequately evaluated all potentially significant environmental impacts
and identified and recommended all appropriate mitigation measures to address identified
environmental impacts.

2. The FEIR adequately addressed all agency, organization and public comment
received regarding the Benicia Business Park DEIR.

3. The FEIR for the Benicia Business Park has been completed in compliance with the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq),
the Guidelines for the Implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act (14 CCR
Section 15000 et seq), and the City of Benicia Guidelines.

4. The FEIR reflects the independent judgment and analysis of the City of Benicia.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council approves and determines that the
FEIR for the Benicia Business Park is adequate for purposes of making a decision on the merits
of the Proposed Project and has been compléted in compliance with CEQA.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council certifies the FEIR for the Benicia
Business Park Project.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Proposed Project evaluated by the FEIR for the
Benicia Business Park cannot be approved by the City unless significant modifications are
made to the Proposed Project to resolve the numerous conflicts with the City of Benicia General
Plan.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that City Council finds the Proposed Project

substantially conflicts with the City’s General Plan as set forth on Page 106 of the FEIR and
described in more detail on Table IV.A-1. While some of the conflicts may be reduced or
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eliminated with the implementation of appropriate mitigations measures, the total combined
effect of the conflicts is significant unless changes are made to the Proposed Project.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council finds that the fact that the
Proposed Project would substantially conflict with the policies in the General Plan adopted for
the purposes of environmental protection (LU-2) is 2 significant and unavoidable impact which,
despite implementation of all available and reasonable mitigations, cannot be mitigated to a level
of less than significant. CEQA (Guidelines Section 15093(a) and 15021(d)) requires the lead
agency to balance, as applicable, the economic, legal, social, technological, or other benefits of
the Proposed Project against its unavoidable environmental risks when determining whether to
approve the Proposed Project. In most circumstances, the lead agency may deem significant and
unavoidable adverse environmental effects “acceptable” if the specific economic, legal, social,
technological, or other benefits of the Proposed Project outweigh the unavoidable adverse
effects. However, state law prohibits a city from approving a project which is not consistent with
its General Plan. Therefore, the City cannot lawfully find “overriding considerations™ for LU-2,
even if the Proposed Project was before the City Council for consideration.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council finds that the fact that long term
Proposed Project-related regional emissions would exceed the BAAQMD thresholds of
significance for ozone precursors (AIR-2) is a significant and unavoidable impact which, despite
implementation of all available and reasonable mitigations, cannot be mitigated to a level of less
than significant. CEQA (Guidelines Section 15093(a) and 15021(d)) requires the lead agency to
balance, as applicable, the economic, legal, social, technological, or other benefits of the
Proposed Project against its unavoidable environmental risks when determining whether to
approve the Proposed Project. The lead agency may deem significant and unavoidable adverse
environmental effects “acceptable” if the specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other
benefits of the Proposed Project outweigh the unavoidable adverse effects. Because the
Proposed Project is not before the City Council for consideration, the City Council cannot make
the findings required for a Statement of Overriding Considerations.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council finds that the fact that the
Proposed Project could adversely affect the visual character of the Proposed Project site, as
observed from public vantage points surrounding the site (VIS-2) is a significant and
unavoidable impact which, despite implementation of all available and reasonable mitigations,
cannot be mitigated to a level of less than significant. CEQA (Guidelines Section 15093(a) and
15021(d)) requires the lead agency to balance, as applicable, the economic, legal, social,
technological, or other benefits of the Proposed Project against its unavoidable environmental
risks when determining whether to approve the Proposed Project. The lead agency may deem
significant and unavoidable adverse environmental effects “acceptable” if the specific economic,
legal, social, technological, or other benefits of the Proposed Project outweigh the unavoidable
adverse effects. Because the Proposed Project is not before the City Council for consideration,
the City Council cannot make the findings required for a Statement of Overriding
Considerations.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council finds that potentially significant
Proposed Project impacts listed in Table II-2 may be able to be mitigated to a less than
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significant level but that the City Council cannot make the required finding that changes or
alterations have been required in or incorporated into the Proposed Project, that reduce the
potentially significant environmental effect to a less than significant level as identified in the
FEIR because the Proposed Project is not before the City Council for approval.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council cannot approve and adopt a
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program until the Proposed Project itself is brought before
the City Council for approval.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council finds that the Hillside/Upland
Preservation alternative is the environmentally superior alternative and is environmentally
superior to the Proposed Project because (1) it is substantially more consistent with the City’s
General Plan policies especially those related to preservation of wetlands, creeks, associated
plant and animal communities, and hillsides; and (2) views from public vantage points would be
least affected by this alternative.

BE I'l FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council directs that the Hillside/Upland
Preservation alternative be evaluated in an Initial Study that conforms to the law; analyzes, in
particular, the following issues: Leadership Energy and Environmental Design — Neighborhood
Development (LEED-ND), AB 32, I-780 traffic, sustainability and urban decay; and considers
appropriate mitigations for the environmental impacts.
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On motion of Council Member Schwartzman, seconded by Council Member Hughes,
the above Resolution was introduced and passed by the City Council of the City of Beniciaata
regular meeting of said Council held on the 19" day of February, 2008 and adopted by the
following vote:

Ayes: Council Members Hughes, Ioakimedes, Schwartzman, and Mayor Patterson
Noes: Vice Mayor Campbell

Absent: None

Elizabeth Patterson, Mayor
ATTEST:

Lisa Wolfe, City Clerk
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AGENDA ITEM
CITY COUNCIL MEETING: MARCH 18, 2068
COUNCIL MEMBER COMMITTEE REPORTS

DATE : March 11, 2008

TO : Mayor Patterson

FROM : City Manager

SUBJECT : MAYORS’ COMMITTEE MEETING

The following information is provided for your committee report at the March 18, 2008 City
Council meeting.

The Mayors’ Committee meetings are held on the third Wednesday of each month at 6:00 pm.

The next meeting is April 16, 2008. There will not be a March meeting, as instead, the 2008
City Council Coordinating Council Summit will be held in Fairfield at 6:00 pm on March 19%,

The agenda packet from the February meeting follows, along with information regarding the
March 19 event.
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SOLANO COUNTY

MAYORS’ COMMITTEE MEETING

NOTE: NEW LOCATION

Carino’s Italian Grill
1640 Gateway Boulevard
Fairfield, CA

Wednesday
February 20, 2008
6:30 p.m.

AGENDA

1. Roll Call/ Call to Order
2. Introductions by Mayor Mary Ann Courville

3. Business:
a. Approval of Mayor’s Committee Minutes of January 16, 2008.
b. Discussion relating to State park closures in Benicia.
c. Amicus Brief in California v. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).
d. Discussion relating to the County General Plan process.

e. Roundtable Discussion of Mutual City Issues.

4, Adjournment
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Item 3a

Solano County
Mayors’® Committee Meeting

Hurgry Hunter
2470 Martin Road
Fairfield, California
Wednesday January 16, 2008

MINUTES

1. Roll Call/Call to Order
Chairperson/Mayor Mary Ann Courvilie called the meeting to order at 7:26 PM.

Mavors present:

Mayor Elizabeth Patterson City of Benicia

Mayor Mary Ann Courville City of Dixon

Mayor Harry Price City of Fairfield

Mayor Eddie Woodruff City of Rio Vista

Vice Mayor Jane Day City of Suisun City

Mayor Len Augustine Mayor of Vacaville

Mayor Osby Davis City of Vallejo

Mavors Absent

Mayor Pete Sanchez City of Suisun City of Dixon
Others Present

Belinda B. Espinosa, Interim City Manager City of Dixon

2. Imtroductions by Mayor Mary Ann Courville
Mayor Courville introduced to the group Belinda B. Espinosa, the new Interim City
Manager for the City of Dixon. All others were acquainted and a quorum was present.

3. Business

A. A motion to approve the December 19, 2007 meeting was made by Mayor
Price and seconded by Mayor Davis. The minutes were unanimously
approved.

B. Mayor Augustine mentioned that it would be a good idea to hold another
regional summit sponsored by the CCCC and that plans were underway fo
plan for it in March 2008. Mayor Augustine noted that Benicia and Fairfield
would be changing their meeting months. Benicia will now host October and
Fairfield will host March, the site for the summit meeting. He mentioned
that the focus of the summit tentatively scheduled for March 19 in Fairfield
would be on the topic of crime.

X-B-1-3
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There were three primary issues to be discussed, including the release of
20,000 prisoners from state prisons, juvenile crime, and gang activity.
Mayor Patterson mentioned that she was concerned about the state park
closures and requested that this be a topic also on the summit agenda.

Mayor Augustine stated that Sheriff Stanton would be requested to emcee the
event and that the County Police Chiefs would also be invited. He continued
to note that all councilmembers, planning commissioners and staff are invited
as well.

C. Roundtable Discussion of Mutual City Issues

Each of the Mayors provided a brief report on the major issues and concerns
in their perspective communities.  The discussion included labor
negotiations, status of city budgets, development projects, status of the
economy, wastewater, water, closure of state parks in Benicia, and concem
for the County’s General Plan Update process.

All of the mayors agreed that the County General Plan process should be
followed closely due to the impact of future county developments on
properties adjacent to the cities sphere of influence.

o Foliow Up Actions:

1. It was directed that discussion of the County General Plan process be
placed on a future agenda for discussion by the Mayors.

2. It was directed that discussion of the state park closures in Benicia be
placed on the February 2008 agenda.

3. It was directed that a list should be prepared on all current mayors

email addresses and cell phone numbers. This list should be
distributed to the committee.

4. Adjournment

The meeting was adjourned to a location to be determined at 9:00 PM. The next meeting is
scheduled for February 20, 2008.
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XXXXX, 2008 DRAFT item 3b

‘The Honorable Arnold Schwarzenegger
Governor of California

State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Governor Schwarzenegger.

We want to thank and commend you for your bold and decisive action declaring
a fiscal emergency and proposing a difficult, but responsible Budget to the
Legislature. You have kept your commitment to local government by recognizing
that borrowing from local government revenues is not a solution to the budget
crisis. Your support for Prop. 1-A two years ago and electing, now, not to invoke
the emergency borrowing powers provided within that legislation shows your
steadfast commitment to strong local government and your recognition that the
State must solve its budget problems through evaluation of State programs and

State revenues.

However, we are writing you today regarding your FY 2008-09 budget proposal
to close 48 state parks and to take lifeguards off 16 state beaches which will be
devastating to millions of Californians who rely on their state parks. The parks
slated for closure represent some of the state’s most significant cultural, historic,
and natural resources.

Each year, thousands of schoolchildren visit Sutter's Fort, La Purisima Mission,
and Will Rogers State Historic Parks as part of thelr lessons on California history.
Millions of Californians rely on Montana de Oro, San Simeon and Tomales Bay
State Parks fo gain access fo California’s world-class coastiine.

More specifically related to Solano County, is the closure of two State Parks in
the City of Benicia including Benicia SRA and the State Capitol Building. Closure
of these facilities should be reconsidered. We have difficulty understanding the
rationale for closure of these two given their proximity to millions of Bay Area
residents, its intensity of use and the overall environmental and historical value to
the people of the region and the State. More importantly, the State Capitol
Building is an irreplaceable piece of California history; shutting it down would, in
effect, erase the past.

Additionally, these are not the lowest-revenue generating parks, and they aftract
an amazing number of visitors given their small sizes. We know that cuts and
revenue increases must occur, but we would ask you to reconsider the
recommendation to close these two facilities that are enjoyed by many thousands
of visitors each year from Northem California, as well as within the City of
Benicia.
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To close our state parks will not even begin to solve our state budget crisis. Our
state parks are vital to local economies due to the small businesses that rely on
their availability. It is important to realize that hundreds of small business owners,
camp ground operators and others involved in the park industry will also suffer.

Again, we congratuiate you on your respect for local government in your Budget
proposal and ask you to reconsider the proposed closure of state parks and
specifically, the two Solano County urban parks located in the City of Benicia;
Benicia State RA and the Benicia State Capitol. We ask you to find other more
responsible ways to balance our State’s budget and solve California's fiscal
crisis. Please Vote “no” to close our state parks.

Sincerely,

Mayor
City of XXXX

cc:  Mayor & City Council
Assembly Member Lois Wolk
Senator Pat Wiggins '
Amy O'Gorman, League of California Cities
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Item 3c

From: MARY1615@aol.com

To: CHRISTOPHERC@Ccityofwestsacramento.org
Sent: Wed, 13 Feb 2008 2:29 pm

Subject: Re: Amicus Brief in California v. EPA

Chris,
I will send this to all Solano County Mayors and will place it on our
Mayors' Committee Meeting for discussion.

~Mary Amn Courville
In a message dated 2/13/2008 2:16:33 P.M. Pacific Standard Time,

CHRISTOPHERC@cityofwestsacramento.org writes:
Dear Colleague:

Because of your leadership in our collective battle against ciimate change, | am inviting you to
join an amicus curiae brief by the nation’s mayors in support of the State of California’s appellate
court filing to overturn the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's denial of our new state
greenhouse gas standards for new automobiles. Several dozen mayors across America are
joining this bipartisan effort, including many right here in our region.

At the begirning of last month, California filed suit in the Court of Appeals to overturn U.S. EPA's
first-ever denial of a waiver allowing California to set tougher vehicle emission standards fo
reduce greenhouse gases. Fifteen states are joining the litigation in support of California’s
position, and three others have pledged to use the California standards if they are allowed to take
effect.

Under the Federal Clean Air Act, California has the right to set its own tougher-than-federal
vehicle emission standards, as long as it obtains a waiver from the U.S. EPA. Over the past 40
years, the U.S. EPA has granted California more than 40 waivers, denying none.

The original request for a waiver of federal preemption of California’s motor vehicle greenhouse
gas emissions standards was made by California on December 21, 2005. The waiver, allowing
California to enact and enforce emissions standards to reduce greenhouse gas emissions from
automobiles, was requested pursuant o a state law to establish new standards for motor vehicle
greenhouse gas emissions beginning in model year 2009, The regulations will phase in and ramp
up over eight years fo cut global warming emissions from new vehicles by nearly 30 percent by
model year 2016.

By implementing these standards, California will eliminate greenhouse gases equivalent {o taking
6.5 million cars off the road by the year 2020. If all the other states with similar plans follow
through, that figure will grow to more than 22 million vehicles and would cut gasoline consumption
by an estimated 11 billion or more galions a year.

California’s position has been supported by recent judicial decisions. In September, a court
decision in Vermont confirmed that states do have the ability to adopt California's motor vehicle
greenhouse gas emissions standards. In the Vermont case, the judge dismissed the argument by
automobile manufacturers that they could not comply with the California-based regulation
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because the technology was out of reach and that it would cost too much. The Vermont decision
came on the heels of a U.S. Supreme Court ruling last April saying that EPA has the authority to
regulate greenhouse gases. Last month, a federal court in Fresno reconfirmed states' authority
to set motor vehicle greenhouse gas emissions standards, modeled after California's strict
regulations.

A session with Governor Schwarzenegger at the U.S. Conference of Mayors annuat meeting last
year in Los Angeles underscored the power of our partnership in the face of continuing inaction
and pushback by the federal government. Mayors have been the driving force for American
public sector action on climate change, and California and other states are emerging as powerful
allies in our efforts. But they need our help.

We are preparing an amicus curiae brief for mayors across the nation fo join the states’ litigation
against EPA, in coordination with the appellants. The brief will supplement the arguments by the
states and the environmental parties with the implications of the case for local action on climate
change, and on the particular impacts of climate change on cities.

1f you are willing to join the mayors’ brief, please let us know as soon as possible by sending a
confirmation e-mail to me at christopherc@cityofwestsacramento.org.

Once the brief is completed by counsel, it will be transmitted to all mayors who have responded to
this invitation, at which time you may wish to provide it to your City Attorney for review and
analysis. You will not be included as a party to the final filed amicus brief until you have received,
reviewed, and approved the actual brief.

Thank you for your continuing local and naticnal leadership on climate change. Please contact
me if you have any questions about this legal effort.

Sincerely,

CHRISTOPHER L. CABALDON
Mayor of West Sacramento
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2008 City County Coordinating Council

Summit

Hosted by the City of Fairfield

~ OH ~

Wednesday, March 19, 2008

~at ~
The Clubhouse at Rancho Solano
3250 Rancho Solano Parkway
Fairfield, CA 94534
6:00 p.m. — Appetizets/No-ﬁost Bar
6:45 p.m. — Dinner

7:15 p.m. — Panel Discussions

Appetizers Buffet Menu
Beef Brochettes with Teriyaki Glaze Caesar Salad
Mediterranean Salad

Mushrooms Stuffed with Italian Sausage or Herbed Cream Cheese

Chicken Satay with Sweet-Hot Thai Sauce Baked Salmon Filet with Dijon-Dill Cream Sauce

Tri-Tip with Burgundy Mushroom Sauce

Panel Discussions Garlic Mashed Potatoes

1. Dealing with Ctime Today/Juveniles in the Criminal Justice System Sautéed Fresh Vegetables

II. Preparing for the Next Round of Early Release — Adult Dinner Rolls and Butter

Probationers, Challenges and Strategies. Coffee, Decaf, Hot Tea and Iced Tea

Tiramisu

Cost is $42.00 per person. (Spouses ate invited to attend.)

Please make your check payable to the City of Fairfield, 1000 Webster Street, Fairfield, CA 94533.

Please R.S.V.P. your name and the name(s) of your guests by March 10, 2008
to Claudia Archer, City Manager’s Office, by calling (707) 429-6296 or email to carcher(@gci fairfield ca.ns.
No-shows will be billed,
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City Attorney’s Office

MEMORANDUM
Date: March 12, 2008
To: Mayor Patterson
Vice Mayor Campbell _
From: Heather Mc Laughlin, City Attorney
Re: Current ABAG Information

The following information is provided for your committee report at the March 18, 2008 council
meeting:

o The ABAG Spring General Assembly will be held on April 24, 2008 at the Palace Hotel
in San Francisco.

¢ The topic is Focused Growth.

o Registration is available on line at http://www.abag.org/abag/events/ga/.

¢ A full agenda will be available soon.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

“oc: Assistant to the City Manager
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AGENDA ITEM
CITY COUNCIL MEETING: MARCH 18, 2008
COUNCIL MEMBER COMMITTEE REPORTS

DATE : March 11, 2008
TO : Vice Mayor Schwartzman
Council Member Hughes
FROM : Finance Director
SUBJECT : AUDIT AND FINANCE COMMITTEE

The following information is provided for your committee report at the March 18, 2008 Council
meeting.

The committee met on March 7, 2008 and the Agenda is attached. The minutes from the
previous February 8, 2008 meeting are also attached. The next scheduled meeting of the Audit
and Finance Committee will be on Friday, April 4, 2008 from 8:00 to 10:00 a.m. in the
Commission Room.
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AUDIT & FINANCE COMMITTEE
REGULAR MEETING AGENDA

COMMISSION ROOM
MARCH 7, 2008
8:00 AM

1. Call to Order
2. Notice to the Public
3. Approval of Minutes from the Regular Meeting held on February 8, 2008.

4. Investment Advisor Presentation (Postponed to April 4, 2008)
Guest: Carlos Oblites, PFM Investments

5, Previous Month Warrant Register Review for February 2008.
A monthly audit of payments to vendors that supply services to the City of Benicia.
Members of the AFC committee review the warrant register and request that further
information be provided by staff as necessary.
Recommendation: Approve Warrant Registers

6. Quarterly Review of Investment Report for 2" Quarter FY 2007-08
State law requires no less than a Quarterly review of the City’s Investment Portfolio.
Recommendation: Approve Investment Report

7. Continued - Discuss Mission, Goals and Structure of the AFC
The City Council requested the AFC review the current focus and make
recommendations for broadening the scope, if preferred. A draft from previous AFC
deliberations is provided for your review.
Recommendation: Direct Staff as necessary.

8. Review Long Range Calendar
Monthly review of fiture AFC Agenda topics.
Recommendation: Provide suggestions and timing of future Agenda topics

9. Public Comment

10. Adjournment

Public Participation

The Benicia Audit and Finance Committee welcomes public participation.

Pursuant to the Brown Act, each public agency must provide the public with an opportunity to speak on
any matter within the subject matter jurisdiction of the agency and which is not on the agency's agenda
for that meeting. The Audit and Finance Committee allows speakers to speak on non-agendized matters
under public comment, and on agendized items at the time the agenda item is addressed at the meeting.
Comments are limited to no more than 5 minutes per speaker. By law, no action may b3fakR.o8 20y



item raised during the public comment period although informational answers to questions may be given
and matters may be referred to staff for placement on a future agenda of the Audit and Finance
Committee.

Should you have material you wish to enter into the record, please submit it to the Finance Director.

Disabled Access

Tn compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), if you need special assistance to
participate in this meeting, please contact the Human Resources Department, the ADA Coordinator, at
(707) 746-4211. Notification 48 hours prior to the meeting will enable the City to make reasonable
arrangements to ensure accessibility to this meeting. ‘

Meeting Procedures

All items listed on this agenda are for Committee discussion and/or action. In accordance with the
Brown Act, each item is listed and includes, where appropriate, further description of the item and/or a
recommended action. The posting of a recommended action does not limit, or necessarily indicate, what
action may be taken by the Audit and Finance Comimittee.

Pursuant to Government Code Section 65009, if you challenge a decision of the Andit and Finance
Committee 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 Audit and Finance
Committee at, or prior to, the public hearing. You may also be limited by the ninety (90) day statue of
limitations in which to challenge in court certain administrative decisions and orders (Code of Civil
Procedure 1094.6) to file and serve a petition for administrative writ of mandate challenging any final
City decisions regarding planning or zoning.

The decision of the Audit and Finance Committee is final as of the date of its decision unless judicial

review is initiated pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedures Section 1094.5. Any such petition for
judicial review is subject to the provisions of California Code of Civil Procedure Section 1094.6.
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AUDIT & FINANCE COMMITTEE
DRAFTMINUTES

FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 8, 2008
REGULAR MEETING

1. Call to Order by Committee Chair DeJesu at 8:10 am.

Attendance: Committee Chair De Jesu, Vice Mayor Tom Campbell, Council Member Alan
Schwartzman, Treasurer Teddie Bidou

Qtaff: Finance Director Rob Sousa, Assistant Finance Director Abby Urrutia

Guest in Attendance: Katherine Yuen of Maze & Associates

Members of Public: Dan Miceli, representing BIPA

2. Approval of Minutes from the Regular Meeting held on December 7, 2007.
Approval of minutes by consensus.

3. Review of the Comprehensive Annual Financial (CAFR)

Katherine Yuen of Maze & Associates began the review by explaining the various sections of the
audit including the Introductory, Financial, Management’s Discussion and Analysis, Statistical
Section, and the result of their audit, which produced an unqualified opinion for the City,
meaning the City had a clean audit. Member Schwartzman asked Ms. Yuen to compare the debt
ratio of the City to neighboring cities. She indicated that each city is different and that debt to
asset ratio should not be over 50% and to look at repayment schedules. The City’s total debt to
total asset ratio is below the 50% threshold and that the City’s liquid assets can pay for at least
six (6) months to a year of City operations. The city as a whole is healthy, with the exception of
the Marina fund, which has negative net assets at the end of the year. She is aware that the City
has made long-term plans to improve the Marina situation. She also pointed out the City may
want to pay closer attention to the mortgage-backed investments in the portfolio, especially with
the current recessionary market.

The committee made a recommendation by consensus to forward the CAFR to the Council with
Maze available for the presentation at the Council meeting of February 19, 2008. The Council
also agreed by consensus to a one-year extension of the Maze & Associates contract with a new

andit team.

4. Warrant Register Review for December 2007 and January 2008.
Director Sousa clarified questions from the October and November 2007 Warrant Register

review from the previous meeting.

Several items from the December 2007 Warrant Register were questioned and discussed by the
Committee including:

a. Susan Alfeld ~ contract services for public education for both Water & Wastewater
Funds. Public outreach includes presentation at public schools.

b. Field deposit refunds for bocce ball, little league, inline hockey, fastpitch — coded as

Clocktower cleaning deposit — Finance Director Sousa will direct staff to change

account description as deposit refunds.

Northwestern Mutual Life — payment was for an annual life insurance premium.

PAPA registration — PAPA stands for Pesticide Applicators Professﬁuﬁsggwion.

0



e. Bank of America charges — City Manager is the only one who has a city credit card,
which he uses to pay for seminars, travel and meals.

f. Safeway supplies — should have better descriptions other than supplies. Finance
Director Sousa pointed out that the latest Accounts Payable run in January 2008 had
better descriptions.

g. PFM investment services — payment for investment portfolio management services.

h. Garnishment — due to limitations in the system, cannot be changed.

i, SWRCB - loan repayment —Wastewater loan repayment to State for the T & I project.

Several items from the January 2008 Warrant Register were questioned and discussed by the
Committee including:

a. SEIU Local 614 — employee payroll deduction for union dues.

b. Carey & Company — Commandant’s residence — payment for design work.
Engineering work will scon follow in March.

¢. Benicia Chamber ads — Transit advertises its services with the Chamber.

d. Best Impressions Catalog — wine glasses — purchased by the Library. Finance
Director Sousa will research purpose of glasses.

e. Fire deposit — return of rental fee for fire facility.

f  Janway Company — lipbalms — Library promotion.

Warrant Registers approved by consensus.

5 Discussion of Format of Warrant Registers. Staff has expanded descriptions with the latest
Accounts Payable run in January, providing better descriptions for better understanding of
expenditures. Staff will continue to improve and monitor descriptions until there is a further
need to change the warrant register’s format.

6. Discuss Mission, Goals and Structure of the AFC. This item will carryover to the next
meeting.

7. Review Long Range Model. Questions as to differences between actual amounts in the long
range model and CAFR have been raised. Finance Director Sousa will provide a
reconciliation worksheet at the next meeting. This item will also carryover to the next

meeting.

8. Review Long Range Calendar. The next AF C committee meetings are scheduled for
March 7, April 4, May 2 and June 6, 2008.

9. Public Comment - Dan Miceli needed clarification on differences from CAFR amounts for
actual revenues and expenditures for FY06-07 to the long range model amounts. This will be
provided at the next scheduled meeting.

10. Meeting adjourned at 10:16 a.m.
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AGENDA ITEM
CITY COUNCIL MEETING: MARCH 18, 2008
COUNCIL MEMBER COMMITTEE REPORTS

DATE : March 12, 2008

TO

o

Mayor Patterson
Council Member Schwartzman

FROM

o

City Manager

SUBJECT : LEAGUE OF CALIFORNIA CITIES

The following information is provided for your committee report at the March 18, 2008 City
Council meeting.

The League of California Cities Legislative Action Days will be held on April 16-17, 2008.
Please see the following pages for information on this event. Additional information regarding
Legislative Action Days and other upcoming League events is available at the League’s website
at www.cacities.org.
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2008
LEGISLATIVE
ACTION DAYS

NEW DATES and STARTING TIME!

Wednesday, April 16 - Thursday, April 17

Sacramento Convention Center and
Sheraton Grand, Sacramento

Take this opportunity to have your voice heard at the State Capitol. Meet one-on-
one with legislators in their Capitol offices. In addition, join hundreds of local
elected officials and appointed leaders from around the state to learn the latest on
infrastructure bonds, the state budget, and key legislation.

Bring your elected leaders, public safety leaders, business leaders and community
leaders to demonstrate the broad support for protecting funding for locally
delivered programs and services. Plan to have an influential delegation attend and
carry the message clearly and emphatically to help get the public attention needed
to preserve local services by being part of this impressive event.

Registration is Free

Hotel Reservation deadline is
Wednesday, March 26

Online Pre-Registration is required at

www.cacities.org/events
Deadline is Wednesday, April 9

X-B-4-2



Wednesday, Aprif 16
Sacramento Convention Center — 3¢ floor

Tentative Schedule

Registration Open
8:00 a.m. — Noon

General Session — (NEW EARLIER START TIME)

10:00 a.m. - Noon

Current Budget Issues and Strategies

Updates and Action Steps on Infrastructure Bond Implementation
Pending Legislation/Issues of Critical Importance

Keynote Speakers from the Administration and Legislature

e ® €

African American Caucus - Lunch Discussion on the State of Black California
Noon - 1:30p.m.

Limited space js available for this session. RSVP 1o the AA Caucus staff liaison at (916) 658-8224

Lunch on Your Own (with your Legislator or Division)

Time to Lobby at the Capitol (visits will be coordinated for maximum effect)
1:00-5:30 p.m.
League Lobbyist Debrief - 4:15-5:00pm back at the Convention Center

Latino Caucus Forum — National Digital Transfer Newsflash, Telecommuni cations Act Update and Impacts
of the State’s Fiscal Crisis to Local, Low Income and Minotity Comtmunities

1:30-3:30 p.m.

Limited space is available for this session. RSVP by calling the Latino Caucus offices at (916) 669-1343

Legislative Reception at the Sheraton (Invite your Legislator)

5:30 - 7:00 p.m.
Evening Free to Dine with Your Legislator
7:00 p.m.
Thursday, April 17
Sheraton Grand, Sacramento
Registration Open
8:00 — 9:00 a.m.

Breakfast Buffet or Breakfast Meetings with your Legislator
8:00-8:45 am.

General Session

8:45-10:30 a.m.
e Debriefing on meetings with legislators and administration officials
« Additional briefings by representatives of the Administration and Legislators
» Strategies on how to continue your advocacy efforts back home

Adjourn
10:30 a.m.

Plan individual meetings and lunches with Legislators, or key staff
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Free
Conference
Registration

Hotel
Reservations

Alrlines

General
Directions

Pre-Registration online is required at www.cacities.org/events.
Registration Deadline: Wednesday, April 9
NO onsite registrations will be accepted.

Hotel registration deadline is Wednesday, March 26.
Hotel reservations by phone are not available for this conference.

‘T'he online conference registration link, will take you directly to the online housing
reservation for each property currently available on your selected dates. For
immediate hotel reservations and confirmation, please book your required rooming
needs online after registering for the conference.

Sheraton Grand, 1230 J Street, Sacramento, CA. 95814 - §192 + taxes

Hyatt Regency, 1209 L Street, Sacramento, CA 95814 - $192 + taxes

If you require special accommodations related to facility access, communication and/
or diet, or have additional questions please contact Conference Registration at (916) 658-8291.

We invite you to visit www.cacities.org/travel for the new Fnhanced Local Government
Airfare Program.

From Reno (East): Take I-80 West to 1-5 South towards Sacramento. Take the J Street Exit,
follow J Street, and the hotel will be located on the right side of J Street.

From San Francisco (West): Take I-80 East to U.S. 50 East. Take the I-5 North Exit towards
Redding. Exit onto J Street, Proceed on J Street, and the hotel will be located on the right.

From Sacramento International Airport: Take I-5 South to Sacramento and exit at J Street.
Proceed on J Street, and the hotel will be located on the right-hand side between 12th and 13th
Streets.

From South: Travel north on I-5 and exit at J Street. Proceed on J Street, and the hotel will be
located on the right-hand side between 12th and 13th Streets. '
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AGENDA ITEM
CITY COUNCIL MEETING: MARCH 18, 2008
COUNCIL MEMBER COMMITTEE REPORTS

DATE : March 12, 2008
TO o Council Memb12er loakimedes
Council Member Hughes
FROM : City Manager
SUBJECT : CITY COUNCIL/SCHOOL BOARD LIAISON COMMITTEE

The following information is provided for your committee report at the March 18, 2008 City Council
meeting.

This committee meets quarterly in the Benicia Unified School District meeting room. The next

meeting date is set for June 12, 2008 at 8:30 a.m. The agenda packet from the March 13" meeting
follows.
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THE CITY
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*Since 1849 *
AGENDA

BENICIA CITY COUNCIL/SCHOOL BOARD LIAISON COMMITTEE

III

II1.

1v.

District Board Room
350 East K St
March 13, 2008 8:30-10:00am

Call to Order and Pledge of Allegiance

Reference to the Fundamental Rights of the Public and Public
Comment

Consent Calendar
A. Approval of Minutes of the Regular Meeting December 6,

2007

Business Items

A. Update on “Every 15 Minutes”

At the request of Mark Hughes, City Council Member, the committee
will hear an update on “Every 15 Minutes.”

B. Discussion of Active Shooter Preparedness

In light of the recent school shootings and at the request of Sandra
Spagnoli, Chief of Police, the committee will discuss active shooter
preparedness.

C. Joint Use Agreements

At the request of Janice Adams, Superintendent of Schools, the
committee will hear an update of the Joint Use Agreement.

D. Discussion on the Liberty Gymnasium

At the request of Janice Adams, the Superintendent of Schools, the
committee will discuss the Liberty Gym

E. Discussion on the Sports Complex

At the request of Janice Adams the committee will discuss the sports
complex at Benicia High School.

F. Update on the Mills Site

At the request of Jim Erickson, City Manager, the committee will hear
an update on the Mills Elementary Site.

G. Internet Safety Presentation

At the request of Janice Adams, Superintendent of BUSD, the
committee will discuss the upcoming internet safety presentation.

H. Discussion on Student Resource Officers

At the request of Janice Adams, Superintendent of BUSD, the
committee will discuss the Student Resource Officers.. X-B-5-2



AGENDA
Benicla City Council / School Board Liaison Committee
Benicia Unified School District Board Room
350 East K St
V. Future Agenda Items

VI. Adjournment

Public Participation
The City Council/School Board Liaison Committee welcomes public participation.

Pursuant to the Brown Act, each public agency must provide the public with an opportunity to
speak on any matter within the subject matter jurisdiction of the agency and which is not on the
agency's agenda for that meeting. The City Council/School Board Liaison Committee allows
speakers to speak on matters under public comment. Comuments ar¢ limited to no more than 5
minutes per speaker. By law, no action may be taken on any item raised during the public
comment period although informational answers to questions may be given and matters may be
referred to staff for placement on a future agenda of the City Council/School Board Liaison
Commmittee.

Should you have material you wish to enter into the record, please submit it to the
Superintendent.

Disabled Access
Tn compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), if you need special assistance to
participate in this meeting, please contact Betty Jensen, the ADA Coordinator, at (707) 748-2611.
Notification 48 hours prior to the meeting will enable the District to make reasonable
arrangements to ensure accessibility to this meeting.

Meeting Procedures
All items listed on this agenda are for City Council/School Board Liaison Committee discussion
and/or action. In accordance with the Brown Act, each item is listed and includes, where
appropriate, further description of the item and/or a recommended action. The posting of a
recommended action does not limit, or necessarily indicate, what action may be taken by the City
Council/School Board Liaison Committee.
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* Since 1849 ¢
MINUTES
BENICIA CITY COUNCIL/SCHOOL BOARD LIAISON COMMITTEE
District Board Room
350 East K St
December 6, 2007 8:30-10:00am

Present:

Janice Adams — Superintendent of Schools

Dirk Fulton — School Board Member

Shirin Samiljan — School Board Member

Terry McAvoy —~ Director of Maintenance and Facilities, BUSD
Jim Erickson -~ City Manager

Mike Alvarez — Parks and Community Services Director
Dan Schiada — Public Works Director

Ken Hanley — Fire Chief

Ken Davena — Captain, Benicia Police

Mike Iaokimedes — City Council Member

Mark Hughes — City Council Member

Call to Order and Pledge of Allegiance

Janice Adams, Superintendent of Schools, called the meeting to order at 8:35
a.m. on Thursday December 6, 2007. She referenced the Fundamental Rights
of the Public and then led the pledge of allegiance.

Consent Calendar

Tt was moved and seconded to approve the Minutes of the Regular Meeting
September 6, 2007. The motion passed unanimously.

Business Items

A. Joint Use Agreements

Dirk Fulton, School Board Member, requested that we consider an
“umbrella” Joint Use Agreement for all of our school sites. Jim
Erickson, City Manager said that there were some issues surrounding
the maintenance. The city’s budget is very tight right now. Discussion
followed. Mike Alvarez, Parks and Community Director, suggested a
meeting between himself and Terry McAvoy, Maintenance and
Operations Director, to discuss some annual training for the BUSD
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AGENDA
Benicia City Council / School Board Liaison Committee
Benicia Unified School District Board Room
350 East K St
staff, as well as a plan to share maintenance of the fields at the sites.
Mr. Alvarez was happy to create an agreement between the city and
the district as long as it doesn't cost the city additional funds. It was
decided that a meeting would take place between city staff and district
staff to create a plan and in the meantime the two staffs will work
together informally. Mr. Fulton was glad to see the city staff and
district staff working together. City Manager, Jim Erickson agreed that
it made sense to have the agreement extend to Mary Farmar
Elementary, since city staff is already maintaining the fields at the site.
He continues to be concerned about the finances.

B. Discussion of the Approvals of the Final Draft of the Safe
Routes to School Plan
Dan Schiada, Director of Public Works, announced the approvals of
the Safe Routes to School Plan by the City Council and the School
Board. We have been recognized for having the first and only
approved and completed plan. The plan now goes to the STA Board at
a January or February meeting. The end result is that we will be able
to apply for grant monies to pay for the costs to implement the plan.
Ms. Adams and Mr. Erickson thanked everyone for the great work on
this plan and process.

C. Update on the Mills Site

Jim Erickson presented the committee with an update on the Mills
Elementary Site. The remedial work is complete and they have now
hired an architect to plan the rest of the improvements. The Parks and
Recreation Department has held several meetings with neighbors, art
groups and theater groups. The main issues are lighting, parking,
traffic and noise. These issues will be passed on to the architect. The
department is now meeting with the various groups that will eventuaily
use the site. The construction is set to begin in December of 2008.
There is a lot of excitement from the community.

D. Wild Land Fire Protection

Ms.Adams met with the fire department and discussed educating our
students on fire safety due to the recent involvement of students in
the wild land fires. It was decided that the department would come to
our schools in the spring and teach fire safety o our students. Ms.
Samiljan, Board Trustee, suggested we remind the students that
setting fires destroys the habitats of the squirrels and rabbits.

E. School Safety at the School Sites

Captain Ken Davena reported that there is some federal funding
available for safe schools training. Chief Spagnoli and Superintendent
Adams will be attending some training this summer. The training
covers all aspects of schoo! safety including outside intruﬁgﬁw\sgls



AGENDA
Benicia City Council / School Board Liaison Committee
Benicia Unified School District Board Room

350 East K St
as bullying. The site administrators get trained and then train the
teachers. The police department will be hosting the internet safety
class for students and parents next year. We are working toward a
better turn out this year, by doing more advertising. The new camera
system that the district instalied at Benicia High School is a big step
toward school safety. We are hoping to get the system in the patrol
cars.

1I. Future Agenda Items
a) Mark Hughes would like an update and discussion on “Every 15
Minutes”.
b) The next meeting is March 13, 2008.

Ii1. Adjournment at 9:36 a.m.

Public Participation

The City Council/School Board Liaison Committee welcomes public participation.

Pursuant to the Brown Act, each public agency must provide the public with an opportunity to
speak on any matter within the subject matter jurisdiction of the agency and which is not on the
agency's agenda for that meeting. The City Council/School Board Liaison Committee allows
speakers to speak on matters under public comment. Comments are limited to no more than 5
minutes per speaker. By law, no action may be taken on any item raised during the public
comment period although informational answers to questions may be given and matters may be
referred to staff for placement on a future agenda of the City Council/School Board Liaison
Commitiee.

Should you have material you wish to enter into the record, please submit it to the
Superintendent.

Disabled Access
In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), if you need special assistance to
participate in this meeting, please contact Betty Jensen, the ADA Coordinator, at (707) 748-2611.
Notification 48 hours prior to the meeting will enable the District to make reasonable
arrangements to ensure accessibility to this meeting.

Meeting Procedures
All items listed on this agenda are for City Council/School Board Liaison Committee discussion
and/or action. In accordance with the Brown Act, each item is listed and includes, where
appropriate, further description of the item and/or a recommended action. The posting of 2
recommended action does not limit, or necessarily indicate, what action may be taken by the City
Council/School Board Liaison Committee.
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AGENDA ITEM
CITY COUNCIL MEETING: MARCH 18,2008
COUNCIL MEMBER COMMITTEE REPORTS

DATE : March 11, 2008
TO : Vice Mayor Campbell
Council Member loakimedes
FROM : City Manager
SUBJECT : SKY VALLEY OPEN SPACE COMMITTEE

The following information is provided for your committee report at the March 18, 2008 Council
meeting.

A regular scheduled meeting of the Sky Valley Open Space Committee was held on Wednesday
March 5, 2008. An agenda from the March 5th meeting has been included with this staff report for
review.

The next regular scheduled meeting of the Sky Valley Open Space will be April 2nd. A final
meeting agenda for that meeting is unavailable at this {ime.
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Iv.

BENICIA SKY VALLEY OPEN SPACE COMMITTEE

COMMISSION ROOM
MEETING AGENDA
Wednesday, March 5, 2008
7:00 P.M.
CALL TO ORDER
A. Roll Call of Committee Members

Vice Chair Jon Kennedy, Tom Campbell, J ohn Furtado, Mike loakimedes, Scott Shepard,
Craig B. Snider

Reference to Fundamental Rights of Puablic - A plaque stating the Fundamental Rights
of each member of the public is posted at the entrance to this meeting room per Section
4.04.030 of the City of Benicia’s Open Government Ordinance.

PUBLIC COMMENT ON ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA

REGULAR AGENDA ITEMS
A. DISCUSSION OF FINAL WORK PROGRAM FOR A POSSIBLE SKY VALLEY

WATERSHED AND RECREATION MANAGEMENT PLAN (Discussion Item)
The Committee will review and discuss a final draft work program for a future Sky
Valley/Sulfur Springs Watershed Management Plan. Mr. Frank Kennedy, consultant to
the City who was responsible for drafting the plan, will be available at the meeting to
discuss the final work program.

SELECTION OF A CHAIRPERSON FOR THE SKY VALLEY COMMITTEE
(Action Item)

With the election of Council Member and Sky Valley Chairperson Patterson to Mayor,
the Committee does not have a Chairperson. The Committee should discuss and then vote
on which Committee Member should serve as the Chair for the Committee.

SKY VALLEY MEETING SCHEDULE FOR 2008 (Action Item)
At the request of staff, the Committee should discuss whether the group should meet
quarterly versus monthly. This requires formal action by the Committee.

COMMUNICATIONS FROM COMMITTEE MEMBERS

COMMUNICATIONS FROM STAFE
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V. ADJOURNMENT
The Chairperson will adjourn the meeting to Wednesday, April 2, 2008, the next regularly
scheduled meeting of the Sky Valley Committee.

Public Participation

The Benicia Sky Valley Open Space Commitiee welcomes public participation.

Pursuant to the Brown Act, each public agency must provide the public with an opportunity to speak on any
matter within the subject matter jurisdiction of the agency and which is not on the agency's agenda for that
meeting. The Sky Valley Open Space Commitiee allows speakers to speak on agendized and non-agendized
matters under public comment. Comments are limited to no more than 5 minutes per speaker. By law, no
action may be taken on any item raised during the public comment period although informational answers to
questions may be referred to staff for placement on a future agenda of the Sky Valley Open Space Commitiee.

Should you have material you wish to enter info the record, please submit it to the Committee Secrefary.,

Disabled Access

Tn compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), if you need special assistance to participate in
this meeting, please contact the ADA Coordinator, at (707) 746-4211. Notification 48 hours prior to the
meeting will enable the City to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility to this meeting.

Meeting Procedures

All items listed on this agenda are for Committee discussion and/or action. In accordance with the Brown
Act, each item is listed and includes, where appropriate, further description of the item and/or a recommended
action. The posting of a recommended action does not limit, or necessarily indicate, what action may be taken
by the Sky Valley Open Space Committee.
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AGENDA ITEM
CITY COUNCIL MEETING: MARCH 18, 2008
COUNCIL MEMBER COMMITTEE REPORTS

DATE : March 11, 2008
TO : Mayor Patterson
Council Member loakimedes
FROM : Jim Erickson, City Manager
SUBJECT : SOLANO EDC BOARD OF DIRECTORS

The following information is provided for your committee report at the March 18, 2008 Council
meeting:

The last Solano Economic Development Corporation Board of Directors meeting was held on
Thursday, January 17, 2008. The agenda and minutes from that meeting were previously issued.

The next Board of Directors meeting is scheduled for Thursday, March 27, 2008 at 9:00 am at
Jelly Belly. The agenda for that meeting is not yet available.
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AGENDA ITEM
CITY COUNCIL MEETING: MARCH 18, 2008
COUNCIL MEMBER COMMITTEE REPORTS

DATE : March 12, 2008
TO : Mayor Patterson
Council Member Schwartzman
FROM : Dan Schiada, Director of Public Works
SUBJECT : SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY

The following information is provided for your committee report at the March 18, 2008 City
Council meeting.

The agenda for the Solano Transportation Authority (STA) Board Meeting of March 12, 2008

follows, along with the minutes of the February meeting, The next STA Board meeting is
scheduled for April 9, 2008, An agenda for that meeting is not yet available.
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A MEETING NOTICE
Solano Transportation Authotily
One Harbor Center, Sulte 130 Wednesday, March 12, 2008
Suisun City, California 94585 STA Board Meeting
Area Code 707 Suisun City Hall Council Chambers
424-6075 » Fax 42 4-6074 701 Civie Center Drive
o075 Suisun City, CA 94585
Wembers: 6:00 p.m. Regular Meeting
Beici
Dhn MISSION STATEMENT ~ SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
Fairfield To improve the quality of life in Solano County by delivering transportation system
Rio Vista projects to ensure mobility, travel safety, and economic vitality.
Solano County
Suisun City - Times set forth on agenda is an estimate. Items may be heard before or after the times
Vacaville designated.
Valleio
ITEM BOARD/STAFF PERSON
L CALL TO ORDER - CONFIRM QUORUM Chair Woodruff
(6:00 p.m.)
5 PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
III. APPROVAL OF AGENDA
1v. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT
(6:05- 6:10 p.m.)

- Pursnant fo the Brown Act, public agencics must provide the public with an opportunity to speak on any matter within
the subject matter jurisdiction of the agency and which is not on the agency’s agenda for that mecting. Comments arg
timited o no more than 3 minutes per speaker. Gov't Code §54954.3(a). By law, 0o action may be taken og any item
raised during the public comment period aithough informational answers to questions may be given and matiers may
be referred to staff for placement on a future agenda of the agency.

This agenda is available upon request in alternative formats to persons with a disability, as required by the Americans
with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.8.C. §12132) and the Ralph M. Browa Act (Cal. Govt. Code §54954.2). Persons
requesting a disability-related modification or accommodation should contact Johanna Masiclat, Clerk of the Board, at
(707) 424-6008 during regular business hours, at least 24 hours prior to the time of the meeting.
V. EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT Daryl K. Halls
(6:10—6:15 p.m.)
Pzl
SYA BOARD MEMBERS
Ed Woodrutf Jim Spering Flizaboth Pattevson. Mty Ann Courville  Hamy Pries Pets Sanchez Len Augustine Osby Davis
Chadr Vice Chaix
City of Rio Vists  County of Salano City of Beaicia ity of Dizon Gityof Fairfild  CityofSuisunGity  Cityof Vaeille  City of Vallejo
STA BOARD ALYERNATES
Jan Vick Wike Reapan Alen Schwarizenan Jack Batchelor, Jr. Chuck Timm __ Mike Sepala Steve Wilking ‘Tom Bates
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INTRODUCTION AND SWEARIN G-IN OF NEW STA BOARD ALTERNATE
(6:15 —6:20 p.m.)

COMMENTS FROM CALTRANS, THE METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION

COMMISSION (MTC), AND STA
(6:20 — 6:40 p.m.)

A. Caltrans Report

B. MTC Report Commissioner Spering
C. STA Report ‘
1. State/Federal Legislative Update Jayne Bauer
2. SolanoExpress Routes Status Update Liz Niedziela
3. SR 12 Status Update Robert Macaulay
CONSENT CALENDAR
Recommendation:

Approve the following consent items in one Motion.
(Note: Items under consent calendar may be removed for separaie discussion.)

(6:40 — 6:45 p.m.)

A. STA Board Meeting Minutes of February 13,2008 Johanna Masiclat
Recommendation:
Approve STA Board Meeting Minutes of February 13, 2008.
Pre. 7
B. Review TAC Draft Minutes for the Meeting of Johanna Masiclat
February 27, 2008
Recommendation:
Receive and file.
Pg. 17
C. Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC) and Pedestrian Sara Woo
Advisory Committee (PAC) 2008 By-Laws Amendment
Recommendation:
Approve the amended 2008 BAC and PAC By-Laws.
Pg.21
D.  County Pictometry Contract for STA Use of Geographic Robert Macaulay
Information System (GIS) Files and Aerial Photos
Recommendation:

Authorize the Executive Director to enter with a confract with
the County of Solano for the use of GIS files and aerial photos
in the amount of $35,000. '
Pg. 31

E. Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC) Member Appointments Sara Woo

Recommendation:
Appoint City of Dixon’s Jim Fisk to the BAC for a three-year

term.
Pg. 33
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F. 1-80 High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lanes Project

Contract Amendment

Recommendation:

Approve a contract amendment for MTCo/Nolte in the amount
of $775,000 for environmental monitoring and construction
support design services for the I-80 HOV Lanes project.

Pg. 39

G. Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP) Update
Recommendation:
Appoint Mayor Augustine as Chairman of the Arterials,
Highways and Freeways Committee.
Pg. 53

ACTION —~ NON-FINANCIAL ITEMS

A. Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) 2035 Project List for
Solano County
Recommendation:
Approve the Regional Transportation Plan project list included
in Attachment A.
(6:45-7:05 p.m.)
Pg. 55

B. SolanoExpress Transit Fiscal Year (FY) 2007-08 & FY 2008~
09 Marketing Plan
Recommendation:
Approve the SolanoExpress Transit Marketing Plan for
FY 2007-08 and FY 2008-09.
(7:05-7:10 p.m.)
Pg.93

INFORMATIONAL ITEMS

A. SolanoExpress Route 70 Service Proposal Status
Informational
(7:10 - 7:15 p.m.)
Pg. 99

B. Highway Projects Status Report:
1.) 1-80/1-680/SR 12 Interchange _
2.) I-80 EB Cordelia Truck Scales Relocation
3.) North Connector
4.) 1-80 HOV Lanes: Red Top Road to Air Base
Parkway
5.) 1-80 HOV/Turner Overcrossing
6.) Jepson Parkway
7.) State Route 12 (Jameson Canyon)
8.) State Route 12 East SHOPP Projects
9.) 1-80 SHOPF Rehabilitation Projects

Janet Adams

Robert Macanlay

Robert Macaunlay

Judy Leaks

Elizabeth Richards

Yanet Adams
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Informational
(7:15-7:20 p.m.)
Pg. 103

NO DISCUSSION

C.

G.

I.

1-80/1-680/1-780 Corridors Highway Operations
Implementation Study ‘Working Group
Informational

Pg. 111

Legislative Update - March 2008

Intormational
Pg. 113

Project Delivery Updates

Informational
Pg. 125

State Route (SR) 12 Status Update

Informational
Pg. 127

SelanoExpress Routes Status Update

Informational
Pg. 129

Transportation Development Act (TDA) and State
Transit Assistance Fands (STAF) Fiscal Year 2008-09
Fund Estimates

Informational

Pg. 135

Solane Napa Commuter Information (SNCI) Program
Fiscal Year (FY) 2007-08 Mid-Year Report

Informational
Pg. 147

Funding Opportunities Summary
Informational
Pg. 151

STA Board Meeting Schedule for 2008

Informationgl
Pg. 159

~ Sam Shelton

Jayne Bauer

Sam Shelton

Robert Macaulay

Liz Niedziela

Elizabeth Richards

Judy Leaks

Sara Woo

Johanna Masiclat
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BOARD MEMBERS COMMENTS

ADJOURNMENT
The next regular meeting of the STA Board is scheduled for
Wednesday, April 9, 2008, 6:00 p.m., Suisun City Hall Council Chambers.
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February 13, 2008

CALL TO ORDER
Chair Woodruff called th
MEMBERS
PRESENT: Eddie Woodruff (Chair)

Jim Spering (Vice Chair)

Elizabeth Patterson

Mary Ann Courville

Harry Price

Pete Sanchez

MEMBERS
ABSENT:

STAFF
PRESENT:

Agenda VIILA
March 12, 2008

éoéano Fransportation Authotity

SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
Board Minutes for Meeting of

Steve Wilkins (Alternate Member)

Osby Davis
Len Augustine

Daryl K. Halls
Charles Lamoree
Johanna Masiclat
Janet Adams
Robert Macaulay
Elizabeth Richards

Susan Furtado
Jayne Bauer

Robert Guesreto
Sam Shelton
Sara Woo

e regular meeting to order at 6:05 p.m. A quorum was confirmed.

City of Rio Vista
County of Solano
City of Benicia
City of Dixon

City of Fairfield
City of Suisun City
City of Vacaville

City of Vallejo
City of Vacaville

Executive Director

Legal Counsel

Clerk of the Board

Pirector of Projects

Director of Planning

Director of Transit and Rideshare
Services

Financial Analyst/Accountant
Marketing and Legislative
Program Manager

Senior Planner _
Assistant Project Manager
Planning Assistant
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II1.

Iv.

ALSO
PRESENT: In Alphabetical Order by Last Name:

Jack Batchelor, Ir. Council Member, City of Dixon
Fernando Bravo City of Suisun City
Monica Brown Resident, City of Fairfield (Cordelia)
Richard Bumeit PCC Member
Birgitta Corsello County of Solano
Gene Cortright City of Fairfield
George Gwynn, Jt. Resident, City of Suisun City
James J. Johnson Resident, City of Fairfield (Cordelia)
Gus Khouri Shaw/Y oder, Inc.
Frank Kitchens Solano Community College
Matt Lasky Alta Planning and Design
Dale Pfeiffer City of Vacaville
Mike Reagan Supervisor, County of Solano
Dan Schiada City of Benicia '
Jan Vick Council Member, City of Rio Vista
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
APPROVAL OF AGENDA

On a motion by Board Member Patterson and a second by Board Member Sanchez, the
STA Board approved the agenda.

OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT
Monica Brown, Resident of City of Fairfield, raised concerns regarding the I-80 High
Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lanes Project.

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT

Daryl Halls provided an update on the following topics:
»  Public Hearing for MTC’s Regional Transportation Plan
Updated Comprehensive Transportation Plan Purpose and Organization
New Alternates Join STA Board
Preview of Corridor Construction Schedule for 2008 and 2009
STA to Travel to Sacramento
Safe Routes to Schools Plan Ready for STA Board Action
Mid-Year Budget Amendment for FY 2007-08

INTRODUCTION AND SWEARIN G-IN OF NEW STA BOARD ALTERNATES

Council Member Jack Batchelor, Jr. was sworn in as STA’s new Board Aliernate
Member representing the City of Dixon.

Supervisor Mike Reagan was Swort in as STA’s new Board Alternate Member
representing the County of Solano.

Council Member Jan Vick was sworn inas STA’s new Board Alternate Member
representing the City of Rio Vista.
8
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VIL

VIIL

IX.

COMMENTS FROM METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
MTC), CALTRANS, AND STAFF:

A. Caltrans Report:
Janet Adams provided an overview of the Draft 2008 State Highway Operations

Protection and Programs (SHOPP) Projects in Solano County.

B. STA Report:
1. State Legislative Update presented by Gus Khouri.
9. Richard Burnett, Paratransit Coordinating Council (PCC)’s Vice Chair,
highlighted PCC’s 2007 Accomplishments.
3. Robert Macaulay provided the monthly update of the safety efforts being
accomplished along the SR 12 East from 1-80 to the Rio Vista Bridge.

C. MTC Report: ‘
On behalf of MTC’s Doug Kimsey, MTC Commissioner and STA Board Vice

Chair Spering and QTA’s Robert Macaulay provided an overview and a sub-
regional report of the updated Regional Transportation Plan for the nine county
Bay Area (titled the T-2035 Plan).

REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN PUBLIC HEARING
Robert Macaulay reviewed the development of Solano County’s list of priority
transportation projects for MTC’s Regional Transportation Plan (titled the T-2035)

Chair Woodruff opened the Public Hearing. Opportunities to provide public input
and/or comments were provided.

Public Hearing Opened: 6:55 p.m.
No public comment was presented.
Public Hearing Closed: 6:36 p.m.

On a motion by Board Member Price, and a second by Board Alternate Member Wilkins,
the STA Board unanimously approved the recomnmendation.

CONSENT CALENDAR

On a motion by Board Member Patterson, and a second by Board Member Sanchez, the
STA Board approved Consent Calendar Items A thra M with the exception to puil for
discussion Agenda Item IX.F.

A. STA Board Meeting Minutes of January 9, 2008
Recommendation:
Approve STA Board Special Minutes of January 9, 2008.

B. Review TAC Draft Minutes for the Meeting of January 30, 2008
Recommendation:
Receive and file.

C. Fiscal Year (FY) 2007-08 2" Quarter Budget Report
Recommendation:
Receive and file. 9

X-B-8-9



Yolo-Solano Air Quality Management District Clean Air Application Review

Committee

Recommendation:

Authorize the STA Board Chair to appoint two STA Board Members or STA Board
Alternates from the YSAQMD area to participate in the STA/YSAQMD Clean Air
Application Review Comumittee.

Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC)/Pedestrian Advisory Committee (PAC)
Letter of Support Regarding Priority Development Area (PDA) Funds

Recommendation:
Approve the attached letter from the STA BAC and PAC to the Metropolitan

Transportation Commission (MTC) regarding PDA Funds.

Pulled for discussion.
Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC) and Pedestrian Advisory Committee

(PAC) 2008 By-Laws Revision

Board Comments:
Board Member Patterson asked several questions regarding this item:
1. How the BAC and PAC Bylaws are updated
2. ‘When both committees meet jointly, do the members with dual
membership in both committees have two votes? Could these be included
in By-laws?
3. 1s there a need to combine the committees?

Robert Guerrero stated that members with dual committee membership have 2
votes (one for each committee he or she represents). Daryl Halls stated that at
this point the Board could opt to amend the By-laws. Sara Woo stated that she
would work with legal counsel to develop language to clarify voting for special
joint committee meetings of the BAC and PAC.

Recommendation:
Approve the attached 2008 BAC and PAC By-Laws Revision.

On a motion by Board Mermber Patterson, and a second by Board Member Price,
the STA Board unanimously approved the recommendation to approve the revised
Bylaws as attached; with the Board directing staff to develop tanguage that
addresses the voting for dual BAC and PAC membership for Board consideration
to include in the approved By-Laws at their next meeting.

Pedestrian Advisory Committee (PAC) Member Appointments
Recommendation: '

A S S

Appoint City of Suisun City’s Michael Hudson and Bay Area Ridge Trail Council’s
Kathy Hoffinan to the PAC for a three-year term.

Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC) Member Appeintments
Recommendation:

EA s L

Appoint City of Vallejo’s Mick Weninger to the BAC for a three-year term.

10
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Comprehensive Transportation Plan Committee Membership
Recommendation:

AR VISR 03 LA s e

Confirm the appointments to the CTP Committees as shown in Attachment A.

Renewal of SolanoEDC Membership
Recommendation:

A

Approve the following:
1. Renewal of STA’s membership with the Solano Economic Development

Corporation {SolanoEDC) at the Board Member-Investor level of $5,000 per
year for 2007. :

2. Direct staff to agendize for Board consideration STA’s membership in
SolanoEDC prior to the annual renewal for 2009.

Federal Legislative Advocacy Services Contract
Recommendation:
Approve the following:
1. Authorize the Executive Director to enter into a two-year contract with Akin

Gump Strauss Hauver & Feld LLP (Akin Gump) from February 16, 2008
through February 15, 2010 at a cost not to exceed $201,600;

2. The expenditure of an amount not to exceed $50,400 to cover the STA’s
contribution for this contract; and ‘

3. Authorize the Executive Director to enter into an agreement with the Cities
of Fairfield, Vacaville, and Vallejo to continue the partnership to provide
federal advocacy services in pursuit of federal funding for the STA”s priority

projects.

Solano Transit Consolidation Study Contract Amendment

Recommendation:
Authorize the Executive Director to amend the existing contract with DKS

Associates fo conduct Phase II of the Countywide Transit Consolidation Study for
an amount of $36,473.

2008 Paratransit Coordinating Council (PCC) Work Plan

Recommendation:
Approve the 2008 PCC Work Plan as shown in Attachment A.

X. ACTION - FINANCIAL ITEMS

A.

Establishment of STA Insurance Reserve Fund (IRF) Policy
Chuck Lamoree reviewed and summarized the establishment of STA Insurance

Reserve Fund (IRF) Policy.

Board Comments:
None presented.

Public Comments:
None presented.

11
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Recommendation:

AL AL L

Approve the following:
1. The creation of a STA Insurance Reserve Fund (IRF)
5 Direct staff to fund the IRF at $50,000 per year up to $200,000.

On a motion by Board Member Price, and a second by Vice Chair Spering, the STA
Board unanimously approved the recommendation.

Fiscal Year (FY) 2007-08 Mid-Year Budget Revision
Qusan Furtado highlighted the STA’s Mid-Year Budget Revisions for FY 2007-08.

Board Comments:
None presented.

Public Comments:
None presented.

Recommendation:
Approve the adoption of the FY 2007-08 Mid-Year Budget Revision as shown in

Attachment A.

Ona moﬁon by Board Member Sanchez, and a second by Vice Chair Spering, the
STA Board unanimously approved the recommendation.

XL ACTION —~ NON-FINANCIAL ITEMS

Al

Countywide Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Plan

Sam Shelton provided an overview and highlighted the STA’s fina! development of
the Countywide SR2S Plan. He stated that after the plan is adopted, staff will create
a Pilot SR2S Implementation Program, which will recommend projects to be
considered for funding by the STA Board by June 2008. He added that staffis
currently reviewing other options to fund pilot SR2S projects Countywide, such as
Bay Area Air Quality Management District BAAQMD) T ransportation for Clean
Air (TFCA) funds, Yolo/Solano Air Quality Management District (YSAQMD)
Clean Air Funds and Federal Safe Routes to School (SR2S) grants.

Board Comments:
Board Member Price ask if efforts are being made to change the curriculum in the

schools to increase physical activity. Sam Shelton responded that SR2S curriculum
is part of the STA’s SR2S Plan, as recommended by Dee Alarcon, the Solano
County Superintendent of Schools. In addition, California Department of Public
Health is also developing better PE standards.

Vice Chair Spering asked what security efforts are being made on walking school
buses such as identification, certification and/or training of some type for parents.
Sam Shetton responded that the specifics of how each community will run their
walking school bus programs is not specified in the STA’s SR2S Plan. Sam Shelton
added that many communities do require parent volunteers to be fingerprinted and
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receive background checks before they participate in school programs. Daryl Halls
added that the STA should consider certain standards of security implementation on
a countywide level and will bring those particular program elements back to the
STA Board at a later date.

Board Member Courville raised concerns about the lack of funding available to the
Dixon Unified School District, due to state budget cuts. She stated that the schools
should be committed and take responsibilities before she can support the funding
portion of the pilot program. Sam Shelton responded that as part of the local SR28
plan adoption process, each city council and school board took actions to appoint a
local task force to continue to plan and implement SR28S projects in their
community.

Board Member Patterson commented on mentoring efforts and traffic calming
program in Benicia.

Daryl Halls and other Board Members commended Sam Shelton for the job well
done and success of the countywide plan. Sam Shelton added that over 450 people
helped to develop the ideas in this plan, including over 100 task force and
committee members who reviewed and recommended this plan to the STA Board,
as shown on the plan’s acknowledgment page.

. Public Comments:
None presented.

Recommendation:

Approve the following:

1. STA’s Countywide Safe Routes to School Plan;

2. Authorize STA sta{f to create a STA Safe Routes to School Program based
on the STA’s Countywide Safe Routes t0 School Plan’s countywide
priorities; and

3. Establish the STA’s Safe Routes to School Steering Committee as a
permanent advisory commitiee to the STA Board for the new STA Safe
Route to School Program.

On a motion by Board Member Patterson, and a second by Board Member
Courville, the STA Board unanimously approved the recommendation.

Project Study Report (PSR) Priorities for Caltrans

Janet Adams reviewed the proposed preliminary engineering priorities for the Fiscal
Year (FY) 2008-09 for Solano County Caltrans oversight work. She noted that
priority number 1 is the work that has begun or will begin in FY 2007-08 and carry
over to the next fiscal year.

Board Comments:
None presented.

Public Comments:
None presented.

13
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Recommendation:

EARELTE LT L e

Adopt the Solano County FY 2008-09 Project Study Report Prioritized Workplan to
submit to Caltrans as specified in Attachment C.

On a motion by Board Member Price, and a second by Board Member Sanchez, the
STA Board unanimously approved the recommendation.

Updated Solano Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP) Propose
Statement and Goals

Robert Macaulay reviewed the proposed modifications to the CTP Purpose
Staterent and Goals.

Board Comments:
Board Member Patterson complimented STA staff for their good work in the overall
language modifications to the CTP Propose Statement and Goals.

Public Comments:
None presented.

Recommendation:
Adopt the updated Purpose Statement, Goals and Organization as shown in
Attachment A.

On 2 motion by Board Member Patterson, and a second by Vice Chair Spering, the
STA Board unanimously approved the recommendation.

Legislative Update
Jayne Bauer recapped and provided background information to the
recommendations listed below.

Board Comments:
None presented.

Public Comments:
None presented.

Recommendation:
Approve the following:
1. Support ACA 10 (Feuer);
2. Watch SB 1093 (Wiggins); and
3. Approve scheduling the following priority as an amendment to the 2008
STA Legislative Priorities and Platform:
“Support initiatives to pursuc the 55% voter threshold for county

transportation infrastructure measures.”

On a motion by Board Member Price, and a second by Board Alternate Member
Wilkins, the STA Board unanimously approved the recommendation.

14

X-B-8-14



XII. INFORMATIONAL ITEMS - DISCUSSION

A. Review of Corridor Construction Schedules for 2008 and 2009
Janet Adams provided an overview of the Corridor Construction Schedules for 2008

and 2009.

Board Comment:

Board Member Courvilie raised concerns about some of the forthcoming priority
projects and Dixon’s priorities needed additional consideration in future priority
settings.

Board Member Price commented on the need for a public education campaign for

the 1-80 construction work. Janet Adams stated that STA will work with Caltrans
throughout the construction of this effort.

NO DISCUSSION
B. 1-80 Freeway Performance Initiative (FPT) Update

C.  Status of Transportation Funds for Clean Air (TFCA) 40% Program Manager
Funds

State Route (SR) 12 Status Update
Project Delivery Update

Funding Opportunities Summary

o ™ ® U

Solano Bicycle and Pedestrian Program (SBPP) 2008
H. STA Board Meeting Schedule for 2008

XI1I. BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS
None presented.

XIV. ADJOURNMENT

The STA Board meeting was adjourned at 8:05 pm. The next regular meeting of the
STA Board is scheduled for Wednesday, March 12, 2008 6:00 p.m., Suisun City Hail
Council Chambers.

Attested By:

Johahna Masiclat / Dite
Cldk of the Board
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AGENDA ITEM
CITY COUNCIL MEETING: MARCH 18, 2008
COUNCIL MEMBER COMMITTEE REPORTS

DATE : March 12, 2008
TO : Mayor Patterson
Vice Mayor Campbell.
FROM : Dan Schiada, Director of Public Works
SUBJECT : SOLANO WATER AUTHORITY

The following information is provided for your committee report at the March 18, 2008 City
Council meeting.

The Solano Water Authority Board of Directors meeting originally scheduled for March 13,
7008 was canceled. The next meeting of the Roard is scheduled for April 10, 2008. An agenda
for that meeting is not yet available.
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Sor.ANO CouNTtY WATER AGEN

ATTENTION!!

BOARD MEETING CANCELATION NOTICE!

The Solano County Water Agency’s March 13 Board of Directors
meeting has been canceled.

Our next Board meeting will be taking place on Thursday, April 10 at
the Solano Irrigation District Board Room at 7pm.

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEETING CANCELATION
NOTICE!

The Solano County Water Agency’s March 5 Executive Committee
meeting has also been canceled.

Our next Executive Committee meeting will be taking place on
Wednesday, April 2 at 6:00 pm via conference call.

A5 MarchBOD.Cancelation Notice.doc

P.O. Box 349 » 6040 Vaca Station Road, Building 84
Elmira, California 95625-0349

Phone (707) 451-6090 * FAX (707) 451-6099
www.scwaZ.com




Traffic, Pedestrian and Bicycle Safety (TPBS) Committee

The agenda for the April 17, 2008 Meeting is being developed. The
minutes from the last meeting on January 17, 2008 are not yet available.

Meetings begin at 7:00 pm and the meeting schedule for 2008 is
listed below:
January 17, 2008
April 17, 2008

July 17, 2008

October 16, 2008

X-B-10-1






AGENDA ITEM
CITY COUNCIL MEETING: MARCH 18, 2008
COUNCIL MEMBER COMMITTEE REPORTS

DATE : March 11, 2008
TO : Vice Mayor Campbell
Council Member Hughes
FROM : City Manager
SUBJECT : E%I(—)%I};I‘Y AND COUNTY COOPERATIVE PLANNING

The following information is provided for your committee report at the March 18, 2008 Council
meeting. : ‘

A joint meeting of the Governing Board and the Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) had been
" scheduled for Monday, March 24, 2008 at 7:00 p.m. at the Solano County Government Center in
Fairfield. A meeting agenda for the March 24th meeting has been included with this staff report
for review.

Tt is unknown at this time when the next regular meeting of the Governing Board and the CAC
will ocour. Once meeting dates have been established, final meeting agendas will be forwarded
to the Council for review and consideration.
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TRI-CITY AND COUNTY COOPERATIVE PLANNING GRCUP

Cities of Benicia, Fairfield, and
Vallejo
County of Solano

AGENDA

(Updated)
JOINT GOVERNING BOARD/CITIZENS ADVISORY
COMMITTEE MEETING
Monday, March 24, 2008

9.

7:00 p.m.
Solano County Government Center
Multipurpose Rooms
Fairfield, CA
Roll Call
Introductions

Public Comment
Minutes: Approval of Governing Board Minutes of August 13,2007

Introduction to the Tri City and County Cooperative Planning Group: A Brief History
(Staff, Information)

Update on Solano County General Plan
Update on Hiddenbrooke School (Mel Jordan, VCUSD)
a. Update on Solano Land Trust Activities (Information Item)

b. Approval of “Success Criteria”™ for Lynch Canyon (Solano Land Trust) (Action
Item)

Update on Saint John’s Mine Road Abandonment (City of Vallejo)

10. PG&E Easement at Orchards-Hiddenbrooke (Action Item/Information)

11. 2008 Spring Tour/Event: Coordination with Solano Land Trust

12. Adjourn X-B-11-2



AGENDA ITEM
CITY COUNCIL MEETING: MARCH 18, 2008
COUNCIL MEMBER COMMITTEE REPORTS

DATE : March 12, 2008

TO : Council Member Hughes

FROM : Ken Hanley, Fire Chief

SUBJECT : VALERO COMMUNITY ADVISORY PANEL (CAP)

The following information is provided for your committee report at the March 18, 2008
Council meeting.

The CAP meets quarterly at 6:30 p.m. at the refinery at 610 Industrial Way. The next CAP
meeting is scheduled for April 24, 2008.
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AGENDA ITEM
CITY COUNCIL MEETING: MARCH 18, 2008
COUNCIL MEMBER COMMITTEE REPORTS

DATE : March 11, 2008
TO : Mayor Patterson

Vice Mayor Campbeil

Council Member Schwartzman
FROM : Youth Action Task Force
SUBJECT : YOUTH ACTION TASK FORCE

The following information is provided for your committee report at the March 18, 2008 City
Council meeting. Attached please find the draft agenda for the March 26, 2008 meeting
(subject to changes and additions) and the Solano County Reducing Rates of Alcohol,
Tobacco and other Drugs Coalition 3 Year Strategic Plan.
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BENICIA YOUTH ACTION TASK FORCE
COMMUNITY COLLABORATIVE
COMMISSION ROOM - BENICA CITY HALL
March 26, 2008 3:30 p.m. — 5:00 p.m.

Call to Order
Welcome and Introductions
Reference to the Fundamental Rights of the Public

Monthly Approvals
Approval of agenda of March 26, 2008
Approval of minutes of February 23, 2008

Action Items

A. Subcommittee Reports and Actions
Members will receive updates on ongoing subcommittee activities and develop timeline
recommendations for further development

1. Legislative Action- Discussion on legislative issues that relate to YATF responsibilities and
programs
Status of Mental Health Initiative Spence Rundberg.

B. Project Status

1. ATOD — Reducing Rates Updates

Members will receive updates on all MSA funded Strategies (Reducing Rates Coalition, City
Teams, Social Marketing, Adolescent Intervention Modality (ATM) and Smoking Cessation) and
take actions needed to comply with contract objectives and goals.

2. Ongoing Projects

A. Environmental Strategies (ATOD)
Subcommittee will provide progress update on proposed ordinances; members will approve
actions as needed.

Recommendation: Approve activities as required to move forward.

B. Social Marketing Campaign (ATOD)
Members will review subcommittee review subcommittee recommendations.

Recommendation: Approve local campaign activities and

C. Town Hall Meeting — Underage Drinking (ATOD — City Team Community Meeting)
Members will review subcommittee report and approve actions and funding as needed.
Recommendation: Approve actions and funding as needed.

X-B-13-2



D. Every 15 Minutes
Members will review implementation progress, budget update and take action as required to

implement program.
Recommendation: Approve funding as needed to implement program.

3. Family Resource Center Colleen Smith
Members will review FRC activities and approve action as required.
Recommendation: None

VIL. Old Business
A. Strategic Planning Process/V isioning
Members will receive update regarding the implementation of a Strategic Planning and/or
Visioning process to build capacity within the local coalition.

Recommendation:
A. Internet Safety Program

At the last meeting, members approved up to $1400 fo fund the Internet Safety (Bullying) program to be
presented to middle school students. Members will receive confirmation of actual costs associated with

this program.
Recommendation: Information only
IX.  Public Comments

X. Member comments

XI.  Adjournment
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Solano County Reducing Rates of Alcohol, Tobacco and other Drugs
Coalition

3 Year Strategic Plan
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Executive Summary

Executive Summary

A Strategic Planning Cominittee of the Solano County Reducing Rates of Alcohol, Tobacco and
other Drugs Coalition (RRC) conducted a series of meetings with the goal of updating the
current strategic plan.

The RRC’s mission is to act with a comprehensive approach to reduce the rates of use among its
population, and also reduce the terrible impacts of alcohol, tobacco and other drugs (ATOD) on
Solano County residents and communities. After evaluating the progress of the Coalition over
the last three years, the Srategic Planning Committee developed recommendations in the

following five areas.
Recommendations

1) The Planning Function: Initiate a planning function that supports RRC partners n
selecting and implementing prevention efforts that are appropriate for the communities in
which they reside.

2) Prevention Acumen: All partners involved in the RRC must have the opportunity to
increase their knowledge of best practices related to the prevention of alcohol, tobacco
and other drugs. In addition, their increase in prevention knowledge must be applicable
to their plans to implement their prevention activities. RRC partners must also capture
data to be able to evaluate their efforts.

3) Coalition and Partner Relationships: All constituencies involved in and impacted by
the RRC must be able to work together. It is vital that the roles and responsibilities of all
the partners are clear and understood by the Coalition members, City Teams and the
various subcontractors. In addition, the Strategic Planning initiatives and goals must
have the support of RRC partners

4) Ability to Leverage Reducing Rates Funding: There is an opportunity to leverage the
County’s funding of the RRC efforts. Many private and public entities are interested in
funding efforts that include partnerships, evidence-based strategies, evaluation and some
type of matching funds. The implementation of a Strategic Plan that addresses these
jssues will attract external funding.

5) Awareness in the Community: ATOD is a County-wide problem that necessitates a
coordinated approach from a broad range of community constituencies. It is important
that the community develop an awareness and, ultimately, support for ATOD prevention
strategies as a means of addressing the County’s ATOD problems.

The recommendations were used by the Strategic Planning Committee to formulated Guiding

Strategic Principles. The principles facilitate decisions that determine the nature and direction
of the Coalition.
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Executive Summary

Solano County Reducing Rates
Guiding Strategic Principles

Provide evidence-based prevention strategies based on the Strategic Prevention
Framework to address the development of a full and comprehensive continuum of services
as defined by the Institute of Medicine'.

The Strategic Prevention Framework utilizes a 5-step approach to the effective selection and
implementation of prevention programs. The 5 steps include: 1) assessment; 2) capacity; 3)
planning; 4) implementation; and 3) evaluation. An entity’s degree of rigor when utilizing the
Framework is dependent upon its resources and existing partnerships.

Collaborate with partners that value and utilize best practice standards to ensure a
comprehensive continuum of services.

Collaborative partners must value the use of best practice standards, Best practice may be
broadly defined, but must ultimately include evidenced-based strategies and evaluation as core
values. Partnerships should include entities across a community’s system of care.

Support training and technical assistance for entities involved in the Reducing Rates effort.
Successful selection and implementation of prevention efforts requires in-depth knowledge of

best practices. The Coalition will support entities in assessing their degree of prevention
acumen. It will also facilitate training in deficient areas.

Leverage Reducing Rates funding to increase resources, ensuring the sustainability of
prevention efforts.

Entities that utilize multiple funding sources can increase the scope and sustainability of their
prevention efforts. They are encouraged to form partnerships to jointly pursue funding and
create social capital. In this context, social capital is anything that facilitates individual or

collective action, generated by networks of relationships, reciprocity, trust, and social norms.

Heighten the awareness of ATOD prevention as a means for community wellness. Broad
community support of prevention is vital for the successful implementation and increased
resources for prevention efforts. Entities receiving Reducing Rates funds should advocate for the

prevention of alcohol, tobacco and other drugs and at all levels in their community.

11n a 1994 report on prevention research, the Institute of Medicine (IOM 1994) proposed a new framework for
classifying prevention based on Gordon's {1987) operational classification of disease prevention. The TOM model
divides the continuum of care into three parts: prevention, treatment, and maintenance. The prevention category is

divided into three classifications ~ universal, selective and indicated prevention interventions, which replace the
confusing concepts of primary, secondary, and tertiary prevention. (Source: Western Center for the Application of

Prevention Technologies [WestCAPT])
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Executive Suminary

These principles became the basis for the creation of major initiatives. The initiatives are
necessary to determine the activities that will move the coalition forward to successfully address
its mission. Initiatives are broad statements, covering a 3-year time period, using a format
similar to the Guiding Strategic Principles. Initiatives differ from strategic statements because
they are operational and direct a specific measurable action.

Major Initiatives

e Develop an infrastructure that is capable of implementing and sustaining the Reducing
Rates Strategic Plan.

e Enhance the technical capacity of the Reducing Rates partners o plan, implement and
evaluate effective programs and practices.

« Ensure that needed evidenced-based ATOD prevention services are offered and accessed
across the continuum.

e Maximize the collection and use of data to understand Solano County’s needs and to
achieve accountability in addressing those needs.

e Bducate the community on the efforts of the Reducing Rates Coalition.

Lastly, the committee developed goals for each of the next three years that support the initiatives.
This will allow the Coalition to measure its progress each year in successfully addressing the
initiatives, and ultimately, the mission of the RRC.

Acknowledgements

The following are the names of the Strategic Planning Committes. These members represented a
cross-section the Reducing Rates Partners and were integral to evaluating the progress of the
Coalition and updating the strategic plan.

Linda Bosma, Reducing Rates Evaluator Cecile Kazami, City Team Representative
Greg Gomez, Staff Analyst Gina Merrell, MSA Project Manager
Curtis Hunt, City Team Cordinator Don Mort, RRC Vice Chair

Edward Kaufman, LCSW, RRC Secretary Del Royer, RRC Coalition Member

Steve Padilla, RRC Coalition Member

And special thanks to the Leadership and Facilitation of Paul Nolfo, Nolfo Consulting.

X-B-13-7



Major Initiatives and Goals

Major Initiatives and Goals

Develop an infrastructure that is capable of jmplementing and sustaining the.

Reducing Rates Strategic Plan:: -

YEAR1

*

Ensure Reducing Rates partners are knowledgeable of the current roles and
responsibilities of the various entities involved in the Reducing Rates effort. If
appropriate, develop recommendations and implement changes and/or additions to
those roles and responsibilities.

Produce a development plan for the Reducing Rates Coalition.

YEAR 2

Review roles and responsibilities of the various entities involved in the Reducing
Rates effort. If appropriate, develop recommendations and implement changes and/or
additions to those roles and responsibilities.

TImplement the development plan for the Reducing Rates Coalition.

Complete a feasibility study to determine the efficacy of a 501(c)3 status for the
Coalition.

YEAR 3

Review roles and responsibilities of the various entities involved in the Reducing
Rates effort. If appropriate, develop recommendations and implement changes and/or
additions to those roles and responsibilities. '

Revisit, update and implement the development plan for the Reducing Rates
Coalition.

Update the Strategic Plan to address the next three years.

Determine 501(c)3 status.
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Major Initiatives and Go als

and evaluate effective programs and practices.

E

Enhance the technical cﬁpqc_i_t'j,f-_pf the Redﬁbinijat;_é@i'Iiért;}i;grs.fo’_ plan, implement .

YEAR1

e The Coalition will conduct a thorough needs assessment of the Reducing Rates
partners to determine where there are gaps in knowledge and gkills that hinder the
work of the partners.

e Endorse and provide training on the Strategic Prevention Framework for the
Reducing Rates partners. With support from the Coalition, Reducing Rates partners
will determine the necessary and appropriate degree of rigor when utilizing the
Strategic Prevention Framework.

YEAR 2
s Begin initial implementation of the Strategic Prevention Framework.

e Based on the needs assessment, the Coalition will facilitate targeted training and
technical assistance for the Reducing Rates partners.

s Produce year-end evaluation of the training and technical assistance program.

YEAR 3
e Full implementation of the Strategic Prevention Framework.

e Review and adapt training plan to address emerging gaps.

X-B-13-9
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Major Initiatives and Goals

Ensure that needed evidenced-based ATOD prevention services are offered and
accessed across the continuum.” »

YEAR1
s Compile and classify both Reducing Rates and other community services related to
the continuum of services.

YEAR 2

e Allocate Reducing Rates funding and seek additional resources based on analysis of
the continuum of services.

YEAR3

e Continue to identify needs in the continuum of services.and allocate funds
accordingly.

X-B-13-10
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Major Initiatives and Goals

Maximize the (_:OIlec‘t_:igfinjg;_‘i:_‘d use of data to'uﬁdétS‘fﬁndi'Sdléﬁiio County’s needs and to
achieve accountability in addressing those needs. - T '

YEAR 1
e Introduce Reducing Rates partners to CalOMS Prevention® and train them how to use

it.

YEAR 2
e Collect, analyze and interpret key process and outcome data of projects funded by the

Reducing Rates Coalition.
o Incorporate CalOMS data in the Strategic Prevention Framework.,

» Align Reducing Rates data collection with equivalent State, County and City
measures.

e Compare Solano County indicators with State-wide and comparable county
indicators.

YEAR 3
e Collect, analyze and interpret key process and outcome data of projects funded by the

Reducing Rates Coalition.
o Incorporate CalOMS data in the Strategic Prevention Framework.

e Align Reducing Rates data collection with equivalent State, County and City
measures.

e Compare Solano County indicators with State-wide and comparable county
indicators.

2 California Qutcomes Measurement Service for Prevention (CalOMS Prevention) is a fully web-based data
collection service for primary prevention service/activity data funded with the Substance Abuse Prevention and
Treatment (SAPT) block grant dollars via the Department of Alcohol and Drug Programs. (Source: California
Department of Alcohol and Drug Programs JADPD
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Major Initiatives and Goals

FEducate the community on the efforts of the Reducing Rates Coalition.: 4}

YEAR1
e Build community awareness about Reducing Rates activities.

YEAR 2

e Produce an annual repoit on Reducing Rates activities and Solano County community
indicators. Ensure that interpretation of the data in non-technical language is included
in the report.

e Continue to build community awareness about Reducing Rates activities.

YEAR 3

e Produce an annual report on Reducing Rates activities and Solano County community
:ndicators. Ensure that interpretation of the data in non-technical language is included

in the report.

» Continue to build community awareness about Reducing Rates activities.
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AGENDA ITEM
CITY COUNCIL MEETING: MARCH 18,2008
COUNCIL MEMBER COMMITTEE REPORTS

DATE : March 12, 2008

TO : City Council

FROM : Mayor Patterson

SUBJECT : ABAG/CAL FED TASK FORCE/BAY AREA WATER FORUM

The next meeting of the Water Forum is March 24, 2008. As of the date of this memo, an
agenda is not yet available. The agenda from the February meeting of the forum follows.

I can provide an update on recent activities of the Forum for the City Council, if desired.
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10:30

10:40

10:55
11:45
12:15

12:45

1:00

1:15

1:30

Bay Area Water Forum:

ASCE Infrastructure Report Card for the Bay Region

Monday, February 25, 2008; 10:30 a.m. - 1:30 p.m.

Meeting Location: Elihu Harris State Office Building, Room 12
1515 Clay Street, Ozkland, CA

Meeting Agenda

Welcome and Introductions

Forum Business
o  Updates from Chairs (Cynthia Murray, Greg Zlotnick and David Nesmith)

¢ Committee Reports
v  Water and Land Use (Katy Foulkes, Alicia Aguirre and Peter Vorster, Committee Co-Chairs}
v Legislative Committee (Greg Zlotnick, Elizabeth Patterson and Andrew Michael, Committee
Co-Chairs)

ASCE Infrastructure Report Card for the Bay Region (Mike Kincaid, ASCE)
Update on BDCP (Karla Nemeth, Zone 7)

Lunch

Update on IRWMP Related Activities
«  Grants and Related Activities
¢ KeyIssues

Update on Delta Vision

Next Steps
e Dates for Upcoming Meetings
s Proposed Topics for Upcoming Meetings
e Other?

Adjourn
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CITY COUNCII. MEMBER

REQUEST FOR ITEM ON COUNCIL AGENDA

Please submit this request by the Friday preceding the agenda packet distribution day, or 12
calendar days prior to the meeting. (For example, for 2 Council meeting on March 21%, please

submit the request by March 10%)
Requested by:

Council Member loakimedes
Requested Council Meeting Date:

March 18, 2008

While every effort will be made to include your item on the requested date, please note that
depending on the number of items already on an agenda, it may be placed on the subsequent
meeting date.

Agenda Item Name:

Request to agendize discussion of a Benicia Industrial Park Needs
Assessment

Description of Item (i.e., the text that will go on the agenda as the middle paragraph, between the
title and recommendation):

Council Member loakimedes has requested that the City Council
consider placing an item on a future agenda regarding consideration
of a Benicia Industrial Park Needs Assessment.

If you would like any attachments regarding your item included in the packet, please note them
below and forward them via email to acardwell@ci.benicia.ca.us, if possible, along with this
completed form. If attachment(s) are not available via email, please describe the attachmeni(s)
desired and any information you may have on where to locate (website, etc.) so they can be

included in the packet.

A copy of this completed form will be included in the packet, followed by any attachments you
note above. Thank you!
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